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A bstract

W e study theavailable data in polarized e� p deep inelastic scattering to testtwo di�erent

solutions to the so called spin crisis: one ofthem based on the axialgluon anom aly and

consistent with the Bjorken sum rule and another one,where the defects in the spin sum

rules and in the G ottfried sum rule are related. In this case a defect is also expected for

theBjorken sum rule.Experim entaldata,especially thevery recentSLAC E154,favourthe

�rstsolution and dem and a gluon polarization �G = 2:25 � 1:39.
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1 Introduction

TheearlierEM C CERN experim ent[1]and theim portanceoftesting theBjorken sum rule

[2]have stim ulated a considerable experim entalactivity in m easuring g
p

1,g
n
1 (gH e3

1 )and gd1.

Theresultfound from EM C forthe �rstm om ent,

�
p

1 =

Z
1

0

g
p

1(x)dx = 0:126� 0:010� 0:015; (1)

hasbeen con�rm ed by theSM C CERN experim ent[3](at<Q 2> = 10G eV 2,which isalm ost

the sam easforEM C)and SLAC [4](at<Q 2> = 3G eV 2),giving respectively

�
p

1 = 0:136� 0:011� 0:011 (SM C );

�
p

1
= 0:127� 0:004� 0:010 (E 143):

(2)

These experim ents have also m easured the deuteron structure function [5,6]and from �d1

by substracting �
p

1
,onegets

�n1 = � 0:063� 0:024� 0:013 (SM C );

�n1 = � 0:037� 0:008� 0:011 (E 143):
(3)

AtSLAC with polarized He3 targetsthey also obtained [7]

�n1 = � 0:031� 0:006� 0:009 (E 142;Q 2 = 2G eV 2); (4)

and theprelim inary result[8]

Z
0:7

0:014

g
n
1(x)dx = � 0:037� 0:004� 0:010 (E 154;Q 2 = 5G eV 2): (5)

Theprelim inary resultfrom Herm es[9](�n1 = � 0:032 � 0:013 � 0:017 at<Q 2> = 3G eV 2)

isconsistentwith SLAC data.

Them ain issueofthisexperim entalwork isto testthevalidity oftheBjorken sum rule,

which up to O (�s
3),fornf = 3,isgiven by [10]

�
p

1
� �n1 =

1

6

G A

G V

2

41�
�s(Q

2)

�
� 3:58

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 2

� 20:22

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 3
3

5 : (6)

Indeed,an interpretation ofthe defect in the Ellis and Ja�e sum rule [11]for �
p

1
im plied

by Eqs.(1)and (2)hasbeen given in term sofa negative contribution com ing from a large
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positive polarization ofthegluons�G [12],which isthesam e forproton and neutron,such

thatitdoesnota�ectthe Bjorken sum rule.

An analysisoftheexisting data,excluding them ostrecentand very preciseSLAC E154

data,hasbeen perform ed in a fram ework consistentwith theBjorken sum ruleand including

nextto leading order(NLO )e�ectsin theevolution equationsto relatedata atdi�erentQ 2,

and itprovidesa fairdescription ofthe experim entalresults[13].

Allthe existing data do not exhibit a clear evidence ofQ 2 evolution,i.e. within error

bars they are com patible with scaling behaviour in the entire Q 2 range accessible by all

experim ents. Although a com plete NLO analysis ofthe g1 data is the correct procedure

without a doubt,we are aim ing to dem onstrate that the m ost accurate data provided by

theSLAC experim entisreally telling ussom ething im portantaboutthegluon contribution,

even ata levelofa lesssophisticated leading order(LO )analysis. In spite ofthe factthat

theSM C CERN experim entcan reach higherQ 2 and sm allerx,theactualprecision achieved

cannotprovidea reliable testforthe NLO theoreticalanalysis.

Here we wantto com pare the currentinterpretation ofthe defectin the Ellisand Ja�e

sum rule in term sofa large avoursingletcontribution to the nucleon polarization com ing

from the gluons, with another one [14], where one relates this defect to the one in the

G ottfried sum rule [15]and to the role thatPauliprinciple seem sto play [16].Thisisdone

by relating the �rstm om ents and the shapesofthe parton distributions,as�rstproposed

in Ref.[14].Indeed,ifoneassum esthe validity ofthe Adlersum rule[17],

u � d =
�
(u � �u)� (d� �d)

�
+ �u � �d = 1+ �u � �d; (7)

the defectin theG ottfried sum ruleim plies

u � d < 1: (8)

Ifone thinks that the Pauliprinciple is responsible for the inequality (8),it is reasonable

to assum e thatitisu",the m ostabundantvalence parton,which receiveslesscontribution

from thesea,so thatwe have [14]

�u = u
"
� u

#
’ �u val+ �u � �d; (9)

producing a defectin the Ellisand Ja�e sum rule fortheproton

��
p

1 =
2

9
(�u � �d)=

2

9
(� 0:15� 0:04)’ � 0:033� 0:009; (10)
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in fairagreem entwith theexperim ents.

An em piricaltest for the two interpretations m ight be given using the experim ental

inform ation on the x-dependence ofthe polarized structure functions. The higher preci-

sion ofSLAC data (especially the ones ofE154 for gn1) and the agreem ent between E142

(<Q 2> = 2G eV 2)and E154 (<Q 2> = 5G eV 2)data,suggestto describethem togetherwith

the E143 m easurem ents (< Q 2> = 3G eV 2) on proton and deuteron in term s ofthe sam e

parton distributions,and we consider for these distributions two options corresponding to

the two di�erentsolutionsto the spin crisis.

W e shallneglecthigher-twistterm s,supported by m orerecenttheoreticalevaluationsof

thecontribution oftheseterm s[18]which lead to resultssm allerin m odulusand som etim es

opposite in sign than the previous one,consistent with an experim entaldeterm ination of

these term sby the SLAC group [19].

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In theforthcom ing section weshalldescribetheSLAC

data,with proton and deuteron targetsat<Q 2> = 3G eV 2 and H e3 targetat<Q 2> = 2G eV 2

(E142)and at<Q 2> = 5G eV 2 (E154),with thetwo di�erentoptions.Then weshallpresent

the m ethod we used to solve the Altarelli-Parisievolution equationsand to �nd the parton

distributionsatQ 2 = 10G eV 2 which we shallcom pare with CERN data. Finally,we shall

give ourconclusions.

2 D escription ofSLA C data

W edescribetheproton and neutron polarized structurefunctionsatQ 2
0 = 3G eV 2,in term s

ofthevalencequark and gluon polarized distributionsonly,using a sim pli�ed version ofthe

functionalform sused in Ref.[20](in ourcase we take q(q= u;d;G )= 0),nam ely

x�u v(x;Q
2
0) = �uA ux

au(1� x)bu;

x�d v(x;Q
2
0) = �dA dx

ad(1� x)bd;

x�G (x;Q 2
0) = �G A G x

aG (1� x)bG ;

(11)

where�q (q = u;d;G )arethe �rstm om entsofthe distributionsand A q = A q(aq;bq),

A
� 1
q =

Z
1

0

dxx
aq� 1(1� x)bq =

�(aq)�(bq + 1)

�(aq + bq + 1)
; (12)

in such a way that
Z

1

0

dxA qx
aq� 1(1� x)bq = 1: (13)
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Aspointed outby severalauthors[21],toavoid theinclusion ofsoftcontributionsintothe

coe�cientfunctionsonehasto choosea factorization schem ein which thegluon polarization

contributesto the �rstm om entsofg
p

1
and gn1 (fornf = 3):

�
p(n)

1 (Q 2)=
2

9

�
1

18

�

�u(Q
2)+

1

18

�
2

9

�

�d(Q
2)�

�s(Q
2)

6�
�G (Q

2): (14)

The gluonic term appearsto be a higherordercorrection butis not,because �G (Q
2)rises

logarithm ically with Q 2 and,ifthegluonshad a positive polarization,itcould,in principle,

belarge enough to explain the defectin theEllisand Ja�e sum rule.

W e take

g
p(n)

1
(x;Q 2) =

2

9

�
1

18

�

�u v(x;Q
2)+

1

18

�
2

9

�

�d v(x;Q
2)�

�s(Q
2)

6�
(�� 
 �G )(x;Q 2);

gd1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

�

1�
3

2
!D

�

(g
p

1
(x;Q 2)+ g

n
1(x;Q

2));

(15)

where !D = 0:058 [22]takes into account the sm allD-wave com ponent in the deuteron

ground state. In Eq.(15) the Q CD corrections in the quark sector are included in the ~F

and ~D values entering in the expressions ofthe �rst m om ents ofthe quark distributions

(F = 0:46� 0:01,D = 0:79� 0:01 [23]):

~F (Q 2) =
1

5

2

45F

 

1�
�s(Q

2)

�

!

� (10:46F + 2:48D )

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 2

� 20:22 (2F + D )

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 3
3

5 ;

~D (Q 2) =
1

5

2

45D

 

1�
�s(Q

2)

�

!

� (7:44F + 15:42D )

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 2

� 20:22 (3F + 4D )

 

�s(Q
2)

�

! 3
3

5 ;

(16)

and thegluon contribution appearsasa convolution [24],

(�� 
 �G )(x;Q 2)=

Z
1

x

dz

z
(1� 2z)

�

ln
1� z

z
� 1

�

�G

�
x

z
;Q

2

�

: (17)

W e �x (�s(3G eV
2)= 0:35� 0:05)

�d(Q
2
0)=

~F (Q 2
0)�

~D (Q 2
0)= � 0:26� 0:02; (18)
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and we explore thetwo optionsA and B ,the�rstonewith

�u(Q
2
0)= 2~F (Q 2

0)= 0:76� 0:04; (19)

and �G free,the second one with �u free and �G = 0.O ptionsA and B correspond respec-

tively to the interpretation ofthe defectin the Ellis and Ja�e sum rule for�
p

1 in term s of

theanom aly,assum ing thattheBjorken sum ruleisobeyed,and to thecaseofa sm aller�u

resulting from the Pauliprinciple.

Sinceweknow thatu" dom inatesathigh x and thatthegluonsdom inatein thesm allx

region,werestrict,asin Ref.[25],thevaluesoftheparam etersin Eqs.(11),to beconsistent

with theinform ation wealreadyhavefortheparton distributions,bythefollowinglim itations

bu > 1; bd > 3; bG > 5; (20)

and we assum e

au = ad: (21)

Indeed, especially for option A ,where one describes two functions, g
p

1
(x) and gn1(x), in

term softhree distributions,Eqs.(11),one hasto m ake sureto exclude som e choicesofthe

param etersdescribing wellthe data,butnotconsistentwith the inform ation one hasfrom

the unpolarized data,that is,e.g. about 1/2 ofthe proton m om entum (in the Pz = 1

fram e)iscarried by thegluonsand thatthepartonsu" are dom inating the high x region.

The param eters corresponding to the best �t ofthe SLAC proton and deuteron data

foroptions A and B are given in Table 1,while in Figs.1,2 and 3 one com pares the two

resulting curveswith SLAC data.

Allthedata arewelldescribed with thetwo options,exceptfortheonesby E154,which

are betterdescribed by the option A ,the one with gluon contribution and consistentwith

the Bjorken sum rule.O ption A im pliesa large valueof�G = 2:25� 1:39.

3 Parton evolution equations

Forthepolarized parton distributionsonehastheDokshitzer-G ribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi

evolution equations(DG LAP)[26],which are,in thevariablet� lnQ 2=�2Q C D and atLO in

5



�s (�~q
i
� x�q i and �~g � x�G ),

d�~q i

dt
(x;t) =

�s(t)

2�

�Z
1

x

dz
4

3

�
2

(1� z)+
� 1� z+

3

2
�(1� z)

�

�~q i

�
x

z
;t

�

+

Z
1

x

dz

�

z�
1

2

�

�~g

�
x

z
;t

��

; (i= 1;:::;2nf)

d�~g

dt
(x;t) =

�s(t)

2�

2

4

Z
1

x

dz
4

3
(2� z)

2nfX

i= 1

�~q i

�
x

z
;t

�

+

Z
1

x

dz 3

�
2

(1� z)+
+ 2� 4z+

�
11

6
�
nf

9

�

�(1� z)

�

�~g

�
x

z
;t

�

:

(22)

W eworkin the�xedavourschem ewherethenum berofavoursin thesplittingfunctions

isnf = 3,whileforthe Q 2-evolution of�s one has

�s(Q
2)=

12�

(33� 2nf) ln
Q
2

�
(4) 2

Q C D

; (23)

with �
(4)

Q C D
= 201M eV to reproduce,with nf = 4,�s(3G eV

2)= 0:35� 0:05.

For the solution ofthe DG LAP equations we have used a m ethod [27]thatconsists in

expanding theparton distributionspi into a truncated seriesofChebyshev polynom ials,

p
i(x;t)! p

i(�(x);t)=
2

n

n� 1X

s= 0

n� 1X

l= 0

vlp
i(xs;t)Tl(�s)Tl(�(x)); (24)

whereTlare the Chebyshev polynom ialsand

�(x) =
� 2 lnx � ym ax

ym ax

;

ym ax = 4 ln10;

vl =

(

0:5 l= 0

1 l> 0
; (25)

xs = exp

�

�
ym ax

2
(�s + 1)

�

;

�s = cos
2 s+ 1

2 n
�:

Substituting Eq.(24)in Eqs.(22)givesriseto a system ofcoupled di�erentialequations

dpik

dt
(t)=

�s(t)

2�

7X

j= 1

n� 1X

s= 0

A
ij

ks
p
j
s(t); (i= 1;:::;7; k = 0;:::;n � 1); (26)

6



in which pik(t)� pi(xk;t)are the valuesofthe polarized distributions�~q i and �~g in the n

pointsxk corresponding to thenodes�k ofthe Chebyshev polynom ials.

W ith theinitialconditionsgiven by theresultsofthe�tsA and B to theSLAC data we

gettheevolved distributionsatQ 2 = 10G eV 2.

4 C om parison ofthe evolved distributions w ith experim ents

The predictions for the evolved distributions at Q 2 = 10G eV 2 are com pared with CERN

m easurem ents [3,5]at Q 2 = 10G eV 2 in Figs.4 and 5. There is a better agreem ent for

option B forthe proton (total�2 of10.6 for12 pointsto be com pared with �2 = 16:2 for

option A )while forthe deuteron the option A hasa slightly lower�2 (total�2 of14.2 for

12 pointsto becom pared with �2 = 16:8 foroption B ).Note thatforoption A one hassix

freeparam eters,butonly fourforoption B .

Itisinteresting to rem ark thatwith both optionsone failsto reproduce the rise atlow

x ofxg
p

1
(x),which turnsnegative below x = 10� 2 for option A ,while xgd1(x)in the sam e

region isin agreem entwith the trend ofthe data (see Fig.5). Thisisdue to the isoscalar

nature ofthe anom aly contribution,which isexpected to be the sam e forproton,neutron

and deuteron (neglecting the sm allcorrection com ing from the D-wave com ponent in its

ground state).

5 C onclusions

W e have studied the precise SLAC data on polarized structure functions with the m ain

purpose oftesting the Bjorken sum rule and the necessity ofa gluon contribution to the

polarized structurefunctions.Asa resultwe�nd a betterdescription ofthedata,especially

ofthe very precise ones by the SLAC E154,with a gluon contribution and im posing the

Bjorken sum rule than forthe option withoutgluonsand with the �rstm om entof�u free.

Thebest�tin the �rstcase isobtained with a ratherlarge value of�G = 2:25� 1:39.

The�G distribution appearstobem oresingularthan the�q’s,leadingtotheconclusion

thatg
p

1(x)should also becom enegativeatsm allx.Theseresultsarein agreem entwith what

wasfound in Ref.[28].Although wehavefound hereaG = 0:44 and aG = 0:13 in [28],these

two di�erentpowerslead to com parable valuesfor
R
0:1

0:01
�G (x)dx,which is1.5 in Ref.[28]

and 1.0 here. Note thatin Ref.[28],since the (1� x)term s were om itted,one expects to

7



get,forgluonsand forvalence quarks,a slightly m ore singularbehaviourwhen x ! 0 than

in the presentanalysis.

Concerning thetestoftheBjorken sum rule,thefactthatonegetsa better�tby allow-

ing the presence ofa contribution com ing from the gluons speaks in favour ofits validity.

Assum ing the validity ofthe Bjorken sum rule,thiscontribution wasadvocated to explain

the defectofthe Ellisand Ja�e sum rule forthe proton.However,the factthat,according

to ourdescription,atlow x theisovectorcontribution isexpected to beoverwhelm ed by the

isoscalar one,which is m ore singular,suggests that a precise test ofthe Bjorken sum rule

ratherrequiresvery accurate m easurem entsin thex region wherethetwo contributionsare

com parable. Indeed,in the very sm allx region,where g
p

1(x)� gn1(x) should have a sm all

valuebeingthedi�erencebetween two alm ostequalnegativelargequantities,norm alizations

uncertaintiescan producesubstantialerrors.SLAC E154 hasm easured gn1(x)with an out-

standing precision and welook forward to have,in thesam ex range,a com parableprecision

forg
p

1
from SLAC E155 [29].
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TABLE 1

A B

au = ad 0:79� 0:05(�) 1:03� 0:07(�)

bu 1:51� 0:17(�) 1:88� 0:23(�)

bd 3:00� 0:13(�) 4:52� 0:52(�)

aG 0:44� 0:18(�) -

bG 5:00� 1:05(�) -

�u 0:76� 0:04 0:63� 0:03(�)

�d � 0:26� 0:02 � 0:26� 0:02

�G 2:25� 1:39(�) -

�2
N D F

0.84 1.09

Table 1:The resultsofthe optionsA and B forthe valuesofthe param etersofthe �tsat

Q 2 = 3G eV 2.Thefree param etersare m arked with an asterisk.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 Thebest�tfortheoptionsA (solid line)and B (dashed line)(seetext)arecom pared

with the SLAC data on proton forxg
p

1(x)at<Q
2> = 3G eV 2 from Ref.[4].

Fig.2 Sam e as Fig. 1 for the deuteron SLAC data for xgd1(x) at < Q 2> = 3G eV 2 from

Ref.[6].

Fig.3 Sam easFig.1fortheneutron SLAC dataforxgn1(x)at<Q
2> = 2G eV 2 from Ref.[7]

(triangle)and at5G eV 2 from Ref. [8](boxes).

Fig.4 The data on proton for xg
p

1
(x) from SM C at < Q 2> = 10G eV 2 from Ref.[3]are

com pared with the resultsofthe optionsA (solid line)and B (dashed line),evolved

to Q 2 = 10G eV 2.

Fig.5 Sam easFig.4 forthe deuteron SM C data forxgd1(x)from Ref.[5].
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