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Abstract
In this document I will descrive the old and the new DIS module embedded in APFEL.
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1 Computing DIS Structure Functions on a Grid: the New DIS Module

In order to speed up and optimize the compution of the DIS structure functions in APFEL we decided to use the
same technology used for the PDF evolution. In fact, up to version 2.0.0, the computation of such observables
in APFEL was perfomed by directly convoluting PDFs with the coefficient functions by mean of a numerical
integration.

Now the aim is that of precomputing on a grid the convolution of the coefficient functions with a set of
interpolating polynomials. This way, the time consuming task of precomputing the coefficient functions of
the grid needs to be done only once and the numerical convolution with any PDF set is instead very fast.
In addition, as we will see below, this approach provides a very natural framework to combine precomputed
coefficient functions and evolution operators, so that any prediction of structure functions at any scale () can
be obtained very quickly by convolution with PDFs at some initial scale @Qy. Ultimately, this is particularly
suitable for PDF fits.

1.1 Zero Mass Structure Functions

A structure function in the Zero-Mass (ZM) scheme is given by the following convolution:
by z
Fz,Q =) = C as(Q) | ai(y, Q) (1.1)
i=g,q
Now, defining ¢t = In(Q?), @(n)(y,t) = yCi(n)(y7as(Q)) and g;(y,t) = yq:(y,Q), the integral above can be

written as:
F(z,1) Z/ <“”” )@(y,t). (1.2)

1=9,9

But, using a suitable interpolation basis, we can write:

Ny
4i(y,t) = Z w((xk) (¥)di(Tast), (1.3)
a=0

so that eq. (1.2) becomes:

-y [ 6, (2.0) )] o (1.4
i=g,q a=0 Yy
Now let’s assume that x is on the grid, so that x = xg. This way we have:

Flzg,t)= ) Z [ / (xjt) wg’”(y)] §(ta.t). (15)

i=g,q a=0

T palt)

Using the same arguments presented in the evolution code notes, we have that:

Tipa() £0 for B<a, (1.6)
and:
d
i gal(t) =/ @Ci (y, t) wk) (”jﬂ> (1.7)
c Y )
with:
¢ =max(zg,r3/Ta+1) and d=min(l,25/T0—k)- (1.8)

The same symmetries holding for the splitting function case hold also here.
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1.1.1 Coefficient Functions Treatment

The structure of the DIS coefficient functions is very similar to that of splitting functions with only one small
complication, that is the presence of a more divergent singular term. In practice the structure of the DIS
coefficient functions is the following:

Ci(z,t) = aCl(z,t) + 2C (1) [1 i x] + 2CP2(t) F“il_;)} +2Ch)6(1 - 2). (1.9)
+ +

The term proportional to C£2 can be treated, considering that:

[ M2 sw = [ =i - swea -

(1.10)
+ %f(l) n2(1 = ¢)f(d — 1)

On the same line of splitting functions, we know that the coefficient functions ha the following perturbative
expansion:

Za" c/™(z)  with J=R,S1,52L (1.11)
Therefore one has that:
Ljpa(t) =
N d S1,(n) S52,(n)
n C; +C; In(1 —y) xg
nos [ dy |t a<xﬁ>+ : : a7 ) T 9safld—1
Z(){/ | (2 — wo () = bsad=D)| ;1
+ [Cfl’(”) In(1 —c)f(d —1) + %CfZ’(”) In%(1 —c)f(d — 1) + cf’(")} %} .
Calling;:
(" (t) =
d S1,(n) S2,(n)
R,(n) T8 C; +C; In(1—vy) g\ B
/C dy | (), < ) ) + . wo (%) = b5u(d = 1) (1.13)

7

+ [C.Slv(") In(1 — c)0(d — 1) + %CSQ’(”) In?(1 — ¢)f(d — 1) + cf’“”] S5

we have that:

N
Tiga(t) =Y al(HTV), (1.14)

and the integrals I‘( ﬂ) do not depend on the energy therefore, once the grid (and the number of active flavours)
has been fixed, they can be evaluate once and for all at the beginning and used for the convolution at any scale.

Now, assuming to have computed the evolution operator M;; .5(t,to) between the scales ¢t = In(Q?) and
to = In(Q3) on the same grid where we have computed the operator I'; g,(t), one can esily combine the two
obtaining the prediction for the structure function F' on the grid in terms of PDFs at the initial scale Q¢ just
by performing the following convolution:

F(xa,t) = Tiap(t)Mij ey (t t0)d; (2, t0) (1.15)

where a sum of the repeated indeces is understood.

Before proceeding to treatment of the massive coefficient functions, we stress that in the massless scheme,
for obviuos kinematical reasons, there is no need to distinguish between charged- and neutral-current coeffi-
cient functions. The difference between the two cases appears only at the level of structure functions where
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the coefficient functions are comvoluted with different combinations of PDFs and combined according to the
structure of the couplings to quarks of the Z/v* vector bosons in the neutral-current case and the W* in the
charged-current case.

It is opportune at this point to mention that, when considering charged-current observables at NLO in the
massive scheme, there is a further contribution to be added to eq. (1.9) that has the form:

L

SL(t 1—z). 1.1
CFH(0)7-3(1 — 2) (1.16)
Starting from the relation:
d
il - _ 1.1
a:dxé(x) o(x), (1.17)
one can easily show that:
d (1 —x)
—0(l—2)=|—"=| . 1.1
4512 [HCL (113)

To make sure that this identity is correct, we try to convolute both the r.h.s. and the Lh.s. of eq. (1.18) with
the test function f(z), such that f(1) = 0, to see what is the result and whether the results are equal. Using
the L.h.s. we have:

1 1
o f/w dydfi(y)cﬂlfy) . i) : (1.19)

1
/ dy f(y) —5(1 — y) = F)o(1 —y) dy dy |,

while using the r.h.s.(}):

1 . 1 N 1 _
[Carrn [2222) <[00y [0y
x + T

e—=0t+ /. 1-— Yy
(1.20)
o ST )
=0+ € dy |,—;

So the results are equal and the distributions in eq. (1.18) when convoluted with a test function extract its
derivative in y = 1, up to a minus sign.
At the end of the day one has to include inside the curly brackets of eq. (1.12) the term:

(n) dw) (z5)

_ o5k
¢ dz

(1.21)

In addition, when using a Lagrange interpolation, one can show that the first derivative of the Lagrange
polynomials have the form:

G

>

o0 Lo~ To
k ocHta

dwi (x,) _ # (1.22)
dl‘ 1 k '
T, — To b4 a
To —Tp 1o Ta— T
oHta,p

The relation in eq. (1.22) is proved in the “Lagrange derivative.pdf” notes.

1.2 Massive Structure Functions

Now we can proceed considering the massive structure functions. When computing structure functions in
the massive scheme, there is a further complication that complicates a fast precomputation of the cefficient
functions on the z-space grid and it is the fact that the coefficients of the perturbative expansion of the massive

1 Since the delta function selects the point y = 1 in the following integral, the “incomplete” integral of plus-prescripted function
does not give rise to any residual logarithm of the form In(1 — z).
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coefficient functions carry an intrinsic dependence on the scale of the process. This prevents a scale independent
pre-tabulation of the coefficient functions on on z-space grid.

One possible way out is to pre-tabulate the coefficient functions, not only on an z-space grid, but also on a
Q-space grid, where @ is the scale at which the structure functions are evaluated. Actually the most efficient
way of precomputing the massive coefficient functions is on £-space grid, where ¢ is defined as:

Q2
= —. 1.23
£= 5 (123
where my is the mass of the heavy quark under consideration. In fact, for dimentional reasons, massive
coefficient functions depend on the scale @ through . Neglecting for the moment the dependence on the renor-
malization and on the factorization scales, the massive coefficient functions allow for the following expansion:

Ci(z,Q,mp) Za i (z,8). (1.24)

Given this relation, the massive analogous of the eq. (1.25) is

i 5a(Q,mp) Za Hr (€). (1.25)

In order not to recompute the operator I‘Enﬁ)a (€) any time that £ changes, we can tabulate the on a grid in &,

{517 s 757’3 s 75]\’5}7 deﬁning:
T =TV (&), (1.26)

and then interpolate to obtain the operator for a generic value of €. We have chosen to use a linear interpolation
so that:

r,(©) = €T, . + DO, (1.27)
with:
& —Ing
In&rp1 —Iné;

In¢ —Iné&,

and c(l)(f) = YA

() =

provided that & <& < &4

To conclude, once the operators I';
quickly computed by interpolation.

(1.28)

(n)

i ar have been precomputed, the operator for a generic value of £ can be

1.2.1 Neutral Current Coefficient Functions

As far as the neutral current coefficient functions are concerned, beyond LO(?), a close analytical form is not
available and only a semi-analitical form [2] which is not suitable for a fast numerical implementation. The
authors of Ref. [1] have used a simple parametrization to fit the exact coefficient functions. Such parametrization
is actually meant to be used in Mellin space, however it can equally be used in x space providing a fast and
accurate enough alternative to the original implemetation. The parametrization of Ref. [1] has the form:

K
Clw) = 0p =)o =) 3 au(p)e* with =g (1.29)

and the authors provide the numerical values of x, K and ay(p) for all the relevant coefficient functions at LO
(O(ay)) and NLO (O(a?)) tabulated on a &-space grid for large enough range in . Note the presence of the
f-function that has the scope of reducing the phase scace available for the process due the production of two
heavy quarks in the final state.

In APFEL we make use of the parametrization above only for the NLO coefficient functions as the exact
form of the LO ones is available in Ref. [3] and compact enough for an efficient implementation. In addition,
also for the pure singlet NLO coefficient functions (sometimes called gluon-radiation terms) we employ the
analytical expressions given in Appendix A of Ref. [4].

We finally remark that massive coeffient functions for the neutral current structure functions are presently
known only for Fy and Fr. For the parity-violating structure function F3 we thus use the massless coefficient
functions.

2 We remind that, in the neutral current case, the LO is order as.
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As far as the massless limit of the massive (massive-zero) coefficient functions is concerned, exact expressions
up to O(a?) have been evaluated in Ref. [4] and reported in Appendix D. Such expressions are implemented in
APFEL

As in the massive case, massive-zero coefficient functions are know only for F; and Fy, and again for the F3
structure function we use the massless coefficient functions.

1.2.2 Charged Current Coefficient Functions

We can now consider the charged-current sector. In this case, massive coeffincient functions are know only up to
O(as) (NLO), therefore a proper computation of charged-current structure functions the NNLO version of the
FONLL scheme (called FONLL-C) is impossible. However, the best we can do when computing charged-current
structure functions in the FONLL-C scheme is to set the NNLO contributions to zero in the massive sectors
but keeping those in the massless sector, as well as using NNLO evolution for PDFs and as.

The charged-current massive structure functions, like the other structure functions, are given by the convolu-
tion of PDFs with coefficient functions. Considering the heavy-quark H structure functions in the approximation
of diagonal CKM matrix, the definitions are:

1 (td
e @mi =3 [ 2 |cn.0s(X.0) + 000 (X.0)] (1.30)
1
E (2, Qumar) = x / % {cz,q(y,as (’;,Q) + gy, 6)g (;‘Q)] (1.31)
1
FH (2, Q. m) = / d—;’ [cg,q(y,ﬁ)s (’;,Q) + Cg(,6)g (;‘cz)} (1.32)
X
with: m%{ .
Xx(1+622))\a (1.33)
where: ,
JR— 3 (1.34)

T Qrtmy 1+
Now, defining:
FLI/{(x7Q7mH):F2H(xaQ>mH)_2xF1H(xaQ7mH)v (135)

we have that:

La
FLI:I(xa Q7mH) = X/ Zy |:CL,q(y5§)$ (za Q) + CL,g(yag)g <;<a Q>:| ) (136)
X
where we have defined:
CLq(g)(yv f) = C(2,11(9) (ya 5) - /\Cl,q(g) (y;f) (137)

All the coefficient functions entering the structure functions above admit a perturbative expansion that at

NNLO reads:
N

Chaale)1:6) = D al(Q)C (w,€), k=1,23,L. (1.38)

n=0

In the following we will truncate the expansion at NLO.
After the definitions above we can write down, first the LO coefficient functions. While at LO the gluon

coefficient functions are all zero (C,i?; (y,€) = 0), the quark coefficient functions are:
Ci(@,€) = (1 —a),
Ciy(@,€) = 5(1 — @),
(1.39)
O3 (w,€) = 6(1 — ),

Ciy(@,€) = (1=Ns(1 - ).
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The NLO charged-current massive coefficient have been computed and reported in Appendix A of Ref. [5].
However, before being implemented in APFEL they need some manipulation. We start defining:

Ka— %(1 ~ ) In(1 = \). (1.40)

In addition, in order to consider factorization scale variations, we also need to consider the splitting function:

14 22 3 2 3
(0) — e _ - _ e _
P,/ (2)=CF (l—z)++25(1 z)] Cr {(l_zh (1+z)+25(1 2)| (1.41)
and we also define:
2
k=9 (1.42)
Fr
The explicit expressions of the NLO quark coefficient functions read:
W _ gL g o 1E3A 310 EE 501 —
Cl,q = 2CF{< 4 I 2(2 I KA+21I1 \ (5(1 Z)
2 2 _
- (I—EZ_)ZIHZ-F<—1nI§F—21n(1—z)+ln(1—)\z)>(1+z)+(3—z)+)\12+Z)\1
) . (1.43)
N 2{21n(1—z)—1n(1—)\z)} +2(1+1I1KF)[ 1 }
1—2 i A 1—=2 +
P Sl R R R et
A2 [1- )Xz 2 [(1=A2)2]
a 1 1+ A 3 K%
Atz (o EE i — )t m—ae) ) (14 2) + -
T n— n z n z 2+
, , (1.44)
4 9 2In(1 — z) — In(1 — A\z) L —1+lnﬁ 1
11—z 4 A 1—=2 +
n 2X2 - -1 1 +1 1—2
A 1—Az 2 [(1=A2)?2]
1 1 1+3X 3 K%
03,(1 = 20F{(—4—2—2C2—2)\KA+2111>\ 6(1—2)
A2z EE o= ) £ = a2)) (14 2) + ~
T n— n z n z 2)+ 5
. 7 (1.45)
2In(1 — z) — In(1 — K 1
" 2[ a1 —2) — In( Az)} +2<_1+1HF>[ ]
1—2 4 A 1—=z +
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W _ _ R SR & S RS NELS A P
e = 20p(1 A){( d- 55 =26 - S Ka+ S Im=E a1 - 2)
(1+2%)Inz K%
- 0, °* —lnT—2ln(1—z)+ln(1—)\z) (14+2)+3
-z
) (1.46)
. 2[2111(1—2’)—111(1—/\2)] —|—2(—1—|—anF>{ 1 }
1-=2 " A 1—z],

2 [1_1AZ} 41 [(11_;)L}+20F INKAS(1 — 2) + (1 + \)z]

In order to proceed with our manipulations we need to define the generalized or incomplete +-prescription:

[ 1) = [ ) o) - o] - o) [ d £ =
—_——

Ry () (1.47)

/ dz {[f(2)], + Ry(@)5(1 - 2)} g(2)

where the +-prescription in the r.h.s of the equation above should be understood in the usual way independently
of the integration bounds.

Often the residual Ry(x) function can be evaluated analytically by performing the integral, however some-
times it need to be evaluated numerically performing the integral in a numerical way. In particular the 4-
prescripted functions that enter the expressions above give rise to the following residual functions that can be
computed analytically:

- /Ox L), (1.48)
—/Oxdzlnil__zz) = %1112(1—3:), (1.49)
/Omdz(ll_)\z)Q)\lQIH(l)\x)+1)\/\1_x)\x, (1.50)

while we do not know how to solve analytically the integral:
— [ = (151)

therefore we will compute it numerically.
As a consequence, when convoluting the coefficient functions above with PDFs in the point x, we can treat
the +-prescripted functions using the standard definition at the price of adding to the local terms the following

functions: )

o = o)+ 20k {2 (1 — z) — 2R(x) + 2 < 1+ 1n KA) In(1 — z)

L.q
; (1.52)
1 1-X =z
o 9 K2
5y — Ca,t2CF 2In*(1 — z) — 2R(x) + 2 l—HnT In(1 —z)
, (1.53)
1-X\ =z
+ﬁln( /\x)—|—72)\ 1_)\33}5(1—2')
2
Cil) = Chy+20k {211@ (1 —2) —2R(z) ( 141 AF) In(1 — z)
, (1.54)
1 1-X =z
+ﬁln(1 —Az) + o 1w )\m}é(l —z)
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KQ
o) = 021’214—201:(1—)\){21112(1—3:)—2R(x)+2(—1+ln)\F>ln(1—x)

(1.55)
1 1-X\ =z
Now let us consider the gluon coefficient functions, that read:
n  _ 2 2 l—2 1 1 K}
Ciy = 2TR{[2 +(1—z)]{ln< )—2111(1—)\)—1—2111)\ +
4z2(1 —2) — 14 , (1.56)
z 1—-Az
M _ 21— 27 [ (222) — Ly + L BE
Cy, = 2TR{[2 +(1 z)]{ln( . > 2ln(l )\)+21n 3 +
82(1—2)— 1+ , (1.57)
(1= A |=6(1+ 20201 — 2) + —1— 16221 — 202) In 2%
: TN : ) (I1-=X)z
n _ 2 Y l—2 1 _ 1 Kil%“
Csy, = 2TR{[Z +(1 z)][an(l_)\z)—&-an(l )\)+21n el
(1.58)
(I1=X)[22(1—2)—2z[1—(14+N)z]In 1=z
(1-Nz] )’
W _ N2 4 (1 - )2 ==Y Ll tnEE
Cr, = 2TR{(1 Mz + (1 —2)7] [ln( . ) 2ln(l )\)+21n 3 +
42 =XN)z(1—2)+ (1.59)

(1- ) {—2(3 +4N)2(1 = 2) + 42z(1 — 222) In (ti;} } ,

Since these functions do not contain any -+-prescripted functions, they can be implemented as they are.
We now consider the massless limit of the above massive coeflicient functions. We start considering that:

A—1
Ka—0 (1.60)
as consequence we find that the quark coefficient functions tend to:
(1) 0,(1) _ 9 3 e
Cl,q mH_—>>OCLq = QCF{_ <2+2C2—21I1KF> (5(1—2’)
D1
- w —(In(1-2) + I K2) (1+2)+3 (1.61)
—z
In(1 — 1
-z |, 2 1—=z n
clV — M = oo ) 96— SmK2) s
2,qu*>0 2.q - Fy — §+ C2_2n F ( _Z)
14 2%)1
- % — (In(1 - 2) + mK2) (14 2) + 22+ 3 (1.62)
—Z

7] G [ )
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9 3
oM — oyl = 2CF{ - (2 +26 — 5 In K%) 5(1—2)
1+22)1
- %—(m(l—z)ﬂnf{%) (1+2)+2+2 (1.63)
—z
e G ]
1—2z + 2 1—2 +
(1) 0,(1) _
CrLq mH——>>0CL~‘1 =4CFz (1.64)
The local term to be added to the quark coefficient functions, considering that:
1
R(z) — —In(1—2)?, (1.65)
mH~>0 2
are: _ 5 -
oyt o P 420k [?(1 - 2) — (2 —2In K%) In(1—2)| 6(1—2), (1.66)
- 5 -
et = g 420k (1 - 2) - (2 —2In K%) In(1—x)| 6(1—z), (1.67)
_ 5 -
Oyt = PV 420k [?(1 - ) - (2 —2In K%) In(1—2)| 6(1—2), (1.68)

while no local term needs to be added to CO (1)

Now we turn to the gluon coefficient functlons where we need to know that:

Q2
In(1-X) — —In (2 ) (1.69)
mH~>O mH
so that
0 1) _ -2\ 1, (@) 1 o )
Ciy " Gy = 2TR{[ (1—2)7 [ln( . ) + 2ln (m%{ + 2anF +4z(1—2)—1;, (1.70)
(1) 0.1) _ 2 (1 )2 =2\ 1, (@ 1 o -
Cay m—>HHOC'21g =2Tg {[Z + (1 - 2)7 {ln( . ) + 5 In <m%1 + 5 InKz| +82(1—2)—1,, (1.71)
(1) 0,(1) _ 2 o[ 1 Q? L.,
CLy —>OCO =0T [42(1 - 2)] (1.73)
I

We also note that in the limit mpy — 0, the covolution integrals in egs. (1.30), (1.31), (1.32) and (1.36) will
extend from x to 1 rather than from x to 1.

As clear from the definitions in egs. (1.30), (1.31), (1.32) and (1.36), in order to compute a give structure
functions for some given value of x, one needs to convolute the coefficient functions that we have written above
with PDFs in the rescaled point x = /X > x, so in particular the convolution integral extends from x to 1. This
is a kinematical consequence of the mass of the heavy quark involved that reduces the phase space available for
the process.

From the point of view of the implementation of the FONLL scheme in APFEL, given that the massive
scheme needs to be combined with the massless and the massive-zero schemes whose convolution integrals
extend from z to 1, it would be convinient to rewrite egs. (1.30), (1.31), (1.32) and (1.36) in such a way that
the lower interagration bound is x rather than x. To this end, let us consider the integral:

- 1 Bows (1), (1.74)

where x = z/\. By the change of integration variable z = Ay, we can rewrite the integral above as:

If:d;c (i)f(i) :/x @5(2 A f (;) , (1.75)
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where:

Clz,\) =0(\ — 2)C (;) . (1.76)

In this way we have achived the goal of expressing the “reduced” convolution in egs. (1.30), (1.31), (1.32)
and (1.36) as a “standard” convolution between x and 1. The price to pay is to consider the massive coefficient
functions during the integration as explicit functions of the variable z/X\ and to cut off the region z > A by
means of the Heaviside #-function. Of course, this does not neet to be done in the massive-zero case as the
convolution already extends between x and 1.

2 Target Mass Corrections

Kinematic corrections due to the finite mass of the target proton M, which recoils against the photon might
be relevant in the small-energy region. The leading contributions to such corrections have been computed long

time ago in Ref. [6] and, denoting the target-mass corrected struture functions with =, they take the form:
~ 2
FQ(‘TﬂQ) = 52 3/2 (5 Q) IQ(E Q)
~ 22(1 - 1) px3(6 — 27)
FL(xa Q) = (5 Q) §2 3/2 FZ(E Q) TIQ(ga Q) ) (21)
~ 4px
eFy(2,Q) = 52 T ery(.Q) + §/2 L(£,Q),
where: ,
M, 2x
=1+ 4pz? = 2.2
p=grr Tl E=gn (2:2)
and:

1
L(E,Q) = L FQ(;”Q), L(.Q) = /E dny”’;‘Z’Q). (2.3)

Using the interpolation formula, we have that:

Fy(y, Fy(q,
Q(yng) =X 2(23 D), (2.4)
therefore: (5. 0) )
o F(za, (k)
86 Q) =3 20 i), (25)
while:

Z%‘F Za, Q / dy w® (2.6)

In turn, again using the interpolation formula, we can write:

Ja(€) = /5 dywd (y) Z [ / dywP( )] wi? (€). (2.7)
=0 /=8
—
Jga

Considering the fact that:

wP(y) #0 for o <y < Tati, (2.8)
it follows that:

Jga =0 for B>« (2.9)

and thus:

=" TsawlP(€). (2.10)
B=0
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In addition, we can simplify the integral as follows:

d
Too= [ dyu® ). (2.11)
where:
c=max(xg,To—t) and d=min(l,z44+1). (2.12)

In conclusion, we can treat Jg, exactly in the same manner as the regular part of a massless coefficient function
or a splitting function and thus it can be precomputed and stored.
At the end of the day we have that:

j{:j{:uﬁk) Jbag—izﬁﬁgl, (2.13)

a=0 5=0

that can also be written as:

N, [N
~ | ; 2. Q
S g I @ 0. (2.14)
B=0 |a=8 o
Ix(z6,Q)
Similarly:
N [N
- = TaF3(T0, Q
5EQ =Y [ s oD 0. (2.15)
B=0 | a=p @
13(1ﬁ7Q)
Gathering all pieces we finally find:
~ e [ a2 6p2° )
Fyx.Q) = BZO_WFQW,QHTHAW,Q)} G
= [ 2*(1 - 1) pa*(6 — 2r)
- - k
Fu@,Q) = 3 |Fules Q)+~ Fales,@) + P 2 s, @) W) (2.16)
p=0
~ Na -x2 4px3 ®)
rF3(z,Q) = Z &xﬂFS(‘(EﬁvQ)—’_WI-?’(mﬁ)Q)} w,@(f)
B=0 -

For the equations above is clear that in the case when M, = 0, that implies p =0, 7 = 1 and { = z, all
structure functions reduce to the uncorrected formulas.

When considering the extraction of the DIS operator times the evolution operator like in eq. (1.15), one
should be careful with Is and I3. Condidering that:

l'om ZZFZ ory ij,'yﬁ(QvQO)Qj(xﬁaQO) (217)

V,0 @J

we have that:

1.0 nga B ZM M@ Q0)ay (@5 Q). (218)

7,0 % |a=B

3 Renormalization and Factorization Scale Variation

In the previous sections, when discussing the implementation of the structure functions in APFEL, we assumed
that the renormalization scale pr and the factorization scale up were identified to the scale pf the process Q. In
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this section, we want to relax this assumption and to do so we the expansion of the DGLAP and RG equation
for as up to NLO, that is:

afl o Ols(,uF) (0) Oés(p,p) (1)
FnE = dr Py (x) + ppm Pl(@)+ ... | ® fi(z,pr), (3.1)
and: ,
9 Qs os(pr) as(pr)
— |—)=—|—= —_— e 2
dln 112, (471') ( Ar bot =y 1t (8:2)
Defining:
— kR — HE =&
§r = 0 §r = 0 and as y (3.3)
where () is constant, and defining:
tr=In¢% and tp=Inés, (3.4)
the equations above can be written as:
ofi (0) 1)
Bty :as(tF) |:P” —l—as(tF)Pij +:| ®fj(tF), (3.5)
and:
Oag 9
o % (tr) [Bo+as(tr)Br+...]. (3.6)
R
Now, expanding f;(t) around ¢ = tp we have:
Ofi 19%f; 2
i) = fi(t t—t —= t—1t e .
O =500+ 5| -t g G- (37)
Using eqgs. (3.5) and (3.6), we have that:
afi
5| = [w0P 4 e @ fier) + Ola)
(3.8)
0 fi
5| =aen) [P e P = 5P| o fitr) + Oal)

Chosing t = 0 in eq. (3.7), we finally have:

21 (P @ P - By Pg’)ﬂ } ® fi(tr) +O®@).  (3.9)

10 = {1 = (e PP + ar) |-tePl) 41

Now, using eq. (3.6), we easily find:

as(tr) = as(tr) [1+ as(tr)Bo(tr — tp) + O(a2)] , (3.10)

which can be plugged into eq. (3.9) to give:

1
£:(0) = {1 —as(tr)tr P +a2(tr) [tFPS) + 5 (P @ B + AP - tFtRﬁoR-S”] }®fj (tr)+0(a).
(3.11)
Finally, setting tp = 0 in eq. (3.10), we find:

as(0) = as(tr) [1+ as(tr)Botr + O(al)] , (3.12)

Considering that and NNLO the ZM structure functions are written in terms of PDFs and coefficient functions
as:

2
F(tp,tr)/z = [Z ak(tr)CM (tr,tr) | @ filtr) + O(al), (3.13)
k=0

and that, up to subleading terms, the structure functions must be renormalization and factorization scale
independent, this requires that:
F(tg,tr) = F(0,0). (3.14)
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But since:

® fi(0) + O(a3), (3.15)

F(0,0)/z = [Za C(k)

where a(k) are the well-know ZM coefficient functions, using eqs. (3.11) and (3.12) in eq. (3.15) and finally
imposing the identity in eq. (3.14), we can find the explicit espression of the “generalized” coefficient functions

51-(]6) (tr,tr). In fact:

F(0,0)/z = {5}0)

+ as(tr) [C(” t C“”@P‘O)}

3.16
+ aX(tg) {GJ‘.Q) +trboCi — tr (C0 @ PP + 1 @ PY) .
+ %@(0) @ (P @ P + 8P — trtrfC” @ PiSQ)} } ® fi(tr) +O(a).
Finally, using the identity in eq. (3.14), it is easy to find that:
C~§O)(tR, tp) = 5](0)
CVtr,tr) = OV —tpC” 0 PY
CPtr,tr) = CF +1trfC) —tp (550) o PV +CP e PZ.(JQ)) (3.17)

+ F Cq (P @ P + Py ) ~ titaBC @ P

Therefore, in the ZM-VENS, 1n order to perform scale variation we need to precompute the additional convo-
lutions: éi(o) ® Pi(JQ), @(0) ” , C'(l) ® Py ©) and C’ 0 g PZ(ZO) ® Pl(jo).

In order to proceed, it is opportune to spec1fy the basis in which PDFs are expressed. As usual, the most
natural choice is the QCD evolution basis {¥, g, V, V3, Vs, Vis, Vaa, Va5, T3, T, Vis, To4, T35} and thus the indices
i, j and [ in eq. (3.17) run between 1 and 13 over this basis. The advantage of this basis is the fact that the
splitting function matrix Pj; is almost completely diagonalized. The starting point, is the usual definition that,
up to a factor x and omitting the convolution symbol ®, can be written as:

2
F={e) gg+Z(9 [C’Ps + e >C+} a (3.18)
q
lof
where: )
= e}0(Q* —m3). (3.19)

Now, in order to express the structunre function in eq. (3.18) in the evolution basis, we need to find the
tranformation such that:

6
j=1

where f; belongs to the evolution basis, that is: fi; = X, fo = T3, f3 = T3 and so on. One can show that the
trasformation matrix 7j; can be written as:

T; =0(j — 1)

L=0ud s,
G —=1)
(3.21)

1
Tz'l:ga
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with 8(j — i) = 1 for j > i and zero otherwise. In addition, one can show that:

6

6
> T;;=0, and > Ty =dy;. (3.22)
j=1

i=1
Now, we can plug eq. (3.20) into eq. (3.18) and, using eq. (3.21), we get:

6

1 J
F = <63> Ogg + = (OJ,. + nfCPS) Z m
=2

S G- e

i=1

fi¢ s (3.23)

where we have transmuted the sum over u, d and so on into a sum between 1 and 6 and where we have defined:

ng= Ze(cf —m?). (3.24)

Now we need to express the term in sqauer brackets in terms of the usual coefficient functions C; and Cpg, in
particular:

J J 2 2
N N e es
C;, —jC; = 9(@2 - m?) (Ops + ZC_;,_) — j@(QQ - m2) <Cps + ]C_;,_) . (3.25)
2 2 @ I+
Here we can distinguish two case, the first is Q2 < m? and under this assumption we have:
j A A
> Ci—jCj=Cy +nsCps. (3.26)
i=1
If instead Q2 > m?, then:
> Ci—jC; = K;Cy (3.27)
i=1
with:
1 [ 1 (&
_ 2_ .2\ _ 2 ; 2
K; = @ (;ei —j6j> = @ <;ei —(j— 1)6]-> . (3.28)

We can express both cases in one single formula as:
j A A
Z Ci —jC; = 0(m? — Q* — €) [C4 + nsCps] + 0(Q> — m?) [K;Cy4] . (3.29)

where € is a small parameter that ensures that the case Q% = m? is included in the second term of the r.h.s. of
eq. (3.30). Eq. (3.30) can aslo be written as:

Z —jC; = 0(ny — j) [K;C4] +0(j —ny — 1) [Cy +nsCps] . (3.30)

In addition, one can easily see that:

fi=0(ng =) f;+0(G —ny— 1%, (3.31)
and thus:
6 i g . ,
but: .
: -2 : (3.33)
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Moreover:

K 11 Lo, 1 A
iG-0 " (@iG-1 (;ei ‘J€j> =@ G-D ;ei [0 — ) — 565] - (3.34)

d;

Finally, putting all pieces together, we find:

ny
F = <63> l:ng + <CPS + nlijL) E:| + C+ Zdjfj . (335)

=2

It is interesting to separate the contributions coming from the different flavors. To do so, we just need to
separate the contributions coming from, say the k-th charge e and this is easily done applying the following
replacement:

e2 — dipe? . (3.36)
In this way we have that:

<e§> — 0(Q* —m2)es , (3.37)

and:

ex [0 — k) — jo;] 2 [0 — k) — 50,1

dj — — = 0(Q* —m3)e —— : 3.38
! i -1 @ Kk i —1) (3.38)
so that the k-th component of the structure function F is:
1 o 100 — k) — jouy]
k) _ 2 2\ 2 j
(3.39)
s oy 1 1 s 1
= 0(Q° —mp)ei § |Cog + CPS"‘TTC-&- X - E0+fk+0+ Z ﬁfj
! j=kt1
and it is such that:
6
F=> F®. (3.40)
k=1

In APFEL we split the total structure functions into a light component and three heavy quark components.
The light components is defined as:

3 ny
1
1 _ k) _ /.2 @)
F'=3"F® = (c}) [cgg + (cps + nfc+> 2} +Cy Zdj fj- (3.41)
k=1 j=2
where:
3
() => e, (3.42)
i=1
and:
%(63 - 63) y j=2
3
1 .
AV = "0 i) — oyl =14 sleater—2),  i=3 | (3.43)
i =1 &
<512> >4
iG-0> J =

no need of the #-functions as the scale ) will always be above the strange threshold. This way the explicit form
of F! is:

nr

1 1 1 1
Fl = <612> |:ng + (CPS + nfc+> E:| +5(63—63)C+T3+6(6%+63-26§)C+Tg+<6%>0+ ; mfj . (344)
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The heavy-quark components are instead defined as:

nf

1 1
Fe = 0(Q% —m?2)e? {C +<C +C)Z]CT O S ——Fp
(Q ) g9 PS ny + +415 +;)](j_1)fj
1 -1 3.45
Fb = 9(@2—7715)6% l:Ogg+<CPS+nfC+) E:| O+T24+C+mej y ( )
Jj=6

Ft

1 1
f

To conclude the treatment of all the structure functions, we should adda that eq. (3.35) is valid only for Fy
and Fy,. However, F3 can be easily derived following the very same steps with the only differences are that: the
distributions {X, T5, Ts, T15, T4, T35} must be replaced with {V, V3, Vs, V15, Vay, Va5 }, C must be replaced with
C_, the gluon and the pure-singlet coefficient functions are identically zero and the squared electric charges
replaced with the appropriate electroweak charges ¢;. Following this recipe, we find:

nf

Fy={(c > C V+CoD djgs, (3.46)
j=2

where g; belongs to {V, Vs, Vi, Vis, Vau, Vas .

Eq. (3.35), explicitly written in eqgs. (3.44) and (3.45), is the final result that allows us to implement the
scale variation formulae given in eq. (3.17) in APFEL. The good aspect of eq. (3.35) if the fact that it is written
in terms of the fundamental coefficient functions Cy, Cy and Cpg and PDFs appear in the evolution basis where
the splitting-function matrix diagonalizes. In particular, up to O(a?), we have that:

PE,’“ — Py ij=g,q(%)
" 51]13( ) 1,7 =13,1%, Vis, T4, T35 (3.47)
P,;” — 6, P™ i =V, Vs, Ve, Vis, Vaa, Vs

Also, defining:
1
Cy=Cps+ —C4, (3.48)
ny
we can connect eq. (3.15) and eq. (3.35) by observing that:

G = (e >C§’“> j=9.a(%)
C(k) — d; C( J=1T3,Tg,T15, T4, T35 (3.49)
C(k) 4>d C(k) j :V37%7V157‘/247%5

where we have also considered the “minus” distributions that appear in the F3 structure function. Of course,
the same relations must hold also for eq. (3.13):

M e j=g,4®)

Cj(k) —d; C(kg J=13,18,T15,T24, T35 (3.50)
C](*k) - dgc(_k) J=V3,Vs,Vi5, V24, V35
with 1
Cq =Cps + —C+ . (3.51)
ng

In addition, in the following, we will make use of the following identity:
PO =pO = pO. (3.52)
Now, considering that Cpg starts at O(a?), we can write:

COz) =V (x) = Agpé(1 — )

O\ (x) = (Asp/ny) 6501 —x) for j=q,g

(3.53)
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where Agp =1 for F» and F3 and Agp = 0 for F. From eq. (3.17) it follows that:

CO(tg,tr) = Asgpd(l—2)
c(tr,tr) = CF ASFtFP(O)
(3.54)
cPtrtr) = CF +1trfoCl) —tp (ASF +Cl)®P( )>
AselE (PO P + BP0 — AgptrtrBo Py
+ SF?(qq@) + fo )* setrtrBoly,’
that can be rearranged as:
Cz(to)(tR,tF) = Aspé(l—x)
P (tr,tr) = CL = AgptrPly
(3.55)

P (tr,tr)

C? +trBoC — trC? @ PO

t7 1
+ ASF?F (Pq(f}) ® Pl — ﬁqu(g)) — Agrtp [Pj([) (tr —tr)BoPY | .
The term in square brackets in the r.h.s. of the third line corresponds to what we would call Pj(tl)(t R, tr), that
is the NLO splitting function in the presence of scale variations (g # pr). This quantity is already evaluated
by APFEL and thus does not need to be recomputed.

Now, let us consider the singlet sector that, cosidering the fact that becomes:

A
CJ(-O)(tR,tF) = %(qu(g(l—l‘)
f
As
CJ('l)(tR,tF) = CJ(-I) “t P(O)
(3.56)
CPtr,tr) = O +trpoCl" —tpC) @ P

Asr th ( 50) - 1(0) O _ Ask, 5)
SSEIE (pl0) o pO) _ 5 p ) SSEy B,
+nf2(qz®” BoP o

for j = g,q. Taking into account eq. (3.55) and considering also the fact that Cé,os) = Cl(als) =0 (i.e. Cpg is
O(a?)), it is easy to see that:

CI(DOS)(tR7tF) = 0
1
Agp t2 A ~ _
CR(tr,tr) = O —trCD & PR + —EL PO o PO — =S84, [P - P
Usi
and also that:
A
CW(tp,tp) = CM— SFt PO
(3.58)
CO(tn,tr) = CP +ighoCl) —trCM @ P

Agp 3,/ (0) (0) Agr
2SEE (pO) g plO) P<0>) 28Ey P
ny 2 ( i ® Pig” — Polyg ng ag
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where the term Ci(l) ® Pi(;) in the r.h.s. of the third line of eq. (3.58) should be interpreted as:

Mg pO _ 1 ) po 1 0
CiloB, =0l PO +cM @ P, (3.59)
Now we consider the massive scheme. In the neutral-current sector the leading-order coefficient functions

CZ-(O) are identically equal to zero and this simplifies substantially the structure of the massive coefficient functions
in the presence of scale variations:

CJ(*O)(tR,tF) =0
CWtptr) = CV (3.60)
CP(tptr) = O +trpoCM —tpc) @ PY.

In addition, the factorization scale variation terms are already present in the implementation of the massive
coefficient functions in APFEL. As a consequence, only the renormalization variation terms need to be imple-
mented. This is a great facilitation because the renormalization variation terms do not require any further
convolution and thus no additional terms need to be computed during the initialization phase.

As far as the massive charged-current sector is concerned, no O(a?) are presently available and thus only
the first two lines of eq. (3.17) are actually needed. Also in this case the factorization scale variation terms are
already present in the implementation and again this avoids the precomputation of additional terms.

Now let us discuss how to implement in APFEL the additional terms needed to perform scale variations.
The only terms that are a bit more complicated to implement are those that require a convolution between two
splitting functions of between a plitting functions and a coefficient functions. More in particular, we only need
to compute the terms: Pi(;)) () ® Pj(,g) () and Ci(l)(x) ® Pi(jo)(x). In pricinple, these terms could be evaluated
analitically by computing the explicit convolution between the know expressions that are involved. However,
it seems easier in APFEL to compute these terms numerically using the ingredients that have already been
evaluated in the initialization stage. To show how to reduce these terms to known quantity, let us cosider the
following convolution:

Flan) = 2aCl) © Q(ea) = 20 | Bowe ()= [ Yyew?o () - [ Bewa (),
(3.61)

where x,, is node of the x-space grid of APFEL and 5’(y) = yC(y) and @(y) = yQ(y). Now, using the well-known
interpolation formula we can write:

/ Yowa (%) -3 [[ Lewnd (%)) e (562

ﬁ [e

Tag

(k)

where wy" are the usual interpolation functions of degree k. Now suppose that in turn:

Qlas) = asPlas) @ flas) = | ERaF(2) -y [ / LByt (“’5)] ). (363)

3 z 3 z z

gy

it follows that: B B B _
F(zq) =C(zq) @ P(xg) ® f(2a) = ZFagﬂﬁyf(xw) . (3.64)
By

The formula above clearly shows that the missing pieces can be easily obtained by properly multimplying the
precomputed splitting function matrices I1;; o5 and the coefficient function matrices I'; o g accordind to the scale
variation formulas derived above.

As an alternative to the numerical convolution of the new pieces arising when including renormalization- and
factorization-scale variations, one can try to compute the analytically the convolutions above. In fact, all the
terms involved in the new convolutions are usually simple enough to make the analytic computation possible
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using, for instance, Mathematica. This is advantageous because it avoids any inaccuracy of numerical origin
coming from the numerical convolution of the operators involved. In order to do so, we only need to know
how to treat some particular term that appear in the combinations. In particular, we need to be able to treat
terms in which Dirac d-functions and +-prescripted functions are present at the same time. The most trivial
convolutions are those involving one or two J-functions, that is:

d(l—2)®@d(l—2)=0(1—x),

<ln"(1—x)> ®5(1_x):(ln”(l—x)) . (3.65)
+ +

11—z 1—-2z
that can be easily proven in Mellin space where the convolution ® becomes a simple product and the §-function

corresponds to the unity. The Mellin-space method can be used also in the cases where two +-prescripted
functions are involved. Up to O(a?) there are only two possible combinations, that are:

<1ix)+® (1ix)+2(w)+gg(2)5(1@,

<1ix)+® (WL = ; (WLC@) <1ix>+ ln(x)lln_(lx—x) CE)—2).

The relations in eq. (3.66) can be obtained rearranging, in Mellin space, the terms is such a way to reconstruct
the Mellin-transform of well-known terms.

Now, given the LO splitting functions (with expansion parameter a;/4m and such that they can be used to
evolve the singlet combination {q*, g}):

2(1im)+—(1+x)+;5(1—x)1 ,

Pq(g) (x) =4nsTr [x2 +(1- x)z] ,

P () = 2Cr [H(lo:_x)T |

() '+
— —24+z—2° 4+ —
l—z), x

we can compute the additional terms involving only combinations of splitting functions. In particular, we need
to compute:

(3.66)

0
P9 (z) = 2CF

(3.67)

110A - 4nfTR

PO (z) = 4C4 3

0(1 —x),

0 0
P9 (z)® P (), (3.68)

involved in the O(a?) non-singlet coefficient functions, and:

0 0
Py (x) ® Pyg (x),
(3.69)
(0) 0.y _ p(O 0 0 0
present in the pure-singlet and in the gluon coefficient functions, respectively.
The convolution in eq. (3.68) can be easily computed by hand using eqs. (3.65) and (3.66) and the result is:

PO(zx) o PO(z) = 4C%[8(1n§1_;))++6<11x)+—411n(xi—4(1+x)1n(1—a:)

(3.70)
b 314 2) (@) — (z+5) + (Z - 4@(2)) 51— x)] .

As for eq. (3.69), where no convolutions of the kinds given in egs. (3.65) and (3.66) are present, we can safely
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use Mathematica, obtaining:

Py (x) ® Py (x)

CpnfTR [

wl oo

(_4302 o4+ 3) +16(z + 1) ln(wﬂ 7

qt

4
P(Q)(x) ® Pi(go) () = nsTrCa {16 (22% = 2z 4+ 1) In(1 — ) 4+ 16(4z + 1) In(z) + 3 (—403:2 + 262 + 17 + i)}
+ ngTrCr [16 (2x2 —2z+1)In(l —2) — 8 (42® — 2z + 1) In(z) + 4 (42 — 1)]

16
+ n3Th [—3(2@2 -2z + 1)}

(3.71)
Now we need to consider the additional terms involving combinations of splitting functions and coefficient
functions. Let us start considering F, and it is the easiest case. Here we have:

CI(JI)i (x) = 4Cpx,

1
Cpale) = ;fc({)i(x) : (3.72)

c(@) = 4Tra(l-z),

and for the non-singlet case we need to compute:

O3V () © P9 (2) = 40} [(z +2) + 4z n(1 — o) — 2zIn(z)] . (3.73)
For the pure-singlet and the gluon coefficient functions, instead, we need to compute:
[32

1
o) (r) @ Py (x) = CrTr 5 (2:8 —3+ x) — 322 ln(x)} ,

[ 16 2
(@)@ PV (x) = CaTg |642(1 —z)In(l - z) — 128z In(z) + 3 (233:2 — 19z — 6+ x)

] (3.74)
+ CpTgr %6$11’1((E) - g (22° —z — 1)}

64
+ nTh {—3x(1—x)} .

Now we consider Fy, for which we have:

2Cr [2 (hl(l—@)+ . ( ! )+ _ol@) 1) (1 = 2) = In()]

H~v
&
I

11—z

(3.75)

c(z) = 4Tg[(2*+ (1 —2)%) [In(1 - z) — In(z)] — 82> + 8z — 1] .

Also in this case we need to compute Céli (x) ® Pq(g)(x) and C’é}i) () ® Pi(;) (x).

4 Implementation of the Semi-Inclusive ¢*e¢~ Annihilation

The implementation of the Semi-Inclusive ete™ Annihilation (STA) in APFEL is not very complicated. The
reason for that is the fact that STA is structurally identical to DIS. In fact, we can regard SIA as the time-like
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counterpart of DIS and the differences are only at the level of coefficient functions and splitting functions.
Considering that APFEL already implement the time-like evolution [7] (i.e. the time-like splitting functions),
the only thing to do is implement the respective coefficient functions. Presently the coefficient functions for
SIA are known up to O(a?) (NNLO) in the zero-mass scheme and they have been computed in Ref. [8] and the
x-space expressions of interest for the implementation in APFEL reported in Appendix C.

The way in which the SIA expressions are reported is slightly different from the standard way in which we
are used to see the DIS expressions. We would like to reduce the STA expressions to the same form of DIS in
such a way to use the DIS module of APFEL also for the STA cross sections. In particular the STA cross section
is Ref. [8] expressed in terms of the three structure functions: Fr, Fy and F4. However, comparing the STA
cross section with the DIS cross sections it is easy to realize that defining:

Fy(x,Q) = Fr(z,Q) + Fr(z,Q) ,
FL<x’Q) :FL(xaQ)a (41)
FA(xaQ) :Z‘Fg(l‘,Q),

the STA cross section reduces to the same structure of the DIS cross section.
Assuming that:

Fi(z,Q) = Z / % e i(0s(Q), 2)D; (”;Q) with k=213, (4.2)

=4,9

(note that, to uniform the notation, we understood the factor « in front of F3) where D; is the fragmentation
function of the flavour j and where the coeflicient functions ¢y, ; allow for the perturbative expansion:

ck,j(as(Q Z oy (") (4.3)

we have that the leading-order cofficient functions are trivially:

A (z)=0, k=2L,3,
&) (x) =0, (4.4)

S (x) = i) (z) = 6(1 — ).

Now we consider the NLO coefficient functions. Their explicit expressions are give in egs. (C.13)-(C.17) of
Ref. [8] but, in order to write them in a form suitable for the implementation in APFEL, we need to isolate the
regular, soft-divergent and local terms and finally combine them according to eq. (4.1).

) (x) = 20

4(1 —
cpy(@ )=2CF7( .

) = +e@ = 2002 (M) 3 (555) —0+oma-o

1—x 1—2z

1+ 2? 5 3 9
+21—x 1nx+22x+(4c 2)5(1:5)}

1+(17x

(W () () P (1 — o)

Co9(x) = cpy(x) +epy(x) = 4Cp

o (@) = [ ( — )+—3<11x>+—(1+x)1n(1—x)

142z 1 1 9
DRt RUNUIE S R YA Do
+ 1= nx—|—2 21‘+ ( C2 2) 5( a:)}
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It is interesting to notice that, as expected, the soft-singular part of the quark coefficient functions is exactly
the same as in DIS and this allows us to reuse part of the DIS coefficient functions.

5 Polarized DIS cross section and structure functions

Let us consider the differential cross sections for unpolarized and polarized Deep-Inelastic Scattering (DIS) (see
e.g. Eq. (19.16) of Sec. 19 in Ref. [9]):

d?o’ 2ra? ; ; ;
dedy a2 [+Y Fy FY_aF; — y°Fy]

5.1
AP Aot 2ra? i i 2 g Y
dxdy = Wﬁ [—-Yigh F Y 229} +y°91] ,

where i = NC,CC, Y = 14+ (1 —y)2, nN¢ =1, n°C = (1 £ )2y (with A = £1 is the helicity of the incoming

2 N2
lepton and ny = % (GLJT\;{W QQ%V{) ), and

Fi Fy — 2xF}

(5.2)

Fj g4 — 2xg} .

Because the same tensor structure occurs in the spin-dependent and spin-independent parts of the DIS hadronic
tensor (in the limit M?2/Q? — 0), the polarized cross section can be obtained from the unpolarized cross section
with the following replacement

Fy — —2g) Fi — +4g] Fj — —2g; . (5.3)
Note that the extra factor two is due to the fact that the total cross section is an average over initial-state

polarizations.

The polarized structure functions g4, g1 and gy, are expressed as a convolution of coefficient functions, Ac ;,
and polarized PDFs, Af;, (summed over all flavors j)

@Q) = = / Y Aer i (0s(Q), 1) AS; <§Q> : with k=4,1,L. (5.4)

Jj=a.9

The coefficient functions Acy, ; allow for the usual perturbative expansion

N
Acy j(0s(Q Z Ac(n) (z), (5.5)

where the coefficients Ac,(:} (x) are known up to NLO, i.e. n =1 (see e.g. [10] and references therein). At LO

they are

A (z) = A (z) = §(1—x)
Acy) (x) = 0, (5.6)

Ac) (x) = 0 with k = 4,1, L.



24 6 The x Prescription in FONLL

At NLO they read

(1) - ln(l - :U) 3 1
a2 (2406 ) 61— )
T, o2 x 5 2 x) o,
Adiy(@) = 0,
Acgg(x) = 2Cp {2 [ln(l—x)] o3 [ ! ] —(1+2)In(l —2x)
l—z |, 2 1—1‘+ (5.7)
1 2
_Llte Inx+2+4+2— <9+2C2> 6(1—3:)},
—x 2
Acglg(x) = 4TR{(23: —1)ln LIk 4o + 3} ,
: T
AC(LIT)q(x) = 2Cp2z,
AC(LIBQ(JC) = 0.
In the NC case the couplings can be written as:
By(Q%) = —eqAg(Ve £ ANA) Py + VaAg(VZ + A2 £ 20V A.) P3
(5.8)

1 1
Dy(Q%) = H5Aeg — eqVy(Ae £AVe) Py + 5 (Vi + A [2VeAe £ NV + AD)] PZ.

where X corresponds to the polarization of the incoming lepton. It should be stressed that B, multiplies g4 and
gr, while D, multiplies g;.

6 The y Prescription in FONLL

As is well known, the original formulation of the FONLL matched scheme gives rise to discontinuities in corre-
spondence of the heavy quark thresholds arising from uncontrolled subleading terms. Such subleading terms can
however be numerically important especially arond the charm threshold where the numerical value of the strong
coupling « is large. In order to remedy this unwanted feature different prescriptions have been introduced and
traditionally the FONLL schem DIS has been implemented using the so-called damping factor which directly
suppresses the unwanted subleading terms by means of a function that goes smoothly to zero at the threshold
and below and tends to one for energies much larger than the threshold itself.

As an alternative to the damping factor, one can damp the subleading terms close to the threshold by
mimicing in the subtraction terms the phase-space suppression given by the presence of one or more heavy
quarks in the final state. This is easily done juct by introducing the so-called slow-rescaling variable x, that in

the NC case is: 2
X=x(1+ mH):”C, (6.1)

Q? n
my being the mass of the heavy quark, in the convolution between coefficient functions and PDFs in the zero-
mass and in the massless-limit bits of the FONLL structure function. In other words, the usual zero-mass Mellin
convolution becomes:

o 1 Do (2) s —a / 1 Yo (X) 1) = / 1 Bows (2). (62)

The question is how to treat the new integral on a discreet z-space grid. What we have done so far for the
massive integarls like that in the r.h.s. of the equation above is re-express it in terms of the physical Bjorken x

h . /X 1 Veg)s (;) (6.3)
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