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A bstract

The review of current experin ental situation in the m easurem ents of the rst
moment ., ofspin dependent nuckon structure functions gy ;. X;Q 2) ispresented.
The resuls of the calculations of tw ist4 correctionsto ;, are discussed and their
accuracy is estin ated. The part of the proton soin carried by u;d;s quarks
is calculated In the fram ework of the QCD sum rules In the extemal elds. The
operators up to din ension 9 are acocounted. An in portant contrdbution com es from
the operator of dim ension 3, which in the lim i of m assless u;d;s quarks is equal
to the derivative of QCD topological susceptbiliy °(0). The com parison w ith
the experin entaldata on  gives o(O) = 23 0»6) 10 3 Gev?. The lin its on

and °() are fund from selftonsistency of the sum rule, > 005; %0) >
16 10° Gev?. Thevaliesofgy = 1:37 0:10 and ¢§ = 065 0:15 are also
determm ined from the corresponding sum rules.
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I dedicate this ecture to the m em ory of m y frdend Volodya G ribov, whom I knew for
about half a centure. Now it becom es even m ore clkar how great was his in uence on
physics: his brilliant ideas, his uncom prom ising approach to science, his teaching ability.
My loss is even m ore painfiil: every m esting w ith Volodya was like a holday to m y soul

1. Introduction. R ecent experin ental data.

In the last years, the problem of nuckon spin content and particularly the question
which part of the nuckon soin is carried by quarks, attracts a strong interest. T he valu—
able infom ation com es from the m easurem ents of the spin-dependent nuclkon structure
fiinctions g; ¢;Q ?) in deep inelastice( )N scattering (for the recent data see [1,2,3], ora
review s [4,5]). T he parts of the nuclkon spin carried by u;d and squarks are detem ined
from the m easurem ents ofthe rstmoment ofg; (%;0 2)
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u; d; s; g are parts of the nuckon spin profctions carred by u;d;s quarks and
gluons:
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where g, X);9 &) are quark distrbbutions w ith soin profction parallel @ntiparalkl) to
nuckon soin and a sin ilar de nition takes place for g. The coe cients of perturbative
series were caloulated in [7-10], the num erical values In (3) corresoond to the num ber of
avours N ¢ = 3, the coe cient cwas estimated n [11], ¢ 130. In the M S renom al-
ization schem e chosen In [1-10] g, ;g5 and are Q *~independent. In the assum ption of
the exact SU (3) avour symm etry of the octet axial current m atrix elem ents over baryon
octet states g} = 3F D = 059 002 [12]. On the basis of operator product expansion
(OPE) the quantities gy ;gﬁ and are related to the proton m atrix elem ent of isovector,
octet and singlkt axial currents corresoondingly:



oms (@ign; )= tpis 339539535 Jpisis )
where s isthe proton soin 4-vector, m is the proton m ass.

Strictly speaking, In (3) the ssparation oftemm sproportionalto and g isarbitrary,
since OPE hasonly one singlkt in  avourtw ist2 operator forthe rstm om ent ofthepolar-
ized structure function { the operator of singlet axial current j(%) x) = g X)) s g=

q

u;d;s. The ssparation of tem s proportionalto and g is outside the fram ework of
OPE and depends on the Infrared cuto . The expression used In (3) is based on the
physical assum ption that the virtualities p° of glions in the nuclkon are m uch larger than
light quark m ass squares, P°j m?Z [13]and that the infrared cut-o is chosen in a way
providing the standard form ofaxialanom aly [14].

Since the ssparation from  of the temm , proportional to g, resuls in rede nition
of , som etin es In the analysis of the data it is sesparated, som etin es it is not. In what
follow s In the m aln part of the Lecture Iwillnot sgparate g contrbution from , only
som etin es m entioning how large it could be.

Twist4 corrections to ,, were calculated by Balitsky, Braun and K oleshichenko
BBK) [5]ushg the QCD sum rule m ethod.

BBK calculations were crtically analyzed In [16], where it was shown that there are
m any possible uncertainties in these calculations: 1) them ain contribution to QCD sum
rules com es from the last acoounted tem In OPE { the operator ofdim ension 8; 2) there
is a lJarge badkground tem and a much stronger in uence of the continuum threshold
com paring w th usualQ CD sum rules; 3) In the singlet case, w hen determ ining the induced
by extemal eld vacuum oondensates, the corresponding sum rul was saturated by -
meson, what is wrong. The next order term { the contrbution of the din ension 10
operator to the BBK sum rules was estin ated by O ganesian [L7]. The account of the
din ension-10 contribution to the BBK sum rules and estin ation of other uncertainties
results n (see [L6]):

o = 0006 0012GeV ®)
Bpin = 0035( 100%) GeV ©)

As is seen from (8), In the nonsinglkt case the twist4 correction is amall (f 2% at
Q2> 5G &V ?) even w ith the account ofthe error. In the singlet case the situation ismuch
worse: the estin ate (9) m ay be considered only as correct by the order ofm agniude.
Onem ay expect that at Iow Q02 < 3 Ge&V? the nonperturbative (higher tw ist) cor—
rections to ©Q?) are much larmger in absolute values, than given by (8),(9). This
statem ent ©llow s from the requirem ent, that at Q= 0 ,,, Q%) satis es the G erasin ov—-
DrellHeam (GDH) sum ruk and a snooth connection of ., Q?) at intem ediate Q2
and those at Q2 = 0 should exist. (In accord with the GDH sum rule om 0) = 0 and
om @) = 2 =8m? where ,, are proton and neutron anom albus m agnetic m om ents
{ s=e [16].) In [16] the m odelwas suggested, which realizes such sn ooth connection. As
was dem onstrated In [16] them odel is In a good agreem ent w ith the recent experin ental
data. An Interesting feature of the m odel, supported by the data, is that the sign of
nonperturbetive correction coincides w ith the sign of twist4 tem s (7),(8) in the case of
proton, but it is opposite for neutron.



Itum now to com parison of the theory w ith the recent experin ental data. In Table
1 the recent data obtained by SMC [1], E154(SLAC) R]and HERMES [B] groups are
presented.

Table 1
P n P n s (5G eV 2)
SM C 0132 0:017 0048 0022 0:181 0:035 0278
com bined 0142 0:011] 0061 02016 0202 0:022 011,
E 154 (SLAC) | 0:112 0:014| 0056 0:008 0:168 0012 033957
HERMES { 0:037 0015 { {
EJ/Bjsum ruls| 0168 0:005] 0:013 0005 0:181 0:00Q 0276

In the second line of Tabk 1 the results ofthe perform ed by SM C [L] com bined analysis
ofSM C [1], SLAC-£80/130 [I8],EM C [19]and SLAC-E143 R0]data aregiven. T he data
presented in the rst three lnesofTabk 1 referto Q2 = 5GeV?2, HERMES data refer
to Q% = 25 GeV?. In allm easurem ents each range of x corresponds to each own m ean
Q2. Therefore, in order to cbtain g; ¢;Q?) at xed Q ? the authors of ref.’s [1,2] used the
ollow ng procedure. At som e reference scake QF Q3= 16eV? in [L]and Q% = 0:34G eV ?
in RJ]) quark and gluon distribution were param etrized as functions of x. (The number
ofthe param eterswas 12 n [L1]Jand 8 In R]). Then NLO evolution equations were soled
and the values of the param eters were determm ined from the best t at all data points.
The num erical valies presented in Tabk 1 correspond to M S regularization scheme,
statistical, system atical, as well as theoretical errors arising from uncertainty of ¢ in the
evolution equations, are added in quadratures. The HERM ES value of ,, measured at
Q2= 2:5GeV? can be recalculated to Q2 = 5 G eV 2 using them odel [16], m atching GD H
sum rukatQ? = 0and asym ptoticbehaviorof , Q?). Theresultis: ,Q?= 5GeV?) =

0:045 0015 HERMES). In the last line of Tablk 1 the EllisJda e (EJ) and B prken
B ) sum rulesprediction for ,; , and n s COrrespondingly are given. The EJ sum
rule prediction was caloulated according to (3), where s= 0,ie, =g 2 = 059was
put and the Jast{gluonictem in (3) wasom itted. T he tw ist4 contribution was acocounted
In the Bjsum mul and lnclided Into the ervor In the EJ sum rule. The ¢ value in the
EJ and Bjsum rules calulation was chosen as (5 GeV?) = 0276, corresponding to

sM,) = 0417 and % = 360M &V (n two loops). As is clear from Tabl 1, the
data, expecially for , contradict the EJ sum rule. In the last colum n, the values of ¢
determ ined from the B jsum rul are given w ith the account of tw ist4 corrections.

The experin ental data on , presented in Tabk 1 are not In a good agreem ent.
Particularly, the value of , given by E154 Collaboration seem s to be Iow : it does not
agree w ith the old data presented by SMC R1] ( , = 0:136 0015) and E143 RO]
(o= 0:127 0:011). Even m ore strong discrepancy is seen in the values of ¢, determm ined
from theB jsum rules. Thevaliewhich llow s from the com bined analysis isunacoeptably
low : the central point corresponds to 1\(43_)5; = 15M &V ! On the other side, the valie,
determm ined from the E 154 data seem s to be high, the corresponding M ,) = 0:126
0:009. T herefore, T com e to a conclusion that at the present level of experin ental accuracy

s cannot be reliably determ ined from the B jsum rule in polarized scattering.

Tabl 2 show s the values of { the totalnucleon soin projction carried by u;d and

squarks found from [ and [ presented in Tabl 1 using eq.@3). (It was put gu =



: 79, = 059, the tem , proportionalto g ism mto .).
1260;g5 = 059, th ional is included 1 )

Table 2: The values of

From From ,
At (5GeV?)= | At (6GeV?) |At (BGeV?) = At (B5GeV?)
= 0276 given in Tablk 1 = 0276 given in Tabl 1
SM C 0296 0294 0294 0296
Comb. 0.390 0290 0175 0255
E154 0110(017;029) | 017(024;034) | 022(028;017) | 017 (024;0.13)
HERMES { { 0.38(026) at S@25Gev?) =
= 0337

In their tting procedure R]E 154 Collaboration used the values gf\ = 030 and g, =
109. The values of obtained from  and , given by E154 at gf\ = 030;0, = 126
and gt = 03079, = 109 are presented iIn parenthesis. The value gf = 030 corresponds
to a strong violation of SU (3) avour symm etry and is unplusbl; g = 109 means a
bad violation of isospin and isunacosptable. Asseen from Tablk l, is serdously a ected
by these assum ptions. The valuesof found from [ and , using SM C and combined
analysis data agree w ith each other only,if one takes or  (5G &V ?) the values given in
Tabk 1l ( ;= 0:116 for combined data), what is unacceptable.

T he tw ist4 ocorrections were acoounted in the calculations of in Table using eq.'s
©),09).AtQ?% = 5GeV? they result in increasing of by 0.04 ifdeterm ined from ,, at
Q2= 25GevV? HERMES data) the tw ist4 correction increase by 0.06. In the last line
In parenthesis is given the valie of , when higher tw ist corrections were found basing
on themodelm atching GDH sum rul and asym ptotic behavior of , [L6]. The chosen
valie of (25 GeV?)=0.337 corresponds to the sam e 53():]3 (2 loops) = 360 M &V, as

s6Gev?) = 0276.

To oconclude, one may say, that the m ost probabl value of is 03 0d .

The contrbution of glions may be estinated as g(lGev 2) 03 (see [6]). Then
gBGev ?) 06 and the acoount of gluonic tem in eq.(3) results in increasing of by
006.At = 03wehave u= 083; d= 043; s= O:d.

2. The QCD sum rules calculation of

The quantity , which has the m eaning of proton spin proction, carried by u;d;s
quarks is of a special interest.
An attemptto caloulate using QCD sum rules n extermal elddswasdone in ref.R2].
Let us shortly recall the idea. T he polarization operator
z
P) =1 d'xe®MTf &); O)gPi (10)

was considered, where
®) =" v ®)IC Uu°®K) 5d° (x) a1

is the current w ith proton quantum numbers R3],R4] u®;d are quark elds, a;bjc are
oolour indeces. It is assum ed that the tem

L=3%A 12)

5



where A isa oconstant singlet axial eld, isadded to QCD Lagrangian. In the weak axial
eld approxin ation () has the form

= Y+ “par: a3)

@ (o) is calculated in QCD by OPE atp® < 0;*J R ?, where R. is the con ne-
m ent radius. O n the other hand, using dispersion relation, ® (o) is represented by the
contribbution of the physical states, the Iowest of which is the proton state. The contri-
bution of excited states is approxin ated as a continuum and suppressed by the Borel
transform ation. The desired answer is obtained by equalling these two representations.
T his procedure can be applied to any Lorenz structure of ' (o) , but as was argued in
25,26], thebest accuracy can be obtained by considering the chirality conserving structure
2p P s.

An essential ingredient of the m ethod is the appearance of induced by the external
eld vacuum expectation values (vewv). The m ost in portant of them in the problem at
hand is

03’ Pin  3£A (14)

ofdim ension 3. T he constant fo2 is related to Q CD topological susoeptibility. Using (12),
we can w rite
Z

W07 Pia = lm g o1 d'xe®HOT £5% x); 3% 0)gPia

Iimg P @A (15)

T he general structure ofP  (q) is

P @= B +Pr@)( d+aq) 16)

Because ofanom aly there are nom assless states in the spectrum ofthe singlet polarization
operator P even form asskss quarks. Pr . () also have no kinem atical singularities at
& = 0. Therefore, thenonvanishing valueP  (0) com esentirely from Py, (). M uliplying
P (@ by gqg, i the lin it ofm assless u;d;s quarks we get

z

aqP @= BRE@)L=N7(=~4 Vi dxe™
T6c" ®K)G" ®);G" 0)G" (0)Pi; a7
whereG" isthegluonic el strength, G = (1=2)" G .(Theanom aly condition was
used, N = 3.).Gohgtothelmi o ! 0,wehave
4
£§= (1=3)p, 0) = 5N§ °0); 18)
where () is the topological susceptibility
z
@)=1 d'xeTIQsx);Qs0)Pi (19)

and Q 5 (x) is the topological charge density



Qs&®)= (8 )G" KIG" &x); 20)

Asiswellknown R7], (0) = 0 ifthere is at least one m asskess quark. The attam pt to

nd °0) tselfby QCD sum rules failked: it was found R2] that OPE does not converge
In the dom ain of characteristic scales for this problam . H owever, it was possble to derive
the sum rule, expressing intemsofff (14) or °(0). The OPE up to dinension d = 7
was perfom ed in ref.P2]. Am ong the nduced by the extemal eld vex.sbesides (14),
the vexv. of the din ension 5 operator

X
goj g @=2) "G" gPin  3kA ; g= u;d;s 1)
q

was acoounted and the constant hy was estin ated using a soecial sum rule,
hy 3 10°GeV*® . There were also accounted the gluonic condensate d = 4 and the
square of quark condensate d = 6 (pooth tines the extemal A  eld operator, d = 1).
However, the accuracy of the calculation was not good enough for reliable calculation of

in term s of £ ¢ : the necessary requirem ent of them ethod { the weak dependence of the
result on the Borel param eter was not well satis ed.

In 28] the accuracy of the calculation was in proved by going to higher order termm s In
OPE up to dim ension 9 operators. Under the factorization assum ption { the saturation of
the product of urquark operators by the contrdoution of an interm ediate vacuum state
{ the dimension 8 vev./swere accounted (tines?A ):

ghoiy  (1=2) "G" q ogPi= FrOFP; 22)

wheremi = 08 02 GeV® was detem ined in P8]. In the framework of the same
factorization hypothesis the Induced by the external eld vewv. of din ension 9

055Y Dia WO D 23)

is also acoounted. In the calculation the follow Ing expression for the quark G reen fiinction
In the constant extemalaxial eld was used [26]:

T £ &); & 0)gPia = 1 P2 =2 *x*+
+(1=2 %) P@ax) (k) =x' @=12)* HjgPi+

+ 1=72)1 R0 pepiks s K2 5) +
" #

+ 1=12)f2 & ) + (1=216) ®h, E=2)x’K 5 @AxX)R s 4)

The tem s of the third power In x-expansion of quark propagator proportional to A

are om ited in (24), because they do not contrbute to the tensor structure of of
Interest. Quarks are considered to be in the constant extemal gluonic eld and quark
and gluon Q CD equations ofm otion are exploited (the related form ulae are given In 29]).
There is also an another source of vew. hy to appear besides the x-expansion of quark
propagator given In eg.(24): the quarks in the condensate absorb the soft gluonic eld
em itted by other quark. A sim ilar situation takes place also In the calculation of the



veyv. (23) contrbution. The accounted diagram s w ith din ension 9 operators have no
Joop integrations. There are others vewv. of dinensions d 9 particularly containing
glionic elds. A 1l of them , however, correspond to at least one loop Integration and are
suppressed by the num erical factor 2 ) 2 . For this reason they are disregarded.

The sum rule for isgiven by

8 D
+CM2= 14— M 27,49
9%
2! 2! 2.4 2 2)
W W 1 am 1 a
22 4 4=9 2 2 8=9 0 2
+6 ‘M E1 4z T + 14 “hoM Eo 4z b 2 M2z 9 SfOM2 @5)

HereM ? isthe Borelparameter, "y isde nedas ™3 = 32 * 2 = 21 Gev®, H0j pi=
N Vp; where v, is proton spinor, W 2 is the continuum threshold, W = 25 GeV ?,

a= (2 fOpgPi= 055Gev’ ©6)
Ecx)=1 &*; E;x)=1 1+ x)e*

L=InM=)=In(=); = ocp = 200 M €V and the nom alization point was
cGhosen = 1GevV.

W hen deriving (25) the sum rule for the nuckon m ass was exploited what results in
appearance of the st tem, {1, In the right hand side (ths) of 5). This tem absorbs
the contributions of the bare loop, gluonic condensate aswellas ¢ corrections to them
and essential part of tem s, proportional to a* and m Za?. Tt m ust be stressed, that w ith
the account of din ension 9 operators the OPE series n the calculation of is going
up to the sam e order as OPE in the calculation of nucleon m ass, where in the chirality
conserving sum rule the operators up to dim ension 8 were accounted (see A ppendix, one
additional dim ension in the sum rul or ocomes from the dim ension of external axial

eld A ). Therefore, both sum rules are on the sam e footing and the procedure of using
chirality conserving nuclkon sum rule @ 1) In 25) is kegitin ate. O therw ise, and thiswas
the drawback of calculations n R5],R6], the approach is not com plktely selfconsistent.
T he values of the param eters, a; ™2 ;W ? taken above were chosen by the best t of the

sum rules for the nuckon mass (see B0] and Appendix) performed at = 200 M &V .
It can be shown, using the value of the ratio 2m ;=fm , + my4) = 244 15 [B1] that
a(l GevV) = 055 GeV?® corresponds tom (1 GeV) = 153 M eV . . corrections are

acoounted In the lading order (LO ) what results in appearance of anom alous din ensions.
Therefore hasthemeaning ofe ective in LO . Iksnum erical value doesnot contradicts
two Joops value of ,used in Secl. Fomally, © (2 loops)= 360M &V would resulsto

S mo)=250M ev )

T he unknown constant Cy in the keft-hand side (ths) of 25) corresoonds to the contri-
bution of Inelastic transitionsp ! N ! interaction withA ! p (@nd in inverse order).
It cannot be determ ined theoretically and m ay be Hund from M ? dependence of the rhs
of (25) (for details see [30,32]). The necessary condition of the validity of the sum rule is
39 T oM 2expl( W2+ m?)=M ?]at characteristic values ofM 2 [32]. T he contrdbution
ofthe Jast tetm in the rhsof 25) isnegligbl. The sum rulk (25) aswellasthe sum rule
for the nuclon m ass is reliable in the interval of the Borel param eter M 2 where the last
term of OPE isanall, lessthan 10 15% ofthe totaland the contrdoution of continuum



does not exceed 40  50% . This xes the interval 085 < M? < 14 GeV?TheM *-
dependence ofthe thsof 25) at ff = 3 10? GeV? isplotted .n Figl. T he com plicated
expression in rhs of (25) is indeed an alm ost linear function of M 2 in the given Intervall
This fact strongly supports the reliability of the approach. The best values of = it
and Co = C¢* are fund from the 2 tting procedure

2=%Xn [+ ci™2 RMYHFP=min; @7)
=1
where R M ?) is the rhs of (25).

Thevaluesof asa function of £{ areplotted in F ig 2 togetherw ith P -2, Intheused
above approach the glionic contribution cannot be ssparated and is ncluded in . As
discussed in Sec. 1 the experim entalvalie of can beestinated as = 03 0:d. Then
from Fig2 wehave f£ = 28 0:7) 10° Gev?and °0)= @3 0®6) 10 Gev?
. Theerror n £Z and °, besides the experin entall error, includes the uncertainty in the
sum rule estin ated as equalto the contrlbution of the lJast term In OPE (two last temm s
in Egq25) and a possbble role ofNLO  corrections. At £2 < 002GeV? ? ismuch worse
and the t becomes unstabl. This allows us to clain (W ith som e care, however,) that

°%0) 16 10°Gev?and 0:05 from the requirem ent of selfonsistency of the sum
ruk. The ? curve also favoursan upper lin it or < 06.AtfZ = 28 10% GeV? the
value of the constant C, found from the tisC,= 0:19GeV 2. Therefore, them entioned
above necessary condition of the sum rule validity iswell satis ed.

Let usdiscuss the rok of various term s of OPE in the sum rules (25) To analyze twe
have considered sum rules (25) for 4 di erent cases, ie. when we take into consideration:
a) only contribution of the operators up to d= 3 (the tem {1 and the tem , proportional
to fg In (25)); b) contrlution of the operators up to d=5 (the tem hy is added); <)
contribbution of the operatorsup to d=7 (three rsttemsin 25)),d) ocurresult 25), ie.
alloperatorsup to d= 9. Forthis analysis the value of £Z = 0:03 G &V ? was chosen, but the
conclusion appears to be the sam e for allm ore or kss reasonable choice of fo2 .Resultsof
the tofthesum rmilsare shown in Tablk 3 forallfourcases. The tisdone in the region
ofBorelmasses 09< M 2< 13Ge&V2. In the rst colimn the valuesof are shown , n
the second —values of the param eter C, and 1 the third ~the ratio = j 2= j which
is the real param eter, describing reliability of the t. From the tabl one can see, that
reliability of the t m onotonously in proves w ith increasing of the num ber of accounted
tem s of OPE and is quite satisfactory in the case d

Table 3
case C Gev ?)
a) | 0.019 031 10*
b) | 0.031 03 5:0 2
c) 0.54 0.094 9:10 3
d) 036 021 13 16

R ecently, the st attem pt to calculate %) on the lattice was perform ed [33]. The
resuk is °0)= (04 02) 10 GeV?,much below our value. H owever, asm entioned
by the authors, the calculation has som e drawbadks and the resul is prelin inary.



In the papers by N arison, Shore and Veneziano (NSV) [34],35], an attem pt gIo nd
the links between and °(0) was done. NSV fund that is proportional to 9(0)
and calculated °(0) by QCD sum rules. From my point of view, the approach of ref.s
[33],34] is not Justi able. Instead ofuse of m ly based and self consistent OPE, aswas
done above, In 34],B35]them atrix elem ent < p jQ 5 jp > was saturated by contribution of
two operators Q s and singlet pssudoscalar operator g sg { and the resul was obtained
by orthogonalization of the corresponding m atrix. I have doubts that such procedure can
be grounded. The calculation of °0) by QCD sum rules is not correct, becauss, aswas
shown in P2] by considering in the sam e problem w ith account of higher order tem s of
OPE, than it wasdone in 34],35], the OPE breaks down at the scales, characteristic for
this problem . I do not believe, that the value °(©0) = (05 02) 10 Gev? Hund in

B4] is reliable.

3. Calculation of proton axial coupling constant ng and g .

From the ssme sum rule (25) it ispossbl to nd g} { the proton coupling constant
w ith the octet axial current, which enters the QCD fomula for ;. There are two
di erences In com parison with (25):

I. Thstead of £Z it appears the square f7 of the pseudoscalar m eson coupling constant
w ith the octet axial current. In the lin it of strict SU (3) avour symm etry it is equal
to f2, f = 133 M &V . However, it is known, that SU (3) symm etry is violated and the
kaon decay constant, fx 122f [6]. In the lnear In squark massm g approxin ation
f = 128f .Weput orff thevalue fZ = 266 10? GeV?, interm ediate between £2 and
£2 .

2. hy should be substituted by m 2£?. The constant m ? is determ ined by the sum rules
suggested In [36]. A new t corresponding to the values of the param eters used above,
was perform ed and it was found;m? = 0:16 GeV 2.

TheM ? dependence ofgb + CgM ? ispresented In Figl and thebest t according to
the tting procedure 27) at1:0 M? 13 GeV? gives

q_—
gl = 065 0:15; Cg= 010Gev ? 2=12 10° 8)

(T he error includes the uncertainties n the sum ruk aswellas in the value of £7). The
obtained value of g within the errors concides with g = 0:59  0:02 [12] found from
the data on baryon octet -decays under assum ption of strict SU (3) avour symm etry
and contradicts the hypothesis ofbad violation of SU (3) sym m etry in baryon axial octet
coupling constants [37].

A sin ilar sum rule with the account of din ension 9 operators can be derived also for
gn { thenuclkon axial -decay coupling constant. It is an extension ofthe sum rule found
In 25] and has the form

n #

8 _ m a’
O + CAM 2 = 1+ TzemZZM ’ a2L479 + 2 2m ifZM 2 ZF SfZM— (29)
N

onN

a +

2

NG
wl o

Themain tem in OPE ofdin ension 3 proportionalto £2 occasionally was cancelled. For
this reason the higher order tetm s of OPE m ay be m ore In portant in the sum il for
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g» than in the previous ones. TheM ? dependence ofgy, 1+ CuM ? ispltted in Figd,
Iower curve; the curve is alm ost the straight line, as it should be. The best t gives

q_—
g = 137 0:10; Cn= 0088GevV?; 2=10 10° (30)

In com parison w ith the world average g, = 1260 0002 [6]. The inclusion of din ension
9 operator contribution essentially in proves the resul: without it g would be about 1.5
and 2 would bemuch worse.

The work was supported In part by CRDF Grant RP2-132, INTA S G rant 93-0283,
RFFR G rant 97-02-16131 and Sw iss G rant 7SUP J048716.

A ppendix

The t ofthe sum rules for nucleon m ass.

Sihce In com parison w ith previous t [B0] ofthe sum rules for nuclkon m ass the value
0of QCD param eter was changed now, the new t was perform ed. (In the previous cal-
culations t wasussed = 100M &V, now wetake = 200M &V .. The squru]es for
chirality conserving and chirality violatig parts of the polarization operator =~ © (o) (6)
de ned by (3) are correspondingly

6 4 2+ 4=9 2 4=9
M "E, W L + —a’L + -M “E, > L
1 m2 m 2 2
gaz—z = ~§e - @l
|
w2 212 M2 a 1 2oy 2
4 s _ ~2 m 242
2aM "E; M2 + o M2 —l2ab— mye ; @A 2)

w here
b= 2 )*h0 j—G? J0i= 050 Gev?;

X2
Ez(X):l (1+ X+E)ex

and the other notations are the same as in (25),(26). Param eters a and W 2 were treated
as tting param eters and it was required that in the tting interval08< M 2 < 13 G&V?
the quantities ~3 found from both sum rules @ 1) and @ 2) must be close to one another
and clse to a constant, independent of M *. The values of ~Z , detem ined from @ 1)
and @A 2) as functions ofa (at nom alization point = 1 Ge&V and continuum threshold
W?=25GeV? are plotted on Fig3. Two sum rulks give the same value of “3 at
a= 055GeV 3. Thel0% varation ofW ? doesnot changethisresult. TheM ?-dependence
of %, determ ined from @A 1) and (A 2) at these values of tting param eters is shown on
Fig4. As is seen, ~§ found from two sum rules agree w ith one another w ith accuracy

3% and their deviation from constant is less than 5% . The mean value of™; can be
chosen as ™3 = 21GeV® ( = 1Gev).
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Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Figure C aptions

TheM *dependenceof + C M ?atff =3 10% GeV? ,eq25,
g8+ CgM?,andgy 1+ CGM ?,eq29.

P__
(sold Iine, kft ordihate axis) and 2, eq.@7), (crossed line,
right ordinate axis) . as a functions of £Z.

The values of 2 as functions of a determ ined from the sum rules
@A 1) { solid Ineand @ 2) { crossed lne.

TheM ? { dependence of 2 found from the sum rules @ 1) { solid
lne and @ 2) { crossed line.
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