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How large are NNLO effects in DIS, SIDIS, jet/hadro-production?

How ready are we to implement them and analyze EIC data?

asymmetries tend to hide HO effects

Do they invalidate all we have done so far?
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Conclusions:

NNLO effects in helicity global analyses are negligibly small compared to the precision of present data    

How large are NNLO effects in DIS, SIDIS, jet/hadro-production?

Do they invalidate all we have done so far?

       No, NLO global analyses, estimates and projections for the EIC are in good standing   

How ready are we to implement them and analyze EIC data?

Pretty close; the NNLO framework works. 

No unexpected features.

Convergence of the perturbative expansion in very good health



Thanks!
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