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A bstract:Theavailabledataon FL suggesttheexistenceofunexpected largehighertwistcon-

tributions.W eusethe1=N f expansion to analyzetherenorm alon contribution tothecoe�cient

function ofthe longitudinalstructure function F
p� n

L . The renorm alon am biguity iscalculated

forallm om entsofthestructurefunction thusallowingtoestim atethecontribution of\genuine"

twist-4 corrections as a function ofBjorken-x. The predictions turn outto be in surprisingly

good agreem entwith theexperim entaldata.
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Oneoftheinteresting quantitiesthatcan bem easured in deep inelasticlepton-nucleon scat-

tering istheratio

R(x;Q 2)=
�L(x;Q

2)

�T(x;Q
2)
=

F2(x;Q
2)

F2(x;Q
2)� FL(x;Q

2)

 

1+
4M 2x2

Q 2

!

� 1 (1)

ofthetotalcross-sectionsforthescattering oflongitudinally respectively transversely polarized

photonsand a nucleon,whereM isthenucleon m assand FL = F2 � 2xF1.Thisratio provides

a clean testoftheQCD interaction sinceitvanishesidentically in thenaiveparton m odel.The

experim entalinform ation on R(x;Q 2)isstilllim ited [1],butm uch betterdatashould beavailable

in afew yearsfrom now.Phenom enological�tstotheexisting data[2]suggestsurprisingly large

higher-twistcorrectionsoftheform

R
fit(x;Q 2)=

b1

ln(Q 2=�2)

 

1+ 12
Q 2

Q 2 + 1

0:1252

0:1252 + x2

!

+
b2

Q 2
+

b3

Q 4 + 0:32
(2)

where�= 0:2 GeV,b1 = 0:0635,b2 = 0:5747and b3 = �0:3534 and allm om enta arein GeV.So

fartheleadingperturbativecorrectionsand thetargetm asscorrectionstoR havebeen calculated

[3]. The genuine powersuppressed,i.e.,1=Q 2 correctionscan be analyzed in the fram ework of

Operator Product Expansion [4,5]. The power suppressed corrections which stillhave to be

determ ined arisefrom m atrix elem entsofhighertwistoperatorsand aresensitivetom ultiparton

correlationswithin thetarget.An estim ateofthesem atrix elem entsisa delicateproblem which

could notyetbeen solved.

By com paring the experim entaldata with the known corrections,it was possible however

to disentangle m ass corrections and true highertwist corrections [6]and even to estim ate the

m agnitudeoftwist-4m atrixelem entscontributingtothesecond m om entofthenucleon structure

function FL and F2 [7]

In the presentpaperwe shalluse the one-to-one correspondence between ultravioletrenor-

m alons(UV)in the de�nition ofhighertwistcorrectionsand infrared renorm alons(IR)in the

perturbative serieswhich de�nesthetwist-2 contribution to investigate thestructure ofpower-

suppressed correctionsto thelongitudinalstructurefunction FL.

IR-Renorm alonshaverecently received m uch attention becauseoftheirpotentialtogenerate

power-like corrections. For a physical quantity like FL the perturbative QCD series is not

sum m able,even in the Borelsense,due to the appearance of�xed sign factorialgrowth ofits

coe�cients.Itresultsin a power-suppressed am biguity ofthem agnitude� � 2
Q C D =Q

2 [8].Such

term s show the need to include highertwist (non perturbative) corrections to give a m eaning

to a sum m ed perturbation series [9,10]. On the other hand also the higher twist corrections

them selvesareill-de�ned.Theam biguity in theirde�nition,dueto theUV-renorm alon,cancels

exactly theIR-renorm alon am biguity in theperturbativeserieswhich describesthetwist-2term .

In turn,theinvestigation oftheam biguitiesin thede�nition oftheperturbation seriesofleading

twistshowswhich highertwistcorrectionsareneeded foran unam biguousde�nition ofaphysical

quantity.

In practice,onehasobserved theem piricalfactthatin caseswheretheperturbativeserieswas

studied in parallelwith thehighertwistcorrections,such asthepolarized Bjorken sum ruleand

theGrossLlewellyn-Sm ith sum rule,theam biguitiesproduced by IR renorm alonsin theleading

twistcontribution wereroughly ofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasthebestavailabletheoretical

estim ates ofthe higher twist corrections [11]. Thus,despite fundam entalobjections [12],for

phenom enologicalpurposesonem ay useIR renorm alonsasa guideforthem agnitudeofhigher-

twist corrections [13]. The obvious advantage ofsuch an approach is that the IR calculation
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can be done for allm om ents,and hence the result can be extended to the fullx-dependence

ofthe higher-twistcontributions. One hasto keep in m ind,however,thatthe laststep iseven

lessjusti�ed,astheorderofm agnitudecorrespondencebetween IR am biguitiesand highertwist

correctionshasbeen tested only forsum rulesfor�rstm om entsofstructurefunctions.

W efocuson the
avornon-singletpartofthelongitudinalstructurefunction

F
p� n

L (x;Q 2) (3)

i.e.on the di�erence between the proton and neutron structure function, and calculate the

infrared renorm alon contribution.Thiswillalsoprovidetheexactcoe�cientsoftheperturbative

series ofFL in the large N f approxim ation [14,15,16]. In the fram ework ofthe ‘Naive Non

Abelianization’[17,18,19,20]thiscan beused to approxim atethenon-leading N f term s.

W estartwith thewellknown hadronicscattering tensorofunpolarized deep inelasticlepton

nucleon scattering param eterized in term softwo structurefunctionsF2 and FL.

W ��(p;q) =
1

2�

Z

d
4
ze

iqz
hpjJ�(z)J�(0)jpi

=

 

g�� �
q�q�

q2

!

1

2x
FL(x;Q

2)�

 

g�� + p�p�
q2

(p� q)2
�
p�q� + p�q�

p� q

!

1

2x
F2(x;Q

2)

(4)

HereJ� istheelectrom agneticquark current,x = Q 2=(2p� q)and q2 = �Q 2.Thenucleon state

jpihasm om entum p (averaging overthepolarizationsofthenucleon isunderstood).The non-

singletm om entsofthe structure functionsF
p� n

k (k = 2;L)can be expressed through operator

productexpansion [4]in thefollowing form :

M k;N (Q
2) =

1Z

0

dx x
N � 2

F
p� n

k (x;Q 2)

= Ck;N

 

Q 2

�2
;as

!
h

A N (�
2)
ip� n

+ highertwist (5)

whereas standsfor

as =
g2

16�2
=
�s

4�
(6)

and theA N arethespin-averaged m atrix elem entsofthespin-N twist-2 operator

hpj� 
f�1iD �2 :::iD
�N g

 jpi
p� n

= p
f�1:::p

�N g
h

A N (�
2)
ip� n

(7)

The inclusion ofquark charges isim plicitly understood. The 
avors ofthe quark-operators 

arecom bined to yield theproton m inusneutron m atrix elem ent.f��g indicatessym m etricand

traceless com binations. The higher twist corrections are given by m atrix elem ents oftwist-4

operatorsand werederived forthesecond m om entsofFL and F2 in ref.[5].

pf�p�g

1Z

0

dx F
p� n

L (x;Q 2) = CL;2

 

Q 2

�2
;as

!

hpj� 
f�iD �g jpi
p� n

�
C
(a)

L;2(Q
2=�2;as)

4Q 2
hpj� 

�

D
�
gG �f�

�


�g jpi
p� n

�3
C
(b)

L;2(Q
2=�2);as)

8Q 2
hpj� 

n

g~G �f�;iD �g

o

+


�

5 jpi

p� n
(8)
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whereweused theconventionsof[21].In thisequation weonly retained thetwist-4 corrections.

The target m ass corrections [22]are not explicitly shown. Due to the high dim ension ofthe

operatorsitisatpresent notpossible to perform such a calculation reliably in the fram ework

of lattice QCD or QCD sum rules. An additionalproblem of such a calculation is that a

renorm alization schem ehastobefoundinwhich quadraticdivergencesintwist-4m atrixelem ents

donotproducem ixingwith lowerdim ension twist-2operators.Thatisstillan unsolved problem

in lattice calculations[23,24].On theotherhand,state ofthe artcalculationsofhighertwist-

correctionsneverclaim an accuracy betterthan 30-50% .Thereforeweclaim thatcalculatingthe

renorm alon am biguity in thecoe�cientfunction C L;N (Q
2=�2;as)instead ofthetruehigher-twist

correctionsto the longitudinalstructure function isan legitim ate procedure. The advantage is

thatsuch acalculation can bedoneforallN thereforeallowingtoestim atethetwist-4corrections

asa function ofBjorken-x.Notethata renorm alon am biguity in thecoe�cientfunction ofthe

twist-2 spin-2 operatorwillonly accountfortwist-4,spin-2,twist-6,spin-2 etc.operatorsand

not for power suppressed twist-2 operators. This im plies that target m ass e�ects can not be

traced by IR-renorm alons.

Thetruncated perturbativeexpansion ofthecoe�cientfunctionsofthem om entsofF L and

F2 can bewritten as

Ck;N (1;as)=

m 0(N )
X

n= 0

B
(n)

k;N a
n
s + C

(1)

k;N

�2
C e

� C

Q 2
+ C

(2)

k;N

�4
C e

� 2C

Q 4
(9)

where we have accounted forthe asym ptotic behaviourofthe perturbation serieswhich m akes

onlysenseup toam axim alorderm 0(N )dependingon them agnitudeoftheexpansion param eter

as. W ith the standard norm alization one �ndsB
(0)

L;N = 0,B
(0)

2;N = 1 and B
(1)

L;N = 4CF =(1+ N )

[25]. CF = 4=3 is the eigenvalue ofthe Casim ir operator ofthe SU(3) colour group in the

fundam entalrepresentation. W e have indicated the am biguity ofthe asym ptotic expansion by

including power suppressed term s. �2
C e

� C is a renorm alization schem e independent quantity.

C = �5=3 corresponds to �
M S

. W e willshow that only am biguities up to order 1=Q 4 will

appearin the1=N f approxim ation forthelongitudinalcoe�cientfunction.Sincenon-singletF L

and F2 areto leading twistaccuracy determ ined by thesam eoperatorsweobtain from Eq.(5)

with Q 2 = �2,as = as(Q
2)

M L;N (Q
2)=

m 0(N )
X

n= 1

B
(n)

L;N a
n
s + C

(1)

L;N

�2
C e

� C

Q 2

1+

m 0(N )
X

n= 1

B
(n)

2;N a
n
s + C

(1)

2;N

�2
C e

� C

Q 2

M 2;N (Q
2) (10)

Expanding thedenom inatorwe�nd

M L;N (Q
2) =

h

B
(1)

L;N as +
�

B
(2)

L;N � B
(1)

L;N B
(1)

2;N

�

a
2

s + O (a3s)

+
�2
C e

� C

Q 2

�

C
(1)

L;N �
�

C
(1)

L;N B
(1)

2;N + C
(1)

2;N B
(1)

L;N

�

as + O (a2s)
�i

M 2;N (Q
2) (11)

SincetheCallan-Crossrelation givesB
(0)

L;N = 0 forallN thecalculation oftheam biguity in the

perturbative expansion ofCL;N alone issu�cientto determ ine power-suppressed contributions

to F
p� n

L (x;Q 2)up to O (as=Q
2)accuracy.
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To extracttherenorm alon contribution to CL;N wecalculatethecoe�cientsto allordersin

as in the 1=N f expansion where N f refers to the num ber ofactive 
avours [14,15,16]. Each

coe�cientB
(m )

L;N can bewritten asan expansion in N f

B
(m )

L;N = B
(m )

0 + B
(m )

1 N f + :::+ B
(m )

m N
m � 1

f (12)

where the coe�cient B (m )
m is unam biguously determ ined by the diagram s with one gluon-line

thatcontainsm � 1 ferm ion bubble insertions. These diagram scan be calculated com parably

easy while the non-leading term s are m uch harder to evaluate. The non-leading term s are

approxim ated in the procedure of"Naive Nonabelianization" (NNA) [19]where the highest

powerofN f issubstituted by N f ! N f � 33=2= � 3

2
�0.Here

�0 = 11�
2

3
N f (13)

istheone-loop coe�cientoftheQCD �-function.Theexactcoe�cientisthereforeapproxim ated

as

B
(m )

L;N ’ B
(m )

m (N f �
33

2
)m � 1

: (14)

In caseswheretheexacthigherorderresultsareknown,NNA approxim atestheexactcoe�cients

wellin the M S-schem e [19]. In whatfollowswe are going to calculate the coe�cientsB
(m )

L;N of

the(�0as)
m � 1 expansion.Forthatwesplittheexactcoe�cientinto

B
(m + 1)

L;N = ~B
(m )

L;N + �
(m )

L;N : (15)

W hile ~B
(m )

L;N containsonly the e�ectsofone-loop running ofthe coupling to orderm ,only �
(m )

L;N

requires a true m -loop calculation. It willbe checked a posterioriby com parison with those

coe�cientthatare known exactly whetherthe neglection of�
(m )

L;N isjusti�ed (see Eq.(21)and

Table (1)). Note thatB
(1)

L;N = ~B
(0)

L;N = 4CF =(N + 1). In the following the NNA approxim ation

to thecoe�cientfunction C L;N (as)willbewritten as ~CL;N (as).

A convenientway to calculate ~CL;N (as)isto dealwith itsBoreltransform

B T[~CL;N (as)](s)=
X

m = 0

s
m
�
� m
0

~B
(m )

L;N

m !
: (16)

Theadvantageofthatrepresentation ism anifold.TheBoreltransform can beused asgenerating

function forthe�xed ordercoe�cients

~B
(m )

L;N = �
m
0

dm

dsm
B T[~CL;N (as)](s)

�
�
�
�
�
s= 0

(17)

and thesum ofalldiagram scan bede�ned by theintegralrepresentation

~CL;N (as)=
1

�0

1Z

0

dse
� s=(�0as)B T[~CL;N (as)](s): (18)

Technically them ostim portantpointisthesim pli�cation ofthecalculation oftheBoreltrans-

form ofdiagram swith only one ferm ion bubble chain.In thatcase the Boreltransform can be
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applied directly to the e�ective gluon propagatorwhich resum sthe ferm ion bubble chain. The

e�ective (Borel-transform ed)gluon propagatoris[26]

B T[asD
A B (k)](s)= i�

A B k�k� � k2g��

(�k2)2

 

�2e� C

�k2

! s

: (19)

In fact one only has to calculate the leading-order diagram with the usualgluon propagator

substituted by the above one in which only the usualdenom inator of(�k2)� 2 is changed to

(�k2)� (2+ s).

To obtain the coe�cient function ~CL;N (1;as) we have to calculate the O (as)correction to

theCom pton forward scattering am plitudewith thee�ectivepropagatorEq.(19).W eget

B T[~CL;N (as)](s) = CF

 

�2e� C

Q 2

! s
8

(2� s)(1� s)(1+ s+ N )

�(s+ N )

�(1+ s)�(N )

= CF

 

�2e� C

Q 2

! s

8
�(s+ N )

�(1+ s)�(N )

�

 

1

(2+ N )(1� s)
�

1

(3+ N )(2� s)
+

1

(2+ N )(3+ N )(1+ s+ N )

!

:

(20)

The Boreltransform exhibits IR-renorm alons at s = 1 and s = 2. The position ofthe UV-

renorm alon s= �1� N dependson the m om entN one isdealing with.Form ula Eq.(20)has

been derived independently in [27].

TheNNA approxim antsto thecoe�cientfunction in allordersin a s can bederived setting

�2 = Q 2 and C = �5=3 in equation Eq.(20). Itisinteresting to com pare the approxim ation

ofthe NNA procedure with the exact results derived by Larin et al. [28]for the non singlet

m om entsN = 2;4;6;8,denoted by CL;N .

~CL;2(1;as) = as � 1:77778+ a
2

s(74:963� 4:54321N f)+ a
3

s(3238:62� 392:56N f + 11:8957N 2

f)

CL;2(1;as) = as � 1:77778+ a
2

s(56:755� 4:54321N f)+ a
3

s

�

2544:60� 421:69N f + 11:8957N 2

f

�23:21

N fX

f= 1

qf

�

~CL;4(1;as) = as � 1:06667+ a
2

s(56:32� 3:41333N f)+ a
3

s(2964:52� 359:336N f + 10:889N 2

f)

CL;4(1;as) = as � 1:06667+ a
2

s(47:99� 3:41333N f)+ a
3

s

�

2523:74� 383:052N f + 10:889N 2

f

�15:18

N fX

f= 1

qf

�

~CL;6(1;as) = as � 0:761905+ as(44:4789� 2:69569N f)+ a
2

s(2578:8� 312:582N f + 9:47219N 2

f)

CL;6(1;as) = as � 0:761905+ as(40:9962� 2:69569N f)+ a
2

s

�

2368:2� 340:069N f + 9:47219N 2

f

�11:12

N fX

f= 1

qf

�

~CL;8(1;as) = as � 0:592593+ a
2

s(36:8193� 2:23147N f)+ a
2

s(2269:79� 275:126N f + 8:33715N 2

f)

CL;8(1;as) = as � 0:592593+ a
2

s(35:8766� 2:23147N f)+ a
2

s

�

2215:21� 305:473N f + 8:33715N 2

f
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Exactresults[28] NNA approxim ants

N = 2 N F = 3 43:1254a2s + 1386:59a3s 61:3333a2s + 2168:a3s

N F = 4 38:5822a2s + 1032:7a3s 56:7901a2s + 1858:71a3s

N = 4 N F = 3 37:75a2s + 1472:58a3s 46:08a2s + 1984:51a3s

N F = 4 34:3367a2s + 1155:64a3s 42:6667a2s + 1701:4a3s

N = 6 N F = 3 32:9091a2s + 1433:24a3s 36:3918a2s + 1726:31a3s

N F = 4 30:2134a2s + 1152:07a3s 33:6961a2s + 1480:03a3s

N = 8 N F = 3 29:1822a2s + 1373:83a3s 30:1249a2s + 1519:45a3s

N F = 4 26:9507a2s + 1117:97a3s 27:8934a2s + 1302:68a3s

Table1:ComparisonoftheNNA approximantstotheexactresultsobtainedin[28]forthecoe� cient

function CL;N (1;as)up to orderO (a
3
s).W ehaveomitted theO (as)correctionswhich agreeexactly.

�8:74

N fX

f= 1

qf

�

(21)

The sum over the quark charges
P N f

f= 1qf stem s from the exact calculation ofthe so called

light-by-light diagram s where the photon vertices are connected with di�erent ferm ion lines.

Thosediagram s�rstappearatthree-loop level.

Thesubleading N f coe�cientsapproxim atethoseoftheexactexpression in sign and m agni-

tude.TheleadingN fa
2
s and N

2
fa

3
s coe�cientsofcourseagreeexactly.Thenum ericallyim portant

cases N f = 3 and N f = 4 are given in table 1. Forcom parison we have also given the NNA

approxim antsto theexactO (as)correctionsto thecoe�cientfunction ofthestructurefunction

F2 thatwere calculated in [29]. Itisinteresting to observe thatNNA approxim atesthe higher

m om ents consistently better than the lower ones and gives better results for FL than for F2.

Thesefeaturescan beunderstood asfollows.Them ostproblem aticproperty ofNNA isthene-

glectofm ultiple gluon em ission.Assuch processesareim portantforsm allx wecannotexpect

ourNNA structurefunctionsto becorrectin thisregion.Everhigherm om entsofthestructure

functions are less and less sensitive to their sm all-x behaviour and therefore the NNA should

system atically im prove.

Ascan beseen from Eq.(20)theperturbativeexpansion of ~CL;N isnotBorelsum m able.The

polesin the Borelrepresentation ats = 1 and s = 2 destroy a reconstruction ofthe sum m ed

seriesvia Eq.(18).Asym ptotically the�rstIR-Renorm alon,i.e.thepoleats= 1 willdom inate

theperturbativeexpansion giving riseto a factorialgrowth ofthecoe�cient

lim
m ! 1

~B
(m )

L;N � �
m
0

dm

dsm

1

1� s

�
�
�
�
�
s= 0

= �
m
0 m ! (22)

Thism eansthata perturbative expansion atbestcan beregarded asan asym ptotic expan-

sion and the expansion m akes sense only up to a m axim alvalue m = m 0 � log(Q 2=�2). For

higher values ofm > m 0 the �xed order contributions willincrease and �nally diverge. The

generaluncertainty in the perturbative prediction isthen ofthe orderofthe m inim alterm in

theexpansion.Itcan beestim ated eitherdirectly orby taking theim aginary part==� (divided

7



Exactresults[29] NNA approxim ants

N = 2 N F = 3 1:69381a2s 71:9999a2s

N F = 4 �3:63952a2s 66:6666a2s

N = 4 N F = 3 91:3793a2s 229:3403a2s

N F = 4 74:3914a2s 212:3488a2s

N = 6 N F = 3 218:3608a2s 378:1762a2s

N F = 4 190:3477a2s 350:1631a2s

N = 8 N F = 3 357:0326a2s 511:9848a2s

N F = 4 319:1078a2s 474:06a2s

N = 10 N F = 3 498:6271a2s 632:6276a2s

N F = 4 451:7658a2s 585:7663a2s

Table 2: Same asTable 1 forthe coe� cientfunction C2;N (1;as)ofthe momentsofthe structure

function F
p� n

2 . These were obtained in [29]up to orderO (a2s). On the rightcolumn we compare

thesewith theNNA approximants.TheO (as)correctionsagreeexactly.

by �)oftheBoreltransform [11].From Eq.(18)wegetforthefunction Eq.(20)

=

�

1

�0

1Z

0

dse
� s=(�0as)B T[~CL;N (as)](s)= �

8CF

�0

�2
C e

� C

Q 2

N

N + 2
�
4CF

�0

�4
C e

� 2C

Q 4

N 2 + N

N + 3
(23)

Theam biguity in thesign oftheIR-renorm alon contributionsisdueto thetwo possiblecontour

deform ationsaboveorbelow thepoleats= 1 and s= 2.Forthem om entsofF
p� n

L wethen get

M L;N (Q
2)=

"

CF

4

1+ N
as + O (a2s)�

 

8CF

�0

N

N + 2
+ O (as)

!
�2

M S
e5=3

Q 2

#

M 2;N (Q
2)

(24)

Observing that

1Z

0

dx x
N � 2

�

�(x� 1)� 2x3
�

=
N

N + 2
(25)

theaboveequation iseasily transform ed from them om ent-spaceto Bjorken-x space.

F
p� n

L (x;Q 2)+
4x2M 2

Q 2
F
p� n

2 (x;Q 2)= 4CF as(Q
2)

1Z

x

dy

y

 

x

y

! 2

F
p� n

2 (y;Q 2)+ O (a2s)

�
8CF

�0

�2

M S
e5=3

Q 2

2

4F
p� n

2 (x;Q 2)� 2

1Z

x

dy

y

 

x

y

! 3

F
p� n

2 (y;Q 2)+ O (as)

3

5

+4x3
M 2

Q 2

1Z

x

dy

y
F
p� n

2 (y;Q 2) (26)
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W ehaveneglected thecontribution ofthesecond IR-renorm alon sinceitisoftheorderof1=(Q 2)2

while thereisa contribution oforderas=Q
2 related to the am biguity in thecoe�cientfunction

ofF2 which wehavenotincluded.W ehaveincluded thekinem aticaland targetm asscorrections

to theorderweareworking asgiven in [6].

In connection totheIR renorm alon,itisinterestingtoinvestigatethecorrespondingam bigu-

ity in thede�nition ofthetwist-4 m atrix elem ents.Thiscan bedoneforthesecond m om entof

FL wherethecontributingtwist-4operatorsareknown,seeEq.(8).Com positeoperatorshaveto

berenorm alized individually and havetheirown renorm alization scaledependence.Operatorsof

ahighertwist,and thereforeofahigherdim ension,exhibitpower-likeUV divergencesin addition

to theusuallogarithm icones.In particular,a quadraticdivergence ofa twist-4 m atrix elem ent

contributing to FL,resultsin a m ixing with thelower-dim ension twist-2 m atrix elem ent.W hen

thecalculation ofthem atrix elem entisdonein thefram ework ofdim ensionalregularization,the

quadraticdivergencedoesnotappearexplicitely.Itm anifestsitselfas�(1� d=2)factor,singular

atd = 4,and atd = 2,whereitcorrespondstousuallogarithm icdivergence.Evaluatingtheone

loop contribution to thequark m atrix elem entsoftwist-4 operators,with theBoreltransform ed

propagator(Eq.(19)),in d = 4 dim ensionsweobtain an expression singularats= 1.

B T
h
~C
(a)

L;2(as)hpj
� 
�

D
�
gG �f�

�


�g jpi
p� n

i

(s)
�
�
�
s! 1

=
2CF

1� s

 

�2e� C

Q 2

!

hpj� 
f�iD �g jpi
p� n

B T

�

~C
(b)

L;2(as)hpj
� 
n

g~G �f�;iD �g

o

+


�

5 jpi

p� n

�

(s)

�
�
�
�
s! 1

=
28

3

CF

1� s

 

�2e� C

Q 2

!

hpj� 
f�iD �g jpi
p� n

(27)

The singularities at s = 1 is the m anifestation ofquadratic UV divergences. Inserting this

togetherwith Eq.(20)into theoperatorproductexpansion forthesecond m om entofFL wesee

thatthiscontribution indeed cancelsagainstthe IR-renorm alon contribution to the coe�cient

function ofthetwist-2 term ,resulting in an expression which isfreeofperturbatively generated

am biguitiesup to the�2=Q 2 order.

Theappearance ofan IR-renorm alon am biguity in a perturbative calculation thusindicates

theneed toincludehighertwistcorrectionstointerprettheperturbativeexpansion toallorders.

Ofcourse one can argue that the num ericalvalue ofthe IR-renorm alon uncertainty has no

physicalsigni�cance since ithasto cancelin a com pletecalculation.Asweexplained above,in

som e case a highertwistestim ate based on IR renorm alon am biguity hasproven to be a fairly

good guess,at least for low m om ents ofthe structure functions. In the present case the IR

calculation can be easily done forallm om ents,so thatthe resultcan be extended to produce

a m odelofthe the fullx-dependence ofhigher twist e�ects. W e keep in m ind that such a

m odelcannot have signi�cance beyond phenom enologicallevelfor the following reason. The

renorm alons am biguity in the coe�cient function C L;N (Q
2) is a target independent quantity

ofpure perturbative nature,while \genuine" higher twist m atrix elem ents are a m easure of

m ultiparticle correlationsin thetargetand areprocessdependent.

It is interesting to com pare our prediction for the twist-4 part ofFL with the available

experim entaldata. To this end we use the phenom enologicalparam etrizations for R(x;Q 2)

Eq.(2) of[2]. To extract FL(x;Q
2) we have choosen the param etrization ofF

p

2(x;Q
2) and

F d
2
(x;Q 2)of[30]valid in the region 0:006 < x < 0:9 and 0:5 < Q 2 < 75 GeV 2. W ith F

p� n

2 ’

2(F
p

2 � F d
2)wehave

FL +
4M 2x2

Q 2
F2 =

R

R + 1

 

1+
4M 2x2

Q 2

!

F2 = F
twist� 2
L (x;Q 2)+

d�t(x;Q 2)

Q 2
+ O

 

1

Q 4

!

; (28)
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Figure1:Comparison ofdQ C D (x;Q 2)(long dashed line),thepowersuppressed contribution on the

righthand side ofEq.(26),with the phenomenological� td�t(x;Q 2)(fullline)Eq.(28). W e have

also plotted the IR-renormalon (twist-4) part (short dashed line) and the target mass corrections

(dotted line)separately.Theagreementwith experimentismuch betterincluding twist-4 corrections

than withoutthem (dotted line).W ehavechosen �
M S

= 250 M eV,Q 2 = 5 GeV and N f = 4.

where we neglect the O (1=Q 4) contributions for consistent com parison with our calculation.

TheQ 2 dependenceofthehighertwistcoe�cientd �t(x;Q 2)isonly logarithm ic.In Figure1 we

com paretheexperim ental�tofthehigher-twistcoe�cientwith theQCD-calculation (Eq.(26)),

where we have shown target m ass and twist-4 contributions separately. W e observe a rather

largecontribution com ing from theIR renorm alon estim ateforthetwist-4 part,which accounts

form orethan halfofthediscrepancy between theexperim ental�tand a prediction which takes

into accountthetargetm asscorrection only.Thesign oftheIR renorm alon contribution,which

cannot be determ ined theoretically,should be choosen positive. This leads to an astonishing

agreem ent(possiblesom ewhatfortuitous)with theexperim ental�t.Ourestim atebased on the

calculation ofthe IR am biguity has proven to be phenom enologically surprisingly successful,

predicting a high twist-4 contribution to FL in accordancewith experim entalresults.Itfurther

supportsthe idea that,while the rigorousQCD calculationsofhighertwistcontribution to FL
arenotyetavailable,calculationsliketheonepresented in thispapercan beused to predictthe

orderofm agnitudeofpowersuppressed corrections.
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