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Measurements of Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS) provide a powerful tool to probe
the fundamental structure of protons and other nuclei. The DIS cross sections can
be expressed in terms of structure functions which are conventionally expressed in
terms of parton distribution functions (PDFs) that obey the DGLAP evolution equa-
tions. However, it is also possible to formulate the DGLAP evolution directly in terms
of measurable DIS structure functions entirely sidestepping the need for introducing
PDFs. We call this as the physical-basis approach. In a global analysis one would
thereby directly parametrize the (observable) structure functions – not the (unobserv-
able) PDFs. Ideally, with data constraints at fixed Q2, the initial condition for the
evolution would be the same at each perturbative order (unlike for PDFs) and the
approach thus provides a more clean test of the QCD dynamics.

We first study a physical basis consisting of the structure functions F2 and FL in
the fixed-flavour number scheme to the leading non-zero order in αs. We show how
to express the quark singlet and gluon PDFs in terms of F2 and FL directly in mo-
mentum space which then leads to the DGLAP evolution of the structure functions F2

and FL. In the second step we expand the physical basis to include six independent
structure functions, which allows for a consistent global analysis. The steps towards
NLO accuracy and the variable-flavour-number scheme are outlined. At NLO accuracy
(when the scheme dependence of PDFs starts to play a part), we can take advatage of
the physical basis and express e.g. the Drell-Yan cross sections at the LHC directly in
terms of measurable DIS structure functions and thus without the scheme dependence.
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1 Introduction

As an alternative to conventional Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) evolution
for parton distribution functions (PDFs), one can also formulate the scale evolution directly for
observable quantities such as the deep inelastic scattering (DIS) structure functions. The advan-
tage of this approach is that then there is no need to define scheme-dependent renormalized parton
distribution functions when going beyond the leading-order accuracy. In this work we will refer to
this as the physical basis. The existence of a physical basis follows from the fact that, as we explic-
itly demonstrate in this work, one can find a one-to-one mapping between the parton distribution
functions and the DIS structure functions. Therefore the parton distribution functions satisfying
the DGLAP equation can also be expressed in terms of the DIS observables. By introducing the
DGLAP evolution in a physical basis one could – in principle – fix the initial condition for the
evolution directly by data at fixed virtuality Q2, and the intial condition would be the same to all
orders in perturbation theory. In practice, however, the kinematic coverage of the available data
is limited, and global fitting similar as in the case of PDFs will be necessary.

Conseptually physical basis is not a new idea, and it has been discussed for example in Ref. [1–
7]. The novelty of our work [8] is that, instead of studying a case specific physical basis, we
construct a full dimension-six physical basis of structure functions which corresponds to PDFs
with three active parton flavors. We use the first non-zero order in the running strong coupling αs

for F2 and FL and solve the evolution equations directly in the momentum space. By formulating
the final result in the momentum space we are able to analytically define the DGLAP evolution in
physical basis in terms of observable structure functions only.

2 Evolution in a two-observable physical basis

We first consider an illustrative approach to the physical basis where we have only two independent
observables. In this case our physical basis consists of the DIS structure functions F2 and FL, taking
into account only the massless quark singlet,

Σ(x, µ2
f ) =

∑
q

[
q(x, µ2

f ) + q(x, µ2
f )
]
, (1)

and the gluon PDF g(x, µ2
f ), where µf is the factorization scale. We work in the first non-zero

order in αs, meaning that F2 ∼ α0
s and FL ∼ α1

s . The structure functions F2 and FL can be written
as

1

ē2q

F2(x,Q
2)

x
= C

(0)
F2Σ

⊗ Σ(x, µ2
f ), (2)

1

ē2q

FL(x,Q
2)

x
=

αs(µ
2
r)

2π
C

(1)
FLΣ

⊗ Σ(x, µ2
f ) + 2nf

αs(µ
2
r)

2π
C

(1)
FLg

⊗ g(x, µ2
f ) , (3)

where at the first non-zero order the coefficient functions are

C
(0)
F2Σ

(z) = δ(1− z) , C
(1)
FLΣ

(z) = 2CFz , and C
(1)
FLg

(z) = 4TRz (1− z) . (4)

Here we used Nc = CA = 3, CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc), and TR = 1/2. In this work nf = 3 is the

number of massless flavours and ē2q is the average quark charge,

ē2q ≡
1

nf

∑
q

e2q , (5)
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where eq denotes the electric charge of quark q.
The aim in this work is to write the Q2 evolution equations for structure functions directly for

the structure functions F2 and FL. This requires us to first invert Eqs. (2) and (3) such that the
singlet and gluon PDF can be expressed in terms of F2 and FL. This results in

Σ(x, µ2
f ) =

1

ē2q
F̃2(x,Q

2) , (6)

g(x, µ2
f ) =

1

nf ē2q

(
C

gF̃ ′
2
⊗ F̃ ′

2 + CgF̃2
⊗ F̃2 + C

gF̃ ′′
L
⊗ F̃ ′′

L + C
gF̃ ′

L
⊗ F̃ ′

L + CgF̃L
⊗ F̃L

)
, (7)

where

F̃2(x,Q
2) ≡ F2(x,Q

2)

x
F̃L(x,Q

2) ≡ 2π

αs(µ2
r)

FL(x,Q
2)

x
(8)

F̃ ′
2,L(x,Q

2) ≡ x
d

dx
F̃2,L(x,Q

2) F̃ ′′
L(x,Q

2) ≡ x2 d2

dx2
F̃L(x,Q

2) . (9)

The coefficient functions C
gF̃ ′

2
, CgF̃2

, C
gF̃ ′′

L
, C

gF̃ ′
L
, and CgF̃L

are listed in Ref. [8].

When we take Q2 derivatives of Eqs. (2) and (3), and then use Eqs. (6) and (7), arrive with
the evolution equations for F2 and FL,

d

d logQ2

[
F2(x,Q

2)

x

]
=

αs(Q
2)

2π

[
C

(0)
F2Σ

⊗ Pqq ⊗ F̃2 + 2C
(0)
F2Σ

⊗ Pqg ⊗
(
C

gF̃ ′
2
⊗ F̃ ′

2 (10)

+ CgF̃2
⊗ F̃2 + C

gF̃ ′′
L
⊗ F̃ ′′

L + C
gF̃ ′

L
⊗ F̃ ′

L + CgF̃L
⊗ F̃L

)]
,

d

d logQ2

[
2π

αs(Q2)

FL(x,Q
2)

x

]
=

(
αs(Q

2)

2π

)[
C

(1)
FLΣ

⊗ Pqq + 2nfC
(1)
FLg

⊗ Pgq

]
⊗ F̃2

+ 2

(
αs(Q

2)

2π

)[
C

(1)
FLΣ

⊗ Pqg + C
(1)
FLg

⊗ Pgg

]
(11)

⊗
(
C

gF̃ ′
2
⊗ F̃ ′

2 + CgF̃2
⊗ F̃2 + C

gF̃ ′′
L
⊗ F̃ ′′

L + C
gF̃ ′

L
⊗ F̃ ′

L + CgF̃L
⊗ F̃L

)
,

where we have set the renormalization scale to be µ2
r = Q2. Here Pqq, Pqg, Pgg, and Pgq are the

LO splitting functions listed in Ref. [8]. These equations include double convolutions which can,
however, be analytically reduced to a single one, see Ref. [8].

3 Evolution of a six-observable physical basis

In this section we repeat the same steps as in Sec. 2, but now we consider a more complete setup
by distinguishing between the light quark flavors. We still include only the light quark flavors and
continue to work at the first non-zero order in αs.

We separate the quark distributions u ̸= u, d ̸= d, but keep s = s to limit the number of
observables needed in the physical basis. Including the gluon distribution, we have in total six
PDFs. In order to express the PDFs in terms of physical observables, we first need to collect a
set of six linearly independent DIS structure functions. From neutral current DIS we choose the
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structure functions FL, F2 and F3. From charged current DIS we choose FW−
2 , FW−

3 , and FW−
2c

corresponding to the W−-boson exchange.
In the first non-zero order in αs structure functions F2, F3 F

W−
2 , FW−

3 , and FW−
2c are expressed

in terms of PDFs as [1, 9, 10]
F2

F3

FW−
2

FW−
3

FW−
2c

 =


xe2d xe2d xe2u xe2u 2xe2s

2(L2
d −R2

d) −2(L2
d −R2

d) 2(L2
u −R2

u) −2(L2
u −R2

u) 0
0 2x 2x 0 2x
0 −2 2 0 −2
0 0 0 0 2x




d

d
u
u
s

 . (12)

Here, Lq = T 3
q − 2eq sin

2 θW and Rq = −2eq sin
2 θW , where θW denotes the Weinberg angle and T 3

q

is the third component of the weak isospin. Now the structure function FL reads

FL(x,Q
2) =

αs(Q
2)

2π
x

[
C

(1)

FLF̃2
⊗ F̃2(Q

2) + 2

nf∑
q

e2qC
(1)
FLg

⊗ g(Q2)

]
, (13)

where the coefficient functions C
(1)

FLF̃2
= C

(1)
FLΣ

and C
(1)
FLg

were defined in Eq. (4). The expressions

for PDFs in terms of the structure functions are listed in Ref. [8].
As in previous section, we can relate the DGLAP evolution of the structure functions to the

DGLAP evolution of the quark and antiquark PDFs. By taking Q2 derivatives of the structure
functions defined in Eq. (12) we arrive at DGLAP evolutions for structure functions

F2, F3, FW−

2 , FW−

3 , FW−

2c , and FL,

which form a six dimensional physical basis.
The obtained Q2 dependencies of F2, FL, F3, and FW−

2 in the six-observable physical basis are
shown in Fig. 1. Initial conditions for the physical basis evolution are computed at Q2 = 2.0GeV2

using Eqs. (12) and (13) with the CTEQ (CT14lo NF3 [11]) set of LO PDFs. As expected, within
the numerical accuracy, the Q2 dependencies are found to match with the values obtained by
computing the structure functions directly from Eqs. (12) and (13) using DGLAP-evolved PDFs.
The discrepancies for F3 around x = 10−8 are presumably due to numerical noise. The overall
excellent agreement validates the obtained evolution in the physical basis.

4 Summary

We have shown how the DGLAP evolution can be directly formulated in terms of observable DIS
structure functions in the case of three light quarks, first non-zero order in αs. We first considered
a toy model with only the light quark singlet and the gluon PDF, and constructed a physical
basis with only structure functions F2 and FL. Then we proceeded to study a more complete
case by considering the quark PDFs u, u, d, d, and s = s together with the gluon PDF. We
constructed a corresponding physical basis with six observables FL, F2, F3, F

W−
2 , FW−

3 , and FW−
2c .

We also confirmed numerically that the results obtained by performing the DGLAP evolution in
the physical basis result in the same Q2 evolution as in the conventional approach with DGLAP-
evolved PDFs.

In future work we will expand the perturbative order to reach the second non-zero order in αs.
At that order the we can fully exploit the advantage of the physical basis advocated in this work,
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Figure 1: The Q2 evolution of F2, FL, F3, and FW−
2 using the physical-basis approach (curves)

compared with the usual PDF-based approach (markers).

as it becomes possible to avoid the scheme dependence which otherwise manifests itself at NLO.
In the future, we also intend to extend the procedure discussed in this work to cover the heavy
quark flavors, and thus obtain a physical basis with more degrees of freedom.
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