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Abstract

We present the two-loop corrected operator matrix elements calculated in
N-dimensional regularization up to the finite terms which survive in the limit
¢ = N —4 — 0. The anomalous dimensions of the local operators have been
previously extracted from the pole terms and determine the scale evolution of
the deep inelastic structure functions measured in unpolarized lepton hadron
scattering. The finite e-independent terms in the two-loop expressions are
needed to renormalize the local operators up to third order in the strong
coupling constant ag. Further the unrenormalized expressions for the two-
loop corrected operator matrix elements can be inserted into specific one
loop graphs to obtain a part of the third order contributions to these matrix
elements. This work is a first step in obtaining the anomalous dimensions
up to third order so that a complete next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO)
analysis can be carried out for deep inelastic electroproduction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important successes of the theory of perturbative Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD) is the prediction of the scale evolution of the structure functions F;(z, Q?)
measured in deep inelastic lepton-hadron scattering (for reviews see [l). From these struc-
ture functions one can infer the parton densities, which serve as input for many other deep-
inelastic (hard) processes, and lead to a wealth of predictions for cross sections (for a review
see [f]). Many of these predictions have been tested by now and are in very good agreement
with the experimental data. The scale evolution of the structure functions is determined by
the anomalous dimensions of local composite operators O (), i = ¢, g, where n denotes the
spin, which show up in the expansion of the product of two local electroweak currents J,(z)
and J,(y) around the lightcone (x —y)? = 0. The structure functions are proportional to the
Fourier transform into momentum space of the product of these two currents sandwiched
between hadronic states. In this way the structure functions can be written as a product of
operator matrix elements (OME’s) and coefficient functions. The former describe the long
distance (low momenta) properties of QCD whereas the latter account for the short distance
(large momenta) behaviour of the specific quantities, like e.g. the structure functions, under
consideration. Both the anomalous dimensions and the coefficient functions are calculable
order by order in perturbation theory so that they can be expressed in a series expansion
in the strong coupling constant ;. The finite anomalous dimensions are responsible for the
scale dependence of the structure functions and the parton densities. On the other hand the
OME’s themselves are of a non-perturbative nature, and, apart from some attempts using
lattice gauge field theory, cannot yet be determined from first principles. Hence they have
to be determined from models and fits to experimental data. In the past one has put a
lot of effort into calculating the lowest order coefficients in the perturbation series for the
anomalous dimensions and the coefficient functions. In [B] and [[f] the order oy contributions
to the anomalous dimensions were obtained by evaluating the one-loop OME’s which follow
from inserting the local operators O(x) between quark and gluon states (for an alternative
method see [[]). The second order contributions, which involved the evaluation of two-loop
OME’s, have been computed by various groups [f]- []. As far as the coefficient functions are
concerned they have been evaluated for many processes up to next-to-leading order (NLO)
(for a recent review see [P]). Combining them with the above NLO anomalous dimensions
one can make a complete NLO analysis of many quantities like cross sections for Drell-Yan
production or deep inelastic structure functions.

The advent of HERA opened up a new era of deep inelastic lepton-hadron experiments
with much higher statistics than was previously available. Furthermore the values of x and
Q?, on which the structure functions depend, could be extended beyond those accessible by
earlier fixed target experiments. This enables QCD to be tested with even higher degree of
precision so that effects beyond NLO can be studied. In particular both the small and the
large z-regions have attracted much attention in the literature (for a review see e.g. [[{]).
Hence it will be necessary to extend the existing expressions for the anomalous dimensions
and the coefficient functions beyond NLO. The first step to obtain the next-to-next-to-
leading order (NNLO) corrections has been made in [[[] where the order a? corrections to
the coefficient functions for deep inelastic lepton-hadron scattering have been computed. The
same program has also been completed for the Drell-Yan process in [[J. For a consistent



NNLO analysis we also need the third order contributions to the anomalous dimensions.
Unfortunately the latter are not known yet except for those corresponding to the operators
O!(z) with spin n = 2,4,6,8 and 10. They have been computed in [[J] using completely
different methods than those used in [d]- [H]. Using the above second order coefficient
functions and the third order anomalous dimensions it is possible to make a NNLO analysis
of the structure functions Fy(x, Q?) and F3(x,Q?) as long as one limits oneself to the large
z (z > 0.01) and small Q? (see [[4]). If one wants to study the behaviour of the structure
functions at small x or at large Q? knowledge of the anomalous dimensions for any spin is
indispensable. Since the full calculation of the latter quantities is a tremendous enterprise
it has to be carried out step by step. The first step is to compute the two-loop OME’s up
to finite terms which is an extension of the work done in []- [A]. These finite terms are
needed to carry out the renormalization of the three-loop graphs since they determine the
single pole terms in N-dimensional regularization from which one has to extract the third
order contributions to the anomalous dimensions. Moreover by inserting the unrenormalized
two-loop corrected OME’s in one-loop graphs one gets parts of the expressions for the
unrenormalized three-loop graphs. This method has been used previously to get parts of
the two-loop expressions by inserting the one-loop corrected OME’s into one-loop graphs.

In section 2 we will give an outline of the calculation which will be carried out in the
Feynman gauge. Although this gauge entails some complications due to the mixing of
physical and unphysical operators it is the only one in which it is feasible to perform a
calculation of Feynman graphs for the OME’s beyond two-loop order. All other gauges, like
the axial gauge used in [§], lead to even more complications, which we want to avoid. The
long expressions obtained for the full OME’s are presented in Appendix A while Appendix B
contains results for non-physical OME’s, which are needed to carry out the renormalization
programme.

II. THE CALCULATION OF THE TWO-LOOP OPERATOR MATRIX
ELEMENTS

In this section we will give an outline of the calculation of the OME’s up to two-loop
order. The operators, which appear in unpolarized lepton-hadron scattering, can be divided
into singlet and non-singlet parts with respect to the flavour group. In leading twist (namely
twist two) the non-singlet quark operator of spin n is given by

1 — A
Olbzn () — §in—18[¢(:€)fy“1 DH2 .. .Dun?’fqp(:c) + trace terms} . (2.1)
In the singlet case there are two operators. The quark operator is represented by
1 _
051’“2"'“”@) — §i”_18[¢(x)’y“1D“2 .. .Dﬂn¢(x) + trace terms} : (2.2>

and the gluon operator is given by

1
opvtein(z) = 52’”_28[17;2 (x)D#F? - .. DFr=1 PO (1) + trace terms} : (2.3)

In these composite operators ¢ and F** stand for the quark field and the gluon field tensor
respectively. The \; in Eq. (R.I]) represent the generators of the flavour group and the index
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a in Eq. (B.3) stands for the colour. Further the above operators are irreducible tensors
with respect to the Lorentz group so that they have to be symmetric and traceless in all
their Lorentz indices p;. From the operators above one can derive the Feynman rules for the
operator vertices in the standard way (see e.g. [@], [[3], [L6]). This derivation is facilitated
if the operators are multiplied by the source

J#luz"'un = Aul Auz e Aun ) (2’4>

with A? = 0 in order to eliminate the trace terms in Egs. (-1])-(B-3). Hence all operator
vertices in momentum space are multiplied by a factor (A - p)™. For the computation of the
OME’s denoted by

Aij = (i) | O | 5(p)) (2.5)

with 7,7 = ¢, g we choose the Feynman gauge except for the one-loop graphs for which we
take the general covariant gauge. For this choice the gluon propagator equals

k“k”) .

5
A (k) = (=g + 1 -0

(2.6)
The matrix element (P-5) has to be considered as a connected Green function with the
external legs amputated but with the external self energies of the partons j included. In
this paper all quarks and gluons are taken to be massless and the external momentum p is
off-shell (p* < 0) in order to get finite expressions for the OME’s. This choice implies that
the OME’s are not gauge invariant so that they cease to be ordinary S-matrix elements.
Moreover they acquire unphysical parts which can be split into two classes. The first class
originates from the fact that the equations of motion (EOM) do not apply anymore, which is
the case for both non-singlet and singlet OME’s. The second class can be traced back to the
mixing between so-called gauge invariant (GI) or physical (PHYS) and non-gauge invariant
(NGI) operators which originate from the Yang-Mills (here gluonic) sector (see [L7], [L3], [19],
[B0]). Therefore this second class of unphysical operators only shows up in the singlet case.
The first class does not contribute to the operator renormalization constants in contrast to
the second class which affects the aforementioned constants via the mixing between the GI
and NGI operators as we will see below. The way to deal with this mixing is described in
9, (). 2 and [22).

The calculation of the Feynman graphs corresponding to the physical operators of Egs.
(B1)-(B-3), which are depicted in the figures in [f], proceeds in the standard way. The
figures and definitions for the corresponding unphysical operators are given in [[§]. The
Feynman integrals reveal ultraviolet divergences which are regularized using the method of
N-dimensional regularization. In this way the above divergences show up in the form of
pole terms of the type (1/¢)* with e = N — 4. In [[]- [{] it was sufficient to evaluate the
one-loop graphs up to finite terms and the two-loop graphs up to single pole terms in order
to get the second order anomalous dimensions. Here we have to include terms proportional
to € in the one-loop expressions and the two-loop graphs have to be computed up to terms
which are finite in the limit £ — 0. The way to compute the two-loop Feynman integrals up
to finite terms is presented in [[5] and in Appendix B of [BJ]. We used the program FORM
[B4] to do the necessary algebra.



To check our results for the Feynman diagrams it is useful to have explicit expressions for
the pole terms in . Therefore we will now present the OME’s expressed in renormalization
group coeflicients, which are defined in [[[1] and [[3]. The explicit formulae for the physical
and unphysical OME’s can be found in the Appendices A and B respectively. Further it
is implicitly understood that all quantities in the main text, in particular the anomalous
dimensions v;; (i, = ¢, g), are Mellin transforms but to avoid additional indices we do not
write a superscript n to indicate this explicitly. (Another way to interpret the formulae
is that the OME’s are given in parton momentum fraction (z) space when the anomalous
dimensions are replaced by minus the corresponding Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions and
the multiplications in moment space are replaced by convolutions.) We have written the
OME’s in such a way that all renormalization group coefficients appearing in the expressions
below are renormalized in the MS-scheme. Up to order o? the non-singlet and the singlet
OME’s can be decomposed as

Ap Ar n—
= ApEOMI(A - pm Tt (2.7)

Ar Ar,PHYS
Aqq - [LXAqq

AT,PHYS Ar,EOM

where and with » = NS, S stand for the physical and unphysical parts
respectively. The latter enter due to the breakdown of the equations of motion. The non-
singlet OME can now be expressed into renormalization group coefficients as follows

iNS,PHYS —p? 27l
Aqq’ == 1+a355(7) [ Y

NS, (0) NS( ) NS,e,(1)
= Vag +a, + eay, € }

52 G2 —p*cr 1yl NS, (0)
+a’s e(?) {52{2(7[1[1 ) ﬁ’y }

1 1NSl NSl NSO (1

d oNS:(1)
¢ ;2 }+anqs(2 28, aNSe
d aNSe( )
NS
+7(1(1 ©a Aqq o= 57245 1’ (2.8)

where S. denotes the spherical factor given by
£
S. = epr (7E —1In 4%)} , (2.9)

which originates from N-dimensional regularization. In the expressions above all quantities
that are unrenormalized with respect to operator, coupling constant «, and gauge constant
¢ renormalization are indicated by a hat. The finite terms are written in such a way that
after all renormalizations the non logarithmic terms (with respect to In(—p?/u?)) become
equal to aNS () (k =1,2). Further we have introduced a shorthand notation for the strong
coupling constant so that
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Qg g

g — — OZSZE.

2.10
A’ ( )

The coefficients 3y and z¢, which originate from coupling constant and gauge constant renor-
malization, are given by

b= a1+ a5 (2607)] (2.11)
£=¢[1 +asSa(z%)} , (2.12)

where
Bo = ECA - gnfo, CA( — 13—0 —(1- f)) + gnfo. (2.13)

In QCD (SU(N)) the colour factors are given by Cr = (N? —1)/2N, Cy = N, Ty = 1/2
and ny stands for the number of light flavours. Finally the %(]k ) denote the coefficients of the
order a**! terms appearing in the series expansions of the anomalous dimensions. Using the
same notation we can also express the unphysical part of the non-singlet OME in (P7) in
the aforementioned renormalization group coefficients

2
ANS,EOM _ » —P \e/23Ns,(1 NS,e,(1
Aqq o asS€( M2 ) [bqq ( )_'_gbqq = )}

aq

2
. —p 1
ras L (Lo 2

S
N bNS (1)
g } + quqS,(2 25 bNS € (1 f)/qq bNS ,(1)
d bNS,e,(l)
_5‘1;754] - (2.14)

Since the singlet OME is only computed up to second order the unphysical part arises
from the fact that the equations of motion are not satisfied. In this order there is no need
to introduce NGI operators. The singlet OME can be split into nonsinglet (NS) and purely
singlet (PS) parts

S _ 4NS PS
A=A, +A (2.15)

qq

where the purely singlet physical OME is

R 1,1
APS PHYS _ 252( . ) { {2%§g)%(]2)}

1,1l p 1 PS,(2 0) .&,(1
+g{§7qq W _'_%gg) ( )} + Qyq @ _'_%gg)a;]( )} ’ (2'16>
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and the purely singlet unphysical OME is
P
1
APS EOM __ A252( - )s{ {,ng b(l } + quqS,( —|—’ng be } ' (2'17>

The mixing with NGI operators does occur in flqgw which can be written as
A APHYS AEOM ANGI
Ay = APTYSTO) 4 APOM () o ATGT T (2.18)

In this expression the tensors are given by

1+ (_1)n p AI/ +A Dv A Aup2
T(l) e N L — K K K A - p)? 21
1+ (_l)n Pubv p AI/ +A Pv A Aup2
T(2) — 2 _ p 2 © A - n 29
@ [pz Ao +(A_p)2}< p", (2.20)
and
L+ (="t p A +Ap,  AAP?
T®) = — £ SR J A-p). 2.21
o 5| T (Aw}( p) (2.21)
For later purposes we also define the tensor
1+ (_1)n b Au +A DPv A Aup2
T = a Py ot A-p). 2.22
“ PR R e (A_p)zh p) (2.22)
The above tensors satisfy the following relations
PPTY =0  (i=12), pTY#0 (i=34), (2.23)
pT =0 (i=1,23), pp'T #£0. (2.24)

Using these relations one can show that the OME’s in Eq. (R.I§) satisfy the following
Ward-identities (WI) for i = ¢

A 1+ (=1)" A, p?
Rl ] S

PP Aig s = 0. (2.26)

The WI in Eq. (P2§) shows that the unphysical part in Eq. (B-18), given by ANC! is due to

ag >
the NGI operator O4 in Eq. (BI]). The second term in Eq. (.1§), given by AEQOM, is also
unphysical due to the fact that we cannot apply the equations of motion. The physical part
of the OME in Eq. (B.I§) becomes



) ) 1

2o P er Ll o) )
+a35€(7)[ { (quvqgﬂwqgvgg) B }

g2 12
(1 0,0 1 400 _ ¢4
T {qug =200 aqg  Vgg' Agg T Gqqg Vag 5 dé 25}
1
—l—a ) — 26 Ugg +7¢§g) gg( ) +7¢gq) qg()
~dasM)
—¢ d‘g’ Ze i1 (2.27)
The unphysical parts are given by
ABOM _ 4 5 (TP B+ etzi)]
qg  — shE qu q9 a9
52 G2 _p2 erl (0) (1) (0 pY) _ 243 p)
+a, 6(7) [ {%g 99 1 Vaq Vag Bo ag
(1) ) M) 4 A Ope) 4 ~©)
£ S 5
_5 é Zﬁ} + bqg - 250()(19 Yag bgg Yaq bqg
d b
¢ d‘lg i (2.28)
and
1 1
ANGI _ ;262 0) ,,(0) 0) ,(1) (2
Ay e ( 2 ) {;{%&J%A}*‘ {%Eg) gA}+an
+99agi] (2:29)

The coefficients with a subscript A originate from the NGI operator O 4 whose matrix element
will be presented below when we discuss the renormalization.
The next OME Ay, can be decomposed as

[LXAPHYS pAEOM} (A-p)", (2.30)

where the last term again represents the unphysical part due to the breakdown of the
equations of motion. The physical part equals

2
APHYS _ —D 27l 0 1 (1
qu - aSSE(F)E/ [g%(iq) + aéq) + €agq( )}



1,1
2 2 0
22— " ) 15700 0 + 70 @) = By}

1.1 1
= {2%(1 2fo agq +7(0) > )+7£)a§]}1) +%(; )( i )+a$331)

Ada
€+ o = 2 4 )
d ae,(l
0 @3 +al) — € dgg 2o, (2.31)

The coefficients with the subscripts A and B refer to the NGI operators O 4 and Op presented
in Eq. (BI) and Eq. (B3) respectively. The latter shows up for the first time in order a?
in the physical part of qu. The corresponding OME’s will be given below when we discuss
the renormalization of the physical operators. The unphysical part of Eq. (R.30) equals

2
AEM — 4,5, (22 o + etz

94 2
i

2
. pe ol
+G§S€2(7> { {”qu b(l + ~Op) 250[)2}1)

Yag Ygq
od b(l 2) =,(1) NS,e,( 0) 1€,
_5 }+bg _2Bb( +7 qbqq égbgq
d b=
_¢_ 99
¢ 7 zg}gzl. (2.32)

The last OME flgg#,, has a similar decomposition to the one presented in Eq. (R.1§)

flggw = AEEYS T(1 AEOM T ANGI T(3 . (2.33)
In particular it satisfies the same Ward-identities as listed in Eq. (B.29) and Eq. (B.26) for
i = g. Hence the second (unphysical) part in this expression originates from the breakdown
of the equations of motion whereas the third term again originates from the NGI operator
O, in Eq. (B1). The physical part of the OME is equal to

2
~ “ —p 21
A 214 ) ) e

e IR YN ©
T3S () 515 (05 +754) = Bl }

1,1 0), (1
#2 {8 — 2 29 + 2Pl 2 3(a) + )



~d a
0
o df }—l—a — 2foag, 73(79) gg( ) +'Véq) qg( )
d asW
0) (1) K¢l
0 @5 e V) — € dgg z5]é:1. (2.34)

The unphysical parts are given by

.2
APOM _ dssa(u—ﬁ)a/ 2[bh) + etV
99 g9

2
Y A (1) (0)
+asS€(—M2 ) [6{ I — 26060 + 40 (B) 4 b))

d b
9z b+ 02 — 260051 + 7SR (055" + bY)

29 24521’ (2.35)
and
2
_ 1 5
ANGL _ dSSE(—p )5/2[67( ) 1 aéj +eca (1)}

Lazsr (TP 200 149 440 — 260),9)
sTEN 2 219 wg 94

1.1 1) 0 1 daA
+- {2 ;A_Qﬁ agA_l_%(]g) 5724"}/()(&541)44—&()) 5 dé_] f}

+agA — 2Bpag, = + 7% ;/(;1) + 7(0)( Wt

da 5(1
df }5:1’

—< (2.36)
respectively. In these expressions we observe that there are quantities with the subscript A
and with the subscript w. The latter originate from the NGI ghost operator O,, presented
in Eq. (BZ). The renormalization of the above OME’s involves the mixing of the NGI
(non gauge invariant) operators O, Op and O, mentioned above with the physical (gauge
invariant) operators in Eqs. (R.1)-(2.3). Therefore we have to compute the matrix elements
in Eq. (BH) where the physical operators indicated by i = ¢, g are replaced by the NGI
ones labelled by i = A, B,w. To get the physical OME’s which are finite up to order o? the
unphysical ones have fortunately only to be calculated up to order «.

The operator renormalization proceeds as follows. First we have to perform coupling con-
stant and gauge constant renormalization. This is achieved by replacing the bare constants
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by the renormalized ones by substituting Eqs. (B.11]) and (P.13) in the above expressions for
the OME’s. Subsequently the OME’s have to be multiplied by the operator renormalization
constants to remove the remaining ultraviolet divergences. The most simple case is the
renormalization of the non-singlet OME’s since here we do not have mixing with physical
and NGI operators. This renormalization is achieved by

NS,i __ —1\NS ANS,q
Aqq - (Z )qq Aqq ’ (2-37)

with ¢ = PHYS and EOM. The inverse of the operator renormalization constant equals

_ 1
2 =1 s - L)
202l L 1, Ns0)y2 NS, (0) L xs)
+a,5 {5_2{5(%(1 )= BVeg” } - 2_6%1(1 R (2.38)

In the case of the singlet operators Aggf there is no mixing between GI and NGI operators
(at least up to order a?). The singlet OME’s are finite for i = PHYS and EOM when

A = (2705 A5 + (274 A, (2.39)

99" "q9q 99’

and the renormalization involves the matrix Z;; due to mixing with unphysical operators.
Hence we have to invert this matrix in order to perform the operator renormalization. The
first renormalization constant in Eq. (2.39) can be split as follows

(Z—I)S _ (Z—I)NS_'_ (Z—I)PS (24())

qq — qq qq >

where the first part is equal to the expression (P-3§) and the last part equals

1.1 1
—I\PS _ 22 0 0 PS,(1
M)w_%ﬂgb%%”_gM(w (2.41)

The constant (Z71),, in Eq. (£:39) also shows up in the renormalization of the next OME,
namely

Al = (ZN5 AL+ (Z71),A (2.42)

qq9” "q9 99’

for : = PHYS, EOM and NGI. It can be decomposed into renormalization group coefficients
as follows

1 1,1
71 0 22 0) (0 0 0
(Z7 )gg = asS&{ - g%gg)} +a,5; [;{5 tgg) (%gq) - Vfgg)) - ﬁo’yég)}
1
—— A~
52 Vag } : (2.43)

For the renormalization of A} in Eq. (231) and A7°M in Eq. (E33) we also need the
contributions of the NGI OME’s. Here the finite expressions are given by
A;q = (Z_l)gg [Az]q + n(ATAq + AZBq)} + (Z_l)quSJ (244)

qq
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where 7 is defined as a source multiplying the NGI operators in the effective action (see Eq.
(2.8) in [[T]). Here we will write this quantity as follows

n=a8[ - ] s {5 (0ol -

267 %} - 5184 (2.45)

If we sandwich the operator O4 between quark states (see Eq. (BH)) we get

2
2 A _p 1 )
AR = 2,8 [l + oy + <o) (246)
and
2
N ~ _p 1 ) 1
AR = 5. )20 + 3] (2.47)

up to lowest order. We proceed in a similar way for the operator Og and the OME’s read

2
R . —p 1 ,
AR = ()™ [ = S o algy - eayy ] (2.48)
and
2
N ~ _p )
AEOM assa(—u2 )/ by + bz | (2.49)

Notice that A, and Ag, can be decomposed in a similar way to A, in Eq. (2:30). The
operator renormalization constant appearing in the last part of Eq. (R.44) can now be
written as

1 1,1
-1 _ 0 2 Q2 0 0 0 0
(Z7Y) g = assa[ _ gm} + 22 [5_2{5 040 1 1Oy _ 507;3}
1
5 éﬂ , (2.50)

The first constant (Z'),, in Eq. (B49) also shows up in the renormalization of the OME
Ay = (27 gg Ay + (27 [ A+ m(Alyy + A1) (2.51)

for i = PHYS, EOM and NGI. If we express this constant into the renormalization group
coefficients in the following way

. 1
(Z7")gg = 1+ a,S.| — gﬁ%
1,1 1 1
2 Q2 0)\2 0 0 0 1
+ags; [g{§(%§g)) + 5760 Vg — B} - > W], (2.52)
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we obtain the finite physical (PHYS) and unphysical parts (EOM, NGI) of expression (P.5])).
In order to obtain these finite parts one has first to calculate the OME’s which emerge when
the NGI operators O4 and O,, are sandwiched between gluon states (see Eq. (B-)). They

can be decomposed as follows

Apgy = AEDSTE) | AEONTE A0 T + AT

pv
with
iprys - o P el o, ), e
AAg :asSE(—2) |: YAg +ClAg+5a :| ,
U £
ABOM = 4, S, (— 2 )5/2[6) +5bAg },
NGl o TP el o @, e
Apg =1+ 0555(7) [EVAA tapa tEasn } ;
and

2
A . —Pp
A =S )2 [lly e

Similar algebraic expressions are obtained for O,,. They are given by

Awgw APHYST + AEOMT + ANGI T(g i AWI T;w ’
with
APHYS _ » —p? /2 I (0 (1) ()
Aug = a5Se(—7) { —Vag T Gy + Eag; }
2 €
AEOM —p? 2Th (1 1
Awg = dSSE(F)e/ [bfug) + Ebfu’é )} :
ANGL _ 4 __p2 e2rL (0) () (1)
0 5
and

2
A =S (TP - ) - i),

(2.53)

(2.54)

(2.55)

(2.56)

(2.57)

(2.58)

(2.59)

(2.60)

(2.61)

(2.62)

Notice that neither A, ,, in Eq. (2:54) nor A, ,, in Eq. (E59) satisfy the Ward-identities
(WI) in Eq. (225) and Eq. (P:2G). However if we add them according to Eq. (5] the

terms proportional to the tensor Tﬁ) cancel and the Ward-identies are restored.
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From the residues of the single pole terms appearing in the physical operator renor-
malization constants Z;; with ¢, j = ¢, g given above one can now read off the anomalous
dimensions presented in the MS-scheme. Here we agree with the results published in [§ (see
also [[3]). Therefore we have a check that the residues of the single and double pole terms
are correct. By comparison with the al%ebraic expressions given above one can obtain all
renormalization group coefficients like aif), afj’»(l) etc.. Explicit expressions for the physical
and unphysical OME’s can be found in Appendices A and B respectively. They contain all
the finite second order terms which survive in the limit ¢ — 0. These terms have not been
calculated previously.

Note that a remarkable property is found for the non-singlet OME AquS’P HYS in BEq. (B§)
for which the full expression is given in Eq. (A3). The first moment of this OME is equal to
unity up to second order in o, provided we choose the Feynman gauge (é = 1). This result
is expected for the on-shell expression as it is a check of the Adler sum rule [R5. However
the fact that all the coefficients of the terms in (—p?/u?) are zero shows that the sum rule is
true up to order o? for the off-shell expression which is not an S-matrix element. Finally we
want to comment on the use of the unrenormalized expressions given in Appendix A for the
computation of the three-loop OME’s. Since the external quark and gluon legs are off-shell
one can insert our results into the Feynman integrals for one-loop graphs. In this way one
gets expressions corresponding to some of the three-loop graphs. It is however clear that
the most difficult Feynman integrals belonging to the non-planar diagrams, where all quark
or gluon lines cross over, remain to be done.
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APPENDIX A:

In this Appendix we present full expressions for the two-loop corrected operator matrix
elements computed from the Feynman diagrams depicted in [ff]. The second order con-
tributions are calculated up to finite terms which survive in the limit ¢ — 0. The OME’s
presented here are unrenormalized and external self-energy corrections are included. In these
expressions definitions of the Riemann zeta-functions ((n) and the polylogarithms Li,(2),
Sn.m(2) can be found in [P§]. Also the distributions (1/(1 — 2))4+ and (In(1 — 2)/(1 — 2))+
are written simply as 1/(1 — z) and In(1 — z)/(1 — z) respectively to shorten the formulae.
Note that the OME’s given in the text are the moments of the functions listed here so

1 _ 2
AZ:Adm“MMQ?%é% (A1)
where for simplicity we have not written the moment index n on the functions. Also to
simplify the expressions we define the phase-space factor

A 2
= Xsg (TP ey
F= 257 (A2)
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We first split AquS into physical and unphysical parts following the notation in Eq. (R.7).
The physical part is
ANS,PHYS( p ) 5(1— 2)

+F Cp[g{—4—4z+%+65(1—z)}—i—4—6z

+2(132 S 1= 2)fnz 4 In(1— )] — 6(1 — 2)[T — 4¢(2)] + 1:ﬁ
—1—8{1 —2z4(2—=32)[Inz+In(1 —2)] + %(1 E s 1—2)[¢(2)

+{Inz +1In(1 — 2)}%] +6(1 — 2)[7 - Zg(z) —4¢(3)] + %(1 —§)
- lnil__j + 11112 +5(1 - 2){-2+¢2)}]
+F? [5—12{01%[40 + 8z — 148 —26(1 — 2)[9 — 16¢(2)]

)]

x[2 —

2
+321H(1—2)(1+Z— :)—811'12(3"‘32— 1—>

44 2
16
E( 1—2
1 2
+E{CF[—4O — 4z

+n;CpTy|— ) +85(1 - 2)]}

(1 - —360(2) — 8C(3)

1
—4In(1 — 2)(1 — 11z + 1—) +24In*(1 — 2)(1 4+ 2 —
—Z

)

1—=2
+4Inz(9 — 5z — ) ) —16lnzIn(1 — 2)
1—=2 1—=2
8
—2In® 2(74 72 — 1f) — 8Lis(1 — 2)(1 + 2)]
158 22 238 1 325
[t Wi =o° 451 — )2 - 2
+CACE[——= + 2+ -+l = 2)[ C(>

—120@)] 41+ 2 - @) +

1
3 In(l —2) — 5111 2]
34 34 44 1

] o, 2
gt g )
88 56 56 1 58 16
T 2, 2 1— )2 4 22
g CpTylog — 52— g7+ = 2)l=5 + ((2)]

_§{]nz -+ 211’1(1 - Z)}(l +z- %)]}

188 4 26 32 , 4
CF[ gz—f—i‘C( )(20 4Z—|—§Z — 1_2)
+24((3 )(1 —z+22% - %) + (1 —z)[—% %((2)
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+54¢(3) — %C(?)z] +1In(1 — 2)(—38 + 382 + 12_82)

+81n(1 — 2)C(2)(1+ 2 — 222 — 1%) _ (1 — 2)(13 — 312
6 28

—i—l_z)—i-?lns(l—z)(l—i-z— 1_2)

68 68 44

—_— —_— ] —_— —_— 2 —_— _ _ —_—

41In(1 — 2)Lis(1 — 2)(3 — 2+ 42°) — In 2( 3 + 5 1_2)
1

+1n2¢(2)(2 — 142 + 162%) — 2InzIn(1 — 2)(3 — 172 + 1—0)

—z

) +1n? 2(11 — 232 — 1—36z2

1
+2Inz1In*(1 — 2)(3 + 3z — T _OZ

1 4
—1—5) —In®zIn(1 — 2)(6 — 22 + 822 + 1—) —In®2(5 + 52
— 2 —Zz
16 1 . 2, 2
57 —) ~8malix(l - 2)(1 - 32+ 42"+ 7—)

1
—4Lig(1 — 2)(6 — 122 + 1—) + 4Liz(1 — 2)(5 — 7z + 1227)
—z
1
+§(9 + =+ 122+ 42%)[In zIn(1 + 2) + Lig(—2)] — 16[In zLiy(—2)
z

)l

1 4
—2Lis(=2)](1 = =) = 8S(1 = 2)(1 — 7= + 62% + :

— 2 —Z
1 670 . 1 , 28
7 7081 301
— 2 — JE— _— —_
2¢(3)(10 + 4z + 122 1_Z)+5(1 2)] = + 13 (2)

119

-z

128¢(3) + %g@)?] _ %ln(l ~2)(61+ 162 — -
5

)+ 2In(1 — 2)¢(2)

x(1 432+ 42% —

)+{2—321n2(1 —2) =2} (142 — li—z)

1—2
1 22
—21nzg(2)(3+z+4z2—1 )+61n2z(47+47z+16z2—1 )
. —
2 19 1 101

+41n zLis (1 — 2)(2 + 422 — li) —4Liy(1 — 2)(3z — %)

1 4
—4(3 + 3 Tdet gz2)[1nz In(1+ z) + Lia(—2)]
z

1
+(1— 2 +42° — 1—)[1112 zIn(1 —2) +21In(1 — 2)Lis(1 — 2)
—z
1
)

1—=z

—6Li5(1 — 2)] + 8[In zLis(—2) — 2Liz(—2)](1 —
14 )

—Z

+812(1 — 2)(14 — 62 + 242% — -
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4 32 569 46
—l—nfCFTf[2—7[—22 + 5z + :] + 5(1 - Z)[1—8 - §<(2)

_8¢(3)] + 3{2111(1 o)+ (11 Tz - - ! )
—g[zg(z) 21— 2) 42?142 — &)}
1

1

+2(—1+ 2+ %)[zg(z) +4InzIn(1 + 2) — In 2 + 4Liy(—2)]}
—4—31(1 —2)=8In(l —2)(1 —2) +2¢(2)(3 -3z + gzz)

+8( + 1i—z) In(1+ 2)[C(2) + In 2 In(1 + 2) + 2Lia(—2)]

—4(1+ 2z)[InzIn(1 — 2) + Lis(1 — 2) + Liz(—2)]

1 4
—glnz(37+25z)—lnzz(6+§,22)—2ln2zln(1+z)(3—z— 1+Z)
2 4.1
—-2¢(3)(34 =z — 1—|——z) + 5(; + 3z +42%)[In zIn(1 + 2) + Liy(—2)]
4 2 1
—2)(—1 — ) 4+4(1 -z — —In?
+8S12(—2)( +3z+1+z)+ (1—=2 1+Z)[4nz

—InzIn*(1 —2) —2InzIn(l — 2)In(1 + 2) + % In® zIn(1 — 2)
—21In(1 — 2)Lis(1 — 2) — 2In(1 + 2)Lis(1 — 2) + In zLis(1 — 2)
—In 2Lis(—2) + 2Lis(1 — 2) + S12(1 — 2) + S12(27)]) | - (A3)

Here the factor (—1)" originates from the non-planar diagrams (namely k and o in figure 2
in the singlet paper of [d]). It multiplies that part of the matrix element which is needed for
the mass factorization of physical processes with two identical quarks in the final state.
The unphysical part is given by (see Eq. (B.14))
2
ANS,EOM —p° 1y
ANSEON(, - g) -
F Cpldz—2(1 - &) +e2z = (1= )1+ Iz +In(1 - 2)]]

+F? E{C%[—IG — 82+ 162(—2In(1 — 2) + In 2)]

20 88 16 32
+CACF[§ — gz] -+ nprTf[—E + ?Z]}

2 1 2
-|-C%[—% — ?62’ +((2)(—8+ 162 — %22) —44zIn(1 — 2)

4
—24z1n*(1 — 2) — 3 Inz(10 — 172) + 8(1 — 42)InzIn(1 — 2)
16 1 1
—1—36(— — 32— 22%)[InzIn(1 + 2) + Lig(—2)] + In® 2(122 + ?6z2)
z
+16Lis(1 — 2)(1 — 32) + 82(1 — 2){—2In(1 — 2)(2) + 21n 2((2)
—In®zIn(1 — 2) — 41n zLiy(1 — 2) — 21In(1 — 2)Liy(1 — 2)
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+6¢(3) + 6Lig(1 — 2) — 6S12(1 — 2)}]
+C’AC’F[—29—6 + 2922 +4¢(2)(1 — 2z + %zz) +1nz(6 — 28z2)
16

-3 In(1 —2)(1+4z) —4[lnzIn(1 — 2) + 2Liy(1 — 2)](1 — 22)
8 2y 2 8 1 2 :
—3% In®z — g(; — 3z —22°)[InzIn(1 + 2) + Lis(—2)]
+82(1 — z){% In? zIn(1 — 2) + ¢(2)[In(1 — 2) — In 2] + 21In zLiy(1 — 2)
—3¢(3) + In(1 — 2)Lig(1 — 2) — 3Lig(1 — 2) + 3S12(1 — 2)}]

‘l’nfCFTf[—g(l +4z) — g(l —22){Inz+2In(1 — 2)}]

—1—;(—1)”(02 - %CACF){1 4 22-20(2) + 12 4]
—Inz(1—22)+ (% — 32— 22%)[InzIn(1+ 2) + Lis(—2)] } . (A4)

The purely singlet (PS) OME is split in the same way as the non-singlet one in (R.7). For
the physical part we have (see Eq. (E.14))

2
ipspays/. P~ 1y
ApSPIYS (4, v >g) —
16 4 4
2 2
F nfCFTf{g—z{l—l—B—z—z—gz —|—2lnz(1+z)}
8 4

2 5 ) 4 )
+€{3(16+Z 132 = 82%) +-2In(1 = 2) (14 5~ — 2 — 52

+In2(13 + 3§ +132) +4(1+ 2)[lnzln(1l — 2) + z In® 2z + Liy(1 — z)]}
z
316 20 256 4 4,

+?+;—?2—4022+4{C(2)+21n(1—z)}(l—l—g—z—z—gz)

1 1
+?6 In(1 — 2)(16 + ? — 132 — 82%) + 21n? 2(37 4+ 3—6 + 41z + gzz)
z z

1
+8InzIn(1 — 2)(13 + % +13z2) + g In 2(67 + ?O + 50z)

2 2 1
+16Lig(1 — 2)(6 + 3 Tt §z2) +16(1 + z)[5 In 2¢(2)

+21In(1 — 2)Lig(1 — 2) + InzIn*(1 — 2z + g In? zIn(1 — 2)
+1—72 In® 2 4+ 21n 2Liy(1 — 2) — 2Li3(1 — 2) + S12(1 — z)]} : (A5)
and the unphysical part (see Eq. (B:I7)) becomes equal to

2
APS,EOM -p° 1y
ApEOM (2, — ’g) -
2 32 2
F nfCFTf[?{ —2+ 2+ 22 —Inz(1+22)}
—72 4322 + 402 +32In(1 — 2)(—2 + 2 + 2%) — 16In 2(6 + 72)
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—32(1+22)[In zIn(1 — 2) + Z In” 2 + Lip(1 — 2)] . (A6)

The next OME is split into three pieces according to Eq. (B.1§). The physical part is given
by (see Eq. (2:27))

2
ipays, —PT 1y
Aqg (z,—,u2 ’E)_
8 2 2
anTf[g{l—Zz—i—Qz}+4—|—4(1—2z—|—2z)[lnz+ln(1—z)]

+e{2[lnz +In(1 = 2)] + (1 = 22+ 22%)[¢(2) + {In2 + In(1 — 2)}?] }]
1 16 4

+F? nf[?{oATf[?(m + - +22-92%) +32In2(1 + 42)

+321In(1 — 2)(1 — 22 + 22%)] — nfo6—34[1 — 2z + 227

—8CFTy[1 — 4z — 4In(1 — 2)(1 — 22 + 22%) + 2In 2(1 — 22 + 427)]}
1
+E{CATf[g(26 + NV 79— 202%) + 241n*(1 — 2)(1 — 2z + 227)
z
8 8
+32¢(2)(1 — 2 +22%) + 3 In(1— 2)(17 + ~ +382 - 522%) + 32(1 + 42)

16 4
xInzIn(1 — z) +81In® 2(3 + 102) + 3 In 2(25 + — + 13z + 142%)
z

+642(3 — 2)Lig(1 — 2) + 16(1 + 22 + 22°)[In 2 In(1 + 2) + Lig(—2)]]
+COpTi[=32 + 362 + 8(1 — 22 + 22%)[-2(¢(2) + 3In*(1 — 2)]

—41n z(5 + 42 + 82%) + 8In(1 — 2)(3 4+ 42%) — 121n® 2(1 — 22 + 42?)
+32InzIn(1 — 2)(1 — 22 + 2%) + 16Lia(1 — 2)(3 — 62 + 427)]

2.1
+nfo%[§(2 S 1024 10:2) — (122 + 2:3){In = + In(1 - 2)}]}
2000 20 136 2492 16 172
Tl L 2 e )12 4 — + 162 — —2 22
+C 4Ty o7 +Z 57 ? 27z—|—C( )( +32+ 62 37

2

+162°) + 8((3)(1 — z — 42° + 62%) + 38 In®(1 — 2)(1 — 22 4 227%)
2 1

+§ In*(1 — 2)(23 + 16 + 110z — 1382%) +81In(1 — 2)Liy(1 — 2)(4
z

4
+232 + 227 — 22°) + 9 In(1— 2)(68 4+ o _ 283z + 9427)
z
+81In(1 — 2)¢(2)(3 — Tz + 822 — 22%) + 8InzIn?*(1 — 2)(3 + 10z + 22?)
+§ InzIn(l —2)(83 + 16 + 862 +222%) + 41In” zIn(1 — 2)(5 + 212
z
4 4 8
—22%) + 3 In® 2(7 + 222) + 3 In® 2(61 + ~ + 492 + 512% — 62%)
+161In zLig(1 — 2)(1 + 72 — 22°) + Sln 2(157 + 3 + 1272 + 592%)
2
37

2
+81n 2¢(2)(2 + 32 + 22°) + 16Liy(1 — 2)(5 + ot F’Zz)
z
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—8(1+4z+ 2% —22*)[InzIn(1 + 2) + Liy(—2)]

—8Li3(1 — 2)(8 + 13z + 142* — 62°) + 8S12(1 — 2)(5 — 5z + 1227
—62%) + 8(1 + 22 + 22%){2In(1 + 2)Liy(1 — 2) +41In(1 + 2)Liy(—2)
+2In(1 + 2)¢(2) + 2InzIn(1 — 2) In(1 4 2) + 2In 2 In*(1 + 2)

+% In? zIn(1 + 2) + In zLig(—2) — Lig(—2) + 6S12(—2) — S12(2%)}]
+CpT[—34 + 582 — 2¢(2)(9 — 12z + 82%)
+4(1 — 2z + 22%)[-10¢(3) + g In®(1 — 2) — 2In(1 — 2)¢(2)]

+41n*(1 — 2)(5 — 22 4+ 62%) + 81In(1 — 2)Liy(1 — 2)(5 — 10z + 62?)

—162(1 — 32)In(1 — 2) +4In zIn?(1 — 2)(7 — 14z + 102?)

+4InzIn(1 — 2)(7 — 162 +42%) + 41n zIn(1 — 2)(5 — 10z + 42?)
14

-3 In® 2(1 — 22 + 42%) — In® 2(13 + 202 + 242?)

+321In zLig(1 — 2)(2 — 42 + 32%) — 21In 2(34 — 15z + 2427)

—41n2¢(2)(5 — 10z + 122?) 4 8(3 — 62 + 22%)[2Liy(1 — 2)

—Liz(1 — 2)] + 16S12(1 — 2)(3 — 62 + 527)]

—nfog[g(li% 562 4 5622) — %(1 52452 Iz + In(1 — 2)]
+(1 =22+ 22){lnz + In(1 — 2)}?]}] .

The unphysical part (EOM) (see Eq. (B.28)) becomes equal to

A () -

2 e
F ngTy[ —162(1 — 2) = 8e2(1 — 2)[In 2 + In(1 — 2)]|
1 128 272
+F? nf{g{CATf[48 + =4 ?22 +161n 2(1 + 8z + 827)]

+CrTf[—32 4+ 322 — 1282(1 — 2) In(1 — 2) 4+ 642(1 — 22) In 2]
12
+nfo2T82(1 - z)}
296 316

+C4Ty[68 — <54 722 +32¢(2)(—z + 2* + 2°)
. 25 34,
+16¢(3)(z — 112° 4+ 62°) + 16In(1 — 2)(3 + 34734 )

+161In(1 — 2)¢(2)(z + 2* — 22%) + 16In 2 In(1 — 2)(1 + 10z + 627)
+41n% 2(3 + 242 4 2422 — 42%) — 322(1 — 2) In zLiy(—2)

+81n 2(7 + 53—02 + 3—;22) + 16Lig(1 — 2)(1 + 122 + 42%)
+32(=1+ 222 + 2% [In 2 In(1 + 2) + Lig(—2)] + 16(z — 32% + 22°)
[~ In(1 = 2)Lis(1 — 2) — %hﬂ (1 — 2) — 2In 2Lis(1 — 2)
+1n 2¢(2) + 3Lis(1 — 2)] — 16S15(1 — 2) (52 — 112% + 62%)

20



1
+322(1 — 3z)Lis(—2) + 32z(1 + z){—§ In? zIn(1 + 2)

+InzIn*(1 + 2) + In(1 + 2)¢(2) + 2In(1 + 2)Lig(—2) + 2S12(—2)}]
+OFTf[—16(1 — 2) 4+ 322(1 — 2)[2¢(2) — 31In*(1 — 2)]

—32In(1 — 2)(1 + 3z — 42%) — 642(2 — 2) In zIn(1 — 2)

+482(1 — 22)In? 2 — 16In 2(1 — 2 + 82%) — 642(3 — 22)Liy(1 — 2)]
—l—nfoQ%z(l — z)[—g +1Inz+In(1 - z)]} .

The part which is due to the contribution of the non-gauge invariant (NGI) operator O4
(see Eq. (B:29)) is equal to

(A8)

AqNGI(z, _u—];z, %) = F? nfCATf[ - E{E —z+ 1,22 +lnz}

g e2 13z 3
1 1 2
+E{ - 2(7—{— g — 13z +2%) — ;ln(l — z)(; — 324 2%)

4
—161112111(1—z)—121n2z—81nz(5+3—+z)—16Li2(1—z)}
z
104 10 122 42
—i——0+—z+422——(——3z+z2)[<(2)+21n2(1—z)]
3 z 3 3z

8 5
—161In(1 — 2)Liy(1 — 2) — 3 In(1 —2)(7 + -1z 2?)

4
—8InzIn?*(1 —2) —8InzIn(l — 2)(5+ Ey +2) —12In* zIn(1 — 2)
z

14 2
-3 In® 2z — 21In% 2(15 + % + 5z — 522) —161n zLis(1 — 2)
8 In2(23 + 2 +10z) — 4Liy(1 — 2)(10 + 4 +4z — 2z2)
3 2 ? 3z 3
—41n2¢(2) + 16Lis(1 — 2) — 8S12(1 — 2)] . (A9)

The next OME is split into physical and unphysical parts according to Eq. (B.30). The
former (see Eq. (B-37))) is

A;’fYS(z, - 1) —

4 2 4 4
FCp[g{z—2+;}—6+;+6z—(4—;—2z)[lnz+ln(1—z)]

2
te{—1+22+(-3+ ~+32) [z + (1 - 2)
z

562+ {lnz +In(1 - 21}

+F? [6—12{6’%[16 — 4z —161In(1 — 2)(2 — % —2)+8Inz(2—2)]

16 24 112 32 2
+CuCrlg = =+ 52+ T2 +16(1 = 2)(-2+ - +2)

1 32 2
=32Inz(1+—+2)] = nCpTy—[=24 — + 2}

1
H(=1+-+
z
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1 2
+E{C§[34 =382 +4(=2+ - +2){40(2) +31(1 - 2)}
+4In(1 — 2)(4 + 2) +2(2 — 2){4In zIn(1 — 2) + 31n’ 2}
4
+21In z(24 + 5z) — 8Liy(1 — 2)(—6 + Z + 32)]
604 212 668 80 , 2
e T 2 16C(2) (1 +
+CACr| 9 92+ 9z+3z 6¢(2)( —I—Z+z)
2 4 1
+12In%(1 — 2)(=24+ = 4 2) — S In(l = 2)(10 + . 82?)
z z
2 296 24 212
—8InzIn(1 —2)(10 — = T e B Rt
8InzIn(1 — 2)(10 Z—l—z) nz(3+z+3z)
4 1
—41n® 2(6 + ot 5z) — 32Liy(1 — 2)(3 — -)

—8(2+ % +2){Inzln(1+2) + Lig(—z)}]z

+nchTf[39—2(4 - % _ 5+ 13—6(2 - g — 2){In(1 - 2) + 21n 2}]}
+C%[38 — 292 + ¢(2)(—16 + g +172) + 16¢(3)(1 — % + 2)
+41n(1 — 2)¢(2)(—10 + % +32) + 1—; In(1 - 2) (=2 + % + 2)
+41n*(1 — 2)(2 + 2) — 8In(1 — 2)Lig(1 — 2)(—4 + % + 32)
+4In(1 —2)(13 — % —112) +4InzIn(1 — 2)(17 — %)

+2In* zIn(1 — 2)(6 — 52) + (2 — 2){4InzIn*(1 — 2) + g In® 2}
1
+1n? 2(32 + 772) +8InzLis(1 —2)(2—32) +33(1+ 2)Inz

+21In2¢(2)(2 + 32) — 8Liy(1 — 2)(—10 + % + 2z)

_SLis(1 — z>(§  32) — 4S1a(1 — 2)(6 — S 4 32)]

z
1 2539 1
2—7(319 - ——+ 1678z + 8282%) — 4¢(3)(8 — ~—lz+ 62%)

F202)(20 ~ 2 — 162+ 42%) + 4In(1 ~ 2)C(2)(10 — L — Tz + 22

_u In(1—2)(2 — 2 z) — %11(12(1 —2)(34 + N 13— 1627)
V4 z

+C4CF|

3
1
—41n(1 — 2)Lis(1 — 2)(22 — = + 7z — 22%)
z
2 22 ) 3 )
—§1n(1 — 2)(454 — — — 4252 — 1202°) —41In2¢(2)(4 + — — 2 + 227)
z z

6 4 10
—2InzIn*(1 — 2)(30 — ~ +2) — glnzln(l — 2)(97 + ~ + 252)

2
—21In® zIn(1 — 2)(22 — > + 72 —22%) — 3 In® (14 + 5 +112)
z z
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1 42 5
-3 In? 2(226 + — + 1752 + 82%) — 81n zLis(1 — 2)(8 — = + 32 — 22?)
z V4

1 5 4
—5In=(1546 + @ +8562) —4Lia(1 — 2)(36 — 5~ + 10z + 3 %)
1

1
+4(1 — 2 + P 22){InzIn(1 + 2) + Lis(—2)}
9
+4Liz(1 — 2)(10 + > + 172 — 62%) — 4S15(1 — 2)(4 — 8- 62%)
z

+4(2 + % + 2){—=2In(1 4 2)¢(2) — 2In(1 + 2)Liy(1 — 2)
—41n(1 4 2)Liy(=2) = 2InzIn(1 — 2)In(1 + 2) — 2In zIn*(1 + 2)
—% In? 2 In(1 + 2) — In 2Lis(—2) + Lis(—2) — 6S15(—2) + S1a(22)}]

8 32 4 2
+nfOFTf[2—7(38 -—- 252) + g(Q <= 2)[{2Inz +In(1 — 2)}?
16 1 ]

+20(2)] + 5 (4= =52){In(1 - 2) + 2In )] (A10)

The unphysical part is given by (see Eq. (B.39))
ipom(, —P° 1
qu (Z, 7’ g) =
F Cp[4(1—2) +2e(1 - 2)[1 + Inz + In(1 — 2)]|
1 1 64
+F2 [g{16CI27[—2 + ; +z— le’lZ] - nprTf?(l - Z)
14
3

+C2[—-8(1 — %) +16(1 — 2)¢(2) — 41n(1 — 2)(9 — g —52) — 12z1In% 2

1
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The gluonic OME can be split into three parts according to Eq. (B:33). The physical part

is equal to (see Eq. (R.34))
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The unphysical part is given by (see Eq. (B-39))
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(A13)

The part which is due to the contribution of the NGI operators O4 and O, (see Eq. (2.30))
is equal to
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+Liz(—2) — 6S12(—2) + S12(z*)}]

—nfCAng(]_ - %)[39—2 + %{ln(l —2)+2Inz} +2¢(2)
+{2Inz +In(1 - 2)}7]] . (A14)

APPENDIX B:

In this Appendix we present the non-gauge invariant (NGI) operators with their corre-
sponding operator matrix elements (OME’s). They are needed for the renormalization of
the physical operators due to the mixing between them discussed in section 2. Two of them
are given in Egs. (2.9) and (2.10) of [[3] (for their construction see [[§]). These operators,
which already show up in the case where only the gluonic operator in Eq. (R.3) is present,
are given by

Offll’uzwu” (a:) — in28 [F;f;(x)Do‘a”z L OHn—1 Agn (I)

+ig faveF i, () nz—:l m@o‘{ (8“2 C QM2 AR (1’)) (am o Q1= Abn (a:))}
i=2
+0(g)] (B1)

and

Opytztn(z) = i" 28 [ (2) 0" -+ D" Dy
_igfabcga(x) nil Thaul { (8”2 s a”iil(;)b(gj)) (a’“ ce aﬂn—lfiAgn (l’))}

=2
+0(¢%)] (B2)

where £ and @ are the ghost and antighost respectively. In the expressions above 7 is defined
in Eq. (245). Further k; and 7; are calculated in [[J] and are given by

1 ;3 (n—2)! 3 (n—2)!
Y R [[Cr s TR T T (B3)
and
1, .., 3 n—2)! 1 (n—2)
=70 +Z(z'—1()!(n —>z'—1)! +Zz’!(7§—z’—)2)!’ (B4)

respectively. If we also include the quark singlet operators in Eq. (B.2) then we have to add

Ot () = i LS gy (a)y™ (T AL ()9 - - 04y (2) + O(g*)] . (B5)
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Notice that the above operators are not BRS-exact in the strict sense of [[7] (see also [BT]]).
This might affect the non-logarithmic terms in the renormalized OME’s which we do not
need here. Further the operators in the above equations are corrected up to order g2. This
is sufficient to get finite two-loop OME’s. However in order to carry out the renormalization
on the three-loop level one has to compute higher order corrections to Eqs. (BI]), (B9) and
(BY). The operator vertices corresponding to O4 in Eq. (Bl) and Op in Eq. (BY), albeit
sandwiched between gluon states, are presented in Appendix A.3 of [[J]. In section 2 we
need the Op operator vertex when it is sandwiched between quark states. In this case we
have to compute the quark-quark-gluon vertex which is given by
Vi = 9(To) XA (A - k)2, (B6)
where k stands for the momentum of the gluon.
We now list the OME’s needed for the renormalization of the physical operators in section
2 (for the notation see Appendix A). The two OME’s referring to the NGI operators Oy4
and Op, when sandwiched between quarks states, can be split according to Eq. (B-7). The

expressions in (2.46) and (R.47) become

ARIYS (4, _M—p2, %) = FCFE{ —8+ 8%} —2+4 2% + (—4—1—4%)[];&(1 — 2)

2

Fins]— (1= )2 — %] —<{a- %)[ma — ) +lnz 4 {n(l—2)+1nz)?

H+ (1= 8l — 7+ (1= ){In(1 —2) + Y} (B7)
and
AEM(z, _M—Zf, %) =(1-§) FCp[1+ %[1 +In(1—2) +In2]], (BS)

respectively. Likewise we obtain for (P.48) and (2.49)

Az ., ‘M_ff, %) _ FC’FE{8 - 82} . 4%)[11&(1 ~ )4 Inz

+(1 =62~ %) +e(l— %){{ma —2) + Iz +¢2)+(1-¢)
X[In(1 = z) +In Z]H , (B9)
and
imom(. P 1 _
A (27 2) = 0, (B10)

respectively. Next we sandwich the NGI operators O4 and O, between gluon states. De-
composing the OME’s according to (R.53) we get for A4, the following results. The physical
and unphysical parts (see Eq. (.54) and (B.55)) become equal to
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respectively. The piece coming from the NGI operator O, itself and the part due to the
violation of the Ward-identity (WI) (see Egs. (B.5@), (B.57)) are given by
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respectively.
The last OME due to O, can be also split into four pieces according to Eq. (B.5§). For Eq.

(B29) we get

AEEYS(27 _M—Zzz, é) =—FCuz(1—2) [g +In(l—2)+Inz
+£—:i[{ln(1 —2)+ Iz} + §(2)]} . (B15)

The expression in Eq. (R.60) becomes
2
~ —p 1
AEM(z, T g) = — FCaz(1—2)[2+e[ln(1-z2) +Inz]]. (B16)
For the contribution due to the NGI operator O, we get (see Eq. (R.61]))
2
inar(, —P7 1y 1 2 1
A, (z,— —) = FCA[E{ — 2452 —22"+ 65(1 — z)}

p* e

5 12
—I—(—1—|—§Z—Z )[ln(l—z)—l—lnz]+§—§
13 1

+e{50 - ) — 2C@)] + i[ln(l — )+

(=24 52— 22){In(1 - 2) + = + ¢(2)])]. (B17)

Finally the contribution due to the breakdown of the Ward identity is (see Eq. (£.69))

(1 —2)

2
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