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1 Introduction

E xperin ents on polarized desp inelastic Jepton-nuclkon scattering started in them iddle 70s
1. M easurem ents of cross section di erences w ith the longitudinally polarized Jpton beam
and nuclon target determm ine the polarized nuclkon structure function g; (x). In 1983 the st
m om ent of the proton spin structure function, § Rol g} (x)dx, was obtained by the SLAC -
Yal group tobe 0:17 005 @], which is in nice agreem ent w ith the prediction 0:171  0:006
expected from the Ellisda e sum rulke [l based on the assum ption of vanishing strange-sea
polarization, ie., s= 0. Therefore, the polarized D IS data can be explained sin ply by the
valence quark soin com ponents. A round the sam e tin e, two theoretical analyses by Lam
and Li B] and by Ratcli e ] were devoted to studying the gluon e ects on the polarized
proton structure function and is rstm om ent. It appears that there is an anom alous gluon
contrbution to ! in the sense that, though the glion e ect is form ally a leading-orderQ CD
correction, it does not vanish in the asymptotic lim i Q2 ! 1 []. However, the in plication
of this observation was not clear at that tim e.

The 1987 EM C experin ent [g]then cam e to a surprise. T he result published in 1988 and
later indicated that [ = 0:126 0:018, substantially lower than the expectation from the
E llisJa e conecture. This ked to the stunning im plication that very little (< 15% ) ofthe
proton spin is carried by the quarks, contrary to the naive quark-m odel picture. W hile the
proton soin arises entirely from the quarks in the non-relativistic constituent quark m odel,
the sum of the z-com ponent of quark spins, , accounts for 3/4 of the proton soin in the
relativistic quark m odel. The EM C data in plied a substantial ssa-quark polarization in the
region x < 0, a range not probed by earlier SLAC experim ents. The question of what
is the proton spin content triggered by the EM C experin ent has stin ulated a great dealof
Interest In understanding the origin of the socalled (@lthough not pertinently) \proton spin
crisis" . Up to date, there are over a thousand published papers connected to this and related
topics.

D uring the period of 1988-1993, theorists tried hard to resolve the proton soin enigm a
and seek explanations for the EM C m easurem ent of 7, assum ing the validity of the EM C
dataatanallx (0:01 < x < 0:) and ofthe extrapolation procedure to the unm easured an all
x region (x < 0:01). One ofthem ain theoretical problam s is that hard gluons cannot induce
Sea polarization perturbatively form assless quarks due to helicity conservation. Hence, it is
di cul to accomm odate a large strange—sea polarization s 010 in the naive parton
model. Right after the EM C experin ent, the e ect of anom alous gluon contributions to

Y was revived by E frem ov and Teryaev [}]], A karelli and Ross [], Carlitz, Collins and
M ueller 3] (see also Leader and Anseln ;no fLJ]). Roughly speaking, the anom alous glion
e ect origihating from the axialanom aly m in ics the role of sea polarization if the gluon spin
com ponent G hasa sign oppositeto s.Consequently, isnotnecessarily am allwhereas

s isnot necessarily large. T his anom alousm echanisn thus provides a plausibl and sin ple



solution to the proton spin puzzle: It explains the suppression of ;] observed by EM C and
brings the In proved parton m odel close to what expected from the quark m odel, provided
that G ispositive and large enough. But then we face a dilkemm a. A coording to the OPE
approach, which is a m odelindependent approach, } does not receive contrbutions from
hard gluonsbecause only quark operators contribute to the rstm om ent of g} at the tw ist2
and soIn-1 kevel. Thiscon ictbetween the anom alous gluon interpretation and the seaquark
explanation of § hasbeen under hot debate over past m any years.

In soite of m uch controversy over the aforam entioned issue, this dispute was already re—
solved in 1990 by Bodw in and Q 11 [1]] (seealsoM anchar [1d]) . T hey em phasized that the size
of the hard-gluonic contribution to ! ispurely a m atter of the k, -factorization convention
chosen In de ning the quark soin density g&) and the hard cross section for photon-gluon
scattering. A s a resul, the above-m entioned two di erent popular interpretations, corre-
soonding to chirmknvariant and gauge-nvarant factorization schem es respectively, are on
the sam e footing. Their equivalence w ill be shown in details In Sec. 4 in the fram ework
of perturbative QCD . The axial anom aly that breaks chiral symm etry can generate neg—
ative helicity even for m asskess sea quarks. Therefore, a sizeabl strange-sea polarization

s 010 is no longer a problem in the ssa—quark interpretation. D espoite this clardi ca—
tion, som e of recent articles and review s are still biased towards or against one of the two
popular explanations for Y; this is considerably unfortunate and annoying.

One can In aghe that after a certain point it is di cul to m ake further theoretical or
phenom enological progress w ithout new experin ental inputs. Fortunately, this situation
was dram atically changed after 1993. Since then many new experim ents using di erent
targets have been carried out. In 1994 SM C and SLAC-E 143 have reported independent
m easurem ents ofglf (x) and con m ed the validity ofthe EM C data. The new world average

030 Indicates that the proton soin problem beocom es less severe than before. The
new m easurem ents of polarized neutron and deuteron structure functionsby SM C, SLAC—
E142 and SLAC-E143 allowed one to perform a serious test on the B prken sum rule. This
year m arks the 30th anniversary of this welkknown sum rule. W e lamed that it has been
tested to an accuracy of 10% level. D ata on the transverse spin structure function g, X)
have just becom e available. A probe of g, m ight provide a st evidence of highertw ist
e ects. Finally, the x-dependent spin distributions for u and d valence quarks and for non—
strange sea quarks have been determ ined forthe rst tin e by m easuring sem iHnclisive spin
asymm etry for positively and negatively charged hadrons from polarized D IS. In short, the
experin ental progress in past few years is quite ram arkable.

O n the theoretical side, there are also several fascinating progresses. For exam ple, two
successfiill rstprinciples caloulations of the quark spin contents based on lattice QCD were
published last year. The calculation revealed that sea-quark polarization arises from the
disconnected insertion and isem pirically SU (3)— avor symm etric. T his in plies that the axial
anom aly is responsible for a substantial part of sea polarization. T he lattice calculation also



suggests that the conventional practice of decom posing g into valence and sea com ponents
isnot com plete; the e ect of \cloud" quarks should be taken into acoount. O ther theoretical
progresses w illbe surveyed in Sec. 6.

W ih the accum ulated data ofgff ®); g &) and gf (x) and with the polarized two—Jloop
solitting finctions available very recently, itbecam e possible to carry out a fiilland consistent
next-to-leading order analysis of g; (¢;Q ?) data. T he goalis to detemm ine the spin-dependent
parton distribbutions from D IS experin ents asmuch aswe can, egoecially for sea quarks and
glions.

There are ssveral topics not discussed in this review . The transverse soin structure
function g, (x) is not touched upon except for a brief discussion on the W andzuraW ilczek
relation In Sec.42. The an allorvery an allx behavior ofparton soin densities and polarized
structure functions is skipped in this article. P ergpective of polarized hadron colliders and ep
colliders w illnot be discussed here. Som e of the topics can be found in a num ber of excellent
review s [L2-24] on polarized structure functions and the proton soin problem .

2 Polarized D eep Inelastic Scattering

2.1 Experin ental progress

Before 1993 it took averagely 5 years to carry out a new polarized D IS experin ent (see
Tabl I). This situation was dram atically changed after 1993. M any new experin ents m ea—
suring the nuclkon and deuteron spin-dependent structure functions becam e available. The
experin ental progress is certainly quite ram arkable In the past few years.
In the laboratory fram e the di erential cross section for the polarized lepton-nuclon
scattering has the formm
a? 1 *E?

= ——L W ; 21
ddE® 2M ¢ E ! el

whereE £ 9 isthe energy ofthe incom ing (outgoing) ¥pton, . and W  are the kptonic
and hadronic tensor, regpectively. The m ost general expression of W  reads

W = WS +w?
| | |
aq P @ P @
= F1 g +— +tF; P P = 9 22)
g o5 o5
( " # )
.M s
+ 1— g sgt s %
p g JIe

that is, it is govemed by two spih-averaged structure functions F; and F, and two soin—
dependent structure functions g; and g,.



E xperim entally, the polarized structure functions g; and g, are detem ined by m easuring
two asymm etries:

d ll# d wn B d #! d
aFra BT gE g e

wy

Ak:

nw

where d @ "*) is the di erential cross section for the longitudinal Jkpton spin parallel
(@ntiparalkel) to the longiudinal nuckon spin, and d * @ ™
section for the Jepton soin antiparallel (parallel) to the Jepton m om entum and nuckon soin
direction transverse to the lepton m om entum and towards the direction of the scattered
lepton. Tt is convenient to recast the measured asymmetries Ay and A, In tem s of the
asymm etries A; and A, In the virtual photon-nuclkon scattering:

) is the di erential cross

1=2 3=2 2 Th
A= —— ’ Ay = 7 @4)
12t 3= 1=t 3=

where ., and 3., are the virtual photon absorption cross sections for 1)+ N ( %)
and @)+ N (%) scatterings, regpectively, and ' is the cross section for the interference
between transverse and longitudinal virtual photon-nuclkon scatterings. The asymm etries

A and A, satisfy the bounds

. ., P—
P13 1, R R 2 .5)
where R L= 1 and g ( 1=2+ 3=2)=2. The relationsbetween the asymm etries A, ; A
and A; A, are given by
Ay=D A+ Ay); A, =D @A, A); @.6)

where D is a depolarization factor of the virtualphoton, and depend only on kinem atic
variables. The asymm etries A; and A, In the virtual photon-nuckon scattering are related
to the polarized structure functions g; and g, via

2

+
A= &%, - M; 2
Fy Fi
P_—
w here Q= =Q=E E%=2M x= QZ2.Notethatthem ore fam iliarrelation A, = g =F;
isvalid only when Oorg 0.By solving (2.6) and (2.7), one cbtains expressions of g;
and g, In temm softhem easured asymm etriesA, and A, . Slnce ! 0 in the B prken lim it,

it is easily seen that to a good approxin ation, A, ’ D A; and

A F, ®x;Q%) Ay
; 2\ 7 F ; 2 k: 2 .
9600 T EL QT T T o i R 707) D

238)

Som e experim ental results on the polarized structure fiinction gff (x) of the proton, g (x)
of the neutron, and gf (x) of the deuteron are summ arized in Tabl I. The spin-dependent
distroutions for various targets are related by

F®+ R = & ®); 2.9)

1 15!p



where !y = 0:058 is the probability that the deuteron isih a D state. Since experin ental
m easuram ents only cover a lin ited kinem atic range, an extrapolation to unmeasured x ! 0
and x ! 1 regions is necessary. At small x, a Regge behavior g; &) / x © with the
Intercept value 0 < (0) < 05 is conventionally assumed. In the EM C experin ent E],

0) = 0 is chosen so that gf(x) approxin ates a constant 02 asx < 001, and hence
Room o ®)gy cdx = 0002 . However, the SM C data P4] off show a tendency to rise at Iow
X (x < 002), and it will approach a constant 1:34 0#62 asx < 0:003 if (0) = 0 is chosen.
Then we have ROO’°03 & (x)dx = 0004 02002 .Using the SM C data at sn allx and the above
extrapolation yields ROO’Ol & ®)swcdx = 0017 0:006. This explains why © obtained by
SM C is larger than that of EM C (see Tablk ).

Tablk I.Experin ents on the polarized structure ﬁmctionsgf ®;02); gy ;0 2y and gﬁi x;Q2).

E xperin ent Year Tamet | 21 X range = {arget Reference
Gev?) = g 0 2i)dx

E80/E130 | 1976/1983 | p 5 0d< x< 077 017 005 i, B
EM C 1987 p 107 | 001< x< 07 | 0426 0010 0015 [41
SM C 1993 d 46 | 0:006< x< 06 | 0023 0020 0015 ZE)
SM C 1994 p 10 | 0003< x< 07 || 0436 0011 0011 Bd1
SM C 1995 d 10 | 0003< x< 07 || 0:034 0009 0:006 B
E142 1993 n 003< x< 0% 0022 0011 25
£ 143 1994 p 003< x< 08 | 0427 0004 02010 )
£ 143 1995 d 003< x< 08 | 0042 0:003 0:004 Bd

Obtained by assum ing a Regge behavioraA, / x'%* for smallx.

Y Combined result ofE80,E130 and EM C data. The EM C data albnegive [ = 0:123 0013 0:019.

A serious test of the B prken sum rule for the di erence ¥ 7 [ 1 belng de ned In
(213) ], which is a rigorous consequence ofQ CD , becam e possible since 1993. The current

experin ental results are

sMC R7]: T 2= 0199 0038 atQ’= 10Gev>;
E143 B0 : P %= 0163 0010 0016 atQ®= 3Gev?; 2.10)
to be com pared w ith the predictiond]
P 7 = 0487 0003 wih .(10Gev®)= 024 003;
P 2 = 0471 0008 wih ((B3Gev?) = 035 005; 211)

cbtained from the B prken sum rule evaluated up to 2 for three light avors [BI]
2 ] | 3

.02 43 L% ° ,Q%) °

1
=% — 2022 5; (12)

p 2 n 2y — 41
1Q7) 1©7) 65 2

T he theoreticalvalue 0:187 0003 or ©  © quoted by the SM C paper 7] seem s to be obtained for
three quark avors rather than for four avors.



whereuseofga=gy = F + D = 12573 0:0028 (] hasbeen m ade. T herefore, the B prken
sum rule hasbeen con m ed by data to an accuracy 0of10% level

Reoently, data on the transverse spin structure function g, have jist becom e available
B3, B41. A probe of g, m ight provide a st evidence of highertw ist e ects. F inally, the x—
dependent spin distrdoutions for u and d valence quarks and for non-strange sea quarks have
been detem ned forthe rsttin e by m easuring sem i=nclusive soin asym m etry forpositively
and negatively charged hadrons from polarized D IS [BJ]. For som e discussions, see Sec. 8.

22 The proton spin crisis

From the parton-m odel analysis in Sec. 3 or from the OPE approach in Sec. 4, the rst

m om ent of the polarized proton structure finction
Z
1QY ol Q)X (213)

can be related to the com binations of the quark spin com ponents vif]

., 1x ) x5 .
1= 5 &A= o &plm sqpis 214)

q q

where g represents the net helicity of the quark avor g along the direction of the proton
$In In the in ntem omentum fram e:
Z 1 Z1h

g=  akdx d®+qd& d& o & dx: (2.15)

For a de nition of q in the laboratory fram e, see Sec. 4.5. At the EM C energies D %i=
107G eV? or an alkr, only three light avors are relevant

1 4 1 1
Y% = 5 5 ue 2)+§d(Q 2)+§S(Q S 2.16)

O ther informm ation on the quark polarization is available from the nuclon axial coupling
constants g and ¢f :

g Q)= uQ?* dQ?; )= uQH+ de* 2sQ ?): 2417)

Since there is no anom alous din ension associated w ith the axiaksector currentsA> and A%,
the non-singlet couplings g; and g do not evolve w ith Q ? and hence can be determ ined at
¢ = 0 from low-energy neutron and hyperon beta decays. Under SU (3)— avor symm etry,
the non-singlet couplings are related to the SU (3) param eters F and D by

g =F+D; gi=3F D: ©18)

2 As will be discussed at length in Sec. 4, whether or not glions contrbute to § depends on the
factorization convention chosen in de ning the quark spin density gx). Eqg.(2.14) is valid iIn the gauge—
Invariant factorization schem e. H owever, glions are allowed to contribute to glf (x) and to the proton spin,
irrespective of the prescription ofk, -factorization.



W e use the values 4]
F=0459 0:008; D = 0798 02008; F=D = 0575 02016 (219)

to cbtain g; = 0579 0:025.
P rior to the EM C m easurem ent of polarized structure functions, a prediction for ¥
was m ade based on the assum ption that the strange sea in the nuckon is unpolarized, ie.,
s= 0. Ik Pllows from 2.16) and (2.17) that

1 5
P 2 3 8
= g+ —3°: 2 20
1Q7) 129A 36gA ( )

This is the EllisJa e sum rule ]. It is evident that the m easured results of EM C, SM C
and E143 for ‘1’ (s2e Tablk I) are snaller than what expected from the E llisJda e sum
nule: §= 0185 0003 without QCD oorrections  0:171 0:006 at Q2 = 10Gev? to
Jleading-order corrections).

To discuss Q CD corrections, it is convenient to recast (2.16) to

n 1 1 1
0% = cys Q?) Eg§+ 3—6g§ + §cs@z>g§: Q?); @21)

w here the isosinglet coupling is related to the quark spin sum :
*QH= ©%H uEiH+ deH+ s@Q: (2 22)

Perturbatire Q CD correctionsto ; have been calculated to O ( 2) for the non-singlet coef-
cient Cys and to O ( 2) for the shhgkt coe cient C 5 B, B11f]

5 43 2 3
C =1 =2 = =2 2022 = ;
ns @) T
2
Cs@Q?% = 1 —= 1a0 -2 © 23)

Prthree quark avorsand or ;= ,Q2).
From @217), (218) and the lading-order QCD correction to 113 In 221) together w ith
theEM C resul §@Q?)= 0126 0010 0:015 [], we obtain

u= 077 006; d= 049 006; s= 015 006; 224)

3The shglet coe cient is som etin es w ritten as

2 1 s s 2
Cs@°)=1 —-— 056 —
3
in the literature, but this is referred to the quark polarization in the asym ptotic lin i, namely q@ 2) !
g@ ). The above singlet coe cient is obtained by substituting the relation

2 2
gl %) = 1+5—s+ 121 —=  + gl @)

nto 221).



and
= 014 017 (2.25)

at Q2 = 10:77Gev?. The results (224) and (225) exhbit two surprising features: The
strange-sea polarization is sizeable and negative, and the totalcontribution ofquark helicities
to the proton spin is an alland consistent w ith zero. T his is som etin es referred to as (though
not pertinently) the \proton spin crisis".

Thenew data ofSM C,E 142 and E 143 obtained from di erent targets are consistent w ith
each other and w ith the EM C data when higherorder corrections in (221) are taken into
account [B§]. A global t to all availabl data evaluated at a comnmon Q% in a consistent
treatm ent of higher-order perturbative Q CD e ects yields [B§]

u= 083 0203; d= 043 003; s= 040 003; (2 26)
and
= 031 007 227)

atQ?= 10GeV?. An updated analysis w ith m ost recent data (m ainly the E 142 data) gives

B4
u= 082 003+ ; d= 044 003+ ; s= 011 003+ ; 228)
and
= 027 004+ 229)

atQ?= 3Gev?, wheredotsin (228) and (229) represent firther theoretical and system at-
ical errors rem ained to be assigned. Evidently, the proton spin problem becom es less ssvere
than before. Note that all above results for g and are extracted from data based on
the assum ption of SU (3)— avor sym m etry. It has been advocated that SU (3) breaking will
leave  essentially intact but reduce s substantially B9].]H owever, recent lattice calou-
Jations indicate that not only sea polarization isoforder 0:10 but also it is consistent w ith
SU (3)— avor symm etry within errors (see Sec. 6.1). Ik is also worth rem arking that elastic

P scattering, which has been suggested to m easure the strange-sea polarization, actually
m easures the scal-independent combination ( s c) instead of the scaledependent s
(see Sec. 8).

The conclusions that only a an all fraction of the proton spoin is carrded by the quarks
and that the polarization of sea quarks is negative and substantial lead to som e puzzks, for
exam ple, where does the proton get is soin ? why is that the total quark spin com ponent
isanall ? and why is the sea polarized ? The proton spin problem em erges in the sense

10



that experim ental results are in contradiction to the naive quark-m odel’s picture. T he non—
relativistic SU (6) constituent quark m odel predicts that u = %, d = % and hence
= 1,buttspredictiong 5 = g istoo large com pared to them easured value 12573 0:0028
BJ1. In the relativistic quark m odel the proton is no longer a low -lying S-wave state since
the quark orbitalangularm om entum isnonvanishing due to the presence of quark transverse
momentum in the lower com ponent of the D irac spinor. The quark polarizations u and
d willbe reduced by the same factorof 2 to 1 and 3, respectively, ifg; is reduced from
2 to 7 (see also Sec. 6.1) The reduction of the total quark spin ~ from unity to 0.75 by
relativistic e ects is shifted to the orbital com ponent of the proton soin so that the soin sum

rule now reads fQ]

1 1
—= —(u+ d+1L I: 2 .30)
2 2
Hence, it is expected in the relativistic constituent quark m odel that 3/4 of the proton spin
arises from the quarks and the rest of the proton spin is accounted for by the quark orbital
angulbr m cm entum .

Let gbe decom posed into valence and sea components, g= g + Jgs. The exper-
In ental fact that 030, much an aller than the quark-m odel expectation 0.75, can be

understood as a consequence of negative sea polarization:
= vt 5= (uyt dy)t (us+t dg+ s): (2.31)

N evertheless, we still encounter several problem s. F irst, In the absence of sea polarization,
we nd from 2.17) and 248) that u, = 092; d,= 034 and s = 058.As rst
noticed by Sehgal B(], even if sea polarization vanishes, a substantial part of the proton
soin does not arise from the quark soin com ponents. In fact, the E llisJa e prediction
Il’(lOGeVZ) = 0471 0006 is based on the above \canonical" values for g, and V-
Ourquestion iswhy the canonical , stilldeviates signi cantly from the relativistic quark
m odel expectation 0.75 . A solution to thispuzzle willbe discussed in Sec. 6.1. Ik tums out
that the canonical valence quark polarization is actually a com bination of \cloud-quark" and
truly valencequark soin com ponents. Second, In the presence of sea—quark polarization, the
i sum rulemust bem odi ed to include all possble contributions to the proton spin {

1 1 .
> §(u+ d+ s)+ G+L I+1L7; @32)

R R, .
where G = 01 G (x)dx 01 G"®) Gf(x)ldx isthe glion net helicity along the proton
sin direction, and LI€) is the quark (Qluon) orbitalangularm om entum . It is a m ost great
challenge, both experim entally and theoretically, to probe and understand each proton spin
content.

4 It has been argued that in thedouble linit,my ! 0OandN.! 1 ,wherem 4 and N . are the light quark
m ass and the num ber of colors respectively, one has gg = )= 0and G =1L f = 0, so that the proton

spin is orbit in origin [41, 471

11
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Figure 1: Two theoretical curves orxg; (x). The solid curve is obtained by tting to the EM C g]
and SM C @] data at x > 02 w ith the polarized valence quark distrbutions given by (7.11), and
the dotted curve arises from the valence spin distribbutions given by (2.33). At rst sight, the latter
curve appears to give a reasonable \eye- t" to the data, even though is rst m om ent is too large
com pared to the m easured value.

Before closing this section, we wish to rem ark that experim entally it is im portant to
evaluate the rstmoment ofgf (x) In order to ensure that the existence of sea polarization is
nevitable. Suppose there is no soin com ponent from sea quarks, then it is always possble
to param etrize the valence quark soin densities, for exam pkﬂ

0:355x %% (1 x)°® 1+ 18:36x);

u ., x)

d, &) 0d61x % @1 x)*™® 1+ 18:36x); © 33)

in such a way that they m ake a reasonablk \eye- t" to the EMC ] and SM C Pq] data of
gb x) even at anall x (see the dotted curve .n Fig. 1). One cannot tell if there is truly a
discrepancy between theory and experin ent unless ) is calculated and com pared w ith data
[233) keadsto 0171 or ! ]. This exam ple gives a nice dem onstration that an eye- t to the
data can be quite m iskading @3]. Since the unpolarized strange—sea distrbution is sm all
at x > 02, the positivity constraint j s(x)j s) inplies that the data of g} (x) should
be filly accounted Hrby u, &) and d, (x). In Sec. 7.1 we show that a best kast 2 t
to gf (x) leads to a param etrization (7.11) for valnce quark spin densities. T he theoretical
curve of g; without sea and gluon contributions is depicted in Fig. 1. Tt is clear that a
deviation of theory from experin ent for ¢} (x) m anifests at sn all x where sea polarization
starts to play an essential role.

ST his param eterization is taken from @] exoept that we havem ade a di erent nom alization in order to
satisfy the rst-m om ent constraint: u, = 0:92and d,= 034.
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3 Anomalous G luon E ect in the Parton M odel

3.1 Anom alous glion contributions from box diagram s

W e s=e from Section IT that the polarized D IS data indicate that the fraction of the proton
soin carried by the light quarks inside the proton is 030 and the strange-quark
polarization is s 0:10 at Q 2 = 10GeV?. The question is what kind of m echanisn
can generate a sizeabl and negative sea polarization. Tt is di cult, if not impossble, to
accomm odate a large s In the naive parton m odelbecause m assless quarks and antiquarks
created from gluons have opposite helicities ow ing to helicity conservation. This in plies
that sea polarization for m asskss quarks cannot ke induced perturoatively from hard gluons,
irrespective of glion polarization. Recall that our de nition of g 2.15) includes both
quark and antiquark contributions.) It is unlkely that the cbserved s com es sokly from
nonperturbative e ectsor from chiralsym m etry breaking due to nonvanishing quark m asses.
W e will discuss In Sec. 44 the possble m echanian s for producing sea polarization.) It
was advocated by E frem ov and Teryaev []], A tarelli and Ross [{], Carlitz, Collins and
M ueller ] (see also Leader and Anseln no [[Q]) that the di culty with the unexpected
large sea polarization can be overcom e by the anom alous gluon e ect stemm Ing from the
axialanom aly, which we shall elbborate in this section.

A s an attem pt to understand the polarized D IS data, we consider Q CD corrections to
the polarized proton structure fiinction gf (¢). To the next-toJeading order NLO ) of ¢, the

expression for gt x) i

1% n - Q?)
& ®;0%) = 5 e [9:&;0%)+ > fo;0%) qix;07)]
: (@]
+ 2 x0%) G0 Y ; 31)

where n¢ is the number of active quark avors, q(x) g &+ 9J & Jddx JE),

n

GK) G "&) G*®),and denotesthe convolution

Z 14 !
y X

f&) g&)= —f - gW: 32)
x Y y
There are two di erent types of QCD corrections in (3.1): the f ; temm arising from vertex
and selfenergy corrections (corrections due to real glion em ission account for the hQ?
dependence of quark spin densities) and the other from polarized photon-glion scattering
fthe lasttetm in 31)]. Aswe shall see Jater, the QCD e ect due to photon-gluon scattering
is very special: Unlke the usual QCD corrections, it does not vanish in the asym ptotic
ImitQ? ! 1 . The f4&) tetm In (3.1) depends on the regularization schem e chosen.
Since the m aprity of unpolarized parton distribbutions is param etrized and tted to data In

®Beyond NLO, i is necessary to decom pose the quark spin density into singlet and non-singlet com po—
nents; see Eq.(7.6) or a m ost generalexpression of gt (x;Q?).
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the M S schem e, it is natural to adopt the sam e reqularization schem e ©r polarized parton
distributions in which [{]

4
fqax) = f5&) §(l+ X)
n | !
4 ,. h(@ x) 3 1 1+ x?
= - (1+x°) — — X
3 X . 21 x)s 1 x
! #
+3+ 2 9+ i a ) 4(1+ ) 33)
X -+ — X — x);
2 3 3
where the \+ " distrbution is given by
z ! z
1 £ 1 1
g (x) &) dx = f (x) de: (3.4)
0 1 x 0 1 x

+

The rstmomentoff, ) and f () is0and 2, regectively. Note that the rstmoment
of f 4 () is schem e Independent at least to NLO .

k + permutations

Figure 2: T he photon-gluon scattering box graph.

To com pute the polarized photon-glion cross section ¢ am ounts to evaluating the
box diagram of photon-gluon scattering w ith a physical cuto on the Interm ediate states
(s=e F'ig. 2). U sing the relation

")) O ) = 1y 35)
"The expression of 33) r fq) isvalid or 2, = Q?, where g is a factorization scale to be

introduced below . W hen 2 _ 6 02, the contrbution []

should be added to £ 4 %;0%).
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P_
where" ( )= (0;0;1; i)= 2 isthe transverse polarization ofextemalglionsand ;; isan
antisym m etric tensor with 1, = 1, the contrbution of Fig. 2 to ¢ for a single quark

avor is [{]

G ((+)G(+)! qq) ((+)G() ! qq)
Z 2 + 2 2
d’k,dk*dk 2 [ k¥ m?] [@+ k¥ m?ITrf g
= 20°T ;0 36
s @ )¢ &k?> m2+ 1V G0
wih
1 nj n 1 i

Trf g ='41] ]nTr (k+m) (q+ke+m) G€+m) @ k m)

@]
+ Jk+g p+m) "k p+m) ‘k+m) ‘k+g+m) ; 3.7)

where T = %,m is the m ass of the quark, p is the gluon m om entum , and k, is the quark
transverse m om entum perpendicular to the virtual photon direction. Tt is convenient to
evaluate the ntegral of (3.6) in the light—=front coordinatep = (@ ;p ;p.) with p, = 0 and
p = © p’)= 2.A tediousbut straightrward caloulation yields (Br a derivation, see
eg. BY] orthe general case and [] for on-shell gluons):

s K° dk? @ 2x)&Z+m? 2m?@l x)

T —— e 08
’ 2 0 1 kxz2 k2 +m2 Px0 x)P 2k2 T

whereK 2= [(1 x)=4x]0? and x = k" =p" . Note that all higher+tw ist corrections of order

P*=0? and m ?=Q ? have been suppressed in (3.8). It isevident that ¢ (¢) has nfrared and

collinear shgularities at m “ = p? = 0 and k% = 0. Hence, we have to introduce a soft cuto

tom ake ¢ (%) nite.ForQ?>>m?; p’,Eq.(3.8) reducesto (foran exact expression of
¢ () afterk, integration, sce @44, 7))

n |

¢ %;02) = -2 @x 1) h o fn¥*
! 2 m?2 pzx(l# x) X
2m 2 °’x (1 2
+ 1 x) pxd 2x) (3.9)

m? p’x(@1 x)

D epending on the nfrared regulators, we have

¢ ®x;0%) = —=pex 1 ]nQ2 ]nl 2 310
cem ®iQT) = 2_"(X ) —p2+ ) r' . ( )
G 2 s Q2 1
2 m 2 X
2 0 1 3
2

R0 ;0% = 2—54(2x 1)@JnQ—+Jn 1A+ 201 x)5; (312)

X

forthem om entum regulator * 6 0) B], them assregulator (m* 6 0) fland the din ensional
regulator ( — 6 0) in them odi ed m in inal subtraction schem e [{], respectively. N ote that
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the coe cient 2x 1) n Egs.(3.10-3.12) isnothing but the spin splitting function 2 P (X)
[see (326)] and that the tem proportionalto 2(1 x) In (311) and (3.12) isan e ect of
chiral symm etry breakingf] I arises from the region where k2 m? in the m asstegulator

schem e, and from k2 2 inthe =n 4 dimensions in the dim ensional reqularization

M S

schem e due to the violation ofthe identify £ ; sg= 0. Forthe rstmoment of ¢ &),
it is easily seen that
Z Z Z
S

O S, x)dx = =i A‘;1(><)dx=0 8 x)dx = 0: (3.13)

The result (313) can be understood as llows. The cuto -dependent logarithm ic tem ,
R
which is antisymm etricunderx ! 1 x, makes no contribution to
R
quence ofchiralsym m etry orhelicity conservation. A sa resul, Ol ¢ (x)dx receives \hard"

contrbutions from kZ Q7 in the m om entum regulator schem e, but it is com pensated by

¢ (x)dx, a conse—

the soft part arising from k2 m? In the m assregulator schem e.

Tt is clear that the cross sections given by (3.10-3.12) are not perturbative QCD reliable
since they are sensitive to the choice of the regulator. F irst, there are tem s depending loga—
rithm ically on the soft cuto . Second, the rstm om ent of ¢ (x) is requlator dependent.
Tt is thus in portant to have a reliable perturbative QCD calculation for ¢ (x) sihoe we
are interested In Q CD ocorrections to gff (%) . To do this, we need to introduce a factorization

scale gy SO that

G

¢ ®iQ%) = om ®iQ%

2t & 2 (3.14)

and the polarized photon-proton cross section is decom posed into

)Elf
P®;Q%) = T%;0% 2. qi&; 2.)

i

s 0% 2 G & L) (3.15)

That is, the hard piece of ¢ ) which can be evaluated reliably by perturbative Q CD

contrbutesto g} (x), while the soft part is factorized into the nonperturbative quark spin den—
sities g; &). Sihce P (x) is a physical quantity, a di erent factorization schem e am ounts
to a di erent way of shifting the contributions between hfrd (x) and gx). An cbvious

partition of € (x) isthatthe region wherek? > £ . contrbutes to the hard cross section,
w hereas the soft part receives contributions from kZ < £ . and hence can be interpreted as
the quark and antiquark spin densities in a gluon, ie., 5 &; 2.)= q® (x; 2.).Phys
ically, the quark and antiquark Ftsproduced in deep inelastic scatteringwith k2 < 2 are
not hard enough to satisfy the gt criterion and thus should be considered as a part ofone—gt

8The2( x)tem i (3.11) and (3.12) wasneglected I the origihalwork ofA Itarelliand R oss ] and of

Ratcli e [El]. Onem ay argue that since this contribution is soft, it w ill not contribute to \hard" ¢.As
shown below, the cross sections  ,3 &) and  .° &) without the 2(1  x) tem indeed give the correct

result for the rstm oment of h fm in the chirakinvariant factorization schem e.
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Cross section B]. T he choice of the \ultraviolkt" cuto for soft contributions speci es the k,
factorization convention. T here are two extrem es of interest: the chirakinvariant schem e In
which the ultraviokt regulator resoects chiral sym m etry, and the gauge-nvariant schem e in
which gauge sym m etry is respected but chiral symm etry is broken by the cuto .

The next task is to com pute SO?_,C (x). It can be calculated from the box diagram by
m aking a direct cuto mee On the k, Integration. Note that for kZ < 2 _, the box
diagram for photon-gluon scattering is reduced under the collinear approxin ation for the
quark-antiquark pair created by the gluon to a trianglk diagram with the light-front cut
vertex * ° combined with a trivial photon-quark scattering f§,[[1]. Asa resul, g€ x)
can be also obtained by calculating the triangle diagram w ith the constraint k2 < 2 _ . In
either way, one ocbtains

z o

s oEe g2 kZ+m?) @ 2x) 2m*@l x)

G . 2 _ G . 2 _ _ 5 .
sofc()il j‘act)CI_ qcI(xr f—dct)_ 2 0 2 [k?, +m2 pZX(l X)]Z 1(3-16)

where O (1=Q ?) corrections are negligble for 12'act << Q2 and the subscript C I indicates that

we are working In the chirakinvariant factorization schem e. The resul is [4§]
(

2. +m? p’xl x)
G 2 S fact
; = =2 @ex 1h
qCI(XI j‘act) 2 ( ) m2 pZX(l X) )
2m 2 ‘x (1l 2x 2
+ @1 x) P! ! 5 . 317)
m? p’x(l x) g.tm? pPxl x)
For 2. .>>m?; p? i reducesto
8 h i
250 Cx 1) N(%e= Pl+hgy +1 2x;
Aerli 2=, 7 [@x Dh(Lem?)+20 x); (318)

2= 20+ 20 %) ;

for various soft cuto s. Note that, as stressed In @], the soft cross sections or quark spin
densities in a helicity + gluon given by (317) or (3.18) do not m ake sense In QCD as they
are derived using perturbation theory In a region where it does not apply. N evertheless, it
is Instructive to see that
Zq
as,= O g, x)dx=0; form?’=0 or p'>>m?; (3.19)

asexpected. Hence, a sea polarization form asskss quarks, if any, m ust be produced nonper-
turbatively or via the anom aly (see Sec.44). Now it doesm ake sense in QCD to subtract

o from ¢ to dbtain a reliable perturbative QCD resuk for 2 :
!
Q* 1 x
noet ®iQ%7 Z)c1= =2 @x 1) h——+ I 1 (320
2 r b:4

Evidently, .o, () isidependent ofthe nfrared requlatorsaslongas 2, >> 2 ;m?; p%;

tem s depending on soft cuto s are absorbed Into the quark soin densities. It is also clear
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thatthe soff 2(1 x) term in (3.11) and (3.12) drops out in hfrd %) . Therefore,
Z

G 2, 2 _ G .AN2. 2 _
hard © ’ fact)C I~ dx hard (XIQ ’ ﬁct)CI - 2_ .
0

> 321)
Since gauge Invariance and helicity conservation in the quark-gluon vertex are not broken
in the chiralnvariant factorization schem e, it is evident that qu does not evolve, con—
sistent w ith the naive intuition based on helicity conservation that the quark soin gg; =
Rol ¢, (x)dx orm asskss quarks is Q * independent.
Substituting (3.3) and (320) nto (31) ladsto

oo 1 o1 X 2 s Q%) 2#
e dxg; (x;Q°) = 5 1 = q:Q%)cr S, @9 62
where g¢rQ?) = gcr@Qf) and use hasbeen m ade of
Z 4 Zldy ! Z 4 Z 1
dx —f = gy)= dxf& dygW): (323)
0 x Y Y 0 0
The (I —)tem in (322) comes from theQCD loop correctionfl whilethe . G tem arises

from thebox diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering. Ifthe glion polarization inside the proton
ispositive, a partial cancellation between gand 3* G willexplain why the observed Yis
an aller than what naively expected from theE llisJda e sum rule. It istem pting to argue that
the box-diagram Q CD correction isnegligble at large Q 2 shce  vanishes in the asym ptotic
Iimit Q? ! 1 .However, it is not the case. To see this, consider the A tarelliParisi AP)

equation for avor-singlet polarized parton distribution fiinctions:

g crxit) . s® P qsq(X) 2ng P ¢ X) ) 1) . 3.24)
dt G &b 2 Peg®) Pogg®) G &)
where t= InQ*= Z.p). A Ihough the kading-order splitting functions in
P = P P&+ 2— P Y &)+ ; (3.25)

have been cbtained Iong tin e ago (], the NLO resuls are not available until very recently
B11. To the kading order, the AP splitting functions read [(Q]

p © 4 1+ X p © _12 . p O _42 .
s;qq(x)_ g 1 % ’ oG (X)_ 5( X )I Ggq (X)_ 5( X)r
" ' ! #
©) 4, 1 1 e x)? 0
P,egx)=3 (1+x") —+ + — 1 x); (326)
X 1 x)s X 2

with o= (33 2n¢)=3.Shce Q% =4 =(,hQ%= .,), it Olows from (324) that

d 2
dino? s@HGE?H == =0( %: 327)

s

Recallthat perturbative Q CD correctionsto  havebeen calculated up to the orderof 2;seeEq.(221).

S
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Consequently, ¢ G is conserved to the lkading-order QCD evolution; [ that is, G grows
wih nQ?, whereas . is nversely proportional to nQ?. Explicitly, a solution to (324)
reads

Q% = @

2_ 2

GOl - — @ Ot Toim s G<Q§>+i Q 5 : (328)
0 Qo= I 0

Hence, hard gluons contribute to the rstmoment of g} (x) even in the asym ptotic lim it. A's
we shall see below , it is the axialanom aly that m akes thisQCD e ect so special

P hysically, the grow th of the gluon spin with Q2 can be visualized in two di erent ways.
From (326) we have Rol P G(?; (x)dx = 2. Thism eans that a polarized quark is preferred to
radiate a gluon w ith helicity parallel to the quark spin. Since the net quark soin com ponent
w ithin the proton is positive, it is clear that G > 0 at least for the gluons perturbatively
am itted from quarks. A s Q? increases, the number of gluons w ith + helictty radiated from
polarized quarks also increases and this explains why G grows with Q 2. A ltematively,
this grow th also can be understood by considering the splitting of a helicity + gluon into a
quark-antiquark pair or into two glions. Since

SR ‘1 1

o P WdAx=0; PG‘%’(x)dx=5 0i (3.29)

the gluon helicity has a net gain w ith probability 11=2 n¢=3> 0 in the splitting [J]. T hus
the gluon soin com ponent increasesw ith increasingly an aller distance scale. Now we see that
perturbative Q CD provides all the necessary Ingredients for understanding the an allness of

. Asa result ofanom alous gluonic contrbbutionsto  § in the chiraknvariant factorization
schem e, what m easured in polarized D IS experin ents isnot ¢, but rather a com bination
of gand ¢ G [cf. Eq.(322)]:

aq! g — G: (3.30)

Consequently, (226) and (227) are replaced by

Ucr > G = 083 003;
der 2— G = 043 003; (331)
Scr 2— G = 010 0903;
and
3 s

(u+ d+ s) c1 G= 031 0207 (332)

19T his constant behavior ©r s G also can be seen from the analysis of anom alous din ensions of the

Chem-5in ons current (see Sec.4.6).
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at 02 = 10Gev?. (331) and (3.32) Inply that n the presence of anom alous ghion con—
trbutions, c1 is not necessarily an all and s: is not necessarily large. In the ab-—
sence of sea polarzation and In the fram ework of perturbative Q CD , it is easily seen that

G 0102 = ) 25 at Q%= 10Gev? and c1 0:60 : It thus provides a nice and
sin ple solution to the proton soin problem : This in proved parton picture is reconcilked, to
a large degree, w ith the constituent quark m odel and yet explains the suppression of ¥,
provided that G is positive and large enough. This anom alous glion interpretation of
the observed 7, as st proposed in [1, B, @1, looks appealing and has becom e a popular
explanation since 1988. Notethat G 25 ought to be regarded as an upper lim it for the
m agnitude of the gluon spin com ponent w ithin a proton, as it is derived by assum ing no
Intrinsic strange-sea polarization (see also Sec. 4 4).

32 Role ofthe axialanom aly

In order to understand the origin of the anom alous glion contrbution to !, we consider an

in portant consequence of the OPE which requires that [g]

24

1
G()()dX: +

0 o o (3.33)

where | is the contrbution of the triangle diagram for the axialvector current Ji be-
tween extermal gluons (see Fig. 3 in Sec. 42) evaluated in the light-front coordinate p =
© ;P ip>). The relation (3.33) ensures that the two di erent approaches, the OPE and
the in proved parton m odel, yield the sam e results. Tt has been shown in [] that the in-
tegrands of both sides of (333) are equal In the low k§ region. This In tum im plies that

So(fi ®) = g® k), nam ely the soft part of the photon-glion scattering cross section equals
to the soft part of the triangle diagram , a relation which we have em ployed before for com -
puting the quark soin densities nside a polarized gluon [see Eq.(3.16)]. M oreover, we have
shown that Rol o ()dx = Rol qé;x)dx = 0 orm? = 0or p’>> m? [cf. EqQ.(3.19)].
Thism eans that only the integrands at large k2 region contrioute to (3.33).

It iswell known that the triangle diagram has an axialanom aly m anifested at k2 ! 1
(see Sec. 4 3). Since only the k2 Q? region contrbutes to the nonvanishing rst m om ent

of ¢ ) B i Plows from (3.33) that the anom alus glion contribution = Gt 7
is Intim ately related to the axialanom aly. Both sides of (3.33) have values s=2 . That
is, the gluonic anom aly occurs in the box diagram (Fig.2) at ki = K ? (1 x)=4x10?

wih x ! 0 and contrbutes to the rst m om ent of hfrd (x). Thism eans that the upper
quark line in the box diagram has shrunk to a point and this point-lke behavior m easures
the gluonic com ponent of the quark Fock space [3], which is identi ed w ith the contribution
= G to 7.

At thispoint, it is Instructive to com pare unpolarized and polarized structure finctions.
T he unpolarized structure function F; x;Q 2) has a sin ilar expression as Eq.(31) for the
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polarized one. However, the rst moments of unpolarized f, x) [cf. Eq.(3.3)] and ¢ (x)
R
vanish so that QCD oorrections to F; X) reside entirely in the 0?2 evolution of the rst
m om ent of the unpolarized quark distributions:
g ! 2 l)]{lf 2 2
, F; x;Q%)dx = > e€x@7): (334)

It ismainly the anom alous glion contribution that m akes 5 g) x)dx behave so di erently
from 5 F; &)dx. W e conclude that it is the glionic anom aly that accounts for the disparity
between the rstmoments of g} (x) and F (x).

W e should ram ind the reader that thus far in this section we have only considered the
chirmal-nvariant factorization schem e n which a brute-force ultraviolt cuto on the k, in—
tegration is Introduced to the soft part of the box diagram . In this case, the axial anom aly
m anifests In the hard cross section for photon-glion scattering. However, this is not the
only k, -factorization schem e we can have. In the next section, we shall see that it isequally
acosptable to choose a (gauge-nvariant) factorization prescription in which the anom aly is
shifted from hfrd to the quark soin density inside a gluon. Contrary to the aforem en—
tioned anom alous gluon e ects, hard glions In the gauge-nvariant schem e do not m ake
contributions to the rstm om ent of hfrd x).

B efore ending this section we would like tom ake two ram arks. The rst one isa historical
rem ark.

1). The rst consideration of the hard gluonic contrbbution to § was put orward by
Lam and Li f] Iong before the EM C experin ent. T he questions of the regulator dependence
in the evaluation ofthe photon-gluon scattering box diagram , the identi cation of G wih
the orward nuckon m atrix elem ent of the Chem-Sin ons current (see Sec. 4.5), and the Q2

behaviorof § G; etc. were already addressed by them . A calculation of © (x) using
the din ensional regularization was rst made by Ratcli e [f] also before the EM C paper.
R;

2).Wesee from (326) that , P o ()= 0.Thisindicatesthat  (;isQ? independent.
P hysically, this isbecause the quark helicity is conserved by the vector coupling ofa glion to
a m assless quark. H owever, crand ¢ cannot be w ritten as a nuckon m atrix elem ent
of a Jocal and gauge-Invariant operator (this will be discussed In Sec. 45). Since c1
does not evolve and shce G induced by glion em issions from quarks increases with Q 2,
conservation of angularm om entum requires that the grow th of the glion polarization w ith
Q2 be com pensated by the orbital angular m om entum of the quark-gluon pair so that the
i sm rulke 232) isQ? mdependent; that is, LI+ LS also ncreasesw ith Q  w ith opposite
sign. Tt is conectured In Sec. 6.3 that L] In the chirakinvariant factorization schem e could
be negative.

4 Sea Polarization E ect In the OPE A pproach
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41 Preamble

W e see from the last section that the anom alous gluon contribution to § fumishesa sinple
and plausible solution to the proton spin problem . A positive and large glion soin com ponent
willhelp explain the observed suppression of [ relative to the E llisJa e confcture and in
the m eantin e leave the constituent quark m odel as Intact as possbl, eg., 060 and

s 0:However, this is by no m eans the end of the proton-spoin story. A ccording to the
OPE analysis, only quark operators contribute to the rstm om ent ofg} at the tw ist2, spin-1
level. A s a consequence, hard gluons do not m ake contributionsto } in the OPE approach.
This is in sharp con ict with the in proved parton m odel discussed before. P resum ably, the
OPE ism ore trustw orthy as it is a m odekindependent approach. So we face a dilem m a here:
On the one hand, the anom alous glion interpretation sounds m ore attractive and is able
to reconcike to a large degree w ith the conventional quark m odel; on the other hand, the
sea-quark interpretation of ! relieson a solid theory ofthe OPE . In fact, these two popular
explanations for the glf data have been under hot debate over the past years.

A though the OPE isa rstprinciples approach, the seaquark Interpretation is never—
theless sub Ect to two serious critician s. First, how do we accom m odate a Jarge and negative
strangequark polarization s 010 within a proton ? Recallthat, aswe have repeatedly
em phasized, no sea polarization for m assless quarks is expected to be generated perturba—
tively from hard gluons ow ing to helicity conservation. Second, the total quark soin n
the OPE hasan anom alousdin ension rst appearing at the two—-Joop level. Thism eans that

evolveswith Q 2, in contrast to the naive intuition that the quark helicity isnot a ected
by the glion em ission. In the last 7 years, there are over a thousand papers triggered by the
unexpected EM C observation. Because ofthe above-m entioned critician s and because ofthe
deviation ofthe sea-polarization explanation from the quark-m odelexpectation, the anom a—
Jous gluon Interpretation seem s to be m ore favored In the past by m any of the practitioners
n the ed.

In this section we will point out that wihin the approach of the OPE it is precisely
the axial anom aly that provides the necessary m echanisn for producihg a negative sea—
quark polarization from gluons. Hence, the sea-quark interpretation of  isas good asthe
anom alous gluon one. In fact, we will show in the next section that these two di erent
popular explanations are on the sam e footing; physics is lndependent of how we de ne the
photon-glion cross section and the quark soin density.

42 A minireview ofthe OPE

T he approach of the operator product expansion provides relations between the m om ents
of structure functions and forward m atrix elem ents of local gauge-invariant operators (for a
nice review , see @]) . For inclusive desp inelastic scattering, the hadronic tensor W has
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the expression

lZ

W= d'x e *p;si0 x); J 0)]P;si @a)

foranuclon statewith momentum p and spin s . SinceW  in theD IS Im it is dom inated
by the light-cone region where x? 0 (out not necessarily x 0), the structure of the
current product is probed near the light cone. In order to evaluate W , it is convenient to

consider the tim e-ordered product of two currents:
Z

t =1 d*'x%e9*T (T ®)JT 0)) 42)

and the forward Com pton scattering am plinde T = hp;st J;si, which is related to the
hadronic tensorby the relation W = i T via the optical theoram .

Inthelmig! 1 ,the operator product expansion allow susto expand t in tem sof
local operators; schem atically,

X
mt = C a@0,0: 43)

n

ql!

TheW ilson coe cient functionsC , can be obtained by com puting the quark orghion m atrix
ekementsof J J and O,. Considert i thecomplx ! & 1=x=2p o 9 pkne. By
analyticity, the Feynm an am pliude M  corresponding to the free quark (or gluon) m atrix
ekement of J J can be calculated at ! near 0 (out not in the physicalregion 1 < ! < 1)
and expanded around ! = 0. G enerically,

M =tk ¥ ki i " o'k Paki 1 @4

n

fora quark statewih momentum k and spin . Sihoe the free quark m atrix elem ents of
the quark operators have the form

hk; Py° "k 1=k "k hk; P, "ki i=hk* "k 4.5)

for vector and axialwector types of quark operators, where h is a helicity of the quark state,
the coe cient functionsC  ,, are thus detem ned.

The leading-tw ist = dimension soin) contributionsto the antisym m etric (soin-dependent)
part oft 1In tem s of the operator product expansion are

_ X . 2 X fi1 n 19
t[ 1= 1 q q, e 2Ci;noi;z.\ 7 (4-6)
n=1;3; @ i
P
where the sum  ; is over the leading-tw ist quark and glion operators. The tw ist2 quark

and gluon operators are given by

1 i
f n n
0" 9 = > 3 Dfrp 19, ; @)
1 int
O,pt *9 = > 5 Tr G Dfr D 29y (4 8)



wih G a glion eld strength tensor, D a covariant derivative, and f g a ocom plkte
symm etrization of the enclosed indices. The corresponding W ilson coe cients in (4.6) to

the zeroth order of ; are

Cim = eé; for quark operators of avor g;

Con = 0; for gluon operators: 4.9)

Tt isusefiil to decom pose the operator O, Into a totally sym m etric one and a one w ith m ixed
symm etry 5]

f n f n [ £ 1] n
OA 1 19 — OA 1 19 + OA 1 2 19; (4.10)
where [ ] Indicates antisym m etrization,
f lh f f f i
OA 12 n lg: - OA 1 n lg+ OAl 2 n 1g+ OAZ 1 n 1g+ ; (4.11)
n
forn= 1;3;5; , Is a tw ist2 operator, and
[f1]2 19 lh £ 19 1£ 2 19
OA n — _ OA n OA n
n i
+ OAf 1 n 19 OAZf 1 n lg_l_ ; (4.12)
forn = 3;5; , Is a tw ist3 operator. The proton m atrix elem ents of these two operators
are
L aj
pisP, ' 7 " pysi = %(spl "P+s'p P+ )i
d
misPL U " Upisi = —Tlsp' s'pp’ P 4.13)
_l_(SpZ SZP)pl n?_l_ ],.

where a;;, and di;; are unknown reduced m atrix elam ents.
W riting

. as M . dP as s oM
T = igg———+ iy, 4.14)
P g D

In analogto W | ; leee Eg.2 2)] and com paring w ith the proton m atrix element of t; ; [cf.
Eqg.@4.6)] gives

X X
g = 2Cinain !
n=1;3;5 i
X X 1 n
Y = ZCmaim!n + 2Cimdjm!n : (4.15)
n=135 i n n
It ©llows from (4.15) that
2 dr?° X n 1 X
w)= o)+ —aq(9+ 2C ;n Wi ! 7 (4.16)
o !° n=1535; n i
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U sing dispersion relations to relate ¢, in the unphysical region (! 0) to their values in
the physicalregion (1< ! < 1 ) nally yieldsthemoment sum rules:
z

1 1X
i dxx" ‘g k) = 5 Cimaini n=1;3i5 ; @17)
21 1 n 1 X
dex P K) = > o Cimn @in din); n= 3;5; ; (4.18)
and the relationf]
R &) =g " &)+ g &); 419)
cbtained from (4.16), where
Z 4
dy
&' ®= g&+ ;gﬁy) (4 20)

is a contrioution to g, x) xed by g; (x), rst derived by W andzura and W ilczek (3], and
g; %) is a truly tw ist3 contrbution related to the tw ist3 m atrix elam ents d;, .

Forn = 1, themoment sum rulk (417) for g; is particularly sinpl: G luons do not
contribute to the rst moment of g} as it is clear from (4.8) that there is no tw ist2 gauge-
invariant Jocalglionic operator forn = 1, as stressed in [5g]. Since

hojsP 1, Pisi= aas 421)

from (413)and C,; = eé to the zeroth orderof ¢ [see 4.9)], i ©ollow s that

24

1 1 X ) )
, g X)dx = 501;131;1= EI’P?SJ eéq sqP;sis : 4 22)
a
D enoting
lojs{  sgpisi= s o 423)

(4 22) Jeads to the welkknown naive parton-m odel result [cf. Eq.(2.16)]

’ + ld+ ! ) (424)
u+ — = 8);
9 9 7'

NI
O

1
. g (®)dx =

which is rederived here from the OPE approach.

1R should be stressed that the relation (4.19) is derived from (4.16) rather than from (4.17) and (4.18).
Tt has been strongly clained in @] that (4.19) is a priori not reliable since is derivation is based on the
dangerous assum ption that 4.17) and (4.18) are valid for all integer n. O bviously, this critician is not
applied to our case and (4.19) isvalid as it stands.
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43 Axialanom aly and sea—quark polarization

Contrary to the In proved parton m odel discussed in Sec. ITI, we see that there is no any
gluonic operator contributing to the rst moment of g} (x) according to the OPE analysis.
T he questions are then what is the desp reason for the absence of gluonic contributions to
Y and how are we going to understand a large and negative strange-quark polarization ?
The solution to these questions relies on the key observation that the hard cross section
hfm (x) and hence the quark soin density g(x) are k , “factorization schem e dependent.
W e have freedom to rede ne o, ) and q(®) in accord wih (3.15) but the physical
cross section P (x) ram amns intact. Therefore, there must exist a factorization scheme
that respects the OPE : Hard gluons m ake no contribution to } and g can be expressed
as a nuckon m atrix elem ent of a Jocal gauge-invariant operator. In this schem e, gluons can
Induce a sea polarization even form asskess quarks. This can be In plem ented as follows. A s
discussed in the last section, the quark spin density inside a gluion g ¢ () can be obtained
by calculating the triangk diagram with an ultraviokt cuto to ensure thatk? < £ _ . It
is well known that in the pressnce of the axial anom aly In the triangle diagram , gauge
Invariance and chiral sym m etry cannot coexist. So if the ultraviolt requlator respects gauge
symm etry and axial anom aly, chiral symm etry w ill be broken. A s a consequence, quark—
antiquark pairs created from the gluon via the glionic anom aly can have the sam e helicities
and give rise to a nonvanishing g€ (x). Sice the axial anomaly resides at k, ! 1,
evidently we have to integrate over ki from 0 to 1 to achieve the axialanom aly and hence
chiratsym m etry breaking, and then identify the ultraviolet cuto with g . W e seethatthe
desired ultraviolet regulatorm ust be gauge-nvariant but chiralvariant ow ing to the presence
ofthe QCD anom aly In the triangl diagram . O bviously, the din ensional and PauliV illars
regularizations, which resgpect the axial anom aly, are suitable for our purposes.

k-p

Figure 3: The triangle graph for j; between extemalglions.

T he contribution of the trangle diagram F ig. 3 for a single quark avor is
z

d “kodk'dk TrfE e+m) * sktm)E k) mlg

e ) k® m?+ 1 Y[ k) m?+ 1] #25)
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P_
where T = %, " = (0;0;1; 1= 2 is the transverse polarization of extemal gluons, the
factor 2 com es from the fact the gluon in Fig. 3 can circulate In opposite direction, and the
din ensional reqularization is em ployed to regulate the ultraviokt divergence. The quark
FoIn density inside a gluon is then given by

2iPT * & 2k, dk" dk k* Trf g

G _ i 14
qGI(X) 2p+ (2 )4 x p+ (k2 m2+ i )Z[Cp k)2 m2+ i ]( '26)

R
N ote that 01 aé;x)dx = :=@p") kf. Eq.333)]. We rst perfom the k integral in
(4 26) by noting that a pok ofk locating at

k?2+m2

ST

427)
in the region 0 < k" < p" contrbutes to contour integration. The result for \+ " helicity

external gluons is [§]

G ®) = sZ dnzk?=
Dor 2 k2 +m2 p’x(1l x)P

n

K +m?)Q 2x) 2m3@d x) 2
j n 2

kI (1 x); (428

where the subscript G I designates a gauge-invariant factorization scheme. The last tem
proportional to (h  4) arises from the use of 5 In dinensional regularization. The s
matrix (= 1 % ! ? 3) anticommutes with the D irac m atrix in 4 din ensions but com m utes
with theDiracmatrix in n 4 dinensions. This temm orighating from the axial anom aly
thus survives atk§ ! 1 .By comparing (428) with (3.16), i isclearthat g$; ) hasthe
sam e expression as that of g (x) exoept for the presence of an axialanom aly term in the
form er. Tt ©llow s that (1]

"

2. +m? p’xd x)
qé,x) qé® = = @Ex 1);n == _
2 p Bt
22 1 x
el X 429)
PR o | Pxl  x)
form ass and m om entum cuto s, and
2 5 5 3
Bt 22 @1 x)
qg;®) go; &) = —2402x 1)hn 1=+ 2faCt ~ 5 (4 30)
2 fact fce T —
for the dim ensional Infrared cuto . Hence,
gé:&®)  qg;&®k)= —@0@ x) (4 31)

for 2. >> % ;m?; p?.Thedi erencebetween the quark spin densities in gauge-nvariant

M S

and chiraknvariant factorization schem es thus lies in the glionic anom aly arising at the

region k2 2 +- Asnoted In passing, the quark spin distrbution n a gluon cannot
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be reliably calulated by perturbative Q CD ; however, the di erence between g ¢ () and
qgl(x) is trustworthy In QCD . It is interesting to see from Egs. (4.31) and (319) that

2
der( Be) = 75(2’3“) 4 .32)

form asskess quarks. T herefore, the sea-quark polarization perturoatively generated by helicity
+ hard gluons via the anom aly m echanism is negative ! In other words, a polarized gluon is
preferred to split into a quark-antiquark pairw ith helicities antiparallelto the gluon soin. A s
explained before, chiralsym m etry breaking induced by the gluonic anom aly is responsble
for the sea polarization produced perturbatively by hard glions.

Sihce hfrd x) = ¢ ®) g€ (x),i ollows that the hard cross section has the fom
h.Srd (X;er' 21‘act)GI = haGrd (X;QZ; ;ct)CI"' - T x)
" ! #
s Q2 1 X
= — (2x 1) I — + In 1 +20 x) : 433)
2 St X
Henos,
Z 4
dx o4 &0% Z)er= 0; (4.34)

0

and the gluonic contrbution to [} vanishes. This is so because the axialanom aly character—
ized by the = (1 x) tem is shifted from the hard cross section for photon-glion scattering
in the chimkinvariant factorization schem e to the quark spin density in the gauge—invariant
scheme. twas rst cbserved and strongly advocated by Bodw in and Q i [[1]] that the above
conclusion is actually quite general: T he hard gluonic contribution to the st m oment of
g, vanishes as long as the ultraviokt requlator for the spin-dependent quark distroutions
respects gauge invariance, Lorentz invariance, and the analytic structure of the unregulated
distrbutions. Hence, the OPE result (424) for ! is a general consequence of the gauge—
Invariant factorization schem e.

W e wish to stress that the quark spin density g€ (x) m easures the polarized sea-quark
distrdoution in a helicity + ghion rather than in a polarized proton. Consequently, gq¢ (x)
must convolute wih G (X) In order to be identi ed as the sea—quark soin distrdbution in a
proton [Fgl:

s

gi'&; 24) ai'&x; L= —@0 %  G& 2. (4 35)

Since the valence quark soin distrbution g, &) = g&) g s (x) is k, factorization inde-
pendent, it ollow s that 9]

der®; 24) der® 2.0= —@0 %) G & 2.); (4 36)

which Jeads to

1
gc:Q?) gcr@?) = > sQ%) G Q %); 4 37)
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wherewehave sst 2 = Q?.Egs. (433) and (4 36) provide the necessary relationsbetween
the gauge-invariant and chiralinvarant factorization schem es. The reader m ay recognize
that (4 37) is precisely the relation (3.30) obtained in the In proved parton m odel.

44 Sea—quark or anom alous gluon interpretation for 1 ?

W e have seen that there are two di erent popular explanations for the data of ;. In the
sea—quark interpretation, the an allness of the fraction of the proton spin carried by the
quarks = . s 030 is ascrbed to the negative sea polarization which partly
com pensates the valencequark spin com ponent. By contrast, a Jarge and negative sea—quark
polarization is not dem anded In the anom alousgluon interpretation that the discrepancy
between experin ent and the E llisJa e sum rul for § is accounted for by anom alous gluon
contrbutions. T he issue of the contradicting statem ents about the gluonic contributions to
the rst moment of g; X) between the in proved parton m odel and the OPE analysis has
been under hot debate over the past years. Naturally we would lke to ask : Are these two
seem Ingly di erent explanations equivalent ? Ifnot, then which schem e ism ore justi ed and
sounding ?

In spite of much controversy on the aforem entioned issue, this disoute was actually re—
solved several years ago [[]]]. The key point is that a di erent interpretation for § cor-
responds to a di erent k, -factorization de nition for the quark spin density and the hard
photon-glion cross section. The choice of the \ultraviokt" cuto for soft contrdbutions
soeci es the factorization convention. Tt is clear from (3.1), 433) and (4 36) that to NLO

S

g &;Q°%) S S Qer&iQ)t — £4&)  deriQ)+ nat s G ;0 %)

Il
0}

1x 5 2 s 2 G 2
= 3 % Jer&®;Q°) + > fa&®)  der®Q)+ & G &QT)

4 .38)

wherewehave set 2 = 02 sothatthe nQ?= 2 temsin f,&x) and o, (x) vanish.
A s willbe discussed in Sec. 7.1, the Q2 evolution of g; ¢;Q2) in (4.38) is govemed by the
parton soin distrbutions. T herefore, the polarized structure function g; (x) is shown to be
Independent of the choice of the factorization convention up to the next-to—leading order of

sr @s it should be. This is so because a change of the factorization schem e m erely shifts

the axialanom aly contribution between g(x) and ¢ (x) In such a way that the physical
proton-glion cross section rem ains unchanged [cf. Eq.(3.15)]. &t ollow s from (4 38) that
? ! 2 1 S X 2
g &xQN)dx = - 1 — dc1@”)
0 2 q '
1 X Q?) '
=51 = Ie1QY) ——6G6Q Y : (4 39)

q
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Hence, the size of the hard-gluonic contribution to ; is purely a m atter of the factorization
convention chosen in de ning gx) and ¢ (¢). This in portant observation on the k, —
factorization dependence ofthe anom alous gluonic contribution to the rstm om ent ofg; (x)
was rstmade by Bodwin and Q u @] (s2e also M anochar @], Carlitz and M anochar ],
Bass and Thom as [[7], Ste ens and Thom as [£g]).

Thus far we have only considered two extrem es of the k, -factorization schem es: the
chirmbnvariant schem e n which the ultraviolkt regulator respects chiral sym m etry, and the
gauge-invariant schem e n which gauge sym m etry is respected but chiral sym m etry isbroken
by the cuto . Neverthelss, it is also possble to choose an interm ediate factorization schem e
which isneither gaugenorchiral invariant, so n general qgr= q° 5* G foran arbitrary

( = 0and = 1 corresponding to gauge-and chiraldnvariant schem es, respectively) [6]].
E xperim entally m easured quantities do not depend on the value of

A though the issue of whether or not glions contrbute to ; was resolved six years
ago [, [3], the fact that the interpretation of ; is still under dispute even today and
that som e recent articles and review s are still biased towards or against one of the two
popular im plications of the measured ; is considerably unfortunate and annoying. As
m entioned in Sec. 4.1, the anom alous gluon Interpretation hasbeen deam ed to be plausible
and m ore favored than the sea-quark one by m any practitioners in the eld over the past
years. H owever, these two explanations are on the sam e footing and allthe known criticism s
to the gauge-invariant factorization schem e and the sea—quark interpretation of | are In

valh. Herewename a few :

Tt has been often clain ed [6R,[4F,[4P] that soft contrioutions are partly included in
hfm X)g 1 rther than being factorized into parton spoin densities because, apart
from the softcuto temm, hfm X)e1 [eee Eq.(4 .33)] has exactly the sam e expression
as (311) or (3.12). T herefore, the last term proportionalto 2 (1 x) arises from the soft
region ki m?% << ¢p,and hence it should be absorbed into the polarized quark
distrbution. This m akes the gauge-invariant schem e pathological and inapproprate.
However, this argum ent is fallacious. It is true that the 2(1 x) tetm In (3.11) or
(3.12) dropsout in hfrd (x)c 1 because it stem s from the soft k% region, but it em erges
again in the gauge-invariant schem e due to the axial anom aly being subtracted from
2

hfm ®)c1 [BeeEgs.(@ 314 33)] and this tin e reappears in the hard region k2 Sact -
A s a resul, the hard photon-gluon cross section given by (4 .33) is genuinely hard !

A sea-quark interpretation of Y with s= 0:10atQ ?= 10GeV? hasbeen criticized
on the ground that a bound jsj 0:052 "% ] can be derived based on the nfor-
m ation ofthe behavior of s (x) m easured in desp nelastic neutrino experin ents and on
the positivity constraint that j s(xX)j s&). However, this clain is quite controver-
sial [64] and not trustworthy. Indeed, one can aways nd a polarized strange quark
distrbution wih s 010 which satis es positivity and experim ental constraints
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[43]. M oreover, a sea polarization of this order is also con m ed by lattice calculations
3, 641

By now , we w ish to have convinced the reader that it doesnotm ake sense to keep disgput-
Ing which factorization prescription is correct or which interpretation is superior as they are
equivalent. Oncea st of Qer®); G ®);  paw ®)e1OrOf er®); G K);  pon Kot
is chosen, one has to stick to the sam e schem e in all processes.

Tt isworth em phasizing at thispoint that the equivalence ofthe seaquark and anom alous—
glion interpretations is only applied to the rst m oment of g; X), but not to g; (x) itself.
Supposeat a certain Q% = Q 3, thedata ofq; x) are reproduced eitherby assum ng g X) 6
0but G )= 0 In the sense of the sea—quark Interpretation, or by having G ) & 0 but

ds &) = 0 In the sense of the anom alous gluon interpretation. It is clear that these two
explanations are no longer equivalent at Q% > Q2 as g, (x;0%) and G x;Q ?) evolve
di erently. An equivalence ofthe rstmoment ofg; x) does not In ply the sam e resuls for
the higherm om ents of g; (x). From (4 .38) it is evident that in spite of a vanishing gluonic
contrdbution to ; in the gauge-invariant schem e, it by no m eans im plies that G vanishes
in a polarized proton.

So farwe have focused on the perturbative part of the axial anom aly. T he perturbative
QCD results (435)—(@ 37) indicate that thedi erence g ' gS' is induced perturbatively
from hard glions via the anom aly m echanisn and its sign is predicted to be negative. By
contrast, ') can be regarded as an intrinsic sea-quark spin density produced nonper-—
turbatively. A s we have em phasized in passing (see Sec. 3.1), the sea-quark helicity g’
for m asskess quarks cannot be generated perturbatively from hard glions due to helicity
conservation. The question is what is the underlying m echanism for producing an intrinsic
negative helicity for sea quarks ? D oes it have som ething to do w ith the nonperturbative as-
pect of the axialanom aly ? The welkknown solution to the U, (1) problem in QCD involves
tw o in portant ingredients: the QCD anom aly and the QCD vacuum w ith a nontrivial topo—
logical structure, nam ely the -vacuum constructed from instantonswhich are nonperturba—
tive gluon con gurations. Since the nstanton-induced Interactions can ip quark helicity,
In analog to the baryon-num ber nonconservation induced by the 't Hooft m echanian , the
quark-antiquark pair created from theQ CD vacuum via Instantons can have a net helicity. Tt
hasbeen suggested that thism echanian ofquark helicity nonconservation provides a natural
and nonperturbative way of generating negative sea-quark polarization [, 6§, [[§].

T here are tw 0 extrem e cases forthe sea-quark spin com ponent: In onecass, g g Te?)y=0
so that gP' arises exclusively from the perturbative anom aly mechanisn . As a resul,

GQ 2% isequalto @ =) gfTQ?) f Eq.@37)]and isoforder2.5atQ?= 10Gev~.
In the other extrame case, g-'Q?) = qS'Q?) =o that the ssaquark polarization is
exclusively of nonperturbative nature and G = 0, as advocated, for exam ple, in the chiral
soliton m odel B3, 3]. The realistic case should be som ew here between these two extrem e

cases.
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In short, the sea-quark polarization g ¢ ' consists of two com ponents: the intrinsic non—
perturbative part g S’ induced from the QCD vacuum via instantons and the perturbative
part ie, gf' gS!generated from the anom aly m echanisn . T he lattice calculation (see
Sec. 6.1) Indicates that the sea polarization is aln ost independent of light quark avors and
this suggests that it is Indeed the perturbative and nonperturbative parts of the glionic
anom aly that acoount for the bulk of the negative spin com ponent of sea quarks.

45 Operator de nitions for gand G

The quark soin com ponent In the nuckon can be expressed as a m atrix elem ent of a local
and gauge-invariant operator In the gauge-invariant k. -factorization scheme. Since in the
parton m odel ggiven by (2.15) isde ned in the in nitem om entum frame, we rst consider
such a fram e where the nuckon ism oving in the z direction with momentum p° p; ! 1
and helicity + 2, so that

o ;" 31 7 sapr i"i= ger: (4.40)

T his is equivalent to working In the light-front coordinate in the lhboratory fram e
pisH * sapisi= s" qeu (4.41)

where \+ " is a good com ponent In the light-front quantization formulation. Tt should be
stressed that g isnot equalto the net spin vector sum : dpl ©) o )] the proton rest
fram e in the equaltin e quantization form ulation, where g * (o) is the probability of nding
a quark avor g In the proton rest fram e with m om entum p and soin parallel @ntiparaliel)

to the proton spin [69]. Technically, the helicity and spin com ponents of the proton are
related to each other via the socalled M elosh transform ation. T he quark soin qG 1 isgauge
invariant but it evolves w ith Q2 since the avor-singlet axialwector current J 5= 49 =9
has an anom alous din ension rst appearing at the two—-Joop level ]. The Q ? dependence
of c1©?) willbe discussed in Sec. 4.6. T he evaluation of the nuckon m atrix elm ent of
J° nvolves connected and disconnected msertions (see Fig.4), which are related to valence
quark and vacuum (ie. sea quark) polarizations, respectively, and are ssparately gauge
Invariant. Thus we can m ake the identi cation:

;s Pisi= hp;sis Pisicen + PisT: Pisias = t gyt+ gghs': (4 42)
q
Interestingly, lattice QCD calculations of gS' and g¢' becam e availbblk very recently
69,[f4]. isfound that us= ds= s= 012 001 from the disconnected insertion
[69]. This em pirical SU (3)- avor symm etry inplies that the sea-quark polarization in the
gauge-invariant schem e is indeed predom nately generated by the axialanom aly. Recallthat
sea contridbutions in the unpolarized case are far from being SU 3) symm etric: d> u > s.
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F igure 4: C onnected and disconnected insertions arising from the avor-singlet axialvector current.

In the chirml-nvariant factorization schem e one is expected to have

X

hpjsils Ppisi= der 2—SG s* 4 43)
q

by virtue of (4.37). The question isthat can onede ne gc;and G ssparately In tem s of
a gauge-invariant local operator ? For this purpose we w rite

J5 = J5 ngkK  + neK Ji:) + ngK (4.44)
w ith the Chem-Sim ons current

1
K = — A®@A® ggfabcAbAc) (4 45)

and o123 = 1. SnceK ismade ofgluon eldsonly and J; is conserved in the chiral lim it
so that G 5 5 1= 0, it is tem pted to m ake the identi cation:

+
ciS i

Ip;sic Pisi
S

IpjsK " pisi = 5 G st (4 .46)

Tt was orighally clain ed .n [] that although the topological operator K is gauge variant,
its diagonalm atrix elem ent is nevertheless gauge invarant. T he argum ent goes as follow s.
C onsider the m atrix elem ent ofK

W E)K N Ei= uE)B1) s+G,)g sup): (4 .47)

Sinhce @ K = ( =2 )GE is gauge invariant, so is the expression 2my G; () + FG, ().
Consequently, the absence of a G oldstone pol coupled to J; implies that G, (& = 0)
and hence the matrix element of K In the forward direction becom es gauge invariant.
Another argum ent relies on the observation that under the gauge transfomm ation, K !

K + @ ( ). So the gauge-dependent tem can be expressed as a urderivative and
thus does not contribute to the diagonal m atrix element of K . However, both above-

m entioned argum ents are erroneous for the reason ofthe QCD U (1) problm . In order to
solve the U (1) problm , the SU 3)=singkt , eld must acquire a m ass even In the chiral
Iim it (seeeg., [11):

z

m?, I J‘i_zq dx SFOTK  &)K  (0)Pis 4 48)
q!

0
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This dem ands a ghost pol coupled to K . Hence, G, ()¢ does not vanish in the lim it
& ! 0.Also, under the \large" gauge transform ation,

K ! K + @ ( Eﬁ Tr[UYR U)UYR U)UYR U)I: 4 .49)

Tt isgenerally believed that a solution to the U (1) problem needstwo crucial ngredients: the
axialanom aly and the instanton. T he gauge transform ation U (x) m ust be nontrivial if the
instanton or the topological structure of the vacuum exists. Ik ollow s from (4.49) that the
forward m atrix elem ent of K is not gauge nvariant under the \lJarge" gauge transform ation.
(For an explicit exam ple in the fram ework of the Schw inger m odel, see [74].)

Since the tw ist2, soin2 gluonic operatorG ¢ = G* ¢? ) isgauge nvariant, it hasbeen
proposed [/3] to utilize the divergence equation

X
@ J; = 2m i sq+
q

shg

GGE (4.50)

to de ne gauge-nvariant quark and glion spin com ponents:

1 X 1 1
hp;jsj  2mgai sgpijsi; G = hp;s3-G G Pjsi: (4 .51)
N o 2m y 2

CI

H owever, this local operator de niion Inm ediately encounters several insum ountable dif-

culties: for exam ple, (i) the total light quark spin In a nuclkon vanishes in the zero light
quark m ass lim i, and (i) G and s thusde ned exhbit a large isogoin violation, nam ely
the gluon and ssa—quark spin contents of the neutron are di erent from that of the proton:

Sn % spand G, § G  (@n explicit calculation shows G , < 0, whike G , > 0)
[74]. W e conclude that there isno (gpin-1 or spin-2) tw ist2 gauge-nvariant local cperator
de nition for G and g (1. This is consistent with the OPE statem ent that there is only
one tw ist2 local gauge-invariant operator contrbbuting to ;.

Tt tums out that although K is not gauge invariant, its nuclon m atrix elem ent can be

related to G de ned below In (4 .56) by choosing a speci ¢ gauge and coordinate. Spin and
orbitalangularm om enta In QCD are govemed by a rank-3 tensor M B41:

- 1 B
M - 2 x @ X Q@) + = 5 G (x @ x @ )A
2 2
1
+ G A +G A) 71Gz(xg X g ); (4 52)

w here the color indices are in plicit. The fourth term In (4 .52) is relevant to the gluon spin
and the generator of gluion spin rotations has the form E

01 . k
M; (@h)= E &K : (4 53)

12N ote that the generators of gluon spin and orbital rotations corresponding to the respective fourth and
third tem s in (4.52), were originally incorrectly denti ed in fdlwith & F andE'& #)AY, respectively.
However, the glion’s totalangularm om entum operatorJg; = 2 E B) given In E] is correct.
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However, the gluon spin and orbitalterm s in M ;  are separately gauge variant and hence
a choice of gauge xing is necessary. It appears that in the in nite m om entum fram e and In

the tem poral axialgauge A° = 0, the operatorE A m easures the gluon spin, that is B4]
3
o j"JE A P i"lo-o= G: 4 54)

It is easy to check that the Chem-Sim ons current K ° in tem poralaxial gauge is proportional
3

to E A .Weoouldalsode nethesame G in the laboratory fram e using the light-front

coordinate to obtain [79]

3
hpjs ;i) Ppisia+—o=tpjis]E A + A, B,Pjsha—o=s" G;  (455)

with B; = $ 145G, by noting that the gauge condition A° = 0 in the in nite m om entum
fram e ism odi ed to the light—=front gauge A" = 0 in the light-front coordiate. T herefore,
in light-front gauge EI EI ]

pisK " pish--o= = Gs': (4.56)
This is the local operator de nition for the gluon spin com ponent. Consequently, we also

have
hp;sP: Pisia+—o = c1s : 457)

W e see that (4.46) isvalid In the light-front coordinate and in light-front gauge.

Theglion spin G (and lkew ise for ¢ 1) @lso can be recast as a nuclkon m atrix elem ent
ofa string-lke nonlcal gauge-invariant operator [74]. O £ course, this nonlocal operator w ill
be reduced to the IocaloperatorK * orM g 12 (pin) In light-front gauge. M oreover, i is also
possible to have operator representations for G x) and gx). The interested reader is
referred to [77, 78, [111.

From (4.57) it is clear that c 1 does not evolve as the current J; is conserved in the
chiral lim . In the in proved parton-m odel picture discussed In Sec. IT1, this is so because
the ultraviolt cuto for g1 &) is chiral invariant. Hence it is consistent w ith the naive
Intuiion that the quark spoin isnot a ected by gluon em ission. Applying (4.56) and 4.57)
to the axialcurrent m atrix elem ent leads to

hp;si. pisi = Xfp;sjjg i Sicon + TP; 5% Pjsias+ MoisheK * Pjsias

At=0 s

> G)s*; (4 58)

(gei+ gt
q

whereussof gq¢'= gf'hasbeen made. This isin agreement with (4.43), as it should be.

4.6 Anom alous dim ensions of and

Tt ispointed out in Sec. 3 that in the I proved parton m odel there is an anom alous glionic

contrbution to the rstm oment ofg; (X) even In the asym ptotic 1im it. This can be seen by
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solving the spin-dependent A ftarelliP arisi equation (324). However, it can be also under-
stood In the OPE by considering the anom alous din ension ofthe Chem-Sin ons current K
The QCD evolution equation forJ; and K is given by

d Js s u o Js @ 59)
where t= nQ?= 2.,,and ;; are anom alous din ensions:
Oy =2 Wy : (4.60)

Obviously, 1, = 0 dueto theabsence 0ofJ; and K m ixing (the latter being gauge variant).
Also, 5, = Obecause @ K G & and G & does not get renom alized. M oreover, the fact
that the AdlerBardeen relation @ J; = ns@ K must be true at any renom alization scale
Inpliesthat 11 = nf 2. Next consider the evolution equation d%K = 7= xnJs and take
quark m atrix elem ents. Slhoe K isoforder ¢, it isevident that ,; isalso oforder  .As
a resul, @4.59) reduces to
d Js 0 7 ne® o0 3

— = : 4 61
dt K 2 W0 K ( )

T herefore, the anom alous dim ension of J; starts at the 2-loop level. The cbservation in
Sec.32 that ¢ G is conserved to the lading-order QCD evolution isnow ascribed to the
fact that the anom alous din ension of K starts at the order of 2 and that s G hasthe

)

sam e anom alous din ension as that of K sihce it is related to the nuckon m atrix elem ent
ofK* via (456).

Now ® can be calculated at the 2-loop kevel (ie., 11) wih J. or at the 1-loop level

(ie, 1) wih K . A direct calulation of 1; by Kodaira et al. [I] gives 7 = 2ng,

while 2%) is com puted in [E]tobe 2. Hence the relation 17 = n¢ ; is indeed obeyed. A

solution of the renomm alization group equation

d d
—+ —+ T 59 =0 4.62
ot eg 5 (G9) 4.62)
yields
7 ! !
Js (0) = exp ﬁ)dg Js 0)= 1+ BELCUR Y Js 0) (4 .63)
Q) 2

with o= (33 2n¢)=3and Q%) =4 =(oQ°= .,).Hence thetotalquark spin 1

2
s -

de ned in the gauge-nvariant k, -factorization schem e begins evolution w ith Q ? at order
Since the anom alous din ension  isnegative, ¢:Q?) decreaseswith Q2.

From various operator de nitions for 1 c1 and ( =2 ) G given In
Sec.4 4, it iseasily shown from (4.61) that (see also ])

! ! !
E 6I _ s 2 2ng 0 GI @ .64)
dt 2 2 0
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In the gauge-invarant schem e, and
! ! !
d cI s 20 0 cI

- = ° (4 .65)
dt 2 2 2nf

In the chirakinvariant schem e. Tt isevident that c1 Isoconserved. Forparton soin densities
g;0 %) and G x;Q ?),the anom alous din ensions are related to spin-dependent splitting
functions, which we will discuss in Sec. 62.

4.7 A briefsumm ary

It is usefill to summ arize what we have leamed from Secs. 3 and 4. D epending on how
we factorize the photon-gluon cross section into hard and soft parts and how we soecify
the ultraviokt cuto on the soin-dependent quark distributions, we have considered two
extrem es of k, “fActorization schem es.

In the chirakinvariant factorization schem e, the ultraviolkt regulator respects chiral sym —
m etry and gauge nvariance but not the axialanom aly. C onsequently, g1 does not evolve
wih Q2 and is close to the conventional parton-m odel intuition. There is an anom alous
gluonic contribution to the rstm om ent ofg; (x) due to the gluonic anom aly resided in the
box diagram ofphoton-glion scattering atk? = [(1 x)=4x?with x ! 0.Alhough qc;
cannot be w ritten as a nuclon m atrix elem ent of a local gauge-invariant operator, a gauge—
variant local operator de nition for qc; doesexist [cf. (4.57)] in the light-front coordinate
and in the light-front gauge A* = 0 (or n the in nite momentum fram e and in tem poral
axialgauge) . Since sea polarization cannot be perturbatively produced from hard gluonsdue
to helicity conservation, it is expected to be an all. In the extrem e case that s¢.1= 0, G
isoforder25atQ? = 10Gev?, and i Jeads to the so-called anom alous gluon interpretation
of ;.

C ontrary to the above scham g, the ultraviokt cuto in the gauge-invariant schem e satis—

es gauge symm etry and the axial anom aly but breaks chiral symm etry. Asa result, Jgg:

is gauge invariant but Q ? dependent. H ard glions do not contribute to ; because the axial
anom aly is shifted from the hard photon-glion cross section to the soin-dependent quark
distrdoution. O f course, this does not Inply a vanishing G . By contrast, the gluon soin
com ponent could be Jarge enough to perturbatively generate a sizeable negative sea polariza—
tion via the anom aly m echanisn . Indeed, G is k , “factorization independent, and it does
not m ake sense to say that G is an all in one scheam e and large in the other schem e. For
agiwven G X), g ¢rand Jcr are related via (4.36), which is a rigorous consequence of
perturbative QCD . W e have explicitly shown that g; x) (ot Just ;) is independent of the
factorization prescription up to NLO .

In order to produce sea—quark polarization form assless quarks, there are two m echanian s
allow Ing or chiralsym m etry breaking and quark helicity Jjp: the nonperturbative way via
Instanton-induced interactions, and the perturbative way through the anom aly m echanian .
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T he em pirical Jattice odbservation ofSU (3)— avor sym m etry for soin com ponents of sea quarks

(Sec. 6.1) suggests that it is indeed the perturbative and nonperturbative parts of the axial
anom aly, which are ndependent of light quark m asses, that account for the buk of s=a
polarization.

A though the choice of gg:(X); hfrd X)gr Or gc1X); hfrd X)c1 is on the same
footing, iIn practice it appears that the use of gg:(x) is m ore convenient than ¢ &).
First of all, gg1 corresoonds to a nuckon m atrix elem ent of a local and gauge-nvariant
operator, and its calculation In lattice QCD becam e avaibble recently. For gci, one has
to com pute the m atrix elem ent of J¢ in light—front gauge, w hich w ill require sizeable lattice
gauge con gurations. Second, NLO polarized splitting functions have been determ ined very
recently In the gauge-invariant schem e, and it is straightforward to study the evolution of

Je1&;Q?) through AP evolution equations.

5 U (1) Goldberger-Treim an R elation and Its C onnec—
tion to the P roton Spin

51 Two—component U (1) G oldberger-T reim an relation

In the gauge-invariant and chirakinvariant factorization schem esthe avor-singlkt axial cou—

pling g} has the expression

h = GI ©d1)
Ne s

= cT G: c2)

T he an allness of the cbserved gg is attrbuted either to the negative sea polarization or to
the anom alous gluonic contrbution. However, the question of what is its m agnitude still

rem ains unanswered. T he welkknow n isotriplet G oldbergerTreiman (G T ) relation
P_

% 0) = 9o (53)

2m g

with £ = 132 M eV, indicates that the coupling g; is xed in temn s of the strong coupling
constant g R Tt is natural to generalize this relation to the U, (1) case to see if we can
leam som ething about the m agnitude of gf .

M any discussions on the isosingket G T relation around the period of 1989-1992 [B1, B3,
B3, B4, B3, BY, [89] were m ainly m otivated by the desire of trying to understand why the
axial charge gf inferred from the EM C experiment B]is so small, g° (0) = 014 0:17 at
0% = 10:7GeV? (re1993). (The ¢ of the orm factor should not be confised w ith the
mom entum transfer Q 2 occurred in deep inelastic scattering. At rst sight, the U (1) GT
relation seem s not to be In the right ballpark as the naive SU (6) quark-m odel’s prediction
g(gé L= (p 6=5)g ,, yiedsa too large value of g (0) = 0:80 . Fortunately, in QCD the ghost
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edG @ K ,which isnecessary for solving the U, (1) problam , isallowed to have a direct
U, (1)-invariant interaction w ith the nuckon. This together w ith the m ixing of @ K wih
the o inpliesthatthenet \physical" , N couplingg e is com posed ofthe bare coupling
g(;’; . and the ghost coupling g, , - A sa consequence, a possble cancellation between g
and g, , tem swillrender g} smaller. H owever, thistw o-com ponent expression forthe axial
charge is not free ofambiguity. Forexam ple, g, ,, IS som etin es assum ed to be the coupling
between the glieball and the nuckon in the literature. M oreover, unlke the couplings g,
and g° , a prediction forg) is lost.

Since the earlier parton-m odel analysis of polarized deep inelastic scattering seem s to
indicate a decom position of g} in tem s of the quark and glion spin com ponents [], [, B1,
thishasm otivated m any authors to identify the temm (p 3f =2m N )9 on W ith the totalquark
$n In a proton, and the other term w ith the anom alous gluon contrbution. H owever,
this identi cation holds only In the chirakinvariant schem e. W e w ill address this problam
below .

O ne im portant thing we have leamed from the derivation of the isotriplet G oldberger—
Treinan GT) rlation (5.3) isthat this relation holds irrespective of the light quark m asses.
Form? 6 0, it isderived through the use of PCAC ;while in the chirallim i, g; () is related
to the form factor £ (), which receives a nonvanishing pion-polk contrbution even in the
& ! 0 lim it. By the sam e token, it is tem pting to contem plate that the U (1) GT relation
should be also valid irrespective of the m eson m asses and the axial anom aly. T his is indeed
the case: the U (1) GT r=htion (5.6) given kelow rem ains totally unchanged no m atter how
one varies the anom aly and the quark m asses. This salient feature was rst explicitly shown
in B, [83]. I was also pointed out .n [B4] that this U (1) relation is independent of the
Interaction of the ghost eld @ K wih the nuckon. The easist way of deriving the U (1)
GT relation isthusto st work in the chirallim it. D e ning the form factors

W E)P°N E)i= uE) s &) s+ £ @)a shp); (5.4)
we obtann
2mygs 0)=H # J°Ni= 3N R K N i 5.5)

A ssum Ing the ( pokdom nance or@ K ,namely @ K ?l—gmzof orwherethe (massm |
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arises entirely from the axial anom aly, we are led to the isosinglet G T relationf]

3f
0 My — o
g 0) oy Jonn i (5-6)

w ith g‘S; . abare direct coupling between , and the nucleon.

W hen the quark m asses are tumed on, chiral symm etry is explicitly broken but the GT
relation In tem s of the  rem ains Intact, as shown in B, B3]. Neverthekss, the ; isno
Jonger a physicalm eson, and i is related to the m ass eigenstates via

0 1 0 . . 10 01
3 1 1 C0S 3+ ,sIn 3 1SN 3 2 COS 3
% 8A=8 1 COos 3 sSm 3 A% X 7 G.7)
: 0
0 2 sSm 3 Ccos 3

0

where ;; , and ;3 are the m ixing angles of , are given in [B$] with the num erical

values
1= 02016; , = 00085; 3= 185 : (5.8)

In Eq.(5.7) only tem s linear in small anglks ; and , are retained. Consequently, the
complte GT relations in tem s of physical coupling constants read B7]1[F

s 2f 2f ,
g, 0) = ZmNg3NN = om (S goNN(1531’13 2 COS 3)
guy (1008 3+ ,sIn 3)); 610)
o p_
6f 6f _
9 0) = oy o T g G S stgg, s gy, 1) (5.11)
_ P_
. 3 o 3f ,
BO= T T oy Gaw PS5 Gun S Gy, 2) ; (512)

31t is argued in [83, gl that the U (1) GT relation (5.6) holds only when the , is a m asskss G oldstone
boson obtained In the largeN . or OZI Im i. In general the decay constant £ | can be related to the
topological susoeptibility 9(0) ofthe QCD vacuum so thattheU (1) GT relation reads

| O —
2my gl 0)=6 °0)g?

oN N

In the OZI lim i, P W = f =(2p§). The an allness of the observed gAO can be attributed either to the
anom alously an all value of the rst moment ofQCD topological susceptibility @, @] (for an estim ate of
1=N ., correctionsto °(0), see Bd)) or to the suppression of the coupling g(gl)q . - The snalhessofg) in the
form er case is a generic QCD e ect related to the anom aly and is independent of the target [@], whereas it

can be quite target dependent in the latter case.
YFor the axial charge gf , the authors of B§] cbtained a result of the orm (see Eq.(24) of the second

reference of @])

| S r _
3f 9oy

2m y s 3

1 3
m og,yy p—EgABtan 3 Egzi(z 1tan 3) (5.9)

and clhined that in the Im it of ;; ., ! Obut 34 0, i will reproduce the result of Veneziano [B4] only if
the rstorder correction from 53 (ie., the g;f 3 tem ) is neglected. H owever, using Egs.(5.11-12) and (5.16)
one can show that (5.9) is nothing but ( 3f =2my )g(gl)q , as it should be.

N
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where the rstsign of or is forthe proton and the second sign for the neutron, and the
ellipsis in the G T relation forgh is related to the ghost coupling, as shown below . Since the
m ixing anglkes ; and , are very am all, i is evident that isospin viclation In (510-512) is
unobservably am all.

A s we have acoentuated before, the isosinglet GT relation In tem s of the o rem ains
unchanged no m atter how one varies the quark m asses and the axial anom aly. A an ooth
extrapolation of the strong coupling constant from on-shell ¢ to o = 0 is understood.)
However, the o eld is subct to a di erent Interpretation in each di erent case. For
exam ple, when theanom aly istumed o ,themassof ( isthesameasthepion (orf = £ ).
W hen both quark m asses and anom aly are sw itched o , the o becom es a G oldstone boson,
and the axial charge at ¢ = 0 receives its contribution from the , pole.

W hen the SU (6) quark m odel is applied to the coupling g‘?l’q .+ it is evident that the
predicted gf = 0:80 via the GT relation is too large. This di culty could be resolved by
the observation that a priori the ghost eld G @ K isallowed in QCD to have a direct
coupling w ith the nuclon

P _
3
L = gzﬁn:]—N@ GTrCN 5N)+ f—(@ K)O+ H (5.13)
N
so that
1 2 1 2
@ K =pon’f o+ g, mife TN oN): (5.14)

However, them atrix element IN 8 K N i ram ains unchanged because of the presence of the
@ K ( mixing, as schem atically shown in Fig. 5 :

, 1 0) 1, 1,
WR KNI = P—éf Ioun 3™ Lt 3m I S AN
_ ot o .
p—gf I 6.15)

W e see that although it is still the bare coupling g‘?l’q . that relates to the axial charge g ,
the \physical" ¢ N ooupling ismodi ed to (see Fig. 5)

) 1 2
g .y = goNN+p—§m e RN (516)

0

w here the second temm arises from the @ K m ixing. A sa consequence, the quark m odel
should be applied to g, ratherthantog‘S;N ,and we are kd to

& 0) =

1 5
o (gONN p—gm g, Ga7)

T his two-com ponent expression forthe U (1) GT rltion was rst put forward by Shore and

Veneziano [B3].
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Figure 5: Contrbutions to them atrix element N ® K N i from (1) the g pok dom nance, ) a
direct coupling of the ghost eld w ith the nuckon, and (3) the @ K o M ixing.

Tt has been proposed that the sn allness of gf m ay be explained by considering the polk
ocontrbutionsto @ K from higher sihgl partick statesX above the, so that the isosinglkt
GT relation has the form (seeeg., Chaoetal @], Ji ], Bartelskiand Tatur @])

| O
3 X
gl ) = o €T E g ) (5.18)
N X

The state X ocould be the radial excitation state of ( ora 0 © glueball. (N ote that the
ghost eld @ K isnota physicalglieball as it can be elin inated via the equation ofm otion.)
H owever, we w illnot pursue thispossibility further fortwo reasons: (i) It isentirely unknown
w hether or not the X states contribute destructively to gg . (i) Aswe shall see Iater, the
contrbution from a direct interaction of the ghost eld with the nuckon corresponds to
a disconnected insertion, which is shown to be negative according to recent lattice QCD
calculations [63, [64]. T herefore, the ghost— eld e ect is realistic, and ifthe contributions due
to the states X are taken Into acoount, one should m ake the follow iIng replacem ent

1 1
e S B N P—gmzof Fww i Gww ! Geww My Gy (5.19)

0 0

nEg.(518),where isthe@ K X m ixing.
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52 Interpretation ofthe U (1) G oldberger-T rein an relation

By comparing (5.17) and (52), i is tem pting to identify the two com ponents of the U (1)
GT relation as
P3¢ m? £2

cr= 2m—NgONN; = NgGNN : 6 20)

However, this identi cation is not unique and sensibl because it does not hold in the
gauge-Invariant factorization de nition for gg;. One may ask can one have a physical
interpretation valid for both k., -factorization sthemes fortheg ,, and g,,, tems i the
tw o-com ponent isosinglet GT reltion (5.17) ? Asnoted In Sec. 4.5, the evaluation of the
hadronic avor-singlt current nvoles connected and disconnected nsertions (see Fig. 4)
which are related to valencequark and sea—quark contributions respectively and are sspa-—
rately gauge invariant. A recent lattice calculation [6J] indicates an em pirical SU (3)— avor
sym m etric sea polarization; this in plies that the disconnected insertion is dom inated by the
axial anom aly of the tranglk diagram . Since the trangle contrdbution is proportional to
@ K ,theghost eld, i isthus quite natural to m ake the gauge-nvariant identi cation:
3f m? f2

g .,y = oonnected insertion; *—g,,, = disconnected insertion; (521)
2my " ° 2m g

which is valid In both factorization schem es. Note that this identi cation is basically an
assum ption since it is possible to add and substract som e part of the disconnected contrib—
tuion In (521) and the resultant identi cation is stillgauge Invariant. In the gauge-invariant
factorization schem e, the disconnected insertion, which is regponsible for the an allness of
gg , should be interpreted as a screening e ect for the axial charge ow ing to the negative sea
polarization rather than an anom alous gluonic e ect.

Having identi ed the two-com ponent U (1) GT relation (5.17) w ith connected and discon-—
nected insertions, we arenow able to extract the physical coupling constantsg, =~ and g, -
T his is because the connected insertion (CI) corresponds to the total \valence" quark con-—
tribution (strictly speaking, the valencequark plus cloud-quark contributions; see Sec. 6.1)
to the proton soin, so it is related to the quark m odel expectation; that is,

jo
3f 0
2m 9ouny — S CD= uy+ dy= 3F D ; 522)
where the last dentity ©llows from the fact that ¢ = 3F D= u+ d 2s!

u, + d, due to the aforam entioned SU (3) symm etry for sea polarization. Unlike the
previous identi cation (520), gg C D here is not denti ed with the total quark soin
In the non—relativistic quark lm i, F = %; D = 1,and hence u,+ d, = 1. W ih the
Inclusion of the relativistic e ects and cloud-quark polarization (see Sec.6.1),F and D are
reduced to 0459 and 0:798, respectively, and gg C1I) is reduced to a value 0o£0579.
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From Egs.(511), (512) and (522),the GT relations forg: and g} are recast to

Sl P
of 6f .
3F D = o I = . G,y 0s 3+ g, sn 3);
3f P3e ,
3F D = . I = o (gONN ws 3 g,, sh 3); 523)

w here the tiny isospin-violating e ect has been neglected. N ote that we have g . instead
ofg(:; . on the second Iine of the above equation. Using 3= 185 [eeEq.(58)], it Dllows
from (523) that [B]]

oy = 347 g, = 47; G 24)
whilke
g ., = 48; g , = 34: (5 25)

It is interesting to note that wehave g, = < g,,,wherasg ., > g ., . Phenomenologi-
cally, the determ Ination ofg, =~ andg,, isratherdi cul and sub fct to large uncertainties.
The analysisofthe NN potentialyieldsg, = 73andg,, = 638 B3], whike the orward
NN scattering analyzed using dispersion relationsgivesg,  ; 9,, < 35 P31. But these
analyses did not take into account the ghost pole contrioution. An estin ate ofthe °! 2
decay rate through the baryon triangk contrbutions yieldsg, , = 63 04 pa1.

F inally, the ghost coupling is determ ned from the disconnected insertion © I)

m2 f2
0 _ 0 _ | .
Gyy = OD= us+ dgt s! 3s: (5 26)
2m
Usjnggg 0) = = 031 007 [gee 27)]and (526) we cbtain

(o . 55GevV °: (5627)

In principle, this coupling constant can be inferred from the low -energy baryon-baryon scat-
tering in which an additional SU (3)-singlet contact interaction arises from the ghost inter-
action [B1].

To summ arize, the U (1) GT rlation (5.6) In tem s ofthe ( ram ains totally unchanged
no m atter how one varies the quark m asses and the axialanom aly, while is two-com ponent
expression (5.17) can be identi ed with the connected and disconnected insertions. Since
(p 3f =2my LS. is related to the total valence quark contribution to the proton soin, we
have detem ned the physical coupling constants g, and g, from the GT reltions for
g and gy and found thatg, = 3#andg,, = 4.

6 O ther T heoretical P rogresses
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6.1 Lattice calculation of proton spin content

T he soin-dependent D IS experin ents Indicatethat u 083; d 043 and s 0:10
at Q% = 10Gev? cf. 226)]. We lkam from Secs. 3 and 4 that the axial anom aly plays
an essential role for the an allness of gg or the suppression of ; rlative to the E llisJda e
conEcture. However, m any questions still ram ain unanswered, for exam pl: (i) what is
the sea polarization of the non-strange light quarks (ie., ug; dg) ? (i) what are soin
com ponents ofvalence quarks u ,; d, ? A rethey consistent w ith the expectation of quark
models ? (il what is the m agnitude and sign of the gluon soin com ponent in a proton ?
(iv) what is the orbitalangularm om entum content of quarks and gluons ? and (v) what are
spin-dependent parton distributions gx); G X) ? A truly theoretical or experin ental
progress should address som e of the above-m entioned questions. O bviously, a rstprinciples
calculation based on Jattice Q CD w ill, in principle, be able to provide som e answers. Indeed,
the present lattice calculation is starting to shed light on the proton soin contents.

A fterthe 1987 EM C experin ent, there existed several attem ptsof com puting G and gg
using lattice QCD (fora nice review, see Lin PJ], Okawa P§]and references therein). A st
direct caloulation of the quark spin content g wasm ade in but wihout nalresuls.
Fortunately, two sucoessfill Jattice calculations In the quenched approxin ation just becam e
available very recently [0, [(4]. A more ambitious program of com puting the polarized
structure functions g; X); g X) and their m om ents is also feasble and encouraging early
results were reported in P4].

W hat computed in [69, [64] is the gauge-invariant quark spin component qg: de ned
by s ggr= hojsT  sgp;si (recallthat g has the conventional partonic interpretation
only in the \+ " com ponent in the light—front coordinate). An evaluation of gg: Involves a
disconnected insertion in addition to the connected insertion (see Fig. 4; the n nitely m any
possble gluon lines and additionalquark loopsare In plicit) . T he sea-quark spin contribution
ocom es from the disconnected insertion. Tt is found that

65] : Wae= dae= 042 001; s= 042 0901;
641 : Uas= das= 0119 0044; s= 0:109 0:030: 6.1)

Note that the results of [64] are gauge independent although the gauge con gurations on
the t = 0 tine slice are being xed to the Coulomb gauge (see a discussion in Pq)). It is
evident that the disconnected contribution is lndependent of the sea-quark m ass in the loop
w ithin errors. T herefore, this em pirical SU (3)— avor Invariance for sea polarization in plies
that the disconnected insertion is dom inated by the axial anom aly of the trianglke diagram ;
that is, it is the gluonic anom aly which accounts for the bulk of the negative sea polarization.
T his is consistent w ith the picture describbed in Sec. 4 3, nam ely a substantial polarization
of s=a quarks is produced from gluons via the perturbative anom aly m echanisn and from
nonperturbative e ects via instantons.
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Tt has been emphasized n P9] that the connected insertion involves not only valence
quarks but also cloud quarks. In the tim eordered diagram s, one class of the connected
Insertion nvolves an antiquark propagating backward in tin e between the currents and is
de ned as the \cloud" antiquark as depicted in Fig. 6. Another class involves a quark
propagating forward in tin e between the currents and is de ned to be the sum of valence
and cloud quarks. Hence the quark spin distribution can be w rtten as

a®)= gqv K+ gc&X)+ gs&)= g,&®)+ gs&); ©62)

where g, X) as conventionally referred to as the \valence" quark spin density is actually a
com bination of cloud and truly valence contributions, ie., g, &®) = gy ®)+ g.&). The
concept of cloud quarks, which is fam iliar to the nuclkarphysics com m unity, appears to be
foreign to the particlephysics community. As shown in 9], the presence of cloud quarks
and antiquarks is the key for understanding the origin ofdeviation ofthe G ottfided sum rule
from experim ent, nam ely the di erence ofu and d distrbutions in the nuclon.

il Ii t1 t2
. .
ot —t

Figure 6: T in eordered diagram s of the connected insertion involving quark and antiquark prop-—

agators between the currents.

A very inportant lattice observation ism ade in [69] that the SU (6) relation In the quark
m odel is recovered In the valence approxin ation under w hich cloud quarks In the connected
Insertion aretumed o . Forexampl, theratioR 5 = g ,,,=g; is ound tobe  in the lattice
calculation when the presence of cloud quarks and antiguarks is elin nated by disallow ing
quarks from propagating backward in tin e, w hike theoretically i is reduced underthe valence
approxin ation to (U econ + deon)=( U con d con), which is equal to % in the relativistic
or non—relativistic quark m odel. O f course, the prediction (g; )'F = g i the non—relativistic
quark m odel is too large com pared to the experin entalvalie (G )epe = 12573 0:0028 [B3].
P resum ably, (g )'® is reduced by a factorof3/4 due to relativistice ects. In otherwords, the
above lattice observation in plies that relativistic quark m odel results should ke recovered in
the valence approxin ation. Based on this observation, a picture forthe amn allhessof  g;or
g? em erges. In the relativistic quark m odel, the non—relativistic SU (6) predictions u ¥F = 2

3

and dN¥® = % are reduced by the same factorto uy = 1 and dy = %,wherethe
subscript \V " denotes a genuine valence spin com ponent. Since the quark orbital angular

momentum is nonvanishing in the presence of quark transverse m om entum in the lower
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Table IT. A xial couplings and quark spin contents of the proton from lattice calculations and from

experin ents [see 2.19) and (226)].

[e3] @) E xperin ent

gg 02512) 018 (10) 031 (7)
ng 120(@10) | 0.985(25) 12573 (28)
¢ || 0.61(13) | 0579 (25)
u ||0.7911) |0.638(54) 0.3313)

d ||-042@11) |-0.347(406) 043 @3)

s ||-012@) |-0.109(30) 0.10@3)

F 045 (6) 0.382(18) 0459 8)

D 0.75@11) | 0607 @14) 0.798 (8)

com ponent of the D irac spinor, the reduction ofthe spin com ponent from u ¥® + d¥F = 1
to uy + dy = 0775 is shifted to the orbial com ponent of the proton soin. A ssum ing
SU (3)-symm etric sea polarization, as suggested by lattice caloulations, one cbtains from
(2 26) that

Uy= uy+ u.’ 093; dy= dy+ d.’ 033; 6.3)

and hence

d.’” 008: (©64)

T he cbud-quark polarization g, is thus negative in sign and com parabk in m agnitude to

the sea polarization gg. Now we have

(Uert O{lGI"' Sci= |Uv (©65)

0:30

Ucf, det ust dot s

0:30

g y

W e conclude that the deviation of g7 orgl from the reltivistic quark m odels value 0.75
is ascribed to the negative cbud—quark and sea-quark polrizations. In the future, it willbe
of great in portance to caloulate gy and g, directly by lattice QCD .

T he lattice results of @] and @] for gg; da; F and D are presented In Tablk IT; n
general they agree w ith experin ents w ithin errors. M om ents ofpolarized structure functions
g1 ) and g, (x) from the connected nsertion are reported in @]. It is found that tw ist—
3 operators characterized by the m atrix element d; [cf. Eqg.(4.18)] provide the dom inant
ocontribution to Rol x%q, (x)dx.

A s for the chirmknvariant quantity c1, it volves the m atrix elem ent of J¢ in light-
front gauge [see Eq.(4.57)] and hence sizeable gauge con gurations are needed in lattice
calculations for c 1. Nevertheless, it is conceivable to have lattice results for G and g ¢1

soon In the near future.
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6.2 Two-loop spin-dependent splitting functions

T he experin ental data of ¢; ¢;Q?) taken at di erent x-Join correspond to di erent ranges
of Q?, that is, Q2 of the data is x-bin dependent. To the zeroth order n QCD, ¢ sinply
readsg; (x) = = F ief d; x) w ithout scaling violation. To the lading order (LO ), i becom es
g %;Q%) = % ;€8 q;1&;0?) with scaling violation arising from gluion brem sstrahlung and
quark-antiquark pair creation from glions. In otherwords, G (X) enters into g; at LO only
via the Q ? evolution govemed by the LO polarized AP equation. To the next-to-Jdeading order
NLO), gy ¢;Q2) isgiven by (3.1). At this order, gluons contribute directly to the polarized
structure function g; . A fulINLO QCD analysis of the g; data is thus not possible until the

tw o-Joop splitting functions P i(jl) (x) In theNLO Q2 evolution equation areknown. Since the

com pkte results for P i(jl) (x) are not available until very recently FJ], allpre-1995 analyses
based on the NLO expression (3.1) fra (x;Q?) are not com plete and fi1lly consistent.

T he Q ? dependence ofparton spin densities is determ ined by the spin-dependent A arelli-

P arisi equations:
d s® _ ys
_ .t) = P +t) s
at dns (Xl ) ! 2 aq (X) dns (Xl )r ! !
E ds xX;9 s P C_[Sq x) 2nf P g X) ds xX;9 . 6.6)
at G &0 2 Pogl) Pogg ) G ki) '
d — 2__ 2
wih t= ]I'I(Q ~ ocop )I
X
dus ®) = qi&) g;&); qs &) = qi&); 6.7)
and
Py&= P &)+ — P 6+ : 6.8)
T he soIn-dependent anom alous din ensions are de ned as
24
— 1 _ 0)m s 1)m .
ilj = . P ij (}{)Xn dx = ij + 2— i + . (6.9)

T he leading-orderpolarized splitting functions P igo) are given by (3.26) and the correspond-—

Ing anom alous din ensions forn = 1 are

O _ O _ AL O _ 4. oa _ 1
@ = o« =0 6q = 2i cs = 5 0F (6.10)

where ;= 11 2n;=3.TotheNLO, P C_[g) and P q‘é’ were calculated 1n theM S schem e by

Zijlstra and van Neerven [L0Q]. H owever, the other two polarized splitting functions P G(lq)
and P G(lG) were not availabl until last year. The detailed results of P i(jl) (x) are given In
@]. Here we Just list the anom alous din ensions forn = 1:

@i @ _

N S;qq = O; Sigg 3CF Ts = 2nf;
. . 1 142 8 2
o =0; s = 5 6C 2 = CaCe+ SCeTe =25 Tnej (611)
wa 1 L B e, Dyt Ly 8
= —_— = —_ —_— —_— = —_ —n .
¢ g g 3 FRET O3RN oy 3
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where Cy = %; Ca = 3; T¢ = ne=2. To this oxder,

2_ 2
s 1 1IhhQ*= 2

M

4 0lhQ?= 2 F(lhQ?= 2

M S M s

)52 : (612)

N ote that the M S regularization schem e is a gauge-nvariant k, -fctorization schem e as
it respects the axialanom aly In the triangl diagram . T herefore, the NLO evolution of par-
ton spin distrdbutions In the gauge-invariant factorization schem e is com pletely detem ined.
Explicitly, the AP equation forthe rstm oment of avorsihglkt parton soin densities reads

d a0 _ o0 7 ( 2ng) o a1t 613)
at G @ 2 2+ 2@5 Zn;) 24+ =2 GO
De ning ( =2 ) G, i iseasily seen that
! ! !
d c1® z z2ng O c1® £ oY) 6.14)
dt (t) 2 2 0 (t) S'

whith is in agreement wih (4.64). A derivation of (6.14) does not need the inform ation
of 4J'and 2", however. The NLO Q2 evolution of parton spin densities has been
studied in [64,[101, [L03, [L03]. Tt is Pund that the di erence between LO and NLO evolution
or (x;Q ?)and G (x;Q ?) issizeabkatanallx,x < 5 10° (seeFigs.4 and 5 of [L03)).
This feature can be understood from the x ! 0 behavior of the splitting functions P 5 x).

Asx ! 0,we nd from (326) that

4 1 8
0 ©) ©) ©)
P! 3 Pw ! i Poag! gi Pog ! 1% (6.15)
and from [J]that
PO 1 4C.Ch 8T 6CF MPx= oq I’ x;
qQ - Foa Flf F X= 3( ng) Xy
22
Pe ! @a+Colbix= Ty
352
Poo! 8CaCp+ 4C2 I'x= = Ixi (6.16)
@ 2 2, _ 16 2.
Pog ! 16C; 8rTe M'x= —@7 ns)hx:

Tt isevident that for sm allenough x,the NLO P i(jl) () can overcom e the suppression factor

( <=2 ) and becom e com parable to the LO spolitting functions.

6.3 O rbital angular m om entum

W ehave discussed the operatorde nitions for gand G thatareaccessblew ith experin ent
in Sec. 4.5 and their Q2 evolution in Secs. 33 and 4.6. Tt is natural to see if the sin ilar
analysis can be generalized to the orbital angular m om enta of quarks and glions. So far
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we have noticed two places where the orbital angular m om entum plays a role. One is the
com pensation of the growth of G with Q ? by the angularm om entum of the quark-glion
pair (see Sec. 4.3). The other is the reduction of the total spin com ponent due to the
presence of the quark transverse m om entum In the lower com ponent of the D irac soinor is
traded w ith the quark orbital angularm om entum (see Sec. 6.1).

T he generators associated w ith rotation invarance are
z

J = &xM? ; (6.17)

where M is the angular m om entum density given by (4.52). The st and third tem s
in 452) contrbute to the quark and gluon orbital angular m om entum , regoectively. The
angularm om entum operator n Q CD is related to the generators by

. 1 .. .
Jgt= = HegIe. (6.18)
2
Explicitly 4],
Z
Jgl = si+1i= Ix[ s + Y@ @) )
Z
Jg° = sf+ 1= &x[E &) E;x @)’Ail: (6.19)

Exoept for the quark helicity operator SZ, the other three operators LY; S¢; LS are not
separately gauge and Lorentz invariant. Very recently, Ji fl04] has cbtained gauge-nvariant
expressions:
z z n i
Li= d&x Y D) ; Jf= Ix x € B) : (620)

The gluon total angularm om entum JS does not pem it further gauge-nvariant decom po-
sition into spin and orbital pieces. However, In the in nite mom entum fram e and in the
tem poralaxialgaugeA® = 0, S¢ measures the gluon spin com ponent G which isaccessble
experin entally [cf. Eq.(454)]. A s a result, the nuckon m atrix elem ent of LS in the in nite
momentum frame and in A° = 0 gauge (or in the light—front coordinate and in light—front
gauge) can be deduced from them atrix elem ents of J¢ and S [L04]. H owever, w hether this
de nition ofthe gluon orbitalangularm om entum (and lkew ise L}) contacts w ith experim ent
is stillunknown.

The evolution of the quark and glion orbial angular m om enta was rst discussed by
Ratcli e [[03]. Using the operators given In (6.19), Ji, Tang and Hoodbhoy [J] recently
have derived a com plte leading-log evolution equation:

d LI _ s® 3Cr T L , _s® cy = 621)
dt 1.6 2 ic ne 6 2 5¢ 1 c
z 3-F 3 z 6 F 2
w ith the solutions
!
1 1 3nf 1 1 3nf

LiQ?)= - + = + £Q% LIQH+ = -

= Q) 2 2 16+ 3n: Q% L:Qo) 2 216+ 3n;



L %= GQ 2)+3L+f@2> L Q)+ GQ 3} 1_1
z 216+ 3n; z >0 " 216+ 3n;
622)
w here
0, bz
nQ2= ne
£0?) =@ #A (6.23)

QCD

and is Q ? independent to the lading-log approxin ation. W e see that the growth of

G wih Q 2 is com pensated by the glion orbital angular m om entum , which also increases
Jke N Q2 but with opposite sign. The solution (622) has an interesting in plication in the
asymptotic imi Q? ! 1 ,namely

1 1 3n
JiQH=- +1LIQ%)! "
- 09~ 3 - Q9 2 16+ 3n;
1 16
FeH= ceH+1iEyH! Z———: 624
. ©7) Q) . Q7) 216+ 3n; (624)

T hus, history repeats herself: T he partition of the nuckon soin between quarks and glions
follow s the wellkknown partition of the nuclkon m omentum . Taking ng = 6, we see that
JI :J° = 053 : 047 . If the evolution of J¢ and J¢ is very slow, which is em pirically
known to be true for them om entum sum rule that half of the proton’sm om entum is carred
by glions even at a m oderate Q 2, then 030atQ 2= 10Gev® mpliesthat LY 0:10
at the sam e Q?, recalling that the quark orbital angular m om entum is expected to be of
order 0125 In the relativistic quark m odel.
F inally, it is worthy rem arking that the spin sum rule

11 . .

o farisde ned in the gauge-invariant k, ~factorization schem e. In the chirakinvariant schem e
we have cT= g1t s =2 ) G,butg; X) and ; ram ain unchanged [cf. Eq.(4.38)].
Since G and L ¢ are independent of the k, factorization, a replacement of ¢ by c1
In the soin sum rule (625) requires that the di erence c1 c1= M =2 ) G be
com pensated by a counterpart in the glion orbital angularm om entum ; that is,

Ne s

G: (6 26)

This relation also can be visualized as oliows (see [J]). Suppose we rst work in the
chiral-invariant schem e and consider a glion w ith + 1 helicity solitting Into a m assless quark—
antiquark pair. T he totalhelicity of the gluon is entirely transferred to the orbital angular
m om entum ofthe pairdue to helicity conservation orchiralsym m etry. N ow , shifting the axial
anom aly from the hard part ofthe photon-glion box diagram to the trianglk diagram so that
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a negative ssa—quark polarization is produced via the anom aly m echanisn [see Egs.(4 29)—
(4 32)]. In order to preserve the total angular m om entum , this ssa—quark polarization must
be balanced by the sam e am ount of the quark orbital angularm cm entum induced from the
anom aly. It is interesting to note that when G isoforder 2.5, one willhave cr 010
f. Eq.(331)]1but ©)c1 005 . In other words, while c1 Is close to the quark-m odel

value, (L])c1 deviatesm ore from the quark m odel and even becom es negative !

7 Polarized P arton D istribution Functions

71 P relude

One of the man goals n the study of polarized hadron structure functions m easured in
D IS is to detem ine the spin-dependent valencequark, cloud-quark, ssa—quark and glion
distrdoutions and to understand the soin structure of the nuckon. In spite of the recent
rem arkable progress in polarized D IS experin ents, the extraction of spin-dependent parton
distrdoution finctions, especially for sea quarks and gluons, from the m easured polarized
hadron structure fiinctions rem ains lJargely am biguous and controversial. W e shall see that
a 1l NLO analysis of the g (x;Q2) data jist becam e possble recently and it indicates
that the ssa—quark and gluon spin distrbutions are, to a large degree, still unconstrained
by current experin ental data. N evertheless, we are entering the phase of having the parton
soin densities param etrized and detem Ined to the NLO .
In general the polarized proton structure function g; (x;Q %) has the form [L04]

(

2 l)]ilf 2 2 5( 2ﬁ.ct)h S 2 2 2
g x;Q°) = > € A&, H) T s C o &Q% &) ds ®; Sa) (7.1)
q i)
+ C ;0% 24)  Ans & ae)t Co k0% L) G & B.)
w ih
C o ®) = c;fg(x)+2—sc;§j(x)+ : 72)

Notethat ( ;=2 ) C ; (X) isequalto the hard photon-gluon cross section hfrd x) In 3J)
and denotes convolution. The glion coe cient function C ; ®) and the quark spin
density gx) depend on the k , “factorization schem e, whike the quark coe cient function

C 4 ) depends on the regularization scheme chosen. In the M S stheme, which is also

a gauge-invariant factorization scheme, C S(Ci; ®2;Q0%) = C N(OS)M(X;QZ) = f4&;0% [E
Eg.@B3)]and
5 !
Q 1 x
C 0% Luder= @x 1) h——+h 1 +20 x) (7.3)
fact X
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and the NLO C élG) are given in [[04]. In the chiraknvariant schem e, the lading order
C ¢ %) iscaloulated to be [cf. Eg.(320)]

02 1 x
C P xi0% Z)er= @x 1) h——+mh 1 (7.4)
fact X

The rstmom ents ofthe coe cient functions are

Z Z z

. C C§0) XK1= 2; . C G(O) x)grz= 0; . C G(O) K)cr= 1: (7.5)
The Q2 dependence of the parton spin densities is determ ined by the AP equation (6.6).As
m entioned in Sec. 62, at the zeroth orderof 5, C g5 ®) = 0Oand P ;5&) = 0. AtNLO
we stillhave C g () = Obut P’ x)#6 0;that is, there isa scaling vioktion n g ;Q2)
but G (x) enters indirectly via the Q 2 evolution. A complete NLO analysis of g (x;Q?)
requires the nfom ation of P igl) (x) n addition to C C_ﬁ;) (x) . At this order, gluons start to
contribute directly to the polarized structure function. For a next-to-next-to—-Jeading order
description we have to await threeldoop results for P i(jz) (), athough C élG) (x) have been

calculated.

Several rem arks are In order.

It is clear from (7.1) that with the input of parton spin distrbutions at ¢ = 2

fact/
the Q% evolution is govermned by the logarithm ic term Q%= %) In the coe cint
functions, as ong as ¢ ( 2,) Q%= 2_,) << 1. ForQ? >> 2 _, the logarithm ic
temm s have to be resumm ed using renom alization group m ethods [[0Q]. Fora xed

2« and ©rQ? notdeviatihg toomuch from 2 ,thehQ?= 2 _)temsi C q(%) give
rise to the Jkading-og (LL) Q2 evolution to g (;Q2), and the In* Q2= 2 ) term s in

C c;l{; determ ine the Q ? dependence to the next-to-leading log NLL) approxin ation.
When 2 isssttobeQ?, thelhQ?= %) tem sappearing in coe cient functions are
equalto zero and (7.1) becom es

(

1X*f .?)h
9 &iQ%) = - & akiQ 2)+% Co&i o) qs&Q?)
q
)
1
+ CF%&i o) Ans&iQY)+t Co i) G&Q?Y : (76)

In this case, the Q 2 evolution of gy (x;Q?) istaken overby the parton spin distrbutions.
U sing F, (x;Q?) as a testing exam ple, i is shown explicitly .n [L0(] that the Q 2 depen-
dence detem Ined by the LL (NLL) param etrization of parton densities n which LL
(NLL) logs are resum m ed to all orders of perturbation theory is indeed consistent w ith
the leading (ext-to-leading) Q ? evolution cbtained from xed order perturbation the—
ory (ie. g behgkept xed). In short, generally we have to solve the soin-dependent
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AP equation (6.6) to determ ine the Q ? dependence of spin-dependent parton distriou-
tions and hence the Q2 evolution of g; via (7.6). However, ©r Q2 not deviating too
much from %, (7.1) provides a good approxin ation to the Q  evolution ofg; x;Q ?)
through the n Q2= %) temm s .n coe cient functions.

A Yhough the contribution Cg G In (71) or (7.6) isfom ally oforder g, itactually
does not vanish In the asym ptotic lin it due to the axial anom aly. It is thus expected
that the NLO oorrections to ssa—quark and gluon spin distributions are in portant.

Before the availability of the two-Jdoop spolitting functions P i(jl) (%), som e analyses of
g %;Q %) were strictly done at the Jleading order, nam ely g; (x;Q°) = %P e q&;Q ?)
wih the glion-spin e ects entering via the Q ? evolution (see eg. [L04, B4). As

sQ?) G Q ?) isoforder ¢, ssveral analyses have been perfom ed using a hybrid
expression for g;

2 ]_X 2 2 S 2
g X;Q°%) = > e a&;iQ )+2— C s x) G x;Q ) (7.7)
In the chirmknvarant factorization schem e. However, the glion coe cient function
em ployed In m any earlier studies is often incorrect. Forexampl, C ') = 1 x)

wasused n [l07]land C S'&x)= @x 1) h[d x)=x]in [L0§, L09].

In spite ofthe fact that thecombination gqx; st ( s( 2e)=2 ) C¢ G &; 2.)
in (71) is k, “factorization independent [see Egs.(4 33) and 4 .37)], the Jack of know I+
edge on the splitting functions P i(jl) (x) in the chimkinvariant schem e indicates that, in
practice, we should work entirely in the gauge—invariant factorization schem e in which
hard gluons do notm ake contributions to ;. T his is further reinforced by the observa—
tion that in the literature m ost 0of NLO param etrizations of unpolarized parton distri-
butions, which are needed to satisfy the positivity constraints j g&;Q %) qgx;Q?)

and G ®;Q %)j G x;Q?), are perbmed in the M S schem e.

7.2 Constraints on polarized parton distributions

A s stressed In Sec. 61, the quark soin density g(x) consists of valencequark, cloud-quark

and sea—quark com ponents: gy X); J.&) and gg&). Unfortunately, there is no any
experin ental and theoretical guidelines on the shape of the spin-dependent cloud-quark dis-
trbution, though it is argued In Sec. 6.1 that the cloud-quark polarization is com parable
to sea-quark polarization In sign and m agniude. Since the soin com ponent of cloud quarks
originhates from valence quarks (there isno cloud strange quark), we w illproceed by consider—
Ingthecombation g, &)= gyv X))+ g.&),whih iscommonly (but not appropriately)
referred to as the \valence" quark contrbution. Since the sea polarization is found to be
SU (3)- avor symm etric em pirically in lattice calculations [pY, [64], we w illm ake the plausi-
ble assum ption of SU (3)-sym m etric sea—quark soin com ponents. T his assum ption is jasti ed
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since the disconnected insertions from which the sesa-quark spin com ponent originates are
dom nated by the trangle diagram and hence are Independent of the light quark m asses
in the Joop !> Therefore, for SU (3)-symm etric sea polarization, we cbtain from (2.26) that
u,= 093; d,= 033atQ?= 10GeV? [f. Eq.(6.3)]. Asexplaned i Sec. 6.1, the
deviation of the result u,+ d, = 0:60 from the relativistic quark m odel's prediction
uy + dy = 0:75 stem s from the negative cloud-quark polarization.
The valence quark spin density at x ! 1 is subct to a m odelindependent constraint.
A coording to the perturbative QCD argum ent [[I{], the valence quarks at x = 1 rem ember
the spin of the parent proton, ie, u, ®K)=u, xK); d,&x)=d,x) ! lasx ! 1,asorighally
conctured by Feynman [11]]. Sihce d ., is negative while d, (x) ispositie asx ! 1,
it means that the sign of d, &) ips somewhere between 0 < x < 1 {l1J]. A model for
valknce-quark spin distrbutions hasbeen proposed som etin e ago by C arlitz and K aur [I3].
A coording to thism odel, d ., x)=d, ) ! % asx ! 1,which disagreesw ith what expected
from perturbative Q CD . E xperin entally, it is possible to carry out a straightforward m ea—
suram ent ofthe ratio d, (x)=d, (x) to test various predictions by m easuring the longiudinal
i asymm etry in the nclusive W  production in proton-proton collisions [[14]. T his spin
asymm etry isproportionalto d, (x)=d, (x) in the approprate kinem atic range (see Sec. 8).
In tem s of valence and sea soin distributions, glf can be recast to the fom

7 (
17 1a 4 1 2
P07 = = 2 Zu,g0)+ = dywi0d)+ S sEi0 2) 78)
2%y 9 CR 3 )
: 2 2
1 E + S(Q ) C 0) (}(:y) + S(Q ) C CEO) ()(:y) G (y,'Q 2)
y 2 d 6

In general, both sea quarks and gluons contribute to ¢f (x). Since the unpolarized sea distri-
bution and the unpolarized glion distribution multiplied by =(® ) aresmnallat x> 02,
the positivity constraints js(®X)j s&) and jG x)j G ) inply that the data ofg f(x)
at x > 02 should be alm ost acoounted orby u, k) and d, k). Therefre, the shape
of the spin-dependent valence quark densities is nicely restricted by the m easured g (x) at
x > 02 togetherw ith the rst-m om ent constraint (6.3) and the perturbative QCD require-
men’ﬂ that g, X)=qg, x) ! 1 atx = 1. In order to ensure the validity of the positiviy
condition j gy (X)j g (X), we choose the NLO M artin-R cbertsStirling M RS A ) set 14
param etrized in theM S scheme at Q% = 4G eV? as unpolarized valence quark distrbutions:

. . p—
U, ®X;0%= 4Gev?) = 226x %1 1 x)*°Q 054 x+ 4:65x);

1 Ewas rstnoticed in [L0])] that even if sea-quark polarization is SU (3) symm etric at, say Q > = Q 2, the

SU (3)— avor symm etry w ill be broken at Q 2> Q% due to a nonvanishing NLO é};) in (6.11). However,

the degree 0f SU (3) breaking is so an all that we can neglect it.

I wasassumed ;n Y, [1§1that u, &) = &u, &), dy&) = & & with &); &) ! 1las
x! land x); &)! Oasx ! 0.However, the constraint at x = 0 isnot a consequence ofQ CD . In the
present work we nd that u, ®)=u, ®) = 0dland d, x)=d, ®)= 0:136atx= 0.Asaresul, jg, &)]

isusually larger than j s (x)jeven at very smallx.
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d, ;0% = 4Gev?) = 0279x 9% 1 x)*™ @1+ 6:80p§+ 1:93x): (7.9)

A coordingly, wem ust em ploy the sam eM S schem e Hrpolarized parton distributions in order
to apply the positivity constraint. For the spin-dependent valence distributions we assum e
that they have the form @]

gy ®)=x 1 x) @+ bp§+ x + dx'®); (7.10)

wih and given by Eq.(7.9). W e nd that an additional term proportional to x'® is
needed in (7.10) In order to satisfy the above three constraints.

Forthe data ofq} (x), wew illusethe SM C Rfland EM C [§] results, both being m easured
at them ean va]ueon% = 10G eV?. Follow .ng the SM C analysiswe have used the new F, (x)
structure function m easured by NM C [L17], which has a better accuracy at low x, to update
the EM C data. Assum ing that Q2 = D 2i= 10GeV*® freach x bin ofthe g; (x;Q?) data, a
best ast ? ttog; x)atx > 02by (7.10) is und to be (3]

UL 6502 = x4 (1 x)°°° 0028+ 0449 x  144lx + 11612¢M5);
P

dy&®;Q3) = x% @ x)*¥°( 0038 043 x 5260x+ 8443x"°);  (7.11)
which satis es all aforem entioned constraints. Note that we have evoluted g, (x;0 2) from
Q2= 4Gev® to 10GeV® ;n order to compare with g, (x;Q2) and that the sign of d x)
In our param etrization ipsatxg= 0496 (s=ecFig.7).
TheNLO param etrization (7.11) forvalence quark spin densities is obtained by assum Ing
0% = M3l or each x bin of the g; k;Q0?) data. However, a 1ll NLO analysis should
take Into account the m easured x dependence of Q2 at each x bin by considering the N LO
evolution of parton spin distrbutions. At present, there already exist several such analyses
[63,[101, L03, L03]. Forexam ple, by tting som e param etrizations for spin-dependent parton
distrbutions to all available world data on g; (X;Q 2y, G ehm ann and Stirling @] obtained
(st A)

u,&;0%) = 0918A,x °*® 1 x)*®°Q 460" %+ 11:65x);
d&;Q%)

0:33%4x %%° 1 x)*¥° (@ 348" %+ 781x); (712)

to NLO at Q? = 4GeV?, where A, = 1:3655 and A4 = 3:8492 are nom alization factors
ensuring that the rstmomentsof u, (x) and d, ) are 0918 and 0:339, respectively.
However, thex ! 1behaviorofthe valence quark soin distrdoutions (712) : u , X)=u, X) !
087and d., x)=d, x) ! 256 isnot consistent w ith above-m entioned Q CD constraint (the
latter also seam s to violate the positivity constraint) . Three di erent NLO param etrizations
of valence quark spin distrbutions are shown in Fig. 7.

A com parison between the theoretical curve of xg! (x) tted totheEM C and SM C data at
x > 02 wih the polarized valence quark distribution given by (7.11) isshown nFig.1 (see
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Figure 7: NLO valnce-quark spin distrbutionsat Q2 = 10G &V 2 for three di erent param etriza—
tions: (7.11) (thick solid curve denoted by CLW @]), the standard set ofGR SV @] (solid curve)
and set A ofG S [[0]] (dotted curve).

Sec.22). T he discrepancy betw een theory and experin ent forg} (x) at am allx ispresum ably
acoounted orby sea quarksand glions. For sea-quark polarization, we know that its size isof
order 0:10,but there isno any nform ation on the size ofgluon polarization. T he sea-quark
and glion soin distrbutions cannot be ssparately determm ined by current experim ental data
f104,[101); they are correlatively constrained by (7.8). In otherwords, whik the shapes of the
spin-dependent valence quark distributions are fairly constrained by the data, the sesa—quark
and gluon spin densities are aln ost com pktely undeterm ined. In principle, m easuram ents
of scaling violation in gy x;Q2) via, or exam ple, the derivative of g, (x;Q?) wih respect
to Q?, in next-generation experin ents will allow an estin ate of the gluon spin density and
the overall size of glion polarization. O £ course, the data should be su ciently accurate in
order to study the gluon spin density. M eanw hile, it is even m ore in portant to probe G (xX)
Independently In those hadron-hadron collision processes w here glions play a dom inant roke
(see Sec. 8).

A s stressed 1In passing, the fact that gluons m ake no contrbutions to ; In the gauge-
Invariant factorization schem e doesnot In ply a vanishing gluon contrbution to g; X). Q uite
opposite to the naive sea—quark Interpretation for g; k), if there is no sea polarization in
the chirakinvariant schem e, then the size of the glion soin com ponent in a proton must
num erically obey the relation G Q %)= (2 = .0Q%) gS'Q?) kf Eq.437)] n order to
perturbatively generate a negative sea-quark polrization gS'(Q?) via the anom aly m ech—
anism . In other words, even gluons do not contrbute to Y, the gluon spin can be as large
as25for gfl= 0:10 at 0% = 10Gev” provided that gS¥= 0. Recall that the gluon
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polarization Induced from quark’s brem sstrahlung is positive [cf. EQ.(329)]. Recently, a
MINLO analysis was perform ed in the chiraldnvariant factorization schem e [f3]and it was
clain ed that the present data of g; are su cient to determ ine the rstm om ent of the glion

soin distrbution, namely G Q > = 1GeV?) = 15 08 and is roughly twice as large at
0% = 10Gev?. Since the shape and size of the spin-dependent glion distrbution is k, —
factorization ndependent, evidently there is a contradiction between the conclusions of [67]
and of [[0], [[07]. Because P igl) x) and C (;1) (%) are availabl only in the M S scheme, it
has been attem pted to ntroduce a m odi cation on NLO anom alous din ensions and hard
coe cient fiinctions to transfer from the G I schem e to the C I prescription [{00]. In the C I

scheme, . doesnot evolve with Q2 and this requires that

Z 1
C ¢l ®edx=1; o = 02 (713)

Siaq

However, this transform ation cannot be unique since it is only sub fct to the constraints
(713). Indeed, three di erent schem e changes have been constructed In [p7]. As a conse-
quence, the NLO evolution of polarized parton distributions in the CI schem e obtained in
this m anner [63] is am biguous as it depends on the schem e of transform ation.

Finally, the interested reader is referred to [[1§] for a collection of polarized parton
distrdoutions up to 1995.

8 Experin ental Signatures of P arton P olarizations

Tt is concluded In Sec. 72 that while the present experin ental data put a usefiil constraint
on the shape of the valencequark soin distrbutions, the sea-quark and gluon soin densities
are only loosely constrained. The question of what is the m agniude and even the sign of
the gluon spin ram ainsunanswered. In view ofthis, we shall survey the processes which can
be usad to probe the parton spin densities, especially for sea quarks and glions. For the
purposes of this section, we willuse g and g to denote the spin com ponents of quarks
and antiquarks, resgpectively.

valence-quark spin distribution g, &)

sem iHnclusive D IS [LIP,[I12D,[I2]l] Consider the sam Hnclusive decays e+ p ! e+
( ;K ;K%K %+ X with the Iongitudinally polarized Jepton beam and proton target. T he
di erential cross section for the production of a hadron In D IS of charged lpton has the
form

& dn B X
rarraliis / e€q x;0°)D ! z;0%); 81)

=g
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wherey= =E = E EY=E, z is the fraction of the parent parton’s m om entum carried
by the nalhadron h, N " is the number of hadrons produced w ith a value of z, and D ! is
the fragm entation fiinction of a quark i into the hadron h. Therefore,

2

dNlk AN A X
u /& qix;0°D ! ;0%): 82)

dz dz

Bassd on (82), two sam Hnclusive asym m etries of interest are

NE Nh & qi02)DDQ?
Ah(X,'QZ): h# . _ Pelqu(XQ )hl (Q ); (8.3)
Ny + N efq &;0%)D{ Q?)

R
whereD? Q%)= ,dzD?(z;0?), and

- ,.  dNJ " =dz oN. " =dz
A ®;2;Q7) = " h — :
dN wy =dz + dN wu =dz

84)

Tt ©ollow s that the asym m etries In di erence of deep inelastic * and productions given
by

+ 4u,x0% d,x;0Q?
A Q%) = 85
e BT T 07 i07) €=)

for the proton target, and

u, ®0H+ dy 0%
Ay, ®Q7)= — ~ 8.6)
Uy %;Q0°) + dy ®;0°)
for the deuteron target, are com pletely ndependent of the fragm entation fiinction and can

be used to extract the polarized valence quark densities. Likew ise, for kaon production

.02 . 2

AR ;0% = %; aE" 7 0%) = %: 87

A measurem ent of the asymmetry in di erence of K ° and K ° productions is thus very

usefiil to test the large x behavior of d, x)=d, x), which is expected to approach uniy in

perturbative Q CD ,but to % according to the C arlitzK aurm odel [[13]. T heoretically, N 1O

corrections to sam Hnclisive asymm etries were recently studied in [[2]]]. Experin entally,

asymm etriesA 4 amdAp:d have been m easured by SM C recently BJ], from which valnce
quark and non-strange quark spin distributions are extracted w ith the results: u, = 101

019 O0Od4and d,= 057 022 011.

W and Z production [[27,[I23] In high-energy hadron-hadron collisions, the single-
SoIn asymm etry A ;, de ned by

n

d d*

BT g

(8.8)

with d "% denoting the mclisive cross section where one of the itial hadron beam s is
Iongitudinally polarized and has + ( ) helicity, is expected to vanish to all orders In strong
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Interactions unless som e of the parton-parton scatterings involve pariy-violating weak in—
teractions. Therefore, a nonzero A ;, arises from the interference between strong and weak
am plitudes and usually is an all, oforder 10 * (fora recent analysis of parity-violating asym —
m etries, see {24, [129]). The only exception isthe direct W  and Z productions in proton—
proton collisions where a large A of order 10% is expected to be seen at RHIC energies
[23]. h thepartonmodel, pp ! W + X proceedsdom nantly vaud! W * @d! W )

U a7M ¢ )dGiM 7 d®aiM g )u b 7 )|

. )
AT = 2 2 2 2 ’
u(Xa;MW )d(Xb;MW )+ d(xa;MW )u(Xb;MW )
N A® M g UM 7 ) u ;M7 )dEM ) 8.9)
" A &M 2 piM 2 )+ ulaM 2 )d M 2 )
where x, = P- exp (V); 3% = P- exp( y); = M?=s.Asyisnearl,wehavex, >> x, and
. u M 2 d& ;M2
Al (Xa—’zw); Al (Xa—’zw); 8.10)
uxa;M g ) d®aiM )

where x, = & . The (valence) quark spin distrbutions at large x and at Q* = M 2 thus
can be determ ned at the kinematiclmity 1.

antiguark and sea—quark distributions q&); g &) El

sem i-inclusive D IS [[[IPJ12B] Assuming D, () > D, (z) > D_ (z), we can neglect
the strange-quark contribution in (8 2) and cbtain

. N"+"" + — +
A z) = duk)+ d&x)+ luk)+ dx)D 4 ()=D, (Z); @.11)

+

N gy un 4u )+ dx)+ BuE) + dx)D, @)D, (2)

andA from A  withtherplommentu $ dandu$ d.Hence, the polarized non-strange
antiquark distribution is determ ined provided that valence quark spin densities and the ratio
D d+ (z)=D .  (z) are known. For other strategies, see [[19,[[20]. A nother possbility is to tag
fastmoving K produced in sem Hnclusive D IS to probe the strangequark polarization

29, £2d1.

W and Z production [[27, [[23] In the other extrem e kinem atic lim it y ! 1, we
have x, << xy, and the party-violating asym m etries (8.9) becom e

u

+ d ;M 2 M 2
[g (Xal 2w ); A‘g U.(Xal 2W ); (8.12)
d®aiM ) uxa ;M)

7A sm entioned in the beginning of this section, we em ploy a di erent de nition for quark spin densities

here: gs=q &) o %) and g&x) = g" &) o ). A priori g can bedierent from g s ifthey are
not produced from gluons. Based on the m easurem ents of octet baryon m agnetic m om ents in con junction
w ith the quark polarization deduced from D IS, it has been clained In ] that g 0. In principle, a
m easurem ent of the correlations between the target polarization and the and polarizationsin D IS will
provide a way ofdiscrin inating between sand s (seeeg., [1. Another nicem ethod is to m easure the
single asym m etry in cham ed m eson production in the sem i-inclisive D IS process as discussed below .
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wih x, = P ~ =e. T he parity-~iolating asymm etry in the kinem atic region y 1 provides
information on u) and dx) atsnallx and largeQ?,Q%=M 2 .

D relkY an process [[2P[13P[131[132] The doublespin asymm etry de ned by
d ""=d 2 d "#=d 2
apy = &~ — (8.13)
d "=d02+ d "t=dQ?

LANU

measured In the DrellYan processpp ! Y ' + X, where d " designates the D rell-
Yan cross section for the con guration where the incom ing proton helicities are paralkel
(antiparalle]), is sensitive to the sea soin densities. In the parton m odel, the asym m etry
reads :

oy _ 4 Uidnan 02 X

ot PR il &€ q1;0%) akz;0%)+ LS 2): (8.14)
The sign of A2 isexpected to be negative as u (x) > 0 and u(x) < 0.A recent analysis

of NLO e ects in [[37]] indicates that the qg subprocess exhibits great perturbative stability,
w hereas the gG subprocess is in portant and contributes destructively. For a discussion of

single-spin asymm etry In the D relkY an process, see [[27].

inclusive D IS with charged current [[[3B,[13k,[13F] H igh energy lpton-proton scat—
tering at Jarge Q2 allows to probe spin e ects in charged current interactions in the D IS
process * p ! ( )X . Consider the party-violating D IS of unpolarized charged lepton on
longitudinally polarized proton: ¥ + p !  + X . It is shown in [L3}] that the shgle-sph
asymm etry in this process is sensitive to d , (X) and to antiquark/sea-quark spin densities:
ux); d s&x) and sx). W ih longitudinally polarized Jpton and proton beam s, the
double asym m etries de ned by

‘'p ‘'p
A" = dw A "‘# d (8.15)
d . +d.u”
have the expressions [[34, [[39]
a0 - ukr ck) @ y) fLde)+ s&)]
LL U+ cx) + 1 yPAE)+ sk)]
2
AVI.qL+ _ @ vy [d2(><)+ sx)] u (x) cx) : 8.16)
1 y)Idx)+sx)]l+ux)+ ckx)

These nclusive asym m etries are m ainly sensitive to the u and d-quark avor.

sem iHnclusive D IS with charged current[I3p] C onsider the cham ed m eson production

in the sam IHinclusive DIS: ' + p ! ( )+ D + X .Themain subprocessesares+ W* ! D
and s+ W ! D .The singke asymm etries are given by [135]
. da ” dw® s)+ tan 2 d&)
Ay " &) W D W oD 2 Z
dw P +dw’ si)+ tan cd®)
+ d u+;D d?lq"+;D S +tan 2 d
A" &) s = ) c d&) 6.17)
d ! + d nn ! S(><)+ tan Cd(><)
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where . isaCabibbom xing angle. These asym m etries allow to extract the strange sea spin
distrdoutions s (k) and s(x) ssparately. It is of great interest to test if s(x) is dentical
to sx).

ehstic N scattering[[@2] 79[ 136[137[138] A ssum ing a negligblke c, i was orighally
argued that the axialwvector om factor G, () appearing in them atrix elament N A2 N i
for N elastic scattering is related to the quark polarization by G (0) = %( u d s).
Hence, a m easurem ent of G, (0) willdeterm ine s independently. Since the Iim it g2 = 0 is
experim entally unattainable, the f dependence ofG , () isusually assum ed to have a dipole
form . The pand pexperin ents i 1987[I3P]indicated that s(0)= 015 0:09 @3, [791
Ttbecom esclkearnow thatwhatmeasured in p ! p scattering isthecombination s ¢
ratherthan s itself [[37]. F irst, contrary to the scaledependent s, thequantity s cis
scale ndependent as it isanom aly free. Tt ispossble that s ata relatively low scale is zero,
but it evolves dram atically from the quark-m odel scale to the EM C scale Q2, . = 10Gev?
]. T herefore, the previous interpretation for s(0) cannot be extrapolated to s(Q EM c)
directly, but what we can say now is s@Q 2)= (015 009+ c@ ?). Second, far below
cham threshold, cham ed quarks stop m aking contributions to D IS, but they still contriute
to G, via the triangle diagram . A s stressed In [[37], the value of cde ned In  p scattering
can only be Interpretated as ¢ in D IS wellabove the cham threshold. A new N scattering
experin ent using LSND (Ligquid Scintillator N eutrino D etector) is currently underw ay at Los
Alamos (seeeg. [34).

sem Hnclusive  production in D IS [143,[I43,[I44] Consider the sem Hnclisive decay
“+p! “+ +X wih alongitudinally polarized proton target. Since in the naive quark m odel
the spin ofthe iscarried by the strangequark’s soin, it isexpected that the negative strange
sea polarization In a polarized proton w illbe transferred to the longitudinal polarization In
the current fragm entation region. In the sin pl parton m odel, the longitudinal polarization
ofthe isgiven by
dN '=dz dN ‘=dz sx;Q0 %) D s z;0%2)
N =dz+ dN '=dz  s(x;Q2)D, 2;02) ' 818

P (x;2z;Q°%) =

=D, D, =D, D_ .VeylitkisknownaboutD (z) and D , (2). kis
suggested In [[24]a sin ple param etrization forD _ (z): zD, (z) = 05z (108 z)° 0061 =z)*.
In the absence of experin ental data or a detailed theory, the construction of D
essarily ad hoc. N evertheless, we expect that the polarization of the outgoing is equalto
that of the strange quark at z = 1. Beyond the non-relativistic quark m odel, the u and d
quarks in the are also polarized and will contrbbute to P [[43]. The ngiudinal polar-

ization of the also can be produced in the target fragm entation region in desp-inelastic

where D

s

(z) isnec—

1®The value of G, (0) is very sensitive to the dipole massM , . For example, i is shown in [[4(] that
Ga (0) = 045 007 is obtained or M, = 1049 0:019 M eV, but the data also can be tted with
Ga 0O)=0andM = 1086 0:015Mev.
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N ; ~ @N (N ) scatterings and various underlying m echanisn s forP  are discussed in [[44].

gluon spin distribution G &)

P henom enological signatures of G can be tested In various ways, as partly summ arized
in Tabl III. Instead of going through the details for each process, we w ill focus on those
prom ising processes which have better signals, higher event rates and larger asym m etries.
Since G Q ?) increases logarithm ically with Q 2, it is conceivable that the e ects of gluons
w illm anifest in the polarized pp collider at the RH IC and in the ep collider at the HERA .

prom pt photon production [[L2P,[15p 15 [15R[I5B] T he double-spin asymm etry AL
In the direct photon production at high p, In longiudinally polarized proton-proton colli-
sions depends strongly on the polarization of gluons as the C om pton subprocess Gg ! q
dom natesovergg ! G annihilation, re ecting by the fact thatA|; growswih xr at xed
P> . Thisprocess thus provides a clean, direct, and unproblem atic possbility for determm ining
G x). Such experim ents should be feasbl in the near future at the RHIC .

single—gt production 58, [I51L,[I5,[I3P,[I56] In generalthe double-spin asymm etry
Afﬁ for a £t production in pp collisions w ith a transverse m om entum p, is sensitive to the
glion soin density orx, = 2p; P s not too Jarge. Since the polarized glion distrdbution is
large at am all X, gluon-gluon scattering dom inates the underlying parton-parton interaction
subprocesses at smallx, . Asthe Bt mom entum increases, quark-gluon scattering becom es
m ore and m ore In portant due to the relhtively fast decrease of the gluon soin distridbution
w ith Increasing x. It is nally govemed by quark-quark scattering at large x, . Therefore, a
m easuram ent of A fE In the Bt m om entum region where the spin asymm etry is dom inated
by oG orGG scattering w ill fumish im portant infom ation on G ).

hadronic heavy-quark production [[L6},[16R,[16p[14]/] Since the dom inant subprocess
for hadronic heavy-quark production In pp collisions s GG ! QQ, this process depends
quadratically on G and ishence very sensitive to the gluon soin density; it is often consid—
ered to be the best and m ost realisticteston G .

9 Conclusions

The new polarized D IS experin ents In recent years have con m ed the validity ofthe EM C
data and the controversial conclisions that the observed value of If, the rst moment of
g) (x), is substantially an aller than the E llisJa e confcture and that only a sm all fraction
of the proton soin com es from the quarks. H owever, the proton son problm now becom es
less s=vere than before. The new world average is that 030 and s 010 at
0% = 10GeV?. The B prken sum rulk has been tested to an accuracy of 1035 lkvel. Some
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Tabl ITI. Various processes w hich are sensitive to the glion spin distrdbution.

P rocess D om inant subprocess R eferences
cham or J= Ileptoproduction
“+p! ‘+c+c G ! cc fag, Lady
Y+ p! Y+ J= +X G! J= +G
cham or J= photoproduction
~+p! ctc G ! cc ,,,]
~+p! J= +X G! J= +G
largek, two—gt production
“+p! 2 fts+ X G! o EAE)
prom pt-photon production Lo : fL29, 54, 151, 1531
pp! +X G+q! +gqg NLO :[I53]
single—gt production smallx, :GG ! GG;GG ! gg| LO : {154, 157, 59, L34
p! B+ X Interm ediate %, : Gg! Gg NLO:]
tw o—t production anallx, :GG ! GG;GG !

pp ! 2 Ets+ X ntemm ediate x, : Gg! Gg fi54, 51, 1517

three—gt production oG ! gog

pp! 3 Ets+ X ag! goG 1591

four-gt production

pp! 4 Bts+ X GG ! GGGG 159]
tw o-photon production aq ! LO :]

ee ! + X NLO:see@] NLO:@.]
heavy quark production GG ! QQ LO : [[63]

! Q0 + X NLO : see [163] NLO : i63]
cham oniim production GG ! S-wave cham onium @,@,@,]
pp! chamonim + X GG ! P-wavet G 1661

two-J= production

pp! J= +J= +X GG ! J= + J= Le1l
dim uon production aqg! °

pp! * )+ X q+ G ! g+ * fLed, [L6d, 1741
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m ain conclusions are:

1). There are two k, -factorization schem es of interest: the chirakinvariant scheme In
which the ultraviokt cuto on the quark soin distrbutions respects chiral symm etry and
gauge Invariance but not the axial anom aly, and the gauge-nvariant schem e in which the
ultraviolt requlator satis es gauge sym m etry and the axialanom aly but breaks chiral sym —
metry. The usual in proved parton m odel calculation corresponds to the chiralinvarant
factorization scheme. There is an anom alous gluonic contrbution to § due to the axial
anom aly resided in the box diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering at k2 = [(1  x)=4x]0? with
x ! 0. Asa oconsequence, c1 isnot necessarily smalland s ¢ is not necessarily large.
For G 25atQ ?=10Gev?,onehas ; 0®0and sc; O.

2). The OPE approach corresoonds to the gauge-nvariant factorization schem e. Hard
gluons do not contribute to ; because the axial anom aly is shifted from the hard photon—
gluon cross section to the spin-dependent quark distrdbution. However, it by no means
Inplies that G vanishes In a polarized proton. g1 I8 an all because of the negative
helicities of sea quarks. The chirakinvariant and gauge-invarant factorization schem es are
explicitly shown to be equivalent up to NLO since g's and hfm’s in these two di erent
schem es are related by (4.36) and (4 33), regpectively. As farasthe rstmoment ofg; (X) is
concemed, the anom alous gluon and sea-quark interpretations are thus on the sam e footing.

3). Contrary to the gauge-nvariant qg;, G and chirmkinvariant g 1 cannot be ex-—
pressed asm atrix elem ents of Jocal and gauge-invariant operators. N evertheless, gauge vari—
ant local operator de nitions do exist; In the light-front coordinate and In the light-front
gauge A" = 0 (or .n the in nite mom entum fram e and In tem poral axial gauge), G has
a Jocal operator de nition given by (4.55) or 4.56), and gc1 by (457). By contrast, they
can be also recast asm atrix elem ents of string-like gauge-invariant but non-local operators.

4). The U (1) GolXbergerTrem an relation (5.6) In tem s of the ( ram ains totally un—
changed no m atter how one varies the quark m asses and the axial anom aly, whik is two—
com ponent expression (5.17) is identi ed w ith the connected and disconnected insertions [see
621)]. W e have detem ned the physical coupling constants g, and g, from theGT
relations org, and gj and found thatg, = 3#4andg,, = 4.

5). Form assless sea quarks there are two m echanisn s allow ing for quark helicity i and
producing sea-quark polarization : the nonperturbative m echanism due to instanton-induced
Interactions (see Sec. 4 4) and the perturbative way via the axialanom aly (see Sec.43). The
sign ofthe sea-quark helicity generated by hard gluonsvia the latterm echanisn ispredictable
In the fram ework of perturbative QCD : It is negative if the gluon spin component G is
positive. The lattice calculation indicates that sea polarization is alm ost lndependent of
light quark avors; this em pirical SU (3)— avor symm etry in plies that it is lndeed the axial
anom aly, which is independent of light quark m asses, that acoounts for the buk of the
helicity contrbution of sea quarks.

6). A fiillland consistent next-+to-leading order analysis of the g; ;Q ?) data jist becam e
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possble recently. W e have to work entirely In the gauge-invariant factorization schem e forthe
NLO analysis since the NLO polarized solitting fiinctions are availabl only In this schem e.
W hile the shapes of the spin-dependent valence quark distrbutions are fairly constrained by
the data, the ssaquark and gluon son densities are aln ost com pletely undetermm ined. Ik is
thus very In portant to probe G (x) independently in the hadron-hadron collision processes

where gluons play a dom inant role. The m ost prom ising processes are: prom pt photon
production, single—ft production and hadronic heavy-quark production in pp collisions.

7). Asforthe spin sim uke; = 2 + G+ L I+ LY, the only spin content which
is for sure at present is the cbserved value 030 at Q % = 10GeV?. The relativistic
quark m odel predicts that = 075 and L § = 0:{125. Recent Jattice calculations i ply
that relativistic quark m odel results are recovered in the valence approxin ation. T he quark—
m odel's value of 0.75 for is reduced to the \canonical" value of 0:60 by negative
soin com ponents of cloud quarks, and reduced further to 030 by the negative ssa-quark
polarization. That is, the deviation ofg) from unity expected from the non-relativistic quark
m odel is ascribed to the negative spin com ponents of cloud and sea quarks and to relativistic
e ects. The \valenc=" contribution as conventionally referred to is actually a com bination
of cloud—quark and truly valencequark com ponents. It is thus im portant to estin ate the
cloud-quark polarization to see if it is negative In sign and com parable in m agniude to the
(one— avor) sea-quark helicity. In the asym ptotic lin it, JJ (1 ) = % @)+L @) % and
Jg@l)= G@A)+LS@A) 3. Ifthe evolution of J and J7 is very slow, we will have
L7I(10G ev?)  0:10,which is close to the quark-m odelexpectation. The growth of G with
Q? is com pensated by the gluon orbital angular m om entum , which also increases like InQ 2
but w ith opposite sign.
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