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A B ST R A C T

The Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule isreally two sum -rules: one foreach ofthe valence and

the sea/glue contributions to the nucleon wavefunction. The convergence ofthese sum -rules

follows from the Froissart bound for spin dependent processes in QCD and is necessary for

theconsistency oftheconstituentquark m odeloflow energy QCD.Som echallengesforfuture

polarised photoproduction experim ents,forexam pleatELFE,arediscussed.
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1 Introduction

TheEM C spin e�ect[1]hasinspired agreatdealofinterestin QCD spin physics| both athigh

and atlow energies.Polarised deep inelasticscattering experim entsarepresently underway at

CERN,DESY and SLAC to m easure the spin dependentnucleon structure functionsathigh

energy and high Q 2 [2]. Experim ents willsoon begin at ELSA and M AM I [3]to m easure

the spin dependent photoproduction cross sections with a view to testing the Drell-Hearn-

Gerasim ov sum -rule[4](forreviewssee[5,6]).ThispaperisabouttheDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ov

sum -rule.W eexplainwhytheno-subtractionhypothesis,whichunderliesthedispersion relation

derivation ofthissum -rule,iscorrectbecauseoftheunitarity bound in QCD.W ethen explain

why the validity ofthis sum -rule is necessary forthe constituent quark m odeloflow energy

QCD.Finally,we discuss som e challenges for future spin photoproduction experim ents, for

exam pleattheproposed futureELFE facility [7,8].

TheDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ovsum -rule[4,5]relatesthedi�erencein thespin dependentinclu-

sivecrosssectionsforarealtransversephoton scatteringfrom alongitudinallypolarised nucleon

target to the anom alous m agnetic m om ent ofthe target nucleon. Using standard dispersion

relation theory and assum ing no need forsubtractions,weconsider
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�

4�2
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where � is the photon energy and f2(�) is the spin dependent partofthe forward Com pton

scattering am plitude
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Photoproduction spin sum -rulesareobtained by taking theodd derivatives(with respectto �)

ofRef2(�)in equ.(1),viz.
�

@

@�

�2n+ 1

Ref2(�),and then evaluating the resulting expression at

� = 0.Forsm allphoton energy � ! 0,

f1(�)! �
�

m
+ (�N + �N )�

2 + O(�4) (3)

and

f2(�)! �
��2N

2m 2
� + N �

3 + O(�5) (4)

Here �N is the anom alous m agnetic m om ent ofthe target nucleon,m is the nucleon m ass,

and N and (�N + �N )arethecharge parity C = +1 spin and Rayleigh polarisabilitiesofthe

nucleon respectively. The Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule is derived when we evaluate the
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�rstderivative (n = 0)ofRef2(�)in equ.(1)at� = 0,viz.
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Thethird derivativeofRef2(�)yieldsa second sum -ruleforthespin polarisibility N
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These photoproduction sum -rules have a parallelin high Q 2 deep inelastic scattering where

the odd m om entsofthe spin dependentstructure function g1 projectoutthe nucleon m atrix

elem entsofgauge-invariantlocaloperators,each ofwhich ism ultiplied byaradiativecoe�cient.

2 T he validity ofthe no-subtraction hypothesis

Besidestheno-subtraction hypothesis,theDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ovsum -ruleisderived assum ing

only very generalprinciples: electrom agnetic gauge invariance,Lorentz invariance,causality

and unitarity. The no-subtraction hypothesis is the only \QCD input" to the sum -rule. It

is correct because ofthe Froissart unitarity bound for �� = (� N
1

2

� �
N
3

2

) at large � ! 1 .

W e consider the Regge theory [9],which works forboth realand also com plex energy. It is

wellknown [10,11]from spin dependentRegge theory thatthe iso-tripletcontribution to ��

behavesas

(��)3(�)� �
�a1�1 (7)

atlarge �. Here �a1 isthe interceptofthe a1 Regge trajectory (�0:5 � �a1 � 0 [12]). The

iso-singletcontribution isstillsom ewhatcontroversialand dependson thespin structureofthe

shortrangepartoftheexchange potential[13].Thesoftpom eron exchange,which dom inates

the large� (centre ofm assenergy greaterthan about10GeV)behaviourofthe spin averaged

cross section,does not contribute to �� [11]. However,the physics which gives us the soft

pom eron can contribute to �� atlarge photon energy �. Ifthe pom eron were a scalar,then

wewould �nd

(��)[1]0 � 0 (8)

atlarge �. In the Landsho�-Nachtm ann approach [14],the softpom eron ism odelled by the

exchange oftwo non-perturbative gluons and behaves as a C = +1 vector potentialwith a

correlation length ofabout0.1fm .Thisvectorpom eron givesa contribution [13,15]

(��)[2]0 (�)�
ln�

�
(9)

3



to�� atlarge�.Ithasbeen suggested [16]thattherem aybeanegativesignaturetwopom eron

cutcontribution to �� atlargeenergy,viz.

(��)[3]0 (�)�
1

ln2�
(10)

although the coe�cient ofthis term in the Regge calculus was found to be zero in a recent

re-analysis ofthe theory [17]. It is an im portant challenge to determ ine the strength ofthe

three possible large � contributions equs.(7-10) in future photoproduction experim ents and

m akecontactwith thesm allx behaviourofthehigh Q 2 deep inelastic spin structure function

g1 [13,15,18]which isalso determ ined by Regge theory. Each ofthe possible contributionsin

equs.(7-10)give a convergentintegralin equs.(1,5)and supporttheno-subtraction hypothesis

thatwentinto thederivation ofthesum -rule.TheReggetheory worksforallcom plex energy

[9]so one �nds a vanishing contribution to the Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule from \the

halfcircle" at in�nite com plex m om entum which appears when we close the contour in the

dispersion relation derivation ofthe sum -rule. W e would have needed a subtraction ifthe sea

weregenerated allwith thesam epolarisation,which isnotwhathappensin QCD.(In thiscase

�� would grow to reach the Froissartbound forthe spin averaged crosssection (� T � ln2�)

and the integralin equs.(1,5) would not converge.) Henceforth,we accept the Drell-Hearn-

Gerasim ov sum -ruleasvalid.

3 T heD rell-H earn-G erasim ov sum -ruleand thespin struc-

ture ofthe nucleon

There isa beautifulproperty ofthe Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule thathasnotbeen noted

previously.Theinclusivespin dependentcrosssectionsreceivecontributionsfrom thephoton’s

coupling to sea quarks and gluonic degrees offreedom as wellas to the valence quarks. At

the sam e tim e,the anom alousm agnetic m om ent�N isa C = �1 (pure valence)quantity. (It

ism easured in the nucleon’s m atrix elem ent ofthe conserved,C = �1 vector current.) The

constituentquark m odelexpression forthem agneticm om ent�N = �N + 1 is:

�N =
X

q

eq
�q

2m q

(11)

Hereeq isthequark charge,m q istheconstituentquark m assand

�q = (q� q)" � (q� q)# (12)
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is the fraction ofthe nucleon’s spin that is carried by the valence quarks;q"(#) denotes the

probabilityfor�ndingaquarkin thenucleon with avourqand polarised in thesam e(opposite)

direction as the nucleon’s polarisation; sim ilarly q"(#) for the anti-quark. The valence spin

content �q isinvariantunderQ 2 evolution. (ItisC odd and satis�es the sam e Q 2 evolution

equation as the non singlet axialcharge g3A.) Therefore,it describes equally the constituent

quarks oflow energy QCD and also the valence current quarks which are m easured in high

Q 2 deep inelastic scattering.The factthat�N isa C = �1 pure valence quantity m eansthat

one doesnotneed to know anything aboutthe Dirac sea oraboutthe gluonic com ponentsin

thenucleon wavefunction in orderto evaluateequ.(5).Theinverse-energy weighted integralof

the glue and Dirac sea contributionsto the di�erence in the spin dependentcrosssectionsat

photoproduction isexactly zero. The vanishing ofthe polarised sea and gluonic contribution

to theDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ov integral,equ.(5),followsfrom theC�parity oftheterm sin the

sum -rule and isderived assum ing only thatthe no subtraction hypothesisiscorrect.In other

words,thegeneralprinciplesofelectrom agneticgaugeinvariance,Lorentzinvariance,causality

and unitarity im ply that the polarised sea and gluonic contribution to the integralis either

zero orin�nite(so thatonewould need asubtraction).In thein�nitescenario thesea and glue

would begenerated allwith onepolarisation,which isnotQCD.Thevanishing sea and gluonic

contribution to theDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -ruleim pliesan exactcancellation between the

spin structure ofthe long and short range parts ofthe C = +1 exchange potential. Ifwe

introducea cut-o� �0,then

Z
�0

0

d�
0

�
0
��jsea+ glue(�

0

)= �

Z
1

�0

d�
0

�
0
��jsea+ glue(�

0

) (13)

independentofthe choice ofcut-o� �0. The long range and shortrange partsofthe C = +1

exchange potential,which are described by chiralperturbation theory [19]and the Bonn [20]

and Paris [21]potentials ofnuclear physics and by Regge theory [10-17]respectively,\know

about each other" as,indeed,they m ust in a consistent �eld theoreticaldescription ofthe

structureofthenucleon.

The pure valence nature ofthe Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule allows us to understand

why the sum -rule is nearly saturated by the N � � transition [22,6],which is the leading

valence quark spin excitation. Itwillbe interesting to com pare the relative saturation ofthe

Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ovand spin polarisabilitysum -rules,which areeach given bythedi�erence

oftwo positive cross sections,in future photoproduction experim ents. This requires �rst a

directand independentm easurem entofN in a forward Com pton scattering experim ent.The
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experim entalquestion to be tested isatwhatenergy � do we obtain 80% ,90% ofthe each of

the two sum -rules? The spin polarisability sum -rule,equ.(6),receivescontributionsfrom the

photon’scoupling to polarised sea and gluonicexcitations,aswellasto thevalencequarks,in

thenucleon’swavefunction.

The validity ofthe high energy no-subtraction hypothesis is also necessary for the spin

structure ofthe constituentquark m odelatlow m om entum scales. The di�erence in the two

spin crosssectionscan bewritten in term softwospin dependentnucleon form factorsG 1(�;Q2)

and G 2(�;Q2),viz.

�
N
1

2

� �
N
3

2

=
16m �2�

2m � � Q2

 

m �G1(�;Q
2)� Q

2
G 2(�;Q

2)

!

(14)

Following Anselm ino etal.[23],wede�netheQ 2 dependentquantity

I(Q 2)= m
3

Z
1

Q 2

2m

d�

�
G 1(�;Q

2) (15)

TheDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -ruletellusthat

I(0)= �
1

4
�
2
N (16)

Atthehigh Q 2 ofdeep inelasticscattering experim ents

m
2
�G1(�;Q

2)! g1(x;Q
2) (17)

so that

I(Q 2)=
2m 2

Q 2

Z
1

0

dxg1(x;Q
2): (18)

The�rstm om entofg1 is

Z 1

0

dxg1(x;Q
2)=

1

2

X

q

e
2
q�q(Q

2)Cq(1;�s(Q
2)) (19)

Here

�q(Q 2)= (q+ q)"(Q 2)� (q+ q)#(Q 2) (20)

isthecontributiontothenucleon’sspinfrom quarksandanti-quarksofavourqandC q(1;�s(Q 2))

isthe radiative QCD coe�cient. (These �q include the e�ectofthe axialanom aly [24].) W e

com pare equ.(20) with the conserved C = �1 spin coupling in equ.(12) which is m easured

in the Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov sum -rule. The q sea polarisation contribution (which includes

polarised glue via the anom aly)com pletely disappears atQ 2 = 0,where highertwist e�ects

have builtup an e�ective spin operatorforlow m om entum scales.The C = �1 spin coupling
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to(q� q)m easuresaconserved quantity and socorrespondstothesam espin operatorforboth

current and constituent quarks. W e �nd an a posteriorijusti�cation ofthe spin structure of

theconstituentquark m odel.

Itisinteresting to com pare the physics ofDrell-Hearn-Gerasim ov with the spin averaged

crosssection.Heretheno-subtraction hypothesisisnotvalid.Ifwetry to usean unsubtracted

dispersion relation in the spin averaged case,then we �nd an equation relating the totalN

crosssection to theThom son term in f1 (equ.(3)),which isgiven by thesquareoftheforward

m atrix elem ent ofthe C = �1 vector current,which itselfm easures the num ber ofvalence

quarksin the nucleon.Ifan unsubtracted dispersion relation were valid forthe spin averaged

cross-section then the nucleon would have to be elem entary! Pom eron exchange,which tells

us that totalcross section grows as ln2� at very large �, im plies that the num ber of sea

quarks is in�nite in high Q 2 deep inelastic scattering. At low m om entum scales the higher

twistcontributionsbecom eim portantand build up e�ectiveconstituentquark operators.The

in�nitenum berofanti-quarks(and gluons)which areseen athigh Q 2,and which arem anifest

astheneed forasubtraction in thedispersion relation forspin averaged photoproduction,form

a condensate in the vacuum atsom e low scale leading to spontaneoussym m etry breaking of

chiralsym m etry and pion physics.Theform ation ofthiscondensateisresponsibleforthelarge

constituentquark m ass.Thus,photoproduction sum -rulesillustratetheself-consistency ofour

understanding ofthestructureofthenucleon atlow and athigh energies.

4 O utlook

Finally,weconsiderthechallengesforfutureexperim ents.Thetwin experim entsatM AM Iand

ELSA willm easurethespin dependentphotoproduction crosssectionsup toaphoton energy of

3GeV [3].They willcovertheresonanceregion and thedom ain whereweexpectReggetheory

to startto work.(Reggetheory providesa good description oftheunpolarised p crosssection

starting at
p
s� 2:5GeV [25].) Itwillbeim portantto extend thesepolarised photoproduction

experim entsto higherenergiesto extracttherelativestrengthsoftheiso-tripletand iso-singlet

Regge exchange contributionsin equs.(7-10). One could then m ake contactwith the sm allx

behaviour ofthe spin structure function g1 ofpolarised deep inelastic scattering at high Q 2

{ see [13,15,18]for theory and [26]for the latest data from SM C.ELFE [7,8]willprovide

polarised realphoton beam s with
p
s ’ 7GeV (wellwithin the dom ain ofRegge physics);a

highly polarised proton beam atHERA energy would takeusdeep into theregion of\pom eron
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physics".Secondly,itwillbeinteresting to com paretherelative saturation ofthe(in practice

C = �1)Drell-Hearn-Gerasim ov and C = +1 spin polarisation sum -rulesin equs.(5,6)to test

thespin structureofsea and gluonicexcitationsatphotoproduction.
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