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Abstract

We present the results of [1], where good agreement was obtained between calculations within

the framework of analytic QCD and experimental data on polarized Bjorken sum rule. The heavy

quark contributions are taken into account.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Experimental data for the polarized Bjorken sum rule (BSR) Γp−n
1 (Q2) [2] were obtained

in a wide range of squares of spacelike momenta Q2: 0.021 GeV2 ≤ Q2 <5 GeV2 (see [3, 4]

and references therein), which opens up broad possibilities for studying QCD at low Q2 [5].

In theory, over the last thirty years, an extension of the QCD coupling constant (couplant)

has been developed that does not have a Landau singularity for low Q2 and is called ana-

lytic perturbation theory (APT) [6, 7]. APT has already been used to compare theoretical

expressions and experimental BSR data [4, 8–11].

In this paper we give a brief overview of the application [1] of heavy quark (HQ) contri-

bution to the BSR calculated at the two-loop level in Ref. [12]. This study was carried out

in the framework of APT, where the photoproduction limit was also investigated.

II. BJORKEN SUM RULE

The polarized BSR is defined as the difference of the polarized structure functions of the

proton and neutron, integrated over the entire interval x

Γp−n
1 (Q2) =

∫ 1

0

dx
[
gp1(x,Q

2)− gn1 (x,Q
2)
]

(1)

and can be represented as:

Γp−n
1 (Q2) =

gA
6

(
1−DBS(Q

2)
)
+

µ̂4M
2

Q2 +M2
, (2)

where gA=1.2762 ± 0.0005 [13] is the axial charge of the nucleon, (1 − DBS(Q
2)) is the

contribution of the leading twist (twist-2), and (µ̂4M
2)/(Q2+M2) is the so-called ”massive”

representation for twist-four (see [14]).

According to [15] (in k-order of pertturbation theory (PT)) we introduce and use here

derivatives

ã
(k)
n+1(Q

2) =
(−1)n

n!

dna
(k)
s (Q2)

(dL)n
, a(k)s (Q2) =

β0α
(k)
s (Q2)

4π
= β0 a

(k)
s (Q2), (3)

which play an important role when using analytic QCD. Here and below β0 is the first

coefficient of the β-function of QCD β(a(k)s ) = −
(
a(k)s

)2(
β0 +

∑k
i=1 βi

(
a(k)s

)i)
, where βi are

known up to k = 4 [16].
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The series of derivatives ãn(Q
2) can be used instead of the series of as-powers. Indeed,

each derivative reduces the as power, but, on the other hand, it produces an additional β-

function proportional to a2s. By definition (3), in the leading order (LO) the expressions for

ãn(Q
2) and ans exactly coincide. Beyond LO, a one-to-one correspondence between ãn(Q

2)

and ans was constructed [15, 18] and extended to the fractional case in [19].

The perturbative expansion up to the kth order has the following form

D
(1)
BS(Q

2) =
4

β0

ã
(1)
1 , D

(k≥2)
BS (Q2) =

4

β0

(
ã
(k)
1 +

k∑
m=2

d̃m−1ã
(k)
m

)
, (4)

where d̃1, d̃2, and d̃3 are known from direct calculations (see, e.g., [20]). The coefficient d̃4

is not known exactly, but its value has been estimated at [21].

From here on we will take f = 3. Thus, 1

d̃1 = 1.59, d̃2 = 2.73, d̃3 = 8.61, d̃4 = 21.52 . (5)

Switching from conventional PT to APT given by replacement D
(1)
BS(Q

2) with ã
(k)
m by

D
(1)
A,BS(Q

2) with analytic couplants Ã
(k)
m (the corresponding expressions for Ã

(k)
m can be found

[24]). So, we have in APT

Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2) =
gA
6

(
1−DA,BS(Q

2)
)
+

µ̂A,4M
2

Q2 +M2
. (6)

3. HQ contribution was calculated in [12] only at the next-to-leading (NLO) order, that

leads to the following replacement for d̃1:

d̃1 → d̃1−
∑
i=c,b,t

C1(ξi) , ξi =
Q2

m2
i

(i = c, b, t) (7)

and mc = 1.27 GeV, mb = 4.18 GeV and mt = 172.76 GeV (see [13]).

C1(ξ) has the following form

C1(ξ) =
8

3β0

{
6ξ2 + 2735ξ + 11724

5040ξ
− 3ξ3 + 106ξ2 + 1054ξ + 4812

2520ξ
L(ξ)− 5

3ξ(ξ + 4)
L2(ξ)

+
3ξ2 + 112ξ + 1260

5040
ln(ξ)

}
, L(ξ) =

1

2δ
ln

(
1 + δ

1− δ

)
, δ2 =

ξ

4 + ξ
. (8)

At large Q2 values, C1(ξ) ∼ 1/(3β0) and at low Q2 values, C1(ξ) ∼ 2/(3β0) ln(ξ), i.e. it

rises as lnQ2 at Q2 → 0.

1 The coefficients βi (i ≥ 0) of the QCD β-function and, as a consequence, the couplant αs(Q
2) depend on

the number f of active flavors, and each new quark is switched on at the threshold level Q2
f in accordance

with [22]. The corresponding QCD parameters Λ(f) in NiLO PT are obtained in [23].
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III. RESULTS

M2 for (6) µ̂MA,4 χ2/(d.o.f.) for

(for (9)) for (6) (6) (for (9))

LO 1.631 ± 0.301 (0.576 ± 0.046) -0.166 ± 0.001 0.789 (0.575)

NLO 1.740 ± 0.389 (0.411 ± 0.035) -0.143 ± 0.002 0.742 (0.630)

N2LO 1.574 ± 0.319 (0.400 ± 0.034) -0.144 ± 0.002 0.714 (0.621)

N3LO 1.587 ± 0.327 (0.411 ± 0.035) -0.145 ± 0.002 0.733 (0.618)

N4LO 1.630 ± 0.344 (0.412 ± 0.035) -0.144 ± 0.002 0.739 (0.621)

TABLE I: Fitting parameters.

Since the usual PT is not applicable for BSR with small Q2 (see [4, 8–11]), we consider

here only APT. Moreover, here we restrict ourselves to analyses for small Q2. A more general

case can be found in our paper [1]. The results of fitting experimental data obtained only

with statistical uncertainties are presented in Table I and shown in Fig. 1.

Our results obtained for different APT orders are almost equivalent: the corresponding

curves are indistinguishable when Q2 → 0, and differ slightly for other values of Q2. As can

be seen from Fig. 1, the quality of the fit is quite good, which is also demonstrated by the

values of the corresponding χ2/(d.o.f.) (see Table I).

As in the case without heavy quarks, considered earlier in [4, 11], the results are not

entirely satisfactory (see Fig. 1). The curves obtained as a result of the fitting take negative

values when we go to very low values of Q2: Q2 <0.02 GeV2.

Photoproduction. To obtain the limit of Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2 → 0) → 0 following from the finiteness

of the photoproduction cross section, a new form for Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2) was proposed in [4]:

Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2) =
gA
6

(
1−DA,BS(Q

2) · Q2

Q2 +M2

)
+

µ̂A,4M
2

Q2 +M2
+

µ̂A,6M
4

(Q2 +M2)2
, (9)

where we added the “massive” twist-six term and introduced a factor Q2/(Q2 + M2) to

modify the twist-two contribution.

The finiteness of the cross section in the limit of a real photon now leads to (see [1])

µ̂A,6 = −GM2 +
5gA
54

, µ̂A,4 = −gA
6

− µ̂A,6 = GM2 − 7gA
27

, (10)
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FIG. 1: The results for Γp−n
1 (Q2) (6) in the first five orders of APT from fits of experimental data

with Q2 <0.6 GeV2.

where [25] G = 0.0631 is small and, thus, µ̂A,4 < 0 and µ̂A,6 > 0.

The results of fitting the theoretical predictions based on (9) with µ̂MA,4 and µ̂MA,6 from

(10) are presented in Table I and Fig. 2. As can be seen from Table I, the results are

very similar to those obtained earlier in [4, 11], since the increase in C1(ξ) as Q2 → 0 is

compensated by the decrease in Ã
(k)
ν=2(Q

2 → 0).

We also see the similarity between the results shown in Fig. 1 and 2. The difference

appears only for small values of Q2.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We gave a brief overview of the results [1], where we considered the Bjorken sum rule

Γp−n
1 (Q2) in the APT framework in the first five PT orders with the added contribution of

heavy quarks and obtained results similar to those obtained in previous studies [8, 9, 11].

By investigating the low behavior of Q2, we found, as in previous studies without heavy

quarks, that there is a discrepancy between the results obtained in the fits and photopro-

duction. Indeed, the results of the fits extended to low Q2 lead to negative values for the
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FIG. 2: As in Fig. 1 but for (9).

Bjorken sum rule: Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2 → 0) < 0, which contradicts the finiteness of the cross section

in the real photon limit, which corresponds to Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2 → 0) = 0.

To solve the problem, we used a modification (9) of the OPE formula for Γp−n
A,1 (Q

2)

proposed in [4]. Using it, we found good agreement between the results obtained in the fits

and photoproduction.
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