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A bstract

The proton spin problem triggered by the EM C experim entand itspresentstatus

are closely exam ined. Recent experim entaland theoreticalprogresses and their im -

plications are reviewed. Itis pointed outthat the sign ofthe sea-quark polarization

generated perturbatively by hard gluons via the anom aly m echanism is predictable:

It is negative ifthe gluon spin com ponent is positive. W e stress that the polarized

nucleon structurefunction g1(x)isindependentofthek? -factorization schem echosen

in de�ning the quark spin density and the hard photon-gluon scattering crosssection.

Consequently,theanom alousgluon and sea-quark interpretationsfor�1,the�rstm o-

m entofg1(x),are equivalent. Itisthe axialanom aly thataccounts forthe observed

suppression of�
p
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1 Introduction

Experim entson polarized deep inelasticlepton-nucleon scattering started in them iddle70s

[1].M easurem entsofcrosssection di�erenceswith thelongitudinally polarized lepton beam

and nucleon targetdeterm inethepolarized nucleon structurefunction g1(x).In 1983the�rst

m om entoftheproton spin structurefunction,�p1 �
R1
0 g

p

1(x)dx,wasobtained by theSLAC-

Yalegroup to be0:17� 0:05 [2],which isin niceagreem entwith theprediction 0:171� 0:006

expected from theEllis-Ja�esum rule[3]based on theassum ption ofvanishing strange-sea

polarization,i.e.,�s= 0.Therefore,thepolarized DIS data can beexplained sim ply by the

valence quark spin com ponents. Around the sam e tim e,two theoreticalanalyses by Lam

and Li[4]and by Ratcli�e [5]were devoted to studying the gluon e�ectson the polarized

proton structurefunction and its�rstm om ent.Itappearsthatthereisan anom alousgluon

contribution to�p1 in thesensethat,though thegluon e�ectisform ally aleading-orderQCD

correction,itdoesnotvanish in theasym ptoticlim itQ 2 ! 1 [4].However,theim plication

ofthisobservation wasnotclearatthattim e.

The1987EM C experim ent[6]then cam etoasurprise.Theresultpublished in 1988and

laterindicated that�p1 = 0:126� 0:018,substantially lowerthan the expectation from the

Ellis-Ja�e conjecture. Thisled to the stunning im plication thatvery little ( <� 15% )ofthe

proton spin iscarried by thequarks,contrary to the naive quark-m odelpicture.W hilethe

proton spin arisesentirely from the quarksin the non-relativistic constituentquark m odel,

thesum ofthez-com ponentofquark spins,��,accountsfor3/4 oftheproton spin in the

relativisticquark m odel.TheEM C data im plied a substantialsea-quark polarization in the

region x < 0:1,a range not probed by earlier SLAC experim ents. The question ofwhat

istheproton spin contenttriggered by theEM C experim enthasstim ulated a greatdealof

interestin understanding theorigin oftheso-called (although notpertinently)\proton spin

crisis".Up todate,thereareoverathousand published papersconnected tothisand related

topics.

During the period of1988-1993,theoriststried hard to resolve the proton spin enigm a

and seek explanationsforthe EM C m easurem entof�p1,assum ing the validity ofthe EM C

dataatsm allx (0:01< x < 0:1)and oftheextrapolation proceduretotheunm easured sm all

x region (x < 0:01).Oneofthem ain theoreticalproblem sisthathard gluonscannotinduce

sea polarization perturbatively form asslessquarksdueto helicity conservation.Hence,itis

di�cultto accom m odate a large strange-sea polarization �s � �0:10 in the naive parton

m odel. Right after the EM C experim ent,the e�ect ofanom alous gluon contributions to

�p1 was revived by Efrem ov and Teryaev [7],Altarelliand Ross [8],Carlitz,Collins and

M ueller[9](see also Leaderand Anselm ino [10]). Roughly speaking,the anom alousgluon

e�ectoriginatingfrom theaxialanom aly m im icstheroleofseapolarization ifthegluon spin

com ponent�G hasasign oppositeto�s.Consequently,��isnotnecessarily sm allwhereas

�sisnotnecessarily large.Thisanom alousm echanism thusprovidesaplausibleand sim ple
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solution to theproton spin puzzle:Itexplainsthesuppression of�p1 observed by EM C and

bringsthe im proved parton m odelclose to whatexpected from the quark m odel,provided

that�G ispositiveand largeenough.Butthen wefacea dilem m a.According to theOPE

approach,which isa m odel-independent approach,�p1 does notreceive contributions from

hard gluonsbecauseonly quark operatorscontributeto the�rstm om entofgp1 atthetwist-2

and spin-1level.Thisconictbetween theanom alousgluon interpretation and thesea-quark

explanation of�p1 hasbeen underhotdebateoverpastm any years.

In spiteofm uch controversy overtheaforem entioned issue,thisdispute wasalready re-

solvedin1990byBodwinandQiu[11](seealsoM anohar[12]).Theyem phasized thatthesize

ofthehard-gluoniccontribution to �p1 ispurely a m atterofthek? -factorization convention

chosen in de�ning thequark spin density �q(x)and thehard crosssection forphoton-gluon

scattering. As a result,the above-m entioned two di�erent popular interpretations,corre-

sponding to chiral-invariant and gauge-invariantfactorization schem es respectively,are on

the sam e footing. Their equivalence willbe shown in details in Sec.4 in the fram ework

ofperturbative QCD.The axialanom aly that breaks chiralsym m etry can generate neg-

ative helicity even for m assless sea quarks. Therefore,a sizeable strange-sea polarization

�s � �0:10 isno longera problem in the sea-quark interpretation. Despite thisclari�ca-

tion,som e ofrecentarticlesand reviews are stillbiased towardsoragainstone ofthe two

popularexplanationsfor�p1;thisisconsiderably unfortunateand annoying.

One can im agine thataftera certain pointitisdi�cultto m ake furthertheoreticalor

phenom enologicalprogress without new experim entalinputs. Fortunately,this situation

was dram atically changed after 1993. Since then m any new experim ents using di�erent

targets have been carried out. In 1994 SM C and SLAC-E143 have reported independent

m easurem entsofgp1(x)and con�rm ed thevalidity oftheEM C data.Thenew world average

�� � 0:30 indicates that the proton spin problem becom es less severe than before. The

new m easurem entsofpolarized neutron and deuteron structure functionsby SM C,SLAC-

E142 and SLAC-E143 allowed oneto perform a seriousteston the Bjorken sum rule.This

yearm arksthe 30th anniversary ofthiswell-known sum rule. W e learned thatithasbeen

tested to an accuracy of10% level. Data on the transverse spin structure function g2(x)

have just becom e available. A probe ofg2 m ight provide a �rst evidence ofhigher-twist

e�ects.Finally,thex-dependentspin distributionsforu and d valence quarksand fornon-

strangesea quarkshavebeen determ ined forthe�rsttim eby m easuring sem i-inclusivespin

asym m etry forpositively and negatively charged hadronsfrom polarized DIS.In short,the

experim entalprogressin pastfew yearsisquiterem arkable.

On the theoreticalside,there are also severalfascinating progresses. Forexam ple,two

successful�rst-principlescalculationsofthequark spin contentsbased on latticeQCD were

published last year. The calculation revealed that sea-quark polarization arises from the

disconnected insertion and isem pirically SU(3)-avorsym m etric.Thisim pliesthattheaxial

anom aly isresponsiblefora substantialpartofsea polarization.Thelatticecalculation also
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suggeststhattheconventionalpracticeofdecom posing �qinto valenceand sea com ponents

isnotcom plete;thee�ectof\cloud"quarksshould betaken into account.Othertheoretical

progresseswillbesurveyed in Sec.6.

W ith the accum ulated data ofgp1(x); g
n
1(x)and gd1(x)and with the polarized two-loop

splittingfunctionsavailableveryrecently,itbecam epossibletocarryoutafullandconsistent

next-to-leadingorderanalysisofg1(x;Q 2)data.Thegoalistodeterm inethespin-dependent

parton distributionsfrom DIS experim entsasm uch aswecan,especially forsea quarksand

gluons.

There are severaltopics not discussed in this review. The transverse spin structure

function g2(x)isnottouched upon exceptfora briefdiscussion on the W andzura-W ilczek

relation in Sec.4.2.Thesm allorvery sm allx behaviorofparton spin densitiesand polarized

structurefunctionsisskipped in thisarticle.Perspectiveofpolarized hadron collidersand ep

colliderswillnotbediscussed here.Som eofthetopicscan befound in anum berofexcellent

reviews[12-24]on polarized structurefunctionsand theproton spin problem .

2 Polarized D eep Inelastic Scattering

2.1 Experim entalprogress

Before 1993 it took averagely 5 years to carry out a new polarized DIS experim ent (see

TableI).Thissituation wasdram atically changed after1993.M any new experim entsm ea-

suring the nucleon and deuteron spin-dependentstructure functionsbecam e available.The

experim entalprogressiscertainly quiterem arkablein thepastfew years.

In the laboratory fram e the di�erentialcross section for the polarized lepton-nucleon

scattering hastheform

d2�

d
dE 0
=

1

2M

�2

q4

E 0

E
L��W

��
; (2.1)

whereE (E 0)istheenergy oftheincom ing (outgoing)lepton,L�� and W �� aretheleptonic

and hadronictensor,respectively.Them ostgeneralexpression ofW �� reads

W �� = W
S
�� + iW

A
��

= F1

 

�g�� +
q�q�

q2

!

+ F2

 

p� �
p� qq�

q2

!  

p� �
p� qq�

q2

!

=(p� q) (2.2)

+ i
M

p� q
�����q

�

(

s
�
g1 +

"

s
� �

s� qp�

p� q

#

g2

)

;

that is,it is governed by two spin-averaged structure functions F1 and F2 and two spin-

dependentstructurefunctionsg1 and g2.
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Experim entally,thepolarized structurefunctionsg1 and g2 aredeterm ined by m easuring

two asym m etries:

A k =
d�"# � d�""

d�"# + d�""
; A ? =

d�#! � d�"!

d�#! + d�"!
; (2.3)

where d�"" (d�"#) is the di�erentialcross section for the longitudinallepton spin parallel

(antiparallel) to the longitudinalnucleon spin,and d�#! (d�"! ) is the di�erentialcross

section forthelepton spin antiparallel(parallel)to thelepton m om entum and nucleon spin

direction transverse to the lepton m om entum and towards the direction ofthe scattered

lepton. It is convenient to recast the m easured asym m etries A k and A ? in term s ofthe

asym m etriesA 1 and A 2 in thevirtualphoton-nucleon scattering:

A 1 =
�1=2 � �3=2

�1=2 + �3=2
; A 2 =

2�TL

�1=2 + �3=2
; (2.4)

where �1=2 and �3=2 are the virtualphoton absorption cross sections for �(1)+ N (� 1

2
)

and �(1)+ N (1
2
)scatterings,respectively,and �TL isthe crosssection forthe interference

between transverse and longitudinalvirtualphoton-nucleon scatterings. The asym m etries

A 1 and A 2 satisfy thebounds

jA 1j� 1; jA 2j�
p
R; (2.5)

whereR � �L=�T and �T � (�1=2+ �3=2)=2.Therelationsbetween theasym m etriesA k;A ?

and A 1;A 2 aregiven by

A k = D (A 1 + �A2); A ? = D (A 2 � �A1); (2.6)

whereD isa depolarization factorofthevirtualphoton,� and � depend only on kinem atic

variables.The asym m etriesA 1 and A 2 in thevirtualphoton-nucleon scattering arerelated

to thepolarized structurefunctionsg1 and g2 via

A 1 =
g1 � 2g2

F1
; A 2 =

(g1 + g2)

F1
; (2.7)

where � Q=� = Q=(E � E0)= 2M x=
p
Q 2.Notethatthem orefam iliarrelation A 1 = g1=F1

isvalid only when  � 0 org2 � 0.By solving (2.6)and (2.7),oneobtainsexpressionsofg1
and g2 in term softhem easured asym m etriesA k and A ? .Since ! 0 in theBjorken lim it,

itiseasily seen thatto a good approxim ation,A k ’ D A 1 and

g1(x;Q
2)’ F1(x;Q

2)
A k

D
=

F2(x;Q 2)

2x(1+ R(x;Q 2))

A k

D
: (2.8)

Som eexperim entalresultson thepolarized structurefunction gp1(x)oftheproton,g
n
1(x)

ofthe neutron,and gd1(x)ofthe deuteron are sum m arized in Table I.The spin-dependent

distributionsforvarioustargetsarerelated by

g
p

1(x)+ g
n
1(x)=

2

1� 1:5!D
g
d
1(x); (2.9)
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where !D = 0:058 isthe probability thatthe deuteron isin a D state. Since experim ental

m easurem entsonly covera lim ited kinem aticrange,an extrapolation to unm easured x ! 0

and x ! 1 regions is necessary. At sm allx, a Regge behavior g1(x) / x�(0) with the

intercept value 0 < �(0) < 0:5 is conventionally assum ed. In the EM C experim ent [6],

�(0) = 0 is chosen so that gp1(x) approxim ates a constant � 0:2 as x < 0:01,and hence
R
0:01

0 g
p

1(x)EM Cdx = 0:002.However,theSM C data [26]ofgp1 show a tendency to riseatlow

x (x < 0:02),and itwillapproach a constant1:34� 0:62 asx < 0:003 if�(0)= 0 ischosen.

Then wehave
R
0:003

0 g
p

1(x)dx = 0:004� 0:002.Using theSM C data atsm allx and theabove

extrapolation yields
R
0:01

0 g
p

1(x)SM Cdx = 0:017� 0:006. This explains why �p1 obtained by

SM C islargerthan thatofEM C (seeTableI).

Table I.Experim entson thepolarized structurefunctionsg
p

1(x;Q
2); gn1(x;Q

2)and gd1(x;Q
2).

Experim ent Year Target hQ 2i x range �
target

1 Reference

(G eV 2) =
R1
0
g
target

1 (x;hQ 2i)dx

E80/E130 1976/1983 p � 5 0:1< x < 0:7 0:17� 0:05� [1,2]

EM C 1987 p 10.7 0:01< x < 0:7 0:126� 0:010� 0:015y [6]

SM C 1993 d 4.6 0:006< x < 0:6 0:023� 0:020� 0:015 [25]

SM C 1994 p 10 0:003< x < 0:7 0:136� 0:011� 0:011 [26]

SM C 1995 d 10 0:003< x < 0:7 0:034� 0:009� 0:006 [27]

E142 1993 n 2 0:03< x < 0:6 � 0:022� 0:011 [28]

E143 1994 p 3 0:03< x < 0:8 0:127� 0:004� 0:010 [29]

E143 1995 d 3 0:03< x < 0:8 0:042� 0:003� 0:004 [30]

� O btained by assum ing a ReggebehaviorA 1 / x1:14 forsm allx.

y Com bined resultofE80,E130 and EM C data.The EM C data alonegive�
p

1 = 0:123� 0:013� 0:019.

A serious test ofthe Bjorken sum rule for the di�erence �p

1 � �n1 [�1 being de�ned in

(2.13)],which isa rigorousconsequence ofQCD,becam e possible since 1993. The current

experim entalresultsare

SM C [27]: �p1 � �n1 = 0:199� 0:038 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2
;

E143 [30]: �p1 � �n1 = 0:163� 0:010� 0:016 atQ 2 = 3GeV 2
; (2.10)

to becom pared with thepredictions1

�p1 � �n1 = 0:187� 0:003 with �s(10GeV
2)= 0:24� 0:03;

�p1 � �n1 = 0:171� 0:008 with �s(3GeV
2)= 0:35� 0:05; (2.11)

obtained from theBjorken sum ruleevaluated up to �3s forthreelightavors[31]

�p1(Q
2)� �n1(Q

2)=
1

6

gA

gV

2

41�
�s(Q 2)

�
�
43

12

 
�s(Q 2)

�

! 2

� 20:22

 
�s(Q 2)

�

! 3
3

5 ; (2.12)

1Thetheoreticalvalue0:187� 0:003 for�
p

1 � �n1 quoted by the SM C paper[27]seem sto beobtained for

threequark avorsratherthan forfouravors.
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whereuseofgA=gV = F + D = 1:2573� 0:0028 [32]hasbeen m ade.Therefore,theBjorken

sum rulehasbeen con�rm ed by data to an accuracy of10% level.

Recently,data on the transverse spin structure function g2 have just becom e available

[33,34].A probeofg2 m ightprovide a �rstevidence ofhigher-twiste�ects.Finally,thex-

dependentspin distributionsforu and d valencequarksand fornon-strangesea quarkshave

been determ ined forthe�rsttim eby m easuringsem i-inclusivespin asym m etry forpositively

and negatively charged hadronsfrom polarized DIS [35].Forsom ediscussions,seeSec.8.

2.2 T he proton spin crisis

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

m om entofthepolarized proton structurefunction

�p1(Q
2)�

Z 1

0

g
p

1(x;Q
2)dx; (2.13)

can berelated to thecom binationsofthequark spin com ponentsvia2

�p1 =
1

2

X

q

e
2
q�q(Q

2)= �
1

2

X

q

e
2
qhpj�q�5qjpis

�
; (2.14)

where �q representsthenethelicity ofthequark avorq along thedirection oftheproton

spin in thein�nitem om entum fram e:

�q=
Z

1

0

�q(x)dx �
Z

1

0

h
q
"(x)+ �q"(x)� q

#(x)� �q#(x)
i
dx: (2.15)

Fora de�nition of�q in the laboratory fram e,see Sec.4.5. Atthe EM C energieshQ 2i=

10:7GeV 2 orsm aller,only threelightavorsarerelevant

�p1(Q
2)=

1

2

�
4

9
�u(Q 2)+

1

9
�d(Q 2)+

1

9
�s(Q 2)

�

: (2.16)

Other inform ation on the quark polarization is available from the nucleon axialcoupling

constantsg3A and g8A:

g
3
A(Q

2)= �u(Q 2)� �d(Q 2); g
8
A(Q

2)= �u(Q 2)+ �d(Q 2)� 2�s(Q 2): (2.17)

Sincethereisno anom alousdim ension associated with theaxial-vectorcurrentsA 3
� and A

8
�,

thenon-singletcouplingsg3A and g8A do notevolve with Q 2 and hencecan bedeterm ined at

q2 = 0 from low-energy neutron and hyperon beta decays. Under SU(3)-avorsym m etry,

thenon-singletcouplingsarerelated to theSU(3)param etersF and D by

g
3
A = F + D ; g

8
A = 3F � D : (2.18)

2 As will be discussed at length in Sec.4, whether or not gluons contribute to �
p

1 depends on the

factorization convention chosen in de�ning the quark spin density �q(x). Eq.(2.14)is valid in the gauge-

invariantfactorization schem e. However,gluonsare allowed to contribute to g
p

1(x)and to the proton spin,

irrespectiveofthe prescription ofk? -factorization.
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W eusethevalues[36]

F = 0:459� 0:008; D = 0:798� 0:008; F=D = 0:575� 0:016 (2.19)

to obtain g3A = 0:579� 0:025.

Prior to the EM C m easurem ent ofpolarized structure functions, a prediction for �p1
wasm ade based on the assum ption thatthe strange sea in the nucleon isunpolarized,i.e.,

�s= 0.Itfollowsfrom (2.16)and (2.17)that

�p1(Q
2)=

1

12
g
3
A +

5

36
g
8
A: (2.20)

This isthe Ellis-Ja�e sum rule [3]. Itisevident thatthe m easured results ofEM C,SM C

and E143 for �p1 (see Table I) are sm aller than what expected from the Ellis-Ja�e sum

rule: �p1 = 0:185� 0:003 without QCD corrections (= 0:171� 0:006 at Q 2 = 10GeV 2 to

leading-ordercorrections).

To discussQCD corrections,itisconvenientto recast(2.16)to

�p(n)1 (Q 2)= CN S(Q
2)
�

�
1

12
g
3
A +

1

36
g
8
A

�

+
1

9
CS(Q

2)g0A(Q
2); (2.21)

wheretheisosingletcoupling isrelated to thequark spin sum :

g
0
A(Q

2)= ��(Q 2)� �u(Q 2)+ �d(Q 2)+ �s(Q 2): (2.22)

PerturbativeQCD correctionsto �1 havebeen calculated to O (�3s)forthenon-singletcoef-

�cientC N S and to O (�2s)forthesingletcoe�cientC S [31,37]:3

CN S(Q
2) = 1�

�s

�
�
43

12

�
�s

�

�2
� 20:22

�
�s

�

�3
;

CS(Q
2) = 1�

�s

�
� 1:10

�
�s

�

�2
(2.23)

forthreequark avorsand for�s = �s(Q 2).

From (2.17),(2.18)and the leading-orderQCD correction to �p1 in (2.21)togetherwith

theEM C result�p1(Q
2)= 0:126� 0:010� 0:015 [6],weobtain

�u = 0:77� 0:06; �d = �0:49� 0:06; �s= �0:15� 0:06; (2.24)
3The singletcoe�cientissom etim eswritten as

CS(Q
2)= 1�

1

3

�s

�
� 0:56

�
�s

�

�2

in the literature,butthis isreferred to the quark polarization in the asym ptotic lim it,nam ely �q(Q 2)!

�q(1 ).Theabovesingletcoe�cientisobtained by substituting the relation

g
0
A (Q

2)=

�

1+
2

3

�s

�
+ 1:21

�
�s

�

�2
+ � � �

�

g
0
A (1 )

into (2.21).
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and

��= 0:14� 0:17 (2.25)

at Q 2 = 10:7GeV 2. The results (2.24) and (2.25) exhibit two surprising features: The

strange-seapolarizationissizeableand negative,andthetotalcontribution ofquarkhelicities

totheproton spin issm alland consistentwith zero.Thisissom etim esreferred toas(though

notpertinently)the\proton spin crisis".

Thenew dataofSM C,E142and E143obtained from di�erenttargetsareconsistentwith

each otherand with the EM C data when higher-ordercorrections in (2.21)are taken into

account [38]. A global�tto allavailable data evaluated ata com m on Q 2 in a consistent

treatm entofhigher-orderperturbativeQCD e�ectsyields[38]

�u = 0:83� 0:03; �d = �0:43� 0:03; �s= �0:10� 0:03; (2.26)

and

��= 0:31� 0:07 (2.27)

atQ 2 = 10GeV 2.An updated analysiswith m ostrecentdata (m ainly theE142 data)gives

[24]

�u = 0:82� 0:03+ � � � ; �d = �0:44� 0:03+ � � � ; �s= �0:11� 0:03+ � � � ;(2.28)

and

��= 0:27� 0:04+ � � � (2.29)

atQ 2 = 3GeV 2,wheredotsin (2.28)and (2.29)representfurthertheoreticaland system at-

icalerrorsrem ained to beassigned.Evidently,theproton spin problem becom eslesssevere

than before. Note thatallabove resultsfor�q and �� are extracted from data based on

the assum ption ofSU(3)-avorsym m etry. Ithasbeen advocated thatSU(3)breaking will

leave �� essentially intactbutreduce �s substantially [39].However,recentlattice calcu-

lationsindicatethatnotonly sea polarization isoforder�0:10 butalso itisconsistentwith

SU(3)-avorsym m etry within errors(see Sec.6.1). Itisalso worth rem arking thatelastic

�p scattering,which has been suggested to m easure the strange-sea polarization,actually

m easuresthe scale-independentcom bination (�s� �c)instead ofthe scale-dependent �s

(seeSec.8).

The conclusions that only a sm allfraction ofthe proton spin is carried by the quarks

and thatthepolarization ofsea quarksisnegativeand substantiallead to som epuzzles,for

exam ple,where doesthe proton getitsspin ? why isthatthe totalquark spin com ponent

is sm all? and why is the sea polarized ? The proton spin problem em erges in the sense

10



thatexperim entalresultsarein contradiction to thenaivequark-m odel’spicture.Thenon-

relativistic SU(6) constituent quark m odelpredicts that �u = 4

3
, �d = � 1

3
and hence

��= 1,butitspredictiong A =
5

3
istoolargecom paredtothem easured value1:2573� 0:0028

[32]. In the relativistic quark m odelthe proton isno longera low-lying S-wave state since

thequark orbitalangularm om entum isnonvanishingduetothepresenceofquark transverse

m om entum in the lower com ponent ofthe Dirac spinor. The quark polarizations�u and

�d willbereduced by thesam efactorof 3

4
to 1 and � 1

4
,respectively,ifg3A isreduced from

5

3
to 5

4
(see also Sec.6.1)The reduction ofthe totalquark spin �� from unity to 0.75 by

relativistice�ectsisshifted totheorbitalcom ponentoftheproton spin so thatthespin sum

rulenow reads[40]

1

2
=

1

2
(�u + �d)+ L

q
z: (2.30)

Hence,itis expected in the relativistic constituentquark m odelthat3/4 ofthe proton spin

arisesfrom the quarks and the restofthe proton spin is accounted for by the quark orbital

angularm om entum .

Let�q be decom posed into valence and sea com ponents,�q = �q v + �q s.The exper-

im entalfactthat�� � 0:30,m uch sm allerthan the quark-m odelexpectation 0.75,can be

understood asa consequence ofnegativesea polarization:

��= �� v + �� s = (�u v + �d v)+ (�u s + �d s + �s): (2.31)

Nevertheless,we stillencounterseveralproblem s. First,in the absence ofsea polarization,

we �nd from (2.17)and (2.18)that�u v = 0:92; �d v = �0:34 and �� v = 0:58. As�rst

noticed by Sehgal[40],even ifsea polarization vanishes,a substantialpart ofthe proton

spin does not arise from the quark spin com ponents. In fact, the Ellis-Ja�e prediction

�p1(10GeV
2) = 0:171� 0:006 is based on the above \canonical" values for �q v and �� v.

Ourquestion iswhy thecanonical�� v stilldeviatessigni�cantly from therelativisticquark

m odelexpectation 0.75.A solution to thispuzzlewillbediscussed in Sec.6.1.Itturnsout

thatthecanonicalvalencequark polarization isactually acom bination of\cloud-quark"and

truly valence-quark spin com ponents.Second,in thepresenceofsea-quark polarization,the

spin sum rulem ustbem odi�ed to includeallpossiblecontributionsto theproton spin:4

1

2
=

1

2
(�u + �d+ �s)+ �G + L

q
z + L

G
z ; (2.32)

where �G =
R1
0 �G(x)dx �

R1
0[G

"(x)� G #(x)]dx isthe gluon nethelicity along the proton

spin direction,and Lq(G )
z isthequark (gluon)orbitalangularm om entum .Itisa m ostgreat

challenge,both experim entally and theoretically,to probeand understand each proton spin

content.
4Ithasbeen argued thatin thedoublelim it,m q ! 0 and N c ! 1 ,wherem q and N c arethelightquark

m assand the num berofcolorsrespectively,one hasg0
A
(= ��)= 0 and �G = L G

z = 0,so thatthe proton

spin isorbitin origin [41,42].
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Figure1:Two theoreticalcurvesforxgp1(x).Thesolid curveisobtained by �tting to theEM C [6]

and SM C [26]data atx >
� 0:2 with the polarized valence quark distributionsgiven by (7.11),and

thedotted curvearisesfrom thevalencespin distributionsgiven by (2.33).At�rstsight,thelatter

curve appearsto give a reasonable \eye-�t" to the data,even though its�rstm om entistoo 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

evaluatethe�rstm om entofgp1(x)in orderto ensurethattheexistenceofsea polarization is

inevitable. Suppose there isno spin com ponentfrom sea quarks,then itisalwayspossible

to param etrizethevalencequark spin densities,forexam ple5

�u v(x) = 0:355x�0:54 (1� x)3:64(1+ 18:36x);

�d v(x) = �0:161x�0:54 (1� x)4:64(1+ 18:36x); (2.33)

in such a way thatthey m ake a reasonable \eye-�t" to the EM C [6]and SM C [26]data of

g
p

1(x)even atsm allx (see the dotted curve in Fig.1). One cannottellifthere istruly a

discrepancy between theory and experim entunless�p1 iscalculated and com pared with data

[(2.33)leadsto 0.171for�p1].Thisexam plegivesa nicedem onstration thatan eye-�ttothe

data can be quite m isleading [43]. Since the unpolarized strange-sea distribution is sm all

atx > 0:2,the positivity constraintj�s(x)j� s(x)im plies thatthe data ofg p

1(x)should

be fully accounted forby �u v(x)and �d v(x). In Sec.7.1 we show thata bestleast�2 �t

to gp1(x)leadsto a param etrization (7.11)forvalence quark spin densities. The theoretical

curve ofgp1 without sea and gluon contributions is depicted in Fig.1. It is clear that a

deviation oftheory from experim ent forgp1(x)m anifestsatsm allx where sea polarization

startsto play an essentialrole.

5Thisparam eterization istaken from [44]exceptthatwehavem adea di�erentnorm alization in orderto

satisfy the �rst-m om entconstraint:�u v = 0:92 and �d v = � 0:34.
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3 A nom alous G luon E�ect in the Parton M odel

3.1 A nom alous gluon contributions from box diagram s

W eseefrom Section IIthatthepolarized DIS data indicatethatthefraction oftheproton

spin carried by the light quarks inside the proton is �� � 0:30 and the strange-quark

polarization is �s � �0:10 at Q 2 = 10GeV 2. The question is what kind ofm echanism

can generate a sizeable and negative sea polarization. It is di�cult,ifnot im possible,to

accom m odatea large�sin thenaiveparton m odelbecausem asslessquarksand antiquarks

created from gluons have opposite helicities owing to helicity conservation. This im plies

thatsea polarization form asslessquarkscannotbe induced perturbatively from hard gluons,

irrespective ofgluon polarization. (Recallthat our de�nition of�q (2.15) includes both

quark and antiquark contributions.) Itisunlikely thatthe observed �s com essolely from

nonperturbativee�ectsorfrom chiral-sym m etry breakingduetononvanishingquark m asses.

(W e willdiscuss in Sec.4.4 the possible m echanism s for producing sea polarization.) It

was advocated by Efrem ov and Teryaev [7], Altarelliand Ross [8], Carlitz, Collins and

M ueller [9](see also Leader and Anselm ino [10]) that the di�culty with the unexpected

large sea polarization can be overcom e by the anom alous gluon e�ect stem m ing from the

axialanom aly,which weshallelaboratein thissection.

Asan attem ptto understand the polarized DIS data,we consider QCD corrections to

thepolarized proton structurefunction gp1(x).Tothenext-to-leadingorder(NLO)of�s,the

expression forgp1(x)is
6

g
p

1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

nfX

i

e
2
i

n
[�q i(x;Q

2)+
�s(Q 2)

2�
�f q(x;Q

2)
 �q i(x;Q
2)]

+�� G

hard(x;Q
2)
 �G(x;Q 2)

o
; (3.1)

where nf is the num ber ofactive quark avors,�q(x) � q "(x)+ �q"(x)� q#(x)� �q#(x),

�G(x)� G "(x)� G #(x),and 
 denotestheconvolution

f(x)
 g(x)=
Z

1

x

dy

y
f

 
x

y

!

g(y): (3.2)

Therearetwo di�erenttypesofQCD correctionsin (3.1):the�f q term arising from vertex

and self-energy corrections (corrections due to realgluon em ission account for the lnQ 2

dependence ofquark spin densities) and the otherfrom polarized photon-gluon scattering

[thelastterm in (3.1)].Asweshallseelater,theQCD e�ectdueto photon-gluon scattering

is very special: Unlike the usualQCD corrections,it does not vanish in the asym ptotic

lim it Q 2 ! 1 . The �f q(x) term in (3.1) depends on the regularization schem e chosen.

Sincethem ajority ofunpolarized parton distributionsisparam etrized and �tted to data in
6Beyond NLO ,itisnecessary to decom pose the quark spin density into singletand non-singletcom po-

nents;seeEq.(7.6)fora m ostgeneralexpression ofg
p

1(x;Q
2).
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the M S schem e,itisnaturalto adoptthe sam e regularization schem e forpolarized parton

distributionsin which [5]7

�f q(x) = fq(x)�
4

3
(1+ x)

=
4

3

"

(1+ x
2)

 
ln(1� x)

1� x

!

+

�
3

2

1

(1� x)+
�

 
1+ x2

1� x

!

lnx

+3+ 2x �

 
9

2
+
�2

3

!

�(1� x)

#

�
4

3
(1+ x); (3.3)

wherethe\+" distribution isgiven by

Z 1

0

g(x)

 
f(x)

1� x

!

+

dx =
Z 1

0

f(x)
g(x)� g(1)

1� x
dx: (3.4)

The�rstm om entoffq(x)and �f q(x)is0 and �2,respectively.Notethatthe�rstm om ent

of�f q(x)isschem e independentatleastto NLO.
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Figure2:Thephoton-gluon scattering box graph.

To com pute the polarized photon-gluon cross section �� G am ounts to evaluating the

box diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering with a physicalcuto� on the interm ediate states

(seeFig.2).Using therelation

"i(+)"
�
j(+)� "i(�)"

�
j(�)= �i�ij; (3.5)

7The expression of(3.3) for �f q(x) is valid for �2
fact

= Q 2,where �fact is a factorization scale to be

introduced below.W hen �2fact 6= Q 2,the contribution [5]

4

3

"

2

�
1

1� x

�

+

� 1� x +
3

2
�(1� x)

#

ln
Q 2

�2
fact

should be added to �f q(x;Q
2).
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where"�(�)= (0;0;1;�i)=
p
2 isthetransversepolarization ofexternalgluonsand �ij isan

antisym m etric tensor with �12 = 1,the contribution ofFig.2 to �� G for a single quark

avoris[9]

�� G � �((+ )G (+ ) ! q�q)� �((+ )G (�) ! q�q)

= 2g2T
Z
d2k? dk

+ dk�

(2�)4
2��[(p� k)2 � m 2]�[(q+ k)2 � m 2]Trf� � �g

(k2 � m 2 + i�)2
; (3.6)

with

Trf� � �g =
1

4
�ij�lnTr

n

j(k=+ m )n(q=+ k=+ m )l(k=+ m )i(p=� k=� m )

+j(k=+ q=� p=+ m )n(k=� p=+ m )i(k=+ m )l(k=+ q=+ m )
o
; (3.7)

where T = 1

2
,m isthe m assofthe quark,p isthe gluon m om entum ,and k? isthe quark

transverse m om entum perpendicular to the virtualphoton direction. It is convenient to

evaluatetheintegralof(3.6)in thelight-frontcoordinatep� = (p� ;p+ ;p? )with p? = 0 and

p� = (p0 � p3)=
p
2. A tediousbutstraightforward calculation yields(fora derivation,see

e.g.,[45]forthegeneralcaseand [8]foron-shellgluons):

�� G(x;Q 2)= �
�s

2�

Z
K 2

0

dk2?q
1� k2? =K

2

 
(1� 2x)(k2? + m 2)� 2m 2(1� x)

[k2? + m 2 � p2x(1� x)]2
�
1� 2x

2K 2

!

;(3.8)

where K 2 = [(1� x)=4x]Q 2 and x = k+ =p+ .Notethatallhigher-twistcorrectionsoforder

p2=Q 2 and m 2=Q 2 havebeen suppressed in (3.8).Itisevidentthat�� G(x)hasinfrared and

collinearsingularitiesatm 2 = p2 = 0 and k2? = 0.Hence,wehaveto introducea softcuto�

to m ake�� G(x)�nite.ForQ 2 >> m 2;�p2,Eq.(3.8)reducesto (foran exactexpression of

�� G(x)afterk? integration,see[46,47])

�� G(x;Q 2) =
�s

2�

"

(2x� 1)

 

ln
Q 2

m 2 � p2x(1� x)
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

+(1� x)
2m 2 � p2x(1� 2x)

m 2 � p2x(1� x)

#

: (3.9)

Depending on theinfrared regulators,wehave

�� G

CCM (x;Q
2) =

�s

2�
(2x� 1)

 

ln
Q 2

�p2
+ ln

1

x2
� 2

!

; (3.10)

�� G

A R(x;Q
2) =

�s

2�

"

(2x� 1)

 

ln
Q 2

m 2
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

+ 2(1� x)

#

; (3.11)

�� G

R (x;Q 2) =
�s

2�

2

4(2x � 1)

0

@ ln
Q 2

�2
M S

+ ln
1� x

x
� 1

1

A + 2(1� x)

3

5 ; (3.12)

forthem om entum regulator(p2 6= 0)[9],them assregulator(m 2 6= 0)[8]andthedim ensional

regulator(�
M S

6= 0)in them odi�ed m im inalsubtraction schem e[5],respectively.Notethat
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thecoe�cient(2x� 1)in Eqs.(3.10-3.12)isnothingbutthespin splittingfunction 2�P qG (x)

[see (3.26)]and thatthe term proportionalto 2(1� x)in (3.11)and (3.12)isan e�ectof

chiralsym m etry breaking:8 Itarisesfrom the region where k2? � m 2 in the m ass-regulator

schem e,and from k2? � �2
M S

in the � = n � 4 dim ensionsin the dim ensionalregularization

schem e due to theviolation ofthe identify f�;5g = 0.Forthe�rstm om entof�� G(x),

itiseasily seen that

Z 1

0

�� G

CCM (x)dx = �
�s

2�
;

Z 1

0

�� G

A R(x)dx =
Z 1

0

�� G

R (x)dx = 0: (3.13)

The result (3.13) can be understood as follows. The cuto�-dependent logarithm ic term ,

which isantisym m etric underx ! 1� x,m akesno contribution to
R1
0 ��

G(x)dx,a conse-

quenceofchiralsym m etryorhelicityconservation.Asaresult,
R1
0 ��

G(x)dxreceives\hard"

contributionsfrom k2? � Q 2 in the m om entum -regulatorschem e,butitiscom pensated by

thesoftpartarising from k2? � m 2 in them ass-regulatorschem e.

Itisclearthatthecrosssectionsgiven by (3.10-3.12)arenotperturbativeQCD reliable

sincethey aresensitiveto thechoiceoftheregulator.First,thereareterm sdepending loga-

rithm ically on thesoftcuto�.Second,the�rstm om entof�� G(x)isregulatordependent.

Itisthusim portantto have a reliable perturbative QCD calculation for�� G(x)since we

areinterested in QCD correctionsto gp1(x).To do this,weneed to introducea factorization

scale�fact,so that

�� G(x;Q 2)= �� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)+ �� G

soft(x;�
2
fact) (3.14)

and thepolarized photon-proton crosssection isdecom posed into

�� p(x;Q 2) =
nfX

i

�
�� q(x;Q 2

;�
2
fact)
 �q i(x;�

2
fact)

+ �� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)
 �G(x;� 2

fact)
�
: (3.15)

Thatis,the hard piece of�� G(x)which can be evaluated reliably by perturbative QCD

contributestogp1(x),whilethesoftpartisfactorized intothenonperturbativequarkspin den-

sities�q i(x).Since�� p(x)isa physicalquantity,a di�erentfactorization schem eam ounts

to a di�erentway ofshifting the contributionsbetween �� G

hard(x)and �q(x). An obvious

partition of�� G(x)isthattheregion wherek2? >� �2factcontributestothehard crosssection,

whereasthesoftpartreceivescontributionsfrom k2? <� �2fact and hencecan beinterpreted as

thequark and antiquark spin densitiesin a gluon,i.e.,�� G

soft(x;�
2
fact)= �q G (x;�2fact).Phys-

ically,thequark and antiquark jetsproduced in deep inelasticscattering with k2? <� �2fact are

nothard enough tosatisfy thejetcriterion and thusshould beconsidered asapartofone-jet
8The2(1� x)term in (3.11)and (3.12)wasneglected in theoriginalwork ofAltarelliand Ross[8]and of

Ratcli�e [5].O ne m ay arguethatsince thiscontribution issoft,itwillnotcontribute to \hard" �� G .As

shown below,the crosssections��
G

A R
(x)and ��

G

R
(x)withoutthe 2(1� x)term indeed give the correct

resultforthe �rstm om entof��
G

hard
in the chiral-invariantfactorization schem e.
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crosssection [9].Thechoiceofthe\ultraviolet" cuto� forsoftcontributionsspeci�esthek?
factorization convention.Therearetwo extrem esofinterest:thechiral-invariantschem e in

which theultravioletregulatorrespectschiralsym m etry,and thegauge-invariantschem ein

which gaugesym m etry isrespected butchiralsym m etry isbroken by thecuto�.

The next task is to com pute �� G

soft(x). Itcan be calculated from the box diagram by

m aking a direct cuto� � �fact on the k? integration. Note that for k2? <� �2fact,the box

diagram for photon-gluon scattering is reduced under the collinear approxim ation for the

quark-antiquark pair created by the gluon to a triangle diagram with the light-front cut

vertex + 5 com bined with a trivialphoton-quark scattering [9,11]. As a result,�q G (x)

can bealso obtained by calculating the trianglediagram with theconstraintk2? <� �2fact.In

eitherway,oneobtains

�� G

soft(x;�
2
fact)CI= �q G

CI(x;�
2
fact)= �

�s

2�

Z �2
fact

0

dk
2
?

(k2? + m 2)(1� 2x)� 2m 2(1� x)

[k2? + m 2 � p2x(1� x)]2
;(3.16)

whereO (1=Q 2)correctionsarenegligiblefor�2fact << Q 2 and thesubscriptCIindicatesthat

weareworking in thechiral-invariantfactorization schem e.Theresultis[48]

�q G
CI(x;�

2
fact) =

�s

2�

(

(2x� 1)ln
�2fact+ m 2 � p2x(1� x)

m 2 � p2x(1� x)

+(1� x)
2m 2 � p2x(1� 2x)

m 2 � p2x(1� x)

�2fact

�2fact+ m 2 � p2x(1� x)

)

: (3.17)

For�2fact >> m 2; � p2,itreducesto

�q G
CI(x;�

2
fact)=

8
>>><

>>>:

�s
2�

h
(2x� 1)

�
ln(�2fact=� p2)+ ln 1

x(1�x)

�
+ 1� 2x

i
;

�s
2�
[(2x � 1)ln(�2fact=m

2)+ 2(1� x)];
�s
2�

h
(2x� 1)ln(�2fact=�

2

M S

)+ 2(1� x)
i
;

(3.18)

forvarioussoftcuto�s. Note that,asstressed in [49],the softcrosssectionsorquark spin

densitiesin a helicity + gluon given by (3.17)or(3.18)do notm ake sense in QCD asthey

are derived using perturbation theory in a region where itdoesnotapply. Nevertheless,it

isinstructive to seethat

�q G
CI =

Z 1

0

�q G
CI(x)dx = 0; form 2 = 0 or � p

2
>> m

2
; (3.19)

asexpected.Hence,aseapolarization form asslessquarks,ifany,m ustbeproduced nonper-

turbatively orvia the anom aly (see Sec.4.4). Now itdoesm ake sense in QCD to subtract

�� G

soft from �� G to obtain a reliableperturbativeQCD resultfor�� G

hard:

�� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)CI =

�s

2�
(2x � 1)

 

ln
Q 2

�2fact
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

: (3.20)

Evidently,�� G

hard(x)isindependentoftheinfraredregulatorsaslongas�
2
fact >> �2

M S

;m 2;�p2;

term sdepending on softcuto�sare absorbed into the quark spin densities. Itisalso clear
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thatthesoft2(1� x)term in (3.11)and (3.12)dropsoutin �� G

hard(x).Therefore,

�� G

hard(Q
2
;�

2
fact)CI=

Z 1

0

dx�� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)CI= �

�s

2�
: (3.21)

Since gauge invariance and helicity conservation in the quark-gluon vertex are notbroken

in the chiral-invariant factorization schem e,it is evident that �q G
CI does not evolve,con-

sistentwith the naive intuition based on helicity conservation thatthe quark spin �q G
CI =

R
1

0 �q
G
G I(x)dx form asslessquarksisQ

2 independent.

Substituting (3.3)and (3.20)into (3.1)leadsto

�p1(Q
2)�

Z 1

0

dxg
p

1(x;Q
2)=

1

2

�

1�
�s

�

� X

i

"

�q i(Q
2)CI�

�s(Q 2)

2�
�G(Q 2)

#

; (3.22)

where�q CI(Q 2)= �q CI(Q 2
0)and usehasbeen m adeof

Z
1

0

dx

Z
1

x

dy

y
f

 
x

y

!

g(y)=
Z

1

0

dxf(x)
Z

1

0

dyg(y): (3.23)

The(1� �s
�
)term in (3.22)com esfrom theQCD loop correction,9 whilethe�s�G term arises

from thebox diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering.Ifthegluon polarization insidetheproton

ispositive,a partialcancellation between �q and �s
2�
�G willexplain why theobserved � p

1 is

sm allerthan whatnaivelyexpected from theEllis-Ja�esum rule.Itistem ptingtoarguethat

thebox-diagram QCD correction isnegligibleatlargeQ 2 since�s vanishesin theasym ptotic

lim itQ 2 ! 1 . However,itisnotthe case. To see this,considerthe Altarelli-Parisi(AP)

equation foravor-singletpolarized parton distribution functions:

d

dt

 
�� CI(x;t)

�G(x;t)

!

=
�s(t)

2�

 
�P S

qq(x) 2nf�P qG (x)

�P G q(x) �P G G (x)

!




 
�� CI(x;t)

�G(x;t)

!

; (3.24)

wheret= ln(Q 2=�2
Q CD).Although theleading-ordersplitting functionsin

�P(x)= �P (0)(x)+
�s

2�
�P (1)(x)+ � � � ; (3.25)

havebeen obtained long tim eago [50],theNLO resultsarenotavailableuntilvery recently

[51].To theleading order,theAP splitting functionsread [50]

�P (0)

S;qq(x)=
4

3

 
1+ x2

1� x

!

+

; �P (0)

qG (x)=
1

2
(2x� 1); �P (0)

G q(x)=
4

3
(2� x);

�P (0)

G G (x)= 3

"

(1+ x
4)

 
1

x
+

1

(1� x)+

!

�
(1� x)3

x

#

+
�0

2
�(1� x); (3.26)

with �0 = (33� 2nf)=3.Since�s(Q 2)= 4�=(�0lnQ 2=�2
Q CD),itfollowsfrom (3.24)that

d

dlnQ 2

�
�s(Q

2)�G(Q 2)
�
=
�2s

�
�� = O (� 2

s): (3.27)

9RecallthatperturbativeQ CD correctionsto�
p

1 havebeen calculated up totheorderof�
3
s;seeEq.(2.21).
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Consequently,�s�G isconserved to the leading-orderQCD evolution;10 thatis,�G grows

with lnQ 2,whereas �s is inversely proportionalto lnQ 2. Explicitly,a solution to (3.24)

reads

��(Q 2) = ��(Q 2
0);

�G(Q 2) = �
4

�0
��(Q 2

0)+
lnQ 2=�2

Q C D

lnQ 2
0=�2

Q C D

 

�G(Q 2
0)+

4

�0
��(Q 2

0)

!

: (3.28)

Hence,hard gluonscontribute to the �rstm om entofgp1(x)even in the asym ptotic lim it.As

weshallseebelow,itistheaxialanom aly thatm akesthisQCD e�ectso special.

Physically,thegrowth ofthegluon spin with Q 2 can bevisualized in two di�erentways.

From (3.26)wehave
R1
0 �P

(0)

G q(x)dx = 2.Thism eansthata polarized quark ispreferred to

radiatea gluon with helicity parallelto thequark spin.Sincethenetquark spin com ponent

within the proton ispositive,itisclearthat�G > 0 atleastforthe gluonsperturbatively

em itted from quarks. AsQ 2 increases,the num berofgluonswith + helicity radiated from

polarized quarks also increases and this explains why �G grows with Q 2. Alternatively,

thisgrowth also can beunderstood by considering thesplitting ofa helicity + gluon into a

quark-antiquark pairorinto two gluons.Since

Z 1

0

�P (0)

qG (x)dx = 0;
Z 1

0

�P (0)

G G (x)dx =
1

2
�0; (3.29)

thegluon helicity hasa netgain with probability 11=2� nf=3> 0in thesplitting [52].Thus

thegluon spin com ponentincreaseswith increasingly sm allerdistancescale.Now weseethat

perturbativeQCD providesallthenecessary ingredientsforunderstanding thesm allnessof

��.Asaresultofanom alousgluoniccontributionsto� p

1 in thechiral-invariantfactorization

schem e,whatm easured in polarized DIS experim entsisnot�q,butrathera com bination

of�q and � s�G [cf.Eq.(3.22)]:

�q! �q�
�s

2�
�G: (3.30)

Consequently,(2.26)and (2.27)arereplaced by

�u CI�
�s

2�
�G = 0:83� 0:03;

�d CI�
�s

2�
�G = �0:43� 0:03; (3.31)

�s CI�
�s

2�
�G = �0:10� 0:03;

and

(�u+ �d+ �s) CI�
3�s
2�

�G = 0:31� 0:07 (3.32)

10This constant behavior for �s�G also can be seen from the analysis ofanom alous dim ensions ofthe

Chern-Sim onscurrent(see Sec.4.6).
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at Q 2 = 10GeV 2. (3.31) and (3.32) im ply that in the presence ofanom alous gluon con-

tributions, �� CI is not necessarily sm alland �s CI is not necessarily large. In the ab-

sence ofsea polarization and in the fram ework ofperturbative QCD,itiseasily seen that

�G � 0:10(2�=� s)� 2:5 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2 and �� CI � 0:60:Itthusprovidesa nice and

sim ple solution to the proton spin problem : Thisim proved parton picture isreconciled,to

a large degree,with the constituent quark m odeland yet explains the suppression of�p1,

provided that �G is positive and large enough. This anom alous gluon interpretation of

the observed �p1,as �rst proposed in [7,8,9],looks appealing and has becom e a popular

explanation since1988.Notethat�G � 2:5 oughtto beregarded asan upperlim itforthe

m agnitude ofthe gluon spin com ponent within a proton,as it is derived by assum ing no

intrinsicstrange-sea polarization (seealso Sec.4.4).

3.2 R ole ofthe axialanom aly

In orderto understand theorigin oftheanom alousgluon contribution to �p1,weconsideran

im portantconsequence oftheOPE which requiresthat[9]

Z 1

0

�� G(x)dx =
1

2p+
�+5 ; (3.33)

where �+5 is the contribution ofthe triangle diagram for the axial-vector current J+5 be-

tween externalgluons (see Fig.3 in Sec.4.2)evaluated in the light-frontcoordinate p� =

(p� ;p+ ;p? ). The relation (3.33) ensures that the two di�erent approaches,the OPE and

the im proved parton m odel,yield the sam e results. It has been shown in [9]that the in-

tegrandsofboth sides of(3.33)are equalin the low k2? region. This in turn im plies that

�� G

soft(x)= �q G (x),nam ely thesoftpartofthephoton-gluon scatteringcrosssection equals

to thesoftpartofthetrianglediagram ,a relation which wehaveem ployed beforeforcom -

puting the quark spin densitiesinside a polarized gluon [see Eq.(3.16)].M oreover,we have

shown that
R
1

0 ��
G

soft(x)dx =
R
1

0 �q
G
CI(x)dx = 0 form 2 = 0 or�p2 >> m 2 [cf. Eq.(3.19)].

Thism eansthatonly theintegrandsatlargek2? region contributeto (3.33).

Itiswellknown thatthetrianglediagram hasan axialanom aly m anifested atk2? ! 1

(see Sec.4.3).Since only thek2? � Q 2 region contributesto thenonvanishing �rstm om ent

of�� G(x)[9],itfollowsfrom (3.33)thatthe anom alousgluon contribution � �s
2�
�G to � p

1

isintim ately related to the axialanom aly.(Both sidesof(3.33)havevalues��s=2�.) That

is,the gluonic anom aly occursin the box diagram (Fig.2)atk2? = K 2 � [(1� x)=4x]Q 2

with x ! 0 and contributesto the �rstm om entof�� G

hard(x). Thism eansthatthe upper

quark line in the box diagram hasshrunk to a pointand thispoint-like behaviorm easures

thegluoniccom ponentofthequark Fock space[9],which isidenti�ed with thecontribution

� �s
2�
�G to � p

1.

Atthispoint,itisinstructiveto com pareunpolarized and polarized structurefunctions.

The unpolarized structure function F1(x;Q 2) has a sim ilar expression as Eq.(3.1) for the
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polarized one. However,the �rst m om ents ofunpolarized fq(x) [cf. Eq.(3.3)]and �G(x)

vanish so that QCD corrections to
R
F1(x) reside entirely in the Q 2 evolution ofthe �rst

m om entoftheunpolarized quark distributions:

Z 1

0

F1(x;Q
2)dx =

1

2

nfX

i

e
2
iqi(Q

2): (3.34)

It is m ainly the anom alous gluon contribution that m akes
R
g
p

1(x)dx behave so di�erently

from
R
F1(x)dx. W e conclude thatitisthe gluonic anom aly thataccountsfor the disparity

between the �rstm om entsofg
p

1(x)and F1(x).

W e should rem ind the readerthatthusfarin thissection we have only considered the

chiral-invariantfactorization schem e in which a brute-force ultravioletcuto� on the k? in-

tegration isintroduced to thesoftpartofthebox diagram .In thiscase,theaxialanom aly

m anifests in the hard cross section for photon-gluon scattering. However,this is not the

only k? -factorization schem ewecan have.In thenextsection,weshallseethatitisequally

acceptable to choose a (gauge-invariant)factorization prescription in which the anom aly is

shifted from �� G

hard to the quark spin density inside a gluon. Contrary to the aforem en-

tioned anom alous gluon e�ects, hard gluons in the gauge-invariant schem e do not m ake

contributionsto the�rstm om entof�� G

hard(x).

Beforeendingthissection wewould liketom aketworem arks.The�rstoneisahistorical

rem ark.

1). The �rst consideration ofthe hard gluonic contribution to �p

1 was put forward by

Lam and Li[4]longbeforetheEM C experim ent.Thequestionsoftheregulatordependence

in theevaluation ofthephoton-gluon scattering box diagram ,theidenti�cation of�G with

theforward nucleon m atrix elem entoftheChern-Sim onscurrent(seeSec.4.5),and theQ 2

behaviorof�s�G;� � � etc.werealready addressed by them .A calculation of��G(x)using

thedim ensionalregularization was�rstm adeby Ratcli�e[5]also beforetheEM C paper.

2).W eseefrom (3.26)that
R1
0 �P qq(x)= 0.Thisindicatesthat�� CIisQ 2 independent.

Physically,thisisbecausethequark helicity isconserved by thevectorcouplingofagluon to

a m asslessquark.However,�� CI and �q CI cannotbewritten asa nucleon m atrix elem ent

ofa localand gauge-invariant operator (this willbe discussed in Sec.4.5). Since �� CI

doesnotevolve and since �G induced by gluon em issions from quarks increases with Q 2,

conservation ofangularm om entum requiresthatthegrowth ofthe gluon polarization with

Q 2 be com pensated by the orbitalangularm om entum ofthe quark-gluon pairso thatthe

spin sum rule(2.32)isQ 2 independent;thatis,Lq
z+ L

G
z alsoincreaseswith Q 2 with opposite

sign.Itisconjectured in Sec.6.3 thatLq
z in the chiral-invariantfactorization schem e could

benegative.

4 Sea Polarization E�ect in the O PE A pproach
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4.1 Pream ble

W eseefrom thelastsection thattheanom alousgluon contribution to �p1 furnishesa sim ple

andplausiblesolution totheprotonspin problem .A positiveandlargegluon spin com ponent

willhelp explain theobserved suppression of�p1 relative to theEllis-Ja�econjecture and in

the m eantim e leave the constituentquark m odelasintactaspossible,e.g.,�� � 0:60 and

�s � 0:However,thisisby no m eansthe end ofthe proton-spin story. According to the

OPE analysis,onlyquarkoperatorscontributetothe�rstm om entofgp1 atthetwist-2,spin-1

level.Asa consequence,hard gluonsdo notm akecontributionsto �p1 in theOPE approach.

Thisisin sharp conictwith theim proved parton m odeldiscussed before.Presum ably,the

OPE ism oretrustworthy asitisam odel-independentapproach.Sowefaceadilem m a here:

On the one hand,the anom alous gluon interpretation sounds m ore attractive and is able

to reconcile to a large degree with the conventionalquark m odel;on the other hand,the

sea-quark interpretation of�p1 relieson a solid theory oftheOPE.In fact,thesetwo popular

explanationsforthegp1 data havebeen underhotdebateoverthepastyears.

Although the OPE isa �rst-principles approach,the sea-quark interpretation isnever-

thelesssubjecttotwoseriouscriticism s.First,how doweaccom m odatealargeand negative

strange-quark polarization �s� �0:10within aproton ? Recallthat,aswehaverepeatedly

em phasized,no sea polarization form assless quarksisexpected to be generated perturba-

tively from hard gluonsowing to helicity conservation.Second,the totalquark spin �� in

theOPE hasan anom alousdim ension �rstappearingatthetwo-loop level.Thism eansthat

�� evolveswith Q 2,in contrastto thenaiveintuition thatthequark helicity isnota�ected

by thegluon em ission.In thelast7 years,thereareovera thousand paperstriggered by the

unexpected EM C observation.Becauseoftheabove-m entioned criticism sand becauseofthe

deviation ofthesea-polarization explanation from thequark-m odelexpectation,theanom a-

lousgluon interpretation seem sto bem orefavored in thepastby m any ofthepractitioners

in the�eld.

In this section we willpoint out that within the approach ofthe OPE it is precisely

the axialanom aly that provides the necessary m echanism for producing a negative sea-

quark polarization from gluons.Hence,thesea-quark interpretation of�p1 isasgood asthe

anom alous gluon one. In fact,we willshow in the next section that these two di�erent

popularexplanationsare on the sam e footing;physicsisindependentofhow we de�ne the

photon-gluon crosssection and thequark spin density.

4.2 A m inireview ofthe O PE

The approach ofthe operatorproduct expansion provides relations between the m om ents

ofstructurefunctionsand forward m atrix elem entsoflocalgauge-invariantoperators(fora

nice review,see [53]). Forinclusive deep inelastic scattering,the hadronic tensorW �� has
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theexpression

W �� =
1

2�

Z

d
4
xe

iq�xhp;sj[J�(x);J�(0)]jp;si (4.1)

foranucleon statewith m om entum p� and spin s�.SinceW �� in theDIS lim itisdom inated

by the light-cone region where x2 � 0 (but not necessarily x� � 0),the structure ofthe

currentproductisprobed nearthelightcone.In orderto evaluateW ��,itisconvenientto

considerthetim e-ordered productoftwo currents:

t�� = i

Z

d
4
xe

iq�x
T(J�(x)J�(0)) (4.2)

and the forward Com pton scattering am plitude T�� = hp;sjt��jp;si,which isrelated to the

hadronictensorby therelation W �� =
1

�
Im T�� via theopticaltheorem .

In thelim itq! 1 ,theoperatorproductexpansion allowsusto expand t�� in term sof

localoperators;schem atically,

lim
q! 1

t�� =
X

n

C��;n(q)O n(0): (4.3)

TheW ilson coe�cientfunctionsC n can beobtained by com putingthequark orgluon m atrix

elem entsofJ�J� and O n. Considert�� in the com plex ! (= 1=x = 2p� q=� q2)plane. By

analyticity,theFeynm an am plitude M �� corresponding to thefreequark (orgluon)m atrix

elem entofJ�J� can be calculated at! near0 (butnotin the physicalregion 1 < ! < 1 )

and expanded around ! = 0.Generically,

M �� = hk;�jt��jk;�i�
X

n

C��;n!
nhk;�jOnjk;�i (4.4)

fora quark state with m om entum k� and spin ��.Since the free quark m atrix elem entsof

thequark operatorshavetheform

hk;�jO
�1����n
V jk;�i= k

�1 � � � k
�n ; hk;�jO

�1����n
A jk;�i= hk

�1 � � � k
�n ; (4.5)

forvectorand axial-vectortypesofquark operators,whereh isa helicity ofthequark state,

thecoe�cientfunctionsC ��;n arethusdeterm ined.

Theleading-twist(= dim ension�spin)contributionstotheantisym m etric(spin-dependent)

partoft�� in term softheoperatorproductexpansion are

t[��]=
X

n= 1;3;���

i�����q
�

 
2

�q2

! n

q�1 � � � q�n� 1

X

i

2Ci;nO
�f�1����n� 1g

i;A ; (4.6)

where the sum
P

i isoverthe leading-twistquark and gluon operators. The twist-2 quark

and gluon operatorsaregiven by

O
�f�1����n� 1g

1;A =
1

2

�
i

2

�n�1
 

�
D

f�1���D
�n� 1g5 ; (4.7)

O
�f�1����n� 1g

2;A =
1

2

�
i

2

�n�1
Tr

�
�
���

G �D
f�1���D

�n� 2G
�n� 1g
�

�
; (4.8)
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with G �� a gluon �eld strength tensor,D � a covariant derivative,and f� � �g a com plete

sym m etrization ofthe enclosed indices. The corresponding W ilson coe�cients in (4.6) to

thezeroth orderof�s are

C1;n = e
2
q; forquark operatorsofavorq;

C2;n = 0; forgluon operators: (4.9)

Itisusefultodecom posetheoperatorO A intoatotally sym m etriconeand aonewith m ixed

sym m etry [54]

O
�f�1����n� 1g

A = O
f��1����n� 1g

A + O
[�f�1]�2����n� 1g

A ; (4.10)

where[� � �]indicatesantisym m etrization,

O
f��1�2����n� 1g

A =
1

n

h
O
�f�1����n� 1g

A + O
�1f��2����n� 1g

A + O
�2f�1�����n� 1g

A + � � �
i
; (4.11)

forn = 1;3;5;� � �,isa twist-2 operator,and

O
[�f�1]�2����n� 1g

A =
1

n

h
O
�f�1����n� 1g

A � O
�1f��2����n� 1g

A

+ O
�f�1����n� 1g

A � O
�2f�1�����n� 1g

A + � � �
i
; (4.12)

forn = 3;5;� � �,isa twist-3 operator. The proton m atrix elem ents ofthese two operators

are

hp;sjO
f��1�2����n� 1g

i;A jp;si =
ai;n

n
(s�p�1 � � � p

�n� 1 + s
�1p

� � � � p
�n� 1 + � � �);

hp;sjO
[�f�1]�2����n� 1g

i;A jp;si =
di;n

n
[(s�p�1 � s

�1p
�)p�2 � � � p

�n� 1 (4.13)

+(s�p�2 � s
�2p

�)p�1 � � � p
�n� 1 + � � � ];

whereai;n and di;n areunknown reduced m atrix elem ents.

W riting

T[��]= i~g1
�����q

�s�M

p� q
+ i~g2

�����q
�(p� qs� � s� qp�)M

(p� q)2
(4.14)

in analog to W [��][see Eq.(2.2)]and com paring with the proton m atrix elem entoft[��][cf.

Eq.(4.6)]gives

~g1 =
X

n= 1;3;5���

X

i

2Ci;nai;n!
n
;

~g2 =
X

n= 1;3;5���

X

i

��
1� n

n

�

2Ci;nai;n!
n +

�
n � 1

n

�

2Ci;ndi;n!
n

�

: (4.15)

Itfollowsfrom (4.15)that

~g2(!)= � ~g1(!)+
Z !

0

d!0

!0
~g1(!

0)+
X

n= 1;3;5;���

�
n � 1

n

� X

i

2Ci;ndi;n!
n
: (4.16)
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Using dispersion relationsto relate ~g1;2 in the unphysicalregion (! � 0)to theirvaluesin

thephysicalregion (1< ! < 1 )�nally yieldsthem om entsum rules:

Z
1

0

dxx
n�1

g1(x) =
1

2

X

i

Ci;nai;n ; n = 1;3;5;� � � ; (4.17)

Z 1

0

dxx
n�1

g2(x) = �
1

2

�
n � 1

n

� X

i

Ci;n(ai;n � di;n); n = 3;5;� � � ; (4.18)

and therelation11

g2(x)= g
W W
2 (x)+ �g2(x); (4.19)

obtained from (4.16),where

g
W W
2 (x)= �g1(x)+

Z 1

x

dy

y
g1(y) (4.20)

isa contribution to g2(x)�xed by g1(x),�rstderived by W andzura and W ilczek [55],and

�g2(x)isa truly twist-3 contribution related to thetwist-3 m atrix elem entsdi;n.

For n = 1,the m om ent sum rule (4.17) for g1 is particularly sim ple: Gluons do not

contribute to the�rstm om entofgp1 asitisclearfrom (4.8)thatthereisno twist-2 gauge-

invariantlocalgluonicoperatorforn = 1,asstressed in [56].Since

hp;sjO
�

1;Ajp;si= a1;1s
� (4.21)

from (4.13)and C1;1 = e2q to thezeroth orderof�s [see(4.9)],itfollowsthat

Z
1

0

g1(x)dx =
1

2
C1;1a1;1 = �

1

2
hp;sj

X

q

e
2
q�q�5qjp;sis

�
: (4.22)

Denoting

hp;sj�q�5qjp;si= s��q; (4.23)

(4.22)leadsto thewell-known naiveparton-m odelresult[cf.Eq.(2.16)]

Z 1

0

g
p

1(x)dx =
1

2
(
4

9
�u +

1

9
�d+

1

9
�s); (4.24)

which isrederived herefrom theOPE approach.
11Itshould be stressed thatthe relation (4.19)isderived from (4.16)ratherthan from (4.17)and (4.18).

Ithasbeen strongly claim ed in [20]that(4.19)is a priorinotreliable since its derivation is based on the

dangerous assum ption that (4.17) and (4.18) are valid for allinteger n. O bviously,this criticism is not

applied to ourcaseand (4.19)isvalid asitstands.
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4.3 A xialanom aly and sea-quark polarization

Contrary to the im proved parton m odeldiscussed in Sec.III,we see thatthere is no any

gluonic operatorcontributing to the �rstm om entofgp1(x)according to the OPE analysis.

The questionsare then whatisthe deep reason forthe absence ofgluonic contributionsto

�p1 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

�� G

hard(x)and hence the quark spin density �q(x)are k ? -factorization schem e dependent.

W e have freedom to rede�ne �� G

hard(x) and �q(x) in accord with (3.15)but the physical

cross section �� p(x) rem ains intact. Therefore,there m ust exist a factorization schem e

thatrespectsthe OPE:Hard gluonsm ake no contribution to �p1 and �q can be expressed

asa nucleon m atrix elem entofa localgauge-invariantoperator.In thisschem e,gluonscan

inducea sea polarization even form asslessquarks.Thiscan beim plem ented asfollows.As

discussed in thelastsection,thequark spin density inside a gluon �q G (x)can beobtained

by calculating the triangle diagram with an ultravioletcuto� to ensure thatk2? <� �2fact. It

is wellknown that in the presence ofthe axialanom aly in the triangle diagram ,gauge

invarianceand chiralsym m etry cannotcoexist.Soiftheultravioletregulatorrespectsgauge

sym m etry and axialanom aly,chiralsym m etry willbe broken. As a consequence,quark-

antiquark pairscreated from thegluon via thegluonicanom aly can havethesam ehelicities

and give rise to a nonvanishing �q G (x). Since the axialanom aly resides at k? ! 1 ,

evidently wehaveto integrateoverk2? from 0 to 1 to achievetheaxialanom aly and hence

chiral-sym m etry breaking,and then identify theultravioletcuto�with �fact.W eseethatthe

desired ultravioletregulatorm ustbegauge-invariantbutchiral-variantowingtothepresence

oftheQCD anom aly in thetrianglediagram .Obviously,thedim ensionaland Pauli-Villars

regularizations,which respecttheaxialanom aly,aresuitableforourpurposes.
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Figure3:Thetriangle graph forj�5 between externalgluons.

Thecontribution ofthetrianglediagram Fig.3 fora singlequark avoris

�+5 = 2ig2T
Z
dn�2 k? dk

+ dk�

(2�)4
Trf"=�(k=+ m )+ 5(k=+ m )"=[(p=� k=)� m ]g

(k2 � m 2 + i�)2[(p� k)2 � m 2 + i�]
; (4.25)
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where T = 1

2
,"� = (0;0;1;�i)=

p
2 is the transverse polarization ofexternalgluons,the

factor2 com esfrom thefactthegluon in Fig.3 can circulatein oppositedirection,and the

dim ensionalregularization is em ployed to regulate the ultraviolet divergence. The quark

spin density insidea gluon isthen given by

�q G
G I(x)=

2ig2T

2p+

Z
dn�2 k? dk

+ dk�

(2�)4
�

 

x�
k+

p+

!
Trf� � �g

(k2 � m 2 + i�)2[(p� k)2 � m 2 + i�]
:(4.26)

Note that
R
1

0 �q
G
G I(x)dx = �+5 =(2p

+ ) [cf. Eq.(3.33)]. W e �rst perform the k� integralin

(4.26)by noting thata poleofk� locating at

k
� = p

� �
k2? + m 2

2(p+ � k+ )
(4.27)

in the region 0 < k+ < p+ contributes to contourintegration. The resultfor\+" helicity

externalgluonsis[9]

�q G
G I(x) = �

�s

2�

Z
dn�2 k? =�

[k2? + m 2 � p2x(1� x)]2

�

�

(k2? + m
2)(1� 2x)� 2m 2(1� x)� 2

�
n � 4

n � 2

�

k
2
? (1� x)

�

; (4.28)

where the subscript GIdesignates a gauge-invariant factorization schem e. The last term

proportionalto (n � 4) arises from the use of5 in dim ensionalregularization. The 5

m atrix (= i0123)anticom m uteswith the Dirac m atrix in 4 dim ensionsbutcom m utes

with the Dirac m atrix in n � 4 dim ensions. Thisterm originating from the axialanom aly

thussurvivesatk2? ! 1 .By com paring (4.28)with (3.16),itisclearthat�q G
G I(x)hasthe

sam eexpression asthatof�q G
CI(x)exceptforthepresence ofan axial-anom aly term in the

form er.Itfollowsthat[57]

�q G
G I(x)� �q G

CI(x) = �
�s

2�

"

(2x� 1)ln
�2fact+ m 2 � p2x(1� x)

�2fact

+
2�2fact(1� x)

�2fact+ m 2 � p2x(1� x)

#

(4.29)

form assand m om entum cuto�s,and

�q G
G I(x)� �q G

CI(x)= �
�s

2�

2

4(2x� 1)ln
�2fact+ �2

M S

�2fact
+
2�2fact(1� x)

�2fact+ �2
M S

3

5 (4.30)

forthedim ensionalinfrared cuto�.Hence,

�q G
G I(x)� �q G

CI(x)= �
�s

�
(1� x) (4.31)

for�2fact >> �2
M S

;m 2;�p2.Thedi�erencebetween thequarkspin densitiesin gauge-invariant

and chiral-invariant factorization schem es thus lies in the gluonic anom aly arising at the

region k2? � �2fact. As noted in passing, the quark spin distribution in a gluon cannot
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be reliably calculated by perturbative QCD;however,the di�erence between �q G
G I(x)and

�q G
CI(x)istrustworthy in QCD.Itisinteresting to seefrom Eqs.(4.31)and (3.19)that

�q G
G I(�

2
fact)= �

�s(�2fact)

2�
(4.32)

form asslessquarks.Therefore,thesea-quarkpolarization perturbativelygenerated byhelicity

+ hard gluonsvia the anom aly m echanism isnegative!In otherwords,a polarized gluon is

preferred tosplitintoaquark-antiquark pairwith helicitiesantiparalleltothegluon spin.As

explained before,chiral-sym m etry breaking induced by the gluonic anom aly isresponsible

forthesea polarization produced perturbatively by hard gluons.

Since�� G

hard(x)= �� G(x)� �q G (x),itfollowsthatthehard crosssection hastheform

�� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)G I = �� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)CI+

�s

�
(1� x)

=
�s

2�

"

(2x � 1)

 

ln
Q 2

�2fact
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

+ 2(1� x)

#

:(4.33)

Hence,
Z 1

0

dx�� G

hard(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)G I= 0; (4.34)

and thegluoniccontribution to �p1 vanishes.Thisisso becausetheaxialanom aly character-

ized by the �s
�
(1� x)term isshifted from the hard crosssection forphoton-gluon scattering

in the chiral-invariantfactorization schem e to the quark spin density in the gauge-invariant

schem e.Itwas�rstobserved and strongly advocated by Bodwin and Qiu [11]thattheabove

conclusion isactually quite general: The hard gluonic contribution to the �rstm om entof

g
p

1 vanishes aslong asthe ultraviolet regulatorforthe spin-dependent quark distributions

respectsgaugeinvariance,Lorentzinvariance,and theanalyticstructureoftheunregulated

distributions. Hence,the OPE result (4.24)for�p1 is a generalconsequence ofthe gauge-

invariantfactorization schem e.

W ewish to stressthatthequark spin density �q G (x)m easuresthepolarized sea-quark

distribution in a helicity + gluon ratherthan in a polarized proton.Consequently,�q G (x)

m ustconvolutewith �G(x)in orderto beidenti�ed asthesea-quark spin distribution in a

proton [58]:

�q G I
s (x;�2fact)� �q CI

s (x;�2fact)= �
�s

�
(1� x)
 �G(x;� 2

fact): (4.35)

Sincethevalencequark spin distribution �q v(x)= �q(x)� �q s(x)isk? -factorization inde-

pendent,itfollowsthat[59]

�q G I(x;�
2
fact)� �q CI(x;�

2
fact)= �

�s

�
(1� x)
 �G(x;� 2

fact); (4.36)

which leadsto

�q G I(Q
2)� �q CI(Q

2)= �
1

2�
�s(Q

2)�G(Q 2); (4.37)
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wherewehaveset�2fact = Q 2.Eqs.(4.33)and (4.36)providethenecessary relationsbetween

the gauge-invariant and chiral-invariant factorization schem es. The reader m ay recognize

that(4.37)isprecisely therelation (3.30)obtained in theim proved parton m odel.

4.4 Sea-quark or anom alous gluon interpretation for �1 ?

W e have seen thatthere are two di�erentpopularexplanationsforthe data of�1. In the

sea-quark interpretation, the sm allness ofthe fraction ofthe proton spin carried by the

quarks�� = �� v + �� s � 0:30 isascribed to the negative sea polarization which partly

com pensatesthevalence-quark spin com ponent.By contrast,alargeand negativesea-quark

polarization is not dem anded in the anom alous-gluon interpretation that the discrepancy

between experim entand theEllis-Ja�esum rulefor�p

1 isaccounted forby anom alousgluon

contributions.Theissue ofthecontradicting statem entsaboutthegluoniccontributionsto

the �rst m om ent ofg1(x) between the im proved parton m odeland the OPE analysis has

been underhotdebate overthepastyears.Naturally we would like to ask :Are these two

seem ingly di�erentexplanationsequivalent? Ifnot,then which schem eism orejusti�ed and

sounding ?

In spite ofm uch controversy on the aforem entioned issue,thisdispute wasactually re-

solved severalyears ago [11]. The key point is that a di�erent interpretation for �p

1 cor-

responds to a di�erent k? -factorization de�nition forthe quark spin density and the hard

photon-gluon cross section. The choice ofthe \ultraviolet" cuto� for soft contributions

speci�esthefactorization convention.Itisclearfrom (3.1),(4.33)and (4.36)thatto NLO

g1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

X

q

e
2
q

�

�q G I(x;Q
2)+

�s

2�
�f q(x)
 �q G I(x;Q

2)+ �� G

hard(x)G I
 �G(x;Q 2)
�

=
1

2

X

q

e
2
q

�

�q CI(x;Q
2)+

�s

2�
�f q(x)
 �q CI(x;Q

2)+ �� G

hard(x)CI
 �G(x;Q 2)
�

;

(4.38)

where wehave set�2fact = Q 2 so thatthelnQ 2=�2fact term sin �f q(x)and ��
G

hard(x)vanish.

Aswillbe discussed in Sec.7.1,the Q 2 evolution ofg1(x;Q 2)in (4.38)isgoverned by the

parton spin distributions. Therefore,the polarized structure function g1(x)isshown to be

independentofthechoiceofthefactorization convention up to thenext-to-leading orderof

�s,as itshould be. This is so because a change ofthe factorization schem e m erely shifts

theaxial-anom aly contribution between �q(x)and �� G(x)in such a way thatthephysical

proton-gluon crosssection rem ainsunchanged [cf.Eq.(3.15)].Itfollowsfrom (4.38)that

Z
1

0

g1(x;Q
2)dx =

1

2

�

1�
�s

�

� X

q

�q G I(Q
2)

=
1

2

�

1�
�s

�

� X

q

 

�q CI(Q
2)�

�s(Q 2)

2�
�G(Q 2)

!

: (4.39)
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Hence,the size ofthe hard-gluonic contribution to �1 ispurely a m atterofthe factorization

convention chosen in de�ning �q(x)and �� G(x). Thisim portantobservation on the k? -

factorization dependenceoftheanom alousgluoniccontribution to the�rstm om entofg1(x)

was�rstm ade by Bodwin and Qiu [11](see also M anohar[12],Carlitz and M anohar[60],

Bassand Thom as[17],Ste�ensand Thom as[48]).

Thus far we have only considered two extrem es ofthe k? -factorization schem es: the

chiral-invariantschem e in which theultravioletregulatorrespectschiralsym m etry,and the

gauge-invariantschem ein which gaugesym m etry isrespected butchiralsym m etry isbroken

by thecuto�.Nevertheless,itisalsopossibletochoosean interm ediatefactorization schem e

which isneithergaugenorchiralinvariant,soingeneral�q G I = �q 0� ��s
2�
�G foranarbitrary

� (� = 0 and � = 1 corresponding to gauge-and chiral-invariantschem es,respectively)[61].

Experim entally m easured quantitiesdo notdepend on thevalueof�.

Although the issue ofwhether or not gluons contribute to �1 was resolved six years

ago [11,12],the fact that the interpretation of�1 is stillunder dispute even today and

that som e recent articles and reviews are stillbiased towards or against one ofthe two

popular im plications ofthe m easured �1 is considerably unfortunate and annoying. As

m entioned in Sec.4.1,theanom alousgluon interpretation hasbeen deem ed to beplausible

and m ore favored than the sea-quark one by m any practitionersin the �eld overthe past

years.However,thesetwo explanationsareon thesam efootingand alltheknown criticism s

to the gauge-invariant factorization schem e and the sea-quark interpretation of�1 are in

vain.Herewenam ea few:

� It has been often claim ed [62,46,49]that soft contributions are partly included in

�� G

hard(x)G I rather than being factorized into parton spin densities because, apart

from thesoft-cuto� term ,�� G

hard(x)G I [seeEq.(4.33)]hasexactly thesam eexpression

as(3.11)or(3.12).Therefore,thelastterm proportionalto2(1� x)arisesfrom thesoft

region k2? � m 2 << �Q CD,and hence itshould be absorbed into the polarized quark

distribution. Thism akesthe gauge-invariantschem e pathologicaland inappropriate.

However,this argum ent is fallacious. It is true that the 2(1� x) term in (3.11) or

(3.12)dropsoutin �� G

hard(x)CIbecauseitstem sfrom thesoftk2? region,butitem erges

again in the gauge-invariantschem e due to the axialanom aly being subtracted from

�� G

hard(x)CI [seeEqs.(4.31-4.33)]and thistim ereappearsin thehard region k
2
? � �2fact.

Asa result,thehard photon-gluon crosssection given by (4.33)isgenuinely hard !

� A sea-quark interpretation of�p1 with �s= �0:10atQ 2 = 10GeV 2 hasbeen criticized

on theground thata bound j�sj� 0:052 + 0:023
�0:052 [63]can bederived based on theinfor-

m ation ofthebehaviorofs(x)m easured in deep inelasticneutrino experim entsand on

the positivity constraintthatj�s(x)j� s(x). However,thisclaim isquite controver-

sial[64]and nottrustworthy. Indeed,one can always�nd a polarized strange quark

distribution with �s � �0:10 which satis�espositivity and experim entalconstraints
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[43].M oreover,a sea polarization ofthisorderisalso con�rm ed by latticecalculations

[65,66].

By now,wewish tohaveconvinced thereaderthatitdoesnotm akesensetokeep disput-

ing which factorization prescription iscorrectorwhich interpretation issuperiorasthey are

equivalent.Oncea setof�q G I(x);�G(x);��
G

hard(x)G I orof�q CI(x);�G(x);��
G

hard(x)CI
ischosen,onehasto stick to thesam eschem e in allprocesses.

Itisworth em phasizingatthispointthattheequivalenceofthesea-quarkandanom alous-

gluon interpretations is only applied to the �rst m om ent ofg1(x),but not to g1(x) itself.

Supposeatacertain Q 2 = Q 2
0,thedataofg1(x)arereproduced eitherby assum ing�q s(x)6=

0 but�G(x)= 0 in thesense ofthesea-quark interpretation,orby having �G(x)6= 0 but

�q s(x)= 0 in the sense ofthe anom alousgluon interpretation. Itisclear thatthese two

explanations are no longer equivalent at Q 2 > Q 2
0 as �q s(x;Q 2) and �G(x;Q 2) evolve

di�erently.An equivalence ofthe�rstm om entofg1(x)doesnotim ply thesam eresultsfor

the higherm om entsofg1(x). From (4.38)itisevidentthatin spite ofa vanishing gluonic

contribution to �1 in the gauge-invariantschem e,itby no m eansim pliesthat�G vanishes

in a polarized proton.

So farwehave focused on theperturbative partoftheaxialanom aly.The perturbative

QCD results(4.35)-(4.37)indicatethatthedi�erence�q G I
s � �q CI

s isinduced perturbatively

from hard gluonsvia the anom aly m echanism and itssign ispredicted to be negative. By

contrast,�q CI
s (x)can be regarded asan intrinsic sea-quark spin density produced nonper-

turbatively. As we have em phasized in passing (see Sec.3.1),the sea-quark helicity �q CI
s

for m assless quarks cannot be generated perturbatively from hard gluons due to helicity

conservation. The question iswhatisthe underlying m echanism forproducing an intrinsic

negativehelicity forsea quarks? Doesithavesom ething to dowith thenonperturbativeas-

pectoftheaxialanom aly ? Thewell-known solution to theUA(1)problem in QCD involves

two im portantingredients:theQCD anom aly and theQCD vacuum with a nontrivialtopo-

logicalstructure,nam ely the�-vacuum constructed from instantonswhich arenonperturba-

tive gluon con�gurations. Since the instanton-induced interactions can ip quark helicity,

in analog to the baryon-num ber nonconservation induced by the ’t Hooftm echanism ,the

quark-antiquark paircreated from theQCD vacuum viainstantonscan haveanethelicity.It

hasbeen suggested thatthism echanism ofquark helicity nonconservation providesanatural

and nonperturbativeway ofgenerating negativesea-quark polarization [67,68,16].

Therearetwoextrem ecasesforthesea-quarkspin com ponent:In onecase,�q CI
s (Q

2)= 0

so that �q G I
s arises exclusively from the perturbative anom aly m echanism . As a result,

�G(Q 2)isequalto �(2�=�s)�q G I
s (Q 2)[cf.Eq.(4.37)]and isoforder2.5 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2.

In the other extrem e case, �q G I
s (Q 2) = �q CI

s (Q 2) so that the sea-quark polarization is

exclusively ofnonperturbativenatureand �G = 0,asadvocated,forexam ple,in thechiral

soliton m odel[41,42]. The realistic case should be som ewhere between these two extrem e

cases.
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In short,thesea-quark polarization �q G I
s consistsoftwo com ponents:theintrinsicnon-

perturbativepart�q CI
s induced from theQCD vacuum via instantonsand theperturbative

parti.e.,�q G I
s � �q CI

s generated from theanom aly m echanism .Thelatticecalculation (see

Sec.6.1)indicatesthatthesea polarization isalm ostindependentoflightquark avorsand

this suggests that it is indeed the perturbative and nonperturbative parts ofthe gluonic

anom aly thataccountforthebulk ofthenegativespin com ponentofsea quarks.

4.5 O perator de�nitions for �q and �G

The quark spin com ponentin the nucleon can be expressed asa m atrix elem entofa local

and gauge-invariant operatorin the gauge-invariantk? -factorization schem e. Since in the

parton m odel�qgiven by (2.15)isde�ned in thein�nitem om entum fram e,we�rstconsider

such a fram ewherethenucleon ism oving in thez direction with m om entum p3 � p1 ! 1

and helicity + 1

2
,so that

hp1 ;" j�q
3
5qjp1 ;"i= �q G I: (4.40)

Thisisequivalentto working in thelight-frontcoordinatein thelaboratory fram e

hp;sj�q+ 5qjp;si= s
+ �q G I; (4.41)

where \+" is a good com ponent in the light-frontquantization form ulation. It should be

stressed that�qisnotequaltothenetspin vectorsum
R
d3p[q"(p)� q#(p)]in theproton rest

fram ein theequal-tim equantization form ulation,whereq"(#)(p)istheprobability of�nding

a quark avorqin theproton restfram ewith m om entum p� and spin parallel(antiparallel)

to the proton spin [69]. Technically,the helicity and spin com ponents ofthe proton are

related toeach othervia theso-called M elosh transform ation.Thequark spin �q G I isgauge

invariantbutitevolveswith Q 2 sincetheavor-singletaxial-vectorcurrentJ�

5 =
P

q �q
�5q

hasan anom alousdim ension �rstappearing atthetwo-loop level[70].The Q 2 dependence

of�� G I(Q 2)willbediscussed in Sec.4.6.Theevaluation ofthenucleon m atrix elem entof

J5� involvesconnected and disconnected insertions(seeFig.4),which arerelated to valence

quark and vacuum (i.e.,sea quark) polarizations,respectively, and are separately gauge

invariant.Thuswecan m aketheidenti�cation:

hp;sjJ+5 jp;si= hp;sjJ+5 jp;sicon + hp;sjJ+5 jp;sidis =
X

q

(�q G I
v + �q G I

s )s+ : (4.42)

Interestingly,lattice QCD calculations of�q G I
v and �q G I

s becam e available very recently

[65,66].Itisfound that�u s = �d s = �s= �0:12� 0:01 from the disconnected insertion

[65]. This em piricalSU(3)-avor sym m etry im plies thatthe sea-quark polarization in the

gauge-invariantschem eisindeed predom inately generated by theaxialanom aly.Recallthat

sea contributionsin theunpolarized casearefarfrom being SU(3)sym m etric: �d > �u > �s.
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N N N N
connected disconnected

Figure4:Connected and disconnected insertionsarisingfrom theavor-singletaxial-vectorcurrent.

In thechiral-invariantfactorization schem e oneisexpected to have

hp;sjJ+5 jp;si=
X

q

�

�q CI�
�s

2�
�G

�

s
+ (4.43)

by virtueof(4.37).Thequestion isthatcan onede�ne�q CI and �G separately in term sof

a gauge-invariantlocaloperator? Forthispurposewewrite

J
�

5 = J
�

5 � nfK
� + nfK

� � ~J�5 + nfK
�
; (4.44)

with theChern-Sim onscurrent

K
� =

�s

2�
�
����

A
a
�(@�A

a
� �

1

3
gfabcA

b
�A

c
�) (4.45)

and �0123 = 1.Since K � ism ade ofgluon �eldsonly and ~J�5 isconserved in thechirallim it

so thathGj~J�5jGi= 0,itistem pted to m aketheidenti�cation:

hp;sj~J+5 jp;si = �� CIs
+
;

hp;sjK + jp;si = �
�s

2�
�G s

+
: (4.46)

Itwasoriginally claim ed in [8]thatalthough the topologicaloperatorK � isgaugevariant,

itsdiagonalm atrix elem entisneverthelessgauge invariant. The argum entgoesasfollows.

Considerthem atrix elem entofK �:

hN (p0)jK �jN (p)i = �u(p0)[G 1(q
2)�5 + G 2(q

2)q�5]u(p): (4.47)

Since @�K � = (�s=2�)G eG is gauge invariant,so is the expression 2m N G 1(q2)+ q2G 2(q2).

Consequently, the absence of a Goldstone pole coupled to J
�

5 im plies that G 1(q2 = 0)

and hence the m atrix elem ent ofK � in the forward direction becom es gauge invariant.

Another argum ent relies on the observation that under the gauge transform ation,K � !

K � + �����@�(� � �).So the gauge-dependentterm can be expressed asa four-derivative and

thus does not contribute to the diagonalm atrix elem ent ofK �. However, both above-

m entioned argum entsare erroneousforthe reason ofthe QCD U(1)problem . In orderto

solve the U(1) problem ,the SU(3)-singlet �0 �eld m ust acquire a m ass even in the chiral

lim it(seee.g.,[71]):

m
2
�0
� � lim

q! 0

iq�q�

f2�0

Z

d
4
xe

iqxh0jTK �(x)K �(0)j0i: (4.48)
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This dem ands a ghost pole coupled to K �. Hence,G 2(q2)q2 does not vanish in the lim it

q2 ! 0.Also,underthe\large" gaugetransform ation,

K
� ! K

� + �
����

@�(� � �)+
�s

2�
�
����Tr[(U y

@�U)(U
y
@�U)(U

y
@�U)]: (4.49)

Itisgenerally believed thatasolution totheU(1)problem needstwocrucialingredients:the

axialanom aly and theinstanton.The gaugetransform ation U(x)m ustbenontrivialifthe

instanton orthe topologicalstructure ofthe vacuum exists. Itfollowsfrom (4.49)thatthe

forward m atrixelem entofK � isnotgaugeinvariantunderthe\large"gaugetransform ation.

(Foran explicitexam plein thefram ework oftheSchwingerm odel,see[72].)

Sincethetwist-2,spin-2gluonicoperatorG eG (= G a
��

eG a��)isgaugeinvariant,ithasbeen

proposed [73]to utilizethedivergence equation

@�J
�

5 =
X

q

2m q�qi5q+
�snf

4�
G eG (4.50)

to de�negauge-invariantquark and gluon spin com ponents:

�� CI =
1

2m N

hp;sj
X

q

2m q�qi5qjp;si; �G = �
1

2m N

hp;sj
1

2
G eGjp;si: (4.51)

However,thislocaloperatorde�nition im m ediately encountersseveralinsurm ountable dif-

�culties: forexam ple,(i)the totallightquark spin in a nucleon vanishesin the zero light

quark m asslim it,and (ii)�G and �sthusde�ned exhibita largeisospin violation,nam ely

the gluon and sea-quark spin contentsofthe neutron are di�erentfrom thatofthe proton:

�s n 6= �s p and �G n 6= �G p (an explicit calculation shows �G p < 0,while �G n > 0)

[74]. W e conclude thatthere isno (spin-1 orspin-2)twist-2 gauge-invariantlocaloperator

de�nition for�G and �q CI. Thisisconsistentwith the OPE statem entthatthere isonly

onetwist-2 localgauge-invariantoperatorcontributing to �1.

Itturnsoutthatalthough K � isnotgaugeinvariant,itsnucleon m atrix elem entcan be

related to�G de�ned below in (4.56)by choosing aspeci�cgaugeand coordinate.Spin and

orbitalangularm om enta in QCD aregoverned by a rank-3 tensorM ��� [56]:

M
��� =

i

2
 

�(x�@� � x
�
@
�) +

1

2
�
����

 �5 � G
��(x�@� � x

�
@
�)A �

+ (G ��
A
� + G

��
A
�)�

1

4
G
2(x�g�� � x

�
g
��); (4.52)

where thecolorindicesareim plicit.Thefourth term in (4.52)isrelevantto thegluon spin

and thegeneratorofgluon spin rotationshastheform 12

M
0ij

G (spin)=
�
~E � ~A

�k
: (4.53)

12Note thatthe generatorsofgluon spin and orbitalrotationscorresponding to the respectivefourth and

third term sin (4.52),wereoriginally incorrectly identi�ed in [56]with ~A � ~E and E l(~x� ~r )A l,respectively.

However,the gluon’stotalangularm om entum operator ~JG = ~x � (~E � ~B )given in [56]iscorrect.
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However,the gluon spin and orbitalterm sin M ���

G areseparately gaugevariantand hence

a choiceofgauge�xing isnecessary.Itappearsthatin thein�nitem om entum fram eand in

thetem poralaxialgaugeA 0 = 0,theoperator ~E � ~A m easuresthegluon spin,thatis[56]

hp1 ;" j
�
~E � ~A

�3
jp1 ;"iA 0= 0 = �G: (4.54)

Itiseasy tocheck thattheChern-Sim onscurrentK 3 in tem poralaxialgaugeisproportional

to
�
~E � ~A

�3
.W ecould alsode�nethesam e�G in thelaboratoryfram eusingthelight-front

coordinateto obtain [75]

hp;sjM + 12
G (spin)jp;siA + = 0 = hp;sj

�
~E � ~A

�3
+ ~A ? �~B ? jp;siA + = 0 = s

+ �G; (4.55)

with B i =
1

2
�ijkG

jk,by noting thatthe gauge condition A 0 = 0 in the in�nite m om entum

fram e ism odi�ed to the light-frontgauge A + = 0 in the light-frontcoordinate. Therefore,

in light-frontgauge[9,78,75]

hp;sjK + jp;siA + = 0 = �
�s

2�
�G s

+
: (4.56)

This is the localoperatorde�nition forthe gluon spin com ponent. Consequently,we also

have

hp;sj~J+5 jp;siA + = 0 = �� CIs
+
: (4.57)

W eseethat(4.46)isvalid in thelight-frontcoordinateand in light-frontgauge.

Thegluon spin �G (and likewisefor�� CI)alsocan berecastasanucleon m atrixelem ent

ofa string-likenonlocalgauge-invariantoperator[76].Ofcourse,thisnonlocaloperatorwill

bereduced to thelocaloperatorK + orM + 12
G (spin)in light-frontgauge.M oreover,itisalso

possible to have operator representations for �G(x) and �q(x). The interested reader is

referred to [77,78,11].

From (4.57)itisclearthat�� CI doesnotevolve asthe current ~J�5 isconserved in the

chirallim it. In the im proved parton-m odelpicture discussed in Sec.III,thisisso because

the ultraviolet cuto� for�q CI(x) ischiralinvariant. Hence itisconsistent with the naive

intuition thatthe quark spin isnota�ected by gluon em ission. Applying (4.56)and (4.57)

to theaxial-currentm atrix elem entleadsto

hp;sjJ+5 jp;si = hp;sjJ+5 jp;sicon + hp;sj~J+5 jp;sidis+ hp;sjnfK
+ jp;sidis

A + = 0
�!

X

q

(�q CI
v + �q CI

s �
�s

2�
�G)s +

; (4.58)

whereuseof�q G I
v = �q CI

v hasbeen m ade.Thisisin agreem entwith (4.43),asitshould be.

4.6 A nom alous dim ensions of�� and ��

Itispointed outin Sec.3 thatin theim proved parton m odelthereisan anom alousgluonic

contribution to the�rstm om entofg1(x)even in theasym ptoticlim it.Thiscan beseen by
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solving the spin-dependentAltarelli-Parisiequation (3.24). However,itcan be also under-

stood in theOPE by considering theanom alousdim ension oftheChern-Sim onscurrentK �.

TheQCD evolution equation forJ�5 and K � isgiven by

d

dt

 
J
�

5

K �

!

=
�s(t)

2�

 
11 12

21 22

!  
J
�

5

K �

!

; (4.59)

wheret= lnQ 2=�2
Q CD,and ij areanom alousdim ensions:

 = 
(0)+

�s

2�

(1)+ � � � : (4.60)

Obviously,12 = 0 dueto theabsenceofJ�5 and K � m ixing (thelatterbeing gaugevariant).

Also,22 = 0 because @�K � � G eG and G eG doesnotgetrenorm alized. M oreover,the fact

thatthe Adler-Bardeen relation @�J
�

5 = nf@�K
� m ustbetrueatany renorm alization scale

� im pliesthat11 = nf21.Nextconsidertheevolution equation
d

dt
K � = �s

2�
21J

�

5 and take

quark m atrix elem ents.SinceK � isoforder�s,itisevidentthat21 isalso oforder�s.As

a result,(4.59)reducesto

d

dt

 
J
�

5

K �

!

=

 
�s(t)

2�

! 2  
nf

(1) 0

(1) 0

!  
J
�

5

K �

!

: (4.61)

Therefore,the anom alous dim ension ofJ�5 starts at the 2-loop level. The observation in

Sec.3.2 that�s�G isconserved to theleading-orderQCD evolution isnow ascribed to the

factthatthe anom alousdim ension ofK � startsatthe orderof�2s and that�s�G hasthe

sam e anom alousdim ension asthatofK � since itisrelated to the nucleon m atrix elem ent

ofK + via (4.56).

Now (1) can be calculated atthe 2-loop level(i.e.,11)with J
�

5 oratthe 1-loop level

(i.e.,21) with K �. A direct calculation of11 by Kodaira etal. [70]gives (1)11 = �2nf,

while(1)21 iscom puted in [79]to be�2.Hencetherelation 11 = nf21 isindeed obeyed.A

solution oftherenorm alization group equation
 

�
@

@t
+ �

@

@g
+ 

!

J
�

5(t;g)= 0 (4.62)

yields

J
�

5(t)= exp

 Z
(�g)

�(�g)
d�g

!

J
�

5(0)=

 

1+
�s(0)� �s(t)

2��0

(1)

!

J
�

5(0) (4.63)

with �0 = (33� 2nf)=3and �s(Q 2)= 4�=(�0lnQ 2=�2
Q CD).Hence,thetotalquark spin �� G I

de�ned in thegauge-invariantk? -factorization schem ebeginsevolution with Q 2 atorder�2s.

Sincetheanom alousdim ension  isnegative,�� G I(Q 2)decreaseswith Q 2.

From various operator de�nitions for �� G I; �� CI and �� � (� s=2�)�G given in

Sec.4.4,itiseasily shown from (4.61)that(seealso [80])

d

dt

 
�� G I

��

!

=
�
�s

2�

�2
 
�2nf 0

2 0

!  
�� G I

��

!

(4.64)

36



in thegauge-invariantschem e,and

d

dt

 
�� CI

��

!

=
�
�s

2�

�2
 
0 0

2 �2nf

!  
�� CI

��

!

(4.65)

in thechiral-invariantschem e.Itisevidentthat�� CIisconserved.Forparton spin densities

�q(x;Q 2)and �G(x;Q 2),theanom alousdim ensionsarerelated tospin-dependentsplitting

functions,which wewilldiscussin Sec.6.2.

4.7 A briefsum m ary

It is usefulto sum m arize what we have learned from Secs.3 and 4. Depending on how

we factorize the photon-gluon cross section into hard and soft parts and how we specify

the ultraviolet cuto� on the spin-dependent quark distributions,we have considered two

extrem esofk? -factorization schem es.

In thechiral-invariantfactorization schem e,theultravioletregulatorrespectschiralsym -

m etry and gaugeinvariancebutnottheaxialanom aly.Consequently,�q CI doesnotevolve

with Q 2 and is close to the conventionalparton-m odelintuition. There is an anom alous

gluoniccontribution to the�rstm om entofg1(x)dueto thegluonicanom aly resided in the

box diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering atk2? = [(1� x)=4x]Q 2 with x ! 0.Although �q CI

cannotbewritten asa nucleon m atrix elem entofa localgauge-invariantoperator,a gauge-

variantlocaloperatorde�nition for�q CI doesexist[cf.(4.57)]in thelight-frontcoordinate

and in the light-frontgauge A + = 0 (orin the in�nite m om entum fram e and in tem poral

axialgauge).Sinceseapolarization cannotbeperturbatively produced from hard gluonsdue

to helicity conservation,itisexpected to besm all.In theextrem e case that�s CI = 0,�G

isoforder2.5atQ 2 = 10GeV 2,and itleadsto theso-called anom alousgluon interpretation

of�1.

Contrary to theaboveschem e,theultravioletcuto� in thegauge-invariantschem esatis-

�esgauge sym m etry and the axialanom aly butbreakschiralsym m etry. Asa result,�q G I

isgaugeinvariantbutQ 2 dependent.Hard gluonsdo notcontributeto �1 becausetheaxial

anom aly is shifted from the hard photon-gluon cross section to the spin-dependent quark

distribution. Ofcourse,thisdoesnotim ply a vanishing �G. By contrast,the gluon spin

com ponentcould belargeenough toperturbatively generateasizeablenegativeseapolariza-

tion via the anom aly m echanism . Indeed,�G isk ? -factorization independent,and itdoes

notm ake sense to say that�G issm allin one schem e and large in the otherschem e. For

a given �G(x),�q G I and �q CI are related via (4.36),which is a rigorous consequence of

perturbative QCD.W ehave explicitly shown thatg1(x)(notjust�1)isindependentofthe

factorization prescription up to NLO.

In ordertoproducesea-quark polarization form asslessquarks,therearetwom echanism s

allowing forchiral-sym m etry breaking and quark helicity ip:the nonperturbative way via

instanton-induced interactions,and theperturbative way through theanom aly m echanism .
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Theem piricallatticeobservation ofSU(3)-avorsym m etryforspin com ponentsofseaquarks

(Sec.6.1)suggeststhatitisindeed theperturbativeand nonperturbative partsoftheaxial

anom aly,which are independent oflight quark m asses,that account for the bulk ofsea

polarization.

Although the choice of�q G I(x); ��
G

hard(x)G I or �q CI(x); ��
G

hard(x)CI is on the sam e

footing,in practice it appears that the use of�q G I(x) is m ore convenient than �q CI(x).

First ofall,�q G I corresponds to a nucleon m atrix elem ent ofa localand gauge-invariant

operator,and itscalculation in lattice QCD becam e available recently. For�q CI,one has

to com putethem atrix elem entof ~J+5 in light-frontgauge,which willrequiresizeablelattice

gaugecon�gurations.Second,NLO polarized splitting functionshavebeen determ ined very

recently in the gauge-invariantschem e,and itisstraightforward to study the evolution of

�q G I(x;Q 2)through AP evolution equations.

5 U (1) G oldberger-Treim an R elation and Its C onnec-

tion to the Proton Spin

5.1 T wo-com ponent U (1) G oldberger-Treim an relation

In thegauge-invariantand chiral-invariantfactorization schem estheavor-singletaxialcou-

pling g0A hastheexpression

g
0
A = �� G I (5.1)

= �� CI�
nf�s

2�
�G: (5.2)

The sm allnessofthe observed g0A isattributed eitherto the negative sea polarization orto

the anom alous gluonic contribution. However,the question ofwhat is its m agnitude still

rem ainsunanswered.Thewell-known isotripletGoldberger-Treim an (GT)relation

g
3
A(0)=

p
2f�

2m N

g
�3N N

; (5.3)

with f� = 132 M eV,indicatesthatthe coupling g3A is�xed in term softhe strong coupling

constantg
�3N N

. Itisnaturalto generalize thisrelation to the UA(1)case to see ifwe can

learn som ething aboutthem agnitudeofg0A.

M any discussionson the isosingletGT relation around the period of1989-1992 [81,82,

85,84,83,88,89]were m ainly m otivated by the desire oftrying to understand why the

axialcharge g0A inferred from the EM C experim ent [6]isso sm all,g0A(0)= 0:14� 0:17 at

Q 2 = 10:7GeV 2 (pre-1993). (The q2 ofthe form factor should not be confused with the

m om entum transferQ 2 occurred in deep inelastic scattering.) At�rstsight,the U(1)GT

relation seem snotto be in the rightballpark asthe naive SU(6)quark-m odel’sprediction

g(0)
�0N N

= (
p
6=5)g

�N N
yieldsatoolargevalueofg0A(0)= 0:80.Fortunately,in QCD theghost
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�eld G � @�K �,which isnecessary forsolving theUA(1)problem ,isallowed tohaveadirect

UA(1)-invariantinteraction with the nucleon. Thistogetherwith the m ixing of@�K � with

the�0 im pliesthatthenet\physical"�0� N couplingg
�0N N

iscom posed ofthebarecoupling

g(0)
�0N N

and theghostcoupling g
G N N

.Asa consequence,a possiblecancellation between g
�0N N

and g
G N N

term swillrenderg0A sm aller.However,thistwo-com ponentexpression fortheaxial

chargeisnotfreeofam biguity.Forexam ple,g
G N N

issom etim esassum ed to bethecoupling

between the glueballand the nucleon in the literature. M oreover,unlike the couplingsg3A
and g8A,a prediction forg

0
A islost.

Since the earlier parton-m odelanalysis ofpolarized deep inelastic scattering seem s to

indicate a decom position ofg0A in term softhe quark and gluon spin com ponents[7,8,9],

thishasm otivated m anyauthorstoidentifytheterm (
p
3f�=2m N )g�0N N

with thetotalquark

spin �� in a proton,and theotherterm with theanom alousgluon contribution.However,

thisidenti�cation holdsonly in the chiral-invariant schem e. W e willaddress thisproblem

below.

One im portantthing we have learned from the derivation ofthe isotripletGoldberger-

Treim an (GT)relation (5.3)isthatthisrelation holdsirrespectiveofthelightquark m asses.

Form 2
� 6= 0,itisderived through theuseofPCAC;whilein thechirallim it,g3A(q

2)isrelated

totheform factorf3A(q
2)q2,which receivesanonvanishingpion-polecontribution even in the

q2 ! 0 lim it. By the sam e token,itistem pting to contem plate thatthe U(1)GT relation

should bealso valid irrespective ofthem eson m assesand theaxialanom aly.Thisisindeed

the case:the U(1)GT relation (5.6)given below rem ainstotally unchanged no m atter how

onevariestheanom aly and thequarkm asses.Thissalientfeaturewas�rstexplicitly shown

in [81,82]. It was also pointed out in [84]that this U(1) relation is independent ofthe

interaction ofthe ghost�eld @�K � with the nucleon. The easistway ofderiving the U(1)

GT relation isthusto �rstwork in thechirallim it.De�ning theform factors

hN (p0)jJ5�jN (p)i= �u(p0)[g0A(q
2)�5 + f

0
A(q

2)q�5]u(p); (5.4)

weobtain

2m N g
0
A(0)= hN j@�J5�jN i= 3hN j@� K jN i: (5.5)

Assum ing the�0 poledom inancefor@�K ,nam ely @�K =1p
3
m 2

�0
f��0,wherethe�0 m assm �0
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arisesentirely from theaxialanom aly,weareled to theisosingletGT relation13

g
0
A(0)=

p
3f�

2m N

g
(0)

�0N N
; (5.6)

with g(0)
�0N N

a baredirectcoupling between �0 and thenucleon.

W hen thequark m assesareturned on,chiralsym m etry isexplicitly broken buttheGT

relation in term softhe �0 rem ainsintact,asshown in [81,82]. Nevertheless,the �0 isno

longera physicalm eson,and itisrelated to them asseigenstatesvia
0

B
B
@

�3

�8

�0

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
@

1 �1cos�3 + �2sin�3 �1sin�3 � �2cos�3
��1 cos�3 sin�3
�2 � sin�3 cos�3

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

�0

�

�0

1

C
C
A ; (5.7)

where �1; �2 and �3 are the m ixing anglesof�0 � �,are given in [88]with the num erical

values

�1 = �0:016; �2 = 0:0085; �3 = �18:5�: (5.8)

In Eq.(5.7) only term s linear in sm allangles �1 and �2 are retained. Consequently, the

com pleteGT relationsin term sofphysicalcoupling constantsread [82]14

g
3
A(0)=

p
2f�

2m N

g
�3N N

=

p
2f�

2m N

[g
�N N

� g
�0N N

(�1sin�3 � �2cos�3)

� g
�N N

(�1cos�3 + �2sin�3)]; (5.10)

g
8
A(0)=

p
6f�

2m N

g
�8N N

=

p
6f�

2m N

(g
�N N

cos�3 + g
�0N N

sin�3 � g
�N N

�1); (5.11)

g
0
A(0)=

p
3f�

2m N

g
(0)

�0N N
=

p
3f�

2m N

(g
�0N N

cos�3 � g
�N N

sin�3 � g
�N N

�2)+ � � � ; (5.12)

13Itisargued in [83,85]thatthe U(1)G T relation (5.6)holdsonly when the �0 isa m asslessG oldstone

boson obtained in the large-N c or O ZI lim it. In generalthe decay constant f�0 can be related to the

topologicalsusceptibility �0(0)ofthe Q CD vacuum so thatthe U(1)G T relation reads

2m N g
0
A (0)= 6

p
�0(0)g(0)

�0N N
:

In the O ZIlim it,
p
�0(0) = f�=(2

p
3). The sm allness ofthe observed g0A can be attributed either to the

anom alously sm allvalue ofthe �rstm om entofQ CD topologicalsusceptibility [83,85](foran estim ate of

1=N c correctionsto �
0(0),see [86])orto the suppression ofthe coupling g(0)

�0N N
.The sm allnessofg0

A
in the

form ercaseisa genericQ CD e�ectrelated to the anom aly and isindependentofthe target[87],whereasit

can be quite targetdependentin the lattercase.
14For the axialcharge g0

A
,the authors of[88]obtained a result ofthe form (see Eq.(24) ofthe second

referenceof[88])

p
3f�

2m N

�
g
�0N N

cos�3
� �m �0gQ N N

�

�
1
p
2
g
8
A tan�3 �

r
3

2
g
3
A (�2 � �1 tan�3) (5.9)

and claim ed thatin the lim itof�1;�2 ! 0 but�3 6= 0,itwillreproducethe resultofVeneziano [84]only if

the�rst-ordercorrection from �3 (i.e.,theg
8
A
�3 term )isneglected.However,using Eqs.(5.11-12)and (5.16)

onecan show that(5.9)isnothing but(
p
3f�=2m N )g

(0)

�0N N
,asitshould be.
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wherethe�rstsign of� or� isfortheproton and thesecond sign fortheneutron,and the

ellipsisin theGT relation forg0A isrelated to theghostcoupling,asshown below.Sincethe

m ixing angles�1 and �2 are very sm all,itisevidentthatisospin violation in (5.10-5.12)is

unobservably sm all.

As we have accentuated before,the isosinglet GT relation in term s ofthe �0 rem ains

unchanged no m atterhow one variesthe quark m assesand the axialanom aly. (A sm ooth

extrapolation ofthe strong coupling constant from on-shellq2 to q2 = 0 is understood.)

However, the �0 �eld is subject to a di�erent interpretation in each di�erent case. For

exam ple,when theanom alyisturned o�,them assof�0 isthesam easthepion (forf�0 = f�).

W hen both quark m assesand anom aly areswitched o�,the�0 becom esa Goldstoneboson,

and theaxialchargeatq2 = 0 receivesitscontribution from the�0 pole.

W hen the SU(6) quark m odelis applied to the coupling g(0)
�0N N

,it is evident that the

predicted g0A = 0:80 via the GT relation istoo large. This di�culty could be resolved by

the observation thata priorithe ghost�eld G � @� K isallowed in QCD to have a direct

coupling with thenucleon

L = � � � +
g
G N N

2m N

@
�
G Tr(�N �5N )+

p
3

f�
(@� K )�0 + � � � ; (5.13)

so that

@� K =
1
p
3
m

2
�0
f��0 +

1

6
g
G N N

m
2
�0
f�@

�Tr(�N �5N ): (5.14)

However,them atrix elem enthN j@� K jN irem ainsunchanged becauseofthepresenceofthe

@� K � �0 m ixing,asschem atically shown in Fig.5 :

hN j@� K jN i =
1
p
3
f�g

(0)

�0N N
�
1

3
m

2
�0
f�gG N N

+
1

3
m

2
�0
f�gG N N

=
1
p
3
f�g

(0)

�0N N
: (5.15)

W e see thatalthough itisstillthe bare coupling g(0)
�0N N

thatrelatesto the axialcharge g0A,

the\physical" �0 � N coupling ism odi�ed to (seeFig.5)

g
�0N N

= g
(0)

�0N N
+

1
p
3
m

2
�0
f�gG N N

; (5.16)

wherethesecond term arisesfrom the�0� @�K m ixing.Asa consequence,thequark m odel

should beapplied to g
�0N N

ratherthan to g(0)
�0N N

,and weareled to

g
0
A(0)=

p
3f�

2m N

(g
�0N N

�
1
p
3
m

2
�0
f�gG N N

): (5.17)

Thistwo-com ponentexpression fortheU(1)GT relation was�rstputforward by Shoreand

Veneziano [83].
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Figure5:Contributionsto the m atrix elem enthN j@� K jN ifrom (1)the�0 poledom inance,(2)a

directcoupling ofthe ghost�eld with the nucleon,and (3)the @� K � �0 m ixing.

Ithasbeen proposed thatthesm allnessofg0A m ay beexplained by considering thepole

contributionsto @�K from highersingleparticlestatesX abovethe�0,so thattheisosinglet

GT relation hastheform (seee.g.,Chao etal.[84],Ji[84],Bartelskiand Tatur[90])

g
0
A(0)=

p
3

2m N

(f�0g�0N N
+
X

X

fX gX N N
): (5.18)

The state X could be the radialexcitation state of�0 or a 0�+ glueball. (Note that the

ghost�eld @�K isnotaphysicalglueballasitcan beelim inated via theequation ofm otion.)

However,wewillnotpursuethispossibility furtherfortworeasons:(i)Itisentirely unknown

whetherornotthe X statescontribute destructively to g0A. (ii)Aswe shallsee later,the

contribution from a direct interaction ofthe ghost �eld with the nucleon corresponds to

a disconnected insertion,which is shown to be negative according to recent lattice QCD

calculations[65,66].Therefore,theghost-�eld e�ectisrealistic,and ifthecontributionsdue

to thestatesX aretaken into account,oneshould m akethefollowing replacem ent

g
�0N N

! g
�0N N

�
1
p
3
m

2
�0
f�gG N N

; g
X N N

! g
X N N

�
1

�
m

2
X gX N N

(5.19)

in Eq.(5.18),where� isthe@� K � X m ixing.
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5.2 Interpretation ofthe U (1) G oldberger-Treim an relation

By com paring (5.17)and (5.2),itistem pting to identify the two com ponents ofthe U(1)

GT relation as

�� CI =

p
3f�

2m N

g
�0N N

; ��=
m 2

�0
f2�

2nfm N

g
G N N

: (5.20)

However, this identi�cation is not unique and sensible because it does not hold in the

gauge-invariant factorization de�nition for �q G I. One m ay ask can one have a physical

interpretation valid forboth k? -factorization schem es forthe g
�0N N

and g
G N N

term sin the

two-com ponentisosingletGT relation (5.17)? Asnoted in Sec.4.5,the evaluation ofthe

hadronic avor-singlet current involves connected and disconnected insertions (see Fig.4)

which are related to valence-quark and sea-quark contributions respectively and are sepa-

rately gauge invariant. A recentlattice calculation [65]indicatesan em piricalSU(3)-avor

sym m etricsea polarization;thisim pliesthatthedisconnected insertion isdom inated by the

axialanom aly ofthe triangle diagram . Since the triangle contribution is proportionalto

@� K ,theghost�eld,itisthusquitenaturalto m akethegauge-invariantidenti�cation:

p
3f�

2m N

g
�0N N

= connected insertion; �
m 2

�0
f2�

2m N

g
G N N

= disconnected insertion; (5.21)

which is valid in both factorization schem es. Note that this identi�cation is basically an

assum ption since itispossible to add and substractsom epartofthedisconnected contrib-

tuion in (5.21)and theresultantidenti�cation isstillgaugeinvariant.In thegauge-invariant

factorization schem e,the disconnected insertion,which is responsible for the sm allness of

g0A,should beinterpreted asa screening e�ectfortheaxialchargeowing to thenegativesea

polarization ratherthan an anom alousgluonice�ect.

Havingidenti�ed thetwo-com ponentU(1)GT relation (5.17)with connected and discon-

nected insertions,wearenow abletoextractthephysicalcouplingconstantsg
�0N N

and g
�N N

.

Thisisbecause the connected insertion (CI)correspondsto the total\valence" quark con-

tribution (strictly speaking,the valence-quark pluscloud-quark contributions;see Sec.6.1)

to theproton spin,so itisrelated to thequark m odelexpectation;thatis,

p
3f�

2m N

g
�0N N

= g
0
A(CI)= �u v + �d v = 3F � D ; (5.22)

where the last identity follows from the fact that g8A = 3F � D = �u + �d � 2�s !

�u v + �d v due to the aforem entioned SU(3) sym m etry for sea polarization. Unlike the

previous identi�cation (5.20),g0A(CI) here is notidenti�ed with the totalquark spin ��.

In the non-relativistic quark lim it,F = 2

3
; D = 1,and hence �u v + �d v = 1. W ith the

inclusion oftherelativistic e�ectsand cloud-quark polarization (seeSec.6.1),F and D are

reduced to 0:459 and 0:798,respectively,and g0A(CI)isreduced to a valueof0:579.
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From Eqs.(5.11),(5.12)and (5.22),theGT relationsforg8A and g0A arerecastto

3F � D =

p
6f�

2m N

g
�8N N

=

p
6f�

2m N

(g
�N N

cos�3 + g
�0N N

sin�3);

3F � D =

p
3f�

2m N

g
�0N N

=

p
3f�

2m N

(g
�0N N

cos�3 � g
�N N

sin�3); (5.23)

where thetiny isospin-violating e�ecthasbeen neglected.Notethatwe have g
�0N N

instead

ofg(0)
�0N N

on thesecond lineoftheaboveequation.Using�3 = �18:5� [seeEq.(5.8)],itfollows

from (5.23)that[91]

g
�0N N

= 3:4; g
�N N

= 4:7; (5.24)

while

g
�0N N

= 4:8; g
�8N N

= 3:4: (5.25)

Itisinteresting to notethatwehaveg
�0N N

< g
�N N

,whereasg
�0N N

> g
�8N N

.Phenom enologi-

cally,thedeterm ination ofg
�0N N

andg
�N N

isratherdi�cultandsubjecttolargeuncertainties.

TheanalysisoftheN N potentialyieldsg
�0N N

= 7:3 and g
�N N

= 6:8 [92],whiletheforward

N N scattering analyzed using dispersion relationsgivesg
�0N N

; g
�N N

< 3:5 [93]. Butthese

analysesdid nottakeinto accounttheghostpolecontribution.An estim ateofthe�0! 2

decay ratethrough thebaryon trianglecontributionsyieldsg
�0N N

= 6:3� 0:4 [94].

Finally,theghostcoupling isdeterm ined from thedisconnected insertion (DI)

�
m 2

�0
f2�

2m N

g
G N N

= g
0
A(DI)= �u s + �d s + �s! 3�s: (5.26)

Using g0A(0)= ��= 0:31� 0:07 [see(2.27)]and (5.26)weobtain

g
G N N

� 55GeV �3
: (5.27)

In principle,thiscoupling constantcan beinferred from thelow-energy baryon-baryon scat-

tering in which an additionalSU(3)-singletcontactinteraction arisesfrom the ghostinter-

action [81].

To sum m arize,theU(1)GT relation (5.6)in term softhe�0 rem ainstotally unchanged

no m atterhow onevariesthequark m assesand theaxialanom aly,whileitstwo-com ponent

expression (5.17)can be identi�ed with the connected and disconnected insertions. Since

(
p
3f�=2m N )g�0N N

isrelated to the totalvalence quark contribution to the proton spin,we

have determ ined the physicalcoupling constantsg
�0N N

and g
�N N

from the GT relationsfor

g0A and g8A and found thatg
�0N N

= 3:4 and g
�N N

= 4:7.

6 O ther T heoreticalProgresses
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6.1 Lattice calculation ofproton spin content

Thespin-dependentDIS experim entsindicatethat�u � 0:83;�d � �0:43and �s� �0:10

at Q 2 = 10GeV 2 [cf. (2.26)]. W e learn from Secs.3 and 4 that the axialanom aly plays

an essentialrole forthe sm allness ofg0A orthe suppression of�1 relative to the Ellis-Ja�e

conjecture. However, m any questions stillrem ain unanswered, for exam ple: (i) what is

the sea polarization ofthe non-strange light quarks (i.e.,�u s; �d s) ? (ii) what are spin

com ponentsofvalencequarks�u v;�d v ? Arethey consistentwith theexpectation ofquark

m odels? (iii)whatisthe m agnitude and sign ofthe gluon spin com ponentin a proton ?

(iv)whatistheorbitalangularm om entum contentofquarksand gluons? and (v)whatare

spin-dependent parton distributions �q(x); �G(x) ? A truly theoreticalor experim ental

progressshould addresssom eoftheabove-m entioned questions.Obviously,a�rst-principles

calculation based on latticeQCD will,in principle,beabletoprovidesom eanswers.Indeed,

thepresentlatticecalculation isstarting to shed lighton theproton spin contents.

Afterthe1987EM C experim ent,thereexisted severalattem ptsofcom puting�G and g 0
A

usinglatticeQCD (foranicereview,seeLiu [95],Okawa [96]and referencestherein).A �rst

directcalculation ofthe quark spin content�q wasm ade in [97]butwithout�nalresults.

Fortunately,two successfullattice calculationsin the quenched approxim ation justbecam e

available very recently [65,66]. A m ore am bitious program ofcom puting the polarized

structure functions g1(x); g2(x) and their m om ents is also feasible and encouraging early

resultswerereported in [98].

W hat com puted in [65,66]is the gauge-invariant quark spin com ponent �q G I de�ned

by s��q G I = hp;sj�q�5qjp;si(recallthat�q hasthe conventionalpartonic interpretation

only in the\+" com ponentin thelight-frontcoordinate).An evaluation of�q G I involvesa

disconnected insertion in addition to theconnected insertion (seeFig.4;thein�nitely m any

possiblegluon linesandadditionalquarkloopsareim plicit).Thesea-quarkspin contribution

com esfrom thedisconnected insertion.Itisfound that

[65]: �u dis = �d dis = �0:12� 0:01; �s= �0:12� 0:01;

[66]: �u dis = �d dis = �0:119� 0:044; �s= �0:109� 0:030: (6.1)

Note that the results of[66]are gauge independent although the gauge con�gurations on

the t= 0 tim e slice are being �xed to the Coulom b gauge (see a discussion in [96]). Itis

evidentthatthedisconnected contribution isindependentofthesea-quark m assin theloop

within errors. Therefore,thisem piricalSU(3)-avorinvariance forsea polarization im plies

thatthe disconnected insertion is dom inated by the axialanom aly ofthe triangle diagram ;

thatis,itisthegluonicanom aly which accountsforthebulkofthenegativesea polarization.

Thisisconsistentwith the picture described in Sec.4.3,nam ely a substantialpolarization

ofsea quarks isproduced from gluonsvia the perturbative anom aly m echanism and from

nonperturbativee�ectsvia instantons.
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It has been em phasized in [99]that the connected insertion involves not only valence

quarks but also cloud quarks. In the tim e-ordered diagram s,one class ofthe connected

insertion involves an antiquark propagating backward in tim e between the currentsand is

de�ned as the \cloud" antiquark as depicted in Fig.6. Another class involves a quark

propagating forward in tim e between the currentsand isde�ned to be the sum ofvalence

and cloud quarks.Hencethequark spin distribution can bewritten as

�q(x)= �q V (x)+ �q c(x)+ �q s(x)= �q v(x)+ �q s(x); (6.2)

where�q v(x)asconventionally referred to asthe\valence" quark spin density isactually a

com bination ofcloud and truly valencecontributions,i.e.,�q v(x)= �q V (x)+ �q c(x).The

conceptofcloud quarks,which isfam iliarto the nuclear-physicscom m unity,appearsto be

foreign to the particle-physics com m unity. Asshown in [99],the presence ofcloud quarks

and antiquarksisthekey forunderstanding theorigin ofdeviation oftheGottfried sum rule

from experim ent,nam ely thedi�erenceof�u and �d distributionsin thenucleon.

t2t 1

t 1 t2

tt

Figure6:Tim e-ordered diagram softhe connected insertion involving quark and antiquark prop-

agatorsbetween thecurrents.

A very im portantlatticeobservation ism adein [65]thattheSU(6)relation in thequark

m odelisrecovered in thevalenceapproxim ation underwhich cloud quarksin theconnected

insertion areturned o�.Forexam ple,theratioR A = g0A ;con=g
3
A isfound tobe

3

5
in thelattice

calculation when the presence ofcloud quarksand antiquarksiselim inated by disallowing

quarksfrom propagatingbackward in tim e,whiletheoreticallyitisreduced underthevalence

approxim ation to (�u con + �d con)=(�u con � �d con),which isequalto 3

5
in the relativistic

ornon-relativisticquark m odel.Ofcourse,theprediction (g3A)
N R = 5

3
in thenon-relativistic

quark m odelistoolargecom pared totheexperim entalvalue(g3A)expt = 1:2573� 0:0028[32].

Presum ably,(g3A)
N R isreducedbyafactorof3/4duetorelativistice�ects.Inotherwords,the

above latticeobservation im pliesthatrelativistic quark m odelresultsshould be recovered in

thevalenceapproxim ation.Based on thisobservation,apictureforthesm allnessof�� G I or

g0A em erges.In therelativisticquark m odel,thenon-relativisticSU(6)predictions�u
N R = 4

3

and �d N R = � 1

3
are reduced by the sam e factorto �u V = 1 and �d V = � 1

4
,where the

subscript \V" denotesa genuine valence spin com ponent. Since the quark orbitalangular

m om entum is nonvanishing in the presence ofquark transverse m om entum in the lower
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Table II.Axialcouplingsand quark spin contentsoftheproton from lattice calculationsand from

experim ents[see (2.19)and (2.26)].

[65] [66] Experim ent

g0A 0.25(12) 0.18(10) 0.31(7)

g3A 1.20(10) 0.985(25) 1.2573(28)

g8A 0.61(13) | 0.579(25)

�u 0.79(11) 0.638(54) 0.83(3)

�d -0.42(11) -0.347(46) -0.43(3)

�s -0.12(1) -0.109(30) -0.10(3)

F 0.45(6) 0.382(18) 0.459(8)

D 0.75(11) 0.607(14) 0.798(8)

com ponentoftheDiracspinor,thereduction ofthespin com ponentfrom �u N R + �d N R = 1

to �u V + �d V = 0:75 is shifted to the orbitalcom ponent ofthe proton spin. Assum ing

SU(3)-sym m etric sea polarization,as suggested by lattice calculations, one obtains from

(2.26)that

�u v = �u V + �u c ’ 0:93; �d v = �d V + �d c ’ �0:33; (6.3)

and hence

�u c ’ �0:07; �d c ’ �0:08: (6.4)

The cloud-quark polarization �q c is thus negative in sign and com parable in m agnitude to

the sea polarization �q s.Now wehave

�u G I+ �d G I+ �s G I| {z }
0:30

= �u V + �d V| {z }
0:75

+ �u c+ �d c| {z }
�0:15

+ �u s + �d s + �s
| {z }

�0:30

: (6.5)

W econcludethatthe deviation of�� G I org
0
A from the relativistic quark m odel’svalue 0.75

isascribed to the negative cloud-quark and sea-quark polarizations.In the future,itwillbe

ofgreatim portanceto calculate�q V and �q c directly by latticeQCD.

The lattice resultsof[65]and [66]for�q G I; gA; F and D are presented in Table II;in

generalthey agreewith experim entswithin errors.M om entsofpolarized structurefunctions

g1(x) and g2(x) from the connected insertion are reported in [98]. It is found that twist-

3 operators characterized by the m atrix elem ent d3 [cf. Eq.(4.18)]provide the dom inant

contribution to
R1
0 x

2g2(x)dx.

Asforthechiral-invariantquantity �� CI,itinvolvesthem atrix elem entof ~J
+
5 in light-

front gauge [see Eq.(4.57)]and hence sizeable gauge con�gurations are needed in lattice

calculationsfor�� CI.Nevertheless,itisconceivabletohavelatticeresultsfor�G and �q CI

soon in thenearfuture.
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6.2 T wo-loop spin-dependent splitting functions

The experim entaldata ofg1(x;Q 2)taken atdi�erent x-bin correspond to di�erent ranges

ofQ 2,thatis,Q 2 ofthe data isx-bin dependent. To the zeroth orderin QCD,g1 sim ply

readsg1(x)=
1

2

P
ie

2
i�q i(x)withoutscalingviolation.Totheleadingorder(LO),itbecom es

g1(x;Q 2)= 1

2

P
ie

2
i�q i(x;Q 2)with scaling violation arising from gluon brem sstrahlung and

quark-antiquark paircreation from gluons.In otherwords,�G(x)entersinto g 1 atLO only

viatheQ 2 evolution governed bytheLO polarized AP equation.Tothenext-to-leadingorder

(NLO),g1(x;Q 2)isgiven by (3.1).Atthisorder,gluonscontributedirectly to thepolarized

structurefunction g1.A fullNLO QCD analysisoftheg1 data isthusnotpossibleuntilthe

two-loopsplittingfunctions�P (1)

ij (x)in theNLO Q 2 evolution equation areknown.Sincethe

com pleteresultsfor�P (1)

ij (x)arenotavailableuntilvery recently [51],allpre-1995 analyses

based on theNLO expression (3.1)forg1(x;Q 2)arenotcom pleteand fully consistent.

TheQ 2 dependenceofpartonspin densitiesisdeterm ined bythespin-dependentAltarelli-

Parisiequations:

d

dt
�q N S(x;t)=

�s(t)

2�
�P N S

qq (x)
 �q N S(x;t);

d

dt

 
�q S(x;t)

�G(x;t)

!

=
�s(t)

2�

 
�P S

qq(x) 2nf�P qG (x)

�P G q(x) �P G G (x)

!




 
�q S(x;t)

�G(x;t)

!

; (6.6)

with t= ln(Q 2=�2

Q C D
),

�q N S(x)= �q i(x)� �q j(x); �q S(x)=
X

i

�q i(x); (6.7)

and

�P ij(x)= �P (0)

ij (x)+
�s

2�
�P (1)

ij (x)+ � � � : (6.8)

Thespin-dependentanom alousdim ensionsarede�ned as

� n
ij =

Z 1

0

�P ij(x)x
n�1

dx = � (0);n

ij +
�s

2�
� (1);n

ij + � � � : (6.9)

Theleading-orderpolarized splittingfunctions�P (0)

ij aregiven by(3.26)and thecorrespond-

ing anom alousdim ensionsforn = 1 are

� (0);1
qq = � (0);1

qG = 0; � (0);1

G q = 2; � (0);1

G G =
1

2
�0; (6.10)

where�0 = 11� 2nf=3.To theNLO,�P (1)
qq and �P (1)

qG werecalculated in theM S schem eby

Zijlstra and van Neerven [100]. However,the othertwo polarized splitting functions�P (1)

G q

and �P (1)

G G were notavailable untillastyear. The detailed resultsof�P (1)

ij (x)are given in

[51].Herewejustlisttheanom alousdim ensionsforn = 1:

� (1);1

N S;qq = 0; � (1);1

S;qq = �3CF Tf = �2nf;

� (1);1

qG = 0; � (1);1

G q = �
1

8

�

�6C 2
F �

142

3
CACF +

8

3
CF Tf

�

= 25�
2

9
nf; (6.11)

� (1);1

G G =
�1

4
= �

1

8

�

�
68

3
C
2
A + 8CF Tf +

40

3
CATf

�

=
1

4

�

102�
38

3
nf

�

;
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whereCF = 4

3
;CA = 3;Tf = nf=2.To thisorder,

�s

4�
=

1

�0lnQ 2=�2

M S

�
�1lnlnQ 2=�2

M S

�30(lnQ 2=�2

M S

)2
: (6.12)

Notethatthe M S regularization schem e isa gauge-invariantk? -factorization schem e as

itrespectstheaxialanom aly in thetrianglediagram .Therefore,theNLO evolution ofpar-

ton spin distributionsin thegauge-invariantfactorization schem eiscom pletely determ ined.

Explicitly,theAP equation forthe�rstm om entofavor-singletparton spin densitiesreads

d

dt

 
�� G I(t)

�G(t)

!

=
�s(t)

2�

 
�s
2�
(�2nf) 0

2+ �s
2�
(25� 2

9
nf)

�0

2
+ �s

2�

�1

4

!  
�� G I(t)

�G(t)

!

: (6.13)

De�ning ��� (� s=2�)�G,itiseasily seen that

d

dt

 
�� G I(t)

��(t)

!

=
�
�s

2�

�2
 
�2nf 0

2 0

!  
�� G I(t)

��(t)

!

+ O (�3s); (6.14)

which is in agreem ent with (4.64). A derivation of(6.14) does not need the inform ation

of� (1);1

G q and � (1);1

G G ,however. The NLO Q 2 evolution ofparton spin densities hasbeen

studied in [62,101,102,103].Itisfound thatthedi�erencebetween LO and NLO evolution

for��(x;Q 2)and �G(x;Q 2)issizeableatsm allx,x <� 5� 10�3 (seeFigs.4and 5of[103]).

Thisfeaturecan beunderstood from thex ! 0 behaviorofthesplitting functions�P ij(x).

Asx ! 0,we�nd from (3.26)that

�P (0)
qq !

4

3
; �P (0)

qG ! �
1

2
; �P (0)

G q !
8

3
; �P (0)

G G ! 12; (6.15)

and from [51]that

�P (1)
qq !

�
4CF CA � 8CF Tf � 6C 2

F

�
ln2x =

16

3
(1� nf)ln

2
x;

�P (1)

qG ! � (2CA + CF )ln
2
x = �

22

3
ln2x;

�P (1)

G q !
�
8CACF + 4C 2

F

�
ln2x =

352

9
ln2x; (6.16)

�P (1)

G G !
�
16C 2

A � 8CF Tf

�
ln2x =

16

3
(27� nf)ln

2
x:

Itisevidentthatforsm allenough x,theNLO �P (1)

ij (x)can overcom ethesuppression factor

(�s=2�)and becom ecom parableto theLO splitting functions.

6.3 O rbitalangular m om entum

W ehavediscussed theoperatorde�nitionsfor�qand�G thatareaccessiblewithexperim ent

in Sec.4.5 and their Q 2 evolution in Secs.3.3 and 4.6. It is naturalto see ifthe sim ilar

analysis can be generalized to the orbitalangular m om enta ofquarks and gluons. So far
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we have noticed two placeswhere the orbitalangularm om entum playsa role. One isthe

com pensation ofthe growth of�G with Q 2 by the angularm om entum ofthe quark-gluon

pair(see Sec.4.3). The otheristhe reduction ofthe totalspin com ponent�� due to the

presence ofthe quark transverse m om entum in the lowercom ponentofthe Dirac spinoris

traded with thequark orbitalangularm om entum (seeSec.6.1).

Thegeneratorsassociated with rotation invarianceare

J
�� =

Z

d
3
xM

0��
; (6.17)

where M ��� is the angularm om entum density given by (4.52). The �rstand third term s

in (4.52)contribute to the quark and gluon orbitalangularm om entum ,respectively. The

angularm om entum operatorin QCD isrelated to thegeneratorsby

J
i=

1

2
�
ijk
J
jk
: (6.18)

Explicitly [56],

J
q
z = S

q
z + L

q
z =

Z

d
3
x[� 35 +  

y(~x� i~@)3 ];

J
G
z = S

G
z + L

G
z =

Z

d
3
x[(~E � ~A)3 � E i(~x � ~@)3A i]: (6.19)

Except for the quark helicity operator Sq
z,the other three operators L

q
z; S

G
z ; L

G
z are not

separately gaugeand Lorentzinvariant.Very recently,Ji[104]hasobtained gauge-invariant

expressions:

L
q
z =

Z

d
3
x 

y(~x� i~D )3 ; J
G
z =

Z

d
3
x
h
~x � (~E � ~B )

i3
: (6.20)

The gluon totalangularm om entum JGz doesnotperm itfurthergauge-invariantdecom po-

sition into spin and orbitalpieces. However,in the in�nite m om entum fram e and in the

tem poralaxialgaugeA 0 = 0,SG
z m easuresthegluon spin com ponent�G which isaccessible

experim entally [cf.Eq.(4.54)].Asa result,thenucleon m atrix elem entofLG
z in thein�nite

m om entum fram e and in A 0 = 0 gauge (orin the light-frontcoordinate and in light-front

gauge)can bededuced from them atrix elem entsofJGz and SG
z [104].However,whetherthis

de�nition ofthegluon orbitalangularm om entum (and likewiseLq
z)contactswith experim ent

isstillunknown.

The evolution ofthe quark and gluon orbitalangular m om enta was �rst discussed by

Ratcli�e [105]. Using the operators given in (6.19),Ji,Tang and Hoodbhoy [52]recently

havederived a com pleteleading-log evolution equation:

d

dt

 
Lq
z

LG
z

!

=
�s(t)

2�

 
� 4

3
CF

nf

3

4

3
CF �

nf

3

!  
Lq
z

LG
z

!

+
�s(t)

2�

 
� 2

3
CF

nf

3

� 5

6
CF � 11

2

!  
��

�G

!

; (6.21)

with thesolutions

L
q
z(Q

2)= �
1

2
��+

1

2

3nf
16+ 3nf

+ f(Q 2)

 

L
q
z(Q

2
0)+

1

2
���

1

2

3nf
16+ 3nf

!

;
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L
G
z (Q

2)= ��G(Q 2)+
1

2

16

16+ 3nf
+ f(Q 2)

 

L
G
z (Q

2
0)+ �G(Q 2

0)�
1

2

16

16+ 3nf

!

;

(6.22)

where

f(Q 2)=

0

@
lnQ 2

0=�
2

Q C D

lnQ 2=�2
Q C D

1

A

32+ 6n
f

33� 2n
f

(6.23)

and �� is Q 2 independent to the leading-log approxim ation. W e see that the growth of

�G with Q 2 iscom pensated by the gluon orbitalangularm om entum ,which also increases

like lnQ 2 butwith opposite sign. The solution (6.22)hasan interesting im plication in the

asym ptoticlim itQ 2 ! 1 ,nam ely

J
q
z(Q

2)=
1

2
��+ L

q
z(Q

2)!
1

2

3nf
16+ 3nf

;

J
G
z (Q

2)= �G(Q 2)+ L
G
z (Q

2)!
1

2

16

16+ 3nf
: (6.24)

Thus,history repeatsherself:The partition ofthenucleon spin between quarksand gluons

follows the well-known partition ofthe nucleon m om entum . Taking nf = 6,we see that

Jqz :JGz = 0:53 : 0:47. Ifthe evolution ofJqz and JGz is very slow,which is em pirically

known tobetrueforthem om entum sum rulethathalfoftheproton’sm om entum iscarried

by gluonseven ata m oderateQ 2,then �� � 0:30 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2 im pliesthatLq
z � 0:10

at the sam e Q 2,recalling that the quark orbitalangular m om entum is expected to be of

order0.125 in therelativisticquark m odel.

Finally,itisworthy rem arking thatthespin sum rule

1

2
=

1

2
�� G I+ (Lq

z)G I+ �G + L
G
z (6.25)

sofarisde�ned inthegauge-invariantk? -factorizationschem e.Inthechiral-invariantschem e

wehave�� CI = �� G I+ (nf�s=2�)�G,butg 1(x)and �1 rem ain unchanged [cf.Eq.(4.38)].

Since�G and L G
z areindependentofthek? -factorization,a replacem entof�� G I by �� CI

in the spin sum rule (6.25)requires thatthe di�erence �� CI� �� G I = (nf�s=2�)�G be

com pensated by a counterpartin thegluon orbitalangularm om entum ;thatis,

(Lq
z)CI= (Lq

z)G I�
nf�s

4�
�G: (6.26)

This relation also can be visualized as follows (see [52]). Suppose we �rst work in the

chiral-invariantschem eand consideragluon with +1helicity splittingintoam asslessquark-

antiquark pair.The totalhelicity ofthe gluon isentirely transferred to the orbitalangular

m om entum ofthepairduetohelicityconservationorchiralsym m etry.Now,shiftingtheaxial

anom aly from thehard partofthephoton-gluon box diagram tothetrianglediagram sothat
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a negative sea-quark polarization isproduced via the anom aly m echanism [see Eqs.(4.29)-

(4.32)].In orderto preserve thetotalangularm om entum ,thissea-quark polarization m ust

bebalanced by thesam eam ountofthequark orbitalangularm om entum induced from the

anom aly.Itisinteresting to notethatwhen �G isoforder2.5,onewillhave�� CI � 0:60

[cf.Eq.(3.31)]but(Lq
z)CI � �0:05.In otherwords,while�� CI iscloseto thequark-m odel

value,(Lq
z)CI deviatesm orefrom thequark m odeland even becom esnegative!

7 Polarized Parton D istribution Functions

7.1 Prelude

One ofthe m ain goals in the study ofpolarized hadron structure functions m easured in

DIS is to determ ine the spin-dependent valence-quark,cloud-quark,sea-quark and gluon

distributions and to understand the spin structure ofthe nucleon. In spite ofthe recent

rem arkable progressin polarized DIS experim ents,the extraction ofspin-dependentparton

distribution functions,especially for sea quarks and gluons,from the m easured polarized

hadron structure functionsrem ainslargely am biguousand controversial. W e shallsee that

a fullNLO analysis ofthe g1(x;Q 2) data just becam e possible recently and it indicates

that the sea-quark and gluon spin distributions are,to a large degree,stillunconstrained

by currentexperim entaldata.Nevertheless,weareentering thephaseofhaving theparton

spin densitiesparam etrized and determ ined to theNLO.

In generalthepolarized proton structurefunction g1(x;Q 2)hastheform [100]

g1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

nfX

q

e
2
q

(

�q(x;� 2
fact)+

�s(�2fact)

2�

h
�C S

q(x;Q
2
;�

2
fact)
 �q S(x;�

2
fact) (7.1)

+ �C N S
q (x;Q 2

;�
2
fact)
 �q N S(x;�

2
fact)+ �C G (x;Q

2
;�

2
fact)
 �G(x;� 2

fact)
i
)

;

with

�C q;G (x)= �C (0)

q;G (x)+
�s

2�
�C (1)

q;G (x)+ � � � : (7.2)

Notethat(�s=2�)�C G (x)isequalto thehard photon-gluon crosssection ��
G

hard(x)in (3.1)

and 
 denotes convolution. The gluon coe�cient function �C G (x) and the quark spin

density �q(x)depend on the k ? -factorization schem e,while the quark coe�cientfunction

�C q(x) depends on the regularization schem e chosen. In the M S schem e, which is also

a gauge-invariant factorization schem e, �C (0)

S;q(x;Q
2) = �C (0)

N S;q(x;Q
2) = �f q(x;Q 2) [cf.

Eq.(3.3)]and

�C (0)

G (x;Q 2
;�

2
fact)G I= (2x � 1)

 

ln
Q 2

�2fact
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

+ 2(1� x) (7.3)
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and the NLO �C (1)

q;G are given in [100]. In the chiral-invariant schem e,the leading order

�C G (x)iscalculated to be[cf.Eq.(3.20)]

�C (0)

G (x;Q 2
;�

2
fact)CI = (2x� 1)

 

ln
Q 2

�2fact
+ ln

1� x

x
� 1

!

: (7.4)

The�rstm om entsofthecoe�cientfunctionsare
Z 1

0

�C (0)
q (x)G I = �2;

Z 1

0

�C (0)

G (x)G I= 0;
Z 1

0

�C (0)

G (x)CI = �1: (7.5)

TheQ 2 dependenceoftheparton spin densitiesisdeterm ined by theAP equation (6.6).As

m entioned in Sec.6.2,atthe zeroth orderof�s,�C q;G (x)= 0 and �P ij(x)= 0. AtNLO

westillhave�C q;G (x)= 0 but�P (0)

ij (x)6= 0;thatis,thereisa scaling violation in g1(x;Q 2)

but �G(x) enters indirectly via the Q 2 evolution. A com plete NLO analysis ofg1(x;Q 2)

requirestheinform ation of�P (1)

ij (x)in addition to �C
(0)

q;G (x).Atthisorder,gluonsstartto

contribute directly to the polarized structure function. Fora next-to-next-to-leading order

description we have to awaitthree-loop resultsfor�P (2)

ij (x),although �C
(1)

q;G (x)have been

calculated.

Severalrem arksarein order.

� Itis clear from (7.1)that with the input ofparton spin distributions atQ2 = �2fact,

the Q 2 evolution is governed by the logarithm ic term ln(Q 2=�2fact) in the coe�cient

functions,as long as �s(�2fact)ln(Q
2=�2fact) << 1. For Q 2 >> �2fact,the logarithm ic

term s have to be resum m ed using renorm alization group m ethods [100]. Fora �xed

�2fact and forQ
2 notdeviatingtoom uch from �2fact,theln(Q

2=�2fact)term sin �C
(0)

q;G give

rise to the leading-log (LL)Q 2 evolution to g1(x;Q 2),and the ln2(Q 2=�2fact)term sin

�C (1)

q;G determ inetheQ 2 dependence to thenext-to-leading log (NLL)approxim ation.

W hen �2fact issettobeQ
2,theln(Q 2=�2fact)term sappearingin coe�cientfunctionsare

equalto zero and (7.1)becom es

g1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

nfX

q

e
2
q

(

�q(x;Q 2)+
�s(Q 2)

2�

h
�C S

q(x;�s)
 �q S(x;Q
2)

+ �C N S
q (x;�s)
 �q N S(x;Q

2)+ �C G (x;�s)
 �G(x;Q 2)
i
)

: (7.6)

In thiscase,theQ 2 evolution ofg1(x;Q 2)istaken overbytheparton spin distributions.

Using F2(x;Q 2)asatesting exam ple,itisshown explicitly in [100]thattheQ 2 depen-

dence determ ined by the LL (NLL)param etrization ofparton densities in which LL

(NLL)logsareresum m ed toallordersofperturbation theory isindeed consistentwith

theleading (next-to-leading)Q 2 evolution obtained from �xed orderperturbation the-

ory(i.e.,�factbeingkept�xed).In short,generally wehavetosolvethespin-dependent
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AP equation (6.6)to determ inetheQ 2 dependenceofspin-dependentparton distribu-

tionsand hence the Q 2 evolution ofg1 via (7.6). However,forQ 2 notdeviating too

m uch from �2fact,(7.1)providesa good approxim ation to theQ
2 evolution ofg1(x;Q 2)

through theln(Q 2=�2fact)term sin coe�cientfunctions.

� Althoughthecontribution �C G 
 �G in (7.1)or(7.6)isform allyoforder� s,itactually

doesnotvanish in theasym ptotic lim itdueto theaxialanom aly.Itisthusexpected

thattheNLO correctionsto sea-quark and gluon spin distributionsareim portant.

� Before the availability ofthe two-loop splitting functions�P (1)

ij (x),som e analysesof

g1(x;Q 2)were strictly doneatthe leading order,nam ely g1(x;Q 2)= 1

2

P
e2q�q(x;Q

2)

with the gluon-spin e�ects entering via the Q 2 evolution (see e.g., [106,44]). As

�s(Q 2)�G(Q 2) is oforder �0s,severalanalyses have been perform ed using a hybrid

expression forg1

g1(x;Q
2)=

1

2

X
e
2
q

�

�q(x;Q 2)+
�s

2�
�C G (x)
 �G(x;Q 2)

�

(7.7)

in the chiral-invariant factorization schem e. However,the gluon coe�cient function

em ployed in m any earlierstudiesisoften incorrect.Forexam ple,�C CI
G (x)= ��(1� x)

wasused in [107]and �C CI
G (x)= (2x� 1)ln[(1� x)=x]in [108,109].

� In spiteofthefactthatthecom bination �q(x;�fact)+ (�s(�fact)=2�)�C G 
 �G(x;� 2
fact)

in (7.1)isk? -factorization independent[see Eqs.(4.33)and (4.37)],the lack ofknowl-

edgeon thesplittingfunctions�P (1)

ij (x)in thechiral-invariantschem eindicatesthat,in

practice,we should work entirely in the gauge-invariantfactorization schem e in which

hard gluonsdo notm akecontributionsto �1.Thisisfurtherreinforced by theobserva-

tion thatin theliteraturem ostofNLO param etrizationsofunpolarized parton distri-

butions,which are needed to satisfy the positivity constraintsj�q(x;Q 2)j� q(x;Q 2)

and j�G(x;Q 2)j� G(x;Q 2),areperform ed in theM S schem e.

7.2 C onstraints on polarized parton distributions

Asstressed in Sec.6.1,thequark spin density �q(x)consistsofvalence-quark,cloud-quark

and sea-quark com ponents: �q V (x); �q c(x) and �q s(x). Unfortunately,there is no any

experim entaland theoreticalguidelineson theshapeofthespin-dependentcloud-quark dis-

tribution,though it is argued in Sec.6.1 that the cloud-quark polarization is com parable

to sea-quark polarization in sign and m agnitude.Sincethespin com ponentofcloud quarks

originatesfrom valencequarks(thereisnocloud strangequark),wewillproceed byconsider-

ing thecom bination �q v(x)= �q V (x)+ �q c(x),which iscom m only (butnotappropriately)

referred to as the \valence" quark contribution. Since the sea polarization is found to be

SU(3)-avorsym m etric em pirically in lattice calculations[65,66],we willm ake the plausi-

bleassum ption ofSU(3)-sym m etricsea-quark spin com ponents.Thisassum ption isjusti�ed
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since the disconnected insertions from which the sea-quark spin com ponent originates are

dom inated by the triangle diagram and hence are independent ofthe light quark m asses

in the loop.15 Therefore,forSU(3)-sym m etric sea polarization,we obtain from (2.26)that

�u v = 0:93; �d v = �0:33 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2 [cf. Eq.(6.3)]. Asexplained in Sec.6.1,the

deviation ofthe result �u v + �d v = 0:60 from the relativistic quark m odel’s prediction

�u V + �d V = 0:75 stem sfrom thenegativecloud-quark polarization.

The valence quark spin density atx ! 1 issubjectto a m odel-independentconstraint.

According to theperturbativeQCD argum ent[110],thevalencequarksatx = 1 rem em ber

thespin oftheparentproton,i.e.,�u v(x)=uv(x);�d v(x)=dv(x)! 1 asx ! 1,asoriginally

conjectured by Feynm an [111]. Since �d v is negative while �d v(x) is positive as x ! 1,

it m eans that the sign of�d v(x) ips som ewhere between 0 < x < 1 [112]. A m odelfor

valence-quark spin distributionshasbeen proposed som etim eagoby Carlitzand Kaur[113].

Accordingtothism odel,�d v(x)=dv(x)! � 1

3
asx ! 1,which disagreeswith whatexpected

from perturbative QCD.Experim entally,itispossible to carry outa straightforward m ea-

surem entoftheratio�d v(x)=dv(x)totestvariouspredictionsby m easuring thelongitudinal

spin asym m etry in theinclusive W � production in proton-proton collisions[114].Thisspin

asym m etry isproportionalto �d v(x)=dv(x)in theappropriatekinem aticrange(seeSec.8).

In term sofvalenceand sea spin distributions,gp1 can berecastto theform

g
p

1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

Z
1

x

dy

y

( �
4

9
�u v(y;Q

2)+
1

9
�d v(y;Q

2)+
2

3
�s(y;Q 2)

�

(7.8)

�

"

�

 

1�
x

y

!

+
�s(Q 2)

2�
�C (0)

q (x=y)

#

+
�s(Q 2)

6�
�C (0)

G (x=y)�G(y;Q 2)

)

:

In general,both sea quarksand gluonscontributeto gp1(x).Sincetheunpolarized sea distri-

bution and the unpolarized gluon distribution m ultiplied by �s=(6�)are sm allatx >� 0:2,

the positivity constraintsj�s(x)j� s(x)and j�G(x)j� G(x)im ply thatthedata ofg p

1(x)

at x >� 0:2 should be alm ost accounted for by �u v(x) and �d v(x). Therefore,the shape

ofthe spin-dependentvalence quark densitiesisnicely restricted by the m easured g
p

1(x)at

x >� 0:2 togetherwith the�rst-m om entconstraint(6.3)and theperturbativeQCD require-

m ent16 that�q v(x)=qv(x)! 1 atx = 1. In orderto ensure the validity ofthe positivity

condition j�q v(x)j� qv(x),we choose the NLO M artin-Roberts-Stirling M RS(A 0)set[116]

param etrized in theM S schem eatQ 2 = 4GeV 2 asunpolarized valencequark distributions:

uv(x;Q
2 = 4GeV 2) = 2:26x�0:441 (1� x)3:96(1� 0:54

p
x+ 4:65x);

15 Itwas�rstnoticed in [101]thateven ifsea-quark polarization isSU(3)sym m etricat,say Q 2 = Q 2
0,the

SU(3)-avorsym m etry willbe broken atQ 2 > Q 2
0 due to a nonvanishing NLO �

(1)
qq in (6.11). However,

the degreeofSU(3)breaking isso sm allthatwecan neglectit.
16It was assum ed in [59,115]that �u v(x) = �(x)uv(x),�d v(x) = �(x)dv(x) with �(x); �(x) ! 1 as

x ! 1 and �(x); �(x)! 0 asx ! 0.However,theconstraintatx = 0 isnota consequenceofQ CD.In the

presentwork we�nd that�u v(x)=uv(x)= 0:41 and �d v(x)=dv(x)= � 0:136 atx = 0.Asa result,j�q v(x)j

isusually largerthan j�s(x)jeven atvery sm allx.
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dv(x;Q
2 = 4GeV 2) = 0:279x�0:665 (1� x)4:46(1+ 6:80

p
x+ 1:93x): (7.9)

Accordingly,wem ustem ploythesam eM S schem eforpolarized parton distributionsin order

to apply the positivity constraint. Forthe spin-dependentvalence distributionswe assum e

thatthey havetheform [43]

�q v(x)= x
�(1� x)�(a+ b

p
x+ cx + dx

1:5); (7.10)

with � and � given by Eq.(7.9). W e �nd that an additionalterm proportionalto x1:5 is

needed in (7.10)in orderto satisfy theabovethreeconstraints.

Forthedataofgp1(x),wewillusetheSM C [26]and EM C [6]results,both beingm easured

atthem ean valueofQ 2
0 = 10GeV 2.FollowingtheSM C analysiswehaveused thenew F2(x)

structurefunction m easured by NM C [117],which hasa betteraccuracy atlow x,to update

theEM C data.Assum ing thatQ 2 = hQ 2
0i= 10GeV 2 foreach x bin oftheg1(x;Q 2)data,a

bestleast�2 �tto gp1(x)atx >� 0:2 by (7.10)isfound to be[43]

�u v(x;Q
2
0) = x

�0:441 (1� x)3:96(0:928+ 0:149
p
x � 1:141x+ 11:612x1:5);

�d v(x;Q
2
0) = x

�0:665 (1� x)4:46(�0:038� 0:43
p
x � 5:260x+ 8:443x1:5); (7.11)

which satis�es allaforem entioned constraints. Note thatwe have evoluted qv(x;Q 2) from

Q 2 = 4GeV 2 to 10GeV 2 in orderto com pare with �q v(x;Q 2
0)and thatthe sign of�d v(x)

in ourparam etrization ipsatx0 = 0:496 (seeFig.7).

TheNLO param etrization (7.11)forvalencequark spin densitiesisobtained by assum ing

Q 2 = hQ 2
0i for each x bin ofthe g1(x;Q 2) data. However, a fullNLO analysis should

take into accountthe m easured x dependence ofQ 2 ateach x bin by considering the NLO

evolution ofparton spin distributions.Atpresent,there already existseveralsuch analyses

[62,101,102,103].Forexam ple,by �ttingsom eparam etrizationsforspin-dependentparton

distributionsto allavailableworld data on g1(x;Q 2),Gehrm ann and Stirling [102]obtained

(setA)

�u v(x;Q
2) = 0:918A u x

�0:488 (1� x)3:96(1� 4:60
p
x+ 11:65x);

�d v(x;Q
2) = �0:339A dx

�0:220 (1� x)4:96(1� 3:48
p
x+ 7:81x); (7.12)

to NLO at Q 2 = 4GeV 2,where A u = 1:3655 and A d = 3:8492 are norm alization factors

ensuring thatthe �rstm om entsof�u v(x)and �d v(x)are 0.918 and �0:339,respectively.

However,thex ! 1behaviorofthevalencequarkspindistributions(7.12):�u v(x)=uv(x)!

0:87and�d v(x)=dv(x)! �2:56isnotconsistentwith above-m entioned QCD constraint(the

latteralso seem sto violatethepositivity constraint).Threedi�erentNLO param etrizations

ofvalencequark spin distributionsareshown in Fig.7.

A com parison between thetheoreticalcurveofxgp1(x)�tted totheEM C and SM C dataat

x >� 0:2 with thepolarized valencequark distribution given by (7.11)isshown in Fig.1 (see
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Figure7:NLO valence-quark spin distributionsatQ 2 = 10G eV 2 forthree di�erentparam etriza-

tions:(7.11)(thick solid curvedenoted by CLW [43]),thestandard setofG RSV [101](solid curve)

and setA ofG S [102](dotted curve).

Sec.2.2).Thediscrepancy between theoryand experim entforgp1(x)atsm allx ispresum ably

accounted forbyseaquarksand gluons.Forsea-quarkpolarization,weknow thatitssizeisof

order�0:10,butthereisnoany inform ation on thesizeofgluon polarization.Thesea-quark

and gluon spin distributionscannotbeseparately determ ined by currentexperim entaldata

[102,101];they arecorrelatively constrained by (7.8).In otherwords,whiletheshapesofthe

spin-dependentvalence quark distributions are fairly constrained by the data,the sea-quark

and gluon spin densities are alm ostcom pletely undeterm ined. In principle,m easurem ents

ofscaling violation in g1(x;Q 2) via,for exam ple,the derivative ofg1(x;Q 2) with respect

to Q 2,in next-generation experim entswillallow an estim ate ofthe gluon spin density and

the overallsize ofgluon polarization.Ofcourse,the data should besu�ciently accurate in

ordertostudy thegluon spin density.M eanwhile,itiseven m oreim portanttoprobe�G(x)

independently in thosehadron-hadron collision processeswheregluonsplay a dom inantrole

(seeSec.8).

Asstressed in passing,the factthatgluonsm ake no contributions to �1 in the gauge-

invariantfactorization schem edoesnotim ply avanishing gluon contribution tog1(x).Quite

opposite to the naive sea-quark interpretation for g1(x),ifthere is no sea polarization in

the chiral-invariant schem e,then the size ofthe gluon spin com ponent in a proton m ust

num erically obey therelation �G(Q 2)= �(2�=�s(Q 2))�q G I
s (Q 2)[cf.Eq.(4.37)]in orderto

perturbatively generate a negative sea-quark polarization �q CI
s (Q

2)via the anom aly m ech-

anism .In otherwords,even gluonsdo notcontribute to �p1,thegluon spin can beaslarge

as2.5 for�q G I
s = �0:10 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2 provided that�q CI

s = 0. Recallthatthe gluon
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polarization induced from quark’s brem sstrahlung is positive [cf. Eq.(3.29)]. Recently,a

fullNLO analysiswasperform ed in thechiral-invariantfactorization schem e[62]and itwas

claim ed thatthepresentdata ofg1 aresu�cientto determ inethe�rstm om entofthegluon

spin distribution,nam ely �G(Q 2 = 1GeV 2) = 1:5� 0:8 and is roughly twice as large at

Q 2 = 10GeV 2. Since the shape and size ofthe spin-dependent gluon distribution is k? -

factorization independent,evidently thereisa contradiction between theconclusionsof[62]

and of[101,102]. Because �P (1)

ij (x)and �C (1)
q (x)are available only in the M S schem e,it

has been attem pted to introduce a m odi�cation on NLO anom alousdim ensions and hard

coe�cientfunctionsto transferfrom the GIschem e to the CIprescription [100]. In the CI

schem e,�� CI doesnotevolve with Q 2 and thisrequiresthat

Z
1

0

�C (1)

G (x)CIdx = �1; � (1);1

S;qq = 0: (7.13)

However,this transform ation cannot be unique since it is only subject to the constraints

(7.13). Indeed,three di�erentschem e changes have been constructed in [62]. Asa conse-

quence,the NLO evolution ofpolarized parton distributionsin the CIschem e obtained in

thism anner[62]isam biguousasitdependson theschem e oftransform ation.

Finally, the interested reader is referred to [118]for a collection ofpolarized parton

distributionsup to 1995.

8 Experim entalSignatures ofParton Polarizations

Itisconcluded in Sec.7.2 thatwhile the presentexperim entaldata puta usefulconstraint

on theshapeofthevalence-quark spin distributions,thesea-quark and gluon spin densities

are only loosely constrained. The question ofwhatisthe m agnitude and even the sign of

thegluon spin rem ainsunanswered.In view ofthis,weshallsurvey theprocesseswhich can

be used to probe the parton spin densities,especially for sea quarks and gluons. Forthe

purposes ofthissection,we willuse �q and ��q to denote the spin com ponents ofquarks

and antiquarks,respectively.

valence-quark spin distribution �q v(x)

� sem i-inclusive DIS [119,120,121] Consider the sem i-inclusive decays ~e+ ~p ! e+

(�� ;K � ;K 0;�K 0)+ X with thelongitudinally polarized lepton beam and proton target.The

di�erentialcross section for the production ofa hadron in DIS ofcharged lepton has the

form

d3�

dxdydz
�
dN h

dz
/

X

i= q;�q

e
2
iqi(x;Q

2)D h
i(z;Q

2); (8.1)
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where y = �=E = (E � E0)=E ,z isthe fraction ofthe parentparton’sm om entum carried

by the �nalhadron h,N h isthe num berofhadronsproduced with a value ofz,and D h
i is

thefragm entation function ofa quark iinto thehadron h.Therefore,

dN h
"#

dz
�
dN h

""

dz
/

X
e
2
i�q i(x;Q

2)D h
i(z;Q

2): (8.2)

Based on (8.2),two sem i-inclusive asym m etriesofinterestare

A h(x;Q 2)=
N h
"# � N h

""

N h
"# + N h

""

=

P
e2i�q i(x;Q 2)D h

i(Q
2)

P
e2iqi(x;Q 2)D h

i(Q 2)
; (8.3)

whereD h
i(Q

2)=
R1
0 dzD

h
i(z;Q

2),and

A h+ �h �

(x;z;Q 2)=
dN

h+ �h �

"# =dz� dN
h+ �h �

"" =dz

dN
h+ �h �

"# =dz+ dN
h+ �h �

"" =dz
: (8.4)

Itfollowsthattheasym m etriesin di�erence ofdeep inelastic �+ and �� productionsgiven

by

A �+ �� �

p (x;Q 2)=
4�u v(x;Q 2)� �d v(x;Q 2)

4uv(x;Q 2)� dv(x;Q 2)
(8.5)

fortheproton target,and

A �+ �� �

d (x;Q 2)=
�u v(x;Q 2)+ �d v(x;Q 2)

uv(x;Q 2)+ dv(x;Q 2)
(8.6)

forthe deuteron target,are com pletely independentofthe fragm entation function and can

beused to extractthepolarized valencequark densities.Likewise,forkaon production

A K + �K �

p (x;Q 2)=
�u v(x;Q 2)

uv(x;Q 2)
; A K 0� �K 0

p (x;Q 2)=
�d v(x;Q 2)

dv(x;Q 2)
: (8.7)

A m easurem ent ofthe asym m etry in di�erence ofK 0 and �K 0 productions is thus very

usefulto testthelargex behaviorof�d v(x)=dv(x),which isexpected to approach unity in

perturbativeQCD,butto� 1

3
accordingtotheCarlitz-Kaurm odel[113].Theoretically,NLO

corrections to sem i-inclusive asym m etries were recently studied in [121]. Experim entally,

asym m etriesA �
p;d and A

�+ �� �

p;d havebeen m easured by SM C recently [35],from which valence

quark and non-strangequark spin distributionsareextracted with theresults:�u v = 1:01�

0:19� 0:14 and �d v = �0:57� 0:22� 0:11.

� W � and Z production [122,123] In high-energy hadron-hadron collisions,the single-

spin asym m etry A L de�ned by

A L =
d�" � d�#

d�" + d�#
; (8.8)

with d�"(#) denoting the inclusive cross section where one ofthe initialhadron beam s is

longitudinally polarized and has+(�)helicity,isexpected to vanish to allordersin strong
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interactions unless som e ofthe parton-parton scatterings involve parity-violating weak in-

teractions. Therefore,a nonzero A L arisesfrom the interference between strong and weak

am plitudesand usually issm all,oforder10�4 (forarecentanalysisofparity-violatingasym -

m etries,see[124,125]).Theonly exception isthedirectW � and Z productionsin proton-

proton collisions where a large A L oforder 10% is expected to be seen at RHIC energies

[123].In theparton m odel,p~p! W � + X proceedsdom inantly via u�d ! W + (�ud ! W � )

A W +

L =
�u(x a;M

2
W )�d(xb;M

2
W )� � �d(xa;M 2

W )u(xb;M
2
W )

u(xa;M 2
W )�d(xb;M

2
W )+ �d(xa;M 2

W )u(xb;M
2
W )

;

A W �

L =
�d(x a;M

2
W )�u(xb;M

2
W )� ��u(x a;M

2
W )d(xb;M

2
W )

d(xa;M 2
W )�u(xb;M

2
W )+ �u(xa;M 2

W )d(xb;M
2
W )

; (8.9)

wherexa =
p
� exp(y);xb =

p
� exp(�y);� = M2

W =s.Asy isnear1,wehavexa >> xb and

A W +

L �
�u(x a;M

2
W )

u(xa;M 2
W )

; A W �

L �
�d(x a;M

2
W )

d(xa;M 2
W )

; (8.10)

where xa = e
p
�. The (valence)quark spin distributionsatlarge x and atQ2 = M 2

W thus

can bedeterm ined atthekinem aticlim ity � 1.

antiquark and sea-quark distributions ��q(x); �q s(x)17

� sem i-inclusive DIS [119,128] Assum ing D�
+

u (z)> D �+

d (z)> D �+

s (z),we can neglect

thestrange-quark contribution in (8.2)and obtain

A �+ (x;z)=
N �+

"#�""

N �+

"#+ ""

=
4�u(x)+ � �d(x)+ [4�u(x)+ �d(x)]D �+

d (z)=D �+

u (z)

4u(x)+ �d(x)+ [4�u(x)+ d(x)]D �+

d (z)=D �+

u (z)
; (8.11)

and A �� from A �+ with thereplacem entu $ dand �u $ �d.Hence,thepolarized non-strange

antiquark distribution isdeterm ined provided thatvalencequark spin densitiesand theratio

D �+

d (z)=D �+

u (z)areknown.Forotherstrategies,see[119,120].Anotherpossibility isto tag

fast-m oving K � produced in sem i-inclusive DIS to probe the strange-quark polarization

[128,120].

� W � and Z production [122,123] In the otherextrem e kinem atic lim ity ! �1,we

havexa << xb and theparity-violating asym m etries(8.9)becom e

A W +

L � �
� �d(xa;M 2

W )
�d(xa;M 2

W )
; A W �

L � �
��u(x a;M

2
W )

�u(xa;M 2
W )

; (8.12)

17Asm entioned in the beginning ofthissection,we em ploy a di�erentde�nition forquark spin densities

here: �q s = q"s(x)� q#s(x)and ��q(x)= �q "(x)� �q#(x). A priori��q can be di�erentfrom �q s ifthey are

notproduced from gluons. Based on the m easurem entsofoctetbaryon m agnetic m om entsin conjunction

with the quark polarization deduced from DIS,it has been claim ed in [126]that ��q � 0. In principle,a

m easurem entofthe correlationsbetween the targetpolarization and the � and �� polarizationsin DIS will

providea way ofdiscrim inating between ��sand �s(seee.g.,[127]).Anothernicem ethod isto m easurethe

singleasym m etry in charm ed m eson production in the sem i-inclusiveDIS processasdiscussed below.
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with xa =
p
�=e.The parity-violating asym m etry in the kinem atic region y � �1 provides

inform ation on ��u(x)and � �d(x)atsm allx and largeQ 2,Q 2 = M 2
W .

� Drell-Yan process[129,130,131,132] Thedouble-spin asym m etry de�ned by

A D Y
LL =

d�""=dQ 2 � d�"#=dQ 2

d�""=dQ 2 + d�"#=dQ 2
(8.13)

m easured in the Drell-Yan process ~p~p ! ‘+ ‘� + X ,where d�""("#) designates the Drell-

Yan cross section for the con�guration where the incom ing proton helicities are parallel

(antiparallel),is sensitive to the sea spin densities. In the parton m odel,the asym m etry

reads

A D Y
LL =

4��2

9Q 2s

Z
1

0

dx1

x1

dx2

x2
�

 

1�
Q 2

sx1x2

!
X

q

e
2
q�q(x 1;Q

2)��q(x 2;Q
2)+ (1$ 2): (8.14)

Thesign ofA D Y
LL isexpected to benegativeas�u(x)> 0 and ��u(x)< 0.A recentanalysis

ofNLO e�ectsin [132]indicatesthattheq�qsubprocessexhibitsgreatperturbativestability,

whereasthe qG subprocess isim portantand contributesdestructively. Fora discussion of

single-spin asym m etry in theDrell-Yan process,see[122].

� inclusive DIS with charged current[133,134,135] High energy lepton-proton scat-

tering at large Q 2 allows to probe spin e�ects in charged current interactions in the DIS

process‘� p ! �(��)X . Considerthe parity-violating DIS ofunpolarized charged lepton on

longitudinally polarized proton: ‘+ + ~p ! �� + X . Itisshown in [133]thatthe single-spin

asym m etry in thisprocessissensitive to �d v(x)and to antiquark/sea-quark spin densities:

��u(x); �d s(x) and �s(x). W ith longitudinally polarized lepton and proton beam s,the

doubleasym m etriesde�ned by

A W �

LL =
d�

‘� p

"# � d�
‘� p

""

d�
‘� p

"# + d�
‘� p

""

(8.15)

havetheexpressions[134,135]

A W �

LL =
�u(x)+ �c(x)� (1� y) 2[� �d(x)+ ��s(x)]

u(x)+ c(x)+ (1� y)2[�d(x)+ �s(x)]
;

A W +

LL =
(1� y)2[�d(x)+ �s(x)]� ��u(x)� ��c(x)

(1� y)2[d(x)+ s(x)]+ �u(x)+ �c(x)
: (8.16)

Theseinclusive asym m etriesarem ainly sensitive to theu and d-quark avor.

� sem i-inclusiveDIS with charged current[135] Considerthecharm ed m eson production

in thesem i-inclusiveDIS:‘� + p! �(��)+ D + X .Them ain subprocessesares+ W + ! D

and �s+ W � ! �D .Thesingleasym m etriesaregiven by [135]

A
W � ;D

LL (x) �
d�

W � ;D

"# � d�
W � ;D

""

d�
W � ;D

"# + d�
W � ;D

""

= �
��s(x)+ tan� 2

C � �d(x)

�s(x)+ tan�2C �d(x)
;

A
W + ;D

LL (x) �
d�

W + ;D

"# � d�
W + ;D

""

d�
W + ;D

"# + d�
W + ;D

""

=
�s(x)+ tan� 2

C �d(x)

s(x)+ tan�2C d(x)
; (8.17)
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where�C isaCabibbom ixingangle.Theseasym m etriesallow toextractthestrangeseaspin

distributions�s(x)and ��s(x)separately.Itisofgreatinterestto testif��s(x)isidentical

to �s(x).

� elastic�N scattering[42,79,136,137,138] Assum inganegligible�c,itwasoriginally

argued thattheaxial-vectorform factorG A(q2)appearing in them atrix elem enthN jA Z
�jN i

for�N elasticscattering isrelated to thequark polarization by GA(0)=
1

2
(�u� �d� �s).

Hence,a m easurem entofG A(0)willdeterm ine �s independently.Since thelim itq 2 = 0 is

experim entallyunattainable,theq2 dependenceofG A(q2)isusuallyassum ed tohaveadipole

form .The�pand ��pexperim entsin1987[139]indicated that�s(0)= �0:15� 0:09[42,79].18

Itbecom esclearnow thatwhatm easured in �p ! �p scattering isthecom bination �s� �c

ratherthan �sitself[137].First,contrarytothescale-dependent�s,thequantity�s� �cis

scaleindependentasitisanom aly free.Itispossiblethat�satarelatively low scaleiszero,

butitevolvesdram atically from the quark-m odelscale to the EM C scale Q 2
EM C = 10GeV 2

[141].Therefore,thepreviousinterpretation for�s(0)cannotbeextrapolated to �s(Q 2
EM C)

directly,butwhatwecan say now is�s(Q 2)= �(0:15� 0:09)+ �c(Q 2).Second,farbelow

charm threshold,charm ed quarksstop m akingcontributionstoDIS,butthey stillcontribute

toG A via thetrianglediagram .Asstressed in [137],thevalueof�cde�ned in �p scattering

can onlybeinterpretated as�cin DIS wellabovethecharm threshold.A new �N scattering

experim entusingLSND (Liquid ScintillatorNeutrinoDetector)iscurrently underway atLos

Alam os(seee.g.,[136]).

� sem i-inclusive � production in DIS [142,143,144] Considerthe sem i-inclusive decay

‘+ ~p! ‘+�+X withalongitudinallypolarizedprotontarget.Sinceinthenaivequarkm odel

thespinofthe�iscarriedbythestrange-quark’sspin,itisexpected thatthenegativestrange

seapolarization in apolarized proton willbetransferred tothelongitudinal�polarization in

thecurrentfragm entation region.In thesim pleparton m odel,thelongitudinalpolarization

ofthe� isgiven by [142]

P�(x;z;Q
2)=

dN � "

=dz� dN � #

=dz

dN � "

=dz+ dN � #

=dz
=

�s(x;Q 2)�D �
s(z;Q

2)

s(x;Q 2)D �
s(z;Q 2)

; (8.18)

where�D �
s = D � "

s"
� D � "

s#
= D � "

s"
� D � #

s"
.Very littleisknown aboutD �

s(z)and �D
�
s(z).Itis

suggested in[124]asim pleparam etrizationforD �
s(z):zD

�
s(z)= 0:5z(1:08� z)3� 0:06(1� z)4.

In theabsenceofexperim entaldata ora detailed theory,theconstruction of�D �
s(z)isnec-

essarily ad hoc.Nevertheless,we expectthatthe polarization ofthe outgoing � isequalto

thatofthe strange quark atz = 1. Beyond the non-relativistic quark m odel,the u and d

quarksin the � are also polarized and willcontribute to P � [143]. The longitudinalpolar-

ization ofthe � also can be produced in the targetfragm entation region in deep-inelastic
18The value ofG A (0) is very sensitive to the dipole m ass M A . For exam ple,it is shown in [140]that

G A (0) = � 0:15 � 0:07 is obtained for M A = 1:049 � 0:019 M eV,but the data also can be �tted with

G A (0)= 0 and M A = 1:086� 0:015 M eV.
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�N ;~�(~e)~N (N )scatteringsand variousunderlying m echanism sforP� arediscussed in [144].

gluon spin distribution �G(x)

Phenom enologicalsignaturesof�G can betested in variousways,aspartly sum m arized

in Table III.Instead ofgoing through the details foreach process,we willfocus on those

prom ising processes which have better signals,higherevent rates and largerasym m etries.

Since �G(Q 2)increaseslogarithm ically with Q 2,itisconceivable thatthee�ectsofgluons

willm anifestin thepolarized pp colliderattheRHIC and in theep colliderattheHERA.

� prom ptphoton production [129,150,151,152,153] Thedouble-spin asym m etry ALL
in the directphoton production athigh p? in longitudinally polarized proton-proton colli-

sionsdependsstrongly on the polarization ofgluonsasthe Com pton subprocessGq ! q

dom inatesoverq�q! G annihilation,reecting by thefactthatA 

LL growswith xF at�xed

p? .Thisprocessthusprovidesaclean,direct,and unproblem aticpossibility fordeterm ining

�G(x).Such experim entsshould befeasiblein thenearfutureattheRHIC.

� single-jetproduction [154,151,155,130,156] In generalthe double-spin asym m etry

A
jet

LL fora jetproduction in pp collisionswith a transverse m om entum p? issensitive to the

gluon spin density forx? = 2p? =
p
s nottoo large.Sincethepolarized gluon distribution is

largeatsm allx,gluon-gluon scattering dom inatestheunderlying parton-parton interaction

subprocessesatsm allx? .Asthe jetm om entum increases,quark-gluon scattering becom es

m ore and m ore im portantdue to the relatively fastdecrease ofthe gluon spin distribution

with increasing x.Itis�nally governed by quark-quark scattering atlargex? .Therefore,a

m easurem entofA jet

LL in the jetm om entum region where the spin asym m etry isdom inated

by qG orGG scattering willfurnish im portantinform ation on �G(x).

� hadronic heavy-quark production [164,162,165,147] Since the dom inantsubprocess

for hadronic heavy-quark production in pp collisions is GG ! Q �Q,this process depends

quadratically on �G and ishencevery sensitiveto thegluon spin density;itisoften consid-

ered to bethebestand m ostrealisticteston �G.

9 C onclusions

Thenew polarized DIS experim entsin recentyearshavecon�rm ed thevalidity oftheEM C

data and the controversialconclusions that the observed value of�p1,the �rst m om ent of

g
p

1(x),issubstantially sm allerthan the Ellis-Ja�econjecture and thatonly a sm allfraction

oftheproton spin com esfrom thequarks.However,theproton spin problem now becom es

less severe than before. The new world average is that �� � 0:30 and �s � �0:10 at

Q 2 = 10GeV 2. The Bjorken sum rule hasbeen tested to an accuracy of10% level. Som e
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Table III.Variousprocesseswhich are sensitive to thegluon spin distribution.

Process Dom inantsubprocess References

charm orJ= leptoproduction

~‘+ ~p ! ‘+ c+ �c �G ! c�c [145,147]

~‘+ ~p ! ‘+ J= + X �G ! J= + G

charm orJ= photoproduction

~ + ~p ! c+ �c  G ! c�c [146,107,147,148]

~ + ~p ! J= + X  G ! J= + G

large-k? two-jetproduction

~‘+ ~p ! 2 jets+ X �G ! q�q [9,149]

prom pt-photon production LO :[129,150,151,152]

~p~p !  + X G + q!  + q NLO :[153]

single-jetproduction sm allx? :G G ! G G ;G G ! q�q LO :[154,151,155,130]

~p~p ! jet+ X interm ediate x? :G q! G q NLO :[156]

two-jetproduction sm allx? :G G ! G G ;G G ! q�q

~p~p ! 2 jets+ X interm ediate x? :G q! G q [154,151,157]

three-jetproduction qG ! qq�q

~p~p ! 3 jets+ X qq! qqG [158]

four-jetproduction

~p~p ! 4 jets+ X G G ! G G G G [159]

two-photon production q�q!  LO :[160]

~p~p !  + X NLO :see [161] NLO :[161]

heavy quark production G G ! Q �Q LO :[162]

~p~p ! Q �Q + X NLO :see [163] NLO :[163]

charm onium production G G ! S-wave charm onium [164,162,165,147]

~p~p ! charm onium + X G G ! P -wave+ G [166]

two-J= production

~p~p ! J= + J= + X G G ! J= + J= [167]

dim uon production q�q! �+ ��

p~p ! �+ �� (~�� )+ X q+ G ! q+ �+ �� [168,169,170]
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m ain conclusionsare:

1). There are two k? -factorization schem es ofinterest: the chiral-invariant schem e in

which the ultraviolet cuto� on the quark spin distributions respects chiralsym m etry and

gauge invariance butnotthe axialanom aly,and the gauge-invariantschem e in which the

ultravioletregulatorsatis�esgaugesym m etry and theaxialanom aly butbreakschiralsym -

m etry. The usualim proved parton m odelcalculation corresponds to the chiral-invariant

factorization schem e. There is an anom alous gluonic contribution to �p1 due to the axial

anom aly resided in thebox diagram ofphoton-gluon scattering atk2? = [(1� x)=4x]Q 2 with

x ! 0. Asa consequence,�� CI isnotnecessarily sm alland �s CI isnotnecessarily large.

For�G � 2:5 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2,onehas�� CI � 0:60 and �s CI � 0.

2). The OPE approach correspondsto the gauge-invariantfactorization schem e. Hard

gluonsdo notcontribute to �1 because the axialanom aly isshifted from the hard photon-

gluon cross section to the spin-dependent quark distribution. However, it by no m eans

im plies that �G vanishes in a polarized proton. �� G I is sm allbecause ofthe negative

helicitiesofsea quarks. The chiral-invariantand gauge-invariantfactorization schem es are

explicitly shown to be equivalentup to NLO since �q’sand �� G

hard’sin these two di�erent

schem esarerelated by (4.36)and (4.33),respectively.Asfarasthe�rstm om entofg1(x)is

concerned,theanom alousgluon and sea-quark interpretationsarethuson thesam efooting.

3). Contrary to the gauge-invariant�q G I,�G and chiral-invariant�q CI cannotbe ex-

pressed asm atrix elem entsoflocaland gauge-invariantoperators.Nevertheless,gaugevari-

ant localoperator de�nitions do exist;in the light-front coordinate and in the light-front

gauge A + = 0 (orin the in�nite m om entum fram e and in tem poralaxialgauge),�G has

a localoperatorde�nition given by (4.55)or(4.56),and �q CI by (4.57).By contrast,they

can bealso recastasm atrix elem entsofstring-likegauge-invariantbutnon-localoperators.

4). The U(1)Goldberger-Treim an relation (5.6)in term softhe �0 rem ainstotally un-

changed no m atterhow one variesthe quark m assesand the axialanom aly,while itstwo-

com ponentexpression (5.17)isidenti�ed with theconnected and disconnected insertions[see

(5.21)]. W e have determ ined the physicalcoupling constantsg
�0N N

and g
�N N

from the GT

relationsforg0A and g8A and found thatg
�0N N

= 3:4 and g
�N N

= 4:7.

5).Form asslesssea quarkstherearetwo m echanism sallowing forquark helicity ip and

producing sea-quark polarization:thenonperturbativem echanism dueto instanton-induced

interactions(seeSec.4.4)and theperturbativeway viatheaxialanom aly(seeSec.4.3).The

signofthesea-quarkhelicitygenerated byhardgluonsviathelatterm echanism ispredictable

in the fram ework ofperturbative QCD:It is negative ifthe gluon spin com ponent �G is

positive. The lattice calculation indicates that sea polarization is alm ost independent of

lightquark avors;thisem piricalSU(3)-avorsym m etry im pliesthatitisindeed the axial

anom aly,which is independent oflight quark m asses, that accounts for the bulk ofthe

helicity contribution ofsea quarks.

6).A fulland consistentnext-to-leading orderanalysisoftheg1(x;Q 2)data justbecam e
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possiblerecently.W ehavetoworkentirelyinthegauge-invariantfactorizationschem eforthe

NLO analysissincetheNLO polarized splitting functionsareavailableonly in thisschem e.

W hiletheshapesofthespin-dependentvalencequark distributionsarefairly constrained by

thedata,the sea-quark and gluon spin densitiesarealm ostcom pletely undeterm ined.Itis

thusvery im portanttoprobe�G(x)independently in thehadron-hadron collision processes

where gluons play a dom inant role. The m ost prom ising processes are: prom pt photon

production,single-jetproduction and hadronicheavy-quark production in pp collisions.

7). As forthe spin sum rule 1

2
= 1

2
��+ �G + L q

z + LG
z ,the only spin content which

is forsure atpresent is the observed value �� � 0:30 atQ 2 = 10GeV 2. The relativistic

quark m odelpredicts that�� = 0:75 and L q
z = 0:125. Recent lattice calculations im ply

thatrelativisticquark m odelresultsarerecovered in thevalenceapproxim ation.Thequark-

m odel’s value of0.75 for �� is reduced to the \canonical" value of� 0:60 by negative

spin com ponentsofcloud quarks,and reduced furtherto � 0:30 by the negative sea-quark

polarization.Thatis,thedeviation ofg0A from unityexpected from thenon-relativisticquark

m odelisascribed tothenegativespin com ponentsofcloud and seaquarksand torelativistic

e�ects. The \valence" contribution asconventionally referred to isactually a com bination

ofcloud-quark and truly valence-quark com ponents. It is thus im portant to estim ate the

cloud-quark polarization to seeifitisnegativein sign and com parablein m agnitudeto the

(one-avor)sea-quark helicity.In theasym ptoticlim it,Jq
z(1 )= 1

2
��(1 )+ L q

z(1 )� 1

4
and

JGz (1 )= �G(1 )+ L G
z (1 )� 1

4
. Ifthe evolution ofJqz and JGz isvery slow,we willhave

Lq
z(10GeV

2)� 0:10,which isclosetothequark-m odelexpectation.Thegrowth of�G with

Q 2 iscom pensated by thegluon orbitalangularm om entum ,which also increaseslike lnQ 2

butwith oppositesign.
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