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A bstract.

W e reevaluate a quark m odelprediction using the new Q CD evolution function calcu-

lated to the 3 loop order and conclude that this m odelcom pares favorably with the new

experim entalresults.
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From the sem i-leptonic decays ofbaryons the m atrix elem ent ofthe 
avour changing

partsofthe axialcurrensare fairly wellknown [1,2].The�rstEM C m easurem entsofthe

spin dependent proton structure function g
p

1
(x;Q 2) when integrated,gave inform ation of

the m atrix elem ent ofthe 
avour singlet partofthe axialcurrent between proton states.

The�rstexperim entalresults[3]

�p(Q
2)=

Z

dxg
p

1
(x;Q 2)= 0:126� 0:012(stat)� 0:026(syst); (1)

im plied that the m atrix elem ent ofthe 
avour singlet part ofthe axialcurrent between

proton stateswascom patiblewith zero within theerrorbars.Despitethelargeexperim en-

talerrors,som e m odels ofthe baryon structure would give results outside three standard

deviations ofthe m easured 
avor singlet m atrix elem ent value. Since this was an unex-

pected result,it generated a lot ofdiscussion,see a short review in Ref. [4],and forced

usto reconsiderourpresentm odelunderstanding ofthe baryonic structure.However,the

Skyrm ion m odelofRef.[5]and thechiralbag m odel[6]wasim m ediately recognized to give

resultsthatwaswithin one standard deviation ofthe m easured integraloverg
p

1(x;Q
2).

In the lasttwo yearsthere hasbeen a lotofnew im portantexperim entalresultscom -

ing from deep inelastic polarized lepton scattering both on polarized proton,deuteron and

helium targets[7,8,9,10]. Itisofinterestto see how wellthese early m odelcalculations

com pare with the new experim entswhen we also take into accountrecentprogressin the

calculation ofQ CD corrections. The spin structure function g
p

1
(x;Q 2)hasnow been m ea-

sured atquitesm allvaluesofx,and a sm ooth extrapolation to x= 0 1 givesa new valuefor

the integrated proton spin structurefunction �p(Q
2)at �Q 2 = 10 G eV 2=c2 [7].2

�p(Q
2)= 0:136� 0:011� 0:011 (3)

This value is larger but com patible with the earlier result,eq.(1). To com pare this new

value with m odelprediction,requiresa good knowledge ofQ CD radiative correctionsand

in particular the SU(3) 
avor singletQ CD evolution function,which,it was argued,m ay

strongly a�ectthe quark m odelpredictions[12]. Very recently thisevolution function has

been evaluated atthe3-loop level[13],and con�rm ed by Larin [14],who givesreferencesto

earlierworksand who also refersto the order�3 Q CD radiative correctionscalculations.

In the following we shallargue asifnatureisSU(3)
avoursym m etric,notbecausewe

believethattobean extrem ely good approxim ation,butbecausefrequently thisassum ption

isused in extracting m atrix elem entsofcurrentswith a de�nite
avourfrom theexperim en-

talsem i-leptonic decay data [1,2].Two m ain pointsare responsibleforthe presentm odel

understanding ofthe baryon structure �p(Q
2). The �rstis the role ofthe axialanom aly

which weshalldiscussin thechiralSU(3)lim it.Thesecond pointconcernsthebaryon wave

function itselfand whatwe can learn from theotherbaryon spin observables.

To discuss the �rstpoint we present our m odelpicture ofthe baryon structure. W e

shallassum e thatan e�ective Lorentz-scalarforce con�nesthe quarksto a �nite region in

1
See a recentdiscussion on thispointby Close and Roberts[11]

2
The SM Collaboration have also evalated a "world average" [7]atQ

2
= 10G eV

2
of

�p(10G eV
2
)= 0:142� 0:008� 0:011) (2)
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space (which weshalltake to bea sphericalcavity in therestsystem ofthebaryon)where

they interactthrough theexchangeofgluons.Asthevalencequarksareexcluded from the

Q CD vacuum outside the cavity,they willpolarize the region justoutside the cavity in qq

pairsin such a m annerthattheaxialcurrentcarried by thevalencequarksextendsinto the

Q CD vacuum surrounding thecavity by qq pairscarrying thequantum num bersJP = 0� ,

i.e.,thepairsarethee�ective G oldstone bosonsoftheQ CD vacuum .Forchiralsym m etry

to bea good sym m etry,itisnecessary (butnotsu�cent)thatthee�ectiveG oldstone�elds

in the Q CD vacuum couple to the axialcurrentsofthe quarksin the cavity such thatthe

axialcurrentiscontinuousin allspace.

In the chiralSU(3) lim it the valence quarks (u,d,s) in the cavity are m assless. The

pseudoscalar G oldstone bosons surrounding the quark con�nem ent region,i.e.,the pion,

the �8 and the kaon,are also m assless. (This naturally im ply that the qq content ofthe

proton is m ainly a large distance phenom enon.) O n the other hand,the 
avour singlet

pseudoscalar, the �0, is m assiv in the chirallim it due to the U(1) anom aly. It is this

consequence ofthe anom aly that we shallexplicitly use to illustrate how a polarised ss

cloud could existaround the "bare" nucleon (the nucleon’squark core),even ifthe "bare"

nucleon containsnostrangequarks.Toillustratethisweusethefollowingsim plisticpicture:

Suppose forthe sake ofargum entthatwe have a single con�ned u quark. Since we are in

the chirallim it the axialcurrent,which is carried by the u-quark inside the con�nem ent

cavity,has to be continued into the vacuum outside the cavity by m assless pseudoscalar

m esons,which would carry the
avourcontentofa uu state.Thisuu state can bewritten

in term sofstatesthathave wellde�ned transform ation propertiesunderSU(3)
avourat

the con�nem ent"surface" whereitchangesinto pseudoscalarm esons:

uu = 1=
p
2�0 + 1=

p
3�0+ 1=

p
6�8 (4)

Ifallpseudoscalarswere m assless,the ss content of�8 and �0 would canceltrivially,asis

im plied by this equality. However,the three pseudoscalar m esons have di�erent m asses,

and thereforetheirYukawa rangesbeyond thecavity surfacewillbedi�erent.Forexam ple,

even in the chiral lim it the heavy �0 (heavy due to the anom aly) and the m assless �8

would generate a strangenesscontentin the proton since the strength ofthe heavy �0�eld

would decay exponentially outsidethecon�nem ent"surface".Therefore,the"bare"nucleon

containing only nonstrangequarkshasacloud ofsslikestateseven in thechiralSU(3)lim it

asa consequence oftheU(1)anom aly.

The second im portant point in these considerations is as follows: If one wants to

com putem atrix elem entsofthe
avoursingletcurrent,thereisnoreason tohavecon�dence

in the results if the m odelis not giving correct results for the m atrix elem ents of the


avouroctetcurrentswhich areresponsibleforweak sem i-leptonicbaryon decays.From the

experiencewith theM IT bagm odel[15]weknow thatrelativisticquarksreducetheneutron

axialcharge gA from 5/3 towardsa m ore realistic value. In addition,itisnecessary to go

beyond the usualzero orderSU(6)-like baryon wave functionsofan additive quark m odel.

An additive quark m odelgives (in the chirallim it) for hyperon �-decays an am plitude

ratio,F/D = 2/3 like the non-relativistic quark m odel. The fallacy ofthe additive quark

m odelsbecom esapparentforthebaryon m agneticm om entswherethesequark m odelsgive

the wrong inequality,i.e.,forthe m easured m agnetic m om entsj�(� � )j> j�(�)j[2].These

"spin" problem sofF and D and ofthe baryon m agnetic m om entsare easily explained by

invokingthesam ee�ectivecolorm agneticspin-spin interaction thatgivethe"bare"nucleon
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-"bare"�m asssplitting[16,17,18].Thise�ectiveinteraction introducesdynam icspin-spin

correlationsin the baryon wave functionsthatnotonly resolvesthe F/D problem ,F=D �

0.57,i.e. < 2/3,butalso easily explainswhy j�(� � )j> j�(�)j. Thisspin-spin correlation

contributesto theneutron’sgA and isim portantforthe axial
avor-singletcharge [6,19].

As should be evident from the above discussion,to m ake a sound m odelprediction

for �p(Q
2) and �n(Q

2), it is necessary that the quark m odelreproduces the value for

gA (= 1:2573 � 0:0028) ofthe Bjorken sum rule as wellas other baryon spin observables.

Then onecan discussthem odelprediction forthe
avorsingletpartoftheintegrated proton

spin structure function and the so-called "spin content ofthe proton". To be spesi�c we

�rstde�netherelevant
avorSU(3)am plitudes[6,20].ForQ 2 ! 1

�p(Q
2
! 1 )= < p " j

X

i

1

2
�	 iq

2
i
5
3	 ijp "> =

1

6
[I0 + I8 + I3] (5)

where qi isthe charge ofthe i’th quark. The m atrix elem entofthe axialcurrentoperator

between proton stateson ther.h.s.ofeq.(5)isevaluated atQ 2 = 0.To m akecontactwith

theexperim entalresultofeq.(3)theaxialcurrentoperatoron therigth-hand-sideofeq.(5)

should be renorm alized atthe pointQ 2 = 10 G eV 2=c2. In eq.(5)the SU(3)
avorsinglet

am plitude is

I0 =

r

2

3
< p " j�	
 5
3�0	jp "> (6)

and the two 
avoroctetam plitudesare

I8 =
1

2
p
3
< p " j�	
 5
3�8	jp "> (7)

and

I3 =
1

2
< p " j�	
 5
3�3	jp "> (8)

where � are the usualG ell-M ann m atrices. In term softhe standard SU(3)am plitudesF

and D forthe baryon sem i-leptonic decays,the two 
avoroctetam plitudesare

I3 =
1

2
(F + D )and I8 =

1

2
(F � D =3).

Thecorrespondencebetween the Ii’sand the com m only used �q’sare:

�u = 1

2
I0 + I8 + I3,

�d = 1

2
I0 + I8 � I3,

�s= 1

2
I0 � 2I8 ,

and the "proton spin content" is:

�= �u + �d+ �s= 3

2
I0

Since the two am plitudes I3 and I8 are m atrix elem ents ofconserved currents in the

chiralSU(3) lim it,their values are independent ofthe renorm alization point. Therefore,

m odelsused to calculate F and D (I3 and I8)should have conserved axialoctet currents

in the chirallim it in order to be reliably used at the scale ofthe SM C experim ent. This

isa key requirem entin any m odelprediction ofthe "proton spin content",a requirem ent

which isnotsatis�ed by thenon-relativisticquark m odel,forexam ple.A concreteexam ple

of a m odelsatisfying the above condition is the chiralbag m odel, an extention of the
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M IT m odel. Calculations within this m odelare quite straigtforward,and give for m any

observablesexcellentinsightand estim atesoftherelevantphysicsinvolved.Thiswas(and

is) for us a valid reason for our use ofthis m odel. O ne ofthe serious drawback ofthis

and sim ilar m odels is the sharp con�nem ent"wall" (like a square wellpotential) and the

associated translationalinvariance problem .

Before presenting ourquark m odelresultsitisnecessary to outline the radiative Q CD

corrections to this sum rule and the possible renorm alization of the 
avor-singlet axial

current.Theproton sum ruleincluding the Q CD correctionsatthescale Q 2 have recently

been calculated at the 3-loop levelofperturbative Q CD (for references see [14],and the

laternextorderguestim atesofK ataev [21])and reads,

�p(Q
2)=

1

6
[1�

�(Q 2)

�
� 3:5833

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 2

� 20:2153

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 3

� 130

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 4

]

(I3 + I8)+

+
1

6
[1�

�(Q 2)

�
� 1:0959

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 2

� 3:7

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 3

]Y (�(� 2);�(Q 2))I0(�
2): (9)

Asdiscussed,thisexpression assum esthatthetwo 
avouroctetam plitudes,I3 and I8,are

independent ofthe scale. O n the other hand the scale dependence ofthe 
avour singlet

am plitude,I0(�
2),is m ade explicit in this equation. The e�ect ofthe anom alous dim en-

sions ofthe 
avor-singlet m atrix elem ents are taken care ofby the renorm alization group

(exponent)evolution function Y (�(� 2);�(Q 2)),which very recently hasbeen evaluated at

the 3-loop level(in thelowesttwistapproxim ation),e.g.[14],and reads

lnY (�(� 2);�(Q 2))=
2

�

Z
�(Q 2)

�(�2)

d�
0

nf � 
(1)
�0

�

�0 +
�1
4�
�0+

�2
(4�)2

(�0)2
: (10)

where
(1) = (1 - 71

12
)nf +

1

18
n2
f
and �0 = 11 -2 nf/3,�1 = 102 -38 nf/3,

and �2 =
2857

2
- 5033

18
nf +

325

54
n2
f
.Theintegrand isan increasing function of�0in theregion

wherethe form ula isvalid.

To de�ne the renorm alization group-invariant (i.e., convention independent) nucleon

m atrix elem entofthe singletaxialcurrent[14,23],we willwrite the evolution function as

a productY (�(� 2);�(Q 2))= Y (0;�(Q 2))Y (�(� 2);0).Then

�inv = exp

 

�
1

4�

Z �(�2)

0

d�0

(�0)

�(� 0)

!

�(� 2)= Y (�(� 2);0)�(� 2); (11)

and since�(Q 2)forQ 2 = 10 G eV 2=c2 issm all,wecan useeq.(10)and writetheexpansion

fornf = 3

Y (0;�(Q 2))� 1+ 0:66667
�(Q 2)

�
+ 1:213

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 2

+ � � � (12)
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Itthen followsthatthe Q CD correctionsforthe integrated spin-structure function are

contained in Q CD coe�cientsthatare convention independent[14,21]:

�p(Q
2)=

1

6
[1�

�(Q 2)

�
� 3:5833

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 2

� 20:2153

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 3

� 130

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 4

](I3 + I8)+

+
1

6
[1�

�(Q 2)

3�
� 0:549

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 2

� 2

 

�(Q 2)

�

! 3

]
2

3
�inv:(13)

In the following we shalldiscuss the in
uence ofthe 
avor singlet evolution function

on the sum rule in eq.(9)and how the 
avorsingletam plitude I0;m odel,eq.(6)(or�m odel)

calculated in theusualspectroscopicquark m odelswhich includequark con�nem ent,should

be included in the two expressions,eqs.(9) and (13). Two extrem e viewpoints regarding

thein
uenceofthe
avor-singletevolution function Y (�(� 2);�(Q 2))[12,22]and [23]were

discussed,and stillisa m atterofdebate.O neviewpointarguesthatitisnotinconceivable

thatnon-perturbative e�ectscould cause an evolution down to the very low spectroscopic

scale �2 such thatY (�(� 2);�(Q 2))isa very sm allnum ber,a num berwhich in itselfcould

explain the EM C result[12,22]. Thisscenario im pliesthatthe con�nem entquark m odel

calculation predictsthem atrix elem entofthe
avoursingletaxialcurrentI0(�
2)in eq.(9).

Furtherm ore,such an argum entwould lead to practically no constrainton a quark m odel

calculation ofI0. In one ofour previous works [20]we adopted this viewpoint,see e.g.

Refs.[12,24],and discussed the e�ects the known behaviourofthe renorm alization group

exponent could have on the "proton spin content". This contrasts with our originalatti-

tude[6]:usingm odelswith con�ned quarksto com putethem atrix elem entsappropriatefor

the Bjorken lim it,we com pute physicalobservable quantities,quantities which should be

independentoftherenorm alization pointand thereforeshould beidenti�ed with therenor-

m alization group invariantquantities[23]or�inv ofeq.(11).Thism eansonly perturbative

Q CD correctionsoutlined in eq.(13)should beincluded in the sum rule.Thereason being

thatany realistic quark con�nem entm odel(including chiralbag m odels)hasbuilt-in long

distance e�ects,m eaning softgluonic correctionsare to som e extentincluded in the quark

wave functionsofthese m odels. In addition,the chiralbag m odelalso includesthe "very

soft" e�ective m esonic m ediatorsofthe longestrange nuclearforces.Thesee�ective qq 0�

degreesoffreedom areim portantforunderstandingpropertiesofbaryons.Thisisofcourse

very di�erentfrom theparton m odelapproach wherein the�rstappoxim ation thevalence

quarksare freenon-interacting quarkswith no gluonic content.

Afterthesediscussionswecan presentsom enum ericalestim atesofwhatisexpected for

theterm Y (�(� 2);�(Q 2))I0(�
2)ofeq.(9)and com parewith the�m odelvaluecalculated in

thechiralbag m odelwherethepseudoscalarm esonsareexcluded from thebag.W eusethe

valuesforF and D ofthe chiralbag m odelcalculated in the chirallim it[20]including the

two-body m agnetic gluon exchange spin-spin correction: F = 0.455 and D = 0.795 (F=D

= 0.57).Thism eansthatin eq.(9)I3 + I8 = F + D /3 = 0.72.Asvaluesfor�(Q 2)weuse

theonescorrespondingto �= 240 M eV [25]thatrunswithin onestandard deviation ofdata
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from the Z0-m assto the �-m ass.Then we �nd using the experim entalvaluesofeq.(3):
3

Y (�(� 2);�(Q 2))I0(�
2)= 0:194� 0:073� 0:073: (14)

This result should be com pared with the direct calculation ofthe chiralbag,which gave

I0;m odel= 0.22[6],correspondingtoa"spin content"of�m odel= 0.33when thepseudoscalar

m esonswereexcluded from theinteriorofthebag.4 Early in thespin-crisesperiod [3],this

calculated value,�m odel= 0.33,wasconsidered tobetoolarge,which certainly,with thenew

experim entalresults[7]and the re�ned calculationsofthe radiative corrections,no longer

isthecase.ThelatestEllisand K arliner[26]analysisgives�(Q 2 = 10G eV 2)= 0:31� 0:07

(when highertwiste�ectsare ignored).SinceI0;m odel isvery close the the presentvalue of

eq.(14),thereisin thism odellittleroom forthescenariowith Y beingvery sm all.However,

asdiscussed above,sincethequarkwavefunction ofthechiralbagm odelcontainssoft-gluon

e�ects,we should and shallidentify � m odel = 0.33 with �inv ofeq.(13)when we calculate

�p(Q
2). The corresponding result for �n(Q

2) is obtained from the above by substituting

I8 � I3 = -0.53 for I8 + I3 = 0.72 in the sam e equation (13). In �gures1 and 2 we show

both them odelresultsusing eq.(13)and theexperim entaldata asa function of�(Q 2).W e

havenotincluded any correctionsfrom highertwiststhatwould in
uencetheresultsatlow

Q 2,the reason being that there is doubt both about the size as wellas the sign ofthese

corrections[27].Aswe can see,the m odelisgiving resultsthatare very satisfactory when

com pared with the experim entson both theproton and the neutron targets.

In thism odeltheso-called proton spin contenthasm any com ponents.O nethird com es

from thespin ofthethreevalencequarks,therem ainderoriginatesfrom theorbitalangular

m om entum (oftherelativisticquarks)and from thegluonicexchangesbetween thevalence

quarks which can be regarded as con�ned qq pairs [18]. Note that the U(1) anom aly is

essentialin reconciling the correctvaluesofF and D with a value of�� < 0:57. In term s

ofthe �q’sthem odelgives�u = 0:83,�d = � 0:42 and �s= � 0:08 asQ 2 ! 1 .

W e have also noted that a recent calculation by Narison,Shore and Veneziano based

on Q CD spectralsum rules give results [28]that are very sim ilar to the ones we have

presented.O urresultswerecalculated in thechirallim itforthethreequarkswhereSU (3)f

by de�nition isa good sym m etry group.W hen quarksand pseudoscalarm esonsare given

m asses (m u = m d � 10 M eV and m s � 200 M eV),SU (3)f is broken,then whatare the

changes? The neutralpion is fairly light but both � and �0 becom e heavy. Due to their

heavy m asses,the in
uence ofboth ofthe two pseudoscalar ss carrying m esons are then

suppressed.Thisleavesalm ostno hidden strangenessaround thenucleons,asshown in an

earliercalculation fornucleons[6]. However,the resultsfor�p;n(1 )hardly change atall!,

m eaning thechiralbag m odelwith broken SU (3)f sym m etry and alm ostno sscontentcan

describedata aswellastheSU (3)f sym m etricchiralbag m odelabove.From these results

it follows that the experim entaldata oftoday do not necessarily im ply that �s 6= 0 but

butcould justaswellm ean thatSU (3)f sym m etry isbroken.Thisspeci�cexam pleshould

underlinethefactthattheextraction of�sfrom thedata on thebasisofSU (3)f sym m etry

should betaken with som e caution.

3
Ifwe use the "word average" value

Y (�(�
2
);�(Q

2
))I0(�

2
)= 0:213� 0:053� 0:073:

4
In a version ofthe m odelwhere the pseudoscalar �eld is continuousthrough the bag surface (cloudy

bag),I0;cloudy = 0.38 corresponding to � cloudy = 0.57 [6],thesam e value asin the Ellisand Ja�e sum rule.
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W hen a m odelisable to reproduce pre-EM C data on static propertiesofthe baryons

such astheaxialcharge,coupling strength ofpionsto thebaryons,m agneticm om entsetc.,

and alsogivereasonable�tstotheSM C data[7]in anew dom ain when thee�ectoftheU(1)

anom aly on the �0m assistaken into account,there isa coherence thatgive uscon�dence

thatwe have som e understanding oftherudim entary aspectsofthe nucleon structure.

Correspondence with E.Reya are gratefully acknowledged. Thiswork issupported in

part by NSF grant no. PHYS-9310124, a NATO travelgrant and a grant from Norges

Forskningsr�ad.

9



R eferences

[1] J.M .G aillard and G .Sauvage,Annu.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci.,34 (1984)351.

[2] Particle Data G roup,Phys.Rev.,D50 (1994)1173.

[3] J.Ashm an etal.;EM C Coll.,Phys.LettersB206 (1988) 364 ;and Nucl.Phys.B328

(1989)1.

[4] E.Reya,SpringerLecture Notesin Physics426 (1994)175.

[5] S.Brodsky,J.Ellisand M .K arliner,Phys.LettersB206 (1988)309;

[6] H.H�gaasen and F.M yhrer,Phys.LettersB214 (1988)123.

[7] D.Adam setal.,the SM C collaboration,Phys.LettersB329 (1994)399.

[8] B.Adeva etal.,Phys.LettersB 302 (1993)533.

[9] P.L.Anthony etal.Phys.Rev.Lett.71 (1993)959.

[10] Y.Terrien,Talk at The XII International Sem inar on High Energy Physics

Problem s,Dubna,12-17 Septem ber1994.

[11] F.E.Close and R.G .Roberts,Phys.Lett.B336 (1994)257.

[12] R.L.Ja�e,Phys.LettersB193 (1987)101.

[13] E.B.Zijlstra and W .L.van Neerven,Leiden preprint,INLO -PUB-3/93,to be publ.in

Nucl.Phys.B417 (1994)61.

[14] S.A.Larin,CERN-TH.7208/94 (1994)preprint;Phys.LettersB334 (1994)192.

[15] T.DeG rand etal.,Phys.Rev.D12 (1975)2060 .

[16] K .Ushio and H.K onashi,Phys.Letters B135 (1984) 468; K .Ushio,Phys.Letters

B158(1985)71;Z.Phys.C30 (1986)115.

[17] K obzarev etal.,Yad.Fiz.43 (1986)1252 [Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.,43 (1986)803]

[18] H.H�gaasen and F.M yhrer,Phys.Rev.D37 (1988)1950.

[19] F.M yhrerand A.W .Thom as,Phys.Rev.D38 (1988)1633.

[20] H.H�gaasen and F.M yhrer,Z.Phys.C48 (1990)295.

[21] A.L.K ataev,CERN preprintCERN-TH 7333/94 (1994).

[22] R.L.Ja�e and A.M anohar,Nucl.Phys.B337 (1990)509.

[23] M .G l�uck and E.Reya,Z.Phys.C39 (1988)569.

[24] J.K unz,P.J.M uldersand S.Pollock,Phys.LettersB222 (1989)481.

[25] G .Altarelli,CERN-TH.7246/1994 (1994).

[26] J.Ellisand M .K arliner,CERN-Th 7324/94 (1994).

[27] Ji,and Unrau,Phys.LettersB333 (1994)228.

[28] S.Narison etal.,CERN-TH 7223/94 (1994).

10



1 Figure C aption

Figure 1: Com parison ofthe chiralbag m odelcalculation,eq.(13),with experim ental

data of�p(Q
2).System atic errors are heavy verticallines,statisticalerrors are

thin verticallines.Data areplotted forreasonable valuesof�(Q 2).

Figure 2: Sam e asFigure 1 butfor�n(Q
2).
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