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A bstract

TheU (1) GoldbergerTrein an (G T ) relation forthe axialcharge gg is reexam ined. It is stressed
that the isosinglet GT relation In tem s of the o holds irrespective of the quark m asses and the
axial anom aly. W e pointed out that the identi cation ofthe ¢ N and @ K N coupling tem s
w ith the quark and gluon soin com ponents respectively In a proton is possible but valid only in
the chiralinvariant factorization schem e. In general, the two-com ponent U (1) GT relation can be
identi ed In a gauge-invariant way w ith connected and disconnected insertions. T he cbservation
that ( 3f =2m N )9 Jge is related to the connected insertion ie., the total valence quark contri-
bution to the proton spin enables us to detem ine the physical coupling constants g, and g
from the GT relations fbrgg and ng .Wefundg, = 3#dandg, = 4.
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1. One Imnportant thingwe leam from the derivation ofthe isotriplet G oldberger-T rein an
GT) relation

% 0) = 9o 1)

2m g
where £ = 132 M &V, is that this relation holds irrespective of the light quark m asses. For
m? 6 0, i is derived through the use of PCAC ; while in the chirallin i, g (F) is related to
the form factor f; (@), which receives a nonvanishing pion-pole contrbution even in the
¢ ! 0 linit. By the sam e token, it is tem pting to contem plate that the avorsinglkt GT
relation
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w ith g(:; . being a bare direct coupling between , and the nuckon, should be also valid
irrespective of the m eson m asses and the axial anom aly. This is lndeed the case: the U (1)
GT relation (2) ram ains totally unchanged no m atter how one varies the anom aly and the
quark m asses. This salient feature was rst explicitly shown In [1,2] (see also [B] for a
general argum ent). Ik was also pointed out In #] that this U (1) rlation is independent
of the interaction of the ghost eld @ K (K beng the Chem-Sin ons current) with the
nuclkon.

M any discussions on the isosinglet G T relation around the period 0£1989-1992 [1-/]were

m ainly m otivated by the desire oftrying to understand w hy the axialcharge g} inferred from
the EM C experiment Blisso amall, g (0) = 012 0:18atQ?= 10:7GeV’ (re1993).% At
rst sight, theU (1) GT ion seem snot to be In the right ballpark asthenaive SU (6) quark
m odel prediction g(gl’q = 6=5)g ,, yieldsa too Jarge value of g (0) = 080 . Fortunately,
In QCD the ghost eld G @ K , whith is necessary for solving the U, (1) problem, is
allowed to have a direct U, (1)-nhvariant interaction w ith the nuclkon. This together w ith
the m ixing of @ K with the ( inples that the net \physical' , N ooupling g uy I8
com posed of the bare coupling g‘?l’q . and the ghost coupling g, , . As a consequence, a
possble cancellation between g, and g, tem s will render g, snaller. However, this
tw o-com ponent expression for the axial charge isnot free ofambiguity. Forexample, g, is
som etin es assum ed to be the coupling between the glueballand the nuckon In the literature.

Since the earlier parton-m odel analysis of polarized desp inelastic scattering seem s to
indicate a decom position ofgy in tem softhe quai:k and gluon spin com ponents P], thishas
m otivated m any authors to identify the tetm ( 3f =2my )g o w ith the total quark spin

In a proton, and the other term w ith the anom alous glion contribution. However, it
is also known that the lJack of a local and gauge-invariant operator de nition for the quark
and gluon spins in this two-com ponent picture leads to a clash between the OPE approach
and the parton m odel. In the fom er approach, gg is identi ed w ith the totalquark soin in
a proton. T his casts doubt on the usual two-com ponent Interpretation of the axial charge.

IThe ¢ of the ©m factor should not be confiised w ith the m om entum transfer Q 2 occurred in deep
nelastic scttering.



The puryose of this Letter is two-fold. First, we would lke to clarify and present a
pertinent physjgal. Interpretation for the two-com ponent isosinglet GT relation. W e argue
that the tem ( 3f =2my )g ,, should be ienti ed wih the connected insertion ie., the
totalvalence quark spin in a proton. Second, w ith the valence quark spin inferred from data
or from the quark m odel, we can enploy the GT relations forgf and gy to detem ine the
physical coupling constants g and g, -

2. The easist way of deriving the U (1) GT rhtion isto rst work In the chiral lim it.
D e ning the form factors

W E)P°N Pi= ue) b ) s+ £ @)a sup); 3)
we get
2uygy 0)=MW R J°Ni= 3N R K Ni: @)

A ssum Ing the ( pokdom hance r@ K ,namely @ K ?l—§m20f orwherethe gmassm
arises entriely from the axial anom aly, we are led to the isosinglet GT relation (2). W hen
the quark m asses are tumed on, chiral symm etry is explicitly broken but the GT relation
In tem s of ¢ ram ains Intact, as shown in [1,2]. Neverthelss, the  isno longer a physical
m eson, and it is related to the m ass eigenstates via
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where ;; ,and j;arethemixinganglksof ¢ ; ° C%and 0 respectively, and their
analytic expressions are given In [6] w ith the num erical values
1= 0016; ,=020085; 3= 185 : (6)

InEg.() only termm s linear in sm allangles ; and , are retained. C onsequently, the com plete
GT relations in tem s of physical coupling constants read R14

p— P
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2For the axial charge gAO , the authors of [6] obtained a result som ething like (see Eq.(24) of the second

reference of [6])
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m og,, ?—EgAtan 3 EqA(z 1tan 3) (7)
and clhimned that n the limit of ;; , ! Obut 36 0, i reproduces the result of Veneziano ] only if the

rst order correction from 5 if., the gﬁ 3 termm ) is neglected. However, using Egs.(8) and (12) one can
show that (7) isnothingbut ( 3f =2my )gf; . ras it should be.
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where the rst sign of or is for the proton and the second sign for the neutron, and
the ellipsis in the G T relation forg) is related to the ghost coupling, as shown below . Since
the m Xing angles ; and , are very snall, i is evident that isosoin vioclation in 8) is
unobservably an all.

A s we have accentuated before, the isosinglet GT relation In tem s of the o rem ains
unchanged no m atter how one varies the quark m asses and the axial anom aly. 8 H ow ever,
the , eld issubct to a di erent interpretation In each di erent case. For exam ple, when
the anomaly is tumed o , themass of ( isthe ssme asthepion (for £, = £ ). W hen
both quark m asses and anom aly are switched o , the o beocom es a G oldstone boson, and
the axial charge at f = 0 receives its controution from the , pole.

W hen the SU (6) quark m odel is applied to the coupling g‘?l’q .+ it is evident that the
predicted gg = 080 via the GT rlation is too large. This di culy could be resolved by
the observation that a priori the ghost eld G @ K isallowed n QCD to have a direct
coupling w ith the nucleon

P_
g 3
L= —+=Q@GT N)+ — @ K+ ; 9
N riN 5N ) s ( )o )
so that
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R K :p—ém Of o+ %gGNNm 0f @ TrN sN ): 10)

However, them atrix element IN 8 K N i ram ains unchanged because of the presence of the
@ K (mixihg, as schem atically shown in Fig. 1:

: 1 0) 1 2 1 2
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W e see that although it is still the bare coupling g = that relates to the axial charge & ,
0
the \physical" ¢ N ooupling ismodied to (seeFig.1)
©

1
Touw = Iony + p_gmzof Gouw i (12)

0

where the second tem arises from the ¢ @ K m ixing. A sa consequence, the quark m odel
should be applied to g, mtherthan to g , and we are led to !
. !

N

P -

0 l 2
g, 0) = (. p—gm £ g 13)

2m g

3A am ooth extrapolation of the strong coupling constant from on-shell? to ¢ = 0 is understood.
47 two-com ponent expression fortheU (1) GT relation was rstput forward by Shore and Veneziano [B].



Tt has been proposed that the sn allness of gf m ay be explained by considering the polk
ocontrbutionsto @ K from higher sihgl partick statesX above the, so that the isosinglkt
GT relation has the form (see eg., Chao etal. 4], Ji @], Bartelskiand Tatur [10])

| O
0 3 X
S/ (0): 2 R (ngONN + . fX Y w ): (14)

The state X could be the radial excitation state of  ora 0% glueball. (N ote that the
ghost eld @ K isnota physicalglieballas it can be elim nated via the equation ofm otion.)
H owever, we w illnot pursue thispossbility further fortwo reasons: (i) It isentirely unknown
w hether or not the X states contribute destructively to gg . (i) Aswe shall see Iater, the
contrbution from a direct interaction of the ghost eld with the nuckon corresponds to
a disconnected insertion, which is shown to be negative according to recent lattice QCD
calculations [11,12]. T herefore, the ghost— eld e ect is realistic, and if the contributions due
to the states X are taken Into account, one should m ake the follow Ing replacem ent

1 1
e S R Pgmzofgm; Goww ' Gww My Gy (15)

0 0

nEqg.(14),where isthe@ K X mixing.

3. Ik hasbeen clain ed in the parton-m odel study of polarized desp inleastic scattering
that g} is related to the avor-singkt quark spin and the anom alous gluon contribution PI:

3 s

Q0= u’+ d%+ s° G 0 ; 16)

where q’°= g+ g9 o

q" is the net helicity of the quark avor g in a proton, and
G=G" G* InEqg.(l6) a superscript \prin e" is used to denote a quark spin di erent
from the one appearing in the OPE approach (see below ). By com paring (16) wih (13), it
is tem pting to identify the two com ponents ofthe U (1) GT rlation as
. §f m 2 f2

= ; = 2 : 17
2mN gONN’ 2mN gGNN ( )

On the contrary, In the OPE approach only the quark operator contributes to the rst
m om ent of the proton structure finction g (x) at the tw ist2 and spin-1 Jevel [13], so that

g 0)= u+ d+ s : (18)
T herefore, one m ay wonder if the identi cation (17) is unique and sensble.

T he above issue has to do w ith whether or not glions contrbute to  }, the rstmoment
of the polarized proton structure function gff (x). Since this issue has been addressed and
resolved by Bodw in and Q 11 [14], in the follow Ing we w ill sin ply outline them ain argum ents
(see also [L5)).

T he gluonic contrbution to } isgovemed by the rstm om ent ofthedi erentialpolarized
photon-glion scattering cross section denoted by  (x). A direct calculation ofthe photon-—
glion scattering box diagram shows that  (x) has collnear and infrared singularties at



m?=p?= 0,withm the quark m ass and p them om entum ofthe gluon. W ith two di erent
choices of the soft cuto , one obtains
!

pr— Q2 1 3
cen ®)= @1 2x) Jn—p2+ Jn; 2 19)
rm?= 0andp’ 6 0 Carlitz etal. ]), and
!
Q? 1 x

ar ®)= (1 2x) h—+hh 1 21 x); 20)
m

X

rm? 6 0andp? = 0 @ ktarelliand Ross P]). At rstsight, ir:appeamthatROl hard ()qx =

1 in both requlator schemesbecause the 2(1  x) term In =,z ) arishg from kX m? isa
soft contribution and because the h Q%= p?) and In (Q ?=m ?) tem s, which depend logarith—
m ically on the soft cuto , m ake no contribution to the rstm om emt due to chiral symm etry

or helicity conservation, recalling the splitting function P ¢ X) = % (2x 1).However, the
cancellation of the soft contribution from di erent x regions is not reliable because chiral
symm etry m ay be broken at som e hadronic scale through som e nonperturoative e ects.

A s a consequence, one has to Introduce a factorization scale g to subtract the unwanted
soft contribution, ie., the contribution arising from the distribution of quarks and antiquarks
In a glon:

P 2;0%= 2 )= &x;0 %) P 2 ) @1)

In practice, one m akes an approxin ate expression for the box diagram that is valid
for k2 << Q7 and then introduces an ultraviokt cuto on the integration variabk k, to
ensure that only the region k2 < % _ contrbutes to the soft part [14]. The choice of the
regulator soeci es the factorization convention. There are two sources contrbuting to the

rstmoment of (x): one from k2 Q? and the other from chiral symm etry breaking.
W hen the ultraviolkt cuto isgauge nvariant, it breaks chiral sym m etry due to the presence
ofthe axial anom aly and hence m akes a contribution to <% So we have
2, Z
o ®dx = 1; ) o x)dx = 0: 22)

In the m assregulator schem e, the origihal soft contrbution com ing from k2  m?, where
chiral symm etry is explicitly broken by the quark m ass, is canceled by the contribution
arising from chiral symm etry breakjng induced by the ultraviolkt cuto . Therefore, In the
gauge-invariant factorization scheme , " x)dx = 0 and hence ¢° (0) = . In this
schem g, the quark soin has a gauge-invariant localoperatorde nition: s g= lpH s Pi.
It is Q¢ dependent because of the nonvanishing anom alous din ension associated w ith the
avor-singlet quark operator. By contrast, it is also possble to choose a chiraHnvarant but
gauge~variant ultraviokt cuto , so that
2, Z
“& k=0 =T dx = L 23)



T his together with Egs.(19) and (20) leads to Rol ~hard o1ydx = 1. It is thus evident that
glions contrbute to  § and ¢? (0) = 0 i the chiralnvariant factorization schem e.
Contrary to the rst scheme, q°here cannot be written as a m atrix elm ent of a gauge—
Invariant local operator; it is either gauge variant or involves a nonlocal operator. M oreover,

q? is 02 independent as the gaugevariant ultraviolt cuto in this schem e does not ip
helicity. Tt is thus close to the naive intuition In the parton m odel that the quark helicity is
not a ected by glion am issions.

It is clear that the issue ofw hether or not gluons contrbute to } ispurely am atter ofthe
factorization schem e chosen in de ning the quark spin density & and the hard gluion-photon
scattering cross section [14]. W e thus conclude that the identi cation oftheU (1) G T relation
w ith the quark and gluon spin com ponents In a proton asgiven in Eq.(17) ispossblebut valid
only in the chirmknvariant factorization schem e. N ext, onem ay ask what w illbe the physical
Interpretation for the gauge-invariant g . and g, , tem sin the two-com ponent isosinglet
GT relation (13) In the gauge-invariant factorization schem e in which gg = ? W enote
that the evaluation ofthe hadronic avor-singlet current involves a disconnected nsertion in
addition to the connected one (see Fig. 2). The connected and disconnected insertions are
related to valence quark and vacuum polarization (ie., sea quark) contributions respectively
(Lu B]) and are ssparately gauge nvariant. A recent lattice calculation [10] shows a sea
polarization in a polarized proton: ugs= dg= s= 012 001 from the disconnected
contrbution. This empirical SU (3)— avor symm etry for sea polarization, which is known
to be not true for the unpolarized counterpart, im plies that the disconnected insertion is
dom inated by the axial anom aly of the triangk diagram . Since the trangle contribution is
proportionalto @ K , the ghost eld, it is thus quite natural to m ake the gauge nvariant
denti cation:

p 3¢ m?2 f£2

g ,, = oonnected insertion; *—g,,, = disconnected insertion; 24)
sz 0 2mN

which isvalid in both factorization schem es. In the gauge-nvariant factorization schem e, the
disconnected nsertion, which is regponsible for the an allness ofgzg , should be interpreted as
a screening e ect for the axial charge ow Ing to the negative sea polarization rather than an
anom alous glionic e ect.

4. Havihg denti ed the two-component U (1) GT relation (13) with oconnected and
disoconnected insertions, we are now able to extract the physical coupling constants g,
and g, . This is because the connected insertion (CI) corresponds to the total valence

5In principle, the choice of g and hard () or gq%and ~ P2 (x) is jast a m atter of convention. Tn
practice, the gauge-invariant q is probably m ore usefiillthan the Q ?-independent g ° since the fom er can
be expressed as a nuclkon m atrix elem ent of a local gauge-invariant operator and is thus calculable in lattice
QCD .M oreover, the polarized A ftarelliP arisi equations cannot be applied to g ° directly [16]. It has been
advocated that g®and G havea sin pl partonic de nition: the form er (latter) can be identi ed in one—pt
(tw o—gt) events in polarized deep inelastic scattering (C arlitz et al. P]). However, as pointed out in [17],
is In possble to separate the £ts when the target is at rest because the longiudinalm om entum is of order
Q?=M , whereas the transverse m om entum k, can only be of order Q . Consequently, the g and g Fts are
collinear even they m ay have large transverse m om entum .



quark contrbution to the proton spin, so it is related to the quark m odel expectation; that
is,

e 9,y =% CD= u,+ dy=3F D; @25)
where last dentity ollow s from the fact that in thequarkmodelg? = 3F D = u,+ d,.
Anotherway to seethisisthatg® = u+ d 2s! u ,+ d, duetotheaforem entioned
SU (3) symm etry for sea polarization. Unlke the previous identi cation (17), g} (€ I) here is
not identi ed w ith the totalquark spin . In the nonrelativistic quark lin i, F = %;D =1,
and hence u,+ d,= 1.W ith the nclusion ofthe relativistice ects, F and D are reduced
toF = 0459 and D = 0:798 w thout Including errors [18], and gg CI is reduced to a value
of0:579.

From Egs.(8) and (25),the GT relations forg: and g} are recast to

Pt 6f ,
FoD = o T T g G 08 3t gy, SRS
3f 3f ,
3F D = . I un = o G4, OS 3 g,, s 3); (26)

w here the tiny isogoin-viclating e ect has been neglected. Note that we have g . nstead
ofg(gl:N on the second line of the above equation. Using 5= 185 [seeEq.(6)], it Pllows

from (26) that
9o, = 347 g,y = 47; 7)
whike

g .. = 48; g . = 34: (28)

0 8

It is Interesting to note that we haveg, < g, ,whereasg ,, > g ., . Phenomenologi-
cally, the detemm ination ofg , ~andg,, isratherdi cul and sub ct to large uncertainties.
The analysisofthe NN potentialyieldsg, = 73 andg,, = 68 [19], while the forward
N N scattering analyzed using dispersion relations gives g, ; 9,, < 335 RO]. But these
analyses did not take into account the ghost polk contrioution. An estin ate ofthe %! 2
decay rate through the baryon triangk contrbutionsyieldsg, = 63 04 R1].

F inally, the ghost coupling is determ ned from the disconnected insertion © I)
2 2
m- £

gGNN=g§(DI)= ug+t dgst s! 3 s: (29)
2m

A combination ofallEM C, SM C, E142 and E 143 data for ?fathQZi= 10Gev? yields R2]
u= 083 0202; d= 043 002; s= 009 002; (30)
and hence

gl 0)= = 031 0906: (31)



From (29) and (30) we cbtain

9., 55Gev ’: (32)

5. To summ arize, we have em phasized that the U (1) GT rlation in tem s of the g
rem alnstotally unchanged nom atterhow one varies the quark m asses and the axialanom aly,
and pointed out that the two-com ponent expression of the isosinglet G T relation should be
denti ed with the connected and disconnected insertions; the identi cation w ith the quark
and gluon spin gom ponents In a proton is possbl only in the chirakinvariant factorization
scheme. Since ( 3f =2my )g oy Is related to the total valence quark contribution to the
proton spin, we have determ ined the physical coupling constants g, and g, from the
GT relations org; and g; and found thatg, = 3#4andg,, = 47.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

1 Contrbutionsto thematrix element N 8 K N i from (1) the pole dom inance, (2)
a direct coupling of the ghost eld w ith the nuclkon, and (3) the @ K o M ixing.

2 Connected and disconnected insertions.
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Figure 1



connected disconnected

Figure 2



