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A bstract
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1 Introduction

R ecently, there has been signi cant interest in deriving parton (quark and glion)
distrbution functions of hadrons by dynam ically evolving from very low resolution
scales , E]. T he basic idea is to utilize the fact that, at low resolution, hadrons
appear to be a collection of valence quarks. The details of the QCD dynam ics
allow one to generate the gluon and sea com ponents w hich are known to be present
at higher resolution scales. Such a program appears attractive since the input is
reasonably well de ned, and much of the work is entrusted to perturoative QCD

EQCD ).Compare this w ith conventional approaches w here one does not appealto
the valencelke structure of hadrons at low resolution and is therefore keft w ith the
task of constructing an input to the Q CD evolution which must be extracted from

the data, eg. see refs.[J].

In this note, we wish to em phasise that great care m ust be taken when using
PQCD evolution from low Q2 low resolution scales, and that previous attem pts are
seriously awed. In any perturbative calculation, one must be sure to sum all of
the relevant diagram s, and which class of diagram s is relevant depends upon the
kinem atic regin e under consideration. O ffen, it isnot su cient to work to leading
order in the coupling, s,because therem ay wellbe large logarithm ic factorspresent
which seem to destroy the usefiilness of ¢ as an expansion param eter. T he need to
sum an In nite subset of the perturbative expansion is quite com m only encountered
In pQ CD calculations, in particular when caloulating the dynam icalevolution ofthe
distrbution functions. W e rst willbre y review the traditional calculation of the
distrdoution functions, In particular for desply inelastic scattering @O IS) where the
spacelike virtuality of the photon ( d = Q?) provides the resolution scale.

In the parton m odel Where interparton correlations are negligbl) the factori-

sation of the D IS cross section Into a hard (perturbative) piece and a soft (non—



perturbative) piece is straightforward { B prken scaling is predicted. As is well
known, the viclation of scaling is a consequence of Q CD corrections to the basic
parton m odel. The naive O ( ¢) corrections to the basic parton m odel com e from
the diagram s of g.(l). However, a calculation of these diagram s reveals the pres—
ence of bgarithms I Q%= ?) ®r xed ), where the scale ? is introduced to
provide an nfra-red cuto . For large Q 2, the presence of tems O ( cInQ?) seem s
to destroy the validity of a perturbative expansion. Fortunately, we are abl to
sum up the In niy of diagram s which possess a logarithm foreach . In an axial
gauge, the contrdoutors to this sum are the ladderdiagram s, eg. see g.(2). W eare
able to relate the distrbution fiinctions at som e scale Q ? to their value at another
scale Q5. O ur gnorance regarding the soft physics is contained in the nput at Q2.
The choice of 0 f must be su ciently large to ensure the validity of the subsequent
evolution procedure. In the Janguage of the parton m odel, it is the D okshitzer, G ri-
bov, Lipatov, A ltarelliand Parisi O G LAP ) evolution equations which perform this
summ ation []. In tem s of the light-cone operator product expansion (OPE), this
sum m ation is perform ed via the renom alisation group equation, which relates the
W ilson coe cients at di erent valuesofQ ? (and hence them om ents ofthe structure
fiunctions) [].

O nem ight attem pt to start the pQ CD evolution from som e low resolution scale:
care must be taken. A s one moves to lower scalks, the pressnce of non—Jleading
logarithm ic term sw illbe £l m ore and m ore, asw illhigher+tw ist term s. E ventually,
asQ? ! 2., ,PQCD willbreakdown asam eaningfiilexpansion. In the lJanguage of
the O PE, the light-cone expansion becom es lessusefiilasQ ? falls, since the dom inant
contribution isno longeron the light cone. In the next section, we concentrate on the
parton m odel picture of pQ CD evolution and discuss how one expects the DGLAP

equations to fail at low Q2. W e discuss the m odi cations to DGLAP evolution



advocated by Barone, G enovese, N kolaev, P redazzi and Zakharov BGNPZ), who
clain to generate the parton content of hadrons by evolving from Q2 = 0 dl. we
conclude that signi cantly m ore work is needed before one can clain to have even
a reasonable phenom enologicalm odel of evolution from Q? = 0. W e also comm ent

on the procedure of G luck, Reya and Vogt (GRV ), who evolve from Q5 03 GeV?

g1.
2 QCD Evolution

Let us show how the sum m ation of leading logs is performm ed. C onsider the tree level
processshown In g.(1), where a quark from the parent hadron radiatesa realgluon.
A s is well known, one encounters singularities in the cross section which must be
regularised by taking Into acoount the virtual corrections of g.(1). The nalresult
is renom alisation schem e dependent, it is leads to a m odi ed quark distrbution

function given by:
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T he conventional blus prescription’ is used to describe the e ect of the virtual
graphs and the non—logarithm ic tem s are detem Ined in the m assive gluon reqular-
isation schem e. The quark m asses are neglected.

A s the gluon m ass vanishes, we have a logarithm ic divergence. This can be
absorbed into a rede nition of the mnput, ie. gy) ! q; ?) where 2 is some
factorisation scale. T he perturbative expansion isonly valid ifQ 2 issu ciently Jarge,

ie. it isusualto insist that Q 2 2cp - The presence of NQ * tem s indicates that



we should treat allterm swhich are O (( s nQ?)") on an equal ooting. They should
be summ ed to ensure sensble results. Perform ing this sum m ation, and neglcting

all those temm s which do not lie w ithin the LL approxin ation leads to the DGLAP

equations f1:
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T he splitting functions, P i, determ ine the probability for radiating a parton oftype

ifrom a parton oftype j. For the process we considered, the LL form forP is
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T he strong ordering of transverse m om enta is Inherent in these equations, and is
the approxin ation which resuls in selecting the nQ? term s which are essential for
large Q 2, ie.

ks ki )
is assum ed. If one calculates the solitting functions to lading order (LO ), then
one is selecting all tem s which have one logarithm foreach 4, this is the lading
logarithm ic (LL) approxin ation. A next-to-leading order (NLO ) calculation of the
solitting functions would result In the inclusion of the next-to—-Jdeading logarithm ic
(NLL) tem s, ie. thoss which are O ( n" lQZ). An exam plk ofa diagram which
contrbutes to the quark structure function in the NLL approxin ation is shown In

g.3).

It is clear that as Q2 falls, the DGLAP equations run into serious di culties.
BGNPZ attem pt to m odify the evolution, so that it rem ains nie allthe way down
toQ? = 0. Let usoutlne theirm odi cations. N ote that we do not sin ply reproduce
their prescription, rather we present i what we believe to be a m ore transparent

way.



By appealing to the work of G rdbov [4], they do not pem it the coupling to
become :n nite as Q2 ! 0. Rather, they introduce some low momentum scal
which causes the coupling to freeze at ow Q?2, ie. they replace the leading order

coupling w ith
4
oI (Q2+ k)= 2.p)°

The scalke k? is xed by the requirem ent that it Jeads to the experin entally cbserved

Q%) =
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pion-nuclkon totalcross section, ie. kg 044GeV .Inthiscase, = ramamnsanall
enough that perturoation theory m ay hopefully still apply.

T he inclusion of quark m asses is also necessary asQ? ! 0, as is the inclusion of
a gluion m ass Which serves the purpose of reqularizing the glion propagator, and
con ning the glions). These are physical m asses which detemm ine the scale 2 i
the n Q%= ?) factor. In this way, they avoid pushing the physics below 0cD
into the de nition of the input.

To sin plify things, it is assum ed that one need only consider the radiation of
gluons from quarks, ie. the splitting functions P4 and Py are neglected. This w ill
be valid providing the gluon distribution function is su ciently an all, which willbe
the case for nottooan allx.

Since partons which are radiated w ith very low transverse m om enta occupy a
large transverse region of con guration space, it is possble that interference temm s,
liketheonein g.(4)m aybeocom e in portant. To thisend BGNP Z introduce a factor
which is related to the two—quark form factor ofthe valencelike hadron. This factor
is very powerfiil in reqularizing the DG LAP kemelasQ? ! 0.

W ith the abovem odi cations and sim pli cations In m ind, the BGNP Z prescrip—

tion corresponds to using the follow ing evolution equations:
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The freezing of ¢ isunderstood to be operative and them odi ed splitting fiinctions
are:
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The ggN vertex fiinction is ntroduced to lncorporate destructive Interference tem s,
ie. Jong wavelength partons probe the colour singlet hadron and hence decoupl, i

is given by |
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where R 4, is the charge radius of the nuckeon ( 08 fm).
Evolution isperform ed using the above equations starting from Q2 = 0 assum ing
the nuclkon to consist of three valence quarks only, ie. their nput valence quark

distribution is detemm ined by the threequark light-cone wavefunction via
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They oconclude that their results are relatively Insensitive to the choice of wave-
finction, m aking both G aussian and dipole ansatze. C lkearly the attraction of this
approach is that the distribution functions appear to be totally calculable n pQ CD .
T he inherent dependence upon the nuclkon size is contained n the mitialwavefiinc-
tion, and is the only non-perturbative param eter needed.

0 foourse, rhigh enough Q 2, onem ust regain the traditionalD G LAP equations.
The P, and Py, splitting functions are tumed on at Q% = 0:5 GeV?, where they
expect the ggN vertex flinction to be close enough to unity and neglct of the quark

and glion m asses to be justi ed.



In the original paper, the QCD evolution is not presented In a way that is
quite so analogous to DG LAP evolution as the description above. U sing the above
description of the BGNPZ model, i becom es evident that a number of serious
problam s arise.

Inherent In the DG LAP approach, and the BGNPZ m odi cation, isthe assum p—
tion of strong ordering in transverse m om enta. There is no Jjusti cation in m aking
this assum ption ifQ? is an all, since the LL approxin ation is no longer a good one.
T he evolution kemel should depend upon the transverse m om entum ofthe radiating
parton, aswell as on the radiated parton.

An exam ple of an evolution equation which does not m ake the strong ordering
assum ption is the Balitsky, Fadin, Kuraev and Lipatov BFKL) equation, which
enables one to sum the diagram s relevant In the small x domain ofQCD ﬂ]. We
em phasise that the construction of an evolution equation necessitates that one is
ablk to: (1) classify the set of diagram s which need to be summ ed, and (2) derive
those diagram s using basic building blocks Wwhich detemm ine the evolution kemel).
TheBFK L equation is designed to operate in the am alkx region, and the presence of
large logarithm icterm s In 1=x Which can be classi ed) necessitates the construction
of an evolution equation which can be expected to sum the dom nant tem s In the

perturbative series. The BFK L equation has the structure:
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whereF (x;k?) m ust be integrated overk? to determ ine the glion structure fiinction.
Away from anall x, we expect the appropriate sst of evolution equations to be
of the fom :
z
Fibk®) =  dEdyK 5 &5 E39)F ;i 1) (14)
Since there are no large logarithm s to sum we have no idea which set of diagram s

ought to be considered in deriving the kemel. The BGNP Z prescription am ounts to



summ ing a rather arbitrary subset of diagram s, ie. at Jow Q2 there is no reason to
single out those diagram s which are within the LL approxin ation.

So, In the absence of any large logarithm ic factorswe are unable to single out any
particular subset of the perturbation series and have no realhope of constructing a
set of equations of the form determ ined in egn.(14). To be consistent therefore, we
ought to use ¢ as the expansion param eter. T he inclusion of the non-logarithm ic
term s (n eqn.(l) for exam ple) is now In perative, for they are no longer negligble
relative to the In Q2= ?) tem . Let usm ake this m ore explicit. Ignoring the factor
V (x;02%) (and the munning of ), the BGNPZ prescription gives, for the quark

distribution function, logarithm ic term s which are of the form
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as the argum ent of the solitting function tends to zero and one respectively. This is
a direct consequence ofassum Ing the strong ordering ofm om enta, ie. one integrates
the quark virtuality over the range 0 < kZ < Q*. The true lin its lead to a di erent
logarithm ic varation of the structure finction, as expressed n egqn.(1).

Thus for the BGNP Z prescrption to m ake any sense one should abandon the
strong ordering assum ption and keep alltem s In the splitting fnction calculations,
using ¢ asthe expansion param eter. W e no longerknow how to derive the evolution
kemel. It should be recognised that there exist large logarithm s in (1  x), which
should be summ ed In order to ensure sensble behaviourasx ! 1.

Com pounding the problam s further, shce 4 is so large we expect (so far un-
calculated) NLO ocontrbutions to be signi cant. This point was realised In the
sliohtly di erent case of LL and NLL evolution by GRV []. They em phasised the

In portance of considering NLL corrections when evolving from o’ 09.



A 11 our discussions so far have been con ned to lading-tw ist processes. T here
are also highertw ist H T ) contrdbutions ( g.(5)), which w illdepend upon them uli-
parton distribution fiinctions. There is no reason to neglect HT corrections at low
0?2, and it seem s reasonable to expect that their nclusion would Jead to an enhance—
m ent of them om entum carried by the u quarks relative to the d quarks w thin the
proton, (ie. uu pairs couple w ith spin-1, and ud pairsw ith soin-0 or spin-1, assum —
Ingaocompltely avor sym m etric quark distribution at som e scale, then highertw ist
corrections resut in a lifting ofthe degeneracy ofthe spin-1 and soin-0 statesw ithin
the proton. The higher level is the spin-1 state and it ollow s that the avor sym —
m etry is broken w ith u quarks carrying a larger fraction of the proton energy than
one m ght naively expect f]). Thus, even to rst order n ¢, the nclusion of HT
termm s seam s a necessary supplam ent to the BGNP Z approach.

W e have o0 far em phasised the technical di culties which one encounters when
attem pting to evolve from low Q2 (especially Q2 0). There is also a m ore fiin—
dam ental di culty, within themodi ed pQCD approach of BGNPZ, which is con—
cemed w ith the absence ofany dynam ical scale serving delineate asym ptotic freedom
from con nement. A s a clkar exam ple, consider the ©llow Ing discussion.

In the case of the photon structure function, it is reasonably well established by
experin ent that the photon (structure function) at low Q 2 ressmbles (that of) the

O (up to factorsof o, ) [@]. This leads to the vector m eson dom inance hypothesis.
P hysically, one can understand such an e ect iIn tem s of non-perturbative QCD . If
the photon radiatesa low pr ggpair then glion em ission is favoured by the largeness
ofthe coupling ( 4 (p% )) and the pairbind non-perturbatively to form a vectorm eson.
In the BGNP Z m ode], it isperfectly reasonable to em it a gluion from a valence quark
wih a low pr (ie. compared wih the pr of the gg pair discussed in the context

of the photon) . However, it is assum ed that no strong binding occurs subsequently



between the gluon and valence quark, which would appear to be in contradiction
w ith the existence of a vector m eson contribution to the photon structure function.

T he resolution of this paradox could be provided if one assum es that the non-
perturbative physics isadded, by hand, at the outset. It isunlkely thatthe BGNPZ
m odi ed perturbation theory, with non-perturoative physics added independently
is equivalent to traditional Q CD , where the onset of non-perturbative physics is
signalled as the dynam ical scale Q ? tends to ocp - W e point out that the work of
G rbov is intended to account for con nem ent within a Q CD —lkke framework { it is
not sin ply m anifest by freezing the coupling R1.

To conclude, ket us say a few words on the approach ofGRV Q]. Since they start
evolution at Q% ’ 4 ., , the LL approxination may well be useful. Indeed the
dom fnance of the lkading logarithm ic temm s is supported by the NLL calculation,
which @lthough seen to be signi cant) resuls in a sn all correction to the LL result
(for the structure function F,). However, the fact that the data seem to indicate
the onset of suppression due to the non-pertubative form factor

07
07y 2
rQ? ashigh as 1 GeV? is worrying, and m ay well signal the inportance of HT
e ectsbelow this Q ?. This should not be surprising, since a conservative choice for
2 would be 0:3 G eV? and the Regge intercept () is 1=2 for valence quarks, giving
a suppression factor of (@t least) 09 at Q2 = 1 GeV?, falling to (at least) 0.7 at
Q%= 03GevZ.

It m ay well be that the GRV approach is unreasonable ©rQ? < 1 Gev? and is
only designed to produce a structure fiinction which tsthedataatQ?’ 1 Gev?
(and hence beyond) . If this is the case then one is keft w ith one of two conclusions.
Firstly, it may be that, through a jidicious choice of (valencelke) nput, one is

able to t the high-Q ? data m ore-orJdess by accident (if this is the case no bene t

10



over m ore traditional structure function analyses can be claim ed). Secondly, given
the clear in portance of the orm factor suppression at low Q?, one must conclude
that the higher+tw ist tem s are e ectively decoupled from the leading-logarithm ic
Jleading-tw ist temm s, the origin of the de-coupling would then need to be explained.

Finall, although GRV clain to m ake serious sm alkx predictions we feel this
to be wholly unjusti ed. The presence of large logs In 1=x cannot be ignored in a
perturbative analysis and one m ust therefore use the BFK L equation W ith appro—
priate shadow ing corrections [[Q]). The an allx regin e of Q CD is a sub fct ofm uch

controversy, and we aw ai the data which will soon com e from HERA to clarify the

situation.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure 1 : Lowest order tree Jevel am plitudes which contrlbute to the quark-to—
quark splitting function, and the virtual graphs which reqularise the x ! 1 sihgu-

Jarities.

Figure 2 : A typical ladder graph, of the type that m ust be summ ed in the leading

log approxim ation.

Figure 3 : A typical contrlbution which must be considered in the next-to—-Jeading

log approxin ation.

Figure 4 : Interference term between gluon distrbbution function am plitudes. The

gluons originate from di erent quarks.

Figure 5 : H ighertw ist contrdbution, the calculation of which necessitates an un—

derstanding of the diquark distrbution function.

13



