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I. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the original testing grounds for Q CD has been the study of scaling violations
In structure functions in nuclkon desp-inelastic scattering (@ IS). O ver the last 25 years a
wealth of nform ation has been accumulated on the unpolarized structure functions, Fi,,,
covering som e three orders of m agnitude of the m om entum  transfer squared, Q ?, and prob—
ing the am allB prken—x region down to x = Q 2=2M 10 %, where isthe energy transfer
to the nuckon at rest, and M the nuckon mass. The data at large Q2 Q2 ~ 5 Ge&v?)
show no deviation from the perturoative QCD (©Q CD ) predictions cbtained from solutions
of the D okshitzer< ribbov-L jpatov-A tarelliParisi © G LAP ) evolution equations []:,_2] M ore
recently, accurate data [3i4] have also been accum ulating on the spin-dependent structure
functions, gy, the Q ? dependence of which w ill be necessary to confront the pQ CD expec-
tations.

T he need r an accurate description of the Q2 dependence of both unpolarized and po—
larized nuckon structure functions is severalfold. F irstly, In m odeling hard processes other
than D IS, the Ingredients needed to calculate cross sections and event rates are parton dis-
trbution finctions at a certain scale Q 2. Because the energies involved in purely hadronic
reactions are often considerably larger than in D IS experin ents, it is In perative that evolu—
tion of the distrdoutions (which are extracted prin arily from D IS data) to the higherQ? be
as reliable as possible.

Attheotherend ofthe energy spectrum , describing the Q ? behavior of structure fiinctions
at low Q2 isno less in portant. W hilke the Q ? dependence of parton distributions is accessble
to pQ CD , their x dependence is of course not directly calculable. O ften one tries to connect
the non-perturbative content of parton distrbutions to valnce quark m odels of QCD [,
which are presum ed to be good approxin ations at Q2 < 1GeV? (br a recent summ ary
see Ref. 6] and references therein). To com pare w ith data one usually evolves the kading
tw ist com ponent to the higher Q 2 ofthe D IS experin ents. H owever, because this procedure

Involves evolution through a region where the strong running coupling constant, 5, isno



Jonger an all, one should at least take next-to—-leading order (NLO ) corrections into account
before seriously testing the reliability of these calculations.

In the spin-dependent sector, w hike the kinem atics In experim ents nvolving polarization
arem ore lin ited than in unpolarized processes (average Q 2 values in recent g; m easurem ents
only vary between 2 and 10 G &V ?), know Jedge of the Q ? dependence of polarized structure
fiinctions isessential In connection w ith questions conceming the soin content ofthe nuclkon.
A side from accurately correcting for the scale dependence of st m om ents of polarized
distrbbutions [7.], such as In the B prken sum rule, one also needs to understand the e ects of
Q2 evolution upon the shape of the proton, and in particular neutron, g; structure fiinctions
them selves B]. W hile the kading order pQ CD corrections to g, have been known for som e
tin e, the NLO e ectshave untilnow only been calculated fornon-singlkt (N S) distrbbutions.
Results recently published by M ertig and van Neerven [] for the anom alous din ensions of
singlket operators at NLO have nally m ade it possible to com pute the NLO corrections to
the polarized singlet quark and glion distrbutions aswell.

In this paper we analyze the e ects of NLO corrections on polarized and unpolarized
parton distributions, in both the avor singlkt and non-singlt channels, as a function of
x and Q2. In particular, we concentrate on the Q2 evolution of the nuclkon g, structure
function, and its e ect on the x dependence at an all and intem 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.

O ften one encounters the need to evolve distributions whose m om ents are not ablk to
be expressed In sin pl analytic form s such as those used In standard data tting in Refs.
0{12]. For exam pl, m ost studies of structure functions In low -energy m odels of the nu-
ckon, including recent attem pts [13] to describbe the nuckon’s non-perturbative sea w ithin
the pion-cloud m odel {14], can only be expressed num erically, w ith the output needing to
be param etrized before the standard evolution and tting techniques can be applied. To
facilitate evolution ofboth param etrized and calculated distributions, ourm ethod therefore

provides for the possibility of evolring input distrioutions given only at a lin ited num ber of



points n B prken x.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Section IT we review the essential features of the
D G LA P evolution equationsatO ( i), sum m arizing for convenience the relevant form ulas for
evolution of parton distrdbutions and structure functions. M ore com prehensive discussions
can be found for exam ple in Refs. [1§{l7]. A detailed description of the num ericalm ethod
em ployed to perform the evolution is given in Section ITI. T he num erical resuls, for both
unpolarized and polarized D IS, are presented in Section IV, and conclusions are drawn in
Section V . Finally, In the Appendices we collect all the relevant form ulas for the LO and
NLO anom alous din ensions, together w ith details about their extrapolation nto com plex

m om ent space.

II.EVOLUTION EQUATIONS AT NEXT-TO-LEADING ORDER

In this Section we review them aln featurespertinent to theD G LA P evolution equations,
Including O ( i) corrections. W e begin w ith the usual orward C om pton am plitude, T , for
the scattering of a virtual photon from a nuclkon,

. 7
T = ﬁ &z e ;S T @ @3 0))IpiSi; 1

where p and g are the nuckon and virtual photon fourm om enta, and S is the nuclon soin
vector. The fact that .n the B prken lmi @@ q; ¢! 1 )theampliudeT is light-cone
dom inated allow s for an operator product expansion (OPE) analysis of the tin e-ordered
product T (J (z)J (0)), through which the long and short distance physics are form ally
separated. The singular bilocal operator T (J (z)J (0)) is expanded in a basis of reqular
localoperators, w ith the light-cone sngularity contained in the W ilson expansion coe cient

fiunctions f1§{20].

The forward Com pton am plitude T  is related to the nuckon D IS hadronic tensor W

through the optical theorem :



The hadronic tensor is usually written in tem s of the soin-independent F; and F,, and

SoIn-dependent g; and g, structure functions as:

_—_— F.&;0%) ggq g +F2(X;Q2) o p_% o p_%
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wherex = Q?=2p gand@ = . The structure fiinctions are related to parton distriution
functions (light-conem om entum distributions) by convoluting the latterw ith the W ilson co—
e cient functions [19,41,42}, descrbing the hard (perturbatively calculable) photon {parton

Interaction. For the proton’s F, structure function, for instance, one has:
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where d'° ;0%)= ww+u d d s s)(x;Q?) isthe avornon-singlkt combiation (©r

P
three avors), whik the singlet component is  ®;Q ?) = @+ 9 ®;Q?%), and G ®;Q?) is
the gluon distribution.

Sin ilarly for polarized D IS, one has for the g; structure function of the proton:
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where the polarized singlet distrbution is  &;Q )= ,(g+ 9 &;Q ?), G &;Q °) is
the polarized gluon distribution, and the non-singkt combinations g3 and gy are (for

three avors) given by:

gs;65;0%)= u+ u d d  x0%); (6a)
ds6;0%)= u+ u¥F d+ d 2(s+ s) ~ &Q7): (b)
N ote that the polarized quark singlet coe cient fiinction C 9;Q02%)= (@ x)+ O ( &),

while the polarized gluon entersonly at NLO, C © %;02%)= 0 ( ). W e shallretum to this

point in Section iV Bi.



A .Evolution of P arton D istributions

The Q2 evolution of parton distribution fiinctions ism ost naturally expressed in tem s
of theirm om ents, by solving the renom alization group equations. D e ning the nth M ellin

m om ent of a parton distribution qx;Q?) by:

Z
0,0Q% = [ axx’ 'q&;0%); (7)
one obtains for the NS m om ents:
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w here hﬁogl”“ are the anom alous din ensions at lading and next-to-leading orders, and ? is

som e reference scale. The constants o, 1 are the expansion coe cients of the G ell-M ann {

Low finction @ 2) up to next-to—leading order:
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forN ¢ active quark avors. Note thatEq.@) isexpressed w ithin theM S factorization schem e
| for the connection to other factorization schem es see A ppendix Bi.
Because ofm ixing between local operators ofthe OPE which are sihglkts under SU (N ¢)

transformm ations, one has coupled evolution equations for the singlkt parton densities:
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For polarized parton distrbutions one has identical evolution equations to those
n Egs.) and 0), with Q,; ,;G, replaced by their spin-dependent counterparts
Q n; a; Gn. The di erences in the evolution arise from the anom alous din ensions,
which are in general di erent for polarized and unpolarized processes. T he explicit expres—
sions for these at LO and NLO are given in A ppendix Ai.
T he anom alous din ensions are also related to the M ellin m om ents of the splitting func-
tionsPiy(z) (= ¢G):
2

o dz z* 1! P (2); 12)
0

where P 5 (z) gives the light-cone probability of nding a parton i inside parton j, carrying
a fraction z of the parent parton’s light-cone m om entum . If the solitting functions (or the
anom alous din ensions) are known, then once the nput parton distrbution is xed at a
scak ?, the Q% dependence of itsm om ents can be calulated via Egs.{§) and (10). The x-
dependent distrioution at thenew scaleQ ? isthen obtained by inverting theM ellin transform

n Eq.¢).

B . Evolution of Structure Functions

From the evolved parton distributions one can obtain the m easured structure functions
In two ways. Firstly, one can evolve the parton distributions, then convolute the result
w ith the corresponding W ilson coe cient functions, as n Egs.(d) and (). In practics,

how ever, to accurately determ ne the convolution integral requires interpolating the evolred



distrdoution, thersby introducing an additional source of num erical error. A fematively, the
evolved m om ents can be m ultiplied by the corresponding m om ents of the W ilson coe cient
finctions, before reconstructing the structure fiinction via the inverse M ellin transform . In
this work we adopt this second m ethod to evaluate the structure fiinction evolution.

T he explicit relations between the m om ents of the non-singkt and singlkt parts of the

F, structure function and the corresponding m om ents of the parton distributions are:
Foo@%)=cCcl,@%0n°Q%); (13)
Fi. Q@) =cCcl, Q%) Q% + C5,.0% G, Q%: (14)
For the F; structure function, in the case of neutrino{nuclkon scattering, one has:
Fin Q%) =C35, Q%07 Q%); (15)

where QY (Q?) represents the nth m om ent of the total valence distrbution. Up to NLO in

theM S schem e the W ilson coe cients are given by:
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wih Cp = 4=3 and Tr = N¢=2. The functions S; and S, are given in A ppendix & 1.

T he analogous expression for the m om ents of the polarized structure function g; (x;Q ?)

(:ber = 3) is:
Gin Q%)= CN%@Q? i—q @Zw-i—q Q%)
1in n 12 3n 36 8n
1 1
+§c§@% n@%+§c§@%en@%; 19)

where refers to the proton and neutron, respectively. The polarized W ilson coe cients

C , aregiven by B231:

cr°e%= cle’)= cfm+;%£3cfm; (20)
cgeyH= CPﬁ+—%;leW; 1)
w here

C rfo>;q: 1; ) (2#2a)
c WH=rc. 252@) 2S,()+ Znsi(nl) Zsil(n) + 35, () n(n2+ 5 + §+ % 9 ;
(22b)

C n(O),G = 0; ) (22c)
c WF -, 4n 1)@ n nS; (n))#: 224)

n‘n+ 1)

A s in the unpolarized cass, one has to use anom alous din ensions and W ilson coe cients

calculated consistently wihin the sam e factorization scheme. For the NLO evolution of
both unpolarized and polarized distrbutions we work w ithin the M S-schem e throughout. A

property ofthis scheme isthat C 6., = 0, resulting In zero gluonic contrbution to the rst
m om ent of gy, and hence no correction to the Ellisda e sum rl R4]. A Il otherm om ents

of the structure fiinction ¢ (x;Q?) do, however, contain glionic corrections.

ITT.NUM ERICAL SOLUTION

H aving outlined the essential features of the D G LAP evolution equations, we next ex—

am ine m ethods which can be used to e ciently and reliably extract their solutions. The



m ost direct approach Involves sin ply Integrating the integro-di erential version ofthe equa—
tions directly (see eg. Ref. P5]). W ith thism ethod, to cbtain evolved distrbutions in the
range [Xg;1] the input distrdbution needs to be known only for x > x,. However, m any
irerations are necessary to obtain accurate results when evolving over a Jarge range of Q 2,
w hich consequently decreases both the e ciency and accuracy of the evolution. O ther pro—
posed m ethods have m ade use of com plete sets of orthogonalpolynom ials, such asBemstein
polynom ials R6] or Laguerre polynom ials R7]. D i culties exist, however, in applying these

m ethods to regions of very am all or very large x. Instead, we w ill ollow an approach using
the M ellin transform technique P8, sin flar to that discussed in Ref. {12], but di ering in a

num ber of aspects which we now discuss.

A .Contour M ethod

The advantage of the M ellin transform (or contour integration) technigue lies n is
sim plicity, and e ciency w ith com puting tin e. In the past thism ethod hasbeen applied in
cases where the m om ents of the Input distributions were known in analytic form , such as
when gx) isa lnear combination of tem s of the fom ax® (1 x)° orsm ilar EL-Z] T he need
often exists, however, to evolve Input distrdoutions which are not abl to be expressed in this
form . For exam ple, one m ay w ish to evolve distributions cbtained from m odel calculations
[6], which generally do not have a sinpl analytic form . Therefore it is necessary that
one has availabl an accurate NLO evolution procedure for applications where the input
distrdboutions are known only at a 1im ited num ber of points in x.

Them aln steps involved In the M ellin transform technique can be sum m arized as follow s:

The M ellin m om ents of the nput distrbutions Q, ( ?) are calculated num erically at

the nput scale 2.

The caloulated m om ents are evolved to the scale @ via Egs.@)and (10).

T he parton distribbutions are reconstructed via the inverse M ellin transform ation :

10



2 1 Zc+jl 2
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In practice it is m ore convenient to express Eq.{33d) as an inverse Laplace transfor-
m ation:

2 n

qa&;Q%) = dn et "o ©Q%: 3b)

1
21 c i1
O ne disadvantage in principle of this m ethod is that in order to calculate the m om ents
of distributions, the input m ust be known in the entire x—region [0;1]. However, as w illbe

seen In Section [IV!, the restriction to the interval ko;1] has negligbk e ects num erically.

B .Evaluation of M om ents

If the nput distrbution is of the m g; 2) = ax®(1 x)°, ismoments are sinply

expressed In temm s of Beta functions B :

mh+b c+1)
Qp=aB h+ bjc+ 1) = a : (24)
nh+ b+ c+ 1)

If the analytic m om ents are not available, each M ellin m om ent m ust be integrated num er—
ically. This causes di culties, however, for com plex values of n, since the integrand in

Eq.@3H) oscillates rapidly asx ! 0. This can be seen by writihgn = c+ id, where ¢;d are

real:
Q. (%= dxx "M gqi; %): (25a)

In practice it is easier to perform the Integration by m aking the substitution hx ! t, which

gives an Integrand that oscillates w ith constant frequency:

Qn(?)= ) dte© Vg Eet; ?): 25b)

T he realand in aghhary partsofthis integralare then evaluated ssparately by using a suitable

adaptive quadrature algorithm (such asthat provided by the IM SL num erical lbrary routine

11



DQDAW O R9). This way accurate m om ents can be obtained for any input distrbution
given as a function of B prken-x over the entire region, 0 x 1.

Two additionalproblam s arise when using input that isgiven only at a lin ited num ber of
x-points. F irstly, w ithout an adaptive quadrature routine the m om ents are often inaccurate,
w ith the error ncreasing w ith the In aghary part of n. O ne is then forced to interpolate
the nput between the x-points, which leads to a second problem , nam ely that the x-range
covered by these Input points is lim ited to X, x  X;.

C learly the quality of the m om ents, and hence the accuracy of the evolved parton dis-
tributions, depends strongly on the quality of the interpolation routine. For this we have
usad cubic splines and higher order B -splines, both with a hot-aknot’ condiion (see eg.
M SL routinesDCSINT and DBSINT, repectively R9)). Taking equidistant x-points leads
to very good resuls everyw here except in the neighborhood of the boundaries at x = xy and
xX; . To cbtain su ciently good results over the entire x-range one should choose the location

of x-points suitably, in particular m ore points near the boundaries than In between.

C .N um erical Inversion

The nalstep, which is num erically the m ost di cult, is the contour ntegration in the
Inverse M ellin (or Laplace) transformm ation. D epending on the value of B prken-x at which
the parton distrbution is to be reconstructed, two di erent m ethods are em ployed for the
regions x < 080 and x 0:80.

In the x < 0:80 region Crump’s method B0] is applied (using eg. the M SL routine
D INLAP P9]), n which the inverse Laplace transfom ofthe function F () is approxin ated
by a partial sum of a Fourier representation :

" ( ) #
£’ it 12'F (c)+X:L <eF (+ k = ))c:osk—t =m F (c+ k = ))sjnk—t : (26)
k=1

The value of ¢ has to be on the right side of all sihngularities appearing in ¥ (n). From

R egge physics one obtains the conditions <e n 2 and <en 1 for the singlkt and

12



non-singlet distrbutions, resgpectively. The param eter controls the step length In the
In aghhary direction. This m ethod fails, however, when f (t) reaches values close to zero,
which occurs for large x. In the kinem atic range x = 0:8 we therefore utilize an alemative
algorithm , in which the Inverse Laplace transform is com puted via a Laguerre expansion
(e eg. M SL routine D SINLP R9]). T he perform ance of this procedure has been checked
by rstperform ing the M ellin transform by com puting the m om ents, and then transform ing
back w ith the above routines to com pare the output w ith the original nput.

O ne further comm ent should be m ade about the an alkx region. Ik is Ih generalm ore
problam atic to com pute the nverse Laplace transform £ (t) num erically when t is very large,
orequivalently when x isvery am all. In practice we nd that the above procedure gives reli-
able results for parton distribbutions at least down to x values reached by current experin ents

at HERA,namely x 10 *.

D .Com putation of the Running C oupling C onstant

If one perform s evolution at low values of Q2, care must be taken when calculating
the running coupling constant . At NLO, ¢ can be computed exactly by solving the

transcendental equation num erically:
Q* 4 1
2 2
QCD 0 s 0

In = 0; @27)

as obtalned from the renom alization group analysis. For sn all values of ¢ one can nd

approxin ate solutions by using the form ula:

4 4 1hhnQ%= 2.,

2_ 2 3 2~N2_ 2
O:InQ_QCD 0 :InQ_QCD

Q%) ©8)

In practice this approxin ation tums out to be accurate only orQ? > 1 Gev?. At smaller
scales, 0% 04 GeV?, theemrorin ; isabout7% Wih ocp = 200M eV in both Eq.@7)
and {§) andN; = 3). Intheregion Q® 02 GeV? from which low energy m odelcaloulated

input is often evolved, use of the approxin ation Eq.{28) can give errors ofup to 20% i the

13



mnning coupling for the same values of cp and N¢. The discrepancy becom es bigger
still for larger gcp . O foourse ocp itself can be extracted using Eq.¢8§) from data at
large Q 2, since there the di erence between Egs.©7) and ©8) ism inin al, however the use

of Eq.(8) outside this region could be problm atic given the above di erences.

IV.RESULTS

U sing the num erical m ethod described in Section ITI, we present here the results of
the evolution of parton densities including all the NLO corrections. W e should stress that
our ain is not to perform a complte t to the availlbl data | such program s of data
param etrizations are adequately addressed in Refs. L0{12], or exam ple. O ur purpose w ill
be to sim ply dem onstrate the potential di erences in the evolred distributions when order
ﬁ corrections are taken into account. A fter st establishing the degree of accuracy and

the region of reliability of the evolution program in the unpolarized sector, we then tum our

attention to the m ore topical discussion of evolution of polarized distributions at NLO .

A .Unpolarized D istributions

To dem onstrate the e ect ofthe num erical algorithm on a typicalparton distribution, for
the spin-averaged distributions we take as Input the latest param etrization from the CTEQ

collaboration [11]:

xuy (k)= 137x°*%7 @1 x)*7* 1+ 625x°%%); 29a)
xdy &®) = 0801x°*7 (1 x)**? @+ 169x°77°); 2%)
xG (x) = 0:738x %% 1 x)°?' @+ 730x); 290)
xd®) + ux)= 01094x °#*°1 x)®3* @+ 175x); 29d)

given at Q% = 256 Ge&v?. Evolition at NLO is carried out In the M S schem e, using

ocp = 239 Me&V forN¢ = 4 avors, and taking into account the cham threshold at

14



Q2 = (16 GeV)?. (@lhough the e ect of neglecting the cham threshold increases with
decreasing Q 2, even when evolving down to Q2 05 Ge&V? it is still very am all)

To illustrate the perform ance of the evolution algorithm , we rst exam ne NLO evolution
of the totalvalence distroution, x Uy + dy ). In Figd the program 's accuracy is illustrated
when using di erent num bers ofpoints, N 4, in B jprken—x, w ith the nput evolved toQ ? = 100
GeV?. W ith N, = 50 points in the range [0.005,1], the results are indistinguishable from
those obtained by calculating them om ents of 294,294) analytically. In this casethee ect of
changing the lower lim it of Integration from xq = 0 to xq > 0 isnegligble. E xcellent resuls
can be attained for nearly all x even wih N, = 25 (s0lid curve, m arked \125" n Figl).
D ecreasing the num berofpointstoN , = 13 hasvery littlee ect in the Interm ediatex region,
02 < x < 038, but at Jarger x the accuracy becom es som ew hat worse. For com parison, we

also show In Figl (dashed curves) the results obtained by calculatingm om ents via a sin ple

histogram m ethod,

z 1
0.0Q% = i dx x™ % xqx;0%)
X~ ¥ oxt}
%9 (%;;0%) lnil : (30)

=1

ForN, = 50 the discrepancy w ith the Interpolation m ethod is ratherm ore dram atic, partic-
ularly at Jarge x, and to obtain a sin ilar degree of accuracy one needs N, In excess o£1000.
Sin ilar accuracy will also be obtained when evolring di erent nput distrloutions, such as
those from Refs. [10,12].

In Fig2 we ocom pare the valence x (uy + dy ) distrbution evolved w ith leading and next-to-
Jleading order corrections. For the LO evolution weuse o¢cp = 177 M &V, acocording to the
latest tresults from Ref. f11]. To avoid am biguities associated w ith the factorization schem e
dependence of the (generally unphysical) NLO distrioutions, we work In the D IS scheme.
(O i erences between distrbutions calulated in di erent schemes are of order Q%) B,
and whik negligbl at high Q?, they can becom e quite large at Q2 < 1 Gev?.) A lthough
In general input distrdbutions at LO and NLO need not be identical, especially when one

seeks precisions ts to D IS data, we will sin ply dem onstrate the e ects by assum ing the
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Input shapes to be the sam e. This assum ption is an i plicit one, for exam pl, in low -energy
e ective m odel caloulations of kading tw ist parton distrbutions [,8], where because the
Input m odel scale is a priori unknown, the sam e calculated distribbution m ust be evolved
w ith either LO orNLO corrections.

Themain e ect 0ofNLO correctionson the valence distributions W ith upw ards evolution)
is to m ake them softer com pared to those evolved with LO ocorrections only. Conversly,
NLO evolution produces som ew hat harder distributions when evolved downwards to low
scals Q0?2 = 05 Gev?, such as those associated w ith valence distrbutions caloulated from
Jow -energy (constituent quark) m odels ofQCD .

In connection with this, we should note that uncertainty In the precise value of 4c¢p
(the Particle D ata G roup gives 234 56 M &V [B2]) can be transhted into quite a signi cant
di erence in the starting scale Q § for the evolution of the calculated m odel results. Taking
the upper and Iower values of ocp = 290 and 178 M €V, one obtains essentially identical
shapes of the evolved distrbutions with Q3 = 1 and 05 GeV?, regpectively. Even given
the fact that the exact scale for such m odel calculations is a priordi unknown, a factor 2 (!)
represents quite a lJarge e ect In the phenom enclogy of the scale dependence of low -energy
m odel distributions.

Tuming now to the singlet sector, we ilustrate In Fig.3 the e ects 0of NLO oorrections on
the distrbution  (x;Q ?). Taking the CTEQ param etrization at Q% = 2:56 GeV? as iput,
the distrbution is evoled to Q2 = 10 and 100 G &V? using the D IS schem e to com pare
physical quantities at LO and NLO (in theD IS scheme x (x;Q ?) represents the structure
function F, m easured In desp-inelastic neutrino-nuckon scattering). The results here have
been cbtained wih N, = 60 on a logarithm ic scale In B prken-x, and agree to w ithin 0.01%
w ith those using analytic m om ents. Sin ilar accuracy is obtained also for the singlkt glion
distrbution.

H aving established the quality of perform ance of our num erical m ethod for both non—
singlet and singkt evolution of unpolarized distributions, In the next Section we discuss the

NLO e ects on polarized parton densities.
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B .Polarized D istributions

Evolution of polarized parton distrdoutions in the non-singlet sector is straightforward,
since at NLO it is govemed by exactly the sam e anom alous din ensions as for unpolarized
D IS. T herefore the e ects are dentical to those In Figsl and 2. In the sihglkt sector, on
the other hand, the anom alous dim ensions for polarized and unpolarized scattering are very
di erent. In fact, due to the com plxity of the problem , the relevant splitting functions
and anom alous din ensions necessary to describe the NLO sihglkt evolution as a function
of x have only recently been calculated {]. A recalculation by Vogelsang B3], usihg an
Independent m ethod, has con m ed the results in [:9]. To use the mverse M ellin m ethod for
the evolution, it is necessary to analytically continue the results of R ef. @] into the com plex—
n plane. In doing so care m ust be taken since, unlke for the unpolarized distributions, the
continuations for spin-dependent structure functions are perform ed from odd m cm ents. The
fall details of the continuation can be found in Appendix & 2 1.

To illustrate the rolke 0cfNLO corrections In spin-dependent distributions, we have used

as Input the global tby Gehm ann and Stirling (Set A) Bg]:

X uy &)= 0327x°*° (1 x)’® (1 + 1836x); (3la)
x dy ®)= 0:439%x°*° @1 x)*** (1 + 1836x); 31b)
Xx U)=x d®) = x s&) = x cx) = 0; (31c)

X G X)) =1664x (I x) '™ (31d)

wih a starting scale of Q2 = 4 GeV?. Following Ref. B6], n LO we again perform the

evolution with three active avorsand 2, = 177 M €V, as for the unpolarized evolution

W hile com plkting this paper, sin ilar NLO analyses of polarized distrbutions in Refs. _B-;’.;}-fl]
cam e to our attention. A di erent prescription for continuation ofthe singlt polarized anom alous
din ensions nto com plexn space is used in Ref. ES}’], although we have checked that num erically

these are In fact equivalent | see A ppendix :g:\-Z_;
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above. However, contrary to the procedure adopted in 3], we om it the anom alous glion
term when calulating the structure functions ¢ x;0%) and g %;Q?) at kading order.
This temtm arises only at NLO, and In a consistent treatm ent should only be included In
NLO evolition | see Egs.@) and (I9). Ih NLO we also use three active avors, and a
di erent value of §lp = 239 M &V, corresponding to that cbtained by CTEQ in their ts
to unpolarized parton distributions. A s In the discussion of the unpolarized evolution in
Sec.V A, for illustration purposes we take the sam e input shape for both LO and NLO
evolution.

In Fig4 the x dependence of (x;Q 2), evolved down to 2 GeV?2 and up to 10 G&V?,
is shown between x = 10 ? and 1. The di erence between distrbutions evolved in LO and
NLO can be sizeablebelow x 5 10 3, and even larger w ith decreasing x. Furthem ore,
it is interesting to cbserve that at Q2 = 10 G &V? even the curvature changes sign com pared
to the LO resul. Sim ilarly lJarge di erencesbetween LO and NLO evolution appear for the
polarized gluon distrdoution, G ;Q 2), at smallx | $eFigb5. These dram atic e ects are
largely independent ofthe shapes ofthe Input LO and NLO distrdbutions, and can be traced
back to the dom inant rolke played by NLO correctionsat an allx. T hisbeocom esevident ifone

considers the x ! 0 behavior of the splitting functions P;5 X) = Pigo) x)+ (=4 )P i(jl) ()

gamn | In LO one has:

PO&! 0)! 4Cy; (32a)
Pe ! 0)! 8Tg; (32b)
© | | .
Pgn & ! 0)! 8Cpj; (32c)
P U(x! 0)! 16Cy; (32d)
while at NLO :

PY&! 0)! 8CrCa 16CrTr 12C7 In’x; (32¢)
Pp ! 0)!  (L6C,Te + 8CpTyp) In”x; (326)

p D | 2 12,
cq ! 0)! 16CACp + 8C7 I’x; (329)
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PUx! 0)! 32¢2 16C;Tr In’x: (32h)

For an all enough x, the NLO oorrections Pi(jl) (x) can becom e quite large and overw heln

the =4 factor. Note also that even the sign of P qg’ (¢) changes com pared w ith Pq(qo) x) as
x! 0 (forCy = 4=3;Ty = N¢=2;C, = 3and N 2).

W ith the Q2 evolution ofthe polarized quark singlket and gluon distrbutions known, one
can now exam Ine the e ect of NLO corrections on the spin-dependent structure function
g1 (x;0%). hFig.6we show the proton structure function xgj (x;Q #), evolved to the averaged
scale 0% = 10 GeV? at which the SM C data B]were taken. The in portant result to notice
is that the NLO oorrections are large In the range of x covered by the experim ent. In the
region x 02 the corrections can In fact be of the sam e order of m agnitude as the quoted
error bars on the data. Furthem ore, the fact that these are negative is consistent w ith the
known reduction ofthe rstmoment ofg; fi]when NLO ocorrections are included.

In Fig.7 we also show the polarized neutron structure fiinction xgy (x;Q 2y, evolved at
LO and NLO down to a scale Q? = 2 Ge&V? for com parison with the SLAC E142 data
f4]. Because evolution here nvolres a som ew hat Jower resolution scale, the e ects of NLO
corrections should be be relhtively larger. C learly, one sees that these can have a potentially
signi cant e ect on the shape of the structure function, when the data points are evolved

to the sam e value of Q2.

V.CONCLUSION

W e have exam Ined in detail the rolke of NLO corrections on the shapes of the nuckon’s
singlet and non-singlet parton distrbutions, using a Q¢ evolution algorithm based on the
Inverse M ellin transform in com plex m om ent space. For a com plete description of polarized
and unpolarized evolution at NLO it has been necessary to extrapolate recently obtained
results for the polarized singlet NLO anom alous din ensions into the com plexn plane. O £
particular in portance are the Q2 corrections to the spin-dependent ¢ structure fiinctions

of the proton and neutron. W e nd that in the region of x and Q? relevant to current
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and upoom Ing experin ents, the NLO e ects are not negligbl, and should be included
in fiture analyses of data. Finally, we should m ake a note about the Q2 behavior of the
polarization asymm etry A; = ¢;=F;, which was assum ed to be independent ofQ ? in previous
data analyses 34]. W hilke the non-singlkt parts of g; and F; evolve sin ilarly at NLO , the
evolution of the singlet com ponents is dram atically di erent, as seen In F igs.3{5, egpecially
at low x. T herefore one should be wary of the possibl errors introduced into g; at an allx

if one extracts this from the A; data under this assum ption.
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APPENDIX A:ANOMALOUSDIM ENSION S

1. Unpolarized D IS

A Though the results forthe fullanom alousdin ensionsup to O ( 2 ) can be found through—
out the literature, for convenience we catalogue them here in full. In the M S schem e the

anom alous din ensions are given by the perturbative expansion :

Q% oy Q%) ;
R Q= 2 e S ws ¥ ; ®1la)
4 4
|
2 2y 2
"= =20 ony 28D o,y ; @ 1o)
4 4
0 1
k)7 k)n
E a i G 8
kK)n _ E &
- E g ’ (A].C)
€ &)mn (k>;nA
Gq GG
where the order , anom alous din ensions are B,3§1:
" 2 #
OF n _ )
we = &P =2Cy 4S:() 3 I (A 2a)
Om _ g n+n+2 @ 2b)
w© "no+ 1o+ 2)
2
©)m n“+n+ 2
= 4cC ; 2c
Ga @ ln@o+ 1)’ ) 20
O 11 4 4 8
e = 2Ca 45:0) — + =Tr; @2d)

3 nnh 1) n+ 1)nh+ 2) 3

wih Cy = 4=3,Tp = N¢=2 and Cp = 3. The anom alous dim ensions at O ( g) are given by

Ba):

om ez 1SETD e s ) 60 800e2)
n2 @+ 1)2 no+ 1) 2
+24S, () + 64S (M) 8SIM=2) 3
3n°+n? 1 2n?+ 2n + 1#
+CaCr 20s,) 8 25,00 ——— @S,0) S; 0=2))
9 nn+ 1)
88

. 17
—S:0) 325@+4sip=2)
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415In* + 236n3+ 88n%+ 3n+ 18 ‘s 2n’+ 2n+ 1
9 . nd@m+ 1)3 ndm+ 1)3 .
32 4 1611n°+ 5n 3

160
+CrTr —S1@)+ =S, )+ -+ ———— %
FIr 5 1 () 3 2 @) 3 5 @t 1)

A 3a)

5n° + 32n* + 49n3 + 38n®+ 28n+ 8 )

1)m 1)m
= =1) 16CgT ;
w vs (=1 B 0 Ln*@+ 120+ 2)?
@ 3b)

DR - ae,T. ( 257()+ 25, () 250(=2))— " DT 2

© ! 2 nh+ 1)@+ 2)
n’+ 6n®+ 15n” + 25n° + 36n°+ 85n*

§ Lna+ D a2

. 83; ) @n + 3) N
n+ 120+ 2)2
128n3 + 104n% + 64n + 16

0 1n’O+ 10+ 2)°
n+n+ 2 4S5, (n)

2
8CrTp (@S7M) 2S,(Mm)+ 5;n(n+ Do+ 2) 2

’

. 11n%+ 26n°+ 15n°+ 8n + 4

nh+ 130+ 2)
(A 3c)

On , , n“+n+ 2 S1 @)
4Cr (1 251@)+ 1081 () 25, @) Dad+ D O+ 1)

Ggq
12n®+ 30n° + 43n*+ 28n° n® 12n 4
. n 1n*m+ 1)3
n+n+ 2

2 O n=
8CaCe B1)+ S200)  S;(0=2)- — = ——

nP+n®+ 4n+ 2
ndn+ 1)3
104n*

S o 17n* + 41n? 22n 12 .
3n 1)n?(+ 1)
109n® + 512n” + 879n° + 772n°
O 1)°n3@nm+ 1)2 (n#+ 2)2

954n° 278n%+ 288n + 72

9n 1)2r33 n+ 120+ 2)2

2CFTF 51 () 8 n+n+ 2 N 1 *
3 3 0 1linm+ 1) n+ 1)2

14

@A 3d)

n #
Wm _ o 160S )+ 32+ 1638n% + 76n° + 94n? + 56n + 12
66 ATE 9 7t 39 @ Lnfa+ 1)2m+ 2)
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" #

2n®+ 4n°+ n* 10n3® 5n? 4n 4
+CyTy 8+ 16
. n Lndh+ 130+ 2)
536 2n®+ 5n?+ 8n*+ Tn? 2n 2

*Cx Ty STt S ) T e P 2

n“+n+ 1
mn 1nn+ 1)@n+ 2)
4 457n° + 2742n® + 6040n” + 6098n° + 1567n°

+ 3252 (h=2)

2344n*

1632n°

9 n L2n3@+ 1o+ 2)3
s 560n® + 1488n + 576
m 1)?n*c+ 130+ 2)3

16S; (0)SJ =2) + 32S ()

#
457 n=2)

A 3e)

The expressions @ 2) and @ 3) are also valid for complex n if the follow ing analytic

continuations are used {21]:

X1
S1 ) = - ! gt @+ 1)
=1
¥ 1 .
S;)=  —! @ 0+l
=1
X1
Ssm) = <! B+ "o+ 1);
=1
X1 1)3
sty = 270 R L
=1 J
1 1
! 5(1+ )S1(0=2) + 5(1 )S1(n 1)=2); 1= 1;2;3;
X0 1)7
§n) = ( .2) S1(9)
=1 J (
5 S1 ) @)
R el 1)=2 =
5 Q@) + o > [ (b+ 1)=2) n=2)]
z Li 6
+  dxx" L&)
0 1+x
where
g = 0577216;
@)= *=6;

(3) = 1202057;
and the Polygam m a functions, , are de ned as
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d"*v @)

m ) —
(I'l)— dnm+l

A 6)

T he integral over the D ilogarithm L3 (x) in § (h) can be calculated analytically by using the
approxin ation :

Lk (x)

1+ 7 00030+ 1:0990x 1:5463x* + 32860x> 3:7887x* + 1:7646x°; @am)
b4

obtained from a least squares t. Similarto the t in Ref. [12], i is a polynom ial of degree
ve, but gives slightly better values forthe anom alous din ensions, as can be seen by checking

the follow ng relations for the n = 2 m om ents:

Lm=2 _ Lymn=2
qq-n - Gq 4 (A8a)
1)ym=2 _ Lyn=2
ng’“ = G4 @ 8b)

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

applies the asym ptotic expansions:

1 1 1
' Inn - + H %a
®) 2n  12n2  120n%* 256n¢’ ®.3a)
0y * 1 N 1 .\ 1 1 N 1 1 & %)
n 2n2 6n3 30n® 42n7 30n?’
© 1 1 1 1 1 3 5
0 5 5 5ot s ® %)

n> n3 2n* e6n® o6n® 10n'® 6n'?
To obtain greater accuracy for P() we apply an Euler transfom ation to the asym ptotic

series In A 9¢), ending up w ith:

oy L L 1 1 1 3 5 a5
n2 n3 2n* 6n® 16n® 20n!® 48nl2°
In the case of 1j< 10 the recursion formula
T+ 1= @+ ('m!in" " @ 10)

is utilized repeatedly fL2].
At nextto-Jleading order, a factor ( 1)" appears in the anomalus dimensions (]
Eqg.@4)). Therefre the analytic continuation depends on whether the evolution equa-

tions for a particular parton distribution are valid for even or odd m om ents, in which case:
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(D o= L @11)

forn even or odd, respectively. The factors relevant for various com binations of parton

distrdoutions can be derived from the crossing relations:

Fi( x;0%) = +F, &;07%); @ 12a)

Fos( %;0%) = Fus&;0%): (A 12b)

For the non-singlet com binations these are (forN ¢ = 4 active avors) [12]:

u u ; = 1 A 13a)
d 4 ; =1 A 13b)
u+ u) da+d ; =+1 A 13c)
+u)+ d+d) 2@+s) ; =+1 A 13d)
b+ u)+ d+d)+s+s 3c+c) ; =+1: A 13e)

T he singlet distributions are evolved with = +1.

2. Polarized D IS

For com pleteness, we also list the full anom alous din ensions relevant for polarized dis—

trbutions at NLO . The order 4 anom alous din ensions are given by 2,9]:

" #
e = R =2C: 4S:0) 3 fﬂ) ; @& 14a)
Om _ g 1 n @ 14b)
“© nn+ 1)

om = acy _n+2 . @ 14c)
T n@+ 1) .

Im = 2c, 45 M) o8 L5, (@ 14d)

3 nn+ 1) 3

. . . 1); . .
C onceming the order i, the anom alous din ension qu for the non-singlet operator is the

sam e as In the unpolarized case. The singkt din ensions, as evaluated in Ref. [§], are as
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olow s?

26

m _ W); O |
cg t= g s;rclzq P s;q' @A 15a)
" #
M 16C, T 2 .. . 2z 1 1 @ 15b)
P S T @+ 1) @+1)?2 @+1) n® n2 n’
o S?2 1) 2s? 1) 28 1 4s 1
é(l;)’=16CATF I )_|_ ! ) 1 )_|_ 1@ )
n n+1 n? n+ 1)2
S, l)+ 2S,m 1) 2S@m l)+ 48, 1)
n n+ 1 n @+ 1
4 3 3 8 2 12
— 4+ [ - 4+ [
, o n+ 1 n? n+ )2 n3 n+ 1)3
282 1 482n 1 23 1 4s 1
+ 8Cr Tr i ) 10 ) 2 )+ e )
n n+1 n 1}#+ 1
14 19 1 8 2 4 @150
- - =y . c
n n+ 1 n? n+ 1)2 nd m+ 1)3 '
N 252 1 §?2 1 165 1 53 1
Mr_ ge, ey 10 )+ 1@ )+ 1 1) 1 1)
d n n+ 1 3n 3+ 1)
N 25, 1) S, n 1) N 48, n 1) 28, mn 1) 56
n n+ 1 n n#+ 1 Sn
20 N 28 38 4 6
. 9n + 1) 3n2 3+ 1)2 n3 n+ 1)3
45?2 1 282 1 8s 1) 2s 1
+4CF2 I ) ls! ) 10 )+ 10 )
n n+1 n n+1
4 8s;mn 1) 45;(n l)+ 4s,n 1) 2S,m 1)
n? n+ 1)2 n #n+ 1
15 ) 12 3 4 2
n n+1l n? n+ 1)2 n3 n+ 1)3
285 1 S 1
+32Cs Tr 10 )+ 10 )
3n 3nh+ 1) 9#n
2 2 + ! H A 15d)
9n+1) 3n2 3@+ 1)2 '
N ote the correction to the C;é);n; G(l;;n anom alous din ensions in L-SI].



@) 134 8S:1 1) 16S;(n 1)

=4c; —s 1)+
66 aog Sl 1) n2 o+ 1)2
8s 1 16S 1
N 2@ ) > )+4S3(n 1)
n n+1

8S;n 1) 16S: 0 1)

881, 1) 8S;;mm 1)+

n n+ 1
+48n 1) 8%, 1) lO7+ 241
3 12 on " 9@+ 1)
N 58 86 8 48 16
3n? . 3m+ 1)2 nd n+ 1)3 3 .
55:n 1) 14 19 1 1 1
+32Ca Ty —ot— My 7 + =
. 9 Sn 9n+ 1) 3n? 30+ 1)42* 3
+8CeT 10 + 2 + 4 + 1+ 10 10+ 4 A 15e)
— —+ = e
YT 0+ 1 @+ 12?2 o+ 1)3 n n2 nd

To m ake use of the anom alous dim ensions in the contour evolution m ethod, they must
be analytically continued Into the com plex—n plane. An in portant fact to observe is that

due to the crossing relation:
a( %09 = a&Q? (A 16)

the OPE relates only odd m om ents of the structure fiinction ¢ (x;Q?) to the sum of pos-
sible tw ist-two operator m atrix elem ents between nuckon states (each multiplied by the
approprate m om ents of the W ilson coe cient functions). This is contrary to the case of
F, x;0%), where an analogous relation holds forn even. To evolve  (x;Q 2), g3 ®;02)
and gg ¢;Q?) one therefore has to continue the anom alous din ensions from odd n.

In addition to the functions S; 3, 88;2;3 and § forthe unpolarized anom alous din ensions,

for polarized D IS one m ust also determ ine the analytic continuation of the functions:

b 1)7

som- L, @17
=1 J
XS, (7

Sy = 2, @®18)
=1
X & (5

Sy = 29, ®19)
=1

Speci cally, this m ust be done for the case of §;, S,, S5, S12, Sz, and 1, . Because all
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these functions appear with argument @ 1) n Eq.® I5) (see below ), one must continue
them Into com plex n starting from even integers n. U sing the relation:

X 14+ (1) 1 n n 1
———— = @+ )S¢ - + @ )Sx —— @ 20)

. ¥ 2K 2 2

wih = +1( 1) forn even (0dd), a straightforward calculation leads to:

Sy ) = o 7Sk 0=2) Sy (@) A 21)
forn even. The equality B1]
. Z
500 @ e ) @22)
J 0
then gives:
21 oxn1
S2a )= (2)S1 M) dx Lk x): A 23)
0 x 1

The function S;,; (h) can be obtained from the above expressions via 39411:

Si,0)= S M)S, M)+ SsM) Sz, M): A 24)

Them ost di cult function to continue is §;, @). Forthiswe start with (see Eq.@20)):

13¢5, (G=2) 1% ( 1)8, (5=2)

S1,0)= - .
45, 3 45 J
1x ) 1)=2) 1X 1)3 ] 1)=2) X j
L1 S0 V=) 1R (DS =) 5209) -
4].:1 J 4j:l J j=1 J
and apply the relation @1]:
. Z
S 1 .
S, (9) = ﬂ+ @)+ dxx)'hx h@d x): @ 26)
J 0

A fter som e m anjpulation one nds:

1
Si12 @) = Sl;z(n)+§ @) s1@) S @)

1
AX— hxhd x)
0 xx 1)

X .
dx — L% (%)
X
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191 2 2x*2 nx®2?+ nxx? ,
+ — dx Inx Li x)
8 o x 1) |
121 — 1 Px
+ - dx x —hx 1 h@l@ x)Ih —p=
4 o 2 1+ x
lZ 1 Xn=2 1 1
+ — dx —hx 1 In@ x)
4 o n+1 2 )
h p_ p_ 1
SEFi(n+ I;n+ 2; x)+L,F(I;n+ 1L;n+ 2; X) ; @Aaz27)

where ,F1 @;b;c;z) is the hypergeom etric function. For our application it is convenient to
use the integral representation for,F; {42]:

Z
e ~e — # ' 1 cbl a,
,F1 @;b;c;z) 5 c b . a @ v 1 tz) °: @ 28)

F inally, m aking the substitution t ! €" one arrives at:

Z 0 Ken+1)u

CEin+ Lyn+ 2;2)+ ,F, n+ Ln+ 2; z)=20+ 1) duliezzei(”“ MU @ 29)
1 Uz

APPENDIX B:FACTORIZATION SCHEM E DEPENDENCE

In this Appendix we summ arize the connection between m om ents of structure functions
and parton distrbutions In di erent factorization schem es, which ln NLO isnot unique. For

themoment, F }.° ©?), of the non-singlet part of F, (x;Q %) we have:
For Q%) =Cls % AN Q%); ®1)

where C}.° (Q?) istheW ilson coe cient, and A | ° (Q*) is cbtained from them atrix elem ent
of the local operator taken between nuclkon states. Both quantities on the rhs. are fac-
torization schem e dependent. In the M S factorization schem e, for exam ple, the m om ents of

parton distributions are related to AY ® (Q?) sinply by:
0r° Q% =1a3°Q%: ®B2)

In the other w idely used factorization schem e, nam ely the D IS schem e, the W ilson co-—
e cient C g;? ©?) is absorbed Into the de nition of the m om ents of parton distributions

them selhres:
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Cys @%) 1: ®3)

T herefore Fgms ©?) nh the D IS schem e is de ned to have the same orm as in the simple
parton m odelw ith free quarks.
In analogy, the singlet part of the structure filnction F, (x;Q?) in the D IS schem e must

also coincide w ith the sin ple parton m odel result {1§]:

F5. Q%= 2%@%: B 4)

Here theW ilson coe cient, aswell as the gluonic contrbution, are absorbed Into the singlet
quark distribbution. However, this procedure does not uniquely x the gluon distrioution.

For this one enforces m om entum conservation, which leads to the relation [14]:
n Q)+ G = N0+ 65 eY: ®5)

To fully de ne the m om ents of the gluon distribbution one extends this equality to alln.
Since the anom alous din ensions are In a one-to-one correspondence w ith the renom al-
ization constants of local operators, the evolution equations are a ected by transfom ations
to other factorization schem es. Because the renom alization constants depend on the renor-
m alization schem e chosen to renom alize the local operators ( factorization schem e), the
anom alous din ensions are factorization schem e dependent. Transom g from the M S to

the D IS schem e, the anom alous din ensions change according to B3/441:

1)DIS _ 1)M S 1 0) .11,
DB WFS4 g 20 [ Ozl B6)
M) : ]
0 Com . nonsinglt;
) — L g (Fe
Z, E Com Com .
§ @ X singlkt
C L ia C (9]
2;n 2;n

From this follow the Q2 evolution equations in the D IS schem e.
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FIGURES
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FIG .1l. Ratio of evolution results or g, = uy + dy cbtained by calculating m om ents num er—
ically ("™ ) and analytically (™). For com parison, two m ethods for calculating the m om ents
num erically (interpolation and histogram ) have been applied, using various num bers of points in

B prken—x (given on top of the lines accom panied by a ltter indicating the m ethod used).
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FIG.2. Comparison of LO and NLO (O IS-schem e) evolution of the total valence distribution

x(uy + dy ). Input taken from the latest CTEQ t {I1] is evolved from Q2 = 100 Gev? down to

di erent values of Q ? (given on top of the corresponding lines)
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FIG. 3. Comparison of LO and NLO (@IS scheme) evolution of the singlkt distrbution

X (x;0 ?).Values ofQ? are attached to corresponding pairs of lines.
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FIG .4. Comparison ofLO and NLO evolution ofthe polarized singkt distrbution x  (x;Q 2).

Input is taken from Ref. L3-§] (Set A).Values of Q2 are given for each pair of lines.
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X

FIG .5. Comparison of LO and NLO evolution ofthe polarized gluon distribbution x G x;Q 2y,

Values of Q  are attached to corresponding pairs of lines.
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FIG .6. NLO e ectson the shape of the structure finction g} . D ata shown are from the SM C

H] at an averaged value of IQ ?i= 10 G eV ?, to which also the input has been evolved.

0.01 ' '

0
g0
<

8 —0.01
<
g

—0.02

1073 1072 107! 1

FIG.7.NLO e ectson the shape of the structure fiinction gf . Input is evolved to 2 Gev? for

com parison w ith the SLAC E 142 data E_4].
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