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A bstract

Interactionsofvirtualphotonsare analyzed in term sofphoton structure.Itisargued

that the concept of parton distribution functions is phenom enologically very useful

even forhighly virtualphotonsinvolved in hard collisions.Thisclaim isillustrated on

leading order expressions for F


2 (x;P
2;Q 2) and e�ective parton distribution function

D e�(x;P
2;Q 2)relevantforjetproduction,aswellaswithin the next{to{leading order

Q CD calculationsofjetcross{sectionsin electron{proton collisions.

1 Introduction

Parton distribution functions(PDF)are,togetherwith thecolourcoupling�s,thebasicingredients

ofperturbativeQ CD calculations.Itisworth em phasizingthatin quantum �eld theory itisdi�cult

to distinguish e�ectsofthe \structure" from those of\interactions". W ithin the Standard M odel

(SM ) it m akes good sense to distinguish fundam entalparticles,which correspond to �elds in its

lagrangian LSM (leptons,quarksand gauge bosons)from com posite particles,which appearin the

m assspectrum buthave no corresponding �eld in L SM .Forthe latterthe use ofPDF to describe

their \structure" appears natural,but the concept ofPDF turns out to be phenom enologically

usefulalso forsom efundam entalparticles,in particularthephoton.PDF areindispensableforthe

realphoton dueto strong interactionsbetween theqq pairto which itcoupleselectrom agnetically.

For m assless quarks this coupling leads to singularities,which m ust be absorbed in PDF ofthe

photon,sim ilarly asin thecaseofhadrons.Although PDF oftherealphoton satisfy inhom ogeneous

evolution equations,theirphysicalm eaning rem ainsbasically the sam e asforhadrons.

Fornonzerophoton virtualitiesthereisnotruesingularity associated with thecoupling� ! qq

and one therefore expectsthatforsu�ciently virtualphoton itsinteractions should be calculable

perturbatively,with no need to introducePDF.Them ain aim ofthispaperisto advocate theuse

ofPDF also forvirtualphotonsinvolved in hard collisions.

Throughoutthispaperweshallstay within theconventionalapproach toevolution equationsfor

PDF ofthephoton.Thereform ulation ofthewholefram ework forthedescription ofhard collisions

involving photonsin theinitialstate,proposed recently by oneofus[1],a�ectstheanalysisofdijet

production in photon{proton collisions,which isthe m ain subjectofthispaper,only m arginally.

Thisstandsin sharp contrastto Q CD analysisofF


2 which isa�ected by thisreform ulation quite

signi�cantly.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the notation and basic facts concerning the

evolution equationsforPDF oftherealphoton and thepropertiesoftheirsolutionsarerecalled.In

Section 3 the physicalcontentofPDF ofthe virtualphoton isanalyzed and itsphenom enological

relevanceillustrated within theLO Q CD.Thisisfurtherunderlined in Section 4bydetailed analysis

ofNLO Q CD calculations ofdijet cross{sections in ep collisions,followed by the sum m ary and

conclusionsin Section 5.
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2 PD F ofthe realphoton

In Q CD the coupling ofquarks and gluons is characterized by the renorm alized colour coupling

(\couplant" forshort)�s(�),depending on therenorm alization scale� and satisfying theequation

d�s(�)

dln�2
� �(�s(�))= �

�0

4�
�
2
s(�)�

�1

16�2
�
3
s(�)+ � � � ; (1)

where,in Q CD with nf m assless quark avours,the �rst two coe�cients,� 0 = 11 � 2nf=3 and

�1 = 102� 38nf=3,are unique,while allthe higher order ones are am biguous. As we shallstay

in this paper within the NLO Q CD,only the �rst two,unique,term s in (1) willbe taken into

account. However,even for a given r.h.s. of(1) its solution �s(�)is nota unique function of�,

because there is an in�nite num berofsolutions of(1),di�ering by the initialcondition. Thisso

called renorm alization schem e(RS)am biguity 1 can beparam eterized in a num berofways.O neof

them m akesuseofthe factthatin theprocessofrenorm alization anotherdim ensionalparam eter,

denoted usually �,inevitably appearsin thetheory.Thisparam eterdependson theRS and atthe

NLO even fully speci�esit. Forinstance,�s(�)in the fam iliar M S and M S RS are two solutions

ofthe sam e equation (1),associated with di�erent � R S. At the NLO the variation ofboth the

renorm alization scale � and therenorm alization schem e RS� f�R Sg isredundant.Itsu�cesto �x

one ofthem and vary the other,butwe stick to the com m on practice ofconsidering both ofthem

asfreeparam eters.In thispaperwe shallwork in the standard M S RS ofthecouplant.

The \dressed" 2 PDF result from the resum m ation ofm ultiple parton collinear em ission o�

the corresponding \bare" parton distributions. As a result of this resum m ation PDF acquire

dependenceon the factorization scale M .Thisscale de�nesthe upperlim iton som e m easure tof

the o�{shellnessofpartonsincluded in the de�nition ofD (x;M )

D i(x;M )�

Z
M 2

tm in

dtdi(x;t); i= q;q;G ; (2)

wheretheunintegrated PDF di(x;t)describedistributionsofpartonswith them om entum fraction

x and �xed o�{shellnesst.Parton virtuality � � jp2 � m2 jortransversem assm 2
T
� p2

T
+ m 2,are

two standard choices ofsuch a m easure. Factorization scale dependence ofPDF ofthe photon is

determ ined by the system ofcoupled inhom ogeneousevolution equations

d�(x;M )

dlnM 2
= ��kq + Pqq 
 �+ PqG 
 G ; (3)

dG (x;M )

dlnM 2
= kG + PG q 
 �+ PG G 
 G ; (4)

dqN S(x;M )

dlnM 2
= �N Skq + PN S 
 qN S; (5)

where

�(x;M ) �

nfX

i= 1

q
+
i
(x;M )�

nfX

i= 1

[qi(x;M )+ qi(x;M )]; (6)

qN S(x;M ) �

nfX

i= 1

�
e
2
i � he2i

�
(qi(x;M )+ qi(x;M )); (7)

1In higherordersthisam biguity includesalso the arbitrarinessofthe coe� cients�i;i� 2.
2
In thefollowing theadjective\dressed" willbedropped,and ifnotstated otherwise,allPD F willbeunderstood

to pertain to the photon.
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�N S = 6nf
�
he4i� he2i2

�
; �� = 6nfhe

2i: (8)

To order� thesplitting functionsPij and ki are given aspowerexpansionsin �s(M ):

kq(x;M ) =
�

2�

"

k
(0)
q (x)+

�s(M )

2�
k
(1)
q (x)+

�
�s(M )

2�

� 2

k
(2)
q (x)+ � � �

#

; (9)

kG (x;M ) =
�

2�

"
�s(M )

2�
k
(1)

G
(x)+

�
�s(M )

2�

� 2

k
(2)

G
(x)+ � � �

#

; (10)

Pij(x;M ) =
�s(M )

2�
P
(0)

ij
(x)+

�
�s(M )

2�

� 2

P
(1)

ij
(x)+ � � � ; (11)

where the leading ordersplitting functionsk
(0)
q (x)= x2 + (1� x)2 and P

(0)

ij
(x)are unique,while

allhigher orderonesk
(j)
q ;k

(j)

G
;P

(j)

kl
;j � 1 depend on the choice ofthe factorization schem e (FS).

The equations (3-5) can be rewritten as evolution equations for qi(x;M );qi(x;M ) and G (x;M )

with inhom egenous splitting functions k
(0)
qi = 3e2ik

(0)
q . The photon structure function F



2 (x;Q
2),

m easured in deep inelastic scattering ofelectronson photonsisgiven asa sum ofconvolutions

1

x
F


2 (x;Q
2) = qN S(M )
 Cq(Q =M )+

�

2�
�N SC + (12)

he2i�(M )
 Cq(Q =M )+
�

2�
he2i��C + he2i

�s

2�
G (M )
 CG (Q =M ) (13)

ofphotonicPDF and coe�cientfunctionsC q(x);CG (x);C(x)adm itting perturbativeexpansions

Cq(x;Q =M ) = �(1� x) +
�s(�)

2�
C
(1)
q (x;Q =M )+ � � � ; (14)

CG (x;Q =M ) =
�s(�)

2�
C
(1)

G
(x;Q =M )+ � � � ; (15)

C(x;Q =M ) = C
(0)
 (x;Q =M )+

�s(�)

2�
C
(1)
 (x;Q =M )+ � � � : (16)

The renorm alization scale �,used as argum ent of�s(�)in (14-16) is in principle independentof

the factorization scale M . Note that despite the presence of� as argum ent of�s(�) in (14{16),

thecoe�cientfunctionsC q;CG and C,sum m ed to allordersof�s,areactually independentofit,

because the �{dependence ofthe expansion param eter �s(�) is cancelled by explicit dependence

ofC
(i)
q ;C

(i)

G
;C

(i)
 ;i� 2 on �. O n the otherhand,PDF aswellasthe coe�cient functionsC q;CG

and C do depend on both the factorization scale M and factorization schem e, but in such a

correlated m annerthatphysicalquantities,likeF


2 ,areindependentofboth M and theFS,provided

expansions(9{11)and (14{16)aretaken to allordersin �s(M )and �s(�).In practicalcalculations

based on truncated form sof(9{11)and (14{16)thisinvariance is,however,lostand the choice of

both M and FS m akes num ericaldi�erence even for physicalquantities. The expressions for

C
(1)
q ;C

(1)

G
given in [2]are usually claim ed to correspond to \M S factorization schem e".Asargued

in [3],this denom ination is,however,incom plete. The adjective \M S" concerns exclusively the

choiceoftheRS ofthecouplant�s and hasnothing to do with thechoiceofthesplitting functions

P
(1)

ij
.Thechoicesoftherenorm alization schem eofthecouplant�s and ofthefactorization schem e

ofPDF aretwocom pletely independentdecisions,concerningtwo di�erentand in generalunrelated

rede�nition procedures. Both are necessary in orderto specify uniquely the resultsof�xed order

perturbative calculations, but we m ay com bine any choice ofthe RS ofthe couplant with any

choice ofthe FS ofPDF.The coe�cient functions C q;CG ;C depend on both ofthem ,whereas
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Figure1:Diagram sde�ningthepointlikepartsofnonsingletquarkand gluon distribution functions.

Theresum m ation involvesintegration overparton virtualities� � M2.

the splitting functionsdepend only on the latter.Theresultsgiven in [2]correspond to M S RS of

the couplant butto the \m inim alsubtraction" FS ofPDF 3.It is therefore m ore appropriate to

callthisfullspeci�cation oftherenorm alization and factorization schem esas\M S + M S schem e".

Although thephenom enologicalrelevanceoftreating � and M asindependentparam etershasbeen

dem onstrated [5],we shallfollow the usualpractice ofsetting � = M .

2.1 Pointlike solutions and their properties

The generalsolution ofthe evolution equations (3-5) can be written as the sum ofa particular

solution ofthe fullinhom ogeneous equation and the generalsolution ofthe corresponding hom o-

geneousone,called hadronic 4 part.A subsetofthe solutionsoffullevolution equationsresulting

from the resum m ation ofseries ofdiagram s like those in Fig. 1,which start with the pointlike

purely Q ED vertex  ! qq,are called pointlike (PL) solutions. In writing down the expression

forthe resum m ation ofdiagram sin Fig.1 there isa freedom in specifying som e sortofboundary

condition.Itiscom m on to work within a subsetofpointlikesolutionsspeci�ed by thevalueofthe

scale M 0 atwhich they vanish.In general,we can thuswrite (D = q;q;G )

D (x;M 2)= D
PL(x;M 2)+ D

H A D (x;M 2): (17)

Due to the factthatthere isan in�nite num berofpointlike solutionsqPL(x;M 2),the separation

ofquark and gluon distribution functionsinto theirpointlike and hadronic partsis,however,am -

biguous and therefore these concepts have separately no physicalm eaning. In [6]we discussed

num ericalaspectsofthisam biguity forthe Schuler{Sj�ostrand setsofparam eterizations[7].

To see the m ost im portant feature ofthe pointlike part ofquark distribution functions that

willbe crucialfor the following analysis, let us consider in detailthe case ofnonsinglet quark

distribution function qN S(x;M ),which isexplicitly de�ned via theseries

q
PL
N S(x;M 0;M )�

�

2�
k
(0)

N S
(x)

Z M 2

M 2
0

d�

�
+

Z 1

x

dy

y
P
(0)
qq

�
x

y

� Z M 2

M 2
0

d�1

�1

�s(�1)

2�

�

2�
k
(0)

N S
(y)

Z �1

M 2
0

d�2

�2
+

3
See Section 2.6 of[4],in particulareq.(2.31),fordiscussion ofthispoint.

4
Som etim esalso called \VD M part" because itisusually m odelled by PD F ofvectorm esons.
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Figure 2: Com parison,left in the nonsinglet and right in the singlet channels,ofthe functions

xki(x)= x�ik
(0)
q ;i= NS;� with the function (21)and itsanalogue in the singletchannel.

Z 1

x

dy

y
P
(0)
qq

�
x

y

� Z 1

y

dw

w
P
(0)
qq

�
y

w

�Z M 2

M 2
0

d�1

�1

�s(�1)

2�

Z �1

M 2
0

d�2

�2

�s(�2)

2�

�

2�
k
(0)

N S
(w)

Z �2

M 2
0

d�3

�3
+ � � � ; (18)

wherek
(0)

N S
(x)= �N Sk

(0)
q (x).In term sofm om entsde�ned as

f(n)�

Z 1

0

x
n
f(x)dx (19)

thisseriescan beresum m ed in a closed form

q
PL
N S(n;M 0;M )=

4�

�s(M )

2

41�

�
�s(M )

�s(M 0)

� 1�2P
(0)
qq (n)=�0

3

5 aN S(n); (20)

where

aN S(n)�
�

2��0

k
(0)

N S
(n)

1� 2P
(0)
qq (n)=�0

: (21)

It is straightforward to show that (18) or,equivalently,(20),satisfy the evolution equation (5)

with the splitting functionskq and Pij including the �rstterm sk
(0)
q and P

(0)
qq only.

Transform ing (21) to the x{space by m eans ofinverse M ellin transform ation we get aN S(x)

shown in Fig. 2. The resum m ation softensthe x� dependence ofaN S(x)with respectto the �rst

term in (18),proportionalto kN S(x),butdoes not change the logarithm ic dependence ofqN S on

M . In the nonsingletchannelthe e�ectsofgluon radiation on qPL
N S

are signi�cantforx > 0:6 but

sm allelsewhere,whereasin thesingletchannelsuch e�ectsarem arked also forx < 0:5 and lead to

a steep riseofxqPL
N S

atvery sm allx.Asem phasized long tim eago by authorsof[8]thelogarithm ic

dependence ofqPL
N S

on lnM hasnothing to do with Q CD and resultsexclusively from integration

overthetransversem om enta (virtualities)ofquarkscom ing from thebasicQ ED � ! qqsplitting.

ForM =M 0 ! 1 the second term in bracketsof(20)vanishesand therefore allpointlike solutions

sharethe sam elarge M behaviour

q
PL
N S(x;M 0;M )!

4�

�s(M )
aN S(x)� q

A P
N S(x;M )/ ln

M 2

�2
; (22)
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Figure3:Theu and cquark and gluon distribution functionsoftherealphoton forSaS1D (upper

solid curves)and SaS2D (upperdotted curves)param eterizationsatM 2 = 100 G eV 2. The VDM

and pointlike partsofboth param eterizationsareplotted separately,thelatterassolid and dotted

curvespeaking atlarge x.Forquarksthesplitting term s(23)corresponding to SaS1D and SaS2D

(upperand lowerdashed curves)areoverlayed to show thee�ectsofresum m ation (18).

de�ning theso called asym ptotic pointlike solution qA P
N S
(x;M )[9,10].Thefactthatfortheasym p-

totic pointlike solution (22) �s(M ) appears in the denom inator of(22) has been the source of

m isleading claim s that q(x;M ) = O (�=�s). In fact,as argued in detailin [1],q(x;M ) = O (�)

as suggested by explicit construction in (18). W e shallreturn to this point in Section 4.2 when

discussing thefactorization scale invariance of�niteorderapproxim ationsto dijetcross{sections.

The arbitrariness in the choice ofM 0 reects the fact that as M 0 increases,less ofthe gluon

radiation e�ectsisincluded in theresum m ation (20)de�ningthepointlikepartofquarkdistribution

function qPL butincluded in hadronicone.Thelatterisusually m odelled by theVDM ansatzand

willtherefore becalled \VDM " in thefollowing.Aswe shallsee,the hadronicand pointlike parts

have very di�erentbehaviourasfunctionsofx and M .

2.2 Properties ofSchuler{Sj�ostrand param eterizations

Practicalaspectsofthe am biguity in separating PDF into theirVDM and pointlike partscan be

illustrated on the properties ofSaS1D and SaS2D param eterizations [7]5. W hat m akes the SaS

approach particularlyusefulforourdiscussion isthefactthatitprovidesseparateparam eterizations

oftheVDM and pointlike parts6 ofboth quark and gluon distributions.

In Fig. 3 distribution functionsxu(x;M 2),xc(x;M 2)and xG (x;M 2)as given by SaS1D and

SaS2D param eterizations forM 2 = 100 G eV 2 are com pared. To see how m uch the resum m ation

ofgluon radiation m odi�esthe�rstterm in (18)we also plotthe corresponding splitting term s

q
split(x;M 2

0;M
2)�

�

2�
3e2q

�
x
2 + (1� x)2

�
ln
M 2

M 2
0

: (23)

In Fig.4 thescaledependenceofVDM and pointlikepartsofu and cquark and gluon distribution

functions is displayed. In the upper six plots we com pare them as a function of x at M 2 =

25;100;1000 G eV 2,whilein thelowerthreeplotsthesam edistributionsarerescaled by thefactor

5
The propertiesofSaS1M and SaS2M param eterizationsare sim ilar.

6
Called forshort\pointlike quarks" and \pointlike gluons" in the following.
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Figure 4: Factorization scale dependence ofparton distributions functions u(x;M );c(x;M ) and

G (x;M ) ofthe realphoton. Dashed and solid curves correspond,in the order indicated by the

arrows,to pointlike and VDM partsofthesedistributionsatM 2 = 25;100 and 1000 G eV 2.In the

lower partSaS1D quark distribution functionsxu(x;M 2;P 2)rescaled by ln(M 2=M 2
0)forthe real

photon (left)and by ln(M 2=P 2)forthe virtualone,are plotted and com pared to the predictions

ofthesplitting term (23).
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Figure5:F


2 (x;Q
2)asgiven by SaS1D (solid curves)and SaSD2(dotted curves)param eterizations.

The fullresultsare given by the upper,the pointlike and VDM contributionspartsby two lower

curves.Thedashed curvesdescribethecontributionsofthe splitting term (23).

Figure6:D e�(x;M
2)asgiven by SaS1D and SaSD2 param eterizations.Solid curvesshow thefull

results,dashed onesthe VDM contributions. The pointlike partsare separated into the contribu-

tionsofpointlike quarks(dotted curves)and pointlike gluons(dash{dotted).Thick dashed curves

correspond to the splitting term (23).
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ln(M 2=M 2
0).Dividing outthisdom inantscaledependenceallowsusto com paretheresultsdirectly

to curvesin Fig. 2. Finally,in Figs. 5 and 6 SaS predictionsfortwo physicalquantities,F


2 and

e�ective parton distribution function D e�,relevantforjetproduction in p and  collisions,

F


2 (x;Q
2) =

X

q

2xe2qq(x;Q
2); (24)

D e�(x;M
2) �

nfX

i= 1

�
qi(x;M

2)+ qi(x;M
2)
�
+
9

4
G (x;M 2) (25)

are displayed and com pared to resultscorresponding to the splitting term (23). Figures3{6 illus-

trate severalim portantpropertiesofPDF oftherealphoton:

� There is a huge di�erence between the im portance ofthe VDM com ponents oflight quark

and gluon distribution functions in SaS1D and SaS2D param eterizations: while for SaS2D

the VDM com ponent is dom inant up to x
:
= 0:75,for SaS1D the pointlike one takes over

above x
:
= 0:1!

� Factorization scale dependence ofVDM and pointlike parts di�er substantially. W hile the

form erexhibitsthepattern ofscalingviolationstypicalforhadrons,thelatterrises,forquarks

as wellas gluons,with M for allx. For pointlike gluons this holds despite the fact that

G PL(x;M 2)satis�esatthe LO standard hom ogeneousevolution equation and isdue to the

factthattheevolution ofG PL(x;M 2)isdriven by thecorresponding increaseof�PL(x;M 2).

� The approach ofqPL(x;M 2)to the asym ptotic pointlike solution (22)isslow 7. Forexperi-

m entally relevantvaluesofM and exceptforx closeto1thee�ectsofm ultiplegluon em ission

on pointlike quarksare thussm all.

� Asthe factorization scale M increasesthe VDM partsofboth quark and gluon distribution

functionsdecrease relative to the pointlike ones,exceptin theregion ofvery sm allx.

� Despite huge di�erencesbetween SaS1D and SaS2D param eterizationsin the decom position

ofquark and gluon distributions into their VDM and pointlike parts,their predictions for

physicalobservablesF


2 and D e� are m uch closer.

� The m ostprom inente�ectsofm ultiple parton em ission on physicalquantitiesappearto be

the behaviourofF


2
(x;Q 2)atlarge x and the contribution ofpointlike gluonsto jetcross{

sections,approxim ately described by D e�(x;M
2).

3 PD F ofthe virtualphoton

For the virtualphoton the initialstate singularity due to the splitting � ! qq isshielded o� by

the nonzero initialphoton virtuality P 2 and therefore in principle the concept ofPDF does not

have to be introduced. In practice thisrequires,roughly,P 2 > 1 G eV 2,where perturbative Q CD

becom esapplicable.Nevertheless,PDF stillturn outto bephenom enologically very usefulbecause

� theirpointlike partsincludetheresum m ation ofpartsofhigherorderQ CD corrections,

� the hadronicparts,though decreasing rapidly with P2,are stillvitalatvery sm allx.

7
Thefactthatforthec{quark theSaS2D param eterization isclosetothecurvecorrespondingtoq

split
(x;M

2
0;M

2
),

whereasSaS1D liessubstantially below,re ectsthe factthatM0 > m c forSaS2D ,butM 0 < m c forSaS1D
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Both oftheseaspectsde�nethe\nontrivial" structureofthevirtualphoton in thesensethatthey

are not included in the splitting term (23) and thus are not part ofexisting NLO unsubtracted

direct photon calculations. O ne m ight argue that the calculable e�ects ofresum m ation should

be considered as \interaction" rather than \structure",buttheir uniqueness m akes it naturalto

describethem in term sofPDF.

3.1 Equivalent photon approxim ation

Allthe present knowledge ofthe structure ofthe photon com es from experim ents at the ep and

e+ e� colliders,where the incom ing leptons act as sources oftransverse and longitudinalvirtual

photons.To order� theirrespective unintegrated uxesare given as

f


T
(y;P 2) =

�

2�

�
1+ (1� y)2)

y

1

P 2
�
2m 2

ey

P 4

�

; (26)

f


L
(y;P 2) =

�

2�

2(1� y)

y

1

P 2
: (27)

The transverse and longitudinaluxesthus coincide at y = 0,while at y = 1,f


L
vanishes. The

1=P 2 dependence ofthe �rstterm sin (26-27) resultsfrom the factthatin both cases the vertex

wherephoton isem itted isproportionaltoP 2.Thisisduetohelicity conservation forthetransverse

photon and gauge invariance for the longitudinalone. The term proportionalto m 2
e=P

4 in (26)

resultsfrom thefactthatthehelicityconservation attheeevertexisviolated byterm sproportional

to electron m ass.No such violation isperm itted in thecaseofgaugeinvariance,hencetheabsence

ofsuch term in (27). Note that while for P 2 � m 2
e the second term in (26) is negligible with

respectto the leading 1=P 2 one,close to P 2
m in = m 2

ey
2=(1� y)theirratio is�nite and approaches

2(1� y)=(1+ (1� y)2).

3.2 Lessons from Q ED

The de�nition and evaluation ofquark distribution functions ofthe virtualphoton in pure Q ED

servesasa usefulguide to parton m odelpredictionsofvirtuality dependenceofthe pointlike part

ofquark distribution functionsofthevirtualphoton.In pureQ ED and to order� theprobability

of�nding insidethe photon ofvirtuality P 2 a quark with m assm q,electric charge eq,m om entum

fraction x and virtuality � = m2
q � k2 � M 2 isde�ned as(k denotesitsfour-m om entum )

qQ ED (x;m
2
q;P

2
;M

2)�

�
�

2�
3e2q

�Z M 2

�m in

W (x;m 2
q;P

2)

�2
d�; (28)

wherethefunction W (x;m 2
q;P

2;M 2)can in generalbewritten as

W (x;m 2
q;P

2
;M

2) = f(x)
p2
T

1� x
+ g(x)m 2

q + h(x)P 2 + � � �

= f(x)� +

�

g(x)�
f(x)

1� x

�

m
2
q + (h(x)� xf(x))P2 + � � � : (29)

In thecollinearkinem atics,which isrelevantfor�ndingthelowerlim iton �,thevaluesofm q;x;�

and pT are related to initialphoton virtuality P 2 asfollows

� = xP
2 +

m 2
q + p2

T

1� x
; ) �

m in = xP
2 +

m 2
q

1� x
: (30)

10



The functions f(x);g(x) and h(x), which determ ine the term s singular at sm all�, are unique

functionsthathave a clearparton m odelinterpretation:so long as� � M 2 eq.(28)describesthe

ux ofquarksthatare alm ostcollinearwith the incom ing photon and \live" long with respectto

1=M .O n theotherhand,theterm sindicated in (29)by dotsareofthetype�k+ 1=sk;k � 1,which

upon insertion into (28) yield contributions that are not singular at � = 0 and therefore do not

adm itsim ple parton m odelinterpretation. In principle we can include in the de�nition (28)even

partofthesenonpartonic contributions,butweprefernotdo that.Substituting (29)into (28)and

perform ing the integration gives,in unitsof3e2q�=2�,

qQ ED (x;m
2
q;P

2
;M

2)= f(x)ln

�
M 2

�m in

�

+

"

� f(x)+
g(x)m 2

q + h(x)P 2

�m in

#�

1�
�m in

M 2

�

: (31)

In practical applications the factorization scale M is identi�ed with som e kinem atical variable

characterizing hardnessofthecollision,like
p
Q 2 in DIS orE

jet

T
in jetproduction.For�m in � M 2

the expression (31)sim pli�esto

qQ ED (x;m
2
q;P

2
;M

2)= f(x)ln

�
M 2

xP 2 + m 2
q=(1� x)

�

� f(x)+
g(x)m 2

q + h(x)P 2

xP 2 + m 2
q=(1� x)

: (32)

Forx(1� x)P2 � m 2
q thisexpression reducesfurtherto

qQ ED (x;0;P
2
;M

2)= f(x)ln

�
M 2

xP 2

�

� f(x)+
h(x)

x
: (33)

Provided m 2
q 6= 0 (32)hasa �nite lim itforP 2 ! 0,corresponding to the realphoton

qQ ED (x;m
2
q;0;M

2)= f(x)ln

�
M 2(1� x)

m 2
q

�

� f(x)+ g(x)(1� x): (34)

Asin the case ofthe photon uxes(26-27) the logarithm ic term ,dom inantforlarge M 2,as well

as the \constant" term s,proportionalto f(x);g(x) and h(x),com e entirely from the integration

region close to �m in and are therefore unique. At� = �m in both types ofthe singular term s,i.e.

1=� or1=�2,areofthesam eorderbutthefasterfall{o� ofthe1=�2 term sim pliesthatforlargeM 2

the integralover�,which gives(31),isdom inated by the weakersingularity 1=�.In otherwords,

whilethelogarithm icterm isdom inantatlargeM 2,theconstantterm sresulting from nonzero m 2

and P 2 com e from the kinem aticalcon�gurations which are even m ore collinear,and thus m ore

partonic,than those giving the logarithm ic term . The analysisofthe vertex � ! qq in collinear

kinem aticsyields[12]

fT(x)= x2 + (1� x)2; gT(x)=
1

1� x
; hT(x)= 0;

fL(x)= 0; gL(x)= 0; hL(x)= 4x2(1� x):

(35)

The expressions(31-32)exhibitexplicitly the sm ooth transition between quark distribution func-

tions ofthe virtualand realphoton. This transition is governed by the ratio P 2=m 2,which un-

derlines why in Q ED ferm ion m asses are vital. O n the other hand, as P 2 (or m ore precisely

�m in)increasestoward thefactorization scaleM 2,theaboveexpressionsforthequark distribution

functions of the virtualphoton vanish. This property holds not only for the logarithm ic term

butalso for the \constant" term s and has a clear intuitive content: virtualphoton with lifetim e

11



1=P � 1=M doesnotcontain partonsliving long enough to takepartin thecollision characterized

by the interaction tim e 1=M .

Forvirtualphoton andx(1� x)P2 � m 2 thecoe�cientfunctionsC T
 (x;P

2;Q =M );C L
 (x;P

2;Q =M )

fortransverse and longitudinaltargetphoton polarizationsare given as[13]

C
(0)

;T
(x;P 2

;1) = 3

�

(x2 + (1� x)2)ln
1

x2
+ 8x(1� x)� 2

�

; (36)

C
(0)

;L
(x;P 2

;1) = 4x(1� x); (37)

whereasforthe realphoton,i.e.forP 2 = 0

C
(0)

;T
(x;0;1) = 3

�

(x2 + (1� x)2)ln
1� x

x
+ 8x(1� x)� 1

�

; (38)

C
(0)

;L
(x;0;1) = 0 (39)

Theoriginsofthe nonlogarithm ic partsofC
(0)
 in (36-38)can then beidenti�ed asfollows:

� 1+ 8x(1� x) = � 2+ 8x(1� x)
| {z }
for m assless quark

+ 1|{z}
gT (x)(1�x)

= � 1+ 6x(1� x)
| {z }
nonpartonic part

� (x2 + (1� x)2)
| {z }

fT (x)

+ 1|{z}
gT (x)(1�x)

(40)

The nonpartonic partitselfcan be separated into two pieces,com ing from the interaction ofthe

transverse targetphoton with transverse and longitudinalprobing one

� 1+ 6x(1� x)= � 1+ 2x(1� x)
| {z }

from �T T

� 4x(1� x)
| {z }
from �LT

(41)

Except for a briefcom m ent in the nextsubsection,we shallconsider throughoutthe restofthis

paper the contributions of the transverse polarization of the target virtualphoton only. The

im portanceofincludingin analysesofhard collisionsofvirtualphotonsthecontributionsof�
L
will

bediscussed in detailin separate publication [16].

3.3 W hat is m easured in D IS on virtualphotons?

In experim ents at e+ e� colliders the structure ofthe photon has been investigated via standard

DIS on the photon with sm allbutnonzero virtuality P 2. The resulting data were used in [14]to

determ inePDF ofthe virtualphoton.In these analysesC
(0)
 wastaken in theform

C
(0)
 (x;P 2

;1)= 3

�

(x2 + (1� x)2)ln
1

x2
+ 6x(1� x)� 2

�

; (42)

which,however,doesnotcorrespond to the structure function thatisactually m easured in e+ e�

collisions,butto thefollowing com bination

F


2;�
(x;P 2

;Q
2)� F



2;T
(x;P 2

;Q
2)�

1

2
F


2;L
(x;P 2

;Q
2) (43)

ofstructurefunctionscorresponding to transverseand longitudinalpolarizationsofthetargetpho-

ton. This com bination results after averaging over the target photon polarizations by m eans of
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Figure 7:The sam e asin Fig.3 butforvirtualphoton with virtuality P 2 = 3 G eV 2.Thedashed

curvesdisplayed foru and cquarkscorrespond to the splitting term (23)with M 2
0 = P 2.

contraction with the tensor� g��=2.The expression � 2+ 6x(1� x)followsalso directly from the

de�nition (43)and considerationsofthe previousSection:

� 2+ 6x(1� x)= � 2+ 8x(1� x)
| {z }

from T

� 2x(1� x)
| {z }
from L =2

: (44)

Because the uxes (26{27) of transverse and longitudinalphotons are di�erent functions of y,

any com plete analysis of experim entaldata in term s of the structure functions F


2;T
(x;P 2;Q 2)

and F


2;L
(x;P 2;Q 2) at �xed x;P 2;Q 2 requires com bining data for di�erent y. This is in prin-

ciple possible, but experim entally di�cult to accom plish. The situation is sim pler at sm ally,

where f


T
(y;P 2)

:
= f



L
(y;P 2) = f(y;P 2),and the data therefore correspond to the convolution

off(y;P 2) with the sum F


2;T
+ F



2;L
. The nonlogarithm ic term in C

(0)
 corresponding to this

com bination is,however,not� 2+ 6x(1� x),asused in [14],but� 2+ 12x(1� x),thesum ofnon-

logarithm icterm scorrespondingtotransverseand longitudinalphotons.Num erically thedi�erence

between these two expressionsisquite sizable.

Very recently,the G RS group [15]has changed their approach to the treatm ent ofthe target

photon polarizations and argued in favor ofneglecting the contribution of�
L
and using even for

the virtualphoton the sam e form ofC
(0)
 as forthe realone. W e disagree with their argum ents,

butleave the discussion ofthispointto futurepaper[16].

3.4 V irtuality dependent PD F

In realistic Q CD the nonperturbative e�ectsconnected with the con�nem ent,ratherthan current

or constituent quark m asses,are expected to determ ine the long{range structure ofthe photon

and hence also the transition from the virtualphoton to the realone. For instance,within the

SaS param eterizationstheroleofquark m assesistaken overby vectorm eson m assesfortheVDM

com ponents and by the initialM 0 for the pointlike ones. As in the case ofthe realphoton,we

recallbasicfeaturesofSaS param eterizationsofthe virtualphoton,illustrated in Figs.7{10.

� W ith increasingP2 therelativeim portanceofVDM partsofbothquarkand gluon distribution

functions with respectto the corresponding pointlike ones decreases rapidly. For M 2
& 25

G eV 2 the VDM parts ofboth SaS1D and SaS2D param eterizations becom e negligible for

13



Figure8:Thesam e asin Fig.4 butforvirtualphoton with P 2 = 3 G eV 2.

Figure 9:Virtuality dependence ofphotonic PDF atM 2 = 100 G eV 2. Dashed curvescorrespond

to the pointlike and solid onesto the VDM parts,from above forP 2 = 0;1;3 G eV 2.
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Figure 10:Thesam e asin Fig.5 butforvirtualphoton with P 2 = 3 G eV 2.

Figure 11: D e�(x;P
2;M 2) as a function ofx for M 2 = 25;100;1000 G eV 2 and P 2 = 3 G eV 2.

Notation asin Fig.6.In the splitting term M 2
0 = P 2.
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P 2
& 2 G eV 2,exceptin the region ofvery sm allx . 0:01.Consequently,also the am biguity

in the separation (17)ispractically negligible in thisregion.

� Thegeneralpattern ofscalingviolations,illustrated in Fig.8,rem ainsthesam easforthereal

photon,butthere isa subtle di�erence,bestvisible when com paring in Fig. 4 the rescaled

PDF forP 2 = 0 with those atP 2 = 1;3 G eV 2.W hile forP 2 = 0,increasing M 2 softensthe

spectrum towards the asym ptotic pointlike form (22),for P 2
& 1 G eV 2 quark distribution

functions increase with M for practically allvalues ofx. M oreover,while for P 2 = 0 the

splitting term intersects the SaS1D curves qualitatively asin Fig. 2,forP 2
& 1 G eV 2 itis

abovethem forallx .ThesepropertiesreectthefactthatSaS param eterizationsofPDF of

the virtualphoton do notsatisfy thesam e evolution equationsasPDF oftherealone.This

di�erence is form ally ofpower correction type and thus legitim ate within the leading twist

approxim ation weare working in,butnum erically nonnegligible.

� Asshown in Fig.9 both VDM and pointlikepartsdecreasewith increasing P2,buttheVDM

partsdrop m uch fasterthan the pointlike ones.

The im plicationsofthese propertiesforphysicalquantitiesF


2 (x;P
2;Q 2)and D e�(x;P

2;M 2)are

illustrated by Figs.11 and 10.ForF


2 (x;P
2;M 2)thenontrivialaspectsofvirtualphoton structure

are con�ned m ainly to the region of large x, where they reduce the predictions based on the

splitting term (23).O bviously,only thepointlikequarksarerelevantforthise�ect.Thee�ectson

D e�(x;P
2;M 2)worth em phasizing are thefollowing:

� ForallscalesM thecontribution ofthesplitting term isabovetheonefrom pointlikequarks,

the gap increasing with increasing P 2 and decreasing M 2.

� Pointlike quarksdom inateDe�(x;P
2;M 2)atlargex,whereasforx . 0:3,m ostofthepoint-

like contribution com es from the pointlike gluons. In particular,the excess ofthe pointlike

contributionsto D e� overthe contribution ofthe splitting term ,observed atx . 0:5,com es

alm ostentirely from the pointlike gluons!

� For x & 0:6 the fullresults are clearly below those given by the splitting term (23) with

M 2
0 = P 2. In this region one therefore expects the sum ofsubtracted direct and resolved

contributionsto jetcross{sectionsto be sm allerthan the resultsofunsubtracted directcal-

culations.

So farno restrictionswere im posed on transverse energiesand pseudorapidities 8 ofjetsproduced

in �p collisions. However,asdiscussed in m ore detailin Section 4.3.4,forjettransverse energies

E T & 5 G eV,hadronization corrections becom e intolerably large and m odeldependent in the

region � . � 2:5. O n the experim entalside the problem s with the reconstruction of jets with

E T & 5 G eV in the forward region restrict the accessible region to � � 0. The cuts im posed on

pseudorapidities �(i);i = 1;2 and transverse energies E
(i)

T
oftwo �nalstate partons 9 inuence

strongly thecorresponding distribution in the variable x

x �
E
(1)

T
e��

(1)

+ E
(2)

T
e��

(2)

2E 

(45)

used in analysesofdijetdata.AttheLO and form asslesspartonsx de�ned in (45)coincideswith

theconventionalfraction x appearing asan argum entofphotonicPDF.M C sim ulationsshow that

8Allquantitiescorrespond to �p cm s.
9
In realistic Q CD analysesoftwo jetswith highestand second highestE T .Jetswith highestand second highest

E T are labelled \1" and \2".
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forE
(i)

T
� 5G eV and � 2:5 � �(i) � 0;i= 1;2,hxi’ 0:25,isjusttheregion wherepointlikegluons

dom inate D e�(x;P
2;M 2). Thism akes jetproduction in the region P 2

& 1 a prom ising place for

identi�cation ofnontrivialaspectsofPDF ofvirtualphotons.

4 PD F ofthe virtualphoton in N LO Q C D calculations

M ostoftheexisting inform ation on interactionson virtualphotonscom esfrom them easurem ents

ofF


2 atPETRA [18]and LEP [19]and jetproduction in ep collisions atHERA [20,21]. In [21]

data on dijet production in the region ofvirtualities 1 � P2 � 80 G eV2,and for jet transverse

energiesE
jet

T
� 5 G eV have been analyzed within the fram ework ofe�ective PDF de�ned in (25).

Thisanalysisshowsthatin the kinem aticalrange 1 G eV 2
. P 2 � E 2

T
the data agree reasonably

with the expectations based on SaS param eterizations ofPDF ofthe virtualphoton. The sam e

data m ay,however,bealso analyzed using theNLO parton levelM onte{Carlo program s10 thatdo

notintroducetheconceptofPDF ofthevirtualphoton.Nevertheless,so long asP 2 � M 2 � E2
T
,

the pointlike parts ofPDF incorporate num erically im portant e�ects ofa part ofhigher order

corrections,nam ely those com ing from collinear em ission ofpartons in Fig. 1. This m akes the

concept ofPDF very usefulphenom enologically even for the virtualphoton. To illustrate this

pointwe shallnow discussdijetcross{sectionscalculated by m eansofJETVIP [25],currently the

only NLO parton levelM C program thatincludesboth thedirectand resolved photon contributions

and which can thusbeused to investigate the im portance ofthe latter.

4.1 Structure ofJET V IP

Alltheabovem entioned parton levelNLO M C program scontain thesam efullsetofpartoniccross{

sectionsforthedirectphoton contribution up theorder��2s.Exam plesofsuch diagram s
11 arein

Fig.12a (�(��s)treediagram )and Fig.12b (�(��
2
s)treediagram ).M oreoveralltheseprogram s

contain also one{loop corrections to �(��s) tree diagram s. They di�er m ainly in the technique

used to regularize m asssingularities: M EPJET and JETVIP em ploy the slicing m ethod whereas

DISENT and DISASTER usethesubtraction m ethod.Num ericalcom parison ofJETVIP and the

othercodescan befound in [26,27].To go oneorderof�s higherand perform com pletecalculation

ofthedirectphoton contributionsup toorder��3s would requireevaluatingtreediagram slikethose

in Fig.12f,k,aswellasone{loop correctionsto diagram slikein Fig.12b and two{loop corrections

to diagram slike in Fig.12a.So far,such calculationsare notavailable.

In addition to com plete NLO direct photon contribution JETVIP includes also the resolved

photon one.O ncethe conceptofvirtualphoton structureisintroduced,partofthe directphoton

contribution,nam ely the splitting term (23),and in higher orders also further term s in (18),is

subtracted from thedirectcontribution (which forthevirtualphoton isnonsingular)and included

in PDF appearing in theresolved photon contribution.To avoid confusion weshallhenceforth use

the term \direct unsubtracted" (DIR uns) to denote NLO direct photon contributions before this

subtraction and reservetheterm \direct" fortheresultsafterit.In thisterm inology thecom plete

calculationsisthen given by thesum ofdirectand resolved partsand denoted DIR+ RES.

10
Three such program sdo exist,D ISENT,[22],M EPJET,[23]and D ISASTER [24].

11
In thissubsection thevariousterm sconsidered willbecharacterized bythepowersof� and � s thatappearin hard

scattering cross{sections. In the corresponding Feynm an diagram sofFig.12 these powersare given by the num ber

ofelectrom agnetic and strong vertices. W riting �(�
j
�
k
s)willthusm ean parton levelcross{sections proportionalto

�
j
�
k
s,notterm sup to thisorder!Forthelatterwe shallem ploy thestandard sym bolO (�j�

k
s).Because PD F ofthe

photon areproportionalto �,theirconvolutionsin theresolved channelwith partoniccross{sections�(� k
s)areofthe

sam e orderaspartoniccross{sections�(��
k
s)in thedirectchannel.Forapproxim ationstaking into accountthe� rst

two orthree powersof�s,in eitherdirectorresolved channel,the denom ination NLO and NNLO willbe used.
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At the order �2s the addition ofresolved photon contribution m eans including diagram s like

those in Fig. 12c-e,which involve convolutions ofPDF from both proton and photon sides with

�(�2s)treepartoniccross{sections.Foracom pleteO (�
2
s)calculation thisisallthathastobeadded

to the O (��2s)partonic cross{sectionsin directphoton channel.However,forreasonsdiscussed in

detailin the next subsection,JETVIP includes also NLO resolved contributions,which involve

convolutions ofPDF with com plete �(�3s)partonic cross{sections (exam ples ofrelevantdiagram s

arein Figs.12g{j).Thism ightseem inconsistentasno corresponding �(��3s)directphoton term s

areincluded.Nevertheless,thisprocedurem akessenseprecisely becauseofaclearphysicalm eaning

ofPDF ofthe virtualphoton!Num erically,the inclusion ofthe �(�3s)resolved term sturnsoutto

bevery im portantand in certain partsofthephasespaceleadsto largeincreaseofJETVIP results

com pared to thoseofDISENT,M EPJET orDISASTER.

4.2 Factorization m echanism in p interactions

The m ain argum ent for adding �(�3s) partonic cross{sections in the resolved channelto O (��2s)

onesin the directand O (�2s)onesin the resolved channels,isbased on speci�c way factorization

m echanism worksforprocessesinvolving photonsin the initialstate. First,however,letusrecall

how thefactorization worksin hadroniccollisions.Jetcross{sectionsstartasconvolutionsof�(�2s)

partoniccross{sectionswith PDF ofbeam and targethadrons.Thefactorization scaledependence

ofthesePDF iscancelled by explicitfactorization scaledependenceofhigherorderpartoniccross{

sections. This cancellation is exact provided allorders ofperturbation theory 12 are taken into

account,butonly partialin any �nite orderapproxim ation,like the NLO one used in analysesof

jetproduction atFERM ILAB.In hadroniccollisionstheinclusion of�(�3s)partoniccross{sectionsis

thusvitalforcom pensation ofthefactorization scaledependenceofPDF in convolutionswith �(�2s)

partonic cross{sections. The residualfactorization scale dependence ofsuch NLO approxim ations

is form ally ofthe order �4s and thus one order of�s higher than the term s included in the NLO

approxim ation.

In p collisions(whetherofrealorvirtualphoton)thesituation isdi�erentdueto thepresence

ofinhom ogeneousterm skq;kG in the evolution equations(3{5). Forquark distribution functions

(nonsinglet as wellas singlet) the leading term (�=2�)k
(0)
q in the expansion ofkq is independent

of�s and consequently part ofthe factorization scale dependence ofthe �(�2s) resolved photon

contribution iscom pensated atthe sam e order�2s.In furtherdiscussionswe shalldistinguish two

factorization scales: one (M ) for the photon,and the other (M p) for the proton. The content

ofthe evolution equations (3{5) is represented graphically in Fig. 12,which shows exam ples of

diagram s,up to order �4s,relevant for our discussion. Som e ofthese diagram s are connected by

solid ordashed arrows,representing graphically the e�ects ofvariation offactorization scalesM 

and M p respectively.Theverticaldashed arrowsconnectdiagram s(with lowerblobsrepresenting

PDF ofthe proton,denoted D p(x;M p))thatdi�erin partonic cross{sections by one orderof�s,

reecting the fact that the term s on the r.h.s. ofevolution equation for D p(x;M p) start at the

order�s. For instance,the �(��s)directphoton diagram in Fig. 12a is related by whatwe call

M p{factorization with �(��2s) direct photon diagram in Fig. 12b. Sim ilarly,the �(�2s) resolved

photon diagram in Fig.12d isrelated by M p{factorization to�(�
3
s)resolved photon diagram in Fig.

12h.In facteach diagram ofthe order�ks isrelated by M p{factorization to two typesofdiagram s

atorder�k+ 1s ,one with quark and the otherwith gluon com ing from the proton blob. Note that

M p{factorization operateswithin eitherdirectorresolved contributionsseparately,neverrelating

one typeofterm swith the other.

12
In perturbation expansionsofpartonic cross{sections aswellassplitting functions.
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Figure12:Exam plesofdiagram srelated by factorization m echanism .O nly powersof�s in parton

levelcross{sectionsare counted.
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ForM {factorization thiscancellation m echanism hasa new feature.Sim ilarly asforhadrons,

the �(�2s) resolved photon diagram in Fig. 12c is related by what we call hom ogeneous M {

factorization to the �(�3s)resolved photon diagram sin Fig. 12g,h,and sim ilarrelation holdsalso

between thediagram in Figs.12eand 12j.However,theinhom ogeneousterm in evolution equation

forPDF ofthephoton im pliesadditionalrelation (which wecallinhom ogeneousM {factorization)

between direct and resolved photon diagram s at the sam e order of�s,represented by horizontal

solid arrows. For instance, the LO resolved contribution com ing from diagram in Fig. 12c is

related notonly by hom ogeneousM {factorization to the �(�3s)resolved photon diagram s12g-h,

but also by inhom ogeneous M {factorization to the �(��2s) direct photon diagram in Fig. 12b.

Sim ilarly,the �(�3s)resolved photon diagram 12g isrelated by hom ogeneousM {factorization to

�(�4s) resolved term s (not shown) and by inhom ogeneous M {factorization to the �(��3s) direct

diagram in Fig.12f.

The argum ent for adding the �(�3s) resolved photon diagram s to the �(�2s) resolved photon

onesrelieson thefactthatwithin theresulting setofNLO resolved contributionsthehom ogeneous

M {factorization operates in the sam e way as the M p{factorization does within the set ofNLO

direct ones! However, contrary to the hadronic case, the �(�3s) parton levelcross{sections do

notconstitute afterconvolutionswith photonic PDF a com plete setof��3s contributions,therest

com ingfrom the�(��3s)directones.Asthese�(��
3
s)directphoton contributionshavenotyetbeen

calculated,the setofcontributionsincluded in JETVIP doesnotconstitute the com plete O (��3s)

calculation.Thelacking term s,like thatcom ing from thediagram 12f,would providecancellation

m echanism atthe order��3s with respectto the inhom ogeneousM {factorization.In the absence

of�(��3s)directphoton calculations,we thushave two options:

� To stay within thefram ework ofcom pleteO (�2s)calculations,including theLO resolved and

NLO directcontributions,butwith no m echanism forthe cancellation ofthe dependence of

PDF ofthevirtualphoton on the factorization scale M .

� To add to thepreviousfram ework the�(�3s)resolved photon contribution,which providethe

necessary cancellation m echanism with respectto hom ogeneousM {factorization,butdo not

representa com plete setof�(�3s)contributions.

In ourview the second strategy,adopted in JETVIP,ism ore appropriate.In factone can look at

�(�3s)resolved photon term sasresultsofapproxim ateevaluation oftheso faruncalculated �(��
3
s)

directphoton diagram sin the collinearkinem atics.Forinstance,so long asP 2 � M 2
 taking into

accountonly the pointlike partofD (x;P
2;M 2

)in the upperblob ofFig. 12g should be a good

approxim ation ofthe contribution ofthe directphoton diagram in Fig. 12f. There are ofcourse

�(��3s) direct photon diagram s that cannot be approxim ated in this way,but we are convinced

thatitm akessenseto build phenom enology on thisfram ework.

For the �(�2s)resolved term s the so far unknown �(��3s)direct photon contributions provide

the �rst chance to generate pointlike gluons inside the photon: the gluon in the upper blob in

resolved photon diagram in Fig.12em ustberadiated by a quark thatcom esfrom prim ary  ! qq

splitting,forinstance asshown in Fig. 12j. Note thatto getthe gluon in �(�3s)resolved photon

contributions,forinstance in Fig.12h,within collinearlim itofdirectphoton contributionswould

require evaluating diagram s,like that in Fig. 12m ,at the order �(��4s)! In sum m ary,although

the pointlike partsofquark and gluon distribution functionsofthe virtualphoton are in a sense

included in higherorderperturbativecorrectionsand can thereforebeconsidered asexpressionsof

\interactions"ratherthan \structure"ofthevirtualphoton,theiruniquenessand phenom enological

usefulnessde�nitely warranttheirintroduction aswellasnam e.
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4.3 T heoreticaluncertainties

NLO calculations of jet cross{sections are a�ected by a num ber of am biguities caused by the

truncation ofperturbation expansions as wellas by uncertainties related to the input quantities

and conversion ofparton levelquantitiesto hadron levelobservables.

4.3.1 C hoice ofP D F

W e have taken CTEQ 4M and SAS1D sets ofPDF ofthe proton and photon respectively as our

principalchoice.Both ofthesesetstreatquarks,including theheavy ones,asm asslessabovetheir

respective m ass thresholds,asrequired by JETVIP,which usesLO and NLO m atrix elem ents of

m assless partons. PDF ofthe proton are fairly welldeterm ined from globalanalyses ofCTEQ

and M RS groupsand wehavethereforeestim ated theresidualuncertainty related to thechoice of

PDF ofthe proton by com paring the CTEQ 4M resultsto those obtained with M RS(2R)set.The

di�erencesarevery sm all,between 1% at� = � 2:5 and 3.5% at� = 0,independently ofP2.

For the photon we took the Schuler-Sj�ostrand param eterizations for two reasons. First,they

provideseparateparam eterizationsofVDM and pointlikecom ponentsofallPDF,which iscrucial

forphysically transparentinterpretation ofJETVIP results.Secondly,they representthe only set

ofphotonic PDF with physically wellm otivated virtuality dependence,which is com patible with

theway JETVIP treatsheavy quarks.TheG RS sets[14,15],theonly otherparam eterizationswith

built-in virtuality dependence,are incom patible with JETVIP because they treatc and b quarks

asm assive and,consequently,require calculating theircontribution to physicalquantitiesvia the

boson gluon orgluon gluon fusion involving exactm assive m atrix elem ents.

4.3.2 T he choice ofnf

JETVIP,aswellasotherNLO parton calculationsofjetcross{sections,workswith a �xed num ber

nf ofm asslessquarks,thatm ustbechosen accordingly.Thisisnota sim pletask,asthenum berof

quarksthatcan beconsidered e�ectively m asslessdependson kinem aticalvariablescharacterizing

the hardness ofthe collision. Consequently,the optim alchoice ofnf m ay not be unique for the

whole kinem aticalregion under consideration. The usualprocedure is to run such program s for

two (or m ore) relevant values ofnf and use the ensuing di�erence as an estim ate oftheoretical

uncertainty related to the approxim ate treatm entofheavy quark contributions.

The num ber nf enters NLO calculations in three places: im plicitly in �s(�) and PDF and

explicitly in LO and NLO parton levelcross{sections. In our selected region ofphase space the

appropriatevalueofnf liessom ewherebetween nf = 4 and nf = 5,with thelattervaluerepresent-

ing the upperbound on the results(so far unavailable) thatwould take the b-quark m asse�ects

properly into account.W e have therefore run JETVIP forboth nf = 4 and nf = 5 and com pared

their results. They di�er,not suprisingly,very little 13. Explicit calculations give at m ost 10%

in the direct channeland 5% in the resolve done. Allthe results presented below correspond to

nf = 5.

4.3.3 Factorization and renorm alization scale dependence

As m entioned in the previous subsection, proton and photon are associated in principle with

di�erent factorization scales M p and M , but we followed the standard practice of assum ing

13
Asthe contribution ofthe b-quark in both directand resolved channelsisproportionalto itscharge,we except

itto am ountto aboute
2
b=(e

2
u + e

2
c + e

2
d + e

2
s)= 0:1 ofthe sum oflightquark ones.
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M � M p = M  and set M = �E
(1)

T
. The factorization scale dependence was quanti�ed by

perform ing the calculationsfor� = 0:5;1 and � = 2.

The dependence of�nite order perturbative calculations on the renorm alization scale � is in

principle a separate am biguity, but we have again followed the com m on practice ofidentifying

thesetwo scales� = M .To reectthisidenti�cation,weshallin thefollowing usetheterm \scale

dependence" to describethedependenceon thiscom m on scale.

4.3.4 H adronization corrections

JETVIP,asa wellasotherNLO codesevaluatejetcross{sectionsattheparton level.Fora m ean-

ingfulcom parison with experim entaldata they m usttherefore be corrected for e�ects describing

theconversion ofpartonsto observablehadrons.Theseso called hadronization correctionsarenot

sim pleto de�ne,butadopting thede�nition used by experim entalists[28]wehavefound thatthey

depended sensitively and in a correlated m anner on transverse energies and pseudorapidities of

jets.In orderto avoid regionsofphasespacewherethey becom elargeweim posed on both jetsthe

condition � 2:5 � �(i) � 0.In thisregion hadronization correctionsare atin � and do notexceed

10% ,whereas for �
:
= � 2:5 they steeply rise with decreasing �. This by itselfwould not require

excluding thisregion,theproblem isthatin thisregion hadronization correctionsbecom ealso very

m uch m odeldependentand therefore im possible to estim ate reliably. Detailed analysisofvarious

aspectsofestim ating these hadronization ,with particular em phasize on theirim plication forjet

production atHERA,iscontained in [29].

4.3.5 Lim itations ofJET V IP calculations

Despiteitsundisputableadvantageoverthecalculationsthatdonotintroducetheconceptofvirtual

photon structure,alsoJETVIP hasadrawback becauseitdoesnotrepresentacom pleteNLO Q CD

calculation ofjetscross{sections.Thisistruein theconventionalapproach tophotonicinteractions,

and even m orein thereform ulation suggested by oneofusin [1].In theconventionalapproach the

incom pletnessisrelated to the factthatthere isno NLO param eterization ofPDF ofthe virtual

photon com patible with JETVIP treatm entofheavy quarks.Note thatin the standard approach

theinclusion of�(�3s)partoniccross{sectionsin theresolved photon channelisjusti�ed by theclaim

that their convolution with photonic PDF are ofthe sam e order ��2s as the direct photon ones.

In the reform ulation [1]this incom pletness has deeper causes. It reects the lack ofappropriate

inputPDF butalso the factthata com plete NLO approxim ation requiresthe inclusion ofdirect

photon contribution oftheorder��3s,which isso farnotavailable.Nevertheless,wereiteratethat

itm akes sense to build phenom enology upon the currentJETVIP fram ework and the conceptof

PDF ofthe virtualphoton isjustthe necessary toolforaccom plishing it.

4.4 D ijet production at H ER A

W e shallnow discussthem ain featuresofdijetcross{sectionscalculated by m eansofJETVIP.To

m ake ourconclusionspotentially relevantforongoing analysesofHERA data we have chosen the

following kinem aticalregion

E
(1)

T
� E

c
T + �;E

(2)

T
� E

c
T; E

c
T = 5 G eV; �= 2 G eV

� 2:5 � �
(i) � 0; i= 1;2

in fourwindowsofphoton virtuality

1:4 � P
2 � 2:4 G eV2;2:4 � P

2 � 4:4 G eV2; 4:4 � P
2 � 10 G eV2; 10 � P

2 � 25 G eV2
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Thecutson E T werechosen in such a way thatthroughouttheregion P 2 � E 2
T
,thereby ensuring

thatthe virtualphoton liveslong enough forits\structure" to develop before the hard scattering

takesplace.Theasym m etriccutoption isappropriateforourdecision to plotthesum sofE T and

� distributionsofthejetswith highestand second highestET.Thechoiceof�= 2 G eV,based on

a detailed investigation [29]ofthedependenceoftheintegralovertheselected region on �,avoids

the region wherethisdependencepossessesunphysicalfeatures.

In our analysis jets are de�ned by m eans of the cone algorithm . At NLO parton levelall

jetalgorithm s are essentially equivalent to the cone one,supplem ented with the param eter R sep,

introduced in [30]in order to bridge the gap between the application ofthe cone algorithm to

NLO parton levelcalculationsand to hadronic system s(from data orM C),where one encounters

am biguities related to seed selection and jet m erging. In a generalcone algorithm two objects

(partons,hadronsorcalorim etric cells)belong to a jetifthey are within the distance R from the

jetcenter.Theirrelative distance satis�es,however,a weakercondition

�R ij =

q
(�� ij)

2 + (�� ij)
2 �

E Ti + E Tj

m ax(E Ti;E Tj)
R: (46)

Theparam eterR sep governsthem axim aldistancebetween two partonswithin a singlejet,i.e.two

partonsform a jetonly iftheirrelative distance �R ij satis�esthecondition

�R ij � m in

�
E Ti + E Tj

m ax(E Ti;E Tj)
R;R sep

�

: (47)

The question which value ofR sep to choose for the com parison ofNLO parton levelcalculations

with theresultsoftheconealgorithm atthehadron levelisnontrivialand weshallthereforepresent

NLO resultsforboth extrem echoicesR sep = R and R sep = 2R.Tode�nem om enta ofjetsJETVIP

usesthestandard E T{weighting recom bination procedure,which leadsto m asslessjets.

4.5 R esults

To assesphenom enologicalim portance ofthe conceptofPDF ofvirtualphotonswe now com pare

JETVIP results obtained in the DIR uns m ode,where this concept is not introduced at all,with

those of the DIR+ RES one, in which the contribution of the resolved photon is added to the

subtracted directone.Thedi�erence between these two resultsm easuresthe nontrivialaspectsof

PDF ofthe virtualphoton.

W e start by plotting in Fig. 13 the distributions d�=d� and d�=dET in the �rst window

1:4 � P2 � 2:4 G eV2. Allcurves correspond to R sep = 2. The di�erence between the solid and

dashed curvesissigni�cantin thewholerangeof�,butbecom estruly largecloseto theupperedge

� = 0,where the DIR+ RES results exceed the DIRuns ones by a factor ofabout 3! In d�=dET

distributionsthisdi�erence com espredom inantly from the region ofE T close to the lowercut{o�

E c
T
+ � = 7 G eV.Fig. 13 also showsthatthe scale dependence isnonnegligible forboth DIR uns

and DIR+ RES results,butdoesnotinvalidate the m ain conclusion drawn from thiscom parison.

Interestingly,the scale dependence isweaker forthe DIR+ RES resultsthan forthe DIR uns ones.

Fig.14 docum entsthatthe above resultsdepend only very weakly on R sep.

To track down the origins ofthe observed large di�erences between DIR+ RES and DIR uns

results we com pare in Fig. 15 the DIR+ RES and DIR uns results to the subtracted direct ones

(denoted DIR).Thedi�erencebetween theDIR+ RES and DIR curves,giving theresolved photon

contribution d�res=d�,isfurthersplitinto thefollowing contributions:

� VDM partofphotonic PDF convoluted with com plete NLO parton levelcross{sections(de-

noted NLO VDM ).

23



0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

-2.5 -2.25 -2 -1.75 -1.5 -1.25 -1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0

η

d
σ ep

 /
d

η 
[n

b
]

10
-3

10
-2

7.5 10 12.5 15 17.5 20 22.5 25 27.5

E
T
 [ GeV]

d
σ ep

 /
d

E
T
 [n

b
/G

eV
]

Figure 13: Scale dependence of the distributions d�=d� and d�=dET at the NLO .Allcurves

correspond to R sep = 2R.
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Figure14:R sep dependenceofd�=d� and d�=dET distributions.Allcurvescorrespond to � = E T.
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Figure15:Com parison ofDIR+ RES,DIR uns and DIR resultsford�=d� (leftplots)and individual

contributionsto d�res=d�,described in the text(rightplots).The thin solid curve correspondsto

convolution ofthesplitting term (23)with �resq (�2s)parton levelcross{sections.
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Figure 17:Nontriviality fractionsR 3 and R 4 asfunctionsof� and P2.

� Pointlikequarksand gluonsconvoluted with �res(�2s)and �
res(�3s)parton levelcross{sections

displayed separately in theupperrightplotofFig.15.ThefullNLO resolved photon contribution

isgiven asthe sum

NLO VDM + �
res
q (�2s)
 qPL + �

res
G (�2s)
 GPL + �

res
q (�3s)
 qPL + �

res
G (�3s)
 GPL: (48)

Fractionalcontributions ofLO and NLO term s to �res com ing separately from pointlike quarks

and gluonsare plotted in Fig.16a asfunctionsof�.Severalconclusionscan be drawn from Figs.

15{16:

� Thecontribution ofthe VDM partofphotonicPDF isvery sm alland perceptibleonly close

to � = 0.Integrally itam ountsto about3% .Using SaS2D param eterizationswould roughly

doublethisnum ber.

� Theinclusion of�resi (�3s)parton levelcross{sectionsin theresolved photon channelisnum er-

ically very im portantthroughoutthe range � 2:5 � � � 0.Interestingly,the �resi (�3s)results

are close,particularly forthe pointlike quarks,to the �resi (�2s)ones.

� Atboth �2s and �
3
s orderspointlikequarksdom inated�

res=d� atlargenegative�,whereasas

� ! 0 thefraction ofd�res=d� com ing from pointlike gluonsincreasestowards40% at� = 0.

W e em phasize that pointlike gluons carry nontrivial inform ation already in convolutions with

�res(�2s) partonic cross{sections because in unsubtracted direct calculations such contributions

would appear�rstattheorder�� 3
s
14.Theconvolution ofthedom inantpartofpointlikequarks15

with �res(�3s)partoniccross{sectionswould beincluded in directunsubtracted calculationsstarting

also attheorder��3s,whereasforpointlike gluonsthiswould requireevaluating theunsubtracted

14Forinstance,the resolved photon diagram in Fig.12e would com e aspartofthe ofevaluating the unsubtracted

directdiagram in Fig.12k.
15
Thatis,the one given by the splitting term (23).
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directterm sofeven higherorder��4s!Forinstance,thecontribution ofdiagram in Fig.12g would

be included in the contribution ofdiagram in Fig. 12f. Sim ilarly,the results ofdiagram in Fig.

12h would com e aspartoftheresultsofevaluating thediagram in Fig.12m .

In JETVIP thenontrivialaspectsoftaking into accountthe�resi (�3s)resolved photon contribu-

tionscan becharacterized 16 by the \nontriviality fractions" R 3 and R 4

R 3 �
qPL 
 �resq (�3s)+ G PL 
 �res

G
(�2s)

�res
; R 4 �

G PL 
 �res
G
(�3s)

�res
; (49)

which quantify thefractionsof�res thatarenotincluded in NLO unsubtracted directcalculations.

Thesefractionsare plotted asfunctionsof� and P2 in Fig.17.Note thatat� = 0 alm ost70% of

�res com esfrom theseorigins.Thisfraction riseseven furtherin theregion � > 0,which,however,

isexperim entally di�cultto access.

So far we have discussed the situation in the �rstwindow ofphoton virtuality,i.e. for 1:4 �

P 2 � 2:4 G eV2. As P 2 increases the patterns ofscale and R sep dependencies change very little.

O n theotherhand,the fractionsplotted in Fig.16 and 17 vary noticeably:

� TheDIRuns contributionsrepresentan increasing fractionsofthe DIR+ RES results.

� Therelative contribution ofpointlike gluonswith respectto pointlike quarksdecreases.

� The nontriviality factorR4 (which com esentirely from pointlike gluons)decreases,whereas

R 3,which isdom inated by pointlike quarksand atin �,isalm ostindependentofP
2.

Allthese features ofJETVIP results reect the fundam entalfact that as P 2 rises towards the

factorizations scale M 2 � E2
T
the higherordere�ects incorporated in pointlike parts ofphotonic

PDF vanish and consequently the unsubtracted directresultsapproach the DIR+ RES ones. The

crucialpointisthatforpointlike quarksand gluonsthisapproach isgoverned by theratio P 2=M 2

appearing in the m ultiplicative factor (1 � P2=M 2). The nontriviale�ects included in PDF of

the virtualphoton willthuspersistforarbitrarily large P 2,provided we stay in the region where

P 2 � M 2. M oreover,they are so large,that they should be visible already in existing HERA

data. Provided the basic ideas behind the Schuler{Sj�ostrand param eterizations ofPDF ofthe

virtualphoton are correct, our analysis shows that the calculations that do not introduce the

concept ofvirtualphoton structure should signi�cantly undershootthe available HERA data on

dijetproduction in thekinem aticalregion 1 . P 2 � E 2
T
;E T � 5 G eV,� 2:5 � � � 0,in particular

for� ’ 0.Published aswellprelim inary data discussed in [29,31]supportthisconjecture.

5 Sum m ary and conclusions

W ehaveanalyzed thephysicalcontentofparton distribution functionsofthevirtualphoton within

thefram eworkform ulated bySchulerand Sj�ostrand,which providesphysicallym otivated separation

ofquark and gluon distribution functionsinto theirhadronic(VDM )and pointlikeparts.W ehave

shown thattheinherentam biguity ofthisseparation,num erically largefortherealphoton,becom es

phenom enologically largely irrelevant for virtualphotons with P 2
& 2 � 3 G eV2. In this region

quark and gluon distribution functionsofthe virtualphoton are dom inated by their (reasonably

unique)pointlikeparts,which haveclearphysicalorigins.W ehaveanalyzed thenontrivialaspects

ofthesepointlike distribution functionsand,in particular,pointed outtheroleofpointlike gluons

in leading ordercalculationsofjetcross{section atHERA.

16
D isregarding the VD M partofresolved contribution which istiny in ourregion ofphoton virtualities.
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The conclusionsm ade within the fram ework ofLO Q CD have been con�rm ed,and in a sense

even strengthened,in ouranalysisofNLO parton levelcalculationsusing JETVIP.W ehavefound

a signi�cant di�erence between JETVIP results in approaches with and without the concept of

virtualphoton structure. W hile for the realphoton analogous di�erence is in part ascribed to

the VDM part ofphotonic PDF,for m oderately virtualphotons it com es alm ost entirely from

the pointlike partsofquark and gluon distribution functions. Although theircontributionsare in

principle contained in higherordercalculationswhich do notuse the conceptofPDF,in practice

this would require calculating at least �(��3s) and �(��4s) unsubtracted direct contributions. In

the absence ofsuch calculationsthe conceptofPDF ofthe virtualphoton istherefore very useful

phenom enologically and,indeed,indispensableforsatisfactory description ofexisting data.
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