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A bstract.

W e reevaluate a quark m odel prediction using the new Q CD evolution function calcu—
lated to the 3 loop order and conclude that this m odel com pares favorably w ith the new
experin ental resuls.



From the sam iHeptonic decays of baryons the m atrix elem ent of the avour changing
parts of the axial currens are fairly well known EI,EZ]. The rstEM C m easurem ents of the
soIn dependent proton structure function gf x;0 2) when integrated, gave informm ation of
the m atrix elem ent of the avour singlet part of the axial current between proton states.
The rst experim ental resuls Et_%:]

Z
p Q%) = dxgf ®;0%) = 0126 0012(stat) 0:026(syst); @)

In plied that the m atrix elem ent of the avour singlet part of the axial current between
proton states was com patible w ith zero w ithin the error bars. D egpite the large experin en—
tal errors, som e m odels of the baryon structure would give results outside three standard
deviations of the m easured avor singlet m atrix elem ent value. Since this was an unex—
pected result, it generated a lot of discussion, see a short review in Ref. Ei], and forced
us to reconsider our present m odel understanding of the baryonic structure. H owever, the
Skym ion m odelofRef. Ei] and the chiralbag m odel fG] was In m ediately recognized to give
resuls that was w thin one standard deviation of the m easured integral over gff x;0 2y,

In the last two years there has been a lot of new in portant experin ental results com —
Ing from desp inelastic polarized lepton scattering both on polarized proton, deuteron and
helum targets [4,'d, 9, 10]. Tt is of Nnterest to see how well these early m odel calculations
com pare w ith the new experin ents when we also take Into account recent progress in the
calculation of QCD corrections. T he spin structure function gf ®;0?) has now been m ea—
sured at quite sm all values of x, and a am ooth extrapolation to x= 0 -r'_L: gives a new value for
the integrated proton spin structure finction Q%) atQ? = 10 Gev?=c [11. A

,©Q?) = 0436 0011 0011 3)

T his value is larger but com patible w ith the earlier resul, eq.@') . To com pare this new
value w ith m odel prediction, requires a good know ledge of Q CD radiative corrections and
n particular the SU (3) avor singlet QCD evolution function, which, it was argued, m ay
strongly a ect the quark m odel predictions E_L-g.'] Very recently this evolution fiinction has
been evaluated at the 3-loop level E_l-l_i], and con m ed by Larin l:_f@'], w ho gives references to
earlier works and who also refers to the order 2 QCD radiative corrections calculations.

In the follow ing we shall argue as if nature is SU (3) avour sym m etric, not because we
believe that to be an extrem ely good approxin ation, but because frequently thisassum ption
isused in extracting m atrix elem ents of currentsw ith a de nie avour from the experim en—
tal sem Heptonic decay data @,‘, .'_2]. Twomalh points are responsible for the present m odel
understanding of the baryon structure Q@ 2) . The rst is the roke of the axial anom aly
which we shalldiscuss in the chiralSU (3) lin i. T he second point concems the baryon wave
function itself and what we can leam from the other baryon spin cbservables.

To discuss the rst point we present our m odel picture of the baryon structure. W e
shall assum e that an e ective Lorentz-scalar force con nes the quarks to a nie region in

! See a recent discussion on this point by C lose and R oberts ELiH
2 The SM Collaboration have also evalated a "world average" [i]at Q 2= 106ev? of

L (10GeV?) = 0142 0:008 0:011) @)



space Which we shall take to be a spherical cavity in the rest system of the baryon) where
they interact through the exchange of glions. A s the valence quarks are exclided from the
QCD vacuum outside the cavity, they w ill polarize the region just outside the cavity in g
pairs In such a m anner that the axial current carried by the valence quarks extends into the
QCD vacuum surrounding the cavity by gq pairs carrying the quantum numbers J¥ = 0 ,
ie., the pairs are the e ective G oldstone bosons ofthe Q CD vacuum . For chiral sym m etry
to be a good sym m etry, it isnecessary (out not su cent) that the e ective G oldstone elds
In the QCD vacuum ooupl to the axial currents of the quarks in the cavity such that the
axial current is continuous in all space.

In the chiral SU (3) lin i the valence quarks (u,d,s) In the caviy are m asskss. The
pseudoscalar G oldstone bosons surrounding the quark con nem ent region, ie., the pion,
the g3 and the kaon, are also m asskss. (T his naturally In ply that the gg content of the
proton ismainly a large distance phenom enon.) On the other hand, the avour singlt
pseudoscalar, the O, ismassiv in the chiral Im it due to the U (1) anom aly. It is this
consequence of the anom aly that we shall explicitly use to illustrate how a polarised ss
cloud could exist around the "bare" nuckon (the nuclkon’s quark core), even if the "bare"
nuclon contains no strange quarks. To illustrate thiswe use the ©llow Ing sin plistic picture:
Suppose for the sake of argum ent that we have a single con ned u quark. Shce we are In
the chiral I1im it the axial current, which is carried by the u—quark Inside the con nem ent
caviy, has to be continued into the vacuum outside the cavity by m asslkss pseudoscalar
m esons, which would carry the avour content ofa ul state. This ul state can be w ritten
n tem s of states that have well de ned transform ation properties under SU (3) avour at
the con nem ent "surface" where it changes into pseudoscalar m esons:

_ P— P— p-

uu= 1= 2 "+ 1= 3 "+ 1= 6 g )
If all pseudoscalars were m asskss, the s§ content of g and °would cancel trivially, as is
In plied by this equality. However, the three pseudoscalar m esons have di erent m asses,
and therefore their Yukaw a ranges beyond the cavity surface w illbe di erent. For exam pl,
even I the chiral lin it the heavy ° (heavy due to the anom aly) and the masskess g
would generate a strangeness content in the proton since the strength of the heavy ° ed
would decay exponentially outside the con nem ent "surface". T herefore, the "bare" nucleon
containing only nonstrange quarks has a cloud of ss like states even in the chiralSU (3) lim it
as a consequence of the U (1) anom aly.

The second Inportant point in these considerations is as follow s: If one wants to
com putem atrix elem ents ofthe avour singlet current, there isno reason to have con dence
In the resuls if the m odel is not giving correct results for the m atrix elem ents of the

avour octet currentsw hich are regponsible orweak sam iHeptonic baryon decays. From the
experience w ith theM IT bagm odel [;L-l_i] weknow that relativistic quarks reduce the neutron
axial charge gn from 5/3 towards a m ore realistic value. In addition, it is necessary to go
beyond the usual zero order SU (6)-1ke baryon wave finctions of an additive quark m odel.
An addiive quark m odel gives (in the chiral lm it) for hyperon - decays an am plitude
ratio, F/D = 2/3 like the non—elativistic quark m odel. The fallacy of the additive quark
m odels becom es apparent for the baryon m agnetic m om ents w here these quark m odels give
the w rong nequalty, ie., or them easured magneticmoments j ( )3> J ()] [ﬁ_] These
"soin" problem s of F and D and of the baryon m agnetic m om ents are easily explained by
Invoking the sam ee ective colorm agnetic spin—spin Interaction that give the "bare" nuclkon



—"bare" m asssplitting [16;17,18]. Thise ective interaction introducesdynam ic spin-spin
correlations in the baryon wave functions that not only resolves the F/D prcblm , F =D

057, ie. < 2/3, but also easily explainswhy j ( )3> J ()J This spin—spin correlation
contributes to the neutron’s gy and is in portant for the axial avor-singlkt charge E6}, Q.-_S’a]

A's should be evident from the above discussion, to m ake a sound m odel prediction
or ,Q 2) and ) 2), it is necessary that the quark m odel reproduces the valie for
gy & 12573 0:0028) of the B prken sum rul as well as other baryon soin observables.
T hen one can discussthem odelprediction forthe avor singlet part ofthe Integrated proton
spn structure function and the socalled "spoin content of the proton". To be spesi cwe

rst de ne the relevant avor SU (3) am plitudes [6; 20]. ForQ # ! 1

2 X 1 , 1
pQ°! 1)=<pP"F =~ «EF 53 i P"™ =Mt I+ L] (5)
1
where g; is the charge of the ith quark. The m atrix elem ent of the axial current operator
between proton states on the rh s. ofeq.fi) is evaluated at 02 = 0. To m ake contact w ith
the experim ental result ofeq.@) the axial current operator on the rigth-hand-side ofeq.("ﬁ)
should be renom alized at the point Q 2=10Gevi=?. In eq.('ﬁ) the SU (3) avor singlet

am plitude is r

2 . .
Iy = §<p"] 530 P" (6)

and the two avor octet am plitudes are

1 . )
Ig= P=<p"J 538 P" (7)
2 3
and
1 LI -~ "
I3=§<pj533-_p> ®)

where are the usualGellM ann m atrices. In tem s of the standard SU (3) am plitudes F
and D for the baryon sam ideptonic decays, the two avor octet am plitudes are

L=2F+D)andg= 2F D=3).
T he correspondence between the I;’s and the comm only used J's are:

u= %Io+ Ig + I3,
1

d= EIO—F Ig 13,

S = %Io 218 ’

and the "proton spin content" is:

= u+ d+ s= %IO

Since the two am plitudes I3 and Ig are m atrix elem ents of conserved currents in the
chiral SU (3) 1m it, their values are independent of the renom alization point. T herefore,
models used to calculate F and D (I3 and Ig) should have conserved axial octet currents
In the chiral lim it in order to be reliably used at the scale of the SM C experin ent. This
is a key requirem ent in any m odel prediction of the "proton spoin content", a requirem ent
which isnot satis ed by the non-relativistic quark m odel, for exam ple. A concrete exam ple
of a m odel satisfying the above condition is the chiral bag m odel, an extention of the



M IT m odel. Calculations w ithin this m odel are quite straigtforward, and give for m any
observables excellent Insight and estin ates of the relevant physics nvolred. Thiswas (@nd
is) Por us a valid reason for our use of this m odel. O ne of the serious drawback of this
and sin ilar m odels is the sharp con nem ent "wall" (Ike a square well potential) and the
associated translational nvariance problam .

Before presenting our quark m odel resuls it is necessary to outline the radiative Q CD
corrections to this sum rule and the possbl renom alization of the avorsinglkt axial
current. The proton sum rule ncluding the Q CD corrections at the scak Q 2 have recently
been calculated at the 3-doop kvel of perturbative QCD (for references see Lfff], and the
later next order guestin ates of K ataev P1]) and reads,

1 2 2 2 2
Q%) = L Q7 3533 97 202153 —2°) 130 &7 ]
(I3 + Ig) +
!2 2 !3
l 2 2
tol ©7 1009 70 37 27 gy (2 Q*NL(4H: ©

A s discussed, this expression assum es that the two avour octet am plitudes, I3 and Ig, are
Independent of the scale. On the other hand the scale dependence of the avour singlkt
am plitude, Ip ( ?), ism ade explicit I this equation. The e ect of the anom alous din en—
sions of the avorsinglkt m atrix elem ents are taken care of by the renom alization group
(exponent) evolution function Y ( ( 2); © 2)), w hich very recently has been evaluated at
the 3-loop kevel (in the lowest tw ist approxin ation), eg. E.-{J:], and reads

Z 2 0
ny ((%; == dFf . (10)
(2 ot 7= °F (4—)2( )
o = - 1 n? = - = -
w here l-3)ne+ 53ngand o= 11-2n¢/3, 1= 102 -38n¢/3,
and ;= &257 —%nf + %n%.Thejntegrand isan increasing finction of °in the region

w here the form ula is valid.

To de ne the renom alization group-invariant (ie. convention independent) nucleon
m atrix elem ent of the singlet axial current M, -'_23], we willw rite the evolution function as

aproductY ( ( %); @)=Y ©0; Q?2)Y (( ?);0).Then

1 ) 0
v = &Xp o= do()

(=Y (( ;0 (2%); (11)

and shee Q %) PrQ? = 10 GeV ?=c? issmall, we can use eq.{l() and w rite the expansion
forng = 3
©Q?) ©?)

Y 0; Q2) 1+ 0:66667 + 1213

+ 12)



It then follow s that the Q CD oorrections for the integrated spin-structure function are
contained In Q CD ooe cients that are convention Independent [1_4_,' 2_I_1:
| | |

1 ©?) 0?2 ° Q2 ° ©2?)
3:5833 202153 130

4

1@+ Ig) +

& 0

1 2 2 2
Q “) Q “) ]5 T

In the follow ing we shall discuss the In uence of the avor singlkt evolution function
on the sum rule in eq.(_ﬂ) and how the avor singlet am plitude Iox odelr eq-{-_G) Or model)
calculated in the usualspectroscopic quark m odelsw hich inclide quark con nem ent, should
be ncluded in the two expressions, eqs.{gl) and (_1-3) . Two extram e view points regarding
the in uence ofthe avor-singlet evolution finction Y ( ( 2); ©Q 2) i_l-g, 2-2] and i_Z-;’.] were
discussed, and still is a m atter of debate. O ne view point argues that it is not Inconceivable
that non-perturbative e ects could cause an evolution down to the very low spectroscopic
scale 2 such thatyY ( ( 2); © 2)) is a very an allnum ber, a number which In itself could
explain the EM C result [I2, 22]. This scenario in plies that the con nem ent quark m odel
calculation predicts the m atrix elem ent ofthe avour singkt axial current Io ( 2) in eq.{-_ﬂ) .
Furthem ore, such an argum ent would lead to practically no constraint on a quark m odel
calculation of Ip. In one of our previous works Eg] we adopted this viewpoint, se eg.
Refs.[1Z, 24], and discussed the e ects the known behaviour of the renom alization group
exponent could have on the "proton soin content". T his contrasts w ith our original atti-
tude E_G]: usingm odelsw ith con ned quarksto com pute them atrix elem ents appropriate for
the B prken lin i, we com pute physical observable quantities, quantities which should be
Independent of the renom alization point and therefore should be identi ed w ith the renor—
m alization group invariant quantities 'Q-_E'] Or inv ofeq.@.-j) . Thism eans only perturbative
QCD corrections outlined in eq.{l3) should be included in the sum rule. T he reason being
that any realistic quark con nem ent m odel (ncluding chiralbag m odels) has built-in long
distance e ects, m eaning soft gluonic corrections are to som e extent included in the quark
wave functions of these m odels. In addition, the chiral bag m odel also includes the "very
soft" e ective m esonic m ediators of the longest range nuckar forces. These e ective gg 0
degrees of freedom are In portant for understanding properties ofbaryons. T his is of course
very di erent from the parton m odelapproach where In the rst appoxin ation the valence
quarks are free non-interacting quarks w ith no glionic content.

A fter these discussions we can present som e num erical estim ates of what is expected for
thetem Y ( ( 2); Q 2)) Ip( %) ofeq.d) and com pare with the p, oger valie calculated in
the chiralbag m odelw here the pseudoscalar m esons are excluded from thebag. W e use the
valies HrF and D of the chiralbag m odel calculated in the chirallin it £0] including the
twobody m agnetic ghion exchange spin-spin correction: F = 0455 and D = 0.795 (=D
= 057). Thismeansthatneq.{$) s+ Iy = F + D /3= 0.72. Asvalies or Q ?) weuse
the ones corresponding to =240 M &V [25] that runsw ithin one standard deviation ofdata



from the Zy-m assto the -mass. Then we ndusmgthe@@eﬂnentalvahesofeq.@):f’-
Y ((2); Q%) (2)=0:194 0073 0073: (14)

This result should be com pared w ith the direct calculation of the chiral bag, which gave
Tom ode1 = 022 E], corresponding to a "soin content” of  oge1 = 0.33 when the pseudoscalar
m esonswere excluded from the interjor ofthe bag. :f: Early in the spin-crises period [3], this
calculated value,  oge1= 0.33, wasoonsidered to be too large, w hich certainly, w ith the new
experin ental results Ej] and the re ned calculations of the radiative corrections, no longer
is the case. T he Jatest E Ilis and K arliner 6] analysisgives @ %= 10GeV?)= 031 0:07
(when higher tw ist e ects are ignored) . Since Ipy oge1 IS Very close the the present value of
eq.(_l-fl), there is in thism odel little room forthe socenario w ith Y being very an all. H ow ever,
asdiscussed above, since the quark wave function ofthe chiralbagm odelcontains soft-glion
e ects, we should and shall dentify oge1 = 033 with iy ofeq.(_l-_ﬂ) when we calculate

@ 2). The corresponding resul or , Q 2) is obtained from the above by substituting
Ig I3= 053 PrIg+ I3 = 0.72 In the sam e equation @3) In guresl and 2 we show
both them odel results using eq.(:_l-j) and the experim entaldata as a function of Q@ 2) .We
have not Included any corrections from higher tw ists that would In uence the resuls at low
Q?, the reason being that there is doubt both about the size as well as the sign of these
corrections {_Z-j] Aswe can see, the m odel is giving resuls that are very satisfactory when
com pared w ith the experin ents on both the proton and the neutron targets.

In thism odelthe socalled proton spin content hasm any com ponents. O ne third com es
from the spin ofthe three valence quarks, the ram ainder originates from the orbitalangular
m om entum (of the relativistic quarks) and from the gluonic exchanges between the valence
quarks which can be regarded as con ned g pairs i'}-@:] Note that the U (1) anom aly is
essential n reconciling the correct valies of F and D wih a valueof < 0:57. In temm s
ofthe g'sthemodelgives u= 083, d= 042and s= 0:08asQ 21 1.

W e have also noted that a recent calculation by N arison, Shore and Veneziano based
on QCD spectral sum rules give resuls [_2-_8] that are very sin ilar to the ones we have
presented. O ur results were calculated in the chiral lim it for the three quarkswhere SU (3)¢
by de nition is a good symm etry group. W hen quarks and psesudoscalar m esons are given
masses my = mg 10 MeV and m ¢ 200 M &V), SU (3)¢ is broken, then what are the
changes? The neutral pion is fairly light but both and °becom e heavy. D ue to their
heavy m asses, the in uence of both of the two psesudoscalar ss carrying m esons are then
suppressed. T his leaves aln ost no hidden strangeness around the nuckons, as shown in an
earlier calculation for nuclkons EG]. However, the results for ,; (1 ) hardly change at alll,
m eaning the chiralbagm odelw ith broken SU (3)¢ sym m etry and aln ost no ss content can
describe data aswellas the SU (3)f symm etric chiralbag m odelabove. From these results
it ollow s that the experim ental data of today do not necessarily mply that s & 0 but
but could just aswellm ean that SU (3)f symm etry isbroken. This speci ¢ exam ple should
underline the fact that the extraction of s from the data on thebasisofSU (3) ¢ symm etry
should be taken w ith som e caution.

3
Ifwe use the "word average" value

2 2

Y( (% @NT(%)=0213 0053 0073:

% In a version of the m odel where the pseudoscalar eld is continuous through the bag surface (cloudy

bag), In;clouay = 038 corresponding to  ciuay = 057 E_d], the sam e value as in the E llisand Ja e sum rule.



W hen a m odel is ablk to reproduce preEM C data on static properties of the baryons
such as the axial charge, coupling strength ofpions to the baryons, m agnetic m om ents etc.,
and also give reasonable tsto the SM C data I;:/:] in anew dom ain when thee ect oftheU (1)
anom aly on the %m ass is taken into acocount, there is a coherence that give us con dence
that we have som e understanding of the rudin entary aspects of the nuclkon structure.
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1 Figure Caption

Figure 1: Com parison of the chiralbag m odel calculation, eq.d_l-j), w ith experin ental
data of Q@ 2y, System atic errors are heavy vertical lines, statistical errors are
thin vertical lines. D ata are plotted for reasonable values of Q ?).

Figure 2: Same asFigure 1 but or , Q2.
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