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Several experimental consequences of non-Abelian asymptotically free gauge theories are
derived, inparticular, second-order corrections to the moments of the nonsinglet pieces of the
structure functions of deep-inelastic lepton-hadron scattering are calculated. These results
are then used to obtain corrections to the parton-model sum rules, as well as to derive some
direct functional relationships among the structure functions. It is found that, if asymptotic
behavior is assumed, the second-order correction terms involve calculable and uncalculable
contributions; however, by considering suitable combinations of structure functions, the
latter can be eliminated, thus obtaining some definite predictions. It is also found that some
of these correction terms increase as one calculates higher moments of the structure func-
tions. This remarkable fact, which is likely to persist in higher orders, suggests that all
the functional relationships that are derived here and elsewhere have questionable validity
near threshold; however, away from this region, where higher-order terms become negligi-
ble, they provide an important test of these theories. It is also shown that no similar pre-
dictions can be made for the singlet pieces of the structure functions since they always in-
volve uncalculable constants. The question whether or not the present range of energies (25
GeV in electroproduction and 150 GeV in neutrino production) is sufficiently high to test these
theoretical asymptotic predictions is discussed. By making some reasonable assumptions,
it is found that the effective coupling constant in these ranges of energies is =1 so that ac-
cording to these models, the asymptotic region has not yet been achieved. However, by re-
garding the expansion in terms of the effective coupling constant as an experimentally mea-
surable parameter, it is possible (but not certain) that one obtains measurable theoretical
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predictions within the range of present energies.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last years there has been considerable
interest in the so-called asymptotically free
theories of the strong interactions. These theo-
ries have the remarkable and unique feature of
providing a possible explanation of the observed
scaling properties of the structure functions of
deep-inelastic scattering, within the framework
of renormalizable field theories.

The typical feature of an asymptotically free
gauge theory is manifested when studying the
asymptotic behavior of renormalized Green’s
functions by means of the renormalization-group
equation or their generalized version, the Callan-
Symanzik equations. It is found there that for
these theories, the renormalization-group equa-
tions have an ultraviolet-stable fixed point at zero
coupling constant.

When the property of asymptotic freedom is
combined with the assumptions of the operator-
product expansion so as to study the short-dis-
tance behavior of products of local current opera-
tors, it is found that they provide a simple theo-
retical explanation of the scaling behavior of the
moments of the structure functions. This property,
which is not shared by any other renormalizable
field theory, singles out the gauge theories as
the only possible candidates for describing the
strong interactions in the context of field theory.
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Whether these theories do in fact agree with the
experiments is still an open question which will
have to be settled by the outcome of forthcoming
experiments.

In the remainder of this section we will briefly
describe the basic features of non-Abelian gauge
theories and the various techniques which are
applied to study the asymptotic behavior of the
structure functions within the framework of re-
normalization theory. Since there exist in the
literature several excellent articles on the subject,
in this discussion we will quote the most important
results.'™

A. Non-Abelian gauge theories

The non-Abelian gauge theory we will consider is
a field theory of the Yang-Mills type in which the
underlying gauge group G is noncommutative.

(We will restrict ourselves to semisimple compact
groups.) The Lagrangian density corresponding
to these models is of the form
L=-3TrF,,F*
=-3Tr(3,B, - 9,B, —-g[B,,B,)?, (1.1)
where
B, =B, (x)=Bj(x)A, (1.2)

is a matrix of vector fields (summation over re-
peated indices is understood) and the matrices A,
are the generators of the Lie group G, satisfying
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the commutation relations

[Xa X |= 1S iy Ao (1.3)
and being normalized according to

TrA A, =30, - (1.4)

The incorporation of fermions into this Lagran-
gian can be carried out easily by adding to the free
gauge field Lagrangian the free fermion Lagran-
gian with its derivatives replaced by gauge-co-
variant derivatives,

L=V (g -go°B, - M)¥, (1.5)

where the 0® are the matrices of the representa-
tion R of the group G, according to which the
fermion field ¥ transforms.

For our future purposes we will consider a
particular Lagrangian. We choose SU(3) as the
gauge symmetry group and assume that the fer-
mions transform according to the triplet represen-
tation; furthermore, let us also require our
model to have the approximate chiral SU(3)xSU(3)
symmetry, which is broken by mass terms and
which we assume commutes with the gauge group
G. The fermion field will then belong to a repre-
sentation of SU(3)xSU(3)xSU(3). If we take the
fermions to be the ordinary quark triplet then the
spinor field will be represented by the following
3X 3 matrix:

®, A
¥ = (Pz 3(2 Az . (1.6)
(?3 mS A3

The generators of chiral SU(3)xSU(3) transform
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the columns of this matrix, whereas the genera-
tors of G [SU(3)] transform its rows.

B. The renormalization group and the Wilson coefficients®

In deep-inelastic scattering processes one is
always interested in the Fourier transform of the
commutator of weak or electromagnetic currents
sandwiched between hadron states,

WER(p, @)= [ ax e (| [T806), T2O)] | i e
1.7)

where ¢ is the momentum carried by the currents,
p is the hadron momentum (usually taken to be

a nucleon), and a,b are the SU(3)xSU(3) labels

of the currents. This expression can also be
written as

Wir(p, ) =2ERL F42(v, ¢%) =g, 3 (v, ¢°)

iEuupo
+ g PPCFS W, @)+, (L8)

where the deleted terms are proportional to ¢, or
qy-
If one considers this expression in the limit

g*~ -, v-w, and —-¢>/2v=x fixed,

one can show that it is precisely the light-cone
singularity of the current commutator which de-
termines the functions F¢-°(x, ¢?) (¢ =1, 2, 3) in this
limit. According to the operator-product-expan-
sion ideas, we can write

1< , .
[V5(0), U0 =3 g, 0% 5= 2 Z:C;"l(a,b;xz—ze)xul---xuno,ul “"(0)
n=0

1 3 y -~ e
T e 2 2 Clala,b;x° —i€)x, cx, O™ (0)
n=0 1
2 . : 3 3 e
* Heumn 5oy 2 2 Clal@ by —idhy, oo, 07040 (1.9)

where the deleted terms are proportional to
8/0x" or 8/8x". The operator O} ..., has spinn
and dimensions n + 2, and the index i labels the
various operators of the same character [i.e.,
spin, SU(3), and parity] which may appear in the
expansion. In our model these operators are

"0F ey EE,)
(1.10a)

=" 'ZS(TrFula(Vuz- <V

n Hn=—1

—trace terms,

"OFEs, =5 TIS(Y, Vy eee 9, (L y,)¥)

—trace terms, (1.10b)
and

"Oftit,, = 5" STy, V00V, (L29,)3000)
(1.10c)
with (1.10a) and (1.10b) being SU(3) singlets while

-trace terms ,
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(1.10c) is an SU(3) nonsinglet. Furthermore, V,
is the covariant derivative, which is 8, +i0°Bj
acting on fermions and 8,+%A*Bj acting on bosons.
The letter S denotes symmetrization of tensor
indices.

Substituting experession (1.9) into Eq. (1.7) one
can easily derive the relations

f dx }V"Fa "(x ¢ = ZC"+1(G b; M n+1’
f dx x"F3*®(x, ¢°) ZC"”(a b; )M (1.11)

f dx A"F“ "(x q?) = Z Cn+1(a b; q2)Mﬂ+l
where the constants M} are defined by

~. n 1
<P IOLI-.-MR(O)‘p>spmaverage:z ﬁpul" 'Punﬂliﬂ“" *
(1.12)

and the coefficients C], are given by

. - om 5 \"
C} (a,b;¢%) =3i(q") “(—gq—>

< [ awyeie v Clala, b33 ~i€)
V2 —ie

(1.13)

In a free-field theory these coefficients are con-
stants independent of ¢*, but for interacting theo-
ries they become nontrivial functions of ¢* whose
form can be determined by the renormalization-
group equations. In fact it can be easily shown
that they satisfy®

[“ 8—8;-1.—+B(g)§;-+ 7"(5’)} C"(g*/u%g)=0 (1.14)

for the nonsinglet case, where v,, is the anoma-
lous dimension of the operator (1.10c). The gen-
eral solution of Eq. (1.14) can be expressed in
terms of the effective coupling constant g(g, t) as
follows:

C"(qz/uz,g)=5"(1,g)exp[ —ftdt’ */”(E(g,t’))} .

0

(1.15)

In the case of the singlet operators, which are
not multiplicatively renormalizable, the corre-
sponding renormalization-group equations are

(o +8@) 52| Ea= X177 @)h
(1.16)

The solutions of Eq. (1.16) are

Clald/n,8) = Z{ T exp [—[i"(z?(g,t'))dt'} }‘ ,

-

X CY,(1,7), (1.17)

where T is the t-ordering operation.

For an asymptotically free theory g(g,t) tends
to zero in the limit ¢* = —«. For small g the
functions B(g), ¥"(g), and #™(g) are given by the
expressions

B(g) == %bog3+ %blgs + 0(87) ’

Y(g)=vs8"+7vig*+0(g"), (1.18)
7g)=7587+ 718"+ 0(g),
with
1
bo= gzl % C.(G) - 3 T(R)],
n_ Co(R) 2 z 1}
707 Gy [ RPN (1.19)

"Yir "Yir
77’.: n v ’
"ov "Yvy

where "y¥_ is given by p(3/0p)(Z)5,, and so forth.
The entries of the above matrix are (for n = even,
nz2)}

n

4 4 1
TR -1 mrDm+2) *4;7}

"Yyy= 81r2 ic ((,)[
+%Tm%,

nor _ &) 2 n 171
Yir= % )»cz(R)[l —mﬂlzjh , (1.20)

2

2 2
nop o 28 4W’in+2)
Yvv= gr® nn+1)n+2) T(R),

2
oy _ =82 2nf+n+2)
‘yFF 811'2 n(nz ) C (R)

where C,(G) is the quadratic Casimir operator of
G evaluated in the adjoint representation, C,(R) is
the evaluation of the quadratic Casimir operator of
G in the irreducible representation R to which the
fermions belong, and T(R) is the trace of the
square of a matrix in the Lie algebra of the repre-
sentation R. In our case C,(R)=%, C,(G)=3, and
1
=1.
One can derive that for large ¢=

(@*=-¢°)

3In(@*/p?)

g‘z(t,g)-bo‘lt‘uo(;l;) . (1.21)

Therefore in this limit we can expand Eqs. (1.15)
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and (1.16) in powers of g%, and calculate each term
as in ordinary perturbation theory, thereby ob-
taining an asymptotic expression for the moments
of the structure functions. For the lowest-order
terms it was found''® that

1 ) 9%\ ~Yo
f dx x"F,(x, @)~ const. X <1n F>
o ,

Hence, according to these theories, scaling is
violated by powers of InQ®. In the next sections
we will discuss the effect of considering the higher-
order terms of this “perturbation” expansion.

II. CALCULATION OF THE CORRECTIONS

We have seen that the moments of the structure
functions are proportional to the Fourier trans-
form of the Wilson coefficients Eq. (1.11), and
that these coefficients satisfy the renormaliza-
tion-group equations, Eq. (1.14). Let us first
consider the nonsinglet piece of these moments.
The general solution of Eq. (1.14) is of the form

CHg*/n%g)=Cl1,5(t,g)
t
X exp[—f dxy"(g(x,g,))} ,

(2.1)

where g(t,g,) ~ 0 in the limit ¢°~ —c.
asymptotic form of this solution is

-q° ) _7(,)'“70

The leading

CMg?/ 12 g) =~ const. X (

x [C™1,0)+0(8%)] , (2.2)

as can be seen by expanding Eq. (2.1) in powers
of g and keeping only the leading term.

In this section our main purpose will be to deter-
mine the next-leading corrections to Eq. (2.1) and
therefore to Eq. (1.23). The motivation for this
is that, presumably, careful measurements of
the structure functions will yield and experimental
test for these corrections, provided of course
scaling is violated by powers of logarithms as
predicted by Eq. (2.2). Correction terms to Eq.
(1.11) may arise from different sources; however,
for the moment we will restrict ourselves to the
evaluation of those corrections which arise from
expanding the Wilson coefficients to second order
in the effectlve coupling constant g, that is

82C"(1, 0) .

Cr(1,0)+ o7

(2.3)
In order to evaluate Eq. (2.3) one proceeds as
follows: First calculate the moments of the struc-
ture functions to second order in perturbation
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theory; then make use of Eq. (1.11) to obtain the
desired coefficient to the same order.
Let us start by considering the amplitude’

(2.4)

T35 (p, q):ij KT ()50 )

where spin average is understood, « stands for
the SU(3) label of the current, and J’ (J9 ) . The
tensor T',, can be written as

T%(p, q)

<qu,qu —'guu) ’laa(q_ v)

q

1 o, ) 5 af 2
ro Lpu= W@ llpo— 0/ a)q,| T2, v)

26:/;;)0 b pang;(V. q°) + (2.5)

where the deleted terms are proportional to ¢,.
In the case of the electromagnetic currents only
the first two terms are present. The functions
T.(¢%, v) and T,(q", v) satisfy unsubtracted disper-
sion relations in v=p- q for ¢° fixed, while

T,(¢*, v) requires one subtraction; therefore one
can write

—_ - +1 1,(1(1 2
T3(q%, v)=T¥(q>, ») + f dx’ M ,
- x=x'
(2.6a)
) o ME o ’a ““( , q°) .
r8(¢*, V)= j_l w2l (2.6b)
and
’\/[" ~+1 F.IIZ'.I 2
T‘“‘(q ,X)= — dx’ L) ’_Lf ) , (2.6¢c)
v oJo X =X
where
aart 2y L a2
Fl (x5q)';ImT1 ()~ f(I);
(2.7)
v 1 an 5
F‘“‘ (7, @7 = iE Im75%,(x", ¢°)
are the structure functions of interest and x
=—q"/2v=Q*/2v.
Let us consider two projections of the tensor
Tﬁ‘{,, namely
1 VT"“
aa S aa «
7%, % M 3T+ (2.8)
and _
v (VT T
P (e - e (2.9)

where the deleted terms are down by a factor of
1/ ¢*, which is assumed to be very small. If one
substitutes Eqs. (2.6a) and (2.6b) into the above
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FIG. 1. Diagrams contributing to the vector-vector current amplitude T;“_“ .

expressions and lets x lie outside the physical
region, i.e., x>1, one can easily derive that

- 6 — —
T,k === T pH p'- BTE(?, )
Z f dxlFaa(x ¢%)x'" "2
=2 -1
(2.10)

and
1 /2x - =
E (7 Tﬁ'f,pup"—TGauu)

= 1 1

L/«

n=1 -1

X X" ).

(2.11)

In order to derive the corresponding relation
for the moments of F,(x, @), it is convenient to
introduce two independent four-vectors y and y*
such that

yoq=y*-q=yp=y*-p=y-y*=0,
y*2=y2=_1'

(2.12)

Then, contracting them with the amplitude Tuv’
we project out T%(x, ¢°) as follows:

yyrse e YR o, gy (2.19)
We now use Eq. (2.6c) to write (2.13) as
yuy*uTawg:;Z_f%__*;_Ml %
x "Z: ;1,,— f_:l Fae(x', @)x'" ldx’
) (2.14)
.

T )= 2 [xi (4+g_zfr€"@—))([%(l'n(:+1) 4

n even
n>o0

- <1
4 2n(n+ 1)

o) B L

where
€, y%, P, @) = €yn ¥y p°q*

We shall proceed to calculate these amplitudes
to second order in perturbation theory. Our mo-
del Lagrangian was described in the preceding
section.! To this order in the coupling constant g,
the diagrams of Fig. 1 and the crossed graphs
will contribute to T‘"’u“. All radiative corrections
involve gauge bosons (gluons) and are therefore
of second order.

Incidentally, one may well proceed to calculate
the absorptive part of this amplitude by cutting
the above diagrams. This would automatically
give us the structure functions from which all
their moments could be computed. However
simple it looks, this procedure becomes trouble-
some because of the infrared singular behavior of
the structure functions at x=1. By introducing an
infrared energy cutoff the singularity can be
avoided, and one can show that this cutoff is
absent in the expression for the moments; how-
ever, the exact evaluation of some of the integrals
turns out to be involved. Fortunately there exists
an alternative method for obtaining these mo-
ments, which consists of evaluating the amplitudes
for x>1 then expanding it in powers of 1/x and
finally using Eqgs. (2.6), (2.11), and (2.14) to read
off the desired moments. Here we shall follow
this last method.® (See Appendix A for details.)

For the electromagnetic currents the final ex-
pression one finds is

n%+2n -1
2n3(n + 19

S E1))

noq inl 5
Z ]>1an +2 —n'-t-

ji=2

(2.15)

i=1 i=1

[with C,(R) =3¢ 4 faseSvca Oap), Whereas for the vector part of the isospin-raising currents the corresponding



expression

£1 3g%C,(R)
v M 9) = 7<2+_8;’22_

G (5, & o gl L
+"Z>1 = (2+ s cz(R)H(

=1

We notice that the infrared terms are not present
and also that the In(Q?*/M?) term appears multi-
plied by the anomalous dimension of the nonsinglet
operator, namely

yEe= 2C (R)[ _—n——l_) +4Z :] (2.17)

The later was an expected result. We mentioned
before that the functions C"(Q?/M?,g) are pro-
portional to the coefficient of 1/x" in the expan-
sions (2.15) and (2.16). Moreover, they must
also be solutions of the renormalization-group
equations Eq. (1.14) to any finite order in pertur-
bation theory. It is then an easy exercise to show

1o )
n (4+%;CZ(R);E <1_
+)§':]l_

T”p“(ﬁ; q) =

In a similar fashion one computes the moments of the structure function F,; by means of Eq. (2.14).
relevant diagrams are those given in Fig. 3 plus the crossed graphs.

the amplitude T*~ is

Vokpmt e
VT 2M° * 2r?

DI

2 Q? 1 5
nn+1) 42])IHM2} 2wt

k- (emm) SRS 5H)

nn+1)
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n+2n-1
2n2(m+1)?

(2.16)

s=

r

that the coefficient function C"(Q*/M?,g) must con-
tain a term proportional to "yE In(Q*/M?) if it
satisfies Eq. (1.14) to the second order.

In the case of neutrino scattering most of the
analysis proceeds in complete analogy with the
previous electroproduction case except for the
slight modifications due to the presence of axial-
vector currents. For the amplitude T*% ¥, we
must also add the additional contributions from
the diagrams in Fig. 2 and the crossed graphs
(the slashed lines denote pure axial-vector cur-
rents). For large ¢?, the contribution of these
graphs is equal to that of the vector currents;
therefore the expression for the weak amplitude
is

1 Q* 1 5 n?2+2n-1
+4Z:j> lan] 2T " 2n%m+1)2

2n(;+1>> ]l+% i Jl})

The
The contribution of these graphs to

~ie(y, y*, p, q) <_> [1 ( s 202(1‘2)>

( +——-C(R)%[1 (1 n+1)+4]§:]> ISE] 73 %

It is clear that, for the amplitude 7%~ and to this order in g, the crossed diagrams do not contribute,

LAV AN ANV AN

FIG. 2. Diagrams contributing to the axial-vector—
axial-vector current amplitude T*% * .

r, i | v

L dmml s 1
2n*n+1) 50
7 1 1 1 1
'<Z+2n<n+1>>,.=17‘§§; 7})]
(2.19)
\(( / 7 ~:\ (0 { \ f
1 .,,,,.j/ IF—I: /) i‘b _ /( . 7 7-/ \1 /

FIG. 3. Diagrams contributing to the vector—axial-
vector current amplitude ypy,’,"T‘*“” .
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whereas for the amplitude 7~* the situation is just the opposite. (Note also that if @, the charged quark,
is replaced by %, the neutral quark, then the direct diagram gives 7~% and the crossed one 7% 7).

Therefore,

-, —iely,y*,p,q) <M2> 1 < 34%C,(R)
Uk LAY o S L A (il il _— 2
Y Tw 2M?* v X 4 212

sow|i (- L) miE ] -4

(-})" (4

Next we consider the amplitude
prp T (b, @);
the evaluation of it is much simpler than in the
previous two cases. Here only one graph is in-
volved, namely that in Fig. 4. This is a result of
the fact that all the others yield nonleading con-
tributions, which are smaller by a factor of M?/

?. In the electromagnetic case the corresponding
expression is

(2.21)

)2 -~ 11
R)5 Z o (2.22)

evel

pEP T (P, @)=

S ol

Similarly, for the case of weak currents

‘+_~ .2 _l_}_ d (j_,)n l
prp T = 5 Cu(R)5 2 (2.23)
(with an analogous expression for the neutral
quark). We observe that the lowest-order diagram
does not contribute, so that the leading logarithmic
deviation from scaling for this particular combin-
ation of structure functions arises precisely from
the term

=2 1 ( ﬁ)_yg—rz/ o
21r2(“ (R)n+2 In MF

for the nth moment.

Finally, we compute the expression for the
coefficients of the singlet operators. Restricting
ourselves to the parity-conserving case, it is
obvious that for the singlet operators of the form

nA F,0 —lin-i0q7 cee )
Opl...u""gl (swu]vuz Vi b

~trace terms), (2.24)

the analysis follows the same pattern as in the
previous case; consequently, the corresponding
numerical results are the same except for the
trivial isospin factor. All the novelties will come

3n% -1 1
o 1) " Z 7

i=1

“(tan) S-S 2]

s$=1 i=1

(2.20)
r
from the remaining singlet operators
"O“fl - ) Trula(V%' .. V“n_l)Fﬁ‘"
—trace terms. (2.25)

In order to calculate the Wilson coefficients as-
sociated with these operators, we consider the
amplitude for the scattering process

gluon + current — gluon + current ,
which is given by
Ryl @)= [ dxe'* > GBITULEWEO)IG () |
(2.26)

where |G (k)) denotes a gluon state of momentum
k and where a sum over gluon polarizations is
understood. As a consequence of requiring gauge
invariance this amplitude must be of the form

va:<qqq _gpy')A (¢ k- q)
qu) AP k).

(h-50) 1,
(2.27)

If one assumes that A (g% &+ p) and A,(¢% &+ p)
satisfy, respectively, once-subtracted and unsub-
tracted dispersion relations in k&, ¢ with ¢* fixed,®

FIG. 4. Diagram contributing to the vector-vector
current amplitude ptp” T2} .
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one can then derive in analogy with the previous
case the relations

1
[ dwema,(,¢)=Ci @By,
0

) (2.28)
[ dwwa,w, )=t AaBre
0
where
i 1
a,(¢% w)=—ImA,(¢*, w),
_ 1
a,(¢%, w)=2ImA,(¢% w), (2.29)

n?+3n+4

-1 n &2 - _4g2
JO W <2—(;—301> dw—?cz(c){(n.;. 1(n+2)(n+3)

— 4g° Cz(G)

f‘”(ia' 3) do= % D

for n even, and zero for » odd. Again, taking suit-
able combinations of these expressions, one ob-
tains the moments of the functions g, and a, them-
selves.

An immediate consequence of these results is the
fact that in the large-» limit the contribution from
this last singlet Wilson coefficient is smaller by at
least a factor 1/n compared to the previous one.

Thus, we have obtained the Wilson coefficients
in the limit @®*> M2, to second order in perturba-
tion theory. However, these quantities have no
direct interest to us, since, according to Eq. (2.3),
the general solutions of the renormalization-group
equations involve these coefficients as obtained
from perturbation theory but for Q2= u2, where u
is some arbitrary mass parameter at which one
performs the subtractions. We will now relate
these two quantities (see also Appendix B). First
we choose u?=M?2 and consider a Taylor expansion
of the general solution of the renormalization-

=0

C(1,00+ 57 {cu,g)exp[ f v (E (g1 »dt']}

Explicit evaluation of this derivative at g=0 gives

. ‘azcn aE 2
a0 57 (F)].,

1‘1%>‘Iﬂ (nfn (n+2)(2n+3)}

g°.

=C"(1,0)+g* —“Ez——

where w=-¢?/2k+ q and B%, are the unknown con-
stants which appear in the matrix element of the
operators "0" between gluon states.

However, this time, in order to evaluate the
above moments, we will directly calculate the
“structure functions” a,(¢%, % +q) and a,(q®, % * q).

It is clear that no infrared delicacy will arise in
this case since there are no massless intermediate
states. Taking the projections R} and k,%k,R"", one
finds, respectively

(2.30)

(2.31)

-
group equation (focusing on the nonsinglet case
first):
QZ _ t _
C"<M——§ ,g> =C"(1,g)exp [- f y"(g(g,t)) dt’} .
0

(2.32)

Let us then expand both sides of Eq. (2.32) in
powers of g and retain g2 terms only. We obtain
for the left-hand side

2 2
cr (132 ,g> CS+D"<A§ )g ,

where
., Qz <Q2 >
Dz (w) 527 O\ o8

This is precisely the quantity we obtained pre-
viously from perturbation theory. For the right-
hand side we get

(2.33)

£=0

(2.34)

—c(1 O)f dt’—-z-[g(g,t)]( )}g

82C"(1 2
( g) —g2%78<1n Igz)cn(l,o)y
=0

(2.35)
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where we have used the following conditions:

3y"(g) %y"(g) 28 %
REASAT-14 =0, —=> =yn , —3% =0. 2.36)
3g g0 ’ og =0 °’  ag =0 927 g0 (

Then, comparing both sides of Eq. (2.32), one can read off the desired quantities. For the mixed combina-
tion, corresponding to F,/2x - 3F,=F, - 2F,, we find [we denote

(1/2x)F2(x, Q%) - Fy(x,Q%) = F (%, Q%) ™ Oy onei tudinals
F,(x, Qz) = Fr(x) Qz) ~ ctrmveme]

32Ch(1,g) _CZ(R)[I 5 n+2n 1 1 7 1 1 &1 1
R i n T - (17 5D )BT s e ) e @D

For the longitudinal combination, corresponding to F,/2x— F,=F,

3°C(1,2) 1 Cy(R)

g’ B : 2.38
o o 5.7 T (n even) ( )
Finally for the parity-mixing coefficient C},
azcg(l,g) _ 1 [13 3 -1 1 (7 > n 1 n, 1 lj!
92" g0 T Ca(R) ERR AR T “~ 7" T(nTﬁ 2:‘]‘ 25 245 (n even).
(2.39)

For the lowest-order terms we find
Cy(1,0)=4, C7(1,0)=0, C3(1,0)=-4. (2.40)

Let us now consider the singlet case; the general solution to the renormalization-group equation is in
this case

cn(ﬁi, > J;F{Texp[—Lti"(gr(g,t’))dt']}mc'}(l,g’), (2.41)

where the indices ¢, j label the Wilson coefficients corresponding to fermion or gluon field operators.
If again we expand both sides of Eq. (2.41) and retain second-order terms we find for the left-hand side

7]
C}(L,0+ (s C3LA| e, (2.42)
4 g=0

whereas for the right-hand side we get

cz(1,0)+%22(zjj {Texp[—j(]ti"(gr(g,t'»dt }} cj1.8))

Explicit evaluation of the second-derivative term yields

aC" (1
gt Y [5“ C1(1,8)

g2. (2.43)

£=0

iJ

2

a—i—(z \;'Texp[- f: w@(g,t'»dt]l cia, g))

2
-4yn, 0001, 0)1nM2]

i, £=0 7 og =0
(2.44)
where we have made use of the following facts:
ay”" 82§ 3g %y g) =(m
=0, —=| =0, =| =1, =yl 2.45
3¢ |0 Y 98 lg=o 9% o ° (2.45)
with the matrix %7 given by Eq. (1.32). Thus one finally obtains the results
0 . (@ 2_ 32C’1'/(1:g) 2 _Lm F Q° n 2
@z@,(m ) ) W T T ::og -z(Myy <1n1‘—/1-z> C%(1,0)g (2.46)

and

2

a2Ccn (1,
e T (- S P

£=0 og

9 i Q?
3?“(7141’5’)
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For the lowest-order terms we find

0 if j=Vv
cn(1,0)= (2.47)
+4 if j=F.

The expressions for the fermion singlet pieces are identical to those for the fermion nonsinglets. For
the gluon singlet pieces we have

a2Cchs ,(1,2) 4 nw+n+2 1 n-1 3 ]
mix = —_ .
ag? o o C"’(G)[n(n+ D(n+2) z:-: j T (n+1)(n+2) (r even) (2.48)
and
9°Chse v(1,8) 4 Cy(G)
long, V \ ) = 2
r o mon(n+1) (n even). (2.49)
Now combining these results, we finally obtain the following relations for the longitudinal coefficients:
n — 1 C,R)-
CNS,long(lyg)=E'2' ___2_;__)_g2 (n even), (2.503)
- 1 C,(R) -
Cir,10ne(1,8) = 3.7 2’(1 ) g% (n even), (2.50b)
n )= 4 C2(G) F2
Civ,10ne(1,8)= 372 nn+ 1) g? (n even) (2.50c)

where NS, SF, and SV indicate nonsinglet fermion, singlet fermion, and singlet gluon, regpectively.
Similarly, for the “mixed” coefficients we find

—_ Y, g° [1 5 n*+2n-1 1 (7 1 > 1 1 1]
n = — o — —-— — — — —
Cls,mix (1,8) }4+ =2 C.(R) 5= T T o 71 + 7\ 1 T D !5':1 ; + sil 5 247 (n even),
(2.51a)

_ g2 1 5 nP+2n-1 1 <7 1 1 11
cr 1,7)=14 I_2 _(f_ 75"_:_ Is:1
sr,mxl1,8) { T Cz(R)[z I P T4 \3 2n(n+15> T TS 4 j] (n even),

(2.51b)
" —,_ —4g? n+n+2 1 n-1 2 ]
Cv,min(1,8)= 7 C.(G) [n(n+1 n+2) 4 7 et (n+ 1) (n+2) (n even). (2.51¢)

Finally, for the parity-mixing fermion singlet and nonsinglet coefficients, we find these relations:

o e 13 3 3-1 1 <1 1 ) 1 &1l
CNS'3(1’g)—_{4_?CZ(R)[—4_—4n+2n§(n+1)z+z; 7-\1 " Ze D) 27‘232}7] ,

(2.52a)
_ f, z? [13 3 3n2-1 1 (7 1 > 1 1 1]'
n =o - — - — Y —_— - - —_ .
Cr,o(1:8) 14 R -t P ) Z: 7\ kD) 2 7 Z; s 2; 7
(2.52b)
These results are crucial for most of the forthcoming applications.
r

III. EXPERIMENTAL PREDICTIONS totic form. However, unless the anomalous di-
The first and most direct consequence of these mensions of the operators relevant to the moment

results is obtained by putting them into the equa- in question are zero, which is true only in some

tions for the moments, Eqgs. (1.11), and thereby exceptional cases, the correction terms arising

determining corrections to their leading asymp- from the exponential factor of the nonsinglet Wil-
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son coefficient,
t
e~ [ v (&g nar], (3.1)
0

are, in most cases, much larger than those which
arise from the expansion of C"(1,g). Although a
detailed analysis of these corrections was not our
main purpose, we include them here for complete-
ness. Later on we shall consider the expansion in
terms of the effective coupling constant, which can
be determined experimentally, rather than its as-
ymptotic form.

For small g, Y"(g) has the expansion

Y =rigi+rigt+0(g"®), (3.2)

where yg is a well-known quantity but ¥ has not so
far been calculated. Furthermore, one also has
that the function B(g) can be written in the form

B(g)==-3b,g%+3b,g%+3b,87+0(g%, (3.3)

where

bo= 5oz [ # Co(6) - 4 T(R)]
=9/872 (3.4)
and
2 2

+ 2 C,(G)T(R)]
=_ s, (3.5)

Using these results,'® one can then easily show that
in the large-f limit g2 behaves asymptotically as

_ 1 b, Inb,t c 1
2 . 1 o
gt 8) bot + "Tbo —'t_“z @, [N +O( >
(3.6)

where the constant ¢ is uncalculable since it in-
volves the unknown physical coupling constant g,.
[Incidentally one can automatically conclude that
it is of no use trying to calculate the coefficient
b, so as to determine the large-f behavior of g?,
since it would only provide a smaller correction
to the already unknown term c/(bt)?.]

Inserting all these terms into the exponential of
Eq. (3.1) we obtain in the large-¢ limit

exo(- | @ enar)

-(t)’"“’0[1 yib, Inbyt yg(bl+cb03)+y;’b0]-

byt b3t
(3.7

From this result one learns that the second term
inside the square brackets gives the largest cor-

rection to the leading term. It is in fact Inf/ times
larger than the next term, which is in turn of the
same magnitude as the correction terms that one
obtains by expanding C"(1,g) and retaining up to
terms proportional to g2~ l/bot. Moreover, since

T has not so far been calculated one would expect
that the corrections arising from the Wislon co-
efficients have little practical importance.

The total ignorance of ¢ implies that corrections
proportional to 1/¢ cannot be fully calculated, at
least by present techniques. Nevertheless, as we
will see later, it is possible in some cases to get
rid of ¢ and thus obtain perfectly calculable pre-
dictions. Another viewpoint is to regard this ex-
pansion as an expansion in g and not its asymptotic
form Eq. (3.6); then the moments of the structure
functions will have the form

M, = const X (§2)"5'“’0[1 -z <)l/)l + 21;) ZO ﬂ
0

x[C,(1,0)+D,(1,0)5?].

One can experimentally determine g2 from one of
the moments and use it to test the others. This
procedure would require the knowledge of the
structure function for all values of x, the explicit
calculation of ¥7, and that g2<« 1, so that higher-
order terms can be neglected. We shall return to
this point at the end.

Before entering into a detailed analysis of all
these terms we shall first concentrate on the
largest correction term in Eq. (3.7). Substituting
Eq. (3.7) into Egs. (1.11) we find, for the non-
singlet piece, the following equations for the mo-
ment integrals:

1
fo dx xX"F1 (x, Q%) = Mys'C ks (1, 0) (1776 ™ /b,)
+1
><<1+ ¥ob, Int > ,
b3t

./; dx x FNS (x QZ) Mn+2 C;:NZS (1’ 0) (t-y 8+2/b0)
(3.8)

¥ b, Int
1+—3———-——b 7

f dx x"FNS (v, Q%) = Myt Ci*is (1,0)(¢™78" " /b,)

(1 ¥2+2b, Int
b3t ’

where the M:,S are unknown constants. There are
similar relations for the singlet pieces. We will
now proceed to derive a functional relationship
between the structure functions themselves
following a technique discussed by Gross.!! Let
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us consider the ratio between the nth moment of
FI® (@2, x) for two distinct, but large values of @*:

1+ ¥o'2b, Inb ¢
ﬁ,ldxx"Fz(x,t) (t >-76"2/’Jo b, 5
Jraxanp gy N Y2*2b, Inb t'
1+ ————5———b .
ot
(3.9)

Assuming that 2b, Inbt’ /b3’ <1, we obtain?
'\ b [1 Yi2b, (Inbt Inbyt’
7 P E \ By T

=<§_'>A" [1+A,H(,t)],
(3.10)

where

Inb,t  Inbyt’
_ O o _ o
H(”)‘b (b bot’>

and

A= Gl4E+2) - 0.69]
n~ bo - - Y ’

where G is totally determined by the gauge-group
parameters and the representation of the quarks,
and in our case is G=i7

Let us now construct a function R(¢,¢’;x) such
that its Mellin transform gives the function'?

t A(s)
(T) [L+A(s)H(E, )], (3.11)

where A(s) is the analytic continuation of A4, to
Res> - 1. This function can be constructed easily
in terms of the already known function T(/#',x)
whose Mellin transform is'!

1 Ats)
)
by noting that

(L')Am [1+A(S)H(, )]

7
1\ Als) ‘g 9 t A(s)
(7)o g (1)

(3.12)

¢ t 0.69G (lnw)P'l
T(T’ w> —(7> ———”l"(i) s (3.13)
with

P=4GInt/t’ andx=1/w.

Thus the Mellin transform of F,(x, %) is equal to
the product of the Mellin transforms of F,(x, Q'?)
and R(x;¢,%’). One can then use the convolution

theorem of Mellin transforms to derive

@ dw’! t
@’ F (wl ’ t'> T(t' ’w>
dw’ 3
f <—,,l >H(t,t’)t’a—t;T<?f—,w'>-

(3.14)

Fz(w;t)=

This relation can be converted into a more useful
one by taking the ratio of F,(w,?) and F,(w,?’) with
w=~1 and assuming that F,(w,?)~ (1- w)? (experi-
mentally d=3 for @2~5 GeV?). One can thereby
derive for Eq. (3.14) that

Fz(w,t) _ e
Fylw, 7y - R 1)

°]
=Ro(@3t,0") = tH(t, 1) = Ry(w;t,1").

(3.15)
Inserting the approximation
o t | 000¢ I'd+1) B
R°(“”t’”‘<t—'> T@+isp)
(3.16)

in Eq. (3.15), we finally obtain
R(w;t,t")=Ry(w;t,t’)
— H(t,1")[0.69G + In Inw — ( P+d +1)]
X Ry(w; £, 1), (3.17)

where ¥(P)=T'(P)/T(P) is the digamma function.
One can now make a numerical estimate of the
size of this correction. Choosing @*=50 GeV?,
Q=5 GeV, and p®~1 GeV?, for w=1.1, we have

R((U;t,t') ’w=1.1'-=Ro(w= 1.1) X(l— %)
=R,(w=1.1)x0.8, (3.18)

so the correction term is 5 times smaller than the
leading term. For w=2.0,

R(w;t,t') ] 4up®Ro(w=2.0) (1 = = (3.19)

the correction term is 25 times smaller than the
leading term.

One can easily show that this term slowly in-
crease as w approaches 1, attaining its maximum
value for w~1.02, where it gives a 28% modifi-
cation to the leading term. The most important
conclusion one draws from Eq. (3.17) is that
the (Inw)? dependence of R that was predicted by
Gross is unchanged by this term.!!

Let us now turn to the analysis of the correct-
ions which arise from the Wilson coefficients. The
first and most direct application of our results will
be a calculation of the leading correction terms for

130 )
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some of the known sum rules (for them the ano- Then, using the convolution theorem, one obtains
malous dimension is zero, consequently the expo- “dw! ® 2
nential term is identically unity). Consider first F; (x,Q% =f o7 F, (-‘7- , Q2> T C,(R).
the Bjorken backward sum rule;’ by combining !
Eq. (1.11) and Egs. (2.51) we derive (3.23)
For w near threshold, and assuming that F,
1 - ~ d . . .
j; A F*(x,Q?) - F;;p(x,Qz)] —_9_ iz,z C,R). (w-1)% in this region, we calculate that
F Q) ~ & (w-1)
(3.20) Fi@,Q) om 2.7 C® - G2

Similarly, for large w and assuming chw"“1 as
w - (a=3 for nonsinglet), one finds that

Fi,Q)  BPCR® 1

In a similar way, we obtain for the quark baryon-
number sum rule’

1 ~ 3.25
fdx[F:’(x,Qz)+F;"(x,Q2)]=—2+-15§2—cz(R). F,Q) = 4  1+a .29
° Our next application will be the analysis of the
(8.21) corrections to the ratio of the moments of any
of the strucutre functions and the functional re-
Another interesting application of our results is lation that we can extract from it. Let us take,
the functional relationship that can be derived be- for example, the ratio of the structure function
tween F,(x,Q°) = F,(x, Q") - 2xF,(x, Q") and F,(x, Q%) F, (nonsinglet) for different values of Q2:
(for nonsinglet pieces). Taking the ratio between .
the moments of these two functions for equal values f o Falx,Q@%)x"dx

2
of @, one has that ﬂ, F,(x,Q")x"dx

_ (1, @)expl- fy ¥R (7,8))dT]
C3'*(1,8"expl- [, 2@ (1.9))dr]

fo dxx"[Fy(x, @) - 22F, (x, Q)]
ft A™F, (x, Q%)dx

ZC,(R) e R ) T
2 ST Xp g(7,8
27 + 3 2 ! ¢
. (3.26)
ng;r? C,(R) f X2 gx . with (Q*>@Q'*> u?). Expanding both factors in
° powers of 2%, one finds, after some manipula-
(3.22) tions, that Eq. (3.26) can be rewritten as
£ \An b, (mbot lnbot'> 1 DI*(1,0) A,,b1+0y:,'*2_y’1“2}<1 1> 1)
<T> {1_/4" 3\ B " B +[z CP(,0) b2 T-T +0<T2 : (3.27)

The effect of the first two terms inside the above curly brackets was already analyzed. The contribution
from the term

Ab, (1 1
b \t ~ 1 (3.28)

is very similar to the previous one and gives rise to a correction of the order of magnitude Inbf times

that of the term

b, <1nb°t 1nb0t’>

b \bf ~ bt

Ay

For @*/u®~50 and Q"2/u® ~5 one can easily see that these two terms are of comparable magnitude.
For the term

y:‘2+c(_1 1)
b2 \t ~¢ (3.29)

nothing can be said since »;*? has not yet been calculated and c¢ is unknown. However, there are some in-
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dications that its effect is small.**
Finally, the contribution of the term

1 D;'*Z(I,O)(l 1>
b, CFEA,00\f ~ 7

(3.30)

can be easily analyzed since all the relevant numbers are known. Before drawing any conclusion con-
cerning the effect of this term on the functional relation between F,(x, @) and F,(x,Q’?), let us consider
a particular situation for which only this last term contributes. We focus on the following combinations:

Lo @yra | Lo e 1)

/(‘)le(x, Q'Z)xﬂdx j;lFa(x,QIZ)xnﬂdx t

b,

Using Egs. (2.37) and (2.51a) we find that for large » we can approximate:

D’z.u(lyo) - 2";3(1,0) ~ —CZ(R) mZ(n+2)
TH@,0) ~ C™(1,0) 4n? :

Let S(¢, t’; x)'be the inverse Mellin transform
’ ’

<%>A('r) (b_:;__b_:t,_> [:_C_i;(:zi) mz(n+2)} .

D3(1,0) D*2(1,0)] /1 1 1

L0 CE o) (r-7)+o(7). e
(3.32)
(3.33)

As before, this expression is defined for Re 7>~ 1. The function S(¢,#’,x) can be easily constructed from

the function 7'(t/¢’,x) of Eq. (3.13); the result is

-G (ﬁ‘ﬁlt_) (%)o'm _a?;'[—(l:?—);)l}

(3.34)

Finally, invoking the convolution theorem of Mellin transforms, we obtain

[ (3t ) ran] - |

This result can be tested easily since it only re-
quires the knowledge of F,(w’,t), F,(w’,t’),
F,(w’,t), and F,(w’,¢’) for w’ between 1 and w.
Clearly, similar relationships can be established
between the functions F, and F, or F, and F,.

Let us now return to study the effect of term
(3.30) in Eq. (3.27). We assume that this term pro-
vides the dominant correction so that the terms in
Eqs. (3.28) and (3.29) can be neglected. It is
possible to estimate expression (3.30) by using
Egs. (2.37) and (2.38). We find that for large =

D;*(1,0) _ C,(R)

2
L0y T In?(n + 2)
_ In*(n+2)
== 3 , (3.36)
whence
1 Dj**(1,0) 2
3. TFNL0) ~_ 0.3 In?(n+2)+0(nn). (3.37)
Choosing @2/u?=50 and Q’?/u%=5 we get
1 D;'*2(1,0)(1 1) L
5 OO\ T ~31n’Mm +2). (3.38)

Clearly this term is not negligible for small values

“du (" dv , W u
TS(l,t 5 ;)F:i(_y—’t) FZ(V’t).

(3.35)

1

of n since it is roughly equal to the leading term;
indeed, for large n it is much larger than the lead-
ing term and the other corrections.!®* Hence, there
exists a region in @ for which this term will be

by far the most important correction, so it is per-
haps not a bad approximation to set

S Fy(x, @¥)x"ax
L‘Fz(x , @' 2)x"dx

()" [t s (- 7))

= (%)A [1 ~0.3[In?(n + 2)] (ti ——tl—ﬂ

(3.39)

Let us now find some function R(x;#,¢’) whose
nth moment gives the above expression. Using
our previous results, Eq. (3.12), we see that the
problem actually reduces to finding a function
R,(x;t,t’) whose nth moment gives

(—?)An In*(n+2), (3.40)
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then clearly
¢ a/1 1
R(w;t,t")=T (7’“’) - 0.3R,(w;,¢ )(7 - t_'> .
(3.41)

Again, using the convolution theorem for Mellin
transforms, one obtains

I )o, 69G ‘ (Inw) P~

R(wy t’t')=<7/ ]T(f’) - V.

Inserting this in Eq. (3.37) one finds that

Folw,0=] 140.3(5(P) - wZ(p))(%-t—f)U:’ &

1 1 © dw’
-0-3(? ‘T'>f1 o

o 5 (e (

w
Fz(—a)—,- ,t') T(w',LT

CALVO 15
“ dw! w ) , ,
Fz(w,t)=-/; = Fz(?,t> R(w’;¢,t"). (3.42)
From Eq. (3.42) we observe that
(mw)P-l

Rl(w;t’t%@)wc Bi;g[—w—r-(—Pr] . (3.43)

so that R(w;?,t’) becomes

71 —;1—>} (3.44)
ri(gre) 7 (o 7)
d j [(InInw’)® - 2%(P) In Inw’] . (3.45)

The Inlnw’ terms in this equation provide important corrections when w is near threshold. These cor-
rections are particularly important in calculating the hadronic form factors from the structure func-

tions.¢

The final application we shall consider is the corrections to the Llewellyn Smith relations.!” These

relations are

Jo dxxm [F2(@*,%) - FE"(@%,%)]

_ 4+ (3%/27%) C,(R) In®(n + 2)

foF dx xmF4? (@, x) — FYM (@2, %))
g2

4m2

=_[1+

valid for »> 1, but such that (g2/472) In®(n + 2) < 1.
However, here we cannot invoke the convolution
theorem to relate these two combinations of struc-
ture functions since the relation (3.42) holds only
for large n.

So far we have been analyzing the effects of
correction terms upon the assumption that we are
in the large-Q? region, so that they are always
smaller than the next-order term by a factor of
22~1/(InQ?/u®). However, for the accessible val-
ues of @* (50 GeV? in electroproduction and about
250 GeV? in neutrino production) and the “natural”
choice of the mass scale parameter u®>~1 GeV?,
one finds that g2 is a number close to unity.
Therefore in this range of values of @*/u?, the
correction terms which we have considered and
the higher-order terms which we have dropped
will probably produce substantial deviations from
the results given by the lowest-order calculations.

Let us finally consider the nonsinglet pieces of
the structure functions. As was mentioned before,
their analysis is complicated by the mixing of
the operators, and as a consequence, only weak
predictions can be made. To illustrate this let
us consider the nth moment of the single part of

C,(R) In?(n+ 2)] ,

T =44 (2221 C,(R) In*(n + 2)

(3.46)

the structure function F,. According to Eq. (1.11)
we have that

1 2
[ P, @mras=mzcps (£ )
0

,g> s

where C}% and C7'% are the Wilson coefficients
corresponding, respectively, to

Q2

+ MY,Cm (7 (3.47)

n+26F
LS RRREg ¥

= 20" ISP) (Y P e B, V)

Hne2
and

n«2 AV
O'-" 1% Hne2

=1i"S TrF,, a(vuz. .o V“ml)Fﬁmz

- trace terms,

and the Mf,,, M},, are unknown constants coming
from the matrix element of the operators. Fur-
thermore, the coefficients C7'3(Q%/u?,g) have the
form

,y’l#z . 2
p—— 4] n+ n+ rod
== [exP< X )M ]i.,c"z(l’g) ’

o

Cr2(Q*/u®,g)

(3.48)
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with i,j=F (fermion), V (vector meson).
Let {I'™?} be the eigenvalues of the matrix

#22; then introducing a set of projection opera-

tors {P™?} such that
,)-/01+2= Z Fi }3?-»2 ,
i (3.49)
S Bi-f, Bi-B, and BPl=s,, B,
i

one can rewrite Eq. (3.56),

2 = +. -~
C?jﬁ(—ﬁ—g ,g> Z (Z P,e Tk Z/botM> C53(1,8)
k 27

7 i

= Z <Z ﬁkt-aan+2>‘ jC?:g(l,f,_’) s
k iy

i
(3.50)

with a,=T"™?/b,. Since neither #//™? nor M2 and
M7y? are known, the ratio of the moments of
F3(x,Q% and F$(r,Q'®) is not known. However,
we have seen that in the large-» limit

Crpn 1 (3.51)
(o W) :

[see. Egs. (2.23) and (2.31)]. Therefore in this
limit C}, is negligible compared to C%;'® more-
over, it is also known that the eigenvalues of 7]
approaches the same value; thus we conclude that
for large n

1 Q2 “Ap
f F$(x, @*)x"dx — const X <InW> Cya(1,8).
0

(3.52)

Consequently, if the criterion given below holds
then we will have that for large n

L S 2),N ’ An
———————————f}‘FZ(:C’Q )x) % *<t7> [1+0(8)].  (3.53)
o Fs(x,Q’2)x"dx

However, here we cannot apply the Mellin-
transform theorem since this relation holds only
for large n.°

IV. FINAL REMARKS

Throughout the last section we have derived sev-
eral results which will be valid in the asymptotic
region, i.e., for sufficiently large values of @2,
such that the effective coupling constant g is a
small parameter and therefore the perturbation
expansion in powers of g° is valid. Then the dif-
ferent moments of the structure functions, as well
as their ratios, will exhibit deviations from exact
scaling in the fashion we have described above.
This is an unquestionable prediction. We have also
derived direct relations between the structure

functions; however, the validity of these relations
depends critically upon the behavior of higher-or-
der terms. To elucidate this statement let us again
consider the ratio of the nth moment of F, for two
different values of @*:

fol Fy(x, @)x"dx _c2(1,3)
fol F,(x,Q"?)x"dx C: (1,8

xexp[ ftt, y"(g(T,g))dT}.

4.1)

If we imagine expanding the right-hand side of Eq.
(4.1) in powers of g2 up to some arbitrary order,
we will find that the coefficients of this series are
increasing functions of n, which will grow faster
with n for higher orders of g. This fact is moti-
vated in part by our g2 calculation of C}(1,2) for
which we found a In?x behavior; and also by the fact
that if one calculates the structure function F,(x, Q%)
to some order in perturbation theory, so as to con-
struct from its moments the coefficients C"(1, %),
one will find that the higher the order in g one con-
siders the more severe the infrared singularity of
F,(x, Q%) becomes as x— 1, thus producing the

n growing behavior that we anticipated above.
Therefore, for sufficiently large n the correction
terms will eventually become dominant and the ex-
pansion meaningless. The important point is that
the large-n behavior of (4.1) will determine the be-
havior of its inverse-Mellin-transformed function

1
O+ {o F. “x
Twity =gk [ as [P0 @pa ) L,
2Tn O=-f fO Fz(-x; Q’z)xsdx
(4.2)

for values of w near 1. This in turn will affect the
convolution integral,

Ydw' w , ,
Fz(w,t)zf1 —w7F2<J,t)T(w 1), (4.3)

particularly if w is close to threshold. For values
w away from threshold the relation (4.3) may or
may not be sensitive to how T (w1, t’) behaves
when w is close to unity depending, of course, on
the particular function T (w ;¢,t’). However, if we
accept as a reasonable guess that the expansion of
(4.1) will give an expression of the form

t!

A
<_t') "(1 +g_2 1n2n+§4 In%n +e- +ng lnzrn)’

then (4.2) will be as follows:

T(w;t, t")~T, (w;%) [1+2%Inlnw

+++ 22 (Inlnw)],
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with Ty(w, t/t’) given by Eq. (3.13). Thus the cor-
rection terms will be important only for

In(w-1)>z?

but will be negligible for w away from threshold.
If this assumption on the behavior of (4.1) is cor-
rect, then all the results derived here are true for
w away from 1 and will thus provide a test to these
theories.

The final and more serious problem is whether
or not we are really in the asymptotic region.
Pharased another way: Is g? a sufficiently small
parameter so that the lowest-order terms in the
expansions we have calculated yield the true
asymptotic behavior of the moments of the struc-
ture functions, for the present range of energies?

The present available energies yield a maximum
of @Q2.x~50 GeV? in electroproduction and 250 GeV?
in neutrinoproduction. On the other hand, the val-
ue of the mass scale parameter p has to be deter-
mined by experiment, but it seems reasonable that
its value will be in the domain of the hadron mas-
ses, namely u~1 GeV. If this is so, we can make
a numerical estimate of the limiting value of the
effective coupling constant g2:

_ 2 1 167
Bim ~ 57 “31n50 ~ 2
for electroproduction and

_ L1 _ 167 _
Bum = = 91n250

for neutrinoproduction.

In both cases we observe that gZ>1, therefore
the leading asymptotic form, at these energies, is
not a good approximation; the contribution of non-
leading terms will probably produce substantial de-
viations from this value. Furthermore, since gy,*
will not be a small parameter the series may con-
verge to something quite different from the lowest-
order terms we have calculated. (In particular,
the logarithmic deviations from scaling will be un-
reliable.)

Some improvement is obtained if one observes
that the natural expansion parameter is not g2 but
rather g2/(27)%, the factor (27)® arising from the
momentum-space integrations; if this number is
small, then we may consider the expansions in
powers of g2/(2m)? with the hope that the lowest-
order terms will provide an adequate description
of the behavior of the structure functions. (Note
that at present energies we have no way to estimate
g%, it must be determined from experiment by as-
suming that the lowest-order terms of the series
give approximately the exact behavior of the struc-
ture functions. This assumption must of course be
experimentally checked by comparison of the data

at different values of Q*. Any deviation from ex-
periment can be either an indication that the range
of @2 is not sufficiently high so as to justify the as-
sumption that higher-order terms in g% can be ne-
glected or that these theories are wrong.)

If one incorrectly uses the asymptotic expression
for g2 in the range of experimental values of @* so
as to estimate g2/(27)%, one obtains the values 0.11
and 0.08 for @*=50 GeV? and Q*=250 GeV?, re-
spectively. On the other hand, since nothing can
be said about the corresponding sizes of the coef-
ficients in the expansion, it is impossible to esti-
mate the error made by ignoring terms of order
higher than the second.?® Moreover, the increas-
ing singular infrared behavior of the structure
functions with the order of perturbation theory sug-
gests that these coefficients will also increase,
particularly for large values to =n.
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APPENDIX A

This appendix contains the details of the evalu-
ation of the diagrams that appeared in the discus-
sions of Sec. II. We first list the relevant vari-
ables that will enter into the calculations.

We will be mainly concerned with the amplitude
for the “process”

quark +current - quark +current,

in which:

g=momentum of incoming current =momentum
of outgoing current,

p=momentum of incoming quark = momentum of
outgoing quark,

p'=p+q, M =quark mass, p-q=v, and x =—q>/
2v=Q%*/2v=y+1.

We shall consider the above amplitude in the lim-
it @*>>M? and x>1; therefore, unless otherwise
specified, throughout the calculations we will de-
liberately ignore terms of order M?/Q*.

The currents satisfy the standard SU(3) x SU(3)
algebra,?! but for simplicity we will omit their
labeling. The proper SU(3) indices will be inserted
at the end. We shall adopt the conventions of Bjor-
ken and Drell?? for Feynman rules, representation
of y matrices, etc. However, our states will be
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normalized as follows: ),
(ps|p's')=@n)2ES(F -5, 4. (A1) 2 e
First, let us calculate the expression correspond- -k .
ing to Fig. 5: 1\,\«/_/ ¥
X - i . i P
<%z;u(m Shugr (= Z O g g7 ul, S))CZ(R), i .
(A2)
where
- +M)yH FIG. 5. Amplitude for the “process” quark +current
(p)= 22%5; f d‘k [ Y"(;f)z ’Ié\lz](lzz ok —-quark +current. Second-order diagram contributing to
p' - the vector-vector current amplitude T2%u# .
(A3)
This last integral is divergent and therefore must Then, perfor@ing a subtraction ?n-§hell, S0 that
be regularized; the resulting finite expression is the renormalization constant Z, is given by
S(p = Eo (X 1 :g_2[< ﬁ)_(%ﬁ)?}
Z(p") -(4?)<1an Z 1 @ne lnM2 2(1n ) 5 (A5)
2 5 the renormalized amplitude expanded in powers of
+ (_f_ﬂf [( ) +ln<1 - —ﬂ (A4) 1/x becomes

2 4 2 .
=g p )1 Ay, 3,1 [ A\, 10,9\, 3 1 l}l
—ZFCZ(R)T“{J‘[Q ) 4+41nM2 E In-)+3 Inz 1+ 3 4;], i (A6)
where we have introduced the proper SU(3) factor of the currents
P =x"(P)n M) x(P), @an

in which X(P) is the standard SU(3) spinor wave function corresponding to the (+) charged quark P.
Next we calculate the expression corresponding to the diagram in Fig. 6. It can be easily shown that,
for @*>M?, both graphs contribute by equal amounts. Thus the resulting expression is

z(R

2c2(R)%1 Zu(p) s)YuZ?—Au(p p)u(Py S)— Tr[l“)’uﬁ'A“(P p)] (A8)

where

, a2 qu Yx/(ﬁ,"k))'u(ﬁ‘k)'yv
AX(p', p) =ig J CmE E-2O)[(p —kE -M2[(p- k2 - M?] * (A9)

in which mass terms have been ignored wherever they do not give rise to leading terms. Introducing

~ M

|0

-
5
e
G

FIG. 6. Second-order diagrams contributing to the vector-vector current amplitude T%%u#
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Feynman parameters, the above expression becomes

2ig? f > J‘ A(k)
TFN4 - ) 1_
N, P =i [ day- - da ( PR G —CT (a10)
where
- 2 2 ”2 D
Cla) = a)\? + o, (M? - p?) + P, (A11)
P=a,p+ayp’, and A(k) =v,(p" =k} (- k)Y
This expression gives rise to a divergent quantity; the resulting regularized expression is then

o 2g7 j [ 2 1, CW%) im*(B—Bly, (8~ if}

A(p', D) =@ da, ++da; 6|1~ ; a,-) in ypln ()\2) N . (A12)

Finally integrating, collecting all the terms, expanding in powers of 1/x, and inserting the SU(3) factor of
the currents, one obtains the following expression:

—25:—275;C2(R){ HE <ln£l-> : <1"1\QTZ> +3}

+’;%[ < >+2-Zl—+2—+z

Finally we calculate the expression corresponding to Fig. 7:

Z ( Z )m—}l. (A13)

!=1

e [ Ry o
Let

AlR)=Tr[(F+M) (B~ K+M)y,(§' = K+M)¥" (B - k+M)y . (A15)
Then, by introducing Feynman parameters into the integral we obtain

;-i;v C,(R)6 fol do,daydogd <1- Esa‘> J'd"k = I;';z(k) SOF (A16)
where o

P=a,p+ a,p’ and C(A) = P? — a,p"? + a,\°. (A17)

In evaluating the trace A(k) one must be careful when dropping mass terms, since some of them give rise
to leading contributions. The resulting expression is

A(R)=16{2p - k(p’' - k) =k (p-p'+p k) = 32M*[v—F- (p' - p)]}. (A18)

Performing the integrations, expanding the result in powers of 1/x, and inserting the SU(3) factor, one

f-x P-k \ /

[ 4y

FIG. 7. Second-order diagrams contributing to the
vector-vector current amplitude T‘“‘“" .

ANTAN
Y W

FIG. 8. Diagrams contributing to the axial-vector—

axial-vector current amplitude 7*7% u#,
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finally obtains the following expression:

streimric 3 [3+(nd) i b 1 () 22 (gt B - aiie? ] )

(A19)

Clearly the evaluation of the axial-vector—axial-vector current amplitude is identical to the previous case
except that each current vertex will now contain an additional y, matrix. However, for the graphs (see Fig.
8, the slashed line stands for axial-vector current) in which M can be neglected, the result is the same as
before; by anticommuting the y, through, one obviously obtains the same expression as for the previous
vector-vector current graphs. For the diagram in Fig. 9, for which some M2 terms must be kept, a little
algebra again shows that the resulting expression is equal to that of the corresponding vector-currents
graph,

Next we consider the vector-axial-vector current diagrams. These graphs will contribute to the pseudo-
scalar part of the weak current scattering amplitude.

Let us evaluate first the expression corresponding to Fig. 10:

5O LT, W gy [= 200 o o e, ), (A20)
where we can write
@)= TR, (A21)

whose finite part is

I"([)’z)—(4 iz [3+2(1n§;) (ln]gz)d-ln(l l/x)J (A22)

Expanding the renormalized amplitude in powers of 1/x and inserting the SU(3) factor, we obtain

_ie(yz,ﬁ)l):,t’,q) [_gz%(R) s _Af_z} {l [(iln%>*<1nﬁ‘>+%]

2 [ (1“%%%(1“}%) %i }} (A23)

Next we evaluate the expression corresponding to Fig. 11. As in the previous case, Eq. (A8), both graphs
contribute by equal amounts. Hence, the total expression is

26/2)C (R)Z @(p, s)fg A" (b, ') 7 11' — Fraulp, s), (A24)
where
yB—K)v, (B —K)Y’
M= | e Gl Ay s T (425)
‘.i* v
\ 9 q 7
Pk
\—\',{\/
3 P

FIG. 9. Diagram contributing to the axial-vector—axial
vector current amplitude T“”“ for which some mass FIG. 10. Second-order diagram contributing to the
terms must be kept. vector—axial-vector current amplitude y}y, T*Fuv,
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FIG. 11. Second-order diagram contributing to the vector—axial-vector current amplitude y;‘y,, T(t;) [

A similar procedure as for the vector-vector currents case yields

M(%czm)ﬁ;(ﬁ){ H(ma) el (mr) o8]

2M? v x M/ 4 M?
”L[( L) 1(1 1)( 91) 1
+:;2x" lnM 3 2+j:2], In— +4n +2
131 141 1"131]})
- s - - - = - - . (AZG)
257 2;] 2558 = 1)

Finally, we compute the expression corresponding - Fig. 12:

1; g? 5 Tr(B+M)y? (B — E+MY*(B' = K +M)fy. (B =k +M)y?
b0l gy [ (PR k(7 v (a21)

Introducing Feynman parameters in Eq. (A27) we obtain

, . A(k)
o ),, Co(R)6 [ dat et ey 5(1 ;a,) S @ G Fr—ea (A28)

where

cl@r=p? (o= 141)) (a,- 2 2ot )

and
AR)=Tr(B +M)y* (b - K+ M) y*(P' = ¥ +M)yy (8 — ¥ +M)yP.

Then evaluating the integrals, expanding the result in powers of 1/x, and inserting the SU(3) factor, one
finally obtains

=it ng) [ £ ¢y W] 111 (102 ) 1 )]

-5

2 [( %>+lznf2(n/ﬁl12) +<1+2n(73+1)> ,1%‘23271;_:11)2”

(A29)
Let us now compute the amplitude p,p, T*"(p, q). diagram is
To second order in g, one can easily show that the Trby, ¥
v, KBS — E)#Y”

only diagram which contributes to the leading term (271)“ z(R)f‘flk - ;;)z]é(p, PR . (A30)
is that shown in Fig. 13, while all the others are . . o
down by a factor of M2/Q2. This is essentially due By introducing Feynman parametrization a1.1d per-
to the fact that when the current vertex y, is con- forming the corresponding k and a integrations one
tracted with p* and acts on the spinor wave func- obtains

f y

tion, it automatically gives a factor M. g2 14
@7 Cz(R)y } [1n(1-1/x)] + . (A31)

The expression corresponding to this leading
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FIG. 12. Second-order diagram contributing to the
vector—axial-vector current amplitude y;ny**“" .

Then expanding in powers of 1/x and inserting the
proper SU(3) factor we get

2 1 1
vt CR)TE D

IS (A32)

Finally, let us consider the lowest-order dia-
grams. It is clear that for the amplitude
PHP°T,, (v, ¢%), the lowest-order diagram does not
contribute to leading order, while those graphs
corresponding to the amplitudes

T! and y*y*'T,,

yield nonvanishing contributions. For T, the cor-
responding diagram is given in Fig. 14, and it
gives the following result:

L)

A . 1 275
Tea élz u(p, S)y,,m rYHu(p, s) =Z —a

= X"
(A33)

The lowest-order diagram contributing to
y'y" T,y (b, g) is given in Fig. 15, and the resulting
expression is

-i€(y,y*,p, q)M_Z_ P_ =2

T .
2M2 v aa pre) xn

(A34)

Next we proceed to calculate the Wilson coeffici-
ents associated with the singlet gluon operators

fr v

- \/\/\‘\\/\/\/‘w

ey

FIG. 13. Lowest-order diagram contributing to the
amplitude p,py, THY |

FIG. 14. Lowest-order diagram contributing to the
vector-vector current amplitude Tu“,

[see Eq. (1.10a)]. As mentioned in Sec. II, this
calculation involves the absorptive part of the am-
plitude for the following process:

current +gluon—current + gluon,

which can be diagrammatically represented by Fig.
16.

In order to obtain this absorptive part, we first
relate the above amplitude (call it M,,-) to the cor-
responding S-matrix element:

1

. 1
Spi =85 =i @MY% 0y = i) 55— 5oy Myis
0

@y (A35)

fand i are the initial and final gluon-current
“states.” Then by invoking unitarity of S, we de-
rive

2
ImM;; = - %Z (2m)* 6% P, -k - q) <\/-—Vl“'> MM, ,

(A36)

where 1/VN, is the normalization factor corre-
sponding to the intermediate states n. To second

|

FIG. 15. Lowest-order diagram contributing to the
vector—axial-vector current amplitude ¥}y, THY
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order in g, the only possible intermediate state
which can contribute to (A36) is clearly a quark-
antiquark pair. Let us denote by p and p’ their
respective momenta and work in the center-of-
mass frame. Then we have that

ImM,; = - (@) %’%)

dip d3p’ _
x [ [LL DL gy pr k- )0l

CALVO 15
aweren! . N qr ) . e
\% \% - N
A LA N

FIG. 16. Amplitude for the “process” gluon+current
— gluon + current.

2E 2E’
(A37) . . . .
Introducing spherical coordinates and orienting
with the 2 axis along &k, so that p-k=|p||k|coss, Eq.
i (A37) becomes
Mni:iﬁ(p’)s’)[yp—_(_igyp) 1
p-¥-M C,(R) ——[ f d(cos8)|M,; |2. (A39)
T 167 -
+(- gy )[5’ I{ M’ ]u(p, s). Thus, for the contracted currents amplitude we
(A38) obtain the following result:
2 P ’ P ’
. &2 YE-EY VB =Ky ) ,(Vu(l‘—ﬁ)n Yo (8 - If)n >
'Mni|_4trﬁ( p’k _p k ﬁ p'k _pl
f [ 1+(|B|/E)cose 1—(l§|/E)cose} < p-p 1 1 )%
— o2 . pt -— —
=8\ 8 LI (5 VE)eoss "1+ ipl/EIcose L 2 P\ Gome Ry ThE Tpok )l A0
Substituting it into the integral (A39) and noting that
pp'=s/2, ko=k-qNs, E=Vs /2, (A41)
where s =(k+¢q)* =2k  q(1 - w) with w=~-q2%/2k-q=Q%*/2k-q ,
we derive
ImM;; = MR) *§[2w(1— w)-1] [ln < 1;‘”)] +1} . (A42)
Let us now evaluate the moments
'2g c (R)f dw I[Zw 20? - 1][<lng——> +In(1- w)} (lnw) +1 %
_2g2cL(R)[ 7 +3n+4 (an2>_ n?+3n+4 %31 @ 2 $
T (m+1)(n+2)(n+3) (n+1D)m+2)n+3) =17 m+1)? (n+2)(n+3) }°
(A43)
Finally, adding the contribution from the crossed graph and inserting the SU(3) factors we obtain
4g2 l: n?+3n+4 ( Q2> "2 +3n+4 A n 2 ]
7GR D ) \ M) T 3 & " elF "(mr2)ned) (Ad4)

for n even, and zero for n odd.
In a similar fashion we can compute the absorp-
tive part of the longitudinally projected amplitude

ky b, T" (k, q) .

The corresponding expression is

"45202(}3) kq
T n+1)(n+2)

for n even, and zero for »n odd.

As a final remark we observe that in Eq. (A44)
the coefficient of In(Q?/M?) is precisely the mixing
term of the operator.

APPENDIX B

Throughout the calculations, we have been deal-
ing with two masses, namely, the quark mass and
the subtractions point; the latter is being deter-
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mined only by the onset of scaling. It is true that
in the large-@? region one should be able to set the
quark mass equal to zero and only retain the sub-
traction mass yu. However, in our calculations
there have been good reasons for not doing so; in
fact, if one does all the calculations of Sec. II with
Maquark =0 and performs all subtractions off-shell,
then one will find that only the graph in Fig. 17 is
infrared divergent. Therefore, the amplutude it-
self will also be divergent. Eventually, this in-
frared term will cancel against the similar term
that then appears in the matrix element of the op-
erators (3", thereby giving a finite expression for
the Wilson coefficients. But to see this happen,
one would have to renormalize the operators O"
off shell, which is considerably more difficult. It
is therefore convenient to keep the quark mass
nonzero and subtract on shell; then, by performing
an intermediate renormalization at some point

U >>Mg,x, We can see that T,, is unaltered (at
least to this order in g), except that now it be-

~

AN AU

FIG. 17. Infrared-divergent diagram.

comes a function of u, the new subtraction point,
and of Mqu.,x. However, the Wilson coefficients
that only depend on the subtraction point p are
then multiplied by some finite renormalization
constants whose value is irrelevent for the appli-
cations of Sec. III. Thus we have

(& ) w I< . >
n = n
¢ <Mz )P\ w8 )
where zf,” is the intermediate renormalization con-

stant of the operator Of.
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