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A bstract

Quark m ass corrections to the spin partonic structure function o x;Q 2) and
function F3 (X;Q 2) are obtained at the order O ( ) along w ith the coe cient func-
tionsC @) and C V) related to the B prken and G ross{Llwellyn-Sm ith sum rules. In
them assless Iin it the differencebetween F'3 and g; isencountered tobe ( &= )Cr (1
x). The results for the functions C ) and ¢ V) at m = 0 agree w ith the previous
M S-schem e calculationsC ®’=c V) =1 (3 =4 )Cp.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602362v2

Reoently m any theoretical e orts were spent to study radiative corrections to the
polarized B prken sum rul BSR) [L]in deep inelastic eN -scattering
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where g, and gy are the constants in nuetron weak decay and C @’ is the coe cient
function of the axial current in the operator product expansion of two vector currents.
Corrections to C #’ are known to coincide w ith those to another coe cient function ¢ ¢
which is relevant for the G ross{Llewellyn-Sm ith (G LS) sum rml ] in neutrho-nuclkon
scattering
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The lading corrections to BSR and GLS were rst computed in Refs. [, 4] and
appeared tobe C®) = CcV) =1 G 3 ~4 ). Next to lkading order results for both
sum rules can be fund in Ref. []. D iscrepancies between C #) and C V) arise only at
orderO ( S) [6]w here "light-by-light’ disgram s appear. T hese calculations were perform ed
InM S schanewih quark massm = 0. From the otherhand recent tim e m ass dependent
RG equations []] and power corrections B] attract a great attention. Thus it is of Interest
to get m ass dependence of coe cient functions.

In the recent work Q] there were computed O ( ) corrections to C ®) in on-shell
schem e. It was noticed that there are contributions to the partonic structure function g;
that survive when m ! 0. That is the diagram of the box type which is regponsble for
that. A fterm om entum integration it develops an additional com pensating factor 1=m 2
which cancels w ith them ass In num erator resulting In nite tem s. Thus the result forg;
is di erent In dependence on whethermassm = 0 from the very begihning or it is kept
till the end of calculations.

Below the partonic structure finctionsboth g; and F'3 at orderO ( ) withm € O will
be presented. A Iong this paper we use the on-shell renom alization schem e.

First we note that the contribution of virtual glion can be expressed in temm s of
renom alized elastic form factors of currents. C orrections to the vector (axial) current are
usually written as (@= p° p)
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These form factors were com puted earlier in QED and electroweak theory (see eg. [10]
and references therein) . W e take them 1n the ollow Ing form
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In the above formulae isa anall’gluon m ass’ ( t;m ?) beihg infrared requlator and

m isa quark m ass. Fom factorF 7' is irrelevant and hence is om itted. T he vector current
is nom alized such thatFY @@= 0) = 1. If such the condition is im posed then for the
axialcurrent one getsF 0) = 1 (2 ).Fom factorF; (0) = 1=2 is the wellknown
anom alous m agnetic m om ent. Let us em phasize that it is im possble to nom alize both
currents to uniy in the presence ofa nonvanishing m ass. W e shall retum to this question
later on.

U sing de nitions @), @) the virtual contributions can be cast into the fom
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Next we tum to the real gluon contrbutions. Again one faces with IR divergencies
w hich are due to soft or collinear gluon em ission . A s above they are reqularized by letting
a gluon have a snall nonzero mass . Calculating strightforwardly the diagram s one
obtains functions which have a nontrivial dependence on . It causes singularities lke
1=1 x) at the end point of x-integration (in presence ofa smallmass x is varyihg
In the nterval 0 < x < 1 2r =m ). O f course after integration over varabl x the

dependence is cast into that as in ormulae @), Q) with the opposite sign so that

cancels in thewholem om ents. To cancelout before ntegration we rew rite result using

the wellknown ‘plus distribution’ {11], ie. every function f k) being singularat x = 1 is



replaced by

1%r=m
ftx)=£f )+ 1 x) f (z)dz; 11)
0
wherethelimi ! 0 isinplied. A fier som e transform ations the structure functions can
be presented as
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Here w (x) stands for either g; or F3. A1l infrared divergencies now are absorbed in
coe cientsR . By explicit calculation we have found orR ;c; and ¢
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From the omuke @),{0) and @2){ (%) one can see that Iog ’scancelaswellasF ;5
and we are keft wih IR safe expressions.

IfQ? m? then the ormulse forg; ;F; greatly sin plify. A dding the Bom contribution
and keeping only leading tem s in m =0 2 we arrive at
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A sitwasm entioned in the beginning of the paper corrections to the structure finction
F; evaluated In m asskess theory coincide w ith those to g; . Herewe see from  0), €1) that
this is not true n m asslkess lin it of the m assive form ulae. The di erence is totally due to
coe cients c1’s. Ik is worth noting that the resul obtained should not depend on an in—
frared regularization procedure provided quark m assm tendsto zero after IR singularities
are canceled out. Eqns. @€0), 1) yield that g; develops an extraterm G ( =2 ) (1 x).
In fact thisterm de nesa ferm ion helicity— jp probability P+  (x) and was studied In Ref.
i1

U sing ormulae (14){ {l9) we cbtain rst m om ents ofg; and F5 w ith no approxin ation
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W here the factors ’s read
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Function I (r) can be expressed through Euler dilogarithm function Li and has the 1~
low Ing representation
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In high 02 region ttumstobeI®) = 2 Ilogr+ r@=9+ (5=3)logr)+0 (¢ ogr).
Eagns. ©3){{£5) togetherw ith £6) give the values ofthe rst m om ents ofthe partonic
structure filnctions in the whole region of Q2 > 0. In deep nelastic case m2=Q? ! 0) we



obtain g = 1 G 6 ~4 ) while wihh the masskss approach £ is1 G 3 =4 ).

This resul was found earlier in Ref. 1.
Let us consider now the coe cient functions. The OPE says that
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where A’s are de ned from operatorm atrix elem ents
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wih quark eld .M atrix elem ents 30), B1) must be taken at zero m om entum transfer
t= 0 in the on-shell schem e. For the vector current the dentity A ) 1+ (= )F) (t=

0) ollow s and it is equalto uniy because of the current nom alization whik for the axial
we haveAél) © 1+ (&~ )F;® F ©).Thestructure in the parentheses looks lke

Fi (b F1V<t>=l s og (33)

with de ned asin ®) and r = m?=t. For large t (33) vanishes as it should be due to
chiral invariance. T his situation is realized when m is identically equalto zero, when the
Iimit! 0 cormresponding to the forward m atrix elem ent could be easily taken. H ow ever,
if one take this lin it kefore settingm = 0 the m ass tem s com e into the gam e and @3)
becomes 1=2. One can check this using (5) {{8) . Asa result C®) di ers form the g, at

m = 0by a nie tem
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Let us summ arize now the results. Coe cient functions C’s with a nonvanishing
ferm ion m ass look like

c® =1+ 4—ScF (% + 2); (35)
cYi=1+ 4—ScF Fa, (36)

where finctions are given by 24),25%). In Fig.l there are the plots of the corrections to
coe cient fiinctionsC ®';C V) versusm 2=Q 2. In the deep Melastic lim it both corrections
coincide w ith each other In agreem ent w ith the values quoted in literature.



Up to the tem s O m °=Q ?)? the Eqns. (33),E6) read
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T he discrepancy between C ) and C V) m anifests a violation of the C rew ther relation
31 by m ass corrections.

The m agniude of the strange quark m ass correction is about 0:12 of the m asskss
onedoop result at Q% = 2Ge&V?. For the light quarks, the m ass contrdution is negligble
ifone uses the current quark m ass oforderoffew M €V . If, how ever, one takes into account
that such a scale should be non-cbservable and substitute instead the scale of order of a
pion m ass {14], the result is still about 0:1.

T he caloulated corrections are in fact the rst exam ple ofthe NLO m ass dependence
In QCD . Generally soeaking this would require to calculate the 2-Joop m ass-dependent
anom alous din ension and one-loop coe cient function. However in the case at hand the
anom alous din ension is zero and the calculated contrilbbution provides the nalresul.

A frer thiswork was com pleted, the paper [15] appeared, w here the coe cient filnctions
or heavy quarks are investigated in the Iimit Q?  m?.

W e are ndebted to A L.Kataev, SV .M khailv and IV .M usatov for ussfil discus—
sions. O T . isgratefulto J.C ollins for elucidating correspondence and to W .van N eerven
for valuable com m ents.
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Fig. 1. Corrections to the B prken (solid line) and G ross{L lewellyn-Sm ih
(dashed line) sum rules versusm ?=Q 2. Coe cient finctions are w ritten in the
form C ®V) =1+ (=4 )Cxr *V.



