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We calculate the single logarithmic contributions to the quark singlet and gluon matrix of timelike
splitting functions at all orders in the modified minimal-subtraction (MS) scheme. We fix two of
the degrees of freedom of this matrix from the analogous results in the massive-gluon regularization
scheme by using the relation between that scheme and the MS scheme. We determine this scheme
transformation from the double logarithmic contributions to the timelike splitting functions and
the coefficient functions of inclusive particle production in e*e™ annihilation now available in both
schemes. This approach fixes two of the four degrees of freedom, and a third degree of freedom is
fixed by reasonable physical assumptions. The results agree with the fixed-order results at next-to-
next-to-leading order in the literature.

PACS numbers: 12.38.Cy,12.39.5t,13.66.Bc,13.87.Fh

I. INTRODUCTION

According to the factorization theorem, the cross section F"(z, Q%) = Q*(do" /dz)(z,Q?) for the inclusive produc-
tion of a hadron h carrying a fraction x of the available energy in a process with an energy scale () much greater than
the asymptotic scale parameter Agcep of QCD can be calculated by the convolution

Z/ ( Yol >)Dh( #5) @

where F, (z,,u?c/Qa as(u?c)) = Q*(do, /dz) (z, Q2,,u?c) is the equivalent process-dependent factorized cross section
for the production of a parton a carrying away a fraction z of the available energy, which contains all subprocesses
with energy scale greater than the arbitrary factorization scale py, Dh (z, u?) is the factorized fragmentation function

(FF) for the fragmentation of a parton « to a hadron h carrying away a fraction z of the energy of this parton, which
contains all subprocesses with energy scale less than pif, and as = o, /(27), with a; being the strong-coupling constant.
These partonic cross sections are perturbatively calculable. I.e. the series

Fo (%%ﬂs(ﬂ?)) = adln )F(”)< Q2> (2)

n=no

approximates F, (z, I /QQ,as(u?)) for sufficiently small values of a,. We refer to this approach to calculations,

namely expanding in as with coefficients that are independent of as, as the fized-order (FO) approach. The scale
@ will be loosely defined to be the scale which py should be chosen to have the same order of magnitude as in

order that the perturbative series for F, (z,p?/Q2,as(ufc)) be as convergent as possible. To be explicit, this is

because the coefficients F.” (z,u?/@2) in Eq. @) grow like ln”+p(,u§/Q2) as pi3/Q* — oo, where p is an integer

that is independent of n. The predictive power of this approach follows from the facts that the FFs are process
independent and the dependence of the FFs on uy obeys the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelly-Parisi (DGLAP)
evolution equation [1-4],
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where P,g(z,as) are the a — [ splitting functions, which are perturbatively calculable in the FO approach for
sufficiently small values of ag, the perturbative series taking the form

(z,as) Za”P(n D). (4)

However, the FO approach fails when z is too small, due to the presence of unresummed large soft-gluon logarithms
(SGLs) in the timelike splitting functions and in the hard partonic cross sections. This means that small-z measure-
ments cannot be used to provide constraints on FFs at small values of z. They also cannot be used to improve the

FFs at higher values of z because, according to Eq. (), the cross section at z depends on the FFs D" (z, ,u?) at all

z values in the range x < z < 1.

To improve the accuracy at small values of z, the SGLs of each class appearing in the FO expressions must be
determined to all orders. The double logarithms (DLs), being the largest SGLs, are known to all orders in the
MS scheme for the timelike splitting functions [5] and the coefficient functions for inclusive hadron production in
ete” annihilation ﬂa E] The single logarithms (SLs) in the splitting functions to all orders are known only in the
massive-gluon regularization (MG) scheme ﬂE] Because the FO approach and the resummed SGLs can be consistently
combined as discussed in Refs. 3,9, [10] to give an in approach which can describe data from the smallest to the largest
values of z and because FO calculations in the MS scheme are known to next-to-leading order (NLO) and beyond,
while those in the MG scheme are usually not, it is necessary to determine the SLs in the MS splitting functions.
Furthermore, FFs are usually determined in the MS scheme.

In this paper, we first partially constrain the complete SL contributions to the MS splitting functions using three key
ingredients: firstly, the DL contributions to the splitting functions in these two schemes; secondly, the SL contributions
to the MG splitting functions; and thirdly, the DL contribution to the scheme change between the MG and MS schemes.
The third ingredient can be obtained because the DL contribution to the gluon coefficient function of eTe™ annihilation
is known in the MG scheme and we recently calculated the same quantity in the MS scheme ﬂa, ﬁ] To completely
constrain the SL contributions to the MS splitting functions, we then introduce some reasonable assumptions that fix
the next-to-lowest order of the scheme change: We demand that our results are consistent with the next-to-next-to-
leading-order (NNLO) splitting functions, and also that the matrix exhibits certain non-singular properties at small
values of z.

This paper is organised as follows. In section [[I we discuss the calculations of factorized cross sections in general.
In section [ we introduce SGLs and present the DLs in the MG and MS schemes for the coefficient functions in
ete™ annihilation and for the timelike splitting functions. We formalize the relation between calculations in different
schemes in section [Vl In section [Vl we use these results together with the SLs in the timelike splitting functions in
the MG scheme determined in Ref. [§] to determine the SLs for combinations of the splitting functions in the MS
scheme. Finally, we present our conclusions in section [VIIl

II. GENERAL FACTORIZED INCLUSIVE HADRON PRODUCTION CROSS SECTIONS

In this section, we consider the general structure of the calculations of factorized cross sections that will be useful
later. We will find it convenient to work in Mellin space, defined by the (invertible) Mellin transform

= / e (), (5)

because z-space convolutions reduce to simple products. In particular, removing the superscript h from now on, Egs.
@, @), and (@) respectively become

Fw,Q*) = S F, <w,§,as<ui>> Da(w, 13), (6)
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Pys(w,as) = Za”Pn 1) (8)

According to Eq. (@), the cross section is invariant under any change of parton basis Fp, — Fo = ZB F5(Y ™" )3a
and D, — D, = >3 YasDp, where Y is any invertible matrix which is independent of w, p}, and @*. In matrix
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notation, F = FY ! and D = Y D. For example, the SU(ny) symmetry of the DGLAP equation in the MS scheme for
ny active flavours of quarks and the charge conjugation symmetry of QCD imply that P is reduced to block-diagonal
form when the parton basis is chosen such that the FFs consist of the quark singlet component,

ny
1
DZ:_Z(DZIJ+D!7J)7 (9)
st
with ¢; (Gs) being the (anti)quark of flavour J, the quark non-singlet component,
Dy, Ns = Dy, + Dy, — Ds, (10)

the valence-quark singlet and non-singlet components, and the gluon component, D,. In this basis, for

_( Dx
o-(5)
in Eq. (@), we have the 2x2 matrix
Pey Px
P = g 12
(7 ). (12)

while, for D = D,, ns, we have the single flavour-independent quantity P = Pys, and simlarly for the valence-quark
singlet and non-singlets.

An alternative basis, which is used in some applications and will be needed later, is that in which the LO splitting
function matrix is diagonal, i.e.

_( D+
b= (2) .
and
pe (Bt B0, "
where, defining the projectors a, 3, and e by [L1]
0 0
L R T -
P — pl P© — pl® P© — pl
we have
Dy = (1-a)Ds - 6D, o)
D_ =aDx + D,,
and, for all £ > 0,
PY = oP® + sPY) 4 P 1 (1 - a)PW,
k k K, l—a
p® = p® _ (ng + Pég)> :
(k) _ pk) 2 (k)
Pl = PR+ Py - P,
(k) _ pk) (k) _ Xpk)) _ k) _ & (k)
R R G EPzg) = P - (P - =Py, ). (17)

Note, of course, that P:(t();) = 0 by definition. In one important simplification of QCD, namely A" = 4 super Yang-Mills

theory, this basis is actually more natural than the basis of quark singlet and gluon because the diagonal splitting

functions Pj(ckj)t can be expressed in all orders of perturbation theory as one universal function with shifted arguments

[12].
In general, because both the Mellin transform and the change of parton basis are invertible, we will not specify
whether the z-space convolution of two z-space functions or the product of their Mellin transforms is being calculated,



nor which parton basis is being used, nor whether only a subspace of the full parton space (achieved by setting
combinations of FFs to zero) is being considered, but simply write Eqs. () and (@) as

F=FD, (18)
and Egs. (@) and (@) as
4 p—pp (19)
dln,u?c N '

Inclusive particle production in e*e™ annihilation provides a simple example of this formalism. In this case, @ is

conveniently chosen to be the c.m. energy, and the cross section takes the form

nf
F =Y Fy;nsDy, s + FeDs + Fy D, (20)
J=1

where
I 7
Fy;Ns (wa Q_J;:as(/ﬁ”)> = QQUO(QQ)NCQQJ(QQ)CNS (w’ = as(ﬂ?")) ’
13 ;
A <W,Q—§,as<u?«>> — Q%00(QY)Nen s (Q(QD)Cs (w,—f asw?)),

Fg (wagaas(p‘?‘)> = Q2UO(Q2)NCnf<Q(Q2)>CQ (wagaas(ll/?‘)> ) (21)

with 0 (Q?) being the lowest-order (LO) cross section for the process e e~ — ™, N, the number of quark colours
in QCD, Q,, (Q?) the effective electroweak charge of quark gy, and (Q(Q?)) = .2, Q4, (Q*)/ny. Note that Eq. (ZI)
is, strictly speaking, dependent on @ through M7 /Q* (in Q,,(Q?)) as well as through zi7/Q?, but these dependences
are not shown for brevity. The coefficient functions C'x (X = NS, ¥, g) in the FO approach in Mellin space may be
found, e.g., in Ref. [13]. It will be convenient later to write

F = Q%00(Q*)Nens (Q(Q*))CD. (22)
For example, for the quark singlet and gluon contribution in Eq. (20)),
F = FyDs + F,D,, (23)
D is given by Eq. (), and
C = (Cx,Cy). (24)
We will set up = @ for simplicity, in which case it is convenient to define

Cx(w,as) = Cx(w,1,as) (X =NS, %, g). (25)

III. SOFT-GLUON LOGARITHMS

Since the non-singlet inclusive partonic production cross sections Fj; ns and the non-singlet splitting functions
are free of SGLs, they do not concern us, and so we will not discuss them further. From now on, inclusive particle
production cross sections will be assumed to take the form in Eq. (23). The inclusive partonic production cross
sections F' calculated in the FO approach may exhibit a singular behaviour in Mellin space as w — 0. This is caused
by SGLs, which grow like 1/w? for p > 1. In z space, these SGLs take the form of quantities that grow like In” Ly
as ¢ — 0. Such strong singularities are non-physical and become weaker or even disappear after being resummed to
all orders. The resummed SGLs in F' take the form of the series

= .- (%)mp[ml (“_2) (26)



For such a series to converge, at least asymptotically, it is necessary that as; < 1 and w = O(y/a;s). The DLs, namely
those SGLs for which m = 0 in Eq. (28], of the inclusive partonic production cross sections for ete™ annihilation in
the MS scheme, when D is given by Eq. (), take the form ﬂa, ﬂ]

C=(1,cp"), (27)
where
QCF W
DL L) = —1 2
Cy ™ (w;as) Ca dy(w,as) +w ] ’ (28)
with
1
Y(w,as) = Z(—w + Vw? + 16C4as), (29)

and Cns = 1. They were also determined in Ref. ﬂﬂ] in the MG scheme, indicated in this paper by an overline, to be

=10, (30)
where
—DL Cr w
g=L|l 1], 1
Cy (w;as) Ca [4y(w,as) +w } (31)
and 6]\15 =1.

The resummation of the SGLs in P take the form of the series
2\ fag\™ a
- o [m—1] (s
P mzzl(w) P (oﬂ)' (32)
The full DL contribution to P, namely the SGLs for which m = 1 in Eq. (2), will be written as PPl =
(as/w)P(a;/w?). When D is given by Eq. (), it is given in the MS scheme by
PPM(w,a,) = Ay(w, a.), (33)

where v is given in Eq. ([Z9) and
0 2¢r
A= (V). o

which obeys the projection operator property A? = A, For the quark non-singlets, ﬁDL = 0. The DLs in P in the
MG scheme are the same as those in the MS scheme, i.e., when D is given by Eq. (),

P (w,a,) = Av(w, a,), (35)

and P~ = 0 for the quark non-singlets.

IV. GENERAL SCHEME CHANGES

Results in one scheme, such as the splitting functions in the MS scheme, may be obtained from the analogous results
in another scheme, such as the MG scheme, once the relation between the two schemes is known to the appropriate
accuracy. To obtain the form of this relation, let F' (D) and F' (D) be respectively the partonic cross sections (FFs) in

any two different schemes. Since the cross section is scheme independent, then as well as Eq. (I8) we have F = FD.
Comparing this last result with Eq. (I8)) and treating D,(z, ,u?c) as arbitrary functions, we find that

F = Fz, (36)
D = 7°'D, (37)



where, in Mellin space, Z is an invertible matrix that depends on w and ,ui. Note, therefore, that Eqs. (B8) and (37)
are generalizations of the change of parton basis considered just after Eq. ([@). The (matrix of) splitting function(s)
P is defined to be that which appears in the DGLAP equation in the new scheme, which emerges from Eq. (I3) by
substituting D and P with D and P, respectively. Then, it follows from Eqs. ([9) and (37) that the relation between
the splitting functions in two different schemes is given by

dz

P=z"'Pz-z1! :
2
dln

(38)

Now, consider a general expansion of perturbatively calculable quantities, such as F, and P, in some variable
x(w,as), with coefficients that depend on y(w, as), i.e.

F =Y a"FiM(y),
n=0

P i " Pin—1h(y). (39)

For example, in the FO approach (Egs. @) and [)), = a5 and y = w in Eq. (9), while in the SGL approach (Egs.
@6) and B2)), z = as/w and y = as/w? in Eq. B9) (excluding terms that are non-singular as w — 0). We restrict
our schemes to be such that, if the perturbative series for F begins at O(z"), the perturbative series for F also begins
at O(z™). Thus,

Z(w,as) = ZZ{”}(y):U”. (40)

Note that, in Eq. @8), the first term Z7'PZ = O(zx) while the second term Z~'dZ/dIn u?c = O(z?). Thus
P} = 2015 7{0} | The result PO =P 1o longer holds in general, but rather if and only if Z{°} commutes

with ?{0}. This is trivially the case in the FO approach because the schemes used in the literature are (usually) such
that Z10}(y) =1, i.e.

o0
Z(w,as) =1+ Z ZM (w)al. (41)
n=1
However, in the SGL approach, where
> [m] a a m
Zwa) =32 (%) (2) (42)

we must allow for the possibility that Z[%(y) is any function of y. We will see later that Z[° does in fact commute
with ?[0], at least for the MG and MS schemes.

V. SINGLE LOGARITHMS IN THE SPLITTING FUNCTIONS

The SL contributions to the timelike splitting functions have already been calculated in the MG scheme B, , ]
and are given by

—SL

Pgsy =0, (43)
—SL QCF —SL 1 1 1 nfTR 2 CanTR QGSC’A
PEg = C—A { ng + E(IICA + 4nfTR)as] +w (6 + g CA - g C% — o — 3CFG,S, (44)
—SL 2
sz = gTRTLfa,s, (45)
B _ 1 w3(11C4 + 4n;TR) . 2w[550i(2'y +w) +4Can;Tr(67y + 5w) + 8CrnTrw) 2

9“6 Wy tw)? T3 (27 +w)(4y + w)? ’

_ 16 (11C] +12C%nsTh + 16CACrn;Th) (46)

3 (27 + w)(4y + w)3 s



where v = y(w,as) is given by Eq. . In Eq. (@), we have taken the opportunity to correct some obvious
typographical errors in Eq. (38) of Ref. [§]35]. It is the goal of this section to perform the scheme change given in
Eq. (38) on Eqs. [@3)-6) in order to constrain and then to attempt to determine the SL contributions in the MS
scheme.

We first calculate Z° from the DLs in the coefficient and splitting functions: with the help of Eqs. @7) and (B0),
Eq. B8) becomes

Z[O] Z[O]
(LePy =, (T S (47)
ZgE 99
Using this result to eliminate ZE)]E and Zg); gives
1-C,"ZI% cvv )"zl
Zl0] 0 g [0] 99 | (48)
ZgE 99

Next, we note that, because dZ/dIn ,uft is free of DLs as discussed immediately after Eq. (40) ﬂﬁ], the DLs in Eq.

B8) obey

pbL — Z[0]-1BPL #[o] (49)
Using Eqs. (B83) and (33), we find that
(71, 4] =0, (50)
ie.
0 Le(1-0, 2 + o -T2l _ (e zll e 7] 51)
0 20F Z[O] + 20 Z}]‘Q Zo )
from which we find that
0
ZI% = o,
o _ ot 0
Zyg = QCF N C,DL' (52)
Thus, finally,
chr— GEL
0 1 1+2%A cy
zI0l — Lok [chL (53)
0 —Cr ¢
I+ 5 Ca C
We note that
=D DL
[0]—1 ! 1C+2 “C;DL
Z = . 1+2%;‘ CDL (54)

is obtained from Z[°! by taking C’EL R 6QDL, as expected.
We are now in a position to constrain the SLs in P. Using Eq. (B0), the SLs (divided by (as/w)? for convenience)
in the MS splitting functions in Eq. (38)) are given by

S

pltl — zol-1p



where 8y = (11/6)Ca—(2/3)Trny is first coefficient in the series (as) = — Y.~ Bna"? that determines the running
of the coupling via das(u?)/dIn pu? = B(as(p?)) and we have defined

2
200 150 20w (710 _ 00y _ Sl (20k ( 1 _1> 711
R = 701 70 = plol | Oz o e -z -2 - (8) (F o (56)
1] 2CF _1_ 1]
o T 7 e

From Eq. (32) and the definitions that follow it, we have Pg[g] = (as/w)”" v(w,as). Explicitly at SL accuracy, Eqs.

() and (BE) read

bL  =DL
R = P R
g )
L+ 5z=CP"
Ca DL bL  ~DPL (5DL _ CDL)2
PSL _ 1+ ﬁcg (F;L +ﬂ0a2 d Cg - Cg ) _ 9 9 PS;
g = —DL g s C —DL\ " 9
14+ 54C, das 1+ 52-CPv (1+2%C§)L) (1+2%;Cg )
—DL
cPt-C _SL —SL
g g SL
+ et (Pes - ) + RS,
]. + mcg
C —DL
P% _ 1+ﬁ09 ﬁS;_i_Rs)li
g9 - C g9 g2
1+ g5=CPx
DL APL Cu ~DL
—SL C -C —SL d 1+ WC
PSSl = P —4 9 _P°" 4 fyal—In— 9 _ 4 RS 57
99 99 1+ 2%_,;0:])]_1 > Sdas 1+ 2?}_26‘]931" gg > ( )

with the definitions PS* = (a,/w)? P! (as/w?), which are the complete SL contributions to the splitting functions, and
RSY = (a,/w)?RM (as/w?). Although our results for the SI contributions to the splitting functions in Eq. (57) depend
on the unknown components of the matrix RS, it is clear from its form in Eq. (56) that two of the four degrees of
freedom of the matrix PS" are completely fixed. For example, these can be taken as any two of P8y — (2Cr/Ca) P,

PgsgL + (2CF/CA)PgS§, and the trace PS% + P;gL.
We note that, interestingly, R% = O(a?) because, with this choice,

32CACFTR1’Lf 3

Py = Tas'i_o(ag)a
2TRTL 16C2TR1’L
PR = =Ha+ =5l + 0(a)),
pSL _ _IICA +4TRnfa " 2(1103‘ +4CATRTLf - SCFTRnf)a2
99— 6 # 3w? s
8(3303 + 12C2TRTL —20CACrTrn )
R 0} +0(a)), (58)

whose O(a2) terms are consistent with the results of Ref. [16], and whose O(a?) terms are consistent with the results

of Refs. [17, [1§. Note also that Zg = 0 (although we know from Appendix B of Ref. [19] that ZEJQE] # 0). We
will return to this point in the next section, where we investigate the effect of physical constraints on the remaining
undetermined degrees of freedom on our results.

VI. PHYSICAL CONSTRAINTS ON THE SPLITTING FUNCTIONS

In this section, we further constrain the SL contributions to the MS splitting functions by exploiting some pysical
properties of scheme-dependent quantities in physical schemes such as the MS scheme.
According to Eq. (B0, PES;j is the only component of the splitting function that is so far completely unconstrained,

even to O(a?), since Rg; also depends on the remaining three components of Z[', and Z[El; and Zbj are unknown.

Fortunately, this degree of freedom is fixed by assuming the absence of w — 0 singularities for all values of the



factorization scale in D_ defined in Eq. (I6). By inspection of the DGLAP equation in this basis, it follws that the
splitting functions P__ and P_ are found to be free of w — 0 singularities, i.e., neglecting all non-singular terms,

P_=P_,=0. (59)

This assumption is expected to be true to all orders. It is certainly true for the DL contributions to the timelike
splitting functions, for the SL contributions in the MG scheme given in Eqs. (43)— and through NNLO m, @],
as we verified in this paper. Moreover, it is true through NNLO in the spacelike case ,] and holds for the leading
and next-to-leading singularities to all orders in the framework of Balitski-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) dynamics
], a fact that has been exploited in various approaches (see, for example, the recent papers m, ] and the
references cited therein). We note that the timelike splitting functions share a number of simple properties with their
spacelike counterparts, e.g. the LO splitting functions are the same, and the diagonal splitting functions to all orders
grow like Inw as w — oo.
Using the relations between the two bases in Eq. (I7), Eq. (589) implies that

(0%
Py = _EPZZM
€
Py, = =Py (60)

where, through the SL level, which is all we need,

€ o QCF [1 w <1 lnfTR QCanTR>:| (61)

o s 6730, 3 2

which, at any order k, relates the two most singular terms in the off-diagonal splitting functions Pg;) and Pg(g) with
those in the diagonal splitting functions Pékz) and Pg(:f). Using Eq. (60), the assumption in Eq. (59) implies that

Ca
SL SL __
RgE - EREE — Y% (62)

which is already satisfied by the form in Eq. (B6), and

CPL(CAT," + COr)
(CAT," +2Cp)(CACPY + 2C)

2Cr 4
R%Lg — ERE; = gasCF[Ci + anTR(CA - 2C'F)]

; (63)

which turns out to fix the following combination of ZI! components:

&)2 Z[l] _ &

1 1 as\2
_Zyzmg;_(m B -2 (%), (64)

We can now write Eq. (B6) in the form

2
4 9 C?L(CA€EL+CF) 2Cr _ (2CF P[O]
gl — [ 0 3asCF[Cy + 2nfTR(Ca — 2CF)] [(OAC§L+2CF)(CAC§>L+2CF) + ZEE] Ca (2%1 — (65)
0 0 1 — T Zgq

which shows that Z![]lz] does not affect the evolution of the combination (2Cr/Ca)D, — Dy, reducing the dependence

of the evolution on the unknown quantity ZEE].

Note that Eq. (89) (or, equivalently, Eq. (60)) implies that the determinant of P vanishes. Since the results in Eq.
B1) with R given by Eq. (63) imply that the trace is non-zero, this means that one of the eigenvalues is zero and
that the other one coincides with the trace.

In order to complete the check of Eq. (B8)) against the FO results in the literature, we need to consider the remaining
splitting function, for which we find

12C4CF

w?

az —16 (29012401-? + 4CFTRnf(C'A — CF))a3

= L+ 0(al). (66)

Pgy = —3Cras +
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Here again, the O(a2) terms are in agreement with the results of Ref. [16], while the O(a?) terms are in agreement
with the results of Ref. [18].
We find that our resummed results exhibit the following w — 0 behaviour:

4CFTRTLf 0,2/4 4C'anTR 1] P[O] QCF Qg 2
psk — rlrngas  ACrngTR - 0 Be 200 (as\E G
T 3013:‘/4 Vw 3C4 gEZg;] Ca (w)
8C2Trns al*  Cp(11C% + 4Can;Tr — 24Crn,Tr) P 120k \? a2
SL _ FLRILf Gs F A ANLFLIR FNfLlR [1] fgg F s
PEg - 302/4 NG - 6031 as_ZgE@<CA> (U) +O(\/5):
2T rn O/ a3/4 PO a2
SL RILFU 4 s [1] £gg s
99
4CFTRnf a2/4 11C*> +40AnfTR—80anTR [1] P[O] 2CF ras\2
psL — 27 — A s — Zi4z99 T E (T8 )
99 3¢%/t Vw 12C4 “ 9% 70 Cx (w) +OWVe) (67)

These limits imply the following nontrivial relation among the SL contributions to the MS splitting functions:

20 2Cr 2Cr
=P+ PRy - ( ) P ——=pr| =0. (68)

Ca Ca Ca

w=0

Equation (B8) is also obeyed by the SL contributions in the MG scheme [§], which can be checked using Eqs. ([@3) and
(g)), and by the DL contributions, which are the same in both schemes.

It is interesting to observe that Eq. (G8) is also true for all values of w when the choice C4 = Cr = ny is made,
which corresponds to an A" = 1 supersymmetric theory. Supersymmetry relations like the one in Eq. (G8)) were first
introduced in Refs. @, ] at one loop, then discussed at two loops in Refs. @, @] and, very recently, at three loops
in Ref. [18]. Accidentally, as shown in Ref. [§] in the timelike case, Eq. [68) also reflects the fact that an observable
like the multiplicity ratio in quark and gluon jets is scheme independent.

As we have seen, the only undetermined quantity appearing in our formulae, R%, is not constrained by any physical

conditions. In addition we noted that R5%: = O(a). This suggests that R3Y is an artefact of the MS scheme.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented the SL contributions to the MS splitting functions. Two of the degrees of freedom
in the flavour-singlet matrix were determined from the SL contributions to the MG splitting functions and the DL
contributions to the ete™ coefficient functions in both the MS and MG schemes. One of the remaining two degrees
of freedom was constrained by using certain non-singular properties of the flavour singlet matrix at small values of
w, which have been investigated only in the spacelike case so far (see, e.g., Ref. ﬂﬂ]) Nevertheless, both eigenvalues
are determined analytically in closed form. Our results are in agreement with very recent calculations of the splitting
functions in the MS scheme at NNLO ﬂﬂ, ] in the FO approach, and also with general physical requirements such
as supersymmetry.

Knowledge of the complete SL contributions to the splitting functions formally improves the theoretical description
of the evolution of FFs at small values of w and thus facilitates the extraction of FFs from experimental data at small
values of x in global fits. To date, such global fits have been performed to NLO in the FO approach M] Our
calculation of the SL contributions can be incorporated into such fits using the consistent, approach of Ref. ﬂﬂ], which,
together with the DL contribution to the e*e™ coefficient function determined in Ref. 6], allows for a description of
the experimental data from the largest to the smallest x values. We recall that the NLO splitting functions contain
also sub-SLs (sSLs), namely the SGLs for which m = 3 in Eq. (32)), proportional to a2/w, but the complete sSL
contributions to the splitting functions are unknown. In the SGL+FO(+FO4) scheme defined in Ref. [5], these sSLs
are, therefore, simply subtracted at this logarithmic order of accuracy. Alternatively, these unresummed sSLs can be
replaced by a simple matrix of sSL functions, which are non-singular as w — 0, but whose FO expansions start with
the NLO sSLs. An example of such a matrix of functions is a;vA/(2C4).

Note added. After the completion of this work, there appeared a preprint ﬂﬂ] containing an alternative calculation
of the SL contribution to the MS splitting functions, with which we found agreement, confirming both our approach
and the approach of that article. We stress that our approach highlights the relation between the splitting functions
in the MS scheme and those in the MG scheme, the latter scheme being important in the scheme independent ratio
of gluon to quark jet rates ﬂE] We also showed explicitly that our results are consistent with physical constraints.



11

Finally, we obtained closed forms for the splitting functions (up to R%) which we explicitly used to verify the physical
result in Eq. (68]).

Acknowledgments

P.B. kindly thanks L.N. Lipatov for valuable discussions concerning supersymmetry relations among splitting func-
tions. The work of A.V.K. was supported in part by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research RFBR through Grant
No. 11-02-01454—a. This work was supported in part by the German Federal Ministry for Education and Research
BMBF through Grant No. 05 HT6GUA, by the German Research Foundation DFG through the Collaborative Re-
search Centre No. 676 Particles, Strings and the Early Universe—The Structure of Matter and Space Time, and by
the Helmholtz Association HGF through the Helmholtz Alliance Ha 101 Physics at the Terascale.

. N. Gribov and L. N. Lipatov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 15 (1972) 438 [Yad. Fiz. 15 (1972) 781].
. N. Gribov and L. N. Lipatov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 15 (1972) 675 [Yad. Fiz. 15 (1972) 1218].
. Altarelli and G. Parisi, Nucl. Phys. B 126 (1977) 298.
. L. Dokshitzer, Sov. Phys. JETP 46 (1977) 641 [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 73 (1977) 1216].
. Albino, B. A. Kmehl G. Kramer and W. Ochs, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 054020 [arXiv:hep-ph/0510319].
. Albino, P. Bolzoni, B A. Kniehl and A. Kot1k0v Nucl. Phys. B 851 (2011) 86 [arXiv:1104.3018 [hep-ph]].
Albino, P. Bolzoni, B. A. Kniehl and A. Kotikov, larXiv:1107.1142/ [hep-ph].
. H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. B 241 (1984) 141.
. Albino, B. A Kniehl, G. Kramer and W. Ochs, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 232002 [arXiv:hep-ph/0503170].
. Albino, B. A. Kniehl, G. Kramer and W. Ochs, PoS HEP2005 (2006) 063 [arXiv:hep-ph/0511228|.
L Buras Rev. Mod. Phys. 52 (1980) 199.
. V. Kotikov and L. N. Lipatov, Nucl. Phys. B 661 (2003) 19 [Erratum-ibid. B 685 (2004) 405] [arXiv:hep-ph/0208220].
. Albino, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82 (2010) 2489 [arXiv:0810.4255 [hep-ph]].
. H. Mueller Nucl. Phys. B 213 (1983) 85.
. H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. B 228 (1983) 351.
. Gliick, E. Reya and A. Vogt, Phys. Rev. D 48 (1993) 116 [Erratum-ibid. D 51 (1995 PHRVA D51,1427.1995) 1427].
. Moch and A. Vogt, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 290 [arXiv:0709.3899! [hep-ph]].
. Almasy, A. Vogt and S. Moch, Nucl. Phys. B 854 (2012) 133 [arXiv:1107.2263| [hep-ph]].
Gaffney and A. H. Mueller, Nucl Phys. B 250 (1985) 109.
Kotikov and G. Parente, Nucl Phys. B 549 (1999) 242 [arXiv:hep-ph/9807249].
Illar10n0v A V. Kot1k0v and G. Parente Bermudez, Phys. Part. Nucl. 39 (2008) 307 |arXiv:hep-ph/0402173].
. Fadin, E. A Kuraev and L. N. Lipatov, Phys. Lett. B 60 (1975) 50.
Kuraev, L. N. Lipatov and V. S. Fadin, Sov. Phys. JETP 44 (1976) 443 [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 71 (1976) 840].
Kuraev, L. N. Lipatov and V. S. Fadin, Sov. Phys. JETP 45 (1977) 199 [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 72 (1977) 377].
I Bahtsky and L. N. Lipatov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 28 (1978) 822 [Yad. Fiz. 28 (1978) 1597].
iafaloni, D. Colferai, G. P. Salam and A. M. Stasto, JHEP 0708 (2007) 046 [arXiv:0707.1453! [hep-ph]].
Itarelli, R. D. Ball and S. Forte, Nucl. Phys. B 799 (2008) 199 [arXiv:0802.0032! [hep-ph]].
Doksh1tzer D. Diakonov andS I. Troian, Phys. Rept. 58 (1980) 269.
. Furmanski and R. Petronzio, Phys. Lett. B 97 (1980) 437.
A toniadis and E. G. Floratos, Nucl. Phys. B 191 (1981) 217.
Albino, B. A. Kniehl and G. Kramer, Nucl. Phys. B 725, 181 (2005) |arXiv:hep-ph/0502188|.
Albino, B. A. Kniehl and G. Kramer, Nucl. Phys. B 734, 50 (2006) |arXiv:hep-ph/0510173].
Albino, B. A. Kniehl and G. Kramer, Nucl. Phys. B 803, 42 (2008) [arXiv:0803.2768! [hep-ph]].
A. Vogt, JHEP 1110 (2011) 025 [arXiv:1108.2993! [hep-ph]].

35] On the first line, 'y(o 009G ¢hould be 752’0’0)”. On the third line, 'y(? 096G should be 'y(o 0-06GE  Op the fourth line, the
denominator of 'yﬂ 006 ghould be (n — 1 — 2v)2.
(36] Le. Z 'dZ/dIn p} = O((as/w)?) with Z taking the form in Eq. @2).

’—*mm<>>u>wg>p>wp>p>wm>mmw.<o<<
>>w<<w>

g<oz
S

I
S.
S.
S.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510319
http://arxiv.org/abs/1104.3018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.1142
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0503170
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511228
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0208220
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.4255
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.3899
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.2263
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807249
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402173
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1453
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0032
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0502188
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510173
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.2768
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.2993

	I Introduction
	II General factorized inclusive hadron production cross sections
	III Soft-gluon logarithms
	IV General scheme changes
	V Single logarithms in the splitting functions
	VI Physical constraints on the splitting functions
	VII Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments

	 References

