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W e show that the forward—gt m easurem ents performed at HERA allow for a detailed study of
corrections due to next-to—-leading logarithm s NWLL) in the Balitsky-FadinK uraev-Lipatov BFK L)
approach. W hilethe description ofthed =dx data show sam allsensitivity toN LL-BFK L corrections,
these can be tested by the triple di erential cross section d =dxdk% do? recently m easured. T hese
data can be successfully described using a renom alization-group im proved NLL kemel while the
standard next-to-leading-order Q CD or lading-logarithm BFK L approaches fail to descrbe the
sam e data In the whole kinem atic range. W e present a detailed analysis of the NLL schem e and
renom alization-scale dependences and also discuss the photon im pact factors.

I. NTRODUCTION

Forw ard—gt production In lepton-proton deep Inelastic scattering is a process in which a Ft is detected at forward
rapidities in the direction of the proton. T his process is characterized by two hard scales: Q ?; the virtuality of the
Interm ediate photon that undergoes the hadronic interaction and k% ; the squared transversem om entum ofthe forward
Et. W hen the total energy of the photon-proton collision W is su ciently large, corresponding to a sm all value of
the B Pprken variable x’ Q2=W ?; orward—gt production is relevant [I] for testing the B alitsky-Fadin-K uraev-L jpatov
BFKL) approach [Z].

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

s; and large logarithm s com ing from the strong ordering between the proton scale and the forward—gt scale are
resum m ed using the D okshitzer< ribov-Lipatov-A ltarelli-Parisi O GLAP) evolution equation [E]. However In the
anall x regin e, other large logarithm s arise In the hard cross section 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, at lrading (LL) and next-leading
N LL) logarithm ic accuracy E,4].

Tthasbeen shown thattheH1 and ZEU S d =dx forward—gtdata |[5,l€,7] arewelldescribbed by LL-BFK L predictions
[8,19], while xed-order perturbative Q CD predictions at next-to-leading order NLO QCD ) fail to describe the data,
underestin ating the cross section by a factor of about 2 at sn all values of x: H ow ever, these tests on the relevance
of BFK L dynam ics have not been considered fully conclisive. O n the theoretical side, it has been found that NLL-
BFK L corrections [4] could be large enough to invalidate the tests. O n a phenom enological side, other m odels such
asDGLAP evolution with a \resolved" photon [L0] could Increase the NLOQ CD predictions and com e to reasonable
agreem ent w ith the data.

T he recent experim ental forward—t m easurem ents [§, |€] perform ed at HERA m otivate a new phenom enological
analysisof BFK L e ects in forward—t cross sections. In particular the triple di erential cross section d =dxdkZ dQ ?;
allow s for a detailed study ofthe QCD dynam ics of forward fgts. C ontrary to the d =dx data, which were obtained
w ith kinem aticalcuts such that r= k=02 1; the tripk di erential cross section ism easured w ith di erent sets of
cuts such that the data are also sensitive to the regine r 1; where the two hard scales of the problem are som ew hat
ordered. W hile LL-BFK L predictions describe well the data obtained wih r 1; it was noticed [§] that they &ilto
describe the r 1 regim e, Indicating the need for NLL-BFK L corrections.
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Ttwasknown that NLL-BFK L corrections could be large due to the appearance of spurious singularities in contra—
diction w ith renom alization-group requirem ents. H owever it hasbeen realized [11,/12] that a renom alization-group
In proved NLL-BFKL regularization can sole the shqularity problm and lad to reasonable NLL-BFKL kemels
(see also [L3] for di erent approaches). T his m otivates the present phenom enological study of NLL-BFKL e ects In
forw ard—gt production. Even though the detem ination of the next-Jeading in pact factors is still in progress [14],
our analysis allow s us to study the NLL-BFKL fram ework, and the rem aining am biguity corresponding to the de—
pendence on the speci ¢ reqularization schem e. O ur goalis to confront the new experin entaldata, n particular the
tripledi erential cross section, to NLL-BFK L predictions in di erent schem es.

In Ref.[L5], such a phenom enological investigation has been devoted to the proton structure fiinction data, taking
nto account NLL-BFK L e ects through an \e ective kemel" (ntroduced In [12]) using di erent schem es. A saddle-
point approxin ation for hard enough scales was used to evaluate the BFKL M ellin integration which allowed one to
obtain a phenom enologicaldescription of NLL-BFK L e ects. In the present study devoted to forw ard—gt production,
we take Into acocount the proper sym m etric tw o-hard-scale feature of the forward—gt problem when introducing the
e ective kemel, and we In plem ent the NLL-BFK L e ectsw ith an exact M ellin integration, rather than a saddlepoint
approxin ation.

Som e prelin inary results, m ostly based on the saddlepoint approach, were presented in [L€]. They showed the
potential of forw ard—gt data on d =dx and specially d =dxdk% d0? to discussNLL e ects in the BFK L approach. In
this paper, we systam atically use an exact M ellin integration, and we present a detailed analysis ofthe NLL schem e
and scale dependences and also discuss the sensitivity of our NLL-BFK L descriptions w ith respect to the photon
In pact factors. W e also study the NLOQCD predictions, testing their relevance by com paring the use of di erent
parton densities and di erent renom alization and factorization scales.

The plan of the paper is the follow ng. In section IT, we present the phenom enological NLL-BFK L form ulation
of the forw ard—gt cross section for the two schem es called S3 and S4, whik brie y highlighting the principles of its
derivation. In section ITT, we com pare the predictions of the two NLL-BFK L schem es w ith the data, and also w ith
LLBFKL and NLOQCD predictions. W e discuss the dependence of our results on the choice of the hard scale w ith
which ¢ isrunning in Section IV, and on the assum ption m ade for the photon in pact factors in Section V . Section V I
presents the scale and parton-density dependences ofthe NLO Q CD predictions. Section V IT is devoted to conclusions
and an outlook.

II. FORWARD-JET PRODUCTION IN THE BFKL FRAMEW ORK

Forw ard—gt production in a lepton-proton collision is represented in Figl wih the di erent kinem atic variables.
W e denote by s the total energy of the kpton-proton collision and by Q ? the virtuality of the interm ediate photon
that undergoes the hadronic interaction. W e shall use the usual kinem atic variables of deep inelastic scattering:
x=Q%=Q?+W ?) and y= Q?=(xs) where W is the centerofm ass energy of the photon-proton collision. In addition,
ke ocp is the transverse m om entum of the #t and x; is longiudinalm om entum fraction with respect to the
proton. The QCD cross section for forw ard—gt production reads

(

d(4> om y2 d p! JX d p! JX
= 1 +— L —+q —rE— 1
dxdQ 2dx; dk?2 xQ?2 Y7o dx s dk? ¢ v dx s dk? @

where d Tf! X =dedk% is the cross section for forward—fgt production in the collision of the transversly (T) or

ongitudinally (L) polarized virtualphoton w ith the target proton.
In the ©llow ing, we consider the high-energy regine x 1 In which the rapidiy intervalY = log (x;=<) is assum ed
to be very large. The NLL-BFK L forward—gt cross section of our analysis is given by:

p! JX Z
dorg _ s (F) S(Q2)fff(XJ’k2) <° _2 (e ®kr@) erel i GeQ)X @)
dx dk? kfo? - T2 k2 TR

w ith the com plex Integral running along the in agihary axis from 1=2 il to 1=2+ il :The running coupling is given
by
11N 2N
&*)= o&*Ne= = bbg kK= 2.5  ; wih b= ——_TF. G)
12N

In Pmula [J), the NLL-BFKL e ects are phenom enologically taken into account by the e ective kemel oes ( ; ):
Let usnow give fiirther details on this approxin ation.
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FIG .1: Production ofa orward Ft in a ¥pton-proton collision. T he kinem atic variables of the problem are displayed. Q 2 is
the virtuality of the photon that undergoes the hadronic interaction. kr is the transverse m om entum of the forward gt and
xg is its longitudinalm om entum fraction w ith respect to the incident proton. Y is the (large) rapidity intervalbetween the
two hard probes.

T he schem edependent NLL-BFK L kemels provided by the regularization procedure y11 ( ;!) depend on ; the
M ellin variable conjigate to Q 2=k and ! ; the M ellin variabk conjigate to W =Q ky : In this work we shall consider
the S3 and S4 schem es [11], recalled In Appendix A, in which 1 is supplem ented by an explicit  dependence.
O ne w rites the follow ing consistency condition [11,117]

S oo (71) 4)

which represents the diagonalized form of the NLL-BFK L evolution equation and allow s one to form ulate the cross

section [2) ;n term s of <f¢ ( ; ): The approxin ation am ounts to introduce the e ective kemel to satisfy the con—
sistency condiion. Indeed, the e ective kemel ¢r ( ; ) isde ned from the NLL kemel y11 ( ;!) by solving the
In plicit equation

efe (7 )= woo [ 7 ee( ;)13 )

as a solution of the consistency condition [4).
To highlight how the e ective kemelenters in the form ulation of the forward—gt cross section, let us consider the

Hllow ing nverse M ellin transfom ation over ! ; the variable conjugate to ¥ (  the energy squared), where I( ;!)
represents next-to-leading order corrections to the LO im pact factors
? dl! I(;!)e? I[ ( )] d
. 7)€ 7 7 R
- = — e =t o with NLL = oL (6)
2i ! v (7)1 monl i efe (7 )] d!

T he factor In front of the exponential is an unknown correction, due both to the yet unknown next-to-leading order
corrections to the LO im pact factors and to the approxin ationsm ade in satisfying the consistency equation through
the e ective kemelm ethod. For sim plicity, in the integration of [2), we choose to factor this temrm out and treat it
as a constant nom alization param eter.

Som e other comm ents are In order.

In ormula), the renom alization scale is k? = kr Q ; in agream ent w ith the energy scale [L8]. In practice,
one solves [@) with = (krQ): Therefore, to each renom alization scale corresponds an e ective kemel [15].
In Section IV, we shall test the sensitivity of our resuls when using k? = krQ and varying :Following
omula [@), the e ective kemel is m odi ed accordingly for each schem e, and we also m odify the energy scale
krQ ! krQ:
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FIG .2: Com parison between the NLL-BFKL e ective kemels .rr ( ; ) obtained by solving the in plicit equation [@) in the

S3 and S4 schem es. The left plot shows cfr ( ;025) as a function of whilke the right plot shows them nImum <¢¢ (05; )
as a function of :The dotted curves show the LL-BFKL kemel 1 ( ):

A swe pointed out already, in om ula[d) we use the kading-order M ellintransfom ed) in pact factors

() _ NzX 2 b a+ ) ca ) a+ e ) -
L) em e 922 @ 2)e+2)3 2) 24 ) ’

for a transversely (T') and longiudinally (L) polarized virtual photon where ef is the charge of the quark
with avor f:W e consider m asskess quarks and sum over our avors in (7). This is justi ed considering the
rather high values of the photon virtuality Q2> 5 G eV?) used Pr the measurement. W e point out that our
phenom enological approach can be adapted to 1lIN LL accuracy, once the next-to—Jleading order in pact factors
are available (the ¥t in pact factors are known at next-to-leading order [L9]) . For com pleteness, we shall discuss
the sensitivity of our results to typical next-Jleading m odi cations of T () In Section V.

h Pmulal), forr &g ;k% ) is the e ective parton distribution fiinction and resum s the lading logarithm s
bgkZ= 2., ): It abeys the Hllow ing expression

L2 L2 Cr L2 2 .

ferr ®oikr) = gxaikr) + N q&gikr )+ q&giky) @®)
C

where g (resp. g, 9) isthe gluon (resp. quark, antiquark) distribbution function in the incident proton. Since the

forw ard—gt m easurem ent involves perturbative values ofkr and m oderate values ofx;; form ula [2) featuresthe

collinear factorization of ferr; with k% chosen as the factorization scale.

By com parison, the LL-BFK L formula is form ally the sam e as[d), w ith the substitutions

ecr ! 11 ()=2 () a ) () ! = const.parameter; ©
where ( )=dlg ( )=d isthe logarithm ic derivative of the Gamm a function. O ne obtains
! Z
d 07" &) Q% d Q2
TR = TS e uiKE) o oy g (e Y 10)
dx g dk; kiQ 21 kg i

Inserting omula Q) (resp. [I0J)) into [) gives the orward—gt cross section in the NLL-BFKL (resp. LL-BFKL)
energy regin e. In the LL-BFKL case, this is a 2-param eter form ula: the overallnom alization and :In the NLL-
BFK L case, each set of scales Q2 ;k% ) de nesthe running coupling constant and therefore we dealw ith only one free
param eter, the overallnom alization. T he interesting property of our phenom enological approach is that formula [2)
has form ally the structure ofthe LL form ula, but w ith only one free param eterand a NLL kemel. T he delicate aspect
of the problem com es from the schem edependent e ective kemel ff :A com parison between the LL-BFK L kemel
and the S3 and S4 e ective kemels is shown iIn Fig2. As iswellknown, the NLL m odi cations to the BFKL kemel
are quite In portant and w ill play an in portant phenom enological role in our analysis.



IIT. NLLDESCRIPTION OF THE H1DATA

TheNLL-BFKL omula forthe fiilly di erential forw ard—gt cross section is obtained from (1) and [2). To com pare
the corresponding prediction w ith the data, one hasto carry out a num ber of integrations over the kinem atic variables.
T hey have to be done whik properly taking into account the kinem atic cuts applied for the di erent m easurem ents.
T he procedure is the sam e as the one described in Ref.[B], Appendix A . First one chooses the variables that lead
to the weakest possible dependence of the di erential cross section (ve noticed that the best choice is 1=Q ?; 1=k?;
log (1=x5); and log (1=x)) and then the integrations are com puted num erically follow ing the experin ental cuts de ned
n [B,6].

To x the nom alization (the only free param eter) and check the quality of the data description using the BFK L
form alism ,we startby ttingthed =dx H1 data [B]. T he choice ofthisdata set correspondsto the kinem aticaldom ain
where the BFKL form alisn is expected to hold x 1 and Q2=k% 1). W e then use the rlative nom alizations
obtained between the di erent NLL BFKL calculations (S3 and S4) to m ake predictions for the triple di erential
cross section d =dxdk? dQ ?:For this rst analysis, the coupling  is running w ith the scale k1 Q :

A . The cross section d =dx

W e considered two kinds of ts: the rst one is perform ed using statistical and system atics errors and the second
one w ith statistical errors only. T he systeam atics errors are very m uch point-topoint correlated, and this iswhy it
is in portant to perform the ts with statistical errors only. Ideally, one should use the statistical errors added in
quadrature w ith the uncorrelated ones but this inform ation is not available.

The tresultstothed =dx H1 data aregiven in Tablk I.The 2 values (per degree of freedom ) ofthe tsperfom ed
using the full (statisticaland system atics) errors are quite good, always lessthan 1, orthetwoNLL-BFK L schem eswe
considered. T his show s the possibility of describing the forw ard—gt cross section using the BEFK L form alism at next-
to-leading logarithm ic accuracy. The ts using statistical errors only (which assum e In plicitly that the system atics
arem axin ally correlated which is close to reality) bring about m ore constraints and show interesting features. T he S4

t can describe the data better ( 2= 10:0=5 d.o.f) whereas the S3 schan e show s a higher value of 2 ( %= 29:5=5).
T his indicates that the S4 schem e is favored.

T he curves corresponding to the t with statistical errvors only are displayed In Fig.3 (upper plot), and they are
com pared w ith the LL-BFK L results taken from [9]. W e notice the tiny di erence between the LL and NLL resuls
(the corresponding curves are barely distinguishable on the gure). This con m s that the data are consistent w ith
the BFK L enhancem ent towards an allvalues ofx : C ontrary to the proton structure function F; ; the forw ard—gt cross
section d =dx does not show large NLL-BFK L corrections, once the overallnom alization tted. This is due to the
rather sn all value of the coupling ' 0:16 obtained In the LL-BFKL t [9], corresponding to an unphysically large
e ective scale.

W e also present in Fig.3 the xed order Q CD calculation based on the DGLAP evolution of parton densities. T he
next-to-Jeading order (NLO ) prediction of forw ard—gt cross sections is obtained using the NLO JET + + generator 20].
CTEQ6.1IM RI1]parton densities were used, and the renom alization , and the factorization scale ¢ were set equal
to 2= %= QkP"®; where k" ®* corresponds to the m axin al transverse m om entum of Hrward Fts in the event.
The NLOQCD predictions do not descrbe the data at sn all values of x; as they are lower by a factor of order 2.
T he sensitivity of these predictions to variations of the renom alization and factorization scales w illbe discussed in
Section V I, as well as their dependence w hen using other parton densities.

The t param eters obtained with statistical error only w illbe used In the follow ing to m ake predictions for other
observables, nam ely the tripk di erential cross section d =dxdk?dQ?: The value of for the LLBFKL twilbe
kept aswell as the nom alizations of the di erent NLL-BFK L calculations (53 and S4).

|schan e” t | 2=dof| N
S3 stat. + syst. 1.15/5 1591 0.089
S3 stat. only |295/5|1.640 0019 0204
sS4 stat. + syst. 048/5 1356 0.076
sS4 stat. only |10.0/5|1.374 0016 0172

TABLE I:Resultsofthe NLL-BFKL tstotheH1ld =dx data. The relative valuesbetween the di erent overallnom alizations
N can be com pared.
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FIG . 3: The forward—gt cross sections d =dx (upper plot) and d =dde2dk% (lower plot, In nb/G ev?) m easured by the H1
collaboration. C om parison w ith the two NLL-BFK L param etrizations S4 and S3 using the kr Q scale, and wih the LL-BFKL
and NLO Q CD predictions. In the case ofd =dx;we see a good agreem ent between the data and the BFKL ts (theNLLBFKL
ts and the LL-BFKL t are barely distinguishable on the gure) whilke the NLOQCD predictions do not descrbe the data.
Ford =dxdQ 2dk% ; the best description of the data over the whole kinem atic range is obtained in the NLL-BFK L approach.
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scale, deviations from the scale kr Q essentially a ect the overall nom alization. T herefore the quality of the ts (which only
adjust the nom alization) discussed in Section IIT is not altered by renom alization scale uncertainties.

B. The triple di erential cross section d =dxdk3dQ ?

The triple di erential cross section d =dxdk? dQ ? is an interesting observablke as it has been m easured w ith three
di erent k2 and Q? cuts, yielding nine di erent regions for the ratio r= k2 =0 ?: . wasnoticed .n [0]that the LL-BFKL
form alisn leadsto a good description of the data when r is close to 1 and deviates from the data when r isaway from
1, as e ects due to the ordering between Q and kr start to set in. NLOQCD predictions show the reverse trend.

The H1 data for d =dxdk?dQ? are shown in Fig3 (ower plot), and they are com pared with the S4 and S3
predictions, the LL-BFK L results (taken directly from [9]) and NLOQ CD calculations. It is quite rem arkable that the
NLL-BFKL calculation, which inclides som e ordering between Q and kg ; leads to a good description of the H1 data
over the full range. A s was the case ord =dx; the di erence between the LL and NLL resultsissnallwhen r 1:
By contrast when r di ers from 1, the di erence is signi cant, and the observable d =dxdk?2dQ ? is quite sensitive to
NLL-BFKL e ects. As a result, the best overall description of the data is obtained with the NLL-BFK L form alisn .

IV. RENORMALIZATION SCALE DEPENDENCE OF THE NLL DESCRIPTION

In this section, we study the renom alization-scale dependence of the NLL-BFK L description. In the previous
section, the choice wask?= krQ and we now test the sensitiiy of our results when ushg k= krQ wih = 2;
=1=2; =k =Q;or = Q=kr):W euse Pmula [2) wih the appropriate substitution R2]

krQ)! (kQ)+b *&rQ)log( ) an
and w ith thee ective kemelm odi ed accordingly ©llow ing form ula (). W ealsom odify theenergy scalekrQ ! krQ :



FIG .5: Renom alization-scale dependence ofthe triple di erential cross section d =dxdk% do? (in nb/Gev?) forthe S4 schem e.
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2 values are aln ost nsensitive to the scale.
= 4; the quality of the t deteriorates due to the large values reached by
In the non-perturbative range. F ally, due to the cut 05 < k% =02 < 5 used for the m easurem ent [E], using the

scaksk? orQ? (instead ofkr Q) yieldsmuch kssm odi cations and changesin  2:

T he next step is to study the e ect of the renom alization-scale dependence on the triple di erential cross section.
A pplying the nom alizations of Table IT w hile com puting the corresponding predictions gives, for either scale, results
quite sin ilarto those ofFig.3. In F ig.5, we rather show the predictions ofthe S4 schem e w ith the com m on nom aliza—
tion ofTable I, and the scale dependence is generally found to be an all. The biggest e ects are uncertainties ofabout
the sam e m agnitude as the experin ental errors, and they are obtained for large values of r= k% =0 ?: T he conclusion

is identical in the case of the S3 schem e.

|Schem e” Scale | 2=dof| N
krQ |100/5|1374 0.016
S4 2krQ | 98/5 |1.644 0019
krQ=2| 8.8/5 [1118 0.013

TABLE II: Inpact on the tstotheH1l d =dx data for the S4 schem e when using di erent renom alization scales (left table)

orm odi ed in pact factors (right tabl).

|Schan e” Im pact ﬁctor| 2=dof| N
() 100/5|1374 0.016
sS4 (1=2) 82.6/5|0.655 0.008
eqr Ci1) 23.0/5|2694 0.038
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FIG . 6: Impact factor dependence for the d =dx cross section In the S4 scheme. The lft plot shows the results of the

ts. The right plot show s that in the exact-glion—kinem atics case, the change of in pact factors essentially a ects the overall
nom alization, except at very amn all x; and thusm odi es only slightly the quality of the t. By contrast in the (1=2) case,
the 2 values are sensitive to m odi cations of the in pact factor.

V. IMPACT FACTOR DEPENDENCE OF THE NLL DESCRIPTION

In this section, we study the dependence of our resuls on typical next-leading m odi cations of the im pact factors.
Indeed, since the next-leading im pact factors are unknown, it is usefiil to see if our resuls are stable for di erent
possible m odi cations. From (I) and [) one notes that the in pact factors are involved in the com putation of the
fully di erential cross section via the follow ing factor in the integrand:

@ y+¥=2) . ()+ Q@ v, (): 12)

In the previous section, the in pact factors | and ; were com puted as functionsof ;and we treated unknown NLO
corrections as a constant param eter. W e now test the sensitivity of our resuls when using other prescriptions.

Our rst choice is to com pute the LO im pact factors at = 1=2 and factor them out ofthe integration aswell.
Another prescription that we shall study is the ollow ing: in plem ent the higher-order corrections into the in pact
factor that are due to the exact glion kinem atics In the ! ggg transition. T hese have been calculated in 23] and
can be taken iInto account in our approach: this is done using the ! dependent M ellin-transform ed im pact factors

egk( ;!); where we recall that ! J'stheMeJJjnvarjabJeooangatetoW2=QkT:Denotjng =! 2 +1;onewrites:

| n |

(i) X L1 (+ ) () 300+ 1)%+ 2+8

= em N & ) 2\( 2
L (i) 4 (!)d ) ( 1) 24( + )
* L #
(+ ) () 12B(+1)%+9+ (2 1)(2 2! 9
- 3)
2! 8( + ) BF 2+1)

In practice, follow Ing ),thesejmpact factorsareevalnated at ' = &1 Q) ere[ ; & Q)]lpriorto the integration.

T hisprescription ism otivated by the fact that, in the proton structure fiinction analysis, these higher-order corrections
allow for an in proved DG LAP analysis R4]: indeed, they m atch the xed-order results @t NLO and NNLO ) for the
splitting and coe cient functions ofthe DG LAP approach.

W e rststudy the case of d =dx: Tabl II (right tabl) presents new ts performed 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 tem s of ratios
w ith the prediction of the () case chosen as the reference (right plot). In the gk ( ;!) case, we notice that the
change of in pact factors essentially a ects the overallnom alization, except at very an allvalues of x w here the glion
kinem atics becom e m ore restrictive. As a resul the quality of the t, which readjists the nom alization, is only
slightly m odi ed. By contrast in the (1=2) case, the shape is clearly di erent, which yieldsa bad ?2:

A fter applying the nom alizations of Tabl IT (right tabl), we now com pare the e ect of the di erent im pact
factors on the triple di erential cross section. The results are given in Fig.7. The e ect is found to be sn all in the
exact gluon—kinem atics case, and even slightly in proves the description. By contrast, di erences are im portant in the

(1=2) case, especially at large values of r= k? =0 ?:
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FIG . 7: Im pact factor dependence of the triple di erential cross section d =dxdk% do? (in nb/Gev?) in the S4 scheme. The
relative nom alizations com ing from the d =dx tshave been applied.

VI. PDF AND SCALE DEPENDENCE OF THE NLOQCD PREDICTIONS

To obtain the NLOQ CD predictions of the forward—gt data, the photon-parton hard cross section is com puted at
next-to-Jeading order in 4; and the kading and next-leading Iogarithms ” Iog” 0% and © Iog” ' Q? are resumm ed
using the D GLAP equations [3]which govem the evolution ofthe parton distribution fiinctions PD F's) ofthe proton.

T he prediction for the forward—t cross section at next-to—Jeading order is calculated ushg NLOJET + + [R0]. The

renom alization scale 2 and the factorization scal 2 were chosen as 2= 2 = Qk®®*; where kT ®* denotes the
m axin al transverse m om entum of forward gts in the event. To obtain the uncertainty associated w ith the choice
of the scak, we varied the scales in the conventional range Q kP ®*=4< 2= 2 < 4Qk®**. Another scale choice

§= % = kT 3%2 yas also tested; however, it yielded a result located w ithin the m entioned scale uncertainty bounds
and thus shallnot be considered further. W e point out that the scale uncertainty is rather large in the low x regime.
T his is due to the lJarge NLO correction suggesting that higher-order corrections m ight be signi cant.

An additional contrbution to the totaluncertainty ofthe calculation is due to the choice ofthe PD F s ofthe proton.
T hroughout the calculation, we use the CTEQ 6.IM PDF param etrization which provides not only the centralPDF
Sy corresponding to the best t to data, but also 40 additional distribution fiinctions SI ;S; yi= 1:::20 devoted to

uncertainty studies R1]. The totalPDF uncertainty X ofthe ocbservable X is then com puted as

2
(x)?= i el : (14)

W e noticed that the m ain contrdbution to the PDF uncertainty com es from the gluon PDF .

TheDGLAP calculation ofthed =dx distrbution m easured by H 1 ispresented in F ig.8, upper plot. T his approach
clearly fails to describe the data for the low values ofx: In com parison w ith Fig.3, we see that d =dx ism ore sensitive
to the BFK L dynam ics than the triple di erential distribution as the deviation from the data is obvious.
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The PDF uncertainty study is shown in the inset. T he solid lines represent the ratio of the cross section calculated
w ith the variousPDF's SI ¢+ S; ,nom alized to the cross section calculated w ith the central PDF Sp. The gluon PDF
(& 15) has the greatest in pact on the uncertainty and the other PDF's can be neglected. T he uncertainty study of
d =dxdk?dQ? isshown in Fig 8, lowerplot. The PDF uncertainty was obtained taking into account the glion density
(which practically dictates the overallPD F uncertainty) only.

Them ain conclusion that can be drawn from Fig.8 isthat at low valuesofx;the NLOQCD resultssu er from large
uncertainties, and they indicate that NNLO calculations are needed to obtain genuine predictions in this fram ew ork.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e perform ed a phenom enological analysis of the H1 forward—gt data, looking for e ects of next-to—Jeading loga—
rithm s In the BFK L approach. Let us brie y sum m arize our resuls.

For the cross section d =dx; m easured in the kinem atical regin e §=k?  1; we obtain a good description of
the H1 data by NLL-BFK L predictions (see Tabl Iand Fig.3, upper plt). In addition, the di erence between
the LL-BFKL and NLL-BFK L descriptions is very sn allonce the overallnom alization is t. Thiscon m sthe
validity ofthe BFK L description of [B, 9] previously obtained w ith the LL formula and a rather sm alle ective
coupling.

In the case of the triple di erential cross section d =dxdk dQ ?; the sam e conclusionshodswhen r=k?=0? 1:
In addition when r di ers from 1, the NLL-BFKL description is quite di erent from the LL-BFKL one, as it
is closer to the NLOQCD calculation. A s a result, the best overall description of the data ford =dxdk% do? is
obtained w ith the NLL-BFKL form alism (see Fig3, owerplot).

T he renom alization-scale dependence of our results has been thoroughly studied and we showed the stability
of the NLL-BFKL approach when using the scales kr Q ; 2kt Q and kr Q=2:For d =dx; the change of scale
essentially a ects the overall nom alization and does not alter the quality of the ts (see Figd4 and Tablk II,
kft tabk). For d =dxdk?dQ?; the biggest e ect yields an uncertainty of about the sam e m agnitude as the
experim ental errors (see Figb).

W e want to stress that the HERA data allow for a detailed study ofthe NLL-BFK L approach and ofthe QCD
dynam ics of forward gts. In particular, it has the potential to address the question of the ram aining am biguiy
corresponding to the dependence on the speci ¢ regularization schem e of the NLL kemel. For instance, the
predictions of the S3 schem e do not com pare w ith the data as well as the predictions of the S4 schem e, as
indicated by the 2 valies given in Table I. T herefore, it would be very interesting to com pare the data w ith
other reqularization procedures [L3,122] than those used here. H ow ever, these other solutions proposed to rem ove
the spurious sihgularities of the NLL kemelare not in such a suitable form for phenom enology, hence this issue
w illbe addressed In a separate work.

O ur analysis is to be com pleted w ith the next-Jleading photon in pact factors, when available. H oweverw e tested
the stability of our approach when in plem enting typical next-leading m odi cations of leading-order im pact
factors. The results show som e sensitivity (see Fig.6—7 and Table IT, right table) with the  (1=2) prescription.
It is how ever interesting that using the im pact factors [13) w ith exact glion kinem atics (which, in the structure
function case, allow foran improved D G LAP analysis) stillgivesa good tofthed =dx data, and also a better
description of the d =dxdk? dQ ? cross section. T his indicates that, when the next-eading in pact factors w ill
be known, our predictions could be stable.

Finally, we com puted the NLOQ CD predictions using the NLOJET + + generator and CTEQ 6.1M |[21] parton
densities. W e tested their relevance by com paring the use of di erent parton densities and renom alization and
factorization scales (see Fig8). The NLOQCD predictions do not describe the data at an all values of x; and
they su er from large uncertainties, show ing the need for higher-order corrections in this fram ew ork.

Forw ard—gt production is the rst observable for which the NLL-BFKL description works, whilk the standard
NLOQCD does not work. W e need com plte know ledge of the next-to-leading im pact factors before draw ng nal
conclusions, but our analysis strongly suggests that the data show the BFK L enhancem ent at an allvalies ofx: T his
is of great interest in view ofthe LHC , where sin ilar Q CD dynam ics w illbe tested w ith M uellerN avelet gts R5,12€].
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APPEND IX I:The S3 and S4 regularization schem es

In this appendix, we recallthe regularization procedure of [L1]to obtain yx 11 ( ;!) In the S3 and S4 schemes. The

starting point is the scale mvariant @nd $ 1 symm etric) part ofthe NLL-BFKL kemel
_ 3 1+ 5b @) b, 1 g ©
1()—2 3)+ 3 > . () 2LL()+4[ ()+ @ )]
2 N 2 1
() > cos( ) 3+ 1+ - f # (15)
4sin®( )@ 2 ) N3 3 2)@+2)

wihbgiven in ), 11 given n [@), and

( )_1Xl K+ 1=2 o k+ 2 o k+1 6
2 K+ )k+1 ) 2 2
k=0
Thepol structureof ;( )at = 0 @nd by symmetry at = 1) is:
_ 1 d, di
1()= F+—2+—+O(1) a7)
w ith
N¢ 13 11 N 2
dy = 5+ ;o d= — 4 — 18)
18N ¢ 2N 2 8 12N N 2
The S3 schamekemel 53 ( ;! ) isgiven by
2 B+ ! 2 B+ !
s3(;h)=1 Al2 @) + - 1 +2 2
2 2
()
+  1()+A L ()+ B+ “2 %)+ “a ) 19)
wih A and B chosen to cancelthe singularitiesof 1 ( )at = 0:A = ol =6 and B = G:
The S4 schamekemel 54 ( ;!) isde ned w ith the help ofthe finction £ ( )= 1= + 1=(1 ) :
v () 1 1
sa(71)= () £()+ L1 Af(+2B; )+ 1()+Af( )+ B+ > —+(1 3
(20)
In thisscheme, A and B aregiven by A = d 1=2and B = d:

APPEND IX II:Com parison between the exact NLLBFKL integration and a saddle-point approxim ation

It is possible to estim ate the com plex integration in [J)) using a saddlepoint approxin ation in  : In the BFK L
regin e we are working in, Y is very large, and the saddlepoint equation
d eff 0 bg (k'% =Q 2 )

4 (ci )= eff(c; ):7Y (21)

becomes 2. . (.; )= 0:Henceone nds Pr the theoretical forw ard—t cross section

! JX c
d T;Lp ’ s(k%) S(Qz)f (X 'k2) Q2 - T;L(c) ( . )Y ]Og2(Q2:k%) .
ff &Jr T2 exp ff ’ P ’
dx g dk2 k2Q? © B Kz \12 O (ei )Y © ¢ 2 B.()Y

22)
where gff=d2 eff=d 2:
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FIG . 9: The forward—gt cross sections d =dx (upper plot) and d =dde2dk% (lower plot, In nb/G ev?) m easured by the H1
collaboration and com pared w ith two NLL-BFK L predictions of the S4 schem e, cbtained with the exact  integration ) or
the saddlepoint approxin ation [22)). The LL-BFKL and NLOQCD results are also recalled.
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For each set of scales (Q %;k2), i ispossble to extract the values of ¢;  erf (¢; ) and 5. (; ) after solving
the in plicit equation [@).

This approach was considered In [L€], and com pared w ith the results obtained with the exact integration. In
this appendix we discuss this com parison in m ore detail. At the level of the di erential cross sections () and [22)
there are som e di erences between the exact NLL-BFK L integration and the saddlepoint approxin ation. But when
considering the integrated, experin entally m easured cross sections d =dx and d =dxdk dQ ?; the description of the
data is sim ilar. This is shown in Fig 9.

W e recall that, starting from [I), one has to carry out a number of integrations over the kinem atic variables,
w hich have to be done while properly taking Into account the kinem atic cuts applied for the di erent m easurem ents
[C]. This procedure seam s to erase the di erences between the exact NLL-BFKL integration and the saddlepoint
approxin ation. This iseven m ore so ford =dx:
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