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A bstract

T he paper presents the QCD description of the hard and sam thard processes in the
fram ew ork oftheW ilson operatorproduct expansion. T he sn ooth transition between the
cases of the soft and hard P om erons is obtained.
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T he recent m easurem ents of the desp-inelastic © IS) structure function (SF') F, by
theH 1 flland ZEUS ] collaborations open a new kinem atical range to study proton
structure. Thenew H E RA data show the strong Increase ofF, w ith decresing x . H ow ever,
the data ofthe NM C (3] and E 665 collaboration ] at snallx and snaller Q2 is in the
good agreem ent w ith the standard Pom eron or with the D onnachiel.andsho picture
w here the Pom eron intercept: = 1:08, isvery close to standard one. T he interpritation
of the fast changing of the interoept in the region of Q2 between Q2 = 1GeV? and
Q%= 10GeV? (seeFig3 in [{)) isyet absent. T here are the argum ents in favour of that
is one Intercept (see [G]) or the superposition of two di erent Pom eron tra fctories, one
having an intercept of 1:08 and the one of 1:5 (see Fig4 :n [B)).

The ain of this article is the possible \solution" of this problem in the fram ework of
D okshitzerG ribov-Lipatov-A ftarelliParisi O G LAP ) equation f_Z]. It isgood known (see,
for exam ple, B)), that in the doub]ei]ogar:iﬂm ical approxin ation the DG LAP equation
solution istheBessel fiinction, orexp @Q2)In (1=x),where (Q?) isknown Q 2-dependent
function”. However, we w ill seek the \solution™) of DG LAP equation in the Regge fom
(We use the parton distrioutions D) multiplied by x and neglct the nonsinglkt quark
distrbution at an all x):

f.x;0%) x £&0%; @=g9 (, 1+ ) @)

where f; x;07) isnonsingularatx ! 0and f; x;Q?) (1 x) atx ! 1%. Thesinilar
investigations were already done and the results are good known (see @], HZ21-1E])". The
ain ofthis ltter is to expand these results to the range where 0 (and Q? is not large)
©llow ing to the cbserved early (see {13,141 m ethod to replace the M ellin convolution
by a sin ple product. O foourse, we understand that the R egge behaviour @) is not in the
agream ent w ith the doubleJogarithm ic solution, however the range, w here 0 and the
0?2 values are nonlarge, is really the R egge regin e and a \solution" ofD G LAP equation in
the form of {I) would be worthwhile. This \solution" m ay be understand as the solution
ofD G LAP equation together w ith the condition of itsRegge asym ptoticat x ! 0.
Consider D G LAP equation and apply them ethod from {I4] to the M ellin convolution

in tsrh.s. (h contrast w ith standard case, weusebelow Q2)= 0Q?)=@ )):
df(Xt) L i (%) &) @b = @9)
— L Xy = = ail 7X a Xy 10) = ’
at 2i=a;b e
1X 1 ©) 2 @
= > ~i( 71+ )R &Y + O ) aw(n)= L 0©)+ 5 @)+ ;@)
i=ab

°M ore correctly, isQ ?-dependent for the solution of DG LAP equation w ith the hgundary condition:
f, (x;Q%)= Constatx ! 0. In the case ofthe boundary condition: f, (x;Q2) exp In(l=x), islost
(see M) its Q *-dependence

3W e use the tem 1 \solution" because we w illwork in the leading tw ist approxin ation in the range of
02:02%> 1GeV 2, where the highertw ist tem sm ay give the sizeable contrbution (see, Hrexam pl, [16]).
M oreover, our \solution" is the R egge asym ptotic w ith unknow n param eters rather then the solution of
DGLAP equation. T he param eters are found from the agreem ent ofthe rh s. and S. of the equation.

“C onsideration of the m ore com plicate behaviour in the om x  (In (1=x))’Lg ( In (I=x)) is given
in [4] and willbe considered in this content in the frthcomm ing article [11] )

5In the double-Jogarithm icalapproxin ation the sin ilar results were obtained in Ll]l]

The m ethod isbased on the earlier results [1§]




where t = In Q%= ?). The "y ( ;%) gre the spliting finctions corresponding to the
anom alousdin ensions AD) ( ;n) = Oldxxn 1o ( ;x). Here the finctions 4 ( ;1+

) are the AD _,( ;n) expanded from the Integer argum ent \n" to the noninteger one
\1+ ".The functions v, ( ;1+ ) marked owerasAD, too) can be cbtained from the
functions . ( ;1+ ) replacing the tetm 1= by the one 1=

1 7 (x; )x 3)
This replacem ent (3) is appeared very naturally from the consideration the M ellin con—

volution at x ! 0 (see [14]) and preserves the sn ooth and nonsingular transition to the
caze = 0,where

1
= In- 5S&) 4)

T he concrete form of the functions’ (x; ) and % (x) depends strongly on the type of
the behaviour ofthe PD £, (x;Q0?) at x ! 0 and in the case of the Regge regin e (1)) they
are (see 13,14)):

(+1) @ ) .
"®; ) = and %X) = (+1) @L); ©)
(+1 )
where ( +1)and ( + 1) arrtheEulkrian -and -functions, regpectively. A s it can

be seen, there is the correlation w ith the PD behaviour at large x.
If isnotsmall (le.x >> 1), we can replace 1=" to 1= in the rhs. ofEqQiR) and
obtain its solution in the form (ereafterty = tQ? = Q32)):

L) o MO0+ Y

£, 0it) | M.+ %)

©)

whereM , (1+ ;t) istheanalyticalexpansion ofthePD m cm entsM, (n;t) = Rol dxx® £, (x;t)
to the noninteger value \n= 1+ ".

T his solution is good known one (see [I3] for the rst two orders of the perturbation
theory, [I5] for the 1t three orders and i[l6] containing a resumm ation of all orders,
respectively) . N ote that recently the tofH ERA data wasdone In /[[9] w ith the formula
for PD f,x;t) very close i to {6) and the very well agreement (the 2 per degree of
freedom is 0:85) is ound at = 0:40 0:03. There are also the  tsi 0] of the another
group using equations which are sin ilar to (§) in the LO approxin ation.

Thenew s in our Investigations are in the follow s. N ote that the Q 2—e¥olutjon ofM , (1+

;t) contains the two: \+ " and \ " components, ie. M, 1+ ;t) = M.1+ v,

i=

"The used Hmul Eg.Q) from [19]) coincideswith @) in the leading order (LO) approxin ation, if
we save only f5 (x;02) in therhs. of ) orput o= 0and o = 0 Pmally).Eq.{) and Eq.{) from
f_lg;] have som e di erences in the next-to—-Jeading order (N LO ), which are not very in portant because they
are corrections to the -correction.



and In principl the every com ponent evolves separately and m ay have the independent
(and not equal) interoept. H ere for the sin plicity we restricte ourselves to the LO analysis
and give NLO fom ulae Iower w ithout large Interm ediate equations.

1. ConsiderDGLAP equation forthe \+ " and \ " parts (hereafter s= In (Int=Inty)):

d 1
d_sfa x;t) = 2—o~ (;1+ Hf x;v) + O & ); (7
where r
1 2
= 5 997 «@ g9 @ T 49 o
arethe AD ofthe \ " components (see, orexample, P1))
The\ " component~ ( ;1+ ) doesnot contain the sihgularterm (see ﬂg,f:ﬁ]and

Jower) and is solution have the fom :

£ .t 1+
L X0 = e d M 5 yhered :¥ 8)

£, &ito) 20
The \+" component ~; ( ;1+ ) contains the sngular term and f; (X;t) have the
solution sim ilar (§) only forx + >> 1:

£ x;t)

= ed+(1++)5;jfx+ >> 1 )
£ &%)

Theboth intersepts1+ , and 1+ are unknown and should be found, in principle,
from the analysis of the experin ental data. H owever there is the another way. From the
amallQ? (and snallx) data oftheNM C [B]and E 665 collaboration ] we can conclude
that the SF F, and hence the PD f, %;0%) have the at asym ptotics for x ! 0 and
Q? (1 2)GeV?.Thuswe know that the values of , and is approxin ately zero at
Q? 1GevZ.

Consider Egs.{7) wih = 0 and w ith the boundary condition f, (x;Q%) = A, at
Q2 = 1GeV?. Forthe \ " component we already have the solution: the Eq.(§) wih

= 0Qand d ()= 16£=@27 ), where f is the num ber of the active quarks and ; are
the coe cients in the -expansion of QCD —fiinction. For its \+ " com ponent Eq.{]) can
be rew ritten in the form (ereafter the index 1+ willbeom itted in thecase ! 0):

1

Jn(l)d (s) + dJn(A+) ~ Jn(l) s() + — 10)
x'ds " ds” = ° 2, 7 x *
where *, and ~, are the coe cients of the singular and reqular partsat ! 0 ofAD
fa+ ):
1 4f
A+ )= NS T M= 247 = 224 —
27

T he solution ofEqg.(10) is



£ &) = AL x¥%e ¥3; 11)
w here
9 o ’ 4 . 4 I _ Ao r ég
d, 2—0 37 d, 2—0 + +5( ) 3 s( )+
Herefter the symbol’ marksthe case £ = 3.

As it can be seen from (1) the at om , = 0 ofthe \+ "-com ponent of PD is very
nonstabk from the (perturbative) viewpoint, because d( ,)=ds 6 0, and HrQ? > Q3
we have already the nonzero power of X (ie. pom eron interogpt , > 1). This is in the
agreem ent w ith the experim ental data. Let us note that the power of x is positive for
Q2 < Q2 that is in principle also supported by the NM C [3] data, but the use of this
analysisto Q2 < 1G eV ? is open the question.

Thus, we have the D G LAP equation solution forthe \+ " com ponent at Q ? is close to
Q2= 1GeV?,wherePom eron starts in itsm ovem ent to the subcritical (or Lipatov R2,23])
regin e and also or the lJarge Q 2, where pom eron have the Q ?~independent intercept. In
principle, the general solution of }) should contain the sn ooth transition between these
pictures but this solution is absent . W e introduce the som e \critical" value ofQ?: Q 2,
where the solution @) is replaced by the solution (1). The exact value of Q2 may be
obtained from the t ofexperimentaldata. Thus, we have in the LO of the perturbation
theory:

101
81

f. &0 = £, &iD) + £ ®;b

£, &) = A, exp (ds)
< At 4. s =3 ; e 2 2

oy - LA rors of 02)
: fa (x;t) exp d 1+ ) s) ;7 Q> Q2

where

t = tQ; s = sQ7)
Al = (1 T)Ag+ ~Ag4 A
andA, = A, A} 13)

a

and the values of the coe cients —, ~ and " m ay be found, orexample, In R1].
U sing the concrete AD valiesat = 0 and f = 3, we have

+ 1 4A 4+ 9Ag
Ag 5 1 ° 85
271[’1(;) 6( ) 108
4 4 9A A
Al Bg + GRa oo s (14)
) SC) 15

STheform exp s~ (1+ )=@ o) coihcidesw ith the both so]utjon:Eq.d_Q) iFxd > > 1anqu.Q-]_;)

when = 0but it is not the solution of DG LAP equation.



T hus, the value of the \+ "com ponent of the quark PD is suppressed logarithm ically
that is In the qualitative agreem ent wih the H E RA param etrizations of SF F, (see
R4, 27) (n the LO F, (x;Q0%) = (@=9)f,&;0?%) fr £ = 3), where the m agnitude
connected w ith the factorx is5 10% from the at (forx ! 0) magnitude.

2. By analogy with the subsection 1 and know ing the NLO Q ?-dependence of PD
m om ents, we cbtain the Hllow ing equations r the NLO Q ?-evolution of the both: "+ "

and \ " PD components hereafters= In( Q3)= Q%)ip= Q3) Q?)):
fakit) = £, &b + £ kb
£, &it) = 8A”a exp(ds d& p)
< xt d s+d, p) 3 aa . iFO 2 2
£ &= fx ep ( des d.p . , Q2 Q;(l5)
PR K exp A L+ ) os) AL 0+ J pe) s Q> QF
where
se = sQ¥ip. = PQRY; o= Qi <= Q2
= 1 oK® A, + oK°2A,
1 _
a _ M o a a _ 1 a
d, = dig Jn(;) () + dyys diy = 2—0 25 K
©)
q _ R g _ q qq
and K% = S— ; K = R9——% (L6)

aq

The NLO AD ofthe \ " components are connected wih the NLO AD ﬁ)’. The

corresponding form ulae can be found in R11.

U sing the concrete values ofthe LO and NLO AD at = 0 and f = 3, we obtain the
©llow ing values for the NLO com ponents from (I5),6) (ote that we rem ail only the
tetms O (1) Ih the NLO tem s)

. 160 779% 5 . 28
dd = =2 @3+9 @) — 197; & =& + = 232
81 108 . 81
& - 2800 o 32h (3)+263 o) 3726071 180
* g1 " 7 216 69984 ’
. 1180 —qg —q 953
&, = o e = d,, + — 12 @) 5226 a7)

and

20 b 41 14A,Q 767 )+ B A 871 o)

K, ' — oAg+ -A, +

a 3 P77 9t 27 né) () =

. 80 4 %, A, 692

B 7 Ag+ —-A, 1 — —— = 1+ — )

g 9 27 %() = 81

andX, = A, KT 18)



It is usefil to change in Egs.{18)-{§) fiom the quark PD to the SF F, x;Q07), which
is connected in NLO approxin ation w ith the PD by the ollow ing way (see P1))

F,x;0%) = 1+ Q%)BqQ+ ) 2£,&0% + Q%)Bg 0+ )2f&;0%); 19)

2
s

P

where 2= fl—f < ef > isthe average charge square of the active quarks: §= 2/9
and 5/18) forf = (3 and 4), respectively. The NLO ocorrections lead to the appearence in
the rhs. ofEgs.{l5) ofthe additionaltems 1+ B =1+ (B  and the necessarity
to transform X, to C F, (x;Q?) into the input parts. The nalresuls forF, x;Q?)

are In the fom :

F,&it) = F, &t + F, ®;b)
F, &kt = C exp(ds d p@d+ B =0+ B )
gc x@ P e (ds dLp)A+ BY)=@+ (BY); ifQ? 02
F} ki) = _ F2 &itlexp o 1+ o) s) & @0+ )P po) 20)
1+ BY*@+ o) =1+ BY"@+ o) ; ifQ2> Q2

where
a + T}Bg; C = Kq (l+ OB )
Qg

w ith the substitution of A by C  F, (x;07) into Eq.@§) &, according

C = 1+ (Bgq ZAg + By Ay @1)
For the gluon PD the situation ismore sinple: in Eq.(18§) it is necessary to replace
A4 by C according @1).
For the concrete values of the LO and NLO AD at = 0 and £ = 3, we have for
Q ?-evolution of F, (x;Q?) and the gluon PD :

Fot) = F, (Y + Fy &0 f5650 = £ &G0 + £ 1)

F, x;0) = C exp ( 323 197p) 1 8 =1 8 )
’ = oy . PO a5 0
’ 8 8];800 9 9
% Crx( TP exp  L@( )+ s+ EN%()  6782)p
. ¢ 1+6MmE) %() ¢l =1+6MnE) () 2], ; ifQ* Q2
Fo &9 = % FfGit)exp A 1+ o6 s) 0+ D po @2)
1+ BY @A+ o) =1+ B A+ o) ; ifQ? > Q2

32 8 8
f, &0 = A, exp( as 232p) 1 3 =1 3 0)



4 1180

8
% Alx( 3" P exp  2G()+10)s+ (20%( ) 5226)p
<

1+ 6MnE) %() 2] =1+6ME) %() 1xElo; ifQ* QF

108 ¢}
£ &) = 23
s &/ % £ itep d 0+ O s)td, A+ D P ©3)
2 1+ BY(@+ o) =1+ BTa+ o) ; ifQ2> Q2
w here
h , !
2 1 A,@1 974 +2C @1 782
ct r =26 gAg+2C + g 10)0 (85 o)
27 nE) %) 34
andC = C c* 4)
. 28 228,01+ 22 o) Cc@+ 2 o)
K7 Ayl — o + 2 — i o
9 3 27 nE) %)
and&, = Ay K] 25)

Let us give som e conclusions follow ing from Egs.@4)-25). Tt is clearly seen that
the NLO oorrections reduce the LO contrbutions. Indeed, the value of the subcritical
Pom eron Interospt, which increases as In ( g= ) In the LO, cbtaines the additional tem

(o ) wih the large (and opposite n sign to the LO tem ) num erical coe cient.
N ote that thiscoe cient isdi erent forthe quark and gluon PD , that is in the agreem ent
wih the recentM RS (G) tin!Ph]and thedata analysisby ZEU S group (seeiR5]). The
intercept ofthe gluon PD is Jarger then the quark PD one (see also 6, 23]) . H owever, the
e ective reduction ofthe quark PD is an aller (that is In the agreement with W K .Tung
analysis in P7]), because the quark PD part increasing at sm allx cbtains the additional

( o butnot 1=Inx) tem , which is in portant at very sm allx.

N ote that there isthe fourth quark threshold at Q% 10GeV? and theQZ valuiem ay
be larger or sm aller to Q Z one. Then, either the solution In the rhs. ofEgs. 422.23)
before the critical point Q2 and the one for 0% > Q2 contain the threshold transition,
w here the values of all variables are changed from onesat £ = 3 toonesat £ = 4. The

©?) is an ooth because ;;53 ! ;i; (see also the recent experim entaltest ofthe avour
independence of strong interactions into R§)).

For sin plicity here we suppose that Q3 = Q2 and all changes initiated by threshold
are done authom atically: the 1rst (@t Q° QZ) solutions contain £ = 3 and second (at
Q%> QZ) oneshave f = 4, repectively. Forthe \ " componentwe shouduseQ3 = Q2,
too.

N ote only that the Pom eron intercept , = 1 @ s+ 4, p) ncreasesatQ?= Q32,
because
( 1505075  E¥pLi03); ifQ? Q2

144sQ%,703)  3811p@Q%F,;Q5); Q> Q2

that agrees w ith results R9] obtained in the fram ework of dualparton model. The di er-
ence

4 ., = 0411sQZ2;0%) 355pQ2;02)



dependes from the values of Q3 and Q3. ForQ3 = 10GeV? and Q3 = 1GeV? i is very
am all:
4 . = 0912

3. Let us resum e the cbtanhned resuls. W e have got the DGLAP equation \solution"
having the Regge form (1)) for the two cases: at mallQ? Q% 1GeV?), where SF and
PD havethe atbehaviourat anallx,and at large?, where SF F, (x;Q %) fastly increases
when x ! 0. Thebehaviour in the at case isnonstablk w ith the perturbative view point
because it kads to the production of the subcritical value of pom eron Intercept at larger
Q? and the is increase (ke 4=3 In( Q3)= Q?) i LO) when the Q? value ncreases,.
The solution in the Lipatov Pom eron case corresponds to the wellknown results (see
i3, 15, 19]) wih Q?-independent Pom eron intercept. The general \solution" should
contains the an ooth transition between these pictures. Unfortunately, it is inpossble
to dbtain it in the case of the sin ple approxin ation (1), because the rh.s. of DGLAP
equation {7{) contains the both: X and Const, tetn s. As a resul, we used two
above \solutions" gluing in som e point Q 2.

Note that our \solution" is som e generation (or a application) of the solution of
DGLAP equation in the m om entum gpace. The last one have two: "+ " and \ " com —
ponents. The above our conclusions are related to the \+ " com ponent, which is the
basic R egge asym ptotic. The Pom eron interoept corresponding to \ " com ponent, is Q %—
independent and this com ponent is the subasym ptotical one at large Q2. However, the
m agniude of the \+ " is suppressed lke 1=In (I=x) and @ S), and the subasym ptotical
\ " component m ay be in portant. Indeed, it is cbserved experin entally (see 24, 25)).
N ote, however, that the suppression Q32) is really very slight if we choose a small
valie of Q2.

Our \solution" in the form of Egs.(22)-£5) is in the very well agreem ent w ith the
recent M RS (G) tiPh]land with the results of[I9] at ¢ = 15GeV?. As it can be seen
from Egs.@3),23), in our om ulae there is the dependence on the PD behaviour at large
x.Follow ing to B2]we choose = 5 that agrees In the gluon case w ith the quark counting
rule B3]. This value is also close to the values obtained by CCFR group [34] ( = 4)
and In the last M RS (G) analysis RG] ( = 6). Note that this dependence is strongly
reduced for the gluon PD 1n the fom

£,;00) = Ag( )AL x);

ifwe suppose that the proton’sm cm entum is carred by gluon, is —independent. W e used
A,(6)= 21 and F, %;05) = 03whenx ! 0.
Forthe quark PD the choise = 3 ism ore preferable, however the use oftwo di erent
values com plicates the analysis. B ecause the quark contribution to the \+ " com ponent
isnot large, we put = 5 to both: quark and gluon cases. Note also that the variablk
©?) have (see B5]) the Q >-dependence determ inated by the LO AD N(Oé . However this
Q ?~dependence is proportional s and it is not in portant in our analysis.
Starting from Q2 = 1GeV? (y analogy wih B1]) and from Q3 = 2G eV ?, and using

two values of QCD param eter : more standard one (;i; = 200 M &V ) and ( ;;54=

°The P om eron intercept valie increasing w ith Q 2 was obtained also in [3G].



255 M eV ) obtalhed In P8], we have the follow ing values of the quark and gluon PD
f=4

\Interoepts" , = @ s+ &%, a) here - ismarked as ):
ifQ2=1Gev?

0% 407 5 ©Q?) 4@Q?) 5 Q%)
= 200M eV = 200M eV = 255M eV = 255M eV
4 | o191 0389 0.165 0.447
10 || 0318 0583 0295 0.659
15 || 0367 0.652 0.345 0.734

ifQi=2Gev?

Q% 407 5 ©Q%) 4@Q?) 5 Q%)
= 200M &V = 200M &V = 255M &V = 255M &V
4 | 0099 0175 0.097 0198
10 || 0226 0368 0227 0410
15 || 0275 0438 0278 0.486

N ote that these values of , are above the ones from R§]. Because we have the second
(subasym ptotical) part, the e ective our \intercepts" have the an aller values.

A sa conclusion, we note that BFK L equation (and thus the value of L ipatov P om eron
intercept) was obtained in R2] in the fram ework of perturbative QCD . The largeQ?
H ERA experin ental data are In the good agreem ent w ith Lipatov’s tra pctory and thus
w ith perturbative QCD . The an allQ? data agrees w ith the standard Pom eron intercept

o = 1 or with DonnachieLandsho pisture: , = 1:08. Perhaps, this range requires
already the know ledge of nonperturbative Q CD dynam ics and perturbative solutions
(ihcluding BFK L one) should be not applied here directly and are corrected by some
nonperturbative contributions.

In our analysis Eq.({l) can be considered as the nonperturbative R egge-type) input
atQf 1Gev?. Above Q% the PD behaviour obeys DG LAP equation, Pom eron m oves
to the subcritical regin e and tends to its perturbative value. A fter some Q 2, where its
perturbative value was already attained, Pom eron Intercept saves the pem anent value.
T he application of this approach to analyse an all x data invites futher investigation.
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