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Abstract

W e present num ericalsolutions ofthe Q 2 evolution equations at next-to-

leading order (NLO ) for unpolarized and polarized parton distributions,in

both the avor non-singlet and singlet channels. The num ericalm ethod is

based on a contourintegration algorithm in com plex-m om entspace,and,un-

like m oststandard �tting techniques,isnotrestricted to the use ofanalytic

m om entsofdistributions.W e also com pute analytic continuationsofthe re-

cently calculated singletanom alousdim ensions,needed forevolving polarized

quark and gluon distributionsatNLO .Using thesewestudy theNLO e�ects

on the x dependenceofthespin-dependentstructurefunctionsgp1 and g
n
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

One ofthe originaltesting grounds for QCD has been the study ofscaling violations

in structure functions in nucleon deep-inelastic scattering (DIS).Over the last25 years a

wealth ofinform ation has been accum ulated on the unpolarized structure functions,F1;2,

covering som ethreeordersofm agnitudeofthem om entum transfersquared,Q 2,and prob-

ing thesm allBjorken-x region down to x = Q 2=2M �� 10� 4,where� istheenergy transfer

to the nucleon at rest,and M the nucleon m ass. The data at large Q 2 (Q 2 >
� 5 GeV 2)

show no deviation from theperturbativeQCD (pQCD)predictionsobtained from solutions

oftheDokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DGLAP)evolution equations[1,2].M ore

recently,accurate data [3,4]have also been accum ulating on the spin-dependent structure

functions,g1;2,theQ 2 dependence ofwhich willbenecessary to confrontthepQCD expec-

tations.

Theneed foran accuratedescription oftheQ 2 dependenceofboth unpolarized and po-

larized nucleon structure functionsisseveralfold.Firstly,in m odeling hard processesother

than DIS,theingredientsneeded to calculatecrosssectionsand eventratesareparton dis-

tribution functionsata certain scale Q 2.Because the energiesinvolved in purely hadronic

reactionsareoften considerably largerthan in DIS experim ents,itisim perativethatevolu-

tion ofthedistributions(which areextracted prim arily from DIS data)to thehigherQ 2 be

asreliableaspossible.

Attheotherendoftheenergyspectrum ,describingtheQ 2 behaviorofstructurefunctions

atlow Q 2 isnolessim portant.W hiletheQ 2 dependenceofparton distributionsisaccessible

to pQCD,theirx dependenceisofcoursenotdirectly calculable.Often onetriestoconnect

the non-perturbative contentofparton distributions to valence quark m odelsofQCD [5],

which are presum ed to be good approxim ations at Q 2 <
� 1GeV 2 (for a recent sum m ary

see Ref.[6]and referencestherein). To com pare with data one usually evolvesthe leading

twistcom ponentto thehigherQ 2 oftheDIS experim ents.However,becausethisprocedure

involves evolution through a region where the strong running coupling constant,�s,isno

2



longersm all,oneshould atleasttakenext-to-leading order(NLO)correctionsinto account

beforeseriously testing thereliability ofthesecalculations.

In thespin-dependentsector,whilethekinem aticsin experim entsinvolving polarization

arem orelim ited than in unpolarized processes(averageQ 2 valuesin recentg1 m easurem ents

only vary between 2 and 10 GeV 2),knowledge oftheQ 2 dependence ofpolarized structure

functionsisessentialin connection with questionsconcerningthespin contentofthenucleon.

Aside from accurately correcting for the scale dependence of�rst m om ents ofpolarized

distributions[7],such asin theBjorken sum rule,onealsoneedstounderstand thee�ectsof

Q 2 evolution upon theshapeoftheproton,and in particularneutron,g1 structurefunctions

them selves[8].W hile theleading orderpQCD correctionsto g1 have been known forsom e

tim e,theNLO e�ectshaveuntilnow only been calculated fornon-singlet(NS)distributions.

Resultsrecently published by M ertig and van Neerven [9]fortheanom alousdim ensionsof

singletoperatorsatNLO have �nally m ade itpossible to com pute the NLO correctionsto

thepolarized singletquark and gluon distributionsaswell.

In this paper we analyze the e�ects ofNLO corrections on polarized and unpolarized

parton distributions,in both the avor singlet and non-singlet channels,as a function of

x and Q 2. In particular,we concentrate on the Q 2 evolution ofthe nucleon g1 structure

function,and its e�ect on the x dependence at sm alland interm ediate x. To study the

e�ects num erically, we develop an accurate Q 2 evolution algorithm based on an inverse

M ellin transform m ethod.

Often one encounters the need to evolve distributions whose m om ents are not able to

be expressed in sim ple analytic form ssuch asthose used in standard data �tting in Refs.

[10{12]. Forexam ple,m oststudiesofstructure functionsin low-energy m odelsofthe nu-

cleon,including recentattem pts[13]to describe the nucleon’snon-perturbative sea within

the pion-cloud m odel[14],can only be expressed num erically,with the outputneeding to

be param etrized before the standard evolution and �tting techniques can be applied. To

facilitateevolution ofboth param etrized and calculated distributions,ourm ethod therefore

providesforthepossibility ofevolving inputdistributionsgiven only ata lim ited num berof
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pointsin Bjorken x.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Section IIwe review the essentialfeaturesofthe

DGLAP evolution equationsatO (�2s),sum m arizingforconveniencetherelevantform ulasfor

evolution ofparton distributionsand structure functions. M ore com prehensive discussions

can befound forexam ple in Refs.[15{17].A detailed description ofthe num ericalm ethod

em ployed to perform the evolution isgiven in Section III.The num ericalresults,forboth

unpolarized and polarized DIS,are presented in Section IV,and conclusions are drawn in

Section V.Finally,in the Appendices we collect allthe relevant form ulasforthe LO and

NLO anom alousdim ensions,togetherwith detailsabouttheirextrapolation into com plex

m om entspace.

II.EV O LU T IO N EQ U AT IO N S AT N EX T -T O -LEA D IN G O R D ER

In thisSection wereview them ain featurespertinenttotheDGLAP evolution equations,

including O (�2s)corrections.W ebegin with theusualforward Com pton am plitude,T��,for

thescattering ofa virtualphoton from a nucleon,

T�� =
i

2M

Z

d
4
z e

iq� z
hp;S jT (J�(z)J�(0))jp;Si; (1)

wherep and q arethenucleon and virtualphoton four-m om enta,and S isthenucleon spin

vector.Thefactthatin theBjorken lim it(p� q;�q2 ! 1 )theam plitude T�� islight-cone

dom inated allows for an operator product expansion (OPE) analysis ofthe tim e-ordered

product T (J�(z)J�(0)),through which the long and short distance physics are form ally

separated. The singular bilocaloperator T (J�(z)J�(0)) is expanded in a basis ofregular

localoperators,with thelight-conesingularity contained in theW ilson expansion coe�cient

functions[18{20].

Theforward Com pton am plitudeT�� isrelated to thenucleon DIS hadronictensorW ��

through theopticaltheorem :

W �� =
1

�
=m T��: (2)
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The hadronic tensor is usually written in term s ofthe spin-independent F1 and F2,and

spin-dependentg1 and g2 structurefunctionsas:

W �� =
F1(x;Q 2)

M

 
q�q�

q2
� g��

!

+
F2(x;Q 2)

M p� q

 

p� �
p� q

q2
q�

!  

p� �
p� q

q2
q�

!

+ i����� q
�

 
S�

p� q

�

g1(x;Q
2)+ g2(x;Q

2)
�

� p
� S � q

(p� q)2
g2(x;Q

2)

!

; (3)

wherex = Q 2=2p� qandQ2 = �q2.Thestructurefunctionsarerelated topartondistribution

functions(light-conem om entum distributions)by convolutingthelatterwith theW ilson co-

e�cientfunctions[19,21,22],describing thehard (perturbatively calculable)photon{parton

interaction.Fortheproton’sF2 structurefunction,forinstance,onehas:

F
p

2(x;Q
2)=

1

6

Z
1

x

dy

y

 

C
N S
2

�

x;Q
2
�

xq
N S

 
x

y
;Q

2

!

+
5

3
C
q

2

�

x;Q
2
�

x�

 
x

y
;Q

2

!

+
5

3
C
G
2

�

x;Q
2
�

xG

 
x

y
;Q

2

! !

; (4)

whereqN S(x;Q 2)= (u+ �u� d� �d� s� �s)(x;Q 2)istheavornon-singletcom bination (for

three avors),while thesingletcom ponentis�(x;Q 2)=
P

q(q+ �q)(x;Q 2),and G(x;Q 2)is

thegluon distribution.

Sim ilarly forpolarized DIS,onehasfortheg1 structurefunction oftheproton:

g
p

1(x;Q
2)=

Z
1

x

dy

y

 

�C N S(x;Q 2)

"
1

12
�q 3

 
x

y
;Q

2

!

+
1

36
�q 8

 
x

y
;Q

2

! #

+
1

9
�C q

�

x;Q
2
�

��

 
x

y
;Q

2

!

+
1

9
�C G

�

x;Q
2
�

�G

 
x

y
;Q

2

! !

; (5)

where the polarized singletdistribution is��(x;Q 2)=
P

q(�q+ ��q)(x;Q 2),�G(x;Q 2)is

the polarized gluon distribution,and the non-singlet com binations �q 3 and �q 8 are (for

threeavors)given by:

�q 3(x;Q
2)=

�

�u + �u � �d� �d
�

(x;Q 2); (6a)

�q 8(x;Q
2)=

�

�u + �u + �d+ �d� 2(�s+ �s)
�

(x;Q 2): (6b)

Note thatthe polarized quark singletcoe�cientfunction �C q(x;Q 2)= �(1� x)+ O (�s),

whilethepolarized gluon entersonly atNLO,�C G (x;Q 2)= O (�s).W eshallreturn tothis

pointin Section IV B.
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A .Evolution ofParton D istributions

The Q 2 evolution ofparton distribution functionsism ostnaturally expressed in term s

oftheirm om ents,by solving therenorm alization group equations.De�ning thenth M ellin

m om entofa parton distribution q(x;Q 2)by:

Q n(Q
2)=

Z
1

0

dx x
n� 1

q(x;Q 2); (7)

oneobtainsfortheNS m om ents:

Q
N S
n (Q 2)=

2

41+
�s(Q 2)� �s(�2)

4�

0

@

(1);n

N S

2�0
�
�1

(0);n

N S

2�20

1

A

3

5

 
�s(Q 2)

�s(�2)

! 
(0);n

N S
=2�0

Q
N S
n (�2); (8)

where(0;1);nN S aretheanom alousdim ensionsatleading and next-to-leading orders,and �2 is

som ereferencescale.Theconstants�0,�1 aretheexpansion coe�cientsoftheGell-M ann{

Low function �(Q 2)up to next-to-leading order:

�0 = 11�
2

3
N f; �1 = 102�

38

3
N f; (9)

forN f activequarkavors.NotethatEq.(8)isexpressed within theM S factorizationschem e

| fortheconnection to otherfactorization schem esseeAppendix B.

Becauseofm ixing between localoperatorsoftheOPE which aresingletsunderSU(N f)

transform ations,onehascoupled evolution equationsforthesingletparton densities:
0

B
B
@

�n(Q 2)

Gn(Q 2)

1

C
C
A =

8
<

:

 
�s(Q 2)

�s(�2)

! �n� =2�0
"

P
n
�
�

1

2�0

�s(�2)� �s(Q 2)

4�
P
n
�
R

n
P
n
�

�

0

@
�s(�2)

4�
�
�s(Q 2)

4�

 
�s(Q 2)

�s(�2)

! (�n
+
� �n� )=2�0

1

A
P n
�
R nP n

+

2�0 + �n+ � �n�

3

5

+(+  ! �)g

0

B
B
@

�n(�2)

Gn(�2)

1

C
C
A ; (10)

whereR n;P n
�
and �� aregiven by:

R
n = (1);n

�
�1

�0
(0);n

; (11a)
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P
n
�
= �

(0);n � �n
�

�n+ � �n�
; (11b)

�
n
�
=
1

2

 


(0);n
qq + 

(0);n

G G �

r

((0);nG G � 
(0);n
qq )2 + 4(0);nqG 

(0);n

G q

!

; (11c)

(k);n =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

(k);nqq 
(k);n

qG


(k);n

G q 
(k);n

G G

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; k = 0;1: (11d)

For polarized parton distributions one has identical evolution equations to those

in Eqs.(8) and (10), with Q n;�n;Gn replaced by their spin-dependent counterparts

�Q n;�� n;�G n. The di�erences in the evolution arise from the anom alous dim ensions,

which arein generaldi�erentforpolarized and unpolarized processes.The explicitexpres-

sionsfortheseatLO and NLO aregiven in Appendix A.

Theanom alousdim ensionsarealso related to theM ellin m om entsofthesplitting func-

tionsPij(z)(i;j= q;G):


n
ij �

Z
1

0

dz z
n� 1

Pij(z); (12)

where Pij(z)givesthelight-cone probability of�nding a parton iinside parton j,carrying

a fraction z ofthe parentparton’slight-cone m om entum . Ifthe splitting functions(orthe

anom alous dim ensions) are known,then once the input parton distribution is �xed at a

scale�2,theQ 2 dependence ofitsm om entscan becalculated via Eqs.(8)and (10).Thex-

dependentdistributionatthenew scaleQ 2 isthenobtainedbyinvertingtheM ellin transform

in Eq.(7).

B .Evolution ofStructure Functions

From theevolved parton distributionsonecan obtain the m easured structure functions

in two ways. Firstly,one can evolve the parton distributions,then convolute the result

with the corresponding W ilson coe�cient functions, as in Eqs.(4) and (5). In practice,

however,to accurately determ inetheconvolution integralrequiresinterpolating theevolved
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distribution,thereby introducing an additionalsourceofnum ericalerror.Alternatively,the

evolved m om entscan bem ultiplied by thecorresponding m om entsoftheW ilson coe�cient

functions,beforereconstructing thestructurefunction via theinverse M ellin transform .In

thiswork weadoptthissecond m ethod to evaluatethestructurefunction evolution.

The explicitrelationsbetween the m om entsofthe non-singletand singletpartsofthe

F2 structurefunction and thecorresponding m om entsoftheparton distributionsare:

F
N S
2;n (Q

2)= C
q

2;n(Q
2)Q N S

n (Q 2); (13)

F
S
2;n(Q

2)= C
q

2;n(Q
2)�n(Q

2) + C
G
2;n(Q

2)Gn(Q
2): (14)

FortheF3 structurefunction,in thecaseofneutrino{nucleon scattering,onehas:

F 3;n(Q
2)= C

q

3;n(Q
2)Q V

n (Q
2); (15)

where Q V
n (Q

2)representsthe nth m om entofthe totalvalence distribution.Up to NLO in

theM S schem e theW ilson coe�cientsaregiven by:

C
N S
k;n (Q

2)= C
q

k;n(Q
2)= C

(0);q

k;n +
�s(Q 2)

4�
C
(1);q

k;n ; (16)

C
G
k;n(Q

2)= C
(0);G

k;n +
�s(Q 2)

4�
C
(1);G

k;n ; k = 2;3; (17)

where

C
(0);q

2;n = 1; (18a)

C
(1);q

2;n = CF

"

2S2

1
(n)� 2S2(n)+ 3S1(n)�

2S1(n)

n(n + 1)
+
3

n
+

4

n + 1
+

2

n2
� 9

#

;

(18b)

C
(0);q

3;n = 1; (18c)

C
(1);q

3;n = CF

"

2S2

1(n)� 2S2(n)+ 3S1(n)�
2S1(n)

n(n + 1)
+
1

n
+

2

n + 1
+

2

n2
� 9

#

;

(18d)

C
(0);G

2;n = 0; (18e)

C
(1);G

2;n = �4TF

"

S1(n)
n2 + n + 2

n(n + 1)(n + 2)
+
1

n
�

1

n2
�

6

n + 1
+

6

n + 2

#

;

(18f)
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with CF = 4=3 and TF = N f=2.ThefunctionsS1 and S2 aregiven in Appendix A 1.

The analogousexpression forthem om entsofthepolarized structure function g1(x;Q 2)

(forN f = 3)is:

G1;n(Q
2)= �C N S

n (Q 2)
�

�
1

12
�q 3;n(Q

2)+
1

36
�q 8;n(Q

2)
�

+
1

9
�C q

n(Q
2)�� n(Q

2)+
1

9
�C G

n (Q
2)�G n(Q

2); (19)

where � refersto the proton and neutron,respectively. The polarized W ilson coe�cients

�C n aregiven by [9,23]:

�C N S
n (Q 2)= �C q

n(Q
2)= �C (0);q

n +
�s(Q 2)

4�
�C (1);q

n ; (20)

�C G
n (Q

2)= �C (0);G
n +

�s(Q 2)

4�
�C (1);G

n ; (21)

where

�C (0);q
n = 1; (22a)

�C (1);q
n = CF

"

2S2

1
(n)� 2S2(n)+

2S1(n)

n + 1
�
2S1(n)

n
+ 3S1(n)�

2

n(n + 1)
+
3

n
+

2

n2
� 9

#

;

(22b)

�C (0);G
n = 0; (22c)

�C (1);G
n = TF

"
4(n � 1)(1� n � nS1(n))

n2(n + 1)

#

: (22d)

As in the unpolarized case,one has to use anom alous dim ensions and W ilson coe�cients

calculated consistently within the sam e factorization schem e. For the NLO evolution of

both unpolarized and polarized distributionswework within theM S-schem ethroughout.A

property ofthisschem eisthat�C G
n= 1 = 0,resulting in zero gluoniccontribution to the�rst

m om entofg1,and hence no correction to the Ellis-Ja�e sum rule [24].Allotherm om ents

ofthestructurefunction g1(x;Q 2)do,however,contain gluoniccorrections.

III.N U M ER IC A L SO LU T IO N

Having outlined the essentialfeaturesofthe DGLAP evolution equations,we nextex-

am ine m ethods which can be used to e�ciently and reliably extract their solutions. The
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m ostdirectapproach involvessim ply integratingtheintegro-di�erentialversion oftheequa-

tionsdirectly (see e.g.Ref.[25]).W ith thism ethod,to obtain evolved distributionsin the

range [x0;1]the input distribution needs to be known only for x > x0. However,m any

iterationsare necessary to obtain accurate resultswhen evolving overa large range ofQ 2,

which consequently decreasesboth thee�ciency and accuracy oftheevolution.Otherpro-

posed m ethodshavem adeuseofcom pletesetsoforthogonalpolynom ials,such asBernstein

polynom ials[26]orLaguerrepolynom ials[27].Di�cultiesexist,however,in applying these

m ethodsto regionsofvery sm allorvery largex.Instead,wewillfollow an approach using

theM ellin transform technique [28],sim ilarto thatdiscussed in Ref.[12],butdi�ering in a

num berofaspectswhich wenow discuss.

A .C ontour M ethod

The advantage of the M ellin transform (or contour integration) technique lies in its

sim plicity,and e�ciency with com puting tim e.In thepastthism ethod hasbeen applied in

cases where the m om ents ofthe inputdistributions were known in analytic form ,such as

when q(x)isa linearcom bination ofterm softheform axb(1� x)c orsim ilar[12].Theneed

often exists,however,toevolveinputdistributionswhich arenotabletobeexpressed in this

form .Forexam ple,onem ay wish to evolve distributionsobtained from m odelcalculations

[6],which generally do not have a sim ple analytic form . Therefore it is necessary that

one has available an accurate NLO evolution procedure for applications where the input

distributionsareknown only ata lim ited num berofpointsin x.

Them ain stepsinvolved in theM ellin transform techniquecan besum m arized asfollows:

� The M ellin m om entsofthe inputdistributionsQn(�2)are calculated num erically at

theinputscale�2.

� Thecalculated m om entsareevolved to thescaleQ2 via Eqs.(8)and (10).

� Theparton distributionsarereconstructed via theinverse M ellin transform ation:

10



q(x;Q 2)=
1

2�i

Z c+ i1

c� i1

dn x
� n
Q n(Q

2): (23a)

In practice itism ore convenient to express Eq.(23a)asan inverse Laplace transfor-

m ation:

q(x;Q 2)=
1

2�i

Z c+ i1

c� i1

dn e
n(� lnx)

Q n(Q
2): (23b)

One disadvantage in principle ofthism ethod isthatin orderto calculate the m om ents

ofdistributions,the inputm ustbe known in the entire x-region [0;1].However,aswillbe

seen in Section IV,therestriction to theinterval[x0;1]hasnegligiblee�ectsnum erically.

B .Evaluation ofM om ents

Ifthe inputdistribution isofthe form q(x;�2)= axb(1� x)c,itsm om ents are sim ply

expressed in term sofBeta functionsB :

Q n = aB (n + b;c+ 1)= a
�(n + b)�(c+ 1)

�(n + b+ c+ 1)
: (24)

Ifthe analytic m om entsare notavailable,each M ellin m om entm ustbe integrated num er-

ically. This causes di�culties, however, for com plex values ofn,since the integrand in

Eq.(23b)oscillatesrapidly asx ! 0.Thiscan beseen by writing n = c+ id,wherec;d are

real:

Q n(�
2)=

Z
1

0

dx x
� 1+ c

e
idlnx

q(x;�2): (25a)

In practiceitiseasiertoperform theintegration by m aking thesubstitution lnx ! t,which

givesan integrand thatoscillateswith constantfrequency:

Q n(�
2)=

Z
0

� 1

dte
(c� 1)t

e
idt
q(et;�2): (25b)

Therealandim aginarypartsofthisintegralarethenevaluatedseparatelybyusingasuitable

adaptivequadraturealgorithm (such asthatprovided bytheIM SL num ericallibraryroutine
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DQDAW O [29]). This way accurate m om ents can be obtained forany input distribution

given asa function ofBjorken-x overtheentireregion,0� x � 1.

Twoadditionalproblem sarisewhen usinginputthatisgiven onlyatalim ited num berof

x-points.Firstly,withoutan adaptivequadratureroutinethem om entsareoften inaccurate,

with the errorincreasing with the im aginary partofn. One is then forced to interpolate

theinputbetween thex-points,which leadsto a second problem ,nam ely thatthex-range

covered by theseinputpointsislim ited to x0 � x � x1.

Clearly the quality ofthe m om ents,and hence the accuracy ofthe evolved parton dis-

tributions,depends strongly on the quality ofthe interpolation routine. Forthiswe have

used cubic splinesand higherorderB-splines,both with a ‘not-a-knot’condition (see e.g.

IM SL routinesDCSINT and DBSINT,respectively [29]).Taking equidistantx-pointsleads

tovery good resultseverywhereexceptin theneighborhood oftheboundariesatx = x0 and

x1.Toobtain su�ciently good resultsovertheentirex-rangeoneshould choosethelocation

ofx-pointssuitably,in particularm orepointsneartheboundariesthan in between.

C .N um ericalInversion

The �nalstep,which isnum erically the m ostdi�cult,isthe contourintegration in the

inverse M ellin (orLaplace)transform ation.Depending on the value ofBjorken-x atwhich

the parton distribution isto be reconstructed,two di�erentm ethodsare em ployed forthe

regionsx < 0:80 and x � 0:80.

In the x < 0:80 region Crum p’s m ethod [30]is applied (using e.g. the IM SL routine

DINLAP [29]),in which theinverseLaplacetransform ofthefunction F(n)isapproxim ated

by a partialsum ofa Fourierrepresentation:

f(t)’
ect

�

"
1

2
F(c)+

1X

k= 1

(

<e(F (c+ k�i=�))cos
k�t

�
� =m (F (c+ k�i=�))sin

k�t

�

) #

:(26)

The value ofc has to be on the right side ofallsingularities appearing in F(n). From

Regge physics one obtains the conditions <e n � 2 and <e n � 1 for the singlet and
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non-singlet distributions, respectively. The param eter � controls the step length in the

im aginary direction. This m ethod fails,however,when f(t) reaches values close to zero,

which occursforlargex.In thekinem atic rangex � 0:8 wethereforeutilizean alternative

algorithm ,in which the inverse Laplace transform is com puted via a Laguerre expansion

(seee.g.IM SL routineDSINLP [29]).Theperform anceofthisprocedurehasbeen checked

by �rstperform ingtheM ellin transform by com puting them om ents,and then transform ing

back with theaboveroutinesto com paretheoutputwith theoriginalinput.

One furthercom m ent should be m ade aboutthe sm all-x region. Itisin generalm ore

problem atictocom putetheinverseLaplacetransform f(t)num erically when tisvery large,

orequivalently when x isvery sm all.In practicewe�nd thattheaboveproceduregivesreli-

ableresultsforparton distributionsatleastdown tox valuesreached bycurrentexperim ents

atHERA,nam ely x � 10� 4.

D .C om putation ofthe R unning C oupling C onstant

Ifone perform s evolution at low values ofQ 2,care m ust be taken when calculating

the running coupling constant �s. At NLO,�s can be com puted exactly by solving the

transcendentalequation num erically:

ln
Q 2

�2
Q C D

�
4�

�0�s
+
�1

�20
ln

"
4�

�0�s
+
�1

�20

#

= 0; (27)

asobtained from the renorm alization group analysis. Forsm allvalues of�s one can �nd

approxim atesolutionsby using theform ula:

�s(Q
2)�

4�

�0lnQ 2=�2
Q C D

�
4��1

�30

lnlnQ 2=�2
Q C D

ln2Q 2=�2
Q C D

: (28)

In practice thisapproxim ation turnsoutto be accurate only forQ 2 >
� 1 GeV 2.Atsm aller

scales,Q 2 � 0:4 GeV 2,theerrorin �s isabout7% (with �Q C D = 200 M eV in both Eq.(27)

and (28)and N f = 3).In theregion Q 2 � 0:2GeV 2 from which low energy m odelcalculated

inputisoften evolved,useoftheapproxim ation Eq.(28)can giveerrorsofup to 20% in the

13



running coupling for the sam e values of�Q C D and N f. The discrepancy becom es bigger

stillfor larger�Q C D . Ofcourse �Q C D itselfcan be extracted using Eq.(28) from data at

large Q 2,since there the di�erence between Eqs.(27)and (28)ism inim al,howeverthe use

ofEq.(28)outsidethisregion could beproblem aticgiven theabovedi�erences.

IV .R ESU LT S

Using the num ericalm ethod described in Section III,we present here the results of

the evolution ofparton densitiesincluding allthe NLO corrections. W e should stressthat

our aim is not to perform a com plete �t to the available data | such program s ofdata

param etrizationsare adequately addressed in Refs.[10{12],forexam ple. Ourpurpose will

be to sim ply dem onstrate the potentialdi�erencesin the evolved distributionswhen order

�2s corrections are taken into account. After�rst establishing the degree ofaccuracy and

theregion ofreliability oftheevolution program in theunpolarized sector,wethen turn our

attention to them oretopicaldiscussion ofevolution ofpolarized distributionsatNLO.

A .U npolarized D istributions

Todem onstratethee�ectofthenum ericalalgorithm on atypicalparton distribution,for

thespin-averaged distributionswetakeasinputthelatestparam etrization from theCTEQ

collaboration [11]:

xuV (x)= 1:37x0:497(1� x)3:74(1+ 6:25x0:880); (29a)

xdV (x)= 0:801x0:497(1� x)4:19(1+ 1:69x0:375); (29b)

xG(x)= 0:738x� 0:286(1� x)5:31(1+ 7:30x); (29c)

x(�d(x)+ �u(x))= 0:1094x� 0:286(1� x)8:34(1+ 17:5x); (29d)

given at Q 2 = 2:56 GeV 2. Evolution at NLO is carried out in the M S schem e, using

�Q C D = 239 M eV for N f = 4 avors,and taking into account the charm threshold at
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Q 2 =(1.6 GeV)2. (Although the e�ect ofneglecting the charm threshold increases with

decreasing Q 2,even when evolving down to Q 2 � 0:5 GeV 2 itisstillvery sm all.)

Toillustratetheperform anceoftheevolution algorithm ,we�rstexam ineNLO evolution

ofthetotalvalencedistribution,x(uV + dV ).In Fig.1 theprogram ’saccuracy isillustrated

when usingdi�erentnum bersofpoints,N x,in Bjorken-x,with theinputevolved toQ 2 = 100

GeV 2. W ith N x = 50 points in the range [0.005,1],the results are indistinguishable from

thoseobtained bycalculatingthem om entsof(29a,29b)analytically.In thiscasethee�ectof

changing thelowerlim itofintegration from x0 = 0 to x0 > 0 isnegligible.Excellentresults

can be attained fornearly allx even with N x = 25 (solid curve,m arked \i25" in Fig.1).

Decreasingthenum berofpointstoN x = 13hasverylittlee�ectintheinterm ediate-x region,

0:2 <� x <� 0:8,butatlargerx the accuracy becom essom ewhatworse. Forcom parison,we

also show in Fig.1(dashed curves)theresultsobtained by calculating m om entsvia a sim ple

histogram m ethod,

Q n(Q
2)=

Z
1

0

dx x
n� 2

�

xq(x;Q 2)
�

�

N xX

i= 1

xiq(xi;Q
2)

 
x
n� 1
i � x

n� 1
i� 1

n � 1

!

: (30)

ForN x = 50thediscrepancy with theinterpolation m ethod isratherm oredram atic,partic-

ularly atlargex,and to obtain a sim ilardegreeofaccuracy oneneedsN x in excessof1000.

Sim ilaraccuracy willalso be obtained when evolving di�erentinputdistributions,such as

thosefrom Refs.[6,10,12].

In Fig.2wecom parethevalencex(uV + dV )distribution evolved withleadingand next-to-

leading ordercorrections.FortheLO evolution weuse�Q C D = 177 M eV,according to the

latest�tresultsfrom Ref.[11].Toavoid am biguitiesassociated with thefactorizationschem e

dependence ofthe (generally unphysical) NLO distributions,we work in the DIS schem e.

(Di�erencesbetween distributionscalculated in di�erentschem es are oforder� s(Q 2)[31],

and while negligible athigh Q 2,they can becom e quite large atQ 2 <
� 1 GeV 2.) Although

in generalinput distributions atLO and NLO need notbe identical,especially when one

seeks precisions �ts to DIS data,we willsim ply dem onstrate the e�ects by assum ing the
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inputshapesto bethesam e.Thisassum ption isan im plicitone,forexam ple,in low-energy

e�ective m odelcalculations ofleading twist parton distributions [5,6],where because the

input m odelscale is a prioriunknown,the sam e calculated distribution m ust be evolved

with eitherLO orNLO corrections.

Them ain e�ectofNLO correctionson thevalencedistributions(with upwardsevolution)

is to m ake them softer com pared to those evolved with LO corrections only. Conversely,

NLO evolution produces som ewhat harder distributions when evolved downwards to low

scalesQ 2 = 0:5 GeV 2,such asthose associated with valence distributionscalculated from

low-energy (constituentquark)m odelsofQCD.

In connection with this,we should note thatuncertainty in the precise value of�Q C D

(theParticleData Group gives234� 56M eV [32])can betranslated into quitea signi�cant

di�erence in thestarting scale Q 2
0 fortheevolution ofthecalculated m odelresults.Taking

the upperand lowervaluesof�Q C D = 290 and 178 M eV,one obtainsessentially identical

shapes ofthe evolved distributions with Q 2
0
= 1 and 0.5 GeV 2,respectively. Even given

the factthatthe exactscale forsuch m odelcalculationsisa prioriunknown,a factor2 (!)

representsquite a large e�ectin the phenom enology ofthe scale dependence oflow-energy

m odeldistributions.

Turning now tothesingletsector,weillustratein Fig.3thee�ectsofNLO correctionson

thedistribution �(x;Q 2).Taking the CTEQ param etrization atQ 2
0
= 2:56 GeV 2 asinput,

the distribution is evolved to Q 2 = 10 and 100 GeV 2 using the DIS schem e to com pare

physicalquantitiesatLO and NLO (in the DIS schem e x�(x;Q 2)representsthe structure

function F2 m easured in deep-inelastic neutrino-nucleon scattering). The resultshere have

been obtained with N x = 60 on a logarithm icscalein Bjorken-x,and agreeto within 0.01%

with those using analytic m om ents. Sim ilaraccuracy isobtained also forthe singletgluon

distribution.

Having established the quality ofperform ance ofour num ericalm ethod forboth non-

singletand singletevolution ofunpolarized distributions,in thenextSection wediscussthe

NLO e�ectson polarized parton densities.
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B .Polarized D istributions

Evolution ofpolarized parton distributionsin the non-singletsectorisstraightforward,

since atNLO itisgoverned by exactly the sam e anom alousdim ensionsasforunpolarized

DIS.Therefore the e�ectsare identicalto those in Figs.1 and 2. In the singletsector,on

theotherhand,theanom alousdim ensionsforpolarized and unpolarized scattering arevery

di�erent. In fact,due to the com plexity ofthe problem ,the relevant splitting functions

and anom alous dim ensions necessary to describe the NLO singlet evolution as a function

ofx have only recently been calculated [9]. A recalculation by Vogelsang [35],using an

independentm ethod,hascon�rm ed theresultsin [9].To usetheinverseM ellin m ethod for

theevolution,itisnecessary toanalytically continuetheresultsofRef.[9]intothecom plex-

n plane.In doing so carem ustbetaken since,unlike fortheunpolarized distributions,the

continuationsforspin-dependentstructurefunctionsareperform ed from odd m om ents.The

fulldetailsofthecontinuation can befound in Appendix A 2 1.

To illustrate the role ofNLO correctionsin spin-dependentdistributions,we have used

asinputtheglobal�tby Gehrm ann and Stirling (SetA)[36]:

x�u V (x)= 0:327x0:46(1� x)3:64(1+ 18:36x); (31a)

x�d V (x)= �0:139x0:46(1� x)4:64(1+ 18:36x); (31b)

x�u(x)= x�d(x) = x�s(x) = x�c(x) = 0; (31c)

x�G(x)= 16:64x(1� x)7:44
; (31d)

with a starting scale ofQ 2 = 4 GeV 2. Following Ref.[36],in LO we again perform the

evolution with three active avorsand � LO
Q C D = 177 M eV,asforthe unpolarized evolution

1W hile com pleting this paper,sim ilar NLO analyses ofpolarized distributions in Refs.[33,34]

cam eto ourattention.A di�erentprescription forcontinuation ofthesingletpolarized anom alous

dim ensionsinto com plex-n space isused in Ref.[33],although we have checked thatnum erically

these are in factequivalent| see Appendix A 2.
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above. However,contrary to the procedure adopted in [36],we om itthe anom alousgluon

term when calculating the structure functions gp1(x;Q
2) and gn

1
(x;Q 2) at leading order.

This term arises only at NLO,and in a consistent treatm ent should only be included in

NLO evolution | see Eqs.(5) and (19). In NLO we also use three active avors,and a

di�erentvalue of� N LO
Q C D = 239 M eV,corresponding to thatobtained by CTEQ in their�ts

to unpolarized parton distributions. As in the discussion ofthe unpolarized evolution in

Sec.IV A,for illustration purposes we take the sam e input shape for both LO and NLO

evolution.

In Fig.4 the x dependence of��(x;Q 2),evolved down to 2 GeV 2 and up to 10 GeV 2,

isshown between x = 10� 4 and 1.Thedi�erence between distributionsevolved in LO and

NLO can besizeable below x � 5� 10� 3,and even largerwith decreasing x.Furtherm ore,

itisinteresting to observethatatQ 2 = 10 GeV 2 even thecurvaturechangessign com pared

to theLO result.Sim ilarly largedi�erencesbetween LO and NLO evolution appearforthe

polarized gluon distribution,�G(x;Q 2),atsm allx | seeFig.5.Thesedram atice�ectsare

largely independentoftheshapesoftheinputLO and NLO distributions,and can betraced

backtothedom inantroleplayed byNLO correctionsatsm allx.Thisbecom esevidentifone

considersthe x ! 0 behaviorofthe splitting functionsPij(x)= P
(0)

ij (x)+ (�s=4�)P
(1)

ij (x)

[9,37]| in LO onehas:

P
(0)

qq (x ! 0)! 4CF ; (32a)

P
(0)

qG (x ! 0)! �8TF ; (32b)

P
(0)

G q(x ! 0)! 8CF ; (32c)

P
(0)

G G (x ! 0)! 16CA; (32d)

whileatNLO:

P
(1)

qq (x ! 0)!
�

8CF CA � 16CFTF � 12C 2

F

�

ln2x; (32e)

P
(1)

qG (x ! 0)! � (16CATF + 8CF TF )ln
2
x; (32f)

P
(1)

G q(x ! 0)!
�

16CACF + 8C 2

F

�

ln2x; (32g)
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P
(1)

G G (x ! 0)!
�

32C 2

A � 16CF TF

�

ln2x: (32h)

For sm allenough x,the NLO corrections P (1)

ij (x) can becom e quite large and overwhelm

the�s=4�factor.Notealso thateven thesign ofP (1)
qq (x)changescom pared with P

(0)
qq (x)as

x ! 0 (forCF = 4=3;TF = N f=2;CA = 3 and N f � 2).

W ith theQ 2 evolution ofthepolarized quark singletand gluon distributionsknown,one

can now exam ine the e�ect ofNLO corrections on the spin-dependent structure function

g1(x;Q 2).In Fig.6weshow theproton structurefunction xgp1(x;Q
2),evolved totheaveraged

scaleQ 2 = 10 GeV 2 atwhich theSM C data [3]weretaken.Theim portantresultto notice

isthatthe NLO correctionsare large in the range ofx covered by the experim ent. In the

region x � 0:2 thecorrectionscan in factbeofthesam e orderofm agnitudeasthequoted

errorbarson thedata.Furtherm ore,thefactthatthesearenegativeisconsistentwith the

known reduction ofthe�rstm om entofg1 [7]when NLO correctionsareincluded.

In Fig.7 we also show the polarized neutron structure function xgn
1
(x;Q 2),evolved at

LO and NLO down to a scale Q 2 = 2 GeV 2 for com parison with the SLAC E142 data

[4]. Because evolution here involvesa som ewhatlowerresolution scale,the e�ectsofNLO

correctionsshould beberelatively larger.Clearly,oneseesthatthesecan haveapotentially

signi�cante�ecton the shape ofthe structure function,when the data pointsare evolved

to thesam evalueofQ 2.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

W e have exam ined in detailthe role ofNLO correctionson the shapesofthe nucleon’s

singlet and non-singlet parton distributions,using a Q 2 evolution algorithm based on the

inverseM ellin transform in com plex m om entspace.Fora com pletedescription ofpolarized

and unpolarized evolution atNLO ithas been necessary to extrapolate recently obtained

resultsforthe polarized singletNLO anom alousdim ensionsinto the com plex-n plane. Of

particularim portance are the Q 2 correctionsto the spin-dependent g1 structure functions

ofthe proton and neutron. W e �nd that in the region ofx and Q 2 relevant to current
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and upcom ing experim ents, the NLO e�ects are not negligible, and should be included

in future analyses ofdata. Finally,we should m ake a note aboutthe Q 2 behavior ofthe

polarization asym m etry A 1 = g1=F1,which wasassum ed tobeindependentofQ 2 in previous

data analyses[3,4]. W hile the non-singletpartsofg1 and F1 evolve sim ilarly atNLO,the

evolution ofthesingletcom ponentsisdram atically di�erent,asseen in Figs.3{5,especially

atlow x.Thereforeoneshould bewary ofthepossibleerrorsintroduced into g1 atsm allx

ifoneextractsthisfrom theA 1 data underthisassum ption.
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A P P EN D IX A :A N O M A LO U S D IM EN SIO N S

1. U npolarized D IS

Althoughtheresultsforthefullanom alousdim ensionsuptoO (�2s)canbefoundthrough-

outthe literature,forconvenience we catalogue them here in full. In the M S schem e the

anom alousdim ensionsaregiven by theperturbativeexpansion:


n
N S(Q

2)=
�s(Q 2)

4�

(0);n

N S +

 
�s(Q 2)

4�

! 2


(1);n

N S + � � � ; (A1a)

n(Q 2)=
�s(Q 2)

4�
(0);n +

 
�s(Q 2)

4�

! 2

(1);n + � � � ; (A1b)

(k);n =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

(k);nqq 
(k);n

qG


(k);n

G q 
(k);n

G G

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (A1c)

wheretheorder�s anom alousdim ensionsare[2,38]:


(0);n

N S = 
(0);n
qq = 2CF

"

4S1(n)� 3�
2

n(n + 1)

#

; (A2a)


(0);n

qG = �8TF
n2 + n + 2

n(n + 1)(n + 2)
; (A2b)


(0);n

G q = �4CF

n2 + n + 2

(n � 1)n(n + 1)
; (A2c)


(0);n

G G = 2CA

"

4S1(n)�
11

3
�

4

n(n � 1)
�

4

(n + 1)(n + 2)

#

+
8

3
TF ; (A2d)

with CF = 4=3,TF = N f=2 and CA = 3.Theanom alousdim ensionsatO (�2s)aregiven by

[38]:


(1);n

N S = C
2

F

"
16S1(n)(2n + 1)

n2(n + 1)2
+ 16

 

2S1(n)�
1

n(n + 1)

!

(S2(n)� S
0

2
(n=2))

+24S2(n)+ 64~S(n)� 8S0

3
(n=2)� 3

�8
3n3 + n2 � 1

n3(n + 1)3
� 16�

2n2 + 2n + 1

n3(n + 1)3

#

+CACF

"
536

9
S1(n)� 8

 

2S1(n)�
1

n(n + 1)

!

(2S2(n)� S
0
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�
88

3
S2(n)� 32~S(n)+ 4S0

3
(n=2)�
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�
4

9

151n4 + 236n3 + 88n2 + 3n + 18

n3(n + 1)3
+ 8�

2n2 + 2n + 1

n3(n + 1)3

#

+CF TF

"

�
160

9
S1(n)+

32

3
S2(n)+

4

3
+
16

9

11n2 + 5n � 3

n2(n + 1)2

#

;

(A3a)


(1);n
qq = 

(1);n

N S (�= 1)� 16C F TF
5n5 + 32n4 + 49n3 + 38n2 + 28n + 8

(n � 1)n3(n + 1)3(n + 2)2
;

(A3b)
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(n + 1)2(n + 2)2
+ 2
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#
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�
4S1(n)
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+
11n4 + 26n3 + 15n2 + 8n + 4
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The expressions (A2) and (A3) are also valid for com plex n ifthe following analytic

continuationsareused [12]:

S1(n) =
nX

j= 1

1

j
! E + 	(n + 1); (A4a)

S2(n) =
nX

j= 1

1

j2
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nX
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! �(3)+ 	 00(n + 1); (A4c)
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dxx
n� 1Li2(x)
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; (A4e)

where

E = 0:577216; (A5a)

�(2)= �
2
=6; (A5b)

�(3)= 1:202057; (A5c)

and thePolygam m a functions,	,arede�ned as
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	 (m )(n)=
d(m + 1)�(n)

dnm + 1
: (A6)

TheintegralovertheDilogarithm Li2(x)in eS(n)can becalculated analytically by using the

approxim ation:

Li2(x)

1+ x
’ 0:0030+ 1:0990x� 1:5463x2 + 3:2860x3 � 3:7887x4 + 1:7646x5; (A7)

obtained from a leastsquares�t.Sim ilarto the�tin Ref.[12],itisa polynom ialofdegree

�ve,butgivesslightlybettervaluesfortheanom alousdim ensions,ascan beseen bychecking

thefollowing relationsforthen = 2 m om ents:


(1);n= 2
qq = �

(1);n= 2

G q ; (A8a)


(1);n= 2
qq = �

(1);n= 2

G q : (A8b)

The Polygam m a functions m ust be com puted num erically. For the case jnj> 10 one

appliestheasym ptoticexpansions:

	(n)’ lnn �
1

2n
�

1

12n2
+

1

120n4
�

1

256n6
; (A9a)

	 0(n)’
1

n
+

1

2n2
+

1

6n3
�

1

30n5
+

1

42n7
�

1

30n9
; (A9b)

	 00(n)’ �
1

n2
�

1

n3
�

1

2n4
+

1

6n6
�

1

6n8
+

3

10n10
�

5

6n12
: (A9c)

To obtain greateraccuracy for	 00(n)we apply an Eulertransform ation to the asym ptotic

seriesin (A9c),ending up with:

	 00(n)’ �
1

n2
�

1

n3
�

1

2n4
+

1

6n6
�

1

16n8
�

3

20n10
�

5

48n12
: (A9d)

In thecaseofjnj< 10 therecursion form ula

	 (m )(n + 1)= 	 (m )(n)+ (�1)m m !n1� m (A10)

isutilized repeatedly [12].

At next-to-leading order, a factor (�1)n appears in the anom alous dim ensions [40]

(Eq.(A4)). Therefore the analytic continuation depends on whether the evolution equa-

tionsfora particularparton distribution arevalid foreven orodd m om ents,in which case:
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(�1)n �! �= �1; (A11)

forn even orodd,respectively. The � factorsrelevantforvariouscom binationsofparton

distributionscan bederived from thecrossing relations:

F1(�x;Q
2)= +F1(x;Q

2); (A12a)

F2;3(�x;Q
2)= �F2;3(x;Q

2): (A12b)

Forthenon-singletcom binationstheseare(forN f = 4 activeavors)[12]:

u � �u ;�= �1 (A13a)

d� �d ;�= �1 (A13b)

(u + �u)� (d+ �d) ;�= +1 (A13c)

(u + �u)+ (d+ �d)� 2(s+ �s) ;�= +1 (A13d)

(u + �u)+ (d+ �d)+ s+ �s� 3(c+ �c) ;�= +1: (A13e)

Thesingletdistributionsareevolved with �= +1.

2. Polarized D IS

Forcom pleteness,we also listthe fullanom alousdim ensionsrelevantforpolarized dis-

tributionsatNLO.Theorder�s anom alousdim ensionsaregiven by [2,9]:


(0);n

N S = 
(0);n
qq = 2CF

"

4S1(n)� 3�
2

n(n + 1)

#

; (A14a)


(0);n

qG = 8TF
1� n

n(n + 1)
; (A14b)


(0);n

G q = �4CF

n + 2

n(n + 1)
; (A14c)


(0);n

G G = 2CA

"

4S1(n)�
11

3
�

8

n(n + 1)

#

+
8

3
TF : (A14d)

Concerning theorder�2s,theanom alousdim ension 
(1);n

N S;qq forthenon-singletoperatoristhe

sam e as in the unpolarized case. The singlet dim ensions,as evaluated in Ref.[9],are as
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follows2


(1);n
qq = 

(1);n

N S;qq + 
(1);n

P S;qq; (A15a)


(1);n

P S;qq = 16CFTF

"
2

(n + 1)3
+

3

(n + 1)2
+

1

(n + 1)
+

2

n3
�

1

n2
�
1

n

#

; (A15b)


(1);n

qG = 16CATF

"

�
S2
1(n � 1)

n
+
2S2

1(n � 1)

n + 1
�
2S1(n � 1)

n2
+
4S1(n � 1)

(n + 1)2

�
S2(n � 1)

n
+
2S2(n � 1)

n + 1
�
2 eS2(n � 1)

n
+
4 eS2(n � 1)

n + 1

�
4

n
+

3

n + 1
�

3

n2
+

8

(n + 1)2
+

2

n3
+

12

(n + 1)3

#

+ 8CFTF

"
2S2

1
(n � 1)

n
�
4S2

1
(n � 1)

n + 1
�
2S2(n � 1)

n
+
4S2(n � 1)

n + 1

+
14

n
�

19

n + 1
�

1

n2
�

8

(n + 1)2
�

2

n3
+

4

(n + 1)3

#

; (A15c)


(1);n

G q = 8CACF

"

�
2S2

1
(n � 1)

n
+
S2
1
(n � 1)

n + 1
+
16S1(n � 1)

3n
�
5S1(n � 1)

3(n + 1)

+
2S2(n � 1)

n
�
S2(n � 1)

n + 1
+
4eS2(n � 1)

n
�
2eS2(n � 1)

n + 1
�
56

9n

�
20

9(n + 1)
+

28

3n2
�

38

3(n + 1)2
�

4

n3
�

6

(n + 1)3

#

+4C 2

F

"
4S2

1
(n � 1)

n
�
2S2

1
(n � 1)

n + 1
�
8S1(n � 1)

n
+
2S1(n � 1)

n + 1

+
8S1(n � 1)

n2
�
4S1(n � 1)

(n + 1)2
+
4S2(n � 1)

n
�
2S2(n � 1)

n + 1

+
15

n
�

6

n + 1
�
12

n2
+

3

(n + 1)2
+

4

n3
�

2

(n + 1)3

#

+32CF TF

"

�
2S1(n � 1)

3n
+
S1(n � 1)

3(n + 1)
+

7

9n

�
2

9(n + 1)
�

2

3n2
+

1

3(n + 1)2

#

; (A15d)

2Note thecorrection to the (1);n
qG

;
(1);n

G q
anom alousdim ensionsin [9].
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(1);n

G G = 4C 2

A

"
134

9
S1(n � 1)+

8S1(n � 1)

n2
�
16S1(n � 1)

(n + 1)2

+
8S2(n � 1)

n
�
16S2(n � 1)

n + 1
+ 4S3(n � 1)

� 8S1;2(n � 1)� 8S2;1(n � 1)+
8 eS2(n � 1)

n
�
16 eS2(n � 1)

n + 1

+ 4 eS3(n � 1)� 8 eS1;2(n � 1)�
107

9n
+

241

9(n + 1)

+
58

3n2
�

86

3(n + 1)2
�

8

n3
�

48

(n + 1)3
�
16

3

#

+32CATF

"
�5S1(n � 1)

9
+
14

9n
�

19

9(n + 1)
�

1

3n2
�

1

3(n + 1)2
+
1

3

#

+8CFTF

"

�
10

n + 1
+

2

(n + 1)2
+

4

(n + 1)3
+ 1+

10

n
�
10

n2
+

4

n3

#

: (A15e)

To m ake use ofthe anom alousdim ensionsin the contourevolution m ethod,they m ust

be analytically continued into the com plex-n plane. An im portantfactto observe isthat

dueto thecrossing relation:

g1(�x;Q
2)= �g1(x;Q

2) (A16)

the OPE relates only odd m om ents ofthe structure function g1(x;Q 2)to the sum ofpos-

sible twist-two operator m atrix elem ents between nucleon states (each m ultiplied by the

appropriate m om ents ofthe W ilson coe�cient functions). This is contrary to the case of

F2(x;Q 2),where an analogousrelation holdsforn even. To evolve ��(x;Q 2),�q 3(x;Q 2)

and �q 8(x;Q 2)onethereforehasto continuetheanom alousdim ensionsfrom odd n.

In addition tothefunctionsS1;2;3,S0

1;2;3 and
eS fortheunpolarized anom alousdim ensions,

forpolarized DIS onem ustalso determ inetheanalyticcontinuation ofthefunctions:

eSk(n)=
nX

j= 1

(�1)j

jk
; (A17)

Sk;l(n)=
nX

j= 1

Sl(j)

jk
; (A18)

eSk;l(n)=
nX

j= 1

eSl(j)

jk
: (A19)

Speci�cally,this m ust be done forthe case of eS1, eS2, eS3,S1;2,S2;1,and eS1;2. Because all
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these functionsappearwith argum ent(n � 1)in Eq.(A15)(see below),one m ustcontinue

them into com plex n starting from even integersn.Using therelation:

nX

j= 1

1+ (�1)j

jk
=

1

2k

�

(1+ �)Sk

�
n

2

�

+ (1� �)Sk

�
n � 1

2

��

(A20)

with �= +1(�1)forn even (odd),a straightforward calculation leadsto:

eSk(n)=
1

2k� 1
Sk(n=2)� Sk(n) (A21)

forn even.Theequality [41]

S1(j)

j2
=
�(2)

j
�

Z
1

0

dxx
j� 1Li2(x) (A22)

then gives:

S2;1(n)= �(2)S1(n)�
Z

1

0

dx
xn � 1

x � 1
Li2(x): (A23)

Thefunction S1;2(n)can beobtained from theaboveexpressionsvia [39,41]:

S1;2(n)= S1(n)S2(n)+ S3(n)� S2;1(n): (A24)

Them ostdi�cultfunction to continue is eS1;2(n).Forthiswestartwith (seeEq.(A20)):

eS1;2(n)=
1

4

nX

j= 1

S2(j=2)

j
+
1

4

nX

j= 1

(�1)jS2(j=2)

j

+
1

4

nX

j= 1

S2((j� 1)=2)

j
�
1

4

nX

j= 1

(�1)jS2((j� 1)=2)

j
�

nX

j= 1

S2(j)

j
; (A25)

and apply therelation [41]:

S2(j)= �
S1(j)

j
+ �(2)+

Z
1

0

dxx
j� 1lnx ln(1� x): (A26)

Aftersom em anipulation one�nds:

eS1;2(n)= �S1;2(n)+
1

2
�(2)

�

S1(n)� eS1(n)
�

+
1

4

Z
1

0

dx
xn=2 � 1

x(x � 1)
lnxln(1� x)

+
1

2

Z
1

0

dx
xn=2 � 1

x� 1
Li2(x)
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+
1

8

Z
1

0

dx
2� 2xn=2 � nxn=2 + nxxn=2

(x � 1)2
lnx Li2(x)

+
1

4

Z
1

0

dxx
� 3=2

�
1

2
lnx � 1

�

ln(1� x)ln

 
1�

p
x

1+
p
x

!

+
1

4

Z
1

0

dx
xn=2� 1

n + 1

�
1

2
lnx � 1

�

ln(1� x)

�
h

2F1(1;n + 1;n + 2;
p
x)+ 2F1(1;n + 1;n + 2;�

p
x)
i

; (A27)

where 2F1(a;b;c;z)isthe hypergeom etric function. Forourapplication itisconvenientto

usetheintegralrepresentation for2F1 [42]:

2F1(a;b;c;z)=
�(c)

�(b)�(c� b)

Z
1

0

dtt
b� 1(1� t)c� b� 1(1� tz)� a: (A28)

Finally,m aking thesubstitution t! eu onearrivesat:

2F1(1;n + 1;n + 2;z)+ 2F1(1;n + 1;n + 2;�z)= 2(n + 1)
Z

0

� 1

du
e(<en+ 1)u

1� e2uz2
e
i(=m n)u

:(A29)

A P P EN D IX B :FA C T O R IZAT IO N SC H EM E D EP EN D EN C E

In thisAppendix wesum m arizetheconnection between m om entsofstructurefunctions

and parton distributionsin di�erentfactorization schem es,which in NLO isnotunique.For

them om ent,F N S
2;n (Q

2),ofthenon-singletpartofF2(x;Q 2)wehave:

F
N S
2;n (Q

2)= C
N S
2;n (Q

2)A N S
n (Q 2); (B1)

whereC N S
2;n (Q

2)istheW ilson coe�cient,and A N S
n (Q 2)isobtained from them atrix elem ent

ofthe localoperatortaken between nucleon states. Both quantities on the r.h.s. are fac-

torization schem edependent.In theM S factorization schem e,forexam ple,them om entsof

parton distributionsarerelated to A N S
n (Q 2)sim ply by:

Q
N S
n (Q 2)= A

N S
n (Q 2): (B2)

In the otherwidely used factorization schem e,nam ely the DIS schem e,the W ilson co-

e�cient C N S
2;n (Q

2) is absorbed into the de�nition ofthe m om ents ofparton distributions

them selves:
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C
N S
2;n (Q

2)� 1: (B3)

Therefore F N S
2;n (Q

2) in the DIS schem e is de�ned to have the sam e form as in the sim ple

parton m odelwith freequarks.

In analogy,the singletpartofthe structure function F2(x;Q 2)in the DIS schem e m ust

also coincidewith thesim pleparton m odelresult[16]:

F
S
2;n(Q

2)= �D IS

n (Q 2): (B4)

HeretheW ilson coe�cient,aswellasthegluoniccontribution,areabsorbed intothesinglet

quark distribution. However,this procedure does notuniquely �x the gluon distribution.

Forthisoneenforcesm om entum conservation,which leadsto therelation [16]:

�D IS

n= 2(Q
2)+ G

D IS

n= 2(Q
2)= �M S

n= 2(Q
2)+ G

M S

n= 2(Q
2): (B5)

To fully de�nethem om entsofthegluon distribution oneextendsthisequality to alln.

Since theanom alousdim ensionsarein a one-to-onecorrespondence with the renorm al-

ization constantsoflocaloperators,theevolution equationsarea�ected by transform ations

to otherfactorization schem es.Becausetherenorm alization constantsdepend on therenor-

m alization schem e chosen to renorm alize the localoperators(� factorization schem e),the

anom alousdim ensions are factorization schem e dependent. Transform ing from the M S to

theDIS schem e,theanom alousdim ensionschangeaccording to [43,44]:

(1);D IS
n = (1);M S

n + 2�0Z
(1)

n � [(0)

n ;Z
1

n]; (B6)

Z
(1)

n =

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

C
(1);q

2;n nonsinglet;
0

B
B
@

C
(1);q

2;n C
(1);G

2;n

�C
(1);q

2;n �C
(1);G

2;n

1

C
C
A singlet:

From thisfollow theQ 2 evolution equationsin theDIS schem e.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Ratio ofevolution resultsforqV = uV + dV obtained by calculating m om entsnum er-

ically (qnumV ) and analytically (qanaV ).For com parison,two m ethods for calculating the m om ents

num erically (interpolation and histogram )have been applied,using variousnum bersofpointsin

Bjorken-x (given on top ofthe linesaccom panied by a letterindicating them ethod used).
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FIG .2. Com parison ofLO and NLO (DIS-schem e)evolution ofthe totalvalence distribution

x(uV + dV ).Inputtaken from the latest CTEQ �t[11]isevolved from Q 2 = 100 G eV 2 down to

di�erentvaluesofQ 2 (given on top ofthecorresponding lines).

FIG .3. Com parison of LO and NLO (DIS schem e) evolution of the singlet distribution

x�(x;Q 2).ValuesofQ 2 are attached to corresponding pairsoflines.
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FIG .4. Com parison ofLO and NLO evolution ofthepolarized singletdistribution x��(x;Q 2).

Inputistaken from Ref.[36](SetA).ValuesofQ 2 aregiven foreach pairoflines.

FIG .5. Com parison ofLO and NLO evolution ofthepolarized gluon distribution x�G (x;Q 2).

ValuesofQ 2 areattached to corresponding pairsoflines.
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FIG .6. NLO e�ectson the shapeofthe structurefunction g
p

1
.Data shown are from the SM C

[3]atan averaged value ofhQ 2i= 10 G eV 2,to which also the inputhasbeen evolved.

FIG .7. NLO e�ectson the shapeofthe structure function gn1.Inputisevolved to 2 G eV 2 for

com parison with theSLAC E142 data [4].
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