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A bstract

Thisreview article discussestheexperim entaland theoreticalsta-

tusofvariousParton M odelsum rules.Thebasisofthe sum rulesin

perturbative Q CD is discussed. Their use in extracting the value of

the strong coupling constantisevaluated and the failure ofthe naive

version ofsom e ofthese rulesisassessed.
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1 Introduction

One ofthe best tools to use in attem pting to disentangle the structure of

the nucleon islepton-nucleon scattering where the lepton,whose couplings

to electroweak gauge bosonsisfully known,isused asa probe on the con-

stituents ofthe nucleon. Lepton-nucleon scattering with large m om entum

transferbetween thelepton and thenucleon isdescribed in term softhePar-

ton M odel[1,2]. In its naive form this m odeldescribes the nucleon as a

collection ofnon-interacting quarks and gluons. Lepton-nucleon scattering

isthen viewed asthe sum ofincoherent scatteringsby the lepton o� these

partonic constituents. The description ofthese constituents is m ost con-

veniently given in a fram e where the nucleon has large m om entum . Ifthe

nucleon m assisneglected,itsm om entum can bewritten asP � = (p;p;0;0).

A parton m om entum can bewritten asP
�

i = (zip;zip;pt;0)where pt � 300

M eV isrelated to thescaleofnucleon binding.A distribution function fi(z)

is de�ned so that the probability that a parton oftype i(for exam ple an

up quark) has m om entum in the range P(z) to P(z + dz) is fi(z). The

lepton-nucleon scattering ratesarethen expressed in term soffi.

Thetargetnucleon ischaracterised by certain quantum num berssuch as

isospin and baryon num ber.Thesequantum num bersarecarried by thecon-

stituents.Forexam ple,thenetnum berofup quarksin aproton istwo,hence
R
1

0 dz(fu(z)� fu(z))= 2.By form ing appropriatecom binationsofscattering

cross-sections,quantitiescan bem easured thatcorrespond totheseconserved

quantum num bersand hencehavesim plevaluesin theNaiveParton M odel.

Thesequantitiesarereferred toasParton M odelsum rules.Theycan then be

com pared with experim entand thefundam entalpropertiesoftheory tested.

ThisNaiveParton M odelissubjecttocorrectionsin thefulltheory ofstrong

interactions (Quantum Chrom odynam ics orQCD [3,4],forrecent reviews

see [5,6,7]).These correctionsfallinto two types;those thatare strongly

suppressed athigh energy (higher twist corrections) and those thatvanish

only logarithm ically with the m om entum transfer. The latterare fully cal-

culablein term softhecoupling constant�s ofQCD.Com parison ofthesum

rules with these QCD expectations then provides a powerfultest ofQCD

and enables�s to bem easured.

In therem ainderofthisarticlewewilldiscussthesesum rules.W eshow

theirvaluesin the Naive Parton M odeland the correctionsfrom QCD and

�nally com parethesepredicted valueswith experim ent.
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Figure1: Diagram illustrating thedeep inelasticscattering processelectron

+ proton ! electron + anything.

1.1 Deep Inelastic Scattering

The kinem atics oflepton-nucleon scattering are shown in Figure 1. The

scatteringofan unpolarized charged lepton (an electron orm uon)orneutrino

ofm om entum k o� an unpolarized nucleon ofm assM ,m om entum P results

in a �nalstate with a lepton ofm om entum k0and a nuclearfragm ent.The

inclusivecross-section forthisprocesscanbedescribed bytwoLorentzscalars

which can betaken to beQ 2 = �(k0� k)2 and �= P � (k� k0).Convenient

dim ensionlessvariablesarex = Q 2=2� and y = �=P � k both ofwhich range

from zero to one.Thelatteristhefractionalenergy lossofthelepton in the

restfram eofthenucleon.Twotypesofscatteringareim portant,neutraland

charged currentscattering.Theform ercasedescribestheprocess�N ! �X

oreN ! eX .Forneutralcurrentscattering and Q 2 << M 2
Z (allofthedata

discussed in this article satisfy this requirem ent),the cross-section can be

expressed as

d�eN

dxdy
=
4�� 2

em

sx2y2

(xy2F eN
1 (x;Q 2) +(1� y� M 2x2y2=Q 2)F eN

2 (x;Q 2))

(1)

wheres= (P + k)2 and F1;F2 arearbitrary functionscalled structurefunc-

tions. This is the m ost generalform that this cross-section can take con-

sistentwith Lorentzinvarianceand parity conservation provided thatterm s

thatareproportionalto quark m asses(actually m 2
q=Q

2)areneglected.This

isan excellentapproxim ation sincethenucleon consistsm ainly ofup,down

and strange quarksthathave very sm allm asses(m u � m d � few M eV and
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m s � 100 M eV [8]). Forcharged currentscattering,the presence ofparity

violation which proceedsvia theexchangeofa W boson between thelepton

and thetargetnucleon,requirestheappearanceofanotherfunction F3.

d��N

dxdy
=

G 2
F M

4
W s

2�(Q 2 + M 2
W )

2
(xy2F �N

1 (x;Q 2)

+(1� y� x
2
y
2
M

2
=Q

2)F �N
2 (x;Q 2)

�
1

2
x((1� y)2 � 1)F �N

3 (x;Q 2))

(2)

For �N scattering the sign ofthe last (xF3) term is reversed. The above

form ulaeassum ethatthetargetnucleon and charged lepton areunpolarized

(theneutrinoisalwayspolarized).In thecaseofeN scatteringwith polarized

electron and nucleon a parity conservingasym m etry can beform ed.

a(x;y)=
d�eNp

dxdy
�
d�eNap

dxdy
(3)

wherethesubscriptp(ap)referstothestatewherethenucleon spin isparallel

(anti-parallel)to itsdirection ofm otion in the centerofm assfram e ofthe

lepton-nucleon system . In both cases the lepton hasitsspin aligned along

itsdirection ofm otion.Then

a(x;y)=
8�� 2

em y

M Q 2
((1� 2=y2 + 2x2y2M 2

=Q
2)G 1(x;Q

2)

+4x2M 2G 2(x;Q
2)=Q 2)

(4)

de�nesthespin dependentstructurefunctionsG 1 and G 2.

In the restfram e ofthe targetnucleon,the variouskinem atic quantities

are related to the energy E (E 0)ofthe incom ing (outgoing)lepton and the

scatteringangle�ofthelepton by y = �=M E = (E � E 0)=E and sin2(�=2)=

Q 2=(4E E 0).By m easuring theincom ing and outgoinglepton energy and the

scattering anglethestructurefunctionscan bedeterm ined.

1.2 Quark Parton M odel

In the Quark Parton M odel,lepton-nucleon scattering is described by the

scattering ofa lepton o� thepartonic(i.e.quark and gluon)constituentsof
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thenucleon.Thenucleon structureisdescribed in term softheparton distri-

bution functionsfi(z).W eshalloften use thefollowing sym bolsto sim plify

thenotation :-fi(z)� i(z)etc.sothattheup quark distribution in aproton

isu(z)and theanti-down quark distribution isd(z).Thesedistributionswill

alwaysreferto a proton. W hen a neutron targetisinvolved we use isospin

sym m etry to relate the neutron distributionsto those ofthe proton so that

theup quark distribution in a neutron isthedown quark distribution in the

proton and vice-versa,while the gluon (g(z))and the strange,charm ,bot-

tom and top distributions(s(z);c(z);b(z);t(z))are the sam e in proton and

neutron.Thedistribution oftheseheavierquarksissm allerand in thecase

oftop and to a lesser extent bottom totally negligible. The charm quark

istroublesom e since itsm asscannotbe neglected in experim entsthathave

Q 2 � M 2
c � (1:5 GeV)2:Thise�ectism ostim portantin neutrino scattering

wheretheprocess�+ s! �� + cisa signi�cantpartofthecross-section.

Sincethequarkscarry thequantum num bersofthenucleon thesedistri-

bution functionssatisfy certain constraints.Forexam ple,theelectriccharge

oftheproton yields

1=

Z 1

0

dz(
2

3
(u(z)� u(z))�

1

3
(d(z)� d(z))�

1

3
(s(z)� s(z))) (5)

and thezero netstrangenessoftheproton gives

0=

Z
1

0

dz(s(z)� s(z)) (6)

Note that this does not im ply that s(z) = s(z). M om entum conservation

in the lepton-parton scattering process im pliesthatthe parton m om entum

fraction z is identi�ed with the kinem atic variable x in the Naive Parton

M odel. The structure functions F1,F2 and F3 are given in term s ofthe

parton distribution functions.In particular

F2(x;Q
2)ep = x

X

i

q
2
ifi(x) (7)

whereqiisthechargeofthetypeiparton.TheNaiveParton M odeltherefore

predictsthatthereisnoQ 2 dependencein Fi(x;Q
2).Thepartonsthatcouple

to the photon and W boson (quarks)have spin 1=2 and hence F2(x;Q
2)=

2xF1(x;Q
2),theCallan Grossrelationship [9].
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Therelationshipsbetween thestructurefunctionsforneutrino scattering

and theparton distributionsarecom plicated by theKobayashi-M askawa[10]

m ixing m atrix,Vij which determ inestherelativestrength ofthecoupling of

a quark pair to the W boson :-W �qi�(1� 5)qjVij. In order to sim plify

the resultsthatfollow,theequationsarewritten in the approxim ation that

the m ixing m atrix is a diagonalunit m atrix. The m ixing can be added

by replacing thequark distributionsby appropriatelinearcom binations,for

exam ple d(z)! (Vdu + Vdc + Vdt)d(z). Neutrino scattering proceedso� up

and anti-down type quarks viz �u ! �+ d and �d ! �+ u leading to the

following relations(neglecting top and bottom quark contributions)

F
�p

3 (x;Q 2)= 2(d(x)� u(x)� c(x)+ s(x)) (8)

and

F
�p

2 (x;Q 2)= 2x(u(x)+ c(x)+ d(x)+ s(x)) (9)

The otherrelationscan be trivially obtained from these. The charm quark

contributionswillnotbewritten explicitly in thefollowing.

The spin structure ofthenucleon isprobed in polarized scattering.One

can de�ne�f i(z)asthedi�erencebetween theparton distributionsforpar-

ton oftype iwith spins(helicity)paralleland antiparallelto the nucleon’s

spin. The unpolarized distributions introduced above are then the sum of

thesetwo states.De�nethequantitiesa0,a3 and a8 by

a0 =

Z 1

0

dx
�

�u + ��u + �d+ � �d+ �s+ ��s
�

a3 =

Z 1

0

dx
�

�u + ��u � �d� � �d
�

a8 =
1
p
3

Z 1

0

dx
�

�u + ��u + �d+ � �d� 2�s� 2��s
�

(10)

Thesequantitiesarerelated tothem atrixelem entsoftheaxialvectorcurrent

between nucleon states.Them atrix elem entsinvolving changesofavorcan

be determ ined from weak decays. a3 is determ ined from neutron �-decay:

a3 = gA =
G V

G A

= 1:2573� 0:0028.a8 and a3 can beconstrained from theweak

decay constantsof(�;� and �)hyperons[11].Assum ing SU(3) F sym m etry
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fortheoctetaxialvectorcurrentsthisgivesF = (
p
3a8+a3)=4= 0:459�0:008

and D =
p
3(
p
3a3 � a8)=4 = 0:798� 0:008 im plying a8 = 0:33� 0:02 [12].

Datafrom �pand �pelasticscattering[13]provideinform ation on them atrix

elem entoftheavorsingletcurrenta0 tobedeterm ined [14,15].Thesedata

do not directly m easure the static quantities and a form factor behaviour

m ust be assum ed [16]. In addition the experim entalerrors are large. The

data can beinterpreted as
R1
0 dx

�

�s+ ��s
�

= �S = �0:15� 0:09 [14]which

(using theabovevalueofa8)im pliesa0 = 0:12� 0:27.Ifallofthenucleon’s

spin iscarried by quark spin and notby gluonsororbitalangularm om entum

one expectsthata0 = 1. In the Parton M odelthe spin structure functions

are

G 2(x;Q
2) = 0

G
ep

1 (x;Q
2)= 1

2

P

iq
2
i�f i(x)

(11)

1.3 Sum Rules

In this section we list the various sum rules and their values in the Naive

Parton M odel. These rules are allderived from inclusive quantities that

have a sim ple interpretation in thism odel.W e willreferto these sum rules

by anam ethatrelatestothissim pleinterpretation.W ewillalsoindicatethe

m orefam iliarnam esby which they aresom etim esreferred in theliterature.

The baryon (G ross Llew ellyn-Smith) sum rule [17]usesthe av-

erageofF3 m easured on aproton and aneutron.Sinceneutrinoexperim ents

areoften perform ed on heavy nucleartargets(such asiron)which havean al-

m ostequalnum berofprotonsand neutrons,thequantityisreadilym easured.

The sum rule m easuresthe sum ofthe baryon num ber(B )and strangeness

(S)ofthenucleon.

SG LS =

Z 1

0

dxF
�N
3 =

Z 1

0

dx
1

2
(F

�p

3 + F
�n
3 )

=

Z
1

0

dx
�

u(x)+ d(x)� �u(x)� �d(x)+ 2(s(x)� �c(x))
�

= 3

(12)

TheIsospin (A dler)sum rule [18]m easurestheisospin ofthetargetand
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depends on the di�erence in F2 m easured in neutrino scattering o� proton

and neutron targets.

SA =

Z 1

0

dx

x
(F �n

2 � F
�p

2 )

= 2

Z 1

0

dx
�

u(x)� d(x)� �u(x)+ �d(x)
�

= 4I3 = 2

(13)

A sim ilarsum rule can be form ed in electron scattering. W e can introduce

\valence"distributionsde�nedbyuv(z)� u(z)�u(z)anddv(z)� d(z)�d(z).

Note that,since the netnum ber ofup (down) quarks in a proton is 2 (1),

thesesatisfy
R
dzuv(z)= 2 and

R
dzdv(z)= 1.Then

SG =

Z
1

0

dx

x
(F

ep

2 � F
en
2 )

=
1

3

Z 1

0

dx
�

u(x)� d(x)+ �u(x)� �d(x)
�

=
1

3

Z 1

0

dx
�

uv(x)� dv(x)
�

+
2

3

Z 1

0

dx
�

�u(x)� �d(x)
�

=
1

3

(14)

Thelaststep followsif
R
dzd(z)=

R
dzu(z).However,thereisno fundam en-

talreason for this sim ple assum ption to be valid and hence the Valence

Isospin (G ottfried) sum rule [19]ison m uch weakerground than the

previousone.

The totalm om entum carried by allofthe proton’sconstituents iscon-

strained to add up to thatoftheproton.HencetheM omentum sum rule.

Sm om =
R1
0 dx x

�

u(x)+ d(x)+ s(x)+ �u(x)+ �d(x)+ �s(x)
�

= 1�
R
1

0 dx xg(x)

(15)

Thissum rulecannotbetested directly sincethegluon distribution function

doesnotappearin thestructurefunctions.Rather,thelefthand sideofthis
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equation can be m easured and the rule used to infer som ething about the

gluon distribution.

TheSecond Isospin (U npolarized Bjorken) sum rule [20]is

S
unpol:

Bj =

Z 1

0

dx(F �n
1 � F

�p

1 )

=

Z 1

0

dx
�

u(x)� d(x)� �u(x)+ �d(x)
�

= 1

(16)

Itisequivalentto theIsospin sum rule in theNaiveParton M odelwhere

F2(x;Q
2)= 2xF1(x;Q

2). Thisequivalence isbroken once QCD corrections

arecom puted.

Therem ainingsum rulesdepend on thespin structurefunction G 1(x;Q
2)

and therefore on the polarized distribution functions. The integralsare re-

lated to thequantitiesa0,a3 and a8 by

Z 1

0

dxG
p(n)

1 =
1

12

 

�a3 +
1
p
3
a8 +

4

3
a0

!

(17)

ThePolarized Isospin (Bjorken Spin) sum rule [21]:

SBj=

Z 1

0

dx(G
p

1 � G
n
1)=

1

6
a3 (18)

Ifwe assum e thatthestrange quarksareunpolarized �s= 0 ! a 0 =
p
3a8

then wehavetheSpin (Ellis Jaffe) sum rules[22,23]

S
p

EJ =

Z
1

0

dxG
p

1 =
1

12

 

a3 +
5
p
3
a8

!

S
n
EJ =

Z
1

0

dxG
n
1 =

1

12

 

�a3 +
5
p
3
a8

! (19)

The Parton M odelprediction G 2(x;Q
2)= 0 leadsto a trivialprediction for

theG 2 (Burkardt-C ottingham) sum rule[24].

SBC =

Z 1

0

dx G 2(x)= 0 (20)
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2 Sum R ules in Q C D

In the fulltheory ofstrong interactions (QCD),the Naive Parton M odel

and its expectations for the values ofthe sum rules are m odi�ed. These

m odi�cationsareoftwo types.Athigh energy (largem om entum transfers),

the coupling strength ofQCD becom es sm alland perturbation theory can

beused [3,4].In thisregim e,correctionsto thesum rulescan beexpressed

asapowerseriesexpansion in thestrongcoupling constant�s(Q
2).Atlower

values ofQ 2 non-perturbative corrections enter which can be expressed as

powerseries in 1=Q 2. Unlike the perturbative corrections,these cannotbe

calculated atpresent. In som e cases,corrections to di�erent processes can

berelated to each otherand experim entalresultsm ay beused to determ ine

the e�ectofthese correctionson the sum rules. Thissection analysesboth

theperturbativeand non-perturbativecorrections.

In Section 2.1 perturbative corrections are given �rst in the fram ework

ofthe QCD im proved Parton M odel. This approach allows to give a very

appealing and intuitive description ofthe basic ideas offactorization and

Q 2 evolution ofstructure functions.W erestrictourdiscussion in thispara-

graph toleadingordercorrectionsand willseethatin theleadinglogarithm ic

approxim ation allsum rulesrem ain valid.

For the discussion ofhigher order perturbative corrections it is conve-

nientto em ploy thefram ework oftheoperatorproductexpansion,sincethe

structure ofthe corrections becom es m ost transparent in this m ore form al

approach. Itleadsofcourse to the sam e resultsasone would getwith the

QCD Parton M odel.In fact,theconnectionsbetween both descriptionswill

bepointed outwhereverpossible.

Theoperatorproductexpansion hasthefurtheradvantagethatnon-per-

turbativee�ectscan easilybeincorporated.Powercorrectionsofhighertwist

arestudied in Section 2.2.

2.1 Perturbative QCD Corrections

Q C D Parton M odel

In the previous chapter the relation between the structure functions and

quark distributionswasgiven and itwasstated thattheNaiveParton M odel

predictstheQ 2-independenceofthestructurefunctionsF(x;Q 2).Violations

9



ofthisscalingbehaviourwereobserved experim entally and m ay beexplained

theoretically due to strong interactions. The QCD im proved Parton M odel

gives a sim ple and quantitative description ofthese e�ects and introduces

thecorrectQ 2 dependence into theparton distribution functions.

The QCD generalization ofEqn. (7) is provided by the factorization

theorem fordeep inelasticscattering (see[25,26])

F N S
k (x;Q 2)=

Z
1

0

dy

y
~Ck

 
x

y
;
Q 2

�2
;
�2f

�2
;�s(�

2)

!

f
N S
k (y;�f;�

2): (21)

Here F k serves as a generic notation for 2F1;F2=x and F3. For polarized

structurefunctionsF k = 2G 1;G 2 oneshould replacefk by �f k.Forsim plic-

ityweconsiderthenonsingletcom bination ofstructurefunctionslikeep� en.

Accordingly fN Sk are the appropriate com binations ofparton densities,e.g.

forF N S
2 = F N S

2 =x one hasfN S2 =
P

iq
2
if

N S
i :In Eqn.(21)the factorization of

high m om entum (shortdistance)and low m om entum (long distance)e�ects

isexpressed.Theform eraredescribed by thecoe�cientfunction ~Ck and cal-

culable in perturbation theory. Asa characteristic feature forperturbative

com putationsone�ndsa dependenceon therenorm alization scale�2.Long

distance contributionscannotbe calculated by presenttheoreticalm ethods

availablein QCD and areabsorbed in theparton distribution functions.The

separation between the low and high m om entum regim e calls for another

scale,thefactorization scale�f.In thefollowing weshallchoose�
2
f = �2.

The coe�cientfunctionsofEqn.(21)were calculated in the leading log-

arithm ic approxim ation in [27], to order �s in [28, 29] and order �2s in

[30,31,32,33,34]. In leading order QCD they have the following form

(in thisand allsubsequentequations�s withoutan argum entisunderstood

to m ean �s(Q
2))

~C N S
k = �

 

1�
x

y

!

+
�s

2�

"

Pqq

 
x

y

!

ln
Q 2

�2
+ R

N S
k

 
x

y

! #

(22)

Thewellknown splittingfunction Pqq(z)= CF [(1+ z
2)=(1� z)+ + (3=2)�(1�

z)]m easures the variation with Q 2 of the probability of �nding a quark

insidea quark with a fraction z = x=y ofitsm om entum y [27].Thisleading

logarithm icterm isuniversalforallstructurefunctionsand can beabsorbed

into newly de�ned,Q 2-dependentparton distribution functions

f
N S
k (x;Q 2)= f

N S
k (x)+

�s

2�

Z 1

0

d�

�
f
N S
k (�)

"

Pqqln
Q 2

�2
+ R

N S
k;abs

#

: (23)
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The particular way how R N S
k is split into an absorbed part R N S

k;abs and a

rem aining part R N S
k;rem is a m atter ofconvention and speci�es the so-called

factorization schem e. Two popularchoicesare the DIS schem e and the M S

factorization schem e(fordetailsseee.g.[26]).W ith theQ 2 dependentquark

distributionsthe structure functionscan be rewritten in the following form

ifterm soforder�2s areneglected:

F N S
k (x;Q 2) =

Z 1

0

dy

y

 

�

 

1�
x

y

!

+
�s

2�
R
N S
k;rem

!

f
N S
k (y;Q 2)

LLA
�! f

N S
k (x;Q 2)+ O (�s)

(24)

It can be seen in the last step that in the leading logarithm ic approxim a-

tion (LLA)therelationsbetween structurefunctionsand parton distribution

functionsrem ain unchanged exceptthattheparton densitiesnow depend on

Q 2.W ith thesam em odi�cation allParton M odelsum rulesoftheprevious

chapterrem ain valid in thisapproxim ation.

The Q 2 dependence ofthe distribution functions and hence the struc-

ture functions and sum rules is m ost readily expressed by the Dokshitzer-

Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DGLAP)[35,27]evolution equation which

to leading orderin QCD hasthefollowing form

Q
2dfi(z;Q

2)

dQ 2
=
�s

2�

Z 1

z

(fi(y;Q
2)Pqq(

z

y
)+ g(y;Q 2)Pqg(

z

y
))
dy

y
: (25)

Ifoneisnotrestricted toavournon-singletcom binationstheotherfunction

Pqg(y) com es into play due to the probability of�nding a quark inside a

gluon.Both splittingfunctionsaredeterm ined byperturbativeQCD and can

bewritten asan expansion in �s.Thisequation can beused todeterm inethe

perturbative QCD correctionsto the varioussum rules. Itshould be noted

thattheDGLAP equation containsm oreinform ation aboutthebehaviourof

thestructure functionsthan doesthe setofsum rules.However,thehigher

orderQCD correctionsto thesum rulesareeasierto com putethan thoseto

the DGLAP equation. Hence while the DGLAP evolution equation isonly

known to order�2s [36,37,38,39,40,41,42],[34,43,44,45],thecorrections

thatwediscussbelow to som eofthesum rulesareknown to order�3s.
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O perator Product Expansion A pproach

M odi�cations ofthe sum rules due to higher order QCD corrections were

indicated in the previoussection forthe QCD im proved Parton M odel. In

thissection weexplicitly discussthosecorrections.Theirstructurebecom es

particularly transparentin thefram ework oftheoperatorproductexpansion

[46].Thisapproach willalsoprovetobeusefulin thefollowingsection forthe

discussion ofnon-perturbativee�ects.TheM ellin m om entsofthestructure

functions are expanded in a form [47]where the short distance and long

distancecontributionsarefactorized in a sim ilarfashion asin Eqn.(21)

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1F k(x;Q

2)=
X

i;�

C
i;�

k;n

 
Q 2

�2
;�s(�

2)

!

A
i;�
n (�2): (26)

Theexpansion isexpressed in term sofreduced m atrixelem entsA i;�
n ofopera-

torsrenorm alized atscale�which describethelongdistancee�ectsand have

to be determ ined from experim ents and coe�cient functions C
i;�

k;n that de-

scribetheshortdistancee�ectsandcanbecalculated perturbatively.Theop-

eratorsarecharacterized bytheirquantum num berswhich can bebroken into

two types.Thelabel� refersto thetwistoftheoperatorand irefersto the

avorquantum num berssuch asisospin.The\twist"ofanoperatorisde�ned

byitsdim ension dO m inusitsspin n.SinceC
i;�

k;n (Q
2=�2;�s)� (�2=Q 2)(�� 2)=2,

operatorsoflowest twist(� = 2)dom inate in the large Q 2 lim it. W e shall

postpone the discussion ofhigher twist operators to the next section and

om itthetwistlabelwhen considering theleading,twist-2,term s.

Ifone considersforsim plicity the m om entsofavournon-singletstruc-

ture functions,one can readily see the sim ilarity between the approachesof

theQCD Parton M odeland theoperatorproductexpansion.Takingthem o-

m entson both sidesofEqn.(21)showsthatthe Parton M odelanaloguesof

thecoe�cientfunctionsand operatorm atrix elem entsofEqn.(26)aregiven

by thefollowing m om ents

C
N S
k;n

 
Q 2

�2
;�s(�

2)

!

( )

Z
1

0

dx x
n� 1 ~C N S

k

 

x;
Q 2

�2
;�s(�

2)

!

A
N S
n (�2) ( )

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1

f
N S
k (x;�2)

(27)

TheQ 2 behaviourofthecoe�cientfunctionsisgoverned by theirrenor-

m alization group equation [48],which followsfrom thefactthattheLHS of

12



Eqn.(26)asa m easurablequantity isindependentof�2.Thenon-singletop-

eratorsarerenorm alized m ultiplicatively with renorm alization constantZ N S
n .

Therenorm alization group equation then hasthefollowing sim pleform

"

�
2 @

@�2
+ �

@

@A
+ 

N S
n

#

C
N S
k;n

 
Q 2

�2
;A(�2)

!

= 0; (28)

where A � �s=�. The beta-function and the anom alousdim ension are de-

�ned by

�(A(� 2))= �
2 d

d�2
A(�2); 

N S
n = �

2 d

d�2
logZ N S

n (29)

and aregiven by theexpansions

�(A)= ��0A
2 � �1A

3 � �2A
4 + :::


N S
n (A)= 

N S(0)
n A + 

N S(1)
n A

2 + 
N S(2)
n A

3 + ::::

(30)

Thesolution ofEqn.(28)is

C
N S
k;n

 
Q 2

�2
;A(�2)

!

= C
N S
k;n

�

1;�A(Q 2)
�

exp

 Z �A (Q 2)

�A (�2)

dx
N Sn (x)

�(x)

!

(31)

wheretheform ula forthee�ective coupling constant ��s and thecoe�cients

oftheanom alousdim ension and thebeta-function arelisted in theappendix.

From Eqn.(31) it becom es apparent that QCD corrections in C N S
k;n are

twofold.They arisefrom theexpansion of

C
N S
k;n

�

1;�A(Q 2)
�

= 1+ B
N S(1)

k;n
�A(Q 2)+ B

N S(2)

k;n
�A 2(Q 2)+ ::: (32)

as wellas from the expansion ofthe exponentialon the RHS ofEqn.(31).

TheQ 2 dependentpartofthatterm is

exp

 Z �A (Q 2)

dx
N Sn (x)

�(x)

!

=
h
�A(Q 2)

i�

N S(0)

n

�0

�

(

1+ �A(Q 2)

"

�
N S(1)n

�0
+
�1

N S(0)
n

�20

#

+ �A 2(Q 2)[:::]

) (33)
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The leading term N S(0)n ofthe anom alous dim ension is independent ofthe

renorm alization schem e. This is no longer the case for the higher order

term sN S(i)n ;i> 0. However,in expressionsforphysicalquantitiesthey are

associated with the schem e dependent coe�cients B
(i)

k;n in such a way that

the�nalanswerisrenorm alization schem e invariant.

The �2 dependentpartoftheexponentialin Eqn.(31)m ay becom bined

with the reduced m atrix elem entA N S
n (�2)to form therenorm alization scale

invariantexpression

A
N S;inv
n = exp

 

�

Z �A (�2)

dx
N Sn (x)

�(x)

!

A
N S
n (�2): (34)

In the case ofthe sum rulesallrelevantoperatorshave 
(0)

n= 1 = 0. Thiscan

be observed from the relation
R1
0 dx xn� 1 Pqq(x)= N S(0)n =2,which vanishes

forn = 1 asasconsequence offerm ion num berconservation.

Inview ofEqns.(32,33)theRHSofEqn.(26)approachesaconstantvalue

asQ 2 ! 1 thatisbasically given by A N S;inv
n and m ay beidenti�ed with the

corresponding expression obtained in the Naive Parton M odel. As willbe

seen below the situation becom es even sim pler,when the operators under

consideration areconserved currents.In thiscasetheanom alousdim ensions

vanish and theQCD correctionsarealready com pletely determ ined through

Eqn.(32). Since these operatorsare notrenorm alized,theirreduced m atrix

elem entsA N S
n areindependentof�2.

Analogousrelationsto Eqns.(28,31,34)hold forsingletcom binationsof

structure functions. They are m ore com plex than for the nonsinglet case,

since m ixing ofdi�erent operators with the sam e quantum num bers m ay

occurunderrenorm alization,leading to an anom alousdim ension m atrix.

Let us illustrate the above discussion in an exam ple and consider the

m om ents ofthe structure functions F2 and G 1 ofdeep inelastic electron-

nucleon scattering

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 2

F
ep� en

2 =
X

i

C
i
F2;n

v
N S
i n = 2;4;6:::

Z 1

0

dx x
n� 1

G
eN
1 =

1

2

X

i

C
i
G 1;n

a
N
i n = 1;3;5:::

(35)

which leadsto the Valence Isospin sum rule and the Spin sum rules

respectively.Depending on thecrossing propertiesofthestructurefunctions

14



under � $ �;x $ �x, only operators with de�nite spin signatures are

relevant in the expansions ofEqn.(35). Spin-even operators contribute to

the m om ents ofthe com bination F
ep� en

2 and spin-odd operators to those

ofG eN
1 . Forlater use we note thatF

�n� �p

1;2 ;F
�n+ �p

3 also represent spin-odd

com binations.

Itis obvious thatthe Spin sum rules are im m ediately obtained from

the �rst m om ent n = 1 ofG 1 in Eqn.(35). In this case the corresponding

operatorsaretheavournonsingletand singletaxialvectorcurrents

J
j

5� =
� �5

 
�j

2

!

 ; J
0
5� =

� �5 (36)

oftheSU(3)F sym m etry group (j= 1;:::;8)(the�j aretheGell-M ann m a-

trices).TheaNi aregiven by them atrix elem entsoftheseoperatorsbetween

thestatesofthenucleon N = p;n with m om entum P�,spin S� and m assM

hP;SjJ
j

5�jP;Si= M a
N
j S�; ; hP;SjJ05�jP;Si= 2M a

N
0 S� (37)

The nonsinglet axialvector currents are conserved in the m assless quark

lim it. According to the discussion above the aNj are independentof�2 and

the corresponding anom alous dim ension vanishes � N S
n= 1 = 0. (W e use the

notation � n for polarized scattering in distinction to n for unpolarized

scattering.) The scale dependence ofa0(�
2)on the otherhand reects the

fact that the singlet axialvector current is not conserved due to the ax-

ialanom aly [49,50]and therefore hasa nonvanishing anom alousdim ension

� S
n= 1 6= 0. The polarized anom alous dim ension � N S=S

n for arbitrary n

wascalculated in leading orderin [51,52,27]and next-to-leading orderin

[53,34,54]. The next-next-to-leading order result � S(2)
n;qq can be found in

[55,56]. The nonleading results were calculated using the M S schem e,the

standard m odi�cation oftheM inim alSubtraction schem e [57].(A notewor-

thy feature ofthisparticularrenorm alization schem e isthe separate gauge

invariance ofboth the anom alous dim ensions and the coe�cient functions

[58].) Som e ofthem are listed in the appendix. The Naive Parton M odel

expressions for the quantities ainv0 ,a3 and a8 as wellas their values were

already presented in Eqn.(10).

Thesituation forunpolarized lepton-nucleon scatteringisnotasstraight-

forward asforthepolarized case.Since only spin-even operatorscontribute

to the operatorproduct expansion forthe m om ents ofF2 in Eqn.(35),the
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Valence Isospin sum rule cannot be obtained sim ply as the special

case n = 1 ofthe �rstm om ent. Nevertheless,the inform ation thatiscon-

tained in Eqn.(35)can be used to derive QCD correctionsto the Valence

Isospin sum rule. The quantities vN Sj are de�ned asthe reduced m atrix

elem entsofoperatorsofthe form O
N S�1;::;�n
j =

n
� �1D �2::D �n(�j=2) 

o

Sf�g

with n = 2;4;6;:::and whereS indicatessym m etrization oftheindices.The

perturbativeexpansionsforthecorrespondinganom alousdim ension N Sn and

thecoe�cientfunction C N S
F2;n

(1;�A(Q 2)areapriorim eaningfulonlyforeven n.

However,theQCD Parton M odelnotonly reproducestheresultsoftheop-

eratorproductexpansion,butalsoprovidesan answerform om entswith odd

n,forwhich no operatorsare available. QCD correctionsto the Valence

Isospin sum rule m ay thereforebeobtained by analytically continuing the

resultsvalid foreven n to theform ally forbidden valuesofodd n.Sim ilarly

a continuation forspin odd com binationsofstructure functionsto valuesof

even n can be m ade. Consequently the generalization ofthe anom alousdi-

m ensionsn= even=odd aredenoted as
�
n ,now valid foralln.In leading order

the nonsinglet and singlet anom alous dim ensions N S=S(0)n were obtained in

[59,60,27].Thenonsinglet(singlet)next-to-leading orderM S resultN S(1)�n

(
S(1)

n;ij)wascalculated in [61]([62,39,63])and sim pli�ed in [64]([65]).Fur-

therm ore,theanom alousdim ensionsaregiven by them om entsofthesplit-

ting functionsP
(1)

ij ,which weredirectly com puted in [36,37,38,39,40,43].

Three loop nonsingletanom alousdim ensionsN S(2)n are given in [66,67]for

even n � 2. W e note in passing thatspin-even and spin-odd com binations

ofstructurefunctionscorrespond to com binationsqf � �qf and �q f � ��q f of

parton densities(seee.g.[5,68]).

W e have dem onstrated thatQCD correctionsto the Valence Isospin

sum rule can be derived from the operatorproductexpansion forthem o-

m entsofF2,even though nooperatorsexistforthe�rstm om ent.Thatthere

isnocorresponding operatorforn = 1isreected in thefactthatno reliable

num ericalvalue forSG can be given. Indeed,the Parton M odelprediction

fortheValence Isospin sum rule wasbased on an additionalassum ption

aboutthequark sea which hasno solid theoreticaljusti�cation.

W ithin the sam e avour octet the Q 2-evolution for allnonsinglet op-

erators in Eqn.(26) is given by a com m on coe�cient function de�ned by

C i
k;n = �ikC

N S
k;n,i= 1::8. Sim ilarly,forthe �rstm om entone m ay denote the

singletcoe�cientfunction by C 0
k;n= 1 = �0kC

S
k.Theconstants�

i
k arecom bina-
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tionsofquark chargesorweak couplings.In ourexam pleoftheneutralcur-

rent(Jem� =
P

f Q f
� f� )processonehas�

3
k = 1=6;�8k = 1=(6

p
3);�0k = 2=9

and allother �ik = 0 for k = F eN
2 ;G eN

1 . Next-to-leading order coe�cient

functionsforthestructurefunctionsF1;F2;F3 ofelectron and neutrino scat-

tering o� nucleons are given forthe M S schem e in [69,62,70,71]and for

otherschem esin [72,73,74],[75,76,28,77,78].Forthe varioussum rules

only the num ericalvalues ofthe corrections willbe given in this section.

The corresponding analytic expressionsforthecoe�cientfunctionsand the

anom alousdim ensionscan befound in theappendix.

FortheValence Isospin sum rule

SG =
1

3
C
(ep� en)

F2;1
(1;�A(Q 2))exp

 Z �A (Q 2)

dx

N S+
n= 1 (x)

�(x)

!

: (38)

itwasfound [69]thatB
N S(1)

F2;n= 1
= 0 vanishes.TheQCD correctionsarethere-

foredueto thenonvanishing anom alousdim ension 
N S(1)+

n= 1 :

SG =
1

3

"

1+
1

3

13+ 8�(3)� 2�2

33� 2nf

��s

�

#

=
1

3

�

1+

�
0:036

0:038

� �
��s

�

��
(39)

Heretheupperand lowercoe�cientsreferto n f = 3 and 4 respectively.

Forpolarized electron-nucleon scattering them om entsread

Z 1

0

dxG
ep(en)

1 (x;Q 2)= C
N S
G 1;1

(1;�A(Q 2))
1

12

 

�a3 +
1
p
3
a8

!

+C S
G 1;1

(1;�A(Q 2))exp

 Z �A (Q 2)

�A (�2)

dx
� S

n= 1;qq(x)

�(x)

!
1

9
a0(�

2)

= C
N S
G 1;1

(1;�A(Q 2))
1

12

 

�a3 +
1
p
3
a8

!

+C S
G 1;1

(1;�A(Q 2))exp

 Z �A (Q 2)

dx
� S

n= 1;qq(x)

�(x)

!
1

9
a
inv
0

(40)

In the nonsingletpartofthisequation the exponentialdoesnotcontribute

because ofthe vanishing anom alous dim ension � N S
n= 1 = 0. In the singlet

part the renorm alization scale dependent piece ofthe exponentialm ay be
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com bined with the operatorm atrix elem ent to form the scale independent

quantity ainv0 .The correctionsto the nonsingletcoe�cientfunction C N S
G 1;n= 1

werecalculated toorders�s [79],�
2
s [80,81,34]and �

3
s [82]and forthesinglet

coe�cientfunction C S
G 1;n= 1

to order�s [53]and �2s [34,83]. The QCD cor-

rectionsforthe Polarized Isospin sum rule are com pletely determ ined

by thenonsingletcoe�cientfunction C N S
G 1;n= 1

.Thenum ericalresultreads

SBj=
1

6
a3

"

1�
��s

�
�

�
3:583

3:250

� �
��s

�

�2

�

�
20:215

13:850

� �
��s

�

�3
#

(41)

The Spin sum rules are obtained by inserting the coe�cients and

anom alousdim ension oftheappendix and read

S
p(n)

EJ =
1

12

"

1�
��s

�
�

�
3:583

3:250

� �
��s

�

� 2

�

�
20:215

13:850

� �
��s

�

�3
#

�

�

 

�a3 +
1
p
3
a8

!

+
1

9
a0(Q

2)

"

1�
��s

�
�

�
1:096

�0:067

� �
��s

�

�2
#

=
1

12

"

1�
��s

�
�

�
3:583

3:250

� �
��s

�

�2

�

�
20:215

13:850

� �
��s

�

�3
#

�

 

�a3 +
1
p
3
a8

!

+
ainv0

9

"

1�

�
0:333

0:040

�
��s

�
�

�
0:550

�1:082

� �
��s

�

�2
#

(42)

wherein the�rststep thechoice�2 = Q 2 wasm ade.

Thevalidity oftheG 2 sum rule can bederived from thenonexistenceof

leading twistoperatorsforn = 1 [84,85]in theoperatorproductexpansion

ofthem om entsofG 2.A continuation from highern to n = 1,sim ilarto the

caseoftheValence Isospin sum rule,alsoleadstoavanishingresultdue

to a kinem aticalfactor(n � 1)=2n in the expansion (see [79]). This result

is con�rm ed by explicit calculations in [86,87],despite an earlier contrary

claim [88]:

SBC = 0 (43)

W e now turn to the situation forneutrino orantineutrino scattering on

protons.Thecom bination F
�p

3 + F �n
3 in theBaryon sum rule transform s

as a avour singlet. In view ofour earlier discussion one could expect a

m ore com plex renorm alization group equation than Eqn.(28) for C
(�N )

F3;n= 1
.

However,in this case the gluon �eld operator transform s di�erently under
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charge conjugation than the quark �eld singlet operator and therefore no

m ixingoccurs.Sincetheanom alousdim ension vanishes,theQCD corrections

aredueto thecoe�cientfunction C
(�N )

F3;n
[69,82,33,34]:

SG LS = 3

"

1�
��s

�
�

�
3:583

3:250

� �
��s

�

�2

�

�
18:976

12:198

� �
��s

�

�3
#

(44)

It was pointed out in [80,81,34]that the corrections up to second order

�2s forthe Baryon sum rule are identically the sam e asforthe Polar-

ized Isospin sum rule. As m ay be seen from the explicit form ulae in

theappendix,correctionsforboth sum rulesdi�eratorder�3
s dueto term s

� dabcdabc,representing diagram swith an internalferm ion loop and a purely

gluonicinterm ediatestate.

Forthe Isospin sum rule both the anom alousdim ension and the cor-

rections to the coe�cient function B
(�n� �p)

F2;n= 1
up to order �2s were found to

vanish [69,32].ThereforetheIsospin sum rule isnotviolated:

SA = 2 (45)

Since thissum rule wasderived by the use ofcurrentalgebra m ethods[18],

itisexpected to hold truein QCD forallordersin �s.

The Second Isospin sum rule is also characterized by its vanishing

anom alousdim ension N Sn= 1 = 0,buthasa nonzero coe�cient function [69,

89,90].Asa resultonehas

S
unpol

Bj = 1� 0:667
��s

�
�

�
2:944

2:648

� �
��s

�

� 2

�

�
18:596

13:381

� �
��s

�

� 3

(46)

Com bining theIsospin sum rule and theSecond Isospin sum rule

leadsto thecorrectionsforthe �rstm om entofthe C allan-G ross R ela-

tion forneutrino scattering.

Z 1

0

dx

x
F
�n� �p

L =

Z 1

0

dx

x
(F

�n� �p

2 � 2xF
�n� �p

1 )= SA � 2S
unpol:

Bj (47)

TheC allan G rossR elation forelectron-nucleon scatteringisviolated in

QCD aswell.Thecoe�cientfunctionsofthelongitudinalstructurefunction

werecalculated toleadingorderin [72,75,91,73,74].Theresultsfornext-to-

leading ordercorrectionsturned outto be very controversial. Nonsingletor
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singletcoe�cientfunctions ~CL(x;Q
2)andtheirm om entsCL;n(Q

2)weregiven

in order�2s in [92,93,94,30,31,32](see also [95])and [96,97,98,99,100]

respectively. There is com plete agreem ent between [30,31,32]and [100].

Third orderO (�3s)correctionsto the second and higher(even)m om entsof

thenonsingletlongitudinalstructure function can befound in [66,67].The

correctionsto the C allan G ross R elation enterthe cross-section ratio

R = �L=�T which ism easurablein experim ents.

Therehavebeen attem ptstoestim ateeven higherordercorrections.Ref-

erence [101]estim atesthe O (�4s)coe�cients forthe Second Isospin sum

rule and thenonsingletpartoftheSpin sum rules.Neglecting light-by-

lightdiagram s,thisestim ateisalso used fortheBaryon sum rule.These

resultsarein reasonableagreem entwith anotherestim ateby[102]usingPad�e

approxim ation.Reference[103]givestheO (�3s)estim ateforthesingletpart

oftheSpin sum rules.

2.2 HigherTwistE�ects

Sofaronlyleadingtwistcorrectionstothesum ruleshavebeen discussed and

nucleon m asse�ectswereneglected.Contributionsofhighertwistoperators

in the operator product expansion ofthe structure function m om ents are

suppressed by powersof1=Q 2.These so-called dynam icalpowercorrections

areofnon-perturbativenatureand m ay becom eim portantatlow Q 2.They

aredi�culttoestim ate,becauseatpresentnom ethod isavailableforreliably

calculating in thenon-perturbativeregim e.Estim atesofhighertwiste�ects

arethereforeusually accom panied by largeuncertainties.

Anotherclass ofpower corrections are ofpurely kinem aticalorigin and

arisein casethatthenucleon m assisnotneglected.Such targetm asse�ects

are suppressed by powers ofM 2=Q 2 and m ay also becom e relevantforlow

values ofQ 2. They can be taken into account to allorders in (M 2=Q 2)n

by replacing the structure function m om ents through so-called Nachtm ann

m om ents[104].

A standard approach [105,106]to calculate higher twist contributions

is based on QCD sum rules [107]. This m ethod param eterizes nonpertur-

bative e�ectsin term sofquark and gluon condensates. These condensates

are m atched with a hadronic representation obtained phenom enologically

through a dispersion integralwith a spectraldensity given by resonanceand

continuum contributionsthatcan be extracted from data. The m atrix ele-
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m entsofthehighertwistoperatorsarethereforeexpressed through conden-

sates,thevaluesofwhich,however,areonly known to 10-20% [107].

Powercorrections� 1=Q 2 to the�rstm om entsofthepolarized structure

function G 1 aregiven by [108](seealso [85])

�S
p;n

EJ = �
1

6Q 2

�
5

3
hhO S

p;nii+ hhO N S
p;nii

�

+
2

9

M 2

Q 2

Z 1

0

dx x
2
G
p;n

1 (48)

where

hhO ii=
8

9

"

hhUii�
M 2

4
hhV ii

#

(49)

and hhUii;hhViiarede�ned by

hP;SjU�jP;Si= 2M S�hhUii

hP;SjV��;� jP;Si= 2M hhV iif(S�P� � S�P�)P�)gSf�;�g

(50)

asthereduced elem entsoftheoperators

U
S=N S
� = gs

h

�u ~G ��
�
u � �d~G ��

�
d
i

V
S=N S
��;� = gs

n

�u ~G ���u � �d~G ���d
o

Sf�;�g

(51)

forthe proton (u $ d leadsto the corresponding neutron operators). Here

thestrangequark contribution isneglected and

~G �� =
1

2
����� G

��
a

 
�a

2

!

: (52)

After som e errors of[106]were discovered in [109],the analysis ofhigher

twiste�ectsin [108]wasupdated (see[85]).

�S
p

EJ = �
(0:02� 0:013)GeV 2

Q 2

�S
n
EJ = �

(0:005� 0:003)GeV 2

Q 2

(53)
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Thesevaluesagreeapproxim ately with anotheranalysisem ploying theQCD

sum ruleapproach [110,111].They are,however,considerably sm allerthan

those obtained in [112,113,114]which rely on the relation between the

�rst m om ent ofthe polarized structure function G
p;n

1 and the Gerasim ov--

Drell-Hearn sum rule [115,116]for forward scattering of realphoton o�

nucleons.A re-exam ination oftheQCD sum rulem ethod in [117]arrivesat

the result �S
p

EJ = �(0:029 GeV 2)=Q 2 and �Sn
EJ = �(0:002 GeV 2)=Q 2 with

uncertainties ofabout 20% . A recent paper [118]calculated the one-loop

anom alous dim ension for the � = 4 operators that allow the logarithm ic

correctionsto the1=Q 2 term to becom puted.

Powercorrectionsforthe Polarized Isospin sum rule follow im m e-

diately from Eqn.(48):

�SBj= �
1

6Q 2
hhO N S

p� nii+
2

9

M 2

Q 2

Z
1

0

dx x
2
G
p� n

1 (54)

The�rstterm wasestim ated in [108]to be�(0:09� 0:06)GeV 2
=(6Q 2).The

leadingtargetm asscorrectionsaregiven by thesecond term .Asisdiscussed

in [119,120,121,122], these kinem aticalpower corrections / (M 2=Q 2)n

m ay be sum m ed up to allordersby the use ofNachtm ann m om ents[104].

The third m om ent ofG 1 in the m ass term ofEqn.(54) can be determ ined

from data. The integralam ounts to 0.0168 at Q 2 = 2 GeV 2 and 0.0130

at Q 2 = 4:6 GeV 2 [123]. Target m ass e�ects are therefore negligible for

experim entally accessible Q 2.Onethusarrivesat[85]

�SBj� �
(0:015� 0:013)GeV 2

Q 2
(55)

Thisresultiscom parablewith a diquark m odelestim ation of[124].

Highertwiste�ectswerealso studied forneutrino-nucleon scattering.In

[125]both theBaryon sum rule (seealso [126])and theSecond Isospin

sum rule arediscussed.W ith thereduced m atrix elem ent

hPjO
S=N S

5� jPispin
averaged

� 2P�hhO
S=N S

5 ii (56)

ofthetwistfouroperatorsoperators

O
S=N S

5� = �u ~G ��
�
5u � �d~G ��

�
5d (57)
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onehas

�SG LS = 3

�

�
8

27

�
hhO S

5ii

Q 2

�S
unpol:

Bj =

�

�
8

9

�
hhO N S

5 ii

Q 2

: (58)

Targetm asscorrectionsm ay again besum m ed to allordersthrough theuse

ofNachtm ann m om entsasdiscussed in [125]and arevery sm all.Thevalues

forthereduced m atrix elem entswereestim ated as[125]

hhO S
5ii = 0:33GeV 2

hhO N S
5 ii = 0:15GeV 2

(59)

W ithin the large uncertainty of� 50% thisvalue isin agreem entwith the

resultsfrom twootherm ethodsalsostudied in [125],nam ely thevectordom -

inance approxim ation and the nonrelativistic quark m odel. This indicates

problem sin bag-m odelcalculations[127]which give negligibly sm allvalues

for twist four contributions. The reanalysis of [117]presents as a result

hhO S
5ii= 0:53GeV 2 with an errorofabout20% .

W e are now in a position to com pute the num ericalvalues forthe sum

rulesand theirvariouscorrections.Asinputparam eterwe take �
(5)

M S
= 233

M eV,wherethesuperscriptdenotesthenum berofactiveavors.Thisvalue

correspondsto�(5)s (M 2
Z)= 0:12.Therunningcouplingconstant�

(nf)
s (Q 2;�

(nf)

M S
)

is calculated via the form ula in the appendix. The m atching equation at

Q 2 = M 2
q

�
(nf� 1)
s (M 2

q;�
(nf� 1)

M S
)= �

(nf)
s (M 2

q;�
(nf)

M S
)

2

6
41�

7

24

0

@
�
(nf)
s (M 2

q;�
(nf)

M S
)

�

1

A

2
3

7
5

(60)

relatesthecoupling constantin thee�ectivenf � 1 avourtheory to thefull

theory with nf active avors [128,129,130]. It is im plicitly solved in or-

derto extract�
(nf)

M S
.Applying thisproceduresubsequently atthethresholds

Q 2 = M 2
b = (4:7 GeV)2 and Q 2 = M 2

c = (1:6 GeV)2 leads to �
(4)

M S
= 320
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Q 2

GeV 2
nf ��s

(nf)(Q 2) O (�0s) O (�1s) O (�2s) O (�3s) + HT

SG 4 4 0.315 0.333 0.335 - - -

SG LS 3 3 0.336 3 2.571 2.583 2.486 2.388

SA 3 3 0.336 2 2 2 2 -

S
unpol:

Bj 3 3 0.336 1 0.905 0.902 0.872 0.828

10 4 0.258 1 0.930 0.931 0.920 0.907

SBj 2 3 0.385 0.210 0.175 0.175 0.165 0.157

3 3 0.336 0.210 0.180 0.180 0.173 0.168

5 4 0.299 0.210 0.184 0.185 0.181 0.178

10.4 4 0.256 0.210 0.188 0.189 0.186 0.185

S
p

EJ 3 3 0.336 0.185 0.165 0.166 - -

10.4 4 0.256 0.185 0.172 0.174 - -

Sn
EJ 3 3 0.336 -0.024 -0.0147 -0.0146 - -

10.4 4 0.256 -0.024 -0.0154 -0.0154 - -

SBC 3 3 0.336 0 0 0 0 -

10 4 0.258 0 0 0 0 -

Table 1: Theoreticalestim ates ofthe various sum rules. Corrections are

taken into accountup to and including theorderindicated in thecolum ns.
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M eV and �
(3)

M S
= 366M eV respectively.Thevariouscorrectionstothedi�er-

entsum rulesaredisplayed in Table1.Forthecontributionsoforders�s;�
2
s

and �3s weused thetheform ula forthee�ectivecoupling constantincluding

theleading,next-to-leading and next-next-to-leading term srespectively.

3 C om parison ofT heory and Experim ent

3.1 Experim entalIssuesand Results

Experim ents have been perform ed atthe Stanford LinearAcceleratorCen-

ter (SLAC) using polarized and unpolarized electron beam s,at Ferm iLab

nearChicago using neutrino and unpolarized m uon beam s,attheEuropean

CenterforNuclearResearch (CERN)in Geneva using polarized and unpo-

larized m uon beam sand neutrino beam sand atthe DeutschesElektronen-

Synchrotron (DESY) in Ham burg using electron beam s. Experim ents are

perform ed overa restricted range ofx and Q 2. Since the QCD corrections

to the sum rulesdepend on Q 2,data are required overthe com plete range

ofx in as narrow a Q 2 range is practicable. The range ofx is restricted

to x > Q 2=s,In order for the QCD Parton M odelto m ake a reliable pre-

diction Q 2
�>2 (GeV)

2,hence,forthe sum rulesto be m easured,data m ust

be extrapolated into the very sm allx region. The extrapolation isleastin

experim entsatthe highestenergy. To illustrate the extrapolation,consider

thebaryon sum rule m easured in neutrino scattering.Figure2 showsthe

CCFR data[131].AswellasF3,itshows
R1
xm in

dxF3(x)asafunction ofxm in;

thelowestvalueofx wheredataareavailableisx = 0:015.In perform ingthe

extrapolation to xm in = 0 a form forxF3(x)m ustbe assum ed. A �tofthe

form xF3(x)= Axb(1� x)c providesan excellentdescription ofthedata.A

system aticerrorm ustbeincluded in thequoted valueofthesum ruletotake

into accounttheextrapolation to xm in = 0.Thissystem aticerrorisdi�cult

to estim ate,sincethereisno fundam entalreason forpreferring oneextrapo-

lation overanother.Data from di�erentvaluesofQ 2 can only becom bined

ifa Q 2 extrapolation isassum ed. Such an extrapolation can be based on a

�tto perturbativeQCD.However,ifthisisdone,a \testofQCD" from the

sum rules is com prom ised since perturbative QCD necessarily restricts the

valuesthatthesum rulescan take.
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Figure 2: The Baryon sum rule from the CCFR experim ent. Shown

is(xF
ep

3 (x;Q 2)+ xF en
3 (x;Q 2))=2 (righthand scale)and

R1
x dx(F

ep

3 (x;Q 2)+

F en
3 (x;Q 2))=2 (leftscale)atQ 2 = 3 GeV 2. The curvesare from a �tofthe

form xF3(x)= Axb(1� x)c
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Figure3: TheBaryon sum rule from theCCFR experim entasafunction

ofQ 2.Theinnererrorbarshowsstatisticalerrorsand theoutera com bina-

tion ofstatisticaland system atic errors. The curvesare a QCD predictions

thatarediscussed in thetext.

Having given thesecaveats,wewillnow discussthecurrentexperim ental

valuesforthesum rules.Forthebaryon sum rule,theCCFR collaboration

[131]gives,

SG LS = 2:50� 0:018(stat)� 0:078(sys) (61)

atQ 2 = 3 GeV 2.Thesystem aticerrorincludestheerrorfrom extrapolation

into x = 0. A m ore precise result has been obtained by the CCFR col-

laboration [132]by com bining theirdata with thatfrom otherexperim ents

on neutrino scattering [133,134,135,136,137]. Also,in the very large x

region the nucleon’s antiquark content isnegligible and a relation between

F
�p

3 and F
ep

2 existsin the Parton M odel,viz 5(F
�p

3 (x;Q 2)+ F �n
3 (x;Q 2))=

18(F
ep

2 (x;Q 2)+ F en
2 (x;Q 2)).Theexperim entalprecision on thebaryon sum

rule accuracy can thereforebeim proved by includingdatafrom F
ep(n)

2 [138]

which hasm uch higherstatistics.Thecom bined data arethen extrapolated

into the region below x = 0:02 and the sum rule evaluated. Figure 3 shows

the extracted value ofthe baryon sum rule as a function ofQ 2. The

curveson this�gurewillbediscussed below.Thesolid lineshowstheQCD

prediction including the highertwiste�ects,the dashed line showsthe pre-
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diction ofthehighertwistterm sareignored.A com parison ofthetwocurves

showsthatthe highertwistcontributionsare unim portantforQ 2
�>5 GeV

2.

TheQCD prediction,which correspondsto �s(M Z)= 0:12,liesconsiderably

below thedata.The CCFR collaboration has�tted to QCD by allowing �s

to vary [132](seealso [126,139,140]).Thebest�tcorrespondsto

�s(M Z)= 0:108� 0:004(stat)� 0:004(syst)� 0:006(H T) (62)

Thedata forF
ep

2 � F en
2 and theintegral

R
1

x(F
ep

2 � F en
2 )dx=x areshown in

Figure4from [141].Theexperim entobservesnosigni�cantQ 2 variation over

therange0:5 GeV 2 < Q 2 < 10 GeV 2.Them easured valuesareextrapolated

into x = 0 assum ing F
ep

2 � F en
2 = axb. a and b are determ ined from a �t

in the region 0:004 < x < 0:015 to be a = 0:2 � 0:03,b = 0:50 � 0:06.

This extrapolation then contributes to the quoted error. The value ofthe

Valence Isospin sum rule isdeterm ined by theNM C [141]collaboration

to be

SG = 0:235� 0:026 (63)

for< Q 2 >= 4 GeV 2. Thisvalue isshown on the �gure. The sam e experi-

m enthasissued prelim inary resultsfrom itsfulldataset[142]which extends

to sm allervaluesofx and has�tted itsdata togetherwith thatofBCDM S

[143]and SLAC [138]to givevaluesofF
ep

2 and F ed
2 (d representsdeuterium )

overthe x range0:006 < x < 0:9.Q 2 correctionsareapplied to take higher

twiste�ectsinto accountand theresultscan then beinterpreted as[144]

SG = 0:216� 0:027 (64)

for< Q 2 >= 4 GeV 2 with no signi�cantrem aining Q 2 dependence in the

range0:5< Q 2 < 10 GeV 2.Recentdata from E665 [145]agreewith NM C.

TheC allan-G rossrelationispoorlydeterm ined.Experim entsm easure

R(x;Q 2)=
F2(x;Q

2)(1+ 4M 2x2=Q 2)� 2xF1(x;Q
2)

2xF1(x;Q
2)

(65)

Datafrom SLAC [146,147,148]areshown in Figure5.The�gureshowsthat

R(x;Q 2)fallsrapidly asQ 2 isincreased and thatitissm all. The value is

consistentwith thatpredicted by QCD.TheIsospin and Second Isospin

sum rules,which arerelated by the C allan-G ross relation,aredi�cult

to m easure with precision as they require neutrino scattering o� hydrogen
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Figure 4: Data from the NM C collaboration on the Valence Isospin

sum rule. Shown isthe quantity F
ep

2 � F en
2 (open points,rightscale)and

R1
x(F

ep

2 � F en
2 )dx=x (crosses,leftscale). The baratthe extrem e leftshows

thederived valueofthesum rule.

Figure5: Thequantity R(x;Q 2)from theSLAC experim entsasa function

ofQ 2 forcertain valuesofx atx = 0:5 (squares),x = 0:35 (diam onds)and

x = 0:2 (crosses).
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and deuterium targetsand the statisticalerrorson such m easurem ents are

poor. Data show no signi�cant Q 2 variation in the range 2 GeV 2
�<Q

2
�<30

GeV 2 and give[149]

SA = 2:02� 0:40 (66)

Nopublished resultsareavailableon theSecond Isospin sum rule.How-

evertheresultofEqn.(66)togetherwith theinform ation on R(x;Q 2)show

thatthevalueofthisruleisconsistentwith theexpectation ofS
unpol:

Bj = 1.

In the case ofthe Spin sum rules,data are available from SM C at

CERN [150,151],using polarized m uon beam sscattering o� deuterium and

hydrogen targets,and E142 [152]and E143 [153,154]atSLAC using polar-

ized electron beam s on He3,hydrogen and deuterium targetstargets. The

SLAC dataonly coverx > 0:03and 1GeV 2
�<Q

2
�<6:5GeV

2,whiletheCERN

data extend to x = 0:003 and 1 GeV 2
�<Q

2 < �<60 GeV
2. The experim ents

actuallym easuretheasym m etry in scatteringi.e. theratioofthequantity a

ofEqn.(4)to theunpolarized rateofEqn.(1).NoQ 2 dependenceisobserved

in thisratio.

In orderto extractG 1(x;Q
2)itisassum ed thatthisratio isindependent

ofQ 2 and therefore that the Q 2 dependence ofG 1(x;Q
2) is given by that

ofF1(x;Q
2)and F2(x;Q

2).G 1(x;Q
2)isthen extrapolated to Q 2 = 5 GeV 2.

Data are extrapolated to x = 0 using the assum ption thatG 1(x;Q
2)� x�

with 0< �< 0:5.An extrapolation in theregion 0:6< x < 1 isalso needed,

but this introduces a very sm allerrorsince G 1(x;Q
2)is very sm allin this

region. The contribution ofthe structure function G 2(x;Q
2) is suppressed

by the 1=Q 2 term in Eqn.(4)and no inform ation aboutitcan be extracted

from thedata.

These extrapolations enable the Spin sum rules for G 1(x;Q
2) to be

evaluated. The SM C data alone [150,151,155]give for the Polarized

Isospin sum rule

SBj= 0:199� 0:038 (67)

atQ 2 = 10:4 GeV 2,whereasatQ 2=3 GeV 2,the SLAC data [152,153,154]

give

SBj= 0:149� 0:014 (68)

Thedi�erentform used fortheextrapolation to sm allervaluesofx ispartly

responsible forthe sm allervalues. The experim ents can be com bined with

earlierresultsinvolving hydrogen targets[156,157]to give,atQ 2 = 5 GeV 2,
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Q 2

GeV 2
theory Expt.

SG 4 0.335 0.216�0.027

SG LS 3 2.388 2.50 � 0.08

SA 3 2 2.02� 0.40

SBj 5 0.178 0.203� 0.023

S
p

EJ 5 0.171 0.136� 0.010

Sn
EJ 5 -0.0135 -0.067 � 0.016

Table 2:Com parison ofthe theoreticaland experim entalvaluesofthe sum

rules.

[158]

S
p

EJ = 0:136� 0:010

Sn
EJ = �0:067� 0:016:

(69)

ThePolarized Isospin sum rule determ ined from theseis

SBj= 0:203� 0:023 (70)

3.2 Theory vs.Experim ent

Table2 showsa com parison oftheexperim entalvaluesdiscussed abovewith

theoreticalpredictionsfrom Table1.In thecaseswheretheexperim entshave

corrected forthe e�ectsofhighertwistthe relevantcom parison iswith the

highestorderperturbativeQCD resultavailableand itisthisnum berthatis

given in the theory colum n. No entries are shown forthe G 2 and Second

Isospin sum rules whereno data exist.

Itcan beseen from theTable thatthesum rulesfallinto three categories.

First,theIsospin sum rule hasvery largeexperim entaluncertaintiesbut
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the m easured valuesare consistent with the expectationsofQCD.Second,

theBaryon sum rule and Polarized Isospin sum rule arecom patible

with QCD,buthave experim entalerrorsthatare sm allenough so thatthe

m easurem entscan discrim inate between theQCD resultsatdi�erentorders

in perturbation theory.In thesecasesthedata areconsistentwith theQCD

expectationsand areinconsistentwith theNaiveParton M odel.Finally,the

Spin and Valence Isospin sum rules have experim entalvaluesthatare

inconsistentwith theNaiveParton M odelorQCD predictions.

Thesecond category can beused tom easurethestrongcouplingconstant

�s. Figure 3 shows the Q 2 dependence ofthe Baryon sum rule. This

value is som ewhat lower than the world average [159]The quoted error is

dom inated by thatdue to the HigherTwistterm s(H T). The Polarized

Isospin sum rule hasalso been used to determ ine�s [160]:-

�s(M Z)= 0:122+ 0:005� 0:009 (71)

ifthehighertwistterm sareneglected.or

�s(M Z)= 0:118+ 0:007� 0:014 (72)

ifthey areincluded.

The �nalcategory needs m ore discussion. The Valence Isospin sum

rule discrepancy between theory and experim ent shown in table 2 can be

rem oved by dropping theassum ption that
R
1

0 dx(u(x)� d(x))= 0.Using the

NaiveParton M odel(seeEqn.14)and thedata weobtain

Z
1

0

dx(u(x)� d(x))= �0:176� 0:040: (73)

The QCD correctionsarem uch sm allerthan theerroron thisresult.Addi-

tionalexperim entalinform ation isavailablefrom theprocessespd ! �+ �� +

anything and pp ! �+ �� + anything which, in the Parton M odel, are

due to quark antiquark annihilation. Data from NA51 [161]indicate that

u(x)=d(x) = 0:51 � 0:08 at x = 0:18 and Q 2 = 2:5 GeV 2. The possible

non-equality ofu(x)and d(x)was �rstsuggested in [162]where a possible

param eterization was introduced. Severalauthors have attem pted to esti-

m ate the size ofu(x)� d(x)thatcould arise from non-perturbative e�ects.

Som ehaveattem pted toexplain thee�ectin term sofapion cloud surround-

ing the nucleon [163]. Other m odels are based a chiralLagrangian [164]
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approach thatstartswith a nucleon consisting ofthree valence quarksthen

generates the anti-quark distributions from pions em itted in processes like

u ! d�+ [165,166].M odelsofthistype produce a di�erence (u(x)� d(x))

that is concentrated at very sm allvalues ofx and the ratio u(x)=d(x) is

predicted to bequitesm all.

The predictionsforthevaluesoftheSpin sum rules depend upon the

assum ed valuesfora0,a3 and a8.Thereisnofundam entalreason forthe�rst

ofthese to take the value a0 =
p
3a8 which wasthe originalassum ption of

[23]and isthevalueused in thetable.Ifweusea0 = 0:12� 0:027,obtained

from the value of�S obtained from �p elastic scattering [14]we have at

Q 2 = 5 GeV 2 the\predictions" Sn
EJ = �0:065� 0:030 and S

p

EJ = 0:12� 0:03

both ofwhich agreewith theexperim entalresultsshown in Table2.Instead

wecan usetheexperim entalresultsforS
p

E J and S
n
E J todeterm inea0 from the

QCD form sofEqn.(42)togetherwith thehighertwistcorrections.Thisgives

a0 = 0:19� 0:07.Using theNaiveParton M odelrelation ofEqn.(10)im plies

that
R
dx(�s(x)+ �s(x))= �0:13� 0:03from whencewecan alsoinferthat

R
dx(�u(x)+ �u(x))= 0:8 and

R
dx(�d(x)+ �d(x))= 0:4. Everything is

consistentbutoneisleftwith theannoyingquestion ofwhatiscarryingm ost

ofthenucleon’sspin.In them odelwherethenucleon isviewed a soliton-like

solution of[167]one expects a0 = 0 [168]in the lim it ofzero quark m ass

and largenum berofcolors.In thisinterpretation allofthenucleon’sspin is

carried by orbitalangularm om entum .Reference [169]can beconsulted for

a detailed review.

Ifthegluon distribution in theproton ispolarized,thereisan additional

com plication.Thescatteringprocesse+ g ! eqqcan generateacontribution

toG 1(x;Q
2)atorder�s.Adding thisterm totheNaiveParton M odelresult

isequivalentto replacing Eqn.(10)by [170]

a0 =

Z
1

0

dx
�

�u + ��u + �d+ � �d+ �s+ ��s� n f

�s

2�
�g

�

(74)

Thiscontribution isnotpresentin theOperatorProductanalysispresented

above. It can be introduced ifone observes that while the operator cor-

responding to the singlet axialcurrent is not conserved and is therefore

subject to renorm alization due to the axialanom aly [171,172,173],a lin-

earcom bination ofthisoperatorand a gauge variantoperatorm ade up of

gluon �elds is not renorm alized. Ifthis term is included the form ofthe

QCD corrections given in Eqn.(42) are the sam e except that ainv0 is inter-
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preted asthatofEqn.(74).The data arenow to beinterpreted asim plying
R
dx(�s+ ��s� n f

�s
2�
�g = �0:13� 0:03. Ifwe assum e that�S = 0 then

R
dx�g = 3:2� 0:75 atQ 2 = 5 GeV 2. Thissubstantialpolarization should

beobservablein otherexperim ents.Forexam ple,theproduction ofpionsat

largetransversem om entum in proton-proton scattering proceedsvia parton

parton scattering ofthe type q+ g ! gq. Ifboth protonsare polarized an

asym m etry

A LL =
d�(++)� d�(�+)

d�(++)+ d�(�+)
(75)

can be form ed (the � argum ents referthe helicity ofthe incident protons)

which is depends upon �g(z). An experim ent at Ferm iLab [174]observes

an asym m etry thatisconsistentwith zero fortransverse m om enta ofpions

lessthan 3 GeV.M orerecently [175]thesam eexperim enthasm easured the

asym m etry for double �0 production. Again the asym m etry is consistent

with zero. Ifm odels for �q are assum ed [176]then a constraint can be

obtained on �g.Thisconstraintissu�cientto ruleoutsom e m odels[177],

butothersthathave
R
dx�g(x)� 5 [178]arenotexcluded.

4 C onclusions

TheParton M odelsum rulesrepresentfundam entalpredictionsofQCD.The

experim entalprecision ofm any ofthese rulesissuch thatconsistency with

the theory can be established. In the case ofa few ofthe rules,notably

the baryon sum rule,the data are su�ciently precise that consistency

can bechecked in detailand avalueofthestrongcouplingconstantobtained

whoseerroriscom petitivewith thebestm easurem ents[159].In thiscasethe

theoreticalerrorscom ing from thepoorknowledgeofhighertwistterm sand

theorder�4s term scontributesigni�cantly to theerroron �s.Im provem ent

in these areas is unlikely to appear in the near future. The failure ofthe

Valence Isospin sum rule has led to the realization that u(x) 6= d(x)

and while there issom e theoreticalunderstanding ofhow this m ight arise,

the di�erence, like allother structure functions, m ust be extracted from

data. The failure ofthe naive form ofthe Spin sum rules hasled to an

interesting situation. There m ustbe signi�cantpolarization in the strange

quarksand/orthegluons.M oreaccuratedataon �p elasticscattering m ight

enabletheform erto beconstrained.Thelattershould beconstrained when
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polarized proton-proton scattering experim entsbecom eavailableatRICH in

thenextfew years[179]

Theadventofdata from HERA[180]haveenabled structurefunctionsto

be m easured atsm allervaluesofx than those in �xed targetexperim ents.

Nevertheless,thestatisticalerrorson thesedataarestillquitelargeand they

are,ofcourse,onlyavailableforF
ep

2 (x;Q 2).Inthefuture,datafrom polarized

ep scattering willbe available from thisfacility [181]thatwillconsiderably

extend therangeofx and Q 2 availableforthem easurem entsofG 1(x;Q
2)and

reduce the erroron the Spin sum rules resulting from the extrapolation

into x = 0.

A cknow ledgm ents

Thiswork wassupported by theDirector,O�ce ofEnergy Research,O�ce

ofHigh Energy and Nuclear Physics, Division ofHigh Energy Physics of

the U.S.Departm ent ofEnergy under Contract DE-AC03-76SF00098 and

(AK)by Deutsche Forschungsgem einschaft(DFG)undergrantnum berKw

8/1-1.Accordingly,theU.S.Governm entretainsanonexclusive,royalty-free

license to publish or reproduce the published form ofthis contribution,or

allow othersto do so,forU.S.Governm entpurposes.

A ppendix

Thee�ectivecoupling constantin next-next-to-leading orderm ay bewritten

in theform

��s

�
=

1

�0L

"
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�0L

�1lnL

�0

+
1

�20L
2
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! # (76)

where L � ln(Q 2=�2) and ��s(Q
2 = �2) = �s(�

2). The coe�cients ofthe

beta-function areknown up to thethreeloop level[3,4,182,183,184,185]:
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Anom alous dim ensions ofsinglet and nonsinglet operators were calculated

in a num ber ofworksforboth unpolarized [59,60,27,61,62],[39,63,64,

65,66,67]and polarized scattering [51,52,27,53,34,54,55,56]. Som e

ofthe results are given here. The coe�cients ofthe nonsinglet anom alous

dim ension forunpolarized scattering read
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(78)

Forpolarized scattering one hasthe following nonsingletanom alousdim en-

sions� N S(0)
n = N S(0)n and � N S(1)�

n = N S(1)�n . Finally the coe�cients for

thesingletquark diagonalanom alousdim ension m atrix elem entsare
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Finally we give the analytic form ulae ofthe coe�cient functions corre-

spondingtothe�rstm om entsofthevariousstructurefunctions.Thenonsin-

gletcoe�cientfunction forthestructurefunction F 2 ofunpolarized electron
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nucleon scattering isgiven in theM S schem e [69,62]by
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The nonsinglet [79,80,81,82,34]and the singlet [53,34,83]coe�cient

functionsforpolarized electron-nucleon scattering read
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The coe�cient function forthe neutrino structure function F 3 has the fol-

lowing form [69,82,33,34]:
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The coe�cientfunction forthenonsingletstructure function F 1 ofneutrino
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and antineutrino scattering reads[69,89,90]
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