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Thepolarized structurefunction g1(x;Q
2)ofthenucleon hasbeen recently m easured

with good accuracy forproton [1]and deuteron [2]targetsovera reasonably widerangeof

valuesofx.Thisopensup the possibility ofa precise determ ination ofthe �rstm om ents

ofg1,which are ofdirectphysicalinterest,being related to the nucleon m atrix elem ents

ofaxialcurrents. An extraction ofthe m om ents ofg1 from the data,however,requires

theoreticalinput,notonly because the data covera lim ited range in x but,m ore im por-

tantly,because data are obtained atdi�erentvaluesofQ 2 foreach x bin,and have thus

to be evolved to a com m on value ofQ 2 using the Altarelli-Parisiequations before the

m om ents can be evaluated (for recent reviews on the phenom enology ofpolarized struc-

ture functionssee ref.[3]). W e have recently shown [4]thatthese perturbative evolution

e�ectscan actually be quite large and substantially a�ectthe extraction ofthe m om ents

from g1.Furtherm ore,e�ectswhich areform ally next-to-leading order(NLO)m ay lead to

signi�cantevolution because ofthelargecontribution ofthepolarized gluonsto g1 driven

by the axialanom aly.

Therecentcom putation ofthefullm atrix oftwo-loop anom alousdim ensions[5]m akes

a consistentNLO analysisofg1 now possible. Itisthe purpose ofthispaperto perform

such an analysis,and use it to provide a precise determ ination ofthe �rst m om ent of

g1. Afterreviewing the NLO form alism ,discussing schem e dependence,and the e�ectof

NLO corrections on the LO sm all-x behaviour ofparton distributions,we willuse it to

extract polarized parton distributions from the data. W e will�nd that the data allow

a determ ination ofboth the quark and gluon distributions without the need for extra

theoreticalassum ptions,and in particularstrongly constrain theiroverallnorm alizations

and sm all-x behaviours:we willthusbe able to inferthe existence ofpolarized gluonsin

thenucleon from an analysisofthescaledependence ofg1.W ewillthen usetheseparton

distributionsto determ ine the �rstm om entofthe structure function g1 and the nucleon

m atrix elem ent of the singlet axialcurrent, or singlet axialcharge, whose unexpected

sm allness has attracted a good dealofinterest. W e will�nally provide an evaluation of

the varioussourcesofstatisticaland system aticerrorrelated to these determ inations.

Thestructurefunction g1 isrelated to thepolarized quark and gluon distributionsby

g1(x;Q
2)=

he
2
i

2
[CN S 
 �q N S + CS 
 ��+ 2n fCg 
 �g]; (1)

wherehe2i= 1

nf

P n

i= 1
e2i,
 denotestheusualconvolution with respecttox,thenonsinglet

and singletquark distributionsarede�ned as

�q N S =

nfX

i= 1

�
e
2

i

he2i
� 1

�

(�q i+ ��q i); ��=

nfX

i= 1

(�q i+ ��q i); (2)

where �q i and ��q i are the polarized quark and antiquark distributions ofavor i,and

�g is the polarized gluon distribution (see ref.[4]for further details ofnotations and

conventions.). The polarized parton distributionsevolve according to the Altarelli-Parisi

equations[6]

d

dt
�q N S =

�s(t)

2�
P
N S

qq 
 �q N S

d

dt

�
��

�g

�

=
�s(t)

2�

�
P S
qq 2nfP

S
qg

P S
gq P S

gg

�




�
��

�g

�

;

(3)
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where t� ln(Q 2=�2). The coe�cientfunctionsC and splitting functionsP m ay each be

expanded in powersof�s:atNLO

C (x;�s)= C
(0)(x)+

�s

2�
C
(1)(x)+ O (�2s) (4)

P (x;�s)= P
(0)(x)+

�s

2�
P
(1)(x)+ O (�2s): (5)

In accordance with the partonic picture C
(0)

N S
(x) = C

(0)

S
(x) = �(1� x),while C

(0)
g (x) =

0. It will also prove convenient to introduce anom alous dim ensions (N ;�s) �
R1
0
dxxN � 1P (x;�s),i.e. the M ellin transform softhe splitting functions,aswellasanal-

ogously de�ned m om ent-space coe�cient functions C (N ;� s) and parton distributions

�q N S(N ;Q
2),��(N ;Q 2)and �g(N ;Q 2).

W hereas the NLO coe�cient functions C (1) have been known for som e tim e [7]the

two loop splitting functionsP (1) have been only recently determ ined [5],1 only their�rst

m om ents being known previously [7]. The NLO coe�cient functions m ay be m odi�ed

by a change offactorization schem e which is partially com pensated by a corresponding

change in the NLO anom alousdim ensions,hence both are required in orderto specify a

NLO com putation com pletely. Previousanalyseswhich included NLO e�ectsonly in the

coe�cient functions (such as [4]) were thus necessarily incom plete and treated only the

�rst m om ents consistently at NLO.It is now possible to test explicitly whether,as was

claim ed in ref.[4],the NLO gluon contribution to the �rstm om entofg1 isthe dom inant

NLO e�ect,and furtherm ore whetherithasa sizable e�ecton theQ 2 dependence ofg1.

TheNLO anom alousdim ensionsand coe�cientfunctionsofref.[5]aregiven in theM S

schem e. Since chiralsym m etry isrespected,m atrix elem entsofnonsingletaxialcurrents

areconserved,nonsingletaxialchargesdo notevolve,and thus�q N S(1;Q
2)isindependent

ofQ 2.In allsuch schem esatNLO

CN S(1;�s)= CS(1;�s)= 1�
�s

�
+ O (�2s) (6)

(although athigher ordersCN S(1;�s)6= CS(1;�s)). M atrix elem ents ofthe axialsinglet

current are instead notconserved because ofthe axialanom aly,so thatthe singletaxial

charge dependson scale. In the M S schem e the �rstm om entofC
(1)
g vanishes,the gluon

decouplesfrom the�rstm om entofg1 and thescaledependentsingletaxialchargeisthus

equalto ��(1;Q 2).

Factorization schem es where this happens are som ewhat pathological,in that they

include soft contributions to the cross section in the coe�cient function rather than ab-

sorbing them com pletely into theparton distributions[8-10].W ewillinstead perform our

calculationsin schem eswhereallsoftcontributionsareproperly factorized into theparton

distributions.The �rstm om entofthegluon coe�cientfunction atNLO isthen [11]

Cg(1;�s)= �
�s

4�
+ O (�2s): (7)

1 W ith ourconventionsthe expressionsof
(0)

and 
(1)

ofref.[5]m ustbe divided by � 4 and

� 8 respectively and qg should be furtherdivided by 2nf.
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W ith thischoice,the �rstm om entofg1 isgiven atNLO by

�1(Q
2)�

Z 1

0

g1(x;Q
2)dx =

he
2
i

2

�
(1� � s

�
)
�
�q N S(1;Q

2)+ ��(1;Q 2)
�
� nf

� s

2�
�g(1;Q 2)

�
;

(8)

and the �rst m om ent of the scale dependent eigenvector of the singlet Altarelli-Parisi

equations(3)is

a0(Q
2)= ��(1;Q 2)� nf

�s

2�
�g(1;Q 2): (9)

The corresponding eigenvalue of the anom alous dim ension m atrix coincides with the

anom alousdim ension ofthe singletaxialcurrent,so a0 isidenti�ed with the singletaxial

charge

hp;sjj
�

5
jp;si= M s

�
a0(Q

2); (10)

wherep,M and sarethem om entum ,m assand spin ofthenucleon.Theothereigenvector

ofperturbative evolution is the �rst m om ent ofthe polarized singlet quark distribution,

��(1;Q 2),which is then independent ofQ 2,and m ay be identi�ed with the conserved

singletquark helicity [11-13].

In facttheeigenvectorsrem ain thesam eto allordersin perturbation theory,because

oftheAdler-Bardeen theorem [14],which statesthattheNLO m ixing ofthedivergenceof

the singlet axialcurrent with a gluonic operator (the anom aly),which is responsible for

its scale dependence,does not receive higher order corrections. Thus ifwe require that

��(1;Q 2)isscaleindependentthen theaxialchargeisgiven by eq.(9)to allorders.This

m eansthatthe �rstm om entsofthe singletquark and gluon coe�cientfunctionsare not

actually independent:to allordersin perturbation theory (8)becom essim ply

�1(Q
2)=

he
2
i

2

�
CN S(1;�s)�q N S(1;Q

2)+ CS(1;�s)a0(Q
2)
�
; (11)

and thus

Cg(1;�s)= �
�s

4�
CS(1;�s): (12)

G iven anom alous dim ensions and coe�cient functions in a particular factorization

schem e any other factorization schem e can be constructed [15]by introducing a schem e

change speci�ed by a function zN S(N ;�s) = 1 + � s

2�
z
(1)

N S
(N ) + O (�2s) and a m atrix

zS(N ;�s) = 11 + � s

2�
z
(1)

S
(N )+ O (�2s). The NLO anom alous dim ensions and coe�cient

functionsthen change according to


(1)

N S
(N )! 

(1)

N S
(N )�

�0
2
z
(1)

N S
(N );


(1)

S
(N )! 

(1)

S
(N )+ [z

(1)

S
(N );

(0)

S
(N )]�

�0
2
z
(1)

S
(N ); (13)

C
(1)

N S
(N )! C

(1)

N S
(N )� z

(1)

N S
(N );

C
(1)

S
(N )! C

(1)

S
(N )� z

(1)

qq (N ); (14)

C
(1)

g (N )! C
(1)

g (N )� z
(1)

qg (N );

where �0 = 11� 2

3
nf istheone loop coe�cientofthe QCD beta function.
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Forsim plicity wewillonly discussschem echangeswherezN S = zqq,i.e.such thatthe

relativenorm alization ofthesingletand nonsingletquark distributionsisuna�ected.The

conservation ofthe nonsinglet axialcurrent then �xes the �rst m om ent z
(1)

N S
= z

(1)
qq = 0

wheneverthe originalschem e respectschiralsym m etry.W e then wish to considerspecif-

ically factorization schem esin which the �rstm om entsofthe coe�cientfunctionssatisfy

eq.(7): starting from the M S schem e,eq.(14)then �xes z
(1)
qg (1)= 1.2 In order to com -

pletely specify the�rstm om entofz weusetheAdler-Bardeen condition thatthetwo-loop

eigenvectorofperturbativeevolution asgiven by (9)beidenti�ed toallperturbativeorders

with them atrix elem entoftheaxialcurrent.Knowledge oftheNNLO anom alousdim en-

sion ofthe axialcurrent[17]then �xesthe �rstm om entsofthe rem aining two entriesof

the m atrix z.

W e willconsider severalschem es which di�er in the way the rem aining m om ents of

the coe�cientfunctions and anom alousdim ensionsare constructed. In the �rstschem e,

we sim ply take z(x),the inverse M ellin transform ofz(N ),to be independent ofx. This

schem e is thus the m inim alm odi�cation ofthe M S schem e such that the �rst m om ents

ofparton distributionssatisfy the anom aly constrainteq.(9);in particular,the largeand

sm allx behaviourofthecoe�cientfunctionsand anom alousdim ensionsarethen thesam e

as in M S. W e willrefer to this as the Adler-Bardeen (AB) schem e. The m atrix which

transform sfrom M S to the AB schem e is

z
(1)

S
(N )

�
�
A B

=
1

N

�
0 2nfTF
0 0

�

; (15)

where,forSU(3)color,CF = 4

3
,CA = 3 and TF = 1

2
.Noticethatthetwo lowerentriesin

the M S NLO anom alousdim ension m atrix [5]turn outto be already consistentwith the

Adler{Bardeen condition above,and NNLO anom alousdim ensions[17];thecorresponding

entriesoftheschem e change m atrix eq.(15)therefore vanish.

Transform ations such as (15) which take us from M S to a schem e where the gluon

contributesto the �rstm om entofg1 correspond to rem oving softcontributionsfrom the

coe�cientfunctions[9-10]. Ratherthan doing thisby hand,asin the AB schem e above,

the subtraction m ay be perform ed by com puting the coe�cientfunctionsin the presence

ofan explicitinfrared regulator,which autom atically enforceseq.(7)[10].Theentrieszqq
and zqg ofthe z m atrix arethen �xed using eq.(14)and the M S coe�cientfunctions[5]

C
S

q

(1)
(N )

�
�
M S

= CF

h

S1(N )

�
3

2
� 1

N (N + 1)
+ S1(N )

�

� S2(N )� 9N
3
+ 6N

2
� 3N � 2

2N 2(N + 1)

i

;

C
S

g

(1)
(N )

�
�
M S

= �TF
N � 1

N (N + 1)

�
S1(N )+ N � 1

N

�
;

(16)

whereSj(N )=
P N

k= 1
1

kj
.Thetwo lowerentriesofthetransform ation m atrix can then be

taken to be zero asin theAB schem e.

2 A schem e change ofthis kind was constructed in ref.[16];the form ofthe m atrix z given

there appears however to be incorrect. Also,note that the partialresult for the NLO splitting

functionsgiven there isincorrect,asexplained in ref.[5].
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One possibility is to renorm alize while keeping the incom ing particle o�-shell(OS

schem e,henceforth);the coe�cientfunctionsarethen given by

C
S

q

(1)

(N )
�
�
O S

= CF

�
3

2
S1(N )� 4S2(N ) � 2N

4
� N

3
� 5N � 4

2N 2(N + 1)2

�

;

C
S

g

(1)
(N )

�
�
O S

= �2TF
N

3
� N

2
+ N + 1

N 2(N + 1)2
:

(17)

An alternative option is to endow the quarks with a �nite m ass (Altarelli-Ross,or AR

schem e);the quark [18]3 and gluon [11,10]coe�cientfunctionsare then

C
S

q

(1)

(N )
�
�
A R

= CF

h�
7

2
+ 1

N (N + 1)
� S1(N )

�

S1(N ) � 3S2(N )� 5N
4
+ 7N

3
+ 5N

2
� 3N � 2

2N 2(N + 1)2

i

;

C
S

g

(1)

(N )
�
�
A R

= �TF
N

2
+ 1+ N (N � 1)S1(N )

N 2(N + 1)
:

(18)

Noticethatin allthree ofthese schem esthe�rstm om entsofthe coe�cientfunctionsare

given by eqs.(6)and (7),and thusthe NLO relation between the �rstm om entofg1 and

the singletaxialcharge a0 im plicitin eqs.(8)and (9)isautom atically satis�ed.

Them ain e�ectoftheNLO correctionstoperturbativeevolution isthecouplingofthe

gluon to g1,and in particularitscontribution to the �rstm om ent�1 eq.(8),which does

not decouple as Q 2 ! 1 [11]. However,NLO corrections m ay also substantially a�ect

thesm all-x behaviourofparton distributionsand coe�cientfunctions.Indeed,unlikethe

unpolarized case,theNLO contributionstothepolarized splittingfunctionsand coe�cient

functionsdisplay a strongersingularity asx ! 0 than theirLO counterparts;accordingly

their M ellin transform s display a stronger singularity as N ! 0. M ore speci�cally the

singularitiesin the NLO M S anom alousdim ensions[5]and coe�cientfunctionstake the

form


(1)

N S
(N )=

1

N 3

�
2CA CF � 3C 2

F

�
+ O

�
1

N 2

�

; (19)


(1)

S
(N )=

1

N 3

�
�4CF TF nf + 2CA CF � 3C 2

F �2CA TF � CF TF

4CA CF + 2C 2
F 8C 2

A � 4CF TF nf

�

+ O

�
1

N 2

�

;

C
(1)

N S
= C

(1)

q = CF

1

N 2
+ O

�
1

N

�

; C
(1)

g = �TF
1

N 2
+ O

�
1

N

�

; (20)

whereasthe LO anom alousdim ensionshave a sim ple pole in N (detailsofwhich m ay be

found in ref.[4]).4

3
Because the quark m ass breaks chiralsym m etry,it is now necessary to perform an extra

subtraction in orderto ensure thatthe nonsingletaxialcurrentsare conserved.

4 The presence ofdouble logarithm s in the NLO polarized splitting functions and coe� cient

functionsstrongly suggeststhatthe system atic cancellation ofcollinearsingularitieswhich char-

acterizesthe sm all-x behaviourofunpolarized splitting functionsdoesnotoccurin the polarized

case.In thenonsingletchannela sum m ation ofthesedoublelogarithm icsingularitiesto allorders

in �s hasbeen attem pted in ref.[19].
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The NLO correctionscould therefore have a signi�cantim pactin the sm allx region,

and in particularrequire a sum m ation oflogarithm ice�ectsin 1

x
,which could be done in

analogy to theunpolarized case[20]ifthecoe�cientofthem ostsingularcontributionsto

thepolarized splittingfunctionsasx ! 0wereknown toallordersin �s.In ordertoassess

at which values ofx and Q 2 these e�ects m ight begin to be relevant (and in particular

whetherthey already am ountto a sizablecorrection in thepresently m easured region)g1
m ay bedeterm ined by solvingtheNLO evolution equationswith theapproxim atesm all-N

form eq.(19)ofthe anom alousdim ensions:

�q N S(N ;Q
2)= �q N S(N ;Q

2

0)

�
�s(Q

2
0)

�s(Q
2)

� 2
(0)

N S
(N )

� 0
h

1+
�N S

N 3

�
�s(Q

2

0)� �s(Q
2)
�i

;

v� (N ;Q
2)= v� (N ;Q

2

0)

�
�s(Q

2
0)

�s(Q
2)

� 2� � (N )

� 0
h

1+
��

N 3

�
�s(Q

2

0)� �s(Q
2)
�i

;

(21)

wherev� and �� aretheeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesoftheLO singletanom alousdim en-

sion m atrix (0) (see ref.[4]),�s(Q
2)iscom puted atNLO,Q 0 isthe starting scale,and

the coe�cients� are explicitly given by

�N S =
8

3��0
; �� = 112

3��0

�

(1�
nf

14
)� 13

14
(1�

11nf

104
)

. q

1�
3nf

32

�

: (22)

The NLO correctionsdo notm ix the LO sm allx eigenvectors,because m ixing term sare

O
�

1

N 2

�
. The eigenvectorsofperturbative evolution atNLO are thusthe sam e asatLO:

at sm allx and large Q 2 �g and �� have opposite sign [4],and in particular (for any

plausible parton distributions)�� < 0 and �g > 0.Itisinteresting to observe thatthis

resultisschem eindependent,becausetheleading 1

N 3 singularitiesin theNLO corrections

only receivecontributionsfrom thediagonalprojectionsoftheNLO anom alousdim ension

m atrix onto the LO eigenvectors,which arethem selvesschem e independent.

Theleading NLO sm all-x behaviourcan now befound by inverseM ellin transform of

eq.(21)in the saddle pointapproxim ation:

�q N S(x;Q
2)=N N S�

� 1=2
e
2N S�

h

1+ �N S
�

�

N S

�3 �
�s(Q

2

0)� �s(Q
2)
�i

;

v� (x;Q
2)=N � �

� 1=2
e
2� �

h

1+ ��
�

�

�

�3 �
�s(Q

2

0)� �s(Q
2)
�i

;

(23)

where N are norm alization constants,� �
p
��,� �

p
�=�,� � lnx0

x
,� � ln

� s(Q
2

0
)

� s(Q
2)
,x0 is

areferencevalueofx such thattheapproxim atesm all-x form oftheanom alousdim ensions

isapplicable forx <� x0 and Q 2 >� Q 2
0,and 2

N S
= 2C F

�0
while � are asgiven in ref.[4].5

5 Eq.(23)only givestheNLO generalization oftheasym ptoticLO behaviour�
� 1=2

e
2 �

when

the boundary conditions are soft,as discussed in ref.[4]. Ifthe boundary condition is hard,for

exam ple e
��
,then for � >� =� the LO behaviour reproduces the boundary condition [4],and

the NLO correction to itisgiven by
�
1+ �i�

� 3
�
�s(Q

2
0)� �s(Q

2
)
��
,where �i = �N S;�� in in the

nonsingletand singletcasesrespectively.In thiscase the NLO correction isthusx-independent.
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The term s in square brackets in eq.(23)give the NLO correction to the LO asym ptotic

sm allx behaviour[4,21].Becauseallcoe�cients� eq.(22)arepositivetheNLO corrections

lead to a furtherincrease proportionalto �3=2 ofthe parton distributionsatsm allx.The

coe�cient ofthis increase is however rather sm all, for instance with n f = 4 one gets

�N S=
3
N S

� �+ =
3
+ � 1

2
,so thatthe correction issm allin the presently accessible sm allx

region. These conclusions however only apply to the region where the no sum m ation of

logsof 1

x
isnecessary so thatthe NLO in �s m ay be treated asa subleading correction,

and could be substantially altered atsm allervaluesofx.

The leading sm allx behaviour ofg1 can be found at NLO using the sm allx NLO

solution eq.(21)and coe�cientfunctionseq.(20)in theM ellin transform oftheexpression

ofg1 eq.(1).BecausetheNLO coe�cientfunctions(20)onlyhavea 1

N 2 singularityatNLO

they actually do notcontributeto theleading sm all-x behaviourofg1,which isthusfound

by sim ply taking the appropriate linear com bination ofthe sm all-x parton distributions

eq.(23). The NLO correction to the sm all-x behaviour ofthe coe�cient functions m ay

nevertheless have a signi�cant im pact,especially at low scales (i.e.,when Q is close to

the starting scale Q 0) where evolution e�ects are negligible. Indeed,the 1

N 2 singularity

correspondsto a log 1

x
riseofthecoe�cientfunction,and would thereforelead to a riseof

both singletand nonsingletcontributionsto the structure function g1 even ifthe parton

distributions them selves did not rise. The coe�cient ofthis rise is however not schem e

independent:forinstance,thecoe�cientoftheleading singularity in thegluon coe�cient

function is the sam e in the M S,AB and AR schem es,but is twice as large in the OS

schem e.

Having established thata NLO treatm entisadequatein the region ofcurrentexper-

im entaldata,wecan proceed to a determ ination ofthephysicalobservablesrelated to g1.

Even though our purpose here is not to establish a param etrization ofpolarized parton

distributions,wehaveto constructsuch a param etrization sinceonly LO param etrizations

arecurrently available6.W e param etrizethe initialparton distributionsaccording to

�f(x;Q 2

0)= N (�f;�f;af)�fx
� f (1� x)�f (1+ afx); (24)

where N (�;�;a) is �xed by the norm alization condition N (�;�;a)
R1
0
dxx�(1� x)�(1+

ax)= 1,and �f denotes��,�q N S or�g.In ourpreviousanalysis[4],which used only

protondata,therespectivethreesetsofparam eterscould notbeindependentlydeterm ined,

whilethesm allx behaviourhad to be�xed and then varied in a plausiblerange.Now,by

including the deuteron data [2],we can disentangle the nonsingletand singletquark and

gluon contributionstog1,becauseg
p

1
isdom inated by theisotripletterm ,which contributes

about90% ofits�rstm om ent,whilegd1 isisosinglet.W ecan thusdeterm ineindependently

alm ostallofthe param etersofthe singletand nonsingletparton distributions(including

the param eters�f,which determ ine theirsm all-x behaviour).

W e determ ine g1 at allx and Q 2 by solution ofthe NLO evolution equations with

boundary conditionsoftheform (24)atQ 2
0 = 1 G eV 2.Thevariousparam etersin eq.(24)

6 A com prehensive review ofthe present status ofpolarized parton param etrizationsisgiven

in ref.[22]. A NLO param etrization hasbeen presented in ref.[23],butin the unsubtracted M S

schem e,which,aspreviously discussed,isnotproperly factorized.
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are then found by �tting g1(x;Q
2)to the recentprecision experim entaldeterm ination of

g1 forproton and deuteron [1,2],which aregiven alonga curveQ
2 = Q 2(x)foreach exper-

im ent.Asin [4]g1 isextracted from them easured asym m etry A 1 using theleading-twist

expression7 g1(x;Q
2)= A 1(x;Q

2)F1(x;Q
2);F1 isin turn com puted from theSLAC deter-

m ination [24]oftheratioR(x;Q 2)ofthelongitudinaltotransversevirtualphotoabsorption

cross section,and the m ost recent NM C determ ination [25]ofF2(x;Q
2). The deuteron

structure function isde�ned astheaverageoftheproton and neutron structure functions

and isobtained from the deuteron asym m etry afterapplying a correction to account for

d-wave adm ixture[26]:

g
d
1(x;Q

2)� 1

2

�
g
p

1
(x;Q 2)+ g

n
1(x;Q

2)
�
= A

d
1(x;Q

2)F d
1 (x;Q

2)
�
(1� 1:5!D ) (25)

where !D = 0:05.

The norm alization ofthe nonsinglet quark distribution at Q 0 (which lies below the

charm threshold)is�xed by assum ing SU(3)sym m etry ofthem atrix elem entsoftheaxial

current,determ ined [27]from hyperon � decays:

�N S =

Z 1

0

�q N S(x;Q
2)dx = � 3

4
gA + 1

4
a8; (26)

gA = 1:2573� 0:0028; a8 = 0:579� 0:025; (27)

where the plus (m inus) sign refers to a proton (neutron) target. W hile the im pact of

possibleSU(3)violationon ourresultswillbediscussed below,wewilldefertoasubsequent

publication thepossibilityofusingthedatathem selvestotestSU(3)orSU(2)(and thusthe

Bjorken sum rule).Athigherscales,new nonsingletcontributionsariseasthevariousheavy

quarkthresholdsarepassed,sothat�q N S(1;Q
2)isnotscaleindependentacrossthresholds.

The corresponding heavy quark distributions are generated dynam ically,assum ing that

they vanish on threshold,and im posing [9]continuity ofa0(Q
2)eq.(9).

Itturnsoutthatthedata aregood enough to determ inealltherem aining param eters

directly with a singleexception,nam ely,theparam etersaq and ag which controltheshape

ofthe singletdistributions �� and �g atinterm ediate x,and which are di�cult to pin

down individually since the evolution m ixes �� and �g. W e willthus take a q = ag,

and determ ine the rem aining ten param etersfrom a �tto the data. The respective best

�t values are listed,in table 1 for the AB,AR and OS schem es. The errors given there

are statisticalerrors from the �t, com puted by taking into account correlations. The

corresponding determ ination ofg1(x)in the AB schem e isshown in �g.1 atthe starting

scale aswellasatthe scaleQ (x)ofthe variousdata setsand atQ 2 = 10 G eV 2.

The m ain featuresofthisdeterm ination ofpolarized parton distributionsare thefol-

lowing.Theevolution ofg1 israthersim ilartothatdiscussed in ref.[4],thusdem onstrating

thatthem ain NLO e�ectisindeed thedirectgluon contribution to the�rstm om entofg1
which wasalready included there;the m ain di�erence between the presentdeterm ination

7 K inem atichighertwistcorrectionswhich are som etim esincluded are neglected here forcon-

sistency since no system atic treatm entofthese correctionsisavailable.
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ofpolarized parton distributionsand thatofref.[4]isthe m oredetailed nature ofthe�t,

due to the inclusion ofthedeuteron data.

Speci�cally,thelargex behaviour,controlled by theexponent�,isin fairagreem ent

with theexpectationsbased on QCD counting rules[28],which predict�q = �N S ’ 3 and

�g ’ 4;ofcourse theseparam etersarestrongly schem e dependent(asexplicitly displayed

in table 1). The value of�g cannotbe determ ined very accurately since large-x data are

at relatively large Q 2,where the direct coupling ofthe gluon to g1 is suppressed by the

sm allvalue of�s;in the OS schem e the resultsare largely independentofthiscoe�cient

which thuscannotbe�tted atall.

The sm allx behaviourturnsoutto beatleastqualitatively constrained by the data.

Theinitialsingletparton distributionsarefound to display softvalence-likebehaviour,i.e.

not to grow at sm allx,as was predicted by Regge theory [29]. However the nonsinglet

quark distribution is found to grow approxim ately as �q �
x! 0

1p
x
.8 W e have explicitly

veri�ed thatthese behavioursindeed correspond to an overallglobalm inim um ,and that

thequality ofthe�tdeterioratesuniform ly asthevaluesof�f deviatefrom thosegiven in

table1,by repeatingthe�twith �xed valuesofthethreeexponents� f chosen in therange

�0:9 � �f � +0:5.The singularbehaviourofthe nonsingletquark isthe m ain di�erence

between these results and those discussed in ref.[4],where,since it was im possible to

determ ine itfrom the data,itwasassum ed to be valence-like.

Even though theseresultsaresuggestive,they should betaken with som ecare:�rstly,

the values of�f are strongly schem e-dependent,and partly just reect the shape ofthe

coe�cientfunctionsatsm allx and sm allQ 2 in thevariousschem es:forinstance,thefact

thatthe coe�cientofthe leading singularity in C
(1)
g islargerin the OS schem e explains

why the value of�g in this schem e islarger. Furtherm ore,these are not necessarily the

asym ptotic behaviours ofthe various parton distributions as x ! 0: in particular,the

large value and uncertainty in aN S indicate that the asym ptotic behaviour ofg
p

1
is still

setting in atthesm allestexperim entalx values;likewise,gd1 atsm allQ
2 and sm allx grows

large and positive with the present param etrization,but this happens outside the data

range (the growth isbarely seen starting on the Q 2 = 1 G eV 2 curve ofFig.1b). In this

respect,present-day polarized data areto becom pared to theNM C unpolarized data [25]:

akinem aticcoveragecom parabletothatavailableatHERA fordeterm ining[31]thesm all-

x behaviourF2 would berequired todeterm ineprecisely thesm allx behaviourofpolarized

parton distributions.Thisisreected by thelargeuncertaintiesin theparam etersaf which

govern thetransition to thesm allx region.

Finally,the data turn out to allow a good determ ination ofthe size ofthe quark

and gluon distributions. The size ofthe gluon distribution drivesperturbative evolution;

the evolution already observed due to the factthatthe SM C and E143 data are taken at

di�erentvaluesofQ 2 forequalx (displayed in �g.1)turnsouttobesu�cienttorequire� g

(which givesthe �rstm om entof�g atthe initialscale Q = Q 0)to be largeand positive.

Therelation eq.(9)between the�rstm om entsofthequark and gluon distributionsand the

�rstm om entofg1 then inevitablyleadstoaratherlargequarksinglet.Thisisarem arkable

8
Thisseem sto bequalitatively consistentwith thesum m ation ofdoublelogarithm spresented

in refs.[19,30], since this suggests that both the polarized and unpolarized nonsinglet quark

distributionshave the sam e leading sm allx behaviour,atleastin perturbation theory.
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result:the scale-independent�rstm om entof��,given by � q,isfound em pirically to be

equalto a8 eq.(27)within errors.Thelargeviolation oftheZweig rulein the�rstm om ent

ofg1 appearsthen to bealm ostentirely dueto a largeperturbativegluon contribution to

g1,aswasconjectured in ref.[11].

A largegluon distribution im pliessubstantialevolution e�ects,and thusa substantial

correction due to thedeterm ination ofthe m om entsofg1 from the experim entaldata [4].

Indeed,wecan now determ ine the�rstm om enteq.(8),aswellasthesingletaxialcharge

ofthenucleon de�ned according to eq.(9)from thebest-�tpolarized parton distributions.

Theresultsin theAB schem e,which weshalltakeasa baseline,aredisplayed in the�rst

row oftable 2. Only �
p

1
is shown;the deuteron is obtained from it by subtracting the

isotripletcontribution �I= 11 = 1

12
CN S(1;�s)gA since we have assum ed isospin to be exact.

Thevalueof�1 isfound to belowerthan thevalueextracted [1,2]neglecting theevolution

ofthe asym m etry,and consequently the value ofthe axialcharge a0 we obtain is about

a halfofthe value quoted by the experim entalcollaborations. It is thus im portant to

establish whether this result is a robust consequence ofthe inclusion ofNLO evolution

e�ects,or whether it is a by-product ofthe procedure used so far. Furtherm ore,ifthe

resultiscon�rm ed,itinevitably im pliesan increase in the theoreticaluncertainty in the

determ ination oftheaxialcharge,which m ustbem ore accurately estim ated.

First,we test the sensitivity to the speci�c functionalform eq.(24) ofthe parton

distributions.To thispurpose,we change the param eterization (24)by replacing the last

factorwith (1+ bf
p
x + afx),and then repeating the �twith variouschoicesforthenew

param eters bf. In particular,we �x bq = bg and then we vary �5 � bq; bN S � 5. No

signi�cantvariation in the resultsorthe quality ofthe global�tisfound,indicating that

the �t is stable. The results for extrem e values ofbN S while bq = bg = 0 are shown in

table2;variationsofbq,bg produce even sm allere�ects.

Othersourcesofuncertaintyrelatedtothe�ttingprocedureareduetothefactthatthe

structure function isnotm easured overthe fullrange ofvaluesofx,and isonly sam pled

at a �nite num ber ofpoints. The form er uncertainty com es from the extrapolations to

sm alland large x,and isthusalready included through the propagated errorsin the six

param eters�f and �f.Itisinteresting to note thatifwe were to assum e thatthe initial

nonsingletquarkdistribution wasatatsm allx,i.e.�N S = 0,�1 would scarcelybealtered,

even though �q and �g both fallsubstantially (seetable2).Thelattere�ect,howeverisdue

m oreto thedeterioration in thequality ofthe�tatinterm ediatex than to a largechange

in thesm allx contribution.Theotheruncertainty isrelated to thefactthatwedeterm ine

the �rstm om entsofg1 and the parton distributionsby integrating the respective best-�t

form s.Thisistobecontrasted with theprocedurefollowed by experim entalcollaborations,

which instead determ inethe�rstm om entofg1 by sum m ingthedataovertheexperim ental

bins;evolution e�ectscould then be included ascorrectionsto each bin separately. Such

a procedure ishowever problem atic because evolution e�ects are actually ratherlarge in

m any ofthe bins,and furtherm ore the value ofg1(x0;Q
2
0)isdeterm ined (nonlinearly)by

the m easurem ents at allx > x0 and Q 2 < Q 2
0 so it is not possible to disentangle truly

independent corrections to individualdata points. Thus a sim ple sum over bins ignores

the constraintsim posed by perturbative evolution on the shape ofg1 in the (x;Q
2)plane

and givesundue weightto particulardata points. The integration of�tted distributions

hasnevertheless an inevitable sam pling uncertainty. To estim ate thiswe have com puted

thedi�erencebetween theexperim entalvalueofg1 in each bin and ourbest-�tg1(xb;Q
2
b),
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where(xb;Q
2

b)arethecentralvaluesofx and Q
2 foreach x bin,and havethen com puted

the �rst m om ent � ofthis di�erence over the m easured region by m ultiplying it by the
bin width and sum m ing over bins. W e �nd � p(SM C) = �0:0032,� p(E143) = 0:0007,
� d(SM C) = �0:0045,� d(E143) = 0:0010 for the four experim ents,showing that this
correction isindeed sm alland doesnotlead to a system aticbias.Com bining theseresults
weobtain an estim atefortheoverallstatisticaluncertainty dueto thechoiceofthe�tting
procedure,to be added to thatofthe �titself(see table3).

W enow turn to thevarioussourcesofsystem atictheoreticaluncertainty.Allthecor-
responding results,along with the�2 ofthevarious�ts,aresum m arized in table2.First,
weconsiderthepossibility ofSU(2)orSU(3)violation.The form erwillin generalinduce
current m ixing e�ects: for instance,in the presence ofisospin violation,the proton and
deuteron m atrix elem entoftheisosingletcurrentm ay beunequalto each other.However,
due to the expected sm allness ofisospin violation,this e�ect is negligible com pared to
the erroron the valuesofgA and a8 induced by SU(2)and SU(3)violation in the quark
distributions,which are then the dom inant source ofuncertainty. W e estim ate these by
assum ing a 2% uncertainty on gA (ofthe sam e order ofthe accuracy to which isospin
sym m etry ofunpolarized quark distributionsm ay be established [32])and a 30% uncer-
tainty on a8 [33].Noticethatwhen these param etersarevaried thesize ofthe nonsinglet
�rstm om entofg1 varies;however,table2 showsthatthebest-�tvalueofthesinglet�rst
m om entand thusofa0 adjustsitselfand rem ainssurprisingly stable.

The uncertainty related to the value of�s,which is not negligible in a NLO com -
putation, is sim ply estim ated by repeating the �t when �s is varied in the range [34]
�s(M z)= 0:117� 0:005. The position ofthe quark thresholds is varied from 0:75m q to
2:5m q (with m c = 1:5 G eV,m b = 5 G eV).

An im portantsourceoftheoreticaluncertaintyisduetothelackofknowledgeofhigher
ordercorrections,asreected by the dependence ofthe resultson factorization scale M 2

and renorm alization scale �2. W e estim ate this by taking M 2 = k1Q
2 and �2 = k2Q

2,
and varying 0:5� k1;k2 � 2.W hen thescalesarevaried thephysicalparam etersturn out
to have a stationary pointwithin thisrange;the associated erroristhusasym m etric,but
ratherlarge,consistentwith thefactthatevolution e�ectsareim portant.Theuctuations
found when varying the factorization scale are consistent with the spread ofthe results
displayed in table1 in variousfactorization schem es.W ehavealso checked thatincluding
theknown two and threeloop correctionsto the�rstm om entsofthecoe�cientfunctions
producessim ilarvariations.

The errorscorresponding to allthese sources,given by the m axim alvariation ofthe
resultsasthe param etersare varied in the respective ranges,are sum m arized in table 3.
W ehavenotincluded an errorduetohighertwistterm ssinceweknow ofnoreliableway of
estim ating it:experiencewith unpolarized data suggeststhatitisprobably rathersm aller
than the errorfrom higherordercorrections.

In conclusion,the analysisofvarioussources oftheoreticaluncertainty con�rm s the
stability ofourdeterm ination ofthe�rstm om entofg1 and theaxialchargeofthenucleon.
Adding in quadraturethe varioussourcesoferror,sum m arized in table3,we get�nally

�
p

1
(3 G eV

2
)= 0:118� 0:013(exp.)

+ 0:009

� 0:006
(th.);

�d1(3 G eV
2
)= 0:024� 0:013(exp.)

+ 0:011

� 0:005
(th.);

�
p

1
(10 G eV

2
)= 0:122� 0:013(exp.)

+ 0:011

� 0:005
(th.);

�d1(10 G eV
2
)= 0:025� 0:013(exp.)

+ 0:012

� 0:004
(th.);

a0(10 G eV
2
)= 0:14� 0:10(exp.)

+ 0:12

� 0:05
(th.);

(28)
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The deuterium valuesreferto the structure function eq.(25);they m ustbe m ultiplied by

1� 1:5!D in orderto com parewith theresultsquoted by theexperim entalcollaborations.

Valuesofa0 atany otherscale areobtained using NLO evolution [7]

a0(Q
2)=

�
1+

2nf

�0

� s

�
+ O

�
�
2

s

��
a0(1 ); (29)

which the expression (9)a0 satis�esby construction. The dom inantsource oftheoretical

uncertainty is that related to higher order corrections,i.e. to renorm alization and fac-

torization scale. The experim entaluncertainty includes the variouserrors related to the

�tting procedure (hence also the experim entalsystem atics),and is stilldom inant. This

ism ainly due to the factthatthe data allow usto only partly constrain the shape ofthe

polarized gluon distribution,and thusthe perturbativeevolution ofg1.

It is interesting to com pare the value ofthe axialcharge eq.(28),obtained using

eq.(9),with thatobtained using eq.(11)with thecoe�cientfunctionsexpanded to NLO

asin eq.(6):

a
0
0(Q

2)� [CS(1;�s)]
� 1

�
2

he2i
�1(Q

2) � CN S(1;�s)�q N S(1;Q
2)

�

: (30)

Ifwecould work to allordersa0 = a00;however,in a k-th orderperturbativecom putation

the two determ inationsdi�erby (k+ 1)-th ordercorrections.Indeed,atNLO

a
0
0(Q

2)� a0(Q
2)= � 2nf

�
�s

2�

�2
�g(1;Q 2)+ O (�3s): (31)

Thisdi�erence m ay bequitelargeifthegluon distribution islarge:indeed,using eq.(30)

wegeta00(10 G eV
2
)= 0:09� 0:15(stat.),which di�ersconsiderably from thecentralvalue

eq.(28),though within the theoreticalerror. Notice that(31)is scale dependent: while

itvanishesasym ptotically,atlow scalesitislarge enough thata00(Q
2)actually increases

with Q 2 below 10 G eV 2 rather than decreasing as the axialcharge should,according to

eq.(29).

Finally, we can estim ate the size of the quark and gluon distributions in the AB

schem e: Z 1

0

dx��(x)= 0:5� 0:1;

Z 1

0

dx�g(x;1G eV
2
)= 1:5� 0:8;

(32)

whereallerrorshavebeen added in quadrature.Thegluon distribution isratherlargeeven

atthequoted low scale(thecorresponding valueat10 G eV 2 isroughly twiceaslarge)and

even though the errorislarge,itdi�erssigni�cantly from zero. The value ofthe (scale

independent)singletquark distribution isin agreem entwithin errorswith the prediction

ofthe Zweig rule,which would identify itwith a8 eq.(27).

In sum m ary,we have given a NLO determ ination ofthe m ain physicalobservables

related to the polarized structure function g1. Our m ain result is that the data already

constrain thesizeofpolarized parton distributions,and in particularrequirea ratherlarge

polarized gluon distribution. Thisin turn im pliesthatperturbative evolution e�ects are
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not negligible,and in fact substantially a�ect the extraction ofthe �rst m om ent ofg1
from experim entaldata. Indeed,we �nd a value ofthe nonsinglet�rstm om entwhich is

signi�cantly sm aller than that obtained from a purely LO analysis. M ore im portantly,

we show that the error on the determ ination ofthe singlet axialcharge ofthe nucleon

is signi�cantly larger than usually recognized,due essentially to the unknown e�ects of

higherorderperturbativecorrections.Therecentprecisedata on g1 areproviding uswith

surprisingly accurate inform ation on polarized parton distributions,but they also show

thatthetheoreticaland phenom enologicalinterpretation ofthesedataissigni�cantly m ore

subtle than previously expected.
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parm . AB AR OS

�q 0:48� 0:09 0:42� 0:07 0:35� 0:04

�g 1:52� 0:74 1:11� 0:52 0:99� 0:23

�N S �0:68� 0:15 �0:67� 0:13 �0:70� 0:15

�q 0:41� 0:38 0:34� 0:59 0:97� 0:65

�g �0:47� 0:30 0:03� 0:63 0:35� 0:67

�N S 2:2� 0:3 1:3� 0:3 1:3� 0:3

�q 3:3� 1:4 2:1� 1:0 0:8� 1:2

�g 2:6� 4:8 7:0� 8:3 4 (�xed)

aN S 16� 17 8:6� 8:2 15� 16

aq = ag 0:1� 3:0 0:9� 4:4 �1:25� 0:09

�2 62:6=63 61:0=63 61:8=64

Table 1: Best-� tvaluesofthe param eterseq.(24)and �
2
for � ts in the AB,AR and O S

schem es;the errors shown are statisticalonly.

�q �g �
p

1
(10) �d1(10) a0(10) �2

astab.1 0:48� 0:09 1:52� 0:74 0:122� 0:013 0:025� 0:013 0:14� 0:10 62:6

high bN S 0:48� 0:06 1:43� 0:48 0:124� 0:011 0:027� 0:011 0:15� 0:08 63:2

low bN S 0:50� 0:10 1:55� 0:81 0:123� 0:015 0:027� 0:015 0:15� 0:11 64:3

�N S = 0 0:37� 0:09 1:17� 0:70 0:120� 0:010 0:023� 0:010 0:11� 0:08 73:9

high gA 0:48� 0:09 1:54� 0:74 0:124� 0:013 0:025� 0:013 0:14� 0:10 62:5

low gA 0:48� 0:09 1:50� 0:73 0:120� 0:012 0:026� 0:012 0:14� 0:10 62:7

high a8 0:45� 0:09 1:58� 0:74 0:122� 0:013 0:026� 0:013 0:10� 0:10 62:7

low a8 0:51� 0:09 1:47� 0:73 0:122� 0:012 0:025� 0:012 0:18� 0:10 62:5

high �s 0:51� 0:08 1:36� 0:55 0:118� 0:013 0:022� 0:013 0:12� 0:10 63:6

low �s 0:47� 0:09 1:80� 0:82 0:124� 0:011 0:026� 0:011 0:14� 0:09 62:1

high fact. 0:42� 0:05 1:17� 0:45 0:121� 0:010 0:023� 0:010 0:11� 0:08 61:1

low fact. 0:41� 0:07 0:81� 0:39 0:133� 0:007 0:037� 0:007 0:25� 0:06 63:0

high ren. 0:42� 0:05 1:31� 0:57 0:125� 0:010 0:028� 0:010 0:15� 0:07 61:4

low ren. 0:42� 0:08 0:92� 0:59 0:129� 0:016 0:033� 0:016 0:20� 0:13 62:3

high thr. 0:57� 0:06 1:69� 0:33 0:121� 0:006 0:024� 0:006 0:13� 0:06 62:5

low thr. 0:46� 0:07 1:54� 0:67 0:121� 0:012 0:025� 0:012 0:13� 0:10 62:0

Table 2: Valuesofthe param eters �q and �g,the � rst m om entofg1 eq.(8),the axialcharge

eq.(9)and �
2
(64 degreesoffreedom for the entry �N S = 0 and 63 d.f. forallother en-

tries),allcalculated in AB schem e,forthe various� tsdiscussed in the text.
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source ��
p

1
(10) �� d

1(10) �a 0(10)

�t(statistical) �0:013 �0:013 �0:10

�tting procedure �0:003 �0:003 �0:03

SU(2)violation �0:002 �0:000 �0:00

SU(3)violation �0:000 �0:000 �0:04

value of�s
+ 0:002

� 0:004

+ 0:001

� 0:003

+ 0:00

� 0:02

thresholds �0:001 �0:001 �0:01

higherordercorrns.
+ 0:011

� 0:002

+ 0:012

� 0:003

+ 0:11

� 0:03

Table 3: Errorsin the determ ination of�1 and a0.
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Fig.1i



Fig.1ii

Plots ofg1(x) (i) and xg1(x) (ii) com pared to the SM C (crosses) and E143 (dia-

m onds)experim entaldata for(a)proton and (b)deuteron.The curvescorrespond to a

NLO com putation in the AB schem e with the initialparton distributionseq.(24)and

the valuesofthe param etersgiven in table 1.


