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Abstract

Two photon physics has become one of the most active fields of research at the recently
closed ete™ collider LEP. The measurements of the photon structure functions and of the
structure of interactions of two virtual photons have been performed at LEP using the process
ete™ — ete vy — ete™ X, where X represents a pair of leptons or a hadronic final state.
The results obtained by the LEP experiments in single and double tagged measurements are
reviewed and compared with similar results available from other ete™ colliders. In particular
the measurements of the QED and hadronic structure functions of the quasi-real photon as
well as the studies of the possible BFKL effects in the intaractions of two virtual photons
are discussed in detail. The theoretical framework, needed to understand the experimental
results presented in the paper, is given first.
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1 Introduction

The idea that energy can be emitted and absorbed only in discrete portions comes from
Planck and was first presented in the year 1900 in his successful theory describing the en-
ergy spectrum of the black body radiation. Only five years later Einstein proposed that light
can be considered as a flux of particles (light quanta). The notion ‘photon’ was introduced
by the American chemist G.N.Lewis in the year 1926.

Over the last century we have observed a huge progress in our understanding of both
matter and light. The interactions of quarks, leptons and gauge bosons have been success-
fully described by the Standard Model — a combination of gauge theories. In this model the
photon plays a role of a gauge boson of quantum electrodynamics (QED) and mediates the
electromagnetic force between charged objects. As the gauge boson of QED, the photon is
a massless (m < 2-1071% eV) and chargeless (¢ < 5-1073%) particle [1] having no internal
structure in the common sense. However, in any quantum field theory, the existence of in-
teractions means also that the quanta themself can develop a structure. This follows from
the Heisenberg uncertainty principle written! as AEAt > 1. For example, the photon can
fluctuate for a short period of time into a charged fermion-antifermion pair, ff, carrying the
same quantum numbers as the photon. The lifetime of this fluctuation increases with the
energy of the parent photon FE, and decreases with the square of the invariant mass of the
pair M2,;.: At ~ 2E,/M?,;.. When instead of a real photon one has a photon with virtuality
@ the fluctuation time is additionally suppressed to At ~ 2E. /(M3 + Q7).

The main subject of this paper are interactions of high energy photons. It is useful to
introduce already in this place the commonly used terminology?. In the following we call the
photon direct if it interacts with another object as a whole quantity and we call the photon
resolved if it interacts through one of the fermions produced in the quantum fluctuation.

If photon fluctuates into a pair of leptons, the process can be completely calculated within
QED. However, if it fluctuates into a pair of quarks, then the situation is much more compli-
cated, because of QCD (quantum chromodynamics) interactions. The fact that photons can
behave as strongly interacting hadrons, is well known from soft, low energy ~p interactions.
The properties of those interactions are well described by the Vector Meson Dominance
(VMD) model [3] — the photon turns first into a hadronic system with quantum numbers of
a vector meson and the hard interaction takes place between partons of the vector meson and
a probing object. This contribution to the photon structure usually cannot be calculated
perturbatively and has to be parametrized in terms of the parton distribution functions in
the photon. Due to similarity to the structure of hadrons (e.g. proton) the contribution is
called hadron-like. Only when the quark pair has a sufficient relative transverse momentum,
the process is perturbatively calculable in QCD, and this contribution to the photon struc-
ture we call point-like. Of course lepton pairs can give only the point-like contribution to the
photon structure, irrespectively of their relative transverse momentum. The contributions
to the structure of the photon discussed above are schematically shown in Fig.1, and the
photon wave function can be written as [4]:

I'Throughout the paper we use the convention ¢ = i = 1.
2An attempt to sort out ambiguities existing in the terminology describing the hard interactions of photons
is performed in [2].
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Figure 1: The direct photon (a) interacts as a whole quantity. The structure of the photon
originates from quantum fluctuations — resolved photons: (b) hadron-like (c) point-like.

) = CaieetYairect) + D cvlw)+ D e+ > alm) (1)

V=pw,... g=u,d,... I=e,u,T

The coefficients cy, ¢, and ¢; depend on the factorization scale used to probe the photon
and can be found e.g. in [5]. The coefficient cgiect is given by unitarity: ¢, ., =1—> ¢} —
> cg — "¢, and in practice is always close to unity. For the rich structure of the photon
developed through quantum fluctuations its investigation represents a fundamental test of
predictions of both QED and QCD.

Most of the experimental results in the field of particle physics are today obtained from
experiments performed at accelerators where beams of high energy elementary particles
are collided head on or with stationary targets. However, at present we do not have at our
disposal photon beams and most of our knowledge on the structure of the photon comes from
ete™ or ep colliders where the lepton beams serve as sources of high energy photons (the
proton due to its large mass is a much weaker source of photons). The photons are emitted
by the lepton beams in the bremsstrahlung process. Consequently the ‘photon beams’ have
no well defined energies, but rather are characterized by broad, continues spectra. The other
limitation is that due to the four momentum conservation it is not possible for a beam lepton
to emit a real photon in the bremsstrahlung process (although the distribution is peaked at
very small virtualities). Therefore in the present day experiments only the structure of quasi-
real or virtual photons has been studied.

The main aim of this paper is to present and summarize the results on the structure of
the photon and its interactions obtained from the LEP experiments. The classical way to
investigate the structure of the photon at ete™ colliders is the measurement of the process:

e (p1)e” (p2) — e (p)e” (py) X, (2)

proceeding via the interaction of two photons, which can be either quasi-real () or virtual
(7*). The terms in parentheses in Eq. 2 represent the four-vectors of the particles as shown
in Fig. 3a and X is a given leptonic or hadronic final state. The subdivision of the photon
wave function presented in Eq. 1 corresponds to six main event classes in vy — hadrons
interactions, characterized by some transverse momentum scale kr of the ¢ggq fluctuation and
an unphysical scale kg (of order 0.5 GeV) which divides the phase space into perturbative
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Figure 2: The leading order diagrams corresponding to the six main event classes in the
process 7y — hadrons: a) direct x direct; b) direct x point-like; ¢) point-like x point-like;
d) direct x VMD; e¢) VMD x VMD; f) point-like x VMD.

and non-perturbative regions [4]. They are schematically shown in Fig. 2 and listed below
(the quantity pr represents the maximum transverse momentum in the event):

e direct x direct — the photons directly produce a quark pair, (kg < k71 = k72),

e direct x point-like — the point-like photon splits into a ¢g pair and one of them (or a
daughter thereof) interacts directly with the other photon, (ky < k1o < pr < k71),

e point-like x point-like — both photons perturbatively split into qq pairs, and subse-
quently one parton from each photon takes part in hard interaction, (kg < kr1, kra < pr),

e direct x VMD — a direct photon interacts with the partons of VMD photon, (krs <
ko < pr < kr1),

e VMD x VMD — both photons turn first into hadrons and then interact like hadrons,
(le, ]{JTQ < ]{30, arbitrary pT),

e point-like x VMD — the point-like photon perturbatively splits into a gg pair and and
one of these (or a daughter parton thereof) interacts with a parton from VMD photon,
(k2 < ko < k1 < pr),

Lepton pairs, in the above subdivision, can be produced only in the direct x direct process.



Depending on the virtualities of the photons involved in the process from Eq. 2 the scat-
tered electrons® may be observed in the detectors. From the experimental point of view
the following three event classes are distinguished. In the case where none of the scattered
beam electrons is observed in detector (anti-tagged), the structure of the quasi-real photon
has been studied at LEP in terms of total cross-sections, jet production, and heavy quark
production. If only one electron is observed (single-tagged), the process can be described as
deep-inelastic electron scattering off a quasi-real photon. These events have been studied to
measure QED and QCD photon structure functions as well as QCD structure function of
the electron. If both electrons are observed (double-tagged), the dynamics of highly virtual
photon collisions is probed. The QED and QCD structure of the interactions of two highly
virtual photons has also been studied at LEP in terms of the effective structure function of
the virtual photon and total cross sections.

In this paper we discuss only the results obtained in single tagged and double tagged
measurements. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the kinematics of two photon
interactions at eTe™ colliders is presented and all kinematic quantities used later are defined.
The cross section for the process ete~ — ete™ ff proceeding via the exchange of two photons
is discussed in Section 3 and its several important kinematical limits are derived. Section
4 is devoted to the discussion of the deep inelastic electron-photon and electron-electron
scattering processes. It starts with the introduction of the photon structure functions. Then
the factorization of the eTe™ cross section into fluxes of transverse and longitudinal photons
and the corresponding cross sections for electron photon scattering, expressed in terms of
the photon structure functions, is presented. The QED and the hadronic structure functions
of the photon are discussed in detail, including the short description of the existing parame-
terizations of the parton distribution functions in the photon. The structure functions of the
electron are defined and the relation between the photon and electron structure functions is
given. The interactions of highly virtual photons are discussed in Section 5 in terms of the
effective structure function of the virtual photon and the total v*v* cross sections, focusing
on possible BFKL [36] effects in interactions of two highly virtual photons. The short pre-
sentation of the Monte Carlo models used in experimental analyses of the photon structure
is given in Section 5. In Section 6 the experimental aspects of the two photon physics at LEP
are discussed on the example of the OPAL detector. The experimental results on the photon
structure obtained by the LEP experiments in single and double tagged measurements are
presented in Sections 8 and 9, respectively. When similar results from non LEP experiments
exist they are compared with the LEP measurements. The experimental results presented in
the paper include the QED and hadronic structure functions of both quasi-real and virtual
photons, the structure function of the electron and cross sections for the scattering of two
virtual photons with leptonic and hadronic final states. The numerical values of all exper-
imental results presented in the paper are collected in the tables in four appendices. The
summary of the studies of the photon and electron structure performed at LEP as well as
the prospects of the future measurements are given in Section 10.

There are many review articles which partly overlap or extend the material presented
in this paper. The survey in Ref. [6] consists of the short presentations of the most of ex-
perimental results on the structure of the photon available at the end of the year 2000. In

3Electrons and positrons are generically referred to as electrons.



depth discussion of the photon structure functions and their measurements in deep inelastic
electron photon scattering process can be found in Ref. [7]. The thirty years old review by
Budnev et al. in Ref. [§], although it lacks new experimental results, still serves as a source of
many useful formulas and ideas. A very comprehensive discussions of the theoretical aspects
of two photon interactions and especially the approach based on structure functions is given
in Ref. [9] and Ref. [11]. The other interesting studies include Refs. [10,12,13].

The author of this thesis has been a member of the OPAL Collaboration since 1998. I
was engaged primary in physics analyses of LEP2 data. I have concentrated on two photon
physics and I made essential contributions to the following OPAL publications:

e OPAL Collaboration, G. Abbiendi et al., Measurement of the hadronic cross section
for the scattering of two virtual photons at LEP, Eur.Phys.J. C24 (2002) 17.

e OPAL Collaboration, G. Abbiendi et al., Measurement of the photon and electron
structure functions in deep inelastic ey and ee scattering at LEP, to be published in
Eur. Phys. J. C.

I have presented on behalf of the OPAL and other LEP collaborations several results on the
following conferences:

o Measurement of the Cross Section for the Process ee — eey* y* — eeX at \/See =
189 GeV, International Conference on The Structure and Interactions of the Photon,
Photon 1999, 23 - 27 May, Freiburg in Br., Germany.

o Measurement of the Cross Section for the Process ee — eey*y* — eeX al \/See =
189 — 202 GeV, International Conference on The Structure and Interactions of the
Photon, Photon 2000, 26 - 31 August, Ambleside, UK.

o Measurement of the Hadronic Cross Section for the Scattering of Two Virtual Photons
at LEP, International Europhysics Conference on High Energy Physics EPS HEP 2001,
12 - 18 July, 2001, Budapest, Hungary.

o Measurement of the Hadronic Cross Section for the Scattering of Two Virtual Photons
at OPAL, International Conference on The Structure and Interactions of the Photon,
Photon 2001, 2 - 7 September, Ascona, Switzerland.

e Summary of the Photon Structure Function Measurements at LEP, 10th International
Workshop on Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS2002), 30 April - 4 May 2002, Krakdéw,
Poland.

o Measurements of the Photon and Electron Structure Functions at LEP, XXXIII In-
ternational Symposium on Multiparticle Dynamics, 5 - 11 September, 2003, Krakow,
Poland.



During my stay at CERN as a postdoctoral fellow in the years 1998-2000 I participated in
the everyday running of the OPAL experiment. In particular I served as an online expert on
shifts at the experiment. I was involved in the work of the luminosity group. I participated in
the estimation of the geometrical acceptance of the newly installed small angle ‘Far Forward’
detector. As a member of the OPAL Two Photon Group I participated in the discussions
on several two photon physics analyses and publications on this subject, especially those
connected with structure functions measurements.



2 Kinematics

The kinematics of two photon interactions at ete™ colliders is illustrated in Fig. 3a. The
quantities in parentheses represent the four vectors of the particles. The polar angles 6; at
which the electrons are scattered are measured with respect to the direction of original beam
electrons. Throughout the paper, unless said differently, i = 1,2 denotes quantities which
are connected with the upper and lower vertex in Fig. 3a, respectively. The virtualities of
the radiated photons are given by:

Q= —¢; = —(pi—p)* > 0. (3)

In case when the virtualities of the exchanged photons are significantly different, the process
can be interpreted as a deep inelastic scattering of the electron off the photon radiated by
the other beam electron (Fig. 3b) or directly off the other beam electron (Fig. 3¢). The usual
dimensionless variables of deep inelastic scattering are defined as:

q1 - q2 = Q? o Q?
Di* Q3—i Y2 qe) Y 2q - pai’

Yei = (4)
where, in infinite momentum of the target particle frame of reference, x; (z;) are fractions of
parton momentum with respect to the target photon (electron) and y.; are the energies lost
by the inelastically scattered electrons. The ete™ centre-of-mass energy squared is given by
See = (p1+p2)? and the hadronic (or leptonic, if a pair of leptons is produced in the final state)
invariant mass (or the two-photon centre-of-mass energy) squared by W? = s.., = (¢1 + ¢2)°.
The ete™ and 77 centre-of-mass energies are related through: s,, = Ye1¥YeaSee — Q7 — Q3.
The following useful relation between the above kinematical variables holds: Secziye; = Q7.

Experimentally, the kinematical variables Q?, y.;, z; and z; are obtained from the four-
vectors of the tagged electrons and the hadronic final state via:

Q? = AEyE, sin®(6;/2), (5)
E!
Yoi = 1 — F; cos?(0;/2), (6)
B Q7
YT wE QY @)
. Q7  E;sin®*(6;/2) (8)

 YeiSee  Fy — E cos2(0;/2)

where £y, and E! refer to the energy of the beam electrons and the scattered electrons,
respectively, and the mass m. of the electron has been neglected. If the beams collide head
on and have equal energies F), then s, = 4F?. The two photon centre-of-mass energy,
W, can be obtained from the energies, Ey,, and momenta, py,, of final state particles (h),
excluding the scattered electrons, via:

v (gn) - (es)

7



(b)

Figure 3: The diagrams corresponding to the process ete™ — ete™ X, where X represents a
given leptonic or hadronic final state, in different versions discussed in the paper: a) general
diagram, b) deep inelastic electron photon scattering, c¢) deep inelastic electron electron
scattering.

In single tagged events, using conservation of energy and momentum, and assuming that
the untagged electron travels along the beam direction one can calculate W using the for-
mula [16]:

W2 = (Dbt — Drags) D Phe — Diag.r (10)
h

where py = E £ p, with p,y and pi..4 being calculated for the tagged electron before
and after scattering, respectively, and piqqr being the transverse momentum of the tagged
electron. In double tagged events W can be determined from the four-momenta of the beam
and the scattered electrons as follows:

’ N 2 ! ! 2
W? = <2Eb - E - E2) - <p1 +p2) (11)

For the special case when the virtualities of the exchanged photons are significantly different
(deep inelastic scattering) we introduce the following notation (see Fig.2b,c):

Q=—¢ =max(Q},Q3),  P’=—p’=min(Q},Q3). (12)

e ,
» f
\
AY
A *
AY
_ . Y
A AN AAAANAAAAARRANAAAAAAAANAZN
0] v X VIVVVVVVWVVVIRVVVVVV VWY
Y — - VL — N -
\ \ 0
\ \

Figure 4: The scattering angles ¢, #* and y defined in the photon-photon centre of mass
system. For the precise definitions of the angles see text.



Then the kinematic variables x, z, y. refer to the photon with higher virtuality, and we
introduce the notation 6 = P?/2(p - q). The relation W? = Q*(1/x — 1) — P?, which follows
from Eq. 7, is often exploited in the following.

It is useful to define in this section the following additional angles (see Fig. 4). The
azimuthal angle ¢ is defined as the angle between the two scattering planes of the electrons
in the photon-photon centre-of-mass system. The polar angle 6* is defined as the angle
between the produced fermion or antifermion and the photon-photon axis in the photon-
photon centre-of-mass system. The azimuthal angle y is defined as the angle between the
electron scattering plane and the scattering plane of the fermion which in the photon-photon

centre-of-mass system is scattered at cos6* < 0.



3 Cross sections for the process efe™ — efe™ ff

The four main diagrams representing the leading order contributions to the process ete™ —
ete™ ff are shown in Fig. 5. In the kinematical region discussed in this paper — small or
medium virtualities Q? of at least one of the exchanged photons — the dominant contribution
stems from the multiperipheral diagram [17]. The contributions from the other types of
diagrams or from Z boson exchange become important only at very large photon virtualities
and are not considered in the following.

The differential cross-section for the scattering of two unpolarized electrons via the
exchange of two photons (multiperipheral diagram from Fig. 5a), integrated over the phase
space of produced particles ff, is given by (derivation of this formula can be found e.g.
in [8,9]):

d3v’ d3p. 2 N2 202 11/2
db — p/l /Pz «a _ (1 - @) Q103 <4p++ ++UTT 1 2p++ngUTL
By By 16m1Q3Q35 [ (p1-p2)? — mz2m?

+2p1°p3 Forr + pp3 orn + 2|pf " ps [T cos 2¢ — 8|pf°p3 0|7y, cos 95) (13)

where ¢ is the angle between the two scattering planes of the electrons in two photon centre-
of-mass system (see Fig. 4a) and the four vectors and other kinematical variables are defined
in Section 2. The quantities /" and pi*, where j, k € (+, —,0) denote the photon helicities,
are elements of the photon density matrix, which can be expressed in terms of the measurable
momenta p; and p, (respectively ¢;) and are to that extent entirely known. They take the
following form [8]:

o (20 - @3- — @1 - @2)° L1 4@ 00— (2pi - @3—i — @1 - @2)°

(@1 q2)* — Q%Q% QZZ ’ ' (@1 q2)* — Q%Q%

pi=pit -1, 1070 =/ (p° + 1)|pf | (14)

_1’

The cross-sections o1, orr,, opr and oy, and the interference terms 7 and 77, correspond
to specific helicity states of the interacting photons (T — transverse and L — longitudinal).

(a) ) (b) ) (c) ) (d) )
e e € e € e € e
f
(*) % () f
~ v . w T
£ 7( ) Y
’7(*) f f
f f 7(*) B 7(*)
&) § f
e e' e e' e el e el

Figure 5: Examples of the diagrams contributing in the leading order to the process ete” —
ete” ff: a) multiperipheral, b) bremsstrahlung, ¢) annihilation, d) conversion. In each case
only one possible diagram is shown.
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They are obtained in QED from doubly virtual box diagram *(Q%)y*(Q3%) — ff and for
the case of lepton pair production in the leading order have the following form [8] (Slight
modifications with respect to the original formulas given in the reference [8] come from the
introduction of additional variables 3 and 3 defined in Eq. 17 and a change in the meaning
of the variable T'. These modifications are in accord with the modern notation used in the
expressions for the photon structre functions introduced in the next section.):

7T062

ortr = W {(91 'Q2)L
3/ Q13 )2
+4 (X (q1- CI2)

UTL:WQQQE{At{l_l Q; (6m2_Q%+§Q%Q3)]

5y 2 ( 2m? )Q_Q?+Q%+ QT QW

X q1 - q2 X 2X(Q1 : Q2)2

— A1+ — — -
{+X X T(Q1'Q2)2+4 X2

m @A+ 1 0fo) g@%@%”

W2X?2 T (Q1 : QQ)2 2 X
P 1 1 1 2757 x
our = orL(QF « Q3)
_ T Q% Q% L 2 2 12 1 Q% Q%
oLl = T2y {Q1 o (WX +3Q7Q3) — At (2 + T 7@1 .Q2)2)}

ra?  (2At Q2 — Q2?2  3Q2Q2 L
_ il DY 1 2 2 W1 &h 16m*
4W2X{X{m+ o e x | tTaal ™

Fom(Q + ) - 10303 (24 2 - DO, S0 ||

+_
S VA L2, 1 {L (2m2 —Q? —Q§+§Q%Q%) + A (2— §q””)} (15)

TTT =

X X 4 X?
W2X? 2 X 2 X

where m is the lepton mass, and

. 27 o)
X:%527 AtzQ(Q1Q2)557
T=1-33, Lzlnitgg (16)

with

[ o[ e
O e TR A PR "

Using the relation ¢, -qs = %(W2+Q% +Q)3), it is clear that the cross sections and interference
terms in Eq. 15 depend only on Q?, Q%, W? and the lepton mass m.

It is worth of pointing out here that, in general, although the interference terms 7prr and 7y,
are independent of ¢, even after integration of Eq. 13 over the full range of ¢ the dependence
on the interference terms does not vanish. This follows from strong kinematical correlations

11



of ¢ and the variables Q?, Q% and W?2. In those regions of phase space where the interference
terms are large there is no clear relation between the structure function approach discussed
in the next section and the individual cross section terms. In such case the total or differen-
tial cross sections are the most appropriate quantities to be measured by experiments.

The formulae given in Eq. 15 can be used in the case of quark pair production after multi-
plying each cross section and interference term by Nceg, with N, being the number of colours
and e, the quark charge, replacing the lepton mass m by a quark mass m, and summing over
all active flavours. In fixed order perturbation theory the doubly virtual box contribution
Y(Q3)7*(Q2) — qq is referred to as the quark parton model (QPM) approximation. In the
case of QED Eq. 15 can be applied irrespective of the virtualities Q7 and @3, unless they
are small enough so that Z boson exchange can be neglected. The situation is different in
QCD and depends on the relative sizes of the scales (Q%, Q3, W?) characterizing the process
and a typical hadronic scale, which is of order of A. In QCD A denotes a scale at which the
effective coupling becomes large (see Eq. 50 and discussion after it). If the virtualities of
both photons are large compared to A (Q%, Q3 > A?) we have a purely perturbative process
where the predictions of Eq. 15 are applicable. Furthermore, if in addition Q% > @3, than
the structure of the virtual target photon v(Q3) is resolved by a probe photon (Q%). In
the high energy limit of photon—photon collisions (Q?, Q3 < W?) one can directly study
the BFKL [36] dynamics. In that case Eq. 15 constitute a lowest order result. If one of the
photons is highly virtual and the other quasi-real (Q? > A? > Q3) perturbation theory is
not reliable due to non-perturbative, long-distance effects. Therefore Eq. 15 are not directly
applicable in this case, and the photon structure functions of the quasi-real photon are
factorized into non-perturbative parton distribution functions to be fixed by experimental
information and a calculable short distance coefficient functions as explained in the next
section.

Below we discuss several useful kinematical limits of Eq. 15. They can be applied to
both lepton and quark (with appropriate normalization, see above) pairs in the final state.
The formulas obtained below will be directly used in the next section to construct photon
structure functions in different approximations.

In the general Bjorken limit (m?, Q3 < @F) we neglect expressions of order O(Q3/Q7)
and O(m?/W?). In this limit ory, and 77y, vanish and the remaining quantities have the
following form:

orT =

_ 270” {L(l_; Q%W2)_1+ QIW? 1 QiQ3 }
(

q1 42 2 (Q1 'Q2)2 q1 - Q2)2 T (Q1 '92)2
b 2w’ QRW? O
q1 42 (Q1 'Q2)4 T
2ra? Q3W?
oLT = D)
q1 - q2 ((h 'QQ)
To? 4
S— Cit (18)

q1 - g2 (Ch : Q2)2

where

T =

QR
w2 (Q1 '612)2 7

12



The above expressions further reduce in the limit of m? = 0 (e.g. light quarks) and Q% < Q%:
2 2 1 2 2 2 2
S LT N T

q1 42 2 (Ch '612)2 (Q1 : C]2)2
2ra? Q3 W?
OTL = OLT = 5
q1 42 (Ch : C]2)
To? 4
TTT = — @i (20)

q1 - q2 ((h 'CI2)2

where L = In(4(q1 - ¢2)*/Q%Q3%). In the Bjorken limit the two-photon processes can be
interpreted as deep inelastic scattering and the appropriate cross sections can be described
in terms of virtual photon structure functions.

In the case where one photon is real (e.g. Q% = 0), 3 = 1 and it follows from Eq. 15
that the terms oy, oy, and 77, vanish and the remaining take the following form (the full
mass dependence is kept, which is relevant for the heavy quark contribution to the photon
structure functions):

2

_ 7o R 21172 44 21072
orr = 7((]1 ) {L [Q(ql @) +2m W= —4dm" — QiW }
At
- (g1 q2)? +m*W? — QIW?] }
q1 - 42
WQQQ% 2
our = ——A [W2At — Am?*(q1 - @)L
LT (ql ‘(]2)4 |: (ql qQ) i|
2
TQ
TIT =~ 7 [AtRM*W? 4 Q1) + 8m*(q1 - g2)(m* + QF) L] (21)
2(Q1 'Q2)
where ]
At = (W?+Q%)3, Lzlnltg. (22)
If in addition m? < Q?, the Eq. 21 reduce to:
Ta? Q*W? w2 W24 Q? QW2
(q1-q2) (q1 - q2) m Q1 q2 (q1-q2)
7042@% 27772 2
orr = ———— |[W (W= +
LT (ql ] q2)4 |: ( Ql)}
2
T 401172 2
TIT = — o W=+ 23
TT 2((]1 . q2)4 [Ql( Ql)i| ( )

Near the mass shell (Q? — 0) the terms of longitudinal photon scattering vanish. In this
limit opr and 7pp are transformed into the corresponding quantities for real two photon
processes. In particular, at Q7 = 0, opr coincides with the cross section 0., of the vy — X
transition for real non-polarized photons. As a result, at Q? — 0, we get:

4o’ 4m?  8m* 1 4m?
orr(W?,Q1,Q3) — 0., (W?) = 2 Kl t9E T W) L— (W + W) At} ;

16ma’m?
(W2, Q1,Q3) — 7, (W?) = —T(At +2m*L), (24)
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where At and L are given by Eq. 22 with Q? set to zero. The other cross sections vanish in
the limit Q? — 0 as:

o1 ~ Q3 orr ~ Q7 orL ~ Q1Q3, 1, ~ 4/ Q103 . (25)

The full cross sections and their several limits discussed in this Section will be later used to
construct photon structure functions in various approximations.
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4 Deep inelastic ey and ee scattering

In this section we assume that the virtuality of one of the exchanged photons is much smaller
than the virtuality of the other photon (P? < @?). In that case the subprocess ey — eff
can be interpreted as deep inelastic electron—photon scattering (see Fig. 3b) in which the
structure of the quasi-real (P? < A?) or virtual (P? > A?) transverse photon is probed by the
virtual photon of both transverse and longitudinal polarizations. Due to experimental (and
kinematical) limitations the virtuality of the quasi-real target photon can be kept small but
it is always larger than zero. The effect of this small virtuality is usually neglected although
it might be important. This problem can be overcome when one interprets the process
as deep inelastic scattering of an electron off other, target electron (see Fig. 3c). In such
situation the virtual photon probes directly the structure of the real electron. Although the
first interpretation (DIS e7) is most widely used, in the following we discuss both approaches.

4.1 Photon structure functions

In the case of lepton pair production, the cross section presented in the previous section in
Eq. 13 is determined by QED and contain full information needed to describe the reaction.
On the other hand in the case of quark pair production, QCD corrections are involved and
it becomes necessary to parameterize the cross section by means of the photon structure
functions. However, to have consistent description of both QED and hadronic structure of
the photon we usually express the cross sections for both lepton and quark pair production in
terms of structure functions. Usually one introduces structure functions for a spin-averaged
target photon. They can be expressed in terms of the photon—photon cross sections oy,
(a,b =T, L) defined in the previous section as follows [8,9]:

2
FJ([E, Q27P2) = 4?204% |:O-TT(J;7Q27P2) +ULT(x7Q27P2)
—%ULL(%QQ,PQ) - %UTL(»T, QQaPQ)}
2
20 Fp(x, Q2>P2) = 43204 3 {UTT(IL’,QQ,PQ) - %UTL(%QQ,PQ)]
2
FJ0.Q ) = (5 o0, Q4 P) = a0, P (26)

where 3 = /1 — Q2 P?/(p - ¢) and we made use of Eq. 7 to express the cross sections o, as
functions of x, Q* and P?. This choice of variables is conveniently used for the presentation
of the photon structure functions. The following relation holds between the above structure
functions: F} = (3% Fy —2xF7. The expressions in Eq. 26 are generally valid for arbitrary P?
and @2, although they have a meaningful interpretation as structure functions of a target
photon probed by deeply virtual photon only in the limit P? < Q2. Since the fluxes of
transverse and longitudinal photons are different it is useful to introduce structure functions
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of transverse (e = T') and longitudinal (a = L) target photons:

B0 QP = 5 S [, 7P + a7, P
Q -
2F (. Q% P?) = 1o Bora(r, Q% P?)
2
Fle (2, Q% P?) = 47?204 Bora(z,Q* P?) (27)

They are related to each other via F)* = 3% [} —2xF;. The expressions for a spin-averaged

target photons given in Eq. 26 are related to the structure functions of polarized photons
given in Eq. 27 via F, = F)" — 2F* where i = 2, L, T.

It is well known that for P? = 0 the cross section for the process ee — eeyy* — eeX can
be factorised into a product of the flux of target photons of transverse polarization and the
cross section for deep inelastic ey scattering [7]. One can also show [9] that in the Bjorken
limit (Q* — oo, p-q — oo, x — fixed, what means that the quantity 6 = P?/2p-q = 2P?/Q?
is small and can be neglected) the factorization holds for virtual target photons as well.
Neglecting the terms of order (’)(\/5), changing appropriately the variables and integrating
over azimuthal angles of the scattered electrons one can rewrite the cross section given in
Eq. 13 in the factorised form [9]:

do(ee — eeX)
dxdQ?dyd P?

do(eyr — eX)
dzd(Q?

do (e, — eX)
dzd(?

= f'zl/e(g%PQ) +f'yL*/e(y7P2) (28)
where y is the fractional momentum of the target photon with respect to the beam elec-
tron. The fluxes of transverse and longitudinal target photons in the equivalent photon

approximation (EPA) are given by [18]:

o o o [1+(1—-y)2?1 m?2
ey, P7) = w| g P2 Q?Jﬁ (29)
a2l-y) 1

f'yL*/e(:%PQ) = (30)

27 Y P?
The cross sections for deep inelastic electron—photon scattering expressed in terms of the

polarized photon structure functions F;* and F;* read:

do(ey, — eX)  2ma®
dxd()? ez

(14 (1 = ye)?) B (2, Q% P?) — y2 " (2, Q% P?)] (31)

In the limit of small virtualities of target photons (P? ~ 0) the contribution from the
longitudinal target photons vanish and the cross section for the process ee — eeyy* — eeX
can be written as a product of the flux of transversally polarized photons and the cross
section for deep inelastic electron photon scattering:

do 2m o’

Gd0rddp? — goi LT (1= 0e)’) B (2. Q% PF) — i By (0, Q% P Jyje(zfe, P?)(32)
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The flux of equivalent photons as well as the structure functions depend in principle on the
virtuality of the target photon. However, in experiments the virtuality of the target photon is
usually unknown and one has to calculate structure functions assuming some effective target
virtuality, P%, and integrate the flux over the range of possible virtualities. In practice, this
effective virtuality PZ is usually obtained from Monte Carlo simulation or from the best fit
of the structure function predictions to the data. The integration of EPA over the possible

range of P? leads to the Weizsicker-Williams approximation [19]:

Phhax .
L ey, Pry) =/ dP*fl. . (y, P?) =

Pglin(y)
a [1+(1-y)? (Prul-y) 1—y m?
= — 1 — -2 2y—- 33
2m { y U mzp v R, %)
where
m2y>
Prnly) = T and P (y) = (1—y) B0y, (34)
-y
The lower boundary of the integration P2, follows from the four vector conservation and

the upper boundary is determined by the experimental acceptance. In practical applications
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we often choose a constant value of P.x (equal to the minimum virtuality of probe photons)
and fill the missing phase space by a model prediction. In Fig. 6 we show the predictions of
EPA and the Weizsacker-Williams approximation for two typical situations during LEP1 and
LEP2 data taking periods. The chosen beam energies are 45 GeV and 100 GeV, respectively,
and in both cases the minimum tagging angle had been chosen at 34 mrad. Predictions of
EPA are shown at P2, , P2 (y) and at average values of virtuality P2(y) depending on y

and at the virtuality P2  averaged over y in the range 10 < y < 1. The predictions of
the Weizsacker-Williams approximation is shown for the integration range given by Eqs. 34.
For the LEP1 case the Weizsacker—Williams approximation is close to the EPA prediction
at P2.. But this is already not the case for the LEP2 energies, and follows from only a very
weak dependence of the Weizsacker—Williams approximation on the upper boundary of the

P? integration range.

Let us return to the discussion of the cross section of Eq. 32. For small values of the vari-
able y,, accessible at LEP energies, the term proportional to 7 can be neglected. Integrating
Eq. 32 over P? we get:

Ao 2ma’

dedQ?dz ~ 2204

(1 + (]' - ye)Q) FZ’Y(‘I7 Q27 Plef)f’Y*/e(z/m7 Pr?lax) (35)
where only a weak dependence of F) on P? has been assumed. The effective value of P2
has been chosen in such a way that the following relation is fulfilled:

(F5(P%)) = F3 (Py) (36)

One can integrate Eq. 35 over 2 changing the variables according to y. = Q%/(zs..) = x/2
and using the relation:

X

l/x dz (1+ (1= x/2)") frrse (2/, Prax) =

- / dy (14 (1= 1/9)%) foe el Po) = K(0.D) (37)

where Zin = X, 1 = Ymin = Zmin/T = X/x and b = P2__/m?. The function K(n,b) has the
following form:

Q@ 1 b
K0 = o= | ~ge2+ 2 = )+ 2010 (2) + (10 4 = 372) m )
1 .
= 5Bn+19)(n = 1) +2(n+3)(n — )In (b(1 —n)) + (n+2)"Lia(n) | (38)
where Liy(z) = — [ w dt is the dilogarithm function. Usually we assume that P% = 0
and in consequence the formula given in Eq. 35 can be rewritten in the form:
d?*c 2o’ Q? P?
>~ F) HKC =, —max 39
dl‘dQ2 I_Q4 2 (x7 Q ) ([ES ) mg ) ( )

which can be directly used to obtain the photon structure function Fy from the measured
differential cross section d*o../dz dQ?.
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4.2 QED structure functions of the photon

The QED structure functions of the photon can be defined for any type of lepton pairs in the
final state of the process ey — ell. However, measurements exist only for muon pairs and
therefore we will use the muon mass in the numerical results presented in this paragraph.
The leading order formulae for the QED structure functions Fy opp and FY opp, keeping
the full dependence on the virtuality of the quasi-real photon P? can be obtained from
Eq. 26 together with the cross sections listed in Eq. 15. They are however very long and
will be not written down here. Much more compact formulae can be derived in the limit
20:P?/Q* < 1, but keeping the terms of order O(P?/m?). They are referred to as the
Bethe-Heitler expressions for the virtual photon and have the following form [20]:

Fygy(z,Q* P?) = %x {[.TZ + (1 —2)%In 1 i_ gg — [+ 602(1 —x)
1— 32 3(1 — 32
+ [23:(1 — ) — : —?2 -1 —52)(1—3;)2} ﬁf(_iwgg
(1 - B - 1) Bu — o)1+ ) - 24 mi%} (40)
F (e, @7 P?) = 20201 — ) {5 - %(1 )1 1 = gg] (41)

where (3 and 3 are given in Eq. 17. Neglecting in addition the terms of order O(m?/W?) we
arrive at the Bjorken limit discussed in Section 3. The structure functions in this limit can
be constructed using Eq. 26 and the cross sections listed in Eq. 18. A very compact formula
for F; qep 18 obtained in the Bjorken limit combined with the restriction P? < W2

F o (r,Q% P?) = e [+ (1 —2)*|In W —1
apr ’ T m2+ P2x(1 —z)

+82(1 o) + — 51(312;(1‘75)_ x>} (42)

The predictions of the exact formula for F; qep and of the approximations discussed above
are shown in Fig. 7 for different values of P? = 0,0.01,0.1 and 1 GeV? and a moderate value
of Q> = 10 GeV?. Both, exact and approximate Fyqpup, are strongly suppressed with P2.
They agree with each other for small values of P?, but start to differ for P? > 0.1 GeV2. The
formula from Eq. 42 gives already rather bad approximation in the whole = range, whereas
the other two approximations underestimate the exact result only in the large = region. This
ends the discussion of the QED structure functions of the virtual photon and the rest of the
paragraph is devoted to the QED structure functions of the real photon.

The differential cross-section given in Eq. 13 can be expressed in terms which have
the same angular dependence with respect to the azimuthal angles y and ¢ (see Fig. 4
for the definition) and combinations thereof, using 13 structure functions as shown in [85].
In the case of the final state of the process ete™ — ete™ ff being a pair of leptons it is
experimentally possible to measure a triple differential cross section. By integrating over
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Figure 7: The structure function I qpp, for p*pu~ final states based on double virtual box
calculation (solid) and its approximations discussed in the text: the Bethe-Heitler expression
(dense dots), the Bjorken limit (rare dots), the formula given in Eq. 42 (dash). The curves
are plotted for Q% = 10 GeV? and for several values of P? = 0,0.01,0.1,1 GeV?2.

Figure 8: The structure functions of the real photon Fy qup, FX qeps F3.qep and Fy ggp for
ptu~ final states at @* = 1 GeV? and 30 GeV? with full mass dependence (solid and dots)
and in the leading logarithmic approximation discussed in the text (dash).

all angular dependences except the y dependence, the cross section for deep inelastic ey
scattering can be written as:

dPo(ey —eff)  2ma?
a0z~ wor =) | Figen = (U= o) F gen

1
_p(ye)FX,QED cos X + §€(ye)F§,QED cos 2 (43)

where the functions p(y.) = (2—ye)v/T = go/ (14+(1—1)%) and e(ye) = 2(1—y.)/(1+(1—y)?)
are both close to unity for small values of y, accessed at LEP. The above cross section is based
on the structure functions of the real photon, P? = 0. The structure functions Fyqpp and
I qep can be obtained from the Eq. 26 and the cross sections given in Eq. 21. The structure
functions F&QED and F&QED are new. They are proportional to the cross sections for the
target photon to interact with different polarization states of the virtual photon: transverse—
longitudinal interference (A) and interference between the two transverse polarizations (B).
The formulae for the structure functions F{ oup, Fg qen, F1.qep and £y gep, which keep the
full dependence on the lepton mass up to terms of order O(m?/W?), taken from [84] read:

3 qunl, @) = /ol — (1 — 2) {5 {1 -

1—=x
1—2x
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+3x — 2\/1 — (3% arccos <\/1 — 62>}

1 -2z
“ra-asi-0-mL]
%(1 - ) [1 _x% S —52)] mi*—ﬂ}

Fg,QED (z, QQ)

2 iy
Flam(e. @) = 21 - 0) |5 - 50 - ]
Fge(@,Q%) = =a { [#* + (1= 2)"] In +g — B+ 802(1 —2) — (1 - F*)(1 — 2)’
LA - ) —a) - Bu _ o)1+ ) — 24 m%} (44)
where § = \/1— 222 = /1 - 82 2 These are in fact the familiar massive Bethe-Heitler

expressions for the real photon. The structure functions in the leading logarithmic approxi-
mation can be obtained from Eq. 44 in the limit § — 1. They have the following form:

4o

FX,QED(%Q?) = ?CU\/MO —21)
I3 qep (T, Q%) = I qep(, Q%) = da (1 — )

Fy gep (2, Q%) = %x { [+ (1—2)*]|In % —1+8x(1— x)} (45)

The formulae for F) g and Iy opp in the leading logarithmic approximation are related to
the cross sections listed in Section 3 through the Eq. 26 and the cross sections given in Eq. 23.
In the above approximation only F; qep has a non-trivial dependence on Q?*. Tt must be
noted, that although in the above leading logarithmic approximation the structure functions
FQ,QED and FQQED are accidentally described by the same function of z, they involve different
photon helicity structures. In F&QED the photons are purely transverse. The comparison of
the structure functions F} gpp, F3qrps F2qep and FY gpp obtained with mass dependent
terms (Eq. 44) and in the leading logarithmic approximation (Eq. 45) is shown in Fig. 8 for
two values of Q% = 1 GeV? and 30 GeV?. The approximation is rather good in the case of
Fy qup» but for the structure functions F) opp and Iy opp the difference between the exact
and approximate formulas is significant especially in the high x region and for low values of
Q?. One can also see that the structure functions F&QED and FIZQED are very close to each
other in the whole x and Q? ranges considered here, also when the mass dependent terms
are taken into account. Therefore the measurement of Fy oy gives a good estimate of the
longitudinal structure function FQQED which is not measured by experiments.

4.3 Hadronic structure functions of the photon

The hadronic structure of the photon follows from the quantum fluctuation of the photon
into a pair of quarks. In general both the real and the virtual photon possess a parton
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content. One expects that the parton distributions of the virtual photon in the limit of
P? = 0 smoothly transform into the parton distributions of the real photon. Formally
the treatments of the real and the virtual photons are similar, although they differ in the
boundary conditions used for the calculation of the parton distribution functions. In the
following we discuss the more general case, the virtual photon, pointing out the differences
with respect to the real photon. The discussion is concentrated on transverse (real and
virtual) photons and only a short notice on the longitudinal photons will be given at the
end of this paragraph. That means we require that P? < Q? to guarantee that the physical
cross sections are dominated by the transverse target photon contributions. The discussion
presented in this paragraph is mainly based on the following publications [23,27,74,101].

The predictions for the structure functions F3 and F} in the quark parton model (QPM)
approximation can be obtained from the formulae for the QED structure functions discussed
in the previous paragraph by formally multiplying them by N, ZZL 1 eék, where N, is the
number of colours, e,, is the electric charge of the flavour g, and the sum runs over all active
flavours ny. As an example let us rewrite here the leading logarithmic results, which in case
of QED were given in Eq. 45. They take the following form:

Y 2 N, a el 4 9 9 W2
FQ,QPM('T’Q):TZequ |:‘CE +(1_x) i|lnm—2_1+8x(1—x)

k=1 qk

AN, o &
Flapu(®, Q%) = —=3 e a*(1 - ) (46)
k=1

The above QPM result for Fy is valid for the real photon. In case of the virtual photon, its

virtuality P? can act as the regulator and no quark masses have to be introduced. Taking
the limit P?/Q?* — 0 in Eq. 40 whenever possible we obtain [21,22]:

F o Q2P2)—M§:4 [2* + (1 — 2)°] 1 & —2+62(1 — 1) (47)

5 qpm (T @7 = €T\ |7 7)o x x

k=1

The structure function Fy opy; does not need a regulator and remains unchanged. It should
be noted that the virtual photon structure functions are kinematically constrained within
0 <z < (14 P?/Q* ! [22]. Tt is also worth of pointing out here that the QPM results
already predict a logarithmic evolution of the photon structure function F, with Q%. This
is in contrast to the behaviour of the proton (or hadron in general) structure function FY,
in case of which the scaling violations appear only due to the QCD corrections. The reason
of this different behaviour is the point-like coupling of the photon to quarks. It leads to
the rise of F} towards large values of x, where the proton structure function F¥ decreases.
This point-like coupling also results in the positive scaling violation of F) for all values of z,
whereas FJ exhibits positive scaling violations at small values of x (caused by quark pairs
production from gluons) and negative scaling violations at large values of  (caused by gluon
radiation). In case of the photon, the direct production of quark pairs at large values of z is
more efficient than the loss of quarks in that region due to gluon radiation.

Due to the QCD corrections the leading order QED results given in Eq. 46 and Eq. 47
are not sufficient. For the purpose of the following discussion it is useful to decompose the
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hadronic photon structure functions into parts corresponding to light FZZ and heavy F]h
quarks:
Fi’y(‘% Q27 PQ) = Fi’,yl(xv Q27 PQ) + F;’Th(xv Q27 PZ) (48)

where ¢ = 2, L. In terms of the parton distribution functions in the photon, the structure
functions for the light quarks are given in next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD in the modified
minimal subtraction factorization scheme (MS) by (see e.g. [27]):

«

3
2 p2y _ 2 2 2
Fly(x, Q°, P7) = 2:1:;%c {qZ(a:,Q , P?) + o

QS(éQ) ! dy TN\ 2 p2 T\ 5 2 p2
D[ (e (D) @ P+ 0 (B) 0 @2 1) Jao

where the quark ¢ (z, @Q*, P?) and gluon ¢7(z, Q?, P?) parton densities provide the hadron-
like contributions of the photon to Fy, while C; , provides the point-like contribution. Note
that due to charge conjugation invariance g} (z, Q*, P?) = ¢ (x, Q?, P?). The running strong
coupling constant a,(Q?) in NLO is given by:

a,(Q?) 1 B Inln Q*/A?
i Bl @ /A 3 (InQ2/A%)?

with By = 11 —2n;/3 , 81 = 102 — 38n;/3. For * values much larger than A?, the effective
coupling is small and a perturbative description in terms of quarks and gluons interacting
weakly makes sense. For Q? of order of A2 we can not make such a picture, since quarks
and gluons will arrange themselves into strongly bound clusters (hadrons). The value of A
is not predicted by the theory: it is a free parameter to be determined from experiment. It
is of order of typical hadronic mass with a value somewhere in the range 0.1 — 0.5 GeV. The
Wilson coefficient functions C; 4, C; , and C; , are given by [28,29,101]:

eZka(x)ﬂL

(50)

Coy(z) = g {(;fjﬁ— (111 ! ; S Z) + %(9 + 5x)] , Crqlz) = %x, (51)
Cuola) = 3l + (L= 2P 2 L sel =)} o Cuyle) =21 - ). (62
CIF(@) = 75Chsle). CI5(@) = 17Chola)- (53)

The regularized function (1 —z)7"' in Cy, is defined by the so called plus prescription:

/01 da:(fi) = /01 dxif(x) — Q) (54)

1—a), (1-2)

In next-to-leading order there exist a freedom in the definition of terms belonging to the
parton density functions and the terms which are included in the hard scattering matrix
elements. The different choices, called factorization schemes, make that physics quantities,
like Fy, calculated in fixed order perturbation theory can differ by finite terms (see e.g. [95]).
These ambiguities disappear only when the calculations are performed to all orders. There
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are two commonly used factorization schemes for the photon structure function: the MS
scheme and the DIS, scheme. In the original DIS scheme, introduced for the proton, all
higher order corrections have been absorbed into the definition of the quark distribution
functions, so that F} was proportional in all orders in ay to the quark distribution functions.
In case of photon, in the DIS, scheme only the C5 . term has been absorbed into the NLO
(MS) quark densities, so that:

Oy 37 DIS
%.prs, = Qs T 9.0 C2y s Coy ' =0 (55)

9prs, = Yars (56)

Note that Cf, is the same in the MS and DIS, schemes. The LO expressions for F] can
be obtained from Eq. 49 dropping all higher order terms C, ,, and the term proportional to
0y in Eq. 50.

The above discussion applies only to the light quarks u, d, s. Due to the large scale
introduced by the heavy quark masses, their contribution to the photon structure function
have to be calculated in fixed order perturbation theory and can be expressed as a sum of a
point-like (pl) and a hadron-like (hl) parts:

Fl(2,Q* P?) = F;"(z, Q% P?) + F;"(z, Q% P?) (57)

This is schematically shown in Fig. 9. The point-like contribution can be approximated by
the Bethe-Heitler formula (the lowest order QED result for doubly virtual box diagram)
given in Eq. 41 multiplied by N.e,. The relevant expressions for F}}” " and By ! read:

4

F;;Lpl(x,QZ,PQ) = Nc%x {[x2 + (1 —2)*]In 1 i_ gg — [+ 68x(1 —x)
22 201 22
Faet -0 - 125 - - - o) S
L1 - B - 1) Bu _ )14 ) —24 migg} (58)
. 1 1+ 63
F @ QP = N o) [ 50 (150 (59)

(a) e (b) e
—’wg Q _’Y*{ Q
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Figure 9: Leading order diagrams of the point-like (a) and hadron-like (b) contribution to
the heavy quark structure function of the photon F; B
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In principle one should use here the NLO formulas. However the NLO expressions have been
only calculated so far for the real photon and they were found to make only a small correction
comparable to the ambiguities due to different choices of the mass of heavy flavours [26].
The resolved heavy quark contribution to the photon structure functions is calculated via
the process v*g — QQ shown in Fig. 9b with 79799 (2, Q2, P?) given by Eq. 58 or Eq. 59
and with eZa replaced by eZov(u3)/6:

Zmax d
e @ P = [ Cegieit PO (2, 8 ) (60)

where Zpi, = (1 +4mg,/Q* + P?/Q?) and zpe, = (14 P?/Q%)~". Here g7 represents the
gluon distribution function in the appropriate order, and the factorization scale p2 can be
chosen as p3 ~ 4m} [24] or p% = Q? + 4m3 [25] (in the later case the relation u% > P? is
fulfilled also for large P?).

The quark, gluon and photon distribution functions in the transverse photon, denoted by
q., g7 and I'", respectively, obey the following inhomogeneous Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-
Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) [51] evolution equations for the massless parton densities:

g
89”’
or
aanQ_ 'Y’Y®F +22 q®Qk+ g®9'y (61)

where the explicit dependence of the distribution functions on x, ? and P? has been omitted.
The symbol ® stands for the convolution integral:

Ydy [z
tea@= [ 21 (2)ow. ©2)
z Y )
The Altarelli-Parisi evolution kernels P;; are generalized splitting functions:
l,m

— > o' I,m
Pilyaa) = 3 oommPy™ ). (63)

l,m=0

Since the electromagnetic coupling constant is small we can neglect terms of order O(a?) as
well as the dependence of o on % in the evolution equations given in Eq. 61. The parton
distribution functions ¢ and ¢” are already of order O(«) and therefore we can set [ = 0 in
all generalized evolution kernels P which are multiplied by these parton densities. In case
of P,,, P,, and P, the only contrlbutlons of order O(a) come from setting [ = 1 in Eq. 63.
The terms proportlonal to P,, and P,, are necessarily of order O(a?) and can be dropped.
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Figure 10: Diagrams illustrating the DGLAP splitting functions in the leading order.

In consequence the evolution equation for the photon distribution I'” decouples and can be
solved separately (see e.g. [23]). The remaining evolution equation can be written as:

Iq, a as(Q%)

= 2040 [y o]

ag” ! (

o 2T Z w0 ® G+ Pog @97 (64)

The hadronic splitting functions P(z, Q?) receive the following LO and NLO QCD contri-
butions:

(0) as(@%) (1)
Ply, Q%) = POy) + L E2 P (y) (65)
In the LO QCD the following parton splittings occur: ¢ — qg, ¢ — 99, 9 — qq, g — gg.

They are schematically shown in Fig. 10 and are described by the following formulae [30,31]:

0) 47,2 2 0) 4 1492
PRW =Nl + =9 P6) =6 |5+ 200 -9)|
1 41+ (1 —y)?
P ) =5 v+ 0 -7, Rﬁ@):§——%7—L, PO(y) =0,
-y Y 11 n
(0) _ B o ny B
P,/ (y) =6 ; +(1_y)++y(1 y) + (12 18) o(1 y)} ) (66)

The expressions for the splitting functions in NLO can be found e.g. in [31,32].

For completeness let us make a short notice on the longitudinal target photon. For-
mally one can apply all the considerations of this paragraph to longitudinal photons setting
% (z, Q% P?) = 0 [33]. This condition follows from the the fact that to order O(«) there
is no transverse photon inside the longitudinal target photon. In consequence the quark
and gluon distribution functions of the longitudinal photon satisfy homogeneous evolution
equations [33].

4.4 Parton distribution functions in the photon

There are many parameterizations of parton distribution functions in the photon available
today, constructed in the leading and/or next-to-leading order. Most of them are valid only
for the real photon, but few have been also constructed for the virtual photon (P? > A?).

26



Below we discuss shortly the main features of the most popular parameterizations. If not
said explicitly a parameterization is valid for the real photon and is constructed in DIS,
factorization scheme. The names of the parameterizations are usually constructed from the
first letters of the names of their authors. For more details the reader is referred to the
original publications or to the summary given e.g. in [7].

1. DG — Drees and Grassie [92]: This is the oldest parameterization of parton distri-
butions in the photon. The parameterization is based on the solution of the leading order
evolution equations. The x dependent input parton distributions, with free parameters, were
assumed at Q3 = 1 GeV? and fitted to the only data available at that time from PLUTO
at Q3 = 5.3 GeV? [122]. Due to limited statistics further assumptions have been made:
q) = q7, ¢ = ¢, and the input gluon distribution function has been set to zero, which
means that gluons are generated purely dynamically. The charm and bottom quarks are
treated as massless, and are included only for Q? > 20 GeV? and Q? > 200 GeV?, respec-
tively, by means of the number of flavours n; used in the evolution equations. The user can
choose from three independent sets constructed for ny = 3,4, 5.

2. LAC — Levy, Abramowicz, Charchula [93]: The parameterisation is based on the
solution of the leading order evolution equations. The input parton distributions of the form:

2 2
o _ 40 T H+(1-1x) D1 _ \E

xqo(x, Q) —Aeqxl—Bln(l—x) + Cz”(1 — x)

zgo(z, Q5) = Cya™ (1 — )™ (67)

were assumed at Q3 = 4 GeV? (sets LAC1 and LAC2) or at Q2 =1 GeV? (set LAC3) and
were fitted to the available data. The sets LAC1 and LAC2 differ in the gluon distribution
function — in LAC2 the parameter D, is set to zero. The first and second terms in the quark
distribution function correspond to the point-like and hadron-like parts, respectively. The
charm quark is treated as massless and its contribution is only included for W2 > 4m?2. No
parton distribution for the bottom quark is available.

3. WHIT - Watanabe, Hagiwara, Izubuchi, Tanaka [94]: The parametrisation is
based on the solution of the leading order evolution equations. The initial parton distribu-
tions for three light flavours are assumed at Q2 = 4 GeV?2. The contribution from charm
quarks (m. = 1.5 GeV) is added according to the Bethe-Heitler formula for Q% < 100 GeV?
or by using the massive-quark evolution equations for Q? > 100 GeV2. No parton distribu-
tion function for bottom quarks is available. The parametrisation is essentially a study of the
sensitivity of the photon structure function to the gluon content of the photon. The initial
gluon distribution is parametrized by the simple formula zg(z, Q3)/a = A,(Cy+1)(1—2)%.
The available data are not accurate enough to determine the gluon parameters A, and C|.
Therefore the authors provide six parton distributions which have systematically different
gluon contents: WHIT1-3 (A, = 0.5) and WHIT4-6 (4, = 1) and in both cases C, = 3,9, 15.

4. GRV — Gliick, Reya, Vogt [74]: The parton distribution functions are available in
leading order and in next-to-leading order. They are evolved from low starting scales (Q2 =
0.25 GeV? in LO and Q% = 0.3 GeV? in NLO) using a VMD input based on measurement
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Figure 11: The photon structure function £y divided by the fine structure constant obtained
from different parton distribution functions. Shown are predictions from different sets of
LAC, WHIT and SaS parameterizations at two values of Q? = 5,100 GeV? and from the
CJKL parameterization for Q% = 1,5, 15,100, 1000 GeV?.

of the pion structure function of the form q(z, Qf) = g(z, QF) = k(4rar/ f7) fx(x, QF where
rfr ~ 2%(1 —z)® and 1/ fp2 = 2.2. The similarity of the p and 7m mesons is assumed and
a proportionality factor 1 < x < 2 is used to account for the inclusion of w, ¢ and other
high mass vector mesons. The point-like contribution is chosen to vanish at the input scale
and for higher virtualities is generated dynamically using the full evolution equations. The
charm and bottom quarks are included via the Bethe-Heitler formula with m. = 1.5 GeV
and my = 4.5 GeV.

5. AFG — Aurenche, Fontannaz, Guillet [95]: The parametrisation is available only in
the next-to-leading order. Similarly as in the GRV parametrisation the point-like contribu-
tion vanishes at the low starting scale chosen at Q3 = 0.5 GeV? and the purely hadron-like
input is based on VMD arguments, where a coherent sum of low mass vector mesons p,
w and ¢ is used. The evolution is performed in the massless scheme for three flavours for
Q? < m? = 2 GeV? and for four flavours for Q* > m?. No parton distribution function
for bottom quarks is available. The AFG parton distributions are constructed in the MS
factorization scheme.

6. CJKL — Cornet, Jankowski, Krawczyk, Lorca [96]: This is the most recent pa-
rameterization. A global, three parameter fit to all data available today is performed based
on the leading order evolution equations. The idea of radiatively generated parton distri-
butions similar to the one used in GRV parameterization is exploited. The starting scale
is chosen at Q2 = 0.25 GeVZ2 However, input densities of the p” meson are not approx-
imated by the pionic ones, but instead the valence-like and gluon densities of the form
0P (2, Q%) = Nyz®(1 — 2)? and zg(z, Q%) = N,z*(1 — z)? are used. All sea quark distri-
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Figure 12: The photon structure function £y divided by the fine structure constant obtained
from different parton distribution functions. Predictions of LO and HO GRV and GRSc
parameterization for two values of Q? = 5, 100 GeV? are shown on the left and the comparison
of HO predictions from GRV, GRSc and AFG parameterizations at Q% = 1,15,100 GeV? is
shown on the right.

butions are neglected at the input scale. The special treatment of heavy quarks based on
the ACOT(x) prescription [97], originally introduced for the proton structure function is
adopted to the photon structure function for the first time. It means essentially an improve-
ment of the treatment of the threshold region W =~ 2m; where usually the Bethe-Heitler
formula is used.

7. GRS — Gliick, Reya, Stratmann [101]: The parameterization is an extension of the
phenomenologically successful GRV photon densities [74] to non-zero P? in LO and NLO.
Similarly as in GRV, at low input scale Q2 ~ 0.25 GeV?, the parton densities of real photons
are given by a VMD inspired input. A simple prescription which smoothly interpolates
between P? = 0 and P? > A? is used:

P @, Q= P?) = n(P) i e, P) 4 (L= (P38 (2, PP (68)
with P2 = max(P?, ;%) and n(P?) = (1 — PQ/mi)*2 where m,, is some effective mass in the
vector meson propagator. The VMD-like non-perturbative input is taken to be proportional
to the GRV pion densities fléfzm(x, P?) = k(4me/ f2) f7(x, P?). Heavy quarks do not take
part in the Q? evolution and they must be taken into account using Bethe-Heitler formula.
For real photons it is known up to NLO and can be found in [26]. For non-zero P? they are
available only in LO and the relevant cross sections are given in Eq. 15.

8. GRSc — Gliick, Reya, Schienbein [27]: The parton distribution functions are con-
structed for the real photon in LO and NLO and for the virtual photon in LO, which within
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Figure 13: The photon structure function Fy divided by the fine structure constant of the
virtual photon. The predictions of SaS1D and GRSc parameterizations for Q? = 15 GeV?
and for different virtualities of the target photons P? = 0,0,01,0.1,1 GeVZ.

Figure 14: The P? dependence of Fy /a predicted by SaS1D, GRSc and GRS parameteriza-
tions at a medium = = 0.03 and three values of Q? = 2,75,1000 GeV2.

sufficient accuracy may be also used in NLO. A consistent set of boundary conditions have
been formulated, which allow for a calculation of f7(x, @2, P?) also in NLO QCD as well as
for a smooth transition from the virtual to the real photon. The parameterization is based
on the same general ideas as the GRV parameterization. However, in contrast to GRV, the
coherent sum of vector mesons is used in VMD to describe the hadronic components of the
photon, with the recently updated parton distribution of the pion [101]. The charm quark
mass has been changed to m, = 1.4 GeV.

In case of virtual photons it is assumed that the effects of the photon virtuality are entirely
taken into account by the flux factors, which are valid for Q? > P?. In consequence, in
contrast to GRS parameterization, all partonic cross sections are calculated as if P? = 0. In
particular, the process y7* — ¢¢ is used to evaluate C,(z), instead of the process v*v* — ¢q
and charm contribution for P? > 0 is based on the Bethe-Heitler formula for the real photon.

9. SaS — Schuler, Sjostrand [102,103]: The parameterization is based on the solution of
the leading order evolution equations for three massless flavours. Two sets were constructed
with different starting scales: Q2 = 0.36 GeV? (SaS1) and Q2 = 4 GeV? (SaS2). Each set is
available in the MS (set M) and DIS., (set D) factorization schemes. The set SaS2 contains
a larger VMD contribution in comparison to the set SaS1, which is necessary in order to fit
the data due to a much larger starting scale Q3.

The extension to non-zero P? is based on a dispersion-integral in the mass of g7 fluctuations,
which links perturbative and non-perturbative contributions [102,103]. The ¢g fluctuations

30



are separated into a discrete sum of vector meson states and a high mass continuous per-
turbative spectrum from the point-like contribution. Both terms are suppressed by different
P2-dependent terms.

The contributions from the charm (m. = 1.3 GeV) and bottom (m, = 4.6 GeV) quarks are
taken into account via the Bethe-Heitler formula taking into account full P? dependence.

The parameterizations of the parton distribution functions discussed above are used to
construct the photon structure function F). They are compared below for several values of
the probe and target photon virtualities.

In Fig. 11 the structure function F) for the real photon constructed from the parton
distribution functions predicted by different sets of LAC, WHIT and SaS parameterizations
are shown for two values of Q? = 5 and 100 GeV?, and by the CJKL parameterization for
Q? = 1,5,15,100,1000 GeV?. The predictions of LAC and WHIT parameterizations are
very similar at large values of x. However, they start to differ significantly at low values of
x where the value of the starting scale Q3 and the shape of the input distribution of gluons
become important.

The structure functions F, for the real photon constructed from parton distribution
functions predicted by the leading order (LO) and next-to-leading order (HO) GRV and
GRSc parameterizations are shown in Fig. 12 for two values of Q% = 5,100 GeV2. At the
lower value of Q? the LO and HO GRYV predictions are rather different in whole x range. In
case of GRSc the LO and HO predictions are very similar for z < 0.1 and differ only at large
values of . With increasing )? the LO and HO predictions of both parameterizations tend
to be very similar at low values of x but they still differ significantly at high values of x. In
Fig. 12 we also show the comparison of the predictions for F; for the real photon obtained
from all available next-to-leading order parameterizations GRV, GRSc and AFG for three
values of Q% = 1,15 and 100 GeV?. The predictions are quite different for large values of
where the data are not very precise.

In Figld we show the structure function F) for the virtual photon obtained from the
parton distribution functions predicted by SaS, GRSc and GRS parameterizations. The x
dependence of SaS1D and GRSc parameterizations at Q% = 15 GeV? and for several values
of P2 = 0,0.01,0.1,1 GeV? are shown on the left. Clearly the suppression of F) with
increasing P? and especially the hadron-like contribution are visible. On the right, the P2
dependence of Fy) predicted by SaS1D, GRSc and GRS parameterizations for three values
of Q% =2,75,1000 GeV? and at moderately small value of z = 0.03 are shown. Once more
a strong suppression of F) with increasing P? is visible.

4.5 Hadronic structure of the electron

At present beam energies the splitting of the electron induced reactions into the flux of quasi-
real transverse photons in the electron and the distribution of partons inside the photon is
quite a good approximation. However, at future colliders, contributions from W and Z
bosons as well as from v-Z interference will play more and more significant role. Therefore
instead of measuring separate structure functions of each of intermediate bosons (which
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Figure 15: The electron structure function £y divided by the fine structure constant squared
obtained from different parton distribution functions in the photon using the Eq. 70. In all
parameterizations of F) used, the P? dependence is either neglected or set to P? = 0.

Figure 16: The electron structure function £y divided by the fine structure constant squared
obtained from the parton distribution functions in the photon predicted by SaS1D and GRSc
LO parameterizations in two cases: P? set to zero in F) and with full P? dependence of F}
and of the photon flux and for two different values of Q% = 5,20 GeV?.

from experimental point of view might be even not possible) it seems more reasonable to
measure the electron structure functions. The concept of the hadronic structure of the
electron has been introduced only recently in Refs. [104,105], where the evolution equations
in Q? have been constructed and the asymptotic solutions have been found for the quark
and gluon content of the electron in the leading logarithmic approximation. At LEP energies
the measurements of the electron structure function and the photon structure function are
roughly equivalent. The cross section for the deep inelastic scattering of an electron off a
target electron expressed in terms of the electron structure functions Fy and F} reads:

d*c B 2o’

dzdQ? 2 Q*

Neglecting the term proportional to F} we can directly use this formula to extract the
electron structure function Fy from the differential cross section. Comparing Eq. 69 with

Eq. 32 one finds the following relation between the electron F¢ and the photon F) (a = 2, L)
structure functions:

[(1+ (1= we)?) F5(2,Q%) — vl Ff(2,Q)] (69)

1 Pr2nax .
QA= [ e [ 4P SR @t P e P ()

r2nin(z/x

From the theoretical point of view, the measurement of the electron structure function, even
at present energies, has some advantages [106,107]. The target photons used to measure the
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photon structure function, are always off-shell. Treating the photons as real is an approxima-
tion. From the measurements of the QED structure function of the photon we know that the
precise information about this small but finite virtuality of the target photons is essential in
a correct description of the data by QED predictions. In the case of hadronic structure func-
tion of the photon the dependence on the virtuality of target photons in not measured nor
completely known theoretically. The photon structure function also depends on the form
of the equivalent photon formula and this is still being discussed in literature [147]. The
above problems do not appear in the concept of the electron structure function which only
weakly depends on P2 . The most important drawback of the electron structure function
is that its shape is dominated by the strongly peaked flux of target photons. In Fig. 15 we
present a comparison of the electron structure functions Fy constructed from different pa-
rameterizations of the photon structure function F, using the formula given in Eq. 70, as a
function of z and for Q% = 15 GeV2. When calculating the curves in Fig. 15, the dependence
of Fy on P? has been neglected (P? = (), which means that the virtuality of the photon
radiated by the target electron enters only through the photon flux (Eq. 29) and through
the upper limit of integration P2, = 4.5 GeV? (typical value at LEP2). One can see that
the shape of Fy is dominated by the strongly peaked EPA formula. The sensitivity of the
electron structure function F¥ to the dependence of the photon structure function F, on P?
has been investigated in Fig. 16. The predictions based on GRSc LO [27] and SaS1D [102]
parameterizations are shown for two different situations: with the full dependence of Fy
on P? and with P? set to zero in F. One can see that the difference between these two
situations is of the same order as the difference between the parameterizations themself.
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5 Structure and interactions of virtual photons

In the previous Section we discussed in detail the interactions of virtual photons with quasi-
real or slightly virtual photons. The cross section for this process has been expressed in terms
of the structure functions of the quasi-real photon. In the present Section we shall extend
our discussion to the interactions of two highly virtual photons (Q?% P? > A?). From the
experimental point of view this means that we will consider double-tagged events, i.e. events
with both final state electrons scattered at sufficiently large polar angles 6; to be observed
in a detector.

5.1 The cross section

The differential cross-section given in Eq. 13, in the limit Q? > m?, reduces to:

o d’pidipy 1 -
d°c = 7 B Lyt | o1 + €101 + €207, + €1€62011 + §€1€2TTT cos 2¢
1142

—/2€1(€1 + 1)/2€3(eq + 1)7pp, cos qg) (71)

where ¢; = p°/2pF* and the photon helicities p? and p;* are given in Eq. 14. The values
of ¢ are close to unity in the kinematic region accessed at LEP (low values of ye;). The
luminosity function Lpr describes the flux of the incoming transversely polarized photons.
Comparing Eq. 71 with the general formula for the cross section given in Eq. 13 we find that
L is given by:

1/2
1674Q1Q3 | (p1 - p2)? — m2m? b

The sum of the cross sections and interference terms given in parentheses in Eq. 71 represents
the cross section for the reaction v*4* — hadrons (leptons):

ETT

1 _ _
Oysnyr = OTT + OTL + O + 0L, + 57T COS 2¢ — 471, COS @ (73)

where we made use of the approximation ¢; ~ 1. The cross section for the process efe™ —
ete” hadrons can be then written as a product of a term describing the flux of the incoming
photons and the cross-section for the interaction of the virtual photons. Depending on the
relative size of virtualities of the interacting photons the process can be divided into two
classes. When the virtualities of the photons differ significantly, @Q? > P? > A2, the process
can be considered as a deep inelastic scattering of the electron off the virtual photon. In this
case the considerations of the previous Section apply and the cross section can be expressed
in terms of virtual photon structure functions defined in analogy to the structure functions
of the quasi-real photon. However, experimentally one can access only an effective structure
function Fp = (Q?/47%a)3~! 0.+ which is proportional to the cross section o.... defined
in Eq. 73. Making further assumptions, that or, is negligible, o1, = opr, and that the
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Figure 17: Comparison of the effective structure function F_; with F) and the approxi-
mations given in Eq. 74 for two cases: (a) (Q?) = 120 GeV?, (P?) = 0.01 GeV? and (b)
(Q?) =120 GeV?, (P?) = 3.7 GeV? assuming the QPM (m, = mq = mg = 0.325 GeV and
m. = 1.5 GeV). To a good approximation the quantity measured for the virtual photon is
the effective structure function given by (Ff = F) + 3/2F]) /.

interference terms do not contribute, one can relate F_j; to the known structure functions £’
and F}:

Fl=F+ gﬂQFgT ~ Fy + g 7 (74)
In Fig. 17 we compare the effective structure function Fj;, calculated in QPM, directly from
the cross section o« with neglected interference terms and using the approximations given
in Eq. 74. One can see that for the quasi-real photon the effective structure function Fj; is
equal to F) and is well in agreement with the first relation given in Eq. 74. However, the
second approximation in Eq. 74 is significantly worse. On the other hand in case of virtual
photon the effective structure function F is close to the combination of Fy and F] given
in Eq. 74, but very different from F7.

In the case when the virtualities of the interacting photons are of the same order, the
usual interpretation in terms of the photon structure functions is not meaningful and the
most appropriate quantity which can be measured is just the cross section.

35



5.2 DGLAP and/or BFKL dynamics?

The second topic extensively studied both theoretically and experimentally is the dynamics
of interactions of highly virtual photons. The interaction of two virtual photons has been
argued to be a ‘golden’ process to study the parton dynamics, because it does not require (for
sufficiently large photon virtualities) any non-perturbative input in theoretical calculation.
The discussion in this paragraph is based on the following publications [37-39]. Many
processes in QCD can be described by a fixed order expansion in the strong coupling constant
as. However, hadronic processes at high-energy colliders often involve more than one energy
scale, and in consequence in perturbative QCD «a, gets multiplied by a large logarithm of
the relevant scales. In such a case fixed order calculations must be replaced with leading-log
calculations in which such terms are resumed.

In Fig. 18 we show schematically the ‘map’ of deep inelastic electron photon scattering in
(z,Q?) plane. If one of the colliding hadronic objects is much smaller than the other one
(in our case the photons with higher and lower virtuality, respectively) then in order to
correctly treat such collision it is necessary to resum terms proportional to (a,In Q?/Q3)™,
because the smallness of a; is compensated by the large size of In Q*/Q3. This procedure
leads to DGLAP [51] evolution equations introduced in Section 4. DGLAP evolution, up
in Q?, describes the change of parton density with increasing spatial resolution of about
1/Q (see Fig. 18). The evolution is self-contained in a given x interval and in particular
does not involve knowledge of the parton densities at lower values of . The cross section is
proportional to the quark distribution at scale @2, which is related to the qark distribution
at another scale Q2 via:

2 2 Q [ z z 2
rq(r, Q%) = zq(x, Q) + asIn=5 [ dy1— Py | — | a(y1, Q)
@QJ. T Y1
Q2 /1 T ( T ) )
+ asln = dyy— Py, | — , + ... 75
Q2 /, {41 A 9(y1, Q) (75)
where the splitting functions F,, and F,, are given in the leading order by Eq. 66. In an

appropriate gauge Eq. 75 can be interpreted as the first (with one rung only) in a series of
ladder diagrams shown in Fig. 19, whose rungs are strongly ordered in transverse momenta:

QI > k2, > ki, > > k> Q) (76)

For high energy scattering, i.e. at small x, the ladder becomes long, and because the domi-
nation of the splitting function P,,(y) ~ 1/y in this region, it consists mainly of gluons. The
dominant terms in perturbative QCD expansion are of the form (ayIn (1/z)1In (Q*/Q3))".
Their resummation is referred to as the double leading logarithmic approximation (DLLA).
The region of its applicability is shown in Fig. 18. In this case in addition to the strong
ordering of the transverse momenta (see Eq. 76), also the fractional longitudinal momenta®
x; where i = 1, ...,n, of the gluons along the ladder are strongly ordered:

=, L1, | L LT =1 (77)

‘In Eq. 77 and in Fig. 19 we use z} to denote the fractional longitudinal momenta of partons along the
ladder to avoid a conflict in notation with the symbols x; and x5 used throughout the paper to denote the
Bjorken scaling variables of DIS electron photon scattering process.
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Figure 18: The (z, Q*) regions of validity of the various evolution equations. In DGLAP
evolution with increasing Q2 the partonic constituents of the photon are resolved more finely.
The BFKL evolution towards small values of z allows to access regions of growing gluon
densities, but the resolution in transverse plane remains at approximately 1/Q). Simultaneous
evolution in  and Q? leads to DLLA evolution equations. Perturbative QCD is applicable
below the critical line.

Figure 19: The ladder diagram corresponding to the interaction of two virtual photons. The
ladders start and end with quark boxes, and can have gluon or quark rungs. The fractional
longitudinal momenta and the transverse momenta squared of each rung are denoted as
and k7, respectively, with ¢ =1, ..., n.

The DLLA leads to a gluon density strongly rising towards low z, like zg(z, Q%) ~ 2~ with
an effective power A ~ /(12a,/7) In (1/2) In (Q%/Q3) [40].

When the partons at the ends of the ladder have similar transverse momenta, Q3 ~ Q3,
there is no phase space left for the transverse momenta to be strongly ordered along the
ladder, and the strong ordering in kr is replaced by a diffusion pattern. In perturbative
expansion all terms proportional to (asln (1/z))" ~ (asln (IW?/Q?))" need to be resumed.
This is done by the Balitski-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) equation [36]. In the appropriate
gauge each term corresponds to the n-rung ladder diagram (Fig. 19) in which gluon emissions
are strongly ordered in longitudinal momenta. The basic quantity in this approximation is
the unintegrated (over the gluon transverse momentum) gluon density distribution G(z, k%)
related to the usual gluon distribution g(z, @?) via:

2N\ _ 8g(x, QQ)
G(z, k7) ==z W - (78)
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Figure 20: The contributions to the v*~v* cross section: box digram (Fp), one gluon exchange,

next in the set of ladder diagrams, ... .

The unintegrated gluon distribution G(z, Q?) satisfies the following leading logarithmic
(In1/xz) BFKL evolution equation [36]:

Olnl/z R k7 — k7| VARG + ki

where krg is the lower limit cut-off, which is necessary if the running coupling constant
effects are taken into account. The BFKL evolution equation takes us to smaller values of x
where the gluon density increases while the transverse size that is probed remains the same.
Eventually we reach the critical line where recombination effects must be incorporated via
perturbative QCD. Finally we enter the region of high parton density where we can not use
normal methods of perturbation theory. At higher Q% we can evolve further in x before
reaching the critical line.

When the running of a; is neglected and k%, = 0 the BFKL equation can be solved
analytically giving at small x the following dependence of the gluon distribution:

(0.Q%) ~ —— (50)

xg(x, ~— 80
) In(1/x)

where ap = 14+ X = 1+ (3as/7m)41n2 is the bare QCD pomeron. The value A is usually

said to be 0.5, though this requires a,; = 0.18, which happens only at high @?. When the

running coupling constant effects are taken into account the small x behaviour of parton

distributions is zg(z, Q%) ~ =, with A & 0.5 as in the fixed coupling case.

Recently, much attention has been given to the BFKL pomeron especially for small z
deep inelastic electron proton scattering at HERA. The onset of BFKL effects has been
searched for in the measurements of the proton structure function F3 and the analysis of
hadronic final states [47]. The situation is so far inconclusive, with the strongest hint for
BFKL effects in the data coming from the analysis of forward 7° production.

It has been argued [45,48-50] that the eTe™ colliders offer an excellent opportunity to
test the BFKL predictions through the measurement of the total cross section for the pro-
cess v*v* — hadrons. The cross section o,+,+ can be expressed in terms od ladder diagrams
squared as shown in Fig. 20. The diagram denoted as F{ represents the lowest order con-
tribution called the ‘box diagram’ or QPM contribution. The contribution of the next in
line diagram is often called ‘one gluon exchange’ contribution. For sufficiently large photon
virtualities @7 and Q3 (more than few GeV?), this BFKL calculations can be carried out
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without non-perturbative input. If additionally Q? ~ @3 then the evolution in Q2 is sup-
pressed, allowing for a clean test of BFKL effects.

The original LO-BFKL calculations [45] predicted an increase of o, by a factor 20
or more compared to calculations without BFKL effects, or with only DGLAP (Q?) evo-
lution [51]. Since then the LO-BFKL calculations have been improved by including charm
quark mass effects, running of the strong coupling constant «, and the contribution of the
longitudinal photon polarization states. Recently, it has become clear that the Next-to-
Leading Order (NLO) corrections to the BFKL equation are large and effectively reduce the
value of A\. A phenomenological determination of the Higher Order (HO) effects was pre-
sented in Ref. [50] and the resulting BFKL scattering cross-sections were shown to increase
by a factor 2-3 only, relative to the calculations without BFKL effects. Since then theoret-
ically motivated improved higher order calculations have been performed [38,42,43, 52-55],
and give similar results.

For the comparison of the data to BFKL calculations the following additional kinematic
quantity, which is a measure of the length of the gluon ladder, is defined [45]:

Y =1 78%%1‘%2) =1 <W2+Q%+Q%) ~] <7W2 ) E?, 81
! (x/Q%Q% "\ T Vew "\Vaa (81)

where the approximation requires W?2 > Q2.
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6 Monte Carlo generators

In the analysis of the data collected by experiments at high energy colliders a crucial role is
played by Monte Carlo generators. They are based on our knowledge of the physics processes
taking place during a collision of elementary particles. The usual output from a Monte Carlo
program is a collection of four momenta of particles produced in the interaction. At this
stage, often called hadron (or more generically generator) level, we have an exact information
on the whole final state. However, in the real experiments this information is disturbed by
detector effects like resolution and acceptance. Therefore to be able to compare Monte Carlo
predictions with measurements we need to pass the output from a generator through as
accurate as possible simulation of the detector. The detector simulation is based on our best
knowledge of the geometry and of response of its different parts to incident particles. All the
information about the response of the detector to the input from a generator we usually call
the detector level (of the Monte Carlo simulation). This detector level information is passed
through the same reconstruction and analysis chains as the real data. Having information
on the generator and detector levels we are able to use Monte Carlo programs to correct the
data for detector acceptance and resolution effects and get insight into pure physics.
Usually even in a single analysis, several Monte Carlo generators are compared to the
data or used to correct the data for detector effects. Most relevant to the measurements
presented in this paper are the programs which are used to model two-photon interactions
for double-tagged, single-tagged and anti-tagged events. The main features of the Monte
Carlo programs used for analyses of LEP data are briefly described here. For further details
the reader is referred to the original publications. An overview can be found e.g. in [7,14,15].

PHOJET [35]: The general purpose Monte Carlo program, which is based on the Dual
Parton Model [80] combined with the QCD improved parton model to give an almost com-
plete description of hadron-hadron, photon-hadron and photon-photon interactions at high
energies. It contains both hard and soft processes. The hard processes are calculated in LO
perturbative QCD, and soft processes are modeled based on vp, pp and pp data assuming
Regge factorization. Originally only (quasi-)real photons were considered, but recently the
program has been extended to match the deep inelastic electron photon scattering as well as
the scattering of two virtual photons. Both photons are allowed to fluctuate into a hadronic
state before they interact. The v*vy or v*v* cross-sections are obtained from the vy cross-
section by extrapolating in Q2 on the basis of the Generalized Vector Meson Dominance
model using the description of Ref. [56]. In particular, it is worth pointing out here, that the
program is not based on the cross section formula for deep inelastic electron-photon scatter-
ing and always produces the same z and Q? distributions, independent of the input structure
function. Events are generated for both soft and hard partonic processes. A cut-off on the
transverse momentum of the scattered partons in the photon-photon centre-of-mass system
of 2.5 GeV is used to separate the two classes of events. For this reason the generation of
events with W below 5 GeV is known to be incomplete. The hadronisation is based on the
Lund string model as implemented in JETSET [79].

HERWIG [59]: The general purpose Monte Carlo program, which has been upgraded
to electron photon scattering during the LEP2 Workshop [14]. The most recent version
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HERWIGH.9+k; (dyn) incorporates improvements in modeling of the intrinsic transverse
momentum of the quarks within the photon. This version uses a modified transverse mo-
mentum distribution, ki, for the quarks inside the photon, with the upper limit dynamically
(dyn) adjusted according to the hardest scale in the event, which is of order @Q*. In HER-
WIG the photon flux is based on the EPA [18]. The hard interaction is simulated as eq—eq
scattering, with the incoming quark generated according to a set of parton distribution func-
tions. The incoming quark is subject to an initial state paron shower, which is designed in
such a way that the hardest emission is matched to the sum of the matrix elements for the
higher order resolved processes (9 — qq, ¢ — qg and v — ¢q). The parton shower uses the
transverse momentum as evolution parameter and obeys angular ordering. This procedure
dynamically separates events into point-like and hadron-like events, which can be different
from the choice made in the parton distribution functions. For hadron like events the pho-
ton remnant gets a transverse momentum k; with respect to the direction of the incoming
photon, generated from a Gaussian distribution. The hadronisation is based on the cluster
model.

PYTHIA [57]: The general purpose Monte Carlo program, which can generate hard or soft
processes between leptons, hadrons and photons. In case of deep inelastic electron photon
scattering, the quarks are generated according to parton distribution functions of the photon.
The flux of the quasi-real photons has to be externally provided, and the corresponding
electron is only modeled in the collinear approximation. The program is based on the leading
order matrix element for the process eq—eq. Higher order QCD processes are generated via
parton showers, using the parton virtuality as the evolution parameter. The separation
into point-like and hadron-like events is taken from the parton distribution functions. For
hadron-like events the photon remnant gets a transverse momentum k; generated from a
Gaussian distribution, and for point-like events the transverse momentum follows a power
like behaviour, dk?/kZ, with ki max = Q7 as the upper limit. The hadronisation is based on
the Lund string model.

TWOGAM [61]: The Monte Carlo program developed by the DELPHI Collaboration for
the simulation of two photon processes. TWOGAM generates three different subprocesses:
QPM, QCD resolved photon processes and non-perturbative soft processes described by the
Vector Meson Dominance model [3]. The normalization of the QPM process is determined
by the quark masses. The normalizations of the VMD is fixed by the cross section for
the scattering of two real photons. The partons generated according to a chosen parton
distribution function in the photon, undergo a hard 2 — 2 scattering process. No parton
showers are included. The hadronisation is based on the Lund string model. TWOGAM
was recently upgraded to take into account QED soft and hard radiation from initial and
final state electrons.

Vermaseren [73]: The Monte Carlo program, which has become a standard calculation
of the process efe~ — ete™ ff proceeding via 77 interactions. It uses the subset of the
exact 2 — 4 matrix element in which the electron and positron do not annihilate. The full
dependence on the mass of final state fermion and an P? is kept.
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BDK [66—68]: The program is an extension of the Vermaseren program and includes the
QED radiative corrections to the process. It mainly serves to the estimation of the radiative
corrections to be applied to data corrected for acceptance with a different Monte Carlo
program which does not contain QED radiative corrections.

GALUGA [65]: The Monte Carlo program, which contains a full implementation of the
cross section given in Eq.13. It is not used as an event generator, but due to its flexibility is
often used to calculate cross sections and photon fluxes in a user defined phase space.
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7 The OPAL detector at LEP

The Large Electron Positron (LEP) collider was an e*e™ storage ring located at CERN.
It had a circumference of 27 km and was located 100 m underground. Four experiments:
OPAL, ALEPH, DELPHI and L3, were situated at symmetrical collision points around the
ring. During the first phase of operation (LEP1), in the years 1989-1995, the centre-of-mass
energy of the electron and positron beams was close to the mass of the Z° gauge boson at
91 GeV. The energy was increased for the LEP2 phase: first to 161 GeV to produce WHW
pairs and then in steps up to 209 GeV by the end of operation in the year 2000.

A schematic view of the OPAL (Omni Purpose Apparatus for LEP) detector is shown
in Fig.21. A detailed description of the OPAL detector can be found in Ref. [69]. Here only
a brief account is given of the main components relevant to the measurements in two photon
physics.

The right-handed OPAL coordinate system is defined with the z axis pointing in the direc-
tion of the e~ beam and the z axis pointing towards the centre of the LEP ring. The polar
angle 6, the azimuthal angle ¢ and the radius r are the usual spherical coordinates.

The central tracking system is located inside a solenoid magnet which provides a uniform
axial magnetic field of 0.435 T along the beam axis. The central tracking system consists
of a two-layer silicon micro-vertex detector [70], a high precision vertex drift chamber, a
large volume jet chamber with 159 layers of axial anode wires, and a set of z—chambers for
accurately measuring track coordinates along the beam direction. The transverse momenta
pr of tracks with respect to the z direction of the detector are measured with a precision
of 0, /pr = /0.022 + (0.0015 - pr)? (pr in GeV) in the central region, § > 753 mrad. The
jet chamber also provides energy loss, dF/dx, measurements which are used for particle
identification.

The central detector is surrounded in the barrel region (| cosf| < 0.82) by a lead glass
electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL) and a hadronic sampling calorimeter (HCAL). Outside
the HCAL, the detector is surrounded by muon chambers. There are similar layers of de-
tectors in the endcaps (0.81 < |cosf| < 0.98). The barrel section consists of a cylindrical
array of 9440 lead-glas blocks with a depth of 24.6 radiation lengths. The endcap sections
(EE) consist of 1132 lead-glas blocks with a depth of more than 22 radiation lengths. The
lectromagnetic energy resolution of the EE calorimeter is about 15%/vE (E in GeV) at
polar angles above 350 mrad, but deteriorates closer to the edge of the detector.

The small angle region from 47 to 140 mrad around the beam pipe on both sides of the
interaction point is covered by the forward detectors (FD) and the region from 25 to 59
mrad by the silicon-tungsten luminometers (SW) [71]. During the LEP2 phase the lower
boundary of the SW acceptance was effectively 33 mrad due to the installation of a low-angle
shield to protect the central detector from synchrotron radiation. The FD consists of cylin-
drical lead-scintillator calorimeters with a depth of 24 radiation lengths divided azimuthally
into 16 segments. The electromagnetic energy resolution is approximately 18%/vE (E in
GeV). The SW detector consists of two cylindrical small angle calorimeters encircling the
beam pipe at approximately +2.5 m from the interaction point. Each calorimeter is made
of a stack of 18 tungsten plates, interleaved with 19 layers of silicon sampling wafers and
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Figure 21: Schematic view of the OPAL detector. Main components discussed in the text
are indicated.

mounted as two interlocking C—shaped modules around the LEP beam pipe. The depth of
the detector amounts to 22 radiation lengths. Each silicon layer consists of 16 wedge-shaped
silicon detectors. The sensitive area of the calorimeter fully covers radii between 81 and 142
mm from the beam axis. The electromagnetic energy resolution is approximately 25%/ VE
(E in GeV) on both sides. At LEP2 energies it was found that the energy resolution is
almost constant with energy due to the energy leakage and dead material.

Small angle detectors were primary used in the luminosity measurement, which was based
on the tagging of electrons and positrons scattered at small angles in the Bhabha process.

The other three experiments were constructed based on the similar general concepts,
although they differ in technical and constructional solutions. For details see: ALEPH [108],
DELPHI [109], L3 [110]. Also the geometrical (and in consequence kinematical) acceptances
of different subdetectors differ slightly between the experiments.
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8 Studies of the photon and electron structure in DIS

8.1 QED structure functions of the photon

The measurements of the QED photon structure functions at e™e™ colliders are possible
by studying the reaction e*e™ — ete 1717, where 1 = e, u, 7, in deep inelastic electron
photon scattering regime, where one of the beam electrons scatters at sufficiently large polar
angle to be observed in a detector, and the other remains undetected. Although from the
theoretical point of view, all lepton channels are equally well suited for this purpose, from
the experimental side the most clean measurement can be performed with ™ final state.
The process has large cross section and is almost background free. For eTe™ final state the
cross section is even higher, but the number of different Feynman diagrams contributing to
this process makes the analysis in terms of the photon structure functions more difficult.
The 777~ final state suffers from low statistics and can be only identified by detecting the
products of 7 decays. This makes the analysis quite difficult, because of large backgrounds
from ¢g production or p*pu~ final state, depending on whether the hadronic or leptonic decay
channels of 7 are used for its detection. The results presented in this section were obtained
from the measurement of the process e"e™ — ete™ u™ ™. In principle the measurement can
serve as a test of QED to order O(a?). However, the experimental uncertainties are rather
large and the precision tests of QED are not the aim of the measurement. At e™e™ colliders
this measurement rather serves as a test of experimental methods used in more difficult
analyses like the hadronic structure function of the photon.

The measurements of the QED structure functions of the photon at LEP base on data
collected during LEP1 phase and correspond in each experiment to an integrated luminosity
close to 100 pb~!. The photon structure function F;QED has been measured at LEP by
OPAL [111], DELPHI [112] and L3 [113] experiments. The above measurements by OPAL
and DELPHI replaced the earlier measurements at lower statistics published in [117] and
in [118]. There exist a preliminary measurement by ALEPH [119], which however is not
going to be published and therefore is not considered here. Prior to LEP the measurements
of Iy (ip were performed by the CELLO [114], PLUTO [115] and TPC/27 [116] experiments.

The measurements of the structure function F; qep Performed by the above experiments
are compared to the QED predictions in Fig. 22, and the values of F;QED together with
available errors are listed in Tables 14, 15 and 16. If the average virtuality of the target
photon (P?) in the measurement is provided by the experiment, it is used in the QED
prediction. The value of (P?) is usually obtained from a Monte Carlo program or from
the best fit of the QED prediction to the data. All LEP experiments provide (P?) of their
measurements and non of the experiments prior to LEP does it. In the later case P? = 0 was
assumed in the QED calculation. The value of the average virtuality of the probe photon (Q?)
or the range of Q% used for F; qEp Measurement is given in Fig. 22 in parentheses close to the
name of the experiment. In the case when (Q?) is provided, the measurement is compared
to the QED prediction for Fy) opp (7, (@Q?), (P*)). In the case when the range of experimental
Q? acceptance only is provided, the prediction for (F) qup (7, Q?, (P?))) averaged over given
Q? range is used instead. The data are generally in a good agreement with QED predictions.
Only the measurement by TPC/2+ is systematically below the QED prediction. The reason

45



5 L L L L L L L e e D e L D D e e e e e D D D B D D DR R D | LD L L L BLEL
= 1k —e OPAL(2.2) —m L3(1.4-7.6) —e OPAL (4.2) —APLUTO(5/5)
5 T FVZQED/G i - il - ﬂ\
>« ! | ]
! - - - ol
| | | R N
| | | i |
/A/A
0 e e e e e
[ e OPAL(8.4) . [ e OPAL (12.4) [ ADELPHI(125) [ e OPAL(21)
L | | = I |
r s. [ N N N
[ i i LR i
= = | ® n =
0_| : 1 : I : 1 : 1 1 : 1 : I : 1 : 1 -I 1 1 : I : 1 : : _I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 %
2-APL LJTO(zloiL —a DELPHI(120) |-e OPAL(130)
i - L | [}
B /é//% 5 5 [
0 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1

X

Figure 22: Compilation of all available measurements of F; qep as a function of x. The
measured values of F; QED /o are compared to the QED predictions. The statistical error
is given by the inner error bars, and the total errors as full error bars. The numbers in
parentheses denote the average virtuality of the probe photon (Q?) or the range of @ in
the measurement. The QED predictions shown correspond to Fj qpp(z, (Q7), (P?)) or to
(F) qep(z, Q% (P?))) and use the average (P?) value of the measurement if provided by the
experiment or P? = 0 as discussed in the text.

of this disagreement may be due to the averaging procedure used for the QED prediction
as well as due to assumption that P? = 0, which might be of great importance especially
because of low virtuality of the probe photon in this measurement.

Another way of presentation of F; QEp 18 as a function of (Q?, which is done in Fig. 23.
Data are grouped into bins of x of size of 0.1 (only the highest z bin is slightly narrower
due to the upper kinematical limit) and central values (x) shown in the figure. To separate
the measurements in each bin of x an offset N indicated in the figure was added to each
measurement and QED prediction. The QED predictions shown in the figure represent an
average F;QED in the x bin under study with P? = 0. All data points for which (P?) is
known are corrected to P? = 0 by multiplying by the ratio of F} qpp (or (F}gpp)) calculated
at P? = 0 and at P? = (P?). If for a particular measurement the range of Q* is given
then for each data point at given z a separate average value of % has been calculated
based on QED predictions for F; qep- This has the most significant influence on TPC /2y
data where the points at high values of x have been measured at effectively higher values
of Q% than the points at low values of x. The agreement between the measurements and
the QED predictions is very good in whole explored range of average photon virtualities
0.43 < (Q%) < 130GeVZ.

The process ete™ — ete” utpu~ has such a clear experimental signature that it is
possible to measure the triple differential cross section given in Eq. 43. The shape of the
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Figure 23: Compilation of all available measurements of F; qEp as a function of Q?. The
measured values of F; QED /o are compared to the QED predictions. The statistical error is
given by the inner error bars, and the total errors as full error bars. The LEP data have
been corrected for the effect of non-zero P?. The curves represent the QED predictions for
P? = 0. The average values of (x) and the offset N are indicated on the right side of the
figure.

distribution of the azimuthal angle x (for the definition see Section 2):

dN Fy 1 Fg
—=Al1+ AW’QED cos X + —w cos 2x (82)
dx FQ,QED FZQED

can be used to determine the ratios of the structure functions for the real photon. Measuring
in addition the structure function F; qep for the real photon, it is possible to obtain directly
F} qep and Fg gpp. The structure functions F} g and Fg gy themself or/and scaled by
the structure function F),pp have been measured at LEP by OPAL [111], DELPHI [112]
and L3 [113] experiments. There exist no other measurements of these quantities. The
LEP results are listed in Tables 17 and 18. The measured ratios of the structure functions
F} qen/ Figep and §F] qup/Fi qep are compared in Fig. 24 between the experiments and
with theoretical predictions given by Eq. 44. The average virtuality of each measurement
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Figure 24: The structure function ratios Fy qpp/Fyopp and 5F3 qep/Fy gpp measured by
the OPAL, L3 and DELPHI experiments are compared to the predictions of QED. The
statistical error is given by the inner error bars, and the total errors as full error bars. The
tick marks at the top of the figures indicate the bin boundaries of the OPAL measurement.
The QED curves are drawn for each ? value separately.

Figure 25: The structure functions F} gpp and Fg gpp measured by the OPAL and L3
experiments are compared to the predictions of QED. The meaning of symbols as in Fig. 24.

is indicated in the figure, and the QED curves are drawn separately for each of them. The
measurements agree well within the relatively large statistical errors between each other
and with QED predictions. For example, in case of the OPAL measurement, the QED
predictions for the full range in = of F}{ qup/Fy qpp = —0.027 and $Fg opp/Fy qep = 0.078
are well in agreement with the measured values F} oup/Fy qep = —0.036 & 0.027 £ 0.004
and %FI;*’QED/F;’QED = 0.061 £ 0.013 % 0.004.

The strength of the y dependence varies with the scattering angle cos6* of the muons
in the photon-photon centre-of-mass system. Reducing the acceptance of cos* enhances
the x dependence, but to obtain a result for Fy opn and Fg g which is valid for the
full range of cos#* the measurement has to be extrapolated using the predictions of QED.
The measurements performed by L3 and DELPHI are obtained in the range | cos#*| < 0.7
and |cosf*| < 0.94, respectively, and extrapolated to the full range in cos#*. The OPAL
measurements are valid in the full angular range | cos6*| < 1.

The structure functions Fy opp and Fg opp have been extracted from the above ratios by
OPAL and L3 only. They are compared between each other and with the QED predictions
in Fig. 25. The agreement between both experiments and with QED predictions is good.
Although the errors are large, it is clear from the measurements that both structure functions
Fy qep and Iy gpp are different from zero and are not flat. As explained in Section 4, the
measurement of F o is a good estimate of the longitudinal structure function F{ o,
which has been not directly measured sofar.

48



8.2 Hadronic structure function of the photon

The first measurement of the hadronic structure function of the photon F, has been per-
formed by the PLUTO experiment [122]. Since then many other measurements have become
available, with most precise results coming from the LEP experiments. The structure func-
tion F, is extracted from the differential cross section for deep inelastic electron photon
scattering process (Eq. 39). From the experimental point of view the measurements are
based on single tagged events with a hadronic final state. The most recent OPAL measure-
ment of F) at low-z has been performed by the author of this paper. This section is divided
into three parts. It starts with a more detailed description of the recent OPAL analyses at
low-z and at high Q?, in particular the event selection criteria, the background sources and
the description of data by Monte Carlo models is reviewed. In the second part all available
measurements of F, from LEP and from other experiments are presented and compared
between each other and with some recent parameterisations. In last the measurement of the
charm structure function Fy', of the photon is discussed.

8.2.1 Measurement of F; by the OPAL experiment at low-x

In this section we present the recent OPAL measurement of F [143]. The data sample
used in the analysis corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 592.7 pb~! accumulated by
the OPAL experiment in 1998 (168.5 pb™'), 1999 (208.3 pb~!) and 2000 (215.9 pb™!) at
ete™ centre-of-mass energies \/See = 189 — 209 GeV with a luminosity weighted average of

/See = 198 GeV.

Event selection and background estimation

As explained above, the measurement of the hadronic structure function Fy of the photon
is based on single tagged events with a hadronic final state. Such events were selected with
the following set of cuts (see Section 7 for more details on the OPAL detector):

1. An electron candidate should be observed in one of SW detectors, with energy E’' >
0.75F), and polar angle in the range 34 < # < 55 mrad. The angle 6 is measured with
respect to the original beam direction. The calorimeter cluster with the highest energy
is taken as the electron candidate. The high energy threshold for the electron candidate
is needed to reject electron candidates from beam-gas interactions (off-momentum
electrons).

2. An anti-tag cut is applied for possible electron candidates in the hemisphere opposite
to the tag electron — there must be no cluster with energy E, > 0.25F)}, in SW detector
on the opposite side.
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3. In order to remove events with scattered electrons in FD or in the central electromag-
netic calorimeter, we require that there is no single cluster in these detectors with an
energy above 0.25E,.

4. At least 3 tracks (Ng, > 3) must be found in the tracking system. A track is required
to have a minimum transverse momentum of 120 MeV, and to fulfill standard quality
cuts as given in [72].

5. The visible invariant mass, W, is required to be in the range of 2.5 GeV up to
0.64F),. The upper limit is dictated by the high background of annihilation events
at large W values. The quantity W is reconstructed from tracks measured in the
central tracking detectors and the position and energy of clusters measured in the
electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters, as well as in the forward detectors FD
and SW. A matching algorithm [72] is used to avoid double counting of the particle
momenta in the calorimeters and tracking chambers.

6. To reduce the remaining background due to beam—gas interactions, the z position of
the primary vertex |(2g)| is required to be less than 4 cm from the nominal interaction
point. Here (z) is calculated as the error weighted average of the z coordinates of all
tracks at the point of closest approach to the origin in the r — ¢ plane. We also require
that the distance dy of the primary vertex from the beam axis should be less than 0.5
cm.

7. In order to ensure that the event is well contained in the detector and to reduce
background from beam—gas interactions, the total energy measured in the event must
be less than 2.2F.

The numbers of events selected in each data taking period together with the numbers of
signal events after subtracting the background contributions described below are given in
Table 1. Only signal events, but split into two ranges of Q? used for F, measurement, are
given in Table 2. The average measured virtuality (Q?) is also given for each * range and
each data taking period.

Trigger efficiencies were evaluated from the data using sets of separate triggers and found to
be larger than 99% for the events within the selection cuts.

Several Monte Carlo generators have been compared to the data or have been used to
correct the data for detector effects. For details on Monte Carlo programs mentioned below
see Section 6. To simulate the signal events we use HERWIG 5.9+Fk; (dyn) [59], a general
purpose Monte Carlo program that includes deep inelastic electron photon scattering. The
version uses a modified transverse momentum distribution, k;, for the quarks inside the
photon, with the upper limit dynamically (dyn) adjusted according to the hardest scale in
the event, which is of order Q2. In order to have an additional model that contains different
assumptions for modeling the hard scattering and the hadronisation process the Monte Carlo
program PHOJET 1.05 was also used to simulate signal events. PHOJET simulates hard
interactions through perturbative QCD and soft interactions through Regge phenomenology;,
and the hadronisation is modeled by PYTHIA [57]. Several HERWIG and PHOJET samples
were generated (with the integrated luminosity more than five times that of the data) using

50



year / luminosity | 1998 / 168.5 pb~!' | 1999 / 208.3 pb~' [ 2000 / 215.9 pb~' |

Data selected 7003 8414 8384
Data signal 6447 + 84 7745 + 92 7657 + 92
HERWIG signal 6538 + 16 7738 + 19 8010 £ 20
Backgrounds

il I i 349 £ 7.7 416 £ 9.3 446 £ 9.7
vy — ete” 146 £ 5.0 174 £ 6.0 200 £+ 6.7
v*v* — hadrons 27+ 0.6 32 + 0.7 32 + 0.7
Zy/v* — hadrons 25+ 0.9 36 + 1.6 38 + 2.0
4—fermion eeqq 6 + 0.5 7+ 0.6 8 £ 0.6

Table 1: The numbers of selected events and signal events (selected events corrected for
background) in the data compared to the signal predictions from the HERWIG program.
The expected numbers of background events for the dominant sources according to Monte
Carlo are also listed. The errors given are only statistical.

Q? range OPAL HERWIG
Y [Gev2 ] [ events  (Q)) [GeVZ]| events  (Q%) [GeVZ ][ (QZ.) [GeV?]
1998 7—13 | 2576 £ 53 11.0 2653 £+ 10 11.0 9.4

13 - 27 | 3870 £ 65 17.7 3884 £ 12 17.7 18.3
1999 7.5 —14 | 3050 £+ 57 11.9 2824 + 12 12.0 10.1

14 — 30 | 4695 £ 72 19.3 4914 + 15 19.4 19.9
2000 8 —15 | 2876 &+ 56 12.8 3008 £ 12 12.9 10.8

1533 | 4780 £ 73 20.7 5002 £ 16 20.8 21.6

Table 2: The numbers of signal events in the data compared to the signal predictions from
the HERWIG program split into two bins in Q*. The average (Q?) values at the detector
level and true values of average (Q?,,) predicted by HERWIG are listed.

the GRV LO [74] parameterisation of Fy, taken from the PDFLIB library [81], as the input
structure function. This version assumes massless charm quarks. Since PHOJET is not
based on the cross-section formula for deep inelastic electron photon scattering, the program
always produces the same = and Q? distributions independent of the input structure function.
Therefore the x distribution of PHOJET, for the use in unfolding procedure, was reweighted
to match that from HERWIG using GRV LO. This is not an important limitation, because
the main emphasis lies on the alternative hadronisation model. The result of the unfolding
procedure is expected to be almost independent of the actual underlying x distribution of
the Monte Carlo sample used. The number of expected signal events predicted by HERWIG
are listed in Table 1. The same events, but split into two bins of Q? together with average
measured and true (Q?) values are listed in Table 2. The measured values of (Q?) in data
and MC simulation agree well. The true values of (Q?) are slightly different because of the
cuts applied - at the true level only cuts defining the bins in Q? are applied. The average
values of Q? for the F) measurement are obtained as the luminosity weighted average of the
true values listed in Table 2.
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The dominant background comes from the reaction ete™ — eTe™ 777~ proceeding via the
multiperipheral process shown in Fig. 3b, with ete™ — ete™ eTe™ giving a smaller contribu-
tion. These were simulated using the Vermaseren program [73]. The process Z° — hadrons
also contributes significantly and was simulated using PYTHIA. The next largest back-
ground comes from non-multiperipheral four-fermion events with eeqq final states (denoted
by 4-fermion eeqq) and was simulated with GRCA4f [62]. Because our aim is to measure the
structure function of the quasi-real photon, events stemming from the interaction of two
virtual photons with hadronic final states are also treated as background. These events were
generated using PHOJET 1.10 with the virtualities of both photons to be above 4.5 GeV?.
The contributions to the background from all other Standard Model processes was found to
be negligible. The expected numbers of events from the dominant background sources for
each data taking period are listed in Table 1.

None of the Monte Carlo programs used in this analysis contain radiative corrections to

the deep inelastic scattering process. These are dominated by initial state radiation from the
deeply inelastically scattered electron. The final state radiation is experimentally to a large
extent absorbed in the scattered electron energy measurement, due to the granularity of
the calorimeters. The Compton scattering process contributes very little, and the radiative
corrections due to radiation of photons from the electron that produced the quasi-real target
photon where shown to be small [82].
In this analysis the radiative corrections have been evaluated using the TWOGAM 2.04
Monte Carlo program [61], which includes initial state and final state radiation from both
electron lines. The calculations are performed using mixed variables, which means that Q? is
calculated from electron variables, while W2 is calculated from hadronic variables. The value
of z is found from W? and @2, exactly as for experimental analysis. Samples of TWOGAM
with radiative corrections switched on and off corresponding to the three average centre-
of-mass energies of the data were generated separately. To each sample the experimental
restrictions on the electron energy and polar angle, the minimum and maximum invariant
mass and the anti-tag energy and angle were applied. The predicted ratio of the differential
cross section for each bin of the analysis is used to correct the data, i.e. the measured F)
(as well as the corresponding differential cross section do/dz) are multiplied by the ratio of
the non-radiative to the radiative cross sections. The radiative corrections with statistical
errors, weighted with the luminosity of the data samples, are given in Table 3. In Fig. 26
we show the value of the radiative corrections for the two ranges of Q% as a function of x
for different subprocesses generated by TWOGAM as well as for the weighted average. Also
the relative contribution of the individual subprocesses to the total cross section is shown in
bottom plots. The radiative corrections are largely insensitive to the choice of F) used in
the calculation.

Several theoretical models exist for how F; should behave as a function of P? [92,100,
102]. They all predict a decrease of Iy (x,Q* P% # 0) with P? which is strongest at low
values of z. The size of the effect was studied using the GRSc [100] and SaS1D [102,103]
parameterisations. A stand alone analytical program has been used to calculate average
values of P? for each pair of (x,Q?) values considered in the measurement. The ratio of
F)(z,Q?% P? =0) and F)(z,Q?, (P?)) was used to obtain correction factors for the P? effect
in case of Fy and do/dx measurements. The errors on the correction factors are taken to
be the difference between the predictions from the GRSc and from the SaS 1D parameteri-
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Figure 26: QED radiative corrections estimated with TWOGAM 2.04 Monte Carlo program
in the phase space used for F) measurement in the latest OPAL analysis [143]. The relative
difference of non-radiative and radiative with respect to the radiative cross section is shown
for two ranges of Q* as a function of x for different subprocesses generated by TWOGAM
as well as for the weighted average. The relative contribution of the individual subprocesses
to the total cross section is shown in bottom plots.

sations. Luminosity weighted average values of (P?) and the correction factors are given in
Table 3.

Properties of single-tagged ~*v events

Scattered electrons in single tagged events are recorded on both sides of the OPAL detector.
As the detector is fully symmetric there should be no statistically significant difference in
any aspect between the events with electrons recorded on the left and on the right side. This
has been checked to be the case.

A HERWIG Monte Carlo sample is used to correct the data for acceptance and resolution
effects, and the PHOJET Monte Carlo is used to determine the systematic uncertainty on
this correction due to the different hadronisation model. A comparison is made of data
distributions with predictions from HERWIG and PHOJET. Variables calculated from the
scattered electrons as well as variables calculated from the hadronic final state are studied.
All Monte Carlo distributions shown here are normalized to the luminosity in data.
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(Q?) radiative bin-centre P? effect
[GeV? ] ¢ range cor. [%] cor. [%] | (P [GeVZ] [ cor. [%)

10.2 0.0009 - 0.0050 | 2.68 &£ 1.37 | 3.61 & 0.57 | 0.033 &= 0.005 | 9.81 4+ 1.58
0.0050 - 0.0273 | 0.74 £ 0.57 | -0.23 4+ 0.62 | 0.042 + 0.003 | 11.67 £+ 0.83
0.0273 - 0.1496 | -2.43 £ 0.35 | -7.50 &£ 0.82 | 0.075 &+ 0.004 | 14.86 £+ 0.18
0.1496 - 0.8187 | -3.38 £ 0.25 | 10.55 £ 0.62 | 0.095 4+ 0.002 | 10.75 + 0.41
20.0 0.0015 - 0.0074 | 4.88 £ 1.43 | 2.25 4+ 0.35 | 0.033 &£ 0.001 | 9.37 £ 0.42
0.0074 - 0.0369 | 1.52 &£ 0.51 | -1.43 £ 0.63 | 0.052 + 0.004 | 13.21 £ 0.38
0.0369 - 0.1827 | 0.61 £ 0.30 | -7.70 & 0.87 | 0.092 4+ 0.004 | 15.27 £ 0.14
0.1827 - 0.9048 | 0.21 £ 0.20 | 6.06 & 0.90 | 0.116 &+ 0.002 | 9.24 4+ 0.30

Table 3: The values of the corrections which have been applied to data, averaged over
different data taking periods, are listed. For a given bin in ? and z the correction is
the difference of the corrected and non corrected cross sections as a percentage of the non
corrected cross section. Average values of P? in each bin are also given. For the details of
how the correction have been estimated and the meaning of the errors see text.

In Fig. 27 the energy scaled by the beam energy, azimuthal and polar angles of the
tagged electrons are shown. All distributions are reasonably well described by the sum of
the signal as predicted by HERWIG or PHOJET and the estimated background from other
physics processes. In Fig. 27 also distributions are shown which characterize the hadronic
final state: the number of tracks, Ng,, the hadronic energy, E}.q, and the visible hadronic
invariant mass, W. All the distributions are again reasonably well described by the sum
of the signal as predicted by HERWIG and the estimated background from other physics
processes. The description by the PHOJET Monte Carlo is somewhat less good.

In Fig. 28 we show the distributions of the missing longitudinal, Ap., and transverse,
Apr momentum. The sum runs over all visible tracks and calorimeter deposits and include
the scattered electron and the electron lost in the beam pipe (for which the momentum
of the respective beam was assumed). Fig. 28 also shows the missing longitudinal and
transverse momenta for the hadronic final state alone. Finally Fig. 28 shows the distribution
of the transverse component of the energy out of the tagging plane. In all HERWIG plus
background describes these distributions reasonably well, while the description is less good
for PHOJET plus background.

In Fig. 29 we show the distributions of the following kinematical variables: the virtuality
of the probe photon, Q?, and the dimensionless scaling variables defined in Section 2, v., 2
and x for tagged events. All these distributions are well described by the sum of the signal
as predicted by HERWIG or PHOJET and the background processes.

Finally Fig. 30 shows the distributions of the energy and transverse energy flows in
single tagged events averaged over all selected events. The polar angle in the definition of
pseudorapidity, n = —Intan /2, is always measured with respect to the direction of that
original beam electron which produced the tag electron in the detector. The azimuthal
angle of the particles is always calculated with respect to the electron tagging plane. The
Monte Carlo predictions are obtained as the weighted sums of HERWIG or PHOJET and
the background processes, which are close to the predictions of HERWIG or PHOJET alone,
within the cuts used in this analysis. In all HERWIG gives a good description of the data
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Figure 27: Distributions of a) the electron energy normalized to the energy of the beam
electrons, b) the number of charged tracks, c) the electron azimuthal angle, d) the visible
hadronic energy, e) the electron polar angle, f) the visible hadronic invariant mass, for se-
lected single tagged events. The histograms are the predictions from HERWIG and PHOJET
with background added and for the background itself. The errors are statistical only.

while PHOJET gives only a fair description. In particular, PHOJET predicts to much energy
in the central region of pseudorapidity. Also in the azimuthal angle PHOJET underestimate
the hadronic energy spread in the direction opposite that of the tagged electron.

Results

The aim of the analysis is the extraction of the photon structure function Fj from the dif-
ferential cross section given in Eq. 39. To measure the differential cross section do./dx dQ?
we perform a two dimensional unfolding using the GURU program [90]. As the variables for
the unfolding we have chosen x and Q?. For backward compatibility we use the same bins in
x as in the previous OPAL paper [75]. In the variable Q? we use four bins between 4.5 GeV?
and 50 GeV? with the two inner bins equal to the ranges used for F} measurement and given
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Figure 28: Distributions of missing transverse (Apy) and longitudinal (Ap,) momentum for
all particles (a,b), for hadrons only (c¢,d), and the scalar and vector sum of the energy com-
ponent out of the tag plane (e,f), with HERWIG and PHOJET predictions and background
estimates. All quantities shown are normalized to the energy of the beam electron. The
errors are statistical only.

in Table 2. We obtain the photon structure function F) by dividing the differential cross
sections doe./dr d@Q? by the flux calculated according to the Eq. 38 and the appropriate
kinematical term. The unfolded Fy and the cross section do/dx are further corrected for
the QED radiative effects and for the P? effect. Bin-centre correction has been in addition
applied to F,'. Bin-centre correction is calculated as the average of GRV LO and SaS1D
predictions for the correction from the average F) over the bin in z and the range of Q? to
the value of F) at the nominal (z,(Q?)) position. The luminosity weighted average values of
bin-centre corrections and the nominal values of z and (Q?) are given in Table 3. The errors
on the bin-centre correction are obtained as a half of the difference between the predictions
of GRV LO and SaS1D parameterisations.

The systematic error of the measurement has been evaluated taking into account several
contributions. All changes of selection cuts, except the change of the cut on Ng,, are applied
to the data. The list of systematic checks include:
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Figure 29: Distribution of kinematic quantities: a) Q% b) ye, c)log(z) and d) log(x). The
histograms are the predictions from HERWIG and PHOJET with background added and
for the background itself. The errors are statistical only.

Figure 30: Distribution of transverse energy (a,b) and energy (c,d) flows in single tagged
events versus pseudorapidity n and azimuthal angle ¢. The polar angle in the definition
of pseudorapidity is always calculated with respect to the direction of that beam electron
which produced the tagged electron. The azimuthal angle is calculated with respect to the
electron tagging plane. The histograms are the weighted sums of predictions of HERWIG
or PHOJET and background processes. The errors are statistical only.

1. The dependence on the Monte Carlo model used in the unfolding has been estimated
by repeating the unfolding using the PHOJET sample. Half of the difference between
the results of unfolding based on HERWIG and on PHOJET has been taken as the
systematic error, both for the positive and negative error.

2. The error due to a possible shift of the energy scale of the SW detectors was taken into
account by scaling the electron energy by £1%, in accord with the uncertainty in the
scale observed in single-tagged events, which is conservative because the differences
observed for Bhabha events were much smaller.

3. The uncertainty in the description of the energy scale of the central electromagnetic
calorimeter ECAL was taken into account by varying the energy scale by +3% [75].

4. The uncertainty of the position of SW detectors in the plane perpendicular to the z-
axis has been estimated changing the lower cut on 6 by £0.2 mrad. This was estimated
using back-to-back topology of Bhabha events.

5. The uncertainty in the description of the interaction point was estimated by changing
the cut on |(z)| by £1.0 cm and the cut on the distance of the primary vertex from
the beam axis was changed by 0.1 cm.
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6. The uncertainty in the measurement of hadronic energy was estimated by changing
the lower cut on W +0.2 GeV and the upper cut by £3 GeV.

7. The cut on the number of charged tracks has been changed from Ny, > 3 to Ny, > 4.
This change has been applied simultaneously to data and Monte Carlo.

8. The number of bins used for the measured variable can be different from the number
of bins used for the true variable (though it should be at least as large). The standard
result has 6 bins in the measured z variable. This was increased to 8 to estimate the
systematic effects of unfolding.

The final results for Fy and the cross section do/dx are the average of the results obtained
from unfolding using HERWIG and PHOJET. The total systematic error was obtained by
adding in quadrature errors coming from the above contributions. The sum has been per-
formed separately for positive and negative contributions. The errors from the QED radiative
correction, correction for the P? effect as well as of the bin-centre correction have been added
in quadrature to the total systematic error. In Table 5 we present the individual contribu-
tions to the total systematic error. The numbers are given as percentage of the nominal
value, and are averaged over the different data taking periods. The main contribution to
the systematic error comes from the modeling of the hadronic final state as predicted by
HERWIG and PHOJET. In the lower (Q? range the results are also quite sensitive to the
precise determination of the position of SW detectors, and in the higher ) range the energy
scale in SW detectors plays a more significant role.

In Fig. 31 we present the measurements of the photon structure function in two bins of
Q?, and compare it with the results of the previous OPAL publication [75]. For this figure
the P? correction, which is about 10%, was not applied, such that these measurements can
be compared. The results agree well with the previous data. In Figs. 32 the measurement is
presented including the correction for the target photon virtuality. The results are compared
to predictions from structure functions based on different parton distribution functions. The
results are compatible with a rise of F) with decreasing x. In Table 4 we give the measured
differential cross sections for the process efe”™ — ete 7*y — eTe”X and the photon struc-
ture function F) as a function of z in two bins of @*. The discussion of the results presented
here, together with the results on F) from other experiments will be given in Section 8.2.3.
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Figure 31: Photon structure function F3 measured by the OPAL experiment in this analysis
(full circle), not corrected for the target photon virtuality P?, compared to the previously
published result (open circle), shown in two bins of Q2. For each point, the inner error bars
show the statistical error and the full error bars show the total error. Predictions of different

1072 10*

X

parameterisations of Fy are shown as curves.

Figure 32: Photon structure function F, measured by the OPAL experiment, corrected for
the virtuality of the target photon P2, shown in two bins of Q?. For each point, the inner
error bars show the statistical error and the full error bars show the total error. Predictions
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of different parameterisations are shown as curves.

1072 10*

(@%) x )
[GeV? ] range bin-centre do/dz [pb] F /o
10.2 | 0.0009 - 0.0050 | 0.0021 | 2098 + 62 F{7} | 0.519 + 0.015 F0050
0.0050 - 0.0273 |  0.0117 | 682 & 14 722 | 0.340 £ 0.007 T 055
0.0273 - 0.1496 | 0.0639 | 215 +£4 T3 | 0.315 £ 0.005 T30
0.1496 - 0.8187 |  0.3143 74+ 178 0435 £ 0.008 T390
20.0 |0.0015-0.0074 | 0.0033 | 768 + 24 *50 | 0.569 £ 0.017 *30%
0.0074 - 0.0369 | 0.0166 | 287 46 739 | 0.374 £ 0.008 3329
0.0369 - 0.1827 |  0.0821 110 £2 7 | 0.379 £ 0.006 *3915
0.1827 - 0.9048 |  0.3483 43 £ 11 ] 0.530 & 0.008 *50%

Table 4: Results on the measurements of do/dz and Fy /« for two different values of photon
In each case the first error is statistical and the second systematic. The
values of the cross section are the average values in the bin, and the values of F) are corrected

virtuality (Q?).

to the bin centre.

99




09

/&g 30

soejuad1ad © se PIYSI[ I8 S9OINOS Y} JO YIBd WOIJ JOIIO DIJRUD)SAS 91} 0F SUOTIILLIFUOD T}
pUR 10110 [RI1ISTIRIS Y], “,() JO SUI( UL T JO UOIoUN ® se 0/ £ 10J SI0110 d11RUW0ISAS (G 9[qR],

(@Q*) | x bin . total error
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(@%)  bin - total error MC unfol. bin p? rad.

[GeVQ] centre F/a stat. | sys. model bins centre corr. corr. | Neh >3 | l20l— |20+ |do|— |do

10.2 [ 0.0021 | 0.519 | 2.9 | *ZT| £5.20 | —0.98 | £0.57 | +£1.58 | £1.37 | —=1.23 | —1.90 | 1.25 | —0.23 | 0.
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8.2.2 Measurement of F) by the OPAL experiment at high Q?

The OPAL measurements of the hadronic structure function of the photon F, have been
recently extended to an average Q? of (Q?) = 780 GeV? using data collected at eTe™ centre-
of-mass energies from 183 to 209 GeV, with a luminosity weighted average of /se. = 197.1
GeV, taken in the years 1997-2000. The measurement is based on single tagged events with
the scattered beam electron recorded at very high polar angles in the electromagnetic endcap
calorimeters (EE). Here only the main results of the analysis will be given, and for more
details the reader is referred to Ref. [140].

The single tagged events are selected by applying cuts on the scattered electrons and on
the hadronic final state. The scattered electron is required to have energy E’ > 0.7E) and
polar angle in the range 230 < # < 500 mrad. To remove electron candidates originating
from energetic electromagnetic clusters stemming, e.g., from hadronic final states in the
reaction Z°/4* — hadrons, an isolation cut is applied which requires that less than 3 GeV
is deposited in cone of 500 mrad half-angle around the electron candidate. To ensure that
the virtuality of the quasi-real photon is small, the highest energy electromagnetic cluster in
the hemisphere opposite to the one containing the scattered electron must have an energy
E, < 0.25F),,. The number of tracks must be at least four, of which at least two tracks
must not be identified as electrons. The visible invariant mass is required to be in the range
2.5 < Wy < 60 GeV. The quality of the description of the data by Monte Carlo models in
this kinematical region is shown in Fig. 33. The data distributions of the energy and polar
angle of the scattered electron are well described by both HERWIG and Vermaseren Monte
Carlo models. For the variables related to the hadronic final state, the number of tracks N
and the visible hadronic invariant mass W, there are apparent differences in shape.

The data have been unfolded using three bins in x spanning the range 0.15 — 0.98 and
for 400 < Q% < 2350 GeV?. The central values have been obtained using HERWIG and
the RUN program [91] for the unfolding. Each data point is corrected for radiative effects
using the RADEG program [89]. Bin-centre corrections are also applied as given by the
average of the GRSc [100], SaS 1D [102], and WHIT1 [94] predictions for the correction
from the average F over the bin to the value of F} at the nominal z position at the bin
centre. The measured Fy /a, shown in Fig. 34 together with several theoretical predictions,
exhibits a flat behaviour. It can be seen that in this high Q? regime the differences between
these predictions are moderate, particularly in the central z-region. All these predictions are
compatible with the data to within about 20%, with the WHIT1 parameterisation, which
predicts the flattest behaviour, being closest to the data. The QPM curve, which models
only the point-like component of Fj, is calculated for four active flavours with masses of
0.325 GeV for light quarks and 1.5 GeV for charm quarks. This prediction shows a much
steeper behaviour in x and is disfavoured by the data.

The same data have been used in [140] to measure F, at lower Q? but still only for
2 > 0.1. They are used together with the high Q? measurement presented above to study
the evolution of Fy with Q%. The results are shown in Fig. 35. The data in Fig. 35a exhibit
positive scaling violations in F for the = ranges 0.10 — 0.25 and 0.25 — 0.60. For the range
0.60 — 0.85, the data are compatible with the predicted scaling violations. To quantify the
slope for medium values of x, where data are available at all values of Q?, the data were
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Figure 33: Comparison of OPAL data distributions of the single tagged events recorded in the
central electromagnetic calorimeter (EE) with Monte Carlo predictions. The open histograms
are the sum of the signal prediction and the contributions of the major background sources,
shown for both HERWIG (solid line) and Vermaseren (dash-dotted line) models. The Monte
Carlo predictions are normalised to the data luminosity. The distributions are: a) Ei,g/Ep,
the energy of the scattered electron as a fraction of the energy of the beam electrons; b) 6y,
the polar angle of the scattered electron; c¢) Ny, number of tracks; d) Wiy, the measured
invariant mass of the hadronic final state. The errors given are only statistical.
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compared to the predictions from GRSc (full line), SaS1D (dotted line), WHIT1 (dashed
line) and QPM (dot-dashed line) parameterisations of Fy /«. The inner error bars represent
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Figure 35: The evolution of Fy /a as a function of @* for several bins of x, (a) 0.10 — 0.25,
0.25 — 0.60 and 0.60 — 0.85 and (b) for the central region 0.10 — 0.60. The inner error
bars represent the statistical errors and the outer error bars represent the statistical and
systematic errors added in quadrature. In (a) the data are compared to the predictions from
GRSc (full line), SaS1D (dotted line), WHIT1 (dashed line) and QPM (dot-dashed line)
parameterisations of Fy'/a. In (b) GRSc has been replaced by the higher order prediction
from GRV and, in addition, the result of the fit discussed in the text is shown.

fitted in the region 0.1 < z < 0.6, with a linear function of the form a + bIn Q?, where Q? is
in GeV?, resulting in:

FJ(Q%)/ar = (0.08 £ 0.02¥:03) + (0.13 £ 0.0170:01) In (Q*/GeV?)
with a correlation between the two parameters of —0.98 and a x?/ndf of 10/3.

The data, together with the fit result, are shown in Fig. 35b. The result of the fit is in
agreement and has significantly reduced errors on the parameters a and b compared to the
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previous OPAL measurement of the Q2 evolution of F}, published in [138]:
FJ(Q)/ar = (0.16 £ 0.05701§) + (0.10 £ 0.0279(3) In (Q*/GeV?)

Both for the measurement of F) at (Q?) = 780 GeV? and for the investigation of the Q*
evolution of Fy, the quark parton model (QPM) is not in agreement with the data. It shows
a much steeper rise than the data as a function of x for (Q?) = 780 GeV? and also a different
behaviour in the Q% evolution. In contrast the leading order GRSc, SaS 1D and WHIT1
parameterisations and the higher order GRV parameterisation of F} are much closer to the
data. This means that the corresponding parton distribution functions of the photon are
adequate to within about 20% at large values of x and at (Q?) scales of about 780 GeV?.

8.2.3 World results on the measurements of F;

In this section all presently available results on F; from LEP experiments as well as from
experiments at other eTe™ colliders are collected. The structure function F) is presented
as a function of both z and @Q?. The range of (Q?) covered by the various experiments is
0.24 < (Q?*) < 780 GeV?, and the measurements reach as low z as approximately 1073. Of
special interest is the low-z behaviour of F} in comparison to the proton structure function
FP. The large span of of the measurements as a function of Q* allows the investigation
of the evolution of F)) with @*. The results presented here are only the published results
from the non LEP experiments and the published or preliminary (which are likely to be
published soon) results from the LEP experiments. The following measurements are taken
into account: AMY [123,124], JADE [125], PLUTO [126,127,145], TASSO [128], TPC/2~
[129], TOPAZ [130], ALEPH [131], DELPHI [133], L3 [135,136] and OPAL [137-140, 143].
Numerical values of all measurements of F, together with available errors are collected in
Tables 20-24.

A summary of all measurements of F) as a function of x is shown in Fig. 36. The value
of (Q?) for each measurement is given in parentheses close to the name of the experiment.
The data are compared to the predictions of the GRV HO and SaS1D parameterisations
of Fy, drawn for the average Q? of the measurements shown in a particular plot. The
parameterisations reflect the general behaviour of the data, however, there are regions where
the agreement is not good. For example, the TPC/27y data show quite unexpected shape in
the low x region. This strange behaviour might be due to underestimated systematic errors
in the TPC/2y measurements. The measurements from the TOPAZ experiment rise faster
towards low values of z than newer and more precise data from LEP. Also the measurements
by TASSO and JADE, in spite of large errors, seem to be systematically shifted with respect
to the theoretical predictions and newer LEP measurements. To get a quantitative estimation
of the agreement between predictions of F} and the data we use simple x? method:

ndf

. — Y 2
2 2.1 2,par
E _2.par 83

i=1

where the sum runs over all data points. The term F}; denotes the i-th measured value of

F}) and o; is its total error. The theoretical prediction Fy . of a given parameterisation
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is approximated by Fy ({x), (Q?%),0) or (F;(z,{Q?),0)) depending on whether the measured
value of Fy is given at a point (x) or averaged over a bin in z. If systematic errors quoted
by an experiment are asymmetric, than the value chosen depends on whether the prediction
lies below or above the measured value. The above procedure does not take into account
the correlations of the errors between the data points and the experiments. However, as
mentioned in [7], because there are common sources of errors, it is most likely that by
using this method the experimental errors are overestimated, and when using a more precise
method, the predictions which are not compatible with the data would give even worse
approximations of the data.

The data are compared to the predictions of GRV LO, GRV HO, GRSc, SaS1D, SaS 1M and
the most recent CJKL parameterisations of Fy). The results of this comparison are listed in
Table 6. The number of data points used in the comparison depends on the lowest value
of Q? for which a parameterisation of F} is valid. All measurements prior to LEP, but the
TPC/2v data points, are well described by the selected parameterisations. The TPC/2~y
measurements which show an unexpected behaviour as a function of x are disfavoured by
all parameterisations. The LEP measurements by OPAL, ALEPH and L3 are in good
agreement with the predictions. In all cases the best value of x?/ndf give the ALEPH
measurements. The measurements by the DELPHI experiment, which tend to rise faster
towards lower values of x, than other measurements, give the worst agreement with the
predictions. The data from most of experiments separately as well as combined data points
from all experiments are in best agreement with the CJKL parameterisation, which is the
most recent parameterisation available. The data at higher values of Q? are better described
by the existing parameterisations than the data at lower values of Q2.

The same data as in Fig. 36 are shown as a function of Q* in Fig. 37. The data

are compared to the predictions of the GRV HO and SaS1D parameterisations of F. The
measurements are separated into bins of z, with bin boundaries of 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.2,
0.3, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 0.99, and central values (x) indicated in the figure. To separate the
measurements in different bins of x, an offset value N has been added to each measurement
and theoretical prediction. The theoretical predictions are obtained as the average Fy/a
in the bin. The general behaviour of the data is followed by the predictions. As expected,
the photon structure function F) exhibits positive scaling violations for all values of z, with
the slope slightly increasing with increasing x. The kinks in the theoretical predictions are
caused by the charm threshold. The charm quark contribution to Fy gets larger at higher
values of Q2.
To study the Q% evolution of F; usually data are fitted in the medium range of x, with a
linear function of the form a + bln Q?, where Q? is in GeV?. The recent fit of that form to
the OPAL data in the region 0.1 < z < 0.6 and 7.5 < Q? < 780 GeV?, was discussed in the
previous section, and reads:

FJ(Q*)/a = (0.08 4+ 0.021593) + (0.13 £ 0.0175:51) In (Q?/GeV?)

A similar study has been performed by the L3 experiment in [136]. The data were fitted in
two regions of x, 0.01 < z < 0.1 and 0.1 < z < 0.2, using the Q* range of 1.2 — 30 GeV?.
The results of the fit are:

FJ(Q*)/a = (0.13 4 0.01 £ 0.02) + (0.080 % 0.009 4 0.009) In (Q*/GeV?) in 0.01 < z < 0.1
F)(Q*)/a = (0.04 4 0.08 = 0.08) + (0.13 4 0.03 £ 0.03) In (Q?/GeV?)  in 0.1 <x<0.2
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2 /ndf
Exp. name ndf GRV LO | GRV HO | GRSc | SaSID | SaS 1M | CJKL
AMY 8 0.75 1.15 0.73 0.98 0.91 0.65
JADE 8 1.01 1.16 1.01 1.09 1.00 0.79
PLUTO 13 0.50 0.46 0.60 0.60 0.51 1.22
TASSO 5 0.97 0.76 1.16 1.03 0.85 1.29
TOPAZ 8 2.02 2.41 1.87 2.53 2.03 1.77
TPC/2y 19/15/11 4.67 4.27 7.02 2.09 4.06 2.43
ALEPH 27 0.41 0.68 0.48 1.09 0.59 0.35
DELPHI 28 2.96 2.59 3.42 5.69 3.75 1.80
L3 28 2.16 1.96 1.52 3.62 2.03 0.94
OPAL 26 1.54 2.03 1.79 3.91 1.83 1.02
All 170/166/162 1.91 1.93 2.08 2.83 2.03 1.16
Q? > 4 GeV? 137 1.42 1.56 1.48 2.72 1.66 1.13

Table 6: Quantitative comparison of predictions of selected parameterizations with measure-
ments of Fy). Listed are the number of data points (ndf) and the values of x?/ndf calculated
using Eq. 83 for the individual experiments, for all data points (All) and for the measure-
ments with Q% > 4 GeV?2. The number of data points used in the comparison depends on the
lowest value of * for which a parameterisation of F is valid. The TPC/2y measurement
at (Q%) = 0.24 GeV? is outside the validity of all the parameterisations listed here. The
minimum @Q? for the GRSc parameterisation is Q2 = 0.5 GeV? and for the CJKL param-
eterisation is Q3 = 1 GeV?. This reduces the number of TPC/2y data points used in the
comparison to 15 and 11, for GRSc and CJKL parameterisations, respectively.

with x?/ndf of 0.69 and 0.13, respectively. The results of the fit are in agreement with the
recent L3 measurement [146] of F) at Q* = 120 GeVZ2 There is also a nice agreement
between OPAL and L3 measurements.

8.2.4 Charm structure function of the photon

The first measurement of the photon structure function F, for heavy quarks has been per-
formed by the OPAL experiment in [141]. This measurement has been later extended to
the full LEP statistics [142]. The production of charm quarks has been studied in deep
inelastic electron-photon scattering using data collected at eTe™ centre-of-mass energies
VSee = 183 — 209 GeV, with a luminosity weighted average of \/sce = 196.6 GeV. The
charm quarks have been identified by full reconstruction of charged D* mesons using their
decays into D7 with D observed in two decay modes.with charged particle final states, K7
and Krrm. Fig. 38 shows the difference between the D* and D° candidate masses for both
decay channels combined. A clear peak is observed around the mass difference between the
D* and the D° meson, which is Amg = 0.1454 GeV [1]. In Fig. 38 we also show a fit of a
Gaussian for the signal and a power law function of the form a(Am — m,)’, for the back-
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Figure 36: Compilation of all available measurements of F as a function of . The measured
values of Fy/a are compared to predictions from the GRV HO and SaS1D parameterisa-
tions of the parton distribution functions. The curves are drawn for the average Q? of the
measurements shown in a particular plot. The statistical error is given by the inner error
bars, and the statistical and systematic errors added in quadrature (or the total error) as
full error bars. The numbers in parentheses close to the name of experiment denote average
(Q?) of the measurement.

ground contribution. An absolute prediction of the combinatorial background measured from
the data using events with a wrong charge pion for the D* — D°r decays. The cross section
oP" for production of charged D* in the reaction ete™ — e*e~D*X has been measured in a
restricted kinematical region where pP* > 1 GeV for an electron scattering angle of 33-55
mrad, or pP” > 3 GeV for 60-120 mrad, |n”"| < 1.5 and 5 < Q2 < 100 GeV? in two bins of
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Figure 37: Compilation of all available measurements Fy as a function of @Q* in several bins
of the variable . The measured values of F})'/a are compared to the predictions based on the
GRV HO and SaS1D parameterisations of the parton distribution functions. The statistical
error is given by the inner error bars, and the statistical and systematic errors added in
quadrature (or the total error) as full error bars. The bin boundaries in x are 0.001, 0.01,
0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 0.99, with central values () indicated in the figure. To separate
the measurements in different bins of x, an offset N shown in the figure has been added to
each measurement and theoretical prediction.

x, 0.0014 < x < 0.1 and 0.1 < x < 0.87. Within errors the cross section can be described
by the HERWIG model. From o the charm production cross section o(e*e™ — ete™ccX)
and the charm structure function of the photon F;C are obtained by extrapolation in the
same bins of x and Q?, using Monte Carlo. The results of the measurement are presented in
Fig. 39 and listed in Table 26. For x > 0.1, the perturbative QCD calculation at NLO agrees
perfectly with the measurement. For x < 0.1 the point-like component, however calculated,
lies below the data. Subtracting the NLO point-like prediction, a measured value for the
hadron-like part of 0.154 4+ 0.059 4 0.029 is obtained.
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Figure 38: Distribution of the difference, Am, between the D* and D candidate masses for
both decay channels combined. The data are shown as points with statistical errors. The
histogram represents the combinatorial background estimated using events with a wrong
charge pion for the D* — D%t decays. The curve is the result of the fit to a Gaussian signal
plus a power-law background function, as explained in the text.

Figure 39: OPAL results for (a) the cross section o(ete™ — ete™ ce¢ X), with 5 < Q% < 100
GeV? and (b) for the charm structure function of the photon divided by the fine structure
constant, Fy (z,Q%)/a, at @* = 20 GeV?. The data points are the results obtained with
the HERWIG Monte Carlo model. The outer error bar is the total error and the inner error
bar the statistical error. The data points in (b) are placed at those x values that correspond
to the average predicted ), within a bin. The data are compared to the calculation of [26]
performed in LO and NLO. The band for the NLO calculation indicates the theoretical error
from uncertainties in the charm quark mass and renormalisation and factorization scales. In
(a) the cross section prediction of the HERWIG Monte Carlo model is also given; (b) also
shows the prediction of the GRS-LO parameterisation for the structure function at Q? = 20
GeV? and its point-like component separately.

8.3 Hadronic structure function of the electron

The measurements of the hadronic structure function of the electron Fy have been performed
so far only by the OPAL [143] and DELPHI [144] experiments. The OPAL analysis has been
performed by the author of this paper. In the following we present the results obtained by
both experiments and compare them with theoretical predictions.

The OPAL analysis is essentially an extension of the analysis of the photon structure
function F, presented in Section 8.2.1. In particular, exactly the same data and Monte
Carlo samples have been used in both analyses. Therefore for the list of selection cuts, the
discussion of the background processes and the quality of description of the data by the
Monte Carlo models the reader is referred to Section 8.2.1. Here only some additional infor-
mation on the differences between the measurements of Fy and Fs will be given.
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Phase space for the measurement of doe./dz
OPAL DELPHI
E > 0.75E E > 0.3E,

34 < 6 < b5 mrad | 35 < 0 < 155 mrad
W > /3 GeV W >3 GeV

Table 7: Phase space used for the measurements of the cross section doe./dz for the process
ete™ — ete hadrons, by OPAL and DELPHI experiments.

The variable z, in opposite to the variable x, is calculated with respect to the beam
particle (electron) of fixed and known momentum. It is informative to see the distribution of
single tagged events in the kinematical plane (z,@?). As an example we show in Fig. 40 the
distribution of single tagged events, selected in the year 1999, in the (z,Q?) plane together
with several lines representing fixed values of different kinematical variables.

One of the arguments in favour of measuring the electron structure function £y is a much
better reconstruction of the variable z than the variable . This can be seen in Fig. 41 where
the migrations of events in the (z,Q?) and (z,Q?) planes as well as the smearings of the vari-
ables z and z are shown. The plots in Fig. 41 are based on the HERWIG model. The similar
plots obtained from PHOJET show the same general features. The base of an arrow is at the
average generated values of z and Q? (z and Q?) for a given bin. The head of the arrow is at
the average reconstructed z and Q? (z and Q*). The migration between different Q? bins is
small. Also the migration between different z bins is rather small. However, the migration
between different = bins is very large, and any attempt to measure x distribution requires an
unfolding method. The same feature can be seen on the plots showing the smearings of the
variables z and z. The variable z is fully determined by the energy and polar angle of the
scattered beam electron, which are usually well reconstructed, whereas the measurement of
the variable x requires additional information on the hadronic final state, which is not fully
measured nor well modeled.

Due to small migrations in the variable z the measurement of the differential cross sec-
tion doe./dz, does not require an unfolding procedure and a simple bin-by-bin correction is
sufficient. As one can see from Fig. 40 the phase space available for the measurement is not
easily divisible into rectangle bins in z and @* unless one chooses very small bins (especially
in small 2 region) or decides to fulfill the missing phase space regions using a model. The
statistics does not allow to choose sufficiently small bins. As we do not want to bias the
measurement assuming any model we decided to measure the cross section as a function of z
in the phase space region defined by the cuts imposed by the experimental conditions. They
are listed in Table 7. The bins in z have been chosen to be equidistant in the logarithmic
scale and are given in Table 9.

The measured cross section doe./dz is further corrected for the QED radiative effects,
which were estimated using the TWOGAM 2.04 program, in a similar way as for the measure-
ment of F). The calculations are performed using mixed variables, which means that z and
Q? are calculated from electron variables, while W? is calculated from hadronic variables.
Samples of TWOGAM with radiative corrections switched on and off corresponding to the
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Figure 40: Kinematical plane (2,Q?) with single tagged events selected by the OPAL ex-
periment in the year 1999. Several lines representing fixed values of different kinematical
variables are plotted. The beam energy used for the lines is £}, = 99 GeV.

Figure 41: Migration of events in the (z,Q*) and (2,Q?) planes is shown on the upper plots
for single tagged events using HERWIG Monte Carlo model. The base of an arrow is at the
average generated z and Q? (2 and @?) for a given bin. The head of the arrow is at the
average reconstructed z and Q? (z and )?). Smearing of the variables 2 and z is shown on
the bottom plots.
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Figure 42: QED radiative corrections estimated with TWOGAM 2.04 Monte Carlo program
in the phase space used for Fy measurement by OPAL [143]. The relative difference of non-
radiative and radiative with respect to the radiative cross section is shown for (Q%) = 15
GeV? as a function of z for different subprocesses generated by TWOGAM as well as for the
weighted average. The relative size of the individual subprocesses is shown in bottom plot.
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three average centre-of-mass energies of the data were generated separately. To each sample
the experimental restrictions on the electron energy and polar angle, the minimum and max-
imum invariant mass and the anti-tag energy and angle were applied. The predicted ratio of
the differential cross section for each bin of the analysis is used to correct the data, i.e. the
measured differential cross section doe./dz is multiplied by the ratio of the non-radiative to
the radiative cross sections predicted by TWOGAM. The radiative corrections with statisti-
cal errors, weighted with the luminosity of the data samples, are given in Table 8. In Fig. 42
we show the value of the radiative corrections as a function of z for different subprocesses
generated by TWOGAM as well as for the weighted average. Also the relative contribution
of the individual subprocesses to the total cross section is shown in the bottom plot.

The electron structure function Fy was obtained from the differential cross section
doee/dz dQ? using Eq. 69. Although it is reasonable to measure the cross section in the
phase space defined by the cuts on the scattered electron polar angle and its energy, the
structure function F¥ should be given as a function of z for an average value of Q*. Therefore
the structure function obtained from the cross section is further corrected to the bin-centre
in the variable z and to the nominal value of Q? = 15 GeV?, which is close to the average
(Q? in the high z range. The overal bin-centre correction is calculated as the average of
GRV LO and SaS1D predictions for the correction from the average Fy over the bin in z
and the range of Q* to the value of Fy at the nominal (z,(Q?) =15 GeV?) position. The
luminosity weighted average values of bin-centre corrections and the nominal values of z and
(Q?) are given in Table 8. The errors on the bin-centre correction are obtained as a half
of the difference between the predictions of GRV LO and SaS1D parameterisations. The
measured electron structure function Fy and the cross section doe./dz do not need to be
corrected for the P? effect (as in case of F)). However, the measured F¥ should be compared
with predictions which involve a dependence of Fy on P?. Most of parameterisations of Fy)
available are only valid for P? = 0. Therefore all predictions used for the comparisons with
measured F§ were corrected for the P? effect. The correction factor is defined as the ratio of
F¥(z,Q?) obtained from the convolution of F)(z, Q% P?) and fv*/e(y, P?) (see Eq. 70), and

of Fi(2,Q?) obtained from the convolution of Fy (x, Q% P? = 0) and f,. .(y, P?).

radiative bin-centre
- ranse cor. [%] cor. [%]
0.0009 - 0.00265 | —12.62 £ 0.24 | 8.08 + 0.53
0.00265 - 0.0078 —5.79 + 0.21 | —2.23 + 0.05

0.0078 - 0.0230 0.82 £0.26 | —4.22 £ 0.05
0.0230 - 0.0677 10.54 £0.34 | —4.74 £ 0.09
0.0677 - 0.2000 20.78 £ 0.51 | —4.41 £ 0.15
0.2000 - 0.9048 27.53 £ 0.95 2.59 £ 0.28

Table 8: The average values of the corrections which have been applied are listed. For a
given bin in z the correction is the difference of the corrected and non corrected cross sections
as a percentage of the non corrected cross section. For the details of how the correction have
been estimated and the meaning of the errors see text.
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Figure 43: Electron structure function Fy divided by the fine structure constant squared
shown as a function of z for an average (Q?) = 15 GeV?2. The points represent the OPAL
data with statistical (inner error bars) and total (outer error bars) errors. Predictions of
several parameterisations are shown as curves.

The measured differential cross section doe./dz for the process efe™ — ete ™ y*y — efe™X
in the phase space region defined in Table 7 and the measured structure function Fy for
average (Q*) = 15 GeV? are listed in Table 9 together with statistical and systematic errors.
The systematic errors were estimated using essentially the same list of systematic checks
as in the case of the measurement of F, described in Section 8.2.1 (the systematic error
due to the P? effect and due to the check (8) are not applicable in the present analysis).
The contribution from individual checks to the total systematic error are given in Table 10
as a percentage of the nominal value of Fiy. The most significant contribution to the total
systematic error comes from the energy scale uncertainty in the determination of the en-
ergy of the tagged electron. The effect of the modeling of the hadronic final state is only
significant in the highest z bin. The electron structure function Fy measured by the OPAL
experiment is shown in Fig. 43 and is listed in addition in Table 27. The data are compared
to the predictions based on several parameterisations of F) convoluted with the photon flux
according to Eq. 70. All theoretical predictions shown in Fig. 43 were corrected for the P2

73



do/dz [pb] F§/a?

range bin-centre

0.0009 - 0.00265 | 0.00154 | 6128 + 57 *318 | 13.10 & 0.12 *112
0.00265 - 0.0078 | 0.00455 | 2992 + 22 *259 | 10.04 + 0.08 T2
0.0078 -0.0230 | 0.01339 | 857 + 8 *28 7.84 4 0.07 F9-%
0.0230 - 0.0677 | 0.03946 | 220 + 3 39 5.76 £ 0.09 T9-18

0.0677 -0.2000 | 0.11636 48 +1 13 3.66 & 0.10 082
0.2000 - 0.9048 | 0.42539 2840252 0.71 +0.03 52

Table 9: Results for the cross section do/dz obtaineded in the phase space defined by
E' > 0.75F, 34 < 6 < 55 mrad and W > /3 GeV and the structure function Fy/a? for
the average (Q?) = 15 GeV? measured by the OPAL experiment [143]. The first errors are
statistical and the second systematic.

effect using average prediction of SaS1D and GRSc parameterisations of F for the virtual
photon and the method described above. The data clearly exclude the quark parton model
(QPM). Also the rise as fast as predicted by the LAC1 parameterisation is disfavoured by
the data. However, most of the modern predictions are in accord with the measured Fy.

The electron structure function Fy has been also measured at LEP by the DELPHI exper-
iment [144]. The general procedure of extracting Fs from the single tagged events is similar
to that applied in OPAL. The data samples used in the analysis correspond to integrated
luminosities of 72 pb~! accumulated by the DELPHI experiment at ete™ centre-of-mass en-
ergy v/See = 92.5 GeV (LEP1), and of 487 pb~! accumulated at several ete™ centre-of-mass
energies in the range \/se. = 189 — 209 GeV (LEP2).

Single tagged events are selected by applying cuts on the scattered electrons and on the
hadronic final state. A scattered electron is required to have energy E’ > 0.6F}, and polar
angle in the range 43.6 < # < 174.5 mrad. This corresponds to the effective ranges of photon
virtualities of 4.5 < Q% < 40 GeV? at LEP1 and 16 < Q* < 80 GeV? at LEP2. To ensure
that the virtuality of the quasi-real photon is small, the highest energy cluster in the hemi-
sphere opposite to the one containing the tagged electron must have an energy F, < 0.3E,.
The visible invariant mass W is required to be greater than 3 GeV, and at least 3 tracks
should be present in the hadronic final state. After these cuts, 2168 single tagged events
were selected at LEP1, and 9697 events at LEP2 energies. Among them we expect 111 at
LEP1 and 1027 at LEP2 background events, coming mainly from two photon production of
tau pairs, four fermion final states and hadronic decays of Z° bosons. The data are corrected
for detector effects using TWOGAM 2.03 Monte Carlo model.

The electron structure function F¥ is obtained from the differential cross section doe,/dzdQ?
in the similar way as in the OPAL analysis. The cross section is measured in the phase space
defined in Table 7. The electron structure function F¥ is measured in several bins of Q2
which effectively represent stronger cuts on the available phase space than the cuts listed
in Table 7. The following ranges of ) are choosen: 4.5 < Q? < 40 GeV? at LEP1 en-
ergy, and four intervals at LEP2 energies: 16 < Q% < 20 GeV?, 20 < Q? < 30 GeV?,
30 < Q? < 50 GeV? and 50 < Q? < 80 GeV?2. The radiative corrections have been estimated
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using TWOGAM 2.04 program. The size of the corrections and the estimation method are
similar to that used by OPAL. The bin centre corrections are below 1% and were not applied
to the data. The structure function £y measured by the DELPHI experiment at LEP1 is
listed in Table 28 and the one measured at LEP2 is shown in Fig. 44 and listed in Table 29.
In Fig. 44 the data are compared to several theoretical predictions of Fy. For details see
the caption of the figure. As in case of the OPAL measurement the measured Fy clearly
disfavour QPM and steeply rising predictions like LAC1 (not shown), and due to large errors
have no sufficient power to distinguish between the predictions shown in the figure.
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z bin S total error

centre Fs/a stat. | sys. Omint | Esw+ | Esw— | Phad+ | Ehad— | Wmin— | Wmin+ | Wmax+ | Wmax—
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z bin oy total error bin rad.
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Figure 44: Electron structure function Fy divided by the fine structure constant squared is
shown as a function of z in four intervals of Q2 displayed together with the average values
on the plots. The points represent the DELPHI LEP2 data with statistical (inner error
bars) and total (outer error bars) errors. Predictions of several parameterisations are shown
as curves. The predictions are obtained from the convolution of Fy and the photon flux
fy+je(y, P?) as given in Eq. 70. The integration over P? extends to 1 GeV? (INT-P1) or to
19 GeV? (INT-P19) in case when P? dependence is taken into account only in the photon
flux, and to 19 GeV? (INT-PP19) in case of SaS1D parameterisation with P? dependence

taken into account in both photon flux and Fy.
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9 Interactions of two virtual photons

In this Section we present the results on the structure of the highly virtual photon and on
the structure of interactions of two highly virtual photons. The effective structure function
of the virtual photon F can be measured in the kinematical region where Q% > P? > A.
If both photons have similar virtualities then the interference terms in the cross section
(Eq. 13) can be large and there is no clear relation between the photon structure functions
and the individual cross sections. In this situation the most proper measurements are the
differential eTe™ or total v*y* cross sections. The effective structure function Fj; has been
measured so far only for the hadronic final state by the PLUTO and L3 experiments. Cross
sections for the interactions of virtual photons have been measured for both leptonic (OPAL)
and hadronic (OPAL, L3, ALEPH) final states.

9.1 Leptonic cross section for the scattering of two virtual photons

The differential cross section for the reaction ete™ — ete™ utu~, proceeding via the ex-
change of two highly virtual photons has been measured at LEP by the OPAL experi-
ment [111]. The results of the measurement are shown in Fig. 45 and listed in Table 19. The
measurements have been performed in two ranges of probe and target photon virtualities:
1.5 < Q* <6 GeV? 15 < P2 <6 GeV? and 5 < Q? < 30 GeV?, 1.5 < P? < 20 GeV?.
The data are compared with the predictions from the Vermaseren and GALUGA programs.
The data are well described using the full cross section from Eq. 13. With the GALUGA
program, it is possible to see the influence of the non-vanishing terms proportional to cos ¢
and cos 2¢. If the terms are neglected, the predicted cross section grossly overestimates the
measured cross section. This shows that both terms, 7rr and 7, are present, mainly at
x > 0.1, and that their contributions to the cross section are negative.

9.2 Effective hadronic structure function of virtual photon

The first measurement of the effective structure function of the virtual photon F_y has been
performed by the PLUTO experiment [145]. The results of this measurement are presented
in Fig. 46 and listed in Table 30. The average virtuality of the probe photons was (Q?%) = 5
GeV? and of the target photons (P?) = 0.35 GeV2. In Fig. 46a the measured structure
function FJ; as a function of = is compared with the predictions of Ff from the double
virtual box diagram and with the predictions of the parameterizations GRSc and SaS1D
for Fy and for (F) + 3/2F})), with F] calculated in all cases from the box diagram. In
Fig. 46b the P? evolution of F}; measured by PLUTO is compared to the QPM predictions
and to the predictions of the parameterizations GRSc and SaS 1D for (F) + 3/2F}), with
F} calculated in all cases using the box diagram.

The only measurement of Fj; at LEP has been performed by the L3 experiment [146].
The results of this measurement are shown in Fig. 47 and listed in Table 31. The average
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Figure 45: The measured differential cross sections do/dz for two sets of average values
of (Q%) = 3.6GeV? (P?) = 2.3CGeV? and (Q?) = 14GeV?, (P?) = 5GeV® The points
represent the OPAL data with their statistical (inner error bars) and total errors (outer
error bars). The full line denotes the differential cross section as predicted by the Vermaseren
Monte Carlo using the same bins as for data. The additional three histograms represent the
cross section calculations from Galuga Monte Carlo for three different scenarios: the full
cross section (solid line), the cross section obtained for vanishing 7rr (dot-dash) and the
cross section obtained for vanishing 7pr and 7, (dash). The tick marks at the top of the
figures indicate the bin boundaries of the OPAL measurement.

virtualities of the photons are (Q?) = 120 GeV? and (P?) = 3.7 GeV2. In Fig. 47a the
measured structure function F_; as a function of x is compared with the predictions of Fj
from the double virtual box diagram and with the predictions of the parameterizations GRSc
and SaS1D for Fy and for (Fy + 3/2F]). In Fig. 47b the P? evolution of F}; measured
by L3 is compared to the QPM predictions and to the predictions of the parameterizations
GRSc and SaS1D for (F; + 3/2F}). In all cases the longitudinal structure function F} is
calculated using the box diagram approximation.

Within the present statistics, the measurements of Fj; are in full agreement with the
naive QPM predictions derived from the doubly virtual box diagram. Only the point at
lowest x in the PLUTO measurement may be a sign of a QCD resumed parton content in
the virtual photon. However, to firmly establish this, measurements at still lower values of
r and with better experimental precision are necessary. The measurements lie above the
predictions of Fy demonstrating that the effectively measured quantity is (F, +3/2F7).
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Figure 46: The effective structure function of the virtual photon F_ divided by the fine
structure constant measured by the PLUTO experiment [145] is shown as a function of
z (a) and as a function of P%. Points represent the data with total errors. In (a) the
curves are the predictions for F_j; from the doubly virtual box diagram for massless partons
(solid), and the predictions for Fy and for (F} +3/2F}) from GRSc (dash) and SaS1D (dot)
parameterisations, with F7 always calculated from the box diagram. In (b) the curves are
the predictions for Fj; (solid) and for (Fy +3/2F)) from GRSc (dash) and SaS 1D (dot)
parameterisations, with box diagram calculations for massive quarks.

Figure 47: The effective structure function of the virtual photon F_ divided by the fine
structure constant measured by the L3 experiment [146] is shown as a function of = (a) and
as a function of P?. The meaning of curves is the same as in Fig. 46.

The P? dependence of the PLUTO measurement suggests, as expected, a slow decrease with
increasing P?, but it is also consistent with a constant behaviour. The L3 measurement is
even less conclusive.

9.3 Hadronic cross section for the v*+* scattering process

The hadronic structure of interactions of virtual photons has been studied, using the reaction
ete” — ete” hadrons, by three LEP experiments: OPAL [149], L3 [150, 151] and ALEPH
[152]. The measurement of the hadronic cross section for interactions of two virtual photons
at OPAL has been performed by the author of this paper. The measurements are based
on double tagged events, where both scattered electrons are detected mostly in the small
angle calorimeters. The first published measurement of this type has been performed by the
L3 experiment [150] at e*e™ centre-of-mass energies \/see = 91 GeV and /s = 183 GeV.
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However, the data in this analysis had been not corrected for QED radiative effects, which
were found later to be very large. Therefore we do not discuss this first L3 measurement
in the following. The next measurement by L3 as well as the measurements by OPAL and
ALEPH have been performed at LEP2 energies, \/scc = 189 — 209 GeV, with a luminosity
weighted average of around /s.. = 198 GeV. The total luminosities used by the experiments
amount to 592.9 pb~! (OPAL), 640 pb~! (ALEPH) and 617 pb~! (L3).

9.3.1 Event selection and background estimation

Double tagged two photon events were selected with the sets of cuts discussed below and
with the values of the cuts specified in Table 11. In each experiment two electron candidates
with sufficient energies F; and within the specified range of polar angles #; must be observed.
To ensure that the final state is a hadronic system and not a pair of leptons, at least three
tracks (Ng,) are required by OPAL and ALEPH, or five objects (Npat) defined as tracks
or isolated calorimeter clusters, by L3. In each analysis also a minimum visible invariant
mass W is required. It is reconstructed from tracks measured in the central tracking detec-
tors and the position and energy of clusters measured in the electromagnetic and hadronic
calorimeters. In order to ensure that the event is well contained in the detector and to reduce
background from beam—gas interactions, it is required by OPAL that the z component of the
total momentum vector of the event, | > p,|, is less than 35 GeV, and that the total energy
measured in the event is less than 2.2Fy. For the background reduction ALEPH requirs the
total visible energy to be above 1.4F)},.

The following additional cuts were used only by OPAL. In order to restrict the number of
electron candidates to exactly two, there should not be observed any additional single object
with energy above 0.25F. To further suppress the beam-gas background a strict require-
ments on the vertex position in both z direction and in the plane perpendicular to the z-axis,
have been set. Here (zy) is calculated as the error weighted average of the z coordinates of
all tracks at the point of closest approach to the origin in the (7, ¢) plane, and dy is the
distance of the primary vertex from the beam axis.

Remaining Bhabha-like events (i.e. a Bhabha event with a random overlap of hadronic
activity) were tagged in all experiments using the back-to-back topology of the scattered
electrons and removed from the data samples.

With these cuts 179, 491 and 891 events were selected by OPAL, L3 and ALEPH, re-
spectively. Among them we expect background events from two main sources. The first
contribution is from e*te™ processes containing scattered beam electrons in the final state
observed in the detector, and the second stems from coincidences of eTe™ processes without
the electrons in the final state and with off-momentum electrons from beam—gas interactions
faking the scattered electrons.

The background from e*e™ reactions containing electrons in the final state, dominantly
stems from the processes efe” — eTe” 777~ and ete” — ete” eTe™, and was estimated
using the Vermaseren [73] (OPAL, L3) or PHOTO02 [60] (ALEPH) Monte Carlo programs.
The contribution from other eTe™ backgrounds, such as ete™ — ete™ qq and other pro-
cesses leading to four fermion final states was found to be much less important. L3 reported
a significant background from single-tagged two-photon processes with a cluster from the
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| OPAL | ALEPH | L3 |

E;, > 04E, E; > 0.3E, E; > 40 GeV
34 < 0; < bb mrad | 35 < #; < 55 mrad | 30 < 6; < 66 mrad
60 < 6; < 155 mrad
]\]chz3 Nch 23 Npart 25
Weais > 5 GeV Weis > 3 GeV Weis > 2.5 GeV
Erax < 0.25F,
|20] <4 cm
‘d0| < 0.5 cm
%ZE<1.1Eb %ZE>O.7Eb
| > p.| <35 GeV
rejection of Bhabha-like events

Table 11: Selection cuts for double tagged events. For description of the variables see text.

hadronic final state misidentified as the second electron. This type of background was negli-
gible in OPAL and ALEPH. The reason might be that the acceptance of the L3 small angle
calorimeters start from a significantly lower polar angle than in the other two experiments.

Beam—gas interactions can result in off-momentum electrons observed in the detectors,
faking final state electrons from the process ete™ — ete™ hadrons. Due to the LEP running
conditions this kind of background was high in OPAL and ALEPH experiments and only
negligible in case of L3. The details of the background estimation in OPAL are given below.
A similar procedure was adopted by ALEPH. The background was estimated using a sam-
ple of Bhabha events, selected by requiring events with two back-to-back electrons in the
SW calorimeters, which each have an energy of more than 0.7Ey, with |Ar| < 0.5 cm and
(m—0.1) < |A¢| < 7w rad, where Ar and A¢ are the differences of the radial and azimuthal
coordinates of the tagged electrons. Additional clusters in the SW detectors, which fulfill the
criteria for electron candidates, but do not belong to the Bhabha event, are counted as off-
momentum electrons. The probabilities to have an overlapping off-momentum electron with
an event coming from the interaction region are determined for the left (—z) / right (+2)
side of the detector separately and amount to 0.000715/0.00115 (1998), 0.00139 /0.00279
(1999) and 0.00117 /0.000671 (2000). The relative statistical precision of these probabilities
is 2-3%. As the running conditions changed from year to year also the off-momentum back-
ground was changing accordingly. The background expectation is more than a factor two
larger in 1999 than in the other years. Using the above overlap probabilities, and assuming
that they are independent between the left and right side of the detector, we predict that
there should be 14.6 events with 'double’ overlaps in the Bhabha sample, which agrees well
with the 19 events observed.

It is essential to check this method of estimating the background from off-momentum
electrons on a different process. Here we used a sample of single-tagged two-photon events.
The sample is selected with the same cuts as described for the double-tagged selection, ex-
cept that only one scattered electron is required. The event properties are compared with the
absolute prediction for the single-tagged plus background events. The single-tagged events
are based on the HERWIG generator with the GRV [74] parameterisations of the photon
structure function F, which has been shown to describe the single-tagged cross-section [75]
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Figure 48: Off-momentum background in OPAL detector. Shown are distributions of the
electron energy normalized to the energy of the beam electrons (a,b), electron azimuthal
angle (c,d), and electron polar angle (e,f), shown separately for the left (L) and right (R)
side of the OPAL detector, for selected single-tagged events in 1999. The histograms are
the predictions for the single-tagged process from HERWIG, the off-momentum background
contribution, and the background from other physics channels.

within about 10% for E > 0.7E,. The genuine single-tagged events are complemented
by the physics background and by artificially created single-tagged events constructed by a
combination of anti-tagged two-photon events generated by PHOJET with a cluster created
by an off-momentum electron. The 0, ¢ and energy dependence of the electron clusters are
given by the spectra of the additional clusters in Bhabha events.

Fig. 48 shows the 1999 OPAL data, which are expected to have the largest background
from off-momentum overlaps, compared with the prediction resulting from the sum of HER-
WIG and the background, normalized to the luminosity of the data. Results are shown for
0, ¢ and energy of the scattered electron normalized to the energy of the beam electrons.
Fig. 49 shows separately for the 1998, 1999 and 2000 OPAL data samples, the missing lon-
gitudinal momentum and missing transverse momentum in the event, calculated including
the untagged electron, which has been assumed to have zero transverse momentum and an
energy equal to the energy of the beam electrons. Both distributions have been normalized
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Figure 49: Off-momentum background in OPAL detector. Shown are distributions of the
scaled missing longitudinal momentum (a,c,e) and the scaled missing transverse momentum
(b,d,f) in single-tagged events for the different years. The meaning of the histograms are as
defined in Fig. 48.

to the energy of the beam electrons. For energies below 0.6 £, the off-momentum background
clearly dominates and the observed angular dependences, especially in ¢, clearly follow the
expected shape. The agreement between data and prediction is very good for all variables
examined, providing confidence that the background from overlap of off-momentum beam
electrons is under control to a level of about 10%. The off-momentum background estimate
was used to calculate the contribution of fake double-tagged events, resulting from the over-
lap of one background cluster with a single-tagged two-photon event and the overlap of two
background clusters with an untagged event. In total 4.3, 15.2 and 4.6 overlap events are
predicted in OPAL data for the 1998, 1999 and 2000 data samples.

The total expected background from all the sources discussed above amounts to 42.2, 87,
206.1, in case of OPAL, L3 and ALEPH, respectively.
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9.3.2 Comparison with Monte Carlo models

PHOJET, TWOGAM, PYTHIA and PHOTO02 Monte Carlo samples are used to correct
the data for acceptance and resolution effects in OPAL, L3 and ALEPH experiments. It is
therefore essential that the shape of all important distributions is well reproduced by these
Monte Carlo simulations. Below a comparison is made of data distributions with predictions
from the above Monte Carlo models. Variables calculated from the scattered electrons as well
as variables calculated from the hadronic final state are studied. The integrated luminosities
of the Monte Carlo samples exceed many times that of the data.

OPAL: All Monte Carlo distributions shown are normalized to the data luminosity. In
Fig. 50 variables which are based on electron quantities, and the variables z;,, are com-
pared with predictions of PHOJET and background estimates. All variables, the normalized
electron energies Ey 5/ Ey, the polar angles 6, 5, the azimuthal angles ¢, o, and photon virtu-
alities QiQ, are reasonably well described by the sum of the signal as predicted by PHOJET
and the estimated background from overlaps with off-momentum electrons and other physics
processes. Note that PHOJET does not contain any explicit effects from BFKL, which would
show up in the region of low electron energies. Fig. 50e shows the logarithm of the ratio
of the photon virtualities, log(Q?/Q3), of the two photons in an event. This distribution
is peaked around zero, indicating that the Q? values of both photons are generally close
to one another, which is ideal to test for BFKL effects. In Fig. 51 distributions are shown
which characterize the hadronic final state in double-tagged two-photon events: the number
of tracks, Ng,, the visible hadronic invariant mass, W, the hadronic energy, Fj.q, the vari-
able Y as well as the sum of the longitudinal ) p, and transverse > pp momenta. Within
statistics, the agreement with PHOJET plus background estimates is reasonable.

L3: All Monte Carlo distributions shown are normalized to the number of data events.
In Fig. 52 variables which are based on electron quantities, are compared with predictions
of PHOJET, TWOGAM and background estimates. All variables, the normalized electron
energies F;/Fy, the polar angles 6;, the photon virtualities Q? and their ratio In(Q?/Q3) are
reasonably well described by the sum of the signal as predicted by PHOJET or TWOGAM
and the estimated background from other physics processes. However, TWOGAM gives
slightly better description of the shape of ¢; and Q? distributions. The distributions of
the visible hadronic invariant mass W, calculated using the four-vectors of all measured
particles (see Eq. 9) and the corresponding variable Y are compared to Monte Carlo
predictions on Fig. 53a and 53b. The same quantities but calculated using the scattered
electrons four-momenta (see Eq. 11), W, and Y., are shown in Fig. 53¢ and 53d. In all
cases a good agreement with both Monte Carlo models is observed. It should be pointed out
here that due to undetected particles the distribution of Wy (and in consequence ?vis) is

shifted towards smaller values, whereas the distribution of Wy, (l/ ce) extends to much higher

values. However, as will be explained later, the distribution of Y, is very sensitive to QED
radiative corrections, which are large.

ALEPH: All Monte Carlo predictions shown are normalized to the data, that means the
cross-section predicted by PYTHIA was reduced by 12% and the cross section predicted by
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Figure 50: Comparison of OPAL data with Monte Carlo predictions. Shown are distributions
of (a) the energies of the electrons, normalized to the beam energy, (b) the virtualities of
both photons, (c) the polar angles of the electrons, (d) the azimuthal angles of the electrons,
(e) the ratio of the photon virtualities and (f) the = values of double-tagged two-photon
events. The histograms are the predictions for the double-tagged two-photon process from
PHOJET1.10, the off-momentum background contribution, and the background from other
physics channels.

PHOTO02 was increased by 30%. In Fig. 54 we show the distributions of the normalized
electron energies E 5, the polar angles 6, 5, the azimuthal angle between the electron scat-
tering planes A®, the photon virtualities Q%Q and their ratio, the number of tracks N, the
hadronic invariant mass (denoted as W.,) and the variable Y. Both Monte Carlo models,
PYTHIA and PHOTO02, describe the shape of the above variables in the data equally well.
Only in case of the quantity A®, which in the data is flat, the prediction of PYTHIA is
significantly better.

From the above Monte Carlo models used by the experiments to correct the data for
detector effects only TWOGAM contains QED radiative corrections to the lepton lines.
Therefore it is necessary to estimate independently the size of radiative corrections in double
tagged events. We used TWOGAM and BDK [73] Monte Carlo generators which agree in
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Figure 51: Comparison of OPAL data with Monte Carlo predictions. Shown are distributions
of (a) the number of tracks of the hadronic final state, (b) the visible hadronic invariant mass,
(¢) the total hadronic energy (d) the variable Y, (e) the missing longitudinal momentum
and (f) the missing transverse momentum for double-tagged events. The PHOJET1.10
predictions and backgrounds contributions are as in Fig. 50.

description of radiative corrections for the process ete™ — ete” u"pu~. The size of the
radiative corrections depends on the variables used to calculate the kinematics, and also to
some extent on the non-radiative cross-section. As an example we present the estimation of
radiative corrections by the OPAL experiment. This study has been performed purely on
the generator levels, without detector simulation. In radiative events the scattered electrons
are combined with the closeby photons that would also not be resolved in the experimental
setup (due to granularity of the calorimeters). The combined object is considered to be the
observed electron and is used to calculate the kinematic variables. Hence the data are mainly
sensitive to initial state radiation. The radiative corrections have been estimated in bins of
Y, as the ratio of the relative difference of the non-radiative and radiative cross sections with
respect to the radiative cross section, while applying the experimental restrictions on the
scattered electrons energies and polar angles as well as on the minimum invariant mass of
the hadronic system. Figure 55 compares the effect of radiative corrections in two methods
of calculating the variable Y. The first method uses the hadronic final state to calculate W
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Figure 52: Comparison of L3 data with Monte Carlo predictions. Distributions of (a) the
energies of the electrons, normalized to the beam energy, (b) the virtualities of both photons,
(¢) the polar angles of the electrons, (d) the ratio of the photon virtualities for double-tagged
events. The histograms are the predictions for the double-tagged two-photon process from
PHOJET and TWOGAM and background from other physics channels.

Figure 53: Comparison of L3 data with Monte Carlo predictions. Distributions of the
measured two photon invariant mass W and the corresponding variable Y, calculated from
the detected particles in the hadronic final state (a,b) and from the scattered electrons (c,d).
The PHOJET and TWOGAM predictions and background contributions are as in Fig. 52.

(Eq. 9). The second method uses the beam and scattered electrons to obtain W (Eq. 11).
The predictions on the size of radiative corrections from different subprocesses generated
by TWOGAM are shown separately. Also the predictions weighted with the relative cross
sections of different subprocesses shown in Fig. 55¢ are shown in the figure. For the fully
hadronic method the radiative corrections are small. However, for the electron method
the corrections can be larger than 50% at large Y values. Obviously, measurements based
on the electron kinematics cannot be compared with models or BFKL calculations in the
region Y > 4, unless radiative corrections have been applied. Since the actual size of the
radiative corrections also depends on the non-radiative cross-section itself, in principle an
iterative procedure would be required to extract the non-radiative cross-section. However,
the present statistics of data do not permit such a procedure. In the analyses presented in
this paragraph only the L3 experiment used the electron method to calculate W (and in
consequence Y) and corrected the data for radiative effects. OPAL and ALEPH used the
fully hadronic method to calculate Y where the effects of radiative corrections are small.
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Figure 54: Comparison of ALEPH data with Monte Carlo predictions. Distributions of (a)
the energies of the electrons, normalized to the beam energy, (b) the polar angles of the
electrons, (c) the azimuthal angle between the electron scattering planes A®, (d) the virtu-
alities of both photons, (e) the ratio of the photon virtualities, (f) the number of tracks, (g)
total transverse momentum in the event, (h) the hadronic invariant mass and (i) the variable
Y, are shown for double tagged events. The histograms are the predictions for the double-
tagged two-photon process from PYTHIA and PHOTO02, the off-momentum background
contribution, and the background from other physics channels.

9.3.3 Results

Several differential ete™ and total 4** cross sections have been measured by the experi-
ments. Due to different geometrical acceptances of the detectors, the measurements have
been performed in slightly different phase space regions presented in Table 12 (in order not to
bias the measurements by model predictions the phase space in which the cross sections have
been measured is close to the kinematical selection cuts used at the detector level). Below
the main results obtained by OPAL, L3 and ALEPH will be presented in turn. Due to
limited statistics in the data, a simple bin-by-bin method was applied to correct for detector
and selection inefficiencies. The efficiency, R., and purity, R, are defined as:

NDet@Had NDet@Had
Re = N Had Ry = N Det
where NPet®Had i the number of events which are generated in a bin and measured in the

same bin, N2 is the number of events which are generated in a bin and NP is the number
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Figure 55: Radiative corrections for the process efe~ — e*e™ hadrons as a function of Y for
two different methods to calculate W: a hadronic method (a) and an electron method (b), as
explained in the text. Shown are the relative differences of the non-radiative and radiative
cross sections with respect to the radiative cross section as a function of Y for different
subprocesses: QPM (open circle), QCD (open square) and VMD (open triangle) as well as
for their weighted average (full circle). In (c) the relative fraction of different subprocesses,
as predicted by TWOGAM., in the total cross section are shown as a function of Y.

of events measured in a bin. In both definitions the terms ‘generated” and ‘measured’ denote
events which pass all selection cuts at the hadron or at the detector level, respectively. The
correction factor Ntad /NDPet i obtained by dividing purity by efficiency. For the W variable
the purity is typically around 60% over the whole range, and the efficiency is in the range
of 30-50%. Similar numbers are obtained for Y and x, while for the A¢ and Q? variables
the efficiencies are around 60% and purities around 80%. The correction factor is typically
around 1.5 and fairly constant. From the measurement of the differential cross-sections of the
process ete” — ete hadrons we extract the cross-sections for the reaction v*y* — hadrons
as a function of the variable under study, using Lyt (see Eq. 72), obtained separately for
each bin using Monte Carlo. Technically this was done by setting oy«,« = 1 in GALUGA
and integrating (Eq. 71) using only Ly for each bin within the experimental phase space
restrictions. The cross-sections for the reaction v*y* — hadrons predicted by the models are
calculated using the same Lyt factors.
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‘ Phase space for the cross section measurements ‘

‘ OPAL ‘ ALEPH ‘ L3 ‘
E; > 0.4F, E; > 0.3E, E; > 40 GeV
34 <60, <bbmrad | 35 < 6; < 155 mrad | 30 < 0; < 66 mrad
W >5 GeV W > 3 GeV W > 5 GeV

Table 12: Phase space used for the cross section measurements for the process ete™ —
ete” hadrons, by different LEP experiments.

The QPM cross-section for the process ete™ — ete™ qq, which corresponds to the dia-
gram labelled Fj in Fig. 20, was calculated with the GALUGA [65] program, which includes
all terms from Eq. 13. The quark masses assumed are 0.325 GeV for uds and 1.5 GeV for
¢ quarks. For the region of W > 5 GeV considered here, the cross-section depends only
weakly on the chosen masses, e.g. the results for u and ¢ quarks differ only slightly.

OPAL: Differential ete™ and total v*7* cross-sections are obtained as functions of z, Q?,
W, and the azimuthal correlation between the two scattered electrons A¢. Here QQ? refers to
the maximum of Q% and @3, and x is the corresponding value of 1 or z5. For the comparison
with BFKL predictions we also present the differential cross-section as a function of Y. For
all variables except Q% the results for the cross-sections of the reaction v*y* — hadrons
are given at an average value of Q? (Q?*) = 17.9 GeV? The main contributions to the
systematic errors come from changing the Monte Carlo model from PHOJET to PYTHIA
(—16% change in the total cross-section), changing the cut on Ny, (—12%), and varying
the lower cuts on W (£8%) and 6, (£5%). The normalization uncertainty due to the
luminosity measurement is less than 1% and has been neglected.

Radiative corrections are calculated with the program BDK [66]. As for the GALUGA
Monte Carlo, the BDK program calculates the QPM cross-section with, in addition, initial
and final state QED radiative corrections to the scattered electrons. It has been verified
that the non-radiative cross-sections predicted by BDK and GALUGA agree with each other.
GALUGA has more flexibility for calculating cross-sections and is therefore used to calculate
the Lpr factors and QPM predictions. The results are presented in Fig. 56, 57 and 58 and
in Table 32. In Fig. 56 we show the measured differential cross-section for the processes
ete” — eTe hadrons and the cross-section for v*y* — hadrons as a function of z and
Q?*. PHOJET better describes the data at lower « values, where the QPM prediction is too
low. In contrast, in the large x region the QPM prediction is sufficient to account for the
data. Fig. 57 shows the measured cross-sections as a function of W and A¢. The model
predictions indicate a slightly different shape than is observed for the data. Studies for
HERA have shown [76] that angular variables similar to A¢ can be sensitive to the presence
of BFKL dynamics, but so far no calculations are available for v*4* scattering. The data
show that the A¢ behavior of the cross-section for the reaction ete™ — eTe™ hadrons is
flat, while the cross-section for the process v*4* — hadrons increases from A¢ = 0 to
A¢ = w. PHOJET1.10 does not describe the A¢ distribution, whereas QPM reproduces
the shape of the distribution. One should remark that the earlier version, PHOJET1.05,
follows the data in both shape and normalization. In Fig. 58 we compare the measured
cross-section for the processes ete™ — ete™ hadrons and v*y* — hadrons as a function of Y
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with the PHOJET Monte Carlo, the QPM calculation, the NLO calculation for the reaction
ete” — eTe™ qq, and numerical BFKL calculations. The BFKL predictions are shown for
the LO-BFKL [41] and a NLO-BFKL [42] calculation both using Y. Also shown is a (partial)
HO-BFKL calculation [43] using Y. All BFKL predictions are shown for Y orY > 2, except
for the NLO-BFKL calculation which has been evaluated for Y > 1. Both PHOJET and
QPM using massive quarks describe the data equally well. Also the NLO calculation for the
reaction efe” — efe™ qq, evaluated for five massless quarks and using A = 0.2275 GeV,
is in accord with the data. As can be seen from Table 13 the predicted differential cross-
sections as functions of Y and Y are very different at small values, but get much closer at
higher values. This is expected from the approximation made in Eq. 81. It means that
at low values of Y the comparison of the experimental result with predictions based on Y
is rather uncertain, whereas at high values the uncertainty from using different definitions
is small. For all BFKL predictions shown the cross-section is significantly larger than the

YorY do/dY do/dY
range LO | NLO | LO | NLO
0-1 |0.071|0.065 | 0.015 | 0.014
1-2 |0.135]0.128 | 0.149 | 0.138
2-3 |0.087|0.089|0.111 | 0.122

—4 10.041 | 0.047 | 0.047 | 0.053

6 |0.010 | 0.013 | 0.011 | 0.014

Table 13: Predictions for the differential cross-section for the process ete” — eTe qq as
functions of Y and Y in LO and NLO using the calculation from [34].

PHOJET prediction for Y > 3, and the differences increase with increasing Y. The LO-
BFKL calculation predicts a cross-section which is too large compared to the data. This
LO-BFKL calculation (Bartels99) [41] already incorporates improvements compared to the
original results [45] by including effects of the charm quark mass, the running of the strong
coupling constant «a, and contribution of longitudinal photon polarization states. Hence
BFKL effects as large as predicted by the LO-BFKL calculation are not in agreement with
the data. BFKL cross-sections have been calculated to NLO (Kim99) [42], using the BLM [77]
optimal scale setting. At the highest Y value the NLO-BFKL cross-section is a factor seven
larger than the PHOJET prediction. The data lie in between these two predictions. Finally,
the calculation (Kwiecinski) [43] contains the dominant contribution of the higher order
corrections via the so-called consistency constraint, to all orders. Its prediction in the highest
reachable Y range is about a factor two lower than for the NLO-BFKL calculation, and this
prediction and PHOJET are roughly equally compatible with the data.

The total measured cross-section for the process efe~ — ete™ hadrons in phase space
defined in Table 12, is 0.35 & 0.04 (stat) 303 (sys) pb. The expected cross-section from
PHOJET is 0.39 £ 0.02(stat) pb, while the GALUGA prediction for QPM using massive
quarks is 0.27 + 0.02(stat) pb, and the NLO predictions for the reaction ete™ — ete™ qq
using massless quarks is 0.35 pb.

L3: Differential eTe and total v*v* cross sections are obtained as functions of Q% = \/Q? Q3,
W and Y. They are presented in Fig. 59 and Fig. 60 and listed in Table 35. The ranges
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Figure 56: Cross-sections for the process ete™ — eTe™ hadrons in the phase space region
defined in Table 12, and for the process 7*v* — hadrons, as functions of = for (Q?) = 17.9
GeV? (a,b), and as functions of Q? (c,d). Data are shown as full dots in the centre of the
bins. The inner error bars represent the statistical errors and the outer error bars represent
statistical and systematic errors added in quadrature. The predictions of PHOJET1.10 are
shown as solid lines, and those of QPM as dashed lines.

Figure 57: Cross-sections for the process efe™ — ete™ hadrons in the phase space region
defined in Table 12, and for the process 7*v* — hadrons for (Q?) = 17.9 GeV?, as functions
of W (a,b) and A¢ (c,d). The meaning of symbols as in Fig. 56.

10GeV? < Q? < 32GeV?, 5GeV < W < 100GeV and 2 < Y < 7 are investigated in-
dependently. An important difference between the L3 analysis and the analyses by OPAL
and ALEPH is the calculation of W, which in case of L3 was obtained from the scattered
electrons via Eq. 11. In consequence, in the L3 analysis the QED radiative corrections were
large and were estimated by TWOGAM using the method described above. The systematic
uncertainty on the cross sections due to the selection cuts is 5%. The uncertainty due to
background estimation of single tagged events is 3.4%. The uncertainty due to Monte Carlo
modeling is estimated as 6.4% by comparing PHOJET and TWOGAM with QED radiative
corrections switched off. The uncertainty in the estimation of radiative corrections was deter-
mined as 3% by comparing the size of radiative corrections to the process ete™ — ete™ utpu~
predicted by TWOGAM and RADCOR programs. The different contribution from QPM,
VMD and QCD subprocesses as function od Y and W gives an additional systematic un-
certainty. A 20% variation of the QCD component results in an uncertainty of 0.3% at low
values and of 5.7% at large values of Y and W. This uncertainty is about 0.5% over the
full Q? range. The cross section for the process ete™ — eTe™ hadrons after applying QED
radiative corrections are compared in Figh9 to the PHOJET Monte Carlo and to LO and
NLO calculations of 7*y* — ¢ [34]. In these calculations the mass of quarks is set to zero
and « is fixed to the value for on-shell photons. The calculations describe well the Q? depen-
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Figure 58: Cross-sections for the process e"e”™ — eTe™ hadrons in the region E; 5 > 0.4Ey,
34 < 015 < 55 mrad and W > 5 GeV, and the process 7*y* — hadrons for (Q?) = 17.9
GeV?, as functions of Y. Data are shown as full dots in the centre of the bins. The inner
error bars represent the statistical errors and the outer error bars represent statistical and
systematic errors added in quadrature. The predictions of PHOJET1.10 are shown as the
solid lines, that of the NLO calculation of the process efe™ — ete™ qq as dotted lines,
and those of QPM as dashed lines. Three BFKL calculations are shown: a LO one from
Bartels et al. (Bartels99), NLO from Kim et al. (Kim99) using Y, and the calculation from
Kwiecinski et al., using the consistency constraint calculated for Y.

dence observed in data. For the W and Y distributions, the QPM calculations describe the
data except in the last bin, where the measured cross section exceeds the predictions. Such
an excess is expected if the resolved photon QCD processes become important at large Y.
The predictions of PHOJET, which includes the QPM and QCD processes in the framework
of DGLAP equations, also describe the data. A similar behaviour may also be obtained
by considering ‘hard pomeron’ contribution in the framework of BFKL theories, while LO
BFKL calculations we found to exceed the experimental values by a large factor.

A fit of the form f(Q?) = A/Q? predicted by perturbative QCD [45,46] to the measured
Y*v* cross section as a function of Q2 gives A = 81.8 + 6.4 nb/GeV? and x?/d.o.f. = 1.2/3.
The average value of 0+, in the kinematical region given in Table 12 is 4.7£0.4 nb.The NLO
calculations [34] predict a decrease of 0., as a function of W or Y, which is inconsistent
with the measurements at large values of W and Y.
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Figure 59: The differential cross section for the process e"e~ — ete™ hadrons in the kine-
matical region defined in the text, measured by the L3 experiment. Points represent the data
with statistical and systematic errors added in quadrature. The LO and NLO predictions
of [34] for the process v*v* — ¢q are displayed as the dashed and solid lines, respectively.
The dotted line shows the prediction of the PHOJET Monte Carlo.

Figure 60: Cross section for the process y7*v* — hadrons in the kinematical region defined
in the text, measured by the L3 experiment. The dashed line represents the fit to the data
described in the text. The NLO predictions of [34] for the process v*v* — ¢q are displayed
as the solid line.

ALEPH: Differential eTe™ cross sections are obtained as functions of the energy of the
scattered electrons scaled by the energy of beam electrons E 5/ Ey, the polar angles 0 5, the
azimuthal angle between the two electron scattering planes A®, photon virtualities QiQ, two
photon invariant mass W, and the variable Y. They are presented in Fig. 61 and listed in
Table 33 and 34. In order to estimate the systematic effects caused by an imperfect detector
simulation all subdetector resolutions were scaled by 10%. The uncertainty due to a possible
shift in the energy scale of the small angle calorimeters was estimated by introducing an
offset of 0.5 GeV to the measure energy. the polar and azimuthal angles of the scattered
electrons were shifted by 0.25 mrad and 0.5 mrad, respectively. The cross sections of the
background processes were changed conservatively by £10%. The dependence on the Monte
Carlo model used to correct the data was estimated using PHOTO02 instead of PYTHIA. The
systematic error was calculated as the quadratic sum of the three largest effects in each bin.
The main contributions to the systematic error came from varying the resolutions for the
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Figure 61: The differential cross section for the process e"e™ — e*e™ hadrons in the kinemat-
ical region defined in Table 12, measured by the ALEPH experiment. Points represent the
data with statistical and systematic errors added in quadrature. The predictions of PYTHIA
(dash), PHOTO02 (dash-dot) and NLO predictions of [34] for the process efe”™ — efTe™ qq
(solid) are shown as histograms.

hadronic system and the tagged electron energy. The measured cross sections are compared
with the PYTHIA and PHOTO02 Monte Carlo models and with a NLO calculation of [34]
for the process ete™ — ete™ qq. Due to the geometrical acceptance there is a gap in the
measurement of the cross section as a function of 0 » between 55 mrad and 60 mrad. How-
ever, for the other measurements this gap has been interpolated with a Monte Carlo model.
The presented differential cross sections are rather well described by the two Monte Carlo
models and by the NLO calculation. The only exception is the azimuthal angle between
electron scattering planes. In this case only PYTHIA gives a good description of the data.
The NLO calculation underestimates the cross section at large angles, whereas PHOT02
does not describe the data.

Due to the large range of the possible polar angles of the scattered electrons in the
ALEPH measurements, the virtualities of exchanged photons can be quite different, allow-
ing for an evolution in transverse momenta of gluons emitted along the ladder in Fig. 19.
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Figure 63: The total cross section for the process v*y* — hadrons measured by the ALEPH
experiment, as a function of Y. The data are compared with LO BFKL and NLO BFKL
predictions, with the bands giving the uncertainty from the variation of the scale parameter
so from Q2 to 10 Q? in LO and from Q? to 4 Q? in NLO.

This can be seen in Fig. 62 where the differential ete™ cross section as the function of the
ratio of the virtualities of the exchanged photons in the phase space defined in Table 12 is
presented. Therefore the above ALEPH results can not be compared with BFKL calcula-
tion. To enable this comparison a further cut has been applied, |log Q?/Q3| < 1. The whole
analysis, including the systematic error estimation, was redone with this additional cut. The
agreement between the ALEPH data and the Monte Carlo simulations was on the same level
as previously, while the data statistics was reduced by 40%. In Fig. 63 we present the ~v*~*
cross section as a function of Y in the phase space defined with cuts in Table 12 together
with the additional cut on the photon virtualities, |log@Q?/Q3| < 1. The measured cross
section is compared to LO and NLO BFKL calculations. The ranges denoting the LO and
NLO calculations correspond to the variation of the scale parameter sy from Q? to 10 Q* or
from Q? to 4 Q?, respectively. The LO calculations overestimate the measured cross section
even at lower values of Y. The NLO calculation is consistent with the data (although some
systematic shift is observed).

After the presentation of independent results obtained by different LEP experiments on
the structure of interactions of virtual photons, it is time to ask whether they are consistent.
It is not easy to compare them because the phase space of each measurement (see Table
12) is different, and also the observables for which the cross sections have been measured
are not the same. Essentially the only quantity which can be compared is the differential
eTe™ cross section as a function of Y. However, due to different phase space regions of the
measurements it is necessary to use Monte Carlo models to ‘correct’ the measurements to
the same phase space. We have chosen the phase space of the OPAL measurement and used
PYTHIA (for ALEPH) and PHOJET (for L3) Monte Carlo programs to find the correction
factors. The comparison is shown in Fig. 64. The original errors of the L3 and ALEPH
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Figure 64: Comparison of the cross sections for the process efe”™ — eTe™ hadrons as a
function of Y measured by different LEP experiments. The ALEPH and L3 data have been
corrected to the phase space used in the OPAL measurement using Monte Carlo models as
explained in the text.

measurements have been increased by the (small) statistical errors of the correction factors.
One can conclude that the agreement between the LEP measurements is quite good. The
data are consistent with PHOJET predictions which does not involve any BFKL like effects
and with existing NLO or HO BFKL predictions. However, for unambigous confirmation of
BFKL effects in interactions of two virtual photons one needs to acces higher values of Y,
which migh be possible only at a future linear collider.
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10 Summary and outlook

In this review article we discussed in detail the theoretical foundations and the measurements
of the QED and hadronic structure of the real and virtual photons as well as the hadronic
structure of the electron. The paper is concentrated on the measurements performed at
LEP experiments, although wherever similar measurements performed at other eTe™ colliders
exist, they are compared to the LEP results. The measurements at LEP have been performed
at several ete™ centre-of-mass energies starting from /s.. ~ 92 GeV at LEP1 phase (with
integrated luminosities of about 100 pb~! per experiment), and in the range /Se. = 161—209
GeV at LEP2 phase (with integrated luminosities of above 600 pb~! per experiment).

The measurements of the QED structure of the photon are based on full LEP1 statistics.
Extending the measurements to LEP2 phase would reduce the errors by a factor of more than
two, however this is not planed. Together with the measurements performed by the other
experiments, the QED structure function of the quasi-real photon F; qEp has been measured
in the range of average probe photon virtualities of 0.43 < (Q*) < 130 GeV?2. The effect of
the small, but different from zero, virtuality of the target photon has been observed. Apart
of I} g, two other structure functions of the real photon, F{ qup and Fg opp, have been
measured at LEP for the first time. The QED structure of interactions of virtual photons
has been also studied at LEP, and the importance of the contribution to the cross section
of the interference terms, 7rr and 7ry,, was observed. All these measurements are in a very
good agreement with predictions of QED.

The hadronic structure function of the photon F) has been measured at LEP using
the full available statistics. Together with several measurements performed at other ete™
colliders, the data cover at present a broad range of average virtualities, 0.24 < (Q?) < 780
GeV? and reach as low z as approximatelly 1073. The data clearly disfavour the QPM
predictions, and suggest a rise of Fy towards low values of x, as predicted by most of the
modern parameterisations of Fy. Using the broad range of (Q?), the Q? evolution of F) was
studied. The expected positive scaling violations for all values of x have been confirmed.
The hadronic structure function of the photon has been also measured separately for charm
quarks using full LEP2 statistics. The measured FQ’ . agrees perfectly with perturbative QCD
calculation at NLO for z > 0.1, and is above the predictions for x < 0.1.

As suggested by some theorists, the hadronic structure function of the electron Fy has
been recently measured at LEP. Because of the much better reconstruction of the variable z
than the variable x, the measurement of £}y does not require an unfolding procedure, which is
needed for the measurement of F). However, because the different predictions of the photon
structure function lead to very similar electron structure functions, the measurement of Fy
does not have a better resolving power than the measurements of F;.

The hadronic structure of interactions of virtual photons have been studied in terms of
the effective structure function of the virtual photon F}; and differential e*e™ and total y*y*
cross sections. The measurements of I} are in full agreement with the naive QPM model
predictions derived from the doubly virtual box diagram. The measured P? dependence
of F, as expected, suggests a slow decrease with increasing P?. The measurements of
the cross sections for interactions of two highly virtual photons serve as an ideal tool to
distinguish between DGLAP and BFKL dynamics of partons inside the photon, because the
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Figure 65: Simulated linear collider data for integrated luminosity 10 fb™! at \/se. = 500
GeV if tagging is feasible for § > 175 mrad (upper plots) and for # > 40 mrad (bottom
plots). The LEP2 points shown in the upper plots are simulated data points.

appropriate calculations do not involve any non-perturbative input. The measured cross
section 0,4+ as a function of Y disfavours as steep rise of the cross section as predicted by
the LO BFKL calculation. The data are consistent with NLO BFKL calculation. However,
the NLO corrections are very large, and therefore higher order calculations are needed to
make the perturbative BFKL calculations more credible.

The measurements of the photon structure functions are expected to be extended to
higher values of Q% and to lower values of x at a future linear collider. The discussion of
the physics goals for a linear collider can be found e.g. in [154,155]. A future linear collider
running in ete” mode is expected to operate in the first phase at \/see = 500 GeV and to
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Figure 66: Creation of high energetic photons in the Compton backscattering process of
laser photons off the beam electrons. The figure is taken from [158].

be able to accumulate an integrated luminosity of 100 fb~! per year of operation. In the
second phase the energy is expected to be rised to /s = 2 TeV. The background studies
performed in [157] show that the amount of background per bunch crossing expected for the
TESLA design is a factor of 10° higher than the number of two photon interactions with
W > 5 GeV and with an average visible energy of 10 GeV. Most of background sources will
lead to eTe™ pair creation and to hadronic background, with most of particles produced in
the forward regions of the detector. Therefore in each detector proposal the forward regions
must be shielded with massive masks, which will make difficult, or even impossible, tagging
electrons scattered at small angles. Electron tagging outside the mask, out of a cone of
about 175 mrad will give access to a previously unexplored high Q* range, Fig. 65 [156],
but will give neither overlap with LEP2 results nor sensitivity to the small z region. To
achieve the overlap with LEP2 measurements, one needs an electron tagging device inside
the shielding, down to about 40 mrad, Fig. 65. This is however still not sufficient to unfold
structure functions in the region z < 0.1, since small x corresponds to large W2, where an
unknown part of the hadronic system disappears undetected in the forward direction.

In order to circumevent this problem the ey laser backscattering mode is ideal. The
method to produce a beam of high energetic photons from an electron beam by means of the
Compton backscattering process is shown in Fig. 66. The photons produced by high inten-
sity laser are brought into collision with the electron beams at distances of about 0.1 —1 cm
from the interaction point. The photons are scattered into a small cone around the initial
electron direction and receive a large fraction of the electron energy. Spent electrons are
deflected in a magnetic field. The invariant mass of the electron photon system is expected
to peak around ,/5e, & 0.8/5c. [154].

The partonic content of the quasi-real and virtual photons has been also extensively stud-
ied at the HERA collider mainly in photon-proton scattering and in deep inelastic electron-
proton scattering. However the results obtained by the HERA experiments are beyond the
scope of this review. The reader is refered to original publications or to review articles
e.g. [6,7,11].
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A Results on QED structure of the photon

In this Appendix we present the results on the QED photon structure functions F;QED,
F} qep and Fg gy obtained by the LEP experiments OPAL, DELPHI and L3 as well as by
the other experiments including CELLO, PLUTO and TPC/2v. In all cases the structure
functions scaled by the fine structure constant are given. Depending on the measurement,

both statistical and systematic errors or only statistical or total error are given.

Also the results of the measurement of the differential cross section do/dx for the scattering
of two virtual photons in the process ete™ — eTe™ utpu~ are listed.

CELLO  Q® = 1.2 -39 GeV? (9.5 GeV?) |[ TPC/2y Q7 = 0.14 — 1.28 GeVZ (0.45 GeV?)
zrange | (Fygpp)/®  F0sa +0gys zrange | (Fygpp)/®  F0sa +0gys
0.00 - 0.10 0.222 +0.077  +£0.018 0.00 - 0.05 0.038 +0.010 +0.007
0.10 - 0.20 0.426 +0.128  4+0.032 0.05 - 0.10 0.104 +0.010 +0.017
0.20 - 0.30 0.562 +0.162  +£0.045 0.10 - 0.15 0.135 +0.017 +0.021
0.30 - 0.40 0.511 +0.153  £0.039 0.15-0.20 0.172 +0.021 +0.028
0.40 - 0.50 0.597 +0.170  £0.049 0.20 - 0.25 0.219 +0.031 +0.035
0.50 - 0.60 0.571 +0.170  £0.046 0.25-0.30 0.281 +0.042 +0.044
0.60 - 0.70 0.545 +0.170  £0.046 0.30 - 0.35 0.320 +0.042 +0.051
0.70 - 0.80 1.202 +0.256  £0.095 0.35 - 0.40 0.344 +0.037 +0.055
0.80 - 0.90 1.057 +0.273  £0.085 0.40 - 0.50 0.370 +0.042 +0.059
0.90 - 1.00 1.185 +0.528  4+0.092 0.50 - 0.60 0.373 +0.037 +0.059

0.60 - 0.70 0.357 +0.037 +0.057
0.70 - 0.80 0.354 +0.037 +0.057
PLUTO Q*=1—-16 GeV? (5.5 GeVZ) 0.80 - 0.90 0.291 +0.031 +0.047
vrange | (Fyopp)/d 0w 0.90-1.00| 0323  +0.068  +0.051
0.00 - 0.10 0.081 +0.040
0.10 - 0.20 0.177 +0.048 PLUTO Q?* =10 — 160 GeV? (40 GeVQ)
0.20 - 0.30 0.532 +0.089 T range (F;QED>/04 +00r
0.30 - 0.40 0.403 +0.105 0.00 - 0.20 0.177 +0.113
0.40 - 0.50 0.532 +0.113 0.20 - 0.40 0.565 +0.210
0.50 - 0.60 0.597 +0.161 0.40 - 0.60 0.532 +0.241
0.60 - 0.70 0.952 +0.322 0.60 - 0.80 1.532 +0.468
0.70 - 0.80 0.887 +0.444 0.80 - 1.00 0.807 +0.581

Table 14: The average photon structure function (£} opp)/a measured by the CELLO [114],
PLUTO [115] and TPC/2v [116] experiments. The numbers listed here are in all cases read
off the published figures. For the consistency they are the same as given in [7]. The Q? range
of each measurement, with the average value in parentheses, is given next to the experiment
name. No information is avalible on the average (P?) in those measurements.
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OPAL  (®=15_3GeV2 (22GeV?) |[ OPAL (Q°=3—7 GeVZ (4.2 GeV?)
rvrange | Fiopp/a Foga  Fogys v range | Fgpp/a  F0ga +ogys
0.00 - 0.10 0.115 +0.007 40.005 || 0.00 - 0.10 0.108 +0.010 +0.016
0.10 - 0.20 0.219 +0.010 =+0.008 || 0.10 - 0.20 0.237 +0.014 +0.009
0.20 - 0.30 0.282 +0.012 +£0.011 0.20 - 0.30 0.320 +0.018 +0.012
0.30 - 0.40 0.347 +0.015 +0.011 |} 0.30 - 0.40 0.378 +0.020 +0.011
0.40 - 0.50 0.356 +0.017 40.010 || 0.40 - 0.50 0.373 +0.020 +0.010
0.50 - 0.60 0.400 +0.020 +0.011 || 0.50 - 0.60 0.421 +0.025 +0.012
0.60 - 0.70 0.483 +0.025 40.016 || 0.60 - 0.70 0.519 +0.029 +0.013
0.70 - 0.80 0.491 +0.031 40.012 || 0.70 - 0.80 0.556 +0.034 +0.011
0.80 - 0.90 0.532 +0.034 +0.013 || 0.80 - 0.90 0.601 +0.040 +0.013
0.90 - 0.97 0.308 +0.032 +0.071 || 0.90 - 0.97 0.470 +0.041 +0.051
OPAL  @Q*=6-—10 GeV? (8.4 GeV?) || OPAL Q?=10—15 GeV? (12.4 GeV?)
v range | Fyopp/a F0ga +0gys rrange | Fyopp/a F0ga +0gys
0.00 - 0.10 0.090 +0.012  40.007 || 0.00 - 0.10 0.095 +0.010 +0.007
0.10 - 0.20 0.271 +0.022 +0.019 (] 0.10 - 0.20 0.264 +0.018 +0.014
0.20 - 0.30 0.334 +0.029 +0.020 || 0.20 - 0.30 0.319 +0.023 +0.014
0.30 - 0.40 0.409 +0.033 +0.022 || 0.30 - 0.40 0.428 +0.028 +0.020
0.40 - 0.50 0.496 +0.038 +0.026 || 0.40 - 0.50 0.446 +0.030 +0.018
0.50 - 0.60 0.563 +0.043 40.026 || 0.50 - 0.60 0.558 +0.034 +0.023
0.60 - 0.70 0.596 +0.049 40.023 || 0.60 - 0.70 0.698 +0.040 +0.030
0.70 - 0.80 0.687 +0.056 4+0.023 || 0.70 - 0.80 0.770 +0.044 +0.026
0.80 - 0.90 0.891 +0.072 +0.044 || 0.80 - 0.90 0.871 +0.053 +0.033
0.90 - 0.97 0.761 +0.074 +0.049 (| 0.90 - 0.97 0.795 +0.053 +0.044
OPAL Q? =15 — 30 GeV? (21 GeVQ) OPAL Q?* =70 — 400 GeV? (130 GeVQ)
vrange | Fiopp/a Foga  Fogs zrange | Fyopp/a  F0ga +0gys
0.00 - 0.15 0.117 +0.028 40.012 || 0.00 - 0.40 0.343 +0.094 +0.034
0.15-0.30 0.302 +0.039 +0.021 || 0.40 - 0.60 0.578 +0.079 +0.052
0.30 - 0.45 0.403 +0.051 +0.029 || 0.60 - 0.80 0.936 +0.109 +0.063
0.45 - 0.60 0.559 +0.058 +£0.030 || 0.80 - 0.90 1.125 +0.130 +0.057
0.60 - 0.75 0.782 +0.070 +0.034
0.75-0.90 0.907 +0.080 40.033
0.90 - 0.97 0.802 +0.103  +0.033

Table 15: The photon structure function ) o /a measured by the OPAL experiment [111].
The (? range of each measurement, with the average value in parentheses, is given next to

the experiment name. The average virtuality of the target photon in all the measurements
is (P?) = 0.05 GeVZ.
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DELPHI Q% =24-512GeV? (125 GeV?) |[ L3 Q% = 1.4 — 7.6 GoV2 (3.25 GeV?)
v range | (Fygpp)/®  F0sa +0gys vrange | (Fygpp)/a  +0uar 0y
0.00 - 0.10 0.106 £0.008 £0.023 0.00 - 0.10 0.062 £0.006 =£0.002
0.10 - 0.20 0.273 £0.012 £0.012 0.10 - 0.20 0.216 £0.015 =£0.007
0.20 - 0.30 0.426 +0.017 £0.012 0.20 - 0.30 0.326 £0.022 £0.011
0.30 - 0.40 0.515 +0.021 +0.012 0.30 - 0.40 0.391 £0.026 £0.013
0.40 - 0.50 0.573 +0.024 £0.004 0.40 - 0.50 0.477 £0.028 =£0.016
0.50 - 0.60 0.645 £0.029 £0.003 0.50 - 0.60 0.534 £0.029 =£0.018
0.60 - 0.70 0.743 £0.038 £0.021 0.60 - 0.70 0.654 £0.035 =£0.022
0.70 - 0.80 0.942 £0.060 £0.053 0.70 - 0.80 0.709 +0.037 +0.023
0.80 - 1.00 1.152 +0.112 £0.094 0.80 - 0.90 0.775 £0.046 £0.026

0.90 - 1.00 0.549 £0.069 =£0.018

DELPHI Q%= 45.9 — 752.8 GeV? (120 GeV?)

xr range | (F) Qep)/  FOtar +0gys
0.00 - 0.20 0.387 +0.214 £0.015
0.20 - 0.40 0.464 £0.133 £0.051
0.40 - 0.60 0.673 £0.138 £0.049
0.60 - 0.80 0.984 £0.162 £0.026
0.80 - 1.00 1.508 +0.231 +0.044

Table 16: The average photon structure function () opp) /o measured by the DELPHI [112]
and by the L3 [113] experiments. The Q? range of each measurement, with the average value
in parentheses, is given next to the experiment name. The average virtuality of the target
photon in the DELPHI measurement is (P?) = 0.025+0.005 GeV? and (P?) = 0.073+0.056
GeV? for the samples with low and high Q?, respectively, and in the L3 measurement (P?) =

0.033 GeV?.
OPAL Q% =1.5—30 GeV? <Q2> = 5.4 GeV?
T range F; QEp/® TOstar TOgys F) QED/® TOstar TOgys FI;”QED Jo £0star £0gys
r < 0.25 | 0.249 +0.006 £0.008 0.039 £0.007 £0.003 | 0.029 £0.010 £0.003
0.25 — 0.50 | 0.523 +0.011 £0.014 0.011 £0.016 £0.004 | 0.101 £0.025 £0.011
0.50 — 0.75 | 0.738 £0.017 +£0.019 | —0.122 +£0.021 £0.006 | 0.121 £0.041 +0.017
0.7 < x 0.871 £0.027 £0.021 | —0.201 £0.033 +0.013 | 0.063 £0.056 +£0.018
L3 Q®=14-76GeVZ (Q) = 3.35 GoV?

T range F;QED/Q +0i0 F) QEp/® Tt F&QED/O& +0i0
0.00 — 0.25 0.090 +£0.008 0.014 £0.024 0.008 +£0.010
0.25 — 0.50 0.404 +£0.016 0.036 +£0.032 0.090 £0.021
0.50 — 0.75 0.597 £0.020 —0.126 £0.052 0.168 +£0.040
0.75 — 1.00 0.731 £0.032 —0.174 £0.062 0.089 £0.045

Table 17: The photon structure functions F} qrp/a and Fg gpp/a measured by the OPAL
[111] and L3 [113] experiments. Due to sligthly diffeent definition of F} o in the L3
publication, the original numbers for F&QED given in Table 2 in [113] have been multiplied

by —2.
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OPAL  @Q?=15-30GeV? (Q?) =5.4 GeV?
x range F&QED JFy QEp  ETOstat  FOuys %F&QED / F; QEp  ETOstat  FOgys
x < 0.25 0.176 +0.031 +£0.010 0.075 +0.025 +£0.008
0.25 — 0.50 0.018 +0.028 +£0.008 0.099 +0.024 +£0.010
0.50 — 0.75 —0.171 +0.029 +£0.007 0.081 +0.027 £0.011
0.7 <z -0.228 +0.037 +£0.014 0.037 +0.033 £0.011
L3 Q*=14-76GeV? (Q* =3.35 GeV?

x range F&QED JFy QEp  ETOstat  FOuys %F&QED / F; QEp  FTOstat  FOgys
0.00 — 0.25 0.159 +0.040 +£0.034 0.046 +0.012  +£0.012
0.25 — 0.50 0.087 +0.071  +£0.056 0.111 +0.019 +£0.038
0.50 — 0.75 —0.210 +0.102 +£0.057 0.141 +0.026 £0.048
0.75 — 1.00 —0.236 +0.091 +£0.079 0.061 +0.019 =£0.030

DELPHI  Q*=24-51.2 GeV? (Q?) =125 GeV?
zrange | FJopn/Fgen £t 7 F8.qun/Foqep  E0t
x < 0.20 0.135 +0.043 0.004 +0.027
0.20 — 0.40 0.140 +0.035 0.077 +0.026
0.40 — 0.60 0.038 +0.044 0.099 +0.035
0.60 < x —0.263 +0.059 0.182 +0.040

Table 18: The photon structure function ratios F} qpp/Fyqep and 5Fg qep/Fsopp mea-
sured by the OPAL [111], L3 [113] and DELPHI [112] experiments. Due to sligthly diffeent
definition of F{ oy, in the L3 publication, the original numbers for F{ oy, given in Table 2
in [113] have been multiplied by —2. In case of DELPHI the total error given is a sum in
quadrature of statistical and systematic errors.

| OPAL | OPAL |
(Q?) = 3.6 GeV? (P?) =2.3 GeV? (Q%) =14 GeV? (P?%) =5 GeV?
xrrange | do/dr Logam Eosys xrange | do/dr Logam Eosys
0.00 - 0.20 977 £1.62 =£1.80 0.00-0.25| 526 +£0.82 4£1.29
0.20-0.40 | 1045 #4+1.26 +1.39 0.25-0.50| 6.87 £0.78 4£1.08
0.40 - 0.65 4.34 +1.07 =+£1.09 0.50-0.75| 2.75 +0.60 =+0.63

Table 19: The cross section for the scattering of two virtual photons in the process ete™ —
ete”ut ™ measured by the OPAL experiment [111].
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B Results on hadronic structure of the photon

In this Appendix we present the results on the hadronic photon structure function Fy ob-
tained by the LEP experiments OPAL, ALEPH, DELPHI and L3 as well as by the other
experiments including AMY, CELLO, JADE, PLUTO, TASSO, TOPAZ and TPC/2v. In
all cases the structure functions scaled by the fine structure constant are given. Depending
on the measurement, both statistical and systematic errors or only statistical or total error
are given.
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| AMY

TOPAZ

Q?=35-12GeV? (Q* = 6.8 GeV? Q*=3—-10 GeV? (Q?*) =5.1 GeV?
T range F) +ogiar Togys T range F] /o TOstat  TOsys

0.015 - 0.125 | 0.337 =£0.030 =£0.044 0.010 - 0.076 0.33 +0.02 +£0.05

0.125-0.375 | 0.302 +£0.040 +£0.029 0.076 - 0.200 0.29 +0.03 +£0.03

0.375-0.620 | 0.322 +£0.049 +£0.084 Q% =10 — 30 GeV?2 <Q2> — 16 GeV?2

Q? =25 —220 GeV?  (Q*) =73 GeV? T range (F)Y/a  +0ga  E0gys
T range F) +0stat T0ogys 0.020 - 0.150 0.60 +0.08 +£0.06

0.125-0.375 | 0.65 +£0.08 +0.06 0.150 - 0.330 0.56 +0.09 +0.04

0.375-0.625 | 0.60 +£0.16 +0.03 0.330 - 0.780 0.46 +0.15  +£0.06

0.625- 0.875 | 0.65  +0.11  +0.08 |[ — 45— 130 GeVZ (Q?) = 80 GeV?
Q? > 110 GeV?  {Q?) = 390 GeV? T range (F)Y /o  +0ga  L0gys
T range Fy  *ogam +0gys 0.060 - 0.320 | 0.68  40.26 +0.05

0.120 - 0.500 | 0.94 £0.23 +0.10 0.320 - 0.590 0.83 +0.22  +£0.05

0.500 - 0.800 | 0.82  #£0.16 +0.11 0.590 - 0.980 0.93 +0.21  +£0.05

| JADE | TASSO |

Q2 =10—-55GeV? (Q%) =24GeVZ |[ Q°=7—70 GeVZ (Q7) = 23 GeV?
T range F) +0i0r T range F]/a +0i0t

0.000 - 0.100 | 0.51  #40.15 0.020 - 0.200 | 0.366  £0.089

0.100 - 0.200 | 0.29  £0.12 0.200 - 0.400 | 0.670  =£0.086

0.200 - 0.400 | 0.34 £0.10 0.400 - 0.600 | 0.722  40.104

0.400 - 0.600 | 0.59  £0.12 0.600 - 0.800 | 0.693 +£0.116

0.600 - 0.900 | 0.23  +£0.12 0.800 - 0.980 | 0.407 +£0.222

Q% =30 — 220 GeV2  (Q%) = 100 GeV?
T range F) +0ior

0.100 - 0.300 | 0.52  40.23

0.300 - 0.600 | 0.75  +£0.22

0.600 - 0.900 | 0.90 +£0.27

Table 20: The photon structure function F, /o measured by the AMY [123,124], JADE [125],
TOPAZ [130] and TASSO [128] experiments. The Q* range of each measurement, with the
average value in parentheses, is given next to the experiment name. The quoted numbers for
the JADE and TASSO measurements have been taken from the RAL database, which were
read off the figures in the original publications and contain probably only the total errors.
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| TPC/2y | TPC/2y
Q?=02-03GeV? (Q*=024GeV?|[ Q?=1—-16GeV? (Q?) =1.3 GeV?
T range Fl/a  +ogu +0ogys T range Flla  £ogu  £0gys
0.000 - 0.020 | 0.084 +0.005 =£0.001 || 0.000 - 0.050 | 0.107 +0.013 +0.001
0.020 - 0.060 | 0.074 40.008  £0.001 || 0.050 - 0.126 | 0.184 +0.021 +0.002
0.060 - 0.180 | 0.062 40.013  £0.001 || 0.126 - 0.215 | 0.215 +0.034  +0.003
Q°=0.3—05GeV? (Q%) = 0.38 GeV? || 0.215- 0.507 | 0.102 +0.031  40.002
T range Fy/a  +o0gau +ogys Q?*=18—-4GeV? (Q?*) =2.8 GeV?
0.000 - 0.020 | 0.113 £0.007  =+£0.001 rrange | Fy /o *0gw 0y
0.020 - 0.055 | 0.118 +0.011  £0.001 [] 0.000 - 0.080 | 0.134 +0.018 =+0.002
0.055-0.111 | 0.171  £0.021  £0.002 || 0.080 - 0.156 | 0.234 +0.031  +0.003
0.111-0.243 | 0.151 +0.028  £0.002 || 0.156 - 0.303 | 0.198 +0.042 =+0.002
Q®=05—1GevZ (Q% =0.71 GeVZ || 0.303-0.600 | 0.160 +0.033 40.002
x range F)/a  +oga +ogys Q?>=4-6.6 GeV? (Q* =5.1 GeV?
0.000 - 0.028 | 0.117 +0.006  =+0.001 rrange | Fy /o *ogw 0y
0.028 - 0.065 | 0.130 40.010  £0.001 || 0.021 - 0.199 | 0.224 +0.034 +0.003
0.065 - 0.121 | 0.170 40.017  £0.002 || 0.199 - 0.359 | 0.373 +0.057 +0.005
0.121 - 0.340 | 0.133  £0.013  £0.002 || 0.359 - 0.740 | 0.300 40.044 =0.004
| PLUTO | PLUTO
RQ*=15-3GeV? (Q* =24GeV? || Q*> =18 —100 GeV? (Q?) =45 GeV?
T range Fl/a  +ogu +0ogys T range Flla  £ogu  L0gys
0.016 - 0.110 | 0.183 +£0.014  £0.046 || 0.100 - 0.250 | 0.360 +0.170 =+0.036
0.110 - 0.370 | 0.263 £0.026  £0.039 || 0.250 - 0.500 | 0.400 +0.120 =0.040
0.370 - 0.700 | 0.222 +£0.064  £0.033 || 0.500 - 0.750 | 0.770 +0.160 =+0.077
Q®=3-6GeV? (Q%) =4.3 GeV? 0.750 - 0.900 | 0.840 =+0.260 +0.084
T range F)/a  +o0gau +0gys Q*=15-16 GeV? (Q* = 5.3 GeV?
0.030 - 0.170 | 0.218 +£0.014  40.055 T range Fl/a  +ogu F0osys
0.170 - 0.440 | 0.273  +£0.020  +0.041 |[0.035-0.072 [ 0.216 +0.015 =+0.054
0.440 - 0.800 | 0.336 +£0.044  £0.050 || 0.072 - 0.174 | 0.258 +0.010 +0.065
Q®=6—16 GeVZ  (Q%) =9.2 GeVZ || 0.174-0.319 | 0.222 +0.025 +0.056
zrange | Fy/a Lowa  Logs || 0-319-0.490 | 0.329 £0.037 40.049
0.060 - 0.230 | 0.300 +0.027 +0.075 || 0-490 - 0.650 | 0.439 £0.052 +0.066
0.230 - 0.540 | 0.340 40.029  +0.051 || 0.650 - 0.840 | 0.361 +0.076 +0.054
0.540 - 0.900 | 0.492 +0.069  =+0.074

Table 21: The photon structure function Fy measured by the TPC/2v [129] and PLUTO
[126,127] experiments. The Q* range of each measurement, with the average value in paren-
theses, is given next to the experiment name. The quoted numbers for F) /o with the
statistical errors have been taken from the RAL database. The quoted systematic errors
in case of TPC/2y measurements amount to 11% for the regions 0.2 < Q* < 1 GeV? with
r<0land 1< Q? <7 GeV? with < 0.2, and to 14% elsewhere [129], and in case of
PLUTO the systematic error amounts to 10% for data at (Q?) = 45 GeV62 [127], and to

25/15% for data at lower (Q?) and for belov%%bove x = 0.2, respectively [126].




OPAL OPAL

Q?*=6-8GeV? (Q?) =75 GeV? Q? =40 — 100 GeV?  (Q?*) =59 GeV?
Z range F o £oga L0ogys T range FlJa  +ogu +0gys
0.001-0.091 | 028 +0.02 G 0.050 - 0.100 | 0.37  +0.06 G5
0.091-0.283 | 0.32 +0.02 0% 0.100 - 0.350 | 0.44  £0.07 G
0.283 - 0.649 | 0.38 40.04 o0 0.350 - 0.600 | 0.48  40.09 016

Q>=8—30 GeV2 (Q% = 14.7 GeV? 0.600 - 0.800 | 0.51  40.14 oo
T range F)/a 4oy +ogys Q*=11-25GeV? (Q?% = 1.86 GeV?
0.006 - 0.137 | 0.38 +0.01 o0 T range Flla  +ogu +0ogys
0.137-0.324 | 0.41 4002  *30 0.0025 - 0.0063 | 0.27  +0.03 5%
0.324 - 0.522 | 0.41 40.03  +% 0.0063 - 0.0200 | 0.22  +0.02  *0:02
0.522-0.836 | 0.54 +0.05 031 0.0200 - 0.0400 | 0.20  40.02 399
02 = 60 — 400 GeV2  (Q?) = 135 GeV? || 0.0400 - 0.1000 | 0.23  +0.02 003
x range F)la Fog. +0gys Q*=25-6.6 GeV? (Q?% = 3.76 GeV?
0.100 - 0.300 | 0.65 40.09 o-as T range F)Ja  +0ga  F0uys
0.300 - 0.600 | 0.73 40.08  *30 0.0063 - 0.0200 | 0.35 +0.03 908
0.600 - 0.800 | 1.72 +0.10  *98 0.0200 - 0.0400 | 0.29  +0.03 99
Q?=6—11 GeV?  (Q?) = 9.0 GeV? || 0.0400-0.1000 | 0.32 +0.02  *{{7
vrange | Fy/a togs Loy 0.1000 - 0.2000 | 0.32  +0.03 100

0.020 - 0.100 | 0.33  £0.03  *9o¢ Q% =400 — 2350 GeV?  (Q?) = 780 GeV?>

0.100 - 0.250 | 0.29 +£0.04 1552 T range F)Ja  +0gw  F0us
0.250 - 0.600 | 0.39 4+0.08 109 0.15 - 0.40 093 +£0.10  *of
Q> =11-20 GeV? (Q?) =145 GeV? || 040-0.70 | 0.87 £0.10 3

wrange | Fy /o 0uw 0w 0.70 - 0.98 0.97  0.17 o
0.020 - 0.100 | 0.37 £0.03  *39 Q> =714 GeV?  (Q* =10.2 GeV?
0.100 - 0.250 | 0.42 £0.05 o0l T range Fl/a  +ogum +ogys

0.250 - 0.600 | 0.39 40.06  *J10 0.0009 - 0.0050 | 0.545 +0.016 9.9
Q> =20 — 40 GeV?  (Q?) = 30 GeV2 || 0.0050 - 0.0273 | 0.349 £0.007  *{33
vrange | Fy /o 0uw 0w 0.0273 - 0.1496 | 0.315 40.006  *5053
0.050 - 0.100 | 0.32 =+0.04  *0iI 0.1496 - 0.8187 | 0.417 40.008 5922
0.100 - 0.350 | 0.52  £0.05 oo Q% ~ 14 —33 GeV?  (Q?) =20 GeV?
0.350 - 0.600 | 0.41  40.09 oo T range Flla togu  F0gs
0.600 - 0.800 | 0.46 +0.15  +2% 0.0015 - 0.0074 | 0.626 +0.019 9123
0.0074 - 0.0369 | 0.395 =40.008 3947
0.0369 - 0.1827 | 0.380 40.006  *9-919
0.1827 - 0.9048 | 0.500 +0.008 9967

Table 22: The photon structure function Fy measured by the OPAL experiment [131,132].
The Q? range of each measurement, with thejgverage value in parentheses, is given next to
the experiment name. The quoted numbers for F) /o with the statistical and systematic
errors have been taken from the published tables.



| ALEPH H ALEPH |
Q*=6—-13GeV? (Q*) =9.9 GeV® Q% ~10—29 GeV2 (Q?) = 17.3 GeV?
T range F/a +0ga TOgys x range FyJa  £0gu  Losys
0.005 - 0.080 | 0.30  £0.02 +0.02 0.0020 - 0.0110 | 0.43 +0.016 40.115
0.080 - 0.200 | 0.40  £0.03 +0.07 0.0110 - 0.0338 | 0.27 +0.014 =+0.049
0.200 - 0.400 | 0.41  +0.05 +0.09 0.0338 - 0.0787 | 0.35 £0.015 =£0.041
0.400 - 0.800 | 0.27 +£0.13 +0.09 0.0787 - 0.1487 | 0.35 £0.015 =+0.028
Q* =13 —44 GeV?  (Q?) =20.7 GeV? || 0.1487 - 0.2429 | 0.39 £0.016 +0.034
x range Fl/a +oga +0gys 0.2429 - 0.3624 | 0.46 +0.018 +0.041
0.009 - 0.120 | 0.36  +0.02 +0.05 0.3624 - 0.5074 | 0.40 +£0.021 +0.149
0.120 - 0.270 | 0.34 +0.03 4+0.11 0.5074 - 0.7000 | 0.18 #£0.019 =40.235
0.270 - 0.500 | 0.56 +0.05 +0.10 Q? ~ 29 — 250 GeV?  (Q?) = 67.2 GeV?
0.350 - 0.890 | 0.45 #£0.11 +0.05 x range F;/a +ogtat F0osys
Q? = 35— 3000 GeV?  (Q?) =284 GeV? || 0.0060 - 0.0362 | 0.57 +0.027 =£0.145
x range Fl/a +ogau +0gs 0.0362 - 0.0950 | 0.43 +0.027 =£0.039
0.03-0.35 0.65 +0.10 +0.09 0.0950 - 0.1811 | 0.47 40.029 =+0.041
0.35 - 0.65 0.70 +0.16 +0.19 0.1811-0.2907 | 0.50 40.031 =+0.031
0.65 - 0.97 1.28 +0.26 +0.26 0.2907 - 0.4204 | 0.60 40.036 =+0.038
0.4204 - 0.5714 | 0.66 40.038 +0.077
0.5714 - 0.7356 | 0.65 40.055 +0.126
0.7356 - 0.9600 | 0.66 +0.060 =£0.137

Table 23: The photon structure function F measured by the ALEPH experiment [131,132].
The Q? range of each measurement, with the average value in parentheses, is given next to
the experiment name. The quoted numbers for F, /o with the statistical and systematic
errors have been taken from the published tables.
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| DELPHI | DELPHI |
Q=430 GeVZ (%) =12 GeV2 || @ =4-30 GeV? (Q%) = 12 GeV?

T range FyJa *ogu  Logys T range Flla  $ogu  $ogys
0.003-0.080 | 0.21  4+£0.03 £0.06 || 0.003-0.046 | 0.24  +0.03  +0.07
0.080-0.213 | 0.41 4+£0.04 +0.05 || 0.046 - 0.117 | 0.41  +£0.05  +0.08
0.213-0.428 | 045 +0.05 +0.05 || 0.117-0.350 | 0.46  £0.17  +£0.09
0.428 - 0.847 | 0.45 #£0.11  £0.10

| DELPHI | DELPHI |
Q= ... GeV> () =52 GeV? Q= ... GeV> (Q?) =19 GeV?

T range Flla  foga  Eogys T range FJa toga  £0gys
0.001 - 0.020 | 0.283 =£0.011 =£0.026 || 0.001 - 0.020 | 0.438 4+0.013 4+0.063
0.020 - 0.100 | 0.203 +0.014 =+0.024 || 0.020 - 0.100 | 0.317 +£0.010 =£0.029
0.100 - 0.500 | 0.212 +0.020 =+0.033 || 0.100 - 0.300 | 0.293 =£0.007 =£0.061

O — ... GeV? (QP) — 127 GevE || 0-300 - 0.800 | 0341 40.026 40.042

x range FJJa  +0gu Loy Q* = ... GeV?  (Q?) =40 GeV?
0.001 - 0.020 | 0.446 4+0.015 =0.027 T range Fl/a  +ogu Fogys
0.020 - 0.100 | 0.317 +£0.018 =#£0.013 || 0.001 - 0.020 | 0.632 40.010 40.051
0.100 - 0.300 | 0.286 £0.034 =£0.015 || 0.020 - 0.100 | 0.428 40.007 40.064
0.300 - 0.800 | 0.362 =£0.015 =£0.029 || 0.100 - 0.300 | 0.351 40.018 40.092

0F = ... GeVE (0% — 255 GevZ ||.0-300 - 0.800 | 0.487 40.017 +0.119

T Tange FyJa  +ogu  F0gys Q?= .. GeVZ  (Q?) = 101 GeV?
0.020 - 0.100 | 0.413 +£0.030 =+£0.035 T range Fla  Fogm E0sys
0.100 - 0.300 | 0.346 £0.015 =£0.034 || 0.001 - 0.020 | 0.930 40.106 40.131
0.300 - 0.800 | 0.488 +0.037 =+0.033 || 0.020 - 0.100 | 0.585 £0.034 =+0.084

0.100 - 0.300 | 0.425 40.020 40.101
0.300 - 0.800 | 0.704 +0.031 =+0.094
Q®= ... GeVZ  (Q%) = 700 GeV?

T range Flla  $ogu  Logys
0.010 - 0.300 | 0.797 =£0.090 =+0.226
0.300 - 0.800 | 0.962 #40.052 #£0.111

Table 24: The photon structure function F3 measured by the DELPHI experiment [131,132].
The two measurements at (Q?) = 12 GeV? are not independent, but use the same data which
are unfolded for four bins on a linear scale in z, and for three bins on a logarithmic scale
for x < 0.35. The quoted numbers for F /o with the statistical and systematic errors have
been taken from the published tables.
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| L3 | L3 |
=12 -3GeV2 (%) =19GeV? || @2 =13 18 GeVZ (Q?) = 15.3 GeV?
T range F) f0sa E0gys T range F]  +ogam +0gys
0.002 - 0.005 | 0.184 +0.009 40.049 || 0.01 - 0.10 | 0.37 =£0.02 +0.03
0.005 - 0.010 | 0.179 +£0.007 =+0.022 || 0.10-0.20 | 0.42 40.04 +0.02
0.010 - 0.020 | 0.176 +£0.006 =+0.016 || 0.20-0.30 | 0.42 40.05 +0.07
0.020 - 0.030 | 0.191 +£0.008 =0.005 || 0.30 - 0.50 | 0.35 #£0.05 +0.15
0.030 - 0.050 | 0.193 0.008 +0.009 |[ Q% = 18 — 30 GeVZ (%) — 23.1 GoV?
0.050 - 0.100 | 0.185 £0.007 0.026 |[ 7 range | 7  Towm  Tou
Q?=3-9GeVZ (Q%) =5Gev? |[001-0.10] 0.40 £0.03  +0.04
T range F] +ogiat F0ogys 0.10-0.20 | 0.44 40.04 +0.04
0.005 - 0.010 | 0.307 =+0.021 40.094 || 0.20- 0.30 | 0.47 =+0.05 +0.02
0.010 - 0.020 | 0.282 +£0.014 =+0.045 || 0.30-0.50 | 0.44 40.05 +0.12
0.020 - 0.040 | 0.263 +0.011 40.021
0.040 - 0.060 | 0.278 40.013 +£0.007 ‘ L3 ‘
0.060 - 0.100 | 0.270 +0.012 +0.009 |[ % — 40 — 500 GeVZ (Q?) = 120 GoV?
0100 - 0.200 | 0.252 +0.011  +0.045 |[~ s range | FJ/a  owe  Lou,
Q? =9 — 13 GeV? <Q2> =10.8 GeV? |[ 0.05-0.20 | 0.66 =+0.08 +0.06
T range F] +0stat T0Ogys 0.20-0.40| 0.81 #£0.08 +0.08
0.01 - 0.10 0.30  £0.02 +0.03 0.40-0.60| 0.76 £0.12 +0.07
0.10 - 0.20 0.35 £0.03 =£0.02 0.60 - 0.80 | 0.85 #£0.14 +0.08
0.20 - 0.30 0.30 40.04 +0.11 0.80-0.981 091 #£0.19 +0.09

Table 25: The photon structure function F, measured by the L3 experiment [135,136,146].
The Q? range of each measurement, with the average value in parentheses, is given next to
the experiment name. In the published tables two sets of numbers are given, one obtained by
an unfolding based on PHOJET Monte Carlo and the other based on the TWOGAM Monte
Carlo. The numbers quoted numbers here for Fy)/a are those obtained from PHOJET with
the statistical errors. The systematic error is calculated from the quadratic sum of the
systematic error for the result based on PHOJET and the difference bbetween the results
obtained from PHOJET and from TWOGAM.

OPAL (0% = 20 GeV?
x range oP" [pb] o(ete” — ete ccX) [pb] . Ja
0.0014-0.10 { 3.1 +£1.0£0.5 | 43.8+£14.3+£6.3+2.8 | 0.1804 0.059 £ 0.026 £ 0.012
0.1000 - 0.87 | 26 +0.9+0.3 262£88+32+13 0.084 £ 0.028 £ 0.010 £ 0.004

Table 26: Measurement of the cross section o”” in the restricted region, the cross section

o(efe” — efe ccX, extrapolated using Monte Carlo and the structure function Fy /o at
Q? = 20 GeV? by the OPAL experiment [142]. For the measurements the quoted errors are
due, respectively, statistics, systematics and extrapolation.
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C Results on hadronic structure of the electron

In this Appendix we present the results on the hadronic structure function of the electron
F5 measured by the OPAL and DELPHI experiments. In all cases the structure function
scaled by the fine structure constant squared is given.

OPAL Q%) =15 GeV2

do/dz [pb] F§/a?

range ‘ bin-centre
0.0009 -0.00265 | 0.00154 | 6141 + 57 7233 | 13.14 & 0.12 Ty
0.00265 - 0.0078 | 0.00455 | 2996 + 22 3715 | 10.04 £ 0.08 703!
0.0078 -0.0230 | 0.01339 | 857 + 8 *i3 7.84 £+ 0.07 T0:5
0.0230 - 0.0677 | 0.03946 | 221 & 3 %39 5.69 & 0.09 50
0.0677 - 0.2000 | 0.11636 48 £ 171 3.43 £ 0.10 752
0.2000 -0.9048 | 0.42539 | 2.8+£02 73| 0.71 £ 0.04 7072

Table 27: Results for the cross section do/dz obtaineded in the phase space defined by
E' > 0.75E,, 34 < 0 < 55 mrad and W > /3 GeV and the structure function Fy§/a? for
the average (Q?) = 15 GeV? measured by the OPAL experiment [143]. The first errors are
statistical and the second systematic.

DELPHI (Q%) = 8.9 GeV?
z range ‘ Fy/o?
0.00398 - 0.01000 | 6.98 T04I
0.01000 - 0.02512 | 5.45 *039
0.02512 - 0.06310 | 3.58 1032
0.06310 - 0.15849 | 1.77 99
0.15849 - 0.39811 | 0.21 *96°

Table 28: Results for F§/a? obtained for the average (Q?) = 8.9 GeV? measured by the
DELPHI experiment [144] at LEP1 energy. Only the total erro is available. There is no
error due to model dependence.
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DELPHI

(Q?%) =15.3 GeV?

DELPHI

(Q?) =385 GeV2

z range

‘ F¢/a?

z range

‘ F¢/a?

0.00151 - 0.00204
0.00204 - 0.00275
0.00275 - 0.00372
0.00372 - 0.00500

12.06 + 1.68 7453
9.92 & 0.98 99
10.52 4 0.96 £19%
7.06 + 1.12 58

0.00490 - 0.01047
0.01047 - 0.02239
0.02239 - 0.04786
0.04786 - 0.10233

11.68 + 0.74 71
8.99 & 0.62 9%
6.65 + 0.77 £0-46
5.44 + 0.88 105

DELPHI (Q?) = 24.5 GeV? 0.10233 - 0.21878 | 3.42 + 1.18 0%
2 range | FS/o? DELPHI (Q%) = 62.4 GeV?
0.00295 - 0.00575 | 10.54 + 0.75 *0:70 z range | Fy/o?

0.00575 - 0.01122
0.01122 - 0.02188
0.02188 - 0.04266
0.04266 - 0.08318
0.08318 - 0.16218

8.98 + 0.50 *9-7
7.05 & 0.48 9%
5.74 £ 0.62 7533
3.36 + 0.74 139
3.44 4+ 0.90 *H99

0.00794 - 0.01585
0.01585 - 0.03162
0.03162 - 0.06310
0.06310 - 0.12589
0.12589 - 0.25119

13.30 & 0.99 05
9.53 & 0.84 119
7.75 + 0.86 T
5.51 & 1.02 £9-22
2.17 4+ 0.75 +}56

Table 29: Results for Fy/a? obtained in four intervals of Q* with the average values of
(Q?) =15.3, 24.5, 38.5 and 62.4 GeV? measured by the DELPHI experiment [144] at LEP2
energies. The first error is statistical and the second systematic. There is no error due to
model dependence.

115



D Results on hadronic structure of the virtual photon

In this Appendix we present the results on the photon hadronic structure function Fy ob-
tained by the LEP experiments OPAL, ALEPH, DELPHI and L3 as well as by the other
experiments including AMY, CELLO, JADE, PLUTO, TASSO, TOPAZ and TPC/2v. In
all cases the structure functions scaled by the fine structure constant are given. Depending
on the measurement, both statistical and systematical errors or only statistical or total error
are given.

| PLUTO | | PLUTO |

(Q?) =5 GeV?  (P?%) =0.35 GeV? (Q?) =5 GeV?

(x) T range Fl/a £oi. (P*) | Fh/a =£0um

0.05 | 0.00 - 0.10 0.22 £0.04 0.0 0.35 +£0.04

0.19 | 0.10 - 0.28 0.27 +0.07 0.2 0.26 +£0.05

0.39 | 0.28 - 0.50 0.35 £0.11 0.4 0.26 £0.05

0.63 | 0.50 - 0.76 0.54 +0.25 0.6 0.16 =+£0.05
0.8 0.20 +£0.12

Table 30: Effective structure function Fj; scaled by the fine structure constant measured by
the PLUTO experiment [145]. The structure function is given as a function of x for virtual
photons at (P?) = 0.35 GeV? (Q?) = 5 GeV? and as a function of P? for (Q*) =5 GeV?.
The point at P? = (0 was taken from [122]. The values given in the tables have been read
out from the figures in the above publications.

| L3 | | L3
(Q%) = 120 GeV2Z _ (P?) = 3.7 GoV2 Q%) =120 GeVZ  0.05 < < 0.98
(x) rrange | Flp/a £0ga L0gys (P?) Fh/o *oga Togys
0.13] 0.05-0.20 | 0.42 +£0.16 =+£0.05 0.0 0.83 40.06 =40.08
0.30 | 0.20 - 0.40 | 0.71 40.24 40.09 2.0 0.87 40.25 £0.11
0.50 | 0.40 - 0.60 | 0.72 +0.34 +0.09 3.9 1.00 40.32 +0.13
0.70 | 0.60 - 0.80 | 1.27 +0.51 +0.16 6.4 1.02 +0.70 4+0.13
0.89]10.80-098 | 1.48 +0.66 +0.19 3.7 0.94 4+0.19 +0.12

Table 31: Effective structure function Fj; scaled by the fine structure constant measured
by the L3 experiment [146]. The structure function is given as a function of x for virtual
photons at (P?) = 3.7 GeV?, (Q?) = 120 GeV? and as a function of P? for (Q?) = 120 GeV?,
0.05 < x < 0.98. In the last row in the right table the structure function value averaged over
whole P? range is given.
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OPAL
(x) T range doee/dr £0star  E0Ogys Ty H0gar  EOgys
[pb)] [mb]
0.06 | 0.0-0.1 1.46 +0.27 04| 466 +085 O
0.15 | 0.1-0.2 1.22 +0.20 515 | 892 4142 01
0.26 | 0.2-0.35 0.55 +0.11 0| 576 +£1.10 0 fLI8
Q% | Q?range | doe/dQ* £0gar EOsys | Oyror 00t TOsys
(GeV?] [GeV?] [pb/GeV?] [nb]
13.6 10 - 16 0.016  +0.003 0008 | 5.63  £1.23
18.9 16 - 22 0.026  £0.004 0% | 6.37  +0.91 0D
24.4 | 22-27 0.013  £0.003 003 | 391  £0.89 03
(W) W range | doe./dW — f0ga Fogys | Oy +0star  EOgys
[GeV?] | [GeV?] [pb/GeV?] [nb]

7.2 5-10 0.031  +0.004 f300%% | 6.79  £0.96  iif
12.4 10 - 15 0.017  £0.004 o001z | 7.11 +1.51  f552
20.6 15 - 35 0.005  £0.001 *5o0% | 5.53 1.4 09
415 | 35-50 0.001  =£0.001 *Jo01 | 310  £2.06 T3
A¢ A¢ range | doee/dA¢  E0ga  Eogys | Ty +0star  EOgys
[rad] [rad] [pb)] [nb]

0.31 |0.00-0.63| 0.081  40.022 *598 | 318  +0.84 90
094 |0.63-1.26| 0.098  40.024 5921 425  +1.03 93
157 |1.26-189| 0.130  +0.026 00 | 684  +1.38 198
2.20 | 1.89-251| 0117  +0.026 01| 744  +1.67 070
2.83 | 251-3.14| 0132  £0.028 0% | 956 £2.02 5%

_ _ doee/AY  £0gu  EOgs | Oy +0star  EOgys
Y Y range b nb)

0.5 0-1 0.059  +0.013 0% | 6.11  +1.34 139
1.5 1-2 0.105  40.018 907 | 6.84  41.17 043
2.5 2-3 0.108  +0.020 o007 | 7.99  £1.51 O3
3.5 3-4 0.040  +0.014 008 | 378 £1.38 05
5.0 4-6 0.026  40.010 *58% | 497  +£1.82 9%

Table 32: The differential cross-section for the process ee™ — ete™ hadrons and the total
cross section for the process 7*y* — hadrons in the region F, 9 > 0.4E;, 34 < 615 < 55
mrad and W > 5 GeV, as a function of x, Q?, W, A¢ and Y. The average value of =, Q?,
W and the central value for A¢ and Y in a bin, value of the bin boundaries, value of the

cross-section with statistical and systematic errors, are given.
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ALEPH | ALEPH
€rag Tange | doee/derg  EOstar +0gys A¢ range | doe./dA¢  +oga +0gys
[pb] [rad] [pb/rad]
0.30 - 0.40 2.85 +0.47  £1.03 | 0.00- 0.31 0.45 +0.07  £0.02
0.40 - 0.50 2.78 +0.39  +0.30 || 0.31-0.63 0.49 +0.07  £0.02
0.50 - 0.60 3.01 +0.37  +0.32 || 0.63-0.94| 0.58 +0.08  +0.06
0.60 - 0.70 3.12 4+0.36  +£0.10 || 0.94-1.26 0.54 +0.08  +0.07
0.70 - 0.80 4.36 4036 +£0.21 || 1.26-157| 0.53 +0.08  +0.06
0.80 - 0.90 5.19 +0.36  +0.27 || 1.57 - 1.88 0.62 +0.08  +0.05
0.90 - 0.95 11.51 +0.78  £0.40 || 1.88-2.20 0.82 +0.09  +0.03
0.95 - 1.00 27.24 +1.75 4299 || 2.20 - 2,51 0.58 +0.09  +0.03
0 range doe./df +0gtat +0ys 2.51-2.83 0.83 +0.10 +0.08
[rad] [pb/rad] 2.83-3.14| 0.88 +0.13  +0.14
0.035-0.040 | 110.11 +9.63  £3.92 || Wrange | doe/dW — F0ge  +0us
0.040 - 0.045 | 122.18 +9.94  £3.01 [GeV?] [pb/GeV?]
0.045-0.050 | 94.71 +8.01  +£247 3-5 0.1409  £0.0164 +0.0257
0.050 - 0.055 |  81.16 +7.08  +£2.73 5-10 0.1263  +0.0095 =0.0033
0.060 - 0.070 |  40.57 +3.63  +1.65 10 - 15 0.0763  +0.0072 =£0.0032
0.070 - 0.090 |  28.08 +2.14  +0.92 15 - 35 0.0276  +0.0023 =+0.0023
0.090- 0.120 | 15.81 +1.29  +0.55 35 - 50 0.0102  =£0.0020 +0.0021
0.120 - 0.155 6.49 +0.84 4027 50 - 80 0.0005 Hooee £0.0020
Q? range doee/dQ*  +0ga Fogys T range doe./dx +0utat F0ogys
[GeV?] [pb/GeV?] [pb]
2-6 0.0133  £0.0062 40.0056 || 0.00 - 0.05 | 17.71 +1.38  £2.00
6-10 0.0852  40.0112 =+0.0059 || 0.05-0.10 |  14.48 +1.05  +1.13
10 - 20 0.1290  £0.0070 40.0052 || 0.10-0.15 | 11.97 +0.95  +0.77
20 - 30 0.0785  £0.0056 =40.0161 || 0.15 - 0.20 8.20 +0.79  +0.44
30 - 40 0.0415  =£0.0081 =40.0073 || 0.20 - 0.25 6.62 +0.72  +0.56
40 - 50 0.0263  =£0.0030 40.0013 || 0.25 - 0.30 7.31 +0.70  +0.43
50 - 70 0.0160  =£0.0016 40.0004 || 0.30 - 0.40 3.71 +0.36  +0.22
70 - 100 0.0111  40.0011 =£0.0008 || 0.40 - 0.50 2.19 +0.28  +0.14
100 - 150 0.0038  =£0.0005 40.0003 || 0.50 - 1.00 0.42 +0.06  +0.09
150 - 200 0.0010  =£0.0003 =40.0002

Table 33: The differential cross-section for the process ete™ — eTe™ hadrons and the total
cross section for the process v*y* — hadrons in the region F;o > 0.4E), 34 < 615 < 55
mrad and W > 5 GeV, as a function of #, Q?, W, A¢ and Y. The average value of =, Q?,
W and the central value for A¢ and Y in a bin, value of the bin boundaries, value of the

cross-section with statistical and systematic errors, are given.
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ALEPH

— doee/dY  L0gu  Eosys | doee/dY  E£oga  E£Osys | Oprpr EOsar  EOsys
;e m [bb) ub)

-1.0-00] 0224 +0.028 +0.031| 0.142 +0.022 +0.015| 20 +03 =02
0.0-1.0| 0437 40.039 +0.015| 0.321  40.034 +0.014 | 4.5 +0.5 +0.2
1.0-20| 0542  £0.045 +0.022 | 0385 +0.038 +0.014| 6.9 +0.7 +0.3
2.0-3.0| 0422 40.040 +0.030 | 0232 40.030 +0.019 | 47 +0.6 =04
3.0-4.0| 0227  40.035 +0.017 | 0.115 40.025 #+0.008 | 3.1  +0.7 0.2
4.0-50] 0117  +0.026 +0.024| 0.073 +0.021 +0.016| 3.5 +1.0 =08
50-6.0| 0026 000 40.013| 0.012 99 40010 | 1.5 2 413
6.0-7.0| 0.008 0¥ 4+0.005| 0.005 981 40004 | 25  FIZ 420

Table 34: The differential cross-section for the process ete™ — eTe™ hadrons and the total
cross section for the process v*7y* — hadrons in the region F;o > 0.4E}, 34 < 615 < 55
mrad and W > 5 GeV, as a function of z, Q?, W, A¢ and Y. The average value of =, 2,
W and the central value for A¢ and Y in a bin, value of the bin boundaries, value of the
cross-section with statistical and systematic errors, are given.

| L3

<Q2> Q2 range do’ee/dCQ2 :tastat :tasys :tarad 0"\1*7* iastat :to-sys j:o'rad

(GeV?] | [GeV?] [pb/GeV?| [nb]
12.0 10 - 14 0.0718 +0.0070 40.0061 4£0.0022 | 6.49 +0.64 =+0.55 =+£0.20
15.9 14 - 18 0.0522 +0.0057 40.0044 4+0.0016 | 4.84 +0.53 =+0.41 =+£0.15
20.5 18 - 24 0.0273 +0.0033 +0.0023 4+0.0008 | 4.54 +0.55 +0.39 =+0.14
27.0 24 - 32 0.0066 +0.0014 40.0006 4+0.0002 | 3.38 +£0.74 +0.29 =+0.10
(W) | W range | doe./dW — +ogam +0gys +0r0d | Oyiyr £Ostar  £Osys  £Orad

(GeV?] | [GeV?] [pb/GeV?| [nb]
7.2 5- 10 0.0747 +0.0096 40.0063 4£0.0023 | 6.34 +0.82 +0.54 =+0.19
13.9 10 - 20 0.0263 +0.0024 40.0022 4£0.0008 | 5.27 +0.49 +0.45 =+0.16
27.9 20 - 40 0.0062 +0.0007 40.0005 #£0.0003 | 3.71 +0.40 =+0.32 =+0.16
61.6 40 - 100 0.0014 +0.0002 40.0001 =£0.0001 | 5.24 +0.79 +0.45 =+0.34
Y Y range | do../dY  +oga +0gys +0r0d | Oyiyr £Ostat  £Osys  £Orad

[pb] [mb]
2.2 20-25 0.315 +0.048  £0.027 £0.009 | 5.65 +0.86 +£0.48 +0.17
2.9 25-3.5 0.184 +0.018 40.016  £0.006 | 4.90 +0.48 +0.42 =+0.16
4.2 3.5-5.0 0.085 +0.009 +0.007 40.004 | 3.99 +0.42 +0.34 4+0.19
5.9 50-7.0 0.037 +0.006 +0.003 +0.002 | 5.82 +0.97 +0.49 +0.37

Table 35: The differential cross-section for the process ete™ — eTe™ hadrons and the total
cross section for the process 7*y* — hadrons in the region F, 9 > 0.4E;, 34 < 615 < 55
mrad and W > 5 GeV, as a function of z, Q?, W, A¢ and Y. The average value of =, 2,
W and the central value for A¢ and Y in a bin, value of the bin boundaries, value of the
cross-section with statistical and systematic errors, are given.
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