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Abstract

The structure function approach and the parton picture, developed for the theo-
retical description of the deep inelastic electron-proton scattering, also proved to be
very effective for calculation of radiative corrections in Quantum Electrodynamics.
We use them to calculate radiative corrections to the cross section of electron-proton
scattering due to electron-photon interaction, in the experimental setup with the re-
coil proton detection, proposed by A.A. Vorobev to measure the proton radius. In
the one-loop approximation, explicit expressions for these corrections are obtained
for arbitrary momentum transfers. It is shown that, at momentum transfers small
compared with the proton mass, various contributions to the corrections mutually
cancel each other with power accuracy. In two loops, the corrections are obtained
in the leading logarithmic approximation.
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1 Introduction

Although after appearance of the paper [1| the "proton radius puzzle" |2, 3| — the striking
difference in the proton radius values extracted from the 2S-2P transition in muonic
hydrogen [4, 5] and obtained from electron-proton scattering and hydrogen spectroscopy
[6] (for a review, see Ref. [7]) — seems partially (regarding the contradiction between
the results of experiments with muonic and usual hydrogen) resolved, the contradiction
between muonic hydrogen and electron-proton scattering results remains. Moreover, latest
electron scattering experiments at Jlab [8] and MAMI [9] and hydrogen spectroscopy
experiments [10, 11| not only did not resolve the puzzle, but made it even more confusing.

Currently new scattering experiments are being prepared. A distinctive feature of
one of them [12], which was suggested by A.A. Vorobev and has to be performed with a
low-intensity electron beam at MAMI, is that instead of detecting a scattered electron,
as in previous experiments, it is supposed to detect with a high precision a recoil proton
in the region of low momentum transfers (0.04 GeV? > Q? > 0.001 GeV?). The aim is to
extract the proton radius with 0.6 percent precision, which could be decisive in solving
the proton radius puzzle. To this end, it is planned to achieve 0.2 percent accuracy of the
cross section do/(dQ?) measurement.

Such accuracy requires precise account of radiative corrections. Although calculation
of the radiative corrections to the electron-proton scattering cross section has a long his-
tory (see, for example, Refs. [13]-[16]!, and recent reviews [18]-|20]) the results obtained
before cannot be completely applied to the experiment discussed above. The reason it
that they were obtained for experiments in which scattered electrons were detected (hon-
estly speaking, there was the experiment 21| where the recoil proton was detected; but
calculation of the radiative corrections to this experiment was not explained). Since the
radiative corrections include contributions of inelastic processes with photon emission,
they depend strongly on experimental conditions, so that the corrections calculated for
experiments with detection of scattered electrons are not suitable for experiments with
detection of recoil proton. It occurs [22] that the radiative corrections for experiments
with detection of recoil proton have a new unexpected and pleasant property — cancel-
lation of the most important corrections, which are due to electron-photon interaction?,
in the region of low momentum transfers. In [22], the cancellation of not only infrared,
but also collinear singularities was shown and a simple physical explanation of this phe-
nomenon was given. It was also argued that in the one-loop approximation the accuracy
of the cancellation is higher than the logarithmic, and the terms not having the collinear
singularities (constant terms) are cancelled as well.

Here we refine the results of [22| and get new ones, with a wider scope of applicability,
using the structure function approach and the parton picture, developed for the theoretical
description of the deep inelastic electron-proton scattering [25]-[29] and adopted in [30]
for calculation of radiative corrections in QED.

Higher order corrections to the lepton line was considered for the standard experimental set-up with
scattered electron measurement in [17].
2Cancellation of leptonic radiative corrections to deep inelastic scattering was discussed in [23] and|[24].



2 Statement of the approach

Following [22], we denote four-momenta of initial and final electron (proton) as [ (p) and
U (p); 1?=1?=m? p*=p?= M? and use the designations Q* = —¢*>, ¢=p—7p/
both for elastic the and inelastic processes.

The cross section of electron-proton scattering with radiative corrections due only to
electron interaction can be considered as inclusive proton-electron scattering cross section.
It means that it can be written as

o (a(Q%)’ 1

Efl’d3p’ T (pl)2 — m2 M2 T (0, )W (lsq) (2.1)
where . N
(Q7) = T—Plg) (2.2)

P(g?) is the vacuum polarisation, which is real at ¢* = —Q? < 0; J*(p,p’) is the proton
current tensor

JH (p,p') = ZPOZJ“J*” , (2.3)
ipol means summation over final polarisations and averaging over initial ones,
_ 9"y
7= ) (5@ + @) ) ). 24)

f1(Q?%) and f2(Q?) are the the Dirac and Pauli form factors of the proton, and W, (1, q)
is the deep inelastic scattering tensor,

1
_ = i(e) i(e) 4 _
Win(l,q) = 4WZX(ZIJV (0)1X) (X1]5,7(0)[1) (2m)"0(q +1 —px) - (2.5)
Here |I) is the initial electron state, |X) is any state which can be produced in photon-
electron collisions, ), means averaging over initial electron polarisations and summation
over discrete and integration over continuous variables of | X), jﬁe)
magnetic current operator.

Taking into account conservation of the current, one can represent W, in the form

is the electron electro-

where

v =Q*/(2(lg)) (2.7)
is the Bjorken variable and Fj(x,Q?) are the electron structure functions. They are
expressed in terms of the convolutions W; of the tensor W*(l, q)

Wy =Wu(l,q9)g" , Wy =W, (1, q)*l” (2.8)
using the relations
1 Q* W,
F N=o | —— =W, 2.9
(2. Q) = <Q2m2+<q1)2 9) ’ (29)
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o1 Q4D 3Q° W,
Fy(z, Q%) = 3 (@Q2m2 + (q)2) <Q2m2 1 (ql)? - Wg> . (2.10)
Calculating the tensor J*,
J/w — G?\/](Qg) (g,qu _ qﬂqy) + Q2G?\4(Q2) + 4M2G2E(Q2) Pt pY , (211)

4M2 + QZ
where P = p+p/, Gp(Q?) and Gj;(Q?) are the proton electric and magnetic form factors,

Q2

LoR@), 1)

Gu(Q%) = L(Q) + £(Q%), Gr(Q%) = h(Q") -

performing tensor convolution and using

Py Q%*dQ*dx
28, ~ 1 o
we obtain
do m(a(@%))?
dQ2dx 222Q?((pl)? — m2M?) [(2Q2G?M - 4M2G%)F1(1‘, Q2)+ 214
2G2 4M2G2 F 7 2 '
<—G?M(m2Q2 4 (ql)Z) 4 Q 4MM:_+ QQ E(Pl)2> 2(('2062 ):|
Here
2 2
() =% (Pl) = 20pl) ~ 2. (pl) = ME, (215)

where F is the energy of the incident electron in the rest frame of the initial proton.
In the Born approximation, the cross section %’; is determined by (2.14) with a(Q?) =

a, Fy(z,Q%) = 2F (2,Q%) = 6(1 — 2):
dog _ ma®M? (4(pl) — Q%) + (Q* + 4M?)(Q* — 4m?)
Q> Q (@2 + 4M2)((pl)2 — m2M2) (G +7GY) (2.16)
_ (40l - @) — Q*(Q* + 4M?) @
— (4(pl> _ Q2)2 + (QQ + 4M2)(Q2 _ 4m2) ) = A2 .
Formula (2.14) gives the exact expression for the cross section of electron-proton scattering

taking into account all processes of electron-photon interaction. The radiation correction
due to this interaction is determined by the equation

(2.17)

fol dx déigdm
dQ?
and can be written as 14 6°
6oy = —— 10 1, 2.19
y (1—P(g?))? ( )
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where 0 is the correction associated with the electron structure, that is, with the difference
Fy(z,Q%) and 2F(x,Q?) from §(1 — x).

Our main goal here is to calculate just this correction. As for he vacuum polarisation
P(q?), it is well known and we have nothing new to say about it. For completeness, we
provide the necessary information in Appendix A.

In the proposed experiments to measure the proton radius, the momentum transfers
are large compared to the electron mass, Q% > m?. Below, we will be mainly interested
in this particular area. Here, it is convenient to use the following representation of the
cross sections (2.14) and (2.16)

d 4 2\)\2 F 2
R (O P .
22 2G2 _4M2G2 F , 2 :
+Q (2Q 8:[]\2/[(]9[)2 i) (Fl(a?,QZ) o 2(f;xQ ))} ’
where
o (1 QZ)Q%ﬁW+MﬁG%
R(ﬂf,@ ) - (1 2$(lp) 4M? + QZ (2 21)
n Q* Q*(2M?+ Q*)G%, — 8M*G3, '
8x2(pl)? 4M? + Q2 ’
and )
dos _Ama” by o) | (2.22)

aQ* Q!
3 Elastic scattering

For the elastic scattering, when |X) in (2.5) are the one-electron states with the momen-
tum /', we have

(KL OD = U0 = o) (5@ - 5@ ) w3

where f£(Q?) are the electron form factors. Using (2.9), (2.10) and (2.8), one obtains for
the elastic contributions Ff' to the electron structure functions F;

F, Q%) = 500 - ) (@) + (@)’

Q2 (32)
Fil(, Q%) = 01— o) | (1(Q%)" + 755 (f5(QY)’] -
Eq. (2.14) then gives
do’ _ w(a(Q¥) Q%GR+ AMEGE)(Q2gh, + 4mg3)
1@ = @i e O g )

+ (QPGE; — AMPGE) g, — Am*GRygh]|
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where

2
g = Fi(Q) + (@), ge = FHQ) — 5@ . (34
Formally, Eq. (3.3) gives the exact expression for the cross section of elastic electron-
proton scattering with one-photon exchange. But essentially it has no physical meaning
due to the infrared singularity. Taking into account all terms of the expansion in terms
of the coupling constant o makes it zero, and each term of the expansion requires the
regularization of this singularity. If the infrared divergency is regularised by the photon
mass A, in the one-loop approximation one has [31]

2

Q> = 1——5(1n§ 6)(n——1)——1n£+ln§ln(1+§)+ﬁ

(3.5)
. pE-1
Lis(— ——1
+ 12( f) + §+ 1 Hf )
e V- F 1 - 52
f5(Q%) = In¢, (3.6)
27r o)
where [ is the velocity of one of the electrons in the rest frame of the other,
V@ (Q? + 4m?) 143 . dt
p- VIR iy L@ = [ Fma-n. @D
The part ¢5,,,., of the associated with the electron structure correction §¢ introduced

by elastic scattering is determined by the difference between the vertex (3.1) and the Born
one, in which f£(Q?) =1 and f$(Q?) = 0. At Q* > m? the Pauli form factor f$(Q?) is
suppressed by a power-law, f$(Q?) ~ m?/Q?, so that in the one-loop approximation we
have

5Sertew = 2(fle(Q2) - )

4 One photon emission

For one photon emission, when the states |X) in (2.5) are states of an electron with
momentum /" and photon with momentum &, we have

Wl q) ¢ / K @2m)*W(q+1-1—k) v @k (4.1)
v\l - T 5 v\ &T -t = ) .
b =g | e 1 (27)32E] (27)32w
where X R
K, = gpatr[(l/ + m)Lup(Z + m)'YOLio—'VO] )
I —k +m I + k +m 11—z
L _ — — / — / —= 2 42
= Vu 9 Yo+ Vp o Yo s K (kD) , ® (k') =Q o (4.2)



Moving on to integration over x, we obtain from (4.1) for the convolutions (2.8) of W, (l, q)

a [ dk

Wil,QZ—_ Aia 4.3
(lg,q7) st I (4.3)
where
Io = (Q* 42k ) + 4m*Q* , A, = K,g" , A= K", (4.4)
and .
K
— " (om24ox 21«]). 45
it 2(m?+2/~c')<mJr w+Q ¢ (4.5)

The integration limit x_ (x4 ) corresponds to forward (backward) virtual Compton scat-
tering.
Direct calculation of the convolutions A; (4.4) with use of (4.2) gives

Ag:4<ﬁ+ﬁ_w+3_2)<2m2_Q2>+8(ﬁ+"“'), (4.6)

K2 K2 KK K K

K'2 K2 KK

2 2 2 2 2 2 6
Al:2m2[<m Lm2m +Q +—/——)(4m2+Q2)
K K

(4.7)
4m?2k’ 2(2m? 2(4m? — 3K’
- m2ﬂ+ <m,+'€)+ (4m F")+4 —4(Q* + 2K — 2k) .
K K K
Note that A; should be obtained from Eqs.(7.39) of [32] with the substitutions
w* = m?+28, ¢ —mP—2r, A*—= —-Q*, AT —=0. (4.8)

1
Unfortunately, in the expression for A;Q) in Eqgs.(7.39) there is a misprint; it contains the
extra term 8(pip2)m*/(q*> — m?)%.
Calculation of W;(lgq, ¢*) (4.3) is performed using the integrals

de K " kdr  KP(2m® + 2k + Q%)
. VI mz+2k - I 2(m? + 2x')? ’ L9
/’i+ de 1 /”‘+ dk _r (4.9)
P HQ\/IC N m2K/ ’ P Ii\/[C B ’
where ) , )
1 2 2 V1
L= 1n(m+’f”+QjL C). (4.10)
V@ + 202+ am2Q2 \2m? + 26 + Q2 — 1o
It gives
a Q? + 2m? m? 2 K 1
e (S e (2 2) ]
g o |:(Q m ) K/ + K/2 + K/ m2 —‘—2%’ K/ (411)

K'(2m? + 2K + Q?)
(m? 4 2K/)?

+ 2%’£:| ,



a | m? ) , ) o [ Q + 2m? N Q%+ 4m?
I/Vl——%[7<8m — 6K — (@ —|—4m)<7+6> L+m <2+2—/4>

m2 2 4m? !

+<m2(@2+4m2><m+;>+ 7 +6>‘Q2_2“/) s

m? + 2k’)

(4.12)

The region of variation of x at fixed Q? is determined by the conditions M% = (m? +
2r') > m? and (lq) < Eiqo + /Ef — m>\/¢3 + Q> with o = M — E), = —Q*/(2M), i.c

_ MQ®
VEE—m? QM £ Q?) - EQ*

But expressions (4.11) and (4.12) can not be used arbitrarily close to z = 1 (i.e. for suffi-
ciently small k) because of the infrared divergency. The divergency must be regularised
in the same way as in the vertex correction (3.8), i.e. by the photon mass A. Taking into
account the photon mass changes both the measure and the limits of integration in (4.3):

1>z >0 , x_ (4.13)

Ic — Io(\) = (Q* + 2K + \*)* + 4m>Q* (4.14)

B (W EN)E2m? + 25 4+ QP+ N) £ /(K2 — m2XN2) (N
Ry —= /‘ii()\) = 2(m2 T ow 1 )\2) . (415)

In the region m? > k' > mA\ at A — 0 they can be taken as

Iy = Q*(Q* + 4m?) | (4.16)
K (2m? + Q?) £ /(K2 — m2\2) I,
KY = ( 5 > : (4.17)

The singular terms in A; are

2 2 2 2
B 9 o [(MF m* 2m* 4+ Q
Ag = 4(2m - Q ) (m + ? — Kjfil ) s (418)
m?  m?  2m?+ Q?
Al = 2m2(4m2 + Qz) (m ? - /<L/€/ ) (419)
Corresponding integrals become
“dk V(K= m2A?) /"igr de 4K/ (K2 — m2\2)
o VI m? ’ o w2/Ty  Am2R2 4+ N2Q2(4m? + Q?) .
- - .20
S dk (4:20)
/ = ‘CO )
kKO R [0
where
r 1 | R’(Zmz + QQ) + \/(I{/Q _ m2)\2)Q2(4m2 + QQ) (4 21)
= n . .
DV@EmT Q) \WEm?+ Q%) — /(57 — mEANQ2(Am? + Q?)

7



It gives for W; (4.3) in the region m? > ' > m\

2m? — Q? dw W, — m24m2 + Q? dw

W, — aw am”+ & dw
g 2 dr'’ 4 dr'’

(4.22)

where mdw/dr' is the spectral probability density for soft photon emission with account
of photon mass in the rest frame of the final electron,

do ol K2 — m?2)\2 AM2K' K2 — m2)\2?

o _ — - 4.23
A’ mH (2m* + Q%) o K/ Am2k? + N2Q?(4m? + Q)?) (4.23)
Using (2.9), (2.10) and (4.22), one obtains
Q2 dw
FQ([L’,Q ) = 2F1(ZL' Q ) 2 d/{,/ s (424)
so that (2.14) gives for the soft photon emission cross section
dO’ d B N2 d
soft _ do” Q7 dw (4.25)

dQ?*dx  dQ? 2 dx’

Integration (4.25) over the region kg > k' > mA (1 — mA/Q* > x > 1 — 2ko/Q?* , dx =
—2dK'/Q?) at ko < m?, kg < Q? provides at A — 0

dasoft o dUB e

40?2 TQQ(SSO‘I% , (4.26)
e _all (1+5) 2r0\ 1) L./ (145
Dot = 7 [6 <1“ <<1 —6)) <ln (mA) ’ 2) o (1 a —5))
0 ; (4.27)
1. — <Ko
where (3 is given by (3.7).
At Q% > m? one has
Foogt = = [2111 (if;) <ln (g;) . 1) I (fi—i) +In (%) - %2 +1|,  (4.28)

which together with (3.8) gives

5'L€;erte:v+5soft [2111 (3:;) (hl (TCT?LZ) _1) __1 2 <Q2> +gln (Qz) ].] . (429)

As it should be, the dependence on A disappeared in the sum of corrections from elastic
scattering and soft photon emission.

To find the contribution of real photons with " > kg for arbitrary @Q? is not so easy.
In the following we restrict ourselves to considering the case Q? > m?. In this case it is

8



possible to introduce the intermediate scale s, such that Q? > k; > m?, and calculate
the contributions of the regions k' < k; and k' > k1, simplifying the integrands in them
as it is described in Appendix B. In the sum of these contributions dependence on the
intermediate scale disappears (see (B.17)). The remaining dependence on the boundary
ko between soft and hard emission vanishes in the sum of the correction (B.17) due to the
hard emission with dy,,., + 05, (4.29), so that for the total correction 6° one has in the
one-loop approximation at Q% > m?

2 2

2 Q
(z- + 5 +2In(1 — z_)) lnﬁ —2Inz_In(1 —z_)

€ = —_—

one—loop — ot

T 2

—In*(1—2_) 5 24z )lnz_ — (2+x_+%)ln(1—x_)

—2Liy(x_) — gx — 2

Q* _QGiy + MGy,

(pl) (4M? + Q*)R(1,Q?)

1= a?) e (1-a )+ (-2 )@ +20) - T+ 2Liz<w>} (4.30)
Q* QUQ+2M)GE, - 8MGY K(l —EE o ) o

16(p)>  (4M2+ Q*)R(1, Q?) oo

(1—22)2+2_)

T_

Q2

m2

+7 [(21nx_ ~(1—2*))In—= —In’z_

_|_

xT_

+In*x_ — In(l —z_)

2 ) 1 ° :
—|—+1-22_—22 |Inz_. —(1—a2_)(—+5+22_)+ 3 — 2Lis(x_)

xT_ xT_

2 0202 _ 9202
+ @_QGy G Inx_
Apl)*  R(1,Q%)
The only approximation used here is Q% > m?.
The correction is strongly simplified at small x_ (i.e. at small Q?), when we have

e _ L _ 2 _ o Q_2
ome—toon = 3T 25w [( 27 :v_(l Inz_ + p(3 21nx_))> In (mQ)

1 21
+o_(2lnz_ —1)+ 2% (—§1n2 - —Inz_ — % + §+ (4.31)

2
p(—In’*z_ +3nz_ — %))] :

where p = (pl)/M?. As we can see, only the terms with power smallness in z_ remain in
the full correction. The terms that do not have such smallness cancel out not only if they
are strengthened by powers of In(Q?/m?), but also without such strengthening, as it was
noted in [22].



5 Parton picture

In the parton picture the structure functions Fj(x,Q?) are expressed through parton
distributions. In the leading logarithmic approximation (LLA)

Fy(,Q%) = 22Fy(2,Q%) = 2(f (2, Q%) + fo(2,Q%)) , (5.1)

where f¢(z,Q?%) and fé(x,Q?) are the electron and positron distributions in the initial
electron and the first equality is the Callan-Gross relation [33], arising from the fact that
the partons have spin 1/2.

In the LLA the parton distributions can be calculated using the equations [27, 28|

dfé(z,Q*) dz s, 02
= — P .2
piTe Z [ Erdne.e, (5.2
where a,b = e, €, , P2(z) are the splitting functions,
1 1—2)? .
P = Py = LT ey S ey = 2 (- )2
z
5.3)
. 1+22 3 (
Pe2) = P(2) = — 2 1 251~ 2) .

Here the generalized function (—Z+ is defined by the relation

/01 1_2 /f l—z . (5.4)

The evolution equations must be complemented by the initial conditions, which can be

taken as
fé(x,m?) = 026(1 — ) . (5.5)

Presenting parton distributions as the sum of the distributions of valence (v) and sea (s)
partons in electron

file, Q%) = fi(2, Q) + f2(x, Q%) ,  fi(x,Q%) = [2(2,Q7), (5.6)

we obtain that these distributions obey the equations

v 2 2
L) - o) [ 5.7)
s 2 2y 1
M) D [ B+ rOnee). 69
with initial

fole,m?) =61 —a), fi(z,m*) =0 (5.9)

and charge conservation X
/ f(z,Q*)dr =1 (5.10)

0
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conditions. Writing with the two-loop accuracy

o, Q%) 25(1—:U)+%L Vilz) + (%)2% Va(z) | (5.11)
F2.@) = (o) S5ula) (5.12)

where L = In(Q?/m?) , and taking into account in «(Q?) only the one-loop correction
coming from vacuum polarisation by electrons

Oé2

a(QQ) = o+ 37TL , (513)
we have
Vile) = Pi(a) = e + 500 —2) (5.14)
Vo(z) = = P(x) +/ %Pf (E) Pe(2) = %P:@s) +8 (1]((151_—;))
z +
1 t;lf I)x2 — 11+_3§j Inzx —4(1+z)In(1 — ) — (2?7r2 - Z)é(l - ), (5.15)
Sy(w) = /1 %Pg (5) P =200+ a) e+ 11—+ 4(13;:1;3) , (5.16)

In(1—2)
(1-2)

/01 (%)j@dz = / 1 (%) (f(z) = f(1)d= . (5.17)

The coefficients of the delta-function terms in (5.14), (5.15) are determined by the re-
quirements

where the generalized function < ) are defined by the relation analogous to (5.4)
+

/ Vi) = 0 (5.18)

following from the charge conservation condition (5.10).
Writing the cross section (2.14) at Q* > m?, Fy(z,Q?) = 2zF(x,Q?) as

do  4m(a(Q*)” Fy(z, Q%)
dQ?dx Q* x

where R(x,Q?) is given by (2.21), we have for the radiative correction §¢ in the leading
logarithmic approximation

R(z, Q%) , (5.19)

[ R0 :
Siaa = [ Ao Q)+ 202 Q) — 1. (5.20)

This representation permits to find the radiative correction ¢¢ in any order of perturbation
theory.
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With the two-loop accuracy f(z,Q?) and fi(z,Q?) are given by Egs. (5.11) and
(5.12) respectively. Using (2.21) and (5.10), we have

= [ wreers [ wl(Red) 1) pe.e +2%ﬁ(w,@j)] .)
5.21

In the one-loop approximation only f?(x, Q?) does contribute. Simple integration gives

a a2 QP QG +4AMPGE,
e — Y rlom(l - )+ a4+ = Inz_
5on67100p,LLA o [ n( v ) T+ 2 + 2(pl) (4M2 + QQ)R(L QQ) ( !
C1-a? ) Q% Q2(2M?+ Q2)G2, — 8M*G2,
2 8(pl)2  (4AM2+ Q?)R(1,Q?)

(1 —2) (xi+;+%))

in accordance with (4.30).
The two-loop correction contains contributions of both f¥ and f?. Using (5.11)-(5.16)
and (2.21), one obtains from (5.21) the two-loop contribution in the form

e a2 L? i Q*G3, + AM>G3
two—loop,LLA — ( > - [ - /0 dl’%(l‘) + ( M 1)

(—lnz_ (5.22)

bl

or/ 2 AM? + Q?)R(1,Q?)

« / 1 iz (252@ _ %l) (1_7%(:@) + 252(3;))) (5.23)

1
. 0?2 Q2(2M2 + QQ)G?M — 8M4G% / dr (1;—2x2\/2($) + 3S’Z(x)) )] :

8(pl)*  (4M?>+ Q*)R(1,Q?) a?

Elementary integration gives

o 1—a_
/ dx Vo(z) = 4Lig(z_) —4In(l —z_) ln(—x)
0 A - ‘ . (5.24)
_(z 2 _ T _ 0y L2
(3 +4r_+22°)In(1 —x_)+3z_(1+ 5 )Inzx_ 30—~ 159

1
/ dx (l — 1) Vo(x) = 4Lig(z_) — §7r2 + %11&2 r_+2(1—22)In(1 —2_)

5"3 ; , (5.25)
- (§ — §x2_) Inz_ + ﬁ(l —x_ )31+ T7x_),
/3: dx (% - 1) Vo(z) = 4Lig(z_) — §7T2 + %hlZ T
+o(1 - ﬁ)(% +1)In(l -2 ) — (xi + g e~ 2a?)ina (5.26)
L —x_)<&% +?+£x_) ,



! 4 1
/ dxSy(x) = —(5 +22_ +2°)lnz_ — 5(1 —2_)(22 + 13x_ +42?) | (5.27)

! l—z_) 4
/ dx%x) =—In*z_ —(22_ +1)Inz_ + %(x— —11-2z), (5.28)
1
So(w) 9 2 (1—z_),2 11
/xda: o =—In x_—i-(z—kl)lnx_—i-T(E—l—z—él), (5.29)
so that
. a2 L? , 1—=z_)
botomprzn = (3=) = |~ 4Lia(a—) +4In(l — ) In——==
4 9 x_ 8 7T,
+ (§ +4z_ + 2;5_) In(1—2_)—3z_(1+ 7) Inz_ + 3%- + 590
Q>G5 + 4MPGY, 4 5
—2| =+ 22_ Inx_
Twre@RLey\ 3T )
2 2 2
— (1 —2_)(22+ 13z +4a®) — @ 4Lig(x_) — =7* — 32y
11 3
+2(1—2*)In(1 —z_) — (3 +4x_ — 53:2_) Inx_
1 2 02(9 )2 NG2 N2
3x_ 4 4 8(pl) (4M? + Q*)R(1,Q?)

2 3 2
X (4L12(x_) - §7r2 ~3 In®2_ +2(1— a:Q_)(x— +1)In(1 —z_)

3 1 3 4 8 7
43+ )+ (-2 )+ —+—=(1+2a_ .
+(x,+3+ 3 -) + )(3:1:2_+x,+12( * )))]
Note that at small momentum transfer, i.e. at small x_, the valence quark contribution is
suppressed as well as in the one loop due to the charge conservation requirement (5.18).
It is not so for the sea quark contribution [22]. The sea quark distribution is singular
at © = 0 and the lower limit zy of the integration in (5.27) can not be taken equal to
0. Therefore the two-loop correction is not suppressed at small momentum transfer for
experimental conditions at which production of electron-positron pairs is not forbidden.
For such conditions we have at r_ < 1
a2 L2 8 44 4
e N — =1 - — | . 5.31
two—loop,LLA <27T> |: 3 nx 9 3(1 + Qp.T_) ( )
At first glance it seems that more preferable are the conditions at which production of
electron-positron pairs is forbidden. In this case f* must be omitted in Eq. (5.21), and
the term with P¢(x) must be omitted in its expression for V5(x) in (5.15). However, this
is not the whole truth. The term with P¢(x) in V2(x) meets contributions from not only
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real, but also virtual pairs, which can not be suppressed, and therefore their contribution
must be restored. It means that the term

(2) {_ L %L} 5(1 - 2) (5.32)

™

must be added to f (see for details [30]). Therefore, in this case

. a2 L? 2 19 _ (1—z_)
two—loop,LLA — (%) 7 [ - §L + 3 - 4L12($_) + 4111(]_ - ZL’_) In T

_ 1
+2r (242 )In(l —z_) —3z_(1+ %) Inr_ + 2z + —x?

4=
2 2,2 4M2 2 2 1
_ @ Gyt G ) <4Li2(x) — St —Inz

2(pl) (AM? + Q?)R(1, Q> 575
+2(1-2”)In(l—2_) — (1 - gﬁ) Inz_ + ;1(1 a9+ x)> (5.33)
Q> Q*2M*+ Q)G —8M'GY (. 2, 1
O AN QAL (ko) S+ g

2 1
+2(1 — x‘%)(x— +1)In(l —2_) — (x— +1—3z_+ ng) Inx_

+iﬂ—x)@+m))].

The relative magnitude of the corrections (5.23) and (5.33) depends on energy and mo-
mentum transfer.

6 Conclusion

As it was shown in [22], the setting of the experiment with recoil proton detection sug-
gested by A.A. Vorobev [12] for measurement of proton radius, has an interesting feature
— cancellation of main radiative corrections. Here we calculated radiative corrections to
the cross section of electron-proton scattering for experiments of this kind in a wide range
of kinematic parameters using the method of structure functions and parton distributions.
We calculated the one-loop corrections due to electron interaction for momentum transfer
@ limited only by the requirement ) > m, m being the electron mass, and proved that
when at small () the cancellation of the virtual and real radiative corrections has a power
accuracy.

In the two-loop approximation we calculated these corrections with logarithmic ac-
curacy, again for momentum transfer () limited only by the requirement ) > m, using
the parton distribution method [25]-|28| developed for the theoretical description of the
deep inelastic electron-proton scattering and adopted in [30] for calculation of radiative
corrections in QED. We calculated the radiation corrections both for such an experiment
setup when the production of additional electron-positron pairs is allowed, and for such
when it is forbidden.
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Appendix A

The vacuum polarisation P(¢?) contains lepton (electron, muon, 7-lepton ) and hadron
contributions:

P(q°) = Pe(q®) + Pu(a®) + Pr(q®) + Puld?). (A1)

One-loop lepton contribution Pl(l) (¢®), (I=e,u,7)is well known (see, for example, |31]):

4m?
4m? 2m? VIi-—2+1 4m} 5
1—ﬁ(1+ﬂ)1n “ - ml—§ . (A2)

1
3 q?

a Q?

= Trmd

and at Q* = —¢* < 4m?

Pi(q*) (A.4)
The lepton contributions are known also in higher orders of perturbation theory (see, for
example, [34, 35]). For us it is enough to know that the two-loop contribution contains
Q2

2 .
m

only the first degree of In <

The hadron contribution P (¢?) is expressed in terms of the total cross section of
one-photon electron-positron pair annihilation into hadrons

2 0o
Ph(q2) q / dsae+e—>hadrons(s> . (A5)
4

" 4nla s —q?

2
max

This contribution is small compared with a/m at Q* < 4m?2, becomes of order of «/7 only
at Q% ~ 4m?2 and then grows logarithmically with Q?. Recent review is given in [35].

Appendix B

To find the contribution dj,,, of the one-photon emission with " > kg to the radiative
correction 6¢ at Q? > m? it is convenient to introduce the intermediate scale x; such that
Q? > k1 > m?. In the region K; > k' > Ko one can put

B a Q2 Q4 QQH/
Wi=—o [?(ln (m) ~2)+ m] ’ (B:6)

1
WQZO, F1:—§W1 5 F2:2F1 . (B?)
Therefore in this region we have from Egs. (2.20)—(2.22)

do” dopg

ardr ~ age
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Using that in this region it is possible to put ' = Q*(1 — x)/2, it is easy to obtain the
part (5 ung Of the correction 6y, ., defined by Egs. (2.18) and (2.19), from this region:

m1 d/@ m? + 2K/ K2
5(1) _ Q 1
hard 7_[. m2 + (m2 + 2,%/)2
(B.9)
1 2 1 2 2
21n (1 Q— —1)——1n el +—(1n o —1>—7T— ,
T /<;0 m2 2 m2 4 m2 6
Using (4.29), we obtain
3 Q?
vt (22) (o(2) )22
(B.10)
(< () (2 G
2 m2 2 4 m? 6 4|
In the region Ky,q > K > Ky, 1.e. 1 — QQ% > x> x_ at Q% > m? one can put
- a<1+:v21 Q? N 1—8m> (B.11)
= —— n .
! 27\ 1 —x m2z(1 — x) 2(1—x)/ "’
a Q?
and 22 W
1 T
Fr= ( oL 2 W1> : (B.13)
1222
F=a ( c; Wy — Wl) = 22 F, + %:f . (B.14)

As it is seen, the Callan-Gross relation [33] is violated in this region. It could be expected,
since this relation is valid only in the collinear approximation.

Using Egs. (2.20)-(2.22), we have for the part 5&% of the correction dy,,,, from this
region:

~1

5}(12)(1 — /1_2Q2 dr |:F2(.T, Q2) Q2 QZG?\J + 4:]\JQGQE FQ('I?Q2)(1 — l’)

x B 2(pl) (AM? + Q?)R(1,Q?) x2
L@ (@@ )G, -G B0 ) B.15)
8(pl)* (AM? + Q*)R(1,Q?) z®
Q7 (QPGR —2MPGR) (Fy(r, Q%) — 20y (x, Q2))}
W0 R(LQY 7 |
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Note that in the integral (B.15) the upper limit can be set equal to 1 in all terms except
the first one. It gives

2 2
2 _ QN _ 261\ z- _
Opard = 27?[(31[1(7112) 41n<m2) 5+x_ + 5 — +2In(1 —x_ ) ( )
+

2 2
—|—1H2 (izl) _|_Z1n <L) —1H2(1 — r_ )—'—2L12(1—.’E )
m

m2(l —ax_)

N | Ot

2

— %(2 +z_)lnx_ + %(3 +z_)In(l—x_)— %(3 +2x_)

2 2,2 2,2 2 2
+ Q QGM+4MGE((21H:C—(1—$2>>ID(Q)—1H2LE’—%

Apl)  AM? + Q? m?
+ 2Lig(z )+ (1 —2_)(3+22_) + (1 — 22 ) In(z_(1 — x))> (B.16)
L Q@ QUQ )G - 8MIGY
16(pl)? AM? + Q2
X (((1 —x )% —2Inz_)In (f}ii) 3 - 2Liy(z_) + In*2_
@+r)

—(1—332_)( ln(l—m_)—(x2_+1—2x_—x )hm;_

xT_

—(1—x_)(xi+5+2a:_)) +4(C;2) (Q*G3, —2M2G2)lnx_] .

17



5(2)

har

e Q2 2/{0 ZL’Q, Q2
Or ard = 2%[(31n<m2 —41In g —5+x_+7—|—21n(1—x_) In 3

2K 9 ) T_ 3
+41In (W) —In"(1 —2_) 4+ 2Lis(1 —z_) — 7(2 +x_)lnzx_ — 5%-

The intermediate parameter x; disappears in the sum 9§, , = 0,..; + 5,(3”:

22 2 Q*>  Q*G3, +4M3GE
—a? — 247+ )l - o ) =3 P2 @+ 0 RE, Q7

X ((21nx_ (1—22))ln (7?;) —In*x_ — ~ + 2Lig(x_)

3

+(1—-2)B+22 )+ (1—2*)In(z_(1 —a:_))) (B.17)

@ QU@+ PG, - BMGY
607 (D + QR(LQY)

> (((1_x2)<2+—x_>—21nx )ln <7?:> —0———2L12( )+1n2x7

+

T_ 3
(2+x_)
T_

1 2 Q3, — 2M2G
—(1—x_)(z+5+2x_)) +4£Z)2Q R0 Elnx_] :

— (1 —2a?)

T_

2
In(l—2z_)— (— +1—-2x_ — x2> Inx_
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