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1 Introduction

The past few years have seen much progress in our know ledge about the nuckons’ soin
structure due to the experin ental study ofthe pin asymmetriesAY x;0%) o x;0%)=
FV x;0%) N = p;n;d) ;n desp-inelastic scattering O IS) with longitudinally polarized
Jepton beam s and nuclkeon targets. P revious data on A} by the SLAC -Yale collaboration
] have been sucoeeded by m ore accurate data from R-4], which also cover a w ider range
in x;0?%),and resultson A} and A¢ have been published .n {1 and [, [11, respectively.

On the theoretical side, it has becom e possbl to perform a com plkte and consis-
tent study of Iongiudinally polarized D IS in next-to—-Jdeading order NLO ) ofQCD , shoe
recently results for the spin-dependent two—Joop anom alous din ensions, needed for the
NLO evolution of polarized parton distributions, have been calculated for the st time
1w ithin the O perator P roduct Expansion OPE).A rst phenom enological NLO study
has been presented .n [d], later ©llowed by the analyses [Id].

The calculation ofthe NLO anom alous dim ensions or splitting functions is In general
very com plicated. This is true in particular forthe polarized case, where the D iracm atrix
5 and the antisym m etric tensor enter the calculation as profgctors onto de nite
helicity states of the nvolved particles. These (genunely ourdin ensional) quantities
Jead to certain com plicationswhen din ensional regularization —w hich probably represents
the only viable m ethod of regularization in such a calculation —isused. In fact, Bl was
recently revised since an error related to the treatm ent of 5 was found. A lthough the
results of ] now fil la relation m otivated from Supersymm etry —which appears to be
an in portant constraint — it seem s necessary to perform an independent calculation ofthe
polarized two-loop splitting finctions to check the resuls of {]. This is the pumpose of

this paper.

In the unpolarized case, two di erent m ethods have been used to obtain the next-
to-leading order splitting finctions. The st calculation [1]] was perform ed w ithin the
OPE. A fterwards Curci, Fum anski and Petronzio developed a technique [[4, [[3] which
is as close as possible to parton m odel intuition since it is based explicitly on the factor-



ization properties ofm ass sihgularities in the light-like axial gauge and on the generalized
ladder expansion [[4]. Note that the results of [[J] ful Ikd the above m entioned super-
symm etric relation E], but were in disagreem ent w ith the st calculation @] and led
to the detection of an error in [[]]. In this paper we exploit the m ethod and resuls of
13, 13] to rederive the spin-dependent nextto-leading order splitting functions. To deal
wih 5 andthe tensorweusetheHVBM scheme ], which still seem s to be them ost
consistent prescription [L7]. Section 2 sets the fram ework for the calculation, details of

which are then given in section 3. In Section 4 we present our resuls.

2 Fram ew ork

In this section we outline the fram ework for our calculation. W e mainly focus on the
new features In the polarized case; m ore details on the m ethod itself can be found In the

orighalwork [J].

T he general strategy consists of a rearrangam ent of the perturbative expansion which
m akes explicit the factorization Into a part which does not contain any m ass singularity
and another one which contains all (and only) m ass shqgularities. Figl represents the
m atrix elem ent squared for polarized virtual (space-like) photon-quark scattering. The
blob M isexpanded nto 2P Tkemels C 3 and K (. In the axialgauge these 2P Tkemels
have been proven [[§]tobe nite as Iong as the extemal kgs are kept unintegrated, such
that alloollinear singularties origihate from the Integrations over them om enta ow ing In

the lines connecting the various kemels. T he generalized ladder in Fig.l can be w ritten
as [[3,[19]

1
M= C o1+ Ko+ K2+ m = Co—— Cyqo o : 1)
1 Ko

C o and o are then decoupled by proctors which for the longiudinally polarized
cae read (A, B being two polarized kemels):

(sf)**

(AP (B)= A& s); PP —am Bw @)



for polarized quarks and
! !
kn kn
(AP ¢ (B)= A — PP — B ; 3)
kn kn

for polarized glions, putting k? = 0 in the part containing the kemel A and taking the
polepart P P.) ofthe progction on kemel B . In egs. 2),(3) i j;k;1 are soinor and
the greek letters are Lorentz indices. n is the vector to be introduced in the axial gauge
wih n? = 0 Pr the light-lke gauge. Perfom ing the factorization ofm ass sihgularities
3], which in dim ensional reqularization d= 4 2 ) appearaspolksin 1= , one endsup
w ith the contrloution to the (partonic) desp-inelastic structure function g :

0? 1 0? 1
G (ixi sim)= C(—ixi ) &i sim) )

where the convolution  isde ned asusualby
214z X
& 9 &) ?f (Z)g(;) : o)

In eg. (4) we have Introduced the virtuality of the photon Q?, the uni ofmass i
din ensional reqularization, the B j rken variable x = Q?=2pq and the strong coupling .
Eg. (4) has a clear partonic interpretation: &; ;%) describes the density of partons
In the parent quark, is independent of the hard process considered and contains all the
collinear sihgularities (oles in ), whereas C Q %= ?%;x; ) is the (rocessdependent)
short-distance cross section. As was shown in f[§],  does not depend on Q ?, which
is a consequence of the niteness of the kemel K , in the axial gauge [I§], and allows
for the derivation of a 'renom alization group’ equation for C with related to the
'anom alous dim ension’. Thus , to be convoluted w ith bare (unrenom alized’) parton
densities which must cancel its 1= polks, is equivalent to the respective A tarelli-P arisi
EQ] kemels, eg., ) ,

1 1 . . 1.2 1
6 ST =1 S Pt s S PL®t im0 6

2
for the non-singlet N S) case. The nalNLO expression forthe (physical) soin-dependent
structure function g then reads:

2 1§f 2( 2 2
g &%;Q%) = - & a&Q )+ gk;Q )+

C, g &0% ; @)



where N ¢ is the number of active avors, and where In the fi1ll sihglkt case two short—
distance cross sections C 4 and C 4 for scattering o incom ing polarized quarks or
gluons, respectively, exist. H ere, the polarized parton distrbutions p  p" p' = g;9)
are to be evolved according to the polarized A tarelli-P arisi P(] evolution equations which
to NLO read (see, eg. BI))

d 0 0 0 0
d]an(cﬁq q q) = 2—(qu+ Pyl (a+ g g a) ;i @®

d s

d]an(q q) = 2_(qu qu) (q q) (9)

for the N S quark densities and

d ) . P

_ _S aq aq qqiP S a9 (10)
dmo? g 2 P o P gy
P
in the singlet sector, where q( gt g) and theargument (x;Q 2) hasbeen om itted

from allparton densities. To NLO , all splitting functions in (8-10) have the perturbative
expansion

P = Pfj+2—stj: 11)
The entries P o and P gps sStart to be non—zero only beyond the leading order. For

fiture reference it is convenient to introduce the NLO com binations

1; _ 1 1
P agN s P aq P aq 12)

w hich according to (8,9) govermn the NLO part ofthe evolution in the N S sector. P ggps

is called the "pure singlet’ splitting function since it only appears In the singlt case.

3 The Calculation

Som e representatives of the graphs to be evaluated In the calculation of the P llj are
shown In Fig2. W e do not need to calculate the contrbutions from genuine two-Jloop

graphs to the diagonal solitting functions P éq and P}

Jo7 which are 1 x), shoe

these are the sam e as for the unpolarized case.

Before giving details of the calculation, we note that the use of the light-lke ®m? = 0)
axialgauge In practical caloulations hasbeen am atter of debate for a long tine now 3].



T he great com putational advantage and success it hasbrought for, eg., perturbative N LO
QCD calulationsin D IS [13,[13,R3] or £t calculus P4l hasnot alwaysbeen m atched by the
theoretical understanding of why it worked so well [I3,[23]. The problem s connected w ith
the light-lke axial gauge are due In the rst place to the presence of spurious singularities
In Joop integrals com ing from the vector propagator in this gauge, which are neither of
ultraviolet nor of infrared origin. T [3,[13] ‘phenom enological rules’ were applied to the
problem which consisted of the subtraction of sourious poles by hand and of using the
Caudhy principle value (CPV) prescrption to dealwith 1=1 n temms wWhere 1is some
m om entum ), entailing renom alization ‘constants’ depending on the in nite-m om entum —
frame (M F) variablk x. In view of the com plications due to the spurious poles, but
also in view of the fact that the calculations and the prescriptions in {3, [[3] ked to the
correct answer, we nd it very satisfactory that it tums out to be possble in our case
to infer the e ective contributions of the non-trivial @] virtual, in particular the vertex
correction, graphs to the polarized splitting fiinctions from the known results [J, (3] or
the unpolarized P ilj, such that these contributions need not be calculated all over again.
T he strategy to do this is to caloulate all real em ission graphs to a given process for the
unpolarized case and to subtract their sum from the corresponding nal resuls listed In
fid, L3]. This di erence and know ledge of the pole parts (renom alization constants) of
the virtual corrections [[3] then straihtforwardly allow for a detem ination of the resul
foreach virtual correction In term s ofa param etrization ofthem ost generalD irac/Lorentz
structure it can have P7], and m ake a transfer to the polarized case easily possble. In
thisway we avoid to have to dealw ith the spurious poles again but can sinply rely on
the success 4] of the approach used i the unpolarized calculation [L3, [L3].

T he calculation ofthe realeam ission graphs is rather involved. T his is true in particular
for the polarized case when using the HVBM schem e since in thism ethod thed= 4 2
din ensional space-tin e is explicitly decom posed into the usual four dim ensions in which

5 antioommutes w ith the other D irac m atrices and the 2 dinensional part, where
it comm utes. Thus the squared m atrix elem ents of the graphs w ill depend on the usual
'd-din ensional scalarproducts lke ; ,letc. (seeF ig2a fornotation),butalsoon’'(d 4)-

din ensional’ ones, denoted by & %, k? etc. BJ]. It ism ost convenient to work in the



M F param etrization of the m om enta E] which in our case takes the fom :

p = (P;ny;P;Od4);
pn pn
n = (E;ﬁxy; E;Od4); |
. P+k2+K2 . . k? + K2 ]2
- % . . x . .
4xP T 4xp ' !
L = (¥, ;,F;1) ; 13)

where x = kn=pn is nterpreted asthe M F m om entum fraction of the lncom ng m om en—
tum p carried by k, and K> = k2 + k2 + k* k% + k? is the total transverse m om entum

squared ofk relative to the axisde ned by p;n. W e split the (d 4)-din ensional com po-—
nents of l; into a part j\ik parallel to those ofk and a transverse part ]Ai’ . A coording to our
de niions, only k;Lh,and L = p k 1 possess such com ponents. W hen perform ing the
phase space Integrations one has to carefully take Into account the (d 4)-din ensional
tem s. The contrbution ofeach graph to  (x; ;%) is given by the Integration of the

proected (see egs.(2,3)) squared m atrix elem ents over the phase space

Z Z

Z  d : d d
d'k kn d’lL 4’k d @
23X Y m @RI gpilr ek Loh @ & a4
which is conveniently w ritten as
Z 0 Zl Zl Zl
x (1 x)t?2 dk? ( k*) 2 d~ (~@L ~)) dw W @1 w)) dv vl Vv))
Q2 | 0 ol 0 \
Z 1 Z 4 -  1%: -
() dar~t ( = )y d° 7 - — d4* *Fa 0 ' 15)
0 2 0 0

where we have om itted trivial prefactors and de ned

ﬁz = kz(l X)N~
k? = K1l x)~ ;
P+F = 2r( x)w=2p£ ;
pn '
1
@)y @)Y = +v( c§>=§(O+J§>aip>,
ilk = ) 1)
Ty = v v @a+ag)”’ (16)



w ith

s . @@@0@0on #
k2@ag xw 9 p
Cip — @ w)a ~) XW~
X
1 q :
12 = —— @) ) ao a+tco) @ MNaA v wv)
2kw

N ote that the Jast two ntegralsin (15) areallunity ifno dependenceon (d 4)-din ensional
scalar products occurs, which of course is always the case In the unpolarized situation.
Ifpresent, such (d 4)-din ensional temm s only give contributions proportionalto after

the last three integrals in (15) have been perfomm ed.

Follow ing {3, [3] we will reqularize nfrared divergencies appearing at kn ! 0 or
Ln! 0w ! OQorw ! 1),whith are typicalofthe axialgauge, by the CPV prescription

(see above) :

i | n . (17)
In° (W@m)?+ Z2@En)?

A llthe resulting divergencies of this type can then be transform ed into the basic integrals

Z 1

I a
0 yy2 +

yh'y
2

i= 0;1) : (18)

Ip, I; have to cancel out In the nal answer which, as well as the niteness of each
graph in the axialgauge [, [§] before the nalk?® integration is perform ed, helps when
extracting the contrilbution of the virtual corrections by the strategy outlined above. As
m entioned above, the renom alization constants depend on the M F fractionsx or1 x
when the CPV prescription is used [[4]. W e nally note that whenever considering a
genuine ladder graph w ith two parallel rungs, subtraction of the ‘doubly collinear’ graph
(e F ig2) is required w ithin them ethod of [[J]. The result forthis isgiven by convoluting
the n-din ensional leading order solitting function standing for the upper part w ith the
fourdin ensional one representing the lower part of the diagram , and ncluding a factor
1 x) from phase space In the convolution. Th 4 2 dim ensions the polarized LO
slitting functions read orx 6 1 in the HVBM scheme [BQ1:

0 1+ %2

Palbi) = G ———+3 0 %
Pauhi) = 2RN:@x 1 2 (0 x) ;
Poki) = C@ x+2 0 x) ;



P &) = 2C 2x+1+2 1 x) ; (19)

X

where Cy = 4=3,C, = 3, Tg = 1=2 and N ¢ is the number of active avors.

4 Resuls

Tn the nom alization of [[4,[[3]ourM S results read:

1;

Pogns ® = Pggus® 2 Ce @ x) ; ©0)
Plest) = P06

P = P q‘g” )+ 4Cr 1 x) P X)) ;

P& = P g‘]’ k) 4Cr (1 x) P _ &) ;

ple = p B ; e1)

where = 11C,=3 4T;N:=3and P %) P %(x;0) (seeq. 19).The P & BI)

1;

are the results of {], and P/, s

can be found in [I3]. A swas already discussed .n §, B3]
and indicated in eg. (20), the '+’ and ’ ’ combinations of the NS solitting functions

as de ned In (12) interchange their roke in the polarzed case, such that, according to

1+

egs.(8,12,20), the combmation P iy

= Py Py 2 oCr (@ x) would govem the

Q 2-evolution of, eg., the polarized NS quark combination
As;&Q%)= u+ u d d Q%)

Since the rstmom ent (ntegral) of the Jatter corresponds to the nuckon m atrix elem ent
ofthe NS axialvector current @ s ;g which is conserved, it has to be Q ?~independent
B3l. Kesping in m ind that the rstm om ent ofthe unpolarized P, P, vanishes already
due to fermm jon num ber conservation @], it becom es obvious that the additional tem

2 oCr (I x) In (20) spoils the Q2 independence of the rst moment of A ;5 (x;Q%).
Tt is therefore necessary to perform a factorization schem e transfom ation to the results
in (20,21) in order to rem ove this additional term which, as pointed out in 84, B0, 331,
is typical of the HVBM scham e w ith its not fully anticommuting s and trivially would

not be present In a schem e w ith a fully anticomm uting s since then thetwo s m atrices



appearing in the relevant graphs could be rem oved by anticom m uting them towards each
other and using g = 1 (cf. Fig2a). W enote that all these cbservationswere already m ade
In the original calculation of ] In the OPE where, however, the ram oval of the additional
tem (1 x) correspondsto a nite renom alization rather than a factorization schem e
transfom ation. It is nice to recover this analogy between our results and those of §,[33].
T he factorization schem e transform ation for P C;;N s also a ects the singlet sector since,
according to eg. (10), P qlqﬁq st P o

. The transfom ation reads in general (see, eg., B}]3F):

¢ occurs In the evolution ofthe NLO quark singlet

1;

P agns = Pvc;;N s 2 0Zyqg i
P éq;? s = Pvc;q;P s 7
P czng - Pvc:ng t4dzgq P gg ;
P glq - Pvéq izq P <-:?q ;
P glg - Pvglg . @2)

w here the Pvilj. now aretheNLO splitting functions on the kft-hand-sides ofegs. (20,21)

and the P llj are the new splitting functions after the schem e transform ation. One In —

m ediately sees that the choice

Zg= Cr (@ Xx) 23)
kadsto P giys = Pays and thusnow yields the required vanishing ofthe rstmoment
of P ;q} s - Even m ore, the transformm ation (22,23) rem oves all additional term s on the

right-hand-side of (20,21) sin ultaneously, bringing our nal result into com plete agree—
m ent wih the revised one of ]. W e nally note that the above factorization schem e
transform ation also changes the quark short distance cross section (coe cient function)
C 4 In (7), since the com bination
2p 7

qaN S
C q
0

must be independent of the choice of the factorization schem e convention @]. Aswas
shown In 34,371,331, only after the transform ation (22,23) takes C 4 in theM S scheme
the fom

1 1+ x?

3
— nx+
. 21 x)4 1 x




#

+ 2+ x + T x) ; (24)

!
2
3

N o

ie., becom es the previously caloulated B8]0 ( ) quark-correction to g, giving rise to,
eg. the correct rst order correction 1 = totheBjrken sum rule. In eq. (24),

Z 4 Z 4

. dzf (z) @(z)), , dz (E(@z) £10))g@)

For com plteness we note that the NLO M S gluonic short distance cross section C g In

eg. (7) ram ains una ected by the transfom ation (22,23) and reads (e, eg., E])

C4o&x)=2TgN: @x 1) ]1’1l 1 +2@Q x) (25)

X

Our nalresults forthe polarized M S NLO splitting fiinctions are given by :

1; 1;

P aans = Pagns 7, 4 (26)
Pc:ILq;PS(X) = CyTgN¢f 20 x) 2@0 3XxX)Ihx 20+ x)]nzx ; 7)
P& = CpTgNe 22+ 27x 9hx+8(@1 x)h(@ x)
. #
+3 Ry &) 4n°1 x) 8h(@ x)hx+2h°x 8 @)
+CaTgNg 2(12 11x) 8@ x)h@ =x)+ 20+ 8)hx
#
2 n*@1  x) @) pg® 2L, 3IN'x pg( x) ; 8)
. 4 4
Pot) = CrTaNe _—&+4) < Re®)DQ %)
, 1 1
+Cx 5 5 4 x)Inx Rqe( X)Ind  x)
2 l 2
+ 4 n*a x)+ 5Jn X Ry &) 29)
+CaCr @ 13x)Ix+ ?1% 10+ x) (@ x)+ % (41 + 35x)
v 2L+ 3°x pe( x)+ 1°QL x) 2h@d x)hx @) Rg&)
. 4 20 4
P gg(x) = CATRNf"4 (l X)+ g (l+ X)hX+ E szg(x)‘i' g (1 X)

#
CrpTeN: 101 x)+26 x)hx+20+x)h’x+ 1 x)

10



"

1 19
+CP @9 Emhx — (@ x40+ 'x 2% pel x)

67 5 8
+ 5 4n(l x)hx+h'x 2 Q) pe&+ 3 (3)+§ 1 x)

where, as m entioned above, the unpolarized N S pieces PC;;N s can be found in @] and

B

Ryg &) 2x 1 ;
Ryq &) 2 x

Rg &) 7(1 1x) 2x+ 1 : (31)

Furthem ore we have n egs. 2630) ()= 2=6, (3) 1202057 and
|

2 1=0+%) gz 1 z

I —n

x=(1+ x) Z Z

For relating our resuls to those of ]the relation
. 1.5
Li= 2L ( x) 2Ihxh(@+ x)+ 5]11 X )

is needed, where Li, (x) is the D ilogarithm [Q]. In (30), the contributions 1 x)to
P ,, are the sam e as those for the unpolarized P, []); they lead to satisfaction of the
constraint [42]
21 17

5
depglg(x>=z gczi CeTaN: ZCaTaN: ;

vald in the M S schem e.

In conclusion, our calculation, which was based on the approach of fl3] and on using
the HVBM [[§] prescription for s, has con m ed the recent resuls of B] for the spin-
dependent two-loop splitting functions P llj (x). Our resuls also once m ore dem onstrate
the usefiilness and applicability of the m ethod of [[4] and the light-lke axial gauge i
perturbative Q CD calculations.
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F igure C aptions

Fig.l Them atrix elem ent squared for polarized photon-quark interaction, its expansion

in tetm sof2PTkemels C ( and K o, and its nal factorized fomm .

Fig2. Som e rpresntative Feynm an graphs to be evaluated in the calculation of a:

()pl

a2 OP o (P gogrct (P o

ar wr d: P o eft ()P S . Subtraction

of '"doubly collinear’ graphs is indicated.
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