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A bstract
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in order to adequately determ ine the fraction of spin carried by each of the nuclkon
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I. Introduction

O ne of the In portant questions n high energy physics is how nucleon soin is related
to the spins ofthe quark and gluon constituents. Signi cant interest in high energy polariza—
tion waspiqued a faw years ago when the European M uon C ollaboration (EM C)! analyzed
polarized desp-inelastic scattering O IS) data which appeared to contradict theoretical pre—
dictions, creating the "soin crisis". Since then, a urry oftheoretical and experin entalw ork
hasbeen perform ed to address this "crisis" and further investigate the soin properties of the
nuclkons.

T he soin dependent asym m etry in the desp-inelastic scattering of longitudinally po-—
larized Jeptons on longitudinally polarized nuclkons is given by

A= § D A; 1)

w here the arrow s refer to the relative Iongiudinal spin directions of the beam and target,
respectively, and it isassum ed that A, isan all, since it isbounded by R = P —; . Inform ation
about the polarized quark distributions can be extracted from this asym m etry by

‘& qik)

A= pP——; 12)
165G (X)

w here the sum s are overallquark avors. T he proton structure function glf can be extracted
from the asymm etry A; by using

AL X)F; x;Q7)
2x1+ R)

g Q%) (13)
It is assum ed that the transverse structure fiinction g is smalland that A ; is relatively in—
dependent ofQ ?, which hasbeen veri ed by experin entalm easurem ents. T he extrapolation
ofthe EM C data ©r g} to lower B prken x ld to in plications that, although the B jprken
sum rule BSR) of QCD? was satis ed, the Ellisda e sum rulk?® ,based on a sin ple quark
m odel, was violated. Recently, the Spin M uon Collaboration (SM C) group from CERN*
and the E142/E 143 experin ental groups from SLAC® have measured A} and ¢f to even
lower x values and have added the corresponding neutron and deuteron structure fiinctions



AT, g, A¢, and ¢'. These groups have also in proved statistics and lowered the system atic
errors from the originaldata.

The D IS experin ents w ith equations (1 2) and (1.3) can provide a m eans by which
we can extract the polarized quark distribution fiinctions. W e can check the consistency
of these distributions by com paring proton data (gf ), neutron data (g7 ) and deuteron data

@) via sum rules. There are m any possbilities for m odels of the polarized quark and
gluon distribbutions which are consistent with sum rul and data constraints. The m otive
here is to point out som e of these possibilities and com pare our analysis to that of others.
For exam ple, C lose and Roberts® have done an analysis of the proton and neutron D IS
data w ith an em phasis on the integrated distributions and the overall avor contributions to
nuclon spin. Ellis and K arliner’ have done a sim ilar analysis which inclides higher order
QCD oorrections. W e have done a m ore detailed avor dependent analysis mcluding the
QCD oorrections and the e ect ofthe gluon anom aly. W e w ill proceed by assum ing that the
polarized glion distrbution is ofm oderate size and nd that the resulting polarized quark
distributions which are consistent w ith data and the appropriate sum rules. O ur approach
to this analysis consists of three parts: (1) ssparating the valence and sea integrated parton
distrbutions for each avor using di erent data sets as a basis to perform the analyses,
(2) discussing sin ilarties and di erences between the phenom enological in plications of the
experin ental results, and (3) suggesting a set of experin ents which would distinguish the
quark and glion contrbutions to the proton soin. Our analysis di ers from that of the
experin ental groups in that we use sum rules in conjunction with a single experim ental
result to extract the spin Informm ation, whilke they use data from multiple experim ents in
order to check the validity of the sum rules. In addition, they assume a avor symm etric
sea and ignore anom aly contrioutions. H owever, there is relatively good physics agreem ent

w ith our resuls and those of the experin ental groups.

T he paper is structured as follow s: In part IT, we discuss the theoretical basis for
determm ining the polarized parton distrbutions and the assum ptions we have m ade to gen—
erate them . In part ITI, we discuss our phenom enological analysis of the existing data and
the consistency of the various m odels. Part IV is a discussion of the experim ents which
can be perform ed w ith existing accelerators to further our know ledge of the spin content of
nuclkons.



IT. T heoretical B ackground

A .Polarized Q uark D istributions

Fundam entally, we assum e that the nuckons are com prised of valence quarks, whose
polarized and Integrated distributions are de ned by:

g, &;0%) d ®0% q ;0%
z | 1)

hg, Q)i ) gy ®;07%) dx;

where + () Indicates the quark soin aligned (antialigned) w ith the nuclkon soin. In order
to construct the polarized quark distrbutions from the unpolarized ones, we can start w ith
amodi ed 3quark m odelbased on an SU (6) wave function for the proton. Thism odel is
based on avor symm etry of the u—and d-sea and constructs the valence distributions to
satisfy the B prken sum rule® The valence quark distrioutions can be w ritten in the fom :

2
u, ®;0%) = cos p fu, (x;07) gdv(x;an;

@2)
2 1 2
dy &;Q7) = 3 &8 p dy X;Q7);
where cos p is a "spin dilution" factor which vanishes as x ! 0 and becom es unity as

x ! 1, characterizing the valence quark helicity contrdution to the proton 8° Nom ally,
the soin dilution factor is adjasted to satisfy the B pprken sum rule and to agree w ith the
desp-nelastic data at large x.

To generate the valnce quark distrbutions, we use the higher order set of GRV *°
unpolarized distrbutions, evolved to the Q2 scales of each experin ent. These agree w ith
the M RS distrbutions for x 0:05. The spin dilution factor in equation (22) was
determ ined from the BSR, which we have assum ed valid. T he consistency of the resulting
polarized valence distribbutions was checked by com paring w ith the valie for the ratio of
proton and neutron m agnetic m om ents:

o 2hu,i hd,i 3
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W ih ourvalieshu ,i= 100 O0landh d,i= 26 0201, both theBSR and m agnetic
mom ent ratio are satis ed. This also yields a spin contrbution from the valence quarks
equalto 0:74 0:02, consistent w ith other treatm ents of the spin content of quarks. %13
The quoted errors arise from data errors on g, =gy, and the di erences in choice of the
unpolarized distribbutions used to generate the polarized valence quark distrbutions. The
original analysis by Q i1, et. al® e ectively reached the sam e conclusion.

T he polarization ofthe sea occursby glionsthat are em itted by gluon B ram sstrahung
and by quark-antiquark pair creation. T he corresponding integrated polarized sea distribu-—
tion is de ned as:

hsQ )i hlu@Q )+ u@ )+ dE 9+ dEH+ sQ 9+ sQ )i; @:4)

w here the polarized sea avors are de ned analogous to the valence quarks. It is assum ed
that the lightest avors dom inate the sea polarization, since the heavier quarks should be
signi cantly harder to polarize. T hus, we assum e that the quark and antiquark avors are
sym m etric, but break the SU (6) symm etry of the sea by assum Ing that the heavier strange
quarks w illbe less polarized 8 Then, the sea distrbutions are related as ollow s:
uk;0 ’)= uk0 %)= dx;Q% = dx;0°?
@5)
= I+ 1s&Q%) =0+ 1s&Q?):

The factor isa measure of the increased di culty In polarizing the strange sea quarks.

In tem s of the proton wave function, we can w rite the integrated distrlbbutions as
hgis i=hosjg sq Ppsi=2m; (26)
where s (o) is the axial fourvector which characterizes a soin % particle and m is them ass

R
of the particke. T he integrated polarized structure finction, I°® 1 & ™ (x) dx, is related
to the polarized quark distributions by

(1 Oorr)h&uv'i'i;l) dv"'@
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NI
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The QCD corrections, characterized by £, have been caluclated to O ( 5)'* and are

s

©rr 2y 4 35833(—2)% + 202153 ()% + 130 (2)4; 2 8)
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where the last temm is estin ated. T he higher tw ist corrections calculated by Stein, et. all®
are an all enough to neglct at the Q2 values of the data. The QCD corrections have a
much more signi cant e ect In extracting inform ation from the data and sum rules. In
fact, although the last correction tem in eq. (2.8) is estin ated, its e ect on the extracted
num bers is less than the signi cant gures which we report.

Thus, the data on g; allow s the determm ination of a linear combination of and the

overall size of the polarized sea. This is not enough, however, to detemm Ine all of the s=a

param eters. A dditional constraints are provided by the axialvector current operators, A¥,

whose m atrix elem ents for the proton de ne the coe cients, a ¥, as'®
hpsjA* psi= s a; 29)

where the a* are non—zero for k=0, 3 and 8. These current operators are m em bers of an

SU (3)¢ octet, whose non—zero elam ents give relations between the polarized distributions

and the m easurable coe cients a . The B prken sum rule relates the polarized structure
function g; (x), m easured In polarized desp-inelastic scattering, to the axial vector current
A3.The coe cient a ® ism easured in neutron beta decay and this sum rule is considered to
be a fundam ental test of Q CD . In tem s of the polarized distributions and our assum ptions

about the avor symm etry ofthe u and d polarized sea, the B prken sum rule can be reduced

to the fom :
Z 4

[u,&;0%) d,x;Q%)]dx= a’; 2:10)
0

which enables us to determ ne the valence distrlbbutions, as previously m entioned. Further-
m ore, since the BSR re]atesglf and g7, theD IS data on g; (orp, n and d) can be used to
set constraints on the polarized sea distrbutions.

The coe cient a ® is determ ined by hyperon decay, re ecting the other baryon axial
charges in the symm etry. A traditional analysis of hyperon decays, yilds two emn pircal
constants: D and F ,° which are related to the polarized quark distrbutions by a®. This
relation can be w ritten as:

a®=hlu,+ dy+ us+ u+ d .+ d 2s 2si=3F D 058 002:

(2:411)
Lipkin haspointed out that onem ust proceed w ith caution in using hyperon soin structures,



how ever, w ithout a suitable hyperon spin m odel!’ Fortunately, our analysis is not highly
sensitive to the value of a®.

T he factora’ is related to the totalspin carried by the quarks in the proton. A ssum ing
that theu and d avors are symm etric In the polarized sea, we can relate the non—zero axial

currents and the structure function gf in the avor-independent form :

21 1, 3
a® 90 M) Fxdx -a® —a’: 212)

0 4 4

T hus, the equations for the axial current coe cients give constraints to the polarized quark

distrdoutions, from which we can attem pt to extract speci ¢ infom ation about ndividual
contributions to the overall proton spin. Shortly affer the EM C experim ent, there were a
num ber of theoretical calculations which isolated the contributions of each ofthe avors of
the polarized sea to the proton spin 8% A 1l of these arrived at the conclusion that the sea is
negatively polarized, which is reasonable when one analyzes the soin dependent foroes which
cause polarization ofthe sea from valence quarks and gluons. Updated values for the avors

of polarized distrioutions can be detem ined from the recent SM C and SLAC data !?

One can in pose theoretical constraints on the polarized strange sea® by assum ing

that
Z 4

jO sx)dx Jj

121
3 Xxsx)dx 0:005: (2:13)

0
This "Valence D om lnated M odel" (VDM ) is based on a m echanismn where sea quarks ob—
tain their polarization through a localized interaction w ith the valence quarks. Thism odel
provides a m ore restrictive lin it on the size of the polarized strange sea than the positivity
constraint discussed by P reparata, Ratcli e and So er.!” TheVDM m odelcan be com pared
w ith the integrated distrlbbutions extracted from the data to check for its validity.

B . Polarization of G luons
T he gluons are polarized through B ram sstrahlung from the quarks. The integrated
polarized glion distribution is w ritten as
Z 2,

hGi= G &Q )dx= G ®0% G ((x;0°)1dx; @:14)
0 0

where the + ( ) Indicates spin aligned (antialigned) wih the nuclkon, as In the quark
distrdoutions. W e cannot determ ine a priori the size of the polarized glion distribution



in a proton at a given Q2 value. The evolution equations for the polarized distributions,
indicate that the polarized glion distrbution increases with Q2 and that its evolution is
directly related to the behavior of the orbital angularm om entum , since the polarized quark
distrbutions do not evolve .n Q ¢ in leading order?® T hus, one assum es a particular form for
the polarized glion distrbution fora given Q2 and checks its consistency w ith experin ental
data which are sensitive to G (x;Q ?) at a particularQ 3. nitialanalyses ofthe EM C data'®
kd to speculation that the Integrated gluon distribution m ay be quite large, even at the
relatively sm allvalue of Q2 = 107 G&V?2.

Themodelof G that isused has a direct e ect on the m easured value of the quark
distrbutions through the glion axial anom aly?! In QCD, the U (1) axial current m atrix
element A is not strictly conserved, even w ith m assless quarks. Hence, at two loop order,
the triangle diagram between two glions generates a Q 2 dependent glionic contribution to
the m easured polarized quark distributions. This tem has the general fom :

N: ;0371

Q%= —— ., © ®;0 2) dx; ©:15)

where N¢ is the number of quark avors. Thus, for each avor of quark appearing in
the distrbutions, the m easured polarization distrbution ismodi ed by a factor: h g ;i

@ 2)=N ;. In order r us to determ ine the quark contributions to the spin of the nuclkons,
it isnecessary for us to know the relative size of the polarized gluon distrioution. If we base
our analysis sokly on the naive quark m odel, then F g! land G may bequie large to
be consistent with EM C data. T his is surprising, since there are no high-spin excited states
of nucleons which create such a large G : If we consider the polarized distributions of Q 11
et. al,, a rrasonably sized G ispossbl if the sea has a suitably negative polarization.

W e have considered two possible m odels for G :

@) G )= xG X);
(2:16)
2) G = 0:

The rst Inplies that the soin carried by glion is the sam e as its m om entum , m otivated
by both simplk PQCD constraints and the form of the spolitting fuinctions for the polarized
evolution equations?®?? The second provides an extrem e value or determ ining lim its on
the values of the polarized sea distribution.



A nothernatural constraint to the polarized distributions relates the integrated parton
distributions to the orbital angularm om entum of the constituents. D ue to O (2) invariance,
a proton wih m om entum and spin in the z-direction w ill conserve J,. T his total soIn sum
rule can be w ritten in temm s of the polarized distribbutions as:

JZ=%=%thi+ %hSi+hGi+L 2t 217)

T he right hand side represents the decom position of the constituent soins along w ith their

relative angularm om entum , L, . A though this does not provide a strict constraint on either

Jwt Or G, i does give an indication of the fraction of total spin due to the angular
m om entum com ponent as com pared to the constituent contriutions.

C . Interpolation ofD ata at Sm allx

A1l sets of data are lim ited In the range of B prken x and thus, the integrals must
be extrapolated to x ! 0: Thus, the possibility of existance of a R egge type singularity at
x ! 0 is not acocounted for In the analyses. A signi cant singularity could raise the value
of ¢ towards the naive quark m odel valie and could account for som e of the discrepancy
between the original EM C data and the E llisJa e sum rule.?> In light of the recent HERA
data,?® there is the possbility that the increase in F, at small X, even at the lower Q2
values of the E142/E 143 data, could indicate a change In the extrapolated values of these
Integrals. These possbilities are a topic for future study. For the purposes of this paper,
we will assum e that this overall e ect of F, on ¢f will not alter the integral by any m ore
than the present experim ental errors. W e use the unpolarized distribbutions of M RS and
GRV In section ITT B since they Include the an alkx data from HERA . The shape of the
polarized glion distrdbbution at an allx a ects the anom aly tem , and thus the overall quark
contrbutions to the integrals. Future experim ents can shed light on the size of this e ect,
a detailwe w ill discuss In section IV . W e believe that the present data show that anom aly
e ects are 1im ited and the overall integrated polarized glion distrbbution is not very large
at these energies. T his point is discussed in the next section.



IIT. P henom enology

A . A ssum ptions and A nalysis using N ew D ata

W e consider recent SM C* and E142/143° data to extract polarization inform ation

R
about the sea. The SM C experim ent, which m easured 01 glf dx, consisted of desp Inelastic
scattering ofpolarized muons o ofpolarized protons in the kinem atic range 0003 x 07

and1Gev? Q2 60GeV?. Thedatawere then extrapolated to yield the integrated value
of the structure function. In the other SM C experin ent, the polarized proton target was
replaced by a polarized deuteron target and Rol gf'dx was extracted from data in the kinem atic
range0:003 x 0:7andl1Gev? Q? 60GeV?. TheE 142 experin entexl:::acl:edRo:L gl dx
from data in the kinem aticrange 003 x 0:6and1Gev? Q2 60 Ge&V? by scattering
polarized electrons o of a polarized °He target. The E 143 experin ent m easured Rol gy dx in
the kinem atic range 003 x 08 and1Gev? Q2 10 GeV? by scattering polarized
electrons o of a solid polarized deuterated amm onia °ND 5 target. The integrated resuls

w ith errors and average Q ? values are summ arized in Tablk I.

Table I: Experin ental P aram eters for the Integrated Structure

Functions

Q uantity SM C (I°) sSM C (% E142 (1) E 143 (19

Te*P 136 034 022 041
Stat:err: 011 2009 007 003
Sys:err: 011 006 006 004

Avg:Q? Gev?) 100 100 20 30

s Q%) 27 27 385 35

R, .
W e can w rite the Integrals of the polarized structure functions, 01 g; dx In the tem s



ofthe coe cients a * ¢

Z "a3 N ao#
P og%f(x)dx= St3etg ! T
) Z 4 " a3 28 ao# e
21 "a8 ao# 3
¢ ng(x)dx= %t g ! JToa 5o

where ! is the probability that the deuteron willbe n a D state. Usihg N-N potential
calculations, the value of ! is about 0:058. *?* The di erence (IP 1I") is the B jprken
sum rule, which is fundam ental to the tests 0of QCD . There seam s to be agreem ent In the
experin ental papers that the data from each substantiates the B prken sum rule, to w ithin
the experim ental errors. W e have assum ed that the BSR is valid, and have used it as a
starting point for extracting an e ective I* value from neutron and deuteron data. The
com parison of the e ective IP values gives a m easure of the consistency of the di erent

experin ents to the BSR .

C onsiderable discussion regarding resuls of these m easurem ents focuses on the E llis—
Ja e sim rule EJSR),” which predicts the values of ¢ and g using an unpolarized sea.
This has the fom :

1
Ip=ﬁ[9F DI]1 o

s

1
"= 1_8[6F 4D 11 T

where FF and D are the em pircally determ ned -decay constants, constrained so that their
sum: F + D = g,=g, satis es the B prken sum rule. Using the approxin ate valies,®
F 046 00landD 0:80 001, thissum rulkpredictsthat I’ = 0:16l and I" = 0:0109.
These values of FF and D also yield

a® 3F D =058 003: 3B3)

C learly, the E142 (I") data are consistent w ith this sum rule, whike the other data are not.

H igher order corrections to the EJSR have been calculated,”® but am ount to about a 10%
correction to the values of the integrals and are not enough to account for the discrepancy
with the SM C data. H igher tw ist corrections’® are only signi cant at the lower Q 2 values

10



of the E142 I" data, where there is agreem ent w ith the EJSR . T he point thus focuses on
the discussion of the size of the polarized sea, which di ers in analyses of these data. W e

address this In detail Jater.

T he experin ental values of I¥*P for the proton, neutron and deuteron, com bined w ith
the value of g, detemm ined in section IT, can be used to determm ne the polarization ofeach
ofthe sea avors. W ith anom aly correction, the total soin carried by each ofthe avors can
be w rtten as:

h divait dieat d; Z—S Gi=h g i (34)

The anom aly tem s included in the quark distribbutions have the form of equation (2.15)
using both m odels of the polarized glue from (2.16).

Since the anom alous din ensions for the polarized distrbutions have an additional
factor of x com pared to the unpolarized case, early treatm ents of the spin distrdbutions
assumed a orm of: gX) xgK) Prall avors.? W e have com pared this orm of the

distrioutions to those extracted from the recent data, using the de ned ratio ﬁ

foreach avor.

B .Resuls for the P olarized D istributions

T he analysis for each polarized gluon m odel proceeds as follow s:

(1) W e extract a value of I® from eitherthe data directly orvia the B SR using equation
(31). Then, equation (212) isused to extract ag. T he anom aly dependence on both sides of
eg. (212) cancels, but the overall contribution to the quark spin, h qti= ag+ , includes
the anom aly term . The value ag from the hyperon data w ith equations 2.11) and (2.12) are
then used to extract s for the strange sea. T he total contribution from the sea then com es
from h guei= h gyi+ h Si. The factor and the distrlbutionsh ui ¢z = h di ga are then
derived from equations 2.4) and 2.5).Fmnally, theJ, = 1/2 sum ruk (equation 2.17) gives
L,.

() Since the VDM m odel is based upon the chiral distrbutions, we calculate the
ocorresponding results in Tabl Ila, where the anom aly temm is zero. Here, s comes from
theVDM assum ption forthe strange sea (equation 2.13). Then h gi .+ = ag can be extracted

from a; ag = 6h si.Finally, gf com es from (2.12), and the other sea Inform ation can be
extracted. This provides a theoretical lim it on these quantities, based upon a restricted

11



strange sea polarization.

T he overall results are presented In Tabke IT (G = xG) and Tablke IIa (G = 0).
The E143 proton data® gives virtually the sam e num bers as the deuteron data shown in
these tables.

Table IT: Integrated P olarized D istributions: G = xG

Quantity SM C (I?) SM C (1% E142@1") E 143(19)

< U> g 077 089 050 068
< s> 037 048 010 028
<UD e 0:85 0:82 0:90 0:87
< d> e A2 43 36 40
< 85> i 07 10 02 06
= 4 24 28 16 2:1
s 20 30 0:7 16
1:09 0:84 400 141
0:06 0:06 0:08 0:08
I 0:136 0:129 0:137 0131
< 9> e 0:36 029 0:52 041
< G > 046 0:46 0:44 0:44
L, 14 a1 20 15

12



Table ITa: Integrated P olarized D istributions: G = 0

Quantity SM C @*) SM C (1¢) E142(") E143@1% VDM

< U> g 087 099 063 082 045
< s> 047 058 023 042 005
< U ot > 83 80 88 84 91
< dige > 44 45 39 43 35
< St > 09 a2 05 08 01
0= 4 27 32 20 2 14
s 24 3{ 1: 25 03
0:86 0:70 171 0:96 8:00
0:00 0:00 0:00 0:00 0:00
TP 136 129 137 131 152
< 9> 0:330 023 0:44 0:33 055
L, 0:35 0:39 028 0:35 023

From tabls IT and I1a, it is cbvious that the naive quark m odel is not su cient to
explain the characteristics of nuclkon spin. H owever, these resuls have narrowed the range
of constituent contributions to the proton spin. The follow ing conclusions can be drawn,
which lead to am odi ed view ofthe proton’s spin picture.

(1) The totalquark contrbution to the proton spin isbetween % and %, asopposed the
quark m odelvalue ofone, orthe extracted EM C value of zero. T he errors in determm ning the
total quark contribution are due to experin ental ervors ( 0:04 ! 008 or gut) and the
uncertainty in the value for ( 0:04). For a given gluon m odel, however, the di erences
are slightly lJarger than one standard deviation. T his cannot be acoounted for by di erent
0?2 values since the polarized quark distrioution does not evolve with Q2 to leading order.

A Iso, higher tw ist e ects do not appear to be large enough to account for this di erence.®
H owever, allofthese values in ply that the total sea, and hence the strange s=a, hasa sn aller

13



polarization than originally thought after the EM C experin ent. T he results for the strange
sea In the proton and deuteron data are still Jarger than the positivity bound of P reparata,
Ratcli e and So er.!’” There is an inplication here that their positivity bound valie is
too an all, since it is based entirely on unpolarized data. Nevertheless, alldata In ply that
the strange quark spin contribution is much an aller than that of the lighter quarks. The
avor symm etry is broken by the large valies of , namely 0:7 490, as opposed to
= 0. I is also interesting to note that the results cbtained from the SM C proton data
are consistent w ith a recent lattice QCD calculation of the polarized quark param eters.!?
A Though the avor contrbutions to the proton soin cannot be extracted exactly, the range
of possibilities has been substantially decreased by these experin ents. Speci cally, the up
and down contributions agree to within a few percent. The m ain di erence rem ains the

question of the strange sea soin content.

(2) D expite the di erences, there are sin ilarities am ong these sets of data. A Il of the
extracted values for IP are well w thin the experin ental uncertainties, Indicating a strong
agreem ent about the validiy of the B prken Sum Rule. W e have arrived at this conclusion
by using the BSR to extract IP, as opposad to the experin ental groups, which usad data to
extract the BSR . T here seam s to be general agreem ent as to the consistency ofthese resuls.

(3) Aswe mentioned in section II, the validity of the E llisJa e sum rule reduces to
the question of the size of the polarized sea. Ik also addresses the assum ptions m ade by
the naive quark m odel and early polarization calculations based on a sinple SU (6) m odel
for the proton. The sea resuls, the deviation of from zero and the di erences in = from
one, all indicate that the m odels for quark polarizations must be m odi ed to acoount for
the experim ental results. T he physical conclusions are: (i) that the sea ispolarized opposite
to that of the valence quarks (see ref. 8 for nterpretations), (i) that the strange quarks
m ust be treated separately in determ ining their contribution to the proton soin due tom ass
e ects, and (iil) that polarized distribbutions for each quark avormust bem odi ed so that

ds £ X g, where is extracted from data and is lkely di erent from unity. Thus,
the relation between unpolarized and polarized distributions is likely m ore com plex than
origihally thought.

(4) This analysis in plies that the role of the anom aly correction is signi cant only in
the sense that m inin izing errors in specifying soin contributions from quark avors depends
on detem ining the size of the polarized gluie. By com paring the resuls given in tables IT
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and T1a, w here analysis of the data is done w ith both a zero and a an allanom aly correction,
we see the key results and conclusions are not signi cantly di erent. Further, even if there
are higher tw ist corrections to the anom aly at an all Q ?, this will not reconcile di erences
In the avor dependence ofthe polarized sea. The anom aly term does not vary signi cantly
enough Pr the Q2 range of the data to explain any di erences. However, the analysis of
I" wih the anom aly in equation 3.4 does in ply that the polarized glue is lin ited in size.
If the integrated polarized gluon distribbution were greater than about 0.9, the strange sea
contrbution In the I" colum n ofTable ITwould be positive, while the other sea avorswould
be negatively polarized. T here is no apparent reason why these avors should be polarized
In a di erent direction. The analysis seem s to I ply an inherent lin it to the size of the
anom aly and thus, the size of the polarized glue.

(5) Finally, the orbial angular m om entum extracted from the J, sum rule ismuch
an aller for all data than earlier values cbtained from EM C datal!® If the polarized gluon
distribution is sm all enough, then both h gi .+ and h G i decrease enough so that L , must
be positive to account for the total soin of nuckons. Thus, both positive and negative
values for L, appear to be possibl. N aturally, this opens up the possibility that the angular
m om entum contribution is negligble, contrary to the naive Skym e m odel.

C learly, these experin ents have shed light on the proton soin picture. The mapr
unansw ered questions appear to be related to the strange sea spin content and the size ofthe
polarized gluon distrbbution. These can only be reconciled by perform ing other experin ents
which are sensitive to these quantities. To put the strange sea picture In perspective, we
can com pare various resuls for the polarized strange sea distributions w ith otherm odels in
the literature, based on various data. These are summ arized in Table III, whose num bers
represent the total contributions for each avor (quarks and antiquarks). The m odels are
listed in order of increasing strange sea contributions and refer to the experim ents from
which they were extracted. The references are keyed as ©llows: (i) HJIL- Lipkin!’ ; (@)
VDM —the valence dom Inated m odel outlined In section IT; (iil) G R -m odels presented here
(wih anom aly term and higher order QCD corrections); (v) CR-models by Close and
Raoberts® ; () EK — recent analysis by Ellis and K arliner,’ which incorporate the higher
order QCD oorrections; (vi) QRRS—models by Q i1, et. al? ; wi) BEK-them odel by
B rodsky, et. all!®

D isparities between these m odels depend on theoretical assum ptions as well as ex—
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perin ental data. These m odels can be divided into two categories: those which satisfy the
strange sea positivity constraint are listed above the line, whilke those which violate this
bound are below . Note that the Valence D om lnated M odel and the I" data yield resuls
that are above the lne and the proton and deuteron data do not. Thus, there is a consis—
tency am ong the proton/deuteron resuls (including the EM C data), which all occur above
the Q 2 values of the neutron resuls. It is possible that fiiture data and analysis on I" would
yield a "world average" value so that it would becom e m ore consistent w ith proton and
deuteron data. It is clear that m ore tests are necessary. A s pointed out by Q 11, et. al., and
others??” them ost direct experin ent to determ ine the size of the polarized sea is Jepton pair
production O rellY an) in polarized nucleon scattering experin ents. O nly then w ill there be
enough infom ation to tell which assum ptions about the polarized sea are appropriate.

Table ITI: M odels of the Flavor D ependence of the P olarized Sea

M odel Utor = Aot S tot
HJLEM C) 027 +0:00
VDM (T heory) 0:09 001
GR (1) 0:10 0:02
CR (I") 0:12 003
GR (£ 1431¢) 0:14 0:06
GR (IP) 045 0:07
GR (SM C 19 018 0:10
EK (SM C=E 142) 0:7 0:0
CR (19) 020 011
CR (IP) 021 012
QRRS EM C) 024 015
BEK EM C) 026 023
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T hus, existing data provide valuabl Infom ation regarding the proton soin puzzl,
but as a whol are not de nitive in isolating the key contributions to the proton soin. W e
stress that m ore experin entsm ust be perfom ed to determ ine the relative contributions from
various avors ofthe sea and the gluons. This is addressed in detail in the next section.

IV . Possible E xperim ents

T here are a num ber of experim ents w hich are technologically feasible that could sup—
ply som e ofthem issing Infom ation about these distributions. In this section, we w illdiscuss
those experin ents which have been proposed and would give speci ¢ inform ation necessary
for determ ining the contrdbutions of the sea and gluons to the overall proton soin. D etaikd

sum m aries can be found In references 28 and 29. Tabk IV is extracted from reference 28 and
gives infom ation on the soin observables which can be m easured to extract the appropri-

ate polarized distrbutions. The average lum Inosity of these experin ents is approxin ately
1 1% (@ %s!) or greater. Furthem ore, the success of Siberian Snakes m akes them
all feasble. The ollow ing discussion details the contributions and advantages which each
experin ent can give In extracting the approprate soin nform ation.

Table IV : P roposed P olarization E xperim ents

E xperim ent P roposed T ype M easured Q uantities
HERM ES D eep InelasticScattering AY; o ay
SP IN Inelastic : jets G : LiAxn AL
RH IC Inelastic jet; ; G; LiBALg
RH IC D rellY an S
LISS Inelastic L Ts L; G
LHC Inlastic Ay ;ArL;Axn AL

A . Extrapolation to Lower x

The E154 and E 155 desp-inelastic scattering experin ents have been approved at
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SLAC, wih the fom er presently In progress. These experim ents are designed to probe
slightly an aller x, whilk im proving statistics and system atic errors. The latest proposed
experin ent at HERA in Hamburg plans to acoekrate a Jarge ux ofpolarized electrons from

the storage ring and collide them w ith a gaseous target3* The HERM E S detectorat HERA

is designed to take data from the desp-inelastic scattering experin ent at a large range of x
values, down to 0.02, in contrast to 0.03 in the E 143 experin ent at SLAC, thus expanding
and reinforcing the SM C and E142/3 data. T he gaseous target should elin nate som e of the
system atic errors characteristic of solid targets, which were used In the other experin ents.
W ih lower error bars at an all x, the extrapolation of the integrals should enable these ex—
perin ental groups to achieve a m ore accurate value for IF . Thus, com parison of data to the

sum rules and the integrated polarized sea values w illbe m ore accurate.

B .M easurem ent of the P olarized Sea D istributions

The SPIN Collaboration has proposed to do xed target pp and pp experin ents at
energies of 120 G&V and 1 TeV 3 The proposal also ncludes pp collider experin ents at 2
TeV . The lum nosity at the Iowest energies would be larger than the stated average. O ne of
the crucial contributions that this set of experin ents can m ake is the extram ely Jarge range
of high pr that can be covered. If this set of experim ents includes polarized lepton pair
production, O rellY an) then m easurem ent of the corresponding double spin asym m etries’’

would give a sensitive m easure of the polarized sea distribution’s size.

The Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider RH IC) at B rookhaven is designed to accelerate
both light and heavy ions. T he high energy com m unity has proposed that polarized pp and
PP experin ents be perform ed, due to the lJarge energy and m om entum transfer ranges w hich
should be available? This energy range w illbe covered in discrete steps of about 60, 250
and 500 G &V, but the m om entum transfer range covers 0:005 Q2 60 GeV? 1 a fairly
continuous set of steps. There are two m ain proposed detectors, STAR and PHEN IX , which
have di erent but com plem enting capabilities. PHEN IX is suitable for Jpton detection and
the w ide range of energies and m om entum transfers could yield a wealth of D reltY an data
over a w ide kinem atic range. T he x-dependence ofthe polarized sea distrbutions could then
be extracted to a fair degree of accuracy.

T here has been considerable discussion about perform ing polarization experin ents
at the LHC at CERN ** D epending on the approved experin ents, there is the possibility
of probing an all x and doing other polarized Inclusive experin ents to m easure both sea
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and gluon contrilbutions to proton soin. These could be m ade In com plam entary kinem atic
regions to those listed in the other proton accelerators.

C .D etermm ination of the P olarized G luon D istributions

The SPIN Collaboration proposes a st of experim ents, which are in the kinem atic
region where the m easurem ent of doublk spin asymm etries In gt production would give a
sensitive test of the polarized glion distrbution’s size 2**° N aturally, thism easurem ent has
an e ect on both G and the anom aly term appearing in the polarized quark distributions.

The STAR detectorat RH IC is suitable for inclusive reactions lnvolving £t m easure—
m ents, direct photon production and pion production. A 1l of these would provide excellent
m easurem ents of the Q? dependence of G since all are sensitive to the polarized gluon

density at di ering Q ? valies?’#°

Recently, a proposal for a new light ion accelerator has been announced, which will
specialize in polarization experin ents>® The Light Ion Spin Synchrotron (LISS) would be
located In Indiana, and would perform a variety of polarization experin ents for both high
energy and nuclkar physics. T he energy range would be lower that m ost other experin ents,
com plem enting the kinem atic areas covered. Furthem ore, both proton and deuteron beam s
could be availablk to perform Inclisive scattering experin ents. They propose to m easure
cross sections and longiudinal soin asym m etrdes which are sensitive to the polarized glion
distrbution (see Tabk IV).

Tests of the valence quark polarized distributions can be m ade, provided a suitable
polarized antiproton beam ofsu cient intensity could be developed. ** This would provide

a good test of the B prken sum rul via m easurem ent ofh q,1*°

and the assum ption of a
avor symm etric up and down sea. This should be an experin ental priority for the soin
com m unity. Polarization experin ents provide us w ith a unigue and feasble way of probing
hadronic structure. Existing data indicate that the soin structure of nuckons is non-trivial
and has ld to the formulation of a crucial sst of questions to be answered about this
structure. T he experim ents discussed above can and should be perform ed In order to shed

light on the quark and glion spin structure of nuckons.
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