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Abstract

Fractional analytic QCD is constructed beyond leading order using the standard inverse log-
arithmic expansion. It is shown that, contrary to the usual QCD coupling constant, for which
this expansion can be used only for large values of its argument, in the case of analytic QCD, the
inverse logarithmic expansion is applicable for all values of the argument of the analytic coupling
constant. We present four different views, two of which are based primarily on Polylogarithms and
generalized Euler {-functions, and the other two are based on dispersion integrals. The results
obtained up to the 5th order of perturbation theory, have a compact form and do not contain
complex special functions that were used to solve this problem earlier. As an example, we apply

our results to study the polarized Bjorken sum rule, which is currently measured very accurately.



I. INTRODUCTION

According to the general principles of (local) quantum field theory (QFT)"? observables
in the space-like domain can have singularities only for negative values of their argument
Q?. On the other hand, for large values of )%, these observables are usually represented as
power expansions by the running coupling constant (couplant) as(Q?), which, in turn, has
a ghost singularity, the so-called Landau pole, for Q? = A%. To restore analyticity, this pole
must be removed.

Indeed, the strong couplant a,(Q?) obeys the renormalization group equation

Q2 /as(QQ) da B ) OJS(Q2)
L=Ih--= _ s = -7 7 1
0 S m(@) = (1)
with some boundary condition and the QCD f-function:
B@,) = —it2 —2 i—i _ B
a,) = — Y Bat?=—pfoa (1+> bfia.), bi=—rr. (2)
i=0 i=1 0

where the first fifth coefficients, i.e. ; with ¢ < 4, are exactly known®® (for convenience,
they are listed in Appendix A).

Here we introduce a new definition of strong couplant:

@) = D) 55 0n), ®)

where we add the first coefficient of the QCD S-function to the as definition, as is usually

the case in the case of of analytic couplants (see, e.g., Refs.®-*).

So, already at leading order (LO), when a,(Q?) = a”(Q?), we have from Eq. (1)

Q) =1, (1

ie. agl)(Qz) does contain a pole at Q% = A2.
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In a series of papers®®, an effective approach was developed singularity without intro-

ducing extraneous IR regulators, such as the effective gluon mass (see, e.g.,'”'%).
The idea is based on the dispersion relation, which connects the new analytic couplant
Ana(Q?) with the spectral function 7y (s), obtained in the framework of perturbation theory.

In LO, this gives the following

A&@%:14W>dsr$@, 5)



where

r(l)(s) = Im alV(—s — ie) . (6)

So, let’s repeat again: the spectral function is taken directly from perturbation theory,
but the analytic couplant Aya(Q?) is restored using the dispersion relation (i.e. Eq. (5) at
LO). This approach is called Minimal Approach (MA) (see, e.g.,'") or Analytic Perturbation
Theory (APT)%®. 1

Thus, analytic QCD in its minimal version is a very convenient approach that combines
the general (analytical) properties of quantum field quantities and the results obtained within
the framework of perturbative QCD, leading to the appearance of the MA couplant Ay (Q?),
close to the usual strong couplant a,(Q?) in the limit of large values of its argument and
completely different at Q% < A2.

A further development of APT is the so-called fractional APT (FAPT), which extends the
principles of constructing to non-integer powers of couplant, which in the QFT framework
arise for many quantities having non-zero anomalous dimensions (see the famous papers” !,
some previous study'? and reviews in Ref.'?). This FAPT was developed mainly for LO
of perturbation theory, however, it was also used in higher orders by re-expanding the
corresponding coupling constants in terms of LLO ones, as well as using some approximations.

In this paper, we extend the FAPT to higher orders of perturbation theory using the
so-called 1/L-expansion of the usual couplant. Note that for an ordinary coupling constant,
this expansion is applicable only for large values of its argument @Q?, i.e. for Q% >> AZ;
however, in the case of an analytic coupling constant, the situation changes greatly and
this expansion is applicable for all values of the argument. This is due to the fact that the
non-leading expansion corrections disappear not only at Q> — oo, but also at Q? — 0, 2
which leads to non-zero (small) corrections only in the domain of Q? ~ A? (see detailed
discussions in Section 4 below).

Below we give four different representations for the MA couplant and its (fractional)
derivatives in principle in any order of perturbation theory, limiting ourselves to formulas
of only the first five orders, all of whose parameters (related to the coefficients of the QCD

B-function) are well known. For applications, any of the proposed representations can be

L An overview of other similar approaches can be found in'® including approaches'??° close to APT.
2 The absence of high-order corrections for Q% — 0 was also discussed in Refs.0 %,



used, convenient in each specific case.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we firstly review the basic properties of
the usual strong couplant and its 1/L-expansion. Section 3 contains fractional derivatives
(i.e. v-derivatives) of the usual strong couplant, which 1/L-expansions can be represented
as some operators acting on the v-derivatives of the LO strong couplant. This is the key
idea of this paper, which makes it possible to construct 1/L-expansions of v-derivatives
of MA couplant for high-order perturbation theory, two different possibilities of which are
presented in Section 4 and 5. In addition, Section 6 presents two integral representations of
the MA couplant at high orders of perturbation theory. One is based on the spectral density
obtained in high orders of perturbation theory, and the other is obtained using the above
operators. Sections 7 contains an application of this approach to the Bjorken sum rule.
In conclusion, some final discussions are given. In addition, we have several Appendices.
For convenience, Appendix A lists the first five terms®® of the QCD f-function. Appendix
B contains formulas for reconstructing v-derivatives of the MA strong couplant in higher
orders. Appendices C and D present some alternative results for v-derivatives of the MA

couplant, which may be useful for some applications.

II. STRONG COUPLING CONSTANT

As shown in Introduction, the strong couplant as(Q?) obeys the renormalization group
equation (1). When Q* >> A? the Eq. (1) can be solved by iterations in the form of
1/L-expansion (we present the first five terms of the expansion in an agreement with the
number of known coefficients 3;), which can be represented in the following compact form

1 i+1 d m .
a3(@) =7 dlTQ) =a@)+ 2 AP@Y), (=012,.) (7)
m=2
where
L;=In— (8)

wn
1

and the symbol shows the dependence of the parameter A on the order of perturbation

theory (see Eq. (11) below).
The corrections (53;)(@2) can be represented as follows

b1 In Lk

s2(Q?) =
k Lz

1
L 0@ = 75 [ Ly —In Ly = 1) + by,
k



1 5 1 b
6@ = 71 {bi’(— In* Ly + 2 In® L+ 2In Ly = ) = 3bib In L + 53] ,
k
1 13 3 7
55’,3(@2) = 7 {bi‘(ln‘l Ly — 3 In® L, — 3 In> L, +4In L, + 6>
k
1. 1
+3b2by(21n% Ly, — In Ly, — 1) — bybs(21n Ly, + 6) + 3(54 + 5b§)} : (9)

In Egs. (7) and (9) we show exactly that at any order of perturbation theory, the
couplant a,(Q?) contains its own parameter A of dimensional transmutation. It relates with

the normalization a,(M2) as

. ) as(M2) 1 1
A= M exp {—5 [W e+ [ o (55 ﬂm)] }
(10)

where My, = 91.1876 £ 0.0021 GeV is the mass of Z-boson. We remind that the value

of a,(Q?) at some reference scale should be determined from experimental data. The cur-
rent world average value for the coupling evaluated at the Z-boson mass scale, a,(M2), as

determined by the Particle Data Group (PDG), is 0.1176 4 0.0010.%".

A. f-dependence of the couplant as(Q?)

We would like to note the coefficients 3; depend on the number f of active quarks, which
changes at thresholds Q% ~ m#, where some additional quark comes to play at Q> > Q7.
Here my is the MS mass of f quark, for example, m, = 4.18 4+ 0.003 — 0.002 GeV and
me = 1.27£0.02 GeV from PDG20?! 3 So, the coupling constant a, is f-dependent and the
f-dependence can be taken into A, i.e. A/ contribute to above Eqgs. (1) and (7). Moreover,
Eq. (10) can be used really for A= since at Q> = M2 five quarks are active.

The relations between A/ and A/~ can be obtained from Eq.(10) with the replacement
My — @ and the so-called decoupling relations, i.e. the relations between as(f, Q?) and
as(f — 1,Q?). In the MS scheme, the decoupling relations are known up to four-loop

22-24

order and they are usually used at ch = mfc, where the relations are simplified (for a

7 |4
recent review, see e,g?o,%).

3 Strictly speaking, the quark masses in M S-scheme are Q?-dependent and m; = m(Q?* = m?) The

Q?-dependence is quite slow and it is not shown in the present study.



Here we will not consider the f-dependence of Alf and a,(f, M%). This will be the subject
of the next publication. Since we will mainly consider the region of low Q?, we will use the

results for Alf =% which we need to construct the analytic couplant for small Q? values.

B. Discussions
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FIG. 1: The results for agjl)(Q% and (Ai-c:s)2 (vertical lines) with ¢ = 0,2,4. Here and in the
following figures, the Alf =% values shown in (11) are used.

(i+1)

EX

Q* = AZ. The values of Ag and A; (j > 1) are very different (see Eq. (11) below): the values

In Fig. 1 one can see that the strong couplants a (Q?) become to be singular at

of (A/=%)2 (i = 0,2,4) are also shown in Fig. 1 vertical lines.

We use the results for A/= (i = 0,1,2,3) taken from the recent Ref.?” *:
AT =142 MeV, AI=* =367 MeV, AJ™ =324 MeV, AJ™ =328 MeV. (11)

We use also A4 = Az, since in highest orders A; values become very similar.

4 The?” authors used the result of PDG20 as(Mz) = 0.1179(10). Now there is also the result PDG21
as(Mz) = 0.1179(9) which contains the same center value. Note that very close numerical relationships
between A; were also obtained by?® for as(Mz) = 0.1168(19) extracted by the ZEUS collaboration (see??).



III. FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVES

Following®"*! we introduce the derivatives (in the (i 4+ 1)-order of perturbation theory)

(—1)" d*al"(Q?)
n! (L)~

i (@) = (12)
which will be very convenient in the case of the analytical QCD (see e.g. Ref.*” and discus-
sions therein).

The series of derivatives a,(Q?) can successfully replace the corresponding series of the
as-powers. Indeed, every derivative decrease the power of a, but it comes together with
the additional B-function ~ a2, appeared during the derivative. So, every application of
derivative produces the additional ag, and, thus, indeed the series of derivatives can be used
instead of the series of the as,-powers.

At LO, the series of derivatives a,(Q?%) exactly coincide with a”. Beyond LO, the relation
between a, (Q?) and a” was established in Ref.?"** and extended to the fractional case, where
n — a non-integer v, in Ref.?.

Now we consider the 1/L expansion of a atk (QQ) which can be done in two different ways:
1. We can differentiate n times the above results (7) and (9) and later to transform the
obtained results to the non-integer values v in an agreement with Ref.?!.

2. We can firstly to find the v-powers of the results (7) and (9) and later to reconstruct
a¥(Q?) using the relations between @, and a” obtained in*

We use the second possibility. The evaluation is considered in details in Appendix B.

Here we present only the final results of calculations, which have the following form °

. v 1 ~ (3 v+m s(m
i0(Q%) = (a0(@) = 7. @, (@) =a +ZO*6“QL
0
m 1 v+m F(V+m)
1(/,i+1)<Q2) = Ry, T Cprm = EIOR (13)
where

R . d . d? d
Rl = bl |:Z1(V) + £:|, RQ = b2 —+ b2 |:(dy) =+ ZZl(V + l)d— + ZQ(I/ -+ 1)
A bs 11 d
R == E +3b2b1 [Zl(V+2) —— + d]/]

5 . . .. . 9,10 . (i4+1) , ~2\\ Y -
The extension (13) is very similar to those used in Refs.”'" for the expansion of (asji (@?)) in terms

of powers of a(§11) (Q?).



N R & d
5} | g + 320+ 2) o 4+ 3200 + 2) -+ Za(v +2)],

(dv)? (dv)? dv
A 1 13 d
R4 = g (b4 + 5b§) + 2b3b1 |:Zl(V + 3) — E + E}
d? 11\ d 11 38
+6b7by [W + 2 (Zl(u +3) — F) T Zy(v+3) — 5 Zi(v+3)+ 3]
4 d* . d? : & 5 d 7

The representation (13) of the SIET?H)(QQ) corrections as R,,-operators is very important
to use. This will make it possible to present high-order results for the (1/L-expansion of)
the analytic couplant in a similar way.

We would like to note that, using quite complicated forms for the powers of couplant
[agﬂ)(@?)]y and for the coefficients k,,(v), shown in Appendix B, we have got a rather

compact form for the derivatives a’ ™ (Q?).

IV. MINIMAL ANALYTIC COUPLING

There are several ways to obtain analytical versions of the strong couplant a, (see, e.g."?).
Here we will follow MA approach®® as discussed in Introduction. To the fractional case, the
MA approach was generalized by Bakulev, Mikhailov and Stefanis (hereinafter referred to

9-11

as the BMS approach), which was presented in three famous papers (see also a previous

13,14

paper'?, the reviews and Mathematica package in”).

We first show the leading order BMS results, and later we will go beyond LO, following

our results for the usual strong couplant obtained in the previous section (see Eq. (13)).

A. LO

The LO minimal analytic coupling A&Z&,V have the form”

v Lil_V(Z()) . 1 Lil_V(ZO) o 1

(1) _ (@
AMA,V,O(Q2) - (au,O(Q2)> P(V) - LS F(l/) - LS

where




is the Polylogarithmic function. For the cases v = 0.5,1, 1.5, A&}IL’V’O(QQ) is shown in Fig.

2. 6 Tt is clearly seen that Al(\/II)A,V,O(QQ — 0) agree with its asymptotic values:

0 when v > 1,

1 when v =1,

Aftao(@* = 0) =

oo when v <1,
obtained in Ref.?%.
For v = 1 we recover the famous Shirkov-Solovtsov result®?®:

20 1

Aftro(@) = Ay L1 0(Q%) = al(Q?) -

since

, 2
Ligp(z) = -

1—2’0:[4_0_1—20’

20

(18)

(19)

Note that the result (18) can be taken directly for the integral form (5), as it was in Ref.%".

—
L 1
L AN(IA,)\/,O

v=1.5

1j______——~

i

O L L L L L L L L L L L L L !
10720 1071° 10710 1075 1

FIG. 2: The results for A&L}V’O(QQ) with v = 0.5,1, 1.5.

6 Strictly speaking, the value of the parameter A is obtained by fitting experimental data. To obtain its

values within the framework of analytical QCD, it is necessary to fit experimental data for various processes

using, for example, formulas obtained in this paper that simplify the form of higher-order terms. This,

however, requires additional special research. Therefore, in this article we use the value Ay—3 obtained in

the framework of a conventional perturbative QCD.



B. Beyond LO

Following to the representation (15) for the LO analytic couplant, we consider the differ-
ence between the derivatives of usual and (minimal) analytic couplants, shown in Eq.(12)

and in
(=)™ d"Ama(@?)
n! (dL)y~

Anian1(@%) = (20)

respectively.
Using the results (13) by analogy with the usual couplant we have for the differences of

fractional derivatives of usual and analytic couplants

AT =ag - AL, (21)
the following results
< : : - (Li_y i1 (z)
A(H‘l) — A(l) CV+mR v—m-+1\~¢ 929
Vi Vi + mZZI m m F(l/ + m)_ 5 ( )

where the operators R; (i = 1,2,3,4) are shown above in Eq. (14). The relations (22) reflect
the fact that the MA procedure (15) and the operation d/(dv) commute.
Thus, to obtain (22) we propose that the form (13) for the usual couplant a, at high
orders is exactly applicable (exactly in the same way) also to the case of the (MA) couplant.
After some evaluations, we obtain the following expressions without operators

< (0 " " _ Li_y st (21)
AU — AW v4m N ( ZlopmmilE) 9
[ Z%) %) + mz_:l Om Rm(zl) F(V ‘l‘ m) ) ( 3)

Ri(z) = by [7}3 -1+ M—y,1(2)]7

Ry(z) = by + b7 [M—u—l,z(z) +2(ve — DM_y_11(2) + (e — 1)* — Cé],

b 11
Rg(Z) = 53 -+ 3b2b1 |:’)/E — g -+ MV2,1<Z):| + b? |:M1/2,3(Z) + 3(7E - 1) M*V*QQ(’Z)

+3(<7E —1)* - Cz) Moy21(2) + (78 = 1) ((vE —1)" - 3@) + 2@5},

_ 1 13
R4<Z> = g (b4 + 5b§) + 2b3b1 |"YE — E -+ M_V_371(Z):|
11 38 11
+6b2b? {7% - EVE — G+ 9 +2 (7}3 - F) M_,_31(2) + M—y—3,2(2)}
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+b} {M,,;,,A(z) +4(ye — 1) M_,_33(2) + 6<(ny —1)*— C2> M_,_32(2)

#4(( = D = 1? = 3G) +2G) Moy (2)

o = (0 = 1) = 6) + 800w~ 1)a + 3¢ - 661 (24)
and .
, B d , s 2" Infm Li, (%)
Llyvk(z)_(_l)kWLly(z)_; — M,x(2) = T (25)

We see that the W(v)-function and its derivatives have completely canceled out. Note that
another form for A m+1)(Q2) is given in Appendix C.

So, we have for MA analytic couplants Al\ﬂ?j the following expressions:

A Q%) = AL, (@) + Z Crmsm ) (Q?) (26)

where

~ Li —v\%;
AD, (@) = a (@) - M=)

P(y) -

) Lifqulfm(Zi)

(@) = 87(QY) = B(5) TR0 S (27)

and 8501 (Q?) are given in Eq. (13).

C. Thecasev=1

For the case v = 1, at LO we have Eq. (18) and above LO we can apply above results
(26) - (27) to the case v = 1:

7+1 T(i+1 m-+1
ATI@Q?) = ALY (@Q%) = A (@Y + Z Sy (@ (28)

where (according to (18))

A (%) =l Q%) — Lig(2) = al)(Q%) — Lig(z),
S (Q2) = S (QP) — B () HomlE) _ 5men g2y

m!

Pm,l(zi)

- (29)
and P, 1(z;) are given in Eqgs. (C2) and (C3) at v = 1 and also

2(1+ 4z + 2?)
(I—2)t

z z2(1+ 2)
T e

11

Li_i(z) = Li_3(2) =



(14 2)(1+ 10z + 2?)

Li,4(2> =

(1-2)°

(30)

The results (29) and (30) can be used for phenomenological studies beyond LO in the

framework of the minimal

D. Discussions

analytic QCD.
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FIG. 3: The results for Al(\f;‘l’l),:l’i(QQ) and (Azfz‘g)2 (vertical lines) with i = 0,2, 4.
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FIG. 4: The results
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for A&EZZU(Q% (1 =0,1,2) but with the logarithmic scale.

From Figs. 3 and 4 we can see differences between Al(\fx,),:l’i(Qz) with i = 0, 2,4, which

are rather small and have nonzero values around the position @* = A?. Similar situation

12
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FIG. 5: The results for Aiﬂl,i:oa,i(@) and Al(\jl—i/_kl,z)le.5,i(Q2) with ¢ = 0,1, 2.
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FIG. 6: The results for Al(vl[LVZLO(QQ), AﬁLV:Ll(QZ) and 51(\/2[3&711:171(622).

exists also at the cases v = 0.5 and v = 1.5 (see Fig. 5). In Fig. 3 the values of (A/=%)2
(1=0,2,4) are shown by vertical lines (as in Fig. 1).

Figs. 6, 7 and 8 show the results for Al(\/ll?A,u,O(Q2) and A§/212A7V71(Q2) and their difference
51(\/3%1(622), which is essentially less then the couplants theirselves. This is shown for three
different v-values: 0.5,1,1,5. From Figs. 5, 7 and 8 it is clear that for Q* — 0 the
asymptotic behaviors of Al(vl[)AWp(QQ), Al(\/ZILV’l(QQ) and Al(\i)A%Q(Q2) coincide (and are equal
to those considered in (17)), i.e. the differences 51(\2*7%1,1(@2 — 0) and (51(\?[%7V:172(Q2 —
0) are negligible. Also Fig. 9 shows the differences (5&2}321,1(622) (i > 2) essentially less

then 5ﬁ£7U:1’1(Q2). From Fig. 10 we can see a similar property for (51(@;2:1.571(Q2) and

13
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FIG. 7: The results for Al(vl[;’l/:m’o(Q%, Aﬁkl[:m’l(Q% and 51(\/?3&1/:1.5’1(622).
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FIG. 8 The results for A&QWZO@O(Q?), Aﬁgyzw(Q?) and 5@,”:0.5,1
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(@)

Thus, we can conclude that contrary to the case of the usual couplant, considered in

Fig.

(i+1)

1, the 1/L-expansion of the MA couplant is very good approximation at any Q2

values. Moreover, the differences between Ay, 7 ;(Q*) and Al(\/l[L7U:170(Q2) are small. So,

the expansions of Al(\?;l),:l

very good approximations

W1

. Also the approximation

A (@) = Ay o (kiQ2), (1 =1,2),

introduced in"3%

6(i+1)

and used in?®

% is very convenient, too.

(Q*) i > 1 through the one Al(vl[)A,V:LO(QZ) done in Refs.” ! are

(31)

Indeed, since the corrections

Ma—1:(@%) are very small, then for example from Eq. (29) one can see that the MA

14



0.08 -+
N5
0.06|- —— ]
I 3 ]
1,3
] 2 ]
0.04 - 1,2 |
0.02 .
M. [ I p——— LZIG.e_\LZJi
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

FIG. 9: The results for 0{;%')_, [(Q%) with i = 1,2,3, 4.
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FIG. 10: The results for 8\yh)_ 5 :(Q?) with i = 1,2.

couplants Al(\j[—zl,z)/:l,i(Q2) are very similar to the LO ones taken with the corresponding A,;.

V. MA COUPLING: THE FORM IS CONVENIENT FOR Q? ~ A? .

The results (23) for analytic couplant is very convenient at the range at large and at small
Q? values. For Q? ~ A? the both parts, the standard strong couplant and the additional
term, have singularities, which are cancelled in its sum. So, some numerical applications of
the results (23) can be complicated. So, here we present another form, which is very useful
at Q% ~ A? and can be used also for any Q? values, excepting the ranges of very large and

very small Q% values. As in the previous section, we will present firstly LO results taken

15



from® and later to extend them beyond LO.

A. LO

The LO minimal analytic coupling AI(VIIZW(QQ)("’8 have also the another form’

1 = —L)"
A0(@ R ] (32)
r=0
where Euler functions ((v) are
— 1
_ — Lij(z=1
) =3 5 =Tl =1) (33)

The result (32) has been obtained in Ref.” considering the property of the Lerch function,
which can be considered as a generalization of Polylogarithms (16). The form (32) is very
convenient at low L values, t.e. at Q2 ~ A%. Moreover, we can use the relation between

((1—=v—r)and ((v+r) functions

Sin [g

2I'(v + 1)

C(l —v- T) - (27-[-)1/—1—1“

(1—V—T)] C(v+r) (34)

For v =1 we have

A (L) Ec

with

and B,; are Bernoulli numbers.
Using the properties of Bernoulli numbers (42, is Kronecker symbol), we have for even

r = 2m and for odd r = 1 + 2] values

C(=2m) = = C(=(1+20) = =50 (37)

Thus, we have for A{}}, (Q?) the following results

1 B —L)#+! 1 X, By, (—L)*1
(1) 2 - 2(1+1) _ = 2s \—4H)
Avia (@) T2 <1+'§: l+1 2z+-) ) 2 (1+'§; s (2s—1)! )" (38)

with s =1+ 1.
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B. Beyond LO

Now we consider the derivatives of (minimal) analytic couplants AM A» shown in Eq.(20),

as in Eq. (26), i.e

1\7;1—1:1111(@2) ~MA 1/1 Q2 + Z Cy+m61\/ﬁ+z})z(Q2)

m=1
where Al(\/l[)A,u,i = Al(v&,,j is given above in (32) with L — L; and

m+1) 2 (1)
MA I/’L(Q ) MA,I/-l—m,i )

where operators R, are given above in (14).

After come calculations we have

Sl (@) =

o L r
DN
y—l—m 7!

r=0

where (in an agreement with (24) and (C3))
Fa(v+1) = b (3 = DG(=v = 1) + Gi(—v = 1)].
Ro(v 4+ 1) = bol(—v — 1 — 1) + [gz(—y 1) 420 — DG (v — 7 — 1)
+[(m = 1) = GJ¢(-v —r = 1),
11

Ry(v+7r) = %g(—y — 7 —2) + 3bsby {(VE - E)C(_V —r—=2)+G(-v—1r— 2)}

#1824 30w~ DG =7 = 2) +3[00m - 1~ ] v - 1 -
+[(e - 1)((% — 1) - 3C2> +2G] (v —r — 2)]»
Ry(v+r)= % (ba+ 5b3) ((—v —r — 3) + 2bsb {('VE - %)((—V —r—23)

11 38

+G(—v—r— 3)} + 6byb? [(72 —3E = Co+ 9 )C(—y —r—23)

+2 (W - %) (v =1 —3) + o — 1 — 3)]

+by [44(—V =7 =3)+4(e — 1) G(-r =71 =3) + 6((%: —-1)? - @) Go(—v —1 —3)

+4((e = 1) (e = 12 = 3G2) +2G) Gu(—v =7 = 3)
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(40)

(41)



0 = 02 = 10 = 660) + 800 — D+ 3¢ — 06 (v -r=3)| (42

and

= In"m
n = L‘V’n = 1 = . 43
) = e = 1) = 32 505 (43)

Strictly speaking, the series representation (43) for the functions (,(—m — v —r — k) is
not a good definition for large r values and we can replace them by (,(m + v+ r + k) using

the result (34). However, the results are long and presented in Appendix D.

C. Thecasev=1

For the case v = 1 we immediately have

AD(Q?) = ) + Z DI (44)
m m - Lz "
(L) = 3 (@) —% S it ) (45)
r=0 :

where Al(vl[)A’i(Qz) is given above in (35) (with the replacement (L — L;) and the coefficients
R,.(1 4 7) can be found in (42) when v = 1.

The results (45) can be expressed in terms of the functions (,(m + v +r + k). Using the
results in Appendix D and taking the even part (r = 2m) and the odd part (r = 2s — 1)

(see equation (D2)), we have

51(\/?1)&k<@2) - (2721)2 [Z(2m+ D(=1)"Q1a(2m + 2)L7™ — WZ 1)*Qup(2s + 1) L3

m=0
ONhR(@QY) = — (2i)3 lw (2m + 1) (m + 1)(=1)"Qq(2m + 3) L2™
m=0
+2 Z (25 + 1)(—1)°Q24(2s + 2)L25 1]
5&3&&(@2) = _ﬁ [Z(Qm + 1)(m+1)(2m + 3)(—1)"Q3.(2m + 4)[2%7”
m=0

=D 5(2s +1)(s + 1)(=1)"Qan(25 + 3)&“1 ,

s=1

S (@Y = s [w > @m+ 1) (m + 1)(2m + 3)(m + 2)(—1)"Qup(2m + 5) L™

m=0
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12 i $(25 +1)(s +1)(25 4 3)(—1)*Qua(25 + 4) L2371, (46)

where
b=t (a7)
and the function @,,, and @,,;, are given in Appendix D.
At the point L, = 0, i.e. Q* = A, we have
1 2 b
A = 2 0 = 27 Q1a(2) = —2—;2 <C1(2) + ZC(Z)),
b?
0 = — s Wld) = 123 (GB) + (21 1E)),
W___2 1 _bs
0 = — g a0 = g 3G 4) +16() = S¢()
witfa+s (1-2) e+ (32 -s-2- )
) 1 3
+ <z3 — 21 —20+5 +T> 4(4)}],
50 = T Qu(5) = — 2 [3b1ba(G5) + (L= 1)) — 2¢(6)
s (2m)p gt |7 4 2
2
+b§{§3(5) +3 (l = %) G(5) +3 (P - % = 411 = %) G(5)
13 3 2
+(l3_ﬁz2_1l+1+z> C(5)}], (48)
where (i (v) are given in Eq. (43) and
| = In(2n). (49)

VI. INTEGRAL REPRESENTATIONS FOR MINIMAL ANALYTIC COUPLING

As already discussed in Introduction, the MA couplant Al(vl[)A(QQ) is constructed as follows:
the LO spectral function is taken directly from perturbation theory but the MA couplant
AI(\}[)A(QQ) itself was built using the correct integration counter. Thus, at LO, the MA couplant
Al(vl[)A(Qz) obeys Eq. (5) presented in Introduction.
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For the v-derivative of A\ (Q?), i.e. 1211(\/1[3%7,}(@2), there is the following equation®!:

0 oy D [T ds ay
AMA,V(Q ) - P(V) /0' S ( )L 1— 1/( )7 (50)

where TI()P(S) is the LO spectral function defined in Eq. (6) and Li;_,(—sz) is the Polyloga-
rithmic function presented in (16).
Beyond LO, Eq. (50) can be extended in two ways, which will be shown in following

subsections.

A. Modification of spectral functions

The first possibility to extend the result (50) beyond LO is related to the modification of

the spectral function. The extension is simple and the final result looks like this:

; (=1) [ ds g
K@) =17 [ S @ (s, 61)
i.e. it is similar to (50) with the replacement the LO spectral function r V(s) by i + 1-order
one r(zﬂ)( ):
o (s) =75 (5) + D 0 (s) (52)
and (see’®!)
y=tns, )= g 6000 = o [0 + (7~ 0 alu)]
) pt yg + 7T2 ) T (y + 7T2) )
3) bt 2 o b 2 42
6" (y) = (RS By —m ){E + AW (Aly) —1) =7 fy) - 1}

—y(y* = 37°) fo(y) (21 (y) — 1)] :

5900) = i [0~ 7 R B B0) - 0) + 3 () — 72 0)
whi) (2-35) +3 (3 - 1)} + 1w = 02 = 7] )
(w130 = 37200 + 50 - 335 + 2}

- m [(5y4 — 1072 + 7 {0 Faly) — 3630 (1+ fi(y)

20w -7 H]) ~ b (é +2f; (y)) + %(m +5%) }
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—y(y4 - 107T2y2 + 57T4)f2(y){bé11 Fy(y) + 35352 (4f1 (y) — 1) - 2b1b3}1 , (53)

with
fily) = 5 W + 7). foly) = — ~ aretan () (54)

and

Fily) = ¢ +4A0) — 2 (F0) - £0) 1) (76) - 35 0)

6
+(fi(y) — 67 f2 () f3 (y) + 7" f3 (),
Fy(y) =4—3fi(y) — ? Bfiy) = f3(y) +4h@) (Ffly) == fF5@) . (55)

For the couplant itself, we have

oo ds rgtﬂ)(s)

G+ 1) (56)

7 1 _ 1+1
AT = A @) = [
Numerical evaluations of the integrals in (58) can be done following to discussions in

Section 4 in Ref.°.

B. Modification of Polylogaritms

Beyond LO, the results (50) can be extended also by using the R,, operators shown in
(14). This is the path already used in Sections 4 and 5 to obtain other Al(\ﬂliz(QQ) results.

Here, the application of the operators R,, for Eq. (50) leads to the following result:
% dS A (2
A = [ Sieas, (57
0

where the results for A(VZ;H) can be found in Eqgs. (22), (23), (24) and also in Egs. (C1)-(C3).
For MA couplant itself, we have beyond LO

% % oo ds A (2
ALD@) = AL @) = [ SReA, (58)
0

where the results for A(Jill)z are given in Eq. (C1) with v =1, i.e.

"\ Bi(z)
A z—i—l A(l m 1 zz o A(l) m,1\~1
1,2 + Z 1,3 + mzﬂ m! ) (59)

where A?Z = Ligp(2;) and P, 1(%;) are given in Eq. (C2).
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FIG. 11: The results for Al(vl&,y:w (Q?) with Agzs. The Polylogarithm-like, zeta-like and integral

(51) forms have been used.
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FIG. 12: Same as in Fig.(11) but for larger Q? values.
C. Discussions

On Figs. 11, 12, 13 and 14 the results (28) (we call this “Polylogarithm-like”), the results
(44) (we call this “Zeta-like”) and the results (51) (we call them “integral forms”) are shown.
From Figs. 11 and 12 we see that at 0.02 GeV? < Q? < 9 GeV? all results are very close to
each other and are indistinguishable. So, all the results are indeed the same, as they should
be.

Note, however, that the ”Polylogarithm-like” results (see, for example, Eq. (28)) consist

of two parts, each of which is singular at the point Q*> = A?. The level of singularities
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FIG. 13: The results for ASQ,V:LQ(Q% with A%‘:s' The Polylogarithm-like, zeta-like and integral

forms have been used.
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FIG. 14: The results for A$L7V:1’4(Q2) with A{zg. The Polylogarith-like, zeta-like and integral

forms have been used.

increases with the order of the perturbation theory. So that in the “Polylogarithmic-like”
case the resulting curves in Figs. 11, 12, 13 and 14 in Q? = A?, were continuous at the point

Q* = A2

7

we should expand each part as Q? — A? to cancel all singularities coming from
both parts.

Results (44), (45) are poorly applicable for Q* — 0 and Q* — oo, as they should be,
because we actually use only a finite number of terms (r < 100) on the right-hand side
of (44). However, the results of (44)-(46) are very good for @ intermediate values: 0.1

GeV? < Q% < 10 GeV?2. Increasing the value of r leads to an expansion of the Q? range,
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where the results (44), (45) are applicable.

Since all the results presented in Fig. 11, 12, 13 and 14 are indeed the same, for applica-
tions we can use the one that is most convenient in each particular case.

Our paper is quite long, as it contains many formulas. Thus, we will postpone the main
applications of the formulas for our future publications (see the discussion in the conclusion).
Here we will consider only one application: we will study the Bjorken sum rule. © We will

follow previous research in Refs.?"**42™7 (see also the Charter IV.8 in Ref.?°).

VII. BJORKEN SUM RULE

The polarized Bjorken sum rule is defined as the difference between proton and neutron

polarized structure function g; integrated over the whole x interval
1
Q) = [ de e @) - (e Q). (60)

Based on the various measurements of these structure functions, the inelastic part of the

1,inel.

(0.054 GeV? < Q? < 5 GeV?).

above quantity, T'*.", (Q?), has been extracted at various values of squared momenta Q?

Theoretically, the quantity can be written in the Operator Product Expansion form

Q) = |2

é (1 - Dgs(Q?)) + Z /%521 ; (61)

where |ga/gy|=1.2723 £ 0.0023 is the ratio of the nucleon axial charge, (1 — Dpg(Q?)) is the

perturbation expansion for the leading-twist contribution, and po;/Q*~2 is the higher-twist

contributions.
The twist-four term?®* can be expressed at LO 8 as’®*® (see discussions in Ref.*):
(@) = i@h) [ED - 2 (62)
as(Q3)] 980

which is modified in the MA case as (see’")

AW 2
(@) = (@) Dia @)

| (63)
Ak ,.0(Q3)

7 The applicability of the MA approach for the Bjorken sum rule has been studied in Refs.?7:38:44746

8 For the power-like corrections we restrict ourselves by LO approximation.
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Since we will consider very low Q? values, the above representation (61) of the higher-
twist contributions are not so convenient and it is better to use so-called its “massive”

counter-part (following to Ref.”"):

g_;‘ L1 - Dus(@?) + =1 (64)

1
T (Q*) = 7

where the values of ji and M? has been fitted in the papers®>*0

in the different types of
models for analytic QCD.

The perturbative part has the following form

1 4 S
Dps(Q?) = — a, (1 + dya, + dpa? + dsa?) = — (al + dyds + dodiy + czga4) . (65)
Bo Bo
where
_ . _ 5 5,
di=di, dy=dy—budy, ds = dy— Sbidy + (35— o) di. (66)

Eq. (65) contains two expansions: one in powers of the strong coupling as and the other in
fractional derivatives a; defined in Section III. The coefficients d; in front of the couplants
a; are obtained from the coefficients d; by expanding the powers of usual strong couplant a,
through the ones a; (see Appendix B).

For f = 3 case, we have
dy =159, dy =251, d3=10.58. (67)

In the MA model, the perturbative part in the first (k = 1), the second (k = 2), third
(k = 3) and the forth (k = 4) orders of perturbation theory has the following form

k

4 ~ ~

Dranrs(@Q) = 5 (ki + D s Al i) (68)
m=2

Moreover, from?® it is possible tom see that in (64)

M? =0.439, jiy = —0.082. (69)

A. Discussions

The results of calculations are shown in Figs. 15 and 16. Here we use the Q-independent
M and fi4 values taken from (69) and the twist-two parts shown in Eqgs. (65) and (68) for

the cases of usual perturbation theory and APT, respectively.
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FIG. 15: The results for I} "(Q?) in the first four orders of perturbation theory with the “massive”

twist-four term (64).
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FIG. 16: Same as in Fig. (15) but in analytic theory.

As can be seen in Fig. 15, results obtained using usual couplants are good only at LO
and deteriorate as the order of perturbation theory increases. The good agreement at LO
is due to the use of App, which is small (see (11)), and therefore the investigated range
of @? is higher than A? . Visually, the results are close to those obtained in ref.*®, where
the twist-four form (62) has been used. Thus, the usage of the “massive” twist-four form
(64) does not improve the results, since at Q* — A? usual couplants become to be singular,
that leads to large and negative results for the twist-two part (65). With increasing the
perturbation theory order usual couplants become to be singular at larger Q? values (see

Fig. 1) and the Bjorken sum rule tends to negative values with increasing values of Q2.
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Thus, the discrepancy between theory and experiment increases with the increase in the
order of the perturbation theory.

In the case of using MA couplants, our results are close to those obtained in Ref.*®, which
is not surprising, since we used the parameters (69) obtained in’®. Moreover, we see that the
results based on different orders of perturbation theory are close to each other, in contrast
to the case of using the usual couplants.

So, we see that our results for I}""(Q?) in the framework of usual and MA strong cou-
plants are very similar to ones, obtained*® and***%, respectively. In future we plan to extend
our present investigations for other (non-minimal) versions of analytic couplants (see®!:*?

and will study for the Bjorken sum rule I'{""(Q?) in the framework of these versions.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have considered 1/L-expansions of v-derivatives of the strong couplant
as expressed as combinations of operators R, (14) applied to the LO couplant agl). Ap-
plying the same operators to the v-derivatives of the LO MA couplant Al(\&, we obtained
four different representations for the v-derivatives of the MA couplants, i.e. fll(\j[)A’y, in each
i-order of perturbation theory: one form contains a combination of Polylogariths; the other
contains an expansion of the generalized Euler (-function, and the third is based on disper-
sion integrals containing the L.O spectral function. We also obtained a fourth representation
based on the dispersion integral containing the i-order spectral function. All results are
presented up to the 5th order of perturbation theory, where the corresponding coefficients
of the QCD B-function are well known (see®*).

The high-order corrections are negligible in the Q? — 0 and Q* — oo asymptotics and
are nonzero in the vicinity of the point Q? = A% Thus, in fact, they are really only small
corrections to the LO MA couplant Al(\/l[LV(QZ). This proves the possibility of expansions of
high-order couplants Al(\f[)AW(QQ) via the LO couplants Al(v&’y(Q2), which was done in Ref.'!,
as well as the possibility of various approximations used in?*373%44,

As can be clearly seen, all our results (up to the 5th order of perturbation theory) have
a compact form and do not contain complicated special functions, such as the Lambert -
function®, which already appears at the two-loop order as an exact solution to the usual

couplant and which was used to evaluate MA couplants in*’.
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As a example, we examined the Bjorken sum rule and obtained results similar to previous
studies in Refs.?"3%%277 because the high order corrections are small. The results based
on the usual perturbation theory do not not agree with the experimental data at Q? < 1.5
GeV2. APT in the minimal version leads to a good agreement with the experimental data
when we used the “massive” version (64) for high-twist contributions.

In the future, we plan to apply the obtained results to study the processes of deep-
inelastic scattering (DIS) at small Q? values. One of most important applications is fitting
experimental data for the DIS structure functions (SFs) Fy(z, Q%) and F3(z,Q?) (see, e.g.,
Refs.”* " and®®*? respectively). This is one of the main ways to define a,(My), the strong
couplant normalization. We plan to use (the v-derivatives of) the MA couplant A&)A7V(Q2) in
our approximations, which is indeed possible, because in the fittings we study the SF Mellin

6061 “and reconstruct SFs themselves at the end. This differs

moments (following Refs.
from the more popular approaches® based on numerical solutions of the Dokshitzer-Gribov-
Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) equations®. In the case of using the®®! approach, the
Q?-dependence of the SF moments is known exactly in analytical form (see, e.g.,%"): it can be
expressed in terms of v-derivatives A&)Avy(QZ), where the corresponding v-variable becomes
to be n-dependent (here n is the Mellin moment number), and the use of v-derivatives should
be crucial. Beyond LO, in order to obtain complete analytic results for Mellin moments, we
will use their analytic continuation®.

Note that after resumming for large values of the Bjorken variable x, the corresponding
twist-four corrections for the SF Fy(x, Q%) changed sign at large x (see®). Thus, unlike the
standard analyses performed in®’, in this case, when twist-four corrections change the sign,
part of the power-like terms can be absorbed by the difference between the ordinary and the
MA couplants, in the same way as this was done in the corresponding studies®”%®, conducted
for low z values in the framework of the so-called doubled asymptotic scaling approach®.

Moreover, as the next steps, we plan to include in consideration the high-order terms

10,11,36,70)

obtained in the case of other MA couplants (following to Refs. , as well as in case of

30,:31,33,51,52) " For non-minimal

non-minimal versions of analytic couplants (following to Refs.
versions of analytic couplants, integral representations (51) and (57) can be used. They, in
turn, show the importance of using v-derivatives of MA couplants. Indeed, in this case it
is necessary to work with the spectral functions of the couplant a,(Q?), and not with its

v-degree, the calculation of which requires a very complicated procedure (see®”).
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Appendix A: QCD [-function

The results for coefficients in expression (2) for QCD S-function are (see, e.g.*> )

2f 38f 2857 5033f 3252
=11-2L, g =102-2L
Bo 5 p1 =10 3 B = 12 + I
149753 1078361 65()8 50065 6472 1093 3
— ACH — e 2
° 356465 ( 62 " om 3) / ( 62 8l 3) / 729
8157455 621885 88209
bi=—f T G- ¢4 — 288090C;
_ (336460813 4811164 33935 [ 1358995 .
1944 g1 6 27 >
25960913 698531 10526, _ 381760 \ o
1944 g1 > 9 81
630559 48722 1618 460 , (1205 152 A
- - == S Al
( 5832 243 7 §5> / (2916 CS) / (A1)

Appendix B: Details of evaluation of the fractional derivatives

Taking the results (7) of the couplant as(Q?) we have the following results for the 1/L-

expansion of its v-powers:

(alh@) = £ (o@)" = (o)’ +25m @), (1=0.12.) (B

where Ly, is defined in Eq. (8) and

bivinL 1 v+1
nukz(Q2> = _1Lu—+1k7 55312(622) Lu+2 {b2 ( In® Ly, —In Ly, — 1) + 62} ’
k

1 +1)(v+2 2v 43 1
5;5?‘;3(@2):—[193‘(—(” )6(” )1n3Lk+ V2 1n2Lk+(u+1)1nLk—§>
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b
—3byby In Ly + 23

(QQ) Lyl+4 b ((V + 1)(1/2—22)@ +3) In* I, — % (1/2 Ay %) In® L,
v(v+2)

%L, +

In Lk

3v+5 31/+4>

6
+b§bz((”+2)2<”+3> In® Ly, — (v +2) ( lnLk—i—l) blb?’( —|—3)lnLk+é>

b 7\ by
+§ (V—Fg)‘i‘g

which is consistent with the expansions made in Refs.

, (B2)

9,10

The (v — 1)-derivative a,(Q?) is related with the v +1 (I =0,1,2,...) powers as follows

0,(Q%) = aZ(Q*)+ k1 ()" (Q*) +ha (v)al " *(Q) +hs (V)al Q%) +ha(v)al T (Q*) +0(al ™) |

(B3)
where (see™)
ky(v) = vby Bu(v), ka(v) = (v + 1) (bg By(v) + b; Bii(v )) ,
k() = L 1;@ +2) (bg Bs(v) + biby By o(v) + b; Biii(v )) ,
) = A D2+ <b4B4(y) 8 Baal) + 22 By 0)
+%b3 Buis(v) +b§BM,1,1(u)>, (B4)
with
Bi(v) = S1(v) — 1, Ba(v) = ﬁ Bua(v) = Zo(v + 1) — 25, (v) + 1
Bslv) = é B (u+1)1(u+2)’ Bia(v) = 251(”“”:%1+ wlr2 B %

B1,1,1<V) = Zg(V + 2) - 3ZQ(V + ].) + 351 (V) -

1 2 5 1 1 5
By(v) = — — Bao(v) = -
W =S i e Ly VTt t o T
6 4 1 113
Bis(v)=(1- Si(v+1 - - -2
13(v) ( (1/+2)(1/+3)) A s Sy S Ry
3(v + 1) 12 6 6
B - Zo(v +2 1) S+ 1) - ——
11,2(V) 13 2(v+2)+ (V+2 + o3 > 1(r+1) o1
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B 5 B 11 n 38
v+2 v+3 37
Biagi(v) = Zy(v+3) —4Z3(v +2) + 6Z2(v + 1) — 451 (v) + 1, (B5)

and

(v) = St(v) — 65%(v) S (v) 4 3S2(v) + 851 (v)Ss(v) — 6S4(v),

(v) = S7(v) = 355 (v)S1(v) + 285(v), Zy(v) = S}(v) — Sa(v),
Zi(v) =S (v) =V(1+v)+v8, So(v)=C -V (1+v),

(v)

V'(14+v), Si(v)=C— % (1 + ), (B6)

with Euler constant g and Euler functions (5, (3 and (4. The expression for Zj(v) with
arbitrary k can be found in**.

After some calculations, we have

1 i m
@Y = 7. @) =all@) +§ :cv+m5 (@Y, (B7)
0
where
~ 1
(m+1) o
5u,k (Q2) - Rm,k LZ+m (B8>
and

Ry =b [Zl(y) —In Lk], Roy = by + b2 [ln2 Li—2Z,(v+ 1) InLy + Zo(v + 1),

b 11
R37k = 53 + 3b2[)1 |:Z1(V -+ 2) - E —1In Lk:|

b [— In® Ly, + 32, (v + 2)In2 Ly, — 3Z(v + 2) In Ly + Zs(v + 2)} ,

1 13
R = 5 (ba -+ 563) + 2bsby [Zl(u +3) - = -l Lk}

11 11
602D, [1n2 Li—2 (Zl(y +3)— E) In Ly, + Zo(v+3) = — Za(v+3) + 38]

9
+b? [1114 Ly —4Z1(v 4 3)In® Ly, + 6Zy(v 4+ 3) In? Ly — 4Z3(v + 3) In Ly, + Zy(v + 3)1]39)

and C/™ is given in Eq. (13) and

- Z Wf, s T m(), Zo(v) =1, (B10)

Zi(v) = Z1(v) = 1, Zy(v) = Zo(v) — 22,(v) + 1, Zs(v) = Zs(v) — 3Zs(v) + 3Z1(v) —
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Zy(v) = Zy(v) — 4Z3(v) + 6Z5(v) — 42, (v) + 1, (B11)

where Z;(v) are defined in Eq. (B6).
It is convenient to introduce the operators R; (13), which can be obtained as R =
Rix(In Ly, — —d/(dv)). In this case, we proceed to the results (13) and (14) of the main

text.

Appendix C: Another form for the differences A(Hl)

We would like to note that the results (26) can be rewritten in the following way

(Z+1 — ~ Cl
I/’L I/’L _I_z:l m‘I“ I/ ( )

where
Pm,u(zi) = Em(zi) Lifuferl(zi) <C2)
and, thus,
P () =0 [(WE - 1>Li_l,(z) + Li_y,l(z)],
Py (2) = by Li_y_y(2) + b2 [Li,l,,m(z) + 20y — DLiy_1a(2)
(e =17 = &) Lina(2)].
Py (2) = Z;—gLi_V_g(z) + 3boby {(WE - %)Li_y_g(z) + Li_y_ll(z)}

b [Li_y_m(z) + 30y — 1) Li_y_aa(2) + 3(@E 12— gz) Liy 04(2)

#((0e = D = 12 - 36) + 26)Eizuale)|

1 . 13y . .
P47V(Z) = g (b4 + 5b§) LI,,,,3<Z) + 2b3b1 |:<"}/E — E)Llf,jfg(Z) + Llyg,l(Z)]

11 38

— 3 E = G+ 5 >L1 v3(2) +2 (VE - %) Li, 31(2) + Liu3,2(2)]

+6hyb? [@g

#08Licaa(2) 4 4005 — DL -2a(2) + (0~ 2 = G) Livaraa(2)

+4 (0 = D = 1) = 3G) +2G ) Tiy.1(2)

+{m = 1?0 = 1) = 66:) +8(3e — 1) + 363 — 6<4}Li_y_3<z>] : (C3)
where Li, (z) is defined in Eq. (25).
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Appendix D: Alternative form for the couplants AI\ZngZ)II(QQ)

Using the series representation (43), the functions ((n,—v —r — k) in (42) are not so
good defined at large r values and by ((n, v +r + k) and we will replace them the using the
result (34) as

Fv+r+1)

C(V o ,r> - 7T(27T)l/+1”

C(w+r+1), ((v+r+1)=sin [g(qur)} Cv+r+1). (DI)

After come calculations we have
o0

(m+1) 2) (v +r+m) (—Ly)"
MAyk(Q T(v +m) Z T(2m)rrr T Qu(v +1+m) o (D2)

r=

where

Quv+7r+1) =bi| A+l +r+ 1)+ G +r+1)),
Qz(y+r+2):bgf(u+r+2)+b§[§2(u+r+2)+221(y+r+1)§1(y+r+2)

+Zy(v+ 71+ 1)5(1/—1—7“4—2)},

Q3(1/+7"+3):%5(1/4—7”—1—3)—#—3()21)1 {(Sl(v+7’+2)——)(f(z/+r+3)+51(1/+r+3)
+b3[§ WHr+3)+321(v+7r+2) G+ +3) +3Z%w+r+2)G(v+1r+3)
+Zg(u+r+2)5(u+r+3)],

Qulv +7+4) :%(b4+5b§) §(V+r+4)—|—2b3b1[(51(y+r+3)——)f(u+r+4)

+51(y+7’+4)] + 6byb? (72(1/+7"+3)—%§1(1/+r+3) %)5(1/+7"—|—3)

+2 <S (V+7"+3)—E) Gv+r+4)+ G +r+4)

+b411{<~4(V+7’+4)+421(V—|—7”+3)<~3(V+?”+4)—{—622(1/—0—7”—1—3)62(1/4—1“—1—4)
F4Z3(v+ 1+ 3) G+ +4) + Zi(v +r +3) (v + 7+ 4)] (D3)

with (see also (B6)

Zu(v) = §,(v) — 65 (1)Sa(v) + 352(v) + 85,1 () Ss(v) — 6S4(v),

Z3(v) = S,(v) — 3S,(v)S1(v) +2S3(v), Zy(v) = ??(V) — Sy(v),
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Z1(v) = S1(v) = V(1 +v) +9e —In(27), S2(v) =G — V(1 +v),

S0) = Gt 3 W1 +), Siw) =G - V(14 0), (DY)

and (see also (B11))

() = Z1(v) = 1, Zy(v) = Zy(v) —2Z,(v) + 1, Zs(v) = Z3(v) — 3Z2(v) 4+ 3Z,(v) — 1,
Zy(v) = Z4(v) — 4Z3(v) + 6 Z5(v) — 4Z1(v) + 1. (D5)
Moreover we use here

. dr -
) = e C). (D6)

Using the definition of {(v) in (D1), we have

G(v+r+1)=sin [g(yqtr)} §1(1/—|—r+1)—|—zcos [g(y—l—r)] C(v+r+1),

2
EQ(V—i—r—i—l) = sin [g(yjhr)} ({g(u—l—r—l—l) — 7TZ2C(1/—|—7“—|—1))
+g cos [g(u—irr)] Gv+r+1),

fg(z/—i—r—i— 1) = sin [g(z/qu)} (Cg(u—l—'r—ir 1) — ST7T2§1(V—|—T+ 1))

+g coS [g(u—l—r)] <3C2(V—|—7‘+ 1) — 7r£<<u+r+ 1)) 3

Gv+r+1)=sin [g(u%—r)} (C4(V—|—7‘+1)—3T7T2C2(1/+r+1)+71r—2C(1/+r+1))

+g cos [g(y+r)] (4{3(1/+T +1)—m G +r+ 1)) ; (D7)

where (i (v) are given in Eq. (43) of the main text.

So, we can rewrite the results (D2) with

Qum(v+r+m)=sin [g(y+r+m—1)] Quma(v+7+m)
—l—g cos [g(u+r+m— 1)} Quo(v+1+m), (D8)

where

Qu(v+r+1) :bl[Zl(u—l—r)C(l/—i—r—i—l)+C1(1,y—|—7’+1) ,
Quv+r+1)=b(v+r+1),

Qua(V+14+2) =bol(v+71+2)+ b7 |G +r+2) +2Z(v+7+ )G (v +7+2)
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2

—|—(Zl(y+7"—l—1)—%) C(V+7“+2)},

Q2b<V+T+2):Qb%[zl(u—f—r—i—1)C<1/+7”+2)—|—C1(1/+7’+2)],

Qaa(v+1+3) = b—;((u—l—r—i—i’)) + 3baoby [(?1(u+r+2) — %)C(V—l—r—l—i’)) +§1(u+r+3)]

2

+b?{§3(”+7’+3)+321(’/+7”+2)C2(V+7‘+3)+3(52(V+r+2)—%) G471 +3)

2

+(Zg(u+r+2)—3%) C(V+T+3)}>

Qsp(v + 7 +3) = 3bob1C(v + 1 + 3) + 3b° [Q‘Q(u +r4+3)+2Z(v+r+2) G +7r+3)

2

+(Zg(y+r—l—2)—%> C(l/—l—r—i—?))],

Qua(v+71+4) = = (by +5b3) C(v + 1+ 4) + 2b3b, [(?1@ +7r+3)— E)c(u+r + 4)

6

Wl =

2

(72(1/—1—7“—1—3)—%gl(u+r+3)+§—ﬂ—)ﬁ(1/+r+3)

+G (v +r+ 4)] + 6bob} 5 "1

+2 (?l(u+r+3)—%) Qv +r+4)+Gv+r+4)

2

"‘bﬂ@(’/‘i‘r‘i“l)+4Z1(V+T+3)C3(V+r+4)+6(22(1/—1—7”—1-3)—%) Go(v+r+4)

2

+4 <23(V+7’+3)—3%> Gv+r+4)

4

+(Z4(V+T+3)—377T222(V—l—7’+3)+71r—6> ((u+r+4)},

Qu(v + 1+ 4) = 2b3b C(v + 1 + 4) + 120507 {(gl(u +7r+3)— %)C(qu” +4)

+§1(V+7‘+4)] +4b‘f{g3(u+r+4)+321(y+r+3) G471 +4)

2 2

+3 (Zg(u+r+3)—%) Gv+r+4)+ (Zg(u+r+3)—%) ((V+7"—|—4)]. (DY)
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