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W e show that the forward-jet m easurem ents perform ed at HERA allow for a detailed study of

correctionsdueto next-to-leading logarithm s(NLL)in theBalitsky-Fadin-K uraev-Lipatov (BFK L)

approach.W hilethedescription ofthed�=dx datashowssm allsensitivitytoNLL-BFK L corrections,

these can be tested by the triple di�erentialcrosssection d�=dxdk
2

T dQ
2
recently m easured. These

data can be successfully described using a renorm alization-group im proved NLL kernelwhile the

standard next-to-leading-order Q CD or leading-logarithm BFK L approaches failto describe the

sam e data in the whole kinem atic range. W e present a detailed analysis ofthe NLL schem e and

renorm alization-scale dependencesand also discussthe photon im pactfactors.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Forward-jetproduction in lepton-proton deep inelasticscattering isa processin which a jetisdetected atforward

rapiditiesin the direction ofthe proton. Thisprocessischaracterized by two hard scales: Q 2;the virtuality ofthe

interm ediatephoton thatundergoesthehadronicinteraction and k2T ;thesquared transversem om entum oftheforward

jet. W hen the totalenergy ofthe photon-proton collision W issu�ciently large,corresponding to a sm allvalue of

theBjorken variablex’ Q 2=W 2;forward-jetproduction isrelevant[1]fortesting theBalitsky-Fadin-K uraev-Lipatov

(BFK L)approach [2].

In �xed-order perturbative Q CD calculations,the hard cross section is com puted at �xed order with respect to

�s;and large logarithm s com ing from the strong ordering between the proton scale and the forward-jet scale are

resum m ed using the Dokshitzer-G ribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi(DG LAP) evolution equation [3]. However in the

sm all� x regim e,otherlarge logarithm sarise in the hard crosssection itself,due to the strong ordering between the

energy W and the hard scales.These can be resum m ed using the BFK L equation,atleading (LL)and next-leading

(NLL)logarithm icaccuracy [2,4].

Ithasbeen shown thattheH1and ZEUS d�=dx forward-jetdata[5,6,7]arewelldescribed byLL-BFK L predictions

[8,9],while �xed-orderperturbative Q CD predictionsatnext-to-leading order(NLO Q CD)failto describe the data,

underestim ating the crosssection by a factorofabout2 atsm allvaluesofx:However,these testson the relevance

ofBFK L dynam icshave notbeen considered fully conclusive. O n the theoreticalside,ithasbeen found thatNLL-

BFK L corrections[4]could be large enough to invalidate the tests. O n a phenom enologicalside,otherm odelssuch

asDG LAP evolution with a \resolved" photon [10]could increasetheNLO Q CD predictionsand com eto reasonable

agreem entwith the data.

The recentexperim entalforward-jetm easurem ents [5,6]perform ed at HERA m otivate a new phenom enological

analysisofBFK L e�ectsin forward-jetcrosssections.In particularthetripledi�erentialcrosssection d�=dxdk2T dQ
2;

allowsfora detailed study ofthe Q CD dynam icsofforward jets.Contrary to the d�=dx data,which were obtained

with kinem aticalcutssuch thatr= k2T =Q
2 � 1;the triple di�erentialcrosssection ism easured with di�erentsetsof

cutssuch thatthedata arealso sensitiveto theregim er� 1;wherethetwo hard scalesoftheproblem aresom ewhat

ordered. W hile LL-BFK L predictionsdescribe wellthe data obtained with r� 1;itwasnoticed [9]thatthey failto

describethe r� 1 regim e,indicating the need forNLL-BFK L corrections.
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Itwasknown thatNLL-BFK L correctionscould belargedueto theappearanceofspurioussingularitiesin contra-

diction with renorm alization-group requirem ents.Howeverithasbeen realized [11,12]thata renorm alization-group

im proved NLL-BFK L regularization can solve the singularity problem and lead to reasonable NLL-BFK L kernels

(see also [13]fordi�erentapproaches).Thism otivatesthe presentphenom enologicalstudy ofNLL-BFK L e�ectsin

forward-jetproduction. Even though the determ ination ofthe next-leading im pact factors is stillin progress [14],

our analysis allows us to study the NLL-BFK L fram ework,and the rem aining am biguity corresponding to the de-

pendence on the speci�c regularization schem e.O urgoalisto confrontthe new experim entaldata,in particularthe

triple-di�erentialcrosssection,to NLL-BFK L predictionsin di�erentschem es.

In Ref.[15],such a phenom enologicalinvestigation hasbeen devoted to the proton structure function data,taking

into accountNLL-BFK L e�ectsthrough an \e�ective kernel" (introduced in [12])using di�erentschem es.A saddle-

pointapproxim ation forhard enough scaleswasused to evaluate the BFK L M ellin integration which allowed one to

obtain a phenom enologicaldescription ofNLL-BFK L e�ects.In thepresentstudy devoted to forward-jetproduction,

we take into accountthe propersym m etric two-hard-scale feature ofthe forward-jetproblem when introducing the

e�ectivekernel,and weim plem enttheNLL-BFK L e�ectswith an exactM ellin integration,ratherthan a saddle-point

approxim ation.

Som e prelim inary results,m ostly based on the saddle-point approach,were presented in [16]. They showed the

potentialofforward-jetdata on d�=dx and specially d�=dxdk2T dQ
2 to discussNLL e�ectsin theBFK L approach.In

thispaper,we system atically use an exactM ellin integration,and we presenta detailed analysisofthe NLL schem e

and scale dependences and also discuss the sensitivity ofour NLL-BFK L descriptions with respect to the photon

im pact factors. W e also study the NLO Q CD predictions,testing their relevance by com paring the use ofdi�erent

parton densitiesand di�erentrenorm alization and factorization scales.

The plan ofthe paper is the following. In section II,we present the phenom enologicalNLL-BFK L form ulation

ofthe forward-jetcrosssection forthe two schem escalled S3 and S4,while briey highlighting the principlesofits

derivation. In section III,we com pare the predictionsofthe two NLL-BFK L schem eswith the data,and also with

LL-BFK L and NLO Q CD predictions.W e discussthe dependence ofourresultson the choiceofthe hard scale with

which �s isrunning in Section IV,and on theassum ption m adeforthephoton im pactfactorsin Section V.Section VI

presentsthescaleand parton-density dependencesoftheNLO Q CD predictions.Section VIIisdevoted to conclusions

and an outlook.

II. FO RW A R D -JET P R O D U C T IO N IN T H E B FK L FR A M EW O R K

Forward-jetproduction in a lepton-proton collision isrepresented in Fig.1 with the di�erentkinem atic variables.

W e denoteby
p
s the totalenergy ofthe lepton-proton collision and by Q 2 the virtuality oftheinterm ediatephoton

that undergoes the hadronic interaction. W e shalluse the usualkinem atic variables ofdeep inelastic scattering:

x= Q 2=(Q 2+ W 2)and y= Q 2=(xs)whereW isthe center-of-m assenergy ofthephoton-proton collision.In addition,

kT � �Q C D is the transverse m om entum ofthe jetand xJ itslongitudinalm om entum fraction with respectto the

proton.The Q CD crosssection forforward-jetproduction reads

d(4)�

dxdQ 2dxJdk
2
T

=
�em

�xQ 2

( �

1� y+
y2

2

�
d�

�p! JX

T

dxJdk
2
T

+ (1� y)
d�

�p! JX

L

dxJdk
2
T

)

; (1)

where d�
�p! JX

T;L
=dxJdk

2
T is the cross section for forward-jet production in the collision ofthe transversely (T) or

longitudinally (L)polarized virtualphoton with the targetproton.

In the following,we considerthe high-energy regim e x� 1 in which the rapidity intervalY = log(xJ=x)isassum ed

to be very large.The NLL-BFK L forward-jetcrosssection ofouranalysisisgiven by:

d�
�p! JX

T;L

dxJdk
2
T

=
�s(k

2
T )�s(Q

2)

k2
T
Q 2

feff(xJ;k
2

T )

Z
d

2i�

�
Q 2

k2
T

� 

�


T;L
()e��(kT Q )�ef f [;��(kT Q )]Y (2)

with thecom plex integralrunning along theim aginary axisfrom 1=2� i1 to 1=2+ i1 :Therunning coupling isgiven

by

��(k2)= �s(k
2)N c=� =

�
blog

�
k
2
=�2

Q C D

���1
; with b=

11N c � 2Nf

12N c

: (3)

In form ula (2),the NLL-BFK L e�ectsare phenom enologically taken into accountby the e�ective kernel� eff(;��):

Letusnow givefurtherdetailson thisapproxim ation.
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FIG .1: Production ofa forward jetin a lepton-proton collision. The kinem atic variablesofthe problem are displayed. Q
2
is

the virtuality ofthe photon that undergoes the hadronic interaction. kT is the transverse m om entum ofthe forward jet and

xJ is its longitudinalm om entum fraction with respect to the incident proton. Y is the (large) rapidity intervalbetween the

two hard probes.

The schem e-dependentNLL-BFK L kernelsprovided by the regularization procedure�N L L(;!)depend on ;the

M ellin variableconjugateto Q 2=k2T and !;the M ellin variableconjugateto W 2=Q kT :In thiswork we shallconsider

the S3 and S4 schem es[11],recalled in Appendix A,in which �N L L is supplem ented by an explicit �� dependence.

O newritesthe following consistency condition [11,17]

! = �� �N L L (;!) (4)

which representsthe diagonalized form ofthe NLL-BFK L evolution equation and allowsone to form ulate the cross

section (2) in term s of�eff(;��):The approxim ation am ounts to introduce the e�ective kernelto satisfy the con-

sistency condition. Indeed,the e�ective kernel�eff(;��)isde�ned from the NLL kernel�N L L(;!)by solving the

im plicitequation

�eff(;��)= �N L L [;�� �eff(;��)] ; (5)

asa solution ofthe consistency condition (4).

To highlighthow the e�ective kernelentersin the form ulation ofthe forward-jetcrosssection,letusconsiderthe

following inverse M ellin transform ation over!;the variable conjugate to eY (� the energy squared),where I(;!)

representsnext-to-leading ordercorrectionsto the LO im pactfactors� :

Z
d!

2i�

I(;!)e!Y

! � ���N L L(;!)
=

I[;���eff(;��)]

1� _�N L L[;���eff(;��)]
e
��� ef f (;��)Y ; with _�N L L =

d�N L L

d!
: (6)

The factorin frontofthe exponentialisan unknown correction,due both to the yetunknown next-to-leading order

correctionsto the LO im pactfactorsand to the approxim ationsm adein satisfying theconsistency equation through

the e�ective kernelm ethod.Forsim plicity,in the  integration of(2),we chooseto factorthisterm outand treatit

asa constantnorm alization param eter.

Som eothercom m entsarein order.

� In form ula (2),the renorm alization scale is k2 = kT Q ;in agreem ent with the energy scale [18]. In practice,

one solves(5)with �� = ��(kT Q ):Therefore,to each renorm alization scale correspondsan e�ective kernel[15].

In Section IV,we shalltest the sensitivity ofour results when using k2 = � kT Q and varying �:Following

form ula (5),the e�ective kernelis m odi�ed accordingly foreach schem e,and we also m odify the energy scale

kT Q ! � kT Q :
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FIG .2: Com parison between the NLL-BFK L e�ective kernels� eff(;��)obtained by solving the im plicit equation (5)in the

S3 and S4 schem es. The left plotshows �eff(;0:25) asa function of while the rightplotshows the m inim um �eff(0:5;��)

asa function of��:The dotted curvesshow the LL-BFK L kernel�L L ():

� Aswepointed outalready,in form ula (2)we usethe leading-order(M ellin-transform ed)im pactfactors

�
�


T
()

�


L
()

�

= ��em N
2

c

X

q

e
2

q

1

22

�3(1+ )�3(1� )

�(2� 2)�(2+ 2)(3� 2)

�
(1+ )(2� )

2(1� )

�

: (7)

for a transversely (T) and longitudinally (L) polarized virtualphoton where ef is the charge ofthe quark

with avorf:W e consider m asslessquarksand sum overfour avorsin (7). This is justi�ed considering the

ratherhigh values ofthe photon virtuality (Q 2 > 5 G eV
2
) used for the m easurem ent. W e pointoutthat our

phenom enologicalapproach can beadapted to fullNLL accuracy,oncethenext-to-leading orderim pactfactors

areavailable(thejetim pactfactorsareknown atnext-to-leading order[19]).Forcom pleteness,weshalldiscuss

the sensitivity ofourresultsto typicalnext-leading m odi�cationsof�


T;L
()in Section V.

� In form ula (2),feff(xJ;k
2
T ) is the e�ective parton distribution function and resum s the leading logarithm s

log(k2T =�
2
Q C D ):Itobeysthe following expression

feff(xJ;k
2

T )= g(xJ;k
2

T )+
CF

N c

�
q(xJ;k

2

T )+ �q(xJ;k
2

T )
�
; (8)

whereg (resp.q,�q)isthegluon (resp.quark,antiquark)distribution function in theincidentproton.Sincethe

forward-jetm easurem entinvolvesperturbativevaluesofkT and m oderatevaluesofxJ;form ula (2)featuresthe

collinearfactorization offeff;with k2T chosen asthe factorization scale.

� By com parison,the LL-BFK L form ula isform ally the sam eas(2),with the substitutions

�eff ! �L L()= 2 (1)�  (1� )�  (); ��(k2)! �� = const.param eter; (9)

where ()= dlog�()=d isthe logarithm icderivativeofthe G am m a function.O neobtains

d�
�p! JX

T;L

dxJdk
2
T

=
�s(k

2
T )�s(Q

2)

k2
T
Q 2

feff(xJ;k
2

T )

Z
d

2i�

�
Q 2

k2
T

� 

�


T;L
()e��� L L ()Y (10)

Inserting form ula (2)(resp.(10))into (1)givesthe forward-jetcrosssection in the NLL-BFK L (resp. LL-BFK L)

energy regim e. In the LL-BFK L case,this isa 2-param eterform ula: the overallnorm alization and ��:In the NLL-

BFK L case,each setofscales(Q 2;k2T )de�nestherunning coupling constantand thereforewedealwith only onefree

param eter,theoverallnorm alization.Theinteresting property ofourphenom enologicalapproach isthatform ula (2)

hasform ally thestructureoftheLL form ula,butwith only onefreeparam eterand a NLL kernel.Thedelicateaspect

ofthe problem com esfrom the schem e-dependente�ective kernel�eff:A com parison between the LL-BFK L kernel

and the S3 and S4 e�ective kernelsisshown in Fig.2.Asiswellknown,the NLL m odi�cationsto the BFK L kernel

arequiteim portantand willplay an im portantphenom enologicalrolein ouranalysis.
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III. N LL D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E H 1 D A TA

TheNLL-BFK L form ula forthefully di�erentialforward-jetcrosssection isobtained from (1)and (2).To com pare

thecorrespondingprediction with thedata,onehastocarryoutanum berofintegrationsoverthekinem aticvariables.

They haveto be done while properly taking into accountthe kinem atic cutsapplied forthe di�erentm easurem ents.

The procedure is the sam e as the one described in Ref.[9],Appendix A.First one chooses the variables that lead

to the weakestpossible dependence ofthe di�erentialcrosssection (we noticed thatthe bestchoice is 1=Q 2;1=k2T ;

log(1=xJ);and log(1=x))and then theintegrationsarecom puted num erically following theexperim entalcutsde�ned

in [5,6].

To �x the norm alization (the only free param eter)and check the quality ofthe data description using the BFK L

form alism ,westartby �ttingthed�=dx H1data[5].Thechoiceofthisdatasetcorrespondstothekinem aticaldom ain

where the BFK L form alism is expected to hold (x � 1 and Q 2=k2T � 1). W e then use the relative norm alizations

obtained between the di�erent NLL BFK L calculations (S3 and S4) to m ake predictions for the triple di�erential

crosssection d�=dxdk2T dQ
2:Forthis�rstanalysis,the coupling �� isrunning with the scalekT Q :

A . T he cross section d�=dx

W e considered two kindsof�ts:the �rstone isperform ed using statisticaland system aticserrorsand the second

one with statisticalerrorsonly. The system aticserrorsare very m uch point-to-pointcorrelated,and this is why it

is im portant to perform the �ts with statisticalerrors only. Ideally,one should use the statisticalerrors added in

quadraturewith the uncorrelated onesbutthisinform ation isnotavailable.

The�tresultstothed�=dx H1dataaregiven in TableI.The�2 values(perdegreeoffreedom )ofthe�tsperform ed

usingthefull(statisticaland system atics)errorsarequitegood,alwayslessthan 1,forthetwoNLL-BFK L schem eswe

considered.Thisshowsthe possibility ofdescribing the forward-jetcrosssection using the BFK L form alism atnext-

to-leading logarithm ic accuracy. The �tsusing statisticalerrorsonly (which assum e im plicitly thatthe system atics

arem axim ally correlated which iscloseto reality)bringaboutm oreconstraintsand show interesting features.TheS4

�tcan describe the data better(�2= 10:0=5 d.o.f.) whereasthe S3 schem e showsa highervalue of�2 (�2= 29:5=5).

Thisindicatesthatthe S4 schem eisfavored.

The curvescorresponding to the �t with statisticalerrorsonly are displayed in Fig.3 (upper plot),and they are

com pared with the LL-BFK L resultstaken from [9]. W e notice the tiny di�erence between the LL and NLL results

(the corresponding curvesare barely distinguishable on the �gure). Thiscon�rm sthatthe data are consistentwith

theBFK L enhancem enttowardssm allvaluesofx:Contrary to theproton structurefunction F2;theforward-jetcross

section d�=dx doesnotshow large NLL-BFK L corrections,once the overallnorm alization �tted. Thisisdue to the

rathersm allvalue ofthe coupling �� ’ 0:16 obtained in the LL-BFK L �t[9],corresponding to an unphysically large

e�ective scale.

W e also presentin Fig.3 the�xed orderQ CD calculation based on the DG LAP evolution ofparton densities.The

next-to-leadingorder(NLO )prediction offorward-jetcrosssectionsisobtained using theNLO JET+ + generator[20].

CTEQ 6.1M [21]parton densitieswereused,and therenorm alization �r and thefactorization scale�f weresetequal

to �2r = �2f = Q km ax
t ;where km ax

t correspondsto the m axim altransverse m om entum offorward jets in the event.

The NLO Q CD predictions do not describe the data at sm allvalues ofx;as they are lower by a factor oforder 2.

The sensitivity ofthese predictionsto variationsofthe renorm alization and factorization scaleswillbe discussed in

Section VI,aswellastheirdependence when using otherparton densities.

The �tparam etersobtained with statisticalerroronly willbe used in the following to m ake predictionsforother

observables,nam ely the triple di�erentialcross section d�=dxdk2T dQ
2:The value of �� for the LL-BFK L �t willbe

keptaswellasthe norm alizationsofthe di�erentNLL-BFK L calculations(S3 and S4).

schem e �t �
2
=dof N

S3 stat.+ syst. 1.15/5 1.591 � 0.089

S3 stat.only 29.5/5 1.640 � 0.019 � 0.204

S4 stat.+ syst. 0.48/5 1.356 � 0.076

S4 stat.only 10.0/5 1.374 � 0.016 � 0.172

TABLE I:ResultsoftheNLL-BFK L �tsto theH1 d�=dx data.Therelativevaluesbetween thedi�erentoverallnorm alizations

N can be com pared.
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FIG .3: The forward-jet cross sections d�=dx (upperplot) and d�=dxdQ
2
dk

2

T (lower plot,in nb/G eV
4
) m easured by the H1

collaboration.Com parison with the two NLL-BFK L param etrizationsS4 and S3 using the kT Q scale,and with theLL-BFK L

and NLO Q CD predictions.In thecaseofd�=dx;weseea good agreem entbetween thedata and theBFK L �ts(theNLL-BFK L

�ts and the LL-BFK L �tare barely distinguishable on the �gure)while the NLO Q CD predictions do not describe the data.

Ford�=dxdQ 2
dk

2

T ;the bestdescription ofthe data overthe whole kinem atic range isobtained in the NLL-BFK L approach.
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FIG .4: Renorm alization scale dependence forthe d�=dx crosssection.Upperplots:S3 schem e,lowerplots:S4 schem e.The
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scale,deviationsfrom the scale kT Q essentially a�ectthe overallnorm alization. Therefore the quality ofthe �ts(which only

adjustthe norm alization)discussed in Section IIIisnotaltered by renorm alization scale uncertainties.

B . T he triple di�erentialcross section d�=dxdk
2

T dQ
2

The triple di�erentialcrosssection d�=dxdk2T dQ
2 isan interesting observable asithasbeen m easured with three

di�erentk2T and Q 2 cuts,yieldingninedi�erentregionsfortheratior= k2T =Q
2:Itwasnoticed in [9]thattheLL-BFK L

form alism leadsto a good description ofthedata when riscloseto 1 and deviatesfrom thedata when risaway from

1,ase�ectsdue to the ordering between Q and kT startto setin.NLO Q CD predictionsshow the reversetrend.

The H1 data for d�=dxdk2T dQ
2 are shown in Fig.3 (lower plot), and they are com pared with the S4 and S3

predictions,theLL-BFK L results(taken directly from [9])and NLO Q CD calculations.Itisquiterem arkablethatthe

NLL-BFK L calculation,which includessom eordering between Q and kT ;leadsto a good description ofthe H1 data

overthe fullrange. Aswasthe case ford�=dx;the di�erence between the LL and NLL resultsissm allwhen r� 1:

By contrastwhen r di�ersfrom 1,the di�erence issigni�cant,and the observabled�=dxdk2
T dQ

2 isquitesensitiveto

NLL-BFK L e�ects.Asa result,the bestoveralldescription ofthe data isobtained with the NLL-BFK L form alism .

IV . R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N SC A LE D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E N LL D ESC R IP T IO N

In this section,we study the renorm alization-scale dependence ofthe NLL-BFK L description. In the previous

section,the choice wask2 = kT Q and we now testthe sensitivity ofourresultswhen using k2 = � kT Q with � = 2;

�= 1=2;�= kT =Q ;or�= (Q =kT ):W e useform ula (2)with the appropriatesubstitution [22]

��(kT Q )! ��(�kT Q )+ b ��
2(kT Q )log(�) (11)

and with thee�ectivekernelm odi�ed accordinglyfollowingform ula(5).W ealsom odifytheenergyscalekT Q ! � kT Q :
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FIG .5:Renorm alization-scaledependenceofthetripledi�erentialcrosssection d�=dxdk
2

T dQ
2
(in nb/G eV

4
)fortheS4 schem e.

W e �rststudy the case ofd�=dx and the resultsforthe S3 and S4 schem esare shown in Fig.4. W e also display

theresultsin term sofratioswith theprediction ofthekT Q scalechosen asthereference.W enoticethatthechange

ofscale essentially a�ects the overallnorm alization and thus does notalter the quality ofthe �t,after readjusting

the norm alization.Thisiscon�rm ed by the resultsofTable II(lefttable),which presentsnew �tsperform ed to the

d�=dx data forthe two scales2 kT Q and kT Q =2 :foreach schem e,the �
2 valuesare alm ostinsensitive to the scale.

Note that,forlargervaluesof� such as� = 4;the quality ofthe �tdeterioratesdue to the large valuesreached by

�� in the non-perturbative range. Finally,due to the cut0:5 < k2T =Q
2 < 5 used forthe m easurem ent[5],using the

scalesk2T orQ 2 (instead ofkT Q )yieldsm uch lessm odi�cationsand changesin �
2:

Thenextstep isto study thee�ectofthe renorm alization-scaledependence on the tripledi�erentialcrosssection.

Applying thenorm alizationsofTableIIwhilecom puting thecorresponding predictionsgives,foreitherscale,results

quitesim ilarto thoseofFig.3.In Fig.5,werathershow thepredictionsoftheS4 schem ewith thecom m on norm aliza-

tion ofTableI,and thescaledependenceisgenerally found to besm all.Thebiggeste�ectsareuncertaintiesofabout

the sam em agnitude asthe experim entalerrors,and they are obtained forlargevaluesofr= k2T =Q
2:The conclusion

isidenticalin the caseofthe S3 schem e.

Schem e Scale �
2
=dof N

kT Q 10.0/5 1.374 � 0.016

S4 2kT Q 9.8/5 1.644 � 0.019

kT Q =2 8.8/5 1.118 � 0.013

Schem e Im pactfactor �
2
=dof N

�

() 10.0/5 1.374 � 0.016

S4 �

(1=2) 82.6/5 0.655 � 0.008

�


egk
(;!) 23.0/5 2.694 � 0.038

TABLE II:Im pacton the �tsto the H1 d�=dx data forthe S4 schem e when using di�erentrenorm alization scales(lefttable)

orm odi�ed im pactfactors(righttable).
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FIG .6: Im pact factor dependence for the d�=dx cross section in the S4 schem e. The left plot shows the results of the

�ts. The rightplot shows thatin the exact-gluon-kinem aticscase,the change ofim pact factors essentially a�ectsthe overall

norm alization,exceptatvery sm allx;and thusm odi�esonly slightly the quality ofthe �t. By contrastin the � (1=2) case,

the �2 valuesare sensitive to m odi�cationsofthe im pactfactor.

V . IM PA C T FA C T O R D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E N LL D ESC R IP T IO N

In thissection,westudy thedependence ofourresultson typicalnext-leading m odi�cationsoftheim pactfactors.

Indeed,since the next-leading im pact factors are unknown,it is usefulto see ifour results are stable for di�erent

possible m odi�cations. From (1) and (2) one notes thatthe im pact factorsare involved in the com putation ofthe

fully di�erentialcrosssection via the following factorin the integrand:

(1� y+ y
2
=2)�



T
()+ (1� y)�



L
(): (12)

In theprevioussection,theim pactfactors�


T
and �



L
werecom puted asfunctionsof;and wetreated unknown NLO

correctionsasa constantparam eter.W e now testthe sensitivity ofourresultswhen using otherprescriptions.

O ur�rstchoice isto com pute the LO im pactfactorsat = 1=2 and factorthem outofthe  integration aswell.

Another prescription that we shallstudy is the following: im plem ent the higher-order corrections into the im pact

factorthatare due to the exactgluon kinem aticsin the �! q�qg transition.These havebeen calculated in [23]and

can be taken into accountin ourapproach: this is done using the !� dependentM ellin-transform ed im pactfactors

�


egk
(;!);wherewerecallthat! isthe M ellin variableconjugateto W 2=Q kT :Denoting �= !� 2+ 1;onewrites:

 

�


T
(;!)

�


L
(;!)

!

= ��em N
2

c

X

q

e
2

q

1

42

�(+ �)�()

�(!)(4� �2)(�2� 1)

" 

3(!+ 1)2+ �2+ 8

24(+ �)

!

�
 (+ �)�  ()

2!�

 

!2[3(!+ 1)2+ 9]+ (�2� 1)(�2� 2!� 9)

8(+ �)(3!2� �2+ 1)

! #

: (13)

In practice,following (6),theseim pactfactorsareevaluated at!= ��(kT Q )�eff[;��(kT Q )]priorto the integration.

Thisprescription ism otivated bythefactthat,in theproton structurefunction analysis,thesehigher-ordercorrections

allow foran im proved DG LAP analysis[24]:indeed,they m atch the�xed-orderresults(atNLO and NNLO )forthe

splitting and coe�cientfunctionsofthe DG LAP approach.

W e �rst study the case ofd�=dx:Table II (right table) presents new �ts perform ed to the d�=dx data for the

di�erent prescriptions. The �t results are shown in Fig.6 (left plot) and we also display them in term s ofratios

with the prediction ofthe �()case chosen asthe reference (rightplot). In the �


egk
(;!)case,we notice thatthe

changeofim pactfactorsessentially a�ectstheoverallnorm alization,exceptatvery sm allvaluesofx wherethegluon

kinem atics becom e m ore restrictive. As a result the quality ofthe �t,which readjusts the norm alization,is only

slightly m odi�ed.By contrastin the �(1=2)case,the shape isclearly di�erent,which yieldsa bad �2:

After applying the norm alizations ofTable II (right table),we now com pare the e�ect ofthe di�erent im pact

factorson the triple di�erentialcrosssection. The resultsare given in Fig.7. The e�ectisfound to be sm allin the

exactgluon-kinem aticscase,and even slightly im provesthedescription.By contrast,di�erencesareim portantin the

�(1=2)case,especially atlargevaluesofr= k2T =Q
2:
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FIG .7: Im pact factor dependence ofthe triple di�erentialcross section d�=dxdk
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T dQ
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4
) in the S4 schem e. The

relative norm alizationscom ing from the d�=dx �tshave been applied.

V I. P D F A N D SC A LE D EP EN D EN C E O F T H E N LO Q C D P R ED IC T IO N S

To obtain the NLO Q CD predictionsofthe forward-jetdata,the photon-parton hard crosssection iscom puted at

next-to-leading orderin �s;and the leading and next-leading logarithm s�
n
s log

n
Q 2 and �ns log

n�1
Q 2 areresum m ed

using theDG LAP equations[3]which govern theevolution oftheparton distribution functions(PDFs)oftheproton.

Theprediction forthe forward-jetcrosssection atnext-to-leading orderiscalculated using NLO JET+ + [20].The

renorm alization scale �2r and the factorization scale �2f were chosen as�2r = �2f = Q km ax
T ;where km ax

T denotes the

m axim altransverse m om entum offorward jets in the event. To obtain the uncertainty associated with the choice

ofthe scale,we varied the scales in the conventionalrange Q km ax
T =4 < �2r = �2f < 4Q km ax

T . Another scale choice

�2r = �2f = km ax2
T wasalso tested;however,ityielded a resultlocated within the m entioned scale uncertainty bounds

and thusshallnotbeconsidered further.W epointoutthatthescaleuncertainty isratherlargein thelow� x regim e.

Thisisdue to the largeNLO correction suggesting thathigher-ordercorrectionsm ightbe signi�cant.

An additionalcontribution to thetotaluncertainty ofthecalculation isdueto thechoiceofthePDFsoftheproton.

Throughoutthe calculation,we use the CTEQ 6.1M PDF param etrization which providesnotonly the centralPDF

S0 corresponding to thebest�tto data,butalso 40 additionaldistribution functionsS
+

i ,S
�

i ,i= 1:::20 devoted to

uncertainty studies[21].The totalPDF uncertainty �X ofthe observableX isthen com puted as

(�X )2 =

20X

i= 1

�
X (S

+

i )� X (S
�

i )

2

�2

: (14)

W e noticed thatthe m ain contribution to the PDF uncertainty com esfrom the gluon PDF.

TheDG LAP calculation ofthed�=dx distribution m easured by H1 ispresented in Fig.8,upperplot.Thisapproach

clearly failsto describethedata forthelow valuesofx:In com parison with Fig.3,weseethatd�=dx ism oresensitive

to the BFK L dynam icsthan the triple di�erentialdistribution asthe deviation from the data isobvious.
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FIG . 8: Upper plot: scale and PD F uncertainties of the d�=dx distribution; the particular contributions of 40 di�erent

PD Fs from CTEQ 6.1M to the totalPD F uncertainty (yellow area) is depicted in the inset. Lower plot: scale and PD F
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f < 4 Q km ax
T are displayed (shaded gray area).
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ThePDF uncertainty study isshown in theinset.Thesolid linesrepresenttheratio ofthecrosssection calculated

with thevariousPDFsS+
i
,S�

i
,norm alized to thecrosssection calculated with thecentralPDF S0.Thegluon PDF

(i= 15)hasthe greatestim pacton the uncertainty and the otherPDFscan be neglected. The uncertainty study of

d�=dxdk2T dQ
2 isshown in Fig.8,lowerplot.ThePDF uncertainty wasobtained taking into accountthegluon density

(which practically dictatesthe overallPDF uncertainty)only.

Them ain conclusion thatcan bedrawn from Fig.8isthatatlow valuesofx;theNLO Q CD resultssu�erfrom large

uncertainties,and they indicatethatNNLO calculationsareneeded to obtain genuinepredictionsin thisfram ework.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e perform ed a phenom enologicalanalysisofthe H1 forward-jetdata,looking fore�ectsofnext-to-leading loga-

rithm sin the BFK L approach.Letusbriey sum m arizeourresults.

� Forthe crosssection d�=dx;m easured in the kinem aticalregim e Q2=k2T � 1;we obtain a good description of

theH1 data by NLL-BFK L predictions(seeTableIand Fig.3,upperplot).In addition,thedi�erencebetween

theLL-BFK L and NLL-BFK L descriptionsisvery sm alloncetheoverallnorm alization is�t.Thiscon�rm sthe

validity ofthe BFK L description of[8,9]previously obtained with the LL form ula and a rathersm alle�ective

coupling.

� In thecaseofthetripledi�erentialcrosssection d�=dxdk2T dQ
2;thesam econclusionsholdswhen r= k2T =Q

2� 1:

In addition when r di�ers from 1,the NLL-BFK L description is quite di�erentfrom the LL-BFK L one,asit

iscloserto the NLO Q CD calculation.Asa result,the bestoveralldescription ofthe data ford�=dxdk2T dQ
2 is

obtained with the NLL-BFK L form alism (seeFig.3,lowerplot).

� The renorm alization-scale dependence ofourresultshasbeen thoroughly studied and we showed the stability

ofthe NLL-BFK L approach when using the scales kT Q ;2kT Q and kT Q =2:For d�=dx;the change ofscale

essentially a�ects the overallnorm alization and does not alter the quality ofthe �ts (see Fig.4 and Table II,

left table). For d�=dxdk2T dQ
2;the biggest e�ect yields an uncertainty ofabout the sam e m agnitude as the

experim entalerrors(see Fig.5).

� W ewantto stressthatthe HERA data allow fora detailed study oftheNLL-BFK L approach and oftheQ CD

dynam icsofforward jets.In particular,ithasthepotentialto addressthequestion oftherem aining am biguity

corresponding to the dependence on the speci�c regularization schem e ofthe NLL kernel. For instance,the

predictions ofthe S3 schem e do not com pare with the data as wellas the predictions ofthe S4 schem e,as

indicated by the �2 valuesgiven in Table I.Therefore,itwould be very interesting to com pare the data with

otherregularization procedures[13,22]than thoseused here.However,theseothersolutionsproposed torem ove

thespurioussingularitiesoftheNLL kernelarenotin such a suitableform forphenom enology,hencethisissue

willbe addressed in a separatework.

� O uranalysisisto becom pleted with thenext-leadingphoton im pactfactors,when available.Howeverwetested

the stability ofour approach when im plem enting typicalnext-leading m odi�cations ofleading-order im pact

factors.The resultsshow som esensitivity (seeFig.6-7 and TableII,righttable)with the �(1=2)prescription.

Itishoweverinteresting thatusing theim pactfactors(13)with exactgluon kinem atics(which,in thestructure

function case,allow foran im proved DG LAP analysis)stillgivesa good �tofthed�=dx data,and also a better

description ofthe d�=dxdk2T dQ
2 crosssection. Thisindicates that,when the next-leading im pactfactorswill

be known,ourpredictionscould be stable.

� Finally,we com puted the NLO Q CD predictionsusing the NLO JET+ + generatorand CTEQ 6.1M [21]parton

densities.W etested theirrelevanceby com paring theuseofdi�erentparton densitiesand renorm alization and

factorization scales(see Fig.8). The NLO Q CD predictionsdo notdescribe the data atsm allvaluesofx;and

they su�erfrom largeuncertainties,showing the need forhigher-ordercorrectionsin thisfram ework.

Forward-jet production is the �rst observable for which the NLL-BFK L description works,while the standard

NLO Q CD does not work. W e need com plete knowledge ofthe next-to-leading im pact factors before drawing �nal

conclusions,butouranalysisstrongly suggeststhatthedata show theBFK L enhancem entatsm allvaluesofx:This

isofgreatinterestin view oftheLHC,wheresim ilarQ CD dynam icswillbetested with M ueller-Naveletjets[25,26].
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A P P EN D IX I:T he S3 and S4 regularization schem es

In thisappendix,werecalltheregularization procedureof[11]to obtain �N L L(;!)in theS3 and S4 schem es.The

starting pointisthe scaleinvariant(and  $ 1�  sym m etric)partofthe NLL-BFK L kernel

�1()=
3

2
�(3)+

�
1+ 5b

3
�
�(2)

2

�

�L L()�
b

2
�
2

L L ()+
1

4
[ 00()+  

00(1� )]

� �()�
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4sin2(�)(1� 2)

�

3+

�
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N f

N 3
c

�
2+ 3(1� )

(3� 2)(1+ 2)

�

(15)

with bgiven in (3),�L L given in (9),and

�()=
1

2

1X

k= 0

k+ 1=2

(k + )(k+ 1� )

�

 
0

�
k+ 2

2

�

�  
0

�
k+ 1

2

��

: (16)

The polestructureof�1()at = 0 (and by sym m etry at = 1)is:

�1()= �
1

23
+
d2

2
+
d1


+ O (1) (17)

with

d1 = �
N f

18N c

�

5+
13

2N 2
c

�

; d2 = �
11

8
+

N f

12N c

�

1�
2

N 2
c

�

: (18)

� TheS3 schem ekernel�S3(;!)isgiven by

�S3(;!)= [1� ��A]

�

2 (1)�  

�

 +
2��B + !

2

�

�  

�

1�  +
2��B + !

2

��

+ ��

�

�1()+ A�L L()+

�

B +
�L L ()

2

�

[ 0()+  
0(1� )]

�

(19)

with A and B chosen to cancelthe singularitiesof�1()at = 0:A = � d1 � �2=6 and B = � d2:

� TheS4 schem ekernel�S4(;!)isde�ned with the help ofthe function f()= 1= + 1=(1� ):

�S4(;!)= �L L()� f()+ [1� ��A]f(! + 2��B ;)+ ��

�

�1()+ Af()+

�

B +
�L L()

2

� �
1

2
+

1

(1� )2

��

:

(20)

In thisschem e,A and B aregiven by A = � d1 � 1=2 and B = � d2:

A P P EN D IX II:C om parison betw een the exact N LL-B FK L  integration and a saddle-point approxim ation

It is possible to estim ate the com plex integration in (2) using a saddle-point approxim ation in :In the BFK L

regim eweareworking in,Y isvery large,and the saddle-pointequation

d�eff

d
(c;��)= �

0
eff(c;��)=

log(k2T =Q
2)

��Y
(21)

becom es�0
eff

(c;��)= 0:Henceone �ndsforthe theoreticalforward-jetcrosssection

d�
�p! JX

T;L

dxJdk
2
T

’
�s(k

2
T )�s(Q

2)

k2
T
Q 2

feff(xJ;k
2

T )

�
Q 2

k2
T

� c �


T;L
(c)

q

2����00
eff

(c;��)Y
exp

 

���eff(c;��)Y �
log

2
(Q 2=k2T )

2���00
eff

(c;��)Y

!

;

(22)

where�00
eff

= d2�eff=d
2:
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FIG .9: The forward-jet cross sections d�=dx (upperplot) and d�=dxdQ
2
dk

2

T (lower plot,in nb/G eV
4
) m easured by the H1

collaboration and com pared with two NLL-BFK L predictions ofthe S4 schem e,obtained with the exact integration (2) or

the saddle-pointapproxim ation (22).The LL-BFK L and NLO Q CD resultsare also recalled.
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Foreach setofscales(Q 2;k2T ),itispossibleto extractthevaluesofc;���eff(c;��)and ���00eff(c;��)aftersolving

the im plicitequation (5).

This approach was considered in [16],and com pared with the results obtained with the exact integration. In

this appendix we discussthiscom parison in m ore detail. Atthe levelofthe di�erentialcrosssections(2)and (22)

therearesom edi�erencesbetween the exactNLL-BFK L integration and the saddle-pointapproxim ation.Butwhen

considering the integrated,experim entally m easured crosssectionsd�=dx and d�=dxdk2T dQ
2;the description ofthe

data issim ilar.Thisisshown in Fig.9.

W e recallthat,starting from (1),one has to carry out a num ber ofintegrations over the kinem atic variables,

which have to be done while properly taking into accountthe kinem atic cutsapplied forthe di�erentm easurem ents

[9]. This procedure seem s to erase the di�erences between the exact NLL-BFK L integration and the saddle-point

approxim ation.Thisiseven m oreso ford�=dx:
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