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Abstract

The moments of the single inclusive momentum distributibhamrons in QCD jets, are studied in the
next-to-modified-leading-log approximation (NMLLA) inaing next-to-leading-order (NLO) correc-
tions to theay strong coupling. The evolution equations are solved usidigtarted Gaussian parametri-
sation, which successfully reproduces the spectrum ofgeldahadrons of jets measureddhe™ col-
lisions. The energy dependencies of the maximum peak, phaity, width, kurtosis and skewness of
the jet hadron distribution are computed analytically. @ansons of all the existing jet data measured
in eTe~ collisions in the rangg/s ~ 2-200 GeV to the NMLLA-NLO* predictions allow one to ex-
tract a value of the QCD parametgy,,,, and associated two-loop coupling constant at the Z resenan
as(m?2) = 0.1195+ 0.0022, in excellent numerical agreement with the curresridvaverage obtained
using other methods.
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1 Introduction

One of the most ubiquitous manifestations of the fundanielegrees of freedom of Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD), quark and gluons, are the collimated bunchieadrons (“jets”) produced in high-energy
particle collisions. The evolution of a parton into a finadtdbution of hadrons is driven by perturbative
dynamics dominated by soft and collinear gluon bremssiragh[1[2] followed by the final conversion of
the radiated partons into hadrons at non-perturbatives@proaching ., ~ 0.2 GeV. The quantita-
tive description of the distribution of hadrons of typen a jet is encoded in a (dimensionless) fragmen-
tation function (FF) which can be experimentally obtainedy. ine*e~ collisions at c.m. energy/s,

via

do(ee — hX)

Dh(In(1/z),s) = ror dIn(1/x)

wherex = 2 p,, /+/s is the scaled momentum of hadrbpando. the totalete™ hadronic cross section.
Its integral overz gives the average hadron multiplicity in jets. Writing thié & a function of the (log
of the) inverse ofr, ¢ = In(1/x), emphasises the region of relatively low momenta that dategthe
spectrum of hadrons inside a jet. Indeed, the emission @esso/e gluons inside a jet follows a parton
cascade where the emission angles decrease as the jetsetmbards the hadronisation stage, the so-
called “angular ordering[[1]B8]4]. Thus, due to QCD coloaherence and interference of gluon radiation,
not the softest partons but those with intermediate ere(gig « EJ%E) multiply most effectively in QCD
cascades [4]. As a result, the energy spectrum of hadronfuastion of £ takes a typical “hump-backed
plateau” (HBP) shape [4] 5], confirmed by jet measurementE® [6] and Tevatron[[7] colliders, that

can be written to first approximation in a Gaussian form okpeand widtho:

D*(n(1/2),Q) = exp | ~5o5(6 = €] . €= (1/mu) 30 (5 ). ®

o 0
where(Q) is the collinear cut-off parameter of the perturbative @gdan which can be pushed down to
the value ofA,.,, (the so-called “limiting spectrum”). Both the HBP peak anitiv evolve approxi-
mately logarithmically with the energy of the jet: the hauldistribution peaks a ~ 2 (5) GeV with a
dispersion otr ~ 0.7 (1.4) GeV, for a parton witl;.; = 10 GeV (1 TeV).

The measured fragmentation functién (1) corresponds tsuheof contributions from the fragmen-
tation Df of different primary partons = u,d,--- , g:

hIn(1/z),s Z/ —C (s;2,a5) DMx/z2,s),

and, although one cannot compute from perturbation théwrfimal parton-to-hadron transition encoded
in Dlh, the evolution of the “intermediate” function8’ describing the branching of a parton of type
into partons of typé,c can be indeed theoretically predicted. The relevant kirtieadavariables in the
parton splitting process are shown in Fig. 1 for the sphittitk) — b(k1) + c(k2), such thab andc carry
the energy-momentum fractionsand(1 — z) of a respectively. The Sudakov parametrisationifpand
ko, the four-momentum of partorisandc, can be written as

K2+ k2t K2+ k3 nr

- K — (1= H K -
Ry = (L= 2k 4k + 1—2z 2n-k’

B =kt = B

(2)

with the light-like vectom? = 0, and time-like transverse momentu@ > O0suchthatk-k| =n-k| =
0. Then, the scalar produkt - ks reads:

k2 =22(1 — 2)k; - ko. (3)
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Writing now the 4-moment# = (E, E) ky = <zE, l?:}), ko = ((1 —2)E, l?:é) one has| ki |= zE,

|kz|= (1 — 2)E for on-shell and massless partdifs~ 0. From energy-momentum conservation:
k? = 2k; - ko = 22(1 — 2)E*(1 — cosf) 4)
such that, replacing Ed.l(4) inl(3), one finally obtains:
k; =22(1 —z)Esing. (5)

In the collinear limit, one is left wittk | ~ 2(1 — 2)Q, whereQ = E# is the jet virtuality, or transverse
momentum of the jet.

a=(q,9)

Figure 1. Relevant kinematical variables in the partontteplj process: — bc: F is the energy of the
leading quark or gluon of virtualitg) = E6; z and (L — z) are the energy fractions of the intermediate
offspringsb and ¢ which finally fragment (at virtualities),) into hadrons carrying a fraction of the
parent parton momentum.

The calculation of the evolution ab’® inside a jet suffers from two types of singularities at each
order in the strong couplings: collinearIn #-singularities when the gluon emission angle is very small
(@ — 0), and infraredn(1/z)-singularities when the emitted gluon takes a very smaditioa ~ of the
energy of the parent parton. Various perturbative resumomaichemes have been developed to deal
with such singularities: (i) the Leading Logarithmic Apgimation (LLA) resums single logs of the type
[asIn (k2 /p®)]" wherek, is the transverse momentum of the emitted gluon with restoetite par-
ent parton, (ii) the Double Logarithmic Approximation (Dl.fesums soft-collinear and infrared gluons,
g — gg andq(q) — gq(q), for small values of: andf [as In(1/2) In 0]™ ~ O(1) [8,9], (i) Single Log-
arithms (SL)[4, 10] account for the emission of hard coblingluons § — 0), [os In6]" ~ O(,/as), and
(iv) the Modified Leading Logarithmic Approximation (MLLAprovides a SL correction to the DLA,
resumming terms of ord€rs In(1/2)In 6 + asIn )" ~ [O(1) + (O(y/as)] [4]. While the DLA re-
summation schemeé [10] is known to overestimate the casggaivcess, as it neglects the recoil of the
parent parton with respect to its offspring after radiaf®) the MLLA approximation reproduces very
well the eTe™ data, although Tevatron jet results require further (nexX¥4LLA, or NMLLA) refine-
ments[11, 12]. The MLLA[4], partially restores the enemgppmentum balance by including SL correc-
tions of orderO® (\/(TS) coming from the emission of hard-collinear gluons and gsiatdarger ~ 1 and
smallb; (9 — g9, ¢(§) — gq(q) andg — ¢g). Such corrections are included in the standard Dokshitzer
Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP)[[13=15] splithg functions which describe the parton evolution
at intermediate and largein the (time-like) FFs and (space-like) parton distribatfoinctions (PDFs).
The first comparison of the MLLA analytical results to thelirgive particle spectra in jets, determining



the energy evolution of the HBP peak position was performegd].

The solution of the evolution equations for the gluon andkjets is usually obtained writing the FF
in the form

D ~ C(as(t)) exp [/t’y(as(t/))dt} , t=InQ

whereC(as(t)) = 1 + /oy + as ... are the coefficient functions, and= 1 + /a, + a5... is the
so-called anomalous dimension, which in Mellin space at lkeAds,

1
AEA (W, o) = 1 (—w + Vw? + 8Ncas/7r) :

wherew is the energy of the radiated gluon aivd the number of colours. At small or z, the expansion
of the FF expression leads to a series of half-powers,pf ~ /o + a5 + a§/2 + ..., while at largerw
or z in DGLAP, the expansion yields to a series of integer powérs,py ~ og 4+ a2 +a? + . .. for FFs
and PDFs. In the present work we are mostly concerned witbssef half-powers of /o, generated at
smallw, which can be truncated beyodd(«;) in the high-energy limit.

In this paper, the set of next-to-MLLA corrections of ord2(«s) for the single inclusive hadron dis-
tribution in jets, which further improve energy consereat[17/18], including in addition the running of
the coupling constant, at two-loop or next-to-leading order (NLQ) [19], are comgulifor the first time.
Corrections beyond MLLA were considered first in[20], andrencecently in[[21], for the calculation
of the jet mean multiplicityV" and the ratior = A, /N in gluon and quark jets. We will follow the
resummation scheme presented[inl [20] and apply it not justeget multiplicities but extend it to the
full properties of parton fragmentation functions using thistorted Gaussian (DG) parametrisation [22]
for the HBP which was only used so far to compute the evolutibRFs at MLLA. The approach fol-
lowed consists in writing the exponential of EQl (1) as a D&wnean peak and widthe, including
higher moments (skewness and kurtosis) that provide arowvegdrshape of the quasi-Gaussian behaviour
of the final distribution of hadrons, and compute the enekgjution of all its (normalised) moments at
NMLLA+NLO * accuracy, which just depend @,.,, as a single free parameter.

Since the evolution of each moment is independent of thetamsathe initial conditions assumed
for the jet hadron spectrum, and since each moment evoldepémdently of one another, we can ob-
tain five different constraints oA, By fitting all the measured™ e~ jet distributions in the range of
collision energies,/s ~ 2-200 GeV [, 23-34, 34-37] a value #f ., can be extracted which agrees
very well with that obtained from the NLO coupling constanleated at theZ resonanceas(mg), in
the minimal subtractionMS) factorisation schemé [38=40]. Similar studies —at (N)MLO accuracy
under different approximations, and with a more reduce@enpental data-set— were done previously for
various parametrizations of the input fragmentation fiomc{41-+44] but only with a relatively modest
data-theory agreement, and an extracted LO valug_gf, with large uncertainties.

The paper is organised as follows. In SEtt. 2 we write theutianl equations and provide the generic
solution including the set dP («) terms from the splitting functions in Mellin space. In suttgen[3.1,
the new NMLLA+NLO* anomalous dimensionM““4+N-©" 'is obtained from the evolution equations
in Mellin space, being the main theoretical result of thipgra In subsection_3.2 the Fong and Webber
DG parametrisatior [22] for the single-inclusive hadrostrution is used and the energy evolution of
its moments (mean multiplicity, peak position, width, sk&ss and kurtosis) is computed making use

of ASMLLATNLOY In subsection_3]3, the results of our approach are comdaretie quark and gluon



multiplicities, recovering the NMLLA multiplicity ratio fist obtained in[[1l7]. The energy-evolution for
all the moments in the limiting spectrum casg(— A,,,) are derived in subsecti¢n 8.4, and the role of
higher-order corrections contributing to the resummedpmments of the DG which improve the overall
behaviour of the perturbative series, are discussed irestibe[3.5, and the final analytical formulae are
provided. Subsection 3.6 discusses our treatment of finiss effects and heavy-quark thresholds, as
well as other subleading corrections. The phenomenolbgaraparison of our analytical results to the
world e*e™ jet data is carried out in Se€ll. 4, from which a value\gf.,, can be extracted from the fits.
Our results are summarised in Séctt. 5 and the appendicasi@roore details on various ingredients used
in the calculations.

2 Evolution equations for the low« parton fragmentation functions

The fragmentation function of a partansplitting into partong andc satisfies the following system of
evolution equations [4]5] as a function of the variablesrdfiin Fig[1:

d " B b ag(k?) T (T
i Dhl ) = 3 | a2 Pty [£08 (L z0)] ©)

whereP,.(z) are the regularised DGLAP splitting functions [L3+15], ethat LO are given by

Py(2) =4Cp e +§— 1> . P(z) =20 ([lizL - g - %) , (7)

P,,(2) = 204 e + [i] A=) - 2> Py = TalE (-2, (@)

with Cr = (N2—1)/2N, and N, respectively the Casimirs of the fundamental and adjojmargentation
of the QCD colour grousU (3)., Tr = 1/2, andny is the number of active (anti)quark flavours. The
regularisation of the splitting functions in EQl (6) is perhed through the- distributiortl in Egs. [T) and
(8). Theay is the strong coupling which at the two-loop level reads [19]

4 2531 Inln q2] k2

2 2 1

as(¢®) = ——= |1 — ———-|, for ¢ = , 9)
(a) BoIn ¢2 [ B2 Ing? AéCD
with 11 4dn T 51 38n ¢T]
nflp nfglp
= —N¢— ) = Ne— )
Bo 3 3 B 3 3

being the first two coefficients involved in the perturbatxgansion of thg-function through the renor-

malisation group equation:
2 3

Blas) = —pog= — Ai +Olal).

The initial condition for the system of evolution equatid@$ is given by a delta function

aDb (2,10 E0) |1n po—1n go)= 05 - 6(1 — )

running “backwards” from the end of the parton branchingcpes, with a clear physical interpretation:
when the transverse momentum of the leading parton is lowgmnadt can not fragmentx(= 1) and

#The plus distribution applied to a functidi(z), written [F(z)]+., is defined ag”ol dz[F(z)]+9(z) = fol dz[F(2)](g(z) —
g(1)) for any functiong(z).



hadronises into a single hadron. The equatibhs (6) areicdéi the DGLAP evolution equations but for
one detail, the shift ifin 2z in the second argument of the fragmentation func@dhf; (%, Inz+1In EG),
that for hard partons is set to zeta,z ~ 0, in the LLA. It corresponds to the so-called scaling viaati
of DGLAP FFs in time-like evolution, and that of space-likeokition of PDFs in in DIS. In our frame-
work, however, this term is responsible for the double softinear contributions that are resummed at
all orders aga, In?)™, justifying the fact that the approach is said to be modifdtlI(A) with respect to
the LLA.

The evolution equations are commonly expressed as a funatitwo variables:

E? Qo
=ln—, A=In ,
Qo A

QCD

(10)

whereY provides the parton-energy dependence of the fragmentataress, and thespecifies, in units

of Aqcp the value of the hadronisation scdlg down to which the parton shower is evolved. Standard
parton showers Monte Carlo codes, suchpPaSHIA [45], use @, values of the order 0® (1 GeV)
whereas in the limiting spectrum]|[4], that will be used hdtezan be taken as low a8 — 0, i.e.

Qo — Aqqp- Applying the Mellin transform to the single inclusive dibution in Eq. (6)
DY) = [ dee DI ) )
0

and introducing
é—lnl j = In *L £+ _mE oy (12)
2 ) y QO ) y QO )
with k£, =~ zE# in the soft approximationz( < 1), one is left with the integro-differential system of
evolution equations for the non-singlet distributions

~

P = [ déetp @2 =y g, (19
where é é (
&y (Faa(§) Pyg(§) w. D) = Dy(w, 9)
PO= () wE) pen=(ph) 4

and the lower and upper indices have been omitted for the&adienplicity. The NLO strong coupling
(9) can be rewritten as a function of the new varialle$ (1&hgthat

. 27 b1 1n2(g;+>\)] . .
e Sl L ALY =Y —¢. 15
NGRS { g+ Y $ (15)
The parton density D (z, Y') is then obtained through the inverse Mellin transform:
A dw
pr— —_— UJ&‘
D(£,Y) /c 57 D(w,Y) (16)

where the contou€ lies to the right of all singujarities in the-complex plane. In the high-energy limit
(Q > Qo) and hard fragmentation regiol (> ¢ or x ~ 1), one can replace in the r.h.s. of Hg.|(13) the
following expansi

7’L TL

oyn

£2

(Y —&D(w,Y — &) = e $ov y(Y)D(w,Y), e v = Z

17)

¥Note that the MLLA solution[T4] to the evolution equationsr@sponds to the replacement(Y — £)D(w,Y — &) =~
as(Y)D(w,Y') accounting for the single logarithmic corrections of ristabrderO (\/as).
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Thus, replacing EqL(17) int@ (IL3) one obtains

a—waY </ dée=%p(é > (Y)D( YY), (18)

which allows for the factorisation afs(Y)D(w,Y), and leads to the equation

as(Y)

9 p(w,v) = P(Q) -

oy

D(w,Y), / dée%Pp(é (19)

more suitable for analytical solutions. Truncating thédeseat higher orders translates into including
correctionsO («g) which better account for energy conservation, particylatllargex. In Mellin space,
the expansion can be made in terms of the differential opefat= w + 9/0Y such that, up to the second
term in(2, one is left with NMLLA corrections of orde® (as) [11]. Explicitly, the inclusion of higher-
order corrections from the second termafY — £)D(w,Y — €) ~ D — £9(asD)/0Y, followed by
the integration over the splitting functiorig (T)-(8)xirspace in the r.h.s. of Eq._(13), is equivalent to the
expansionP () = P + P in Mellin space in the r.h.s. of (19), wherd?) and P(!) are constants.
The expansion of the matrix elemerfiQ2) in Q can be obtained from the original expressions of the
Mellin transformed splitting functions [46], as given in £q1144)-£114d) in Appendix]A, which leads
to the following expressions:

4N, 11 4 67 72 5
Fyy() = 5% = 5 Ne—gnsTr + 4N, (36 ; ) Q+0(0?), (20a)
Py (Q) = 8”1:; T 26"5” IR0+ o@2), (20b)
AC
P,y() = TF —3Cr + CFQ +0(0?), (20c)
5 7 9
Fyg(Q) = 4Cr (g — & | 2+ 0@, (20d)

where the finite terms fa? — 0 constitute the new subset to be computed for the first timeigwtork.
The solution of the evolution equations in the MLLA were ddesed in [4] up to the regular terms with
dP,,(2)Q2 = 0. By including those proportional 1, one is in addition considering the set of higher-
order correction®) («s) known as NMLLA that improve energy conservation[20]. Thagtinalisation
of the matrix [1#) in order to solvé (L9) results into two éetpries (eigenvalues), which can be written
as [4146]

Pii(Q):% Pyy(9) + Pog(9) £/ (Pg ) — Ppg(€2))? + 4Py (2) Py ()| 21)

Substituting Eqs[(20a)=(20d) into (21) and performingekpansion again up to ternd3 (), yields:

Po(@) = 2 (©2), (222)
P__(Q) = —by +4Crby + O(9?), (22b)

where the terms proportional fd are new in this framework. The set of constants involved is. E2P&)



and [22b) reads:

11 4 Crp
67 7'('2 nfTRCF 11 nfTR CF
= — PNy 1-2=2)1, 23b
2736 1sNZ |3 N. N, (230)
_ 8nTrCR
by = TSN, (23c)
. 5 7T2 nfTR 11 nfTR CF
b= s 3 ()] 20
Therefore, the diagonalisation of EQ.[19) leads to two &qos:
(Y
0 D, ) = Pec( @2 D, v, 0), 24
oY T
such that in the neud*-basis the respective solutions read:
P, (2
Dy, Y,)) = w® pr(, v ) - D@, Y] (250)

Prr(@) - P_(Q)
Py (9) = Pyy(9)

Dy(w,Y,\) = P++(Q)_P__(Q)D+(w,Y,)\)—

P__(2) — Pyy(9)
Py (Q) — P (Q)

D (w,Y,)\). (25b)

where the ratios in front gb* are the coefficient functions that will be evaluated hesrafiotice that

in the D* basis, the off-diagonal term, _(Q) = 0 and P (©2) = 0 vanish for LO splitting functions,
while this is no longer true for time-like splitting functie obtained from thaIS factorisation scheme
beyond LO[[47], as explained ih [21] for multiparticle pradion. Following this logic,D* should first

be determined in order to obtain the gluon and quark jetdesinglusive distributions.

3 Evolution of the parton fragmentation functions at NMLLA + NLO*

3.1 Anomalous dimension at NMLLA +NLO*

Our NMLLA +NLO* scheme involves adding further correctiafiga) from contributions proportional
to 2 in the Mellin representation of the expanded splitting fiorts, and considering the two-loop strong
coupling, Eq.[(Ib). We label our approach as Nlt@indicate that the full set of NLO corrections are only
approximately included, as the two-loop splitting funoBddiscussed e.g. in [21]) are not incorporated.
After diagonalisation of the original evolution equatia@, the Eqs.[(24) foD* result in the following
expressions fob* andD:

o\ 90 . B ay 0 d\°
<w+a—y> O—YD (w,Y;\) = [1_4Nc <w—|—8—y>—|—a2 <w+a—Y>

AN, Z2DF(w, Y, \) (26)
2

o g 0 Qg
The leading contribution t®— after settingh, = 0 in Eq. (21) reads:
A\
_ 4NeBy
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The exponenb; /(4N.f(y) = O (10~2/a,) induces a very small (non-Gaussian) correction, which can
be neglected asymptotically, féf + A > \. Thus, the (+) trajectory (22a) provides the main contribu-
tion to the single inclusive distributio® (£,Y) = xD(«z,Y) at smallx < 1, after applying the inverse
Mellin transform [16). Hard corrections proportionaldp andas account for the energy balance in the
hard fragmentation region and are of relative or@e(r\/a_s) andO («s) respectively with respect to the
O (1) DLA contribution. The NLO expression](9) results in coriens « 3, at MLLA, and x 3, 8; at
NMLLA which provide a more accurate consideration of rugn@oupling effects at smatl < 1 [20]. In

Ref. [20], the mean multiplicities, multiplicity correlats in gluon and quark jets, and the ratio of gluon
and quark jet multiplicities were also studied at NMLLA, wleorrectionsx $; were accordingly in-
cluded. Here, we extend the NMLLA analysis to all momentseffragmentation function.

The solution of Eq.[(26) can be written in the compact form:
DH(w, Y, ) = Ex(w, as(Y + A)D*(w, A), (29)

with the evolution “Hamiltonian™:

Y
By (w,a5(Y + ) = exp [ [ dtaty+ )] (30)

that describes the parton jet evolution from its initiakwality  to the lowest possible energy scélg,

at which the parton-to-hadron transition occurs. In Eq),(30w, as(y)) is the anomalous dimension
that mixesg — gg andg — ¢q splittings and is mainly dominated by soft gluon bremsstnadp (¢ —
g9). Introducing the shorthand notatiop, = ~v(w, as(Y)), the MLLA anomalous dimension has been
determined in the pastl[4,22], setting = 0 and; = 0 in Eq. (26), and is given by

1
W = 5 (—w + /w2 + 478)

as | _1 d % 3/2
| 2\ M T 0(ad/?), 31
+27r[ 2“1<+m>+50w2+473 +0(e") (31)
whereyg is the DLA anomalous dimension amounting to
= = s (32)

T o T B+ N

The first term of Eq.[(31) is the DLA main contribution, of ord@(,/cs), which physically accounts for
soft gluon multiplication, the second and third terms arecStrectionsO(«y) accounting for the energy
balance & a1) and running coupling effectsq 5p). Itis important to make the difference between orders
and relative orders mentioned above. Indeed, if one looksealth.s. of the evolution equation {26) for
DY, (w+ 8/90Y)0DT /oY = O (as), the first term in the r.h.s i® («s), the second one proportional

toa; isO (a;”/?), and the third one, proportional to, is O (a2) such that after factorising the whole
equation byO (as) one is left with the relative orders of magnitude,jfar,. Setting Eq.[(29) in(26) leads
to the perturbative differential equation

2N, .o d, as a

_ _ Do _ Qs _ 41 2 2\ %
(W + Y)Y o Blas) dog ar(w + %})27T 27TB(O‘S) + az(w® + 2wy, + %;)27T> (33)

which will be solved after inserting the two-loop couplirf@) (n order to include corrections 3, as
well. The equation can be solved iteratively (perturbadyivby setting the MLLA anomalous dimension

9



written in Eq. [(31) in the main and subleading contributioh&q. (33), to find:

%I\JIMLLA+NL0* — AMLLA 4 ’Yg {a2 ’Yg 4 a1Bo ( 1 B w3 )

N2 | @2 +42)2 T 2 21 ag (@ +4E)
v (e ) - S
Bo \J/w? + 493

O e P e T
2
LWt 47(%)1/4} L oM, (34)

1, w
g e
which is the main theoretical result of this paper. Termsprtional toa?, a1, and 32 are of order
O(a‘;’/z), and were previously calculated in the (N)MLLA+LO schemsaied in[[42]. Those propor-
tional to 5; andas are computed for the first time in our NMLLA+NLO* frameworkndeed, the single
correctionoc 3y is obtained replacing Ed.](9) in the I.h.s. bf(33), whichdie#o the equation,

4
2 2 B 4 Y ) Bn2(Y + )
+ WY =Y+ Y In2(Y +A) +...=0 = y,=70LA — — +...
Yo+ WY =0+ a0 2 ) Yo =10 T { Bo Jr T 0

with ypra = 1 (—w + /w? +4’y§>. Sinceln(Y + \) = O(1) andw = O(,/as), and following a;

power counting, this correction has naturally the sameromﬁmagnitude@(ag/z) as the other terms
and should not be neglected. The other new correctiony? o a5 adds those NMLLA contributions
arising from thex w terms in the LO splitting function$ (2Da)—(20d), known tatbeaccount for energy
conservation. Since this correction is multiplied by a térmj> = O(,/a;), the overall result is{)(a‘;’/z)
and, thus, of the same order of magnitude as the previous temech that, the full resummed result is

(9(0[2/2).

3.2 Distorted Gaussian (DG) parametrisation for the fragmatation function
The distorted Gaussian (DG) parametrisation of the simglieisive distribution of hadrons in jets at small
x (or w — 0) was introduced by Fong and Webber in 1991/ [22], and-Bpace it reads:

1 1 1 1 1
DT (£,Y,\) = exp | ok — 550 — 1(2 + k)0% 4 =50% + ﬂké‘* , (35)

N
o2 8 6
where,d = (¢ — £)/o, N is the asymptotic average multiplicity inside a jet, ajdr, s, and k are
respectively the mean peak position, the dispersion, thesiss, and kurtosis of the distribution. The
distribution should be displayed in the interval< ¢ < Y which depends on the jet energy, and the
values ofQy andA,.,. The three scales of the process are organised in the@m Qo > A -
The formula[(35) reduces to a Gaussiander k& = 0 and its generic expression does not depend on the

approach or level of accuracy used for the computation @hitdution.

As an example of the effects of non-zero skewness and ksitasi compare in Fid.l 2 the shapes of
four different single-inclusive hadron distributions ofdth ¢ = 1.4 and mean position a = 3.5 in
the interval) < ¢ < 7 typical of jets at LEP-1 energies: (i) an exact Gaussiaha(skewed Gaussian
with s = —0.5, £ = 0, (iii) a kurtic Gaussian withs = 0, £ = —0.5, and (iv) a DG including both
“distorting” s, k components above. As can be seen, the shape of the DG diibenstiat of the pure
Gaussian, mainly away from the hump region. A negative skewisplaces the peak of the Gaussian to
higher¢ values while adding a longer tail to logy and a negative kurtosis tends to make “fatter” its width.
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Figure 2. Comparison of various Gaussian-like hadron idigions in jets sharing the same megan

position and width{ = 3.5 ando = 1.4) but with different third and fourth moments: (i) symmetric
Gaussian, (ii) skewness= —0.5, (iii) negative kurtosisc = —0.5, and (iv) full distorted Gaussian with
s=k=-0.5.

In order to obtain the evolution of the different DG compaisenwve will proceed by following the
same steps as i [22] but making use instead of the expanddd AMINLO* anomalous dimension,
Eq. (34), computed here. Definirdg, as then-th moment of the single inclusive distribution:

W

K,(Y,\) = <_di> In [D+(w,Y, )\)]wzo, (36)
the different components (normalised moments) of the DGaen b@];

_ K K K.
N=Ky =K, oc=+vKs s=-—, k=—, Fk=— (37)

037 ot’ o5

such that after plugging Ed.(80) info {29) and what resutimfit into (38), one is left with

; (38)

w=0

Kaso= [y (= 2) atauto+ )

which is more suitable for analytical calculations sincelifectly involves the anomalous dimension
expression(34).

Multiplicity.  The multiplicity is obtained from the zeroth moment, i.ee thtegral, of the single-particle
distribution. Settingo = 0 in Eq. (34), one obtains

1 E
7w(07as) = Y — SN <CL1 - 70> ’Yg (39)
1 1 [a? 383\ Biln2(Y +N)] 4

+§%+mw(7”%+§“—ﬂ@r—o’

TWe list alsoks which is needed to obtain the maximum peak posigign. from £, as discussed below.
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from which the mean multiplicity\V/ (Y, \) can be straightforwardly derived by integrating oyer

N(Y,A) = Nyexp [fn (Y, ) — far(0,M)] (40)
where
16N, 1 2N, 1 2 5
Intu =475 W - <% - 5) AR Al L (465\17> " :?211\[02
Bo B 16N,
T <4Nc> N, 2w+ A 2 2Ty (41)

As expected, the mean multiplicity (40) including the tvamib os exactly coincides with the expression
obtained in[[20]. This cross-check supports the validityof “master” NMLLA+NLO* formula [34)
for the anomalous dimension at smajlwhich is not surprising as the gluon jet evolution equatiolved

in [20] for the mean multiplicity coincides with Eq.(P6) aftsettingo = 0 and N (Y, \) = DT(0,Y, \).
The first term in Eq.[{41) is the DLA rate of multiparticle pradion, the second and third terms provide
negative corrections that account for energy conservatiwh decrease the multiplicity. However, the
third term, proportional t@,, is positive and can be large since it accounts for NLO cogpdiorrections.
Though, due to energy conservation, one may expect thepiicityy to decrease in the present scheme
running coupling effects take over and can drasticallyaase the multiplicity as well as single inclusive
cross-sections at the energy scales probed so-faret colliders. Only at asymptotically high-energy
scales, thatis fof)y > A, the energy conservation becomes dominant over runningliogeffects,
thus inverting these trends. The ratio of multiplicitiegjirark and gluon jets are discussed in Sect. 3.3 and
compared with the calculations of [20]. Performing the ntioze evaluation fom; = 5 quark flavourl

we obtain the final expression for the multiplicity:

Y+ A

N(Y) o exp [2.50217 (x/Y A \/X> — 0.491546 In

— (0.06889 — 0.41151In(Y + A))

+ (0.06889 — 0.411511n \) (42)

1 1
VY + A VAl
Peak position. The energy evolution dependence of the mean peak positidmnased plugging Eq.(34)

into (30), and the latter into Ed._(R9) in order to get thie moments of the distribution from Ed._(36).
Thus, forn = 1 one obtains

= 16N5 (VI FX=VA) -2 N 22 (In(Y +A) — In \), 43)

The smallness of the constant in front of the NMLLA correstfoportional tqIn(Y + A) —In ) should
not drastically modify the MLLA peak position and should paffect it at small energy scales.

The position of the mean peak is related to the correspondexgmum and median values of the DG
distribution by the expressions [48]:

- 1 1ks 5 - 1 3 ks
x — = —=os (125 b= ——os(1- 2 2y, 44
3 ¢ 208< 1 +6kr> €m — & 608< 56 T3 > (44)

I'As will be seen below the dependencenipis very weak and will not affect the final normalisation of tfistribution.



for which we need the fifth moment of the D&, which reads:

v g A 1o () (¥, )

. 9 3 Bo(Y + A T A\YHA f1(Y, A

k5(Y’A)_E“1<Y+A> [ 16N, ] NNGEE [1+5<7
{1_(Y+A> }

61
F1(Y, ) 16N,
A >B° \ BV + N | )

The final numerical expressions for the mean and maximum peakions, evaluated fat; = 5
quark flavours, read:

Width. The DG distribution dispersion follows from its definition in Eq.[(38) fom = 2. The full
expression for the second mometi(Y, \) can be found in AppendixIB, Ed. (1118), from which taking
the squared root, followed by the Taylor expansiorilifi,/y + A or ,/a;) and keeping trace of all terms
in (1/(y + A) or as), the NMLLA+NLO* expression for the width is obtained:

1/4
a(Y,)\):< 50) \/(Y+)\)3/2—)\3/2{1—%]“1(}/,)\) 10

144N, Bo(Y +A)
9 3 ( 3a3 B 8
| a0 = & (oL RN + ER AN - 2 (Y
358 9 B1 16N,
+ e Y /\)> + g (20 ) = 2)fa( A)] R } , (48)

where the functiong; are also defined in AppendiX B. The new correction term, prtigual to(1/(Y +
A)), is of orderO («s) and decreases the width of the distribution and so ddes the truncated cascade

with Qo > A,- The numerical expression for the width (fof = 5 quark flavours) reads:
1
Y) =0.36499¢/ (Y + \)3/2 — \3/2 {1 —0.299739f1 (Y, \) ——— — [1.12479f5(Y, X
o(¥) V-3 FLYA) s — (112479 5(Y, )
+ 0.0449219f7 (Y, A) + (0.32239 — 0.246692In(Y + \)) f3(Y, \)] YLH : (49)

Skewness. The NMLLA term of the third DG momentk(s, turns out to vanish like the leading order
one [48]. According to the definition in Eq.(38), the skewswes= K302 presents an extra subleading
term which in this resummation scheme comes from the expardfi the second contribution 3,
proportional tol /1/ (Y + \), as written in Eq.L(122) of Appendix|B, such that

o (%)1/4 [ Bo

16N,
l 1-22hv, A
16 /(Y + \)3/2 — \3/2 621N

Bo(Y + )

s(Y,\) = : (50)

In [22], only the first term of this expression was providdw subleading contribution given here is thus
new. This NMLLA+NLO* correction to Eq.[(B0) increases the skewness of the disiify while for in-
creasing\ it should decrease again, thus revealing two competingtsff@he net result is a displacement
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of the tails of the HBP distribution downwards to the left aimivards to the right from the peak position
and depending on the sign given by both effects (Big. 2). Thee fiumerical expression for the skewness
(for ny = 5 quark flavours) reads:

1.94704 1
s(Y) = — N e {1 —0.299739f1 (Y, A)\/Y:H] : (51)

Kurtosis. The evolution of the kurtosis follows from the expressionisthe fourth DG moment, given
in Egs. [120) and_ (123) of AppendiX B. As shown in the same agipe the proper Taylor expansion in
powers of(1/4/Y + \) which keeps trace of higher-order corrections and leads to:

L (A 5/2
MO =5 <m>3/2 > {1+ RN = S0
- (v5)
2
+ [( fs(Y,A) = 9f (Y, A)) az + 256N2 <9f2(Y A) — §f5(y, /\)>
i 2216@2 (6£2(Y.)) — 555(Y, ) + 256N2 (——fg(Y N 2+ T
— 15f1(Y, ) fa(Y, N)) % In2(Y + \) ——>f6(Y>\)
B 16N,
- Y+ ) - D] ) 52)

where the functiong; can be again found in AppendiX B. The new NMLLA+NE@orrection for the
kurtosis affects the distribution by making it smoothertia tails and wider in the hump region. The final
numerical expression for the kurtosis (fof = 5 quark flavours) reads:

5/2
1— (2
2.15812 <Y+A)

1
Y) = = N 3/2 . {1 + [1.19896£1 (Y, A) — 1.99826/1(Y, \)] —— -
()]
+ [LOTBI3F2(Y, \) + 4.49915 f5 (Y, A) + 1.28956 f3(Y, ) — 2.39583f1 (Y, A) f4(Y, \)
— 3.76231f5(Y, \) + 0.0217751 f5(Y, \)
— (0.986767 f3(Y, ) — 0.822306f5(Y, \)) In(Y + A)] YLH} . (53)

Final DG expression. The final expression of the DG parametrisation of the singttusive distribu-
tion of soft hadrons inside gluon and quark jets, [Eq] (35), lma obtained summing all its individually-
derived NMLLA+NLO*-resummed components: the mean multipli¢ityY, \) Eq. (40), the mean peak
position (Y, \) Eq. (43), the dispersion(Y, \) Eq. (48), the skewness Eg(Y, \) (50), and kurtosis
kE(Y, ) Eq. (52). In Fig[3, we display the resulting DG for two difet values of the hadronisation
parameten = 1.4 (Y = 5.8, Qo = 1 GeV, A, = 0.25 GeV) and\ = 2.0 (Y = 5.2, Qo = 1 GeV,
Agep = 0.25 GeV) for a jet of virtuality@ = 350 GeV and reconstructed jet enerfly= 500 GeV inside
a radius cond = 0.7. The distribution is compared to the corresponding MLLAdictons with the
Fong-Webber results frorn [22] after setting to zero all teproportional td /Y in the same expressions.

The contributions from the set of NMLLANLO* corrections to the MLLA DG appear to be quite
substantial and decrease for increaskgince A guarantees the convergence of the perturbative series
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Figure 3: Comparison of the distorted Gaussian hadronildisitons obtained for a jet of virtuality
@Q = 350 GeV evolved using NMLLA-NLO* (solid curve) and MLLA (dashed curve) equations,
for two hadronisation parameters:= 1.4 (left) andA = 2.0 (right).

for Qo > A.p- Physically, for higher values of the shower energy cutéff the strength of the
coupling constant decreases and the probability for thegam of soft gluon bremsstrahlung decreases
accordingly, making the multiplicity distribution and tipeak position smaller. The difference between
the MLLA and NMLLA-+NLO* resummed distributions is, as mentioned above, mainly auenning-
coupling effects, proportional t8;, at large& (smallx) which is not unexpected because in this region
they are more pronounced due to théz F£6) dependence in the denominator of the strong coupling. On
the other hand, energy conservation plays a more imporémin the hard fragmentation regian~ 1

(& ~ 0), where the NMLLA+NLO* DG is somewhat suppressed compared with the MLLA DG.

3.3 Multiplicities for the single inclusive D, and D, distributions

In this section we determine the coefficient function inealin Eq. [25h) that provide higher-order cor-
rections to the quark/gluon multiplicity ratio. As showndbgh Eq.[(2B), théD~(w, A) component is
negligible and thus the solutions for the gluon and quarklsiinclusive distributions can be directly
obtained fromD™ in the form

_ Py ()
Py () - P ()

DY) = CHODI Y, ) = 2Pl

Dy(w,V;\) ~ CIQDT(w,Y,)),  CYUQ) (54a)

q

(54b)

Making use of the expressioris (20a)—(20d) and](2Ba)}(22ti) expanding it results in

g ~ L1400+ P02+ 0(@)], G 2140+ I 0 (@), (59

q
c
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where the numerical values of the constantsfpe= 5 quark flavours, read

0 = “L_Vcbl _ Z "0 0,049, (56)
Al = g + “i 6;\;0’1 (“1 ];Cbl _ 3) %bg —ap "=7 0.608, (57)
O = - 4%0 M0 0,247, (58)
b = %]1\[3(1;1 —ay) + % <b2 - g + %2> =7 0.045. (59)

The c§.°> numerical constants in Ed._(55) were obtained_in [4]. Perfog the inverse Mellin-transform
back to ther-space, or making the equivalent replacenient a% + %, one has

. Cr (9 . 0N, w(9 . O\ +
Dy(&,Y,\) = . L+¢ ag+aY +cy ag*ay DT(&,Y, )N, (60a)
o 0 o  9\?
~ (0) 1) -
Dy(£,Y, ) 14 ¢ <8§+8Y> +cl <a£+ay> DF(£,Y,\), (60b)

which in a more compact form can be rewritten as

+ +
D, (£, Y,\) ~ ](i;‘ oD (&,Y,)\) +8D (£,Y, )

(0)
(1) 82D+(§7Y7 )‘) 82D+(§7Y7 )‘) 82D+(§7Y7 )‘)>:|
T ( 52 Py T ave

(61)

for numerical considerations. The first and second devieatin Eqs.[(60a) and (6Db) can be evaluated
numerically. They provide corrections which are supprédee the first and second terms of orders
O(y/as) and O(as) respectively. In Figll4, we compare the quafk.j, gluon (D,) and parton D)
hadron spectra obtained in the MLLA (left) and NMLLA-NLright) schemes for a jet of virtuality
Q@ = 350 GeV and hadronisation parameter= 1.4. The NMLLA-NLO* distributions are obtained
from the above Egs[_(6Da), (60b) andl(35), while the MLLA aptamed setting to zerq(,l) andcgl) in
Egs. [60a) and (60b) respectively and removinghg;) corrections in[(3b) folD* (£,Y).

A clear difference is observed in the quark and gluon jeigtet] distributions given by the colour fac-
tor Cr/N. = 4/9 and the role of higher-order corrections which prove mazelsie for the NMLLA+NLO*
scheme over the whole phase space ¢ < Y, as observed in the right panel of Hig. 4. [In [4] however,

the role ofO (\/«,) corrections, proportional KQ(ZO) andcgo) in Egs. [60a) and (60b), was reabsorbed into
the inclusive spectrunD™(£,Y) through a shift to a slightly different jet enerdyy = Fexp <c§£)),

which allowed for a direct comparison between the MLDA (£, Y') and the hadronic energy-momentum
spectrum (for a complete review seel[10]). Asymptoticadly-¢ oo), the solution of the original Ed. (61)
has a Gaussian shape near its maximum:

Ne o270 P

normalised by the inverse asymptotic value of the mean pligitiy ratio »—! = Cr /N, in a quark jet.
The ratio of gluon and quark multiplicities can be recovebgdeplacingw = 0 (a% = 0) in Eqgs. (60A~)

Dy(£,Q%) =~

Lt (62
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Figure 4: Comparison of the quark EQ.(60a), gluon Eq.}(68h),partorD™ (¢, Y) Eq. (38), distributions
of hadrons for a jet of virtuality) = 350 GeV and hadronisation paramefet= 1.4 evolved using MLLA
(left) and NMLLA+NLO* (right) equations.

and [60b), such that, after expanding the result in powetgcaf, one is left with

N, N,
r= A—[Z = (1—=r170—71273) » (63)

where, as a result of the expansion,

a 3
T = c((lo) — cgo) = 4]\176 vk (64)

o 1 0 1 Bo - 3 ai Bo
rg—c((])—cg)—ncg)—S—Nc(m——) =az—az+mn <1_8N0+16Nc>’ (65)

with

Notice that up to the orde® («s), the multiplicity ratio does not involve corrections prefional to 3,
which only appear beyond this level of accuracy|[20]. Up te MMLLA order in O (as), Eq. [63)
coincides with the expression found [n [49], which givegtier support to the calculations carried out
in our work. A more updated evaluation of the mean multipfigiatio, including two-loop splitting
functions, was given recently in[21].

3.4 Limiting spectrum for the DG parametrisation

The so-called limiting spectrumy — 0, implies pushing the validity of the partonic evolution atjans
down to (non-perturbative) hadronisation scatgs,~ A, [1]. Such an approach provides a minimal
(and successful) approach with predictive power for thesuesl experimental distributions. We derive
here the evolution of the distorted Gaussian moments ferlifmit which involves formulee depending

only onA,,,, as a single parameter.

17



Multiplicity.  Among the various moments of the DG parametrisation, osliniegral (representing the

total hadron multiplicity) needs an extra free parametdit tihe data. The “local parton hadron duality”
(LPHD) hypothesis is a powerful assumption which states i distribution of partons in inclusive

processes is identical to that of the final hadrons, up to amatlvmormalization factor, i.e. that the mean
multiplicity of the measured charged hadrons is propodida the partonic one through a constéiit,

NE(Y) = KON (Y).

Thus, in the limiting spectrum the mean multiplicity reads

16N, a1 2N, 1/ a \° 1a
ch __ ¢~ch cy (%1 1 . c L 1 1 a1P0
NMY)=K exp{ 7Y </30 2>ln\/_ % [a2+4<4Nc> T 31682

16N, } | (66)

306\ A
+ E<4Nc> _4NCBQ(IH2Y+2)

which is in agreement with the mean multiplicity first found[20], supported by the improved solution
of the evolution equations accounting for the same set g&ctions.

BoY

Peak position. For the limiting spectrum, the mean peak position Eql (43) loa approximated as
follows:

aq 16Nc a9
TR Y — 2Nc% InY (67)
thanks to the fortuitous smallne€X10~3) of the NMLLA correction tof at high-energy wher® + \ >
. Notice that, as shown in [22], the MLLA version of EQ.{67)toeghe second order is finite. The origin
of the thirdex In Y correction in this resummation framework comes from thadated expansion of the
anomalous dimension Eq. (34) ®(«as), which is proportional td /Y by making(—09,,/0w) atw = 0,
and hence yields the In Y term after integrating over'. Therefore, we assume that Eq.l(67) is valid for
Q> Qo~ Agep-

_ Y
5—5‘1'

The maximum of the peak position for the limiting spectrum BéB be obtained via Ed._(#4) which
involves the mean peak position as well as the other higrdgranoments. In a generic form, the mo-
ments of the distorted Gaussian associated with the dispef#8), skewness$ (50), kurtosis (52), and
(45), are finite fom > 2 for the limiting spectrum and can be written as

KoY +X),a5(0) = ag(¥ + )72 [0 4 K0V V48 + K0 as(Y +3)
—{as(Y +A) & as(M)}] (68)
where the constanféﬁlo) and the functiong;(A — 0) — 1 are written in Appendik B. In other words, the
second\-dependent part ok, in Eq. (68) can be dropped as— 0 for sufficiently high energy scales,
Y + A > A\, whereas(Y + \) < ag(\) in the r.h.s. of Eq[(68). Performing the same approximaition

Eq. (68) as\ — 0, the expressions for the rest of moments of the fragmentdtioctions in the limiting
spectrum are derived below. Thus inserting Egs.|(70a))({@B¢) and[(70d) intd_(44), we obtain :

— 1 5 16N, z 1 19 16N,
Emax — &= ﬁal (1 + @60“ NG ) y Em—&= %al (1 + ﬁﬁo NG ) (69)
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Width.  The width of the DG distribution in the limiting spectrum ibtained from Eq.[(48):

1 [ By \/* By [16N, [9 3/ 3 o afy B
Y)=4/:Y 12
W) =y3 (16Nc> 64\ Boy T |16™ 61 \ten2™ T znz T 128N
B

16N,
+ m(l n2y — 2)] NG } (70a)

Skewness. The skewness of the DG distribution in the limiting spectmaads, from Eq[(30),

ai [3 (16N \* Bo |16N,
Y)= 1— = 70b
=iy () 6\ Ay ) (700)
Kurtosis. The kurtosis can be derived from EQ.{52):
(y)__ﬂ | BoY 16N, T2 @b 52
N 16N, BY 512Nc2 1 256N2 6144N2 0
o ( )] M}
4+ —— (In2Y — 70c
9650 BoY (70c)
Accordingly, we give the last compone#t, following from Eq. (45):
9 312 1 By \ V4 85 16N,
Y)=— — — ° . 70d
k5(Y) = 15 @ <Y> <16Nc> T 57670\ By (70d)

Final DG (limiting spectrum) expression. In order to get the DG in the limiting spectrum, one should
replace Eqs.[(86)=(70c) into E4._{35). We note that in our NIMENLO* framework, thex® from
the DG can be smaller than that found [in][20] since it shouldHex right normalisation enhanced by
second-loop coupling constant effects. Notice also thtingesubleading corrections to zero, we recover
the results from [22] as expected. In Hig). 5, the MLLA and NML-ENLO* distorted Gaussians are dis-
played in the limiting spectrum approximation for a jetwatity Q = 350 GeV inthe interval < ¢ <Y,
forY =7.5.

We can see a sizable difference between the MLDA(E,Y') and the NMLLA+NLO* D*(£,Y)
evolutions, which is mainly driven by the two-loap 3; correction in the mean multiplicity and other
moments of the DG, as mentioned above. The account of energpenvation can be observed at |6w
i.e. for harder partons. Similar effects have been discliss{bd] where an exact numerical solution of
the MLLA evolution equations was provided with one-loop pling constant. Numerical solutions of
exact MLLA equations provide a perfect account of energyseovation at every splitting vertex of the
branching process in the shower. For this reason, accaufairhigher-order correction@(a;‘/ 2) to the
truncated series of the single inclusive spectrum of hadstrould follow similar features and trends to
that provided by the numerical solutions pf [50] (see alsti)j5although our NMLLA+NLCO" solution
incorporates in addition the two-loop coupling constant.

In Fig.[8 we display the same set of curves as in the [Big. 4 wi¢hright normalisation given by
the coefficient functions for quark and gluon jets. The oNerarrections provided by the coefficient
functions slightly decrease the normalisation of the spettin a gluon jet as well as its widtf. In
the quark jet, upon normalisation by the colour faafgr/N,, the normalisation is decreased while the
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Figure 5: Comparison of the distorted Gaussian hadronildisiopns obtained for a jet of virtuality
@ = 350 GeV evolved using MLLA and NMLLA-NLO* equations, in the limiting spectrum (i.e.
Qo = Aycp, hadronisation parameter= 0).

width is slightly enlarged. In order to better visualise lixes trivial enlargement for the width, we can for
instance consider e~ -annihilation into hadrons at the LEP-2 centre of mass gnefg= 196 GeV for

a quark jet of virtualityQ = /s/2 = 98 GeV withY = In(\/s/(2A 4 )) = 6.0for A, = 0.25 GeV. If
the resulting distributiorD, (¢, Y") is refitted to a DG and compared with the"(¢,Y"), the enlargement
of the width compared with that given i+ (704) can reach0%. This latter effect is mainly due to
the positiveO () correction to the coefficient functio® given by the larger numerical coefficient

cg°> = 0.487. Similar effects have been discussed.in [50]. In conclysimnwill directly fit theD*(£,Y)
distribution to the data of final state hadrons in the lingjtspectrum approximation.

3.5 Higher-order corrections for the DG limiting spectrum

The exact solution of the MLLA evolution equations with disep coupling constant entangles correc-
tions which go beyond® (/«,), though the equations are originally obtained in this agpipnation [5].
The exact solution resums fast convergent Bessel serié® ilimiting spectrum\ — 0. Using the DG
parametrisation it is possible to match the exact solutiotihé vicinity of the peak position < 1 after
determining the DG moments; = &, & = (€2), & = (&%), & = (&%), related to the dispersion,
skewness and kurtosis through[[52]:

0'2 = 52_527 (71)
s = %(53—3525 +28%), (72)
B o= (6 — 466 — 363 + 12687 — 62%), (73)
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Figure 6: Comparison of the distorted Gaussian hadronildisions obtained for a quark Ed. (60a), gluon
Eq. (60b), andD™(£,Y) Eq. (3B), for a jet of virtualityQ = 350 GeV evolved using MLLA (left) and
NMLLA +NLO* (right) equations, in the limiting spectrum (i.€)o = A, hadronisation parameter
A=0).

whereg,, is determined via

[ 16N,
fn:Y"~£n(B+1,B+2,z),B:%,z: ?30 Y (74)

discussed in more detail in Appendix C. Similarly, theseagbrrections, which better account for energy
conservation and provide an improved description of thpstwd the inclusive hadron distribution in jets,
will be computed and added hereafter to all the NMLLA+NLDG moments, as it was done in [4] for
the particular case of the mean peak positigmut extended here also to all other components: Egs. (67),

(704), (Z0b) and_(70c).

Multiplicity.  The extra “hidden” corrections discussed in Apperidix C lteswone extra term for the
multiplicity in the DG limiting spectrum, which is inverseproportional toY” and amounts to:
0.168007 0.23252

AN:—T, forn;=3,and AN =— v forn; =5. (75)

However, we can use directly the full-NLO result obtained2] for the multiplicity. In this case the
extra correction amounts to:

1

AN = —(0.08093 +0.16539nY) -, for ny =3, and (76)
1

AN = —(0.00068 — 0.161658InY), for ny =5. (77)

although the termsc % and % are almost constant and practically compensate to each aitliee
currently accessible energies.
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Peak position. The mean peak value of the DG distributiah,truncated as done in Edq._(43) can be
improved as discussed in/[4]. The NMLLA correction propamal toln Y is of relative ordeiO (/o)
and is very smal0D(10~3 InY') compared to the second term. There is one extra correctiomefrical
constant) t&f coming from the exact solution of Eq._(26) with = 0, written in terms of Bessel series
in AppendiX[C. Indeed, substituting E. (135) ita (1.33)(#e@pendiX C for a complete derivation), one
obtains the extra NMLLA term t@:

AE=—

% NCB(2B +3), (78)

from the expansion of the Bessel series through the[Eq] ¢haBshould be added to EQ. {43). Therefore,
the full resummed expression of the mean peak position reads

_ Y aq 16N, as a1(2a1 + 3Bo)
_ L N Y —2N,—IlnYy — ——— " 79
§ 5 " 16N\ Bo “Bo " 32N,y (79)

in its complete NMLLA+NLO' form. The corresponding position of the maximum is relatethe mean
peak value by the expressiaon [48]:

= . 3&1
gmax - g - _50-8 - 32Nc 9 (80)
such that
Y a? az a2
max — o Y —2N.—InY — . 81
Smax = 5 [ 16N, B " T 16N (81)

where the DLA widtho and skewness are enough for the computation. Asymptotically & oo) and
factorising byY’, one recovers the maximum of the peak position for the DLASpen Eq.[(1). In the
same approximation, sincg€Y) — 0, the expression of the mean peak position in Egl (80) coascid
with that of the maximum of the Gaussian distribution. Of say the ensemble of NMLLA corrections
written in Eq. [79) can be obtained from EQ.|26), provideat thne can determine the exact solution of
the evolution equations. Notice that Eq.l(81) does not helany termx /31, as this kind of term appears
when higher-order corrections are included in the evatuéguations and their solutions.

Width.  Similar extra corrections can be found for the dispersiondigulatingss through this recursive
procedure. By making use of Ed._{74) and the full derivatioespnted in Appendik]IC, it was found
in [52]:

& 1 BB+3) (B+y) 2B(B +2)\ Ipt2(2)
Y2 4 + 22 + 22 ! 2 Ipii(2)’ (82)
such that, withr? = & — &2 given by Eq.[(71L), one finds the extra correction (figr= 5)
Ao _ 1.98667’ (83)

0.36499Y 3/4 Yy3/2
which should be accordingly added to the r.h.s. of Eg.l(70a).
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Skewness. In the case of the skewness, the expressioigfoeads

& _ 1 3B(B+1) [ 4B(B+3)\ 2 3B+2_B(B+1)(B+3)(1
Y3 8 222 322 z 8 22
2B(B + 2))} Ipia(2)
- 84
=) bre 69
such that, if one makes use of the expresdion (72), the extraation reads (for; = 5)
As 1.64393

= — 85
—1.94703/ Y 3/4 y (83)

to be added to the r.h.s. of E@._(70b). Notice that Eql (84) girasn in [52] without accounting for
termsO (2~*) and O (2~7). Such terms cannot be neglected when dealing with MLLA and_NM
corrections.

Kurtosis. Finally, for the kurtosis, we obtain the formula 6
& 1 (B+4)(15B3+30B%+ 5B — 2) <1 _ 4B(B + 3)> N 9B% + 158 + 2

y4 16 522 324 622
1[B+1 4(B+3)(B+4)(15B%+30B?+5B - 2) 2B(B +2)
+ - + - ==
z 2 1524 22
B 5B% +35B2 + 50B + 8] Ipia(2) (86)
52’2 IBH(z)’
which can be cast into Ed.(]73) to obtain the correspondimgection which reads (for ; = 5):
Ak 8.05771

= — , 87
—2.15812/V/Y Y372 (87)

to be also added to Eq. (70c).

Final numerical formulze. For easiness of comparison to the data, we provide here tilenfimerical
expressions for the energy evolution of the NMLLA+NE@omponents of DG hadron distribution of
jets in the limiting spectrum, evaluated from Eqs.] (66)))(€704a), [70b) and (70c) plus the higher-order
corrections eqs[(77).(V8), (83). (85) andl(87). We incltrieexpressions fat; = 3,4, 5 active quark
flavours, although only the cases = 4, 5 are relevant for most phenomenological applications gets
usually measured with energies (well) above the charm attdrhequark mass thresholds). Fof = 3
quark flavours, one finds

1
N(Y) = K%exp [2.3094\/? —0.373457In Y 4 (0.061654 + 0.4561781n Y") Ni%
+ (0.121834 — 0.14749In Y)a , (88)
EY) = 0.5Y +0.539929vY — 0.051nY, (89)
fmax(Y) = 0.5Y 4 0.539929VY — 0.291524 — 0.051n Y, (90)
oY) = 0.379918Y3/% |1 -0 324759 — (1.6206 — 0.2962961n Y") 1, L7 (91)
1.84616 1 1.63978
Y) = -2 |[1-0.324759—— — 92
s(Y) 3 [ 0.3 759\/5/ % } (92)
2.33827 1 1 6.99062
kYY) = — 1 — 0.866025—— + (0.713767 —0.197531InY) — — ———| . (93
(V) Nie [ 0.8660 \/YJr(O736 0.197531InY) 7 Yg/z] (93)
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Forn; = 4 quark flavours, relevant for jet analysis above the charnsrttasshold f.. ~ 1.3 GeV) but
below the bottom mass, one finds

1
N(Y) = KPexp [2.4\/? —0.427778In Y + (0.0214879 + 0.44352In ) %
1
+  (0.0682865 — 0.158071 In Y)?} , (94)
(YY) = 0.5Y +0.564815VY — 0.02878881n Y, (95)
Emax(Y) = 0.5Y +0.564815VY — 0.319015 — 0.02878881n Y, (96)
1 1 1.83441
oY) = 0.372678Y 3/ [1 - 0.3124997? — (131978 — 02772 Y) o + W} . (97)
1.89445 1 1.64009
s(Y) = ~~va {1 — 0.3124997? - ] , (98)
2.25 1 1 747314
kY) = V4 [1 - 0.833333\/—? +(0.740793 — 0.1848In ) - — W] ; (99)
and forn; = 5 quark flavours relevant for jet analysis above the bottorrsrttagshold ., ~ 4.2 GeV):
— 1
NEY) = KPexp [2.50217\/}/ —0.4915461In Y — (0.06889 — 0.411511InY) Nie
1
+  (0.00068 — 0.161658 In Y)?} , (100)
EY) = 05Y +0.592722VY 4 0.002In Y, (101)
Emax(Y) = 0.5Y +0.592722VY — 0.351319 4 0.0021n Y, (102)
1 1 1.98667
o(Y) = 0.36499Y /4 [1 - 0.2997397? — (14921 — 0.246692In ) — + W} (103)
1.94704 1 1.64393
2.15812 1 1 8.05771
kYY) = — Nee [1 - 0.7993057? +(0.730466 — 0.164461 1Y) > — W] .(105)

The MLLA expressions first computed in [22] can be naturafigavered from our results by keeping all
terms up tol /Y. Forn; = 5 quark flavours, they read:

NE) = K%exp [2.50217¢?—0.4915461ny}, (106)

EY) = 0.5Y +0.592722VY, (107)

Emax(Y) = 0.5Y +0.592722VY, (108)
1

oY) = 0.36499y 3/ [1—0.2997397?}, (109)

1.94704

s(Y) = ——5m (110)
2.15812 1

kY) = — 1—0.799305— | , 111

W) = 2p |t-omms a1

which clearly highlight, by comparing to the correspondinljexpressions above, the new NMLLEANLO*
terms computed in this work for the first time.
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3.6 Other corrections: finite mass, number of active flavourspower terms, and A,
rescaling

Mass effects: In the approach discussed so far, the partons have beenesdsnassless and so their
scaled energy and momentum spectra are identical. Expstathe the scaled momentum distribution
& = In(v/s/(2pp)) is measured and, since the final-state hadrons are masdsveqivalence of the
theoretical and experimental spectra no longer exactlgshoDne can relate the measuggdspectrum
to the expected DG distribution (which dependsére &) by performing the following change of
variables([53]:

L do®  pn e _ Vs/2
R (£,Y), with ¢ = In(1/z) = In <\/(3/4)6_2§p +m032> 7 —

where the energy of a hadron with measured momemtyea (1/5/2) - exp —&, is Ej, = \/p2 + meg?,

andm.g is an effective mass @ (A, ) accounting for the typical mixture of pion, kaon and protona

jet. In Fig. [7) we compare the DG distribution in the limgispectrum for the typical HBP of LEP-1 jets
with and without mass corrections, using Eq. (112) withy = 0 andmeg = Ay, =~ 0.23 GeV. As
expected, the net effect of the non-null mass of the meagetedrticles affects the tail of the distribution
at high¢ (i.e. at very low momenta) but leaves otherwise relativalgftected the rest of the distribution.
In the analysis of experimental jet data in the next Sectlmrescaling given by Edq. (1112) will be applied
to the theoretical DG distribution for valuessafg = 0—0.35 GeV to gauge the sensitivity of our results to
finite-mass effects. Since experimentally there are noymagasurements in the largeail (i.e. very low
particle momenta) and here the distribution has larger i@ioéies than in other ranges of the spectrum,
the fits to the data turn out to be rather insensitiveitg.
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o 95 Distorted Gaussian ( £=3.7, 0=1.1, s=-0.25, k=-1.0)
prd E Massless partons (m =0.)
o) 8; eff
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Figure 7: Comparison of the limiting-spectrum distortedu&san for jets typical of LEP-1 energies
(mean¢ = 3.7, width 0 = 1.1, skewness = k& = —0.25, and kurtosisk = —1.) with and without
corrections for finite-mass effectsi(z ~ A, ) according to EqL(112).

Number of active flavoursny:  The available experimentalte~ data covers a range of jet ener-
gies Iy ~ 1-100 GeV which, in its lowest range, crosses the charm & 1.3 GeV) and bottom
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(my, =~ 4.2 GeV) thresholds in the counting of the number of activarklavoursn; present in the
formulee for the energy-dependence of the DG moments. Adihdle differences are small, rather than
trying to interpolate the expressions for different valaés  in the heavy-quark crossing regions, in what
follows we will use the formulaze fatz; = 5 for the evolution of all moments and rescale the obtained
moments of the four lowey/s datasets from the BES experiment]|[23] to account for thereleffective
value ofn;. The actual numerical differences between the evolutidrtieoDG moments fon, = 4
andny = 5 quark flavours — given by Eqs. (94)=(99) ahd (100)-(105)eetyely — when evaluated for
energies below the bottom-quark threshold are quite srBall0% for\/ (Y'), below 1% for &,.x(Y),
around 5% for the widtlor(Y"), and 5-10% for the skewnesgl”) and kurtosisk(Y'). In this respect, the
most “robust” (s-insensitive) observable is the peak position of the digtion.

Power-suppressed terms: Power corrections of orde®(Qf/Q™) appear if one sets more accurate
integration bounds of the integro-differential evolutieguations ovet, such a% <z<1- % instead

of 0 < z < 1, which actually leads to Ed._(26) after Mellin transfornoatiwith Q¢ ~ my,, wheremy, is
the hadron mass (for more details see review [54, 55]). Fontban multiplicity, this type of corrections
was considered in_[17]. They were proved to be powered-gsgpd and to provide small corrections
at high-energy scales. Furthermore, they become even mppressed in the limiting spectrum case
where @, can be extended down t,.,, for infrared-safe observables like the hump-backed platea
The MLLA computation of power corrections for differentiabservables is a numerical cumbersome
task which, for the hump-backed plateau, would add minoravgments in the very small domain
In(1/z) — In(Q/A,cp) away from the hump region of our interest, and thus they wawlkintroduce
any significant shift to the main moments of the hadron distidns (in particular its peak positi@h,ax,
and widtho).

Rescaling of theA, ., parameter:  Technically, the\ ., parameter is a scheme-dependent integration
constant of the QCI3B-function. Rescaling the QCD parameter by a constant,, — CA ., would
give an equally acceptable definition. In our formalism sawariation would translate intola C'-shift

of the constant term of the HBP peak, Eq.l(81) [4], which cspomds to higher-order contributions to
the solution of the evolution equations. The approach abpere is to connedt,., t0 a5 in the MS
factorisation scheme through the two-loop Edj. (9) and,iatélel of NLO accuracy, there is no ambiguity

when comparing our extracted results to other values obtained using the same definition.

4 Extraction of o from the evolution of the distribution of hadrons in jets
in ete™ collisions

In this last section, we confront our NMLLA+NLOcalculations with all the existing charged-hadron
spectra measured in jets producedire~ collisions in the range of energiggs ~ 2—-200 GeV. The ex-
perimental distributions as a function&f = In(+/s/(2 p)) are fitted to the distorted Gaussian parametri-
sation, Eq.[(3b), and the corresponding DG components aieededor each dataset. More concretely,
we fit the experimental distributions to the expression:

1 dO'h Ch2CF 4
T =K TCD &Y), (113)

whereD™ (£,Y) is given by Eq.[(1T2) corrected to take into account the fimitess effects of the hadrons
(for values ofm.gz = 0-0.35 GeV, see below) with = In[\/s/(2 A,p,)]- Each fit has five free param-
eters for the DG: maximum peak position, total multiplicityidth, skewness and kurtosis. In total, we
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analyse 32 data-sets from the following experiments: BEgsat 2-5 GeV [23]; TASSO at/s = 14—

44 GeV [24]25]; TPC at/s = 29 GeV [26]; TOPAZ at,/s = 58 GeV [27]; ALEPH [28], L3[[29] and
OPAL [6,[30] aty/s = 91.2 GeV; ALEPHI[31, 34], DELPHI[32] and OPAL [33] afs = 133 GeV; and
ALEPH [34] and OPAL[[35=37] in the rangg’s = 161-202 GeV. The total number of points is 1019 and
the systematic and statistical uncertainties of the spectr added in quadrature.
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Figure 8: Top: Single inclusive hadron distributions meadun jets in the world e~ data at\/s ~ 2—
200 GeV as a function of = In(y/s/(2pp,)) fitted to the distorted Gaussian Ef. (112) withg = 0.
Bottom: Ratio of each set of data points to the corresponBi@fit. The vaIue(X2 /ndf> quoted is the
average of all individual fits.

In order to assess the effect of finite-mass correctionaugé®d in the previous Section, we carry
out the DG fits of the data to Ed. (1112) for many valuesqf; in the range 0-320 MeV. The lower
value assumes that hadron and parton spectra are idetiiealpper choice corresponds to an average
of the pion, kaon and (anti)proton masses weighted by tleeiesponding abundances (65%, 30% and
5% approximately) irete™ collisions. Representative fits of all the single-incleshadron distributions
for meg = 0, 140, and 320 MeV are shown in Figutd$ 8-10 respectivalyy the norm, peak, width,
skewness, and kurtosis as free parameters. In all casexdikiglual data-model agreement is very good,
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with goodness-of-fit per degree-of-freedof/ndf ~ 0.5-2.0, as indicated in the data/fit ratios around
unity in the bottom panels. The fits to all datasets with eiesrgbove,/s = 50 GeV turn out to be
completely insensitive to the choice of., i.e. the moments of the DG obtained are “invariant” with
respect to the value ofi., Whereas those at lower energies are more sensitive to &.vale of the
effective mass that provides an overall best agreementetavtiole set of experimental distributions is
meg ~ 140 MeV, which is consistent with a dominant pion compoasitid the inclusive charged hadron
spectra.
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Figure 9: Top: Single inclusive hadron distributions meaduin jets in the worlde™e~ data at
/s &~ 2-200 GeV as a function af = In(y/s/(2py,)) fitted to the distorted Gaussian EQ. (112) with
me = 140 MeV Bottom: Ratio of each set of data points to the cpoeding DG fit. The valugy?/ndf)
guoted is the average of all individual fits.

The general trends of the DG moments are already visiblesigetiplots: ag/s increases, the peak of
the distribution shifts to larger values §f(i.e. smaller relative values of the charged-hadron moajent
and the spectrum broadens (i.e. its widtlincreases). In the range of the current measurements, the
peak moves fron,.x ~ 1 t0 &max ~ 4, and the width increases from~ 0.5 to 1.2. The expected
logarithmic-like energy dependence of the peak ofitdestribution, given by Eq[(102), due to soft gluon
coherence (angular ordering), correctly reproduces tppression of hadron production at smakeen

28



in the data to the right of the distorted Gaussian peak. Aljhoa decrease at larggivery smallz) is
expected based on purely kinematic arguments, the peakgmogiould vary twice as rapidly with the
energy in such a case in contradiction with the calculateomd data. The integral of thedistribution
gives the total charged-hadron multiplicity® which increases exponentially as per Eq. {100).
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Figure 10: Top: Single inclusive hadron distributions mead in jets in the worlde™e~ data at
/s &~ 2-200 GeV as a function af = In(y/s/(2py,)) fitted to the distorted Gaussian EQ. (112) with
meg = 320 MeV. Bottom: Ratio of each set of data points to the gpoading DG fit. The value
(x*/ndf) quoted is the average of all individual fits.

The /s-dependence of each one of the individual DG moments isedul fitting their evolution
to our NMLLA+NLO* limiting-spectrum predictions Eqs. (T00)=(105) with= In(/s/(2A,)) for
ny =5 quark flavours, with\, ., as the only free parameter. Before performing the combimedgy-
dependence fit, the moments of the lowgst-distribution from the BES experiment are corrected to
account for their different number of active flavours & 3,4) as described in the previous Section.

The collision-energy dependencies of all the obtained D@pmments are plotted in Figs.]11+15 for
meg = 0.14 GeV which, as aforementioned, provides the best individitab the DGs. In any case,
using alternativen. values results only in small changes in the derived value,gf,, consistent with
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Figure 11: Energy evolution of the maximum peak position., of the spectrum of charged
hadrons in jets measured ite~ at collision energies,/s ~ 2-200 GeV, fitted to Eq[{102) with
Y = In(y/s/(2A4cp)), With finite-mass correctionsi{.z = 0.14 GeV). The extracted values &f .,
and equivalent NLQ_ as(mg) and the goodness-of-fit per degree-of-freed@nndf, are quoted.
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Figure 12: Energy evolution of the total multiplicity" spectrum of charged hadrons in jets measured
in ete™ at collision energies/s ~ 2-200 GeV, fitted to EqL(100) with™ = In(/s/(2Acp)), With
finite-mass correctionsi(.¢ = 0.14 GeV). The extracted values of tki€" normalization constanty

QCD
and equivalent NLQ_ a,(m?), and the goodness-of-fit per degree-of-freedgnmdf, are quoted.
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Figure 13: Energy evolution of the width spectrum of charged hadrons in jets measureeier at
collision energies,/s ~ 2-200 GeV, fitted to EqQL(103) with" = In(y/s/(2Acp)), With finite-mass
corrections fner = 0.14 GeV). The extracted values &f,, and equivalent NLQ_ as(mg), and the
goodness-of-fit per degree-of-freedgfyndf, are quoted.
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Figure 14: Energy evolution of the skewnessf the spectrum of charged hadrons in jets measured in
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mass correctionsi{.g = 0.14 GeV). The extracted values
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the goodness-of-fit per degree-of-freedéfindf, are quoted.
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its quoted uncertainties. Varying.g from zero to 0.32 GeV yields differences in the extracted,,
parameter belowt0.5% for the¢ .. fits and below+2% for the other components, which indicate the
robustness of our NMLLA+NLO calculations for the limiting-spectrum DG with respect tutk-mass
effects if a wide enough range of charged-hadron and pgatbdn (jet) energies are considered in the
evolution fit. The point-to-point uncertainties of the diént moments, originally coming from the DG
fit procedure alone, have been enlarged so that their minivalines are at least 3% for the peak position,
and 5% for the multiplicity and width. Such minimum uncent@s are consistent with the spread of
the DG moments obtained for different experiments at theesamilision-energies, and guarantee an ac-
ceptable global goodness-of-fit /ndf ~ 1 for their /s-dependence. We note that not all measurements
originally corrected for feed-down contributions from \Wedecays of primary particles. This affects, in
particular, the multiplicities measured for the TASSO| 28], TPC [26] and OPAL/[6] datasets which
include charged particles fromjkand A decays. The effect on the peak position (and higher HBP mo-
ments) of including secondary particles from decays isigide (<0.5%), but increases the total charged
particles yields by 8% according to experimental data andtsl€arlo simulations [45]. For these three
data-sets, we have thus reduced accordingly the valié“bf

1] 27
g \
£ .
= N
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O~ __ ¢ T —
B l '
-1 } [ty ? % % {&
_2; Kurtosis DG limiting-spectrum fit (m =140 MeV)
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- — NMLLA+NLO: Ay = 230 MeV, al®(m?) = 0.118
.3 -~ - NMLLA#NLO (fit): Aqep= 2 MeV ao(m’) = 0.070
- X?Indf = 632.9/32 |
1 2 3456 10 20 30 100 20
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Figure 15: Energy evolution of the kurtogiof the spectrum of charged hadrons in jets measureddn

at collision energies/s ~ 2-200 GeV, fitted to EqL(105) with" = In(y/s/(2Ap)), With finite-mass
corrections fu = 0.14 GeV). The resulting\,,, NLO_ as(mg), and goodness-of-fit per degree-
of-freedom¢? /ndf are quoted. The long-dashed curve shows the expectecetizal dependence for
Ayep =230 MeV.

The DG skewness and kurtosis are less well constrained bndhedual fits to the measured frag-
mentation functions and have much larger uncertainties tiw rest of moments. As a matter of fact, in
the case of the kurtosis our NMLLA+NLQprediction for its energy-evolution Ed. (1105), fails to pide
a proper description of the data and seems to be above théylataonstant offset (Fig._115). Whether
this fact is due to missing higher-order contributions im calculations or to other effects is not yet clear
at this point. Apart from the kurtosis, the QCD coupling wekxktracted from all the other moments has
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values aroundxs(mg) = 0.118, in striking agreement with the current world-averaptained by other
methods([56, 57].

Table 1: Values of\ .., and associateds(mi) at NLO (MS schemen; = 5 quark flavours) obtained
from the fits of the,/s-dependence of the moments of the charged hadron distiibofijets ine™e™
collisions obtained from their NMLLA+NLOevolution. The last column provides the weighted-average
of the individual measurements with its total propagateckutainty.

DG moment: Peak position Multiplicity Width Skewness Combined
Ayep (MeV) 255+ 4 191+ 13 203+ 4 185+ 21 249+ 6
as(m?) 0.120+ 0.002 0.115+ 0.008 0.116+ 0.003 0.115+ 0.013| 0.1195+ 0.0022

Tablel1 lists each value of thg, ., parameter individually extracted from the energy evohsiof the
four DG components that are well described by our NMLLA+NL&pproach, and their associated values
of as(mg) obtained using the two-loop Eq.(9) far, = 5 quark flavours. Whereas the errors quoted for
the differentA ., values include only uncertainties from the fit procedure,propagateds(mg) uncer-
tainties have been enlarged by a common factor such thaffithaii weighted average has@/ndf close
to unity. Such a %2 averaging” method [57] takes into account in a well definedimea any correlations
between the four extractions of, as well as underestimated systematic uncertainties. dlagve un-
certainty of the,(m?) determination from the DG moments evolution is ab©t5% for the maximum
peak position+3.5% for the width,==7% for the total multiplicity, and about-11% for the skewness.
The last column of Table 1 lists the final values/f,., andas(mg) determined by taking the weighted-
average of the four individual measurements. We obtain &vdae o, (m?2) = 0.1195:+ 0.0022 which is
in excellent agreement with the current world-average efstinong coupling at the Z mass [56] 57]. Our
extraction of the QCD strong coupling has an uncertaidt2%) that is commensurate with that from
otherete™ observables such as jet-shap£d %) and 3-jets ratesi2%) [56/57]. In a forthcoming work,
we extend the extraction of the strong coupling via the NMHNML.O* evolution of the moments of the
hadron distribution in jet world-data measured not only1re~ but also including deep-inelastict p
collisions [58].

5 Conclusions and outlook

We have computed analytically the energy evolution of thengiats of the single-inclusive distribution of
hadrons inside QCD jets in the next-to-modified-leading-dpproximation (NMLLA) including next-to-
leading-order (NLO) corrections to the strong coupling. Using a distorted Gaussian parametoizati
we provide in a closed-form the numerical expressions ferthergy-dependence of the maximum peak
position, total multiplicity, peak width, kurtosis and skeess of the limiting spectra where the hadron
distributions are evolved down to the, ., scale. Comparisons of all the existing jet data measured in
ete™ collisions in the rangg/s ~ 2-200 GeV to the NMLLA-NLO* predictions for the moments of
the hadron distributions allow one to extract a value of ti&(parameten ., and associated two-loop
coupling constant at the Z resonancr@(mg) =0.11954+ 0.0022, in excellent agreement with the current
world average obtained with other methods. The NMIGLIRLO* approach presented here can be further
extended to full NMLLA+NLO through the inclusion of the two-loop splitting funati® Also, in a
forthcoming phenomenological study we plan to compare ppraach not only to the world™e™ jet
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data but also to jet measurements in (the current hemisiighe Breit-frame of) deep-inelastict p
collisions. The application of our approach to the hadrasirifliution of TeV-jets produced in proton-
proton collisions at LHC energies would further allow oneettracta, from parton-to-hadron FFs over
a very wide kinematic range. The methodology presented prenddes a new independent approach
for the determination of the QCD coupling constant completawg to other existing jet-based methods
—relyiong on jet shapes, and/or on ratios of N-jet productimoss sections— with a totally different set of
experimental and theoretical uncertainties.
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Appendix

A Mellin-transformed splitting functions

The set of LO DGLAP splitting functions in Mellin space haghgjiven in[[46]. It follows from Eqs[{7)-
(8) by making use of the Mellin transform given in Elq.|(19) Isticat

11N, 2ny  8N(Q2+Q+1)

2+ 0Q+2
Pyg(Q) = SOESOFIE (114b)
0240
P,y(Q) = 2CFQ(;;27_+1)2, (114c)
Pu(Q) = —Cp |p(Q+1) + 4y — 3 — ﬁ . (114d)

The expansion of the set of splitting functions (1114a)—@)1iA Mellin space is trivial and makes use of
the Taylor expansion of the digamma functiontas- 0:

2
P(Q+1) = 5 + %Q +0(0?),

and(1£2)* ~ 1 F aQ + sa(a — 1)Q% + ..., which leads to the formule&(20a)=(20d).
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B NMLLA +NLO* momentsk,, of the distorted Gaussian

We compute here the generic for the moments of the distoreags§&an (DG) for\ # 0 according to
Eq. (38) by introducing the following functions:

Ly ()
— VI Y+
AN j“w, f1(Y,)) = —7 (115)
1- (m) 1- m)
1/2 3/2
1— (A 1— (A
Y+ Y+
fZ(Ya )‘) = %7 f5(Y7 )‘) = %7 (116)
1 (i) - ()
1/2 3/2
1— (32 In2)—2 1— (2 _In23-2/3 _
+A In2(Y+XM)—2 Y+ In2(Y+A)—2/3
£V, ) () A[ o }, SV, ) = () E S ) (117)
1= (v4s) 1= (v4)
Notice thatf;(Y, A = 0) = 1. The expressions fdk», K3, K, and K5 are then, respectively:
K(YA)_YJFA By + ) |, (X 3/2 - g nwn 16N,
AT 16N, Y+ A 327 N B (Y + N
9 3/( 3 aifbo B3
51 16N,
—(In2(Y -2 Y, - 118
+ 2l 2y + ) i A)] ﬁo(yﬂ)} (118)

3/2
KalY. ) = g ]%](Y+>\)3/2[ —<YLH> ](1 fgf(Y/\) %) (119)

3 [ bo 32 5/2 A\ 5 161
Ki(Y,\) = ~350 (N > (Y +X) 1- <Y—i—)\> 1- —50f4(Y, A) Bo(Y + )

2 5 5 B
+ [—a2f5<Y N = e <2N2 d+ 3 - 24N250> f5(Y. %)
551 16N,
K5(Y,\) = % (10 412 NCO;; M) - iﬁ)ﬁ\ﬁ (10 412 A;j) . (12

Compared to MLLA, a new term appears in the expresdion] (1190 In order to determine the dis-
persiono, the skewness and kurtosis of the distribution, we need to normalise bydbeesponding
power ofo. After taking theo = /K5 and expanding the Taylor serieslify/Y’, we find the following
expressions:

e () i) )] o
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350 | 16N,

o [ 3 N\ 16N, N Bo 16N,

9 3 /[ 3a? 2
- [Za2f2(Y, M= 16 (16%02 f(Y,0) + ‘gﬁ;’ f2(Y, ) - 65]%3 f2(Y, )

988 o B 16N,
T 64N2 fiy, )‘)> + m(ln 2(Y +X) = 2)f3(Y, )\)} m} ; (123)

o () () () e

550 [ 16N,

Thuso—3, 0~* ando =5 expressions should be multiplied B3, &, and K5 and the result re-expanded
again in order to get the final results of Eqs.](50)] (52) aii) (dspectively.

C Higher-order corrections to the moments of the distorted Guussian

We extract here some corrections to be incorporated intpgherbative expansion of the truncated series
for the mean peak position, dispersion, skewness and kafsi#]. The presence of these corrections in
the exact solution of the MLLA evolution equations is fanfrérivial and is thus detailed in this appendix.
These corrections are indeed hidden in the exact solutitmedfILLA evolution equations with one-loop
coupling constant and can be extracted after performingesdgebraical calculations as described in [52]
(see alsa]4] and references therein). The exact solutienwiiéten in terms of confluent hypergeometric
functions and then in terms of fast convergent Bessel sasidsllows [4]:

(e y) = DB [P b v, (125)
Bo o
. o : , 1. Y—-¢& | .
where the integration is performed with respect tefined byx = 3 In + 47 and with
B B/2
cosh o — sinh o
-FB(T7Y7§) = AN.Y o IB(2 Z(T,Y,ﬁ)),
Bp sinh
4N.Y - .
Z(1,Y, &) = % Sinofl " <cosh o — 3 sinh oc) )

B = a1 /Py andIp is the modified Bessel function of the first kind. It was thesgible to extract the
moments of the DG from this more complicated approach atsthd end, the MLLA moments of the DG
found in [22] from the MLLA anomalous dimension allows onectoss check the MLLA expressions
found in [4]. According to([52],

& =Y" Lo(B+1,B+2,2), B="2, 2= Y, (126)
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where the functior,, was written in the form of the series,

2 Ip42(2)
zIpt1(2)

Lo(B+1,B+22)=P"(B+1,B+2z)+ . P™(B+1,B+2;2),
with
n—1 9 2k n—1 9 2k
P (B+1,B+22) = o, <;> , P (B+1,B+22) = B, <;> . (127)
k=0 k=0

The functions/p;(z) correspond to the modified Bessel series of the second kihd.lélading coeffi-

cients are defined as: )
(n) — 9—n m_ " B n-
o, . B on < + 3

and the otherséL"_)k, [:‘,Sl_)k for k # 0 are the solutions of the triangular matrix

B(™
1 0 0 0 0 0 )
1 B+2 0 0 0 0 o
1 1 -B-1 0 0 0 By
1 B+3 B+3 (B+2)(B+3) 0 0 ol
1 2 —2B —2B 2B(B +1) 0 Bl
I B+3 B+4 (B+3)(B+4) (B+3)(B+4) (B+B+3)B+4)) |
3
R
B+1
0
)
| =3 |. (128)
0
el
B-1
0
The functions® in the r.h.s. of Eq[(128) are defined in the form
1
o) = 3 {c}o + (B+1){c}, (129)
1 5
2 = T {c}, + <B + §> {c}3+ (B+1)(B+2){n},, (130)
1 1 1
3 = g {c}s + 1 (3B +7){c}s + 5 (3B% + 13B + 13) {c},
+ (B+1)(B +2)(B+3){c};, (131)

1 1 3 17 34
(4 — = Z °p2 4 2L i
P 16{6}8+2(B+3){C}7+<23 +QB+3>{C}6
24
+ [2(B+ 1) +10(B+1)* +14(B + 1) + E} {c}s
+ (B4+1)(B+2)(B+3)(B+4){c},, (132)
where the shorthand notatign} , = c(c—1) ... (c—p+1) has been introduced for the sake of simplicity
andc = —B — 1,—B, —B + 1 according to the r.h.s. of Eq.(1128). For instance, makirggai€q. (74),
for n = 1 one has,

21p+2(2)

z PYB+1,B+2;2),
ZIB+1(Z) 1 ( )

G =Y -LB+1,B+22)=Y {Pél)(B+1,B+2;z)+
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where in this case:

1 1
R (B+1LB+22) =) =5, PU(B+1,B+22) =8 =B,

according to the recursive relations given above. Theeefor

_X g Ip12(2)
Ty [1 ZBIB+1(Z)]' (133)

Expanding the ratidp2(z)/Ip+1(z) for large z (large energy scale il (F)) and making use of the
asymptotic expansion for the Bessel functions,

SO I (5 SR DI Y (R I (9 T
I(z) ~ o {1 o (1/ 4>+8z2 (1/ 4) (1/ 4>

1 25 9 1
(7T (2-5) (2-3)) a9

Ipya(2) . 2B+3  (2B+3)2B+1)  (2B+3)(2B+1) _4
Ipii(z) ! 2z * 822 * 823 +OGET. (135)

one has
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