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1 Introduction

Deep inelastic lepton-hadron scattering (DIS)hasplayed a sem inalrole in the de-

velopm entofourpresentunderstanding ofthesub-structureofelem entary particles.The

discovery ofBjorken scaling in thelate nineteen-sixtiesprovided thecriticalim petusfor

theidea thatelem entary particlescontain alm ostpointlike constituentsand forthesub-

sequentinvention oftheParton M odel.DIS continued toplay an essentialrolein thelong

period ofconsolidation thatfollowed,in thegraduallinking ofpartonsand quarks,in the

discovery ofthe existence ofm issing constituents,lateridenti�ed as gluons,and in the

wonderfulconuence ofallthe di�erent parts ofthe picture into a coherent dynam ical

theory ofquarksand gluons{ Quantum Chrom odynam ics(QCD).

In m ore recent tim es the em phasis has shifted to the detailed study of the x-

dependence ofthe parton distribution functionsand to the study oftheirQ 2-evolution,

probably them ostdirecttestoftheperturbativeaspectsofQCD.

Polarized DIS,involving the collision ofa longitudinally polarized lepton beam on

a polarized target (either longitudinally or transversely polarized) provides a di�erent,

com plem entary and equally im portantinsightinto thestructureofthenucleon.W hereas

ordinary DIS probessim ply the num berdensity ofpartonswith a fraction x ofthe m o-

m entum ofthe parent hadron,polarized DIS can partly answer the m ore sophisticated

question asto thenum berdensity ofpartonswith given x and given spin polarization,in

a hadron ofde�nitepolarization,eitheralong ortransverse to them otion ofthehadron.

Butwhatisquiteextraordinaryandunexpected abinitioistherichnessandsubtlety

ofthedynam icale�ectsassociated with thepolarized case.W hereastheunpolarized scal-

ing functionsF1;2(x)have a sim ple interpretation in theNaiveParton M odel(where the

nucleon isconsidered asan ensem ble ofessentially freem asslesspartons)and a straight-

forward generalisation in thefram ework ofperturbativeQCD,thespin dependentscaling

functions g1;2(x) are m uch m ore subtle,each fascinating in its own way.The function

g1(x)which,at�rstsight,seem s trivialto dealwith in the Naive Parton M odel,turns

out,within perturbativeQCD,to havean anom alousgluon contribution associated with

it.In addition the �rst m om ent ofg1(x) turns out to be connected with an essentially

non-perturbative aspect ofQCD,the axialghost which is invoked to resolve the U(1)

problem ofthem assofthe�0.And g2(x)turnsoutnotto have any interpretation atall

in purely partoniclanguage.

W hatisalso fascinating istheextraordinary interplay oftheory and experim entin

thestudy ofg1(x).Foralongtim ethetheoryofg1(x)rem ained com fortablyatthelevelof

theNaiveParton M odel.Then,in 1988,cam ethedisturbingresultsoftheEuropean M uon

Collaboration (EM C)[ASH 88,89],which di�ered signi�cantly from thenaivetheoretical

predictions.These resultscould beargued to im ply thatthe sum ofthespinscarried by

the quarksin a proton (Squarks
z )wasconsistentwith zero,ratherthan with 1/2 asgiven

in thequark m odel,suggesting a \spin crisisin theparton m odel" [LEA 88].Thisled to

an intensescrutiny ofthebasisofthetheoreticalcalculation ofg1(x)and thediscovery of

the anom alousgluon contribution [EFR 88].(Asso often happensin theoreticalphysics

it turns out that such an e�ect had already been studied to som e extent in a largely

overlooked paperof1982[LAM 82]).So surprising wasthisdiscovery thatthecalculation

wasim m ediately checked by three di�erentgroups[ALT 88;CAR 88;LEA 88a]who all

arrived atthesam eresult.(Som ewhatfortuitously,asitturnsout,aswasdem onstrated

in [CAR 88]).

In them odi�ed theoreticalpicture,thequantity ��= 2S quark
z ,whosevaluehad to

3



beconsistentwith zeroasaconsequenceoftheEM C experim ent,isreplaced by thelinear

com bination (for3 avours) ��� (3� s=2�)�g where �g =
R1
0 dx�g(x)and �g(x) is

thepolarized gluon num berdensity.

It has to be stressed that as a consequence ofQCD a m easurem ent ofthe �rst

m om ent ofg1(x) does notm easure the z-com ponent ofthe sum ofthe quark spins.It

m easuresonly thesuperposition

1

9

�

���
3�s

2�
�g

�

and thislinearcom bination can bem adesm allby acancellation between quark and gluon

contributions.ThustheEM C resultsceasesto im ply that�� issm all.

The function g2(x),on the otherhand,doesnothave any sim ple interpretation in

the Naive Parton M odeland itisa trium ph ofperturbative QCD thatone can derive a

sensible,gaugeinvariantresultforitin theQCD Field TheoreticM odel[EFR 84].

In this review we concentrate alm ost exclusively on the polarized case.A good

survey oftheunpolarized casecan befound in [ALT 82]or,ata m oreintroductory level,

in [LEA 94].Ourtreatm entattem ptsto coverboth thetheory and thephenom enology of

thesubjectand ism eantto bereasonably self-contained.

Onthephenom enologicalsideweoutlinetheform alism fordiscussingDISinterm sof

onephoton exchange.W ebriey m ention theextension toweak interactions(both neutral

and charged current) initiated by charged leptons.W e introduce the scaling functions

g1;2(x)and considerhow dataon them can beextracted from experim entson cross-section

asym m etriesusingboth longitudinaland transversely polarized targets.W econsiderboth

hydrogen and nucleartargetsand wealso addresstheproblem ofhow to extractdata at

�xed Q 2 overthewholerangeofx,asneeded forthetesting ofsum rules.

Since the data taken in di�erent x-bins correspond to di�erent ranges ofQ 2,the

production ofadatasetforallx atsom e�xed Q 2 isanon trivial\experim ental"problem .

There is som e evidence that the Com pton asym m etry A 1(x;Q
2)is alm ost independent

ofQ 2 and the extraction ofg1(x;Q
2) at the desired Q 2 is carried out by assum ing A 1

independentofQ 2.Now itisreasonable to believe thatA 1(x;Q
2)willvary only slowly

with Q 2,butthere isno justi�cation forbelieving itto beexactly constant.Nonetheless

itisexperim entalpracticeNOT to includean errorin g1(x;Q
2)to reecttheuncertainty

in the variation ofA 1 with Q 2.This is,to say the least,quite unjusti�able.A possible

strategy forcarrying outtheextrapolation in Q 2 isdiscussed in Section 2.1.3 d).

An extensive phenom enologicalanalysis ofallthe data on g1(x;Q
2) and its �rst

m om ent�1(Q
2)isgiven including the very recentdata from experim ents on deuterium

and 3Hetargets.Theim plicationsofthedataareconsidered in thefram eworkoftheNaive

Parton M odeland oftheOperatorProductExpansion (OPE).Aspectsdiscussed include:

inform ation from hyperon �-decay;theextrapolation to x = 0;highertwiste�ects.

W e argue,in agreem ent with severalrecent analyses,that there is absolutely no

evidencefora failureofthevery fundam entalBjorken sum rule.

On thetheoreticalsidewedistinguish between threeapproachesofvarying degrees

ofsophistication:

i)In theNaiveParton M odelthenucleon isviewed asan assem bly offree,parallel

m ovingquarks.Thetreatm entisprobabilisticand itsessenceissum m arized bytherelation

connecting thevirtualphoton-hadron cross-section �
�H to a convolution ofthe�-quark
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cross-sectionsand thenum berdensity ofquarksin thehadron,fq=H (x):

�
�H =

Z

dx
0
�
�q(x=x0)fq=H (x

0):

ii)In the QCD Im proved Parton M odelone supplem entsthe Naive Parton M odel

with QCD-controlled,probabilistic,Altarelli-Parisisplitting functions.The description

rem ainsprobabilisticand them ain e�ectisthereplacem entofnum berdensitiesfq=H (x)

by Q 2-dependentdensitiesfq=H (x;Q
2).

iii) In the QCD Field Theoretic M odelone starts with genuine QCD Feynm an

diagram s.W e callit a \M odel" because the diagram s have to be divided into a hard

scatteringpart,which iscalculated strictlyaccordingtoperturbativeQCD,and asoftpart

which we cannotcalculate and which hasto bem odelled.One m akescertain reasonable

sounding assum ptionsaboutthe behaviourofthisnon-perturbative part.The M odelis,

in general,notprobabilistic and involves hadronic m atrix elem entsofproductsofquark

and gluon interacting �eldsatdi�erentspace-tim epoints.In thosecaseswheretheresult

isprobabilistic one can usually recoverthe Naive Parton M odelupon treating the �elds

asfree�elds,or,with a lessdrasticapproxim ation,theQCD Im proved Parton M odel.

The OperatorProduct Expansion (which deals with m atrix elem ents oflocalop-

erators),where it can be justi�ed leads to results perfectly com patible with the Field

TheoreticM odel,butthelatterhasam uch wider�eld ofapplicability and can beutilised

in situationswhereuseoftheOPE cannotbejusti�ed.

Thecalculation ofg1;2(x)in theNaive Parton M odeliscovered in som edetailand

thesourceofthedi�cultieswith g 2(x)is,wehope,very clearly delineated.W eintroduce

and discussthegeneralstructureoftheOperatorProductExpansion and giveexpressions

forthe n-th m om entsofg1;2(x;Q
2).W e arecarefulto statethe rangeofn forwhich the

resultscan beproved and thisleadsto an exam ination ofvariousclaim sin theliterature

aboutrelationshipsbetween g1 and g2,aboutthe �rstm om entofg2(x)(
R
dx g2(x)= 0:

the Burkhardt-Cottingham sum rule) and about the second m om ent ofg1(x)+ 2g2(x)

(
R
dx x[g1(x)+ 2g2(x)]= 0:theEfrem ov-Leader-Teryaev sum rule).

W e explain that neither of these sum rules follows directly from the OPE and

that their validity rests upon an assum ption about the invertability ofcertain Fourier

transform s(equivalently,aboutthebehaviourasx ! 0)and thatthisinvertability does

notoccurifg2(x)hasthesm allx behaviour1=x
2 suggested by ReggeTheory,so thatthe

aboveintegralsdiverge.

Theaxialanom aly and thegluon axialcurrentK � arediscussed in som edetail.W e

study theconnection between K � and thegluon spin operatorand derivetheanom alous

gluon contribution to g1(x).There issom e disagreem ent in the literature regarding the

kernelrelatingthepolarized gluon num berdensity �g(x)tog 1(x),and wegiveargum ents

in favourofa particularchoice.

Therearealso argum entsin theliteratureagainstthewholeconceptofan anom a-

lousgluon contribution,on the groundsthatK � isnota gaugeinvariantoperator.Here

wewould liketo rem ind readersthatin gaugetheories(even in theAbelian caseofQED)

itoften happensthattheoperatorsrepresenting fundam entalphysicalquantitieslikem o-

m entum arenotgauge-invariant.Thislack ofgaugeinvarianceisinnocuousand irrelevant

provided thattheexpectation valuesofthoseoperatorsbetween physicalstatesaregauge

invariant.Ultim ately,the gauge invariance of�g(x)is guaranted by showing how it is

related to thephysically m easurablecross-section for2-jetproduction.

Therearealsoclaim sintheliteraturethattheanom alouscontribution tog1 vanishes

5



ifthe calculation is carried outwith strictly m assless gluons.W e point outthatthis is

irrelevant.In theQCD Field TheoreticM odelthereis,in principle,an integraloverthek2

ofthegluon and thepointk2 = 0 isofzero m easure.Only in a Parton M odelcalculation

with gluon m ass�xed atk2 = 0 would therebeany problem .

Thewholequestion ofthecalculation ofg1;2 and oftheanom alyis�nallyapproached

from the pointofview ofthe QCD Field Theoretic M odel.Contrary to som e assertions

in theliteratureweshow thatthereisperfectconsistency between thisapproach and the

OperatorProductExpansion.

W e contrast the calculation ofg2(x) and g1(x) in QCD Field Theoretic M odel,

showingthattheFeynm an diagram swhich haveasim plequark-parton interpretation lead

toan unacceptableresultforg2(x),i.e.aresultwhich doesnotrespectgaugeinvariance.A

detailed dem onstration isgiven ofhow theunwanted gaugedependentterm sarecancelled

when one includesdiagram scorresponding to quark-gluon correlationsin the nucleon,a

conceptwhich isoutsidethefram ework oftheParton M odel.

W eprovideabriefintroduction tonon-perturbativeand topologicale�ectsin QCD,

to the U(1) problem ,to the axialghost and to the isosinglet,Generalized Goldberger-

Treim an relation (GGT).A connection isestablished between the totalquark spin and

thecoupling ofthe�0to nucleonsand thissuggeststhatthesum ofthequark spinsis,in

fact,closeto thecanonicalvalueof1/2,in agreem entwith theinterpretation oftheEM C

data utilising an anonalousgluon contribution to g1(x).

A dom inant feature throughout is the polarized gluon distribution �g(x).It is

essentialthatthisim portantelem ent in the internalstructure ofthe nucleon should be

m easured independently,in as m any other reactions as possible.W e end with a brief

survey ofreactionsin which thism ightbefeasible.

Finally,a word about notation.It m ay seem pedantic to squabble about choices

ofnotation.Butwhen a subjectthreatensto becom e incom prehensible asa resultofan

injection ofillogical,confusing notation,itisnecessary to draw attention to the danger.

OurSection on notation,consequently,willcom m enton thisissue.

1.1 N otation

The Field Theoretic approach to hard scattering was developed in a pioneering

paperby Ralston and Soperin 1979 [RAL 79].They introduced a precise,logical,clear

and inform ative notation forthe hadronic m atrix elem entsofthe bilocaloperatorsthat

appear.

On theotherhand thespin dependentscaling functionsg1;2(x)wereintroduced by

Bjorken in 1966 [BJO 66].They too have a precise and clearm eaning in the expression

forthem easured spin-dependentcross-section.

A com plete relabelling ofthe Ralston-Soper m atrix elem ents [JAF 91]ought to

require seriousjusti�cation (especially the use ofg1 forone ofthem when itisonly the

leading twistapproxim ation to Bjorken g1)and such justi�cation hasneverbeen o�ered.

W ethereforefollow theRalston-Sopernotation.

Concerning  m atricesand spinorswe adoptthe conventionsofBjorken and Drell

[BJO 65]exceptthatourspinorsarenorm alised sothatforaferm ion withfour-m om entum

p� = (E ;p)

u
y
u = 2E ; v

y
v = 2E ; �uu = 2M ; �vv = � 2M

forboth m assive and m asslessparticles.
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Onehasthen

�u(p)�u(p)= 2p� �v(p)�v(p)= 2p� :

W euse

5 = i
0

1

2

3

and ourconvariantspin vectorsS� arenorm alised to S�S
� = � 1:

Fora ferm ion ofm assM ,then,

�u(p;S)�5u(p;S)= � �v(p;S)�5v(p;S)= 2M S
�
:

Form asslessferm ionsofhelicity � = � 1=2,orofchirality 2� = � 1,

�u(p;�)�5u(p;�)= � �v(p;�)�5v(�;�)= lim
M ! 0

2M S
�(�)= 4� p

�
:

Allstatesarenorm alized so that

hP 0jPi= (2�)3 2E �
3(p0� p):

W euse

"0123 = +1 :

Finally,because ‘transversity’has a quite speci�c m eaning [DAL 56;KOT 70]in

term s ofa phase convention etc.,we avoid its use and sim ply talk oflongitudinaland

transversepolarization states.

2 Polarized lepton-nucleon Deep InelasticScattering -Generalaspect

2.1 G eneralform alism in one photon exchange approxim ation

Consider the inelastic scattering ofpolarized leptons on polarized nucleons.W e

denote by m the lepton m ass,k (k0)the initial(�nal)lepton four-m om entum and s (s0)

itscovariantspin four-vector,such thats� k = 0(s0� k0= 0)and s� s= � 1(s0� s0= � 1);the

nucleon m assisM and thenucleon four-m om entum and spin four-vectorare,respectively,

P and S.Assum ing one photon exchange,see Fig.2.1,the di�erentialcross-section for

detecting the �nalpolarized lepton in the solid angle d
 and in the �nalenergy range

(E 0; E 0+ dE 0)in the laboratory fram e,P = (M ;0); k = (E ;k); k0 = (E 0;k
0
),can be

written as[LEA 85]

d2�

d
 dE 0
=

�2

2M q4

E 0

E
L�� W

��
; (2.1.1)

whereq= k� k0and � isthe�nestructureconstant.

In Eq.(2.1.1)theleptonictensorL�� isgiven by

L��(k;s;k
0
;s

0)= [�u(k0;s0)� u(k;s)]
� [�u(k0;s0)� u(k;s)] (2.1.2)

and can besplitinto sym m etric(S)and antisym m etric(A)partsunder�;� interchange:

L��(k;s;k
0
;s

0) = L
(S)
�� (k;k0)+ iL

(A )
�� (k;s;k0) (2.1.3)

+ L
0 (S)
�� (k;s;k0;s0)+ iL

0 (A )
�� (k;k0;s0)

7



where

L
(S)
�� (k;k0) = k�k

0
� + k

0
�k� � g�� (k� k

0� m
2) (2.1.4)

L
(A )
�� (k;s;k0) = m "���� s

� (k� k
0)� (2.1.5)

L
0 (S)
�� (k;s;k0;s0) = (k� s

0)(k0�s� + s�k
0
� � g�� k

0� s)

� (k� k
0� m

2)(s�s
0
� + s

0
�s� � g�� s� s

0) (2.1.6)

+ (k0� s)(s0�k� + k�s
0
�)� (s� s

0)(k�k
0
� + k

0
�k�)

L
0 (A )
�� (k;k0;s0) = m "���� s

0�(k� k
0)� : (2.1.7)

On sum m ing Eq.(2.1.3)overs0and averaging overs onerecoversthe usualunpo-

larized leptonictensor,2L(S)
�� .On sum m ing overs

0,oneobtains2L(S)
�� + 2iL(A )

�� .

The unknown hadronic tensor W �� is sim ilarly de�ned in term s offour structure

functionsas[DRE 64;CAR 72;HEY 72].

W ��(q;P;S)= W
(S)
�� (q;P)+ iW

(A )
�� (q;P;S) (2.1.8)

with

1

2M
W

(S)
�� (q;P) =

 

� g�� +
q�q�

q2

!

W 1(P � q;q
2)

+

" 

P� �
P � q

q2
q�

!  

P� �
P � q

q2
q�

! #
W 2(P � q;q2)

M 2
(2.1.9)

1

2M
W

(A )
�� (q;P;S) = "���� q

�

(

M S
�
G 1(P � q;q

2)

+ [(P � q)S� � (S � q)P�]
G 2(P � q;q2)

M

)

: (2.1.10)

From Eqs.(2.1.1,3,8)onehas

d2�

d
 dE 0
=

�2

2M q4

E 0

E

h

L
(S)
�� W

��(S)+ L
0 (S)
�� W

��(S)

� L
(A )
�� W

��(A )� L
0 (A )
�� W

��(A )
i

: (2.1.11)

The individualterm s in square brackets can be separately studied by considering

cross-sectionsordi�erencesbetween cross-sectionswith particularinitialand �nalpolar-

izations [ANS 79].Each ofthese term s is,at least in principle,a m easurable quantity

which iseithera function ofthetwo spin-averaged structurefunctionsW 1 and W 2 (term s

containing W (S)
�� ) or ofthe two spin-dependent structure functions G 1 and G 2 (term s

containing W (A )
�� ).For exam ple,the usualunpolarized cross-section is proportionalto

L(S)
�� W ��(S)

d2�unp

d
 dE 0
(k;P;k0) =

1

4

X

s;s0;S

d2�

d
 dE 0
(k;s;P;S;k0;s0)

=
�2

2M q4

E 0

E
2L(S)

�� W
��(S)

; (2.1.12)

while di�erences ofcross-sections with opposite targetspins single outthe L (A )
�� W ��(A )

term :
X

s0

"
d2�

d
 dE 0
(k;s;P;� S;k0;s0)�

d2�

d
 dE 0
(k;s;P;S;k0;s0)

#
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=
�2

2M q4

E 0

E
4L(A )

�� W
��(A )

: (2.1.13)

2.1.1 Structure functionsand Bjorken scaling

Thecross-section fortheinelasticscattering ofunpolarized leptonson unpolarized

nucleons,in thelaboratory fram e,can bewritten explicitely using Eqs.(2.1.4,9,12)and

neglecting thelepton m ass,as

d2�unp

d
 dE 0
=
4�2E 02

q4

"

2W 1sin
2
�

2
+ W 2cos

2
�

2

#

(2.1.14)

where� istheLAB scattering angleofthelepton.Itsm easurem entsuppliesinform ation

on theunpolarized structurefunctionsW 1(P � q;q2)and W 2(P � q;q2):

In theBjorken lim it,orDeep InelasticScattering (DIS)regim e,

� q
2 = Q

2 ! 1 � = E � E
0! 1 x =

Q 2

2P � q
=

Q 2

2M �
;�xed (2.1.15)

they areknown to approxim ately scale:

lim
B j

M W 1(P � q;Q
2) = F1(x)

lim
B j

�W 2(P � q;Q
2) = F2(x); (2.1.16)

whereF1;2 vary very slowly with Q
2 at�xed x.

Sim ilarly,from Eqs.(2.1.5,10,13),onehas

X

s0

"
d2�

d
 dE 0
(k;s;P;S;k0;s0)�

d2�

d
 dE 0
(k;s;P � S;k0;s0)

#

�

�
d2�s;S

d
 dE 0
�
d2�s;� S

d
 dE 0
= (2.1.17)

=
8m �2E 0

q4E

�h

(q� S)(q� s)+ Q
2(s� S)

i

M G 1 + Q
2
h

(s� S)(P � q)� (q� S)(P � s)
iG 2

M

�

which yieldsinform ation on thepolarized structurefunctionsG 1(P � q;q2)and G 2(P � q;q2).

They also,in theBjorken lim it,areexpected to scaleapproxim ately:

lim
B j

(P � q)2

�
G 1(P � q;Q

2) = g1(x) (2.1.18)

lim
B j

� (P � q)G2(P � q;q
2) = g2(x):

In term sofg1;2 theexpression (2.1.10)forW
(A )
�� becom es

W
(A )
�� (q;P;s)=

2M

P � q
"�v�� q

�

(

S
�
g1(x;Q

2)+

"

S
� �

(S � q)P�

(P � q)

#

g2(x;Q
2)

)

: (2.1.19)
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2.1.2 Cross-section di� erences

Aim ing atgathering inform ation on the polarized structure functions G 1 and G 2

welook atEq.(2.1.17)and specializeitto particularspin con�gurationsoftheincom ing

leptonsand targetnucleons.

Let us consider �rst the case of longitudinally polarized leptons,that is initial

leptonswith spin along (! )oropposite( )thedirection ofm otion,whilethenucleons

atrestarepolarized along (S)oropposite(� S)an arbitrary directionŜ.W ethen have

s
�
! = � s

�
 =

1

m
(jkj; k̂E ) k̂ =

k

jkj
(2.1.20)

S
� = (0;Ŝ):

W etakethez-axisalong theincom ing lepton direction and de�ne(seeFig.2.2)

k
� = (E ;0;0;jkj)’ E (1;0;0;1)

k
0� = (E 0

;k
0
)’ E

0(1;̂k
0

)

= E
0(1;sin� cos’; sin� sin’; cos�) (2.1.21)

Ŝ = (sin�cos�; sin�sin�; cos�):

Using Eqs.(2.1.20,21)into Eq.(2.1.17)oneobtains(atleading orderin m =E )

d2�! ;S

d
 dE 0
�

d2�! ;� S

d
 dE 0
= �

4�2

Q 2

E 0

E
(2.1.22)

�

(

[E cos� + E
0cos�]M G 1 + 2E E 0[cos�� cos�]G 2

)

:

� isthepolarangleofthenucleon spin direction,i.e.theanglebetween k̂ and Ŝ,and �

istheanglebetween theoutgoing lepton direction,k̂
0

,and Ŝ :

cos� = sin� cos’ sin�cos�

+ sin� sin’ sin�sin� + cos� cos� (2.1.23)

= sin� sin�cos� + cos� cos�

where� = �� ’ istheazim uthalanglebetween the(̂k;̂k
0

)scatteringplaneand the(̂k;Ŝ)

polarization plane(seeFigs.2.2 and 2.3).

For particular values of� one recovers fam iliar results [CAR 72;HEY 72].For

nucleonspolarized along () )oropposite (( )the initiallepton direction ofm otion one

has� = 0,�= �,and Eq.(2.1.22)gives

d2�

!
)

d
 dE 0
�
d2�

!
(

d
 dE 0
= �

4�2

Q 2

E 0

E

"

(E + E
0cos�)M G1 � Q

2
G 2

#

: (2.1.24)

Ifthenucleonsaretransversely polarized,thatisthenucleon spin isperpendicular

to thedirection oftheincom ing lepton,then � = �=2 and Eqs.(2.1.22,23)yield

d2�! *

d
 dE 0
�

d2�! +

d
 dE 0
= �

4�2

Q 2

E 02

E
sin� cos� (M G1 + 2E G 2): (2.1.25)
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Notice thatifthe nucleon spin isperpendicularto the scattering plane (� = � =

�=2),then thecross-section di�erencein Eq.(2.1.25)iszero;such adi�erencehasitsm ax-

im um absolutevaluewhen � = 0or�,thatiswhen thenucleon spin vector,perpendicular

to k̂,liesin thescattering plane.

In the above we considered longitudinally polarized leptons.Note that it is im -

practicalto dealwith transversely polarized leptons.Because,fortransversely polarized

incom ing leptons,thatisleptonswith spin perpendicularto the direction ofm otion,we

have

s= (0;̂s); (2.1.26)

with theunitvectorŝ orthogonalto k̂; ŝ�̂k = 0.In such acase,contrarytowhathappens

for longitudinally polarized leptons,Eq.(2.1.20),there is no factor E =m to cancelthe

factor m =E which appears in the cross-section di�erences (2.1.17),and the latter turn

outto bevanishingly sm allin thelargeenergy lim it(m =E ! 0).

Usefulinform ation on the unpolarized structure functions W 1 and W 2 could be

obtained by looking atinitial-�nallepton spin asym m etries[ANS 79];such a technique,

however,requiresthem easurem entofthescattered lepton polarization,which isprobably

too di�cultto contem plateatpresent.

2.1.3 Experim entalm easurem entofg1 and g2 on nucleon targets

M easurem ents ofcross-section di�erenceswith particularlepton and nucleon spin

con�gurationsprovideinform ation on thepolarized structurefunctionsG 1 and G 2 oron

thescaling functionsg1 and g2,Eq.(2.1.18).

A singledi�erencem easurem ent,however,onlyyieldsinform ation on acom bination

ofG 1 and G 2,ratherthan on theseparatestructure functions.Extracting from thedata

valuesofG 1 orG 2 alonestillrequiressom efurtherapproxim ateprocedure.

a)Longitudinally polarized target

In theperform ed experim ents[ALG 78;BAU 83,88;ASH 88,89;ADE 93,94;ANT

93]thequantity actually m easured isthelongitudinalspin-spin asym m etry in ‘p! ‘X ,

A k �
d�

!
(

� d�

!
)

d�

!
)

+ d�

!
(

; (2.1.27)

whered� isshortford2�=(d
 dE 0)and thedenom inatorissim ply twicetheunpolarized

cross-sections.From Eqs.(2.1.14)and (2.1.24)wederive

A k =
Q 2 [(E + E 0cos�)M G1 � Q2G 2]

2E E 0[2W 1sin
2(�=2)+ W 2cos

2(�=2)]
� (2.1.28)

Forreasonstobeexplained shortly theasym m etry A k isusually expressed in term s

ofvirtualCom pton scattering asym m etriesA 1;2 [LEA 85],

A k = D (A 1 + �A2); (2.1.29)

where D and � are known coe�cients given in Appendix A.The analysis ofthe data

then proceedsthrough subsequentapproxim atesteps,explained in detailin Appendix A,

which lead to theexpressions

A k � D A1 (2.1.30)
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and

g1(x)�
A k

D

F2(x)

2x[1+ R(x)]
; (2.1.31)

whereF2(x)istheunpolarized scaling structurefunction,Eq.(2.1.16),and R istheratio

ofthelongitudinalto transverse cross-section,

R =
W 2

W 1

 

1+
�2

Q 2

!

� 1: (2.1.32)

Allthe approxim ations involved in the above sim pli�cations can be shown to be

quiteharm lesswhen m easuring g1 [ASH 88,89].Indeed notonly is� sm allin (2.1.29)but

onecan show that

jA 2j�
p
R (2.1.33)

and R isknown to besm all.

Ifthe goalis sim ply the knowledge ofg1 and g2 on an event-by-event basis then

thereisa som ewhatm oredirectway ofutilising thedata.

From (2.1.14,18 and 28)wehave

M �Q2E

2�2E 0(E + E 0cos�)

d2�unp

d
 dE 0
A k = g1 �

2xM

E + E 0cos�
g2 (2.1.34)

which can bewritten m oreconcisely as

g1 � �g2 = 2K d�
unp

A k (2.1.35)

with

� =
2xM

E + E 0cos�
�

xM

E � Q2=(4M x)

K =
M �Q2E

4�2E 0(E + E 0cos�)
=

E E 0 cos2(�=2)

2x�M ott (E + E 0cos�)
(2.1.36)

where

�M ott =

"
�cos(�=2)

2E sin2(�=2)

#2

�

The RHS ofEq.(2.1.35)isconstructed directly from experim ent,with no need of

furtherdata analysesin orderto extractF2 and R,asrequired in Eq.(2.1.31).

Aswesaid previouslythesinglem easurem entofA k (andd�
unp)givesusinform ation

on thecom bination g1� �g2,ratherthan on g1 org2 alone.Theusualargum ent[ALG 78;

BAU 83,88],however,isthattheg2 term in Eq.(2.1.35)can besafely neglected because

ofthe kinem aticalcoe�cient� which,in the large energy lim it,isvery sm all,ascan be

seen from Eqs.(2.1.36).Thisisindeed con�rm ed by am orecarefulanalysisoftheg2 term

[LEA 88].W e can thusconclude thatthe m easurem entofthe quantitieson the RHS of

Eq.(2.1.35)providesessentially a directm easurem entofthe polarized scaling structure

function g1.

Ifone requires data on g1(x;Q
2) on an event-by-event basis,(2.1.35)is the m ost

directway tousetheexperim entaldataon A k.However,itisofgreatinteresttoassem ble

resultsforg1(x;Q
2)overtheentirex-range0� x � 1atthesam eQ2.Experim entally this

isim possible.The kinem atics ofthe experim ent dictatesthatsm allerx willcorrespond

to a sm allerrangeofaccessible Q 2.
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The experim entalist is thus forced to extrapolate the data in Q 2 at �xed x,and

the question is then:which quantities vary m ost sm oothly and slowly in Q 2? It is an

experim entalfactthat,where ithasbeen studied,A k(x;Q
2)=D variesonly slowly with

Q 2.(Thisquestion isdiscussed furtherin Section 4.5).Forthisreason experim entalists

preferto expresstheirm easurem entsin term sofdata on A k(x;Q
2)via (2.1.31).Itisthen

assum ed thatA k(x;Q
2)=D isessentially independentofQ 2 and the value ofg1(x;hQ

2i)

quoted,foran experim entwith m ean Q 2 equalto hQ 2i,isreally

g1(x;hQ
2i)�

 
A k(x)

D

!
F2(x;hQ

2i)

2x[1+ R(x;hQ 2i)]
� (2.1.37)

Itisim portantto bearthisin m ind when testing sum ruleswhich hold at�xed Q 2.

A possiblestrategy forim proving theQ 2 extrapolation [EFR 94a]isdiscussed in Section

2.1.3 d).

As m entioned above,allthe approxim ations leading to (2.1.31) are safe ifone is

trying to evaluate g1(x).In the next Section we consider the perpendicular asym m etry

A ? which isused to m easure a com bination ofg1 and g2 with the aim ofextracting g2.

Since g2 isexpected to be m uch sm allerthan g1 som e carem ay benecessary in utilising

an approxim ateversion ofg1(x).

b)Transversely polarized target

Ifwewantto have inform ation on g2 wem ustthen considerotherspin-spin asym -

m etries.By scatteringlongitudinally polarized leptonson transversely polarized nucleons,

onecan m easurethequantity

A ? �
d�! + � d�! *

d�! * + d�! +
(2.1.38)

where,again,d� isshortford2�=(d
 dE 0)and thedenom inatoristwicetheunpolarized

cross-section d�unp.

From Eqs.(2.1.14)and (2.1.25)oneobtains

A ? =
Q 2sin�(M G1 + 2E G 2)

2E [2W 1sin
2(�=2)+ W 2cos

2(�=2)]
cos� (2.1.39)

where � is the di�erence between the azim uthalangles of Ŝ and k̂
0

; � = � � ’ (see

Figs.2.2,3).Forsakeofclarity weshow in Fig.2.4 thespin con�guration leading to Eq.

(2.1.39),for� = 0.In thefollowing weshallalwaysassum e� = 0;ifnecessary onecould

integrateEq.(2.1.39)overthe� rangecovered by theexperim entalapparatus.

Onecan repeatforg2 thesam e directprocedure followed forA k,Eqs.(2.1.34{36),

and can useEqs.(2.1.14,18 and 39)(with � = 0)to write

g2 +
�

2E
g1 =

 
�

E

!

K
0
d�

unp
A ? (2.1.40)

where

K
0=

Q 2E M �

4�2E 02sin�
=

E cos2(�=2)

2x�M ott sin�
(2.1.41)

and �M ott wasgiven in Eqs.(2.1.36).

A m easurem entofA ? ,i.e.theRHS of(2.1.40),providesdirectinform ation on the

structurefunction com bination g2 + �=(2E )g1.

In thiscasethecoe�cientofg 1 isnotnegligibleand to isolateg2 onem ustfeed in

one’sknowledgeofg1 obtained from theA k m easurem ent.
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TheA ? typeexperim entsarem uch harderthan theA k typeso itisperhapsworth

noting thatonecan obtain an estim ateofg2(x)from theA k experim entsifperform ed at

severaldi�erentbeam energies[LEA 88].

At�xed valuesofQ 2 and x theonly dependenceon thebeam energy E in theLHS

of(2.1.35)isin thecoe�cientofg 2(x).

A study oftheenergy variation oftheRHS of(2.1.34)thusallowsone,in principle,

to learn aboutg2(x).Unfortunately,because the coe�cientofg 2(x)isso sm all,itisnot

clearwhetherthism ethod ispracticableornot.

In a sim ilarway the m easurem entofA ? atdi�erentbeam energiesE ,allowsthe

isolation ofg2(x)from (2.1.40).Forexam ple,m easurem entsatE = E 1 and E 2 yield

(E 1 � E2)g2(x)= [�K 0
d�

unp
A ? ]E = E 1

� [�k0d�unp A ? ]E = E 2
: (2.1.42)

Equations (2.1.40,41) provide the m ost direct access to g2 on an event-by-event

basis,provided one’sknowledgeofg1 isaccurateenough.

However,as with g1,ifdata is desired at �xed Q 2 over the entire range ofx a

di�erentstrategy isrequired which wenow describe.

c)Com bined analysisusing A k and A ?

From thelongitudinalpolarization data onecan extrapolateA k=D sm oothly in Q 2

at�xed x.Com bining thiswith theperpendicularpolarization data whereitism easured

onecan construct(seeAppendix A forde�nitionsofkinem aticalcoe�cients)

A
0�

p
Q 2

2M
A 2 =

p
Q 2

2M (1+ ��)

(

�
A k

D
+
A ?

d

)

(2.1.43)

atthevaluesoftheA ? experim ent.ButA 0should itselfvary slowly with Q 2 becauseone

has

g1(x;Q
2)+ g2(x;Q

2)=
F2(x;Q

2)

2x2[1+ R(x;Q 2)]
A
0(x;Q 2) (2.1.44)

sothatextrapolationin Q 2 at�xed x should besm ooth.Via(2.1.44)onecan thusestim ate

g1 + g2 overtheentirex;Q
2 range.

Again,with A 0extrapolated to therelevantQ 2,onecan obtain an im proved evalu-

ation ofg1(x;Q
2)via

g1(x;Q
2)=

F2(x;Q
2)

2x[1+ R(x;Q 2)]
�

1

1+ 4M 2x2=Q 2
�

(
A k

D
�

2M
p
Q 2

 

� �
2M x
p
Q 2

!

A
0

)

: (2.1.45)

Theform ulae (2.1.44)and (2.1.45)areexact.No approxim ationshave been m ade.

And they areexpressed in term softhefunctionsA 0(x;Q 2)and A k=D which should both

beslowly varying functionsofQ 2 at�xed x.

d)The problem ofextrapolating in Q 2

W em entioned in a)abovethat

A 1(x;Q
2)=

A k(x;Q
2)

D
(2.1.46)

istaken tobeindependentofQ 2 in theexperim entalevaluation ofg1(x;hQ
2i)via(2.1.37).

Thereisnoallowancem adefortheerrorin extrapolating from them easured region ofQ 2

forthex involved to therequired valuehQ 2i.A sim plelinearparam etrization a+ bQ 2 or

a+ blnQ 2 forA 1 willnotwork because a best�twillyield a very sm allvalue ofb,but

with very largeerrors,leading to unrealisticerrorestim ateson g1(x;hQ
2i).
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There is no rigorous theoreticalsolution to this experim entalproblem ,but the

following approxim ate procedureshould lead to an im proved estim ateofg1(x;hQ
2i)and

itserror[EFR 94a].

Letx1;x2;:::be thevaluesofx forthe data binsand letQ 2
1;Q

2
2;:::be them ean

valuesofQ 2 foreach x-bin.

W ede�nea zeroth orderapproxim ation to g1(x;hQ
2i)foreach xi via (2.1.37),i.e.

g
(0)

1 (xi;hQ
2i)� A1(xi;Q

2
i)F1(xi;hQ

2i) (2.1.47)

wherewehavewritten

F1 =
F2

2x[1+ R]
(2.1.48)

forbrevity.W ede�nean im proved estim ateofg1(x;hQ
2i)foreach xi via

g1(xi;hQ
2i)� A1(xi;hQ

2i)F1(xi;hQ
2i) (2.1.49)

whereA 1(xi;hQ
2i)isobtained using

A 1(xi;hQ
2i)� A1(xi;Q

2
i)+ b(xi;Q

2
i)ln(hQ

2i=Q 2
i) (2.1.50)

and b(xi;Q
2
i)isestim ated from

b(xi;Q
2
i) =

1

F1(xi;Q
2
i)

@g1(xi;Q
2)

@lnQ 2

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= Q 2

i

(2.1.51)

�
A 1(xi;Q

2
i)

F1(xi;Q
2
i)

@F1(xi;Q
2)

@lnQ 2

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= Q 2

i

�

Allthe term s on the RHS of(2.1.51) are known from experim ent except for the

derivativeofg1.Thelattercan beapproxim ately calculated from theevolution equation

provided weusetheexperim entalfactthattheavoursingletpartofg1 ism uch sm aller

than the non-singletpart[see (4.2.22)].Thuswe treatthe evolution asifitwere purely

non-singlet,i.e.wecom pute

@g1(xi;Q
2)

@lnQ 2

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= Q 2

i

�
�s(Q

2
i)

2�

Z
1

xi

dy

y
g1(y;Q

2
i)�P qq

 
xi

y

!

; (2.1.52)

where�P qq isthenon-singletpolarized splittingfunction.In fact,forthenon-singletcase,

polarized and unpolarized splitting functionsareequal[ALT 77],

�P qq(x)= Pqq(x)=
4

3

 
1+ x2

1� x

!

+

� (2.1.53)

Finally,in the convolution integralin (2.1.52),we approxim ate g1 by its known

zeroth orderestim ate(2.1.47).Thuswesuggesttheapproxim ateform ula

@g1(xi;Q
2)

@lnQ 2

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= Q 2

i

�
�s(Q

2
i)

2�

Z 1

xi

dy

y
g
(0)

1 (y;Q 2
i)�P qq

 
xi

y

!

: (2.1.54)

Thiswill,ofcourse,provide an estim ate forthe value ofb in (2.1.51)and forthe

erroron it.
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2.1.4 M easurem entofg1;2 on nucleartargets

W econsiderspin 1 targets,likedeuterium ,orspin 1/2 targetslike 3He.Theasym -

m etries considered are the analogues of(2.1.27 and 38) and are de�ned for nucleus A

by

A
A
k =

d�

!
(
A � d�

!
)
A

d�

!
(
A + d�

!
)
A

(2.1.55)

A
A
? =

d�
! +

A � d�
! *

A

d�
! +

A + d�
! +

A

(2.1.56)

where�)A ;�
(
A m eansJz = � 1=2 fora spin 1/2 target,butJz = � 1 fora spin onetarget

longitudinally polarized;and sim ilarly fortransverse polarization.

W edealonly with thecase where the constituentsofthe nucleonsareassum ed to

contributeindependently to thescattering.Thism eansweneglectshadowing and Ferm i

m otion.

Forunpolarized scattering on deuterium thisistantam ountto taking

�d = �p + �n ; (2.1.57)

a perfectly reasonable approxim ation for�d butone which can be m isleading when dif-

ferencesofcross-section are being studied.Forexam ple the Gottfried sum rule requires

thecom bination �p� �n forwhich theapproxim ation 2�p� �d m ay bedangerousbecause

thesubtraction ofcom parablequantitiesm agni�estheerror[EPE 93].

In asim ilarway,forthetestingoftheBjorken sum ruleweshallrequirethequantity

g
p

1 � gn1,and one m ight worry about obtaining gn1 from nuclear data on the basis of

independentscattering.Happily because g
p

1 and gn1 are expected to be quite di�erentin

m agnitudethisshould bequitereliable[EPE 92].

On the basis ofindependentscattering on the Z protons and N neutrons in the

nucleusthenuclearcross-section di�erenceisgiven by

d�
)
A � d�

(
A = 2 [Zd�p Pp A

p

k
+ N d�n Pn A

n
k]; (2.1.58)

whered�p;n aretheunpolarizednucleoncross-sections,A
p;n

k
thenucleon longitudinalasym -

m etriesand Pp;n the longitudinalpolarization ofthe nucleons in the nuclear state with

Jz = 1=2 or1.

Fortheasym m etry de�ned in (2.1.55)onethen has

A
A
k = fpPp A

p

k
+ fnPn A

n
k (2.1.59)

where

fp =
Zd�p

Zd�p + N d�n
fn =

N d�n

Zd�p + N d�n
(2.1.60)

arethefractionsofeventsoriginating on protonsand neutronsrespectively.

An analogousresultholdsforA A
? .

Equation (2.1.59)isthe fundam entalform ula which should be used to extractA n
k

from A A
k
and a knowledge ofA

p

k
.Thisisespecially truewhen onedoesnothave data on

A A
k
and A

p

k
atthe sam e hQ 2ibecause itappearsthatthe asym m etriesthem selves show

very littleQ 2 dependence.
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Fordeuterium ,becauseoftheD -stateadm ixtureonehas

P d
p = P d

n = (1�
3

2
!D ) (2.1.61)

where!D = 0.058 istheD -stateprobability.

Forthefractionsfp;n onehas,approxim ately,

f
d
p =

F
p

2=(1+ R p)

2F d
2=(1+ R d)

f
d
n =

F n
2 =(1+ R n)

2F d
2=(1+ R d)

(2.1.62)

whereF d
2 isthedeuteron F2 pernucleon.

Often onede�nesgd1 pernucleon via (2.1.30,31)

g
d
1(x;Q

2)�
A d
k

D

F d
2(x;Q

2)

2x[1+ R d(x;Q 2)]
(2.1.63)

so that(2.1.59)becom es

g
d
1 (x;Q

2)=
(1� 3

2
!D )

2

(

g
p

1(x;Q
2)+ g

n
1(x;Q

2)

)

: (2.1.64)

In theabove(2.1.55,56)wehavede�ned asym m etriesfor100% polarized targets.

Forspin 1/2 targetswith degree oflongitudinalpolarization P the generalization

oftheseequationsisquitestraightforward:

A k =
1

P

(
d�! (� P)� d�! (P)

d�! (� P)+ d�! (P)

)

=
1

P

d�! (� P)� d�! (P)

2d�
(2.1.65)

whered� istheunpolarized cross-section.A sim ilarresultholdsforA? .

Forspin 1targetstheresultisalittlem oresubtle.Ifp+ ;p� ;p0 aretheprobabilities

of�nding states with Jz = 1; � 1; 0 in the target,then the degree ofpolarization is

[BOU 80]

P = p+ � p� (2.1.66)

and thealignm entis

A = 1� 3p0: (2.1.67)

Then onehas

d�
! (� P)� d�

! (P)= P
n

d�

!
(

� d�

!
)

o

; (2.1.68)

but

d�
! (� P)+ d�

! (P)= 2d� +
A

3
[d�+ + d�� � 2d�0] (2.1.69)

whered� istheunpolarized cross-section forthespin 1 target.

Itfollowsthatfora spin 1 target

A k =
1

P

d�! (� P)� d�! (P)

2d� + (A =3)[d�+ + d�� � 2d�0]
(2.1.70)

and thisisstrictly only equalto

1

P

d�! (� P)� d�! (P)

2d�
(2.1.71)
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ifthealignm entA isknown to bezero.

Ofcourse forthe 100% polarized targetcorresponding to (2.1.55),p0 = 0 and the

alignm enthasitsm axim um value A = 1.However,even forA 6= 0,the term in square

bracketsin (2.1.69,70)vanishesin theapproxim ation ofindependentscattering from the

nucleons.Sincetheresults(2.1.59,60)arebased on thisapproxim ation itisconsistentin

theseequationsto ignoretheterm proportionalto A .

Itisworth notingthatonecould,in principle,check theassum ption ofindependent

scattering by experim entally testing (2.1.69).

For3Hethewave-function isalm ostentirely an S-statewith thetwoprotonshaving

oppositespins.Thusallthespin iscarried by theneutron butthereissom em ixing in the

wave-function [W OL 89;CIO 93]and oneestim ates

P
3H e
n = (87� 2)% P

3H e
p = (� 2:5� 0:3)% : (2.1.72)

Forthefractionsfp;n onetakestheapproxim ation

f
3H e
n =

F n
2 =(1+ R n)

3F
3H e
2 =(1+ R

3H e)

f
3H e
p =

2F
p

2=(1+ R p)

3F
3H e
2 =(1+ R

3H e)
(2.1.73)

whereF
3H e
2 isthehelium -3 F2 pernucleon.

De�ning g
3H e
1 pernucleon via (2.1.31),

g
3H e
1 (x;Q 2)=

A
3H e
k

D

F
3H e
2 (x;Q 2)

2x[1+ R
3H e(x;Q 2)]

; (2.1.74)

oneobtains

g
3H e
1 (x;Q 2)=

1

3

h

(0:87� 0:02)gn1(x;Q
2)� (0:050� 0:006)g

p

1(x;Q
2)
i

: (2.1.75)

Notethattheaboveisagain based on com pletely independentscattering from the

constituent nucleons.This m ight be reasonable at high Q 2 but it is not likely to be a

good approxim ation in the E142 experim ent which has hQ 2i = 2 (GeV/c)2 and which

willbediscussed in Section 4.5.Unfortunately wedonothaveany sim pleprescription for

im proving theanalysis.

2.2 N eutraland charged current w eak interactions initiated by charged

leptons

Consider now the deep inelastic scattering oflongitudinally polarized leptons on

polarized nucleonsatvery high energies,takingintoaccountweak interactionsofboth the

neutraland charged currenttype.W edo notstudy neutrino initiated processes,although

the extension ofour results to such a case would be trivial,because ofthe technical

di�culties in polarizing the large nucleon targetsneeded forneutrino scattering,which

m ake such experim ents quite unrealistic.Usefulinform ation can be found in [NAS 71;

DER 73;NIK 73;AHM 76;KAU 77;JOS 77;CAH 78;BAR 79;CRA 83;LAM 89;VOG

91;JEN 91;RAV 92;M AT 92,92b;XIA 93;DEF 93].
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Letusstartfrom neutralcurrentprocesses,‘N ! ‘X ,which,atlowestperturbative

order,proceed via theexchangeofonephoton oroneZ 0 boson,Figs.2.1,5a.Thecross-

section then receivescontributionsfrom a purely electrom agnetic,a purely weak and an

interferenceterm ,so thatEq.(2.1.1)becom es

d2�nc

d
 dE 0
=

�2

2M q4

E 0

E

X

i= ;Z;Z

L
i
�� W

��

i �
i
: (2.2.1)

On sum m ing overthe�nallepton spinsand neglecting term sproportionalto m =E

orm =E 0,theleptonictensorsLi
�� aregiven,fornegatively charged leptons(e

� ;�� ),by

L

�� =

X

s0

[�u(k0;s0)� u(k;�)]
� [�u(k0;s0)� u(k;�)]

= 2 [k�k
0
� + k

0
�k� � k� k

0
g�� � 2i� "���� k

�
k
0�] (2.2.2)

L
Z
�� =

X

s0

[�u(k0;s0)�(gV � g
A
5)u(k;�)]

� [�u(k0;s0)� u(k;�)]

= (g
V
� 2�g

A
)L

�� (2.2.3)

L
Z
�� =

X

s0

[�u(k0;s0)�(gV � g
A
5)u(k;�)]

� [�u(k0;s0)�(gV � g
A
5)u(k;�)]

= (g
V
� 2�g

A
)2 L

�� (2.2.4)

where2� = � 1denotestwicethehelicity oftheinitiallepton.L�� agreeswith Eqs.(2.1.3-

5),upon rem em bering thatforafastm oving lepton with helicity � onehass� � 2�k�=m .

Forpositively charged leptons(e+ ;�+ )one should sim ply replace,in Eqs.(2.2.3,4),gA

by � gA.In ournotation

g
V
= �

1

2
+ 2sin2�W g

A
= �

1

2
: (2.2.5)

The factors �i in Eq.(2.2.1)collect som e kinem aticalfactors,coupling constants

and therelativeweightsofdi�erentpropagators,nam ely:

�
 = 1

�
Z =

 
GM 2

Z

2
p
2��

!  
Q 2

Q 2 + M 2
Z

!

(2.2.6)

�
Z = (�Z)

2

whereG istheFerm icouplingconstantandM Z istheZ0 m ass.NoticethatGM
2
Z=(2

p
2��)

= (4sin2�W cos2�W )
� 1 ’ 4=3.

Finally the hadronic tensor W
��

i de�nes the coupling ofthe electro-weak current

to the nucleon;exploiting Lorentz and CP invariance itcan be expressed in term sof8

independentstructurefunctionsas[BAR 79]

1

2M
W

i
�� = �

g��

M
F
i
1 +

P�P�

M (P � q)
F
i
2

+ i
"����

2P � q

"
P �q�

M
F
i
3 + 2q� S�

g
i
1 � 4xP�S�

g
i
2

#

(2.2.7)

�
P�S� + S�P�

2P � q
g
i
3 +

S � q

(P � q)2
P�P� g

i
4 +

S � q

P � q
g�� g

i
5:
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Notice that term s proportionalto q� or q� can be dropped in the de�nition of

W i
�� because they give no contribution (in the m =E ! 0 lim it) when contracted with

L
��

i .Otherde�nitionsofthehadronic tensorappearing in theliterature di�erfrom ours

because ofthese term s.In particular the coe�cient ofg 2 could be written in a m ore

fam iliarway using theidentity [HEI73]

"���� P
�
S
� =

"����

2xP � q
[(q� S)q�P � � (P � q)q�S�]

� (q�"��� � q�"���)
P �q�S

2xP � q
(2.2.8)

and dropping thelasttwo term s.

ThestructurefunctionsF i
j(P � q;q2)and gij (P � q;q2)areexpected to scaleapprox-

im ately in the Bjorken lim it and to depend only on x = Q 2=(2P � q).The Fij are the

unpolarized structure functionsand the gij the polarized ones:when averaging over the

nucleon spin onesum sW ��(P;q;S)toW ��(P;q;� S)and allterm sproportionaltogij can-

celout.In Eq.(2.2.7)we have allowed forparity violation and indeed W i
�� isa m ixture

ofsecond rank tensors and pseudotensors.In case ofpure electrom agnetic interactions

(i= )parity isconserved and onehas

F


3 = g


3 = g


4 = g


5 = 0 : (2.2.9)

In thiscase Eq.(2.2.7),upon using Eq.(2.2.8)and up to irrelevantterm spropor-

tionalto q� orq�,reproducesEqs.(2.1.8-10,16,18).F3; g3; g4 and g5 only contribute

to parity violating interactionsand areoften referred to astheparity violating structure

functions.

From Eqs.(2.2.1-4) and (2.2.6,7) one obtains explicit expressions ofthe cross-

sections;som eofthem can befound in [ANS 93].

In case ofcharged current interactions,‘� N ! �(��)X ,the process is,atleading

order,m ediated by the exchange ofa W m eson and itresem blesthe Z0 contribution to

the neutralcurrentprocess,with the assignm entsg
V
= g

A
= 1.In factEq.(2.2.1)now

reads
d2�cc

d
 dE 0
=

�2

2M q4

E 0

E
L
W
�� W

��

W �
W (2.2.10)

with W
��

W given by Eq.(2.2.7)in which the labeliisnow W .Fora negatively charged

lepton ‘� (which couplesto a W � ),

L
W �

�� =
X

s0

[�u(k0;s0)�(1� 5)u(k;�)]
� [�u(k0;s0)�(1� 5)u(k;�)]

= (1� 2�)2 L
�� : (2.2.11)

Equation (2.2.11)showsthatfast‘� leptonsonly couple to a W ifthey have a negative

helicity (� = � 1=2).Equation (2.2.10)iscom pleted by

�
W =

1

2

 
GM 2

W

4��

Q 2

Q 2 + M 2
W

! 2

(2.2.12)

where M W is the W m ass.For a positively charged lepton ‘+ one sim ply changes,as

usual,thesign oftheaxialcoupling �5,thatisonereplaces� with � � in Eq.(2.2.11)

to obtain LW +

�� = (1+ 2�)2 L
��.
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2.2.1 W eak interaction structure functionsand theirm easurem ent

In order to obtain inform ation on the polarized structure functions observed in

weak interaction deep inelastic scattering we should study,in analogy to Eq.(2.1.22),

di�erencesofcross-sectionswith oppositenucleon spin.Ratherthan considering herethe

m ostgeneralcase,which could bederived from Eqs.(2.2.1-7)or(2.2.10-12)and (2.1.21),

welook atparticularnucleon spin con�gurations,nam ely longitudinalortransverseones,

likein Eqs.(2.1.24)and (2.1.25)respectively.

To do so weswitch to them oreconvenientvariablesx and y � �=E ,using

d2�

d
 dE 0
=

E 0

yM E

d3�

dx dy d’
� (2.2.13)

W ethen noticethatin thehigh energy region onecan neglectterm sproportionaltoM =E

and that,from Eq.(2.2.6)and forQ 2 valuesup to � 103 GeV 2,onehas

�
Z � �

Z � �

: (2.2.14)

Taking allthisinto accountand adopting thesam esym bolsto denotethenucleon

spin asin Eqs.(2.1.24)and (2.1.25),oneobtainsforneutralcurrentreactions:

d2�

!
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

!
(
nc

dx dy
� � 16�M E

�2

Q 4
xy(2� y)g



1 (2.2.15)

d2�! *
nc

dx dy d’
�

d2�! +
nc

dx dy d’
x � � 8M

�2

Q 4
cos�

q

2xy(1� y)M E x[y g


1 + 2 g


2] (2.2.16)

and forcharged currentreactionsinitiated by ‘�

d2�

!
)
cc

dx dy
�
d2�

!
(
cc

dx dy
� 64�M E

�2

Q 4
�
W (2.2.17)

�

"

� xy(2� y)gW
�

1 + (1� y)(gW
�

3 � g
W �

4 )+ xy
2
g
W �
5

#

d3�!
*

cc

dx dy d’
�

d3�! +
cc

dx dy d’
� 32M

�2

Q 4
�
W cos�

q

2xy(1� y)M E (2.2.18)

�

"

� xy g
W �

1 � 2x gW
�

2 +
1

2
g
W �

3 +
1� y

y
g
W �

4 � xy g
W �
5

#

:

Equations(2.2.15,16)show thatin ourkinem aticalrangetheneutralcurrentpro-

cessesare stilldom inated by one photon exchange and thusagreewith Eqs.(2.1.24,25)

respectively.Thecharged currentcross-sectionsinstead,although m uch sm allerthan the

neutralcurrentonesduetothefactor�W ,Eq.(2.2.12),depend alsoon theparityviolating

polarized structure functionsgW
�

3;4;5.(Recallthatthe � signsand the W � labelsin Eqs.

(2.2.17,18)referto negatively orpositively charged leptons,‘� .)

One could also extract inform ation on the parity violating structure functions in

neutralcurrentprocessesby looking atappropriate com binationsofcross-sections[ANS

93].Ideally,itwould be very helpfulto perform large Q 2 experim entswith both ‘� and
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‘+ leptonswith positive (! )and negative ( )helicities.In fact,alwayswithin the Q 2

range ofvalidity ofEq.(2.2.14)and noticing,from Eq.(2.2.5),thatg
V
’ 0.04 whereas

g
A
= � 0:5,onehas:

 
d2�

!
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

!
(
nc

dx dy

!

‘�

+

 
d2�

!
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

!
(
nc

dx dy

!

‘+

+

 
d2�

 
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

 
(
nc

dx dy

!

‘�

+

 
d2�

 
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

 
(
nc

dx dy

!

‘+

� (2.2.19)

� 64�M E
�2

Q 4

n

(1� y)
h

g
V
�
Z(g

Z

3 � g
Z

4 )+ g
2

A
�
Z(gZ3 � g

Z
4 )
i

+ xy
2
h

g
V
�
Z

g
Z

5 + g
2
A�

Z
g
Z
5

io
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!
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dx dy
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)
nc
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d2�

!
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nc
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!

‘+
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nc

dx dy
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nc
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(
nc

dx dy

!

‘+

� (2.2.20)

� 64�M E
�2

Q 4
xy(2� y)g

A
�
Z

g
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(
nc

dx dy

!

‘+

� (2.2.21)

� � 64�M E
�2

Q 4

n

(1� y)g
A
�
Z(g

Z

3 � g
Z

4 )+ xy
2
g
A
�
Z

g
Z

5

o

where‘� and ‘+ labelnegativeand positivechargeleptonsrespectively.Otherinteresting

com binations ofcross-sections can be found in [ANS 93].Notice that in Eqs.(2.2.19

and 20)a sum overthe ‘� and ‘+ helicitiesisperform ed,which am ountsto considering

unpolarized leptons.

In case only ‘� unpolarized lepton beam sare available one can stillobtain infor-

m ation on theparity violating polarized structurefunctions,by scattering theleptonso�

longitudinally polarized nucleonsand m easuring [BIL 75]:

1

2

 
d2�

!
)
nc

dx dy
�
d2�

!
(
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� 16�M E
�2

Q 4

n

(1� y)
h

g
V
�
Z(g

Z

3 � g
Z

4 )+ g
2

A
�
Z(gZ3 � g

Z
4 )
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(2.2.22)

+ xy
2
h

g
V
�
Z

g
Z

5 + g
2

A
�
Z
g
Z
5

i

+ xy(2� y)g
A
�
Z
g
Z

1

o

:

Eq.(2.2.22)holdsalsoforunpolarized ‘+ leptons,provided g
A
isreplaced by� g

A
,so

thatonsum m ingand subtractingthe‘� andthe‘+ contributionsonerecoversrespectively

Eqs.(2.2.19) and (2.2.20).Ofcourse,the above m easurem ents (2.2.19-22) are di�cult

onesin thatthey single outnon leading partsofthe cross-sections.However,they m ay

befeasableand would providefurtherinform ation on thestructureofthenucleon.

3 TheNaiveParton M odelin polarized DIS

3.1 Projection ofF1;F2;g1 and g2 from the hadronic tensor W ��

In Section 2wehavewritten them ostgeneralhadronictensorW ��,Eqs.(2.1.8-10),

which describes the unknown coupling ofthe virtualphoton to the com posite nucleon

in term s of the four structure functions F1 = M W 1; F2 = �W 2; g1 = M 2�G1 and

g2 = M �2G 2;in the large Q 2 Bjorken lim it,Eqs.(2.1.16,18),these are supposed to

scale,thatisto depend only on the Bjorken variable x = Q 2=2M �.By perform ing DIS

experim entsonelearnsaboutthestructurefunctions.

ThehadronictensorW �� can also becom puted from m odelsofthenucleon,aswe

shallsoon illustrate using the Parton M odel.In such a case it is convenient to have a

techniquewhich easily allowsoneto extractthefourdi�erentstructurefunctionsfrom a

knowledgeofW ��(N ).

Letusstartfrom theunpolarized case.De�ning

P
��

1 �
1

4

�
1

a
P
�
P
� � g

��

�

(3.1.1)

P
��

2 �
3P � q

4a

"
P �P �

a
�
1

3
g
��

#

(3.1.2)

with

a =
P � q

2x
+ M

2 (3.1.3)

onecan see,from Eqs.(3.1.1-3)and (2.1.8-10),that

P
��

1 W ��(N )= F1 (3.1.4)

and

P
��

2 W ��(N )= F2 : (3.1.5)

Sim ilarly,in thepolarized caseonecan introducetheprojectors

P
��

3 �
(P � q)2

bM 2(q� S)
[(q� S)S� + q�]P�"

���� (3.1.6)

P
��

4 �
1

b

( "
(P � q)2

M 2
+ 2(P � q)x

#

S� + (q� S)q�

)

P�"
���� (3.1.7)

with

b= � 4M

"
(P � q)2

M 2
+ 2(P � q)x � (q� S)2

#

(3.1.8)

23



such that,from Eqs.(3.1.6-8)and (2.1.8-10),

P
��

3 W ��(N ) = g2 (3.1.9)

P
��

4 W ��(N ) = g1 + g2: (3.1.10)

Equations(3.1.1{10)can beused in any referencefram eand forarbitrary directions

ofthe nucleon spin four-vector;however,som e care m ustbe taken in particularcasesin

which a lim iting procedureisrequired.

3.2 T he hadronic tensor and the nucleon structure functions in the N aive

Parton M odel

In the sim plestversion ofthe Parton M odelthe nucleon isconsidered to be m ade

ofcollinear,freeconstituents,each carrying a fraction x0ofthenucleon four-m om entum .

Thelepton-nucleon DIS isthen described astheincoherentsum ofalllepton-constituent

quark interactionsand the hadronic tensorW ��(N ),Eq.(2.1.8),isgiven in term softhe

elem entary quark tensorw�� by [LEA 85]

W ��(q;P;S) = W
(S)
�� (q;P)+ iW

(A )
�� (q;P;S)

=
X

q;s

e
2
q

1

2P � q

Z
1

0

dx0

x0
�(x0� x)nq(x

0
;s;S)w��(x

0
;q;s); (3.2.1)

wherenq(x
0;s;S)isthenum berdensity ofquarksqwith chargeeq,four-m om entum frac-

tion x0 and spin s inside a nucleon with spin S and four-m om entum P;the �q runs

over quarks and antiquarks; x is the Bjorken variable (2.1.15) and the quark tensor

w��(x;q;s)isthe sam e asthe leptonic tensorL��,Eqs.(2.1.2-7),with the replacem ents

k� ! xP �;k0� ! xP �+ q� and asum overtheunobserved �nalquarkspin (s0)perform ed.

Thatis:

w��(x;q;s)= w
(S)
�� (x;q)+ iw

(A )
�� (x;q;s) (3.2.2)

with

w
(S)
�� (x;q) = 2[2x2P�P� + xP�q� + xq�P� � x(P � q)g��] (3.2.3)

w
(A )
�� (x;q;s) = � 2mq "���� s

�
q
� (3.2.4)

and thequark m assm ustforconsistency be taken to be m q = xM ,beforeand afterthe

interaction with thevirtualphoton.W ewillfurthercom m enton thispointin Section 3.4.

From Eqs.(3.1.1-5)and (3.2.1-4)oneobtainsthe wellknown Naive Parton M odel

predictionsfortheunpolarized nucleon structurefunctions:

F1(x) =
1

2

X

q

e
2
q q(x) (3.2.5)

F2(x) = x
X

q

e
2
q q(x)= 2xF1(x); (3.2.6)

wheretheunpolarized quark num berdensitiesq(x)arede�ned as

q(x)=
X

s

nq(x;s;S): (3.2.7)
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Sim ilarly,from Eqs.(3.1.6-10)and (3.2.1-4),the polarized nucleon structure func-

tionsareobtained:

g1(x) =
1

2

X

q

e
2
q �q(x;S) (3.2.8)

g2(x) = 0 (3.2.9)

where

�q(x;S)= n q(x;S;S)� nq(x;� S;S) (3.2.10)

isthe di�erence between the num berdensity ofquarkswith spin parallelto the nucleon

spin (s = S)and those with spin anti-parallel(s = � S).In the Parton M odelwith free

non-interacting quarksofm assm q = xM ,thisquantity cannotdepend on the choice of

S,i.e.�q(x;S) = �q(x);this follows because in such ultra sim ple case one is allowed

to Lorentz transform to the nucleon rest fram e,where the quarks too are at rest and

wheretheparton distributionsnq(x;� S;S),with S = (0;̂S),cannotdepend on thespin

quantization direction Ŝ [ANS 92].

3.3 Intrinsic p? and g2(x)

The polarized structure function g2(x),Eq.(3.2.9),is zero in the Naive Parton

M odelwhere each parton carriesa fraction x ofthenucleon four-m om entum ,p� = xP �.

However,non zerovaluesofg2 can beobtained by allowingthequarkstohavean intrinsic

Ferm im otion inside the nucleon,p� = (E q;px;py;x
0Pz)(in a nucleon m oving along the

ẑ-axis).

Equation (3.2.1)then m odi�esto [LEA 85]

W ��(q;P;S)=
X

q;s

e
2
q

Z

d
3
p

 
P0

E q

!

�(2p� q� Q
2)nq(p;s;S)w��(q;p;s) (3.3.1)

which holds in the in�nite m om entum fram e (jPzj! 1 ) and where nq(p;s;S) is the

num berdensity ofquarksq with chargeeq,energy E q,three-m om entum p and spin s in

a nucleon with spin S and m om entum P.It is related to the usualquark distribution

functionsq(x)and �q(x;s;S),Eqs.(3.2.7,10),by:

X

s

Z

d
2
p? nq(p;s;S)Pz = q(x0) (3.3.2)

Z

d
2
p? [nq(p;s;S)� nq(p;� s;S)]Pz =

Z

d
2
p? �q(p;s;S)P z = �q(x 0

;s;S) (3.3.3)

wherewehaveputd3p = d2p? dx
0Pz.

Equations(3.1.9)and (3.3.1)yield

g2(x)=
X

q;s

e
2
q

Z

d
3
p

 
P0

E q

!

�(2p� q� Q
2)nq(p;s;S)P

��

3 w
(A )

�� (q;p;s); (3.3.4)

and insertion oftheexplicitexpression ofP
��

3 ,Eqs.(3.1.6,8)and w
(A )

�� ,Eq.(3.2.4),yields

g2(x) =
X

q

e
2
q

4m q(P � q)2

bM 2(q� S)

Z

d
3
p

 
P0

E q

!

�(2p� q� Q
2) (3.3.5)

� �q(p;s;S)f(P � q)[(q� S)(s� S)+ q� s]� (P � s)[(q� S)2 + q
2]g
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with basgiven in Eq.(3.1.8)and thequark m assm q =
q

E 2
q � p2.

In thenucleon restfram eletS� = (0;Ŝ),where Ŝ isnotperpendiculartothe ẑ-axis

(along which thenucleon m ovesin thein�nitem om entum fram e);specify thequark spin

by choosing s� = (0;Ŝ)in the quark restfram e (which,forp? 6= 0,isnotthe nucleon

restfram e).Then Eq.(3.3.5),atleading orderin M =Pz,reads[LEA 88]

g2(x)=
1

2

X

q

e
2
q

 

1�
xM

m q

!
m q

xM
�q(x;s;S) (3.3.6)

wherewehaveused Eq.(3.3.3).

Asthelefthand sidecannotdepend on sand S,Eq.(3.3.6)appearscontradictory.

However,thisisnotso since in a fastfram ewhere p? isnegligible com pared to pz,both

s� and S�,to leading order,areparallelto P � so that�q isthehelicity distribution and

wehave

g2(x)=
1

2

X

q

e
2
q

�
m q

xM
� 1

�

�q(x) (3.3.7)

where�q(x)isthedi�erencebetween thenum berdensity ofquarkswith thesam ehelicity

asthenucleon and thosewith oppositehelicity.W hen neglectingtheintrinsicp? ofquarks

onehasm q = xM ,so thatfrom Eqs.(3.3.6)and (3.3.7)one recoversthepreviousresult

g2(x)= 0.Thusthe introduction ofintrinsic p? allowsa non zero value ofg2(x)in the

Parton M odel,butweseethatsuch valueshowsan extrem esensitivity tothequark m ass,

Eq.(3.3.7).

W eshallargue,ashasbeen em phasized in [JAF 90],thatthisthrowsdoubton all

purely Parton M odelcalculationsofg2.

3.3.1 Con icting Parton M odelresultsforg2(x)

Before discussing the di�culties ofthe Parton M odelwith g 2(x),and in orderto

betterrealize thatindeed there aredi�culties,we briey sum m arize som e contradictory

statem entsexisting in theliterature.

Som eauthors[IOF 84]claim that

g1(x)+ g2(x)= 0 ; (3.3.8)

whereasFeynm an [FEY 72]has

g1(x)+ g2(x)=
1

2

X

q

e
2
q �q T

(x); (3.3.9)

where �q
T
is given by Eq.(3.2.10) with the spin S perpendicular to the nucleon m o-

m entum .M oreover,on sum m ing Eqs.(3.2.8)and (3.3.7),oneobtains,in term sofhelicity

densities[LEA 88],

g1(x)+ g2(x)=
1

2

X

q

e
2
q

m q

xM
�q(x): (3.3.10)

Finally in [JAC 89]itisargued,using a covariantParton M odelform ulation,that

g1(x)+ g2(x)=

Z 1

x

dy

y
g1(y): (3.3.11)

These last authors exploit the experim entaldata on g1(x) to give predictions for

xg2(x)[seeFig.3.1].
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In [ANS 92]itis shown that Eq.(3.3.8)is not correct and thatEqs.(3.3.9)and

(3.3.10) are com patible when neglecting the intrinsic p? ofquarks.In section 5.3,we

explain why (3.3.11)isincorrectbecause itneglectstwist-3 term s.Nevertheless(3.3.11)

m ay notbea bad approxim ation,so itshould betested experim entally.

Finally in Fig.3.2 weshow a bag m odelprediction forg2(x)[JAF 91].

3.4 O rigin ofthe di� culties w ith g2(x)

As we have seen the Parton M odeldoes not lead to clearcut results for the spin

dependentstructure function g2.Di�erentauthorsobtain di�erentresultsand these are

generally incom patiblewith each other.

Perhaps the m ost generalway to understand this di�culty is to recallthat the

Parton M odelisfundam entally an im pulse approxim ation in which binding e�ects (i.e.

the virtuality)ofthe struck parton are unim portantforthe largetransverse m om entum

reactionsunderconsideration.However,in som e caseswhatone ism easuring isnotjust

a cross-section butan asym m etry,i.e.a di�erence ofcross-sections,and itm ay happen

thatin thisdi�erence thedom inantcontributionscanceloutleaving a resultwhich does

depend upon thebindingenergy orvirtuality.Justsuch e�ectsoccurin g2.W heneverthis

happenstheresultisbound to beunreliable.

W ecan seethisquitedirectlybyreconsideringtheantisym m etricpartofEq.(3.3.1),

valid in theim pulseapproxim ation:

W
(A )
�� (q;P;S)=

X

s

e
2
q

Z

d
3
p

 
P0

E q

!

�(2p� q� Q
2)nq(p;s;S)w

(A )
�� (q;p;s) (3.4.1)

whereweignorethesum overtheavoursq,irrelevantto thisissue.

Now considerthecalculation ofw (A )
�� describing theinteraction ofthehard photon

with the quark,asdepicted in Fig.3.3.The �nalstate quark isa ‘free’quark and ison

m ass-hell:(p0)2 = m 2
q.In the im pulse approxim ation also the initialquark isconsidered

to befreeand to have thesam e m ass.Butto see thedangerofthisassertion,letusput

p2 = m 2,where forthe m om entwe allow m 2 6= m 2
q to representthe factthatthe initial

quark isreally a bound quark.Aside from thiswe treatthe incom ing quark asfree,i.e.

itswave function istaken asthe usualfree-particle Dirac spinoru(p;s)fora particle of

m assm .

Onethen �nds

w��(q;p;s)=
1

2
Tr[(1+ 5s=)(p=+ m )� (p=+ q=+ m q)�] (3.4.2)

from which oneobtains

w
(A )
�� (q;p;s)= 2"����(m qs

�)

" 

1�
m

m q

!

p
� �

m

m q

q
�

#

: (3.4.3)

Equation (3.4.3)isextrem ely revealing.W e see im m ediately thatfora generals�

the resultisnotgauge invariant(q�w (A )
�� 6= 0)unlessm = m q,in which case we recover

theNaiveParton M odel,Eq.(3.2.4).M oreover,theo�ending term ,when m 6= m q,isnot

sm allin an in�nite m om entum fram e (where the im pulse approxim ation issupposed to

bem ostjusti�able)even if(m � mq)issm all.

However,in thespecialcaseoflongitudinal(L)polarization,ifthequark hashigh

m om entum so thatm q=pz � 1,theproduct(m qs
�

L)! � p� and thegaugenon-invariant
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term vanishesbecauseoftheantisym m etric"����.Forthecalculation ofg1(x)itisthelon-

gitudinalpolarization thatisrelevantand thereisno unreasonablesensitivity to whether

ornotm equalsm q.M oreover,since the lim itlim m q! 0 (m qS
�

L)is�nite there isalso no

crucialsensitivity to whetheroneworkswith m assiveorm asslessquarks.Thusg1(x)can

becalculated unam bigously in theParton M odel.

Quite the opposite happensforg2(x)where the transverse spin isrelevant.There

isan extrem e sensitivity to whetherornotm equalsm q and onecannotexpectto m ake

a reliablecalculation ofg2(x)in theParton M odel.

One can put the case even m ore forcefully.The whole point ofquarks is that,in

their pointlike interaction with a hard photon,they produce large m om entum transfer

reactionswhich wearetrying to generateforthephoton-hadron interactions.Buteven if

wede�nethem odelby insisting thatm = m q,com paring theexpression (3.4.3)with the

generalstructureofW (A )
�� fora spin 1/2 particle(2.1.19),weseethat

g2(x)jquark = 0: (3.4.4)

Thus the hard photon-free quark interaction does not possess the cross-section

asym m etry which weareseeking toexplain in thephoton-hadron interaction.Itisclearly

unrealisticthereforeto try to producesuch an asym m etry from quark-partons.

3.5 W eak interaction structure functions in the N aive Parton M odel

W ehave seen in Section 2.2 that,when taking into accountweak interactions,the

m ostgeneralform ofthe hadronic tensor,Eq.(2.2.7),contains8 independent structure

functions,3 unpolarized and 5 polarized ones.On the otherhand,in the Naive Parton

M odel,thehadronictensorisgiven by (seeEq.(3.2.1))

W
i
��(q;P;S)=

X

q

1

2(P � q)x
[nq(x;S;S)w

i;q
��(x;q;S)+ nq(x;� S;S)wi;q��(x;q;� S)](3.5.1)

wherewehaveexplicitely perform ed thesum overs= � S.Theindex idenotesthedi�er-

entkindsofcontributions(i= ;Z;Z;W )and the
P

q runsoverquarksand antiquarks.

Thew i;q
�� arethe(avourdependent)quark tensors,given by:

w
;q
�� (x;q;s) =

X

s0

e
2
q [�u(p

0
;s

0)�u(p;s)]
�[�u(p0;s0)�u(p;s)]

w
Z;q
�� (x;q;s) =

X

s0

eq [�u(p
0
;s

0)�(gV � g
A
5)qu(p;s)]

�[�u(p0;s0)�u(p;s)]

+
X

s0

eq [�u(p
0
;s

0)�u(p;s)]
�[�u(p0;s0)�(gV � g

A
5)u(p;s)] (3.5.2)

w
Z;q
�� (x;q;s) =

X

s0

[�u(p0;s0)�(gV � g
A
5)qu(p;s)]

�[�u(p0;s0)�(gV � g
A
5)qu(p;s)]

w
W ;q
�� (x;q;s) =

X

s0;q0

[�u(p0;s0)�(1� 5)u(p;s)]
�[�u(p0;s0)�(1� 5)u(p;s)]j(V)qq0j

2

where p = xP;p0= p+ q,s and s0 arerespectively the m om entum and spin four-vectors

ofthe initialand �nalquarks.(g
V
)q and (g

A
)q are the vectorand axialcouplingsofthe

quark ofavourq to theZ 0:

(g
V
)u;c =

1

2
�
4

3
sin2�W (g

A
)u;c =

1

2

(g
V
)d;s = �

1

2
+
2

3
sin2�W (g

A
)d;s = �

1

2
: (3.5.3)
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In case ofcharged current,negatively charged leptonscouple to u-typequarks(or
�d-type antiquarks) and positively charged leptons couple to d-type quarks (or �u-type

antiquarks);one hasalso to take into accountthe properCabibbo{Kobayashi{M askawa

m atrix elem ents (V )qq0 occuring in the transition coupling from a avourq to a avour

q0.However,ifweconsiderthecontribution offouravours(u;d;sand c),onealwayshas
P

q0j(V )qq0j
2 = cos2�c+ sin2�c = 1,where�c istheCabibbo angle.Equations(3.5.2)and

(3.5.3)hold forquarks;forantiquarksoneshould only replace5 with � 5 in Eqs.(3.5.2)

leaving allotherexpressionsunchanged.

ExplicitexpressionsforEqs.(3.5.2)can beobtained from thegeneralform

w��(x;q;s) =
X

s0

[�u(p0;s0)�(v1 � a15)u(p;s)]
�[�u(p0;s0)�(v2 � a25)u(p;s)]

= 2(a1a2 + v1v2)[2p�p� � p� q g��]� 4a1a2m
2
qg�� (3.5.4)

� 2v1a2m q[2p�s� � s� q g��]� 2a1v2m q[2s�p� � s� q g��]

+ 2i"����[(v1a2 + a1v2)p
�
q
� + 2a1a2m qp

�
s
� + (a1a2 + v1v2)m qq

�
s
�]

by properly �xing the values ofv1;2 and a1;2;in Eq.(3.5.4)we have dropped,asusual,

term sproportionalto q� orq� which,when contracted with the leptonictensorL�� give

negligiblecontributionsproportionalto m =E .

Equations(3.5.1-4)give the Parton M odelprediction ofthe hadronic tensorW i
��;

by com paring itwith the generalexpression (2.2.7)one obtainsthe naive quark-parton

m odelresults for the nucleon structure functions.For com pleteness we list allofthem

here,starting from theelectrom agneticcase(i= ),forwhich werecoverEqs.(3.2.5,6):

F


1 =
1

2

X

f

e
2
qf
(qf + �qf) F



2 = 2xF


1

g


1 =
1

2

X

f

e
2
qf
(�q f + ��q f) g



2 = 0 (3.5.5)

whereqf = u;d;s;c;u standsforthenum berdensity ofquarksu and so on.Theinterfer-

encecontribution (i= Z)is:

F
Z

1 =
X

f

eqf(gV )qf(qf + �qf) F
Z

2 = 2xF
Z

1

F
Z

3 = 2
X

f

eqf(gA )qf(qf � �qf)

g
Z

1 =
X

f

eqf(gV )qf(�q f + ��q f) (3.5.6)

g
Z

2 = g
Z

4 = 0

g
Z

3 = 2x
X

f

eqf(gA )qf(�q f � ��qf)= 2xg
Z

5

and thepurely weak interaction (i= Z)leadsto:

F
Z
1 =

1

2

X

f

(g2
V
+ g

2

A
)qf(qf + �qf) F

Z
2 = 2xF Z

1

F
Z
3 = 2

X

f

(g
V
g
A
)qf(qf � �qf)

g
Z
1 =

1

2

X

f

(g2
V
+ g

2

A
)qf(�q f + ��q f) (3.5.7)
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g
Z
2 = �

1

2

X

f

(g2
A
)qf(�q f + ��q f)

g
Z
3 = 2x

X

f

(g
V
g
A
)qf(�q f � ��qf)= 2xgZ5

g
Z
4 = 0:

In case ofcharged current (i= W ),on perform ing explicitely the
P

f,one obtains,for

‘� N ! �X processes:

F
W �

1 = u + c+ �d+ �s F
W �

2 = 2xF W �

1

F
W �

3 = 2(u + c� �d� �s)

g
W �

1 = (�u + �c+ � �d+ ��s)= � 2gW
�

2 (3.5.8)

g
W �

3 = 2x(�u + �c� � �d� ��s)= 2xgW
�

5

g
W �

4 = 0:

‘+ N ! ��X processes probe di�erentquark avours and one obtainsthe corresponding

expressionsofthe structure functionsF W +

j and gW
+

j by the avourinterchangesd $ u

and s$ cin theaboveEqs.(3.5.8).

Noticethatin thenaive quark-parton m odelthe structure functionsgi4 arealways

zeroand one�ndsgi3 = 2xgi5 foranyi= ;Z;Z;W .Thefunctionsgi2 arenonzeroonlyfor

pureweak interactions(both in neutraland charged currentprocesses).Itisinterestingto

notethat,in caseofneutralcurrent,theintegralofgZ2 isdirectly proportionaltothetotal

spin carried by the quarksand antiquarks,ascan be seen from Eqs.(3.5.7)and (3.5.3).

Particularcom binations ofthe structure functions can single outinteresting quark and

quark spin inform ation;som eexam plesarediscussed in [ANS 93].

4 Phenom enologicalanalysisofthedata on g1(x) and its�rst

m om ent�1

Asexplained in Section 2.1.3them easurem entofthecross-section asym m etry using

a longitudinally polarized lepton beam on a longitudinally polarized hadron targetm ay

be interpreted as essentially a m easurem ent ofthe spin dependent structure function

g1(x;Q
2).Experim entaldata on g

p

1 were�rstobtained atSLAC [ALG 78]asearly as1978

usingan electron beam .Furtherinform ation cam efrom theSLAC-Yalegroup [BAU 83]in

1983,with fascinating im plicationsabouttheinternalstructureoftheproton.And then,

m orerecently,very startling resultswereobtained by theEuropean M uon Collaboration

(EM C)who scattered a longitudinally polarized m uon beam ofenergy 100{200 GeV on

a longitudinally polarized hydrogen targetatCERN [ASH 88,89].Theunexpectedly low

asym m etry found by theEM C led towhatwasterm ed a\spin crisisin theParton M odel"

[LEA 88]and raised seriousquestionsasto how the spin ofthe proton isbuiltup from

the spinsofitsconstituents.Italso seem ed,fora while,to im ply the �rstfailure ofthe

Parton M odel1).

The EM C result catalysed a greatdealoftheoreticalresearch and the \crisis" is

now believed to be resolved as a consequence ofthe discovery ofa deep and beautiful

1) It is often forgotten that there are in a sense other failures ofthe NPM ,nam ely the experim ental

observations oflarge transverse polarization in inclusive �-production at high pT �rst observed in

1976 and ofleft-right asym m etry in high pT inclusive pion production on a transversely polarized

target(seee.g.[HEL 91]).
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connection between the observable m easured by the EM C and the axialanom aly [EFR

88].Nonethelessthesituation isnotyetfullysettled and therearesubtlenon-perturbative

issuesand am biguitiesin lim iting procedureswhich willbediscussed in Section 6.

Two new experim entsareunderway to check theEM C m easurem entofg
p

1 and to

m easuretheanalogousneutron function gn1.Firstresultshavenow been presented [ADE

93,94;ANT 93]and weshalldiscusstheirim plicationsin Section 4.5.Ourdiscussion in

thisSection willlargelyrelyontheEM C experim ent,sincethisistheexperim entatlargest

hQ 2iand should thusbe leastsensitive to highertwistcontributions.Itisim portantto

realize thateven ifthe EM C resultsturn outto be incorrect,the theoreticaldiscoveries

catalysed by them rem ain valid and interesting.In factatthetim eofgoing to press,the

SM C hasjustissued resultsatthesam ehQ 2iastheEM C experim ent[ADA 94]and they

are in substantialagreem ent with those ofEM C.W e willcom m ent briey on the new

m easurem entin Section 4.2.2.

W e shallbegin by analysing the data in the sim ple Parton M odel.W e shall�nd

ourselvesin di�culty and willtherefore invoke the m ore sophisticated operatorproduct

expansion with itsQCD corrections.Thiswillbeseen to o�erno signi�canthelp and we

willbeforced to concludethatthestandard approach isin trouble.A possibleresolution

ofthese di�culties in term s ofan anom alous gluonic contribution willbe discussed in

Section 7,where we dealwith the �rst m om ent ofg
p

1(x) and in Section 8.4 where we

considerthex-dependence.

4.1 T he SLA C -Yale and EM C data:quark distributions near x = 1

Asderived in Section 3.2,in theNaiveParton M odelonehas

g
p

1(x)=
1

2

(
4

9
[�u(x)+ ��u(x)]+

1

9
[�d(x)+ � �d(x)]+

1

9
[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]

)

(4.1.1)

whereweassum ethatthecontribution ofheavy quarksisnegligible.

Beforediscussing thedata on g
p

1(x)itselfitwillbeinteresting to look atthevirtual

Com pton scatteringasym m etryA 1(x)introduced in AppendixA.Takingtheapproxim ate

form

A 1(x)�
g1(x)

F1(x)
(4.1.2)

and using thestandard result

F1(x)=
1

2

(
4

9
[u(x)+ �u(x)]+

1

9
[d(x)+ �d(x)]+

1

9
[s(x)+ �s(x)]

)

(4.1.3)

onehas,using (4.1.1),

A 1(x)�
4[�u(x)+ ��u(x)]+ �d(x)+ � �d(x)+ �s(x)+ ��s(x)

4[u(x)+ �u(x)]+ d(x)+ �d(x)+ s(x)+ �s(x)
� (4.1.4)

TheEM C and early SLAC-Yaledata[ALG 78;BAU 83]on A 1(x)areshown in Fig.

4.1.Theerrorsare,ofcourse,large,butthereisadiscernibletrend towardsthem axim um

possiblevalueA 1 = 1 asx ! 1.

Given thatwe know em pirically thatu(x)� d(x); s(x); �q(x)asx ! 1 and that

one m ust have j�q(x)j� q(x)foreach quark avour,the behaviour A 1 ! 1 asx ! 1

suggeststhat

�u(x)jx! 1 ! u(x): (4.1.5)

Thisim pliesthatthose u quarkswhich carry a largefraction ofthelongitudinally

polarized proton m om entum arehighly polarized along thedirection oftheproton spin.
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4.2 A nalysis ofdata in the fram ew ork ofthe O perator Product Expansion

Aswillbe discussed in Section 5,the operatorproductexpansion givesresultsfor

them om entsofg1;2 in term sofhadronicm atrix elem entsofcertain operatorsm ultiplied

by perturbatively calculable coe�cientfunctions.The generalresultforthe m om entsof

g1 is given in (5.2.1).If,however,the �elds involved in the electrom agnetic currents in

(5.1.1)aretreated asfreequark� eldstheresultssim plifyvia(5.1.10){in e�ectthecurrent

com m utatorin (5.1.1)can beexplicitely evalutated { and oneobtains

�
p

1 =

Z
1

0

dx g
p

1(x)=
1

12

(

a3 +
1
p
3
a8 +

4

3
a0

)

; (4.2.1)

where the ai are [aside from a factor speci�ed below in (4.2.7 and 8)]hadronic m atrix

elem ents ofthe octet ofquark SU(3)F axial-vector currents J
j

5� (j = 1;:::;8) and the

avoursingletaxialcurrentJ0
5� taken between proton statesofde�nite m om entum and

spin direction.(In practiceweusually usehelicity states).Theprecisede�nitionsaregiven

below.

In thefollowing weshallexplain how thevaluesofa3 and a8 can beobtained from

dataon hyperon �-decay.TheEM C m easurem entof�
p

1 can thus,via(4.2.1)beconstrued

asthe �rsteverm easurem entofthe singletm atrix elem enta0 and itwillturn outthat

thevalueofa0 isunexpectedly sm all.

W eshallshow thatin theNaiveParton M odel

a0 = 2Sq
z (4.2.2)

whereSq
z isthecom ponentofthetotalquark spin (carried by allquarksand antiquarks)

in the direction ofm otion ofa proton ofhelicity +1/2.ThatSq
z turnsoutto be alm ost

com patiblewith zero isa greatsurprise.Naively itm ighthavebeen expected to befairly

close to +1/2 im plying a0 ’ 1.W hen the quark �elds are treated as interacting �elds

there are sm allperturbative correctionsto (4.2.1)(see Section 4.4.1)butthese have no

signi�cante�ecton theargum entbelow.

Theoctetcurrentsare

J
j

5� =
� �5

 
�j

2

!

 (j= 1;2;:::;8) (4.2.3)

wherethe�j aretheusualGell-M ann m atricesand  isa colum n vectorin avourspace

 =

0

B
@

 u

 d

 s

1

C
A ; (4.2.4)

and theavoursingletcurrentis

J
0
5� =

� �5 : (4.2.5)

(NotethatJ05� issom etim esde�ned like(4.2.3)with a avourm atrix � 0=2= (1=
p
6)I.)

The question ofthe conservation ofthe non-singlet axialcurrents willbe discussed in

Section 6.1.

Theproton stateswillbelabelled by thefour-m om entum P � and thecovariantspin

vectorS�(�)corresponding to de�nitehelicity �.Recallthat

S � P = 0 S
2 = � 1: (4.2.6)
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The forward m atrix elem ents ofthe J
j

5� can only be proportionalto S� and the aj are

conventionally de�ned by

hP;SjJ
j

5�jP;Si = M ajS� (4.2.7)

hP;SjJ05�jP;Si = 2M a0S� : (4.2.8)

The relative factor of2 in (4.2.7 and 8) reects the fact that the SU(3) currents are

de�ned using thegeneratorsofthegroup i.e.� j=2 in (4.2.3).

Analogousto (4.2.3)oneintroducesan octetofvectorcurrents

J
j
� =

� �

 
�j

2

!

 (j= 1;:::;8) (4.2.9)

which are conserved currents to the extent that SU(3)F is a sym m etry ofthe strong

interactions.

4.2.1 Inform ation from hyperon �-decay

Considernow the�-decaysofthespin 1/2 hyperons.Ifweusethestandard SU(3)

labelling [BAI82]B j forthehyperonsthen thehadronictransition involved iscontrolled

by m atrix elem entsoftheform hB ijh
�
+ jB kiwhereh

�
+ isthecharged hadroniccurrentthat

couples to the W boson in the electroweak Lagrangian.It is typically ofthe form ofa

Kobayashi-M askawa m atrix elem ent m ultiplied by som e com bination ofthe currents Jj�

and J
j

5�.Forexam ple�Q = �S = 1 transitions(�! p; ��! n;� � ! �)arecontrolled

by thecurrent

Vus �u
�(1� 5)s= Vus[J

4
� + iJ

5
� � J

4
5� � iJ

5
5�]: (4.2.10)

Ifwenow assum e:

a)thatthe8 spin 1/2 hyperonsform an octetunderSU(3)F ;

b) that the currents Jj�; J
j

5� (j = 1;:::;8) transform as an octet under SU(3)F with

Jj�;J
j

5� conserved,(theconservation oftheaxialcurrentwillbediscussed in Section

6.1);

c) that the m om entum transfer and m ass di�erences in the hadronic transitions are

negligible;

then allthe hyperon �-decaysare described in term softwo constants,F and D which

occurin them atrix elem entsoftheoctetofaxialcurrents[BAI82]:

hB j;P;SjJ
i
5�jB k;P;Si= 2M B S�f� ifijkF + dijkD g (i;j;k = 1;:::;8) (4.2.11)

where the fijk and dijk are the usualSU(3)F group constants.The structure of(4.2.11)

isdictated by the SU(3)transform ation propertiesofthe LHS and isan exam ple ofthe

W igner-Eckarttheorem .Itshould be noted thatJ05� doesnotplay any role in the weak

interactions.

An analysisin 1983ofhyperon decaydata[W A283]seem ed tobein goodagreem ent

with theaboveand led to thevalues

F = 0:477� 0:012; D = 0:756� 0:011: (4.2.12)

Ifnow weusethestandard SU(3)F assignm entsforthebaryon octect[BAI82]we

�nd from (4.2.11)that

a3 = F + D (4.2.13)

a8 =
1
p
3
(3F � D ): (4.2.14)
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W esee,therefore,thatthestudy ofhyperon �-decay providesus,via (4.2.12),with

the valuesofa3 and a8,two ofthe three param etersoccuring in (4.2.1).However there

issom e doubtasto the reliability ofthe valuesquoted in (4.2.12),and forthatreason

we shalladopta slightly di�erentstrategy.Ultim ately,however,itwillbe seen thatthe

essentialresultisnotsensitive to thisissue.

Itisstraightforward to dem onstrate,using only isotopicspin invariance,that

a3 = g
A
; (4.2.15)

whereg
A
istheaxialcoupling(= G A=G V in thelanguageoftheold Cabibbotheory)which

governsneutron �-decay.W epreferthereforeto usethevery accuratem easurem entofg
A

[PDG 92]

a3 = g
A
= 1:2573� 0:0028 (4.2.16)

ratherthan thevalueF + D = 1:233� 0:016 thatfollowsfrom (4.2.12).

4.2.2 The EM C data on �
p

1
and itsconsequences

Ourm ain interestwillbein them atrix elem entoftheavoursingletaxialcurrent,

i.e.in a0.From (4.2.1)wehave

a0 =
3

4

(

12�
p

1 � a3 �
1
p
3
a8

)

: (4.2.17)

TheEM C data on xg
p

1(x)areshown in Fig.4.2.Ofparticularinterest,and indeed

thesourceofalltherecenttheoreticalresearch in thissubject,isthe�rstm om ent

�
p

1 �

Z
1

0

dx g
p

1(x): (4.2.18)

Since experim entalm easurem entscannotreach x = 0 or1 an extrapolation ofthe

data is always required in evaluating (4.2.18).The region x ! 1 is harm less but the

extrapolation to x = 0 ispotentially tricky.Thedashed curvein Fig.4.2 showstheform

ofthe extrapolation used by the EM C for the value of
R1
x dx

0 g
p

1(x
0) as function ofx

forx ! 0.Itisseen thatthe extrapolation looksperfectly reasonable (butbeware the

logorithm icscale)and itled to thevalue�
p

1 = 0:126� 0:010� 0:015.

Recall[see (2.1.31)]that to extract g1(x) from the m easurem ent ofthe asym m e-

try A k one has to utilize inform ation on F2(x;Q
2) and R(x;Q 2) which are studied in

unpolarized DIS.Since the EM C experim ent wascarried outthere have been im proved

determ inations ofF2 by the NM C group [AM A 92]and ofR atSLAC [W HI90].Asa

consequence thereisa sm allchangeand onehas[ELL 93]

�
p

1[hQ
2i= 10:7]= 0:128� 0:013� 0:019 (4.2.19)

wherewehaveindicated them ean valueofQ 2 fortheexperim ent.

In Fig.4.3 we show thenew SM C data [ADA 94]on g
p

1(x)athQ
2i= 10 (GeV/c)2

com pared with theEM C data.Thereisexcellentagreem entin generalwherethem easure-

m entsoverlap.Thenew data,which extend tosm allervalueofx givesom eindication that

g
p

1(x)m ay be increasing asx ! 0,though thistrend m ay notbe signi�cant.The SM C

valueforthe�rstm om entis�
p

1[hQ
2i= 10]= 0:136� 0:011� 0:011,perfectly consistent

with theEM C result(4.2.19).
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This result is considerably sm aller than the value 0.188 � 0.004 expected on the

basisofthe Ellis-Ja�e sum rule which willbe discussed in Section 4.3.Severalattem pts

were m ade to try to explain this discrepancy,initially focusing on the question as to

whether(4.2.19)can be considered asa reliable num berto com pare with the theory.If

wesubstitutethevalueof�
p

1 (4.2.19)into (4.2.17)weobtain

a0 =
3

4

(

(0:279� 0:156� 0:228)�
1

3
(3F � D )

)

: (4.2.20)

Thevalues(4.2.12)yield (3F � D )=3= 0:225� 0:013 which im pliesa0 = 0:040� 0:117�

0:171.Howevera m orerecentanalysisofhyperon decaysobtains[HSU 88]

F = 0:46� 0:01 D = 0:79� 0:01
1

3
(3F � D )= 0:20� 0:01 (4.2.21)

which im plies

a0 = 0:06� 0:12� 0:17: (4.2.22)

As m entioned earlier one m ight have expected a0 ’ 1 so that the value in (4.2.22) is

surprisingly sm all.

Thisunintuitive resultand thedisagreem entwith theEllis-Ja�esum ruleinspired

severalattem ptsto question the reliability ofthe EM C value for�
p

1.Because ofitsfun-

dam entalim portance we turn to this question.W e believe thatonly two issues require

seriousconsideration:thequestion oftheextrapolation tox = 0and thequestion ofhigher

twiste�ects.

4.2.3 The EM C data:extrapolation to x = 0

The extrapolation to sm allx was queried by Close and Roberts [CLO 88]who

stressed that the extraction ofg1(x) from the data,at sm allx,is dependent upon the

assum ed behavior as x ! 0 ofboth g1(x) and the usualstructure function F2(x),and

that,in particular,the latter m ay have a m ore singular behavior than is given by the

usualReggeanalysisofsm allx behavior.

W eareconvinced thattheReggebehavior

g1(x)� x
� �a1 (4.2.23)

where �a1(t)isthe Regge trajectory ofthe a1 m eson (previously referred to asthe A 1),

� � �(0)’ � 0:14� 0:20,iscorrect,and thatitisnotpossible to have a contribution

to g1(x)from the P 
 P cut[HEI73].The reason isthatonly Regge polesorcutswith

G(� 1)T� = � 1 can contribute to those virtualCom pton scattering am plitudesthatare

relevanttog1(x).(HereT isthet-channelisospin,G istheG-parity and � thesignature).

However,itispossible to have a three-pom eron cut,butitscontribution relative to a1-

exchangeissuppressed by both a factor(m =Q)(ln�)� 5 and a sm allnum ericalcoe�cient.

Also we are reluctant to accept that the non-Regge singular behavior ofF2(x) can be

relevantatthevaluesofQ 2 involved in theEM C experim ent.Itseem sgenerally accepted

thattheextrapolation tosm allx used by theEM C isreliableand isnotthecauseoftheir

peculiarresult.

Itisinterestingthatthereissom esupportforthevalidityoftheEM C extrapolation

which com esfrom a totally di�erentsource,nam ely elastic�p! �p.In thelatterprocess

them om entum transferdependence ofthe di�erentialcross-section givesinform ation on
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the axialform factorG A(Q
2)[AHR 87]whose value atQ 2 = 0 isdirectly related to the

aj appearing in DIS.Onehas

G A(0)=
1

2

(

a3 +
1
p
3
a8 �

1

3
a0

)

: (4.2.24)

Itisnotabsolutely straightforward to obtain G A(0)from thedata,sinceitissom e-

whatdependenton theform ofthe�tassum ed fortheQ 2 variation in them easured range

0:45 � Q2 � 1:05 (GeV/c)2.Thus,although no extrapolation in x isrequired,one does

have to m ake an assum ption ofsm ooth behaviourin Q 2 asQ 2 ! 0.The value ofG A(0)

given in [AHR 87]correspondsto

a0 �
p
3 a8 = � 0:45� 0:27: (4.2.25)

Using (4.2.14)and (4.2.21)yields

a0 = 0:14� 0:27 (4.2.26)

which isperfectly consistentwith theEM C valuein (4.2.22).

The readeriswarned thatthe �p ! �p data are som etim esused asan argum ent

in favourofa large polarized strange quark contribution �s.Thisinterpretation isonly

valid in theNaiveParton M odelwhere 1

3
[a0�

p
3a8]= �s.Aswillbediscussed in Section

8.5 thereisalso a gluoniccontribution arising from theaxialanom aly.

4.2.4 The EM C data :highertwiste� ects

Thepossibility thatsigni�canthighertwiste�ectsatthevaluesofQ 2 in theEM C

experim entm ightinvalidatea com parison ofthedata with theParton M odelorwith the

leading twist operator product expansion,was studied by Anselm ino,Io�e and Leader

[ANS 89]in an approach based upon com patibility with theGerasim ov,Drell,Hearn sum

rule.A m oreconsistenttreatm entwaslaterdeveloped by Burkertand Io�e[BUR 92,93].

Highertwiste�ectshavealso been approached in a quitedi�erentway by Balitsky,

Braun and Kolesnichenko [BAL 90,93]based upon the study ofhighertwistoperators

and QCD sum rules.The latterauthors�nd m uch sm allercorrectionsthan in [ANS 89]

and in [BUR 92,93],butthe uncertaintiesin theirapproach are intrinsically di�cultto

assess.Also thereissom equestion asto thecorrectnessofthewholeapproach [IOF 92].

W eshallproceed to explain thetwo m ethods.Ultim ately wefeelthathighertwist

e�ectsareunim portantin the EM C experim entbutare surely notnegligible in thenew

experim entsatQ 2 = 2 and 4.6 (GeV/c)2.

a)The Gerasim ov,Drell,Hearn sum rule approach.

The key point is that�
p

1 is connected to the Gerasim ov-Drell-Hearn (GDH)sum

rule [GER 66,DRE 66]forforward scattering ofrealphotonson nucleonsand thatthis

indicates rapid Q 2-dependences which m ight stillhave consequences at the EM C Q 2-

values.

De�ne

Ip(Q
2)�

2M 2

Q 2
�
p

1(Q
2): (4.2.27)

Then atlargeQ 2

Ip(Q
2)!

2M 2

Q 2
�
p

1(Q
2)A s (4.2.28)
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where�
p

1(Q
2)A s istheasym ptotic form given by say thelowesttwistcontribution to the

operatorproductexpansion and which is,em pirically,positive.But,according to GDH,

Ip(0)= �
�2p

4
(4.2.29)

where�p istheanom alousm agneticm om entoftheproton (�p = 1:79).Figure4.4 shows

Ip(Q
2)as given by DIS data and the value atQ 2 = 0.(Also shown isIp(Q

2)� In(Q
2)

relevant to the Bjorken sum rule).Since the Q 2-dependence of�
p

1(Q
2)A s,as given by

perturbativeQCD,isslow and logorithm ic,thebehaviourofI(Q 2)im pliesstrong higher

twist e�ects in �
p

1(Q
2).These were param etrized in [ANS 89]in a very sim ple way by

putting

Ip(Q
2)= 2M 2�

p

1;A s

"
1

Q 2 + �2
�

cp �
2

(Q 2 + �2)2

#

(4.2.30)

where

cp = 1+
1

8

 
�2

M 2

!
�2p

�
p

1;A s

(4.2.31)

and� isaparam etersettingthescalefortheQ 2 variation.Byvectordom inanceargum ents

itwassuggested that�2 ’ m 2
�.In (4.2.30,31)�

p

1;A s istaken asa constant,the lim itof

�
p

1(Q
2)A s asQ

2 ! 1 .

Equation (4.2.30)used in (4.2.27)providesa form ula for�
p

1(Q
2)forallQ 2

�
p

1(Q
2)=

�
p

1;A s

1+ �2=Q 2

"

1�
cp �

2

Q 2 + �2

#

(4.2.32)

and equating thisto the EM C resultathQ 2i= 10:7 (GeV/c)2 yields�
p

1;A s ’ 1:2 �
p

E M C ,

i.e som e 20% largerthan the EM C result(4.2.19).Howeverthe Q 2-dependence im plied

by (4.2.32)istoo rapid and waslatershown to contradicttheQ 2-dependenceofthedata

by 1.5 standard deviation [ASH 89].

M orerecentlyBurkertandIo�e[BUR 92,93]havearguedthatthecontributionfrom

resonance production hasa strong Q 2-dependence forsm allQ 2 and then dropsrapidly

with Q 2 and thatthisshould be substracted outbefore param etrizing the sm ooth large

Q 2 behaviour.Thebehaviouroftheresonancecontribution isshown in Fig.4.5.Equation

(4.2.30)isthen m odi�ed to

Ip(Q
2)= I

p
res(Q

2)+ 2M 2�
p

1;A s

"
1

Q 2 + �2
�

cp �
2

(Q 2 + �2)2

#

(4.2.33)

wherenow

cp = 1+
1

2

 
�2

M 2

!
1

�
p

1;A s

"
�2p

4
+ I

p
res(0)

#

: (4.2.34)

Forthe� (N �(1238))contribution they �nd [BUR 92]

I
p

� (0)= � 0:78 (4.2.35)

and including allresonancesup to m ass1.8 GeV [BUR 93]

I
p
res(0)= � 1:03: (4.2.36)

Bearing in m ind that�2p=4 = 0:80 we see thatthe resonance contribution hasan

im portante�ecton thevalueofcp.
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W ith thisrevised estim ate ofcp,and using � = m �,(4.2.32)suggeststhat�
p

1;A s is

about8% largerthan theEM C result.ItappearsthattheQ 2-variation im plied by(4.2.32)

m ightjustbecom patiblewith theEM C data divided into two binswith hQ 2i= 4:8 and

hQ 2i= 17:2 (GeV/c)2.

Forpurposesofcom parison with theQCD sum ruleapproach,letusexpand (4.2.32)

in inverse powersofQ 2 (weignoreIres(Q
2)atlargeQ 2):

�
p

1(Q
2)= �

p

1;A s

"

1�
(1+ cp)�

2

Q 2
+ � � �

#

� (4.2.37)

Theleading term in thehighertwistcorrection isthen

��
p

1(Q
2)= �

(1+ cp)�
2 �

p

1;A s

Q 2
� �

0:12 (GeV/c)
2

Q 2
� (4.2.38)

In sum m ary the highertwistcorrections,estim ated on the basisofthe GDH sum

rule,arelikely to belessthan 8% fortheEM C experim ent.

b)The QCD sum rule approach

In the usualoperatorproductapproach explained in Section 5 one keepsonly the

operators oflowest twist � (� = 2 for the study ofg1(x;Q
2)).The approach of[BAL

90],based on theQCD sum rulepaperofShuryak and Vainshtein [SHU 82],isa natural

extension in which one studies also the operators oftwist 4 and in which target m ass

correctionsaretaken intoaccount.Theproblem isthatonehastoestim atecertain m atrix

elem ents of gluon and quark condensates and certain correlators of quark and gluon

operators.Thelatterisdoneassum ing pseudoscalarm eson dom inance.

The leading targetm asscorrection ��1;T to �
p;n

1 involvesthe third m om entofg
p;n

1

and isgiven by [BAL 90,93]

��
p;n

1;T =
2M 2

9Q 2

Z 1

0

dx x
2
g
p;n

1 (x;Q 2) (4.2.39)

which yields

��
p

1;T �
0:003 M 2

Q 2
(4.2.40)

which istotally negligiblein theEM C experim ent.

The higher twist corrections require an estim ate ofthe nucleon m atrix elem ents

ofcertain twist-4 (�4)operators.The contribution to �
p

1 involvesavoursinglet(S)and

non-singlet(NS)operators:

��
p

1;�4
= �

1

6Q 2

(
5

3
hhO Sii+ hhO N Sii

)

(4.2.41)

where[BAL 90,93]

hhO ii=
8

9

"

hhUii�
M 2

2
hhV ii

#

(4.2.42)

and hhUii;hhV iiarethereduced m atrix elem entsofoperatorU� and V��;�,de�ned by

hP;SjU�jP;Si= 2M S�hhUii (4.2.43)

and

hP;SjV��;�jP;Si= 2M hhV iif(S�P� � S�P�)P�gS� � (4.2.44)
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whereS�� m eanssym m etrization with respectto �;�.

Theactualoperatorsare:

U
S=N S
� = g[�u fG ��

�
u � �dfG ��

�
d] (4.2.45)

V
S=N S
��;� = gf�u fG ���u � �dfG ���dgS� � (4.2.46)

where fG �� isthem atrix

fG �� =
1

2
"���� G

��
a

 
�a

2

!

: (4.2.47)

Itisanon-trivialm atter,usingsum -ruletechniques,toestim atethenucleon m atrix

elem entsofthese operatorsand thereissom e uncertainty abouttheresults.M oreoverit

isclaim ed [IOF 92]thatthe handling ofthe singletisincorrectsince the axialanom aly

(to be discussed in Section 6) was not taken into account and certain correlators were

estim ated using pseudoscalardom inanceby � and � which isinappropriateto thesinglet

case.In addition notethatthereareerrorsin [BAL 90]which arecorrected in [BAL 93].

In theircorrected papers[BAL 93]onehas

��
p

1;�4
= �

(0:02� 0:013)(GeV/c)
2

Q 2

��n1;�4 = �
(0:005� 0:003)(GeV/c)

2

Q 2
� (4.2.48)

These corrections are m uch sm aller than those obtained from the GDH sum rule

(4.2.38)and arequitenegligiblefortheEM C experim ent.

c)Sum m ary on highertwiste� ectsin the EM C experim ent

There is a signi�cant di�erence between the size ofthese e�ects as calculated on

the basisofthe GDH sum rule (4.2.38)and on the basisofQCD sum rules(4.2.48).In

both cases,however,thee�ectsfortheEM C experim entarenegligible.

W e shallthus proceed to analyse the theoreticalim plications ofthe EM C result,

which givesa value fora0 com patible with zero.In the following we shalluse the value

given in (4.2.22).

4.3 T he EM C result:im plications in the N aive Parton M odel

In Appendix B we show how to express the protonic m atrix elem ent ofthe ax-

ialvector current ofa quark �eld ofde�nite avour in term s ofthe polarized parton

distributions,in thefram ework oftheNaiveParton M odel.

W ehave

hP;Sj� f(0)�5 f(0)jP;Si= 2M S�

Z 1

0

dx [�q f(x)+ ��q f(x)]: (4.3.1)

Itfollowsfrom (4.2.3,5,7 and 8)that

a3 =

Z 1

0

dx [�u(x)+ ��u(x)� �d(x)� � �d(x)] (4.3.2)

a8 =
1
p
3

Z 1

0

dx [�u(x)+ ��u(x)+ �d(x)+ � �d(x)� 2�s(x)� 2��s(x)] (4.3.3)

and

a0 = ���

Z 1

0

dx ��(x) (4.3.4)
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where

��(x)� �u(x)+ ��u(x)+ �d(x)+ � �d(x)+ �s(x)+ ��s(x): (4.3.5)

Noticethat(4.3.2-4)inserted into (4.2.1)agreewith (4.1.1).

If,asis at�rstsight notan unreasonable assum ption,one assum es thatone can

neglectthestrangequark contribution sothata0 ’
p
3a8 oneisled totheEllis-Ja�esum

rule [ELL 74]m entioned in Section 4 which givesa m uch largervalue for�
p

1 than found

by theEM C:

(�
p

1)E J =
1

12

(

a3 +
5
p
3
a8

)

’ 0:188� 0:004 (4.3.6)

wherewehaveused (4.2.14,16 and 21).

4.3.1 The \spin crisisin the Parton M odel"

Letusconsidernow thephysicalsigni�canceof��(x).Sinceq � (x)countthenum -

ber ofquarks ofm om entum fraction x with spin com ponent � 1

2
along the direction of

m otion oftheproton (letuscallthisthez-direction),thetotalcontribution to Jz com ing

from a given avourquark is

Sz =

Z
1

0

dx

(  
1

2

!

q
+ (x)+

 

�
1

2

!

q
� (x)

)

=
1

2

Z 1

0

dx �q(x): (4.3.7)

Itfollowsthat

a0 = 2Squarks
z (4.3.8)

whereSquarks
z isthecontribution to Jz from thespin ofallquarksand antiquarks.

Now in theNaiveParton M odelp? = 0 and allquarksm oveparallelto theparent

hadron,i.e.fora quark ofm om entum p,p = xP .Henceany orbitalangularm om entum

carried bythequarksisperpendiculartoP and thusdoesnotcontributetoJz.In addition

itisassum ed thatthegluonsareunpolarized,forreasonsexplained in Section4.3.2.Hence,

in theNaiveParton M odel,oneexpectsfora proton ofhelicity +1/2 :

S
quarks
z = Jz = 1=2: (4.3.9)

W estressthatthisignoresp? e�ectsand assum esonly quark and antiquark constituents

arepolarized.

From (4.3.8)and (4.2.22)wegetinstead ofthevalue1/2 of(4.3.9)

�

S
quarks
z

�

E xp

= 0:03� 0:06� 0:09 : (4.3.10)

It was this highly unexpected result which was term ed the \spin crisis in the Parton

M odel" [LEA 88].

4.3.2 The angularm om entum sum rule

In a m ore generalfram ework,ifwe allow for the existence ofparton transverse

m om entum and forthepossibility thatthegluonsarepolarized,(4.3.9)generalizesto the

angularm om entum sum rule

Jz = S
quarks
z + S

gluons
z + L

partons
z = 1=2 (4.3.11)
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and thequestion then arisesasto whethertheresult(4.3.10)isassurprising asitat�rst

seem s.On theonehand m odelsofthestaticpropertiesofthebaryonsalwayshaveS-wave

ground statesofquarksonly,so in thesethereisno Sgluons
z norLpartons

z .Butthesem odels

dealwith constituentquarkswhereastheParton M odelinvolvescurrentquarks.

Unfortunately nobody knowsthepreciseconnection between theseso itisperhaps

unjusti�ed tom akeassertionsaboutpartonson thebasisofconstituentm odels.However,

Lipkin [LIP 90]hasgiven an argum entbased on partons,which em phasizeshow peculiar

itisthatSquarks
z is so sm all.W e present a sim pli�ed version ofhis treatm ent.The key

pointisthattheSU(6)prediction forg
A
,nam ely 5/3,isreally quiteclosetothem easured

value (4.2.16),so thatthe proton wave function cannotbe too di�erentfrom the SU(6)

wavefunction.Thusifwewriteforthisproton state

jpi= cos� jSU(6)i+ sin� j i (4.3.12)

where j iisa state orthogonalto jSU(6)i,thelatterbeing a statein which the valence

partonsarein an SU(6)con�guration and anythingelsepresenthaszeroorbital,and zero

totalspin,angularm om entum ,then consideration ofthecontribution to g
A
from various

possibleplausiblestatesj i,each having di�erentam ountsofspin carried by thevalence

quarks and by any other constituents,leads to the bound sin2� � 3=16.On the other

hand in theSU(6)state,Jz = Squarks
z = 1=2,so thatrequiring that

1

2
cos2� +

�

S
quarks
z

�

 

sin2� ’ 0 (4.3.13)

im pliesthelargevalue

jSquarks
z j �

> 2: (4.3.14)

Given thecom plexity ofthestatej ithatthisim plies,itisthen hard tounderstand why

theproton istheonly stablestatewith J = 1=2;I = 1=2.

W eshallbeableto clarify thisquestion a littlem orein Section 5 when weconsider

the surprising feature that QCD induces a Q 2-dependence in Sgluons
z and Lpartons

z .This

willforceusto rethink ourinterpretation ofthephysicalm eaning ofthem atrix elem ent

ofJ05�.

4.3.3 Trouble with the strange quark

There is another di�culty associated with the results that follow from analysing

theEM C and hyperon data in term softheNaiveParton M odel.

W ecan usethenum ericalvalues(4.2.16,21and 22)tosolve,via(4.2.14)and (4.3.2,

3,4),forthecontributionsofquarksand antiquarksofa given avour.One�nds:

�u �

Z
1

0

dx [�u(x)+ ��u(x)]= 0:79� 0:03� 0:04 (4.3.15)

�d �

Z 1

0

dx [�d(x)+ � �d(x)]= � 0:47� 0:03� 0:04 (4.3.16)

�s �

Z 1

0

dx [�s(x)+ ��s(x)]= � 0:26� 0:06� 0:09: (4.3.17)

ButPreparataand So�er[PRE 88]suggested thatonecan bound thestrangequark

contribution using thefactthat,m anifestly,

j�s(x)j� s(x) (4.3.18)
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and the knowledge ofthe behaviourofs(x)asdeterm ined from deep inelastic neutrino

experim ents.

Thereisan unjusti�ed step in theanalysisof[PRE 88]which can bem odi�ed [LEA

88b],and theargum entisnotrigoroussinceaspeci�cform for�sisassum ed.Nonetheless

thebound isunlikely to befarfrom thetruth.Ityields

j�sj=

�
�
�
�
�

Z
1

0

dx[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]

�
�
�
�
�
� 0:072� 0:030 (4.3.19)

which isroughly a factorofthreesm allerthan thevaluegiven in (4.3.17).

W e have to conclude that the analysis based on the Naive Parton M odelor the

OperatorProductExpansion with free�eldsisin di�culty.

4.4 A nalysis of�1 using the Q C D Im proved Parton M odel

Theanalysisin Sections4.1-3wasbased on theNaiveParton M odelwhich em erges

from theOperatorProductExpansion when all�eldsaretreated asfree�elds.An im m e-

diatequestion iswhetherthedi�cultiesweencountered can berem oved by theinclusion

ofperturbativeQCD corrections.In thisSection weshallusetheQCD-im proved expres-

sionswhich willbederived in Section 5 and dem onstratethatthecorrectionsdo nothelp

signi�cantly.W eshallalso discusstheBjorken sum rule.

4.4.1 The operatorproductexpansion for�
p

1

As is well known, QCD corrections induce a logarithm ic Q 2-dependence which

breaks Bjorken scaling.As is outlined in Section 5.2 the expression (4.2.1) is m odi�ed

to

�
p

1(Q
2)=

1

12

(  

a3 +
1
p
3
a8

!

E N S(Q
2)+

4

3
a0E S(Q

2)

)

(4.4.1)

where the coe�cientfunctionsE N S and E S have perturbative expansions[KOD 79]re-

cently extended to order�2s and �
3
s respectively [LAR 91,94]

E N S(Q
2)= 1�

�s

�
�

 
3:58

3:25

!  
�s

�

! 2

�

 
20:22

13:85

!  
�s

�

! 3

(4.4.2)

E S(Q
2)= 1�

 
0:333

0:040

!  
�s

�

!

�

 
1:10

� 0:07

!  
�s

�

! 2

(4.4.3)

where�s = �s(Q
2)andwheretheupperandlower�guresrefertoN f = 3 or4respectively.

Strictlyspeakingthecoe�cientsofa 3 and a8 areonlyequalin thecaseofm asslessquarks,

which is assum ed in the calculation of(4.4.2).These perturbative corrections willbe

im portantin analysing thenew data atlowerQ 2,to bediscussed in Section 4.5.2.In the

notation ofSection 5.2 wehaveE N S = E 1
1;1 = E 1

1;3;E S = E 1
1; .

Once interactionsare allowed the operatorsand currentshave to be renorm alized

and theirm atrixelem entswill,in general,depend upon thesubtraction pointorrenorm al-

ization scale�.Fora conserved current,however,them atrix elem entsareindependentof

therenorm alization scale.Thesem atterswerem entioned in Section 4.2 and willbetaken

up again in Section 6.Theim portantpointtorem em beristhata3 and a8 areindependent

of�,whereasa0 dependsupon �.
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Ifwe choose �2 = Q 2 then,in leading logarithm ic approxim ation (LLA),the ex-

pressions (4.3.2{4)forthe aj in term s ofquark densities �q(x)are sim ply m odi�ed by

thereplacem ent

�q(x)! �q(x;Q 2) (4.4.4)

where the Q 2-evolution is controlled by the spin dependent Altarelli-Parisiequations

[ALT 77].

For the EM C experim ent the m ean value of Q 2 is about 10.7 (GeV/c)2 which

correspondsto �s(Q
2)’ 0:24for4avours.Theleading correction term isoforder8% in

(4.4.2)and even sm allerin (4.4.3 and we cannotexpecta dram aticchange in thevalues

quoted in (4.2.22).Indeed one�nds

a0 = 0:17� 0:12� 0:17 (4.4.5)

to be com pared with the naive expectation a0 ’ 1.The values quoted in (4.3.15-17)

becom e,forQ 2 ’ 10 (GeV/c)2

�u = 0:82� 0:03� 0:04

�d = � 0:44� 0:03� 0:04 (4.4.6)

�s = � 0:21� 0:06� 0:09

which arecloseto thevaluesgiven in (4.3.15-17)1).

ThusthestraightforwardperturbativeQCD correctionsto(4.2.1)innowayalleviate

theproblem ,and thevalueof�s isstillsurprisingly largecom pared with (4.3.19).

4.5 T he new experim ents:neutron data and the B jorken sum rule

The operators J05� and J85� that give rise to the term s a0 and a8 in (4.4.1) are

invariant under isotopic spin rotations.Thus in going from proton m atrix elem ents to

neutron m atrix elem entsthey rem ain unchanged.J35�,on theotherhand,transform slike

the 3rd com ponentofan isotopic spin tripletand therefore changessign.Itfollowsthat

theBjorken sum rule

Z
1

0

dx [g
p

1(x;Q
2)� g

n
1(x;Q

2)]= SB j(Q
2) (4.5.1)

whereSB j(Q
2)isthetheoreticalvalueoftheBjorken sum rule,given by

SB j(Q
2) =

a3

6

(

1�
�s

�
�

 
3:58

3:25

!  
�s

�

! 2

�

 
20:22

13:85

!  
�s

�

! 3

� � �

)

(4.5.2)

= (0:2096� 0:0005)

(

1�
�s

�
�

 
3:58

3:25

!  
�s

�

! 2

�

 
20:22

13:85

!  
�s

�

! 3

� � �

)

;

holdson fundam entalgrounds.Notethatthe factthata3 isindependentofQ
2 islinked

to theconservation ofthenon-singletaxialcurrentand isdiscussed m orefully in Section

6.1.Theupperand lower�guresin (4.5.2)referto N f = 3 or4 respectively.

1) Note added in proof:An analysisofallthe proton data atQ 2 = 10 (G eV)2 [ADA 94]alters(4.2.19)

to �
p

1
= 0:142� 0:008� 0:011 and consequently (4.4.5)becom es(notice thatin [ADA 94]�s ’ 0:23

isused)a0 = 0:27� 0:08� 0:10,stilluncom fortably farfrom a0 = 1:
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The Ellis-Ja�e sum rule value (4.3.6),�
p

1 ’ 0:188,would im ply,via (4.5.1,2) at

Q 2 = 10:7 (GeV/c)2

�n1 �

Z 1

0

dx g
n
1(x;Q

2)’ � 0:0003

whereasthem easured EM C valueof�
p

1 giveshopeofa som ewhatm oresizeableneutron

result:

�n1 ’ � 0:06 at Q
2 = 10:7 (GeV/c)

2
:

4.5.1 The new experim entson deuterium and 3He

The�rstexperim entstom easuregn1(x)havenow begun toreportresults.AtCERN

theSpin M uon Collaboration (SM C)haveused apolarized deuterium targetatan average

Q 2 of4:6 (GeV/c)2 [ADE 93].AtSLAC the E142 group usesa polarized 3He targetat

hQ 2i= 2:0 (GeV/c)2 [ANT 93].(Fora com bined analysisofthedata see[ADE 94]).

TheSM C data on thedeuteron asym m etry A d
1(x)atQ

2 = 4:6 (GeV/c)2 areshown

in Fig.4.6,and in Fig.4.7 thedata on xgd1(x).TheE142 data on theneutron asym m etry

A n
1(x)and on gn1(x)atQ

2 = 2 (GeV/c)2 are shown in Fig.4.8.The neutron data were

extracted asexplained in Section 2.1.4 using theEM C proton data.

Soon after the appearance ofthe new results som e rather dram atic claim s were

m adethatthevery fundam entalBjorken sum rulehad been violated.In retrospectthese

incorrect assertions arose because oftoo naive a com parison ofthe new data with the

EM C proton data at10:7 (GeV/c)2.A m orecarefulanalysisisnecessary,asem phasized

by Ellisand Karliner[ELL 93]and by Closeand Roberts[CLO 93]and Altarelli,Nason,

Ridol� [ALT 94].

Them ain issuesarethefollowing:

1) The extraction ofgn1(x;Q
2) from nuclear data at som e hQ 2i,as explained in

Section 2.1.4,requiresa knowledge ofg
p

1(x;Q
2)atthesam em ean Q 2.Itisunjusti�ed to

naively com bine theEM C data athQ 2i= 10:7 (GeV/c)2 with thedeuterium data at4.6

and the 3Hedata at2.0 (GeV/c)2.

There isno absolutely safe way to overcom e thisdi�culty.Itdoesseem ,however,

thatthevaluesoftheasym m etriesat�xed x,show nosigni�cantvariation with Q 2 where

ithasbeen possible to exam ine this.On the otherhand the variation ofF2(x;Q
2)with

Q 2 hasbeen m uch studied.

In the im proved analysis,therefore,g
p

1(x;Q
2) iscalculated atthe required Q 2 by

using

g
p

1(x;Q
2)=

A
p

k

D

F
p

2(x;Q
2)

2x[1+ R p(x;Q 2)]
(4.5.3)

and assum ingA
p

k
independentofQ 2.Theresultingdependenceofg

p

1(x;Q
2)upon them ean

Q 2 isshown in Fig.4.9 taken from [ELL 93].In (4.5.3)valuesofF
p

2 weretaken from the

NM C data [AM A 92]and ofR p from the SLAC data [W HI90].These g
p

1(x;Q
2) yield,

[ELL 93],

�
p

1[2 (GeV/c)
2
] = 0:124� 0:013� 0:019

�
p

1[4:6 (GeV/c)
2
] = 0:125� 0:013� 0:019: (4.5.4)

Figure4.10 showsthegn1(x;Q
2)extracted from thenucleardata on thisbasis.

2)Theextrapolation ofgn1(x;Q
2)to x = 1 and x = 0 in orderto com putethe�rst

m om ent�n1 requiressom ecare.
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The SM C experim ent athQ 2i= 4.6 (GeV/c)2 covers the range 0.006 � x � 0.6.

They �nd
Z 0:6

0:006

g
d
1(x)dx = 0:024� 0:020� 0:014: (4.5.5)

The extrapolation to x = 0 istaken to be ofthe reasonable form gd1 � x� � with

� 0:5 � � � 0,in accord with the discussion in Section 4.2.3 and com patible with Eq.

(4.2.23).Thisleadsto an estim ateof� 0:003� 0:003 fortheintegralfrom 0 to 0.006.

The extrapolation to x = 1 isbased on the factthatthe asym m etry isbounded,

jAj� 1,and leadsto theestim ate0.002 � 0.004 fortheintegralfrom 0.6 to 1.

Theresultis,pernucleon,

�d1[Q
2 = 4:6 (GeV/c)

2
]= 0:023� 0:020� 0:015: (4.5.6)

Notethatusing (2.1.55),(4.4.2,3)and (4.2.14)wehave(taking N f = 4)

�d1 =
(1� 1:5 !D )

12

(
1

3
(3F � D )

"

1�
�s

�
� 3:25

 
�s

�

! 2#

+
4

3
a0

"

1� 0:04
�s

�

#)

: (4.5.7)

Taking �s = 0:28� 0:03 atQ2 = 4.6 (GeV/c)2 [NAS 93]and using the valuesin

(4.2.21),oneobtains(!D = 0:058)

a0 = 0:09� 0:20� 0:15; (4.5.8)

again consistentwith zero and perfectly com patiblewith thevaluequoted in (4.4.5).

For�n1 [ELL 93]obtain a resultvery slightly di�erentfrom thevaluequoted by the

SM C becauseofthesm allchangein �
p

1 shown in (4.5.4),i.e.

�n1 [4:6 (GeV/c)
2]= � 0:076� 0:037� 0:046: (4.5.9)

The E142 experim ent at hQ 2i = 2 (GeV/c)2 covers the range 0.03 � x � 0.6.

[ELL 93]havere-analysed theextrapolationstox = 0and x = 1usingthesam eapproach

asin theSM C caseand theyestim atecontributionsto�n1 of� 0:006� 0:006fortheintegral

from 0 to 0.03 and 0.000 � 0.003 fortheregion 0.6 to 1.Theresultis

�n1 [2:0 (GeV/c)
2]= � 0:028� 0:006� 0:009 (4.5.10)

which di�erssom ewhatfrom thevalue� 0:022� 0:011 quoted by E142.

4.5.2 Testsofthe Bjorken sum rule

Using the valuesof�
p

1 given in (4.5.4)and of�n1 given in (4.5.9 and 10)one can

now testtheBjorken sum rule,bearing in m ind,however,thatwehaveassum ed thatthe

asym m etry isQ 2-independentfortherangeinvolved.Beforecom paringwith thedataitis

instructivetoseetowhatextenttheperturbativeQCD correctionsinuencetheexpected

valueoftheBjorken sum rule,SB j
(Q 2)given by (4.5.2).W eshow below in Table4.1 the

valuesofSB j
(Q 2)atvariousQ 2 calculated toorder�s;�

2
s and �

3
s startingfrom thecentral

value 0.2096 without corrections.W e have used values of�s(Q
2) from [NAS 93]which

di�ersom ewhatfrom the valuesused in [ELL 93]and also from those used by the SM C

group.W ebelieve theserepresenta good com prom isebetween theLEP and unpolarized

DIS determ inationswhich di�ersom ewhat.
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Table 4.1 Valuesof�s(Q
2)and ofSB j

(Q 2)to variousordersin perturbation theory

SB j
(Q 2)= 0.2096 to zero order

Q 2 N f �s(Q
2) to O (�s) to O (�2s) to O (�3s)

in (GeV/c)2

2 3 0.354 � 0.04 0.186 0.176 0.170

4.6 4 0.283 � 0.03 0.191 0.185 0.183

10.7 4 0.238 � 0.03 0.194 0.190 0.189

W e see thatatQ 2 = 2 the correctionsare very im portant,’ 20% ,and thateven atQ 2

= 10.7 they arenotnegligible,’ 10% .

W ecom enow tothecom parison between theexperim entaland theoreticalvaluesof

theBjorken sum rule.In allowing fortargetm asscorrectionsand highertwistcorrections

asdiscussesin Section 4.2.4 we m ustrecallthatthe GDH and QCD sum rule approach

givequitedi�erentestim atesforthehighertwistcorrections.

In generalterm sonehas

Z 1

0

dx [g
p

1(x;Q
2)� g

n
1(x;Q

2)]= SB j
(Q 2)+ �S

B j

�4 + �S
B j

T : (4.5.11)

The target m ass correction given in (4.2.40) is negligible for the proton and an

estim atefortheneutron ism uch sm aller[ELL 93]so wecan ignore�S
B j

T even atQ 2 = 2.

In theQCD sum ruleapproach onehas,from (4.2.48)

�S
B j

�4

�
�
�
�
�
Q C D sum rules

� �
(0:015� 0:013)(GeV/c)

2

Q 2
� (4.5.12)

In orderto estim atethehighertwistcorrectionsin theGDH sum ruleapproach let

usrewrite(4.2.37)as

�
p;n

1 (Q 2)= �
p;n

1;A s �
�2

Q 2
[2�

p;n

1;A s + �p;n] (4.5.13)

where

�p;n �
1

2

 
�2

M 2

! "
�2p;n

4
+ I

R es
p;n (0)

#

: (4.5.14)

Using thevalues[BUR 93]

I
R es
p (0)= � 1:028 I

R es
n (0)= � 0:829 (4.5.15)

we�nd

�S
B j

�4

�
�
�
�
�
G D H sum rule

= �
�2

Q 2

(

2(�
p

1 � �n1)A s + �p � �n

)

= �
0:16(GeV/c)

2

Q 2
� (4.5.16)

Thisappearstobeahugecorrection atsm allvaluesofQ 2.Howeveritisillegitim ate

to use (4.5.16)in a region where theresonance contribution IR es(Q
2)in (4.2.33)hasnot

yetdied out.The(p� n)curvein Fig.4.5 indicatesthatIR es isnotnegligibleatQ
2 = 2

(GeV/c)2.Thusweshould add a contribution

Q 2

2M 2
I
p� n

R es (Q
2)

�
�
�
�
�
Q 2= 2

’ 0:05 (4.5.17)
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to thecorrection (4.5.16)atQ 2 = 2 (GeV/c)2,yielding

�S
B j

�
�
�
�
�
G D H sum rule

= � 0:03 at Q
2 = 2(GeV/c)

2
: (4.5.18)

AtQ 2 = 4:6(GeV/c)2 itwould appeartobesafetoneglectIR es(Q
2)and tousejust

(4.5.16).Howeverthe correctionsdo seem surprisingly large.W e are unable to estim ate

theerrorsin (4.5.16 and 18).

In Table 4.2 we com pare the experim entalvalue ofthe LHS of(4.5.11) with the

theoreticalvalue ofthe RHS using the resultsofTable 4.1 and with the two versionsof

thehighertwistcorrections.

Table 4.2 TestoftheBjorken sum rule

SB j
(Q 2)+ �S

B j

T + �S
B j

�4

hQ 2i
R
1

0 dx [g
p

1(x;Q
2)� gn1(x;Q

2)] QCD sum rule GDH sum rule

in (GeV/c)2

2 0.152 � 0.014 � 0.021 0.162 � 0.023 0.14

4.6 0.201 � 0.039 � 0.050 0.180 � 0.017 0.15

It is seen that there is absolutely no signi�cant evidence for a failure ofthe sum rule.

Clearly atthe low value ofQ 2 = 2 the highertwiste�ectshelp to m ake the agreem ent

m ore im pressive,buteven withoutthem there isno realcontradiction,given the size of

theexperim entalerrors.

5 TheOperatorProductExpansion (OPE)

The fundam entalunderstanding ofthe Q 2-behaviour ofthe m om ents in unpolar-

ized DIS cam e originally from a study ofthe operatorproduct expansion.Lateritwas

discovered thatthesam eresultscould beobtained in theQCD Im proved Parton M odel.

W hen itcom esto the polarized case ithasbeen claim ed thatthe two approaches

yield di�erent results.W e shallargue that this is not the case and claim that there is

perfectagreem entbetween thetwo m ethods.

W e shallalso clarify the situation with regard to g2(x) itself,to its �rst m om ent

(theBurkhardt{Cottingham sum rule),and to itsrelationship with g1(x)(theEfrem ov{

Leader{Teryaev and the W andzura{W ilczek sum rules),about which there are m any

m isconceptionsin theliterature.

5.1 G eneralstructure ofthe O PE

Itiswellknown,and can easily be deduced from the Feynm an diagram Fig.2.1,

that the hadronic tensor W �� involved in the expression for the deep inelastic cross-

section [see (2.1.1)]isgiven by the Fouriertransform ofthe nucleon m atrix elem entsof

thecom m utatorofelectrom agneticcurrentsJ�(x):

W ��(q;P;S)=
1

2�

Z

d
4
x e

iq� xhP;Sj[J�(x);J�(0)]jP;Si (5.1.1)

whereS� isthecovariantspin vectorspecifying thenucleon stateofm om entum P �.Itis

convenienttointroducean am plitudeT�� which isclosely related totheforward T-m atrix
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elem entforCom pton scatteringofavirtualphoton of4-m om entum qand helicities� and

�0.In theconvention forthe T̂-operator

Ŝ = Î+ i(2�)4 �4(Pf � Pi) T̂

onehas

hP;S;q;�0ĵTjP;S;q;�i= 4�� "
�
�(�

0)T��
"�(�) (5.1.2)

where

T��(q;P;S)= i

Z

d
4
x e

iq� xhP;SjT(J�(x)J�(0))jP;Si (5.1.3)

isgiven in term softhetim eordered productofthecurrents.

Both W �� and T�� m ay be split into parts sym m etric (S) or antisym m etric (A)

under� $ �,and onecan show that

W
(S;A )
�� =

1

�
Im T

(S;A )
�� : (5.1.4)

The sym m etric partisindependentofthe spin vectorS� and playsa r̂ole only in

unpolarized scattering.W eshallthereforeconcentrateon theantisym m etricpartand we

follow thetreatm entofKodaira and hisgroup [KOD 79].

The behaviourofT�� (and therefore W ��)in the deep inelastic lim itiscontrolled

by thebehaviouroftheproductofcurrentsnearthelightconex2 = 0 and can bederived

from W ilson’soperatorproductexpansion.

Itisim portantto note thatthe expressions (5.1.1 and 3),forwhich the operator

productapproach can be utilised,only arise because ofthe fully inclusive nature ofthe

deep inelasticreaction being considered.Indeed thestarting pointfrom which (5.1.1)can

bederived istheexpression

W �� /
X

X

hP;SjJ�jX ihX jJ�jP;Si

which appearsin theform ula forthecross-section.Only ifthesum isoverall�nalstates

jX idoesthisreduceto (5.1.1).

Theantisym m etricpartoftheFouriertransform oftheoperatorproductappearing

in (5.1.3) is expanded in term s oflocaloperators R and coe�cient functions E in the

form [KOD 79]:

i

Z

d
4
x e

iq� x
T(J�(x)J�(0)) = � i

X

n= 1

[1� (� 1)n]

2

 
2

Q 2

! n

q�1:::q�n� 2

X

i

�i

�

"����q
�
q�n� 1

� E
n
1;i(Q

2
;g)R

��1:::�n� 1

1;i (5.1.5)

+ ("����q�q
� � "����q�q

� � q
2
"����)

n � 1

n

� E
n
2;i(Q

2
;g)R

���1:::�n� 2

2;i

�

where g isthe QCD coupling constantand where itakeson the values1,2...,8, ,G,the

detailed signi�cance ofwhich willbe explained below.The operators with i = 1;:::;8

transform likean SU(3)avouroctet.Thosewith labels orG areavoursinglets.

Thefactors�i reectthechargeand isotopicspin structureofthecurrents.Taking

fortheelectrom agneticcurrent(in unitsofe)

J� =
X

f

ef
� f� f f = u;d;s (5.1.6)
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(a colour sum is,ofcourse,im plied),and bearing in m ind that we are ultim ately only

interested in thecurrentcom m utatorthatoccursin W ��,onem ay takeforthe�i

�1 =
1

3
�8 =

1

3
p
3

� = �G =
2

9
(5.1.7)

and allother�i= 0.

Note that,as willbe seen below,there does not exist an R 2-type operator with

n < 2.Nonetheless because ofthe explicit factor (n � 1) in (5.1.5) we have form ally

written a sum from n = 1.Also thereisno operatoroftheR 1;G typeforn = 1.Itshould

form ally beregarded aszero forn = 1 in thesum overn.

Theleading twistoperatorsoccurring areoftwo types:

1)ThesetR
��1:::�n� 1

1;i oftwist2.

Fori= 1;:::;8 thesearetheavournon-singletoperators

R
��1:::�n� 1

1;i = (i)n� 1
(

� 5
�
D

�1:::D
�n� 1

 
�i

2

!

 

)

S

(n � 1) (5.1.8)

whereS im pliescom pletesym m etrization in theindices�;�1;�2;:::;�n� 1,the�i arethe

Gell{M ann SU(3) avour m atrices and D � is the usualQCD covariant derivative.For

i=  orG wehavetheavoursingletoperators

R
��1:::�n� 1

1; = (i)n� 1f� 5
�
D

�1:::D
�n� 1 gS (n � 1)

R
��1:::�n� 1

1;G = (i)n� 1Trf"���G �D
�1:::D

�n� 2G
�n� 1

� gS (n � 2) (5.1.9)

where G �� is the usualm atrix (in colourspace) form ofthe gluon �eld tensor[see Eq.

(6.3.5)].

2)ThesetR
���1:::�n� 2

2;i oftwist3.

Fori= 1;:::;8 thesearetheavournon-singletoperators

R
���1:::�n� 2

2;i = (i)n� 1
(

� 5
�
D

�
D

�1:::D
�n� 2

 
�i

2

!

 

)

S0

(n � 2) (5.1.10)

whereS0im pliesantisym m etrization on�;� andsym m etrization ontheindices�1;::;�n� 2.

Fori=  orG wehaveavoursingletoperators

R
���1:::�n� 2

2; = (i)n� 1f� 5
�
D

�
D

�1:::D
�n� 2 gS0 (n � 2)

R
���1:::�n� 2

2;G = (i)n� 1Trf"���G �D
�1:::D

�n� 2G
�
�gS0 (n � 2): (5.1.11)

Theaboveoperatorsareoften referred to asR n
1;i;R

n
2;i forbrevity.

Itshould benoted thattheabovelistofoperatorsisa com pletesetofoperatorsin

them asslessquark theory (ifm q 6= 0 there existsa furthersetoftwist3 operators).W e

shallnotdealwith these.They arediscussed in [KOD 79].

The coe� cientfunctions E n
1;i(Q

2;g);E n
2;i(Q

2;g) are the Fourier transform s ofthe

singularfunctionsofx thatappearin the OperatorProductExpansion and have to be

calculated,using perturbative QCD,asa powerseriesexpansion in the coupling g.The

factorsin (5.1.5)arearranged so thatforfree�elds,i.e.g = 0,onehasthesim pleresults:

E
n
1;i(Q

2
;g= 0) = 1 E

n
2;i(Q

2
;g = 0)= 1 i= 1;:::;8

E
n
1; (Q

2
;g= 0) = 1 E

n
2; (Q

2
;g= 0)= 1 (5.1.12)

E
n
1;G (Q

2
;g= 0) = 0 E

n
2;G (Q

2
;g = 0)= 0:
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Since gluonsare electrically neutralitisno surprise to see thatthe operatorsin-

volving thegluon �eld tensorsG a
�� play no r̂olewhen g = 0.

In an interacting theory theE ’sarefunctions,E n
1;i(Q

2=�2;g)etc.,oftherenorm al-

ization scale �2 and they satisfy standard renorm alization group equations.The avour

octetoperatorsarem ultiplicatively renorm alized,buttheG and  typesingletoperators

m ix underrenorm alization,exceptforthecasen = 1.Thisisreected in theQ 2-evolution

ofthecoe�cientfunctions(fordetailssee[KOD 79]).

Theproton m atrix elem entsoftheseoperatorshavetheform :

hP;SjR
��1:::�n� 1

1;i jP;Si =
� 2M ain

n
fS�

P
�1:::P

�n� 1g
S

(5.1.13)

hP;SjR
���1:::�n� 2

2;i jP;Si = M d
i
n(S

�
P
� � S

�
P
�)P �1:::P

�n� 2 ; (5.1.14)

wherethefactorsain;d
i
n {essentially reduced m atrix elem ents{reecttheunknown,non-

perturbativeaspectofthedynam ics.Dependingupon which currentisinvolved,they m ay

orm ay notdepend upon therenorm alization scale�2,asisdiscussed later.

Theconnection with thesim pleroperatorsused in Section 4isasfollows.Forn = 1

wehave

(R 1;i)� = � 5�

 
�i

2

!

 i= 1;:::;8 (5.1.15)

= � J
i
5� of eq.(4.2.3)

so thatvia (4.2.7)and (5.1.13)

ai= 2ai1: (5.1.16)

Also,notethat

(R 1; )� = � 5� (5.1.17)

= � J
0
5� ofeq.(4.2.5)

so thatvia (4.2.8)and (5.1.13)

a0 = a
 

1 : (5.1.18)

5.2 Equations for the m om ents ofg1;2(x;Q
2)

Theexpressionsforthem om entsareobtainedfrom theOPE inthestandardfashion:

i) g1;2 are related to the absorptive partsofforward scattering am plitudesforvirtual

Com pton scattering;

ii) dispersion relationsin theenergy � arewritten forthesescattering am plitudes;

iii)forsm allenough � thelattercan beexpanded in a powerseriesin � or,equivalently,

in 1=x.Onlyeven orodd powersappearbecauseofthecrossingsym m etry ofthescat-

tering am plitudes.Thecoe�cientsin thepowerseriesarem om entsoftheabsorptive

partsand thusofthescaling functionsg1;2;

iv)thispowerseriesin 1=x ism atched to the one which em erges from the OPE when

thescalarproductsoccurring in (5.1.5)arem ultiplied out.

The result is an expression forthe m om ents ofg1;2 in term s ofthe factors ain;d
i
n

and thecoe�cientfunctionsE n
1;i and E

n
2;i.One�nds[KOD 79]forthen-th m om ent:

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1

g1(x;Q
2)=

1

2

X

i

�ia
i
nE

n
1;i(Q

2
;g) n = 1;3;5::: (5.2.1)
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and
Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1

g2(x;Q
2)=

�
1� n

2n

�
X

i

�i

h

a
i
nE

n
1;i(Q

2
;g)� d

i
nE

n
2;i(Q

2
;g)

i

n = 3;5;7:::

(5.2.2)

Note�rstly thattheOperatorProductExpansion only givesinform ation aboutthe

odd m om entsofg1;2(x;Q
2).

Notealso the im portantfeaturethat(5.2.2)only givesinform ation aboutthem o-

m entsofg2 forn � 3.In theoriginalliterature(5.2.2)isgiven asholding also forn = 1.

Thatthisisincorrecthasbeen stressed by Ja�e[JAF 90],and wesupporthiscontention.

Equation (5.2.2)thusgivesno inform ation aboutthe�rstm om ent

�2(Q
2)�

Z
1

0

dx g2(x;Q
2): (5.2.3)

Letusnow concentrateon the�rstm om ent,n = 1,ofg1 in Eq.(5.2.1).Since,from

(5.1.9),theredoesnotexistagluon operatorforn = 1,the�rstm om ent�1(Q
2)ofg1 does

notreceiveadirectcontribution from gluonicoperators.In factin thefreetheory,with g =

0,thereisno gluoniccontribution atallto g1(x)org2(x)asexplained afterEq.(5.1.12),

and theconstantsain;d
i
n of(5.1.13,14)arethen independentof�

2.Now because�s(Q
2)!

0 asQ 2 ! 1 itoften happensthatresultsfound in theinteracting theory reduce to the

structureofthefreetheory resultswith justthereplacem entsain ! ain(Q
2);din ! din(Q

2)

equivalent,in theParton M odel,to thereplacem entsq(x)! q(x;Q 2).Ifthiswerealways

the case then we would expect no gluon contribution to g1(x;Q
2) as Q 2 ! 1 .But

as already m entioned in Section 4,and as willbe discussed in m uch greater detailin

Sections 6,7 and 8 in the fram ework ofthe Field Theoretic Parton M odel,there is a

contribution to g1(x;Q
2) from gluons in the nucleon even in the lim it Q 2 ! 1 .This

apparentdisagreem entbetween thetwo approacheshasupsetm any people,leading them

toquestion thevalidity oftheField TheoreticParton M odeltreatm ent.Itm ustbestressed

thatthere isno disagreem ent.Thelim itg! 0 and thelim itQ 2 ! 1 arenotequivalent.

TheOperatorProductExpansion willgivea gluoniccontribution to �1(Q
2)even though

no gluonic operatorexistsforn = 1.The pointisthatthe gluonic contribution em erges

from thequark operatorswhen accountistaken ofthefactthatthey areinteracting� elds

and notfree �elds.There is,in fact,com plete equivalence between the approachesasis

explained in detailin Section 8.6.

W hen thedetailed results[KOD 79]forthecoe�cientfunctionscalculated to order

�s are fed into (5.2.1)one obtainsthe fundam entalform ula (4.4.1)which wasthe basis

fortheQCD im proved analysisofthepolarized DIS data and which leadsto theBjorken

sum rule(4.5.1,2).

5.3 Is there a connection betw een g1(x) and g2(x)?

Thereisa m uch-quoted sum rule,known astheW andzura{W ilczek relation [W AN

77]which claim sto relate g2(x)to an integraloverg1(x).The operatorproductresults

(5.2.1,2)allow usto seeim m ediately thattherelation cannotbeexact.

From (5.2.1)and (5.2.2)wehavethat

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1[g1(x;Q

2)+ g2(x;Q
2)] =

1

2n

X

i

�ia
i
nE

n
1;i(Q

2
;g) (5.3.1)

+
n � 1

2n

X

i

�id
i
nE

n
2;i(Q

2
;g) (n = 3;5;7:::)
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where,recall,thecontribution ofthelastterm on theRHS isoftwist3.

Now,ifwe assum e that (5.3.1) is valid for allinteger n { and we shallsee in a

m om entthatthism ay bea dangerousassum ption { wecan usetheconvolution theorem

forM ellin transform s(which relatestheproductofthe m om entsoftwo functionsto the

m om entoftheirconvolution)and Eq.(5.2.1)to obtain

g1(x;Q
2)+ g2(x;Q

2)=

Z
1

x

dy

y
g1(y;Q

2)+ [twist3]: (5.3.2)

In [W AN 77]it is argued,on the basis ofa m odel,that the twist 3 term can be

neglected,leaving a directconnection between g1 and g2.However,thisargum entisquite

unreliable.Theselfsam em odelgivesnonsensicalresultsforF1;2(x)and g1(x)!

Thus,aswillbefurtherexplained in Section 5.4,theneglectofthetwist-3 term in

(5.3.2)isdangerousand theW andzura{W ilczek relation should notbetrusted.

But even (5.3.2) m ay be a dangerous expression.Forrecallthat(5.3.1) does not

hold forn = 1.In extrapolating itto n = 1 wearetacitly assum ing [see(5.2.2)]thatthe

�rstm om entofg2;�2 =
R1
0 dx g2(x),vanishes,whereas,asstressed earlier,the Operator

Product Expansion gives no direct inform ation on �2 (this assum ed vanishing of�2 is

known as the Burkhardt{Cottingham sum rule [BUR 70]and willbe discussed in the

nextSection).Thuseven (5.3.2)is,a priori,notreliable.

Thecorrectway to proceed isto sim ply use(5.2.2)with (5.2.1)forn � 3,i.e.

Z
1

0

dx x
n� 1

�

g1(x)+

�
n

n � 1

�

g2(x)

�

=
1

2

X

i

�id
i
nE

n
2;i(Q

2
;g) (n � 3) (5.3.3)

wheretheRHS isa twist3 contribution.

This is stilla usefulequation,for once g1(x) and g2(x) are m easured it yields

inform ation aboutthe twist3 operatorcontribution,which,itturnsout,dependsupon

correlationsam ongstthepartonsin thenucleon { aquestion ofgreatim portancebecause

itisjustwhatdeterm inessinglespin asym m etriesin QCD (seeSection 10).

5.4 D oes the � rst m om ent ofg2(x) vanish?

W ehavealready m entioned thataccording to theBurkhardt{Cottingham sum rule

[BUR 70]

�2(Q
2)=

Z 1

0

dx g2(x;Q
2)= 0 : (5.4.1)

W e now wish to ask whetherornotwe can expectthissum rule to hold.Firstly,

asstressed in theprevioussection,theresultdoesnotfollow from theOperatorProduct

Expansion.In facttheOPE givesnoinform ation aboutthe�rstm om entofg2 since(5.2.2)

isnotvalid forn = 1.

The result(5.4.1)wasderived originally by considering the asym ptotic behaviour

ofa particularvirtualCom pton helicity am plitudewhoseabsorptivepartisproportional

to g2,and restson the assum ption thatthe asym ptotic behaviour iscontrolled by low-

lying Reggepoles{ in thiscaseReggepoleslike thea1 with �a1(0)’ � 0:14.Buta very

carefulanalysis by Heim ann [HEI 73]showed that there should be contributions from

m ulti-pom eron and pom eron-Reggecutsthusinvalidating thestarting assum ption in the

Burkhardt{Cottingham derivation.

It should be noted that this sam e argum ent invalidates the W andzura{W ilczek

result with [twist 3]put equalto zero on the RHS of(5.3.2).For if(5.3.2) were true

withoutthetwist3 term onecould deduce(5.4.1)from itdirectly by integrating overx.
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Because ofthe wellknown connection between the behaviourofscaling functions

in thelim itx ! 0 and asym ptoticReggebehaviour,thecoupling to m ulti-pom eron cuts

im pliesa highly singularbehaviour

g2(x)
x! 0
�

1

x2
(5.4.2)

wherewehaveignored factorsoflnx.Thustheintegralin (5.4.1)m ightnoteven converge!

That said,we should stress that the couplings ofRegge poles and cuts is a sub-

tle question and such a rem arkable conclusion as(5.4.2)m ustbe tested experim entally.

BecauseReggecutsalwaysarisefrom non-planarFeynm an diagram s,and sincethesecor-

respond to twistgreaterthan 2,itm ightbe thatthe coe�cientof1=x 2 in (5.4.2)tends

to zero asQ 2 ! 1 .Itisthen notclearatwhatscale of�xed Q 2 one would expectto

observethedivergenceexperim entally.Alternatively,ifg2(x)! C(Q 2)=x2 asx ! 0 with

C(Q 2)� 1,itisnotguaranteed thatthe divergence willbe seen experim entally ifx is

notsm allenough.

Heim ann hasgiven a clearillustration ofthem echanism which could bebehind the

failureofthe Burkhardt{Cottingham sum rule.Itinvolvesan illegitim ate interchange of

doubleintegralsin a Fouriertransform .

Onecan show thatg2(x)isgiven by a Fouriertransform ofthefollowing type

g2(x)=

Z 1

� 1

d�
e� i�x

2�
[�f(�)] (5.4.3)

wherethebehaviouroff(�)as� ! 0 issuch that�f(�)! 0 as� ! 0.

Now because ofits relation to the absorptive part ofa scattering am plitude one

knowsthatg2(x)= 0 forjxj> 1 and g2(� x)= g2(x).Then

Z 1

0

dx g2(x)cos�x =
1

2

Z 1

� 1

dx g2(x)e
i�x

=
1

2

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
1

� 1

d�

2�
e
i(�� �)x [�f(�)]: (5.4.4)

Iftheintegralscan beinterchanged,wehave

Z
1

0

dx g2(x)cos�x =
1

2

Z
1

� 1

d� �(� � �)[�f(�)]

=
1

2
�f(�) (5.4.5)

so thattaking � = 0
Z 1

0

dx g2(x)= 0 : (5.4.6)

HoweveritisNOT alwayslegitim atetointerchangetheintegrals,and thisisobvious

iftheintegralon theLHS of(5.4.5)diverges,say for� = 0.Indeed theReggebehaviour

ofg2(x)asx ! 0 isprecisely an exam pleofthistype.

Ifonetakes

f(�)= �
�� 1 (0< � < 1) (5.4.7)

so thatindeed �f(�)! 0 as� ! 0,one�ndsupon taking theFouriertransform (5.4.3),

[HEI73]

g2(x)/
1

x1+ �
(5.4.8)

and theintegralofg2(x)diverges.
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5.5 T he Efrem ov{Leader{Teryaev sum rule

Ifoneassum esthat(5.3.3)holdsalso forn = 2 oneobtains

Z 1

0

dx x[g1(x)+ 2g2(x)]=
1

2

X

i

�id
i
2E

2
2;i(Q

2
;g): (5.5.1)

Tolowestorderin �s,becauseof(5.1.12)weneed keep only theoperatorswith i= 1;:::;8

and i=  .In thatcase,from (5.1.14)and (5.1.10 or11)thed2 areoftheform

d2 / hP;Sj� 5[n=(S � D )� S=(n � D )] jP;Si (5.5.2)

where n� is a four-vector introduced in the Field Theoretic Parton M odel(Section 10)

such thatn2 = 0 and n � P = 1.

Itcan be shown,in the fram ework ofthe Field Theoretic Parton M odel,thatthe

RHS of(5.5.2)vanishes in the chirallim it.This follows upon integrating eq.(D.20)of

Appendix D and using eqs.(D.17,13 and 6).Henceonehasthesum rule[EFR 84]

Z 1

0

dx x[g1(x)+ 2g2(x)]= 0 : (5.5.3)

Thisisfurtherdiscussed in Appendix E.

It should be noted,however,that like the Burkhardt{Cottingham sum rule,this

result does not follow strictly from the OPE.M oreover ifg2(x) diverges like,or close

to,1=x2 asx ! 0 then,aswith the Burkhardt{Cottingham case,the sum rule willfail

becauseofthedivergenceoftheintegralofxg2(x).

6 Theaxialanom aly and theaxialgluon currentK �

As we have seen in the previous Sections the Naive Parton M odelinterpretation

ofthe EM C experim ent,based upon treating the avour singlet axialcurrent J0
5� as

e�ectively thequarkspin-density operator,leadstoanegligiblecontribution totheproton

spin from thequark spins,a0 = 2Squarks
z ’ 0,in contradiction with theQuark M odel.The

factthattheexperim entwasdoneatan averageQ 2 ’ 10 (GeV/c)2 and thattheQuark

M odelis usually trusted for static properties ofthe nucleon i.e.for sm allm om entum

transfers,Q 2 ’ 0,doesnotm ean thattheNaiveParton M odeland Quark M odelresults

cannot be com pared with each other,as is som etim es claim ed,so that there is a real

contradiction.The statem entthatin the Quark M odelwe dealwith constituentquarks

and notwith partonsissom ewhatirrelevant,sincethestatesofthreeconstituentquarks

can beconsidered asasum ofstatesinvolving threevalencepartonsin thesam equantum

state asthe constituentquarks,with allthe otherpartons(gluons,q�q pairsetc.)having

zero totalangularm om entum ,asem phasized in Lipkin’sargum entin Section 4.3.2.

Secondly,there appearsto beno signi�cantQ 2-variation in the experim entaldata

down to Q 2 ’ 1 (GeV/c)2.The sharp change in �
p

1(Q
2)dem anded by the Drell,Hearn,

Gerasim ov sum rule occurs forsm allerQ 2 (asdiscussed in Section 4.1.1),so cannotbe

used,in theregion ofthedeep inelasticdata,asan argum entforlargehighertwiste�ects.

W em ust,therefore,return to thefoundationsoftheParton M odelto try to seek a

resolution to theproblem and weshalllearn,surprisingly,ofsubtlee�ectswhich forceus

to altersom easpectsofournaiveinterpretation oftheParton M odel.
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6.1 Is there really a \spin crisis"?

In �eld-theoreticallanguage,the usualstatem entthatthe nucleon predom inantly

consistsofthreequarksin an SU(6)state(with zero orbitalangularm om entum )m eans

thatthe 3 quarks ! 3 quarks Green function with these quantum num bershasa pole

atthem assofthenucleon,with J = 1=2,with a signi�cantresidue.

The factthatthe nucleon isnotjusta 3 quark state m eansthatthe nucleon pole

also occurs,albeit with sm aller residue,in m ore com plicated Green functions such as

3q+ g ! 3q+ g,perhapswith non-zero orbitalangularm om entum .The operatorJ05�,

containingquark �eld operatorsonly,isthequark spin density operatorforfree�eldsand

thereforeitdoesm easurethetotalquark spin in theinitialparton state.Butsince,aswe

shallsee,J05� isnota conserved currenttheexpectation valuein thenucleon statewhere

the partons interact strongly with each other is not the sam e as the expectation value

in the initialstate m ade up offree partons.Only in the Naive Parton M odel,where we

ignore these interactions,can we equate the expectation values in the nucleon and free

parton states.Sinceeverybody knowsthatonly totalJz and notSz isgenerally conserved

onem ay wonderwhy itiseven necessary to em phasize thenon-conservation ofJ05�.The

reason isthatnaively ,i.e.from the equationsofm otion,J05� is conserved form assless

quarks.Sothenon-conservation isanom alousifoneworkswith m asslessquarksasisoften

donein theParton M odel.

ForJ35� and J85� the conservation isexactwith m asslessquarks.Itisalso exactif

SU(2)and SU(3)are exactsym m etries.Since these sym m etries are slightly broken the

conservation willbe slightly im perfect with quarks ofnon-zero m ass.The currents are

then partially conserved.W etakeitthatany dependenceon therenorm alization scalefor

J35� and J
8
5� can beneglected.

Butthere isa furtherconsequence ofthe non-conservation ofJ05� which putsinto

question ourinterpretation oftheexpectation valueofJ05� asthem ean valueofthetotal

parton spin.Toseethisconsidertheprotonicm atrix elem enthPjJ05�jPiin theHeisenberg

picture.W em ay inserta sum overfreeparton states(assum ing,asusual,com pleteness)

so that

hPjJ05�jPi=
X
Z

jhk1:::knjPij
2 hk1:::knjJ

0
5�jk1:::kni: (6.1.1)

Strictly speaking theparton statesshould eitherbe‘IN’or‘OUT’typestates,butthisis

irrelevantforourdiscussion.

Now in an interacting quantum �eld theory weareforced to renorm alizethe�elds

andoperators,with theresultthatthevalueofm atrixelem entslikehk1:::knĵOjk1:::kniwill,

in general,depend on the renorm alization scale �2.Only ifthe operator Ô isconserved

can oneshow thatthem atrix elem entsareindependentof�2.ThisisthecaseforJ35� and

J85� with m asslessquarks.Sinceanything ofrealphysicalcontentm ustbeindependentof

�2 we see thatthe expectation value ofnon-conserved operatorcannothave any sim ple

physicalsigni�cance.Thus it is m isleading to think ofthe expectation value ofJ0
5� as

\thephysicalspin oftheparton" { itisnota �xed num ber,itdependson thevalueof�2

and itcan,in principle,haveany valuewhatsoever.To em phasizethisoneshould always

indicatetherenorm alization scalei.e.write hk1:::knjJ
0
5�jk1:::kni�2.(Som etim esonerefers

tothisasthespin atscale�2,butthereisnoim plication thatitsvalueshould beoforder

1.)

Bearing thisin m ind weseethatLipkin’sargum ent(Section 4.3.2)losesitsforcein

the contextofan interacting quantum �eld theory.The spin crisisisa crisisonly in the

dom ain oftheNaiveParton M odel,aswasindeed claim ed in thepaperwhich introduced
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theconceptofa \crisis" [LEA 88].

6.2 O n the connection betw een Q C D ,the Q uark M odeland the N aive

Parton M odel

Given that the expectation value ofJ05� depends upon the renorm alization scale

�2 we would like to know ifthere isa value of�2 atwhich the expectation value agrees

with theQuark M odelresulti.e.correspondsto thephysicalspin offreequarks.W eshall

suggestthatthishappensas�2 ! 0,butbecausetheQuark M odelisan e�ectivetheory

ofthenon-perturbativeregim eofQCD wedo nothavea rigorousargum ent.Howeverwe

shalladducesom eargum entsfrom theperturbativedom ain to supportourcontention.

The Quark M odelischaracterized by thefactthatitdoesnotcontain gluons;the

dynam icsisin thequark degreesoffreedom .Now neitherthequark m om entum operator

nor the gluon m om entum operator is conserved in QCD.Only their sum is.Thus the

m om entum fractionsofa hadron carried by quarksorby gluonseach depend upon the

renorm alization scale.Forlarge�2,where�s(�
2)issm allso thatperturbation theory can

be trusted,we know thatthe m om entum fraction carried by the gluonsincreasesto the

lim it16/25 at�2 ! 1 .Thusthe gluonsplay a sm allerr̂ole in the m om entum sum rule

atsm aller�2.Sim ilarly,we shallsee in Section 8 thatthe spin atscale � carried by the

gluonsincreaseswithoutlim itas�2 ! 1 ,so thatgluonsplay a lesserr̂olein theangular

m om entum sum ruleatlower�2.

Both theseexam plessuggestthatoneisapproaching theQuark M odelas�2 ! 0.

Ofcourse the above are perturbative argum entsbutitseem sreasonable to assum e that

thetrend continuesdown tonon-perturbatively sm allvaluesof�2.Attheotherend ofthe

scale we have the partonic picture which wasinvented to explain Bjorken scaling which

holds as Q 2 ! 1 ,which in the present context corresponds to �2 ! 1 .And indeed,

since�s(�
2)! 0as�2 ! 1 onedoesusually obtain therelationshipsoftheNaiveParton

M odelin thislim it,butin factoneneverrecoversBjorken scaling and onehasto utilize

Q 2-dependentparton distributions.

The key exception to this rule is the gluonic contribution to the �rst m om ent of

g1(x;Q
2).Here,aswillbeseen in Section 6.3 and 7.2,wehavea QCD correction propor-

tionalto �s(Q
2)m ultiplied by thegluon spin atscaleQ 2,which increaseslikeln Q 2.The

logarithm ic decrease of�s(Q
2) as Q 2 ! 1 is just com pensated by the increase in the

gluon spin,leaving a �nite,non-zero contribution asQ 2 ! 1 .Thisisquite anom alous

and is,indeed,linked directly to theexistence oftheaxialanom aly in QCD.Itisthusa

counterexam ple to theusualrulethatonerecoverstherelationshipsoftheNaiveParton

M odelin thelim itQ 2 ! 1 .

Thisdiscovery catalyzed by the EM C resultisofprofound im portance and,ironi-

cally,willstand,even ifitturnsoutthattheEM C resultism odi�edbyfutureexperim ents.

6.3 T he axialanom aly

Considertheaxialcurrent

J
f

5� =
� f(x)�5 f(x) (6.3.1)

m ade up ofquark operatorsofde�nite avourf.(An im plicitcoloursum isalwaysim -

plied).From thefreeDiracequation ofm otion one�ndsthat

@
�
J
f

5� = 2im q
� f(x)5 f(x) (6.3.2)
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wherem q isthem assofthequark ofavourf.

In thechirallim itm q ! 0(6.3.2)appearstoim plythatJ
f

5� isconserved.Ifthiswere

really truetherewould bea sym m etry between leftand right-handed quarks,leading toa

parity degeneracy ofthehadron spectrum e.g.therewould existtwo protons,ofopposite

parity.However,the form alargum ent from the free equations ofm otion is not reliable

and,asshown originally by Adler,and by Belland Jackiw [ABJ 69](in the contextof

QED),thereisan anom alouscontribution arisingfrom thetrianglediagram shown in Fig.

6.1.Asa consequence the axialcurrentisnotconserved when m q = 0.One hasinstead,

fortheQCD case

@
�
J
f

5� =
�s

4�
G
a
��

eG
��
a =

�s

2�
Tr[G ��

fG
��

] (6.3.3)

where eG a
�� isthedual�eld tensor

eG
a
�� �

1

2
"����G

��
a (6.3.4)

and wherea �eld vectorortensorwithouta colourlabelstandsfora m atrix.In thiscase

G �� �

 
�a

2

!

G
a
�� : (6.3.5)

The result(6.3.3),which em ergesfrom a calculation ofthe triangle diagram (Fig.

6.1)using m q = 0 and thegluon virtuality k2 6= 0,isreally a particularlim itofa highly

non-uniform function.Ifwetakem q 6= 0;k2 6= 0 theRHS of(6.3.3)ism ultiplied by

T(m 2
q=k

2)= 1�
2m 2

q=k
2

q

1+ 4m 2
q=k

2
ln

 
q

1+ 4m 2
q=k

2 + 1
q

1+ 4m 2
q=k

2 � 1

!

: (6.3.6)

W e see thatthisanom aly corresponds to T ! 1 for(m 2
q=k

2)! 0.On the otherhand,

foron-shellgluons,k2 = 0,and m q 6= 0,i.e.in thelim it(m 2
q=k

2)! 1 theterm scancel,

T ! 0,and thereisno anom aly.Asexplained in Section 8.1 theparticularcasek2 = 0 is

irrelevantand thereisno doubtthattheanom aly isrelevant.

The anom aly induces a pointlike interaction between J05� and gluons.That it is

pointlikecan beseen by taking di�erentgluon m om enta k1 and k2 in Fig.6.1 and noting

that the am plitude does not depend on the m om entum transfer k1 � k2 when m q =

0.Therefore,in com puting the m atrix elem ent of J05� in a hadron state,we willget

a contribution from the gluon com ponents ofthe hadron as wellas the m ore obvious

contribution from quarks.From Adler’s expression [ABJ 69]for the triangle diagram ,

m odi�ed to QCD,one �nds for the forward gluonic m atrix elem ent ofthe avour f

current(ourconvention is"0123 = 1)

hk;�jJ
f

5�jk;�i =
i�s

2�
"����k

�
"
� �(�)"�(�)T(m 2

q=k
2)

= �
�s

2�
S
g
�(k;�)T(m

2
q=k

2) (6.3.7)

where� isthegluon helicity and wem ay take

S
g
�(k;�)� �k� (6.3.8)

asthecovariantspin vectorforalm ostm asslessgluons.
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Using them ethodsofSection 3 wem ay then com putethegluoniccontributionsto

the hadronic expectation value hP;SjJ05�jP;Si.In thiscase the gluonsbeing bound will

be slightly o�-shelli.e.k2 6= 0,butsm all.The fulltriangle contribution involves a sum

overallquark avours.W e take m u;m d and m s to be � k2 whereasm c;m b and m t are

� k2.Thefunction T(m 2
q=k

2)thustakesthevalues:

T = 1 for u;d;s

T = 0 for c;b;t (6.3.9)

and thegluon contribution isthen given by [see(4.2.8)]

a
gluons

0 (Q 2) = � 3
�s

2�

Z
1

0

dx �g(x;Q 2)

= � 3
�s

2�
�g(Q 2) (6.3.10)

orfrom (4.2.1)

�
gluons

1p (Q 2)= �
1

3

�s

2�
�g(Q 2): (6.3.11)

�g(x;Q 2)isthe di�erence between the num berdensity ofgluonswith the sam e helicity

asthe nucleon and those with opposite helicity;itsintegral�g(Q 2)isthe totalhelicity

carried bythegluons.NotethatifN f m asslessquarkavourscontributein theanom alous

trianglethen on theRHS of(6.3.11)

1=3! N fhe
2
fi=2

wherehe2fiisthem ean ofthesquared charges.

Although (6.3.3)wasderived perturbatively toorder�s,itisbelieved tobean exact

result.Itwasshown long ago by Adler[ABJ 69]thatthe anom aly isnotinuenced by

higher order corrections at the 2-loop level.M ore recently Anselm and Johansen [ANS

89a]showed thatthe3-loop diagram ofFig.6.2 e�ectively m ultipliestheanom aly result

by a cut-o� dependentconstant.Butthisconstantisthesam eastheoneshown by Adler

to renorm alize J05� via Fig.6.3.Consequently the QED version of(6.3.3)isunchanged.

Theseresultsrem ain truein QCD forthem atrix elem entsof(6.3.3).Further,ithasbeen

argued by Jackiw [JAC 85]that (6.3.3) is true even outside the perturbative realm of

QCD.

Ifwe consider the anom aly contribution to the hadronic m atrix elem ent then it

m ightappearpossibletoregardthecontribution (6.3.11)asarisingfrom aQCD correction

to the quark distribution function.However this is quite incorrect since the im portant

region ofp2 forthe quark lines in the triangle loop integral,m ust be p2 ! 1 in order

to produce the pointlike behavior.The triangle really should be regarded as a point

interaction between the current and the gluons.The result (6.3.10) is offundam ental

im portance.IttellsusthattheNaiveParton M odelform ula (4.3.4)fora0 (and hencefor

�
p

1 in term softhe�q f)isincorrect.W enow have,instead,

a0 = ��� 3
�s

2�
�g (6.3.12)

Thisresultwillbediscussed in som edetailin Section 7.Butwenote,im m ediately,

that it has the fundam entalim plication that the sm allm easured value ofa0 does not

necessarily im ply that�� issm all.
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6.4 T he axialgluon current K � and the gluon spin

Itisnotdi�cultto show thatifoneintroducesan axialgluon current

K
� =

1

2
"
����

A
a
�

 

G
a
�� �

g

3
fabcA

b
�A

c
�

!

= "
����Tr

(

A �

 

G �� +
i

3
g[A �;A �]

! )

(6.4.1)

where,asearlier,them atrix A � =
�a

2
A a
�,then

@�K
� =

1

2
G
a
��

eG
��
a = Tr(G ��

fG
��

): (6.4.2)

Consequently,ifm q = 0,them odi�ed current

eJ
f

5� � J
f

5� �
�s

2�
K � (6.4.3)

isconserved,@� eJ
f

5� = 0.

Them atrix elem entsofthem odi�ed singletaxialcurrent

eJ
0
5� � J

0
5� � Nf

�s

2�
K � (6.4.4)

are independent ofthe renorm alization scale and should correspond with the value ob-

tained in theQuark M odel(no gluons;approxim ately SU(6)quark wavefunction)i.e.in

theanalogueof(4.2.8),

hP;SjeJ05�jP;Si= 2M ~a0S
�
; (6.4.5)

weexpect~a0 independentofQ
2 and thus~a0 ’ 1.

W e rem arked in Section 1 thatm any ofthe operators corresponding to standard

dynam icalobservablesarein factnon gauge-invariantin alocalgaugetheory.In thegauge

A a
0(x)= 0 thegluon spin operator Ŝ

g

becom es

Ŝ
g

i = � "ijkA
j
a@

0
A
k
a : (6.4.6)

Butin thisgauge the cubic term vanishes forthe spatialcom ponents ofthe vectorK �

and one�nds

K i= � Ŝ
g

i (gaugeA 0
a = 0): (6.4.7)

Considernow thehadronicexpectation valueofK �.By them ethodsofSection 3,

and in accord with (6.4.7)we�nd,in thegaugeA 0 = 0,

hP;SjK �jP;Si= � 2M S
�(P)�g: (6.4.8)

Let us now consider the question ofthe gauge dependence ofthis relation.The

currentK � isnotgaugeinvariant.In an Abelian theory likeQED thereisno cubicterm

and thegaugetransform ation induced in K � asa consequence of

A �(x)! A �(x)+ @��(x) (6.4.9)

can bewritten in theform

K �(x)! K �(x)�
1

2
[@��(x)]"����F

��(x) (6.4.10)
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wherewehaveused thefactthatF �� isgaugeinvariantin QED.Although K �(x)changes,

itsforward m atrix elem ents,orexpectation valuesdo not,since theexpectation valueof

F ��(x)vanishes.The latterfollowsbecause in QED F �� isrelated to the A �(x)entirely

via derivatives,and onem ay utilize [̂P�;f(x)]= � i@f=@x�.

In QCD,under

A � ! U A �U
� 1
+
i

g
(@�U )U

� 1
(6.4.11)

onehas

G �� ! U G �vU
� 1 (6.4.12)

and oneendsup with

K � ! K � +
2i

g
"���� @

�Tr(A �
U

� 1
@
�
U )

+
2

3g2
"���� TrfU

� 1(@�U )U � 1(@�U )U � 1(@�U )g: (6.4.13)

The second term in the RHS of(6.4.13)isa totaldivergence and giveszero con-

tribution to the expectation value ofK �.The third term can also be shown to be a

divergence[CRO 83]butin thiscasecannotbediscarded becauseofthenon-trivialtopo-

logicalstructureofQCD asdiscussed in Section 8.1.Thelastterm m ay indeed beignored

for \sm all" gauge transform ations i.e.those continuously connected to the unit trans-

form ation U = I,butitcannotbe ignored for\large" (topologically non-trivial)gauge

transform ations.W eshallreturn tostudy theconsequenceofthisin Sections8.1and 8.4.

7 Reinterpretation ofthem easurem entof�
p

1

7.1 T he r̂ole ofthe anom alous gluon contribution

W eshowed in Section 4,thatthem easurem entofg
p

1 can beinterpreted ase�ectively

them easurem entofa0 which isproportionaltotheproton expectation valueoftheavour

singlet axialvector current J05�.W e also argued that the value found by the EM C i.e.

a0 ’ 0 wasm ostunintuitive in thefram ework oftheNaiveParton M odel,since,therein,

itim plies�� ’ 0.

On account ofthe anom aly,the connection between a0 and �� isquite di�erent

from whatitisin theNaiveParton M odel,and wenow have[see(6.3.12)]

a0(Q
2)= ��� 3

�s(Q
2)

2�
�g(Q 2) (7.1.1)

instead of(4.3.4).

Theanom alyhasgenerated ane�ectivepointinteraction between thevirtualphoton

and thegluonsand thesm allvalueofa0 can now ariseasaresultofacancellation between

��andtheQ 2-dependentgluonspincontribution(3�s(Q
2)=2�)�g(Q 2).W hytheseterm s

should roughly cancelwillbediscussespresently.

Quantitatively ifwe take a0 ’ 0:17 atQ 2 = 10 (GeV/c)2 where �s ’ 0:24 we can

letthe quarkscarry,say 60% ofthe proton spin i.e.choose �� = 0.6 and (7.1.1)then

im plies

�g[Q 2 = 10 (GeV/c)
2
]’ 3:8: (7.1.2)
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This is,at �rst sight,quite unphysically large 1). But it should not be forgotten that

according to the discussion in Section 6.1,thisisthe spin carried by the gluonsatscale

10(GeV/c)2 and itsvaluecould beanything.To getsom eidea asto whetherthisvalueis

absurd ornot,wecan usetheevolution equation to bederived in Section 7.2 to estim ate

�g(Q 2)atsom elowerscale,closerto theQuark M odelregim e.Going asfaraswe dare,

wetakeQ 2 = 4�2
Q CD where�s ’ 1 and �nd that

�g(4� 2
Q CD)’ 0:7; (7.1.3)

a notunreasonablevalue.

In (7.1.1)wehaveshown no Q 2-dependencein ��.Thisfollowsupon using (6.4.3,

5 and 8)to get

ea0 = (��� 3
�s

2�
�g)+ 3

�s

2�
�g

= �� (7.1.4)

and the fact that ea0,being related to the conserved current eJ05� is independent ofthe

renorm alization scale�2 (orQ 2),asweshallexplain below.

Considertheaxialcharge eQ 5 associated with theconserved current
eJ05�.W ehave

eQ 5 =

Z

d
3
x eJ

0
50(x;t): (7.1.5)

Letusask how itwould bepossiblefor eQ 5 to depend upon therenorm alization scale�
2,

in a m asslesstheory.The only way would be via the variable �tand such a dependence

would then inducea dependence upon t.Butweknow thatfora conserved localcurrent

the charge is tim e-independent.Thus eQ 5 m ust be independent ofthe renorm alization

scale.Itfollows,asclaim ed afterEq.(7.1.4),thatea0 or�� areindependentofQ
2.

7.2 W hy the gluon contribution survives as Q 2
! 1

At�rstsightitseem ssurprising thatthe gluonic term in (7.1.1)survivesatlarge

Q 2.It looks like an �s correction which usually is expected to disappear as Q 2 ! 1 .

However,thisism isleading since the gluon spin atscale Q 2 behavesjustlike [�s(Q
2)]� 1

asQ 2 ! 1 .Thiscan be seen eitherfrom the spin-dependent Altarelli-Parisievolution

equations[ALT 77]orfrom theanom alousdim ensionsoftheoperatorsinvolved.W eshall

outlinethelatterapproach.

Now the axialcurrentJ05� ism ultiplicatively renorm alized which im plies thatthe

dependenceon renorm alization scaleappearsin a m ultiplicativefactor.Consequently one

can write

d

dlnQ 2

"

���
3�s(Q

2)

2�
�g(Q 2)

#

= � (�s)

"

���
3�s(Q

2)

2�
�g(Q 2)

#

(7.2.1)

where(�s)istheanom alousdim ension ofJ
0
�5.

Thisisthestandard form ofan anom alousdim ension evolution equation.W hatis

a little unusualisthatthe powerseriesexpansion for(�s)beginsonly in second order

[KOD 80]i.e.

(�s)= 2

 
�s

4�

! 2

+ ::: (7.2.2)

1) Note added in proof:A value ofa0 ’ 0:27 (see footnote in Section 4.4.1,[ADA 94])would im ply a

sm allervalue�g[Q 2 = 10 (G eV/c)
2
]’ 3:0:
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with

2 = 16N f : (7.2.3)

Thesolution to (7.2.1)isthen

"

���
3�s

2�
�g

#

Q 2

=

"

���
3�s

2�
�g

#

Q 2

0

� exp

(
2

4��0
[�s(Q

2)� �s(Q
2
0)]

)

(7.2.4)

where,asusual,

�0 = 11�
2

3
N f : (7.2.5)

Equation (7.2.4)im pliesthatthequantity

"

��� 3
�s(Q

2)

2�
�g(Q 2)

#

� exp

(

�
2

4��0
�s(Q

2)

)

(7.2.6)

isindependentofQ 2.Letusputitequalto a constantC,whereC isthevalueof(7.2.6)

atsom earbitrary chosen valueofQ 2.

W e now take the lim itQ 2 ! 1 .Since �� isindependentofQ 2 and �s(Q
2)! 0

weobtain

lim
Q 2! 1

3�s(Q
2)

2�
�g(Q 2)= ��� C : (7.2.7)

Thusitm ustbethat�g(Q 2)increaseslike[�s(Q
2)]� 1 asQ 2 increases.

7.3 T he angular m om entum sum rule revisited

W ehave suggested thattheresultson the�rstm om entin polarized deep inelastic

lepton-hadron scattering can be explained asa cancellation between a reasonably large

quark spin contribution �� ’ (0.6 { 0.7),as expected intuitively,and the anom alous

gluon contribution �g.Theabovevalueof�� isconsistentwith variousrelativisticbag

m odelcalculationsand,aswillbeexplained in Section 9.3,with theso-called \Generalized

Goldberger-Treim an relation".

However,in orderto accom plish thiscancellation,one requiresa large gluon spin

�g athQ 2i’ 10 (GeV/c)2 i.e.�g ’ 4.Aswe have explained �g growsinde�nitely as

Q 2 increasesaccording to the usualQCD evolution equationsso thatsuch a large value

of�g cannotberuled outby ourexpectation thatthegluon contribution issm allatvery

sm allQ 2.

It should be noted that the large �g has im portant consequences for the total

angularm om entum sum rule.Fora nucleon with helicity +1/2 m oving along the z-axis

wem usthave

Jz = S
q
z + S

g
z + Lz =

1

2
(7.3.1)

where Lz represents the totalorbitalangularm om entum ofallpartons.W ith Sq
z ’ 0.7

and independentofQ 2,thegrowing valueofSg
z hasto becom pensated by an analogous

growth in the m agnitude ofLz.A detailed analysisofhow thishappenshasbeen given

by Ratcli�e[RAT 87].

In theprocessofevolution ofa quark itradiatesa gluon in som epreferred helicity

state and,in so doing,conserves its own helicity.It can then radiate again,with the

gluon again produced in the sam e preferred helicity state.Thusgluonsofsom e de�nite

helicityarepreferentiallybeingradiated and�gthusincreases.Butsincethetotalangular
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m om entum isconserved ateach step ofthe evolution,som ething hasto com pensate for

thecom ponentofspin carried by theradiated gluon.This,itturnsout,isprovided by the

orbitalangularm om entum ofthe qg-pairin the processq ! qg.Hence as�g increases

with each step in theevolution,so too doesLz with oppositesign.

Theangularm om entum sum rule(7.3.1)isthuscom pletely in accord with theQCD

growth ofboth Sg
z and Lz asQ

2 increases.

8 Theanom aly in theQCD Field TheoreticM odel

W ewould like to try to understand thepreviousresultsconcerning the r̂oleofthe

anom aly in �
p

1 in m ore intuitive term s,in particular in the fram ework ofthe Feynm an

diagram approach which providesa m orerigorous,�eld-theoreticapproach than thePar-

ton M odel[EFR 88,ALT 88,LEA 88a,CAR 88].(W e referto thispicture asthe QCD

Field TheoreticM odel).W ealso wish to study thegluon contribution to g1(x)itself.

8.1 T he factorization theorem

Accordingtothefactorization theorem ,which isthebasisforderivingParton M odel

type results from �eld-theory,and which has been proved to allorders in perturbative

QCD,thecross-section asym m etry �� �p

�� �p � �1;1=2 � �� 1;1=2 (8.1.1)

fortheabsorption ofa virtualphoton on a proton ofm om entum P (thesubscriptslabel

helicities),isgiven by

�� �p =

Z
1

0

dx
0

(
X

f

[�q f(x
0)+ ��q f(x

0)]�� �q(x
0
P)

+ �g(x 0)�� �g(x
0
P)

)

(8.1.2)

where the sum isoveravoursand the partonic cross-sectionsreferto photo-absorption

on quarksorgluonsofm om entum p = x0P.In the following we considerthe �-proton

collision eitherin theLab fram ewith � m oving along O Z orin an ‘in�nitem om entum ’

fram ewherethefastproton and � m oveparallelto O Z.

The partonicsub-process�q isdom inated by theBorn diagram in Fig.8.1 which

physically correspondstoaforward jetwith essentially zerokT (m om entum perpendicular

to the photon direction) in the Lab fram e orin an ‘in�nite m om entum fram e’boosted

from the Lab fram e along the photon direction.(Ofcourse there is another jet,in the

backward direction in the fram ewhere the � energy iszero,arising from the fragm ents

oftheproton).Integrated overkT theBorn contribution leadsto theusualexpression for

g
p

1 thatoneobtainsin theNaiveParton M odel.

The partonic sub-process �g is dom inated by q�q pair production as shown in

Fig.8.2.It is characterized by the form ation oftwo jets with essentially opposite kT

and is distinguishable from the process ofFig.8.1 provided kT is large enough.Ifone

calculates the di�erentialcross-section asym m etry d�� �g=dk
2
T,where kT and � kT are

thejetm om enta perpendicularto O Z,one�ndsan interesting dependenceon thequark

m ass,asshown in Fig.8.3,where thekT-dependence isshown forthreechoicesofquark

m ass:m 2
q ’ Q 2; m 2

q 6= 0 but � Q 2 and m 2
q = 0.For kT � m q it is negative and for

kT � m q it is positive.For m q = 0 it is thus always negative.Integrated over kT one
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getsforthecontribution to thescaling function ofthepartonicprocess‘g ! ‘X ,g
�g

1 (x),

from Fig.8.2,foreach quark  avourf[BAS 93]

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2) =
e2f

2

�s

2�

(

(2x � 1)

"

ln

 
Q 2(1� x)=x

x(1� x)p2 + m 2
q

!

� 1

#

+ (1� x)
2m 2

q � x(2x� 1)p2

x(1� x)p2 + m 2
q

)

: (8.1.3)

Herex standsfortheBjorken variableofthepartonicprocess,x = Q 2=2p� q.Form2q = 0

thissim pli�esto

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2)jm 2
q= 0

=
e2f

2

�s

2�
(2x� 1)[ln(Q2=p2)� 2(lnx+ 1)]: (8.1.4)

W enow wish to feed thisinto theanalogueof(8.1.2)in orderto obtain thegluonic

contribution to g
p

1(x).In doing so we m ustrem em berthatin the QCD Field Theoretic

M odeltheconvolution form ula (8.1.2)em ergesasthelowesttwistapproxim ation towhat

wasoriginally a Feynm an diagram with an integration
R
d4p.In thisintegration thepoint

p2 = 0 isofzero m easure.W e saw in Section 6.3 thatthe anom aly ispresentifp2 6= 0,

butabsentifp2 = 0.From the presentpointofview the case p2 = 0 isirrelevantand it

isquite clearthatthe anom aly doescontribute to DIS.

Itshould also be rem em bered thatin the QCD Im proved Parton M odeltreating

theabove asa gluonic subprocessassum esthatforgluonsin thenucleon p2 issm alli.e.

p2 � M 2.

Theanalogueof(8.1.2)forthecontribution ofFig.8.2tothescaling function g
p

1(x)

is,for3 m asslessavours,

g
p

1(x)=
1

3

Z 1

x

dx0

x0
�g(x 0)g

�g

1 (x=x0): (8.1.5)

Taking the�rstm om entoftheconvolution (8.1.5)weobtain forthecontribution ofFig.

8.2 to �
p

1 (for3 avours)

�
p

1 =
1

3

"Z
1

0

dx�g(x)

#"Z
1

0

dxg
�g

1 (x)

#

(8.1.6)

and using (8.1.4)one�ndsexactly thecontribution (6.3.11)dueto theanom aly.

8.2 Study ofthe gluonic contribution to g1(x) and the de� nition of� g(x)

However,som ecaution isnecessary abouttheinterpretation oftheseresultsbecause

they are based on perturbation theory,so m ay not be reliable as regards contributions

com ing from sm allkT.In thesm allkT region,with p2 lim ited,them om entum p0carried

by the quark propagatorin Fig.8.2 is such that (p0)2�
< O (�2

Q CD ) so cannot be treated

perturbatively.M oreoverfor(p0)2 ofthisscale,the contribution should be considered as

due to the interaction ofthe virtualphoton with the quark-parton ofm om enta p0.This

featureisa com m on onein theQCD Im proved Parton M odel.Ithasnothing speci�c to

do with thepolarized case.And thesam e diagram ,Fig.8.2,ofcourse contributesin the

unpolarized case,where the contribution ofsm allkT is absorbed into a re-de�nition of

the quark distribution function q(x),rendering itQ 2-dependenti.e.one then dealswith

functionsq(x;Q 2)which evolve asQ 2 varies.
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In theunpolarized case thesituation isuncontroversial.One�nds,forthe Born +

�rstorderterm s,a resultwhosestructuresym bolically isoftheform

f1 + �sln(Q
2
=p

2)+ �sfq(x)g
 q(x)

+ f�sln(Q
2
=p

2)+ �sfg(x)g
 g(x) (8.2.1)

where q(x)and g(x)areunpolarized quark and gluon distribution functions.In LLA we

neglectthe term s�sfq(x)and �sfg(x),and,correctto order�s,factorize the rem aining

term sby introducing a factorization scale�2:

f1+ �sln(Q
2
=p

2)gq(x) = f1+ �sln(Q
2
=�

2)+ �sln(�
2
=p

2)gq(x)

� f1+ �sln(Q
2
=�

2)gf1+ �sln(�
2
=p

2)gq(x):

W ealso write

�sln(Q
2
=p

2)g(x)= f�sln(Q
2
=�

2)+ �sln(�
2
=p

2)gg(x)

and then (8.2.1)becom es,to order�s,

f1+ �sln(Q
2
=�

2)gq(x;�2)+ �sln(Q
2
=�

2)g(x)

where

q(x;�2)� [1+ �sln(�
2
=p

2)]q(x)+ �sln(�
2
=p

2)g(x):

Inthiswaythecontributionssensitivetolow kT andsingularinthelim itp
2 ! 0gets

absorbed intonew,non-perturbativedistribution functionswhich wecannotcalculate,but

haveto m easure.

Theleading logarithm lnQ 2 com esspeci�cally from theultravioletregion ofthekT

integration which kinem atically runsup to

k
2
T �

Q 2

4

1� x

x
� (8.2.2)

Itistherefore insensitive to di�erentwaysoffactorizing orseparating the low and high

kT regionsand thereisno am biguity aboutthede�nition ofq(x;�2)in LLA.

Thesituation isdi�erentwhen workingbeyond theLLA whereonedoesnotneglect

term softheform �sf(x)in(8.2.1).Theydonotuniquelyarisefrom thelargekT regionand

itisessentiallyam atteroftasteorconvention whethertheyorpartofthem areincluded in

q(x;�2)orleftasapieceofthegluon contribution.Forthisreason itisim portant,beyond

theLLA,toindicatewhatconvention isin use.Henceoneusesq(x;�2)
M S
;q(x;�2)D IS etc..

In whatway isthepolarized casedi�erent?Thekey di�erenceisthefactor(2x� 1)

in expression (8.1.4).For it m eans that the usuallarge logarithm ln(Q 2=p2) does not

appearin the �rstm om ent,and the anom aly contribution com esfrom the second term

2(lnx + 1)in (8.1.4).Butthisseem sto beliketheterm s�sf(x)in (8.2.1)and therefore

inherently am biguous.There are m any papers on this question.Foraccess to these see

e.g.[BAS 91].W e believe thatthere isa reasonably persuasive argum entin favourofa

particularresolution ofthe am biguity.Ourapproach issim ilarin spiritto thatofRoss

and Roberts[ROS 90]and Carlitz,Collins,M ueller[CAR 88](sealso [M AN 90a]).

To study the r̂oleofkT letusintroducea lowercut-o� � in thek T integration i.e.

in evaluating the diagram ofFig.8.2 we keep kT � �.The resultwhich replaces(8.1.3)
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is,forQ 2 � �2,

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2)kT � � =
e2f

2

�

2�

(

(2x � 1)

"

ln

 
Q 2(1� x)=x)

x(1� x)p2 + m 2
q + �2

!

� 1

#

+ (1� x)
2m 2

q � x(2x� 1)p2

x(1� x)p2 + m 2
q + �2

)

� (8.2.3)

The�rstterm in squarebracketscan bewritten

ln

 
Q 2

p2

1� x

x

!

� ln

"

x(1� x)+
m 2

q

p2
+
�2

p2

#

andweseethattheentireterm lnf(Q 2=p2)[(1� x)=x]gandnotjustln(Q2=p2)isinsensitive

to thevalue of� and therefore can be associated with the region oflargekT.Thisisno

surprisesincethestructureQ 2(1� x)=x justreectstheupperlim itofthekT integration

(8.2.2).Itthusseem sclearthatthe ln[(1� x)=x]em erging from thisterm isa high kT

e�ectandsurelybelongstothegluonpartonicsub-process,inagreem entwith theanom aly

analysis.

Returning to thecasem q = 0;�= 0,wethusrewrite(8.1.4),foreach avourf,as

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2)=
e2f

2

�s

2�
(2x � 1)

(

ln

 
Q 2

p2

1� x

x

!

� lnx(1� x)� 2

)

; (8.2.4)

introducethefactorization scale�2:

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2) =
e2f

2

�s

2�
(2x� 1)

(

ln

 
Q 2

�2

1� x

x

!

+ ln(�2=p2)

� lnx(1� x)� 2

)

; (8.2.5)

and associatethe�rstterm with thegluoniccontribution.Therestoftheterm sarethen

absorbed into thequark distribution �q f + ��q f.

Finally then,choosing �2 = Q 2,the gluoniccontribution from Fig.8.2 to g
p

1(x)is,

via (8.1.5)

g
p

1(x)jgluonic =
1

3

�s

2�

Z 1

x

dx0

x0

(  

2
x

x0
� 1

!

ln

 
1� x=x0

x=x0

! )

�g(x 0) (8.2.6)

and them odi�ed quark contribution is

g
p

1(x;Q
2)jquark singlet =

1

9
��(x;Q 2) (8.2.7)

wherethecontribution ofFig.8.2 yields

��(x;Q 2) = ��(x)+
�s

2�

Z 1

x

dx0

x0
(2
x

x0
� 1)[ln(Q2=p2)

� ln
x

x0

�

1�
x

x0

�

� 2]�g(x0): (8.2.8)

Ofcourse,the�rstm om ent

��=

Z
1

0

dx�(x;Q 2) (8.2.9)

rem ainsindependentofQ 2 in accordance with thediscussion in Section 7.2.Clearly,the

fullde�nition of��(x;Q 2)to LLA m ustalso includethecontribution from Fig.8.4.
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8.3 M easuring � g(x) via 2-jet production

Itisim portanttonotethatthede�nition of�g(x)adopted aboveassociatesitwith

thephysicalprocessoftheelectroproduction oftwo jetswith largetransversem om entum

kT and � kT respectively.M easurem ent ofthis sem i-inclusive process thus gives direct

accessto �g(x).Itisdeterm ined by a physicalm easurem entand thus,m anifestly,m ust

begaugeinvariant.(Theform alquestion ofgaugeinvarianceisdiscussed in Section 9.3).

W ehaveforthecontribution to g1(x;Q
2)com ing from thetwo-jetevents


�
N ! jet(kT)+ jet(� kT)+ X (8.3.1)

g
2� jet

1 (x;Q 2)jkT � � =
1

3

Z 1

x

dx0

x0
g
�g

1 (x=x0;Q 2)jkT � � �g(x 0) (8.3.2)

whereg
�g

1 wasgiven in (8.2.3)and thelowercuto� on kT isgiven by

�2 � m
2
q;p

2 (8.3.3)

wherep2 isthe‘virtuality’ofthegluon.

8.4 T he shape ofg
p

1
(x) and the anom alous gluon contribution

W ehaveseen thattheanom alousgluoniccontribution to the�rstm om ent�
p

1 per-

m itsan explanation oftheEM C experim entin which thetotalspin carried by thequarks

can be relatively large provided that �g =
R
1

0 dx �g(x) is big enough.For exam ple

Squarks
z ’ 0:6Jnucleonz requires�g ’ 4 atQ 2 ’ 11 (GeV/c)2.

W econsidernow thex-dependenceofg
p

1(x)given by (weignoreperturbativeQCD

corrections)

g
p

1(x) =
1

2

(
4

9
[�u(x)+ ��u(x)]+

1

9
[�d(x)+ � �d(x)]

+
1

9
[�s(x)+ ��s(x)]

)

+g
p

1(x)jgluonic (8.4.1)

whereg
p

1(x)gluonic isgiven in (8.2.6).

W esaw in Section 4thatwithoutagluoniccontribution theEM C experim entforced

us to have �� ’ 0 and this was achieved by having a surprising large negative �s

contribution.

Itisinteresting tocontem platetheotherextrem ei.e.to take�s(x)’ 0.Assum ing

aroughly SU(3)invariantdescription ofthesea quarks(thisisnotagood approxim ation

for the unpolarized distributions) g
p

1(x) willin this case depend only upon the valence

quark distributions�u v(x)and �d v(x)and on �g(x).Thenorm alization ofthevalence

quark distribution is�xed by the valuesofF and D (see Sections4.2 and 4.3)and their

shapeisconstrained by therequirem ent

j�u v(x)j� uv(x) j�d v(x)j� dv(x): (8.4.2)

Furtherm ore atx ’ 0:3,where xg
p

1(x)hasitsm axim um value (see Fig.4.2)there

isessentially no contribution from �g(x),so thatthereisa furtherconstrainton �u v(x),

�d v(x)inthisregion.Itthenturnsoutthatonerequiresasigni�cantnegativecontribution

nearx = 0:1 to �tthe data in Fig.4.2.The question then is:can a large gluonic term

providesuch a contribution? Itisfound em pirically [ROS 90]thatthisisnotpossible as
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isdem onstrated in Fig.8.5.One can trace thisfailure to the feature thatthe factorin

parenthesisin (8.2.6)hasa doublezero atx0= 2x.Given that�g(x)isbounded by

j�g(x)j� g(x) (8.4.3)

and that g(x) dies out rapidly as x increases,the region ofoverlap in the convolution

in (8.2.6)where both the kerneland �g(x)are big isa very sm allone and in e�ectthe

integration only sam ples�g(x 0)fora sm allportion oftheregion x � x0� 1.

Ofcourse there isno reason to suppose a totalabsence ofa strange quark contri-

bution.The problem with the EM C analysiswithoutthe anom alousgluon contribution

wasthatitdem anded a surprisingly large negative �s(x).Figure 8.6 taken from [ROS

90]showsthata reasonable com prom ise ispossible.The �tshown corresponds,forF/D

= 0.55 (which isapproxim ately thevalueused in Section 4),to having

�u = 0:84 �d = � 0:41 �s= � 0:05

�� = 0:38 �g ’ 3: (8.4.4)

Theexactvaluesshould notbetaken tooseriously sincethey depend upon thesim -

ple,butreasonableparam etrization used forthepolarized quarkdistributionsin [ROS 90],

and becausethesm allx behaviorused doesconform to theexpectationsfrom Reggethe-

ory.Howeverthe�tdoesindicatethattheEM C data can beexplained with a reasonable

strangequark contribution,a sensible �� and a m oderate�g 1).

8.5 T he anom aly in �p-elastic scattering and w eak interaction structure

functions

W e m entioned in Section 6.3 that there is no anom aly in the lim it m 2
q=k

2 ! 1 .

Analogously,weseethatin thelim itofm 2
q=p

2 ! 1 (8.1.3)becom es

g
�g

1 (x;Q 2)=
e2f

2

�s

2�

(

(2x � 1)

"

ln

 
Q 2

m 2
q

1� x

x

!

� 1

#

+ 2(1� x)

)

(8.5.1)

and the�rstm om entvanishes.In thiscaseitisnaturalto considerthecontribution from

Fig.8.2 asa m odi�cation ofthequark distribution functions.

There is an interesting application ofthe r̂ole ofquark m ass in the anom aly in

elasticneutrinoproton scattering,which ism ediated by Z0 exchangeasshown in Fig.8.7.

Sincetheparity-violating Z0-quark coupling involves
�5 Fig.8.7 also dependsupon the

proton m atrix elem entoftheaxialvectorcurrent.In theNaiveParton M odel,forforward

scattering,thecontribution is,in principle,proportionalto

�q� (�u + ��u � �d� � �d)+ (�c+ ��c� �s� ��s) (8.5.2)

(thesign changefortheI3 = � 1=2 quarks,com pared to theelectrom agnetic case,isdue

to theZ0 couplings).

Experim entally [AHR 87]itseem sthat�q isabout12% largerthan expected from

the �u; �d contribution (see also the discussion in Section 4.2.3).Thishasbeen inter-

preted [ELL 88]asevidencefora largenegative�sin agreem entwith (4.3.17),assum ing

a negligible�c.However,theanom aly also contributesto thisprocessvia thediagram of

Fig.8.8.

1) Note added in proof:Presum ably with the new proton data [ADA 94]an even m ore reasonable ��

and �g would be possible.
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By the above discussion there is no contribution from the heavy quarks,but for

each m asslessquark,in theQCD Field TheoreticM odel,

�q+ ��q! �q+ ��q�
�s

2�
�g: (8.5.3)

Hence,in (8.5.2)

�q! �q+
�s

2�
�g: (8.5.4)

In theextrem ecase�s= 0 onethen requiresa ratherlarge�g ’ 5 to �tthedata.

Asdiscussed in Section 8.4 such a scenario leadsto di�cultieswith thex-dependence of

g
p

1(x).Butthem orereasonablechoice�s= � 0:05;g ’ 3 isperfectly acceptable.

The weak interaction structure functions discussed in Section 3.5 also receive an

anom alous gluonic contribution via a diagram analogous to that ofFig.8.2,with the

photonreplaced byaZ0 (neutralcurrent)orabyW
� (charged current).Such contribution

leads again,for each m assless quark,to the result (8.5.3) [VOG 91];for the structure

functionsm easured in charged currentDIS,which involvediagram swith transitionsfrom

lightto heavy quarks[seeEqs.(3.5.8)],thereareinteresting quark m asse�ects[VOG 91;

M AT 92,92b].

8.6 O perator Product Expansion vs:Q C D Im proved Parton M odel

In Section 5westressed thatonlythefullyinclusiveelectroproduction processcould

be expressed in term s ofthe m atrix elem ent ofa product ofelectrom agnetic currents

(5.1.1) and hence only in this case could one utilize the Operator Product Expansion.

Ourde�nition of�g(x)has focused on the sem i-inclusive large k T 2-jetprocess and it

m ightthusseem strange thatourresultsforthe�rstm om entshould agree exactly with

the anom aly resultobtained using the OperatorProductExpansion.Butthisissim ply

a ‘red herring’.W e have notthrown away the partofthe cross-section corresponding to

sm allkT.Itissim ply absorbed into the rede�nition ofthe quark distribution functions.

So theresultsoftheOperatorProductExpansion should agreewith theQCD Im proved

Parton M odelresults.

M oreover,ifwe return to the triangle anom aly discussed in Section 6.3 we m ay

ask what region ofthe kT integration involved in evaluating the triangle diagram was

im portantfor the anom aly.As stressed in [CAR 88]it is indeed the region oflarge kT

thatisrelevant,so thereisconsistency between thetwo m ethodsofderiving theanom aly

contribution to the�rstm om entofg
p

1(x).

Theseconsiderations,asem phasized in [ROS 90],draw ourattention to an im por-

tantissue,nam ely thatwhatevercut-o� orfactorization schem e we use,we m ustuse it

consistently ifwe wish to com pare results from the Operator Product Expansion with

those ofthe QCD Im proved Parton M odel.W e m ustalso be carefulwhen dealing with

physicalquantitiesthatdepend on both polarized and unpolarized distribution functions.

For exam ple,given that g� (x) m easures the num ber density ofgluons polarized

along or opposite to the spin direction ofthe proton,they m ust be positive.Thus one

expects

j�g(x)j= jg + (x)� g� (x)j� jg+ (x)+ g� (x)j= g(x): (8.6.1)

Butg(x)ism easured in unpolarized scattering and dependsupon thefactorization con-

vention utilized there.Clearly (8.6.1)and analogousrelationsforquark distributionscan

only be expected to hold ifthe sam e cut-o� convention isused for�g(x); g(x); �q(x)

and q(x).Therelevance to thephenom enology ofg
p

1(x)wasdiscussed in Section 8.4.
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Finally,there isanother‘red herring’in the literature which needs to be pointed

out.Theanom alyem ergesfrom thetrianglediagram onlyifkT isintegrated up toin�nity,

asitm ustbe in the Feynm an diagram .Itisclaim ed that,on the contrary,the anom aly

em ergeswhen integrating up to k2T � Q2 in theQCD Im proved Parton M odel.Thelatter

statem entism isleading.True,at�xed x; k2 m ax
T � Q2 butto getthe anom aly we m ust

integrate over x from 0 to 1.The region x ! 0 corresponds,via (8.2.2),precisely to

km axT ! 1 .

In sum m ary there is perfectagreem ent between the two approaches to the gluon

contribution in polarized deep inelasticscattering,provided careistaken touseconsistent

factorization orrenorm alization conventionsin both.

9 Non-perturbativee�ectsin theinterpretation ofthem easurem entof

�
p

1

Thepreviousdiscussion hasfocused on the r̂oleofperturbativeaspectsoftheaxial

anom aly in the theoreticaldescription ofpolarized DIS.Butthe axialanom aly also has

deep and non-trivialnon-perturbative consequencesin QCD because ofthe com plicated

topologicalstructure ofthe non-abelian theory.W e �rst provide a briefsurvey ofthe

topologicalissues and than turn to their r̂ole in DIS.W e show that they support the

conclusionsdrawn from thereinterpretation ofthem easurem entof�
p

1 including thee�ect

oftheanom aly.Finally wegivea briefsurvey oftheopen questionsin theunderstanding

oftheEM C result.

9.1 Topologicale� ects and the axialghost in Q C D -a pedagogicalrem inder

W e follow the approach ofDyakonov and Eides [DYA 81].A m ore detailed ped-

agogicaltreatm ent can also be found in [LEA 94].Consider a purely gluonic version of

QCD,and chooseforsim plicity thegaugein which A a
0(x)= 0.W hilesatisfyingthisgauge

condition thetheory isstillinvariantunderarbitrary tim e-independentgaugetranform a-

tions

A j ! U A jU
� 1 +

i

g
(@jU )U � 1 (9.1.1)

where,asusual,A j withoutacolourlabelstandsforthem atrix (�
a
=2)A a

j and U = U (x)

only and where,fora consistenttheory,oneutilisestransform ation such thatU (x)! I

asjxj! 1 .

The �eldsA a
j play the r̂ole ofgeneralized coordinatesin the quantum theory and

the r̂oleofgeneralized m om enta isplayed by

�
j
a(x)�

@L

@ _A a
j

= � _A j
a = E

a
j (9.1.2)

whereE
a
isthecolour-electric�eld.

The generalized coordinates and m om enta satisfy the usualcanonicalequaltim e

com m utation relations

[�ai(x;t);A
b
j(y;t)]= � �ij�ab�

3(x � y): (9.1.3)

TheHam iltonian,quiteanalogousto QED,turnsoutto be

H =

Z

d
3
x Tr[E 2 + B

2] (9.1.4)
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wherethecom ponentsofthecolour-m agnetic�eld B a arede�ned by

B
a
j =

1

2
"jklG

kl
a : (9.1.5)

UnlikeQED,the�eldsdo changeunderan arbitrary gaugetransform ation:

E j ! U E jU
� 1

B j ! U B jU
� 1
: (9.1.6)

Bearing in m ind thatE 2 = _A
2
we see thatthe �rstterm in (9.1.4)playsthe r̂ole

ofthekineticenergy whereasV � Tr[B2]representsthepotentialenergy.

Theanalogueofawavefunction in ordinaryquantum m echanicsishereafunctional

	[A (x)]ofthe�eldsand thestationary statesand energiesarefound from

H 	= E 	: (9.1.7)

Now thegaugetransform ationsU (x)fallintodiscreteclasseslabelled by an integer

n,thewindingnum ber.Theclasswith n = 0arecalled sm allgaugetranform ationsand can

be builtup from the identity by a seriesofin�nitesim altransform ations{ by sm oothly

varying the param eters which specify them they can be continously deform ed into the

identitytransform ation.Theclasseswith n 6= 0arecalled largegaugetransform ationsand

cannotbe continuously transform ed into the identity transform ation (foran elem entary

discussion see[LEA 94]).

In Section 6.4 we introduced the gluon axialcurrent K � [see (6.4.1)]which is a

function ofthe�eldsA a
j.Based on thiswecan constructa new variableX ,a function of

the�eldsA a
j,(often called a collective coordinate):

X �
g2

16�2

Z

d
3
x K 0(x) (9.1.8)

and such thatitchangesby theintegern when the�eldsundergo agaugetransform ation

ofwinding num bern butdoesnotchangeundersm allgaugetransform ation.In fact

X ! X +
1

24�2

Z

d
3
x "ijkTr

h

(@iU )U � 1(@jU )U � 1(@kU )U � 1
i

(9.1.9)

and thechangein X can beshown to bejustn.Thus

X ! X + n: (9.1.10)

Notethatthenon-vanishing ofthe traceterm (9.1.9)isa consequence ofthenon-

Abelian natureofQCD.Fornorm alQED,(i.e.in 4-dim ensionalM inkowskispace)on the

contrary,U = ei�(x) and thetraceterm vanishes.

Now wecan im agineexpressing thepotentialenergy V in term sofX and any other

necessary variables.Ifthen we plot V vs:X it m ust have the sam e value atallvalues

X n = X + n,since itis,via (9.1.6),invariantunderallgauge transform ations,large or

sm all.In other words ifwe express the potentialin term s ofX and the other required

variables,V = V (X ;Y;:::);then V isa periodicfunction ofX with period 1 asshown in

Fig.9.1 Thisperiodicity was�rstnoticed by Faddeev [FAD 76],Jackiw and Rebbi[JAC

76],’tHooft[’THO 76]and Callan,Dashen and Gross[CAL 76].

Before exploring the consequences itm ay help to exam ine a very sim ple exam ple

oftheabovephenom enon.
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Considerelectrodynam icsinonetim eandonespacedim ension,whereA � = (A 0;A x),

and de�neK � = "��A
�;("01 = � "10 = 1)so thatK 0 = A x.

Let

X =
g

2�

Z
1

� 1

dx K 0(x)=
g

2�

Z
1

� 1

dx A x(x):

Then,underthegaugetransform ation U = ei�(x),

A x ! A x +
i

g

�
@

@x
U

�

U
� 1 = A x �

1

g

d�

dx
:

Consequently

X ! X �
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

dx
d�

dx
= X �

1

2�
f�(1 )� �(� 1 )g:

Buttherequirem entU(x)! 1atspatialin�nity m eansthat�(1 )and �(� 1 )m ustboth

be m ultiplesof2�,butnotnecessarily the sam e m ultiples.Hence X ! X + (an integer

n).

ReturningtoQCD weseethatwearedealingwith aquantum problem with periodic

potentiali.e.an analogueofan electron in acrystallattice.Theenergy spectrum willthus

beaband spectrum .Now,nearthebottom ofthelowestenergy band theelectron behaves

likeafreeparticlewith E = k2=2m � andm � an e� ectivem asswhich dependsonthedetails

oftheshapeofthepotential.AsaconsequencetheGreen’sfunction h0jT[x(t)x(0)]j0ihas

theproperty that
Z

dte
i!th0jT[x(t)x(0)]j0ij

!! 0
� !

i

!2m �
(9.1.11)

likethepropagatorofa freeparticle 1). Theelectron can m ovefreely in thelattice.Note

thattheseresultsareinherently non-perturbative.

AnalogouslyinQCD thism eansthatthevacuum statewavefunctionisnotlocalized

in X atoneofthem inim a X = integer,butthattheground stateisspreatoutin X in

theform ofa Bloch wave

j�i=
X

n

e
in�jn;:::i (9.1.12)

where the state jn;::i is approxim ately localized at the point X = n,and the value of

� which speci�esthelowestenergy statesisbeyond ourpowerofcalculation.The above

phenom enon occurs because the barriers between the di�erent m inim a ofthe potential

can be penetrated.In QCD the instantons,which are solutionsofthe Euclidean version

ofthe theory,with �nite actions,allow one to construct a sem i-classicalapproxim ation

to j�i,butthe structure (9.1.12)isa generalresult,independentofany consideration of

instantons.In the following the vacuum state j�i isto be understood asthe true QCD

vacuum .

Analagously to(9.1.11)theGreen’sfunction involving X (t)X (0)willhaveapoleat

! = 0.Bearing in m ind how X isconstructed from K 0,weexpectto �nd a m asslesspole

1) Thisisan im m ediate consequenceofthe equation forthe G reen’sfunction ofa freeparticle

m
d2

dt2
h0jT[x(t)x(0)]j0i= i�(t):
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in the m om entum space Feynm an propagatorforK �(x),which isthe Fouriertransform

ofh0jT[K �(x)K �(0)]j0i.To avoid a plethora ofconstants,letusintroduce

fK �(x)�
N f�s

2�
K �(x) (9.1.13)

where N f isthe num beroflightavours{ 3 in ourcase.W e thusexpectto have forthe
fK � propagator:

Z

d
4
x e

iq� xh0jT[fK �(x)
fK �(0)]j0i= � i�4

(g�� � q�q�=q
2)� + q�q�=q

2

q2 + i�
(9.1.14)

where� and � areconstants.

Som ecom m entsarenecessary abouttheaboveexpression.Theaboveform willhold

in any covariantgaugebutthevalueof� willbegauge-dependent.Thefactthat@�K
�(x)

isgauge-invariantim plies thatthe longitudinalpartofthe propagator(9.1.14),i.e.the

partproportionaltoq�q�=q
2,m ustbegauge-invariant.Thusthevalueof�cannotdepend

upon thegaugeand any gauge-dependenceassociated with thepropagatorcan only arise

from an explicitdependence upon �.

Them asslessghoststatethusintroduced willbereferred toasthe‘axialghost’.The

‘ghoststate’existsin an unphysicalsectoroftheHilbertspace.(Recallthatin quantizing

a gauge theory the physicalstatesform only a subspace ofHilbertspace).Finally note

that the coupling ofthe ghost willbe such that the apparent 1/q4 double pole never

actually occursand,indeed,such thatno physicalm atrix elem enthasa poleatq2 = 0.

Notice thataside from the norm alization factor,the LHS of(9.1.14)corresponds

exactly to the m om entum space Feynm an propagatorforthe ‘�eld’ fK �(x).W e shallin-

troducetheshorthand notation

hT[AB ]iq �

Z

d
4
x e

iq� xh0jT[A(x)B (0)]j0i (9.1.15)

forthesem om entum spacepropagators.

Equation (9.1.14)im pliesthatin QCD there existsa zero m assaxialvectorghost

particlewhich couplesto theaxialgluon currentK �.Thenecessity fortheghostpolein

QCD wasrecognised asearly as1975 by Kogutand Suskind [KOG 75].The ghostpole

wasinvoked by Veneziano [VEN 79]to resolvetheU(1)problem .

9.2 A rem inder about the U (1) problem

Although weshallnotdiscusstheresolution oftheproblem wegiveabriefrem inder

asto whatexactly theproblem is.

Asm entioned in Section 6.3 theQCD Lagrangian in thechirallim itm q ! 0 seem s

tocontain an additionalsym m etry,nam ely thatitappearstobeinvariantunderseparate

avour transform ations on the left and right-handed parts ofthe quark �elds.Such a

sym m etry would lead to a parity doubling ofthe hadron spectrum ifthe vacuum were

invariantunderchiraltransform ationsand thereforeunique.Forexam ple,itwould im ply

a (J)P = (1=2)� ;I = 1=2 partnerforthenucleon.Experim entally thenearestresonance

with thesequantum num bersto thenucleon istheN (1535),som e600 M eV heavierthan

thenucleon.Now thequark m assparam etersin theLagrangian arebelieved to besm all

(m u; m d < 10 M eV/c2 and m s ’ 150 M eV/c2) on the scale ofhadron m asses,so the

chirallim itshould be a reasonable approxim ation.Itisthen di�cultto believe thatthe
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non-zero quark m asses are responsible for the m ass gap between the nucleon and the

N (1535).

It is thus assum ed that the chiralsym m etry is broken principally as a result of

a spontaneous breaking m echanism which gives rise,forexam ple,to a quark-antiquark

condensate.Thereisnolongerauniquevacuum ,butacontinuum ofstatesrelated toeach

otherby chiralrotationsand thesym m etry isbroken by choosing oneoftheseasthetrue

vacuum state.Asa consequence there should exista zero m asspseudoscalarGoldstone

boson.Itsm asswould be strictly zero in the lim itm q = 0 and would be expected to be

non-zero,butsm all,in the realistic case ofsm allquark m asses.There isone Goldstone

boson foreach broken generatoroftheoriginalsym m etry.

Since the QCD Lagrangian is,in fact,invariant under U(3) transform ations of

avourthereoughttoexistninelightpseudoscalarswhosem asseswould bezeroifthem q

were allzero.The obviouspseudoscalarnonetis(�;K ;�;�0).In thefollowing weshall

treatthe� astheeigth m em berofapureSU(3)octet,and the�0asapureSU(3)singlet.

(In reality there isa sm allam ountofm ixing which we ignore since ithasno bearing on

theargum entsto follow).

Itturns out,however,thatthe m ass ofthe �0(958)is m uch largerthan expected

on theoreticalgrounds.Theother8 pseudoscalars,associated with thebreaking ofchiral

SU(3)F ,haveacceptablem asses,so itisonly theGoldstoneboson associated with U(1)F

thatisin di�culty.Itisthisthatisreferred to asthe‘U(1)problem ’.

9.3 T he axialghost

Itturnsoutthatsim ply introducingan axialghostpolevia(9.1.14)leadstoaresult

forthe �0 m asswhich isinconsistentin the chirallim it.The correctprocedure seem sto

bethefollowing:

i) Theaboveghostisconsidered asa ‘bare’ghost.

ii) Oneintroducesaquark-antiquark pseudoscaloravoursinglet�eld �0(x)correspond-

ing to the‘particle’

j�0i�
1
p
3
ju�u+ d�d+ s�si (9.3.1)

which would havecorresponded to the�0iftherewereno axialanom aly.The�0 has

a m assm 0 sim ilarto theotherpseudoscalorm esons.

iii) W e introduce a direct coupling between the ghost �eld and �0(x) which results in

m ixing between the bare ghostand the �0 and then study the consequences ofthe

interaction.

To this end we introduce the bare m assless ghost �eld G 0
�(x) which couples di-

rectly to fK � so as to induce the m ass zero pole in the fK � propagator (9.1.14).The

non-perturbativetransition am plitudeforthe fK � { G
0
� coupling willbeindicated graphi-

cally asin Fig.9.2.Thebareghostpropagatoristhen given by (9.1.14)withoutthefactor

� 4.Thecoupling oftheghostto the�0 willbedescribed by an e�ectiveLagrangian term

� �m G 0
�(x)@

��0(x)where �m isa coupling constantthatwillplay the r̂ole ofa m ass

correction.Thisinducesthediagram m aticverticesshown in Fig.9.3.

The bare G 0
� and �0 now m ix and the m asseigenstateshave to be found by diag-

onalizing theirpropagators.The sim plestm ethod isby sum m ing the diagram s,Fig.9.4,

generated by theinteraction.One�ndsforthem assesoftherenorm alized ghostG � and

therenorm alized physical�0

m G = 0 m
2
�0 = m

2
0 + (�m )2

: (9.3.2)
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The extra term (�m )2 can be adjusted to raise m �0 wellabove the typicalpseudoscalar

m assm 0 and thisresolvestheU(1)problem .

W ecan estim atethesizeoftheparam eter� involved in thecoupling of fK � and G
0
�

asfollows.

Considerthedivergenceoftheavoursingletaxialcurrent.W ehave

@
�
J
0
5� = P(x)+ @

� fK �(x) (9.3.3)

where

P(x)= 2i
X

f

m f �qf5qf : (9.3.4)

ThecurrentJ05� �
fK � isdivergencelessin thechirallim itand isthusanalogousto

theavournon-singletcurrents.W ethusde�nef0 by

h0jJ05� �
fK �j�0i= i

p
3f0q� (9.3.5)

and expect to have f0 � f� = 135 M eV.Now one can show that the param eter � is

related to f0 and �m via

� 2 =
p
3f0�m : (9.3.6)

Thevalueofm 0 can beobtained from them agnitudeofthequark condensatesh�qqi

known from QCD sum rulesand thisleads,via (9.3.2)and (9.3.6)to the estim ate � ’

460 M eV [DYA 81].

Forthe longitudinalpartofthe com plete propagatorforG �,which we shallneed

later,one�ndsfrom thediagram sin Fig.9.4a

hT[G �G �]iq =
i

q2

 
q�q�

q2

!
q2 � m20

q2 � m2�0
(9.3.7)

and forthenon diagonalG � ! �0propagatorgiven in Fig.9.4b

hT[�0G �]iq =
q�

q2

�m

q2 � m2�0
� (9.3.8)

W esee,therefore,thattheaxialghostplaysan essentialr̂olein resolving theU(1)

problem in QCD.A m oresophisticated treatm ent,allowing forsom ebreaking ofSU(3)F

doesnota�ecttheaboveresultssigni�cantly,butdoeslead to a successfulcalculation of

them ixing between thesingletj�0iand theeighth m em beroftheoctetj�8i.

Finally we note thatthere isno dangerofthe production ofthe axialghostasa

physicalparticle.Thecross-section forsuch production would havetheform

d�G / M �M
�
� "

�(�)["�(�)]��(k2)d4k

where M � is the Feynm an am plitude and "�(�) the polarization vector for a ghost of

helicity � and m om entum k.Aslong asthe axialghostcoupling to physicalparticlesis

ofthe derivative type we willalwayshave M � / k�.The cross-section willthusinvolve

k�k� "�(�)["�(�)]
��(k2).But for a physicalparticle k�"�(�) = 0 and the cross-section

vanishes.
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9.4 R ôle ofthe ghost in the nucleon spin problem

W e showed in Section 6.4 thatthe nucleon expectation value ofK � playsa direct

r̂olein polarized deep inelastic scattering.In Eq.(6.4.8)we calculated perturbatively the

valueofthism atrix elem ent.Now,becauseofthecoupling ofK � to thenon-perturbative

axialghost,there appears to be the possibility of,in addition to the RHS of(6.4.8),a

purely non-perturbativecontribution.Sim ilarreasoning appliesto m atrix elem entsof eJ05�
[see(6.4.4)]which,perturbatively,wasinterpreted asthecontribution ofthequark spin.

W eshallnow seehow thisleadsto a new relation for��.

In any covariantgaugethenucleonicm atrix elem entsoffK � m usthavethefollowing

generalform :

hP 0
;�

0jfK �(0)jP;�i= �u�0(P
0)

�

�
eK 1(q

2)+ q�
eK 2(q

2)

�

5u�(P) (9.4.1)

where eK 1;2 (q
2)arescalarform factors,q� = P 0

� � P� and �;�
0arehelicities.

W eshallnow show thattheghostcontributesonlyto eK 2(q
2).TherelevantFeynm an

diagram sareshown in Fig.9.5wherethepropagatorsarethecom pletepropagatorsshown

in Figs.9.4a,b.

For the interaction ofthe �0 with the nucleon we take a standard pseudoscalar

coupling term in the Lagrangian:� ig�0N �N
� N 5 N �0 and forthe coupling ofG

0
� a term

� igG 0N �N G 0
�@

�(� N 5 N ),chosen so thatghostscannotbe em itted asphysicalparticles.

Thesegiveriseto theFeynm an verticesshown in Fig.9.6.

Thediagram sofFig.9.5 yield a contribution to hP 0;�0jfK �(0)jP;�iof

q�

q2
�u5u

� 2

m 2
�0

�

�m g �0N �N � m
2
0gG 0N �N

�

: (9.4.2)

Hence,com paring with (9.4.1)theghostcontributesonly to eK 2:

eK
ghost

2 (q2)=
� 2

q2 m 2
�0

�

�m g �0N �N � m
2
0gG 0N �N

�

; (9.4.3)

i.e.theghostinducesa polein eK 2(q
2)atq2 = 0.Sinceno othercontribution can do this,

(9.4.3)becom esan exactexpression for eK 2(q
2)asq2 ! 0.

Notethatthe gauge-dependentparam eter� [see (9.1.14)]in theghostpropagator

doesnotappearin (9.4.3).Thusthevalueof eK 2(q
2)asq2 ! 0,asgiven by (9.4.3),m ust

begauge-invariant.

Now thegluoniccontribution thatwascalculated pertubatively in Section 6 occurs

only in eK 1(q
2).From (6.4.8)oneseesthat

eK 1(0)= �
3�s

2�
�g: (9.4.4)

W e are now able to give the form alargum entforthe gauge-invariance of�g.W e

know that@�K
� isgauge-invariant.Butitsforward m atrix elem entjustinvolvesa linear

com bination of eK 1(0)and [q
2 eK 2(q

2)]q2= 0 i.e.alinearcom bination of�gand otherphysical

param eters [see (9.4.3)]which do not depend upon the gauge.Thus �g itselfm ust be

independentofthegauge.

Clearly theghostwillalso contributeto them odi�ed singletcurrent eJ05� de�ned in

(6.4.4).Ifweput

hP 0
;�

0jeJ05�jP;�i= �u�0(P
0)
h

�
eG 1(q

2)+ q�
eG 2(q

2)
i

5u�(P) (9.4.5)

76



then wewillhave,fortheghostcontribution

eG
ghost

2 (q2)= � eK
ghost

2 (q2) (9.4.6)

and fortheperturbativeQCD contribution from (6.4.5)and (7.1.4)

eG 1(0)= ��: (9.4.7)

W eshallnow deriveaconnection between ��,the� 0decay constantand the�0N �N

coupling.

Sincein theParton M odelwework with m asslessquarks,considerthechirallim it,

m q ! 0.Then in (9.4.3),m 2
�0 ! (�m )2;m 2

0 ! 0 and using (9.3.6)wehavefor(9.4.6)

eG 2(q
2)= �

p
3

q2
f0g�0N �N + non singularterm s: (9.4.8)

Now in thislim it eJ05� isconserved.Hence

0= hP 0
;�

0j@� eJ05�jP;�i= iq
�hP 0

;�
0jeJ05�jP;�i: (9.4.9)

Using (9.4.5)wehave

0= �u�0(P
0)5u�(P)

h

2M eG 1(q
2)+ q

2 eG 2(q
2)
i

: (9.4.10)

Hence

eG 1(q
2)= �

q2

2M
eG 2(q

2) (9.4.11)

and via (9.4.8)

eG 1(q
2)=

p
3f0 g�0N �N

2M
+ O (q2): (9.4.12)

Going to q2 = 0 and using (9.4.7)weobtain [VEN 89,EFR 90]

�� =

p
3f0 g�0N �N

2M
(9.4.13)

known asa Generalized Golberger-Treim an relation (TGV in [VEN 89]).

Notethattheform of(9.4.13)di�ersfrom thatin [VEN 89].In [VEN 89]onestarts

with them atrix elem entofJ05� expressed like(9.4.5)in term sofscalarfunctionsG 1;2(q
2):

hP 0
;�

0jJ05�jP;�i= �u�0(P
0)

�

�G 1(q
2)+ q�G 2(q

2)

�

5u�(P) (9.4.14)

[notethatG 1(0)isthen identicalto a0 used in Section 4.2 and Section 6]and one�nds

G 1(0)=

p
3

2M
f�0(g�0N �N � �Q N �N ): (9.4.15)

In this form �Q N �N is the totalcontribution from gluonic e�ects,both from the

ghostand from the gluon-parton,and ofcourse G 1(0)involves not just �� but ���

(3�s=2�)�g.A renorm alization group analysisthen leads[SHO 92]totheidenti�cation of

�� with the�rstterm on theRHS of(9.4.15).However,itseem sto usthatthereissom e

pointin separating theghostand gluon-parton contributions.Theform eristotally non-

perturbativeand non-Abelian and isabsentin QED.Thelatterispartially perturbative
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and would be present also in an Abelian theory.Further,the two contributions have a

signi�cantly di�erent kinem aticalstructure in the m atrix elem ent ofK � and so can,at

leastin principle,bem easured separately.Obviously onelearnsabout�gin deep inelastic

scattering;butalso in varioushigh pT processes,asdiscussed in Section 11.And itm ay

be possible to study ghoste�ectsin N N spin dependentprocessesin the Regge region,

asexplained below.

The result(9.4.13)isunchanged ifwe allow fora non-zero,butavoursym m etric

quark m ass.M oreoveritcan begeneralized [EFR 91]to allow forboth SU(3)F breaking

and isospin breaking.The change is sm allprovided that allowance is m ade both for

breaking ofthe equality ofthe quark m asses and for �0 { � { �0 m ixing.Ifthe latter

is neglected one obtains large and m isleading corrections,even the wrong sign for the

gluonic contribution [CHE 89]!There isa signi�cantcancellation between the e�ectsof

thetwo typesofsym m etry breaking,asisdiscussed in detailin [EFR 91].

Now (9.4.13)isinteresting becauseitsuggests,in principle,and independentm ea-

surem entof��.The coupling of� 0 to nucleonscan be obtained from studying the r̂ole

of�0-exchange in nucleon-nucleon elestic scattering.A phase shiftanalysisin the fram e-

work ofa one boson exchange potentialm odel,leadsto g�0N �N ’ 7:3 with,presum ably,

ratherlargeuncertainty [DUM 83].Butin thisanalysistherewasno ghostexchange.So

the m easured coupling does not really correspond to the g�0N �N in (9.4.13).The ghost

would generate a contactNN potentialand forsm allt,jtj� m 2
�0,whatism easured is

actually
q

g2
�0N �N

� m2�0g
2

G N �N
and notg�0N �N ,but,aswe shallargue,itseem slikely that

jm �0gG N �N j� g�0N �N .

Now g�0N �N can also be estim ated from �0 ! 2 decay.The decay rate has been

calculatedusingatrianglediagram m adeupofthebaryonoctet,andassum ing,ashappens

for�� ! 2,thatthisgivesthesam eresultasacalculation based on quarktriangles[BAG

90].Thisyieldsg�0N �N = 6:3� 0:4.

Both thequoted valuesarecloseto theSU(6)value[TOR 84],g�0N �N ’ 6:5.W esee

thatthere willbe consistency between allthese valuesprovided thatm �0gG 0N �N issm all

enough.

Itm ay be helpfulto note thatthere isan analogoussituation suggesting a sm all

ghostcoupling.Inthecalculationofthe2-photonm atrixelem entof eJ05�,h(k1)(k2)j
eJ05�j0i

the conservation is broken by a contribution from the QED anom aly i.e.there is an

additionalterm (� = 1=137):

@
� eJ

0
5� = :::+

�

4�
N c

X

f

e
2
f "����F

��
F
�� (9.4.16)

where N c = num berofcolours,ef = quark charge in unitsofe and F �� isthe electro-

m agnetic �eld tensor.Ofcourse,in our previous strong interaction considerations,we

neglected the RHS of(9.4.16)altogether.Here,because we are dealing with photons,it

isthisterm ,and nottheQCD anom aly,thatisrelevant.Now theabove m atrix elem ent

of eJ05� isproportionalto g�0 (directly related to the rate �0 ! 2)and earlierstudies

[ROE 90]showed consistency with (9.4.16)atthe10% level.Butrecently itwasrealised

[VEN 92]thatthe ghostshould also contribute.Thishasthe e�ectofreplacing g�0 by

g�0� m�0gG  and theearlierconsistency of(9.4.16)im pliesthatm �0gG  m ustbe� 5%

ofg�0.

Thesm allnessoftheghostcouplingtoquarksin both theN �N and  caseislinked

to the success ofthe OZIapproxim ation.It would also be expected to be sm allin the
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1=N c expansion [VEN 92],whereforany stateX ,

m �0gG X X

g�0X X

�
1

p
N c

butthisdoesnotexplain why itisassm allasitseem sto be.

In sum m ary itthusseem snotunreasonableto assum e

m �0gG 0N �N � g�0N �N

and thus

g�0N �N ’ 6 � 7: (9.4.17)

Returning to (9.4.13)wetakef0 � f� = 135 M eV and �nd

��’ 0:8: (9.4.18)

This supports the interpretation ofthe EM C result as a cancellation between a

signi�cant��andalargegluoncontribution asdiscussed in Section 7.1.Itisin agreem ent

with the naive expectation thatthe quark spin contribution is’ 1=2.Atlow Q 2 thisis

the dom inant contribution.At high Q 2 gluon spin and orbitalangular m om entum far

outstrip ��.Butthisshould notbe a cause forconcern.Asstressed in Section 6.1 the

proton probed atlargeQ 2 isvery di�erentfrom thestaticproton.

It is clearly im portant to be able to test the validity of the above analysis by

trying to m easure separately g�0N �N and gG 0N �N .One proposal[EFR 91a]is to look for

thespin-ip e�ectscaused by the�0and ghostin a situation whereotherip m echanism s

are absent orsuppressed e.g.in A N N orD N N in proton-deuteron ordeuteron-deuteron

scattering,in the Regge region jtj� s.The I = 1 exchanges of� and � are forbidden

and the IP; IP 0; ! and f exchanges are predom inantly non-ip.So �; �0 and the ghost

should be the m ostim portantexchanges.The ghostexchange presum ally contributesa

�xed pole in the com plex-J plane where the � and �0 are associated with m oving Regge

poles.Consequently the energy variation oftheircontributionswillbe quite di�erentin

characterand thisshould becom ediscernableathigh energies.

9.5 A ttem pts to provide a physicalinterpretation ofthe EM C result

The resultofthe EM C experim entcan be sum m arized asthe statem entthat[see

(6.3.12)]

ja0j=

�
�
�
���� 3

�s

2�
�g

�
�
�
�� 0: (9.5.1)

Now from (6.4.2)wehave

hP 0
;�

0j@� fK �jP;�i= � 3
�s

�
hP 0

;�
0jE a � B

ajP;�i (9.5.2)

whereE a and B a arethecolour-electric and m agnetic�elds,and from (9.4.11)theLHS

is

[2M eK 1(q
2)+ q

2 eK 2(q
2)]�u�0(P

0)5u�(P): (9.5.3)

Considernow theterm in squarebracketsasq2 ! 0.From (9.4.4)and (9.4.6,8)

lim
q2! 0

[2M eK 1(q
2)+ q

2 eK 2(q
2)] = � 2M

3�s

2�
�g+

p
3f0g�0N �N

= [gluon-parton]+ [ghost]: (9.5.4)
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UseoftheGeneralizedGoldberger-Treim anrelation(9.4.13)thenim plies,via(9.5.1),

that �
�
�
�
�
lim
q2! 0

[2M eK 1(q
2)+ q

2 eK 2(q
2)]

�
�
�
�
�
� 0: (9.5.5)

In other words there seem s to be a cancellation between the ‘sem i-perturbative’

gluon-parton contribution and the non-perturbative ‘ghost’contribution in (9.5.4).It

rem ains a question ofsom e interest as to why this com pensation occurs.W e consider

briey som eofthephysicalargum entspresented to explain this.

Thata0 ’ 0 wasclaim ed to bequitenaturalin theSkyrm em odelapproach to the

‘spin crisis’[BRO 88].TheSU(3)Skyrm em odeldealswith an octetofpseudoscalarGold-

stonebosonswhoseself-interactionsaredescribed by thenon-linearSkyrm e Lagrangian.

Quarkorgluon degreesoffreedom donotoccurexplicitly and thebaryonsappearastopo-

logically non-trivialsoliton solutionsoftheequationsofm otion.Sincethereareno quark

�elds it is not absolutely obvious what function ofthe boson �elds corresponds to the

singletaxialcurrentJ05�.Nonethelessargum entscan begiven fortheform ofJ05� and in

[BRO 88]itwasclaim ed thata0 isoforder1=N c and,in fact,a0 ’ 0.(In thesepapersa0 is

identi�ed with ��,butthatisirrelevant).However,thisapproach hasbeen criticized by

Ryzak [RYZ 89]who pointsoutthat[BRO 88]utilisesan e�ectiveLagrangian calculated

to order1=N c in a 1=N c expansion,yetwhich doesnotperm itthe �0 to decay although

such decay isprecisely a1=N c e�ect.In addition,in thisapproxim ation m �0=M / (N c)
� 3=2

which isfarfrom reality.Inclusion ofaterm toallow �0decay would destabilizethesoliton

solutions.Ryzak hasshown how toovercom ethisdi�culty.Hearguesthattherearem any

uncertaintiesin the estim ation ofa0 butconcludesthatone can have a0 = 0:2� 0:1 in

Skyrm etypem odels.Howeveritishard to seewhy the�0couplesstrongly to thenucleon

in thesem odels.

An entirely di�erentapproach to thecom pensation isdiscussed in [FOR 90],where

itisargued thatthecancellation i.e.thevalidity of(9.5.5)isnaturalforinstanton con�g-

urationsofthegluon �eldswhen thereisjustoneavour.Butitisnotatallself-evident

whathappensforN f = 3.

Yetanotherproposal[KUH 90]isthatthereisa link between theso-called confor-

m alanom aly,which involvesG ��G
�� and theaxialanom aly,which involvesG ��

eG ��.By

m aking an assum ption aboutanalyticity in the m assofthe regulatorferm ion �eldsitis

claim ed thatonehasthefollowing exactresultin thechirallim it:

a0 =
� 2Nf

11N c� 2Nf
= �

2

9
(9.5.6)

for 3 light avours.Such a connection between the anom alies and the relation (9.5.6)

seem s quite naturalin the fram ework ofsupersym m etric QCD where both the energy-

m om entum tensor(with itsconform alanom aly)and theavoursingletcurrent(with its

axialanom aly)occurin thesam esuperm ultipletofcurrents.Buttheextension toordinary

QCD isfarfrom obvious,and som ecounter-argum entshavebeen given [ANS 92a].So it

is notatallclear that (9.5.6)can be taken at face value.On the otherhand attem pts

have been m ade[DOR 93]to support(9.5.6)on thebasisofinstanton dom inanceofthe

�-vacuum .

It has also been suggested [DOR 91]that instanton dom inance ofthe QCD vac-

uum could generatelargepolarized sea quark distributions.In [DOR 91,93],itistacitly

assum ed thatthereisno anom alous�g contribution to a 0,so theEM C experim entisin-

terpretedasim plying�� ’ 0andtheparam etersofthem odelareadjustedsothatthepo-
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larized seacancelsthestandard NaiveParton M odelpolarized valencequarkcontribution.

Theinstantonsaresupposed togeneratean e�ectivequark-quark interaction which m im -

icsPom eron exchangeexceptthattheexchanged objecthasI = 0;G = C = 1;P = +1

and ips helicity.By the usualconnection between high energy behaviour in o�-shell

Com pton scattering and the sm all-x behaviour ofdistributions [see Section 4.1.1]it is

argued thatforsm allx; [�q(x)+ ��q(x)]/ (xln
2
x)� 1.Thisunusually rapid growth at

sm allx isused to producethelargepolarized sea quark contribution.

However,thisapproach seem stoushighly speculativeand isgoverned by thedesire

toobtain �� ’ 0.W ehavehopefullyconvinced thereaderthattheEM C experim entdoes

notdem and ��’ 0 and that,m oreover,theGeneralized Goldberger-Treim an relation is

nicely consistentwith theintuitive beliefthatthevalueof�� isnotfarfrom 1.

Finally we com m ent upon an attem pt to resolve the issue by m eans ofa lattice

calculation [M AN 90]ofthe anom alous gluon contribution to a0.The idea is to try to

m easure �g by m easuring hP;�jfK �jP;�i,or som ething related to it,on a lattice.The

choice oflattice variables to represent fK � is a non-trivialtask but seem s to have been

successfully carried out.The sim ulation isdone on a 63 � 10 lattice at� = 6=g2 = 5:7,

thuscorresponding to �s ’ 0:08.

In[M AN 90]Eq.(6.4.8)wasusedtoextract�g,which isfound tobesm allcom pared

with whatisneeded toexplain theEM C experim entwith areasonably large��.Nam ely

itisclaim ed thatj�gj�
< 0:5.

However,we know from Section 9.4 that (6.4.8) is notthe whole story,and the

relation ism odi�ed by theghostcontribution.Indeed from (9.4.1)and (9.4.3)weseethat

them atrix elem entoffK � in theforward direction isquiteam biguous{ thelim itq
2 ! 0

m ustbecarefully speci�ed.In facttwo di�erentm atrix elem entswerestudied,nam ely

lim
P ! 0

h0;S 0jfK � SjP ;Si and lim
P ! 0

S �P̂

P
h0;S 0j@�

fK
�jP ;Si (9.5.7)

where P̂ isa unitvectoralong P and P = jP j.

Using (9.4.1) and (9.5.4) the values found for these m atrix elem ents lead to the

bounds

�
�
��
3�s�g

2�
+
1

3

p
3f0g�0N �N

2M

�
�
� �
<

1

20
(9.5.8)

�
�
��
3�s�g

2�
+

p
3f0g�0N �N

2M

�
�
� �
<

5

20
� (9.5.9)

W eseethatthesm allnessofthenum ericalresultsdoesnotim ply that�g issm all.

M oreoverthesm allnessof(9.5.9)justcon�rm stheresult(9.5.5)which wasobtained from

the Generalized Goldberger-Treim an relation and isthusin com plete harm ony with the

interpretation ofthe EM C resultwhere a large �� iscancelled by a signi�cantgluonic

contribution!Sim ilarcom m entsapply to a m orerecentnum ericalstudy [ALT 94a].

However,thereisanotherdi�cultywith theinterpretation ofthelatticeresult[EFR

92;M AN 92].Thecalculationisdoneintheso-calledquenchedapproxim ationwhich m eans

thatclosed q�qloopsarenottaken into account.Itiseasy to seediagram atically thatthis

im pliesthatany �0propagatorin thelatticecalculation ofthem atrix elem ents(9.5.7)is

e�ectively a barepropagatori.e.the�0m assisnotshifted from thevaluem 0.Therewill

thusbea contribution to (9.5.7)proportionalto thebare�0propagatori.e.proportional

to (m 2
0 � q2)� 1.Bearing in m ind thatm 0 vanishesin thechirallim itm q ! 0 weseethat
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there should be a singularity in the quenched lattice calculation of(9.5.7)in the chiral

lim itasq2 ! 0.Thissuggeststhatthenum ericalresultsshould betreated with caution

untilthequenched approxim ation can beovercom e.

Itisinteresting tonotethatan analogousproblem would arisein aquenched lattice

calculation ofm atrix elem ents of@�J05�,which iscentralto the Adler-Bardeen relation.

In thiscase the orderoftaking the lim itsq2 ! 0; m 2
q ! 0 determ ineswhetherornota

singularity should occur.Thus,in putting q2 = 0 and then taking the lim itm 2
q ! 0 one

�ndsa cancellation ofthesingularity between them atrix elem entsofP [see(9.3.3)]and

theanom aly.Thiswasnottaken into accountin thelatticecalculations.However,taking

m 2
q = 0 and then latting q2 ! 0 producesa singularity in q2G 2(q

2)ofEq.(9.4.14).

10 g1;2(x)in theQCD Field TheoreticM odel

In Section 3.2and 3.3wediscussed variousattem ptstocalculateg2(x)in theNaive

Parton M odeland in m oresophisticated variantsthereof.W eem phasized thatthesecal-

culations do not lead to coherent results.Di�erent authors obtain di�erent results and

these are usually incom patible with each other.The basic origin ofthis di�culty was

exposed in Section 3.4 whereweexplained thatg2(x)sim ply cannotbecalculated within

thefram ework ofa Parton M odel.

In thisSection weattack theproblem from them uch m oresolid basisofthetwist-

3 QCD Field Theoretic M odel.W e calculate both g1(x) and g2(x) so as to be able to

em phasizethedi�erencesbetween thetwo calculations.

The�rst‘rigorous’derivation oftheresultforg2(x)isdueto Efrem ov and Teryaev

[EFR 84].It is closely connected with the problem ofsingle spin asym m etries in QCD

[HEL 91].Thiswork wassom ewhatextended by Ratcli�e[RAT 86]and by Efrem ov and

Teryaev in a laterpaper[EFR 87;QIU 91].

10.1 T he Q C D Field T heoretic M odel

Let us now turn to the QCD Field Theoretic M odel.In this case one deals with

a Feynm an diagram one part ofwhich is handled perturbatively and the other,being

essentially non-perturbative,is param etrized in term s ofa sm allnum ber ofunknown

functionswhich play the r̂oleofthevariousparton num berdensities.

In thesim plestdiagram onlyquarksof4-m om entum k from thehadron areinvolved

and thediagram issplitintoa‘hard’partE
��

�� and a‘soft’part��� asshown in Fig.10.1.

Both E and � are absorptive partsforthe reactions �q ! X and hadron ! qX

respectively.Thereareno explicitpropagatorsforthequark lines;they areabsorbed into

�.

Them athem aticalstructurewhich representsthecontribution ofFig.10.1 to W ��

is

W
�� =

1

2�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
E
��

��(q;k)���(P;S;k) (10.1.1)

where

��� =

Z

d
4
z e

ik� zhP;Sj� �(0) �(z)jP;Si: (10.1.2)

The label� on  �(z)isa spinorlabel. �(z)isa colum n vectorin colourspace,so �  

involvesa sum overcolour.Colourisirrelevantin E ��.
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Using m atrix notation forthespinorindices,(10.1.1)becom es

W
�� =

1

2�

Z
d4k

(2�)4
Tr

h

E
��(q;k)�(P;S;k)

i

: (10.1.3)

TheParton M odelusually em ergesupon m aking thefollowing approxim ation:

1)The�q interaction isgiven itssim plestform ,asshown in Fig.10.2.

In the following we calculate only with the uncrossed Born diagram .The result

forthe crossed diagram isobtained atthe end by the replacem ent xB j ! � xB j in the

hadronicm atrix elem entsconnected with ��� and issim ply to beadded to theuncrossed

result.Fora quark ofavourf,chargeef (in unitsofe),forthediagram ofFig.10.2a,

E
�� = � e

2
f � 

�[k=+ q=+ m q]
�
�[(k+ q)2 � m

2
q] (10.1.4)

wherem q isthequarkm ass.UsingFig.10.2in Fig.10.1givesrisetothefam iliar‘handbag

diagram ’.In orderto isolatetheantisym m etric partofW �� wem akethereplacem entin

(10.1.4):


�

�

� !

1

2
[��� � 

�

�

�]= � i"

����
�5 (10.1.5)


�

� !

1

2
[�� � 

�

�]= i�

�v (10.1.6)

and recalling (2.1.8)�nd

W
(A )
�� =

e2f

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�[(k+ q)2 � m

2
q]
n

"����(q
� + k

�)Tr
h


�
5�

i

� mqTr[����]
o

: (10.1.7)

2)Oneassum esthatthesoftm atrixelem entcutso�rapidlyfork2 o�them ass-shell

k2 = m 2
q,and fork

� non-collinearwith respectto thehadron m om entum P �.

This is im plem ented as follows.Consider a reference fram e where the hadron is

m oving athigh m om entum along O Z so that

P
� = (E ;0;0;P) with E � P (10.1.8)

isa ‘large’four-vector.W eintroducea ‘sm all’nullvector

n
� =

�
1

P + E
;0;0;�

1

P + E

�

(10.1.9)

such that

n � P = 1; n
2 = 0: (10.1.10)

Onecan then writefork�

k
� = (k� n)P� +

1

2

"
k2 + k

2

T

(k� n)
� M

2(k� n)

#

n
� + k

�

T (10.1.11)

where

k
�

T = (0;kT;0): (10.1.12)

In view oftheassum ption about� wecan say that

k
� � (k� n)P� : (10.1.13)

Itshould benoted thatsom ecareisnecessary in deciding whethertheapproxim a-

tion (10.1.13)isadequate.W eshallsee thatthisdependscrucially upon whetherwe are

considering a nucleon with longitudinal(L)orwith transverse (T)polarization.
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10.2 g1(x):Longitudinalpolarization

Forthestudy ofg1 weconsideranucleon with helicity � = � 1=2 and itissu�cient

to approxim ate(10.1.7)by putting

(q+ k)� � q
� + (k� n)P� (10.2.1)

and dropping theterm proportionalto thequark m assm q.Then writing

q
� + (k� n)P� =

Z

dx �(x � k� n)[q+ xP]� (10.2.2)

wecan taketheintegration overd4k in (10.1.7)through to obtain

W
(A )
�� =

e2f

2
"����

Z

dx
�(x� xBj)

2P � q
(q+ xP)�A �(x) (10.2.3)

where(using SL to denotelongitudinalspin)

A
�(x) �

Z
d4k

(2�)4
d
4
z �(x � k� n)eik� zhP;SLj� (0)

�
5 (z)jP;SLi

=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�xhP;SLj� (0)

�
5 (�n)jP;SLi (10.2.4)

isapseudo-vectorwhich can onlydepend upon thevectorsP �;n� and v� � "��� S�P�n

and thepseudo-vectorS�,and which m ustbelinearin S�.Given thatS � P = 0 theonly

possibilitiesareS� and (n � S)P�.Notethatwith thenorm alization

hP jP 0i= (2�)32E �
3(P � P

0) (10.2.5)

A �(x)hasdim ensions[M ].

Recallthatfora nucleon with 4-m om entum given by (10.1.8)

S
�(�)=

2�

M
(P;0;0;E ) S

2 = � 1; (10.2.6)

where� isa helicity (� = � 1

2
)so that

S
�(�)=

2�

M
(P � � M

2
n
�) (10.2.7)

and wem ay take

S
�(�)�

2�

M
P
�
; (10.2.8)

i.e.M S�(�)isa ‘large’vector.

In view of(10.2.8)thestructures(n� S)P� and S�(�)areequivalentin leadingorder

and theonly possibility isthen (thefactor4 isforlaterconvenience)

A
�(x;�)= 4M hL(x)S

�(�) (10.2.9)

wherethedim ensionlesslongitudinaldistribution function isgiven by 1)

4hL(x)=
n�A

�(x)

2�
=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�xehL(�) (10.2.10)

1) There appearsto be a sign errorin the de�nition ofhL (x)in [CO R 92].O urhL(x)= � 1

2
hC O R
L

,the

factor1/2 being included so asto obtain (10.2.14).O ursign agreeswith [EFR 84].
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where

ehL(�)=
1

M (n � SL)
hP;SLj� (0)n=5 (�n)jP;SLi: (10.2.11)

Substituting into (10.2.3)and adding the contribution from the crossed Born diagram ,

Fig.10.2b,yields

W
(A )
�� (L)= e

2
f

M

P � q
[hL(xBj)+ hL(� xBj)]"����q

�
S
�(�): (10.2.12)

Note that the term xP � in (10.2.3) does not contribute on account of(10.2.8).

Consequently (10.2.12)is gauge invariant q�W (A )
�� = 0.Note that(10.2.8),which holds

only forlongitudinalspin,iscrucialforthegaugeinvariance.

Com paring with (2.1.19)in the approxim ation S� / P � we obtain,forthe contri-

bution ofa quark ofavourf,

g1(x)=
1

2
e
2
f [h

f

L(x)+ h
f

L(� x)]: (10.2.13)

Ifone treatsthe quark �eldsin (10.2.10)asfree �eldsand regardsthe nucleon as

an assem blageoffreepartonsone�nds

h
f

L(x)= �q f(x) h
f

L(� x)= ��qf(x) (10.2.14)

so that(10.2.13)reproducesthesim pleParton M odelresultforg1(x).Equation (10.2.13)

provides a �eld theoretic generalization ofthe Parton M odelresult.A m ore intuitive

expression isgiven in Section 10.5.W enow considerhow thetransverse spin casedi�ers

from theabove.

10.3 g2(x):Transverse polarization

In orderto seetheessentialdi�erencebetween thelongitudinaland transversespin

casesconsideragain the result(10.2.12).In theCM ofthe�-nucleon collision,asfaras

m agnitudesareconcerned,forthelongitudinalcasewehave

jq�j� jM S�(�)j= O (�); P � q= M � (10.3.1)

so thatforthelargecom ponentsofW (A )
�� (L),

jW
(A )

12 (L)j= O (�=M ) (10.3.2)

assum ing thatjhL(x)j= O (1).

In thetransversespin casetheanalogueof(10.2.4)can only beproportionalto S�
T

since n � ST = 0,and willproduce a result like (10.2.12) with S(�) ! ST.Given that

jSTj= O (1)onehas,forthe‘large’com ponents,only

jW (A )
�� (T)j= O (1): (10.3.3)

This im m ediately suggests thatcare m ust be exercised in neglecting non-leading term s

e.g.in (10.1.11).

Secondly,note thatin (10.2.1)the term (k � n)P� of(10.1.11)did notcontribute

becauseofthefactthat,in leading order,P� / S�(�).In thetransversecasethiswillnot

happen and the analogue of(10.2.12)willcontain a term "����P
�S�

T in W (A )
�� (T)which,

(analogously to theParton M odelcase(3.4.3)when m 6= m q)isnotgaugeinvariant.
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W em ustthereforereturn to(10.1.4)andim proveupon theapproxim ation (10.1.13).

However,it willthen turn out that the m ore com plicated non Parton M odeldiagram

involving gluon exchange,Fig.10.3,contributes to the sam e order.This isnotentirely

surprisinggiven thattheoperatorproductresult(5.2.2)forthem om entsofg2(x)involves

A �.

Am azingly,aswasshown by Efrem ov and Teryaev [EFR 84],thisterm justcancels

theunwanted contribution from the(k� n)P= and them assterm softhehandbag diagram

and the �nalresultisgauge invariant.Essentialin thisproofisthe use ofthe equations

ofm otion forthequark �eld.

The analysis to show the cancellation is rathercom plicated and is carried outin

Appendix C.W e shallonly state the result here.It is the exact analogue of(10.2.12),

nam ely,including thecontribution ofthecrossed Born diagram Fig.10.2b,

W
(A )
�� (T)= e

2
f

M

P � q
[fT(xB j)+ fT(� xB j)]"����q

�
S
�
T (10.3.4)

wheretheanalogueof(10.2.9)is

A
�(x;T)= 4M fT(x)S

�
T (10.3.5)

with 1)

4fT(x)=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�x efT(�) (10.3.6)

where

efT(�)=
1

M
hP;STj� (0)5S=T (�n)jP;STi: (10.3.7)

Com paring (10.3.4)with (2.1.19),forthe case oftransverse polarization,we obtain for

thecontribution ofa quark ofavourf,

g1(x)+ g2(x)=
e2f

2
[f

f

T(x)+ f
f

T(� x)]: (10.3.8)

Although thesurviving contribution com esfrom the‘handbag’diagram itdoesnot,

in fact,haveany sim pleparton interpretation asisexplained briey in Section 10.4.

10.4 T he N aive Parton M odelfor g2(x) revisited

Theresult(10.3.8)forg1(x)+ g2(x)togetherwith theexpression (10.3.6)forfT(x)

which only involvesquark �eld operatorsm ightsuggestthatthereoughtto bea form ula

forg1(x)+ g2(x)derivable in the Naive Parton M odel.However one can easily see that

thisisnotso.

In the Naive Parton M odelwe would treat (z)asa free �eld and the proton as

an assem blage offreepartons.The key elem entin evaluating (10.3.7)would then bethe

m atrix elem ent.

hk;s0j� (0)5S=T (�n)jk;si (10.4.1)

taken between free quark states labelled by the covariant spin vectors s and s0.This

m atrix elem ent willbe m ultiplied by proton wave functions giving the am plitudes for

�nding quarkswith (k;s)and (k;s0)respectively.Thereareessentially two possibilities:

i) Ifwe choose to use quark states ofde�nite helicity �; �0,for m assless quarks

the m atrix elem ent (10.4.1) is diagonali.e.hk;�0j:::jk;�i / ��0� and the product of

1) O urfT (x)= 2fC O R
T

(x)forreasonsexplained afterEqn.(10.2.10).
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wave-functions becom es their m odulus squared,yielding a probabilistic interpretation.

Butin thiscaseone�ndsthat(10.4.1)isproportionalto m qST � s(�)which iszero in the

Naive Parton M odelwith no k? .So any non-zero resultisonly oforderk? and cannot

be evaluated withouta m odelofthe kT-distribution,an aspectofthe nucleon structure

which isusually considered to bebeyond theNaiveParton M odel.

ii)Ifwechooseto usequark statesofde�nitetransverse spin e.g.states

j" or #i=
1
p
2

�

j+i� ij� i

�

; (10.4.2)

then the m atrix elem ent (10.4.1)iszero form assless quarks ifs0 = s and is largestfor

non-diagonaltransitions j"i ! j#i.Consequently one does not obtain a probabilistic

expression from the nucleon wave-functions.M oreovereven the non-diagonaltransitions

vanish in theabsenceofk? .

Ofcoursetheaboveargum entsdo notm ean thatonecannotdo m odelcalculations

ofg1(x)+ g2(x).They sim ply im ply thattheresultswillnothavethetraditionalParton

M odelform and willdepend upon speci�c assum ptionsaboutthe k? dependence ofthe

nucleon wave-function.

10.5 Probabilistic form for g1(x) in the Field T heoretic M odel

W em entioned in Section 10.2 thatthehadronicm atrix elem enthL(x),in term sof

which g1(x)isgiven in (10.2.13),reducesto theusualpartonic�q(x)when the�eldsare

treated asnon-interacting free �elds.However even in the case ofinteracting �elds one

can rewrite the form ulae (10.2.10,11)forhL(x)in such a way asto display m anifestly

theprobabilisticinterpretation.

From theanalysisofthem atrix elem enthP;SLj� (0)
�5 (�n)jP;SLigiven in Eq.

(E.1)itiseasy to seethatto leading orderthem atrix elem entswith � = 0 and � = 3 are

equal.From thede�nition ofn� (10.1.9)wecan thusreplacethefactorn= which occursin

thede�nition ofhL(x)by

n==
1

P + E
(0 + 

3) !
2

P + E

0 �

0

P
� (10.5.1)

Insidethem atrix elem ent(10.2.11)wem ay then write

� (0)n=5 (�n) !
1

P
� (0)05 (�n)=

1

P
 
y(0)5 (�n)

=
1

P

�

 
y(0)

1+ 5

2
 (�n)�  

y(0)
1� 5

2
 (�n)

�

(10.5.2)

=
1

P

( �
1+ 5

2
 (0)

�y� 1+ 5

2
 (�n)

�

(10.5.3)

�

�
1� 5

2
 (0)

�y� 1� 5

2
 (�n)

�)

where,in thelaststep,wehaveused

�
1� 5

2

�2

=

�
1� 5

2

�

:

Finally,inserting a sum overa com pletesetofstates,using translationalinvariance

to shift from  (�n) to  (0),and carrying out the integration over � in (10.2.10),we
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obtain,taking a nucleon with helicity � = +1=2,

hL(x)= q+ (x)� q� (x) (10.5.4)

where

q� (x)�
1

4P

X

X

�
�
�
�hX j

1� 5

2
 (0)jP;� = 1=2i

�
�
�
�

2

�[n � PX � (1� x)]: (10.5.5)

This displays m anifestly the probabilistic nature ofq� (x) even in the fully interactive

theory.

The sam e approach clearly fails forfT(x) given by (10.3.6,7),in term s ofwhich

g2(x)isgiven by (10.3.8).

Concerningourexpression (10.5.5)forq� (x),onecan deriveam oreaccurateresult,

in which onedoesnotm aketheapproxim ation thatthem atrix elem entswith � = 0 and

� = 3 areequal,using theform alism oflight-cone�elds[M AN 91a].

De�ne


� =

1
p
2
(0 � 

3) (10.5.6)

and projection operator

P+ =
1

2

�

+

P
2
+ = P+ (10.5.7)

and \good" com ponentofthe�eld

 + � P+  : (10.5.8)

Then a m oreaccurateexpression forq� (x)is

q� (x)=
1

4P

X

X

�
�
�
�hX j

1� 5

2
 + (0)jP;� = 1=2i

�
�
�
�

2

�[n � PX � (1� x)]: (10.5.9)

11 Futureexperim ents

Throughoutthispaperwehavestressed the r̂oleoftheaxialanom aly in providing

an unexpected gluon contribution to the �rstm om ents�
p;n

1 m easured in polarized deep

inelastic lepton{hadron scattering.As a consequence ofthis m echanism the data can

be explained with a large spin contribution �� ’ 0:7 from the quarks,as expected

intuitively.Thisisin accord with theGeneralized Goldberger{Treim an relation and with

variousrelativisticbag m odelcalculations.Thesm allnessoftheavoursingletpartof�
p

1

isexplained asa cancellation between �� and theanom alousgluon contribution.

However,in ordertoaccom plish thisonerequiresalargegluon spin �gathQ 2i’ 10

(GeV/c)2,i.e.�g ’ 4.Aswehaveexplained,itisinevitable,within QCD-evolution,that

�g growsinde�nitely with Q 2,so even ifintuitively weexpect�g very sm allatsm allQ 2

wereally cannotruleouttheabovevalueathQ 2i’ 10 (GeV/c)2.

But,clearly,itisofthe utm ostim portance to testthisexplanation by m easuring

�g in other,independentreactions.IfitisaslargeastheDIS experim entssuggestthen

there willbe m easurable e�ects in severalother processes.In the following we indicate

briey som eofthepossibilitiesthathavebeen studied thusfar[W IN 92,REY 93].

In Section 7.3 weexplained how thegrowth of�g iscom pensated forby an analo-

gousgrowth in Lz,thetotalorbitalangularm om entum carried by allpartons.Thehard

processes we are about to discuss,being short range interactions,are insensitive to Lz

and can thusreveal�g directly.
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11.1 Sem i-inclusive deep inelastic lepton{hadron reactions

Perhapsthem oststraightforward proposal[CAR 88,M AN 91]isin sem i-inclusive

polarized DIS.Theidea isto selecteventswith �nalstatehadronsoflargepT relative to

the �-nucleon collision axis.Such events should be enriched by two-jetproduction via

the photon{gluon fusion subprocess shown in Fig.8.2 and willdepend directly on �g.

Thecontribution to �
p

1 com ing from thissubclassofeventsshould besensitiveto �g and

could even benegativeforsom echoiceofpT cut-o�.

Very m uch in thesam espiritonecould selecton eventswith charm pairproduction

[GLU 88]oron J= production atlargepT [KAL 89;SRI92].Them echanism isthesam e

asshown in Fig.8.2.These processesarequitesensitive to �g.

Anotherproposalistolookatthesem i-inclusiveproduction offorward kaons,which

should be sensitive to the strange quarks in the nucleon [CLO 89].The idea here is to

m easurethepolarization ofthestrangequarksin thenucleon,i.e.�s.Thisisim portant

because ifthe anom alous gluon contribution is NOT the correct m echanism to explain

the sm allnessofthe avoursingletpartof�
p

1 then one can arrange to have �� ’ 0 by

invoking a surprisingly large and negative polarized strange quark distribution,as was

discussed in Section 4.3.3.Howevertheinterpretation oftheexperim entm ightbedi�cult

because som e contribution could arise from s�s pairscreated in the photon{gluon fusion

diagram ,Fig.8.2.

M ostofthe above m easurem ents should be feasible in the present SM C (CERN)

and SLAC experim ents(provided high enough statisticsand good enough particle iden-

ti�cation can beachieved)and in thenextgeneration ofexperim entsnow being planned,

viz.HERM ES atDESY and HELP atCERN.

11.2 H adron{hadron reactions

Ifit is possible to produce high energy collisions oflongitudinally polarized pro-

tons or antiprotons on a longitudinally polarized nucleon target then a whole range of

experim entalpossibilitiesbecom efeasibleforstudying �g.

11.2.1 Hard  and Drell-Yan reactions

Severalpossibilitieshavebeen analysed (see[BER 89]).Theclassicand m ostdirect

experim entwould bethepolarization asym m etry in theproduction cross-section forhard

’sathigh pT.Theobviousasym m etry

A =
d�

!
!

� d�

!
 

d�

!
!

+ d�

!
 

(11.2.1)

dependsstrongly on �g and �q.

Itshould also bepossibleto detectthepolarization asym m etry in theproduction

cross-section fora high pT jet[RAM 88],butthiswillbe lesssensitive to �g than hard

 production becausequark initiated processesplay a relatively largerr̂ole.

Experim entsoftheabovetypeareplanned fortheRHIC collidernow undercon-

struction atBrookhaven butitm ightalso befeasibleto do such m easurem entsusing the

secondary polarized proton beam colliding with a �xed polarized targetatthe Ferm ilab

TEVATRON.
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One ofthe m ostinteresting possibilitiesforlearning about�g in hadron-hadron

collisionsinvolvestheproduction ofDrell-Yan lepton pairsatlargepT,i.e.wherethepT

ofthe pair islarge with respectto the collision axis.Ofcourse the obviousexperim ent,

analogousto the hard  case,is the production asym m etry using both polarized beam

and polarized target.Butwhatisespecially interesting aboutthe Drell-Yan case,given

thedi�culty ofprovidingbothapolarized beam andapolarized targetathigh energies,is

thatcertain asym m etriessensitiveto �g existeven when justthebeam orjustthetarget

islongitudinally polarized.

Theproblem isthatthesesinglespin asym m etriesvanish in theusualBorn m ech-

anism for large pT production shown in Fig.11.1.A non-zero asym m etry arises from

 � Z0 interference forlarge m asspairs[LEA 93,94a]orfrom interference between the

Born diagram sand theoneloop QCD correctionsto qg ! q and q�q! g [CAR 92].

Them ostcom pleteinform ation isobtained iftheangulardistribution ofthelepton

in the pair rest fram e can be m easured [LEA 93,94a].Alternatively,one can m easure

whatm ight be called the handedness(H )ofthe lepton pair.Let k� be the laboratory

m om entum ofthe‘� and P bethelaboratory m om entum oftheproton polarized beam

(ortarget).De�ne

X l� P � (k+ � k� ) (11.2.2)

and letN (X l)bethenum berofpairswith given valueofX l.Then

H �
N (X l> 0)� N (Xl< 0)

N (X l> 0)+ N (X l< 0)
(11.2.3)

issensitive to �g.

Allsuch singlespin experim ents,however,look di�cultbecauseofthesm allcross-

sections.Ithasalso been pointed outthatthereisa correlation between thepolarization

oftheproduced lepton ordirectphoton and thepolarization ofthebeam [CON 91],which

dependson �g.Such an experim entm ightbe feasible with m uon pairs,butclearly itis

very di�cultto m onitorthe�nallepton polarization.

11.2.2 Heavy quark production

Probably the m ost sensitive experim ent to �g and,in m any ways,perhaps the

m ost realistic,is the polarization asym m etry in the production ofheavy quarks using

longitudinally polarized beam and target[COR 88].In thiscasethedom inantsubprocess

is the gluon fusion reaction g+ g ! q+ �q and the asym m etry willbe proportionalto

(�g)2.Sizableasym m etriesareexpected and should bem easurableatRHIC.

11.3 Jet handedness

Ifitwere possible to m easure the polarization ofthe high pT quark produced in

thepartonicreaction

q+ ~g ! ~q+ g (11.3.1)

where an unpolarized quark collideswith a polarized gluon,then onewould have a very

directm easure ofthe gluon polarization.The advantage ofsuch an approach isthatit

requires only an unpolarized beam colliding with a polarized target.The problem isto

m easurethe�nalquark’spolarization in thedom inantprocesswhereithadronizesinto a

jet.Thusonehasto study thereaction

p+ ~p! jet+ X (11.3.2)
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and som ehow m onitorthepolarization ofthequark which initiated thejet[STR 92].(One

ise�ectively trying to m easurethelongitudinalspin transferD LL [BOU 80].)

One can de�ne the handedness ofa jet and show that it is proportionalto the

polarization ofthe initiating parton [NAC 77;EFR 78,92a].Nam ely,analogously to

(11.2.2)onecan de�ne

X L �
P J � (p1 � p2)

jP Jj
(11.3.3)

where P J is the jet m om entum and p1;2 are the m om enta oftwo particles in the jet

chosen according to som e de�nite criteria.Forexam ple we could choose the leading and

thesecond leading particlesin thejet.

The handednessisthen de�ned in term softhe num berofjetswith X L > 0 and

X L < 0,i.e.

H jet=
N (X L > 0)� N (XL < 0)

N (X L > 0)+ N (X L < 0)
� (11.3.4)

(An analogous quantity can be de�ned based on using the m om enta ofthe three m ost

leading particlesin thejet).

Theessentialpointisthat

H jet= �J Pq (11.3.5)

where Pq isthe degree oflongitudinalpolarization ofthe initiating quark and �J isthe

‘jetanalysing power’,thecalculation ofwhich liesin therealm ofnon-perturbativeQCD.

Thusthekey issueisthesizeof�J.

M iraculously �J can bem easured!Thepointisthatin theelectroweak process

e
+
e
� ! Z

0 ! q�q! 2 jets (11.3.6)

theqand �qaresigni�cantlypolarizedandtheirpolarizationisknown withsom econ�dence

from electroweak theory.Thusby m easuring H jet in (11.3.5)we e�ectively m easure �J.

One can argue 1) that it is also possible to m easure �J independently ofelectroweak

theory by studying thecorrelationsbetween thehandenessofthetwo jetsin (11.3.6).

There is a theoreticalestim ate that �J ’ (5 { 10)% [RYS 93,EFR 94].Ifthis

is con�rm ed by m easurem ents of (11.3.5) then it willopen up the realpossibility of

m easuring �g at presently existing accelerators,i.e at the Ferm ilab TEVATRON,the

CERN SPS and theSerpukhov UNK.

12 Conclusions

Polarized Deep InelasticScattering hasproved to bean exciting and controversial

�eld in which unexpected experim entalresults have engendered the discovery ofunex-

pectedly subtletheoreticalproblem s.

M uch new data hasbecom e available in the pastyearsfrom the SM C atCERN

and from theE142atSLAC,including,forthe�rsttim e,resultson theneutron.And the

controversialEM C proton data of1987 havebeen con�rm ed by theSM C.

Theprincipalpointsthathaveem erged are:

1. The Bjorken sum rule has been tested,and provided su�cient care is exercised in

dealing with experim ents at di�erent m ean Q 2 and in incorporating perturbative

QCD corrections,there isabsolutely no evidence forany violation ofthe sum rule.

Earlierclaim sto thecontrary weresim ply too cavalierin handling thedata.

1) See [NAC 77]:note that�J correspondsto the quantity L � R
L + R

in thatpaper.
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2. Them easurem entofthe�rstm om ent�
p

1 ofg
p

1(x)doesnotm easurethecontribution

ofthequarkspinstothespin oftheproton.Thereisan anom alousgluon contribution

which signi�cantly alters the theoreticalexpression for�
p

1 so thatthe sm allness of

�
p

1 no longerim pliesan alm ostzero contribution from the quark spins.Thisexpla-

nation requiresa signi�cantpolarized gluon density and thisfeaturem ustbetested

independently.Thepolarized gluon num berdensity �g can bem easured in polarized

sem i-inclusive deep inelasticlepton-hadron interactions,and in hadron-hadron colli-

sionsinvolving polarized beam and target.Both hard  and Drell-Yan reactionsare

sensitiveto�g,asisthepolarization asym m etry in heavy quarkproduction.Another

possible approach isvia \jethandedness".RHIC seem s to be an idealm achine for

exploring theproperty of�g.

3. W hile �
p

1 itselfno longerdeterm inesthe contribution ofthe quark spinsto the spin

ofthenucleon,theredoesexista non-perturbativeGeneralized Goldberger-Treim an

relation which connects the quark spin to the coupling ofthe �0 to nucleons.This

coupling can in principle be deduced from a detailed phase-shift analysis ofelastic

nucleon-nucleon scattering orfrom som e otherexperim ents.Estim atesalready exist

buta m oreaccuratedeterm ination would beofgreatinterest.

4. Itturnsoutthatg2(x)cannotbe calculated in the Naive Parton M odelnorin the

QCD Im proved Parton M odel.Nonethelessan expression can beobtained foritin a

�eld theoreticapproach.Theresultdoesnothavea partonicinterpretation.

5. NeithertheBurkhardt-Cottingham northeEfrem ov-Leader-Teryaev sum rulesfollow

from the Operator Product Expansion.Indeed ifsim ple Regge argum ents can be

trusted,the behaviour at sm allx ofg2 should lead to divergent integrals in these

sum rules.Butthe argum entisnotwatertightand every e�ortshould be m ade to

testthesum rulesexperim entally 1).

A ppendix A -Som e kinem atic relations am ongst asym m etries and scaling

functions

The spin{spin asym m etriesA k and A ? ,Eqs.(2.1.27)and (2.1.38)respectively,are

usually expressed in term sofvirtualCom pton scattering asym m etriesA 1;2,as

A k = D (A 1 + �A2) (A.1)

and

A ? = d(A 2 � �A1); (A.2)

where

A 1 =
M �G1 � Q2G 2

W 1

=
g1 � (4M 2x2=Q 2)g2

F1
(A.3)

A 2 =
q

Q 2
M G 1 + �G2

W 1

=
2M x
p
Q 2

g1 + g2

F1
(A.4)

D =
E � �E0

E (1+ �R)
� =

�
p
Q 2

E � �E0
(A.5)

d = D

s

2�

1+ �
� = �

1+ �

2�

1) Note added in proof:The �rst few data on g
p

2
(x) which have just appeared [ADA 94a]have large

errorsand do notallow yeta signi�canttestofthe sum rules.
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with
1

�
= 1+ 2

 

1+
�2

Q 2

!

tg2
�

2
(A.6)

and,asin Eq.(2.1.32),

R =
W 2

W 1

 

1+
�2

Q 2

!

� 1=
F2

2xF1

 

1+
4M 2x2

Q 2

!

� 1 : (A.7)

The analysisofA k proceedsthrough subsequentapproxim ations.One �rstnotices

thatboth thecoe�cient� and A 2,which isbounded by [LEA 85]

jA 2j�
p
R ; (A.8)

aresm all,so thatitisreasonably accurateto write

A k � D A1 : (A.9)

Onethen neglectstheg2 term in A 1,Eq.(A.3),and replacesF1(x)by

F1(x)=
F2(x)

2x[1+ R(x)]
(A.10)

which originatesfrom Eq.(A.7)for4M 2x2 � Q 2.

Thusoneobtains

g1(x)�
A k

D

F2(x)

2x[1+ R(x)]
; (A.11)

which expressesg1(x)in term softhem easured asym m etry A k,theunpolarized structure

function F2(x)=[2x(1+ R)](also m easured)and theknown coe�cientD.Itcan beshown

thatalltheaboveapproxim ationsareactually quiteharm less[LEA 88].

TheanalysisofA ? isdicussed in Section 2.1.3.

A ppendix B -C urrent m atrix elem ents in the Parton M odel

In the Standard M odelallhadronic currentsareexpressed in term sofquark �elds

 f(x)wheref labelstheavour.W erequiretheforward m atrixelem entsofthesecurrents

taken between nucleon states.W e shalluse the quark-parton m odelto evaluate these in

thefram eS1 wheretheproton m ovesalong O Z athigh speed.

Considerthegenericcurrent

Jf = � f� f (B.1)

where � = � or�5,evaluated atthe space-tim e origin x� = 0.W e shallevaluate the

forward m atrix elem entsofJf in a proton statewith covariantspin vectorS�.

W einsertcom pletesetsofquarkstates,correspondingtopartonsoffour-m om entum

k and helicity �.

Becausetheproton ispolarized weneed to introducenf(k;�;S)d
3k asthenum ber

ofavour f quarks with three-m om entum in the range k ! k + d3k and with helicity

� insidea proton offour-m om entum P and covariantspin vectorS�.Aftersom ealgebra

one�ndsfortheforward hadronicm atrix elem ents,

hP;SjJfjP;Si=
X

�

Z

d
3
k
P0

�
nf(k;�;S)hk;�jJfjk;�i (B.2)
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where � isthe parton energy and where we have utilised the factthatforfastquarks�

and �5 conservehelicity.

Letusnow de�nem orespeci�cally

J
�
f = � f

�
 f J

5�
f = � f

�
5 f : (B.3)

Then treating thequark-partonsas‘free’particlesin S1 onehas

hk;�jJ�f jk;�i= �u�
�
u� = 2k� (B.4)

and

hk;�jJ5�f jk;�i= �u�
�
5u� = 2m fs

�(�) (B.5)

wheres�(�)istheparton’scovariantspin vectorcorrespondingtoahelicity state� = � 1

2
,

s
�(�)=

2�

m f

(jkj;�̂k): (B.6)

On grounds ofLorentz covariance the forward nucleonic m atrix elem ents have a

sim ilarstructure:

hP;SjJ�fjP;Si= 2vfP
� (B.7)

and

hP;SjJ5�f jP;Si= 2M afS
� (B.8)

where vf;af are num bers(Lorentz scalars)thatm easure the strength ofthe vectorand

axial-vectorm atrix elem ents.Asexplained in [BAI82]thenum bersvf areexactly known

when thecurrentsJ�f areconserved currents.

Substituting (B.4 and 5)into (B.2)and using (B.7 and 8)one�nds

P
�
vf =

X

�

Z

d
3
k
P0

�
nf(k;�;S)k

� (B.9)

and

M S
�
af =

X

�

Z

d
3
k
P0

�
nf(k;�;S)m fs

�(�): (B.10)

Now taking in S1

k �

 

x
0
P +

m 2 + k
2

T

2x0P
;kT;x

0
P

!

(B.11)

and using itin (B.6),and taking

S
�(�)=

2�

M

 

P;0;0; � P �
M 2

2P

!

(B.12)

fora proton ofhelicity �= � 1

2
,we�nd eventually,from (B.9 and 10)

vf =

Z
1

0

dx
0[qPf (x

0)+ q
A
f (x

0)]=

Z
1

0

dx qf(x) (B.13)

and

af =

Z 1

0

dx
0[qPf (x

0)� q
A
f (x

0)]=

Z 1

0

dx �q f(x): (B.14)

whereqPf (x)and q
A
f (x)arerespectively thenum berdensitiesofquarksf with spin parallel

orantiparallelto thenucleon spin.
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In the above we considered only quarks.A sim ilar argum ents holds forantiquark

constituents,wherethepartonicm atrix elem entsare

hk;�jJ�f jk;�i= � �v�
�
v� = � 2k�

hk;�jJ5�f jk;�i= � �v�
�
5v� = 2m fs

�(�): (B.15)

Finally then one�nds

vf =

Z
1

0

dx [qf(x)� �qf(x)] (B.16)

af =

Z 1

0

dx [�q f(x)+ ��q f(x)]: (B.17)

Thecurrentsoccuring in DIS arealljustlinearcom bination ofthecurrentsJ�f and

J5�f so thatallresultsquoted in Section 4.3 follow trivially from (B.7,8,16 and 17).

A ppendix C -Transverse spin:the restoration ofelectrom agnetic gauge

invariance

W e work in a reference system where the nucleon 4-m om entum P � is given by

(10.1.8)and wherethenull-vectorn� isasin (10.1.9).

W e shallchoose the gauge A � n = 0 forsim plicity.In the generaltreatm ent[EFR

84]where E ��(:::;k;:::)of(10.1.3)doesnotreferjustto the Born (‘handbag’)diagram ,

thetechnique isto replace(10.2.1)by

(q+ k)� = q
� + (k� n)P� + �k � (C.1)

and to do a Taylor expansion in the sm allquantity �k �,so that (10.1.1) willinvolve

(@E ��)=(@k�)evaluated atk
� = (q+ xP)�.

Thecontribution toW �� from Fig.10.3which involvesgluon exchange(G)isofthe

form (weshow explicitely thecolourlabelsi;j;a)

W
��

G =
1

2�

Z
d4k1

(2�)4

d4k2

(2�)4
E
���

�� (k1;k2)g(�
a
=2)

ji

�

Z

d
4
z1d

4
z2 e

ik1z1 e
i(k2� k1)z2hP;Sj� �;j(0)A

a
�(z2) �;i(z1)jP;Si:

(C.2)

W e absorb the colour m atrix (�a=2)ji and the factor g into the hadronic m atrix

elem entto obtain

W
��

G =
1

2�

Z
d4k1

(2�)4

d4k2

(2�)4
Tr

h

E
���(k1;k2)�

G
� (P;S;k1;k2)

i

(C.3)

where

�G
� =

Z

d
4
z1d

4
z2 e

ik1z1 e
i(k2� k1)z2hP;Sj� (0)gA �(z2) (z1)jP;Si (C.4)

and where now  is a colum n vector in spin space and in colour space and A � is the

m atrix A � = (�a
=2)A a

�:Thetracein (C.3)isonly overspinorlabels.

In thegeneraltreatm enta key r̂oleisplayed by theW ard identity

@E ��

@k�
(q+ xP)= E

���(q+ xP;q+ xP) (C.5)

95



which perm its a connection between the leading order part ofW
��

G and the Taylor ex-

pansion ofW �� from thequark diagram ofFig.10.2 .Thereaderisreferred to [EFR 84]

forthe generalanalysis.Here we shallillustrate the phenom enon by taking the sim plest

casewhereE �� isgiven by theBorn diagram in Fig.10.2 and E ��� by theBorn diagram

shown in Fig.C.1.Both E �� and E ��� areindependentofcolour.

Forthissim plestcase itiseasiernotto use the Taylorexpansion (C.1)in (10.1.4)

butto splitq=+ k=+ m q into q=,which yieldstheresult(10.3.4),and thecontribution from

k=+ m q,which weshallcall�W
(A )
�� ,where

�W
��

(A )
=
e2f

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

�

"
����Tr[�5��]� mqTr[�

���]

�

�[(k+ q)2 � m
2
q] (C.6)

wherewehaveused (10.1.5)and (10.1.7)and where

�� =

Z

d
4
z e

ikzhP;Sj� (0)i@� (z)jP;Si: (C.7)

To obtain (C.7) we have used the fact that k� can be obtained by di�erentiating

eikz,plusthe usualassum ption thatthe hadronic m atrix elem entvanishesforjzj! 1 .

Noteforfuturereferencethatby translationalinvarianceonecan show that

� (0)i
!

@�  (z)( ) � (0)(� i
 

@�) (z) (C.8)

areequivalentinsidethem atrix elem entin (C.7).

Introducing I =
R
dx �(x � k � n),and using (C.8),Eq.(C.6) can eventually be

written as

�W
��

(A )
=

e2f

8P � q

Z

dx �(x� xB j)h"
����

�5(� i
!

@� +i
 

@�)� 2mq�
��i (C.9)

wherewehaveintroduced theshorthand forany X

hX i�

Z
d�

2�
e
i�xhP;STj� (0)X  (�n)jP;STi: (C.10)

Turning now to the gluon diagram ,using the Born approxim ation in Fig.C.1,we

keep only theleading term sin thequark propagators:

q
� + k

�

1 � q
� + (k1 � n)P� =

Z

dx1 �(x1 � k1 � n)(q� + x1P
�)

q
� + k

�

2 � q
� + (k2 � n)P� =

Z

dx2 �(x2 � k2 � n)(q� + x2P
�): (C.11)

Aftersom em anipulation (C.3)becom es

W
��

G =
e2f

8P � q

Z

dx1dx2hh
�(q=+ x2P=)gA=(�1n)(q=+ x1P=)

�ii

� Disc

"
1

(x1 � xBj)(x2 � xBj)

 
i

�P � q

! #
(C.12)

where,forany X ,

hhX (x1;x2;�1)ii�

Z
d�1

2�

d�2

2�
e
i�2x2e

i�1(x1� x2)

� hP;STj� (0)X (x1;x2;�1n) (�2n)jP;STi:

(C.13)
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Note that ifX depends on only one ofthe variables x1 or x2,one has the useful

results Z

dx2 hhX (x1;�1)ii= hX (x1;�1)i (C.14)

Z

dx1 hhX (x2;�1)ii= hX (x2;0)i: (C.15)

Note thatalthough (C.14,15)look innocuousthere isthe hidden assum ption that

the Fouriertransform sin (C.10,C.13)can be inverted.W e shallreturn to thisquestion

in Appendix E.

The discontinuity in (C.12)ism ostsim ply evaluated by splitting into partialfrac-

tions.Itwillturn outto beusefulto do thisin two ways:

Disc

"
1

(x1 � xBj)(x2 � xBj)

#

= Disc

(
1

x2 � x1

"
1

x1 � xBj
�

1

x2 � xBj

#)

=
� i�

x2 � x1
[�(x1 � xBj)� �(x2 � xBj)]

(C.16)

or

Disc

"
1

(x1 � xBj)(x2 � xBj)

#

= Disc

(
1

x1 + x2 � 2xBj

"
1

x1 � xBj
+

1

x2 � xBj

#)

=
� i�

x1 + x2 � 2xBj
[�(x1 � xBj)+ �(x2 � xBj)]:

(C.17)

The-m atrix identity


�

�

� � g

��

� = g

��

� � g

��

� � i"

����
�5 (C.18)

ishelpfulin sim plifying the-algebra and willbecrucialata laterstageoftheanalysis.

W hen using thisto sim plify �(q=+ x2P=)A=(q=+ x1P=)
�,and when thepieceantisym -

m etricin �� isextracted,onecan discard allterm softhetype�(P=orq=)(P � A orq� A)�,

since they give a vanishing contribution in leading order.To see this,via (10.1.5),such

contributionsinvolveterm slike

(P � orq�)(P� orq�)"
����hP;STj� (0)�5A �(�1n) (�2n)jP;STi: (C.19)

Now them atrix elem entisa pseudotensor.Theleading term slinearin ST can then only

havetheform sP�S
T
� and ST

� P�.Butthelatterm ustbeabsentsincein ourgaugeA � n = 0.

Thus(C.19)involvesP � ST orq� ST which both vanish.

Finally,theantisym m etric partofthe-m atrix expression in (C.12)becom es

g(P � q)
n

� i"
����

�5A �(�n)(x1+ x2� 2xBj)+ (x1+ x2)n=[P
�
A
�(�n)� P

�
A
�(�n)]

o

:(C.20)

Com bining thisjudiciously with (C.16 and 17)wegetfortheantisym m etricpartof

(C.12)

W
��

G (A )
=

e2f

8P � q

Z

dx1dx2

n

g�(x1 � xBj)hh� "
����

�5A �(�n)

� in=[P�A �(�n)� P
�
A
�(�n)]ii� g�(x2 � xBj)hh"

����
�5A �(�n)

� in=[P�A �(�n)� P
�
A
�(�n)]ii

o

: (C.21)

Thetrivialdependence on x1;x2 allowsusto use(C.14 and 15)to obtain

W
��

G (A )
=

e2f

8P � q

Z

dx �(x� xBj)
n

h� "
����

�5A �(0)

� in=[P�A �(0)� P
�
A
�(0)]i� h"�����5A �(�n)

� in=[P�A �(�n)� P
�
A
�(�n)]i

o

:

(C.22)
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Now notethatthe structuresof�W
��

(A )
in (C.9)and W

��

G (A )
in (C.22)are identical,

so wem ay add them to obtain

�W
��

(A )
+ W

��

G (A )
=

e2f

8P � q

Z

dx �(x � xBj)
n

h"�����5
!

D �(�n)

� mq�
�� � ign=[P�A �(�n)� P

�
A
�(�n)]+ "

����
�5

 

D �(0)

� mq�
�� + ign=[P �

A
�(0)� P

�
A
�(0)]i

o

(C.23)

wherewehaveintroduced

!

D �(z) = i
!

@� � gA�(z)
 

D �(z) = � i
 

@� � gA�(z): (C.24)

Consider�rsttheterm sinvolvingn=.W ecansim plifythem byanalysingthestructure

ofthem atrix elem ent

hP;STj� 
�
A
�
 jP;STi:

Itisa truetensorwhich can only bebuiltfrom thevectorsP �;n� and

v
� = "

����
S
T
� P�n� v

2 = � 1

P � v = n � v = S
T � v = 0 ; (C.25)

and the pseudovector ST
� ,and which m ustbe linearin ST

� .The only possible form sare

P �v� orP �v� ofwhich thelattercannotoccurbecauseofthegaugecondition A � n = 0.

Itfollowsthat

hP=A �i= hS=TA
�i= hv=A �i= 0: (C.26)

Ifthereforewewrite,to leading order,


�
A
� = [n=P � + P=n

� � S=TS
�

T � v=v
�]A � (C.27)

then inside(C.23)only theterm n=P � contributes.Insidethem atrix elem entwethushave

theequivalence

n=P
�
A
� ( ) 

�
A
�
: (C.28)

W em ay thus,in (C.23),m akethereplacem ent

n=g[P �
A
� � P

�
A
�]! 

�
gA

� � 
�
gA

�
: (C.29)

W em ay also,asa consequence of(C.8)add 0= h
!

@� +
 

@�iso thate.g.

hi�gA �(0)� i
�
gA

�(�n)i= h� i
�

 

D
�

(0)+ i
�

!

D
�

(�n)i: (C.30)

Finally,(C.23)becom es:

�W
��

(A )
+ W

��

G (A )
=

e2f

8P � q

Z

dx �(x � xBj)
n

h"�����5
!

D �(�n)� mq�
��

+ i
�

!

D
�

(�n)� i
�
!

D
�

(�n)i+ h"�����5
 

D �(0)

� mq�
�� � i

�
 

D
�

(0)+ i
�
 

D
�

(0)i
o

: (C.31)
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W e shallnow dem onstrate thatboth m atrix elem entsin (C.31)vanish asa conse-

quenceoftheequationsofm otion

[
!

D=(z)� mq] (z)= 0 � (z)[
 

D=(z)� mq]= 0: (C.32)

Thestarting pointisthe-m atrix identity which followsfrom (C.18):

0= � �
��

� + ig

��

� � ig

��

� + "

����
�5: (C.33)

Taking thescalarproductwith
!

D �(z),acting on  (z),and using (C.32)yields

0= [� mq�
�� + "

����
�5

!

D �(z)+ i
�

!

D
�

(z)� i
�

!

D
�

(z)] (z) (C.34)

which isexactly thestructurethatappearsin the�rstm atrix elem entof(C.31).A sim ilar

argum entshowsthatthesecond m atrix elem entalso vanishes.

Thusthe m iracle isachieved.The unwanted xP= and m assterm shave disappeared

as a consequence ofthe equations ofm otion when the two parton handbag diagram is

com bined with thethreeparton gluon diagram .Theresultis(10.3.4).

A ppendix D -D istribution and tw o-parton correlation functionsfortransverse

spin

Itisofsom einteresttoconsiderthedistribution and correlation functionsassociated

with them atrix elem entsofthequark and gluon operatorsappearing in Appendix C and

to derive certain relationshipsbetween them which follow from the equationsofm otion.

Thestructureofthesecorrelation functionswillbefurtherstudied in Appendix E.

Consider�rsth���iin the notation of(C.10).Itsleading ordertensorialstructure

can only be�����P�S
T
� .Thusweput

h���i= 4hT(x)�
����

P�s
T
� (D.1)

and �nd that 1)

4hT(x)=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�x ehT(�) (D.2)

where
ehT(�)= hP;STj� (0)n=5S=T (�n)jP;STi: (D.3)

ItishT(x)thatisthe true analogue ofhL(x)of(10.2.10)and which hasa sim ple

parton interpretation in term s ofprobabilities to �nd quarks with transverse spin in

a transversely polarized nucleon.As we have seen,however,in DIS this term appears

m ultiplied by thequark m ass[Eq.(10.1.7)]and in facteventually cancelsout.Nonetheless

itisafundam entaldistribution reectingadi�erentaspectofthestructureofthenucleon,

and,ashasbeenem phasized by[COR 92],canbem easured directlyinDrell-Yanreactions.

Considernextthem atrix elem enthh�
!

D
�

(�n)ii.In leadingorderonecan only have

thetensorstructuresP �v� orP �v� butonecan show thatthelatterterm isnotperm itted

by tim e-reversalinvariance.So onecan put

hh�
!

D
�

(�n)ii= M B
V (x1;x2)P

�
v
�
: (D.4)

1) O urhT (x)= 1=2hC O R
T

(x)forreasonsexplained afterEq.(10.2.11).
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Itfollowsthat

B
V (x1;x2)=

Z
d�1

2�

d�2

2�
e
i�2x2 e

i�1(x1� x2) eB
V (�1;�2)

where

eB
V (�1;�2)= �

1

M
hP;STj� (0)n=(v�

!

D (�1n) (�2n)jP;STi: (D.5)

Notethatitcan beshown [EFR 84]thatasaconsequenceoftim ereversalinvariance

B
V (x1;x2)= � B

V (x2;x1): (D.6)

Now using (C.14)onehas

hi�
!

D
�

(�n)� i
�
!

D
�

(�n)i= iM

Z

dx2 B
V (x1;x2)"

����
P�S

T
� (D.7)

wherewehaveused

P
�
v
� � P

�
v
� = P

�
"
���

S
T
� P�n � P

�
"
���

S
T
� P�n

= "
����

P�S
T
� :

(D.8)

Finally,considerhh�5
!

D
�

(�n)ii.In leading order,onecan only have

hh�5
!

D
�

(�1n)ii= M B
A(x1;x2)P

�
S
�

T + M B
A
T (x1;x2)P

�
S
�
T (D.9)

with

B
A(x1;x2)=

Z
d�1

2�

d�2

2�
e
i�2x2 e

i�1(x1� x2) eB
A (�1;�2) (D.10)

where

eB
A(�1;�2)= �

1

M
hP;STj� (0)n=5[S

T�
!

D (�1n)] (�2n)jP;STi (D.11)

and

B
A
T (x1;x2)=

Z
d�1

2�

d�2

2�
e
i�2x2 e

i�1(x1� x2) eB
A
T (�1;�2) (D.12)

where

eB
A
T (�1;�2)= �

1

M
hP;STj� (0)S=T5n[n � D (�1n)] (�2n)jP;STi: (D.13)

From tim ereversalinvarianceonehas[EFR 84]

B
A (x1;x2)= B

A(x2;x1): (D.14)

Notethatin (D.12),becauseofthegaugecondition,

n�
!

D (�1n)= in
�
@� ; (D.15)

so thatthe�1 integration can bedoneyielding

B
A
T (x1;x2)= �

i

M
�(x1 � x2)

Z
d�2

2�
e
i�2x2

� hP;STj� (0)S=T5n
�
@� (�2n)jP;STi: (D.16)

It is fairly obvious,and is shown in Appendix E,that the derivative n � @ acting

on  isequivalentto @=@�2 which m ay then beswitched so asto acton theexponential,

yielding

B
A
T (x1;x2)= 4�(x1 � x2)x2fT(x1) (D.17)

100



wherefT isthefunction appearing in (10.3.6).

Using (C.14)and (D.9)wehave

h"�����5
!

D �(�1n)i= M

Z

dx2 fB
A
T (x1;x2)� B

A(x1;x2)g "
����

P�S
T
� : (D.18)

Thevanishing ofthem atrix elem entof(C.34)thusim plies,using (D.1,7 and 17)

Z

dx2 fB
A
T (x1;x2)� B

A(x1;x2)+ iB
V (x1;x2)g=

4m

M
hT(x1): (D.19)

Taking accountof(D.17)thisbecom es:

Z

dx2 fiB
V (x1;x2)� B

A(x1;x2)g =
4m

M
hT(x1)� 4x1fT(x1): (D.20)

Useoftheequationsofm otionactingtotheleftupon � (0)eventuallyleadstoananalogous

relationship:

Z

dx1 fiB
V (x1;x2)+ B

A(x1;x2)g =
4m

M
hT(x2)+ 4x2fT(x2): (D.21)

A ppendix E -T he B urkhardt{C ottingham and the Efrem ov{Leader{Teryaev

Sum R ules in the Q C D Field T heoretic M odel

W eshallshow how theabove sum rulescan bederived from a carefulstudy ofthe

structure ofthe m atrix elem ents involved in Section 10 and in Appendix D.The other

ingredientisthe equation ofm otion for (z).Also one hasto m ake assum ptionsabout

theinvertability ofcertain Fouriertransform s.Oneseesvery clearly wheretheweak point

isin the‘proof’ofthesesum rules(seeSections5.4 and 5.5).In thecaseoftheEfrem ov{

Leader{Teryaev sum rule,the originalderivation [EFR 84]was a little unsatisfactory,

becauseitappealed to a particularreaction to derive propertiesinherentto thenucleon.

Thepresentderivation dealsonly with nucleon m atrix elem ents.

Consider�rsttheforward m atrix elem entofthebilocaloperator

� (0)�5 (z)

on thelightconez2 = 0.Itsm ostgeneralform is

1

M
h� (0)�5 (z)iP;S = A 1S

� + (z� S)A2P
� + (z� S)A3z

� (E.1)

where h:::iP;S isshortforhP;Sj:::jP;Si.The scalarfunctionsA 1;2;3 arefunctionsonly

ofz� P.

From (E.1)wededuce

1

M
h� (0)�5@

�
 (z)iP;S = A

0
1S

�
P
� + A 2P

�
S
� + A 3z

�
S
�

+ (z� S)[A02P
�
P
� + A

0
3z

�
P
� + A 3g

��] (E.2)

where

A
0�

dA(z� P)

d(z� P)
� (E.3)
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W enow putz� = �n� asrequired in them atrix elem entsinvolved in Section 10 and

Appendix D.Then

1

M
h� (0)�5 (�n)iP;S = A 1S

� + �(n � S)[A2P
� + �A3n

�] (E.4)

wherenow A i= A i(�),and

1

M
h� (0)�5@

�
 (�n)iP;S = A

0
1S

�
P
� + A 2P

�
S
� + �fA3n

�
S
�

+ (n � S)[A02P
�
P
� + �A

0
3n

�
P
� + A 3g

��]g: (E.5)

W eassum ethatallscalarfunctionsaresuch that�A(�)! 0 as� ! 0 forallterm s

occurring in (E.4 and 5).Then at� = 0 wehavethesim plestructures

1

M
h� (0)�5 (0)iP;S = A 1(0)S

� (E.6)

and
1

M
h� (0)�5@

�
 (0)iP;S = A

0
1(0)S

�
P
� + A 2(0)P

�
S
�
: (E.7)

W eshallalso require,from (E.5)

1

M
h� (0)5@= (�n)iP;S = � �(n � S)[M2A 0

2 + 5A 3 + �A
0
3] (E.8)

so thatat� = 0
1

M
h� (0)5@= (0)iP;S = 0: (E.9)

Finally note,from (E.5)that

1

M
h� (0)�5n � @ (�n)iP;S = A

0
1S

� + (n � S)[(A2 + �A
0
2)P

� + �(2A3 + �A
0
3)n

�

=
1

M

d

d�
h� (0)�5 (�n)iP;S (E.10)

a resultused in Appendix D.

Considernow thegluonicm atrix elem ent

1=M h� (0)�5gA
�(z) (z)iP;S

with z= �n.Itsm ostgeneralform is

�(S � n)[B1P
�
P
� + �B2P

�
n
� + �B3n

�
P
� + �

2
B 4n

�
n
�]

+B 5S
�
P
� + B

6
P
�
S
� + �B7S

�
n
� + �B8n

�
S
�
: (E.11)

Thegaugecondition n�A
� = 0 im pliesthat

B 5 = 0; �B1 = � B6; �B3 = � B8 (E:12)

so that

1

M
h� (0)�5gA

�(�n) (�n)iP;S = �B1[(S � n)P�P � � P
�
S
�]

+�(S � n)[B2P
�
n
� + �B4n

�
n
�]

+�2B 3[(S � n)n�P � � n
�
S
�]+ �B7S

�
n
�
:

(E.13)
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Noticethecrucialfeature,thattheim position ofthegaugecondition,togetherwith

the assum ptions about the vanishing of products like �B (�) as � ! 0,leads to the

vanishing of(E.13)at� = 0 i.e.

h� (0)�5gA
�(0) (0)iP;S = 0: (E.14)

Thisresultwillbecrucialforderiving theEfrem ov{Leader{Teryaev sum rule.

Letusnow relate som e ofthe above coe�cients to the functionsoccurring in the

discussion ofg1 and g2.

From (10.2.11)and (E.4)wehave

ehL(�)= A1(�)+ �A2(�): (E.15)

From (10.3.7)and (E.4)
efT(�)= A1(�): (E.16)

Then from (10.2.13)and (10.2.10),iftheFouriertransform scan beinverted,

Z 1

0

dx g1(x) =
e2f

8
ehL(0)

=
e2f

8
A 1(0) by (E.15):

(E.17)

Sim ilarly,from (10.3.8 and 6)

Z 1

0

dx [g1(x)+ g2(x)] =
e2f

8
efT(0)

=
e2f

8
A 1(0) by (E.16):

(E.18)

Equations(E.17 and 18)im ply theBurkhardt{Cottingham sum rule

Z 1

0

dx g2(x)= 0: (E.19)

W ehavealready discussed in Section 5.4 why theabovederivation m ay failbecause

ofthenon-invertability oftheFouriertransform s.W eturn now to theEfrem ov{Leader{

Teryaev sum rule.

Consider�rstEq.(D.20)which followed from the equationsofm otion.Integrating

overx1,using (D.6),(D.10)and (10.3.6)thereresults:

eB
A(0;0)= i

defT

d�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

(E.20)

where we have taken the quark m assto be zero forsim plicity and where we have taken,

on thebasisof(10.3.6),

4xfT(x)= i

Z
d�

2�
e
i�x d

efT

d�
(�): (E.21)

Now becauseof(E.14),from (D.11)

eB
A (0;0)= �

i

M
h� (0)n=5(ST � @) (0)iP;S

so thatvia (E.7)
eB
A(0;0)= iA 2(0): (E.22)
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Useofthisand (E.16)in (E.20)yields

A 2(0)=
d

d�
A 1(�)

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= A
0
1(0): (E.23)

Now by argum entssim ilarto thosethatlead to (E.21),wehave

8

e2f

Z
1

0

dx xg1(x) = i
dehL(�)

d�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= i[A 0
1(0)+ A 2(0)] by (E.15)

= 2iA 0
1(0) by (E.23):

(E.24)

Sim ilarly wehave

8

e2f
2

Z
1

0

dx x[g1(x) + g2(x)]= 2i
d

d�

efT(�)

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 2iA 0
1(0) by (E.16):

(E.25)

Subtracting (E.24)from (E.25)yieldstheEfrem ov{Leader{Teryaev sum rule

Z 1

0

dx x[g1(x)+ 2g2(x)]= 0: (E.26)

Thesam ecaveatsapply to this‘proof’asdo to theBurkhardt{Cottingham sum rule.
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Figure captions

Fig.2.1 Feynm an diagram forinelasticlepton{nucleon scattering:‘N ! ‘X .

Fig.2.2 De�nition oftheangles�;�;�;’;� and �.

Fig.2.3 Furtherde�nition oftheangles�;� and �.

Fig. 2.4 Spin con�guration relevant to Eq.(2.1.39) for the m easurem ent ofA ? with

� = 0.

Fig.2.5 a)LowestorderFeynm an diagram sforweak interaction contributionsto‘N !

‘X and b)to ‘� N ! �(��)X .

Fig.3.1 Predictionsforxg2(x)and x[g1(x)+ g2(x)]based on Eq.(3.3.11)[JAC 89].

Fig.3.2 Prediction forg2(x)in the bag m odel[JAF 91].Dotted line = twist-2 contri-

bution;dashed = twist-3;solid = sum .

Fig.3.3 Interaction ofhard photon with quark.

Fig.4.1 EM C (� )[ASH 89]and SLAC{Yale(� )[ALG 78;BAU 83]data on A1(x).

Fig.4.2 EM C data on xg
p

1(x).Also shown istheextrapolation to x = 0 oftheintegral

ofg
p

1(x)(seetext).

Fig.4.3 Com parison ofthe new SM C data on g
p

1(x)athQ
2i= 10 (GeV/c)2 [ADA 94]

with EM C data.

Fig.4.4 BehaviourofIp(Q
2)(curve 1)and Ip(Q

2)� In(Q
2)(curve 2)atlarge Q 2 and

asgiven by theGDH sum ruleatQ 2 = 0 (crossand trianglerespectively,from [ANS

89]).

Fig.4.5 The resonance contribution to I(Q 2)forproton,neutron and theirdi�erence

(from [BUR 93]).

Fig.4.6 SM C data on the deuteron asym m etry A d
1 atQ

2 = 4:6 (GeV/c)2 (from [ADE

93]).

Fig.4.7 SM C data on xgd1(x)atQ
2 = 4:6 (GeV/c)2 (from [ADE 93]).

Fig.4.8 E142dataon theneutron asym m etry A n
1(x)and on g

n
1(x)atQ

2 = 2 (GeV/c)2.

Seetext(from [ANT 93]).

Fig. 4.9 g
p

1(x;Q
2) at various Q 2 as extracted from the deuterium and helium -3 data

by [ELL 93](see text).Continuouscurve,Q 2 = 2 (GeV/c)2;dotted,Q 2 = 4:6;dot-

dashed,Q 2 = 10:7.

Fig. 4.10 gn1(x;Q
2) as extracted by [ELL 93](see text).Continuous curve,Q 2 = 2

(GeV/c)2;dotted,Q 2 = 4:6,dot-dashed,Q 2 = 10:7.

Fig.6.1 Trianglediagram giving riseto theaxialanom aly.

Fig.6.2 Diagram giving riseto renorm alization ofaxialanom aly.

Fig.6.3 Diagram giving riseto renorm alization oftheaxialcurrent.

Fig.8.1 Born diagram for�q! q.

Fig.8.2 Lowestorderdiagram for�g ! q�q.
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Fig.8.3 Dependenceofd�� �q=dk2T on kT forseveralchoicesofthequark m ass.

Fig.8.4 Lowestorderdiagram for�q! g q.

Fig.8.5 Resultof�tting g
p

1(x)with �s = 0,and �g constrained by the unpolarized

glue.Thesolid linecorrespondsto F=D = 0:63 and thedashed lineto F=D = 0.55.

Fig.8.6 Resultof�tting g
p

1(x)with �s 6= 0,and �g constrained by the unpolarized

glue.Thesolid linecorrespondsto F=D = 0:63 and thedashed lineto F=D = 0:55.

Fig.8.7 Z0 exchangecontribution to elastic�p! �p.

Fig.8.8 Anom aly contribution to elastic�p! �p.

Fig.9.1 TheQCD potentialV (X ;Y;:::)asa function ofX .

Fig. 9.2 Graphicalrepresentation ofthe non-perturbative coupling ofthe bare axial

ghostto thecurrent fK �.

Fig.9.3 Graphicalrepresentation ofthecoupling between theaxialghostand the�eld

�0(x).

Fig.9.4 Graphicalrepresentation ofm atrix elem entsa)hT[G �G �]iand b)hT[G ��
0]i.

Fig.9.5 Graphicalrepresentation ofm atrix elem enthP 0;�0jfK �(0)jP;�i.

Fig.9.6 Graphicalrepresentation ofinteraction of�0 and ghostG 0
� with nucleon.

Fig.10.1 Separation of�+ hadron ! X into softand hard parts.

Fig.10.2 a)Born diagram for�q! �q and b)thecrossed version.

Fig.10.3 DIS interaction involving quark-gluon correlation.

Fig.11.1 ConventionalBorn m echanism forlargepT Drell-Yan pairproduction.

Fig. C .1 Born diagram for E ���.There is also a crossed diagram analogous to Fig.

10.2b.
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