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A bstract

W ecom m enton theuniquenessoft-evolution(t= log(Q
2
=�

2
))ofnon-

singletstructure functionsatlow x obtained from D G LAP equations

.
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In recentyears,an approxim ate m ethod ofsolving DG LAP equations[1,2,

3,4]at low x has been pursued [5,6]. In that approach,we expressed the

DG LAP equationsaspartialdi�etentialequationsin x (the Bjorken variable)

x = Q 2=2p:qand t(t= lnQ 2=�2)usingtheTaylorseriesexpansionand assum ing

itsvalidity atlow x.O neofthelim itationsoftheapproach isthatthesolutions

reportedarenotunique[5,6].Theyareselectedasthesim plestoneswith asingle

boundary condition-the non-perturbative x distribution at som e initialpoint

t= t0. However,com plete solution ofDG LAP equationswith two di�erential

variablesin generalneed two boundary conditions[7,8].

The aim ofthe present note is to explore the uniqueness ofthe solution

when it satis�essom e given physically appropriate boundary conditions. The

DG LAP equation fornon-singletstructurefunction which evolveindependentof

singletand gluon distributions[1,2,3,4]is

@F N S

@t
= [

A f

t
][3+ 4log(1� x)F

N S
(x;t)+ 2

Z
1

x

dz

1� z
(1+ z

2
)F

N S
(
x

z
;t)� 2F

N S
(x;t)]

(1)

where t= log(
Q

2

� 2 )and A f = 4

33� 2N f

;N f being the num berofquark 
avours.

Letusintroduce the variableu = 1� z and notethat

x

1� u
= x

1
X

k= 0

u
k

(2)

This series(2)is convergentforu < 1.Since x < z < 1,so 0 < u < 1� x and

hence the converegencecondition issatis�ed.Using (2),we writein (1)

F
N S

(
x

z
;t)= F

N S
(x;t)+

1
X

l= 1

xl

l!
(

1
X

k= 1

u
k
)
l
@lF N S(x;t)

@xl
(3)

which coversthewholerangeofu;0< u < 1� x:Non-singletstructurefunction

areexpected to bewellbehaved in theentirex range,unlikethegluon orsinglet

structurefunctionswhich m ightdivergeforx ! 0asin BFK L inspired m odels[9,

10].Itis therefore justified ifthe higherorderderivatives @
l
F

N S

@xl
forl> 1 are

neglected in (3).Thisism orejusti�able forsm allx(x � 1),yielding

F
N S

(
x

z
;t)= F

N S
(x;t)+ x

1
X

k= 1

u
k @F

N S(x;t)

@x
: (4)

Putting (4)in (1)and perform ing the u-integration,onegets

Q (x;t)
@F N S(x;t)

@t
+ P (x)

@F N S(x;t)

@x
= R(x;t;F

N S
) (5)

where

P (x)= � Afx[2log(1=x)+ (1� x)
2
] (6)
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Q (x;t)= t (7)

and

R(x;t;F
N S

)= R
0
(x)F

N S
(x;t) (8)

with

R
0
(x)= � Af[3+ 4log(1� x)+ (x � 1)(x + 3)]: (9)

The generalsolution of(5) is obtained by solving the following auxiliary

system sofordinary di�erentialequations

dx

P (x)
=

dt

Q (t)
=

dF N S(x;t)

R(x;t;F N S(x;t)
: (10)

.If

u(x;t;F
N S

)= C1 (11)

and

v(x;t;F
N S

)= C2 (12)

aretwo independentsolutionsof(10),then in general,solution of(5)is

f(u;v)= 0 (13)

wheref isan arbitrary function ofu and v.

Theauxiliary system (10)hasthreeequations:

dx

P (x)
=

dt

Q (t)
: (14)

dx

P (x)
=

dF N S

R(x;t;F N S)
(15)

and
dt

Q (t)
=

dF N S

R(x;t;F N S)
: (16)

Solving (14)and (15)one gets

u(x;t;F
N S

)= tX
N S

(x) (17)

v(x;t;F
N S

)= F
N S

(x;t)Y
N S

(x): (18)

Solution of(16) is in generalnot possible. It needs additionalinform ationof

explicitx and tdependence ofF N S(x;t).In (17)and (18),X N S(x)andY N S(x)

arede�ned by

X
N S

= exp[�

Z
dx

P (x)
] (19)
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Y
N S

(x)= exp[

Z
dxR0(x)

P (x)
]: (20)

Explicitanalyticform sofX N S(x)andY N S(x)in theleading1=x approxim ation

are

X
N S

(x)� exp[�
1

2
logjlogxj] (21)

while

Y
N S

(x)� 1: (22)

Note that(21)isstrictly valid for

x � exp[
� (1� x)2

2
]: (23)

The possibleform of(13)linearin F N S is

u + �v = � (24)

where � and � are constants to be determ ined from physically appropriate

boundary conditions.

In ourearliercom m unications[5,6]weset� in(24)= 0.

Thephysically plausibleboundary conditionsfornon-singletstructurefunc-

tionsare

F
N S

(x;t)= F
N S

(x;t0) (25)

forsom elow t= t0 and

F
N S

(1;t)= 0 (26)

forany t.W hile the �rstone correspondsto a non perturbativeinputatsom e

low m om entum transfer,the second onecorrespondsto the expected largex be-

haviourofany structure function(singletaswellasnonsinglet)atany scale of

m om entum transferconsisten twithin constituentcountingrules[11,12].Using

the boundary condition of(25)and (26)in (24),wehave

t0X
N S

(x)+ �F
N S

(x;t0)Y
N S

(x)= � (27)

and

tX
N S

(1)= � (28)

which leadsto

F
N S

(x;t)= (
t

t0
)F

N S
(x;t0)

X N S(1)� XN S(x)
t

t0
X N S(1)� XN S(x)

: (29)

Asfrom (21)

X
N S

(1)� 0; (30)
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(29)yields

F
N S

(x;t)= (
t

t0
)F

N S
(x;t0) (31)

which wasexactly ourpreviousresults[5,6].Thus,F N S � tbehaviouratlow x

followsfrom the two boundary conditions(25)and (26)ratherthan the adhoc

assum ption � = 0in (24).Theauxiliaryequation (14)can alsohaveasolution�

u� 1(x;t)instead ofu(x;t)de�ned in (17).In thatcase,usingthesam eprocedure

asearlier,wewillhave

F
N S

(x;t)= (
t

t0
)F

N S
(x;t0)

X (1)� 1 � X (x)� 1

t0

t
X (1)� 1 � X (x)� 1

(32)

which is illde�ned due to(30)in x ! 1 lim it and hence excluded on physical

grounds.

To conclude,we have shown thatthe linearrise ofF N S(x;t)withtatsm all

x isa unique prediction ofthe approxim ated DG LAP equation with physically

plausible boundary conditions(25)and (26).O urresultishowevervalid atvery

sm allx when condition (23)issatis�ed.Foritsquantitative estim ate,we de�ne

a ratio

h(x)=
x

exp[� 1

2
(1� x)2]

: (33)

As an illustration,it yields h(x) � 10� 3 forx � 6:10� 4.This sm allx value is

wellwithin theHERA regim e[13]ofx � 6:10� 6,butoutsidetheavailableCCFR

neutrino data [14],wherex � 7:5:10� 3
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