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strong coupling in two different schemes
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Abstract:

We study the impact of recent measurements of charm cross section H1-ZEUS combined data on simul-

taneous determination of parton distribution functions (PDFs) and the strong coupling, o (M%)7 in two different
schemes. We perform several fits based on Thorne-Roberts (RT) and Thorne-Roberts optimal (RTOPT) schemes
at next-to-leading order (NLO). We show that adding charm cross section H1-ZEUS combined data reduces the
uncertainty of the gluon distribution and improves the fit quality up to ~0.4% and ~0.9%, without and with the

charm contribution, from the RT scheme to the RTOPT scheme, respectively. We also emphasise the central role

of the strong coupling, ozs(M%)7 in revealing the impact of charm flavour contribution, when it is considered as an

extra free parameter. We show that in going from the RT scheme to the RT OPT scheme, we get ~0.9% and ~2.0%

improvement in the value of as(M2), without and with the charm flavour contribution respectively.
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1 Introduction

When the mass of a quark is significantly larger than
the quantum chromodynamics (QCD) scale parameter,
Agop~250 MeV, we categorize it as a heavy quark [1].
The production of heavy quarks in photoproduction (yp)
and deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of e*p was one of the
main tasks at HERA. The only heavy quarks kinemati-
cally accessible at HERA were beauty and charm quarks,
and investigation of the impact of charm quark cross sec-
tion H1-ZEUS combined data [2] on simultan€ous detér-
mination of parton distribution functions afid the strong
coupling, a,(M2), is the main topic of his analysis. In
deep inelastic eTp scattering we can approximate thefa-
tio of photon couplings corresponding te & Ieawy quark,

@Qn,h=b,c, by
2
NEQh2, (1)
@3

where @ = 5, 2 are the beauty awd charm electric
charges, respectively, and @,, with q = u,d,s,c,b, rep-
resent the kinematically accessible quark flavours.

Now, for the charm quark we have

Q2 4
c)r~ - =—~(0.36 . 2
lo~grareror@ 1 )
From Eq. 2 we see that up to 36 percent of the cross
sections at HERA originate from processes with charm

f(h)
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quarks in the final state. \This is our main motivation to
investigaté the impact of/only charm quarks on simulta-
neous determination of parton distribution functions or
thejr"uhcertainties and the strong coupling, a (M32).

The ratio f(¢)~0.36 implies that charm quarks are
an imtegral part of the quark-antiquark sea within the
protony Onsthe other hand, the proton has no net charm
flavour number, which in turn implies that the charm
quarks within the proton can only arise in pairs of cc.
Sinee the charm-quark mass is about 1.5 GeV, at the
low-energy limit the cc pairs are considerably heavier
than that to have a contribution within the proton.

Although consideration of so-called intrinsic charm
(IC) [3] may alter this simple view of the heavy flavour
content of the proton, at present there is no evidence for
the existence of such a contribution from HERA data.
Therefore, in this analysis the charm quarks within the
proton are as usual considered as virtual quarks, which
in turn arise as fluctuations of probing the gluon content
of the proton.

The charm PDFs play an important role in hadronic
collisions and cause photons to emerge from hard parton-
parton interactions in association with one or more
charm quark jets. Clearly, to study and analyse these
processes, we need the charm PDFs, which in turn have
sizeable uncertainties. A series of experimental mea-
surements involving charm (or beauty) and photon final
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states have recently been published by the CDF and DO
Collaborations [4-9].

As we noted, the charm quark mass is about 1.5 GeV,
whereas the QCD scale is about Agcp~0.25 GeV, so it
is reasonable to treat the charm quark mass as a hard
scale in perturbative quantum chromodynamics (pQCD)
and investigate the charm mass effect in pQCD. Accord-
ingly, in this study we use the full HERA run I and II
combined data [10] as a new measurements of inclusive
deep inelastic scattering cross sections for our base data
set and then we investigate, simultaneously, the impact
of charm quark cross section H1-ZEUS combined data
[2] on the central value of the PDFs and determination
of the strong coupling, a,(M3).

Although the charm quark mass is large compared
to the QCD scale, it is small with respect to other
pQCD scales, such as the transverse momentum of a
quark or a jet, pr, and the virtuality of the photon, Q2.
This smallness leads to the logarithmic correction terms,
~ [aIn(pZ/m?2)|™ and ~ [a,In(Q?/m?)]™, corresponding
to pr and 2, respectively. At present, the order of mag-
nitude and treatment of these correction terms are open
questions.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2,
we describe the theoretical framework of our study and
discuss the reduced cross sections. We introduce the data
set which we use in this QCD-analysis and discuss our
methodology in Section 3. In Section 4, the impact of
charm quark cross section H1-ZEUS combined data on
QCD fit quality is discussed. We explain the impact
of charm production data on PDFs and «,(M3) ih Sec:
tion 5. We present our results in Section 6 and,conelude
with a summary in Section 7.

2 Cross sections and parton distribu-
tions

In perturbative quantum chremgdynamies, the deep
inelastic scattering of e*p, at the centre-6f#mass energies
up to /s ~320GeV at HERA, plays,a central role in
probing the structure of the proton, as a sea of strongly
interacting quarks and gluons. For neutral current (NC)
interactions, the reduced cross sections can be expressed
in terms of the generalized structure functions as:

ot

ot _ d*oyd Q'
PNC T dog;dQ? 2ma?Y,
D ST
= FhF—aF; =—F 3
2$Y+UC 3 Y, L ( )

where Yy =14(1 y)? and « is the fine-structure con-
stant which is defined at zero momentum transfer. The
generalized structure functions 1:“2, F . and Fg can be ex-
pressed as linear combinations of the proton structure

functions Fy,Fy?, Fy? FZ and FZ as follows:

FQ = F2 Iiz'Ue'FQ’YZ“FKZQZ('US‘i‘ag)'FQZ,
F, = F, IQZUE'FSZ—I—IQZZ(US—I—ai)'Ff,
tFy =  kza.cFy? +5%-2v.a.-cFF, (4)

where v, and a. are the vector and axial-vector weak
couplings of the electron to the Z boson, and r,(Q?) is
defined as

ﬁZ(Qz) = <

(Q24M2)(4sin® Oy cos2 Oy, )|
This analysis is based on xFitter, an open source QCD
framework [11] which is an update of the former HER-
AFitter package [12]. The values of the Z-boson mass
and the electroweak mixing angle are Mz=91.1876 GeV
and sin?fy, = 0.23127, respectively, and electroweak ef-
fects have been treated only at leading order (LO).

In the range of low values of Q?, Q? < M2, the Z
boson exchange contribution may be ignored and then
the reduced NC DIS cross sections can be expressed by

()

2
oo = B %FL. (6)

Similarlyy the reduced charged current (CC) deep in-
elastite™ p scattering’cross sections may be expressed as
follows:

+
o= 2z [ My, +Q? ’ dPocd
meC T GE Mz | dagdQ?
Y. Y 2
= §W2i¢7xw3i %Wg[, (7)

Where W5, V~V3i and Wf are another set of structure
functions and G is the Fermi constant, which is related
to the weak coupling constant g and electromagnetic cou-
pling constant e by:

G2 62 92
7 44/2sin? Ow M3, AMy ®
The values of the Fermi constant and W-boson mass in
the xFitter QCD framework [11] are: G = 1.16638 x
10 5 GeV ? and My, =80.385 GeV.

In the quark parton model (QPM), the sums and dif-
ferences of quark and anti-quark distributions, depend-
ing on the charge of the lepton beam, can be repre-
sented by Wi, Wi structure functions, respectively,
and WiE=0:

W ~aU+aD, W, ~aU+zD,
aWy ~xD zU, aW, ~zU xD. (9)

According to Eq. 9 we have:
otcerazU+(1 y)’zD
o,.coc~zU+(1 y)’zD. (10)
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Now it is possible to determine both the valence-quark
distributions, zu, and zd,, and the combined sea-quark
distributions, U and 2D, by combination of NC and
CC measurements.

In analogy to the inclusive NC deep inelastic e*p
cross section, the reduced cross sections for charm-quark

production, ¢€<, can be expressed by

red)

cc _ dUCé(eiP) xBjQ4

Tred = "qypdQ?  2ma?Y,
.Y _ y2 _
— FCC:F—ZCFCC _FCC, 11
2 }/+ 3 Y+ L ( )

where Y. = (1+(1 y)?), « is the electromagnetic cou-
pling constant, and FEC, zFC and FCC are charm-
quark contributions to the inclusive structure functions
F,, xF3 and Fp, respectively.

In the kinematic region at HERA, the FCC struc-
ture function makes a dominant contribution. The zF.S°
structure function contributes only from Z° exchange
and 7Z° which implies that for the Q% < M2 region,
this contribution may be ignored. Finally, the contri-
bution of longitudinal charm-quark structure function,
FCC . is suppressed only for the 32 <1 region which can
be a few percent in the kinematic region accessible at
HERA and therefore cannot be ignored.

Therefore, neglecting the zchSCé structure function
contribution, the reduced charm-quark cross section,
oS for both positron and electron beams, can be ex-

red?

pressed by

co _ o (e*p) 1Q'

Tred T TT42dQ? 2ma?Y,
_ 2 _
- Fg° L oo, (19)
Y.
Accordingly, at high y, the reduced eharm-quarkteross

section, 0, and the FCC structuré function only differ

by a small FEC contribution [13}

In the QPM, the structurefunctions depend only on
the 2 variable and then they camde dizectly related to
the PDFs. In QCD, however, and especially when heavy
flavour production is included, the structure functions
depend on both z and Q? variables, [14-39]. In Section
3, based on our methodology, we extract the PDFs as
functions of x and @Q? variables, using full HERA run
I and II combined data, with and without the charm
cross section H1-ZEUS combined measurements data set
included.

3 Data set and methodology

In this paper, we use two different data sets: the
full HERA run I and II combined NC and CC DIS e*p
scattering cross sections [10], and the charm production
reduced cross section measurements data [2]. In our

analysis, we choose the full HERA run I and II com-
bined data as our base data set, and then we investigate
the impact of charm production reduced cross section
data on simultaneous determination of PDFs and the
strong coupling, a,(MZ%) in the Thorne-Roberts (RT)
and Thorne-Roberts optimal (RTOPT) schemes. The
kinematic ranges for these two data sets have been re-
ported in Ref. [40].

We use xFitter [11], version 1.2.2, as our QCD fit
framework. Using the QCDNUM package [41], version
17-01/12, we evolved the parton distribution functions
and a.(M2). In the evolution of PDFs and «.(M2),
we set our theory type based on the DGLAP collinear
evolution equations [42] and make several fits at leading
order and next-to-leading order in the RT and RTOPT
schemes.

The RT scheme is a General Mass-Variable Flavour
Number Scheme (GM-VFNS). Really, the RT scheme
was designed to providema, smooth transition from the
massive FFN scheméat low'§cales Q?~m: to the mass-
less ZM-VFNS sglieme ag, high'scales Q?>>m?. However,
the connection(is not unique./A GM-VENS can be de-
fined by demanding equivalence of the n; =n (FFNS)
and n; Zn+1 flaveur (ZM-VFNS) descriptions above
the transitiomypoint for'the new parton distributions. Of
course they arelby, definition identical below this point,
at lall orders. The RT scheme has two different variants:
RTstandard and RT optimal, with a smoother transi-
tion acresssthe heavy flavour threshold region. A review
ofthe,two different schemes has been given in Ref. [40].

To"investigate the impact of charm production re-
dueed cross section data, we need to use the heavy flavour
scheme in our analysis. Different theoretical groups use
various heavy flavour schemes. For example, some theory
groups such as CT10 [43], ABKMO09 [44], and NNPDF2.1
[45, 46] used S-ACOT [47], FFNS [48] and FONLL [49],
respectively and some other groups such as MSTWO08
[50] and HERAPDF1.5/2.0 [20] used the RT (also re-
ferred to as TR) standard and optimal heavy flavour
schemes [51, 52] to calculate the reduced charm cross
sections in DIS. On the other hand, to include heavy
flavour contributions, the perturbative QCD scales u?
and p? play a central rule. Some groups such as CT10
[43] and ABKMO09 [44] choose p} = p2 = Q*+mZ, and
pi = p2 = Q*+4mg, respectively, where m¢ denotes the
pole mass of the charm quark, whereas the NNPDF2.1
[45, 46], HERAPDF1.5 [20] and MSTWO08 [50] groups
use iy =p, = in their heavy quark QCD approach.

To include the heavy-flavor contributions, we use
both RT and RTOPT schemes, and choose ;= p,.=0Q
as the perturbative quantum chromodynamics scale for
the pole mass of the charm quark m.=1.5+£0.15 GeV.

The last step in our QCD analysis is the minimization
procedure. In this regard, we use the standard MINUIT
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minimization package [53], as a powerful program for
minimization, correlations and parameter errors.

In order to minimize the influence of higher twist
contributions we use kinematic cuts. In the various
DIS analyses, different kinds of kinematic cuts should
be applied. In this analysis we imposed a kinematic
cut Q?=3.5 GeV? to omit all data with Q? less than
this value. The cuts on the kinematic coverage of the
DIS data have been made for values of Q? between
Q?=0.045GeV? and Q*=50000GeV? and values of xg;
between zp; =6x10 7 and zp; =0.65. The cuts on Q2
not only significantly increase the number of data points
available to constrain PDFs, but also allow access to a
greater range of kinematics, which in turn lead to re-
duced PDF uncertainties, especially at higher values of
x.

In this analysis, based on the HERAPDF approach
[10], we generically parameterized the PDFs of the pro-
ton, xf(x), at the initial scale of the QCD evolution
Q2=1.9 GeV? as

xf(r)=Ax"
where in the infinite momentum frame, x is the fraction
of the proton’s momentum taken by the struck parton.
To determine the normalization constants A for the
valence and gluon distributions, we use the QCD number
and momentum sum rules. Using this functional form,
Eq. (13) leads to the following independent combinations
of parton distribution functions:

(1 z)°(1+Dz+Ex?), (13)

zg(x) = AgaPs (1 )% AlaP(1 2)%, (14)
ru,(x) = A, 2P (1 )% (1+E,, 2°), (15)

ad,(x) = Ag,a®m (1 x)%, (16)
2U(x) = Aga®o(1 z)°0 (1+Dgx), (17)
rD(x) = Apa®p(1 x)°p. (18)

where zg(x) is the gluon distribution, Zu(x) and xd,(x)
are the valence-quark distribdtions, and zU(z) and
xD(x) are the u-type and d-type anti-quark distribu-
tions, which are identical to the sea-quark’distributions.
A review of HERAPDF functional form, including some
more details, can be found in Ref. [40].

4 Impact of charm production data on
the QCD fit quality

We now investigate the impact of the charm cross
section H1-ZEUS combined measurements on simultane-
ous determination of PDFs and a,(M3Z). We also ex-
plain how adding these data improve the uncertainty of
PDFs, reducing the error bars of some parton distribu-
tions, especially gluon distributions and some of their
ratios, when the HERA run I and II combined inclusive
DIS e*p scattering cross sections data are chosen as a
“BASE”. To investigate the fit quality, we use the Y2

definition as reported in Ref. [40].

For HERA run I and II combined inclusive DIS e*p
scattering cross sections and the charm cross section
H1-ZEUS combined measurements, the number of data
points are 1307 and 42, respectively. Accordingly, the
total number of data points for BASE and BASE plus
charm, which we refer to sometimes as “TOTAL”, are
1307 and 1349, respectively. In various configurations,
the @%>1.5 GeV? range was covered by the HERA run
I and IT combined data [10]. The MINUIT parameters
are sensitive to the Q2. value, so to get a convergent fit
result we set Q2 =3.5 GeV?, as suggested in Ref [10].
Clearly, this cut on Q? omits all data with Q? less than
Q2,,=3.5 GeV? and therefore, reduces the total num-
ber of data points from 1307 and 1349 to 1145 and 1192
for the BASE and TOTAL data sets, respectively. Now,
based on Table 1, we can present our QCD fit quality as
follows:

for the RT scheme;

1335
—=11
Na 1.180 for BASE, (19)

XM,/ Y= %iz—l 179 for TOTAL, (20)

X’2I‘OTAL/ def.=

and for the RTOPT seheme:

1331
Xrorar/dof = 1331 1 176 for BASE,  (21)
1131
1378
Xererrar,/dof = =1.169 for TOTAL, (22)

1178

where‘dof refers to the x? per degrees of freedom and is
defihed as the number of data points minus the number
of free parameters. As we can see from Eqs. (19-22), we
obtain four different values of x%qpa;,/dof, correspond-
ing to four different fits, which in turn imply four differ-
ent fit-qualities in some PDFs. Now, according to the
relative change of x?, which is defined by X‘%‘TXXQM

and the numerical results of Eqgs. (19-22), we seReTthat
in going from the RT scheme to the RT OPT scheme,
we get ~0.4% and ~0.9% improvement in the fit qual-
ity, without and with the charm flavour contribution,
respectively. Clearly these differences in fit quality im-
ply a significant reduction of some PDF uncertainties,
especially for gluon distributions, as we will explain in
the next section.

5 Impact of charm production data on
PDFs and a,(M32)

Now, we present the impact of charm cross section
H1-ZEUS combined measurements data on simultane-
ous determination of PDFs and o (M%) in the RT and
RTOPT schemes and for two separate scenarios. In
the first scenario we fix a(M32) to 0.117 and develop our
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Table 1. Data sets used in our NLO QCD analysis, with corresponding partial x? per data point for each data set,
including x? per degrees of freedom (dof) for the RT and RT OPT schemes.
NLO
experiment RT BASE RT TOTAL RTOPT BASE RTOPT TOTAL
HERA I+II CC eTp [10] 44/39 45/39 44/39 44/39
HERA I+I1 CC e p [10] 49/42 49/42 50/42 49/42
HERA I+II NC e p [10] 221/159 221/159 221/159 221/159
HERA I+1I NC etp 460 [10] 208/204 209/204 210/204 210/204
HERA I+II NC e*p 575 [10] 213/254 213/254 212/254 212/254
HERA I+II NC e*p 820 [10] 66,70 66,70 65/70 66/70
HERA I+1II NC etp 920 [10] 422/377 424/377 418/377 419/377
charm HI1-ZEUS [2] - 40/47 - 38/47
correlated x2 111 122 111 119
total X2/d0f @ @ @ @
1131 1178 1131 1178

QCD fit analysis based on only 14 unknown free param-
eters, according to Egs. (14-18). Although in this sce-
nario the value of X274, /dof is reduced, according to
Egs. (19-22), from 1.180 to 1.169, we find nothing to
show the impact of charm cross section H1-ZEUS com-
bined measurements data on the PDFs. In the second
scenario we consider the strong coupling o (M%) as an
extra free parameter and refit our analysis, but this time
with 15 unknown free parameters. Based on the second
scenario, not only do we obtain ~0.4% and ~0.9% im-
provement in the fit quality, without and with the charm
flavour contribution, respectively, the same as the first
scenario, but we also clearly find the impact of charm
on the PDF's, especially on the gluon distribution. Some
more details about the central role of the strong coupling
in pQCD have been reported in Ref. [40].

In Tables 2 and 3, we present next-to-leadiiig order
numerical values of parameters and theirduncertainties
for the zu,, zd,, sea and gluon PDF's atsthe input, scale

of Q5=1.9 GeV? for the two different scenarios.
According to the numerical results in Table 3, when
we add the charm cross section H1-ZEUS combined
measurements data o the3HERA run I and II com-
bined data, the numerigal value of o, (MZ) changes from
0.1161£0.0037 £6 0.1178+0.0038 and from 0.1151+0.0032
to 0.1154£070028, for the )RT and RTOPT schemes,
without and with“gharm, flavour data included, respec-
tively. {f we compate/our results for a,(MZ) for RT
TOFPAL and RI'OPT TOTAL with the world average
value, ag(M2)=071185+0.0006, which was recently re-
ported by the PDG [33], we find a good agreement with
the world ayerage value. Of course, it should be noted,
sinee the PDG value of o, (M%) is extracted by global fits
t0 a variety of experimental data, it has a much smaller
uncertainty. In other words, although our QCD analysis
has been performed based on only two data sets, our nu-
merical results for the strong coupling are in good agree-
ment with the world average value. Also, these values of

Table 2. The NLO numerical values'of parameters and their uncertainties for the u,, zd,, 4, zd, 5 and g PDFs

at the initial scale of QZ=10 GeV? imythe first scenario, where the strong coupling, aS(M%), is fixed to 0.117.

fitst_scenario: the strong coupling, OLS(M%)7 is fixed

parameter RT BASE RT TOTAL RTOPT BASE RTOPT TOTAL
By, 0.723+0.046 0.723£0.044 0.730£0.042 0.72640.039
Cluy 4.84140.088 4.833£0.087 4.82740.086 4.82340.084
Ey, 13.6+2.6 13.5£2.5 13.1+£2.3 13.2+2.1
Bg, 0.818+0.095 0.826+0.094 0.82540.094 0.822+0.095
Ca, 4.16£0.40 4.18+0.39 4.21£0.39 4.19+0.38
Cy 8.91£0.81 8.72£0.78 8.90£0.81 8.70+0.80
Dg 17.7£3.3 16.4£3.0 17.6£3.3 16.5+3.2
Ap 0.158+0.011 0.160+0.011 0.156140.0098 0.1594+£0.0099
Bp 0.1682+0.0082 0.1666+0.0080 0.1760+0.0074 0.1732+0.0073
Cph 4.2+1.3 4.5£1.3 4.0+1.2 4.3+1.3
By 0.11+£0.16 0.12+0.15 0.07£0.13 0.09+0.12
Cy 11.2+1.7 10.7£1.4 12.3£1.7 11.8+1.5
Ag 2.1£1.5 1.94+1.2 2.9£1.6 2.7£1.1
By 0.206+0.079 0.216£0.075 0.14240.083 0.162£0.098

as(M%) 0.1176 0.1176 0.1176 0.1176
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Table 3.

The NLO numerical values of parameters and their uncertainties for the zu., zd,, @, zd, 5 and g PDFs

at the initial scale of Q3=1.9 GeV? in the second scenario, where the strong coupling, as (M%), is taken as an extra
free parameter.

second scenario: the strong coupling, aS(M%), is free

parameter RT BASE RT TOTAL RTOPT BASE RTOPT TOTAL
By, 0.71240.047 0.72540.048 0.71040.045 0.709+0.043
Cluy 4.88+0.12 4.83£0.12 4.89+£0.11 4.87£0.10
Ey, 13.9£2.3 13.4£2.2 13.7£2.2 13.7£2.3
By, 0.81140.094 0.826+0.096 0.812+0.093 0.81340.091
Ca, 4.18+0.38 4.1740.39 4.2440.38 4.2240.39
Cy 9.09£0.89 8.70£0.90 9.21+£0.87 8.97+0.84
Dg 18.5£3.9 16.3£3.7 19.2+3.9 17.8+£3.5
Ap 0.160£0.012 0.160£0.011 0.158+0.010 0.1610+0.0100
By 0.1657+0.0099 0.167+0.010 0.172840.0083 0.1704+£0.0079
Cph 4.4+1.4 4.5+1.4 4.4+1.3 4.6+1.3
By 0.13£0.11 0.12£0.12 0.1040.12 0.1240.10
Cy 11.8£2.2 10.6£2.0 13.5£2.3 12.7£2.3
Ag 2.3£1.1 1.87+0.84 3.4+£1.6 3.0£1.6
By 0.21740.074 0.21540.073 0.16440.096 0.18240.074

as(M%) 0.116140.0037 0.1178+0.0038 0.1151+070032 0.1154+0.0028

strong coupling show the impact of the RT and RTOPT
schemes on the determination of a,(M3), when consid-
ered as an extra free parameter.

6 Results

According to Table 4, in going from the RT scheme
to the RTOPT scheme, we get ~0.4% and ~0.9% im-
provement in the fit quality, without and with the charm
flavour contributions included, respectively. Also, ac-
cording to Table 5, in going from the RT schemeto the
RTOPT scheme, we get ~0.9% and ~2.0% improvement
in the a (M%) value, without and with the chéarm flavour
contributions respectively.

Table 4. Comparison of the numericaljvalues of
% for the RT and RTORT schemes in,the
first scenario, where the stfong couplinghas(M3%),
is fixed to 0.117. RTOPT TOLATrhas the best fit
quality, as an impact of addingycharm cross sec-

tion H1-ZEUS combined measurements data to
HERA I and II combined data.

first scenario: the strong coupling, as(M%) is fixed

scheme X%oraL/dof as(M2)

RT BASE 1335/1131 0.1176
RT TOTAL 1389/1178 0.1176
RTOPT BASE 1331/1131 0.1176
RTOPT TOTAL 1378/1178 0.1176

In Fig. 1, we illustrate the consistency of HERA mea-
surements of the reduced deep inelastic e*p scattering
cross sections data [10] and charm production reduced
cross section measurements data [2] with the theory pre-
dictions as a function of z and for different values of Q2.
According to our QCD analysis, we have good agree-
ment between the theoretical and experimental data.

The uncertaintiés on thetgross/sections in Fig. 1 are ob-
tained using Hessian'error prepagation. The correspond-

ing XszoTAL valuesfor each of the data sets in Fig. 1 are
listed in Table 1.

Table 5. Comparison of the numerical values of

Xowak and ay(M3) for the RT and RTOPT
sechemes in the second scenario, where the strong
coupling, aS(M%), is taken as an extra free param-
eter. RTOPT TOTAL has the best fit quality and
improvement in oupling, as(M2), as an impact of
adding charm cross section H1-ZEUS combined
measurements data to HERA I and II combined

data.
second scenario: the strong coupling, aS(M%) is free
scheme X%oraL/dof as(M2)
RT BASE 1335/1130 0.1161+£0.0037
RT TOTAL 1389/1177 0.1178+0.0038
RTOPT BASE 1330/1130 0.1151+£0.0032
RTOPT TOTAL 1377/1177 0.1154+0.0028

The impact of charm cross section H1-ZEUS com-
bined measurements data on HERA I and II combined
data for gluon distribution functions are shown in Figs.
2 and 3, at the starting value of Q2 = 1.9 GeV? and Q?
=3, 4 and 5 GeV?, in the RT and RTOPT schemes and
for two separate scenarios. Clearly, in the first scenario,
where the strong coupling a,(M32) is fixed, we find no
impact from adding charm H1-ZEUS combined data to
the HERA T and II combined data. In the second sce-
nario, however, where we consider the strong coupling
a,(M32) as an extra free parameter, we clearly find the
impact of adding charm H1-ZEUS combined data to the
HERA T and IT combined data.
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Fig. 1. (color online) Illustrations of the consistency of HERA combined measurements of the reduced DIS etp data
[10] and the theory predictions as a function of x and for different values of Q.
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Fig. 2. (color online) The gluon PDF's as extracted for the RT scheme in two separate scenarios. These distributions
are plotted at the starting value of Q% = 1.9 GeV? and Q2 = 3, 4 and 5 GeV2nas aifunction of 2. The upper four
diagrams correspond to the first scenario, where the strong coupling, as(M%), is fixed and we find no impact of
adding charm H1-ZEUS combined data to the HERA I and IT combined data. Phe lower four diagrams correspond
to the second scenario, where we consider the strong coupling, as(Mg), as an extra freg’'parameter, clearly revealing
the impact of adding charm H1-ZEUS combined data to the HERA I'and II combined data.
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Fig. 3. (color online) The gluon PDF's as extracted for the RTOPT scheme in two separate scenarios, at the starting
value of Q% = 1.9 GeV? and Q2 = 3, 4 and 5 GeV?, as a function of z. The impact of adding charm data can be
seen only in the four lower diagrams, where the strong coupling, os (M%), is considered as an extra free parameter.

The partial gluon distribution functions are shown in
Figs. 4 and 5, at Q% = 1.9, 3, 5 and 10 GeV? in the
RT and RTOPT schemes and for two separate scenarios.
The impact of adding charm H1-ZEUS combined data to
the HERA I and II combined data can be seen only in
the second scenario, where the strong coupling, a,(M3),

is considered as an extra free parameter.

The total sea quark X-PDFs are defined by ¥ =
22 (t+d+5+¢). In Figs. 6 and 7 we plot the partial ratio
of gluon distributions over the ¥-PDF to show the im-
pact of adding charm cross section H1-ZEUS combined
data to HERA I and II combined data, at Q2 = 4, 5, 100

113104-8



Chinese Physics C  Vol. 41, No. 11 (2017) 113104

and 10000 GeV? in the RT and RTOPT schemes and for
the two different scenarios. Clearly, these impacts can
be seen only in the second scenario.

7 Summary

Up to 36 percent of the cross sections at HERA
originate from processes with charm quarks in the final

state. In this QCD analysis we investigated the simul-
taneous impact of charm quark cross section H1-ZEUS
combined data on the PDFs and on the determination
of the strong coupling.

We chose the full HERA run I and IT DIS charged
and neutral current data as a base data set and devel-
oped our QCD analysis at next-to-leading order in both
RT and RTOPT schemes and for two separate scenarios
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clearly show this impact.
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Fig. 7. (color online) The partial ratio of gluon distributions over X-PDFs, as extracted for the RTOPT scheme.
The upper four diagrams correspond to the first scenario, while the lower four diagrams correspond to the second
scenario and clearly show the impact of charm flavour data on the PDFs.

using the HERAPDF parametrization form.

The sensitivity of PDF uncertainties to reduced
charm quark cross section H1-ZEUS combined data at
next-to-leading order, especially when in our second sce-
nario we take the strong coupling, a,(M32), as an extra
free parameter, is reported in this QCD analysis.

This analysis shows a dramatic reduction of some
PDF uncertainties and good agreement of the strong cou-

pling constant, a,(M2), with the world average value,
when the reduced charm quark cross section H1-ZEUS
combined data are included.

As we mentioned, the strong coupling, o, (M3), plays
a central role in the pQCD factorization theorem and the
result of this QCD-analysis emphasis on its dramatic cor-
relation with the PDF's reveals the impact of the charm
flavour contribution.

113104-10



Chinese Physics C  Vol. 41, No. 11 (2017) 113104

According our QCD analysis, in going from the RT

scheme to the RTOPT scheme, we get ~0.4% and ~0.9%
improvement in the fit quality, without and with the
charm flavour contribution, respectively. Also, we show
that in going from the RT scheme to the RTOPT scheme,
we get ~ 0.9% and ~ 2.0% improvement in the strong
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