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Value Decomposition.
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1. Deep Inelastic Scattering

Historically, Deep Inelastic Scattering gave first evidetitat quarks are in fact physical ob-
jects. More generally it provides insight into the hadroruaure functions, and thus into the
distribution of energy and spin among the hadron constitugee Ref[[1] for a recent review).

Here we focus on thaucleon structure functionsyhich can be observed for instance by hard
leptonic scattering dominated by one-photon exchangekedsteed below. This type of scattering
only involves one quark, hence chirality is conserved.

Nucleon Nucleon

Despite the high energy in this process, perturbative QGI3 dot lead to fully satisfactory results.
In particular, power-like IR divergences occur, which igngte notorious renormalon ambiguities
[A]. A consistent evaluation of the nucleon structure fiorcfrom first principles of QCD has to
be fully non-perturbative. Hence it is a challenge for tatstudies, and the goal of our project.

2. Nucleon structure functions on the lattice

We start from the general ansatz for moments of a latticesmmcstructure function,

¢ (aq)

M () = c? (ag)Ax(a) + P

Aq(a)+ ... {higher twistg , (2.1)

wherea is the lattice spacingy is the photon momentum being transferred) are Wilson coeffi-
cients andA, are matrix elements (their Lorentz structure is factoret). olraditionally the latter
are computed by lattice simulations, whereas the coeffie@H are evaluated perturbatively, since
they only depend on the large photon momentum. Howeverjstensy strictly requires the non-
perturbative evaluation of both factold [3]. Here we préggrcise numerical results which are
relevant forc'®). Further steps in this project, leading.(g?), are reported in Refd.][f 5].

3. Lattice technicalities

We used configurations that were generated quenched witludaher-Weisz gauge action on
alattice of size 2%x 48 atf3 = 8.45. Based omg = 0.5 fm, the lattice spacing has been determined
asa = 0.095(1) fm [f].} We fixed the lattice Landau gauge, which is essential forioiotg finite
values for the matrix elements; moreover gauge fixing isfhktp reduce the statistical noise.

Our analysis involves two flavours of degenerate valencekquavhich are represented by
overlap fermions (we apply an overlap Dirac operator coiesdd with a Wilson kernel and a

1The error will be ignored in the following. An alternative thed based off; yieldeda ~ 0.105 fm [ﬂ’].
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negative mass shift gg = 1.4). The use of chiral quarks suppres§¥s) lattice artifacts, as well
as undesired operator mixing. The latter virtue is paréidulimportant in this project; for instance
it is essential to disentangle the contributions of highast; cf. eq. [2]1).

Our study includes two bare masses for the degenerate qaaokifk,

Mg =0.011~ 29 MeV — mp;~ 280 MeV and mq=0.028~ 73 MeV — my~ 440 MeV.

4. OPE on the lattice

We use standard lattice electromagnetic currépit would be computationally expensive to
work with currents, which are conserved in the frameworkw#rtap quarks). Thus one renormal-
isation constantZy,) will be needed [[4[]5]. The Operator Product Expansion (OfREEpmposes
the product of two such currents between quark states asvigll

OPE

Waw 2 (@(p)| 3 (@I@W(P) =T Ci (@ (W(R)GT 0 (41)
m,1,n

Cc™ : Wilson coefficients, independent of the target and theeefd the quark momentum

0™ : |ocal operators, relevant to describe the nucleon structure

Hj : momentum componer,; appears in the operator

i=1...16: Clifford index , m: index for operators with the same symmetries.

A truncation of the OPE in eg (4.1), and smalll lattice actiarequire thescale separation

p? < f < (m/a)? . (4.2)
Assuming this separation to hold, we consider quark bilmeg toO(|p|2),

yry, ¢rogy, ¢rogDLy, @rby,Dy,DuY . (4.3)

The symboll" captures the full Clifford structure, hence this set inelsiéh frightening number of
16-53_,49 = 1360 operators. However, we choose specific photon mométiia diagonal form
g0 (1,1,1,1), which implies a high level of symmetry. To be explicit, wens@er three photon
momenta,

aql = gV ~22Gev, aq? =

5 . 1q?|~33GeV, ad :’—;, 0% ~ 4.4 GeV.

N

Forq® andq® we implement standard boundary conditions (b.c.),q&]tis applied along with
twisted b.c. for the quark fields: in addition to the Euclid¢ine direction, also two of the spatial
directions are antiperiodic. This gives access to smaleromenta, which are needed in view of
condition (4), sinceq!| is not that large.

Thanks to our diagonal choice qfthe set of operators reduces to onlyegjuivalence classes
[B]. We classify the corresponding Wilson coefficients adaw to the number of derivatives in
the operators that they multiply:
C; : no derivative, multipliesp 11y C,...Cs : one derivative, Bjorken scaling 1/¢?
C;...Cq6: two derivatives Ci7...Cg7: three derivatives, Bjorken scaling 1/ (q2)2.
The coefficients of operators with an even number of devigatvanish atny = 0 due to chiral
symmetry.
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In each case, our evaluation Gf .. .Cg7 involves numerous quark momenta, ..., puv, See
Table|l.
[ ey q? q@
M S\épt M S\é)pt M S\é)pt
my=0011} 15| 14 | 31| 10 | 31| 10
mg=0.028| 15| 12 | 32 8 |31 8

Table 1: The numbeM of quark momenta, an8\4,; of Singular Values (see below) that we used for the
determination of the Wilson coefficients in each casefor each quark mass and photon momentum.
Forg®, i.e. with twisted b.c., there are legsmomenta with smalp?, hence lesp-momenta
are needed for converging results. Thus we mea&ire— given in eq. [4]1) — off-shell foM =
15...32 quark momentum sources to determine the Wilson coeftgf@n ..Cg7. Schematically
they are given as (the elemeit8P) and ﬁlipi) are 4x 4 matrices capturing the spin components)

w(P) o o o

= e ’ (4.4)
. e Cer
P P
W(Pm) ﬁ§ M) ﬁé7M>
Since 16/ > 67 in all our cases, the system is strongly over-determiti&zhce we apply
a Singular Value Decomposition: it selects & 67 conditions with “maximal impact” on the
solutionC; ...Cg7. We order the corresponding Singular Values (SV, analogoesgenvalues)

hierarchically. If their magnitude drops rapidly one hasfarable conditions to extract a reliable
result. Fig[]L illustrates that this is in fact the behavithat we observed.

T T _ T I(l) T N — (2) T
g Mg-O0LL, a7 Weaft % L my=0.011, WG
100 £ combined fit © 7 100 m. =0.028, qg; i
3 %]
g ()
3 E
S &
> >
s 5
2 3
2 (=)
£ £
o o
0.01 L L L I 1 I
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
n n

Figure 1: Examples for the rapidly dropping magnitudes of the SV. uetlection and rotation symmetries
some Wilson coefficients coincide theoreticadlyy.the coefficients o; 33 in W3, and of0; 44 in Waa. We
determine the corresponding SV separately, and by a comhfitnevhich implements this identity. Left:
separate and combined SV fog = 0.011,qY). Right: combined SV for both quark masses affd, q°.

As our next criterion, Fig]2 shows how the squared residues.i[4.]4) decrease as the number
of SV involved rises froom=1...67.
5. Results for the Wilson coefficients

Solving eq. [[4}4) foC; ...Cs7 employs the inverse SV, so including all of them is not optima
the tiny SV, with large relative noise, tend to distort theule Therefore we computed the Wilson
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Figure 2: Squared residue®? for the operatofyyDy (as an example) against the numhef conditions
(corresponding to the SV). The plots above show results pdrste and combined fits (as in Fig. 1), for
q® andmy = 0.011 (left), andmy = 0.028 (right). The plot below on the left shows the normalig8dor
combined fits am = 0.028. The final plateau value (at= 67) is compared in the plot below on the right:
its decrease for increasing is roughly linear, so that the relative error remains appnately constant.

coefficients with a gradually increasing number of 8V 1...67; an example is shown in Fif]. 3
(left). It displays the most important coefficieni®. those of operators witbnederivative. The
only common plateau occurs in the range of 423 SV included. To check if this plateau holds
for all 67 coefficients, we compare the full set obtained Witl0 and 13 SV in Fig]3 (right). We
observe a striking confirmation of this plateau. The redol& similar for othermy andg. The
optimal number of SV in each case, considering also the itgrae7 [f], is displayed in Tabl§] 1.

Next we verify if our number of quark momenta is sufficient: @eeck if the results change
significantly as we omit part of them. Fid. 4 shows (with exéeapthat this is not the case here:
convergence for an increasing numbempahomenta is well confirmed.

In Fig. B (plots above) we compare our results for the Wilsoefficients ag? to the cor-
responding values at tree level. As we mentioned in Sectj@ 4which multiplies ¢11y) and
Cr...Cy (attached to operator§™ with y, 1) vanish at tree level in the chiral limit. We mea-
sured consistently small values for these coefficientsclvimdicates that approximate chirality
and operator mixing are indeed under control, in contraptdéwious studies with Wilson fermions
[B]. Generally the measured Wilson coefficients follow theng pattern as their counterparts on
tree level, though with significantly reduced absolute galu

Fig. B (plots below) show the commonly applied Wilson cogfits ratioCn,/Cliee el The
dependence on the quark mass is weak, which approves agaim @pproximate chirality. On the
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Figure 3: Results for the Wilson coefficients @i = 0.011 andg® as a varying number of SV is included.
Left: the coefficients to the 1-derivative operators fioe 1...67 reveal a single plateau for=7...13.
Right: the full seC; ...Cg7 agrees very well fon = 7, 10 and 13, confirming this plateau generally.
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Figure 4: The Wilson coefficients determined from a varying numberhef guark momenta. We show
results formg = 0.028, atq with 11, 13 or 15p-momenta (left) and a® with 19, 26 or 32p-momenta
(right). This hardly changes the results for the Wilson ioets, hence their convergence appears safe.

other hand, we observe a strong dependence on the photonmwmeg as expected. Ref[][5]
discusses the detailed comparison with the theoreticalheeted Bjorken scaling behaviour (cf.
Section 4).

6. Conclusions and outlook

We have evaluated a set of Wilson coefficients non-pertiwddgt(partial result were antici-
pated in Refs.[]8]). They refer to twist 2; for the photon monaethat we used, contributions by
higher twists are suppressdtl [9]. The application of ctattice quarks has been crucial to control
the operator mixing. We demonstrated in detail that ourltesue reliable regarding the number
of SV and quark momenta included in the evaluation. The nredsilson coefficients follow the
pattern of their counterparts at tree level, though withlenabsolute values.

The structure functionZ (in eq. (2.]1)) is now obtained by means of Nachtmann integrat
overW,, (cf. eq. [4]L)). This is worked out for a single quark in R@].[ The final step to a
fully non-perturbative moment of the nucleon structurection — given by products between the
matrix elements[[10] and the Wilson coefficients presentre k- is carried out in Refs[][§,]11].
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Figure 5: Above: measured Wilson coefficients compared to their &eel values fog'?. Coefficients for
operators with an even number of derivatives take conglgtemall values. Below: the ratiag,/Clee leve!
(for non-vanishing denominators). They depend only mitzythe quark mass.
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