arXiv:1210.2263v2 [hep-ph] 25 Apr 2013

PREPRINT

Gauge Invariant Descriptions of Gluon Polarizations

Zhi-Qiang Guo and Iván Schmidt

Departamento de Física y Centro Científico Tecnológico de Valparaíso, Universidad Técnica Federico Santa María, Casilla 110-V, Valparaíso, Chile E-mail: zhiqiang.guo@usm.cl, ivan.schmidt@usm.cl

Abstract: We propose methods to construct gauge invariant decompositions of the nucleon spin, particularly gauge invariant descriptions of the gluon polarization. We show that gauge invariant decompositions of the nucleon spin can be derived naturally from the conserved current of a generalized Lorentz transformation by the Noether theorem. We propose a gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current as a possible description of the gluon spin, and we also examine the problem of gauge dependence of this extended Chern-Simons current.

Keywords: Nucleon Spin, Gauge Invariant Decomposition

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Gauge Invariant Extensions of the Chern-Simons Current 2

3 Gauge Invariant Decompositions from Noether Theorem 4

4 The Problem of Gauge Dependence 6

5 Conclusions 8

1 Introduction

Since the experimental discovery that the quark spin only contributes a small portion to the nucleon spin [1], the nucleon spin problem has attracted tremendous experimental and theoretical efforts over the past around two decades [2]. Nevertheless, how to formulate complete and gauge invariant decompositions of the nucleon spin and particularly how to formulate gauge invariant descriptions of the gluon polarization remains an open and interesting theoretical problem so far.

Regarding the decomposition of the nucleon spin, three popular decompositions have been proposed based on different grounds. The decomposition of Jaffe and Manohar [3] is the conventional canonical one derived from the Noether theorem. The decomposition of Ji [4] has the gauge invariant formulation by means of the improved energy-momentum tensor of Belinfante [5], but it does not provide a gauge invariant description of the gluon spin. By decomposing the gauge field into its physical part and its pure gauge part, Chen et al. [6] proposed a novel gauge invariant decomposition and a gauge invariant description of the gluon spin is also obtained. The similarities and differences among these three decompositions have been examined extensively from theoretical perspectives [7–9]. One purpose of this paper is to show that these three decompositions can be derived naturally from the conserved Noether currents induced by a generalized Lorentz transformation, although they have apparently different formulations. These results shall be given in Section 3.

Regarding descriptions of the gluon spin, among these three decompositions, only the decomposition of Chen et al. can provide gauge invariant expressions by using nonlocal formulations of the pure gauge field. This gauge invariant description can be regarded as the gauge invariant extension of the conventional canonical one. In this paper, we propose that there may exist possible alternative descriptions of the gluon spin. For this purpose, we construct a gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current by using the pure gauge field defined by Delbourgo and Thompson [10]. This extended Chern-Simons current has the nice feature that it satisfies the same equation as the conventional Chern-Simons current. We also verify its gauge independence in the Schwinger model [11]. The relevant discussions shall be given in section 2 and 4. We give some conclusions in section 5. More discussions on the gauge invariant decompositions from the Noether theorem and the extended Chern-Simons current as an appropriate description of the gluon spin will be given in a subsequent paper [12].

– 1 –

2 Gauge Invariant Extensions of the Chern-Simons Current

In this section, we discuss the gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current as a possible candidate of descriptions of the gluon spin, which avoids the gauge-dependence problem of the conventional Chern-Simons current. The Chern-Simons current K^μ

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μναβ}A^a_ν (F^a_{αβ} − g 3 f^{abc}A_{bα}A_{cβ}), (2.1) which satisfies the equation

∂_μK^μ = 1 2 F^a_{μν}F̃^{μν}_a , F̃^a_{μν} = 1 2 ε_{μναβ} F^{αβ}_a , (2.2) could be an appropriate description of the gluon polarization, as has been proposed in [13–15], partly because it is connected to the anomalous equation for the axial-vector current

∂_μ(ψ̄γ^μγ^5ψ) = α_s 4π F^a_{μν}F̃^{μν}_a . (2.3)

Nevertheless, an unpleasant character of the Chern-Simons current is that it is not invariant under large gauge transformations. Under a gauge transformation A_μ→UA_μU^{−1} − i g (∂_μU)U^{−1}, (2.4)

the Chern-Simons current transforms as K_μ→K_μ − 2i g ε_{μναβ} ∂^αTr(U^{−1}∂^ν UA^β ) − 2 3g^2 ε_{μναβ}Tr{U^{−1}(∂^ν U)U^{−1}(∂^αU)U^{−1}(∂^β U)}, (2.5)

which is not invariant if the gauge transformation is large. Therefore, calculations with the Chern-Simons current are surrounded by the problem of gauge dependence [11, 16, 17]. However, we can construct a gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current to cure the gaugedependence problem. We have assumed in our above discussion that the expression (2.1) is the unique solution of Eq. (2.2). Now we could put forward the following question: Does there exist another expression of K^μ, which satisfies Eq. (2.2)? The answer is positive, as can be seen from the Abelian case. For a Abelian U(1) theory, the Chern-Simons current is

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μναβ} A_ν F_{αβ} , (2.6) which satisfies

∂_μK^μ = 1 2 F_{μν}F̃^{μν} , F̃_{μν} = 1 2 ε_{μναβ} F^{αβ}. (2.7) But Eq. (2.6) is not the unique solution of Eq. (2.7). We can construct another expression as follows^1

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μναβ}F_{αβ} (A_ν − ∂_ν ϕ). (2.8) Obviously, the expression (2.8) satisfies

∂_μK^μ = 1 2 F_{μν}F̃^{μν} , (2.9)

1We noticed that X.-S. Chen has proposed such kind of constructions in a workshop talk [18].

– 2 – where the Bianchi identities has been used. It has the remarkable property that it is invariant under the gauge transformation

A_μ→A_μ + ∂_μΛ, ϕ→ϕ + Λ. (2.10)

The expression (2.8) can be thought as a gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current (2.6). Using the notation of Chen et al. [6], we can make the identifications

A^μ_{pure} = ∂^μϕ, A^μ_{phys} = A^μ − A^μ_{pure}. (2.11)

The foregoing constructions can be generalized to the non-Abelian case. We propose the following expressions for the non-Abelian case

K_μ = 1 2 ε_{μναβ} A^{aν}_{phys}(F^{aαβ} − g 3 f^{abc}A^{bα}_{phys}A^{cβ}_{phys}), (2.12)

where F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ − ig[A_μ, A_ν ] still remains the conventional expression, and

A^μ_{pure} = i g V^{−1}∂^μV, A^μ_{phys} = A^μ − A^μ_{pure}. (2.13)

The expression (2.12) is invariant under the gauge transformation A_μ→UA_μU^{−1} − i g (∂_μU)U^{−1}, V →V U^{−1}. (2.14)

We can reformulate (2.12) as

K_μ = ε_{μναβ} Tr(F^{αβ}A^ν_{phys} + 2i 3 gA^ν_{phys}A^α_{phys}A^β_{phys}) (2.15)

= ε_{μναβ} Tr(F^{αβ}A^ν + 2i 3 gA^νA^αA^β) − 2i 3 gTr(A^ν_{pure}A^α_{pure}A^β_{pure}) (2.16)

− 2ε_{μναβ} Tr(∂^αA^βA^ν_{pure} − igA^ν A^α_{pure}A^β_{pure}). (2.17)

Employing the definition of A^μ_{pure} in Eq. (2.13), we can show that the terms of Eq. (2.17) can be combined to be a total divergence, then we obtain

K_μ = ε_{μναβ} Tr(F^{αβ}A^ν + 2i 3 gA^νA^αA^β) − 2i g ε_{μναβ}∂^αTr[A^βV^{−1}∂^ν V ] (2.18) − 2 3g^2 ε_{μναβ}Tr{V^{−1}(∂^ν V )V^{−1}(∂^αV )V^{−1}(∂^β V )}.

With Eq. (2.18), we can easily check that the expression (2.12) also satisfies

∂_μK^μ = 1 2 F^a_{μν}F̃^{μν}_a . (2.19)

Therefore, a gauge invariant extension of the non-Abelian Chern-Simons current can be constructed successfully. From Eq. (2.18), we see that the gauge invariant current includes the conventional Chern-Simons current and some terms contributed by the pure gauge field. These contributions from the pure gauge field may be related to the gluon topology as considered by Bass [19]. A problem to be solved is how to derive a manifest expression for the pure gauge field. This problem has been highlighted from a more physical perspective by Chen et al. [6], and several expressions of the pure gauge field have been proposed [20–23]. However, we noticed that Delbourgo and Thompson [10] and Verschelde et al. [24] have proposed manifest expressions for

– 3 – the pure gauge field through different grounds. In the proposal of Delbourgo and Thompson [10], a pure gauge field can be obtained from the following equation D_μ[A^μ − i g U^{−1}∂^μU] = 0, U = exp(−igφ), (2.20)

where D_α = ∂_α − ig[A_α, · ]. This kind of equations can be solved by a formal series [10, 25]. A manifest expression for A^μ_{pure} can be given by

A^μ_{pure} = ∂^μ 1 ∂^2 ∂^αA_α + ig∂^μ 1 ∂^2 [A_β, ∂^β 1 ∂^2

∂^αA_α] + O(g^2). (2.21)

Employing this expression, we shall show in section 4 that the gauge invariant currents (2.8) and (2.12) can yield gauge-independent results.

3 Gauge Invariant Decompositions from Noether Theorem

In this section, we show that the decomposition of Jaffe and Manohar, the decomposition of Ji and the decomposition of Chen et al. can all be derived naturally from the Noether theorem, which reveals interesting relations among these three decompositions. We consider the Lagrangian of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) with the θ term, L = − 1 4 F^a_{μν} F^{aμν} − θ g^2 32π^2

F^a_{μν}F̃^{aμν} (3.1) + i 2 [ψ̄γ^μ(∂_μ − igA_μ)ψ − (∂_μψ̄ + igψ̄A_μ)γ^μψ], which is invariant under the gauge transformation

Â_μ = UA_μU^{−1} − i g ∂_μUU^{−1}, ψ̂ = Uψ, (3.2) and the Lorentzian transformation Â_μ(x^′) = Λ^ν_μ A_ν (x), ψ̂(x^′) = S[Λ]ψ(x). (3.3)

However, as considered by Bjorken and Drell [26], by Weinberg [27, 28] and recently more thoughtfully by Lorcé [9], the gauge field A_ν does not need to be transformed as a Lorentz vector, and the Lagrangian (3.1) is actually invariant under a more general Lorentz transformation

Ã_μ(x̃) = Λ^ν_μ [U(x)A_ν (x)U^{−1}(x) − i g ∂_ν U(x)U^{−1}(x)], (3.4)

ψ̃(x̃) = S[Λ]U(x)ψ(x), x̃_μ = Λ^ν_μ x_ν . (3.5)

By Noether’s theorem, we know that a symmetry of a Lagrangian yields a conserved current. Now we have a new kind of symmetry expressed by Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5), so we can expect that this new symmetry could yield some new kinds of conserved current. Under an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation, we have

x̃_μ = x_μ + δx_μ, δx_μ = ω_{μν} x^ν , (3.6)

where ω_{μν} = −ω_{νμ} are infinitesimal parameters. By Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5), the fields transform as

Ã^μ(x + δx) = [δ^μ_ν − i 2 ω_{αβ}(J^{αβ} )^μ_ν ][U(x)A^ν (x)U^{−1}(x) − i g ∂^ν U(x)U^{−1}(x)], (3.7)

ψ̃(x + δx) = [1 − i 2 ω_{αβ}S^{αβ} ]U(x)ψ(x), ~ψ̄(x + δx) = ψ̄(x)U^{−1}(x)[1 + i 2 ω_{αβ}S^{αβ} ], (3.8)

– 4 – where (J^{αβ})_{μν} = i(δ^α_μδ^β_ν − δ^α_ν δ^β_μ) and S^{αβ} =^i_4 [γ^α, γ^β]. For infinitesimal transformations, the unitary matrix U(x) can be parameterized as

U(x) = exp(igy_μN^μ), y_μ = δx_μ = ω_{μν} x^ν . (3.9)

Here N^μ(x) = N^a_μ (x)T^a are functions taking values in the generators of the SU(N) Lie algebra, whose meanings will be discussed later on. With this designation, Eq. (3.7) can be expanded as

Ã_μ(x + δx) = B_μ(x) + O(ω^2), (3.10) B_μ(x) = A_μ(x) + ω_{μβ} (A^β(x) − N^β (x)) + y^β{∂_μN_β(x) − ig[A_μ(x), N_β(x)]}.

We can define the variation ΔA_μ(x) = Ã_μ(x + δx) − A_μ(x) and the variation at a single point δA_μ(x) = Ã_μ(x) − A_μ(x), then these two kinds of variations are related by

ΔA_μ(x) = δA_μ(x) + δx^β∂_β A_μ(x). (3.11)

Using this equation, we can derive the field variation at a single point as

δA_μ(x) = ΔA_μ(x) − δx^β ∂_β A_μ(x), (3.12) = −y^β∂_β A_μ(x) + ω_{μβ}(A^β(x) − N^β(x)) (3.13) + y^β{∂_μN_β (x) − ig[A_μ(x), N_β(x)]} + O(ω^2), which can be easily recombined into a more compact formulation

δA_μ(x) = y^βF_{μβ} + ω_{μβ} (A^β − N^β) − y^β{∂_μ(A_β − N_β) − ig[A_μ, A_β − N_β ]} + O(ω^2). (3.14)

Similarly, we derive the variation at a single point for fermion fields δψ(x) = ψ̃(x) − ψ(x) = − i 2 ω_{αβ}S^{αβ} ψ(x) − y^β[∂_β − igN_β]ψ(x) + O(ω^2), (3.15) δψ̄(x) = ~ψ̄(x) − ψ̄(x) = i 2 ψ̄(x)ω_{αβ}S^{αβ} − y^β[∂_βψ̄(x) + igψ̄(x)N_β ] + O(ω^2). (3.16)

For the infinitesimal transformations (3.6)-(3.8) and the Lagrangian (3.1), the Noether theorem asserts that

0 = Δ = ∂_μ(δx^μL) + ∂L ∂A_μ δA_μ + ∂L ∂(∂_μA_ν ) δ(∂_μA_ν ) + ∂L ∂ψ δψ + δψ̄ ∂L ∂ψ̄ + ∂L ∂(∂_μψ) δ(∂_μψ) + δ(∂_μψ̄) ∂L ∂(∂_μψ̄) . (3.17)

Employing the properties of variation at a single point δ(∂_μA_ν ) = ∂_μδA_ν , δ(∂_μψ) = ∂_μδψ and δ(∂_μψ̄) = ∂_μδψ̄, Eq. (3.17) can be reformulated as

Δ = ∂_μJ^μ + E = 0, (3.18)

J^μ = δx^μL + ∂L ∂(∂_μA_ν ) δA_ν + ∂L ∂(∂_μψ) δψ + δψ̄ ∂L ∂(∂_μψ̄) , (3.19) E = [ ∂L ∂A_ν − ∂_μ ∂L ∂(∂_μA_ν ) ] δA_ν + [ ∂L ∂ψ − ∂_μ ∂L ∂(∂_μψ) ] δψ + δψ̄ [ ∂L ∂ψ̄ − ∂_μ ∂L ∂(∂_μψ̄) ] . (3.20)

By imposing Euler-Lagrange equations, we have E = 0, and then we obtain the conserved current

∂_μJ^μ = 0. (3.21)

– 5 –

For the infinitesimal transformations (3.6), (3.14)-(3.16) and the Lagrangian (3.1), the current J^μ can be calculated to be

J^μ = 1 2 ω_{αβ}M^{μαβ} , (3.22) M^{μαβ} = M^{μαβ}_{qs} + M^{μαβ}_{qo} + M^{μαβ}_{gs} + M^{μαβ}_{go} . (3.23) That is, the generators M^{μαβ} can be divided into four parts naturally. The parts that can be identified to be quark spin and orbital angular momentums are given by M^{μαβ}_{qs} = 1 2 ϵ^{μαβρ}ψ̄γ_ργ_5ψ, (3.24) M^{μαβ}_{qo} = i 2 [ψ̄γ^μx^α(∂^β − igN^β )ψ − (α ←→ β)] + H.C. (3.25)

+ (η^{μα}x^β − η^{μβ}x^α)L_{quark},

while the parts that can be identified to be gluon polarization and orbital angular momentums are given by

M^{μαβ}_{gs} = −2Tr[F^{μα}(A^β − N^β ) − F^{μβ} (A^α − N^α)], (3.26) M^{μαβ}_{go} = 2Tr[F^μ_ν (F^{να}x^β − F^{νβ}x^α)] (3.27) + 2Tr[x^β F^μ_ν D^ν (A^α − N^α) − (α ←→ β)] + (η^{μα}x^β − η^{μβ}x^α)L_{gluon}.

Here D_α = ∂_α − ig[A_α, · ]. L_{quark} and L_{gluon} are respectively the corresponding gauge invariant fermion parts and boson parts of the Lagrangian (3.1). In above calculations, we have let the θ term to be zero, because it does not yield interesting results. The effects of the field N^μ can be revealed now. For N^β = 0, we obtain the type of decomposition of Jaffe and Manohar [3]. For N^β = A^β, we obtain the type of decomposition of Ji [4]; A remarkable point is that the term (3.26), which describes the gluon polarization, vanishes in this case; This type of decomposition is gauge invariant. For N^β = A^β_{pure}, we obtain a covariant version of the type of decompositions of Chen et al. [6]. Another point we should mention is that no surface terms are subtracted or added in the foregoing derivations. The expressions (3.24)-(3.27) are the straightforward results of Eqs. (3.14)-(3.16) and (3.19). Of course, a term H^{μαβ} which satisfies ∂_μH^{μαβ} = 0 can be added into the definition of M^{μαβ} , which does not spoil the conserved feature of the current J^μ [5]. This kind of surface term can lead to the type of decompositions of Wakamatsu [29]. Even the gauge invariant extension of Chern-Simons current (2.12) can emerge by adding appropriate surface terms.

The derivations of gauge invariant decompositions of the angular momentum from the Noether theorem are also discussed in [30] and [31] through different methods. We shall give another derivation from a different perspective in a subsequent paper [12].

4 The Problem of Gauge Dependence

We have defined the pure gauge field A^μ_{pure} in section 2, which is used to constructed the gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current in section 2 and is also used to formulate gauge invariant descriptions of the gluon spin in section 4. Despite of the superficial success of the foregoing gauge invariant constructions, a question that should be mentioned is whether these constructions really yield gauge-independent results. We focus on the Chern-Simons current,

– 6 – which is tractable because of the involved totally anti-symmetrical tensor. This question can be more easily addressed in the (1+1)-dimensional (2D) Schwinger model. The Lagrangian of 2D Schwinger model is L = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + iψ̄γ^μ(∂_μ + ieA_μ)ψ, (4.1)

which is a U(1) gauge theory. Its Chern-Simons current is

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μν} A_ν , ∂_μK^μ = 1 4 ε^{μν} F_{μν} . (4.2)

A gauge invariant extension of Eq. (4.2) is

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μν} (A_ν − ∂_ν θ) = 1 2 ε^{μν} ( A_ν − ∂_ν 1 ∂^2 ∂^αA_α ) . (4.3)

Here we have employed Eq. (2.21) to express the pure gauge field manifestly. The 2D Schwinger model can be solved exactly by bosonization, that is, we can make the replacements iψ̄γ^μ∂_μψ = 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ, ψ̄γ^μψ = 1 √ π ε^{μν} ∂_ν ϕ, ψ̄γ^μγ^5ψ = 1 √ π ∂^μϕ. (4.4)

The calculations involved in (4.3) can be most conveniently implemented in the Lorentz gauge. However, following Manohar [11], we perform the calculations in the axial gauge, which here is a more persuasive argument for the gauge-independence of the current (4.3). In the axial gauge n_μA^μ = 0, and we can solve the gauge field as

A^μ = ε^{μν} n_ν σ. (4.5)

By Eq. (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain the reduced Lagrangian L = 1 2 ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ + mσn_μ∂^μϕ + 1 2 [n_μ∂^μσ]^2 . (4.6)

Here m =^{e√}_π is the well known mass of the gauge field in the Schwinger model. The propagators of the Lagrangian (4.6) can be derived by the functional method, which is done explicitly in [11]. For the gauge field (4.5), the current K^μ in Eq. (4.5) is

K^μ = 1 2 ε^{μν} ( ε_{νβ}n^βσ − ∂_ν 1 ∂^2 n^β ε_{αβ}∂^ασ ) . (4.7)

With the propagators that are given in [11], we obtain ⟨0|T (K^μϕ)|0⟩ = im 2 ε^{μν} ( ε_{νβ}n^β − 1 q^2 q_ν n^β ε_{αβ}q^α ) 1 (n^αq_α)(q^2 − m^2) = 1 2 im (n^αq_α)(q^2 − m^2) ε^{μν} q^α q^2

(l_ν q_α − l_αq_ν ), l_α = ε_{αβ}n^β , (4.8)

which is gauge-dependent at first sight. But for any vectors a_μ and b_ν in 2D, we have

a_μb_ν − a_ν b_μ = (ε^{αβ}a_βb_α)ε_{μν} , ε^{αμ}ε_{αν} = −δ^μ_ν , (4.9)

which means that

l_ν q_α − l_αq_ν = (ε^{μβ}l_βq_μ)ε_{να} = (ε^{μβ} ε_{βλ}n^λq_μ)ε_{να} = (n^β q_β)ε_{να}. (4.10)

– 7 –

This leads to the gauge-independent result ⟨0|T (K^μϕ)|0⟩ = 1 2 im q^2(q^2 − m^2) q^μ. (4.11)

This means that the matrix element ⟨0|K^μ|ϕ(q)⟩ = lim_{q2→m2}(q^2 − m^2)⟨0|T (K^μϕ)|0⟩ = i 2m q^μ, (4.12)

which is well defined and gauge-independent.

The above results of the Schwinger model suggest that similar calculations in four dimensional QCD may be also well defined and gauge-independent. We try to calculate the forward matrix element of the current K^μ in Eq. (2.12), in which the pure gauge field is given by Eq. (2.21)

A^μ_{pure} = ∂^μ 1 ∂^2

∂^αA_α + O(g), (4.13)

and the forward matrix element is taken between massive quark states ⟨p, s|K^μ|p, s⟩. For four dimensional QCD, we do the calculations in the Lorentz gauge. Obviously, the one-loop calculation is independent of the gauge parameter ξ, because the physical field A^μ_{phys} = A^μ − A^μ_{pure} = A^μ − ∂^{μ 1}_{∂2} ∂^αA_α + O(g) is a transverse field. The calculation with the dimensional regularization yields ⟨p, s|K^μ|p, s⟩ = α_s 2π ( 7 2 C_F + 3 2 C_F N_ϵ ) ū(p, s)γ^μγ^5u(p, s), (4.14) where α_s =^{g2}_{4π} , C_F =^{N 2c −1}_{2Nc} , d = 4−2ϵ, N_ϵ =^1_ϵ −γ_E +Log4π+Log^{μ2}_{M 2} and μ is the renormalization scale. We have used the on-shell relation γ^μp_μu(p) = Mu(p) and p^2 = M^2.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed a possible candidate of gauge invariant description of the gluon spin. We constructed a gauge invariant extension of the Chern-Simons current in section 2, and we verified its gauge-independence in section 4. This extended Chern-Simons current has several remarkable features: It is gauge invariant and is also Lorentz covariant; It satisfies the same equation as the conventional Chern-Simons Current; Furthermore, we shall show that it can describe the spin of the Laguerre-Gauss Laser mode in a subsequent paper [12]. These features support the proposal that it can be considered as an appropriate description of the gluon spin.

We also discussed the relations among three decompositions of the nucleon spin through the Noether theorem in section 3. The canonical angular momentum current can be derived from the Noether theorem. However, for gauge theories, the canonical conserved current is not gauge invariant. This problem can be cured by considering the Noether current induced by a generalized Lorentz transformation. The origin of this generalized lorentz transformation could be illuminated as follows. From the conventional lore, only the space-time components of the fields are rotated under Lorentz transformations. But when we consider fields with internal local freedom, under the Lorentz transformation, the internal local freedom and the spacetime components of the fields can all be rotated without breaking the symmetry of the system. This leads to a generalized Lorentz symmetry, which yields a new kind of Noether current. This Noether current has the nice property that the induced decompositions can accommodate different decompositions of the nucleon spin in a single framework. This generalized symmetry

– 8 – introduce a new field N^μ, whose effects are quite similar to the role of the Stueckelberg field [32], in the meaning of that it is regarded as a compensating field to formulate gauge invariant expressions. Recently, by analyzing the Wigner distributions, Burkardt [33] proposed that the difference between the gauge invariant extension [21, 34] of Jaffe-Manohar’s quark orbital angular momentum and that of Ji can be understood as a torque acting on a quark. Tentatively, we can speculate that this torque may be related to the field N^μ. Its effects could be uncovered along a similar way.

Acknowledgments

We thank P. M. Zhang, D. G. Pak and M. Siddikov for useful discussions. This work was supported in part by Fondecyt (Chile) grant 1100287 and by Project Basal under Contract No. FB0821.

References

[1] European Muon Collaboration Collaboration, J. Ashman and et al., “A Measurement of the Spin Asymmetry and Determination of the Structure Function g(1) in Deep Inelastic Muon-Proton Scattering,” Phys. Lett. B 206 (1988) 364.

[2] C. A. Aidala, S. D. Bass, D. Hasch, and G. K. Mallot, “The Spin Structure of the Nucleon,”

arXiv:1209.2803 [hep-ph].

[3] R. L. Jaffe and A. Manohar, “The G(1) Problem: Fact and Fantasy on the Spin of the Proton,” Nucl. Phys. B 337 (1990) 509–546.

[4] X.-D. Ji, “Gauge invariant decomposition of nucleon spin and its spin-off,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 610–613, arXiv:hep-ph/9603249 [hep-ph].

[5] F. J. Belinfante, “On the current and the density of the electric charge, the energy, the linear momentum and the angular momentum of arbitrary fields,” Physica 7 (1940) 449.

[6] X.-S. Chen, X.-F. Lu, W.-M. Sun, F. Wang, and T. Goldman, “Spin and orbital angular momentum in gauge theories: Nucleon spin structure and multipole radiation revisited,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 232002, arXiv:0806.3166 [hep-ph].

[7] E. Leader, “On the controversy concerning the definition of quark and gluon angular momentum,” Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 096012, arXiv:1101.5956 [hep-ph].

[8] M. Wakamatsu, “More on the relation between the two physically inequivalent decompositions of the nucleon spin and momentum,” Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 114039,

arXiv:1204.2860 [hep-ph].

[9] C. Lorce, “Geometrical approach to the proton spin decomposition,”

arXiv:1205.6483 [hep-ph].

[10] R. Delbourgo and G. Thompson, “Massive, unitary, renormalizable Yang-Mills theory without Higgs mesons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 57 (1986) 2610.

[11] A. V. Manohar, “Gauge dependence of the matrix elements of K(mu) in the Schwinger model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 1663–1665.

[12] Z.-Q. Guo and I. Schmidt, “Gauge Invariant Descriptions of Gauge Polarizations Revisited,”

arXiv:1303.7210 [hep-ph].

[13] G. Altarelli and G. G. Ross, “The Anomalous Gluon Contribution to Polarized Leptoproduction,” Phys. Lett. B 212 (1988) 391.

– 9 –

[14] R. D. Carlitz, J. C. Collins, and A. H. Mueller, “The Role of the Axial Anomaly in Measuring Spin Dependent Parton Distributions,” Phys. Lett. B 214 (1988) 229.

[15] A. Efremov and O. Teryaev, “Spin structure of the nucleon and triangle anomaly,” Nucl. Phys. B 346 (1990) 97.

[16] I. I. Balitsky and V. M. Braun, “Topological current K(mu) as a string operator,” Phys. Lett. B 267 (1991) 405–410.

[17] G. Shore and B. White, “The Gauge invariant angular momentum sum rule for the proton,” Nucl. Phys. B 581 (2000) 409, arXiv:hep-ph/9912341 [hep-ph].

[18] X.-S. Chen, “Hadron structure in terms of physical fields,”

Workshop on Hadron Physics in China and Opportunities with 12 GeV JLab (2009) . [19] S. Bass, “A Polarized QCD condensate: Neutrino p elastic scattering as a probe of U(A) (1) dynamics,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 13 (1998) 791–804, arXiv:hep-ph/9712507 [hep-ph].

[20] X.-S. Chen, W.-M. Sun, F. Wang, and T. Goldman, “Proper identification of the gluon spin,” Phys. Lett. B 700 (2011) 21, arXiv:1101.5358 [hep-ph].

[21] Y. Hatta, “Gluon polarization in the nucleon demystified,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 041701,

arXiv:1101.5989 [hep-ph].

[22] P. Zhang and D. Pak, “On gauge invariant nucleon spin decomposition,”

Eur. Phys. J. A 48 (2012) 91, arXiv:1110.6516 [hep-ph].

[23] C. Lorce, “Wilson lines and orbital angular momentum,” Phys. Lett. B 719 (2013) 185,

arXiv:1210.2581 [hep-ph].

[24] H. Verschelde, K. Knecht, K. Van Acoleyen, and M. Vanderkelen, “The Nonperturbative groundstate of QCD and the local composite operator A(mu)**2,” Phys. Lett. B 516 (2001) 307, arXiv:hep-th/0105018 [hep-th].

[25] J. Kubo, “Comment on ‘Massive, unitary, renormalizable Yang-Mills theory without Higgs bosons’,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 58 (1987) 2000.

[26] J. D. Bjorken and S. D. Drell, “Relativistic quantum fields,” Mcgraw-Hill College (1965) . [27] S. Weinberg, “Photons and gravitons in perturbation theory: Derivation of Maxwell’s and Einstein’s equations,” Phys. Rev. 138 (1965) B 988.

[28] S. Weinberg, “The Quantum Theory of Fields,”

Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press (1995) .

[29] M. Wakamatsu, “Gauge and frame-independent decomposition of nucleon spin,” Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 014012, arXiv:1007.5355 [hep-ph].

[30] B.-H. Zhou and Y.-C. Huang, “Gauge-invariant dynamical quantities of QED with decomposed gauge potentials,” Phys. Rev. A 84 (2011) 032505.

[31] C. Lorce, “Gauge-covariant canonical formalism revisited with application to the proton spin decomposition,” arXiv:1302.5515 [hep-ph].

[32] E. C. G. Stueckelberg, “Interaction forces in electrodynamics and in the field theory of nuclear forces,” Helv. Phys. Acta 11 (1938) 299.

[33] M. Burkardt, “Parton Orbital Angular Momentum,” arXiv:1205.2916 [hep-ph]. [34] Y. Hatta, “Notes on the orbital angular momentum of quarks in the nucleon,” Phys. Lett. B 708 (2012) 186, arXiv:1111.3547 [hep-ph].

– 10 –