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Abstract

We advance the threshold resummation formalism for semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering
(SIDIS) to next-to-next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (N*LL) order, including the three-loop hard
factor. We expand the results in the strong coupling to obtain approximate next-to-next-to-next-
to-leading order (N3LO) corrections for the SIDIS cross section. In Mellin moment space, these
corrections include all terms that are logarithmically enhanced at threshold, or that are constant.
We also consider a set of corrections that are suppressed near threshold. Our numerical estimates
show modest changes of the cross section by the approximate N*LO terms, suggesting a very good
perturbative stability of the SIDIS process.



1 Introduction

The semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering (SIDIS) process ¢p — (hX has become a widely
used probe of hadronic structure and hadronization phenomena. Its main uses are extractions
of (polarized) parton distribution and fragmentation functions or combinations thereof [IHI0].
In global analyses of these quantities SIDIS data can add useful information on, for example,
the flavor structure of the sea quarks. The future Electron Ion Collider (EIC) will allow precise
measurements of SIDIS observables over wide kinematic regimes [11].

In a recent paper [12], we have studied higher-order QCD corrections to the SIDIS cross
section. Our approach was to use the threshold resummation formalism for SIDIS and carry out
fixed-order expansions of the resummed cross section. Threshold resummation for SIDIS was
originally discussed in Ref. [I3] and then further developed in more general terms in [I4] and [15].
These papers formulated the resummation at next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy. In [12]
we extended the resummation to next-to-next-to-leading logarithm (NNLL), which also allowed
us to obtain approximate fixed-order corrections to the hard scattering cross section for SIDIS at
next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) level. These results were used recently to obtain the first
NNLO set of fragmentation functions fit “globally” to SIDIS and electron-positron annihilation
data [10].

The purpose of the present paper is to advance our previous study to N3LL and to again use the
resummed cross section to derive approximate fixed-order corrections to the SIDIS cross section,
in this case at N®LO. Our main motivation for this analysis is to further improve the perturbative
framework for SIDIS and to set the stage for precision analyses of SIDIS data from the future
EIC in terms of parton distributions or fragmentation functions at high perturbative order. While
such analyses at N3LO may presently still seem far off, the study of the perturbative stability of
the SIDIS cross section and its associated threshold resummation is in any case valuable. This
becomes indeed possible by going to N3LL and N?LO and carrying out comparisons with lower
orders. We also note that in our previous paper [12] we presented phenomenological results only
for the fixed-order (NNLO) corrections. Here we wish to carry out numerical studies also for the
resummed case, which provides another motivation for this study.

In Sec. |2l we give an overview of the kinematics of the process, introducing Mellin moments.
Section [Bl describes the threshold resummation framework. Section(dlis dedicated to the derivation
of the three-loop hard factor to be used for obtaining N3LL or N3LO results. In Sec. |5| we carry
out the expansion of the resummed results to N®LO. Finally, Section [6] presents some numerical
studies in the EIC kinematical regime.

2 Perturbative SIDIS cross section

We consider the semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering (SIDIS) process £(k) p(P) — ¢/ (k') h(P) X
with the momentum transfer ¢ = k — k’. It is described by the variables

Q= —¢=—(k—F),
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We have Q? = xys, with /s the center-of-mass energy of the incoming electron and proton. We
follow Ref. [14] to write the spin-averaged SIDIS cross section as

d3oh dra® [14 (1 —y)? S T )
= — 2
A = [P a0+ A7) 2)

where « is the fine structure constant and F = 2F! and F? = FI'/x are the transverse and lon-
gitudinal structure functions. In what follows we will only treat the transverse structure function
in the ¢ — q or ¢ — ¢ channels, which is the only channel that appears already at the lowest
order (LO) of perturbation theory. We write all equations for the spin-averaged case, although
they will equally apply to the helicity-dependent one [12], 15].

Using factorization, the unpolarized structure functions may be written as double convolutions.
For example, for the transverse one we have

D B ) =/ G P R A S

b

Here f(&, ur) is the distribution of parton f = ¢, ¢, g in the nucleon at momentum fraction £ and
factorization scale pp, while D?, (¢, ur) is the corresponding fragmentation function for parton f’
going to the observed hadron h. For simplicity, the factorization scales are chosen to be equal in
the initial and final state. ug is the renormalization scale entering also the strong coupling .
The functions wf/ s are the transverse spin-averaged hard-scattering coefficient functions which can
be computed in QCD perturbation theory. Their expansions read

2 3
T,(0 Oés(,LLR) T,(1 Oés(,uR) T,(2 Oés(uR) T 3

At LO we have for the ¢ — g and ¢ — ¢ channels

wlO(3,2) = €26(1—2)0(1—2), (5)

qq
with the quark’s fractional charge e,. The well known first-order coefficient function w, J(c ) is for

example available in [14], [16].

In the following, it is convenient to take double Mellin moments of the SIDIS cross section, for
which the convolutions in Eq. turn into ordinary products. We define

1 1
FAN,M,Q*) = /dxxN_l/ dz 27 Fh(x, 2, Q%)
0

0
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where

N 1
f(NaluF)E/O d‘xxNilf(xhuF)a

1
D?/(M,/LF)E/ dzszlD?,(z,,uF),
0

wf, (N M, as(pr), lé; g) /0 dz N 1/0 dz M1 wf,f (x Z, as(R), lg g) (7)

As a result the structure functions can be obtained from the moments of the parton distribution
functions and fragmentation functions, and the double-Mellin moments of the partonic hard-
scattering functions.

For the perturbative expansion given in Eq. we have in moment space at lowest order
according to Eq.

D O(N, M) = €. (8)

q

The corresponding moments of the next-to-leading order (NLO) terms wf,( ) may be found in
Refs. [14, [16]. In the following, we consider logarithmic higher-order corrections to the hard-
scattering functions that arise at large values of  and 2 or, equivalently, at large N and M.

3 Threshold resummation at N°LL accuracy

The resummation of threshold logarithms for SIDIS was extensively studied in Refs. [12HI4], [17].
The NNLL resummation formula for the unpolarized SIDIS transverse structure function was
discussed in Ref. [I2]. The resummed partonic transverse structure function takes the form

~ T res Hr PR KR HF\ = KR
g (VM) ) = (aun). ) o (). )

Q' Q Q' Q Q
Q? du2 2N M 1~
’ exp{/Q/(va)M_% [Aq(as(m)ln (M Q? >_§D‘I(a5(m)}
N [ (o) + it e ))}, (9)
Q M @ M

which actually holds to any logarithmic order. As stated earlier, our goal is to set up the formalism
for resummation to N°LL. In Eq. (9) we have

N =Ne* and M = Me'®, (10)



with the Euler constant yg. Each of the functions A, ZA)q, H ;JIDIS, éqq is a perturbative series in
the strong coupling. We write the corresponding expansions generically as

Q = g (%)k oW, (11)

where Q = A, D HSIDIS C . We note that A" = D = DIV = 0. To achieve N3LL accuracy,
we need A, to order al and all other functions to order a?. The corresponding coefficients are
collected in Appendix @ The main new ingredient not dlrectly known from the literature is the
N, M- independent coefficient HqS;DIS( ) whose derivation will be presented below in Sec. 4} The
other prefactor C’qq in Eq. collects all moment-independent terms of the resummed exponent;

see [12, 18, M9]. The formulas needed for its derivation to order a® may be found in Ref. [I8].

In order to explicitly obtain the structure function resummed to N®LL we now expand the
exponents in Eq. @D appropriately. The operations are quite standard. We obtain

~ T res ,U/R Ur MR 23 ~ HUR
T (N M @s<MR) > = 62 H?;DIS (as(,uR) ) qu <055(NR>7_)

Q' Q Q' Q Q@
< ANM (1) >\N_M @) ()\NM KR ,UF)
X e p{—zboasz) hy! ( 5 )+hq 2 00
A A
rod 1 (331G ) vt (31 5 ) o
where
ANy = boas(uR)(lnN+lnM). (13)

The functions h(gk) impart resummation to N*~!LL accuracy. The first three are well known in the
literature:

(1)

Ay
(1) _ _ _
A (N ol [2A 4 (1 —2\) In(1 —2))] ,
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AW 2 Acn 2
2 oxInZE — 2\ + In(1 — 2)\
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—— 941 oA 42X 1In(1 — 2)\) + = In?(1 — 2\
T iy [P ) )



AMb, 2\2 24 )2
2X + In(1 — 2
e A S T oY A B
N 247 \m PE Aél)M 2 My 2A§”M HE | P
7-‘-2[)0 QQ T QZ T QQ Q2
- 2X + In(1 — 2 )\ In 22
-2 ( g 2A I =20] =~ o’
24W 2 2 D@
+ q )\ 1n2 MR q )\ (14)

T 1—2\ Q% m2hyl-—2\"
The function h((f), needed for N3LL resummation, is found to be

1 APy 1 1
AN = ( ;%41 [—2»”’ — A+ A+ 3 In*(1—2)\) + 5 (1 - 2A)]
0

(1—2A)2

AP, 8 \3 APy
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AL, {_ 16

1
- A 4302 — A — 422 In(1 — 2X) + 22 In(1 — 2)) — = In(1 — 2)\)
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This result is in agreement with that given in Ref. [20] for the Drell-Yan process. For simplicity,
we have set the renormalization and factorization scales to ). The results presented in Eq. ((12))
may be used to obtain N3LO (that is, (’)( %)) expansions of the hard-scattering function @/,. This
expansion will be carried out in Sec.

We stress that all terms generated by Eq. are either logarithmic or constant near threshold.
The full hard-scattering function in Mellin space will, at any order in perturbation theory, also
contain terms that are suppressed by powers of 1/N and/or 1/M. Such terms are often referred
to as “next-to-leading power (NLP)” corrections. As discussed in our previous paper [12] (see also
references therein), one can straightforwardly account for the dominant NLP terms by multiplying
the resummed cross section in Eq. @D by the two factors

ol /Q2/(NM)d_/L20zs(/L) Cr oo /Qz/(NM)d_,ﬂas(M) Cr (16)
2 W T 2N 2 wr oo 2M

F F
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where the coefficients —Cr/(2N) and —Cr/(2M) in the exponents correspond to the NLP terms in
the LO diagonal evolution kernels for the quark parton distributions and the quark fragmentation
functions, respectively. At N3LO the two exponential factors, when combined with the resummed
exponents in Eq. (9), will generate all terms of the form o2 In™(N)In™(M)(1/N + 1/M), with
n—+m=>5.

4 The hard factor at three loops

The factor H5P'S is derived from the finite part of the virtual corrections to the process v*q — .
The basic ingredient is the renormalized spacelike form quark factor, from which one needs to
subtract the infrared divergencies via a suitable method developed in Refs. [21], 22]. For our
present purposes, we will need the renormalized three-loop form factor, which was derived in [23-
25]|ﬂ and reads in dimensional regularization with d = 4 — 2¢ space-time dimensions:

aS aS 2 aS 3
Fy(¢*) = FV + ?Fq(” + (?) F® + (?) F¥+0(a}), (17)
where
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- T 16
* ( 0 3 72 1920 3 ‘
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- - —32 0
* ( 3 18 36 20 3 720 241920 “+0()]
13 /41 m\ 1 /221 4¢(3)\1
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i (OF[ 8 TS 10 256 T 128 T 320

fWe note that recently even the four-loop results were published [26].
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Here we have kept terms of higher order in € in the one-loop and two-loop results since these
turn out to make finite contributions in the end. In the above expressions, ((j) is the Riemann
zeta function, Ny is the number of flavors, and Cr = 4/3,C4 = 3. For purely electromagnetic
interactions the factor Nyy—, becomes [24]

(19)
As shown in Refs. |21l 22], the hard coefficient may be extracted from the form factor in the

following way. Adapted to the case of SIDIS we have from [22]

2

: (20)

HPS (0u(@) = | [1 = T, 0u(@)]F,y

where fq is an operator that removes the poles of the form factor and makes the necessary soft
and collinear adjustments needed to extract the hard coefficient. It is given in [22] in terms of a



convenient all-order form:

1 —1I,(e,05) = exp{R, (e, 5) —i®, (€, 5) } , (21)

with functions R, and ®, that each are perturbative series. The phase ®, does not contribute in
our case since we take the absolute square in Eq. (20). The function R, effects the cancelation
of infrared divergences from the quark form factor. It can be expressed in terms of a soft and a
collinear part:

Ry(e, a5) = R (e, ) + Ry (e, as) (22)

where for N3LL accuracy

S0 Qs SO Qs 2 50 Qs 3 SO
R¥(c,a,) = Cp (?Rq (1) (¢) 4 <_> RO () 4 <_> REMG)(¢) 4 (D(a;‘)) ,

" m
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+C%

- - 3) + ——7%¢(3
1679616 550872 T 311040" T 326502" 7776 o) T g5 C(3)



LT g 120 )>+CANf (_412765+ 75155 , 19, 154<(>

72 144 839808 ' 279936 9720
_%WQC(?’) - iq )> +COr Ny <_2;;(2); * 66901527T2 * 1219960 ' 1527916C( )
_%”QC@) - %“5)) + N <_65261 a 71707167T2 i 7737760 - 119%« )) » (24)
and
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The coefficients by and b; can be found in Appendix . Inserting all terms into Eq. and
expanding in a;, all poles in powers of 1/e cancel. The final expression for HJP'® up to three
loops can be found in Appendix [A]
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5 Expansion to N°LO

We are now ready to present the N3LO (O(a?)) expansion for the SIDIS ¢ — ¢ hard-scattering
function near threshold. To write our formulas compactly we introduce

1 _ _

L= 3 (In(N) +In(M)) . (26)

The coefficients @Z};‘” and @3;’(2) in Eq. were already given in our previous paper [12]; for

completeness, we recall them in Appendix |B| For the approximate N3LO terms we find:

1 4 8 2 11
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q
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2
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569> 139345 o1 1778 31037% 9388972
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25
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As before, we have set ur = purp = @ for simplicity. We stress that the corrections given by this
expression include all terms that are logarithmically enhanced at threshold, or that are constant.
In physical space these are terms with double distributions (that is, “plus” distributions and
d-functions) in & and Z.

The last term in Eq. represents the dominant NLP contributions. Note that upon ex-
pansion beyond NLO the exponential factors in (16 will also generate terms with inverse powers
1/N?,1/M? and higher, which we have discarded for consistency since they are far beyond the
approximations we make. We will see later that these terms are numerically very small.

6 Phenomenological predictions

We will now present some phenomenological predictions for the transverse SIDIS cross section at
NNLL and N3LL, as well as for the expansion to N3LO. We will also compare to our previous
NNLO results of [12].

In order to obtain results for the transverse structure function Fh(z,2z,@Q%) in physical z,z
space we need to invert its Mellin moments F(N, M, Q?) in Eq. (6). This is achieved by the
inverse double-Mellin transform

}"%(x,z,QQ) :/ ﬂx

N / AT v, M, Q). (28)
Cn 27TZ C

y 2T
where Cy and Cjp; denote integration contours in the complex plane, one for each Mellin inverse.
We adopt the minimal prescription of Ref. [27] to treat the Landau pole present in the resummed

exponents in Egs. (12)),(14) at Ay =1, or (see Eq. (13)),
NM = el/(boas(ur)) (29)

According to the minimal prescription, the two contours need to be chosen such that all singular-
ities in the complex plane lie to their left, except for the Landau pole. We parameterize the two
contours as

N =cy £ | M = cpp + &M | (30)

with ¢, & € [0, 00] as contour parameters, where ¢y = 1.8 and ¢); = 3.3. We furthermore choose
¢n = 3w /4; the two signs for the N-contour in select the two branches in the complex plane.
As N moves along its contour, the position of the Landau pole relevant for the M-integral will
move as well, mapping out a trajectory in the plane. This implies that the angle ¢,; needs to be
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chosen as a function of N, so that during the M integration this trajectory is never crossed. A
more detailed description of the inverse double-Mellin transform can be found in Ref. [14].

We note that we only consider the transverse structure function in here. The longitudinal
one is suppressed near threshold, even beyond the dominant NLP terms we have included for
FIE. While it would be very interesting to also investigate higher-order corrections to F7, this is
beyond the scope of this work. In what follows, we also discard the contributions by the ¢ — ¢
and g — ¢ channels to the structure function. These are fully known only to NLO. We could
include the contributions at NLO level in our approximate NNLO, N3LO results to be presented
below, but this would simply amount to a uniform shift of all results by a few per cent, which is
not really relevant for our main goal of analyzing the structure of higher-order contributions in
the ¢ — ¢ channel.

For the parton distribution functions and fragmentation functions we choose the NNLO sets
of Ref. [28] and Ref. [29], respectively. Clearly, in order to present true N*LL or N*LO results, we
would need PDFs and FF's evolved at those same orders, which are currently not yet available. We
therefore keep the renormalization and factorization scales at ur = pup = @@ and do not investigate
the scale dependence of our results. In this sense we use the NNLO parton distributions and
fragmentation functions as templates for the N3LO ones, which should be adequate for a first
analysis of the beyond-NNLO effects we are interested in. We note that the scale dependence
of the transverse SIDIS cross section was anyway found to be rather small already at NNLO in
Ref. [12]. Note that we “match” all results to NLO, so that the NLO corrections for the ¢ — ¢
channel are always included ezactly.

Our predictions will refer to the unpolarized p — ¢x+X process appropriate for the future
EIC with /s = 100 GeV. We focus on the z-dependence of the cross section and integrate over
y € [0.1,0.9] and = € [0.1,0.8]. We choose x and z to be rather large so that we are safely
in the threshold regime. Because of the relation Q? = wys, our choice of kinematics implies
@? > 100 GeV? for the EIC. We furthermore require W > 7 GeV, where W? = Q*(1 —x)/z +m_,

with m, the proton mass.

We begin by comparing fully resummed results obtained at various different levels of logarith-
mic accuracy. The upper left part of Fig. [1| shows the NLL, NNLL, and N3LL resummed cross
sections as functions of z, normalized to the LO one. As one can see, the NNLL terms lead to
a significant enhancement over NLL, while the additional terms arising at N3LL only lead to a
modest further increase of the cross section. This result demonstrates that the resummed SIDIS
cross section has excellent perturbative stability.

We can further investigate the improvements provided by going to NNLL and N3LL. To this
end, we note that even at a given logarithmic order the resummation formula in Eq. @ may
actually be used in various ways that are all equivalent in terms of their perturbative content,
but differ numerically. Let us refer to the corresponding choices as resummation schemes. We
consider three such schemes:

Scheme (a) Here we use Eq. @ as written. That is, we keep the functions H3 'S and Cyq as
separate factors, each its own perturbative series of the form . Also, we use the Mellin
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Figure 1: Ratios of resummed results for the unpolarized {p — (X transverse cross section in
the ¢ — q channel to the LO one, for EIC kinematics with x € [0.1,0.8]. Upper left: comparison of
NLL (black), NNLL (blue), and N3*LL (red) resummation. Upper right and lower panel: Results
for resummation schemes (a),(b),(c) as described in the text at NLL, NNLL, and N3LL.

moments N and M precisely in the form N and M as defined in . This scheme has been
used for the first plot in Fig. [I]

Scheme (b) Here we expand the product H, SJDIS X éqq in Eq. @ strictly to the desired order.
That is, suppose we are at NLL where HyP™® =1 + %HQS;DIS’(U and Cpy = 1+ %dﬁ},), then
we use HJPS x @q =1+ %(HquIDIS’(I) + C)) and drop terms of O(a?). We continue to
use the variables N and M.

Scheme (c) Here we first use the expansion of HJP™S x C,, as for scheme (b). In addition, we

use , to write
)\NM = bO as(ﬂR)(lnN + In M) + 27Eb0048(uR) . (31>

The terms with the Euler constant lead to modifications of the functions hék>1) in Eq. [18
20]. They evidently also generate non-logarithmic corrections in the resummed exponent.
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These may be expanded out perturbatively, so that they migrate from the exponent to
an N, M-independent prefactor. This prefactor is then expanded along with the factor
HSPS % Cyq into a single perturbative function that now multiplies the resummed expo-
nent, the latter now being a function of N and M rather than of N and M.

It is immediately clear that the three resummation schemes are indeed equivalent for a given
logarithmic accuracy. The remaining three plots in Fig. [I| compare the three schemes at NLL
(upper right), NNLL (lower left), and N*LL (lower right). It is striking to see how the difference
among the three schemes is still rather large at NLL, then strongly decreases at NNLL, and finally
becomes extremely small at N3LL. Of course, one does expect the details of how the expansions
are performed to matter less and less with increasing logarithmic order. Nevertheless, the level at
which the resummed predictions become independent of the resummation scheme at NNLL and
especially at N3LL is truly remarkable.

Encouraged by these observations, we now turn to fixed-order expansions of our resummed
results. Figure [2] (left) shows again the NNLL-resummed result for scheme (a), along with its
expansion to NNLO as given by Egs. and (black solid line) and already obtained in
Ref. [12]. All results are again normalized to the LO cross section. We note that finite-order
expansions are independent of the resummation scheme chosen. We observe that resummation
within scheme (a) leads to a suppression of the cross section at lower z and to the expected
enhancement at high z where the threshold logarithms become particularly important. In addition
to these two results, we also expand the resummed cross section numerically to orders a? and o?.
As expected, the result for the O(a?) expansion (dash-dotted line) is extremely close to the NNLO
one. The only difference between these two results comes from the fact that the formal expansion
of the NLP factors in ((16)) will produce also terms with higher inverse powers of N and M, as
noted at the end of Sec.[f] These terms are not included in our explicit NNLO expansions, but do
contribute to the numerical O(a?) expansion of the cross section. As one can see by comparing
the two corresponding curves, they are of very small size. The dashed line in the left part of Fig.
shows the O(a?) expansion of the NNLL resummed cross section. We observe that this result is
already very close to the full NNLL one, indicating that terms of order O(a?) or higher are small.

The right part of Fig. [2| presents the same analysis one order higher. We show the N®LL-
resummed cross section for scheme (a), and now the expansion to N3LO as given by Egs. ,
and (27). This time, we numerically expand the N°LL result to orders a? and af. Again the
numerical expansion to O(a?) essentially coincides with the approximate N3LO one, up to tiny
corrections suppressed as 1/N?,1/M? or higher. The result at O(a?) is almost indistinguishable
from the full N3*LL-resummed one, demonstrating again that corrections beyond third order are
all but negligible. We note that the O(a?) expansion obtained from the N3LIL-resummed result
is more complete than the O(a?) expansion shown in the left part of Fig. 2} It contains all seven
“towers” of threshold logarithms, that is, terms of the form a2 In™(N) In™ (M) with 0 < n+m < 6,
whereas NNLL resummation can only correctly reproduce the five towers with 2 < n +m < 6.
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Figure 2: Left: NNLO and NNLL-resummed results for the unpolarized {p — {ntX transverse
cross section in the ¢ — q channel normalized to the LO one, for EIC kinematics with z € [0.1,0.8].
We also show numerical expansions of the NNLL result to O(a?) and O(a?). Right: Same as left,
but for N3LL, N3LO and expansions to O(a?) and O(al).

7 Conclusions and outlook

We have explored higher-order QCD corrections to the quark-to-quark hard-scattering cross sec-
tion relevant for semi-inclusive DIS. We have developed the threshold resummation framework for
SIDIS to N3LL accuracy, hereby extending previous work carried out at NNLL [12]. Among the
main tasks to be completed for achieving N®*LL resummation was the derivation of the three-loop
hard factor from the spacelike form factor. We have used our N3LL results to derive approximate
N3LO corrections for SIDIS. These corrections contain all seven “towers” of threshold logarithms
that are present at this order. We have also included dominant subleading logarithmic terms that
are suppressed near threshold.

We have presented phenomenological results for resummed and approximate fixed-order SIDIS
cross sections for EIC kinematics. These show an excellent perturbative stability of the cross
section in the sense that the N3LL cross section is only modestly enhanced over the NNLL one,
and that generally corrections beyond O(a?) seem unimportant. A particularly striking result is
that the actual treatment of resummation, in terms of how the relevant expansions are carried
out in practice, matters less and less when the logarithmic accuracy of resummation increases, so
that the N3LL result is essentially insensitive to the resummation scheme adopted. Clearly, our
results show that the SIDIS cross section may serve as an excellent testbed for studies of higher
orders in perturbation theory. We believe that our results are a valuable addition to the general
“library” of QCD observables that are known to NNLO and beyond.

Future extensions of this work should also address non-perturbative power corrections to the
SIDIS cross section, very little about which is currently known. It would be an interesting phe-
nomenlogical study to confront experimental data with our perturbative results at various high
orders ranging from NLO to N3LL, ascertaining how the size of phenomenlogically extracted power
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corrections depends on the order of perturbation theory that is employed.

We finally note that while we have focused our studies entirely on the spin-averaged SIDIS
cross section, all our results equally apply to the helicity-dependent one. More precisely, the N3LL
result and hence its approximate N3LO expansion are identical in the spin-averaged and the spin-
dependent cases. This further corroborates the finding of Ref. [15] that the SIDIS spin asymmetry
is insensitive to higher-order perturbative QCD corrections.
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A Appendix: Coefficients for resummation to N°LL

We use the following expansion of the running strong coupling 18, 30]

as(i) = Oés(MR)_(Oés(X )) Z_(l)l X

. <as(/~LR)>3<ﬁ(ln2X X +X—1)— zo(X—1)>

4
b 1 L
+ <—O‘S<“R>> <—1 (X— X7 =’ X 4 gln2X+2(1 - X)X - —>

X B 2
ble b3 2
+b—2( X1-X)+2XInX — 31nX)+£(1—X) : (32)
0 0
where )
X = 1+ bpau(ug)In L (33)
KR
and
1
bo = 5 (MCA=2Np) b= g— (17C% — 5C4Ny — 3CFNy)
1 (2857 , 1415 205
1 149753 1078361 6508
by = 3564¢(3) | — 3)| N
37 956r¢ [( g 364 )> ( 62 a7 )) I
50065 6472 1093
= N? + —°N 4
( 62 8l <(3)> T f] ’ (34)
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with Ny the number of flavors and

N2—1 4
Cp = = -~ (C4=N,=3. 35
F 9N, 37 4 (35)

For the b3 coefficient we have inserted the values of Cr, Cy; the full expression can be found in [31].
The relevant expansion coefficients for A, in Eq. read [30, B2H3§]:

2
AD = O A® ZECF{CA((S_?_W_>_§ f},

a a 2 18 6 9
1 25 67 11 11 55
A® = ZCp |C% [ 5 — —C(2) 4+ —C(3) + —C(2)? ) + CpN; [ —= 4+ 2¢(3
¢ 107 |G| 55 9C()+6C()+5C() + CpNy 24+C()
209 10 7 1
CuNj [ == + —=C(2) — =((3) | — ==N?
+Af< 1O8+9C(> 3“)) 27 f]
40— e 1309¢; 1% ¢ 451¢s | 42139 55257 . 451" 3137°
a A\ 7432 144 16 288 ' 10368 7776 ' 5760 90720

361¢;  Tm2(;  131¢s 24137  635x%  1lxt
NiTRC5 | — — —
LR A( 54 36 72 10368 | 1944 2160
29§3 7T2<3 5C5 17033 5571'2 117T4
N TpCpCy | 228 = 228 4 255 -
+fFFA(g) 6 4 a4 288 720

37¢,  5G; 143 35¢, 7ot 197 923
N Tpe2 (258 2% I8 v e T
+fFF<24 2+288)+( rTr) A(27 1080 972 ' 5184

10¢; d 299 1 2¢;
+(NfTF)QCF (—73 + @ + %) + (NfTF)3 (—g + 2—73) :|

2 2 1 6 dabcddabcd 2
3G | 956 T 37T> el i <7T G %),(36)

LA (G T ™G
N, 6 2 12 12 7560 N. 6 3 3
with
dgedqabed  N,(N2+46)  dibeddsed N2 —6N2 + 18 o (37)
N2—1 48 ' N2—-1 g6N2z P T2
Furthermore for the expansion of the function ZA)q we have [18] [19] 22}, 30, 39],
. 101 7 14
D® = Cp |Cy| - +=¢3 —
N 1 1541¢(3) 1174 79972 297029
DO = Cp|C% (| ——=117%¢(3) + ——"2 —6¢(5 —
a FCa | g tlmC) + — g OV 70 + Toas ~ 33

108 360 1944 * 11664

- -

113¢(3) | «* 1037 31313>+N2< ¢(3) 58)
9 729

roany (-
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19¢(3)  t 1711
CpNy | — ——+—11 . 38
+Ff( 18 180 ' 864 (38)
The expansion coefficients for C,q in Eq. @ read [1§]
2
~ m
o = Tap,
A(2) ! (1) A(l 2 MR 7T2 4@
qu - E(A ) + 7Tb0 Q2+ C() ? q
6
A(3 0 M3 L3 s, Loz, s 2] NR
CP = 5 (AM)” — U bODg>+§(Ag>) by ( n o +8¢(3 ))
4 2 812((3) u% 16 uzs o wt
AW, (T R AW _1 2 MR mHie T
+ A, 1<3nQ2+ 3 + Q2+ m2((3) T
2 4 M ™04 | T 4
—+ gAq 7Tb0 T an +8C( ) _'_?Aq Aq +?Aq . (39)

Finally, for

HSIDIS,(l) - O 4 — 7T_2
qq - F 6 )

2 12 15¢(3) | 6la® 511 ot
SIS, o g 77_ b 02 _ 0
a1 r ”nQ2+ 1 T8 Ter w0

7 11535 40372 3) 207 127
+ CFCA(C()+i——— W)+OFNf(¥+217;+%> (40)

H.P'S we find for an arbitrary renormalization scale pug, but for pup = Q:

4 80 192 432

and, in Sec. [4], the three-loop contribution

¢(3)%  25m%¢(3)  115¢(3) = 83¢(5)
C%<2+ 2 16 | 4

19377% 5599  181x* 472972)

SIDIS, (3)
qu

136080 384 960 1152

L oo 37¢(3)°  5717%((3)  8653((3)  689¢(5)
F=A\ 7 216 432 72
260374 N 9358172 N 74321 22776
38880 ' 10368 | 2304 17010
25C(3)2  5717%C(3)  82385¢(3) 51((5)
2 — J—
* CFCA( 2 T 28 51 16

410717 5196772 125m% 1505881
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B Appendix: NLO and NNLO hard-scattering coefficient
functions

The full NLO coefficient function can be found in [I4] [T6]. Its near-threshold approximation was
given in [12] and reads

2
MR HF 2 2 3 HE 1 1
N, M, = 2 ——14 ——+2L)1 42
0 (g f5) = cor{ae e Toan (g rat) g (5 )
(In(N) 4 In(M)). The corresponding approximate NNLO result is given by

1 ~T,(2) Hr KR 4 3 2
—w N, M, ZCpﬁ +4CrL b0+CF1n

eg 9 Q Q Qz
67 2 5
- CFEQ{CF( 8+—+212Q2—31 g§)+(——%)cA—§ f}
101 7 14 2 2 NF

67 5 L
+ (<E—€) CA——Nf) H@—’ﬂ'b()h'IQ Q};:|
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