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A bstract

Q uark m ass corrections to the spin partonic structure function g1(x;Q
2) and

function F3(x;Q
2)are obtained atthe orderO (�s)along with the coe� cientfunc-

tionsC (A )and C (V )related totheBjorken and G ross{Llewellyn-Sm ith sum rules.In

them asslesslim itthedifferencebetween F3 and g1 isencountered tobe(�s=�)CF (1�

x). The resultsforthe functionsC (A ) and C (V ) atm = 0 agree with the previous

M S-schem e calculationsC (A )= C (V ) = 1� (3�s=4�)CF .
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Recently m any theoreticale�orts were spent to study radiative corrections to the

polarized Bjorken sum rule(BSR)[1]in deep inelasticeN -scattering
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where gA and gV are the constants in nuetron weak decay and C (A ) is the coe�cient

function ofthe axialcurrent in the operatorproduct expansion oftwo vector currents.

Correctionsto C (A ) areknown to coincidewith thoseto anothercoe�cientfunction C (V )

which isrelevantforthe Gross{Llewellyn-Sm ith (GLS)sum rule [2]in neutrino-nucleon

scattering

1Z

0

�

F
��p

3 (x;Q 2)+ F
�p

3 (x;Q 2)
�

dx = 3C (V )
: (2)

The leading corrections to BSR and GLS were �rst com puted in Refs. [3,4]and

appeared to be C (A ) = C (V ) = 1� CF (3�s=4�). Nextto leading orderresults forboth

sum rulescan be found in Ref. [5]. Discrepancies between C (A ) and C (V ) arise only at

orderO (�3
s
)[6]where’light-by-light’disgram sappear.Thesecalculationswereperform ed

in M S schem ewith quark m assm = 0.From theotherhand recenttim em assdependent

RG equations[7]and powercorrections[8]attractagreatattention.Thusitisofinterest

to getm assdependence ofcoe�cientfunctions.

In the recent work [9]there were com puted O (�s) corrections to C (A ) in on-shell

schem e.Itwasnoticed thattherearecontributionsto thepartonicstructurefunction g1

thatsurvive when m ! 0.Thatisthe diagram ofthe box type which isresponsible for

that. Afterm om entum integration itdevelops an additionalcom pensating factor1=m 2

which cancelswith them assin num eratorresulting in �niteterm s.Thustheresultforg1

isdi�erentin dependence on whetherm assm = 0 from the very beginning oritiskept

tilltheend ofcalculations.

Below thepartonicstructurefunctionsboth g1 and F3 atorderO (�s)with m 6= 0 will

bepresented.Along thispaperweusetheon-shellrenorm alization schem e.

First we note that the contribution ofvirtualgluon can be expressed in term s of

renorm alized elasticform factorsofcurrents.Correctionsto thevector(axial)currentare

usually written as(q= p0� p)

V� = �u(p0)

�


�

�

1+
�s

�
CF F

V

1
(q)

�

+
1

4m
[̂q;
�]�

�s

�
CF F

V

2
(q)

�

u(p); (3)

A � = �u(p0)

�


�
5

�

1+
�s

�
CF F

A

1
(q)

�

+
1

4m
(p+ p

0)�
5
�s

�
CF F

A

2
(q)

�

u(p): (4)

2



These form factorswere com puted earlier in QED and electroweak theory (see e.g. [10]

and referencestherein).W etakethem in thefollowing form

F
V

1 = �
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1� �2
log�

!

log
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m
� 1�

3�2 + 2� + 3
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log�

+
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4
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� +
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2
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F
V

2
= �

�

1� �2
log�; (6)

F
A

1 = F
V

1 +
�

1� �2
log�; (7)

with

�=

p
1+ 4r� 1

p
1+ 4r+ 1

; r=
m 2

Q 2
: (8)

In theaboveform ulae� isa sm all’gluon m ass’(� � t;m 2)being infrared regulatorand

m isa quark m ass.Form factorF A
2 isirrelevantand henceisom itted.Thevectorcurrent

is norm alized such thatF V
1
(q = 0)= 1. Ifsuch the condition is im posed then forthe

axialcurrentone getsF A
1 (0)= 1� (�s=2�).Form factorF

V
2 (0)= 1=2 isthe wellknown

anom alousm agnetic m om ent. Letusem phasize thatitisim possible to norm alize both

currentstounity in thepresenceofanonvanishing m ass.W eshallreturn tothisquestion

lateron.

Using de�nitions(3),(4)thevirtualcontributionscan becastinto theform

g
virtual

1
=
1

2

�s

4�
CF �(1� x)

n

8F V

1
+ 4F V

2

o

; (9)

F
virtual

3
=
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4�
CF �(1� x)

n

4F V

1
+ 4F A

1

o

: (10)

Next we turn to the realgluon contributions. Again one faceswith IR divergencies

which areduetosoftorcollineargluon em ission.Asabovethey areregularized by letting

a gluon have a sm allnonzero m ass �. Calculating strightforwardly the diagram s one

obtains functions which have a nontrivialdependence on �. It causes singularities like

1=(1� x)atthe end pointofx-integration (in presence ofa sm allm ass � x isvarying

in the interval0 < x < 1 � 2r�=m ). Ofcourse after integration over variable x the

� dependence iscastinto thatasin form ulae (9),(10)with the opposite sign so that�

cancelsin thewholem om ents.To cancelout� beforeintegration werewriteresultusing

thewellknown ’plusdistribution’[11],i.e.every function f(x)being singularatx = 1 is
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replaced by

f(x)= f+ (x)+ �(1� x)

1� 2r�=mZ

0

f(z)dz; (11)

wherethelim it� ! 0 isim plied.Aftersom etransform ationsthestructurefunctionscan

bepresented as

w
real(x)=

1

2
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; (12)
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p
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1+ 2rx�
p
1+ 4rx2

: (13)

Here w(x) stands for either g1 or F3. Allinfrared divergencies now are absorbed in

coe�cientsR .By explicitcalculation wehavefound forR ;c 1 and c2
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c
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i

(18)

c
F3
2 =

� 2

1+ 4rx2

�

1+ x + 4r(1+ x)+ 16r2x2
�

(19)

From theform ulae(9),(10)and (12){(15)onecan see thatlog�’scancelaswellasF
A ;V

1;2

and weareleftwith IR safeexpressions.

IfQ 2 � m 2 then theform ulaeforg1;F3 greatlysim plify.AddingtheBorncontribution

and keeping only leading term sin m 2=Q 2 wearriveat
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1
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(22)

Asitwasm entioned in thebeginningofthepapercorrectionstothestructurefunction

F3 evaluated in m asslesstheory coincidewith thosetog1.Hereweseefrom (20),(21)that

thisisnottruein m asslesslim itofthem assiveform ulae.Thedi�erenceistotally dueto

coe�cientsc 1’s.Itisworth noting thatthe resultobtained should notdepend on an in-

frared regularization procedureprovided quark m assm tendstozeroafterIR singularities

arecanceled out.Eqns.(20),(21)yield thatg1 developsan extraterm � CF (�s=2�)(1� x).

In factthisterm de�nesaferm ion helicity-
ip probability P + � (x)and wasstudied in Ref.

[12].

Using form ulae(14){(19)weobtain �rstm om entsofg1 and F3 with noapproxim ation

m ade

2

1Z

0

w(x)dx = 1+
�s

4�
CF �; w(x)= g1(x);F3(x): (23)

W herethefactors�’sread

�
g1 = � 4+

1� 16r

2
I(r)�

2� 17r+ 16r2

2r(1� r)
logr+

1� 5r� 28r2
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�
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Function I(r)can be expressed through Eulerdilogarithm function Li2 and hasthe fol-

lowing representation

I(r)=

1Z

0
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p
1+ 4rx2

log
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p
1+ 4rx2

1+ 2rx�
p
1+ 4rx2

=
1

2
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2
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4
+
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2
log

2
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a = (1�
p
r)=(1+

p
r); t=

p
1+ 4r� 2

p
r: (27)

In high Q 2 region itturnsto beI(r)= 2� logr+ r(2=9+ (5=3)logr)+O (r2logr).

Eqns.(23){(25)togetherwith (26)givethevaluesofthe�rstm om entsofthepartonic

structurefunctionsin thewholeregion ofQ 2 > 0.In deep inelasticcase(m 2=Q 2 ! 0)we
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obtain g
(1)

1 = 1� CF (5�s=4�)while within the m asslessapproach itis1� CF (3�s=4�).

Thisresultwasfound earlierin Ref.[9].

Letusconsidernow thecoe�cientfunctions.TheOPE saysthat

2g
(1)

1 (Q 2)= C
(A )(Q 2)A

(1)

5 ; (28)

2F
(1)

3 (Q 2)= C
(V )(Q 2)A (1)

; (29)

whereA’sarede�ned from operatorm atrix elem ents

hp;sj� (q)
5
� (q)jp
0
;si= �u(p)
�
5u(p

0)A
(1)

5 (t); (30)

hpj� (q)
� (q)jp
0
i= �u(p)
�u(p

0)A (1)(t); (31)

t= (p0� p)2; (32)

with quark �eld  .M atrix elem ents(30),(31)m ustbetaken atzero m om entum transfer

t= 0 in theon-shellschem e.Forthevectorcurrenttheidentity A (1) � 1+ (�s=�)F
V
1 (t=

0)followsand itisequalto unity becauseofthecurrentnorm alization whilefortheaxial

wehaveA
(1)

5 (t)� 1+ (�s=�)(F
A
1 (t)� FV1 (t)).Thestructurein theparentheseslookslike

F
A

1
(t)� F

V

1
(t)=

�

1� �2
log�; (33)

with � de�ned asin (8)and r = m 2=t. Forlarge t(33)vanishesasitshould be due to

chiralinvariance.Thissituation isrealized when m isidentically equalto zero,when the

lim itt! 0 corresponding to theforward m atrix elem entcould beeasily taken.However,

ifone take thislim itbefore setting m = 0 the m assterm scom e into the gam e and (33)

becom es� 1=2.Onecan check thisusing (5){(8).Asa resultC(A ) di�ersform theg
(1)

1 at

m = 0 by a �niteterm

C
(A ) =

�

1�
5�s

4�
CF

� �

1�
�s

2�
CF

�
� 1

= 1�
3�s

4�
CF + O (�2

s
): (34)

Let us sum m arize now the results. Coe�cient functions C’s with a nonvanishing

ferm ion m asslook like

C
(A )= 1+

�s

4�
CF (�

g1 + 2); (35)

C
(V )= 1+

�s

4�
CF �

F3; (36)

wherefunctions� aregiven by (24),(25).In Fig.1 therearetheplotsofthecorrectionsto

coe�cientfunctionsC (A );C (V ) versusm 2=Q 2.In thedeep inelasticlim itboth corrections

coincidewith each otherin agreem entwith thevaluesquoted in literature.
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Up to theterm sO (m 2=Q 2)2 theEqns.(35),(36)read

C
(A )(Q 2)= 1�

�s

4�
CF

"

3+
m 2

Q 2

�11

3
log

m 2

Q 2
�
10

9

�
#

; (37)

C
(V )(Q 2)= 1�

�s

4�
CF

"

3+
m 2

Q 2

�

3log
m 2

Q 2
+ 4

�
#

: (38)

The discrepancy between C (A ) and C (V ) m anifests a violation ofthe Crewther relation

[13]by m asscorrections.

The m agnitude ofthe strange quark m ass correction is about 0:12 ofthe m assless

one-loop resultatQ 2 = 2GeV 2.Forthelightquarks,them asscontribution isnegligible

ifoneusesthecurrentquarkm assoforderoffew M eV.If,however,onetakesintoaccount

thatsuch a scale should benon-observable and substitute instead thescaleoforderofa

pion m ass[14],theresultisstillabout0:1.

Thecalculated correctionsarein factthe�rstexam ple oftheNLO m assdependence

in QCD.Generally speaking this would require to calculate the 2-loop m ass-dependent

anom alousdim ension and one-loop coe�cientfunction.Howeverin thecaseathand the

anom alousdim ension iszero and thecalculated contribution providesthe�nalresult.

Afterthisworkwascom pleted,thepaper[15]appeared,wherethecoe�cientfunctions

forheavy quarksareinvestigated in thelim itQ 2 � m2.

W e are indebted to A.L.Kataev,S.V.M ikhailov and I.V.M usatov forusefuldiscus-

sions.O.T.isgratefultoJ.Collinsforelucidatingcorrespondenceand toW .van Neerven

forvaluablecom m ents.
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Fig. 1. Corrections to the Bjorken (solid line) and Gross{Llewellyn-Sm ith

(dashed line)sum rulesversusm 2=Q 2.Coe�cientfunctionsarewritten in the

form C (A );(V ) = 1+ (�s=4�)CF �
A ;V .
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