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Abstract. We discuss the application of the analytic approach called the fractional Analytic
Perturbation Theory (APT) to the QCD analysis of the non-singlet structure function
zF3(z,Q%). The inverse Mellin transform method applyed for the fit of experimental data
and for estimation of the Jacobi polynomial method accuracy in extraction of values of the scale
parameter Agcp and the form of the zF3 structure function. Our estimates give the accuracy
of the Jacobi polynomials method for the z-shape of the structure function about 10%, and
accuracy for the scale parameter Agcp 4% .

1. Introduction

Recently application of the APT approach to the QCD analysis of the nucleon structure function
data with use of the well known method of the expansion of structure functions in a set of the
system of orthogonal Jacobi polynomials (see [1-8]) was done. In this work, using the APT
approach [9,10], we apply the inverse Mellin transform method [11] to the QCD analysis of
the xF3 structure function experimental data. It should be noted that the application of the
APT to the QCD analysis of the DIS data required a generalization of the APT on the case of
non-integer power of QCD running coupling. Such a generalization was proposed in [12]. The
inverse Mellin transform method rather precise and gets an accuracy about five significant digits
in our case. We compare the results of both methods in order to estimate the accuracy of the
Jacobi polynomial method results. In our analysis, we focus on values of the scale parameter
Agep and the form of the zFs(x, Q?) structure function.

2. Description of the methods

Let us brifely discuss two methods of the QCD analysis of the structure functions: the inverse
Mellin transform method and the method base on the expansion of the structure function on a
set of the Jacobi polynomials.

2.1. Jacobi polynomials method
This method based on the expansion of the structure function on a set of the Jacobi polynomials.
One can express a shape of the structure function on the z-space to values of the Mellin moments
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of the structure function. Then the zF3 structure function can be presented as [2]

N’maz n
oFT M (0,Q) =2 (1= )" 3, 0100 Lo (@AM (§+2.Q7) for PT, ()
n=0 j=0
Nmaz n
=2°(1-2)" Y 057(@) Y (e, M3 (j+2,Q%) for APT. (2)
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Here @%’5 are the Jacobi polynomials, o = 0.7 and 8 = 3.0 fix the weight function of the Jacobi
polynomials.

The perturbative renormalization group Q? evolution of the Mellin moments is well known
(see, e.g., [13]) and in the leading order reads as

MgQCD(N, Q2) — [O‘S(QZHV

Jas(Q)) Ms(N, Q5), v(N) = 71(\(7]34]\//2507 N =2, 3,.., (3)

(0),N

where a(Q?) is the QCD running coupling, vys are the non-singlet one-loop anomalous
dimensions, By = 11 —2ny/3 is the first coefficient of the renormalization group g-function, and
ny denotes the number of active flavors (ny = 4 in our analysis).

In the framework of the APT, the expression (3) is converted to:

A, (Q%)
A (QF)
where the analytic function A, is derived from the spectral Kéllén—Lehmann representation and

corresponds to the discontinuity of the v-th power of the PT running coupling.
In the leading order (LO), the analytic function A, has a rather simple form (see, e.g., [14])

MG (N, Q?) = M3(N,QP), (4)

Ao = o] - (5) T 6
o0 2
Lis(t Z_:TS gQ, 0=1-v, (6)

where the PT running coupling O‘PT = 47 /[Bo In(Q?/A31)] and Lis is the polylogarithm function.
Note that the function A,—1(Q?) defines the APT running coupling, axpt(Q?) (see [15,16]).

Unknown quantity M3(N,Q3) in (3) could be parameterized as the Mellin moments of the
structure function xF3 at some point Q3:

1 1
M3(N,Q3) = / dea™ 22 F3(z,Q3) = / dea¥ 2 Az%(1 — 2)°(1 +yx), N=2,3,.... (7)
0 0
In our analysis we taken into account the higher twist contribution and therefore

oFy (2, Q%) = wFy " Mo (2, Q%) + héy)? (8)

where h(x) is a shape of the higher twist contribution in the x space.
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Table 1. The results of the QCD fit for the scale parameter Agcp obtained in the framework
of the PT and APT approaches using different methods.

Method of analysis Apt (MeV) Apapr (MeV)
Inverse Mellin transform 378 £49 422+ 77
Jacobi polynomials expansion 363 +49 407 £ 74

2.2. Inverse Mellin transform method
One can calculate the structure function at some Q?-value using the inverse Mellin transform [11]:

1 c+ioco .
ﬂZFg(l',Q2) = %/_ dnx M3(an2)7 PT: (9)
1 c+ioo . 9
= %/C_ioo dnx " Ms (n,Q ) , APT. (10)

In the PT, it is well known the analytic continuation of the anomalous dimensions on the
complex plane of Mellin moments, n. In the APT case, we calculate the function A, (Q?) for the
complex Mellin moments by the numerical summation of the set in (6). The path of integration
for the inverse Mellin transform lies to the right of all singularities of the analytic continuation
of moments Mz(n, Q%) and M3(n, Q?).

3. Results of fit and discussion

The shape of the function h(z) in (8) as well as the parameters A, a, b, v in (7), and the scale
parameter Agcp are found by fit of a combined set of the xF3-data (see details in [7]). The
description of the fitting procedure can be found in [17]. The target mass corrections are taken
into account up to the terms M%/Q? (see [18]).

As seen from Table 1, the accuracy of the determination of the scale parameter Agcp by
the Jacobi polynomials method is about 15 MeV: AAM~7 = A%PT/PT — A/{PT/PT ~ 15 MeV.
Both methods give the same difference for a value of the parameter Agcp in the APT and PT
approaches: AJ\A/[PT — AJ{PT = APJ\ffT — AgT = 44 MeV.
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Figure 1 shows the difference in x-space between fitting results for xFj structure function
data by using the inverse Mellin transform and the Jacobi polynomials expansion methods:
Az FM=7 = M — 2 Fy presented for the APT (solid line) and the PT (dashed line) approaches.
The number of Jacobi polynomials is Ny,q, = 11 and Q(Q) = 3 GeV2. One can see that the value
of AJZF?;M ~/ < 0.025, which corresponds to the accuracy of the Jacobi method better then 10%
for both theoretical approaches. This estimation is in qualitative agreement with the result
obtained for the non-singlet zF» structure function [19].

Figure 2 shows the difference for the xFj3-shape obtained in the APT (solid line) and the
PT (dashed line) approaches using the inverse Mellin transform and the Jacobi polynomials
methods: Aa:FgAPT_PT = :chPT — 2FYT. As can be seen from this figure, the Jacobi method
gives the same difference with the Mellin one at both theoretical approaches: the APT and the
PT. But at small x the Jacobi method is not sensitive to the difference of results in the APT and
PT approaches. While the inverse Mellin transform method reveals this difference. We found
that at low Q% = 1 GeV? the accuracy of the Jacobi method in the APT is two times better in
comparison to the PT.

In conclusion we stress, that the Jacobi polynomials method is fast, but gives about 10%
accuracy for az-shape of the structure function and 4% accuracy for the scale parameter Agcp.
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