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Abstract

Ibegin with a generaldiscussion about im portance of constructing a picture
of the nuckon In temm s of QCD degrees of freedom , em phasizing the rolk
of spin structure functions. I then give a short overview on the theoretical
and experin ental status of the spin structure ofthe nuclkon. Follow ing that, I
m ention severalupoom Ing experin entstom easurethe avorand sea structure
In polarized quark distributions and the polarized glion distribbution g(x).
Finally, I discuss other soin—related physics, such as the polarizabilities of
glion elds y and g, the quark transversity distrbution h; x), and the
soin structure functions G; and G, at low 2.
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I.WHY ARE STRUCTURE FUNCTIONS INTERESTING ?

The answer to the question is sim ple: T he structure functions directly re ect the QCD
degrees of freedom m anifested by quarks and glions. In the past three decades, our un-—
derstanding of the nuclkon structure hasm ainly com e from m odels: the C onstituent Q uark
M odel, the N am bu-Jona-Lasinio M odel, B ags, Strings, H edgehogs, Instantons, M onopolks,
to name Just a faw . These m odels are quite successfil n explaining bulk properties of
the nuckon. For Instance, every m odel ism ade to t the nuckon m ass and m ost predicts
correctly the anom alous m agnetic m om ent. However, these m odels cannot explain m ore
detailed aspects of the nuckon structure such as structure fiinctions, because no one know s
yet how to translate e ective degrees of freedom s used In the m odels to quarks and gluons
In QCD . [This is perhaps a bit of pessin istic In light of the m any successes ofm odels, lke
the quark m odels, In which a direct identi cation ofQ CD and constituent quarks is usually
m ade. H owever, the right question to ask In QCD should be why the m odels are so success—
fu], not why they fail occasionally.] For the sam e reason, the picture ofthe nuclkon In QCD
can be very di erent from that in a m odel. To illustrate this point, let m e consider perhaps
the m ost basic property of the nuckon: the m ass.

The m ass structure of the nuckon varies dram atically in di erent phenom enological
m odels. In the constituent quark m odel, the m ass is a sum of the three constituent quark
m asses plus a an all am ount of kinetic and potential energy. In the sim plest version of the
M IT bag m ode], the mass is a sum of kinetic energies for three quarks plus the vacuum
energy ofthebag. Tn QCD , a study ofthe energy-m om entum tensor show s that the nucleon
m ass can be separated into our gauge-nvariant parts {l],

M =Mg+Myu+Mg+M,; @

where M 4 is the m atrix e]enentofRd3x Y( i D) and represe%ts‘dleoontdbu‘don of
quark kinetic and potential energies. M, is the m atrix elem ent of d3}R< m and repre-
sents the contrbution of quark masses. M 4 is the matrix element of &’xE* + B?)=2
1%md represents the contrdbution of the gluon energy. Finall, M , is the m atrix elem ent of
a9 =16 ?)E? B?) and represents the contrbution ofthe QCD trace ancm aly @].

U sing the desp-inelastic scattering data on F, ] and the N  tem and the sscond-
order chiral perturbation calculation for the baryon-octet m ass splitting ¥], it was found
that {1,

Mq=270 Mev; M, =160 MeV;
Mgy=320 Mev; M,= 190 MeV : )

T hus the quark kinetic and potential energies contribute only about a third of the nuckon
m ass. T he quark m asses contribute about one-eighth. T he canonical gluon energy also con—
tributes about a third. Tt was argued In Ref. {l] that the anom aly contrbution is analogous
to the vacuum energy in the M IT bag m odel. Since none of the phenom enological m odels
gives a sin ilar m ass structure, it is di cul to relate the e ective degrees of freedom w ith
the QCD quarks and gluons in a straightforward way.



II.THE SPIN STRUCTURE OF THE NUCLEON

Theholy grailin studying the spin structure ofthe nuckon isto know how the spin ofthe
nucleon is distrlbuted am ong its constituents. Intuitively, one can w rite done the follow Ing
decom position of the nuckon soin,

1 1
w here and g are helicities of quarks and glions, and L. 4 and Ly are the quark and
gluon orbital angularm om enta.

In QCD, there is good new s and bad new s about this decom position. The good new s
is that the sgparation hasa eld theoretical foundation, in the sense that each part can be
identi ed w ith a m atrix elem ent of a quark-gluon operator. Indeed B,
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The bad news is that eld theory is counter-ntuitive. In fact, g, L 4 and L4 are neither
separately gauge nvariant nor Lorentz nvariant, although their sum is. Futhem ore, because
com posite operators In  eld theory are generally divergent, theirm atrix elem ents are scale-
dependent after renom alization. The only com ponent that is gauge invariant and fram e-
Independent is the quark helicity contrlbution. T he fram e Independence is obvious from the
Lorentz structure ofthem atrix elem ent. In the literature, there have been discussions about
boosting the quark spin from rest to the In nite m om entum fram e. These discussions are
Irrelevant to the problem at hand.

Tt is easy to show that in the In nite m om entum fram e (or light-front coordinates) and
Iight-lke gauge A" = 0) g isthe rstmoment ofthe gluon helicity distrbution g (x),
m easurablk In high-energy processes. For this reason, I will tak henceforth about the spin
decom position In the n nite m om entum fram e and light-lke gauge.

T he renom alization scale dependence can be calculated in perturoative Q CD . For the
quark and gluon helicities, the evolution in the lading—log approxin ation is the A lfarelli-
Parisi equation [],

0.
[
G
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o

N = . 5
d g 2 2cy 2 g ©)

wheret= hQ?%= SCD,CF = 4=3 and = 11 2n¢=3wih n¢ the numberofquark avors.
T he solution of the equation is welkknown,

(t) = const ;

g = ©)



T hus the gluon helicity grow s Jogarithm ically w ith the renom alization scale Q2. To un-
derstand this physically, et us consider the solitting of a helicity + 1 gluon. T here are four
possible splitting products: 1) a quark w ith helicity 1/2 and an antiquark w ith helicity 1=2;
2) aquark with helicity 1=2 and an antiquark w ith helicity 1/2; 3) a gluon w ith helicity + 1
and anotherw ith helicity 1; 4) two gluonsw ith he]jcjig +1. In the rsttwo processes there
is a loss of the gluon helicity w ith a probability :=2) }Ql dx ®*+ (1 x)?). In the third pro—
cess there is a Joss of gluon helicity w ith a probabiliy , dx (=1 x) + a4 x)’=x).And
in the last process there is an Increase of gluon helicity w ith a probability 01 dxl=x 1 x)).
T he totalhelicity change in one gluon solitting is 11=2 n¢=3 > 0. T hus the gluon helicity
Increases w thout bound as one probes increasingly sm aller distance scales.

T he evolution of the quark and glion orbital angularm om enta was rst recognized and
discussed by Ratcli e f]. However, the discussion is incom plkte and contains a m istake.
R ecently, Tang, H oodbhoy and I derived the fllow ing equation §],

4 ng 2 ng
e = R S NG
dc Lo 2 3Cr 3 Lg 2 ©Cr 7 g

If one know s the nuclkeon soin com position at a perturbative scale Q (2), one can get the soin
com position at any other perturbative scale by soling these equations. AsQ? ! 1 , the
solution becom es especially sin pl,

Ly i o 1 3
T2 216+ 3n;
1 16
bt 97 76+ an ©

T hus the partition of the nuclkon soin between quarks and gluons follow s the welkknown
partition of the nucleon mom entum {9]! If the Q 2 evolution is slow, then it predicts that
quarks carry only about 50% ofthe nuckon soin even at low m om entum scales.
G Iven these theoretical com m ents, ket us now consider the experim ental status. In the
past several years, EM C /SM C and E 142/143 experin ents have established conclusively that
fa
© ? 10Gev?) 03 007; )

that is, about 70% of the nuckon spin is carried by g, L g and Lgy. If slow Q 2 variation
is true, one expects the quark orbital angularm om entum also carries about 10% to 30% of
the nuckon spin. Using SU (3) symm etry and the hyperon decay data, i was determ ined
that 1],

u= 083 003;
d= 043 003;
s= 040 003: 10)

Thus it seem s that about 10% of the spin is carrded by the strange avor. H owever, there
are argum ents In the literature that the SU (3) sym m etry breaking can change this number

signi cantly (2]



W hat are the fiuture opportunities in studying the soin structure of the nuclkeon? F irst
ofall, we would lke to nd avor ssparation and sea quark polarization. An Independent
determm ination ofthe avor ssparation can test the validity ofSU (3) sym m etry in the hyperon

-decay data. The size of the sea quark polarization m ight be the key to understand the
an allnessof . Atpresenttin e, there aretwo experin entswhich prom ise to study In detail
the avor and sea structure. First is the HERM ES experin ent at HERA f13]. M otivated
by an idea by Frankfurt et al. and M ilner and C lose [14], the HERM ES experin ent plns
to study the pion production in

e+ P! &+ +X : (11)

D e ne the production asymm etry according to,

N. & N,
ALL = + + ; (12)
N, ®x)+ N, x)
where N ..#+ isthe number of * m fnus the number of  produced In the current frag—-

m entation region when the nucleon target is polarized. It is sinpl to show in the sinple
parton m odel that,
4 u’E) dV’ (x) u "’ (x) dv(X)_

Ap = ; Ap = ’ 13
P oV (x) A (x) ° W) & (x) )

where Ay and Ap refers to asym m etries for proton and deuteron targets, regoectively. T hus
by m easuring thess, one can determ ine the valence polarizations of the up and down quarks
Sparately.

The second experin ent is at polarized RH IC, where one can study polarized proton
collisions [13]. By m easuring the single spin asymmetry in W boson production,

At u®dy) dxuE) (14)

L ux)d(y)+ d&)u y)

withu $ dPrA] , one can extract quark and antiquark helicitty distrbutions indepen-—
dently. The D rellYan process with xed targets also o ers an interesting opportuniy in
this direction [17].

T he polarized gluon distribution yields lnform ation on the ghion helicity contribution to
the nuckon soin. Nothing is known about it yet experim entally. Not m uch is known theo-
retically, exospt there are argum ents that g isprobably positive. From Q CD perturbation
theory In which a positive helicity quark ism ore likely to produce a positive helicity gluon,
B rodsky, Burkardt and Schm idt proposed a polarized gluon distrbution {1§],

35 5 4
gxr)= —0 @@ x)°I1 x) 15)
24
which yields g = 054. Ja e has recently calculated g from the M IT bag model. He

argued that the positive sign is related to N splitting [9). It is peculiar though that
his result com es entirely from the bag boundary!



E xperim entally, one can probe the ghion distribution through both desp-inelastic electron
scattering and hadron-hadron scattering. In the fomm er process, one can leam about the
gluon distribution through Q 2-evolution ofg; structure fiinction, two—t production, or J=
production. T here experin ents can be done in polarized HERA or future ELFE m achine. It
seem stom e that extracting g from these processes isquite di cult due to high dem anding
for statistics. A better place to keam about the glion polarization m ay be at RH IC, where
one can measure g in a more direct way, for Instance, through gt cross section, direct
photon production, or gluon fision processes [[5].

ITT.OTHER SPINRELATED PHYSICS

In thispart, I discuss three topics that are related to the polarized nuckon. F irst is the
polarizabilities of the color electric and m agnetic eldswhen the nuckon is at its rest fram e.
Second is the quark transversity distrdboution in a transversely polarized nuckon. and nally,
the spin-dependent structure fiinction G; and G, at and nearQ? = 0.

1). P olarizabilities of C olor F ields. If a nuckon is polarized in its rest fram e w ith
polarization vector S, how do the ocolor elds inside of the nuclkon respond? Inhtuitively,
due to parity conservation, the color m agnetic eld orients in the sam e direction as the
polarization and the color electric eld In the direction perpendicular to it. n QCD , one
can de ne the ollow ing polarizabilities of color elds 0],

WPSjYgB PSi= 2 zM %S ;
PsSyY gE PSi=2 zM?S; 16)

How to measure ’s? This can be done in the polarized elctron scattering where the
struck quark absoros the virtual photon and propagates in the badckground color elds of
the nuclkon. The e ects of color elds are the nalstate nteractions E SI).Here we have a
unigque situation that the FSI helps us to lam about the properties of the nucleon, unlke
In m any other cases In nuclkar physics where F' ST is entirely a nuisance.

In the polarized electron scattering, onem easures tw o spin-dependent structure functions
G and G ,, de ned through the antisym m etric part of the hadron tensor,

1Z

WA=4— d é sy ()JT,0Psi
_ G Gz |
= 1 q S W-I-(MS S q)P)m ; a7)
In the deep-nelastic lin i, de ne two scaling finctionsg; = ( =M )G; and g, = ( =M FG,.

A coording to operator product expansion, we have 1,221,

%1 2 1x ., MZx b
. g X;Q7)dx = > €:aorCor ( 5) + 902 € Cor ( s)age

f f

i
+ 4C¢ ( 5)dpr  4Ce ( o)fpe +
!
0%)Cdx = & SeC 1% 2anc +oM—2- 18
. P X;Q°)x =3 € deCe ( 5) 3 €:a0rCor ( s) 0z 18)
f f



where agr and a,¢ are the m atrix elem ents of the tw ist-two, soin-one and spin-three oper—
ators, respectively. The Index £ sum s over quark avors. C¢’s 1+ O ( ¢)) are coe cient
functions sum m arizing Q CD radiative corrections. d, and f, are the m atrix elem ents of
som e tw ist-three and four operators, regoectively. K now ing these two m atrix elem ents, one
can Inm ediately caloulate the polarizabilities,

5= 3@+ ) ;
E= 2R f£): (19)

Let m e now quote som e numbers. From the recent E 143 data, it was determ ined 3]
&= 00054 0005, &= 0004 0009 : 20)
O ne the other hand, the bag m odel caloulation yields 22,24],

& = 0010; & = 090 : 1)
which is consistent w ith the experin entaldata. The QCD sum rul calculations yield P§),
&= 0006 0003; &= 0017 0005 : (22)

And nally a recent calculation in quenched lattice QCD gives R6],
&= 0048 0005 o= 0005 0003 : (23)

Surprisingly, both the sum rule and lattice calculations have di cult in confronting experi-
mentaldata.

2). Quark Transversity D istribution. Consider a transversly-polarized nuclkon
m oving in the z direction. Usjrtg_% ) and g (x) to denote the quark densities with po—
larizations j"#i= (+i+ j i)= 2 where j i are the helicity states of quarks. Then the
transversity distribution is de ned as

h ®)= o ®) g&): (24)

T his distribution was rst introduced by R alston and Soper 7] in studying polarized D rell-
Yan collisions and further studied by Artru and M ek B8], Ja e and Ji RY], and others.

h; &) isa chiralodd distribution, ie. a correlation betw een keft—and right-handed quarks.
A s such, it cannot appear in inclisive desp-inelastic scattering process. So far, two di erent
m ethods have been proposed to m easure h; (x). F irst is through the asym m etry In the pion
production in longiudinally polarized electron scattering on a transversely polarized nuclkon
target B0]. The second is through the asymm etry in D reltYan and Z °-boson production
from quark and antiquark annihilations in polarized proton-proton scattering R7{29,16].

O ne of the m ost interesting aspects ofh; x) is the sum rule. It was shown by Ja e and
Jithat h; &) obeys the follow ing sum rule,

Z 4

de(hl(x) h; )= qg: @3)



where qisthe tensor charge ofthe nuckon, de ned In term softhe nuclkon m atrix elem ent of

the tensor current. It iseasy to shown that in non-relativistic quark m odels, the tensor charge

isequalto the axial charge. In the M IT bagm odel, it was determ ined that u= 1417; d=
029 BI]. On the other hand, the QCD sum rule calulation yields u= 100 05 and
d= 00 0:5131]. And more recently, the calculation in the chiral soliton m odel produced
u= 107and d= 0:3832].

3). G, and G, Structure Functions N ear and At Q2 = 0. This ismostly about
CEBAF physics. Dueto tin e (and space) lin itations, I just brde y m ention a few inm portant
topics In this direction. Tt is interesting to test the D rellFHeam-Gerasmov D HG ) sum rule
derived m any years ago B3],

d 2% @,

) — [ 3= 1=2]= o 2 ; (26)

where the 3, refer to the Inclusive photo-production cross sections w ith totalhelicities
1/2 and 3/2, respectively, along the photon m om entum axis. is the anom alous m agnetic
m om ent of the nuckon . Several experin ents proved at CEBAF w illbe relevant to such test
B4]. It is also interesting to m easure the pin polarizability de ned as the next m om ent of
the photon-production cross section di erence,
1 %14

= 1z N —~ 3= 1217 @7)
and to com pare it w ith chiral perturbation caloulation BH]. A third topic is to study Q2
dependence 0fG; sum rulk.De ning,

0% %1 d
09 =52 ., 09— 28)
one can expand at ow-Q? P2],
Q%) =1396 86310%+ Q'+ u:: 29)

The st two tem s are known from elastic scattering properties of the nuclkon and the
DHG sum rul. It ispossibl to caloulate the coe clent in low -energy theordes, like chiral-

perturbation theory. A gain, one can test the calculation by m easuring the Q ? dependence of
the generalized DHG sum rule. Finally, Iwould like tom ention the hadronic contribution to
hyper ne splitting ofhydrogen atom , which isa com plicated integralofG ; and G, structure
functions at Iow Q% [B§]. Recently, P. Unrau hasm ade an estin ate of the contrbution and
found it at the kevel of 05 ppm [B37]. W ith better know ledge of G; and G ,, one hopes to
com pute the contrbution at a better precision.

Iv.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

I believe the goal of this eld is to study and eventually understand the structure of
hadrons In tem s of QCD degrees of freedom : quarks and gluons. In this regard, much



progress has been m ade in the last few years. Experin entally, we have tested the B jprken
sum rule at the ten percent level, an in portant check on our understanding of experin ents
and QCD analysis. W e have m easured w ith good precision the quark helicity contrioution
to the nuckon spin. Theoretically, we now know how to generalize operator production
expansion to any hard scattering process, to classify quark and gluon distrdbution fiinctions,
and to calculate perturbative corrections at the rst few orders. H owever, m uch lies ahead
of us. W e would lke to understand better the avor and sea ssparation of quark helicity
distributions. W e would lke to know the polarized gluon distriboution. W e need to m easure
the higher tw ist e ectsto better accuracy. W e shall study system atically at CEBAF G ; and
G, structure finctions at low Q2. Finally, there is a Iot to Jeam from hadron nal states.
Thus, I conclude that in the area of spin physics these are exciting tin es.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

Iwould like to thank the organizers ofthe soin session for this wonderfiil opportunity to
talk about soin physics.



REFERENCES

[1X .Ji, Phys.Rev.Lett. 74 (1995) 1071; Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995) 271.
R]1J.C.Collins, A .Duncan, and S.D . Jogkkar, Phys.Rev.D 16 (1977) 438.
B]H .Laiet.al, Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995) 4763.

4]J.Gasser, H.Leutwyler, and M .E . Sanhio, Phys. Lett.B253 (1991) 252.
BlJR.L.Ja eand A .M anchar, Nucl Phys.B337 (1990) 509.

6]G .A tarelliand G .Parsi, NucL Phys.B126 (298).

[71P.G .Ratcli ¢, Phys. Lett.B192 (1987) 180.

PID .Grossand F .W ilczek, Phys.Rev.D 9 (1974) 980.

[10]J.A shman et al,, Nucl Phys.B328 (1989) 1;B .Adeva et al,, Phys. Lett.B302 (1993)
533; P.L.Anthony et. al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 17 (1993) 959; K . Abe et al,, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 75 (1995) 25.

[L1]J.Ellisand M .K arliner, Phys. Lett.B 341 (1995) 397.

[12] B . Ehmsperger and A . Schafer, Phys. Lett. B348 (1995) 619.P. G . Ratcli e, hep~

3] The HERM ES proposalto NSF and DOE, 1993.

l4]L.L.Frankfurtet al, Phys.Lett.B230 (1989) 141;F .E.Clbssand R .G .M iher, Phys.
Rev.D 44 (1991) 3691.

[L5]G .Bunce et al, Particke W orld 3 (1992) 1; The STAR and PHEN IX soin proposals.

[16]C .Bourrely and J. So er, Nucl. Phys.B423 (1994) 329.

[17] J.M oss, private com m unication.

18] S.J.Brodsky, M .Burkardt, and I.Schm idt, Nucl Phys.B441 (1995) 197.

[9]R.L.Ja e, M IT -C TP 2466, HU TP -95/A 034, hep/ph9509279.

R0]S. Stein, P.G omicki, L.M ankiew icz, and A . Schafer, Phys. Lett. B 353 (1995) 107.

R1IR.L.Ja eand X .Ji, Phys.Rev.D 43 (1991) 724.

R2]X .Jiand P.Unrau, Phys. Lett. B 333 (1994) 228.

P3]K .Abeetal, SLAC-PUB-95-6982, 1995.

R41M .Stratmann , Z.Phys.C60 (1993) 763;X .Song and J.S.M cCarthy, Phys.Rev.D 49
(1994) 3169.

R5] I.Balitsky, V . Braun and A . K oksnicheko, Phys. Lett. B242 (1990) 245; B 318 (1993)
448 E); E . Steln et.al, Phys. Lett.B34 (1995) 369.

R7]1J.P.Ralston and D .E . Soper, Nucl. Phys.B152 (1979) 109;J.L.Cortes,B.Pire, J.P.
Ralston, Z.Phys.C55 (1992) 409.

RP8]X .Artruand M .M ekh , Z.Phys.C45 (1990) 669.

R9]R.L.Ja eand X .Jj, Phys.Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 552.

BOJR.L.Ja eand X . Ji, Phys.Rev.Lett. 71 (1993) 2547.

Bl]H .Heand X .Ji, Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995) 2960;B.L.Io e and A .Khodm iran, Phys.
Rev.D 51 (1995) 3373.

B3]S.D.Drelland A .C.Heam, Phys.Rev. Lett. 16 (1966) 908; S.B .G erasin ov, Sov. J.
NucL Phys. 2 (1966) 430.

B4]1V .Burkert et. al, CEBAF proposal 91-023, 1991; SE .Kuhn et al.,, CEBAF proposal,
1993.

10


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510304
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509237
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509237
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9508004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509283

B5]B . Holstein, tak given at the DNP electrom agnetic town m eeting, A rgonne, January,
1995.

B6]G.T.Bodwin and D .R.Yennie, Phys.Rev.D 37 (1988) 498.

B7]1P.Unrau, To be published.

11



