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A bstract: The availabl data on F;, suggest the existence of unexpected large higher tw ist con—
?_ tributions. W e use the 1=N ¢ expansion to analyze the renom alon contribution to the coe cient
8 function of the longiudinal structure function FFP ". The renom alon ambiguity is calculated

forallm om ents of the structure function thus allow ing to estin ate the contribution of \genuine"
tw ist4 corrections as a function of B prken—x. The predictions tum out to be In surprisingly
good agreem ent w ith the experin ental data.
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O ne of the Interesting quantities that can bem easured in desp Inelastic Iepton-nuclkon scat—
tering is the ratio
R :02) = L &;Q7%) F, (x;Q7) 14 aM ?x? . )
r ®;Q%)  Fy&;0%) FL&;0%) Q2
of the total cross—sections for the scattering of longitudinally respectively transversely polarized
photons and a nuckon, where M isthe nuclkeon massand Fy = F, 2xF;. This ratio provides
a clean test ofthe QCD interaction since it vanishes identically in the naive parton m odel. The
experin ental infom ation on R (x;Q ?) is still lim ited @:],butm uch better data should be available
in a fow years from now . Phenom enolbogical tsto the existing data Pi] suggest surprisingly large
higher+tw ist corrections of the form
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where = 02Gé&V,b; = 00635, = 05747andlz = 03534 and allm om enta are in G&V . So
farthe leading perturbative corrections and the target m ass correctionsto R havebeen calculated
B1. The genuine power suppressed, ie., 1=0 % corrections can be analyzed in the fram ework of
O perator P roduct Expansion [, §]. The power suppressed corrections which still have to be
determm ined arise from m atrix elem ents ofhigher tw ist operators and are sensitive to m ulijparton

correlations w ithin the target. An estim ate of these m atrix elem ents is a delicate problem which

could not yet been sokred.

By com paring the experim ental data w ih the known corrections, i was possble however
to disentangle m ass corrections and true higher tw ist corrections [§] and even to estin ate the
m agnitude oftw ist+4 m atrix elem ents contriouting to the second m om ent ofthe nuckon structure
finction F;, and F, {1]

In the present paper we shall use the one-to-one corresoondence between ultraviolet renor-
malns UV) in the de nition of higher tw ist corrections and infrared renom alons (IR) in the
perturbative series which de nes the tw ist2 contrlbution to Investigate the structure of power-
suppressed corrections to the longitudinal structure function Fy, .

IR -Renom alons have recently received m uch attention because of their potential to generate
power-like corrections. For a physical quantity lke F; the perturbative QCD serdes is not
summ able, even in the Borel sense, due to the appearance of xed sign factorial growth of is
coe cients. It resuls in a power-suppressed am biguity of the m agnitude Scp =07 Bl. such
tem s show the need to inclide higher twist (non perturbative) corrections to give a m eaning
to a summ ed perturbation series {8, 103]. On the other hand also the higher tw ist corrections
them selves are ilkde ned. The am biguity in their de nition, due to the UV renom alon, cancels
exactly the IR -renom alon am biguity in the perturbative series w hich describes the tw ist2 temm .
In tum, the investigation ofthe am biguities in the de nition ofthe perturoation series of leading
tw ist show swhich highertw ist corrections are needed for an unam biguousde nition ofa physical
quantity.

In practice, one has cbserved the em pirical fact that in casesw here the perturbative serieswas
studied in paralielw ith the higher tw ist corrections, such as the polarized B prken sum rule and
the G ross Llewellyn-Sm ith sum rule, the am biguities produced by IR renom alons In the kading
tw ist contribution were roughly of the sam e order ofm agnitude as the best availabl theoretical
estin ates of the higher twist corrections {I1]. Thus, despite fiilndam ental ob fctions [12], or
phencom enological purposes onem ay use IR renom alons as a guide for the m agniude ofhigher-
tw ist corrections [13]. The cbvious advantage of such an approach is that the IR calculation



can be done for allm om ents, and hence the result can be extended to the full x-dependence
of the higher+tw ist contrlbutions. O ne has to kesp In m ind, however, that the last step is even
Jess justi ed, as the order of m agnitude correspondence between IR am biguities and higher tw ist
corrections hasbeen tested only for sum rules for rst m om ents of structure functions.

W e focus on the avor non-singlkt part of the longitudial structure finction

FP " ;0%) 3)

ie. on the di erence between the proton and neutron structure function, and calculate the
Infrared renom alon contribution. Thisw illalso provide the exact coe cients ofthe perturbative
series of F;, In the large N; approxin ation {14, 15,14]. In the fram ework of the Naive Non
Abelianization’ [17,18§,19, 20] this can be used to approxin ate the non—leading N ¢ tem s.
W e start w ith the well know n hadronic scattering tensor of unpolarized desp inelastic lepton
nucleon scattering param eterized in tem s of two structure functionsF, and Fy, .
z
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Here J is the electrom agnetic quark current, x = Q%=@Qp q) andg= Q?2. The nuckon state
Pihasmomentum p (@veraging over the polarizations of the nuclon is understood). T he non-
singlet m om ents of the structure functions FY " k = 2;L) can be expressed through operator
product expansion 4] in the follow ing form :
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and the Ay are the soin-averaged m atrix elem ents of the spin-N tw ist2 operator
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The inclusion of quark charges is in plicitly understood. The avors of the quark-operators
are com bined to yield the proton m inus neutron m atrix elem ent. £ g indicates sym m etric and
traceless com binations. The higher tw ist corrections are given by m atrix elem ents of tw ist4
operators and were derived for the second m om ents of F;, and F, In ref. Ei].
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where we used the conventions of P1]. Tn this equation we only retained the tw ist4 corrections.
The target m ass corrections P2] are not explicitly shown. D ue to the high din ension of the
operators it is at present not possible to perform such a calculation reliably in the fram ew ork
of lattice QCD or QCD sum rules. An additional problm of such a calculation is that a
renom alization schem ehastobe found In which quadratic divergences in tw ist4 m atrix elem ents
do not producem ixing w ith Jower din ension tw ist—2 operators. T hat is stillan unsolved problm
in lattice calculations P3, 24]. On the other hand, state of the art calculations of higher tw ist-
corrections never clain an accuracy better than 30-50% . T herefore we clain that calculating the
renom alon am biguity in the coe cient function C x5 Q%= #;a;) instead ofthe true higher+tw ist
corrections to the Iongiudinal structure function is an legitin ate procedure. T he advantage is
that such a calculation can be done forallN therefore allow ing to estin ate the tw ist4 corrections
as a function of B prken—x. N ote that a renom alon am biguity in the coe cient function of the
tw ist2 soin2 operator will only account for tw ist4, soin—=2, tw ist6, soin—2 etc. operators and
not for power suppressed tw ist2 operators. This in plies that target m ass e ects can not be
traced by IR renom alons.

T he truncated perturbative expansion of the coe cient fiinctions of the m om ents of F , and
F, can be w ritten as
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where we have acocounted for the asym ptotic behaviour of the perturbation series which m akes
only senseup to am axim alorderm o (N ) depending on them agnitude ofthe expansion param eter
as. W ith the standard nom alization one 1’1dsBL(O;I)q = O,Bz(% = 1 and BL(lI)q = 4Cr=(1+ N)
P8]. Cr = 4=3 is the eigenvalue of the Casin ir operator of the SU (3) colour group in the
fundam ental representation. W e have indicated the ambiguity of the asym ptotic expansion by
including power suppressed terms.  Ze © is a renomn alization schem e independent quantity.
C = 5=3 corresponds to ;5. We will show that only ambiguities up to order 1=0¢ will
appear in the 1=N ¢ approxin ation for the longitudinal coe cient function. Since non-singlet F
and F, are to kading tw ist accuracy determ ined by the sam e operators we cbtain from Eq. (5)
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Since the C allan—C ross relation gives B L(Ol)q = 0 forallN the calculation ofthe ambiguiy in the
perturbative expansion of Cp, 5 alone is su clent to detem Ine pow er-suppressed contributions
to FP " x;0%) up to O (@;=Q?) accuracy.



To extract the renom alon contrbution to C1, 5 we calculate the coe cients to all orders in
as In the 1=N ; expansion where N ; refers to the number of active avours [L4, 15, 1§]. Each

coe cient B Lm;N> can be w ritten as an expansion In N ¢

By =By +B{ N¢+ :::4 BOND ! (12)
where the coe cient B ™) is unambiguously detemm ined by the diagram s w ith one gluon-line
that contains m 1 ferm ion bubble nsertions. These diagram s can be calculated com parably
easy whilke the non-leading tem s are much harder to evaluate. The non-leading tem s are
approxin ated In the procedure of "Naive Nonabelianization" (NNA) [19] where the highest

power of N ¢ issubstituted by N¢ ! N¢ 33=2= 2 ;.Here

2
isthe oneJdoop coe cient oftheQCD —function. T he exact coe cient istherefore approxin ated

as 33
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In casesw here the exact higher order results are known, NN A approxin ates the exact coe cients
wellin the M S-scheme {[9]. Tn what Hllows we are going to caloulate the coe cients B |y of
the ( pas)™ ! expansion. For that we split the exact coe cient into

m+1) _ m) m)
BL;N - BL;N + LN - (15)

W hike B”L(I‘;N) contains only the e ects of one-Jloop running of the coupling to orderm , only L(nj.N)
requires a true m -loop calculation. It will be checked a posteriori by com parison with those
coe cient that are known exactly whether the neglection of |, is jisti ed (sse Eq. 1) and
Tabke (@)). Note thatBL(l,.i, = B”L(Ol)q = 4Cy=@N + 1). Th the ©llow ing the NNA approxin ation
to the coe cient function C  y (@s) willbewritten asCrn @s) -

A convenient way to calculate Cp i (@s) is to dealw ith its B orel transform

_¥ g nBiw
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m=0

T he advantage ofthat representation ism anifold. T he B oreltransform can beused asgenerating
function for the xed order coe cients

m
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and the sum ofalldiagram s can be de ned by the integral representation

Cra @)= dse BT Ly @)16) : (18)
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Technically the m ost in portant point is the sim pli cation of the calculation of the Borel trans-
form ofdiagram s w ith only one ferm ion bubble chain. In that case the Borel transform can be



applied directly to the e ective glion propagator which resum s the ferm ion bubble chain. The

e ective (Boreltransform ed) gluon propagator is R8]
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In fact one only has to calculate the krading-order diagram w ih the usual glion propagator
substituted by the above one in which only the usual denom inator of ( k?) 2 is changed to
( k2) 2+ s) .

To obtain the coe cient function Cpy (1;as) we have to calculate the O (ag) correction to
the C om pton forward scattering am plitude w ith the e ective propagator Eq. @) . W e get
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The Borel transform exhibits IR renom alons at s = 1 and s = 2. The position of the UV -
renomaln s= 1 N dependson themoment N one is dealing with. Fomul Eq. £0) has
been derived ndependently in P71
The NNA approxin ants to the coe cient finction in allorders In a ¢ can be derived setting
2= Q?and C = 5=3 in equation Eq. (). It is interesting to com pare the approxin ation
of the NNA procedure with the exact results derived by Larin et al. R8] for the non singlet
momentsN = 2; 4; 6; 8, denoted by Cyp y .
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Exact results R§] NNA approxin ants
431254 a2 + 138659 a2 | 613333 aZ + 2168:a2
385822 a2 + 1032:7al | 56:7901 aZ + 1858:71 a2
375 a2 + 147258 a2 4608 a2 + 198451 a2
343367 aZ + 115564 a2 | 42:6667 a2+ 17014 a]
32:9091 a2 + 143324 a2 | 36:3918 aZ + 172631 a2
302134 aZ + 115207 a2 | 336961 a2 + 148003 a2
29:1822 a + 137383 a2 | 301249 a2 + 151945 a]
26:9507 a + 111797 a2 | 278934 a2 + 1302:68 a]
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Table 1: Com parison ofthe NNA approxin ants to the exact resukts obtained n 8] forthe coe cint
finction Cy, iy (1;as) up to orderO (ag) . W ehave om ited the O (as) corrections which agree exactly.

s
874 @1)

f=1

The sum over the quark charges F Bfljl Or stem s from the exact calculation of the so called
lightby-light diagram s where the photon vertices are connected w ith di erent fermm ion lnes.
Those diagram s rst appear at threeloop level.

The subleading N ¢ coe cients approxin ate those of the exact expression In sign and m agni-
tude. The kading N raZ and N Za2 coe cients of course agree exactly. T he num erically in portant
cases N¢ = 3 and N; = 4 are given in tabl . For com parison we have also given the NNA
approxin ants to the exact O (ag) corrections to the coe cient function of the structure function
F, that were calculated n RY]. It is interesting to observe that NNA approxin ates the higher
m om ents consistently better than the lower ones and gives better results for ¥, than for F,.
T hese features can be understood as ollow s. The m ost problem atic property of NNA is the ne—
glect ofmuliple gluon em ission. A s such processes are In portant for am all X we cannot expect
our NNA structure functions to be correct In this region. Ever higher m om ents of the structure
finctions are less and less sensitive to their am alkx behaviour and therefore the NNA should
system atically in prove.

A scan be seen from Eq. @0) the perturbative expansion of Cp, y isnot Borelsumm able. The
poles in the Borel representation at s = 1 and s = 2 destroy a reconstruction of the summ ed
seriesvia Eq. (1§). A sym ptotically the rst IR-Renom alon, ie.thepok at s= 1 willdom lnate
the perturbative expansion giving rise to a factorial grow th of the coe cient

a1

Im B 0 = "m! (22)
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Thism eans that a perturbative expansion at best can be regarded as an asym ptotic expan—
sion and the expansion m akes sense only up to a maximalvaliem = m, Jlg@Q?= ?). For
higher values ofm > m the xed order contrbutions will increase and nally diverge. The
general uncertainty in the perturbative prediction is then of the order of the m Inin al tetm in
the expansion. It can be estin ated either directly or by taking the In agihary part == (divided



Exact results 9] | NNA approxin ants
N =2 |Np=3|169381a2 71:9999 a2
Np = 4| 363952 a2 66:6666 aZ
N =4 |Np=3|913793a2 2293403 a2
Ny = 4| 743914 a2 212:3488 aZ
N =6 |Ny = 3| 218:3608 a 378:1762 a2
Ny = 4| 1903477 &2 3501631 aZ
N =8 | Ny = 3|357:0326a2 511:9848 aZ
Ny = 4| 3191078 a2 47406 a2
N = 10 | Ny = 3| 4986271 a2 6326276 a2
Ny = 4| 4517658 a2 58517663 aZ

Table 2: Same as Tabb[]: for the coe cient fiinction C,y (1;a5) of the m om ents of the stmcture
function F} ". These were cbtathed 1 9] up to order O @2). On the right colmn we com pare
these w ith the NNA approxin ants. The O (ag) conrections agree exactly.

by ) oftheBoreltransfom [11]. From Eq. (8) we get for the function Eq. 20)
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The am biguity in the sign ofthe IR ~renom alon contributions is due to the two possble contour
deform ations above orbelow thepokat s= 1 and s= 2. Forthem om ents of F} " we then get
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the above equation is easily transform ed from the m om ent-space to B prken-x space.
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W e have neglected the contribution ofthe second IR ~renomm alon since it is ofthe orderof 1= (Q 2)?
while there is a contrbution of order a,=Q ? related to the am biguiy in the coe cient finction
ofF, which we have not ncluded. W e have ncluded the kinem atical and target m ass corrections
to the order we are working as given in [g].

In connection to the IR renom alon, it is interesting to investigate the corresoonding am bigu—
ity In the de nijon of the tw ist4 m atrix elem ents. This can be done for the second m om ent of
F1 where the contributing tw ist-4 operatorsareknown, see Eq. (§) . C om posite operators have to
be renom alized individually and have their own renom alization scale dependence. O perators of
a higher tw ist, and therefore ofa higher din ension, exhibit powerldike UV divergences in addition
to the usual logarithm ic ones. In particular, a quadratic divergence of a tw ist4 m atrix elem ent
contrbuting to F';,, results In a m ixing w ith the lowerdin ension tw ist2 m atrix elem ent. W hen
the calculation ofthem atrix elem ent is done In the fram ew ork ofdim ensional reqularization, the
quadratic divergence does not appear explicitely. Tt m anifests itselfas (1 d=2) factor, singular
atd= 4,and atd= 2, where it corresponds to usual Jogarithm ic divergence. Evaluating the one
Joop contribution to the quark m atrix elem ents of tw ist4 operators, w ith the B orel transform ed
propagator Eq. ({9)), In d= 4 din ensions we obtain an expression sihgulrats= 1.
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The singularities at s = 1 is the m anifestation of quadratic UV divergences. Inserting this
together w ith Eq. £0) into the operator product expansion for the seoond m om ent ofFy, we see
that this contrdbution Indeed cancels against the IR -renom alon contribution to the coe cient
function ofthe tw ist2 tem , resulting in an expression which is free of perturbatively generated
am biguities up to the ?=Q? order.

T he appearance of an IR renom alon am biguity In a perturbative calculation thus indicates
the need to Include higher tw ist corrections to interpret the perturbative expansion to all orders.
O f course one can argue that the num erical value of the IR renom alon uncertainty has no
physical signi cance since it has to cancel in a com plkte calculation. A swe explained above, in
som e case a higher tw ist estin ate based on IR renom alon am biguity has proven to be a fairly
good guess, at last or low m om ents of the structure functions. In the present case the IR
calculation can be easily done for allm om ents, so that the resul can be extended to produce
a m odel of the the full x-dependence of higher twist e ects. W e kesp n m ind that such a
m odel cannot have signi cance beyond phenom enological level for the follow ng reason. The
renom alons ambiguity in the coe cient function C 1, Q?) is a target ndependent quantity
of pure perturbative nature, while \genune" higher twist m atrix elem ents are a m easure of
m ultjparticle correlations in the target and are process dependent.

It is interesting to com pare our prediction for the twist4 part of F; wih the available
experin ental data. To this end we use the phenom enological param etrizations for R x;Q ?)
Eq. @) of B]. To extract F1, (x;Q?%) we have choosen the param etrization of F} (x;Q%) and
FJ(x;0?) of B0l valid in the region 0:006 < x < 09 and 055< Q? < 75GeV?. W th F} ™/
2F2 FS) wehave

| |
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. 1
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57 Fo= —— 1+ 5 F,=F} ®;02) + X +0 X

Fp + (28)
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Figure 1: Comparison of d2€P (¢;0?) (ong dashed lne), the power suppressed contrbution on the
right hand side of Eq. £§), wih the phenomenobgial td"&;Q 2) (full ne) Eq. £8). W e have
alo pbtted the R-tenom abn (wist4) part (short dashed lne) and the target m ass corections
(dotted Ine) separately. T he agream ent w ith experin ent ism uch better hcluding tw ist4 conections
than without them (dotted Ine). W e have chosen 5 = 250M &V, Q%= 5G&V andN¢ = 4.

where we neglect the O (1=Q*) contrioutions for consistent com parison wih our calculation.
The Q2 dependence of the higher tw ist coe cient d *(x;Q?) is only logarithm ic. In Figure 1 we
com pare the experim ental t ofthe higher+tw ist coe cient w ith the Q CD —calculation Eq. (d6)),

where we have shown target m ass and tw ist4 contributions ssparately. W e cbserve a rather
large contrlbbution com ing from the IR renom alon estin ate for the tw ist4 part, which acocounts
form ore than half of the discrepancy between the experim ental t and a prediction which takes
Into account the target m ass correction only. T he sign ofthe IR renomm alon contrioution, which
cannot be detem Ined theoretically, should be choosen positive. This keads to an astonishing
agreaem ent (possible som ew hat fortuitous) w ith the experim ental t. O ur estin ate based on the
calculation of the IR ambiguity has proven to be phenom enologically surprisingly successfiil,
predicting a high tw ist4 contrdbution to F; In accordance w ith experin ental results. It further
supports the idea that, whik the rigorous Q CD calculations of higher tw ist contribution to Fy,

are not yet available, calculations like the one presented in this paper can be used to predict the
order ofm agnitude of power suppressed corrections.
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