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1 Introduction

The pastfew yearshave seen m uch progressin ourknowledge aboutthe nucleons’spin

structuredueto theexperim entalstudy ofthespin asym m etriesA N
1
(x;Q 2)� gN

1
(x;Q 2)=

F N
1
(x;Q 2)(N = p;n;d)in deep-inelastic scattering (DIS)with longitudinally polarized

lepton beam sand nucleon targets.Previousdata on A
p

1 by theSLAC-Yalecollaboration

[1]havebeen succeeded by m oreaccuratedata from [2-4],which also covera widerrange

in (x;Q 2),and resultson A n
1 and A

d
1 havebeen published in [5]and [6,7],respectively.

On the theoreticalside,it has becom e possible to perform a com plete and consis-

tentstudy oflongitudinally polarized DIS in next-to-leading order(NLO)ofQCD,since

recently results for the spin-dependent two-loop anom alous dim ensions,needed for the

NLO evolution ofpolarized parton distributions,have been calculated forthe �rsttim e

[8]within theOperatorProductExpansion (OPE).A �rstphenom enologicalNLO study

hasbeen presented in [9],laterfollowed by theanalyses[10].

Thecalculation oftheNLO anom alousdim ensionsorsplitting functionsisin general

very com plicated.Thisistruein particularforthepolarized case,wheretheDiracm atrix

5 and the antisym m etric tensor ����� enter the calculation as projectors onto de�nite

helicity states ofthe involved particles. These (genuinely four-dim ensional) quantities

lead tocertain com plicationswhen dim ensionalregularization -which probablyrepresents

the only viable m ethod ofregularization in such a calculation -isused. In fact,[8]was

recently revised since an errorrelated to the treatm ent of5 was found. Although the

resultsof[8]now ful�la relation m otivated from Supersym m etry -which appearsto be

an im portantconstraint-itseem snecessary toperform an independentcalculation ofthe

polarized two-loop splitting functionsto check the resultsof[8]. Thisisthe purpose of

thispaper.

In the unpolarized case,two di�erent m ethods have been used to obtain the next-

to-leading ordersplitting functions. The �rstcalculation [11]wasperform ed within the

OPE.AfterwardsCurci,Furm anskiand Petronzio developed a technique [12,13]which

isascloseaspossible to parton m odelintuition sinceitisbased explicitly on thefactor-
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ization propertiesofm asssingularitiesin thelight-likeaxialgaugeand on thegeneralized

ladderexpansion [14]. Note thatthe resultsof[13]ful�lled the above m entioned super-

sym m etric relation [15],butwere in disagreem entwith the �rstcalculation [11]and led

to the detection ofan errorin [11]. In thispaperwe exploitthe m ethod and resultsof

[12,13]to rederive thespin-dependentnext-to-leading ordersplitting functions.To deal

with 5 and the� tensorweusetheHVBM schem e[16],which stillseem sto bethem ost

consistent prescription [17]. Section 2 setsthe fram ework forthe calculation,detailsof

which arethen given in section 3.In Section 4 wepresentourresults.

2 Fram ew ork

In this section we outline the fram ework for our calculation. W e m ainly focus on the

new featuresin thepolarized case;m oredetailson them ethod itselfcan befound in the

originalwork [12].

Thegeneralstrategy consistsofa rearrangem entoftheperturbativeexpansion which

m akesexplicitthe factorization into a partwhich doesnotcontain any m asssingularity

and another one which contains all(and only) m ass singularities. Fig.1 represents the

m atrix elem ent squared forpolarized virtual(space-like) photon-quark scattering. The

blob �M isexpanded into2PIkernels�C 0 and �K 0.In theaxialgaugethese2PIkernels

havebeen proven [18]to be�niteaslong astheexternallegsarekeptunintegrated,such

thatallcollinearsingularitiesoriginatefrom theintegrationsoverthem om enta owingin

the linesconnecting the variouskernels. The generalized ladderin Fig.1 can be written

as[12,19]

�M = �C 0

�

1+ �K 0 + �K 2

0
+ :::

�

= �C 0

1

1� �K 0

� �C 0�� 0 : (1)

�C 0 and �� 0 are then decoupled by projectors which for the longitudinally polarized

caseread (�A,�B being two polarized kernels):

(�A)P F (�B )=
�

�A ij(6k5)ij

�

[P:P:]

 
(56n)

kl

4kn
�B kl

!

(2)
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forpolarized quarksand

(�A)P G (�B )=

 

�A ���
����

k�n�

kn

!

[P:P:]

 

�
���

kn�

kn
�B ��

!

; (3)

forpolarized gluons,putting k2 = 0 in thepartcontaining thekernel�A and taking the

pole-part(P.P.) ofthe projection on kernel�B . In eqs. (2),(3)i;j;k;lare spinorand

the greek lettersareLorentz indices.n isthe vectorto beintroduced in theaxialgauge

with n2 = 0 forthe light-like gauge. Perform ing the factorization ofm ass singularities

[12],which in dim ensionalregularization (d = 4� 2�)appearaspolesin 1=�,oneendsup

with thecontribution to the(partonic)deep-inelasticstructurefunction g1:

g1(
Q 2

�2
;x;�s;

1

�
)= �C(

Q 2

�2
;x;�s)
 ��(x;� s;

1

�
) ; (4)

wheretheconvolution 
 isde�ned asusualby

(f 
 g)(x)�

Z
1

x

dz

z
f(z)g(

x

z
) : (5)

In eq. (4) we have introduced the virtuality ofthe photon Q 2,the unit ofm ass � in

dim ensionalregularization,theBj�rken variablex = Q 2=2pq and thestrong coupling �s.

Eq.(4)hasa clearpartonicinterpretation:��(x;� s;
1

�
)describesthedensity ofpartons

in the parentquark,isindependent ofthe hard processconsidered and containsallthe

collinearsingularities (polesin �),whereas�C(Q 2=�2;x;�s)isthe (process-dependent)

short-distance cross section. As was shown in [12],�� does not depend on Q 2,which

isa consequence ofthe �niteness ofthe kernel�K 0 in the axialgauge [18],and allows

forthe derivation ofa ’renorm alization group’equation for�C with �� related to the

’anom alousdim ension’.Thus��,to beconvoluted with bare(’unrenorm alized’)parton

densities which m ustcancelits1=� poles,isequivalent to the respective Altarelli-Parisi

[20]kernels,e.g.,

��(x;� s;
1

�
)= 1�

1

�

"�
�s

2�

�

�P 0

qq(x)+
1

2

�
�s

2�

�2

�P 1

qq(x)+ :::

#

+ O (
1

�2
) (6)

forthenon-singlet(NS)case.The�nalNLO expression forthe(physical)spin-dependent

structurefunction gN
1
then reads:

g1(x;Q
2) =

1

2

N fX

q

e
2

q

(

�q(x;Q 2)+ ��q(x;Q 2)+

+
�s(Q

2)

2�

"

�C q 
 (�q+ ��q)+
1

N f

�C g 
 �g

#

(x;Q 2)

)

; (7)
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where N f is the num ber ofactive avors,and where in the fullsinglet case two short-

distance cross sections �C q and �C g for scattering o� incom ing polarized quarks or

gluons,respectively,exist.Here,thepolarized parton distributions�p� p "� p# (p= q;g)

aretobeevolved accordingtothepolarized Altarelli-Parisi[20]evolution equationswhich

to NLO read (see,e.g.,[21])

d

dlnQ 2
(�q+ ��q� �q 0

� ��q 0) =
�s

2�
(�P qq + �P q�q)
 (�q+ ��q� �q 0

� ��q 0) ;(8)

d

dlnQ 2
(�q� ��q) =

�s

2�
(�P qq � �P q�q)
 (�q� ��q) (9)

fortheNS quark densitiesand

d

dlnQ 2

 
��

�g

!

=
�s

2�

 
�P qq + �P q�q + �P qq;P S �P qg

�P gq �P gg

!




 
��

�g

!

(10)

inthesingletsector,where���
P

q(�q+ ��q)andtheargum ent(x;Q
2)hasbeen om itted

from allparton densities.To NLO,allsplitting functionsin (8-10)havetheperturbative

expansion

�P ij = �P 0

ij +
�s

2�
�P 1

ij : (11)

The entries�P q�q and �P qq;P S startto be non-zero only beyond the leading order. For

futurereferenceitisconvenientto introducetheNLO com binations

�P
1;�

qq;N S = �P 1

qq � �P 1

q�q (12)

which according to (8,9)govern theNLO partoftheevolution in theNS sector.�P qq;P S

iscalled the’puresinglet’splitting function sinceitonly appearsin thesingletcase.

3 T he C alculation

Som e representatives ofthe graphs to be evaluated in the calculation ofthe �P 1
ij are

shown in Fig.2. W e do not need to calculate the contributions from genuine two-loop

graphsto the diagonalsplitting functions �P 1
qq and �P 1

gg,which are � �(1� x),since

thesearethesam easfortheunpolarized case.

Beforegiving detailsofthecalculation,wenotethattheuseofthelight-like(n2 = 0)

axialgaugein practicalcalculationshasbeen am atterofdebateforalong tim enow [22].
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Thegreatcom putationaladvantageand successithasbroughtfor,e.g.,perturbativeNLO

QCD calculationsinDIS[12,13,23]orjetcalculus[24]hasnotalwaysbeenm atchedbythe

theoreticalunderstanding ofwhy itworked so well[12,25].Theproblem sconnected with

thelight-likeaxialgaugeareduein the�rstplacetothepresenceofspurioussingularities

in loop integralscom ing from the vectorpropagatorin thisgauge,which are neitherof

ultravioletnorofinfrared origin.In [12,13]’phenom enologicalrules’wereapplied to the

problem which consisted ofthe subtraction ofspurious polesby hand and ofusing the

Cauchy principle value (CPV) prescription to dealwith 1=l� n term s (where lis som e

m om entum ),entailing renorm alization ’constants’depending on thein�nite-m om entum -

fram e (IM F) variable x. In view ofthe com plications due to the spurious poles,but

also in view ofthe factthatthe calculationsand the prescriptionsin [12,13]led to the

correctanswer,we �nd it very satisfactory that it turns out to be possible in our case

to inferthe e�ective contributionsofthenon-trivial[26]virtual,in particularthevertex

correction,graphsto thepolarized splitting functionsfrom theknown results[12,13]for

the unpolarized P 1
ij,such thatthese contributionsneed notbe calculated alloveragain.

The strategy to do thisisto calculate allrealem ission graphsto a given processforthe

unpolarized case and to subtracttheirsum from thecorresponding �nalresultslisted in

[12,13]. Thisdi�erence and knowledge ofthe pole parts(renorm alization constants)of

thevirtualcorrections[12]then straightforwardly allow fora determ ination oftheresult

foreach virtualcorrection in term sofaparam etrization ofthem ostgeneralDirac/Lorentz

structure itcan have [27],and m ake a transferto the polarized case easily possible. In

thisway we avoid to have to dealwith the spuriouspolesagain butcan sim ply rely on

thesuccess[28]oftheapproach used in theunpolarized calculation [12,13].

Thecalculation oftherealem ission graphsisratherinvolved.Thisistruein particular

forthepolarized casewhen using theHVBM schem esincein thism ethod thed = 4� 2�

dim ensionalspace-tim e isexplicitly decom posed into theusualfourdim ensionsin which

5 anticom m utes with the other Dirac m atrices and the �2� dim ensionalpart,where

itcom m utes. Thusthe squared m atrix elem entsofthe graphswilldepend on the usual

’d-dim ensional’scalarproductslikel1� l2 etc.(seeFig.2afornotation),butalsoon ’(d� 4)-

dim ensional’ones,denoted by l̂1 �l̂2,k̂
2 etc. [29]. Itism ostconvenient to work in the
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IM F param etrization ofthem om enta [12]which in ourcasetakestheform :

p = ( P ; ~0xy ; P ; ~0d� 4 ) ;

n = (
pn

2P
; ~0xy ; �

pn

2P
; ~0d� 4 ) ;

k =

 

xP +
k2 + ~k2

4xP
; ~kT ; xP �

k2 + ~k2

4xP
; ~̂k

!

;

l1 = ( l0
1
; ~l

xy

1 ; l
z
1
; ~̂l1 ) ; (13)

wherex = kn=pn isinterpreted astheIM F m om entum fraction oftheincom ing m om en-

tum p carried by k,and ~k2 = k2x + k2y + k̂2 � k2T + k̂2 isthe totaltransverse m om entum

squared ofk relativeto theaxisde�ned by p;n.W esplitthe(d� 4)-dim ensionalcom po-

nentsofl1 into a partl̂
k

1 parallelto thoseofk and a transversepartl̂?1 .According to our

de�nitions,only k;l1,and l2 = p� k� l1 possesssuch com ponents.W hen perform ing the

phase space integrationsone hasto carefully take into accountthe (d� 4)-dim ensional

term s. The contribution ofeach graph to ��(x;� s;
1

�
)isgiven by the integration ofthe

projected (seeeqs.(2,3))squared m atrix elem entsoverthephasespace

R �

Z
ddk

(2�)d
x�

 

x �
kn

pn

! Z
ddl1

(2�)d� 1

Z
ddl2

(2�)d� 1
(2�)d�(d)(p� k� l1 � l2)�(l

2

1
)�(l2

2
) (14)

which isconveniently written as

x
�(1� x)1� 2�

Z
0

� Q 2

dk
2(�k2)1� 2�

Z
1

0

d~�(~�(1� ~�))
� �

Z
1

0

dw (w(1� w))
� �

Z
1

0

dv(v(1� v))
�

1

2
� �

�

 

(��)

Z
1

0

d�̂�̂
� 1� �

!  

(�
1

2
� �)

Z
1

0

d�
?
�

�
?
�� 3=2� �

!  
1

�

Z
1

0

d�
k
�

�
k(1� �

k)
�� 1=2

!

(15)

wherewehaveom itted trivialprefactorsand de�ned

k̂
2 = �k

2(1� x)̂�~� ;

~k2 = �k
2(1� x)~� ;

l
0

1 + l
z
1 = 2P(1� x)w = 2P

l1n

pn
;

(l0
1
)2 � (lz

1
)2 = c

2

1
+ v(c2

2
� c

2

1
)=

1

P
(l0
1
+ l

z
1
)(l1p) ;

l̂
k

1 = �1 + �
k(�2 � �1) ;

(̂l?
1
)2 = v(1� v)(c1 + c2)

2
�
? (16)
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with

c1;2 �

s

�k2(1� x)w

x

"
q

(1� w)(1� ~�)�
p
xw~�

#

;

�1;2 = �
1

2

�̂

k̂w

�

(l0
1
)2 � (lz

1
)2 � c1c2

�

� (c1 + c2)
q

(1� �̂)(1� �? )v(1� v) :

Notethatthelasttwointegralsin(15)areallunityifnodependenceon(d� 4)-dim ensional

scalarproducts occurs,which ofcourse is always the case in the unpolarized situation.

Ifpresent,such (d� 4)-dim ensionalterm sonly givecontributionsproportionalto � after

thelastthreeintegralsin (15)havebeen perform ed.

Following [12,13]we willregularize infrared divergencies appearing at l1n ! 0 or

l2n ! 0(w ! 0 orw ! 1),which aretypicaloftheaxialgauge,by theCPV prescription

(seeabove):

1

ln
!

ln

(ln)2 + �2(pn)2
: (17)

Alltheresulting divergenciesofthistypecan then betransform ed intothebasicintegrals

Ii�

Z
1

0

dy
ylniy

y2 + �2
(i= 0;1) : (18)

I0, I1 have to cancelout in the �nalanswer which, as wellas the �niteness ofeach

graph in theaxialgauge[12,18]beforethe�nalk2 integration isperform ed,helpswhen

extracting thecontribution ofthevirtualcorrectionsby thestrategy outlined above.As

m entioned above,therenorm alization constantsdepend on theIM F fractionsx or1� x

when the CPV prescription is used [12]. W e �nally note that whenever considering a

genuineladdergraph with two parallelrungs,subtraction ofthe’doubly collinear’graph

(seeFig.2)isrequired within them ethod of[12].Theresultforthisisgiven byconvoluting

the n-dim ensionalleading ordersplitting function standing forthe upperpartwith the

four-dim ensionalone representing the lowerpartofthe diagram ,and including a factor

(1� x)� � from phase space in the convolution. In 4� 2� dim ensions the polarized LO

splitting functionsread forx 6= 1 in theHVBM schem e [30]:

�P 0

qq(x;�) = CF

 
1+ x2

1� x
+ 3�(1� x)

!

;

�P 0

qg(x;�) = 2TR N f (2x� 1� 2�(1� x)) ;

�P 0

gq(x;�) = CF (2� x+ 2�(1� x)) ;

7



�P 0

gg(x;�) = 2CA

�
1

1� x
� 2x + 1+ 2�(1� x)

�

; (19)

whereCF = 4=3,CA = 3,TR = 1=2 and N f isthenum berofactiveavors.

4 R esults

In thenorm alization of[12,13]ourM S resultsread:

�P
1;�

qq;N S(x) = P
1;�

qq;N S(x)� 2�0CF (1� x) ; (20)

�P 1

qq;P S(x) = �P
([8])
qq;P S(x) ;

�P 1

qg(x) = �P ([8])
qg (x)+ 4CF (1� x)
 �P 0

qg(x) ;

�P 1

gq(x) = �P ([8])
gq (x)� 4CF (1� x)
 �P 0

gq(x) ;

�P 1

gg(x) = �P ([8])
gg (x) ; (21)

where�0 = 11CA=3� 4TR N f=3and �P
0
ij(x)� �P 0

ij(x;0)(seeeq.(19)).The�P
([8])
ij [31]

aretheresultsof[8],and P
1;�

qq;N S can befound in [12].Aswasalready discussed in [9,32]

and indicated in eq. (20),the ’+’and ’�’com binations ofthe NS splitting functions

as de�ned in (12) interchange their role in the polarized case,such that,according to

eqs.(8,12,20), the com bination �P
1;+

qq;N S = P 1
qq� P

1
q�q � 2�0CF (1 � x) would govern the

Q 2-evolution of,e.g.,thepolarized NS quark com bination

�A 3(x;Q
2)=

�

�u + ��u � �d� � �d
�

(x;Q 2) :

Sincethe�rstm om ent(integral)ofthelattercorrespondsto thenucleon m atrix elem ent

oftheNS axialvectorcurrent �q�5�3q which isconserved,ithasto beQ
2-independent

[33].Keeping in m ind thatthe�rstm om entoftheunpolarized P 1
qq� P 1

q�q vanishesalready

due to ferm ion num ber conservation [12],it becom es obvious that the additionalterm

�2�0CF (1� x) in (20) spoils the Q 2 independence ofthe �rst m om ent of�A 3(x;Q
2).

Itistherefore necessary to perform a factorization schem e transform ation to the results

in (20,21)in orderto rem ove thisadditionalterm which,aspointed outin [34,30,32],

istypicalofthe HVBM schem e with itsnotfully anticom m uting 5 and trivially would

notbepresentin a schem ewith a fully anticom m uting 5 sincethen thetwo 5 m atrices

8



appearing in therelevantgraphscould berem oved by anticom m uting them towardseach

otherand using2
5
= 1(cf.Fig2a).W enotethatalltheseobservationswerealreadym ade

in theoriginalcalculation of[8]in theOPE where,however,therem ovaloftheadditional

term � (1� x)correspondsto a �niterenorm alization ratherthan a factorization schem e

transform ation.Itisniceto recoverthisanalogy between ourresultsand thoseof[8,35].

Thefactorization schem e transform ation for�P
1;�

qq;N S also a�ectsthesingletsectorsince,

accordingtoeq.(10),�P
1;+

qq;N S + �P
1
qq;P S occursin theevolution oftheNLO quark singlet

��.Thetransform ation readsin general(see,e.g.,[8,36]):

�P
1;�

qq;N S = � ~P
1;�

qq;N S � 2�0zqq ;

�P 1

qq;P S = � ~P 1

qq;P S ;

�P 1

qg = � ~P 1

qg + 4zqq 
 �P 0

qg ;

�P 1

gq = � ~P 1

gq � 4zqq 
 �P 0

gq ;

�P 1

gg = � ~P 1

gg ; (22)

wherethe� ~P 1
ij now aretheNLO splitting functionson theleft-hand-sidesofeqs.(20,21)

and the �P 1
ij are the new splitting functionsafterthe schem e transform ation. One im -

m ediately seesthatthechoice

zqq = �CF (1� x) (23)

leadsto �P
1;�

qq;N S = P
1;�

qq;N S and thusnow yieldstherequired vanishing ofthe�rstm om ent

of�P
1;+

qq;N S. Even m ore,the transform ation (22,23)rem ovesalladditionalterm son the

right-hand-side of(20,21)sim ultaneously,bringing our�nalresult into com plete agree-

m ent with the revised one of[8]. W e �nally note that the above factorization schem e

transform ation also changesthe quark shortdistance crosssection (coe�cientfunction)

�C q in (7),sincethecom bination

�C q �
2�P

1;�

qq;N S

�0

m ust be independent ofthe choice ofthe factorization schem e convention [36]. As was

shown in [34,37,32],only afterthetransform ation (22,23)takes�C q in theM S schem e

theform

�C q(x) = CF

"

(1+ x
2)

 
ln(1� x)

1� x

!

+

�
3

2

1

(1� x)+
�
1+ x2

1� x
lnx +

9



+ 2+ x �

 
9

2
+
�2

3

!

�(1� x)

#

; (24)

i.e.,becom es the previously calculated [38]O (�s) quark-correction to g1 giving rise to,

e.g.,thecorrect�rstordercorrection 1� �s=� to theBj�rken sum rule.In eq.(24),

Z
1

0

dzf(z)(g(z))
+
�

Z
1

0

dz(f(z)� f(1))g(z) :

Forcom pletenesswe notethatthe NLO M S gluonic shortdistance crosssection �C g in

eq.(7)rem ainsuna�ected by thetransform ation (22,23)and reads(see,e.g.,[8])

�C g(x)= 2TRN f

�

(2x� 1)

�

ln
1� x

x
� 1

�

+ 2(1� x)

�

: (25)

Our�nalresultsforthepolarized M S NLO splitting functionsaregiven by:

�P
1;�

qq;N S = P
1;�

qq;N S ; (26)

�P 1

qq;P S(x) = CF TRN f

"

2(1� x)� 2(1� 3x)lnx� 2(1+ x)ln
2
x

#

; (27)

�P 1

qg(x) = CF TRN f

"

� 22+ 27x� 9lnx+ 8(1� x)ln(1� x)

+
1

2
�pqg(x)

�

4ln2(1� x)� 8ln(1� x)lnx+ 2ln2x � 8�(2)
�
#

+CATR N f

"

2(12� 11x)� 8(1� x)ln(1� x)+ 2(1+ 8x)lnx

�2
�

ln
2
(1� x)� �(2)

�

�pqg(x)�
�

2Ix � 3ln
2
x
�

�pqg(�x)

#

; (28)

�P 1

gq(x) = CF TRN f

�

�
4

9
(x + 4)�

4

3
�pgq(x)ln(1� x)

�

+C 2

F

�

�
1

2
�
1

2
(4� x)lnx � �pgq(�x)ln(1� x)

+

�

�4� ln
2
(1� x)+

1

2
ln

2
x

�

�pgq(x)

�

(29)

+CACF

�

(4� 13x)lnx +
1

3
(10+ x)ln(1� x)+

1

9
(41+ 35x)

+
1

2

�

�2Ix + 3ln
2
x
�

�pgq(�x)+
�

ln
2
(1� x)� 2ln(1� x)lnx� �(2)

�

�pgq(x)

�

�P 1

gg(x) = �CATR N f

�

4(1� x)+
4

3
(1+ x)lnx+

20

9
�pgg(x)+

4

3
�(1� x)

�

�CF TR N f

"

10(1� x)+ 2(5� x)lnx+ 2(1+ x)ln2x+ �(1� x)

#

10



+C 2

A

"
1

3
(29� 67x)lnx �

19

2
(1� x)+ 4(1+ x)ln

2
x � 2Ix�pgg(�x)

+

�
67

9
� 4ln(1� x)lnx + ln

2
x� 2�(2)

�

�pgg(x)+

�

3�(3)+
8

3

�

�(1� x)

#

(30)

where,as m entioned above,the unpolarized NS pieces P
1;�

qq;N S can be found in [12]and

[39]

�pqg(x) � 2x� 1 ;

�pgq(x) � 2� x ;

�pgg(x) �
1

(1� x)+
� 2x+ 1 : (31)

Furtherm orewehavein eqs.(26-30)�(2)= �2=6,�(3)� 1:202057 and

Ix �

Z
1=(1+ x)

x=(1+ x)

dz

z
ln

 
1� z

z

!

:

Forrelating ourresultsto thoseof[8]therelation

Ix = �2Li2(�x)� 2lnxln(1+ x)+
1

2
ln

2
x� �(2)

isneeded,where Li2(x)istheDilogarithm [40].In (30),thecontributions� �(1� x)to

�P 1
gg are the sam e asthose forthe unpolarized P 1

gg [41];they lead to satisfaction ofthe

constraint[42]

Z
1

0

dx�P 1

gg(x)=
�1

4
�
17

6
C
2

A � CF TR N f �
5

3
CATR N f ;

valid in theM S schem e.

In conclusion,ourcalculation,which wasbased on theapproach of[12]and on using

the HVBM [16]prescription for5,hascon�rm ed the recent results of[8]forthe spin-

dependenttwo-loop splitting functions�P 1
ij(x).Ourresultsalso oncem oredem onstrate

the usefulness and applicability ofthe m ethod of[12]and the light-like axialgauge in

perturbativeQCD calculations.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 Them atrix elem entsquared forpolarized photon-quark interaction,itsexpansion

in term sof2PIkernels�C 0 and �K 0,and its�nalfactorized form .

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

(�)P 1
qq,b: (�)P 1

q�q,(�)P
1
qq;P S,c: (�)P 1

qg,d: (�)P 1
gq,e,f: (�)P 1

gg. Subtraction

of’doubly collinear’graphsisindicated.
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