arXiv:2101.05733v1 [hep-ph] 14 Jan 2021

DESY 21-003 DO-TH 21/01 TTP 21-001 RISC Report Series 21-01 MSUHEP-21-002 SAGEX-21-01 January 2021

The Polarized Transition Matrix Element A_{gq}(N) of the Variable Flavor Number Scheme at O(α^3_s)

A. Behring^a, J. Blümlein^b, A. De Freitas^b, A. von Manteuffel^c, K. Schönwald^{a,b}, and C. Schneider^d

a Institut für Theoretische Teilchenphysik Campus Süd, Karlsruher Institut für Technologie (KIT) D-76128 Karlsruhe, Germany

b Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron, DESY, Platanenallee 6, D-15738 Zeuthen, Germany

c Department of Physics and Astronomy, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824, USA

d Research Institute for Symbolic Computation (RISC), Johannes Kepler University, Altenbergerstraße 69, A-4040, Linz, Austria

Abstract

We calculate the polarized massive operator matrix element A^{(3)}_{gq} (N) to 3-loop order in Quantum Chromodynamics analytically at general values of the Mellin variable N both in the single- and double-mass case in the Larin scheme. It is a transition function required in the variable flavor number scheme at O(α^3_s). We also present the results in momentum fraction space.

1 Introduction

The variable flavor number scheme (VFNS) can be used to translate twist-2 parton distributions from a scheme with N_F light flavors to a scheme with N_F + 1 light flavors at a scale μ^2. Thus, it allows for a process-independent description of the transition from a massive quark to a massless quark. In the single heavy mass case this has been worked out to 2-loop order in [1] and to 3-loop order in [2]. In terms of the N_F -flavor distributions the new (N_F + 1)-flavor massless parton densities are given by

f_k(N_f + 1, μ^2) + f_k(N_f + 1, μ^2) = A^{NS}_{qq,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ [ f_k(N_f , μ^2) + f_k(N_f , μ^2) ]

+Ã^{PS}_{qq,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ Σ(N_f , μ^2) +Ã^S_{qg,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ G(N_f , μ^2), f_{Q+}¯_Q(N_f + 1, μ^2) = Ã^{PS}_{Qq} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ Σ(N_f , μ^2) + Ã^S_{Qg} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ G(N_f , μ^2), G(N_f + 1, μ^2) = A^S_{gq,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ Σ(N_f , μ^2) + A^S_{gg,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) ⊗ G(N_f , μ^2), Σ(N_f + 1, μ^2) =

N_f +1∑

k=1 [ f_k(N_f + 1, μ^2) + f_k(N_f + 1, μ^2) ]

= [ A^{NS}_{qq,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) + N_fÃ^{PS}_{qq,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) + Ã^{PS}_{Qq} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 )]

⊗Σ(N_f , μ^2) + [ N_f Ã^S_{qg,Q} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 ) + Ã^S_{Qg} ( N_f , μ^2 m^2 )] ⊗ G(N_f , μ^2). (1.1)

The quark and antiquark parton densities are denoted by f_k and f¯_k, respectively, and G(N_F , μ^2) is the gluon density. We write Σ(N_F , μ^2) = ∑_{NF} k=1(f_k + f¯_k) for the singlet-quark density. The massive operator matrix elements (OMEs) A_{ij} (N_F , m^2/μ^2) are process-independent quantities and have an expansion in the strong coupling constant a_s = α_s/(4π),

A_{ij} (N) = δ_{ij} + ∞∑ k=1 a^k_s A^{(k)}_{ij} (N). (1.2)

Here, μ denotes the decoupling scale and m is the mass of the decoupling heavy-quark flavor Q. The OMEs explicitly depend on the mass through logarithms. In total, there are seven different OMEs contributing to the matching relations. Moreover, we introduce the shorthand notations

f̃(N_F ) = f N_F , f̂(N_F ) = f(N_F + 1) − f(N_F ). (1.3)

The VFNS is important for obtaining parton distribution functions at very large virtualities as they are required for, e.g., scattering processes at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), the Tevatron, RHIC and the EIC, in particular for precision measurements of observables in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) and the determination of the strong coupling constant α_s(M_Z ) [3]. The relations (1.1) apply structurally to both the unpolarized and polarized case.

The corresponding relations have to be generalized in the case of two heavy-quark contributions, as for charm and bottom quarks, the masses of which are very similar, cf. [4–6]. We also provide the 2-mass 3-loop OME A^{(3),two−mass}gq , for which a closed form expression can be obtained [7].

The individual OMEs start contributing at different orders: The OME Ã^S_{Qg} starts already at 1-loop order, while Ã^{PS}_{Qq}, A^{NS}_{qq,Q}, A^S_{gg,Q} and A^S_{gq,Q} only contribute from 2-loop order onward. At 3-loop order, also Ã^{PS}_{qq,Q} and Ã^S_{qg,Q} appear. The complete 2-loop corrections were calculated in Refs. [1,6,8–13] for the unpolarized and polarized cases. Mellin moments for the OMEs at 3-loop order were calculated in [2, 14] and for transversity A^{NS,TR}_{qq,Q} in [15]. Depending on the process, the moments reached up to N = 13 at most.

In [16], the unpolarized OMEs Ã^{PS}_{qq,Q}(N) and Ã^S_{qg,Q}(N), as well as the O(N_f T^2_F C_{A,F} ) corrections to the OMEs Ã^S_{Qg}, Ã^{PS}_{Qq}, A^{NS}_{qq,Q} and A^{NS,TR}_{qq,Q} have been calculated at 3-loop order. Here, T_F = 1/2, C_A = N_c, C_F = (N^2_c − 1)/(2N_c) denote the color factors for the gauge group SU(N_c). For A^S_{gg,Q} and A^S_{gq,Q} the corresponding contributions were calculated in [17]. Furthermore, the unpolarized 3-loop OMEs A^{NS}_{qq,Q}, Ã^{PS}_{Qq}, A^S_{gq,Q} and A^S_{gg,Q} were obtained in [18–22] and the logarithmic contributions to 3-loop order in Ref. [23]. Partial results for Ã^{(3)}_{Qg} were calculated in [24]. The massive 3-loop polarized OMEs are known in the non-singlet and pure-singlet cases [18,25]. The two-mass contributions up to 3-loop order are known in the unpolarized case [4,5,26,27] and in the polarized case in [28, 29], in both cases up to Ã^{(3)}_{Qg}. Heavy-flavor contributions to charged current processes up to 3-loop order and the polarized structure function g^{NS}_1 (x, Q^2) were dealt with in [30–33].

In the present paper we compute the complete polarized OME A^{S,(3)}_{gq,Q}(N) for general values of N in both the single- and two-mass cases. Note that we will drop the superscript S in the following, since for this OME only the singlet part contributes. Due to the crossing relations, cf. [34], only the odd moments contribute and they are used to construct the analytic continuation to complex values of N or the Bjorken x-space, respectively. From the O(1/ε) pole term one obtains the contribution to the 3-loop polarized anomalous dimension γ^{(2)}gq ∝ T_F , cf. [35,36]. We perform the calculation using the Larin scheme [37], which is a consistent scheme w.r.t. the γ_5 problem, see also [35]. It is convenient to work in this scheme also for the description of the observables in polarized deep-inelastic scattering. This requires that also the polarized parton distribution functions are evolved using this scheme and that one calculates the massless Wilson coefficients in this scheme. Observables, such as the deep-inelastic structure functions, are then scheme-independent. The OME A^{(3)}_{gq,Q}(N) requires to use a special projector for the external quark lines, which has first been derived in Ref. [35], Eq. (11).

The paper is organized as follows. We discuss technical details of the calculation in Section 2. In Section 3, we present the constant part of the unrenormalized single-mass 3-loop OME A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} in Mellin-N space and discuss its small- and large-x behavior. Section 4 is devoted to the analytic calculation of the OME A^{(3),two−mass}

gq,Q . Section 5 contains the conclusions. In the Appendix, we

present the polarized single- and two-mass OME A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} in Mellin- and momentum-fraction space, treating the heavy-quark mass in both in the on-shell and MS scheme.

2 The Formalism

Concerning the formalism, we follow closely Ref. [21], in which the corresponding result in the unpolarized case has been calculated. Renormalizing the heavy-quark mass in the on-shell scheme and the coupling constant in the MS scheme, the massive operator matrix element A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} has the structure [2] A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} = − γ^{(0)}gq 24 { γ^{(0)}_{gq} γ̂^{(0)}_{qg} + ( γ^{(0)}_{qq} − γ^{(0)}_{gg} + 10β_0 + 24β_{0,Q} ) β_{0,Q} } ln^3 (m2 μ^2 ) + 1 8 { 6γ^{(1)}_{gq} β_{0,Q}

+γ̂^{(1)}_{gq} ( γ^{(0)}_{gg} − γ^{(0)}_{qq} − 4β_0 − 6β_{0,Q} ) + γ^{(0)}_{gq} ( γ̂^{(1),NS} qq + γ̂^{(1),PS}_{qq} − γ̂^{(1)}_{gg} + 2β_{1,Q} ) } ln^2 (m2 μ^2 )

+ 1 8 { 4γ̂^{(2)}_{gq} + 4a^{(2)}_{gq,Q} ( γ^{(0)}_{gg} − γ^{(0)}_{qq} − 4β_0 − 6β_{0,Q} ) + 4γ^{(0)}_{gq} ( a^{(2),NS} qq,Q + a (2),PS Qq − a^{(2)}_{gg,Q}

+β^{(1)}_{1,Q} ) + γ^{(0)}_{gq} ζ_2 ( γ^{(0)}_{gq} γ̂^{(0)}_{qg} + [ γ^{(0)}_{qq} − γ^{(0)}_{gg} + 12β_{0,Q} + 10β_0 ] β_{0,Q} ) } ln (m2 μ^2 )

+a^{(2)}_{gq,Q} ( γ^{(0)}_{qq} − γ^{(0)}_{gg} + 4β_0 + 6β_{0,Q} ) + γ^{(0)}_{gq} ( a^{(2)}_{gg,Q} − a^{(2),PS}_{Qq} − a^{(2),NS}_{qq,Q} ) − γ^{(0)}_{gq} β^{(2)}_{1,Q} − γ^{(0)}gq ζ_3 24 ( γ^{(0)}_{gq} γ̂^{(0)}_{qg} + [ γ^{(0)}_{qq} − γ^{(0)}_{gg} + 10β_0 ] β_{0,Q} ) − 3γ^{(1)}gq β_{0,Q}ζ_2 8 + 2δm^{(−1)}_1 a^{(2)}_{gq,Q}

+δm^{(0)}_1 γ̂^{(1)}_{gq} + 4δm^{(1)}_1 β_{0,Q}γ^{(0)}_{gq} + a^{(3)}_{gq,Q} . (2.1)

This expression depends on the Riemann ζ-function evaluated at integer values, ζ_k = ∑_∞ l=1 l^{−k}, k ∈ N, k ≥ 2, the polarized anomalous dimensions γ^{(k)}_{ij} up to three-loop order (i.e.

k = 0, 1, 2) [35, 36], the expansion coefficients of the QCD β-function [38–44], terms from mass renormalization [45] and the constant parts of the unrenormalized massive OMEs a^{(k)}_{ij} in the polarized case [6, 11–13], again up to three-loop order. The expansion coefficients related to the QCD β-function are given by

β_0 = 11 3 C_A − 4 3 T_F N_F , (2.2) β_{0,Q} = − 4 3 T_F , (2.3)

β_{1,Q} = −4 ( 5 3 C_A + C_F ) T_F , (2.4)

β^{(1)}_{1,Q} = − 32 9 T_F C_A + 15T_F C_F , (2.5)

β^{(2)}_{1,Q} = − 86 27 T_F C_A − 31 4 T_F C_F − T_F ( 5 3 C_A + C_F ) ζ_2 , (2.6)

and the terms stemming from mass renormalization read

δm^{(−1)}_1 = 6C_F , (2.7) δm^{(0)}_1 = −4C_F , (2.8)

δm^{(1)}_1 = C_F ( 4 + 3 4 ζ_2 ) . (2.9)

From the logarithmic terms one can extract the complete 2-loop anomalous dimension γ^{(1)}gq [35, 36, 46, 47] and the contributions ∝ T_F of γ^{(2)}gq (N), one of the anomalous dimensions at 3-loop order [35, 36].

We use a well established approach to calculate the 86 contributing Feynman diagrams. First the diagrams are generated with an extension of QGRAF [48] which can deal with local operator insertions [2]. The Feynman rules are then inserted in TFORM [49] where also the Dirac- and colortraces are calculated. The local operator insertions are resummed into generating functions using the auxiliary variable t, cf. [50]. This introduces on top of the usual denominators from particle propagators denominators which depend linearly on the loop momenta and the variable t. The scalar integrals are subsequently reduced to a minimal set of master integrals using the implementation of integration-by-parts reduction [51] in Reduze2 [52], which can also deal with linear propagators. The solutions of the master integrals are obtained using standard techniques.^1 This includes methods based on hypergeometric functions [9,50,54–57], Mellin-Barnes representations [58] and differential equations [59, 60]. For the analytic continuation of Mellin-Barnes integrals, the packages MB [61] and MBresolve [62] were used. When applying methods based on direct integration and Mellin-Barnes representations the results are typically given by multiple sums over hypergeometric expressions which can still depend on the dimensional parameter ε = D−4. These expressions can be expanded in ε and the resulting sums can afterwards be performed utilizing modern summation technology [63–71] as encoded in the packages Sigma [72,73],

HarmonicSums [74–76], EvaluateMultiSums, SumProduction [77], and ρ-Sum [78]. For one of

the master integrals it was essential to apply the multivariate Almkvist-Zeilberger algorithm [79] as implemented in the package MultiIntegrate [59, 75] on the Mellin-space representation of the master integral. This way we were able to directly compute a difference equation for the Mellin-space result which we solved using the same summation technology cited before. The final results for individual master integrals, diagrams and the full final result have been checked by computing a number of integer moments with MATAD [80].

As in the unpolarized case, the polarized OME A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} can be completely expressed by harmonic sums S_{⃗a}(N) and ζ-values [81] in Mellin-space and harmonic polylogarithms H_{⃗a}(x) and ζ-values in Bjorken x-space. The definitions of harmonic sums and harmonic polylogarithms are given by the iterative formulas [82] S_{b,⃗a}(N) = N∑ k=1 sign(b)^k k^{|b|} S_{⃗a}(k), S_∅(N) = 1; a_i, b ∈ Z \ {0}, N ∈ N \ {0} (2.10) and [83]

H_{b,⃗a}(x) = 1∫ 0 dxf_b(x)H_{⃗a}(x), H_∅(x) = 1, H0, . . . , 0 n times

(x) = 1 n! ln^n(x) (2.11)

with a ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and

f_1(x) = 1 1 − x , f_0(x) = 1 x , f_{−1}(x) = 1 1 + x

. (2.12)

The full renormalization and mass factorization of all massive operator matrix elements including A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} up to 3-loop order has been presented in Ref. [2] for the single mass case and in Ref. [4] for the two-mass case. The necessary steps are the renormalization of the masses, the coupling constant and the twist-2 light cone operators. Furthermore, collinear singularities have to be removed by mass factorization. Contrary to the massless case, the Z-factors related to the ultraviolet renormalization in the massive case are not inverse to those describing the collinear singularities. Moreover, the coupling constant is first renormalized in a MOM scheme using the background-field method [84] and afterwards translated to the usual MS scheme in order to fulfill the on-shell condition of the external partonic states.

1For a recent review, see Ref. [53].

3 The Single-Mass Correction

In the single-mass case, the renormalized OME (2.1) can be expressed in terms of lower-order terms as well as the newly evaluated constant part a^{(3)}gq (N) of the unrenormalized OME. We define

p̄_{gq} =

2 + N N(1 + N)

(3.1)

and use the shorthand notation S_{⃗k}(N) ≡ S_{⃗k}. One obtains

a^{(3)}_{gq} (N) = 1 2 [1 − (−1)^N ] { C_F T^2_F { N_F p̄_{gq} [ 32 ( 616 + 2109N + 2334N^2 + 868N^3 ) 243(1 + N)^3 + ( − 32 ( 28 + 55N + 30N^2 ) 27(1 + N)^2 − 16 9 S_2 ) S_1 +

16(2 + 5N) 27(1 + N)

S^2_1 − 16 27 S^3_1 + 16(2 + 5N) 27(1 + N)

S_2 − 32 27 S_3 + ( 16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N) − 16 3 S_1 ) ζ_2 − 224 9 ζ_3 ]

+p̄_{gq} [ 16 ( 157 + 957N + 1299N^2 + 607N^3 ) 243(1 + N)^3 − ( 32 ( 25 + 48N + 29N^2 ) 27(1 + N)^2 + 32 9 S_2 ) S_1 + 32(2 + 5N) 27(1 + N)

S^2_1 − 32 27 S^3_1 +

32(2 + 5N) 27(1 + N)

S_2 − 64 27 S_3 + ( 32(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N) − 32 3 S_1 ) ζ_2 + 512 9 ζ_3 ]} + C^2_F T_F { 4ζ_3P_{11} 9(N − 1)N^3(1 + N)^3 + 8P_{12} 81(N − 1)N^3(1 + N)^3

S_3 − 4P_{14} 81(N − 1)N^4(1 + N)^4

S_2 −

4P_{16} 243(N − 1)^2N^5(1 + N)^5(2 + N) + p̄_{gq} [ 64 3 B_4 + ( − 8P_{10} 243N^3(1 + N)^3 + 4(125 + 167N) 27(1 + N)

S_2 − 208 27 S_3 + 32 9 S_{2,1} ) S_1 + ( 4P_5 81N^2(1 + N)^2 − 28 9 S_2 ) S^2_1 − 4 ( 48 + 119N + 197N^2 ) 81N(1 + N)

S^3_1 + 58 27 S^4_1 − 2 3 S^2_2 − 220 9 S_4 −

16(23 + 29N) 27(1 + N)

S_{2,1} + 32 3 S_{3,1} − 32 9 S_{2,1,1} − ( 2P_4 9N^2(1 + N)^2 + 4 ( 12 + 5N + 11N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S_1 − 20 3 S^2_1 + 28 3 S_2 ) ζ_2 − 192 5 ζ^2_2 + 304 9 S_1ζ_3 ]

− 128 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2

S_{−1}S_2 − ( 128(3 + N)(1 + 2N) 3(N − 1)^2N(1 + N)^3(2 + N) − 128 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−1} ) S_{−2} − 128 3(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−3} + 128 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{2,−1} − 128 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−2,−1} }

+C_AC_F T_F { 16P_1 27(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−3} − 4P_2 9(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 ζ_3 + 16P_3 81(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2

S_3 −

4P_7 27(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^3

S_2 −

4P_8 81N^3(1 + N)^3

S^2_1

− 4P_{15} 243(N − 1)^2N^5(1 + N)^5(2 + N) + p̄_{gq} [ − 32 3 B_4 + ( − 848 27 S_3 − 64 9 S_{2,1} +32S_{−2,1} ) S_1 − 304 9 S_{−3}S_1 − 58 27 S^4_1 − 116 9 S^2_1 S_2 − 122 9 S^2_2 − 356 9 S_4 − ( 176 9 S^2_1 + 176 9 S_2 ) S_{−2} − 32 9 S^2_{−2} − 320 9 S_{−4} + 32 3 S_{3,1} + 224 9 S_{−2,2} + 272 9 S_{−3,1} +16S_{2,1,1} − 352 9 S_{−2,1,1} + ( − 20 3 S^2_1 − 4S_2 − 8S_{−2} ) ζ_2 + 192 5 ζ^2_2 − 112 9 S_1ζ_3 ]

+ ( 8P_{13} 243N^4(1 + N)^4 − 4 ( 12 + 194N − 61N^2 − 253N^3 ) 27(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)

S_2 ) S_1 + 4 ( 204 + 262N + 711N^2 + 293N^3 ) 81N^2(1 + N)^2

S^3_1 + 64 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2

S_{−1}S_2 − ( 16P_9 27(N − 1)^2N(1 + N)^3(2 + N) + 32 ( 29 + 28N − 71N^2 − 40N^3 ) 27(N − 1)N(1 + N)^2

S_1 + 64 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−1} ) S_{−2} − 16 ( 48 − 27N + 11N^2 − 14N^3 ) 9(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{2,1} − 64 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2

S_{2,−1} + 32 ( 1 + 2N − 37N^2 − 20N^3 ) 27(N − 1)N(1 + N)^2 S_{−2,1} + 64 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−2,−1} − ( 4P_6 9N^3(1 + N)^3 − 4 ( 60 + 70N + 135N^2 + 53N^3 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S_1 ) ζ_2 }} , (3.2)

with the polynomials

P_1 = 40N^4 + 83N^3 − 22N^2 − 11N + 36, (3.3) P_2 = 89N^4 + 370N^3 − 169N^2 + 30N − 608, (3.4) P_3 = 136N^4 + 152N^3 − 43N^2 − 53N − 138, (3.5) P_4 = 204N^4 + 390N^3 + 187N^2 + 37N + 114, (3.6) P_5 = 697N^4 + 1283N^3 + 736N^2 + 60N + 72, (3.7) P_6 = 7N^5 − 5N^4 − 9N^3 + 29N^2 − 100N − 12, (3.8) P_7 = 231N^5 + 408N^4 + 77N^3 − 602N^2 − 1202N + 8, (3.9) P_8 = 1141N^5 + 3817N^4 + 4142N^3 + 2708N^2 − 396N − 288, (3.10) P_9 = 106N^6 + 389N^5 + 96N^4 − 920N^3 − 800N^2 + 27N + 238, (3.11) P_{10} = 230N^6 + 1179N^5 + 2481N^4 + 2354N^3 + 1074N^2 + 198N + 108, (3.12) P_{11} = 281N^6 + 891N^5 + 423N^4 − 799N^3 − 1112N^2 − 500N + 240, (3.13) P_{12} = 511N^6 + 1431N^5 + 457N^4 − 1131N^3 − 428N^2 + 240N + 648, (3.14) P_{13} = 4307N^7 + 19468N^6 + 33504N^5 + 31031N^4 + 11038N^3 + 1608N^2 − 1440N −432, (3.15) P_{14} = 2207N^8 + 8327N^7 + 8423N^6 − 451N^5 − 5122N^4 − 4636N^3 − 4860N^2 +1296, (3.16) P_{15} = 7027N^{12} + 39120N^{11} + 73621N^{10} + 17722N^9 − 143181N^8 − 181350N^7

+17183N^6 + 97038N^5 + 11306N^4 − 53746N^3 − 5916N^2 − 2808N − 432, (3.17) P_{16} = 14748N^{12} + 83610N^{11} + 133975N^{10} − 53587N^9 − 315078N^8 − 143766N^7 +221994N^6 + 176898N^5 − 29869N^4 − 10811N^3 + 44106N^2 + 684N +1512. (3.18)

The color factors in QCD take on the values C_A = 3, C_F = 4/3, T_F = 1/2. The nested sums and constants in a^{(3)}gq (N) have weights up to w = 4 and the constant

B_4 = −4ζ_2 ln^2(2) + 2 3 ln^4(2) − 13 2 ζ_4 + 16Li_4 (1 2 ) (3.19)

appears. Here, we write Li_k(x) = ∑_∞ l=1 x^l/l^k, |x| ≤ 1 for the classical polylogarithm. As a cross-check, we compared this result to an independent calculation of the moments N = 3, 5, 7 using MATAD [80] and we find agreement.

The nested sums can be mapped to a basis using algebraic reduction [85] after which only the sums

S_1, S_2, S_3, S_4, S_{−1}, S_{−2}, S_{−3}, S_{−4}, S_{2,1}, S_{2,−1}, S_{−2,−1}, S_{−2,1}, S_{−2,2}, S_{3,1}, S_{−3,1}, S_{2,1,1}, S_{−2,1,1} (3.20)

appear. In addition, structural relations, such as multiple argument relations and differentiation, [86], can be applied, which leaves us only with

S_1, S_{2,1}, S_{−2,1}, S_{−3,1}, S_{2,1,1}, S_{−2,1,1} (3.21)

as basic sums. At N = 1, the OME a^{(3)}gq (N) has a removable singularity. In this limit the expression becomes

a^{(3)}_{gq} (N → 1) = C_F T_F { T_F [ − 508 81 + 8 3 ζ_2 + 256 3 ζ_3 + N_F ( 7858 81 + 4ζ_2 3 − 112ζ_3 3 )]

+C_F [ − 26665 54 + 48B_4 − 91ζ_2 −

432ζ^2_2 5 + 364ζ_3 ] + C_A [ 11705 162 −24B_4 +

109ζ_2 3 + 432ζ^2_2 5 − 682ζ_3 3 ]} . (3.22)

This agrees with the expectation that the rightmost singularity for gluonic OMEs occurs at N = 0. As was observed in [87], removable singularities can also appear at rational values of N > 0 for massive OMEs. The OME A^{(3)}gq (N) is a meromorphic function [86] since it can be expressed in terms of harmonic sums [82] over Q(N) with rational weights whose denominators factorize, with factors of the form (N − k)^l, k ∈ Z, l ∈ N. The poles of this OME are located at negative integers, N ≤ 0.

We now turn our discussion to the behavior of a^{(3)}gq (N) in the limits N → ∞ and N → 0, i.e. the ‘leading singularity’ in the polarized case.

Around N → ∞ the constant part of the OME the asymptotic behavior is given by

a^{(3)}_{gq} (N → ∞) = C_F T_F { − 58 27 (C_A − C_F )

L^4(N) N + [ 1172 81 C_A − 788 81 C_F − 16 27 ( 2 + N_F ) T_F ] L^3(N) N + [ 80 27 (2 + N_F )T_F + C_F ( 2788 81 + 32ζ_2 9 )

−C_A ( 4564 81 + 88ζ_2 9 )] L^2(N) N + [ −T_F ( 928 27 + 128ζ_2 9 + N_F ( 320 9 + 64ζ_2 9 ))

−C_F ( 1840 243 − 536ζ_2 27 − 896ζ_3 27 ) + C_A ( 34456 243 + 112ζ_2 3 − 1424ζ_3 27 )] L(N) N } + O ( 1 N ) , (3.23)

where we abbreviate L(N) = ln(N) + γ_E and we write γ_E for the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The N → ∞ limit in N-space corresponds to the x → 1 limit in x-space. This allows us to deduce that in this limit the leading singular term is ∝ α^3_s ln^4(1 − x).

The position of the so-called ‘leading-poles’ can be inferred from an analysis of the anomalous dimensions of different scattering processes in fixed-order perturbation theory. For massless vector operators they are located at N = 1 [88], for massless quark operators at N = 0 [89, 90] and for massless scalar operators at N = −1 [91]. The leading term of a^{(3)}gq (N) in an expansion around N = 0 reads

a^{(3)}_{gq} (N → 0) = C_F T_F {[ 32 9 C_A − 112 9 C_F ] 1 N^5 + [ 32 3 C_A +

1024 27 C_F ] 1 N^4 + [ C_A ( 200 81 − 80ζ_2 9 )

−C_F ( 37636 81 + 520ζ_2 9 − 64ζ_3 3 )] 1 N^3 + [ C_F ( 380152 243 + 3296ζ_2 27 − 768ζ^2_2 5 + 176ζ_3 3 ) + C_A ( 102800 243 + 1024ζ_2 27 − 256ζ_3 )] 1 N^2 + [ T_F ( 5024 243 + 128 9 ζ_2 +

1024 9 ζ_3 + N_F ( 39424 243 + 64ζ_2 9 − 448ζ_3 9 ))

−C_F ( 11972 3 + 64 3 B_4 +

28510 81 ζ_2 −

18016 45 ζ^2_2 − 736 27 ζ_3 − 640ζ_5 )

−C_A ( 365768 243 − 32 3 B_4 +

1124ζ_2 81 − 1264ζ^2_2 9 − 2488ζ_3 9 )] 1 N } + O ( N^0 ) . (3.24)

The leading behavior in x-space is ∝ α^3_s ln^4(1/x), but the coefficients of the sub–leading terms have an oscillating sign while their magnitude increases with increasing logarithmic order, which strongly compensates the leading term in the physical region which is relevant, for example, at the EIC [92]. This is in line with earlier observations in other cases, cf. Refs. [90, 91, 93, 94]. For the complete OME A^{(3)}_{gq,Q} in N and x-space we refer to the Appendix.

4 The Two-Mass Correction

The 2-loop two-mass OME has been calculated in [6]. The 3-loop two-mass OME A^{(3),two−mass}gq is calculated as follows. Using the projector for the external quark lines given in [35] the following representation is obtained

Â^{(3),two−mass} gq,Q = CF T 2 F [ 384 d − 6 d − 2 I_{gq,Q}(N) + 1536 d − 2 I_{gq,Q}(N − 1) + ( m_1 ↔ m_2 ) ] , (4.1) where the function I_{gq,Q}(N) is given by

I_{gq,Q}(N) = ( 4π μ )_{3ε/2} Γ(6 − 3d/2)Γ(N + 1) Γ(N + d/2) 1∫ 0 dz_1 1∫ 0 dz_2 1∫ 0 dz_3 [z_1(1 − z_1)]^{1+ε/2} [z_2(1 − z_2)]^{1+ε/2}

× [z_3(1 − z_3)]^{−1−ε/2} [ z_3m^2_1 z_1(1 − z_1) + (1 − z_3)m^2 z_2(1 − z_2) ]_{3ε/2} . (4.2)

The N-dependence completely factorizes from the dependence of the masses. The integral can be performed with analytic Mellin-Barnes integral techniques. We define the mass ratio by η = m^2 m^2_1

< 1 (4.3) and L_1 = ln ( m^2_1 μ^2 ) , L_2 = ln ( m^2 μ^2 ) . (4.4)

For the unrenormalized OME one obtains

Â^{(3),two−mass} gq,Q = CF T 2 F (N + 2)S^3_ε { 1024 9N(N + 1)ε^3 + 1 ε^2 [ 256 3N(N + 1)

(L_1 + L_2) +

512(2 + 5N) 27N(N + 1)^2 − 512 9N(N + 1)

S_1 ] + 1 ε [ 64 N(N + 1)

(L^2_1 + L^2) + ( 128(2 + 5N) 9N(1 + N)^2 + 64 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) − 128 3N(1 + N)

S_1 ) L_1 + ( 128(2 + 5N) 9N(1 + N)^2 − 64 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) − 128 3N(1 + N)

S_1 ) L_2 + 128 3N(1 + N)

H^2_0 (η) + 128 ( 25 + 48N + 29N^2 ) 27N(1 + N)^3 − 256(2 + 5N) 27N(1 + N)^2

S_1 + 128 9N(1 + N)

S^2_1 + 128 9N(1 + N)

S_2 + 128 3N(1 + N) ζ_2 ]} + a^{(3),two−mass} gq (4.5)

a^{(3),two−mass} gq = C_F T^2_F (N + 2) { 32 N(1 + N)

(L^3_1 + L^3_2) + ( 32(2 + 5N) 3N(1 + N)^2 + 48 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) − 32 N(1 + N)

S_1 ) L^2_1 + ( 32(2 + 5N) 3N(1 + N)^2 − 48 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) − 32 N(1 + N)

S_1 ) L^2 + ( 32 ( 25 + 48N + 29N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)^3 + 32(2 + 5N) 3N(1 + N)^2

H_0(η) + 32 N(1 + N)

H^2_0 (η) + { − 64(2 + 5N) 9N(1 + N)^2 − 32 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) } S_1 + 32 3N(1 + N)

S^2_1 + 32 3N(1 + N)

S_2 + 32 N(1 + N) ζ_2 ) L_1 + ( 32 ( 25 + 48N + 29N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)^3 − 32(2 + 5N) 3N(1 + N)^2

H_0(η) + 32 N(1 + N)

H^2_0 (η) + { − 64(2 + 5N) 9N(1 + N)^2 + 32 N(1 + N)

H_0(η) } S_1 + 32 3N(1 + N)

S^2_1 + 32 3N(1 + N)

S_2 + 32 N(1 + N) ζ_2 ) L_2

+ 20(1 − η^2) 3ηN(1 + N)

H_0(η) −

T_1 3ηN(1 + N)^2

H^2_0 (η) − 16 9N(1 + N)

H^3_0 (η) − 32 3N(1 + N)

H^2_0 (η)H_1(η) + 64 3N(1 + N)

H_0(η)H_{0,1}(η) − 64 3N(1 + N)

H_{0,0,1}(η) − 8T_2 243ηN(1 + N)^4 + (1 + η) ( 5 + 22η + 5η^2 ) 6η^{3/2}N(1 + N) [ H^2_0 (η) { H_{−1} (√ η ) + H_1 (√ η )}

− 4H_0(η) { H_{0,−1} (√ η ) + H_{0,1} (√ η )} + 8 { H_{0,0,−1} (√ η ) + H_{0,0,1} (√ η )} ]

− [ 64 ( 25 + 48N + 29N^2 ) 27N(1 + N)^3 + 64 3N(1 + N)

H^2_0 (η) + 64 9N(1 + N)

S_2 ] S_1 + 64(2 + 5N) 27N(1 + N)^2

S^2_1 − 64 27N(1 + N)

S^3_1 +

64(2 + 5N) 27N(1 + N)^2

S_2 − 128 27N(1 + N)

S_3 + [ 64(2 + 5N) 9N(1 + N)^2 − 64 3N(1 + N)

S_1 ] ζ_2 − 128 9N(1 + N) ζ_3 } , (4.6)

with S_ε = exp[^ε_2 (γ_E − ln(4π))] and the polynomials

T_1 = 5η^2N + 5η^2 − 78ηN − 14η + 5N + 5, (4.7) T_2 = 405η^2N^3 + 1215η^2N^2 + 1215η^2N + 405η^2 − 3238ηN^3 − 7626ηN^2 − 6258ηN − 1438η + 405N^3 + 1215N^2 + 1215N + 405. (4.8)

Since the color-factor contribution of O(C_F T^2_F ) does not receive a finite renormalization, it is directly given in the M scheme [36, 95]. We have checked the results using q2e/exp [96] by calculating the moments N = 3, 5 expanding in the first powers of η, cf. also [4]. Note that by expanding the OME in powers of η the root-structures in the above expressions disappear showing a dependence on η only.

We can recover the O(T^2_F ) part of the single mass OME Â_{gq,Q} by performing the limit η → 1. For the O(ε^0) part one obtains

a^{(3),T 2F}_{gq,Q} = C_F T^2_F p̄_{gq} 2 { 32 ( 157 + 957N + 1299N^2 + 607N^3 ) 243(N + 1)^3

− 64 [ 25 + 48N + 29N^2 27(N + 1)^2 + 64 9 S_2 ] S_1 +

64(2 + 5N) 27(N + 1)

S^2_1 − 64 27 S^3_1 +

64(2 + 5N) 27(N + 1)

S_2 − 128 27 S_3 + 64 [ 2 + 5N 9(N + 1) − 1 3 S_1 ] ζ_2 +

1024 9 ζ_3 } , (4.9)

which agrees with the result given before. The renormalized two-mass OME in N and x-space is given in the Appendix.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have calculated the single and two-mass contributions to the massive operator matrix element A^{(3)}gq (N), which contributes to the matching relations of the VFNS at 3-loop order. On the technical side of the calculation, we have used the the integration-by-parts program Reduze2 to reduce the scalar integrals with local operator insertions to a minimal set of master integrals. The master integrals have been computed using different techniques based on generating functions. These techniques allowed us to find difference equations for the Mellin space results, which were subsequently solved with the packages Sigma, EvaluateMultiSums,

SumProduction, ρ-Sum and HarmonicSums. As in the unpolarized case, the polarized matrix

element A^{(3)}gq (N) can be expressed in terms of harmonic sums up to weight w = 4 in Mellin space and harmonic polylogarithms up to weight w = 5 in Bjorken x-space. For the two-mass relation the dependence on the Mellin variable N and the squared mass ratio η factorize. Note that other massive operator matrix elements [19,20,22,29] also depend on more complicated structures like generalized harmonic sums and finite binomial sums. As in the unpolarized case [21], diagrams of the Benz topology contribute. Additionally, we presented the results for the renormalization of the heavy-quark mass in the on-shell and MS scheme.

A Appendix

The massive OME A_{gq,Q}(N) with the strong coupling constant renormalized in the MS scheme and the heavy-quark mass in the on-shell scheme obeys the following expansion up to 3-loop order:

A_{gq,Q}(N, a_s) = a^2_sA^{(2)}_{gq,Q}(N) + a^3_sA^{(3)}_{gq,Q}(N) (A.1)

with a_s = α^{MS}_s (μ^2)/(4π). The 2-loop OME A^{(2)}_{gq,Q}(N) is given in Ref. [6]. The 3-loop OME reads

A^{(3)}_{gq,Q}(N) = 1 2 [ 1 − (−1)^N ] C_F T_F { L^3_M [ C_F p̄_{gq} ( 4 ( 6 + N + N^2 )( − 4 + 3N + 3N^2 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2 − 16 9 S_1 ) + C_Ap̄_{gq} ( − 8 ( 4 + 11N + 11N^2 ) 9N(1 + N) + 16 9 S_1 ) + 32 9 p̄_{gq}T_F (2 + N_F ) ]

+L^2_M [ C_A ( 4Q_{10} 9N^3(1 + N)^3 + p̄_{gq} ( − 8 3 S^2_1 − 8S_2 − 16S_{−2} )

+ 16 ( 6 − 8N + 9N^2 + 5N^3 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S_1 ) + C_F p̄_{gq} ( − 2Q_4 9N^2(1 + N)^2 − 16(3 − 4N) 9N S_1 + 8 3 S^2_1 − 40 3 S_2 ) + p̄_{gq}T_F ( 32(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N) − 32 3 S_1 )] + L_M [ p̄_{gq}T_F ( 992 27 +N_F ( 32 ( 40 + 83N + 34N^2 ) 27(1 + N)^2 + 32(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N)

S_1 − 16 3 S^2_1 − 16 3 S_2 ))

+C_A ( − 32Q_1 3(N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−2} − 8Q_{11} 27N^3(1 + N)^3

S_1 − 8Q_{13} 27(N − 1)N^4(1 + N)^4 + p̄_{gq} ( 128 3 S_{−2}S_1 + 8 9 S^3_1 + 56 3 S_1S_2 + 256 9 S_3 + 64 3 S_{−3} − 64 3 S_{−2,1} + 64ζ_3 ) − 4 ( 12 − 110N − 63N^2 − 13N^3 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S^2_1 − 4 ( 20 − 2N + 15N^2 + 9N^3 ) 3N^2(1 + N)^2

S_2 ) + C_F ( − 2Q_{15} 27(N − 1)N^5(1 + N)^4 +p̄_{gq} ( − 4Q_5 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S_2 + ( 8Q_3 27N^2(1 + N)^2 + 88 3 S_2 ) S_1

+ 4 ( 12 − 7N − 25N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S^2_1 − 8 9 S^3_1 + 176 9 S_3 − 32 3 S_{2,1} − 64ζ_3 )

+ 128 (N − 1)N^2(1 + N)^2 S_{−2} )] + C_A ( p̄_{gq} [ 4Q_{14} 81N^4(1 + N)^4 + ( − 8Q_8 81N(1 + N)^3 − 4 ( 24 + 41N + 53N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S_2 + 32 9 S_3 ) S_1 + ( 4 ( 48 + 371N + 568N^2 + 389N^3 ) 27N(1 + N)^2 + 16 3 S_2 ) S^2_1 − 4 ( 8 + 19N + 31N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S^3_1 + 16 9 S^4_1 + 4 ( 16 + 59N + 68N^2 + 49N^3 ) 9N(1 + N)^2

S_2 − 8 ( 8 + 11N + 11N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S_3 + ( 20 3 S^2_1 + 4S_2 + 8S_{−2} ) ζ_2 + ( 8 ( 4 + 11N + 11N^2 ) 9N(1 + N) − 16 9 S_1 ) ζ_3 ]

+ ( 4Q_9 9N^3(1 + N)^3 − 4 ( 60 + 70N + 135N^2 + 53N^3 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S_1 ) ζ_2 )

+p̄_{gq}T_F [ − 32 ( 98 + 369N + 408N^2 + 164N^3 ) 81(1 + N)^3 +N_F ( − 32 ( 98 + 369N + 408N^2 + 164N^3 ) 81(1 + N)^3 + ( 32 ( 22 + 41N + 28N^2 ) 27(1 + N)^2 + 16 3 S_2 ) S_1 −

16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N)

S^2_1 + 16 9 S^3_1 −

16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N)

S_2 + 32 9 S_3 + ( − 16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N) + 16 3 S_1 ) ζ_2 − 32 9 ζ_3 ) + ( 32 ( 22 + 41N + 28N^2 ) 27(1 + N)^2 + 16 3 S_2 ) S_1 −

16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N)

S^2_1 + 16 9 S^3_1 −

16(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N)

S_2 + 32 9 S_3 + ( − 32(2 + 5N) 9(1 + N) + 32 3 S_1 ) ζ_2 − 64 9 ζ_3 ] + C_F p̄_{gq} [ − 8Q_2 9N^2(1 + N)^2

S_3 + 4Q_{12} 27N^3(1 + N)^3

S_2 +

Q_{16} 162N^4(1 + N)^5 + ( 8Q_7 81N(1 + N)^3 − 32 9 S_3 + 4 ( 6 + 17N + 29N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S_2 ) S_1 + ( − 4 ( 12 + 116N + 175N^2 + 161N^3 ) 27N(1 + N)^2 − 16 3 S_2 ) S^2_1 + 4 ( 2 + 11N + 23N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S^3_1 − 16 9 S^4_1 + 16 3 S_4 + ( 2Q_6 9N^2(1 + N)^2 + 4 ( 12 + 5N + 11N^2 ) 9N(1 + N)

S_1 − 20 3 S^2_1 + 28 3 S_2 ) ζ_2 + ( 16 9 S_1 − 4 ( 6 + N + N^2 )( − 4 + 3N + 3N^2 ) 9N^2(1 + N)^2 ) ζ_3 ]} + a^{(3)}_{gq} , (A.2)

where we define

L_M = ln ( m^2 μ^2 ) . (A.3)

The polynomials Q_i read Q_1 = 5N^4 + 9N^3 − 4N^2 − 4N + 6, (A.4)

Q_2 = 7N^4 + 14N^3 + 23N^2 + 16N − 36, (A.5) Q_3 = 23N^4 − 149N^3 − 88N^2 − 6N − 36, (A.6) Q_4 = 69N^4 + 66N^3 + 43N^2 + 46N + 96, (A.7) Q_5 = 145N^4 + 248N^3 + 79N^2 − 24N + 72, (A.8) Q_6 = 204N^4 + 390N^3 + 187N^2 + 37N + 114, (A.9) Q_7 = 472N^4 + 1269N^3 + 1551N^2 + 724N + 132, (A.10) Q_8 = 1252N^4 + 2997N^3 + 3360N^2 + 1819N + 528, (A.11) Q_9 = 7N^5 − 5N^4 − 9N^3 + 29N^2 − 100N − 12, (A.12) Q_{10} = 69N^5 + 276N^4 + 263N^3 + 12N^2 + 172N + 48, (A.13) Q_{11} = 197N^5 + 791N^4 + 952N^3 + 148N^2 + 348N + 144, (A.14) Q_{12} = 175N^6 + 552N^5 + 657N^4 + 376N^3 + 204N^2 + 540N + 216, (A.15) Q_{13} = 8N^8 + 341N^7 + 1276N^6 + 617N^5 − 1835N^4 + 44N^3 + 1037N^2 + 204N +36, (A.16) Q_{14} = 3347N^8 + 11540N^7 + 16090N^6 + 10202N^5 + 3200N^4 + 430N^3 + 3N^2 +36N + 108, (A.17) Q_{15} = 51N^9 − 300N^8 − 674N^7 − 360N^6 − 1775N^5 + 456N^4 − 662N^3 − 4296N^2 −216N + 864, (A.18) Q_{16} = 2067N^9 + 12639N^8 + 23134N^7 + 12958N^6 + 2319N^5 + 691N^4 + 448N^3 +23136N^2 + 15840N + 4752. (A.19)

The methods to obtain the analytic continuation of harmonic sums to complex values of N are presented in Refs. [86, 97–99].

For the Bjorken x-space representation it is convenient to define p_{gq}(x) = 1 x [ 1 − (1 − x)^2 ] . (A.20)

The massive operator matrix element A^{(3)}_{gq,Q}(x) in Bjorken x-space is given in terms of harmonic polylogarithms [83]. To shorten the expressions we use H_{⃗a}(x) ≡ H_{⃗a} as a shorthand notation. The full expression is given by:

A^{(3)}_{gq,Q}(x) = C_F T_F { L^3_M [ 32 9 p_{gq}T_F (2 + N_F ) + C_F ( p_{gq} ( − 16 3 H^2_0 − 16 9 H_1 ) + 4 3 (−84 + 85x) − 8 9 (74 + 53x)H_0 ) + C_A ( − 8 9 (10 + x) + 16 9 (4 + x)H_0 + 16 9 p_{gq}H_1 )]

+L^2_M [ 32 9 T_F (4 + x) − 32 3 p_{gq}T_F H_1 + C_F ( p_{gq} ( 16H_0H_1 + 8 3 H^2_1 − 32 3 H_{0,1} − 16 3 ζ_2 ) − 2 3 (240 − 217x) − 4 9 (194 + 161x)H_0 − 8 3 (8 − x)H^2_0 + 16 9 (11 − 7x)H_1 ) + C_A ( p_{gq} ( 16 3 H_0H_1 − 8 3 H^2_1 ) − 4 3 (72 − 95x) − ( 8 9 (14 + 113x) − 16(2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_0 + 32 3 (1 + x)H^2_0 − 80 9 (4 − 5x)H_1

− 64 3 (1 + x)H_{0,1} − 16(2 + x)H_{0,−1} + 16 3 (8 + 5x)ζ_2 )]

+L_M [ C_F ( p_{gq} ( 4 3 H^4_0 − 16 3 H^2_0 H_1 − 8 9 H^3_1 + 32 3 H_1H_{0,1} − 64H_0H_{0,−1}

+32H_0H_{0,0,1} + 128H_{0,0,−1} − 96H_{0,0,0,1} + 64 3 H_1ζ_2 + 192 5 ζ^2_2 + 64H_0ζ_3 − 4 9 ( 25 + 36H_0 ) H^2_1 ) − 2 9 (1794 − 1777x) + ( 4 27 (43 − 1949x) + 32(1 + x)(1 − 5x) x H_{−1} ) H_0 + 2 9 (400 + x)H^2_0 + 4 3 (26 + 5x)H^3_0 − ( 8 27 (470 − 493x) − 16 3 (73 − 63x)H_0 ) H_1 − ( 16 9 (247 − 176x)

−48(4 + 3x)H_0 ) H_{0,1} −

32(1 + x)(1 − 5x) x H_{0,−1} − 96(4 + 3x)H_{0,0,1} − ( 16 9 (44 − 13x) + 32 3 (10 + x)H_0 ) ζ_2 + 64(1 + 7x)ζ_3 )

+C_A ( p_{gq} ( 16 3 H^2_0 H_1 − 8H_0(x)H^2_1 + 8 9 H^3_1 − 64 3 H_0H_{0,1} − 256 3 H_{0,0,−1} − 16 3 H_1ζ_2 ) − 8 27 (2215 − 2207x) − ( 8 27 (569 + 1550x) + 32(3 + 2x)(1 − 4x) 3x H_{−1} − 64 3 (2 + x)H^2_{−1} ) H_0 + ( 4 9 (32 + 137x) − 32 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H^2_0 − 8 9 (2 + x)H^3_0 + ( 8 27 (32 − 229x) + 32 9 (1 + 4x)H_0 ) H_1 + 4 9 (134 − 121x)H^2_1 − ( 16 9 (16 − 17x) + 64 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,1} + ( 32(3 + 2x)(1 − 4x) 3x + 32 3 (10 − 3x)H_0 − 128 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,−1} + 32 3 (2 − 5x)H_{0,0,1} + 128 3 (1 + x)H_{0,1,1} + 64 3 (2 + x)H_{0,1,−1} + 64 3 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,1} + 128 3 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,−1} + ( 16 9 (74 − 25x) + 64 3 (5 + x)H_0 + 128 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) ζ_2 + 32 3 (19 − 15x)ζ_3 ) + N_F T_F ( 64 27 (40 − 23x) + 32 9 (4 + x)H_1 )

+p_{gq}T_F ( 992 27 − 16 3 N_F H^2_1 )] + T_F [ − 16 243 (862 − 485x) +N_F ( 128 243 (161 − 67x) − 64 27 (6 − 5x)H_1 − 32 27 (4 + x)H^2_1 ) − 32 27 (6 − 5x)H_1 − 16 27 (4 + x)H^2_1 ] + p_{gq}T_F [ N_F ( 32 27 H^3_1 − 256 9 ζ_3 ) + 16 27 H^3_1 + 448 9 ζ_3 ]

+C_A [ 16B_4x − 8 243 (30001 − 31508x) + p_{gq} ( − 32 3 B_4 + 8 27 H^3_0 H_1 − 32 9 H^2_0 H^2_1

+ 16 9 H_0H^3_1 − 10 27 H^4_1 + ( 64 9 H_0H_1 + 32 9 H^2_1 ) H_{0,1} + ( − 104 9 H_0 + 64 9 H_1 ) H_0H_{0,−1} + 32 9 H_1H_{0,0,1} − 128 9 H_1H_{0,0,−1} − 16H_1H_{0,1,1} + 8 9 H^2_1 ζ_2 − 224 9 H_1ζ_3 ) + ( − 8 243 (4960 + 25273x) + 16 ( 9 + 173x + 70x^2 + 12x^3 ) 27x H_{−1} + 8 ( − 27 + 58x + 5x^2 ) 27x H^2_{−1} + 176 27 (2 + x)H^3_{−1} ) H_0 + ( 4 81 ( 973 + 2677x − 72x^2 ) + 4 ( 45 − 238x − 203x^2 ) 27x H_{−1} − 4 3 (2 + x)H^2_{−1} ) H^2_0 + ( 152 81 (3 − 2x) + 8 27 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H^3_0 + 4 27 (4 + x)H^4_0 − ( 8 243 (980 − 1531x) + ( 4 ( 243 − 2488x + 1967x^2 ) 81x + 16(1 − x)(1 + 5x) x H_{−1} ) H_0 + 4 ( − 36 − 38x + 61x^2 ) 27x H^2_0 ) H_1 − ( 8 81 (331 − 344x) + 4 ( 27 + 218x − 205x^2 ) 27x H_0 ) H^2_1 − 8 81 (136 − 143x)H^3_1 + ( 4 ( 243 − 2408x + 1735x^2 ) 81x − ( 16 ( 18 − 22x − 373x^2 ) 27x + 64 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_0 + 8 9 (14 + 9x)H^2_0 +

8(1 − x)(3 + 53x) 3x H_1 − 16 ( 27 − 52x − 119x^2 ) 27x H_{−1} − 32 9 (2 + x)H^2_{−1} + 32 9 (22 + 7x)H_{0,−1} ) H_{0,1} + 32 9 (9 + 13x)H^2_{0,1} + ( − 16 ( 9 + 173x + 70x^2 + 12x^3 ) 27x − ( 8 ( 117 − 238x − 495x^2 ) 27x − 16 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_0 +

16(1 − x)(1 + 5x) x H_1 + 16 ( 27 − 58x − 5x^2 ) 27x H_{−1} − 176 9 (2 + x)H^2_{−1} ) H_{0,−1} + 32 3 xH^2_{0,−1} + 32 ( 1 − 5x^2 ) x H_0H_{−1,1} + ( 8 ( 36 − 94x − 1775x^2 ) 27x − 16 9 (22 + 49x)H_0 + 160 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,0,1} + ( 8 ( 189 − 238x − 787x^2 ) 27x + 16 9 (50 − 47x)H_0 − 16 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,0,−1} − ( 8 ( 27 + 622x − 698x^2 ) 27x + 32 9 (8 + 15x)H_0 − 128 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,1,1} + ( 16 ( 27 − 52x − 119x^2 ) 27x − 32 9 (18 + 5x)H_0 + 64 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,1,−1} − ( 16 ( 27 + 52x − 151x^2 ) 27x + 32 9 (18 − 13x)H_0

− 64 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,−1,1} − ( 16 ( 27 − 58x − 5x^2 ) 27x + 16 3 (2 + 5x)H_0 − 352 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_{0,−1,−1} + 16 9 (30 + 137x)H_{0,0,0,1} − 16 9 (74 − 101x)H_{0,0,0,−1} − 128 3 (2 + x)H_{0,0,1,1} − 160 9 (2 + x)H_{0,0,1,−1} − 32 9 (10 + 41x)H_{0,0,−1,1} + 16 3 (2 + x)H_{0,0,−1,−1} + 32 9 (4 − 17x)H_{0,1,1,1} − 128 9 (2 + x)H_{0,1,1,−1} − 128 9 (2 + x)H_{0,1,−1,1} − 64 9 (2 + x)H_{0,1,−1,−1} − 32 9 (10 + 19x)H_{0,−1,0,1} − 128 9 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,1,1} − 64 9 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,1,−1} − 64 9 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,−1,1} − 352 9 (2 + x)H_{0,−1,−1,−1} + ( 16 81 ( 499 + 58x + 36x^2 ) − ( 64 27 (4 − 43x) + 64 9 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) H_0 − 64 9 (1 + 2x)H^2_0 − 16 ( 27 + 199x − 206x^2 ) 27x H_1 − 16 ( 27 − 139x − 86x^2 ) 27x H_{−1} + 40 3 (2 + x)H^2_{−1} − 16 9 (50 + 31x)H_{0,1} + 16 9 (26 − 11x)H_{0,−1} ) ζ_2 + 16 45 (365 − 413x)ζ^2_2 + ( 20 27 (326 + 403x) + 128 9 (13 + 3x)H_0 − 112 3 (2 + x)H_{−1} ) ζ_3 ] + C_F [ −32B_4x − 1 162 (316242 − 278981x) + p_{gq} ( 64 3 B_4 + 8 3 H^3_0 H_1 + 16 9 H^2_0 H^2_1 + 32 9 H_0H^3_1 + 10 27 H^4_1 + ( 64 9 H_0H_1 − 16 9 H^2_1 ) H_{0,1} + 64 3 H^2_0 H_{0,−1} − 64 9 H_1H_{0,0,1} − ( 128 9 H_0 − 32 9 H_1 ) H_{0,1,1} + 64H_0H_{0,−1,1} + 64H_0H_{0,0,0,1} + 128 9 H_{0,0,1,1} − 112 9 H_{0,1,1,1} − 256H_{0,0,0,0,1} + ( − 16 9 H^2_0 − 128 9 H_0H_1 − 80 9 H^2_1 − 32H_{0,−1} ) ζ_2 + 384 5 H_0ζ^2_2 + ( 128 3 H^2_0 + 32H_1 ) ζ_3 + 256ζ_5 ) + ( − 4 243 (54424 + 48499x) − 16(1 + x) ( − 5 − 13x + 4x^2 ) 9x H_{−1} ) H_0 − ( 2 81 ( 3373 + 55x − 144x^2 )

+ 32(1 + x)(1 − 5x) 3x H_{−1} ) H^2_0 + 14 81 (86 − 55x)H^3_0 + 4 27 (13 − 5x)H^4_0 + ( 16 243 (2227 − 1634x) − 16 ( 3 + 5x − 10x^2 ) 9x H^2_0 + ( − 16 ( 27 − 367x + 182x^2 ) 27x + 32(1 − x)(1 + 5x) x H_{−1} ) H_0 ) H_1 + ( 8 81 (652 − 545x) − 8 27 (62 − x)H_0 ) H^2_1 + 40 81 (5 − 4x)H^3_1 + ( 16 ( 81 − 818x + 220x^2 ) 81x + 16 ( 18 + 428x − 655x^2 ) 27x H_0 − 8 9 (38 + 5x)H^2_0 + 16 27 (46 − 17x)H_1 +

32(1 + x)(1 − 5x) x H_{−1}

−64(2 + x)H_{0,−1} ) H_{0,1} − ( 16(1 + x) ( 5 + 13x − 4x^2 ) 9x − 64 ( 2 − 4x − 13x^2 ) 3x H_0 + 32(1 − x)(1 + 5x) x H_1 ) H_{0,−1} − 64 ( 1 − 5x^2 ) x H_0H_{−1,1} − ( 16 ( 18 + 806x − 1249x^2 ) 27x − 16 9 (206 + 143x)H_0 ) H_{0,0,1} − ( 64 ( 3 − 4x − 21x^2 ) 3x + 128 3 (4 − 3x)H_0 ) H_{0,0,−1} + 32 27 (11 + 26x)H_{0,1,1} − ( 32(1 + x)(1 − 5x) x − 64(2 + x)H_0 ) H_{0,1,−1} +

32(1 − x)(1 + 5x) x H_{0,−1,1} − 592 9 (14 + 11x)H_{0,0,0,1} + 256(1 − x)H_{0,0,0,−1} + 256xH_{0,0,−1,1} + 128xH_{0,−1,0,1} − ( 16 81 ( 121 − 326x + 36x^2 ) + 16 27 (20 − x)H_0 − 16 ( 27 + 124x − 119x^2 ) 27x H_1 − 16(1 + x)(1 − 5x) x H_{−1} − 32 9 (22 + 7x)H_{0,1} ) ζ_2 + 32 45 (323 + 509x)ζ^2_2 + ( 8 27 (986 − 1861x) + 32 9 (74 + 71x)H_0 ) ζ_3 ]} . (A.21)

For the polarized massive operator matrix element the same set of harmonic polylogarithms contribute as in the unpolarized case. The full set is reads: H_0, H_{−1}, H_1, H_{0,1}H_{0,−1}, H_{−1,1}, H_{0,0,1}H_{0,0,−1}, H_{0,1,1}, H_{0,−1,−1}, H_{0,1,−1}.H_{0,−1,1,}, H_{0,0,0,1}, H_{0,0,0,−1}, H_{0,0,1,1}, H_{0,0,−1,−1}, H_{0,0,−1,1}, H_{0,0,1,−1}, H_{0,−1,0,1}, H_{0,1,1,1}, H_{0,−1,−1,−1}, H_{0,−1,−1,1}, H_{0,1,−1,−1}, H_{0,−1,1,−1}, H_{0,−1,1,1}, H_{0,1,−1,1}, H_{0,1,1,−1}, H_{0,0,0,0,1}. (A.22) Methods and programs for the numerical evaluation of harmonic polylogarithms are given in [100].

At 2-loop order the OME is not altered when changing the renormalization scheme of the heavy quark. The additional terms when changing from the on-shell scheme to the MS scheme for m = m̄ are given by:

A^{(3),MS} gq,Q (N) = A (3) gq,Q(N) − 32a 3 sC^2_F T_F p̄_{gq} [ ln^2 ( m^2 μ^2 ) + ln ( m^2 μ^2 ) ( N − 2 3(N + 1) − S_1 )

− 4(2 + 5N) 9(N + 1) + 4 3 S_1 ] (A.23) and A^{(3),MS} gq,Q (x) = A (3) gq,Q(x) − 32a 3 sC^2_F T_F p_{gq} [ ln^2 ( m^2 μ^2 ) − ln ( m^2 μ^2 ) ( 4 − 5x 3(2 − x)

− ln(1 − x) )

− 4(4 + x) 9(2 − x) − 4 3 ln(1 − x) ] . (A.24)

Here we identified the masses in the on-shell and MS scheme m = m̄ to shorten the expressions. It is straight forward to obtain the relation between the two renormalization schemes [45] while keeping also the scale dependence. The corresponding relation has been given e.g. in [101].

The two-mass contributions to A^{(3)}gq (N) read

A^{(3),two−mass} gq (N) = C_F T^2_F (N + 2) { − 128 9N(N + 1) [ L^3_2 + L^3_1 + 3 4 L_1L_2 ( L_2 + L_1 ) ]

− [ 64(2 + 5N) 9N(N + 1)^2 − 64 3N(N + 1)

S_1 ]( L^2 + L^2_1 ) + [ − 64 ( 22 + 41N + 28N^2 ) 27N(N + 1)^3 + 64(2 + 5N) 9N(N + 1)^2

S_1 − 32 3N(N + 1)

S^2_1 − 32 3N(N + 1)

S_2 − 32 N(N + 1) ζ_2 ] ( L_2 + L_1 )

− 64 ( 98 + 369N + 408N^2 + 164N^3 ) 81N(N + 1)^4 + ( 64 ( 22 + 41N + 28N^2 ) 27N(N + 1)^3 + 32 3N(N + 1)

S_2 ) S_1 −

32(2 + 5N) 9N(N + 1)^2

S^2_1 + 32 9N(N + 1)

S^3_1 −

32(2 + 5N) 9N(N + 1)^2

S_2 + 64 9N(N + 1)

S_3 − ( 64(2 + 5N) 9N(N + 1)^2 − 64 3N(N + 1)

S_1 ) ζ_2 − 128 9N(1 + N) ζ_3 }

+a^{(3),two−mass} gq (N). (A.25)

Correspondingly, the x-space result is given by

A^{(3),two−mass} gq (x) = C_F T^2_F { 160 9 (2 − x) ( L^3_1 + L^3_2 ) − 32 3 (2 − x)L_1L_2 ( L_1 + L_2 )

+L^2_1 ( 32(4 + x) 9 + 48(2 − x)H_0(η) − 32 3 (2 − x)H_1 ) + L^2 ( 32(4 + x) 9 −48(2 − x)H_0(η) − 32 3 (2 − x)H_1 ) + L_2 ( 992 27 (2 − x) − 32 3 (4 + x)H_0(η)

+32(2 − x)H^2_0 (η) + 32(2 − x)H_0(η)H_1 ) + L_1 ( 992 27 (2 − x) + 32 3 (4 + x)H_0(η) + 32(2 − x)H^2_0 (η) − 32(2 − x)H_0(η)H_1 )

+ ( 1 + √ η )_2

(2 − x)T_3 6η^{3/2} ( H_0(η)^2H_{−1} (√ η ) − 4H_0(η)H_{0,−1} (√ η )

+8H_{0,0,−1} (√ η ) ) + ( 1 − √ η )_2

(2 − x)T_4 6η^{3/2} ( H^2_0 (η)H_1 (√ η )

−4H_0(η)H_{0,1} (√ η ) + 8H_{0,0,1} (√ η ) ) + 8T_6 243η + 20 ( 2 − 2η^2 − x + η^2x ) H_0(η) 3η + T_5 3η H^2_0 (η) − 16 9 (2 − x)H^3_0 (η) − ( 64 27 (6 − 5x) + 64 3 (2 − x)H^2_0 (η) ) H_1 − 32 27 (4 + x)H^2_1 + 32 27 (2 − x)H^3_1 − 256 9 (2 − x)ζ_3 } (A.26)

with

T_3 = −10η^{3/2} + 5η^2 + 42η − 10 √ η + 5, (A.27)

T_4 = 10η^{3/2} + 5η^2 + 42η + 10 √ η + 5, (A.28) T_5 = 5η^2x − 10η^2 + 50ηx + 28η + 5x − 10, (A.29) T_6 = 405η^2x − 810η^2 + 1130ηx − 1828η + 405x − 810. (A.30)

Acknowledgment. This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska–Curie grant agreement No. 764850, SAGEX and from the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) grant SFB F50 (F5009-N15). We would like to thank S. Moch for a discussion and M. Steinhauser for providing the code MATAD

3.0.

References

[1] M. Buza, Y. Matiounine, J. Smith and W. L. van Neerven, Eur. Phys. J. C 1 (1998) 301–320 [hep-ph/9612398].

[2] I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein and S. Klein, Nucl. Phys. B 820 (2009) 417–482 [arXiv:0904.3563 [hep-ph]].

[3] S. Bethke et al. Proceedings of the Workshop on Precision Measurements of α_s (2011), arXiv:1110.0016 [hep-ph];

S. Alekhin, J. Blümlein and S. O. Moch, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 31 (2016) no.25, 1630023.

[4] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Hasselhuhn, C. Schneider and F. Wißbrock, Nucl. Phys. B 921 (2017), 585–688 [arXiv:1705.07030 [hep-ph]].

[5] J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Phys. Lett. B 782 (2018), 362–366 [arXiv:1804.03129 [hep-ph]].

[6] J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Goedicke, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, The Polarized Variable Flavor Number Scheme at Next-to-Leading Order, DESY 19–061.

[7] K. Schönwald, Massive two- and three-loop calculations in QED and QCD, PhD Thesis, TU Dortmund, 2019.

[8] M. Buza, Y. Matiounine, J. Smith, R. Migneron and W. L. van Neerven, Nucl. Phys. B 472 (1996) 611–658 [arXiv:hep-ph/9601302].

[9] I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein and S. Klein, Nucl. Phys. B 780 (2007) 40–75 [arXiv:hep-ph/0703285];

I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein, S. Klein and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. B 803 (2008) 1–41 [arXiv:0803.0273 [hep-ph]].

[10] I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein and S. Klein, Phys. Lett. B 672 (2009) 401–406 [arXiv:0901.0669 [hep-ph]].

[11] M. Buza, Y. Matiounine, J. Smith and W.L. van Neerven, Nucl. Phys. B 485 (1997), 420–456 [arXiv:hep-ph/9608342 [hep-ph]].

[12] I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein and S. Klein, Two-loop massive operator matrix elements for polarized and unpolarized deep-inelastic scattering, [arXiv:0706.2738 [hep-ph]].

[13] I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, S. Klein, and K. Schönwald, The O(α^2_s) Polarized Heavy Flavor Corrections to Deep-Inelastic Scattering at Q^2 ≫ m^2, DESY 15–004.

[14] A. De Freitas A. Goedicke, and K. Schönwald, unpublished.

[15] J. Blümlein, S. Klein and B. Tödtli, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 094010 [arXiv:0909.1547 [hep-ph]].

[16] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, S. Klein, C. Schneider and F. Wißbrock, Nucl. Phys. B 844 (2011) 26–54 [arXiv:1008.3347 [hep-ph]].

[17] J. Blümlein, A. Hasselhuhn, S. Klein and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. B 866 (2013) 196–211 [arXiv:1205.4184 [hep-ph]].

[18] J. Ablinger, A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Hasselhuhn, A. von Manteuffel, M. Round, C. Schneider and F. Wißbrock, Nucl. Phys. B 886 (2014) 733–823 [arXiv:1406.4654 [hep-ph]].

[19] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Hasselhuhn, A. von Manteuffel, M. Round and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. B 885 (2014) 280–317 [arXiv:1405.4259 [hep-ph]].

[20] J. Ablinger et al., DESY 15–112.

[21] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Hasselhuhn, A. von Manteuffel, M. Round, C. Schneider and F. Wissbrock, Nucl. Phys. B 882 (2014) 263–288 [arXiv:1402.0359 [hepph]].

[22] J. Ablinger, A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. B 890 (2014) 48–151 [arXiv:1409.1135 [hep-ph]].

[23] A. Behring, I. Bierenbaum, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, S. Klein and F. Wißbrock, Eur.

Phys. J. C 74 (2014) no.9, 3033 [arXiv:1403.6356 [hep-ph]].

[24] J. Blümlein, J. Ablinger, A. Behring, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel, and C. Schneider, PoS (QCDEV2017) 031 [arXiv:1711.07957 [hep-ph]].

[25] J. Ablinger, A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 953 (2020) 114945 [arXiv:1912.02536 [hep-ph]].

[26] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Goedicke, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 932 (2018) 129–240 [arXiv:1804.02226 [hep-ph]].

[27] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 927 (2018) 339–367 [arXiv:1711.06717 [hep-ph]].

[28] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Goedicke, M. Saragnese, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 955 (2020) 115059 [arXiv:2004.08916 [hep-ph]].

[29] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, M. Saragnese, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 952 (2020) 114916 [arXiv:1911.11630 [hep-ph]].

[30] J. Blümlein, A. Hasselhuhn and T. Pfoh, Nucl. Phys. B 881 (2014) 1–41 [arXiv:1401.4352 [hep-ph]].

[31] A. Behring, J. Blümlein, G. Falcioni, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel and C. Schneider, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no.11, 114006 [arXiv:1609.06255 [hep-ph]].

[32] A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Hasselhuhn, A. von Manteuffel and C. Schneider, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) no.11, 114005 [arXiv:1508.01449 [hep-ph]].

[33] A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys.

B 897 (2015) 612–644 [arXiv:1504.08217 [hep-ph]].

[34] J. Blümlein and N. Kochelev, Nucl. Phys. B 498 (1997) 285–309 [arXiv:hep-ph/9612318 [hep-ph]].

[35] A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. Goedicke, S. Klein, A. von Manteuffel, C. Schneider and K. Schönwald, Nucl. Phys. B 948 (2019) 114753 [arXiv:1908.03779 [hep-ph]].

[36] S. Moch, J.A.M. Vermaseren and A. Vogt, Nucl. Phys. B 889 (2014) 351–400 [arXiv:1409.5131 [hep-ph]].

[37] S.A. Larin, Phys. Lett. B 303 (1993) 113–118 [arXiv:hep-ph/9302240 [hep-ph]]. [38] O.V. Tarasov, A.A. Vladimirov and A.Y. Zharkov, Phys. Lett. B 93 (1980) 429–432. [39] S.A. Larin and J.A.M. Vermaseren, Phys. Lett. B 303 (1993) 334–336 [hep-ph/9302208]. [40] T. van Ritbergen, J.A.M. Vermaseren and S.A. Larin, Phys. Lett. B 400 (1997) 379–384 [hep-ph/9701390].

[41] M. Czakon, Nucl. Phys. B 710 (2005) 485–498 [hep-ph/0411261].

[42] P.A. Baikov, K.G. Chetyrkin and J.H. Kühn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) no.8, 082002 [arXiv:1606.08659 [hep-ph]].

[43] F. Herzog, B. Ruijl, T. Ueda, J.A.M. Vermaseren and A. Vogt, JHEP 02 (2017) 090 [arXiv:1701.01404 [hep-ph]].

[44] T. Luthe, A. Maier, P. Marquard and Y. Schröder, JHEP 10 (2017) 166 [arXiv:1709.07718 [hep-ph]].

[45] N. Gray, D. J. Broadhurst, W. Grafe and K. Schilcher, Z. Phys. C 48 (1990) 673–680;

K.G. Chetyrkin and M. Steinhauser, Nucl. Phys. B 573 (2000) 617–651 [hep-ph/9911434]; K. Melnikov and T. v. Ritbergen, Phys. Lett. B 482 (2000) 99–108 [hep-ph/9912391]; Nucl. Phys. B 591 (2000) 515–546 [hep-ph/0005131];

P. Marquard, A.V. Smirnov, V.A. Smirnov and M. Steinhauser, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) no.14, 142002 [arXiv:1502.01030 [hep-ph]].

[46] R. Mertig and W.L. van Neerven, Z. Phys. C 70 (1996) 637–654 [arXiv:hep-ph/9506451 [hep-ph]].

[47] W. Vogelsang, Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 2023–2029 [arXiv:hep-ph/9512218 [hep-ph]]; Nucl.

Phys. B 475 (1996), 47–72 [arXiv:hep-ph/9603366 [hep-ph]]. [48] P. Nogueira, J. Comput. Phys. 105 (1993) 279–289.

[49] M. Tentyukov and J.A.M. Vermaseren, Comput. Phys. Commun. 181 (2010) 1419–1427 [hep-ph/0702279];

J.A.M. Vermaseren, New features of FORM, arXiv:math-ph/0010025.

[50] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, A. Hasselhuhn, S. Klein, C. Schneider and F. Wissbrock, Nucl.

Phys. B 864 (2012) 52–84 [arXiv:1206.2252 [hep-ph]].

[51] J. Lagrange, Nouvelles recherches sur la nature et la propagation du son, Miscellanea Taurinensis, t. II, 1760-61; Oeuvres t. I, p. 263;

C.F. Gauss, Theoria attractionis corporum sphaeroidicorum ellipticorum homogeneorum methodo novo tractate, Commentationes societas scientiarum Gottingensis recentiores, Vol III, 1813, Werke Bd. V pp. 5-7;

G. Green, Essay on the Mathematical Theory of Electricity and Magnetism, Nottingham, 1828 [Green Papers, pp. 1–115];

M. Ostrogradski, Mem. Ac. Sci. St. Peters., 6, (1831) 39;

K. G. Chetyrkin, A. L. Kataev and F. V. Tkachov, Nucl. Phys. B 174 (1980) 345–377.

[52] A. von Manteuffel and C. Studerus, arXiv:1201.4330 [hep-ph];

C. Studerus, Comput. Phys. Commun. 181 (2010) 1293–1300 [arXiv:0912.2546 [physics.comp-ph]].

[53] J. Blümlein and C. Schneider, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018) no.17, 1830015 [arXiv:1809.02889 [hep-ph]].

[54] W.N. Bailey, Generalized Hypergeometric Series, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1935).

[55] L.J. Slater, Generalized Hypergeometric Functions, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1966).

[56] P. Appell and J. Kampé de Fériet, Fonctions Hypergéométriques et Hyperspériques, Polynomes D’ Hermite, (Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1926);

P. Appell, Les Fonctions Hypergëométriques de Plusieur Variables, (Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1925);

J. Kampé de Fériet, La fonction hypergëométrique,(Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1937); H. Exton, Multiple Hypergeometric Functions and Applications, (Ellis Horwood, Chichester, 1976).

H. Exton, Handbook of Hypergeometric Integrals, (Ellis Horwood, Chichester, 1978). H.M. Srivastava and P.W. Karlsson, Multiple Gaussian Hypergeometric Series, (Ellis Horwood, Chicester, 1985).

[57] R. Hamberg, Second Order Gluonic Contributions to Physical Quantities, Ph.D. Thesis, Univ. of Leiden (1991).

[58] E.W. Barnes, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 6 (1908) 141; Quart. Journ. Math. 41 (1910) 136–140;

H. Mellin, Math. Ann. 68 (1910) 305–337.

[59] J. Ablinger, A. Behring, J. Blümlein, A. De Freitas, A. von Manteuffel and C. Schneider, Comput. Phys. Commun. 202 (2016), 33–112 [arXiv:1509.08324 [hep-ph]].

[60] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, P. Marquard, N. Rana and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. B 939 (2019), 253–291 [arXiv:1810.12261 [hep-ph]].

[61] M. Czakon, Comput. Phys. Commun. 175 (2006) 559–571 [hep-ph/0511200]. [62] A. V. Smirnov and V. A. Smirnov, Eur. Phys. J. C 62 (2009) 445–449 [arXiv:0901.0386 [hep-ph]].

[63] M. Karr 1981 J. ACM 28 (1981) 305–350.

[64] C. Schneider, Symbolic Summation in Difference Fields Ph.D. Thesis RISC, Johannes Kepler University, Linz technical report 01-17 (2001).

[65] C. Schneider, J. Differ. Equations Appl. 11 (2005) 799–821. [66] C. Schneider, J. Algebra Appl. 6 (2007) 415–441.

[67] C. Schneider, J. Symbolic Comput. 43 (2008) 611–644 [arXiv:0808.2543v1]. [68] C. Schneider, Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput. 21 (2010) 1–32. [69] C. Schneider, Motives, Quantum Field Theory, and Pseudodifferential Operators (Clay Mathematics Proceedings vol 12) ed Carey A, Ellwood D, Paycha S and Rosenberg S (Amer. Math. Soc) (2010), 285–308 [arXiv:0808.2543].

[70] C. Schneider, Ann. Comb. 14 (2010) 533–552 [arXiv:0808.2596].

[71] C. Schneider, in : Lecture Notes in Computer Science (LNCS) eds. J. Guitierrez, J. Schicho, M. Weimann, in press, arXiv:1307.7887 [cs.SC] (2013); J. Symb. Comput. 72 (2016) 82–127. arXiv:1408.2776 [cs.SC]; J. Symb. Comput. 80 (2017) 616-664. arXiv:1603.04285 [cs.SC].

[72] C. Schneider, Sém. Lothar. Combin. 56 (2007) 1–36, article B56b.

[73] C. Schneider, Computer Algebra in Quantum Field Theory: Integration, Summation and Special Functions Texts and Monographs in Symbolic Computation eds. C. Schneider and J. Blümlein (Springer, Wien, 2013) 325–360 arXiv:1304.4134 [cs.SC].

[74] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein and C. Schneider, J. Math. Phys. 54 (2013) 082301 [arXiv:1302.0378 [math-ph]].

[75] J. Ablinger, PhD Thesis, U. Linz, Computer Algebra Algorithms for Special Functions in Particle Physics, [arXiv:1305.0687 [math-ph]].

[76] J. Ablinger, Diploma Thesis, U. Linz, A Computer Algebra Toolbox for Harmonic Sums Related to Particle Physics, [arXiv:1011.1176 [math-ph]].

[77] J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, S. Klein and C. Schneider, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 205-206 (2010) 110–115 [arXiv:1006.4797 [math-ph]];

J. Blümlein, A. Hasselhuhn and C. Schneider, PoS (RADCOR11) 032 [arXiv:1202.4303 [math-ph]];

C. Schneider, J.Phys.Conf.Ser. 523 (2014) 012037 [arXiv:1310.0160 [cs.SC]].

[78] C. Schneider, Advances in Applied Math 34(4) (2005) 740–767 J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, M. Round and C. Schneider, PoS LL 2012 (2012) 050 [arXiv:1210.1685 [cs.SC]]; J. Blümlein, M. Round, C. Schneider, Advances in Computer Algebra. WWCA 2016., eds. E. Zima, C. Schneider (Springer, 2018) 51–91 [arXiv:1706.03677 [cs.SC]].

[79] M. Apagodu and D. Zeilberger, Adv. Appl. Math. (Special Regev issue), 37 (2006) 139–152;

https://www3.risc.jku.at/research/combinat/software/MultiIntegrate/index.php

[80] M. Steinhauser, Comput. Phys. Commun. 134 (2001) 335–364 [hep-ph/0009029]. [81] J. Blümlein, D.J. Broadhurst and J.A.M. Vermaseren, Comput. Phys. Commun. 181 (2010) 582–625 [arXiv:0907.2557 [math-ph]].

[82] J.A.M. Vermaseren, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14 (1999) 2037–2076 [hep-ph/9806280];

J. Blümlein and S. Kurth, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 014018 [hep-ph/9810241]. [83] E. Remiddi and J. A. M. Vermaseren, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 15 (2000) 725–754 [hep-ph/9905237].

[84] L. F. Abbott, Nucl. Phys. B 185 (1981) 189–203;

A. Rebhan, Z. Phys. C 30 (1986) 309–315;

F. Jegerlehner and O.V. Tarasov, Nucl. Phys. B 549 (1999) 481–498 [arXiv:hep-ph/9809485].

[85] J. Blümlein, Comput. Phys. Commun. 159 (2004) 19–54 [hep-ph/0311046]. [86] J. Blümlein, Comput. Phys. Commun. 180 (2009) 2218–2249 [arXiv:0901.3106 [hep-ph]]. [87] J. Blümlein, et al., XXI International Workshop on Deep-Inelastic Scattering and Related Subjects - DIS2013 Marseilles, PoS (DIS 2013) 301, [arXiv:1307.7548 [hep-ph]].

[88] D.J. Gross and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. D 9 (1974) 980–993;

V.S. Fadin, E.A. Kuraev and L.N. Lipatov, Phys. Lett. B 60 (1975) 50–52. [89] R. Kirschner and L.N. Lipatov, Nucl. Phys. B 213 (1983) 122–148. [90] J. Blümlein and A. Vogt, Phys. Lett. B 370 (1996) 149–155 [hep-ph/9510410]. [91] J. Blümlein and W.L. van Neerven, Phys. Lett. B 450 (1999) 412–416 [hep-ph/9811519]. [92] D. Boer, M. Diehl, R. Milner, R. Venugopalan, W. Vogelsang, D. Kaplan, H. Montgomery, S. Vigdor, A. Accardi and E. C. Aschenauer, et al. Gluons and the quark sea at high energies: Distributions, polarization, tomography, [arXiv:1108.1713 [nucl-th]].

[93] J. Blümlein and A. Vogt, Phys. Lett. B 386 (1996) 350–358 [hep-ph/9606254]. [94] J. Blümlein and A. Vogt, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 014020 [hep-ph/9712546]. [95] Y. Matiounine, J. Smith and W.L. van Neerven, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998), 076002 [arXiv:hep-ph/9803439 [hep-ph]].

[96] R. Harlander, T. Seidensticker and M. Steinhauser, Phys. Lett. B 426 (1998), 125–132 [arXiv:hep-ph/9712228 [hep-ph]];

T. Seidensticker, Automatic application of successive asymptotic expansions of Feynman diagrams, arXiv:hep-ph/9905298 [hep-ph].

[97] J. Blümlein, Comput. Phys. Commun. 133 (2000) 76–104 [hep-ph/0003100].

[98] J. Blümlein and S.-O. Moch, Phys. Lett. B 614 (2005) 53–61 [hep-ph/0503188].

[99] J. Blümlein, in: Proceedings of the Workshop “Motives, Quantum Field Theory, and Pseudodifferential Operators”, held at the Clay Mathematics Institute, Boston University, June 2–13, 2008, Clay Mathematics Proceedings 12 (2010) 167–186, Eds. A. Carey, D. Ellwood, S. Paycha, S. Rosenberg, arXiv:0901.0837 [math-ph].

[100] T. Gehrmann and E. Remiddi, Comput. Phys. Commun. 141 (2001) 296–312 [hep-ph/0107173];

J. Vollinga and S. Weinzierl, Comput. Phys. Commun. 167 (2005) 177–194 [hep-ph/0410259];

J. Ablinger, J. Blümlein, M. Round and C. Schneider, Comput. Phys. Commun. 240 (2019), 189–201 [arXiv:1809.07084 [hep-ph]].

[101] S. Klein, PhD Thesis, TU Dortmund, Mellin Moments of Heavy Flavor Contributions to F_2(x, Q^2) at NNLO, arXiv:0910.3101 [hep-ph].