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A bstract

W e presenta setofform ulae to extractthe longitudinaldeep inelastic struc-

turefunction FL from the transverse structure function F2 and itsderivative

dF2=dlnQ
2 atsm allx.Ourexpressionsarevalid forany valueof�,being x� �

thebehavioroftheparton densitiesatlow x.Using F2 HERA dataweobtain

FL in the range10� 4 � x � 10� 2 atQ 2 = 20 GeV 2.Som e otherapplications

oftheform ulaearepointed out.
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Forexperim entalstudiesofhadron-hadron processeson the new,powerfulLHC col-

lider,itisnecessary to know in detailthe valuesofthe parton (quark and gluon)distri-

butions(PD)ofnucleons,especially atsm allvaluesofx. The basic inform ation on the

quark structureofnucleonsisextracted from theprocessofdeep inelasticlepton-hadron

scattering (DIS).Itsdi�erentialcross-section hastheform :

d2�

dxdy
=

2��2em

xQ 4
[
�

1� y+ y
2
=2
�

F2(x;Q
2)�

�

y
2
=2
�

FL(x;Q
2)];

where F2(x;Q
2) and FL(x;Q

2) are the transverse and longitudinalstructure functions

(SF),respectively.

The longitudinalSF FL(x;Q
2) is a very sensitive QCD characteristic because it is

equalto zero in the parton m odelwith spin� 1=2 partons(itis very large with spin� 0

partons).In addition,atsm allvaluesofx,FL data arenotyetavailable
3,asthey require

a rathercum bersom eprocedure(see[3],forexam ple).

In thepresentarticlewestudy thebehaviourofFL(x;Q
2)atsm allvaluesofx,using

the HERA data [4],[5]and the m ethod [6]ofreplacem entofthe M ellin convolution by

ordinary products. By analogy with the case ofthe gluon distribution function (see [7]

and itsreferences)itispossible to obtain the relation between FL(x;Q
2),F2(x;Q

2)and

dF(x;Q 2)=dlnQ 2 at sm allx. Thus,the sm allx behaviour ofthe SF FL(x;Q
2) can be

extracted directly from the m easured values ofF2(x;Q
2) and its derivative without a

cum bersom e procedure (see [3]). These extracted values ofFL m ay be wellconsidered

asnew sm allx \experim entaldata" ofFL. W hen experim entaldata forFL atsm allx

becom e available with a good accuracy,a violation ofthe relation willbe an indication

oftheim portanceofothere�ectsashighertwistcontribution and/orofnon-perturbative

QCD dynam icsatsm allx.

W e follow the notation ofourprevious work in ref. [7]. The singlet quark s(x;Q 2
0)

and gluon g(x;Q 2
0
)parton distribution functions(PDF)4 atsom e Q 2

0
are param eterized

by (see,forexam ple,[8]):

p(x;Q 2

0) = A px
� �(1� x)�p(1+ �p

p
x+ 
px) (p= s;g) (1)

The value of� isa m atterofcontroversy. The \conventional" choice is� = 0,which

leads to a non-singular behaviour ofthe PD (as for exam ple the D 0

0
�t in [8]) when

x ! 0. Anothervalue,� � 1

2
,wasobtained in the studies perform ed in ref. [9]asthe

sum oftheleading powersofln(1=x)in allordersofperturbation theory (PT)(D 0

�
�tin

[8]).Experim entally,recentNM C data [10]favorsm allvaluesof�.Thisresultisalso in

agreem entwith presentdataforpp and pp totalcross-sections(see[11])and corresponds

to the m odelofLandsho� and Nachtm ann pom eron [12]with the exchange ofa pairof

non-perturbative gluons,yielding � = 0:086. However,the new HERA data [4,5]prefer

� � 0:2.

3In the tim e ofpreparing thisarticle,the H1 collaboration presented [2]the �rst(prelim inary)m ea-

surem entofFL atsm allx
4W e use PDF m ultiplied by x and neglectthe nonsingletquark distribution atsm allx.
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From the theoreticalside,the typeofevolution ofthePD in Eq.(1)dependson the

value and form of� (�q = �g). Forexam ple,a Q
2-independent � obeysthe Dokshitzer-

Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DGLAP)equation when x� � � 1 (see,forexam ple,[13]

-[15]). However,if�(Q2
0) = 0 in som e point Q 2

0 � 1GeV2 (see [10],[16],[18]) ,the

behaviourp(x;Q 2)� Const(p = (s;g))isnotcom patible with DGLAP equation and a

m oresingularbehaviourisgenerated.

Ifwerestricttheanalysisto a Regge-likeform ofstructurefunctions,oneobtains(see

[18])

p(x;Q 2)� x
� �p(Q

2)

with next-to-leading order(NLO)�q(Q
2)6= �g(Q

2)intercepttrajectories.

W ithoutany restriction thedouble-logarithm icalbehaviour,i.e.

p(x;Q 2)� exp

�
1

2

s

�p(Q
2)ln

1

x

�

(2)

isgenerated.

AtNLO and forf = 4 activequarksonehas:

�g(Q
2) =

36

25
t�

91096

5625
l; �q(Q

2) = �g(Q
2)� 20l

wheret = ln(�(Q 2
0
)=�(Q 2))and l = �(Q 2

0
)� �(Q2)5.

Asourgoalisthe extraction ofFL withouttheoreticalrestrictions,we willconsider

both,the Regge-like behaviour p(x;Q 2)� x� � (ifx� � � 1)and the non-Regge depen-

denceofEq.(2)(if�(Q2
0
)= 0).

1. Assum ing the Regge-like behaviour for the gluon distribution and F2(x;Q
2) at

x� � � 1:

g(x;Q 2)= x
� �~g(x;Q 2); F2(x;Q

2)= x
� �~s(x;Q 2);

weobtain thefollowing equation fortheQ 2 derivativeoftheSF F2:

dF2(x;Q
2)

dlnQ 2
= �

1

2
x
� �

X

p= s;g

�

r
1+ �
sp (�) ~p(0;Q 2)+ r

�
sp(�)x~p

0(0;Q 2)+ O (x2)
�

FL(x;Q
2) = x

� �
X

p= s;g

�

r
1+ �
Lp (�) ~p(0;Q

2)+ r
�
Lp(�)x~p

0(0;Q 2)+ O (x2)
�

; (3)

wherer�sp(�)andr
�

Lp(�)arethecom binationsoftheanom alousdim ensions(AD)ofW ilson

operators
�sp = �
(0);�sp + �2
(1);�sp + O (�3)and W ilson coe�cients6 �B
p;�

L

�

1+ �R
p;�

L

�

+ O (�3)

and �B
p;�

2 + O (�2)ofthe � "m om ent" (i.e.,the corresponding variablesextended from

integervaluesofargum entto non-integerones):

5Hereafterweuse �(Q 2)= �s(Q
2)=4� .

6BecauseweconsiderhereF2(x;Q
2)butnotthe singletquark distribution.
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r
�

Ls(�) = �B
s;�

L

�

1+ �

�

R
s;�

L � B
s;�

2

��

+ O (�3)

r
�

Lg(�) =
e

f
�B

g;�

L

�

1+ �

�

R
g;�

L � B
g;�

2 B
s;�

L =B
g;�

L

��

+ O (�3)

r
�
ss(�) = �


(0);�
ss + �

2

�



(1);�
ss + B

g;�

2 

(0);�
gs + 2�0B

s;�

2

�

+ O (�3) (4)

r
�
sg(�) =

e

f

�

�

(0);�
sg + �

2

�



(1);�
sg + B

s;�

2 

(0);�
sg + B

g;�

2 (2�0 + 

(0);�
gg � 


(0);�
ss )

��

+ O (�3)

and

~p0(0;Q 2)�
d

dx
~p(x;Q 2)atx = 0;

wheree=
P f

i e
2
i isthesum ofsquaresofquark charges.

W ith accuracy ofO (x2� �),wehaveforEq.(3)

dF2(x;Q
2)

dlnQ 2
= �

1

2

�

r
1+ �
sg (�sg)

� �
g(x=�sg;Q

2)+ r
1+ �
ss F2(x;Q

2)+ (r�ss � r
1+ �
ss )x1� �~s0(x;Q 2)

�

+ O (x2� �) (5)

FL(x;Q
2)= r

1+ �
Lg (�Lg)

� �
g(x=�Lg;Q

2)+ r
1+ �
Ls F2(x;Q

2)+ (r�Ls � r
1+ �
Ls )x

1� �~s0(x;Q 2)

+ O (x2� �); (6)

with �sg = r1+ �sg =r�sg and �Lg = r
1+ �
Lg =r

�
Lg.

From Eq.(5)and (6)onecan obtain FL asa function ofF2 and thederivative.

FL(x;Q
2) = � �

�

�

2
r
1+ �
Lg

r1+ �sg

dF2(x�;Q
2)

dlnQ 2
+

�

r
1+ �
Ls �

r
1+ �
Lg

r1+ �sg

r
1+ �
ss

�

F2(x�;Q
2)

+ O (x2� �;�x1� �)

�

; (7)

wheretheresultisrestricted to O (x2� �;�x1� �).

To arriveto theaboveequation wehaveperform ed thesubstitution

�sg=�Lg ! � = 

(0);1+ �
sg B

g;�

L =

(0);�
sg B

g;1+ �

L

and neglected theterm � ~s0(x�sg;Q
2).

This replacem ent is very useful. The NLO AD 
(1);nsp are singular7 in both points,

n = 1 and n = 0,and theirpresence into theargum entsof~p(x;Q 2)m akesthenum erical

agreem ent between this approxim ate form ula and the exact calculation worse (we have

checked thispointusing som eM RS setsofparton distributions).

7In the case ofreplacem entM ellin convolution by ordinary productthese singularitiestransform to

logarithm ically increasing term s(see [14]and [6]).
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Using NLO approxim ation ofr1+ �sp and r
1+ �
Lp we easily obtain8 the �nalresults for

FL(x;Q
2):

FL(x;Q
2)= � 2

B
g;1+ �

L

�

1+ �R
g;1+ �

L

�



(0);1+ �
sg + 


(1);1+ �
sg �

�
�

�
dF2(x�;Q

2)

dlnQ 2

+
�

2

�
B
s;1+ �

L

B
g;1+ �

L



(0);1+ �
sg � 


(0);1+ �
ss

�

F2(x�;Q
2)

�

+ O (�2;x2� �;�x1� �) (8)

FL(x;Q
2)= � 2

B
g;1+ �

L

�

1+ �R
g;1+ �

L

�



(0);1+ �
sg + 


(1);1+ �
sg �

�
dF2(x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2

+
�

2

�
B
s;1+ �

L

B
g;1+ �

L



(0);1+ �
sg � 


(0);1+ �
ss

�

F2(x;Q
2)

�

+ O (�2;x1� �); (9)

where



(1);�
sg = 


(1);�
sg + B

s;�

2 

(0);�
sg + B

g;�

2 (2�0 + 

(0);�
gg � 


(0);�
ss ); R

g;�

L = R
g;�

L � B
g;�

2

B
s;�

L

B
g;�

L

In principle any equation from above form ulae (8),(9) m ay be used,because there

is a strong cancelation between the shifts in the argum ents ofthe function F2 and its

derivative,and the shifts in the coe�cients in frontofthem . The di�erence lies in the

degree ofaccuracy one can reach with them ,which depends on the x and Q 2 region of

interest.

Forconcretevaluesof� = 0:5 and � = 0:3 weobtain (forf=4 and M S schem e):

if � = 0:5

FL(x;Q
2)=

0:87

1+ 22:9�

�
dF2(0:70x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2
+ 4:17�F2(0:70x;Q

2)

�

+ O (�2;x2� �;�x1� �)(10)

FL(x;Q
2)=

1:04

1+ 22:9�

�
dF2(x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2
+ 4:17�F2(x;Q

2)

�

+ O (�2;x1� �) (11)

if � = 0:3

FL(x;Q
2)=

0:84

1+ 59:3�

�
dF2(0:48x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2
+ 3:59�F2(0:48x;Q

2)

�

+ O (�2;x2� �;�x1� �) (12)

FL(x;Q
2)=

1:05

1+ 59:3�

�
dF2(x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2
+ 3:59�F2(x;Q

2)

�

+ O (�2;x1� �) (13)

2.Assum ing thenon-Regge-like behaviourforthegluon distribution and F2(x;Q
2):

g(x;Q 2)=
exp(1

2

q

�g(Q
2)ln1

x
)

(2��g(Q
2)ln1

x
)
1=4

~g(x;Q 2); F2(x;Q
2)=

exp(1
2

q

�s(Q
2)ln1

x
)

(2��s(Q
2)ln1

x
)
1=4

~s(x;Q 2);

8The LO analysiswasgiven already in [17]
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weobtain thefollowing equation fortheQ 2 derivativeoftheSF F2
9:

dF2(x;Q
2)

dlnQ 2
= �

1

2

X

p= s;g

exp(1
2

q

�p(Q
2)ln1

x
)

(2��p(Q
2)ln1

x
)
1=4

�

~r1sp(�) ~p(0;Q
2)+ O (x1)

�

; (14)

FL(x;Q
2)=

X

p= s;g

exp(1
2

q

�p(Q
2)ln1

x
)

(2��p(Q
2)ln1

x
)
1=4

�

~r1Lp(�) ~p(0;Q
2)+ O (x1)

�

; (15)

where ~r1sp(�) and ~r1Lp(�) can be obtained from corresponding functions r1+ �sp (�) and

r1+ �sp (�),respectively,replacing thesingularterm 1=� at� ! 0 by 1=~�:

1

�

�! 0
!

1

~�
=

v
u
u
t
ln(1=x)

�p(Q
2)

�
1

4�p(Q
2)

2

6
41+

1X

m = 1

1� 3� :::� (2m � 1)
�

4
q

�p(Q
2)ln(1=x)

�m

3

7
5 (16)

Thesingularterm appearsonly in theNLO partoftheAD 
(1);1+ �sp and thelongitudinal

W ilson coe�cientsR
p;1+ �

L in Eq.(4).The replacem ent(16)correspondsto thefollowing

transform ation:



(1);1+ �
sp � 
̂

(1);1
sp

1

�
+ �
(1);1+ �sp

�! 0
! ~
(1);1sp = 
̂

(1);1
sp

1

~�
+ �
(1);1sp

R
p;1+ �

L � R̂
p;1

L

1

�
+ �R

p;1+ �

L

�! 0
! ~R

p;1

L = R̂
p;1

L

1

~�
+ �R

p;1

L (17)

where 
̂(1);1sp (R̂
p;1

L )and �
(1);1+ �sp (�R
p;1+ �

L )arethecoe�cientscorresponding to singularand

regularpartsof
(1);1+ �sp (R
p;1+ �

L ),respectively.

W erestricthereourcalculationsto O (x)becauseatO (x2)oneobtainsan additional

factorin frontofthefunction F2 and itsderivative,which com plicatesvery m uch the�nal

form ulae.

Repeatingtheanalysisoftheprevioussection step by step usingthereplacem ent(17),

weget(forf=4):

FL(x;Q
2)=

1

(1+ 30�[1=~� � 116

45
])

�
dF2(x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2
+
8

3
�F2(x;Q

2)

�

+ O (�2;x) (18)

W e have com bined equations (9) and (18) in a m ore generalform ula valid for any

valueof�:

FL(x;Q
2)= � 2

B
g;1+ �

L

�

1+ � ~R
g;1+ �

L

�



(0);1+ �
sg + ~


(1);1+ �
sg �

�
dF2(x;Q

2)

dlnQ 2

+
�

2

�
B
s;1+ �

L

B
g;1+ �

L



(0);1+ �
sg � 


(0);1+ �
ss

�

F2(x;Q
2)

�

+ O (�2;x1� �); (19)

9Usingalowerapproxim ation O (x)isnotveryexact,becausein thiscaseF2 and thegluon distribution

can contain an additionalfactorin the form ofa serie 1+
P

k
(1=�p=ln(1=x))

k,which isdeterm ined by

boundary conditions (see discussion in Ref.[16]). W e willnotconsiderthe appearance ofthis factorin

ouranalysis

5



where ~
(1);1+ �sg and ~R
g;1+ �

L coincidewith 
(1);1+ �sg and R
g;1+ �

L ,respectively,with thereplace-

m ent:

1

�
!

Z
1

x

dy

y

g(y;Q 2)

g(x;Q 2)
(20)

In thecasesx� � � Constand � ! 0,ther.h.s.of(20)leadsto 1=� and 1=~�,respec-

tively.

3.In Fig.1 itisshown theaccuracy ofEqs.(10)-(13)and (18)in thereconstruction

ofFL atvarious� valuesfrom M RS setsatQ2=20 GeV 2. W e have chosen forthistest

M RS(D 0)(�=0),M RS(D� )(�=0.5)and M RS(G)(�=0.3)asthreerepresentativedensities

(seeref.[8]and referencestherein).Itcan beobserved in Fig.1athatusing theform ulae

(10)and (11)one getsvery good agreem entwith the inputparam eterization M RS(D � )

(lessthan 1 % )atlow x.

Fig. 1b shows the degree ofaccuracy ofthe reconstruction form ulae (12) and (13)

with � = 0:3. Here one should expectthe setM RS (G)to give also a very good (� 1%

level)agreem ent,howeverthisisnotthecasebecauseset(G)distinguishestheexponents

ofthesea-quark part�s � 0 from thegluon density (�g = 0:3).Thus,Eq.(12)m ightbe

slightly m odi�ed to treatthiscase. Note thatthe agreem entisim proved when x values

decreasebecausetherelativeim portanceofthequark contribution becom essm aller.

Fig.1cdealwith thecase� = 0.Asin Fig.1a,onecan observea very good accuracy

in thereconstruction when Q 2
0 isclosed to thatofthetestparam eterization (4 GeV

2 for

M RS set).Notice also the lostofaccuracy athigh x due to the im portance ofthe O(x)

term sneglected in Eq.(18).

W ith the help ofEqs. (10),(12) and (18) we have extracted the longitudinalSF

FL(x;Q
2)from HERA data,using the slopesdF2/dlnQ

2 determ ined in ref.[19]and ref.

[20]. W hen H1 data are used,the value ofF2 in Eq. (10)was directly taken from the

param eterization given by H1 in ref. [4]. W ith ZEUS data we substitute directly the

F2 values presented in table 1 ofref. [20]. W e have checked that the use ofthe H1

param eterization forF2 when dealing with ZEUS data,doesnotchangesigni�cantly the

FL(x;Q
2)result.Anotherinputingredientin theextraction form ulaeis�s(Q

2).W ehave

used the NLO QCD approxim ation with �
M S

= 225 M eV,even though the resultsare

novery sensitivetothisvalue.Forexam ple,avariation in �ofaround � 50M eV changes

theresultslessthata 1 % .

Figure2 showstheextracted valuesofthelongitudinalSF and theprediction in QCD

using M RS sets (G),(D � ) and (D 0) and the O(�2s) coe�cients calculated in ref. [21].

Forcom parison we have included in the sam e �gure the resultsfrom di�erentform ulae.

In Fig. 2a the points extracted with � = 0 and � = 0:5 are spread over a band which

could be considered as an indication ofthe theoreticaluncertainty ofthe m ethod,if�

were com pletely unknown. However,in a realistic situation,the uncertainty should be

sm allerifonecould restrictin advancethevalueof�,asitisdiscussed below.

On theotherhand,thedeviation between thedata pointsusing � = 0 and thepredic-

tion ofFL from M RS(D 0)parton distributions,isa signalthattheform ula isinadequate

fortheextraction ofFL.In thiscasetheorigin ofthediscrepancy isnotclear.Itcould be

6



due to the im portance ofothercontributions,notconsidered in the form ula,orperhaps

sim ply that� islarge.

In generalitcan beobserved thattheagreem ent,within theerrors,with thecalcula-

tion from setsM RS(G)and M RS(D � )isexcellent.Thereisalsoarelativegood agreem ent

with a prelim inary experim entalH1 pointforFL ref. [2],ifone takes into account the

system aticerror,notshown in Fig.2a.

4.In sum m ary,wehavepresented Eqs.(8)-(12)fortheextraction ofthelongitudinal

SF FL at sm allx from the SF F2 and its Q 2 derivative. These equations provide the

possibility of the non-direct determ ination ofFL. This is im portant since the direct

extraction ofFL from experim entaldata isa cum bersom eprocedure(see[3]).M oreover,

theful�llm entofEqs.(8)-(13)in DIS experim entaldata isa cross-check ofperturbative

QCD atsm allvaluesofx.

W e have found,asin the case ofthe gluon extraction form ulas[7],thatforsingular

typeofpartonicdensitiestheresultsdonotdepend practicallyon theconcretevalueofthe

slope �,due to a cancelation ofthatdependence between certain coe�cients. However,

when � ! 0,thecoe�cientsin frontofdF 2(x;Q
2)=dlnQ 2 and F2(x;Q

2)havesingularities

leading to term s �
q

ln(1=x)10. In this case there is a strong correlation between the

resultsand theconcreteform ofsm allx asym ptoticsofF2(x;Q
2).

Consequently,beforeto apply theseform ulae,som estudy oftheexperim entaldata is

necessary in orderto verify thetypeofF2(x;Q
2)behavioratx ! 0 (i.e.thevalueof�).

Note thatthisstudy should be done ata �xed value ofQ 2 and itdoesnotrequire the

knowledgeofthequark and gluon content.Forexam ple,in Ref.[15]itwassuggested the

determ ination ofthe slope from the observable dF2(x;Q
2)=dlnx,which wasm easured in

[19].
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Figure captions

Figure 1: Relative di�erence between the reconstructed longitudinalSF using form ulae

in textand di�erentinputparam eterizationsatQ 2= 20 GeV 2.

Figure 2: The longitudinalSF FL. The pointswere extracted from Eqs. (10)and (18)

using H1 [19]data (Fig. 2a) and from Eqs. (10)and (12) using ZEUS [20]data (Fig.

2b).Solid,dashed and dotted linesarethecalculation from setsM RS(G),M RS(D � )and

M RS(D 0)[8]using O(�
2
s)corrections. Itisalso shown a BCDM S data pointatx = 0:1

and a prelim inary H1 data point.
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