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The recent m easurem ents ofthe deep-inelastic (DIS) structure function (SF) F2 by

the H 1 [1]and ZE US [2]collaborationsopen a new kinem aticalrange to study proton

structure.Thenew H E RA datashow thestrongincreaseofF2 withdecresingx.However,

thedata oftheN M C [3]and E 665 collaboration [4]atsm allx and sm allerQ 2 isin the

good agreem ent with the standard Pom eron or with the Donnachie-Landsho� picture

wherethePom eron intercept:�p = 1:08,isvery closetostandard one.Theinterpritation

of the fast changing of the intercept in the region of Q 2 between Q 2 = 1GeV 2 and

Q 2 = 10GeV 2 (see Fig.3 in [5])isyetabsent.There are the argum entsin favourofthat

isone intercept(see [6])orthe superposition oftwo di� erentPom eron trajectories,one

having an interceptof1:08 and theoneof1:5 (seeFig.4 in [5]).

The aim ofthisarticleisthe possible \solution" ofthisproblem in the fram ework of

Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DGLAP)equation [7].Itisgood known (see,

forexam ple,[8]),thatin the double-logarithm icalapproxim ation the DGLAP equation

solutionistheBesselfunction,orexp
q

�(Q 2)ln(1=x),where�(Q 2)isknownQ 2-dependent

function2.However,we willseek the \solution"3 ofDGLAP equation in the Reggeform

(we use the parton distributions(PD)m ultiplied by x and neglectthe nonsingletquark

distribution atsm allx):

fa(x;Q
2)� x

� � ~fa(x;Q
2); (a = q;g) (�p � 1+ �) (1)

where ~fa(x;Q
2)isnonsingularatx ! 0 and ~fa(x;Q

2)� (1� x)� atx ! 14.Thesim ilar

investigationswerealready doneand theresultsaregood known (see[9],[12]-[16])5.The

aim ofthisletteristoexpand theseresultstotherangewhere� � 0(and Q2 isnotlarge)

following to the observed early (see [13,14])6 m ethod to replace the M ellin convolution

by asim pleproduct.Ofcourse,weunderstand thattheReggebehaviour(1)isnotin the

agreem entwith thedouble-logarithm icsolution,howevertherange,where� � 0 and the

Q 2 valuesarenonlarge,isreally theReggeregim eand a\solution"ofDGLAP equation in

theform of(1)would beworthwhile.This\solution" m ay beunderstand asthesolution

ofDGLAP equation togetherwith thecondition ofitsReggeasym ptoticatx ! 0.

ConsiderDGLAP equation and apply them ethod from [14]to theM ellin convolution

in itsr.h.s.(in contrastwith standard case,weusebelow �(Q 2)= �s(Q
2)=(4�)):

d

dt
fa(x;t) = �

1

2

X

i= a;b


̂ai(�;x)
 fa(x;t) (a;b)= (q;g)

= �
1

2

X

i= a;b

~
ai(�;1+ �)fa(x;t) + O (x1� �)
�


ab(�;n)= �

(0)

ab (n)+ �
2


(1)

ab (n)+ :::
�

;(2)

2M orecorrectly,� isQ 2-dependentforthesolution ofDG LAP equation with theboundary condition:

fa(x;Q
2

0
)= C onstatx ! 0.In thecaseoftheboundary condition:fa(x;Q

2

0
)� exp

p
ln(1=x),� islost

(see[9])itsQ 2-dependence
3W eusetheterm in \solution"becausewewillwork in theleading twistapproxim ation in therangeof

Q 2:Q 2 > 1G eV 2,wherethehighertwistterm sm aygivethesizeablecontribution (see,forexam ple,[10]).

M oreover,our\solution" isthe Reggeasym ptotic with unknown param etersratherthen the solution of

DG LAP equation.Theparam etersarefound from theagreem entofther.h.s.and l.h.s.oftheequation.
4Consideration ofthe m ore com plicate behaviourin the form x� �(ln(1=x))bI2g(

p
�ln(1=x))isgiven

in [9]and willbe considered in thiscontentin the forthcom m ing article[11]
5In the double-logarithm icalapproxim ation the sim ilarresultswereobtained in [17]
6The m ethod isbased on the earlierresults[18]
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where t = ln(Q 2=�2). The 
̂ab(�;x) are the spliting functions corresponding to the

anom alousdim ensions(AD)
ab(�;n)=
R
1

0
dxxn� 1
̂ab(�;x).Herethefunctions
ab(�;1+

�)are the AD 
ab(�;n)expanded from the integerargum ent\n" to the nonintegerone

\1+ �".Thefunctions~
ab(�;1+ �)(m arked lowerasAD,too)can beobtained from the

functions
ab(�;1+ �)replacing theterm 1=� by theone1=~�:

1

�
!

1

~�
=

1

�

�

1� ’(x;�)x�
�

(3)

Thisreplacem ent (3)isappeared very naturally from the consideration the M ellin con-

volution atx ! 0 (see [14])and preservesthe sm ooth and nonsingulartransition to the

case� = 0,where

1

~�
= ln

1

x
� %(x) (4)

The concrete form ofthe functions’(x;�)and %(x)dependsstrongly on the type of

thebehaviourofthePD fa(x;Q
2)atx ! 0 and in thecaseoftheReggeregim e(1)they

are(see[13,14]):

’(x;�) =
� (� + 1)� (1� �)

� (� + 1� �)
and %(x) = 	 (� + 1)� 	 (1); (5)

where� (� + 1)and 	 (� + 1)aretheEulerian � -and 	 -functions,respectively.Asitcan

beseen,thereisthecorrelation with thePD behaviouratlargex.

If� isnotsm all(i.e.x� >> 1),we can replace 1=~� to 1=� in ther.h.s.ofEq.(2)and

obtain itssolution in theform (hereaftert0 = t(Q 2 = Q 2
0)):

fa(x;t)

fa(x;t0)
=

M a(1+ �;t)

M a(1+ �;t0)
; (6)

whereM a(1+�;t)istheanalyticalexpansionofthePD m om entsM a(n;t)=
R
1

0
dxxn� 1fa(x;t)

to thenonintegervalue\n = 1+ �".

Thissolution isgood known one(see [13]forthe � rsttwo ordersofthe perturbation

theory,[15]for the � rst three orders and [16]containing a resum m ation ofallorders,

respectively).Notethatrecently the� tofH E RA data wasdonein [19]with theform ula

for PD fq(x;t) very close 7 to (6) and the very wellagreem ent (the �2 per degree of

freedom is0:85)isfound at� = 0:40� 0:03. There are also the � ts[20]ofthe another

group using equationswhich aresim ilarto (6)in theLO approxim ation.

Thenewsin ourinvestigationsarein thefollows.NotethattheQ 2-evolution ofM a(1+

�;t)containsthe two: \+" and \�" com ponents,i.e. M a(1+ �;t)=
P

i= � M
i
a(1+ �;t),

7The used form ula (Eq.(2)from [19])coincideswith (6)in the leading order(LO )approxim ation,if

wesaveonly fg(x;Q
2)in ther.h.s.of(2)(orput
qq = 0 and 
qg = 0 form ally).Eq.(6)and Eq.(2)from

[19]havesom edi�erencesin thenext-to-leadingorder(NLO ),which arenotvery im portantbecausethey

arecorrectionsto the �-correction.
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and in principle the every com ponentevolvesseparately and m ay have the independent

(and notequal)intercept.Hereforthesim plicity werestricteourselvestotheLO analysis

and giveNLO form ulaelowerwithoutlargeinterm ediateequations.

1.ConsiderDGLAP equation forthe\+"and \�"parts(hereafters= ln(lnt=lnt0)):

d

ds
f
�
a (x;t) = �

1

2�0
~
� (�;1+ �� )f

�
a (x;t) + O (x1� �); (7)

where


� =
1

2

��


gg + 
qq

�

�

r
�


gg � 
qq

�2
+ 4
qg
gq

�

aretheAD ofthe\�" com ponents(see,forexam ple,[21])

The\�" com ponent~
� (�;1+ ��)doesnotcontain thesingularterm (see[13,15]and

lower)and itssolution havetheform :

f�a (x;t)

f�a (x;t0)
= e

� d� (1+ �� )s;whered� =

� (1+ �� )

2�0
(8)

The \+" com ponent ~
+ (�;1+ �+ )containsthe singularterm and f+a (x;t)have the

solution sim ilar(8)only forx�+ >> 1:

f+a (x;t)

f+a (x;t0)
= e

� d+ (1+ �+ )s;ifx�+ >> 1 (9)

Theboth intersepts1+ �+ and 1+ �� areunknown and should befound,in principle,

from theanalysisoftheexperim entaldata.Howeverthereistheanotherway.From the

sm allQ 2 (and sm allx)data oftheN M C [3]and E 665 collaboration [4]wecan conclude

that the SF F2 and hence the PD fa(x;Q
2) have the 
 at asym ptotics for x ! 0 and

Q 2
� (1� 2)GeV 2.Thusweknow thatthevaluesof�+ and �� isapproxim ately zero at

Q 2
� 1GeV 2.

Consider Eqs.(7) with �� = 0 and with the boundary condition fa(x;Q
2
0
) = A a at

Q 2
0 = 1GeV 2. For the \�" com ponent we already have the solution: the Eq.(8) with

�� = 0 and d� (1)= 16f=(27�0),where f isthe num berofthe active quarksand �i are

thecoe� cientsin the�-expansion ofQCD �-function.Forits\+"com ponentEq.(7)can

berewritten in theform (hereaftertheindex 1+ � willbeom itted in thecase� ! 0):

ln(
1

x
)
d

ds
�+ (s) +

d

ds
ln(A +

a ) = �
1

2�0

�


̂+

�

ln(
1

x
)� %(�)

�

+ 
+

�

(10)

where 
̂+ and 
+ are the coe� cients ofthe singularand regularpartsat� ! 0 ofAD


+ (1+ �):



+ (1+ �) = 
̂

+
1

�
+ 


+
; 
̂

+ = �24;
+ = 22+
4f

27

Thesolution ofEq.(10)is
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f
+

a (x;t) = A
+

a x
d̂+ se

� d+ s; (11)

where

d̂+ �

̂+

2�0
’ �

4

3
; d+ �

1

2�0

�


+ � 
̂+ %(�)
�

’
4

3
%(�)+

101

81

Herefterthesym bol’ m arksthecasef = 3.

Asitcan beseen from (11)the
 atform �+ = 0 ofthe\+"-com ponentofPD isvery

nonstable from the (perturbative) viewpoint,because d(�+ )=ds 6= 0,and for Q 2 > Q 2
0

we have already the nonzero powerofx (i.e. pom eron intercept�p > 1). Thisisin the

agreem ent with the experim entaldata. Let us note thatthe power ofx is positive for

Q 2 < Q 2
0
thatisin principle also supported by the N M C [3]data,butthe use ofthis

analysisto Q 2 < 1GeV 2 isopen thequestion.

Thus,wehavetheDGLAP equation solution forthe\+" com ponentatQ 2 iscloseto

Q 2
0
= 1GeV 2,wherePom eron startsin itsm ovem enttothesubcritical(orLipatov[22,23])

regim e and also forthe largeQ 2,where pom eron have the Q 2-independentintercept. In

principle,thegeneralsolution of(7)should contain thesm ooth transition between these

picturesbutthissolution isabsent 8.W e introduce thesom e \critical" value ofQ 2:Q 2
c,

where the solution (9)is replaced by the solution (11). The exact value ofQ 2
c m ay be

obtained from the� tofexperim entaldata.Thus,wehavein theLO oftheperturbation

theory:

fa(x;t) = f
�
a (x;t) + f

+

a (x;t)

f
�
a (x;t) = A

�
a exp(�d� s)

f
+

a (x;t) =

8
<

:

A +
a x

d̂+ sexp(�d+ s); ifQ 2
� Q 2

c

f+a (x;tc)exp
�

�d+ (1+ �c)(s� sc)
�

; ifQ 2 > Q 2
c

(12)

where

tc = t(Q 2

c); sc = s(Q 2

c)

A
+

q = (1� �)A q + ~�A g; A
+

g = �A g � "A q

and A �
a = A a � A

+

a (13)

and thevaluesofthecoe� cients�,~� and " m ay befound,forexam ple,in [21].

Using theconcreteAD valuesat� = 0 and f = 3,wehave

A
+

q �
1

27

4A q + 9A g

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

A
+

g � A g +
4

9
A q �

4

27

9A g � A q

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

(14)

8Theform exp

�

� s~
+ (1+ �)=(2�0)

�

coincideswith theboth solution:Eq.(9)ifxd̂+ > > 1 and Eq.(11)

when � = 0 butitisnotthe solution ofDG LAP equation.
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Thus,the value ofthe \+"com ponentofthe quark PD issuppressed logarithm ically

that is in the qualitative agreem ent with the H E RA param etrizations ofSF F2 (see

[24,27]) (in the LO F2(x;Q
2) = (2=9)fq(x;Q

2) for f = 3), where the m agnitude

connected with thefactorx� � is5� 10% from the
 at(forx ! 0)m agnitude.

2. By analogy with the subsection 1 and knowing the NLO Q 2-dependence ofPD

m om ents,we obtain thefollowing equationsfortheNLO Q 2-evolution ofthe both:"+"

and \�" PD com ponents(hereafter~s= ln(�(Q 2
0
)=�(Q 2));p= �(Q 2

0
)� �(Q 2)):

fa(x;t) = f
�
a (x;t) + f

+

a (x;t)

f
�
a (x;t)=

~A �
a exp(�d� ~s� d

a
� � p)

f
+

a (x;t)=

8
<

:

~A +
a x

(d̂+ ~s+ d̂
a

+ +
p)exp(�d+ ~s� d

a

+ +
p); ifQ 2

� Q 2
c

f+a (x;tc)exp
�

�d+ (1+ �c)(~s� ~sc)� da+ + (1+ �c)(p� pc)
�

; ifQ 2 > Q 2
c

(15)

where

~sc = ~s(Q 2

c);pc = p(Q 2

c);�0 = �(Q 2

0
);�c = �(Q 2

c)

~A �
a =

�

1 � �0K
a
�

�

A
�
a + �0K

a
� A

�
a

d
a
+ + = d̂

a
+ +

�

ln(
1

x
)� %(�)

�

+ d
a

+ + ; d
a
+ + =


� �

2�0
�


� �1

2�20
� K

a
�

and K
q
� =


� �

2�0 + 
� � 
�
; K

g
� = K

q
�


� � 
(0)qq


� � 

(0)
qq

(16)

The NLO AD ofthe \�" com ponents are connected with the NLO AD 

(1)

ab . The

corresponding form ulaecan befound in [21].

Using theconcretevaluesoftheLO and NLO AD at� = 0 and f = 3,weobtain the

following values forthe NLO com ponents from (15),(16)(note thatwe rem ailonly the

term s� O (1)in theNLO term s)

d
q
� � =

16

81

h

2�(3)+ 9�(2)�
779

108

i

� 1:97; d
g
� � = d

q
� � +

28

81
� 2:32

d̂
q
+ + =

2800

81
; d

q

+ + = 32
h

�(3)+
263

216
�(2)�

372607

69984

i

� �67:82

d̂
g
+ + =

1180

81
; d

g

+ + = d
q

+ + +
953

27
� 12�(2)� �52:26 (17)

and

~A +

q ’
20

3
�0

h

A g +
4

9
A q

i

+
1

27

4A q(1� 7:67�0)+ 9A g(1� 8:71�0)

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

~A +

g ’

�

A g +
4

9
A q

��

1�
80

9
�0

�

�
4

27

9A g � A q

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

�

1+
692

81
�0)

and ~A �
a = A a � ~A +

a (18)
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Itisusefulto changein Eqs.(15)-(18)from thequark PD to theSF F2(x;Q
2),which

isconnected in NLO approxim ation with thePD by thefollowing way (see[21]):

F2(x;Q
2) =

�

1+ �(Q 2)B q(1+ �)
�

�
2

sfq(x;Q
2) + �(Q 2)B g(1+ �)�2sfg(x;Q

2); (19)

where�2s =
P f

i= 1=f �< e2f > istheaveragechargesquareoftheactivequarks:�2s = (2/9

and 5/18)forf = (3and 4),respectively.TheNLO correctionslead totheappearencein

ther.h.s.ofEqs.(15)oftheadditionalterm s
�

1+ �B �

�

=
�

1+ �0B �

�

and thenecessarity

to transform ~A �
q to C �

� F
�
2 (x;Q

2)into theinputparts.The � nalresultsforF2(x;Q
2)

arein theform :

F2(x;t) = F
�
2 (x;t) + F

+

2 (x;t)

F
�
2
(x;t) = C

� exp(�d� ~s� d
q
� � p)(1+ �B

� )=(1+ �0B
� )

F
+

2
(x;t) =

8
>>><

>>>:

C + x
(d̂+ ~s+ d̂

q

+ +
p)exp(�d+ ~s� d

q

+ +
p)(1+ �B + )=(1+ �0B

+ ); ifQ 2
� Q 2

c

F
+

2 (x;tc)exp
�

�d+ (1+ �c)(~s� ~sc)� d
q
+ + (1+ �c)(p� pc)

�

�

1+ �B + (1+ �c)

�

=

�

1+ �cB
+ (1+ �c)

�

; ifQ 2 > Q 2
c

(20)

where

B
� = B q +


�



(0)
qg

B g; C
� = ~A �

q (1+ �0B
� )

with thesubstitution ofA q by C � F2(x;Q
2
0)into Eq.(18)

~A �
q according

C =
�

1+ �0B q

�

�
2

sA q + �0B g�
2

sA g; (21)

Forthe gluon PD the situation ism ore sim ple: in Eq.(18)itisnecessary to replace

A q by C according (21).

For the concrete values ofthe LO and NLO AD at � = 0 and f = 3,we have for

Q 2-evolution ofF2(x;Q
2)and thegluon PD:

F2(x;t) = F
�
2
(x;t) + F

+

2
(x;t); fg(x;t) = f

�
g (x;t) + f

+

g (x;t)

F
�
2
(x;t) = C

� exp(�
32

81
~s� 1:97p)(1�

8

9
�)=(1�

8

9
�0)

F
+

2 (x;t) =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

C + x(�
4

3
~s+

2800

81
p)exp

�

�
4

3
(%(�)+ 101

108
)~s+ (2800

81
%(�)� 67:82)p

�

�

1+ 6[ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 101

108
]�
�

=
�

1+ 6[ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 101

108
]�0

�

; ifQ 2
� Q 2

c

F
+

2 (x;tc)exp
�

�d+ (1+ �c)(~s� ~sc)� d
q
+ + (1+ �c)(p� pc)

�

�

1+ �B + (1+ �c)

�

=

�

1+ �cB
+ (1+ �c)

�

; ifQ 2 > Q 2
c

(22)

f
�
g (x;t) = A

�
g exp(�

32

81
~s� 2:32p)(1�

8

9
�)=(1�

8

9
�0)

6



f
+

g (x;t) =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

A +
g x

(� 4

3
~s+

1180

81
p)exp

�

�
4

3
(%(�)+ 101

108
)~s+ (1180

81
%(�)� 52:26)p

�

�

1+ 6[ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 101

108
]�
�

=
�

1+ 6[ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 101

108
]�0

�

; ifQ 2
� Q 2

c

f+g (x;tc)exp
�

�d+ (1+ �c)(~s� ~sc)+ da
+ +
(1+ �c)(p� pc)

�

�

1+ �B + (1+ �c)

�

=

�

1+ �cB
+ (1+ �c)

�

; ifQ 2 > Q 2
c

(23)

where

~C +
’

2

27

 

26�0

h

A g + 2C
i

+
A g(1� 9:74�0)+ 2C(1� 7:82�0)

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

!

and C � = C � C
+ (24)

~A +

g ’ A g

�

1�
28

3
�0

�

+ 2C �
2

27

2A g(1+
590

81
�0)� C(1+ 572

81
�0)

ln(1
x
)� %(�)� 85

108

and ~A �
g = A g � ~A +

g (25)

Let us give som e conclusions following from Eqs.(24)-(25). It is clearly seen that

the NLO corrections reduce the LO contributions. Indeed,the value ofthe subcritical

Pom eron intercept,which increasesasln(�0=�)in the LO,obtainesthe additionalterm

� (�0 � �)with the large (and opposite in sign to the LO term )num ericalcoe� cient.

Notethatthiscoe� cientisdi� erentforthequark and gluon PD,thatisin theagreem ent

with therecentM RS(G)� tin [26]and thedataanalysisby ZE US group (see[25]).The

interceptofthegluon PD islargerthen thequark PD one(seealso[26,25]).However,the

e� ectivereduction ofthequark PD issm aller(thatisin theagreem entwith W .-K.Tung

analysisin [27]),because thequark PD partincreasing atsm allx obtainstheadditional

(� �0 butnot� 1=lnx)term ,which isim portantatvery sm allx.

Notethatthereisthefourth quark threshold atQ 2
th � 10GeV 2 and theQ 2

th valuem ay

belargerorsm allerto Q 2
c one.Then,eitherthesolution in the r.h.s.ofEqs.(20,22,23)

before the criticalpoint Q 2
c and the one for Q 2 > Q 2

c contain the threshold transition,

where the valuesofallvariablesare changed from onesatf = 3 to onesatf = 4. The

�(Q 2)issm ooth because�
f= 3

M S
! �

f= 4

M S
(seealsotherecentexperim entaltestofthe
 avour

independence ofstrong interactionsinto [28]).

Forsim plicity here we suppose thatQ 2
th = Q 2

c and allchangesinitiated by threshold

are done authom atically:the � rst(atQ2 � Q 2
c)solutionscontain f = 3 and second (at

Q 2 > Q 2
c)oneshavef = 4,respectively.Forthe\�"com ponentweshould useQ 2

th = Q 2
c,

too.

Noteonly thatthePom eron intercept�p = 1 � (d+ ~s+ d̂
q
+ + p)increasesatQ

2 = Q 2
th,

because

�p � 1 =

(
4

3
~s(Q 2

th;Q
2
0
) �

2800

81
p(Q 2

th;Q
2
0
); ifQ 2

� Q 2
c

1:44~s(Q 2
th;Q

2
0
) � 38:11p(Q 2

th;Q
2
0
); ifQ 2 > Q 2

c

thatagreeswith results[29]obtained in thefram ework ofdualparton m odel.Thedi� er-

ence

4 �p = 0:11~s(Q 2

th;Q
2

0
)� 3:55p(Q 2

th;Q
2

0
)
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dependesfrom the valuesofQ 2
th and Q

2
0.ForQ

2
th = 10GeV 2 and Q 2

0 = 1GeV 2 itisvery

sm all:

4 �p = 0:012

3.Letusresum e theobtained results.W ehave gottheDGLAP equation \solution"

having the Regge form (1)forthe two cases:atsm allQ 2 (Q 2
� 1GeV 2),where SF and

PD havethe
 atbehaviouratsm allx,and atlargeQ2,whereSF F2(x;Q
2)fastlyincreases

when x ! 0.Thebehaviourin the
 atcaseisnonstablewith theperturbativeviewpoint

becauseitleadsto theproduction ofthesubcriticalvalueofpom eron interceptatlarger

Q 2 and the itsincrease (like 4=3 ln(�(Q 2
0)=�(Q

2)in LO)when the Q 2 value increases9.

The solution in the Lipatov Pom eron case corresponds to the well-known results (see

[13,15,19]) with Q 2-independent Pom eron intercept. The general\solution" should

contains the sm ooth transition between these pictures. Unfortunately,it is im possible

to obtain itin the case ofthe sim ple approxim ation (1),because the r.h.s. ofDGLAP

equation (7) contains the both: � x� � and � Const,term s. As a result,we used two

above\solutions" gluing in som epointQ 2
c.

Note that our \solution" is som e generation (or a application) of the solution of

DGLAP equation in the m om entum space. The lastone have two: "+" and \�" com -

ponents. The above our conclusions are related to the \+" com ponent,which is the

basicReggeasym ptotic.ThePom eron interceptcorresponding to \�"com ponent,isQ 2-

independent and thiscom ponentisthe subasym ptoticalone atlarge Q 2. However,the

m agnitude ofthe \+" issuppressed like 1=ln(1=x)and �(Q 2
0
),and the subasym ptotical

\�" com ponentm ay be im portant. Indeed,itisobserved experim entally (see [24,25]).

Note,however,that the suppression � �(Q 2
0
) is really very slight ifwe choose a sm all

valueofQ 2
0
.

Our \solution" in the form ofEqs.(22)-(25) is in the very wellagreem ent with the

recentM RS(G)� t[26]and with the resultsof[19]atQ2 = 15GeV 2. Asitcan be seen

from Eqs.(22),(23),in ourform ulaethereisthedependenceon thePD behaviouratlarge

x.Followingto[32]wechoose� = 5thatagreesin thegluon casewith thequark counting

rule [33].This� value isalso close to the valuesobtained by CCFR group [34](� = 4)

and in the last M RS(G) analysis [26](� = 6). Note that this dependence is strongly

reduced forthegluon PD in theform

fg(x;Q
2

0) = A g(�)(1� x)�;

ifwesupposethattheproton’sm om entum iscarred by gluon,is�-independent.W eused

A g(5)= 2:1 and F2(x;Q
2
0)= 0:3 when x ! 0.

Forthequark PD thechoise� = 3 ism orepreferable,howevertheuseoftwo di� erent

� valuescom plicatestheanalysis.Becausethequark contribution to the\+" com ponent

isnotlarge,we put� = 5 to both: quark and gluon cases. Note also thatthe variable

�(Q2)have(see[35])theQ 2-dependencedeterm inated by theLO AD 

(0)

N S.Howeverthis

Q 2-dependence isproportionals and itisnotim portantin ouranalysis.

Starting from Q 2
0 = 1GeV 2 (by analogy with [31])and from Q 2

0 = 2GeV 2,and using

two values ofQCD param eter � : m ore standard one (�
f= 4

M S
= 200 M eV ) and (�

f= 4

M S
=

9The Pom eron interceptvalueincreasing with Q 2 wasobtained also in [30].
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255 M eV ) obtained in [26],we have the following values ofthe quark and gluon PD

\intercepts" �a = � (d+ ~s+ d̂
q
+ + a)(here�

f= 4

M S
ism arked as� ):

ifQ 2
0
= 1 GeV 2

Q 2 �q(Q
2) �g(Q

2) �q(Q
2) �g(Q

2)

� = 200M eV � = 200M eV � = 255M eV � = 255M eV

4 0.191 0.389 0.165 0.447

10 0.318 0.583 0.295 0.659

15 0.367 0.652 0.345 0.734

ifQ 2
0
= 2 GeV 2

Q 2 �q(Q
2) �g(Q

2) �q(Q
2) �g(Q

2)

� = 200M eV � = 200M eV � = 255M eV � = 255M eV

4 0.099 0.175 0.097 0.198

10 0.226 0.368 0.227 0.410

15 0.275 0.438 0.278 0.486

Notethatthesevaluesof�a areabovetheonesfrom [26].Becausewehavethesecond

(subasym ptotical)part,thee� ectiveour\intercepts" havethesm allervalues.

Asaconclusion,wenotethatBFKL equation (and thusthevalueofLipatov Pom eron

intercept) was obtained in [22]in the fram ework ofperturbative QCD.The large-Q 2

H E RA experim entaldata arein thegood agreem entwith Lipatov’strajectory and thus

with perturbative QCD.The sm allQ 2 data agreeswith thestandard Pom eron intercept

�p = 1 or with Donnachie-Landsho� pisture: �p = 1:08. Perhaps,this range requires

already the knowledge of nonperturbative QCD dynam ics and perturbative solutions

(including BFKL one) should be not applied here directly and are corrected by som e

nonperturbativecontributions.

In ouranalysisEq.(1)can be considered asthe nonperturbative (Regge-type)input

atQ 2
0
� 1GeV 2. Above Q 2

0
the PD behaviourobeysDGLAP equation,Pom eron m oves

to the subcriticalregim e and tendsto itsperturbative value. Aftersom e Q 2
c,where its

perturbative value wasalready attained,Pom eron intercept saves the perm anentvalue.

Theapplication ofthisapproach to analysesm allx data invitesfutherinvestigation.
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