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1 Introduction

W ith the advent of very energetic hadronic colliders like LHC and SSC,
whose ain is to have access to the m echanisn of electrow eak sym m etry break-—
ing, a precise estin ate of nclisive production of neutral clusters is m andatory
to pin down signals due to H iggs particle or new physics E}]. Perturbative Q CD
isthe appropriate fram ew ork to perform such a calculation provided large trans—
fer m om enta are nvolved. For this purpose kading order (hereafter denoted
as LO ) predictions —based on evaluations of partonic cross sections at tree
Jevel and evolution of structure and fragm entation functions at one loop level
—are too rough. A consistent calculation at next to leading order (hereafter
denoted asNLO ) needsa NLO evaluation ofparton-parton subprocesses w hich
has been perform ed by our group [_2] a few years ago utilizing existing resuls
on the O ( 2) m atrix elem ent B] and two loop evolved structure and fragm en—
tation functions. Various sets of structure functions based on a NLO analysis
using deep inelastic lepton nucleon scattering data, D rellY an production and
direct photon production at hadronic accelerators are available in the literature
@, &, o).

Up tonow such an analysis has not been perform ed for pions fragm entation
functions since the only available derivation at NLO has been done for heavy
quarks E/:]. T he param etrizations presently available E‘q’] are based on a LO
analysis of rather old e" e data and sem iinclusive deep inelastic m uon nuclkon
scattering. Our ain is to perform a com plete NLO evaluation of neutralpions
Inclusive production from hadronic colliders in order to estin ate, as precisely as
possble, the ° ratesat LHC and SSC .The rst step w illconsist in perform ing
an extraction of pions fragm entation fiinctions at NLO using €' e data and
hadronic data on one particle inclusive production. This w ill be done using
three di erent m ethods. The st one, which does not exactly corresoond to
a NLO analysis but rather to an im proved LO approxin ation, is based on the
M onte€ arlo simulator HERW IG [:ﬂ], w hereas the second and the third ones are
obtained from a two loop evaluation of evolution kemels previously com puted
[l-g, :_L-ll] together w ith NLO calculation of one hadron inclisive production from
et e LL-_Z] and hadronic colliders rQ] using respectively natural and optin ized
scales. Aswew ill see it isnot possible tq extract an unique set of fragm entation
finctions which tse'e data around S = 30 GeV ti4, 15, 16,17, 18] and
hadronic data from xed target dom ain {19, 20] to collider range 1, 22, 231.
W e will therefore take di erent sets corresponding to di erent hypotheses on
Input fragm entation functions.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. W e recall the expressions of one parti-
cle inclusive production from e"e and hadronic collisions and also give the
evolution equations for fragm entation fiinctions in section 2. Then In section 3
we discuss the extraction of various sets of fragm entation fiinctions, st from
HERW IG sinulation and after through an exact NLO derivation. P redictions
at LHC using the di erent sets previously obtained are displayed in section 4
together w ith a discussion of the resulting theoretical uncertainty. W e give our
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conclusions in section 5.

2 Oneparticle inclusive production at next-to—-leading
order

Let us consider the incluisive production of a hadron H wvia the generic
reaction A + B ! H where A and B stand for hadrons and/or Jptons. The
cross-section can be written as a convolution of the fragm entation fiinctions
DY (z;M ?) with the partonic cross-section:
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where zy is the reduced energy ofthehadron H : zz = 2Ey= S and isthe
scattered angle ofthe parton L T he Inclusive production ofthe parton 1lvia the
reaction A + B ! lhas the follow ing perturbative developm ent:
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Finally D ? (z;M f2) represents the number of hadrons H inside the parton 1
carrying the fraction of im pulsion z from H, evolved at the scale M fz These

fragm entation fiinctions satisfy A farelli-P arisi type evolution equations:
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T he evolution kemels have the perturbative developm ent:
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In the follow ing, we will drop the superscript index T . The A tarelliP arisi
kemels have been com puted up to two loops order by Curci, Fum anski and
Petronzio [_l-li] In the LO approxin ation one keeps only the st order in
the perturbative developm ent of the partonic cross-section and In the evolution
kemelswhereasat NLO one kespsthe rstand second temm s In the perturbative
expansion for both partonic crosssection and evolution kemels. W e can split
these fragm entation functions into a non-singlt and a singlet part:
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In the evolution equations the singlet part D g is coupled to the gluon fragm en—
tation fiinction whereas the non-singlet partsD and D * are decoupled. N ote
am isprint in ref. {I1] and the correspondence w ith our notation:

P(_:;:’_g = Pce
Pq:f_g = Pgr=(@Ng¢)
qu = 2NfPFG
P(‘Lllq = Prr:

O nce nput fragm entation functions have been speci ed at som e reference scale
M ¢¢ the evolution equations are solved using an inverse M ellin transform tech—
nigque. Let us consider now in detail the partonic cross-sections.

21 e ! 0

The partonic cross sections from ete collisions read at next-to-leading
order:
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where ( isthe usualpoint like cross-section
4 2
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isthe QED ooupling constant and Q ? is the nvariant m ass ofthe e e pair.
The functions K ;, K>, K5 and K} have been extracted from the reference
(2] (see alo {13)).
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In the above equations two scales are nvolved: the renom alization scale

at which the running coupling constant ¢ is evaluated and the fragm entation
scale M ¢ at which fragm entation fiinctions are evolved. The choice for these
scales is rather arbirary. Note that for every y, KgT (v) is negative, so the
choice M f2 = Q? lJads to a negative contribution to the partonic cross-section

Egd ete 1 g=Py.

The running coupling ofQ CD ¢ isde ned at the next-toJleading logarithm
approxin ation by the approxin ate analytical form ula:
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In section 3 we willalso use for g the num erical solution of the equation:
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which ism ore appropriate than eg.(14) or anall scales . Indeed for large
the two de nitions agree but for an all they can di erby m ore than 20 % .

22 pp! °
T he partonic cross-sections for hadronic collisions are given by [3]:
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The variablkesV ,W are de ned by
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and we also have
VW 1 Vv

1 v
and s = x1X,S. At NLO sixteen subprocesses contribute to the cross—section.
Thetem s © correspond to the lowest order 2 ! 2 parton scattering subpro-
cesses w hereas the term s K contain the one loop corrections to these subpro—
cesses. In the hadronic case, we have three scales: the renomn alization scale
, the factorization scale for the initial state M ( the scale of the distrbution
functions) and the factorization scale for nalstate M ¢ (the scale of the frag—
m entation functions). Schem atically, the hadronic cross-section can be w ritten
as:
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W e show explicitly the dependence of the hadronic cross-section upon the three
scales ,M andM ¢. The Pur functionsA ,B,C and D depend on the scalesM
and M ¢ via the structure and fragm entation functions. In addiion, A ,B and C
are schem e Independent. W e always use theM S schem e for nal factorization
w hereas the initial factorization schem e is xed by the set of structure functions
used.

Let us discuss now the partonic cross-sections. In order to determm ine the
kinem atical region where each partonic reaction dom inates we have plotted
In gures la, 1b, 1c and 1d the partonic cross-sections E; d pyp1 =d’P, for
l=g,u+u+ d+ d, s+ 5+ c+ C agalnst P at the lading log lkevel for
various center of m ass energies. W e think it is m eaningless to use next-to-
lading form ulae since the dependence on In M f2) is not balanced. W e have
used ABFOW structure ﬁmct:io%s_t_é]. W e see that for the low ognter—of—m ass
energy experiments WA 70 [[9] ( S = 23Gev) andE706 Pd] ( S = 31Gev)
the gluon and the valence quarks contributions are of the sam e order at low
Py, whereas when Py beocom es Iarger, the valence quarks dom inate. For ISR
experin ents [_2-31],[_2-_2] ( S = 63 G &V) the glue contribution dom nates up to
Py’ 10GeV .Forthe UA 2 experim ent i_2-3], when the pseudo rapidity = 14,
the glue contribution is Inportant up to Py1 / 35 GeV.Fially for LHC, in
the Py range between 30 and 1000 G &V the glue contribution represents (60 —
80) % of the partonic cross—section. In all cases the "sea" contrbution (s,c) is
always negligble.

In order to estin ate the z range we are sensitive to we w ill study in table I
the integrand ofeq. (), ie.:
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w ih z varying between 2E o=p S and 1. Note that the partonic cross-sections
reach theirm axinum forz= 1 whik the fragm entation fiinctions decrease w ith
z. Aswe can Infer from Table Ithe large z region is kinem atically favored. W e
have used set I of fragm entation finctions which w illbe discussed later.

A salready m entioned the fragm entation functionsare know n less accurately
than the structure functions. Up to now they havebeen extracted at LO Eg] from
e" e annihilation and sem i inclusive deep inelastic muon nuclkon scattering.
N o extraction from hadronic colliders data has been perform ed so far. In the
follow ng we w ill carry out an extraction of © fragm entation fiinctions at NLO
accuracy, using three di erent approaches.

3 Extraction of ° fragm entation functions.

3.1 Selection of experim ental data.

W e rstdiscussthe experin entaldata we w illuse to extract the © fragm en—
tation finctions. W e rst consider e e collisions. The JADE collaboration
[l-g] has published data at S = 14; 225 and 344 GeV . W e use the data at
344 GV, covering m ainly ’cth> low zy range (up to zy = 0209). Data from
the TPC ocollaboration [_f:/.]at S = 29GeV are given as L _d , therefore a

had dzy

valie of R=4.00 is assum ed to bring them to the usual formm §dciﬂ . D ata from

the TA SSO collaboration Ll-_é] atp S = 34:6GeV extendup to zg = 0:728. The
broadest zy range is covered by datg from theCE LL_O collaboration, extending
from zz = 0049 to zy = 0:919at S = 35GeV (I5]and from zg = 0:094 to
zy = 0847 at S =22Gev [;L-fﬁ]. D ata from experim ents at DOR IS are not
used, as hardly any point survive w ith the cut on the ower energy ofthe © at
2 GeV .D ata obtained at LEP are for the m om ent not constraining. H owever,
cross chedks have been perform ed wig]_ﬂle 2 points surviving the cut of data
from the A rgus collaborgtion Pilat S = 10 GeV and the 4 points from the
L3 collaboration _Q-gi] at” S=91Gev.

Let us discuss now experin ental data from hadronic colliders. Data in
hadronic reactions have been selected for this study taking into account sta-—
tistical and system atic accuracy. W henever possble, reconstructed © are pre-
ferred. For SPS xed target energies, the available data in pp reactions are in

nable agreem ent and we w ill use the data in the central rapidity range
at S = 23GeV, from the WA 70 collaboration E;L-g]. The FNAL xed target
range overlaps w ith the lower ISR energy range. T he recent data at s =31
Gev from pB e reactions obtained by the E 706 collgboration Pd] are in agree-
m ent w ith som e ofthe ISR results. Resolved % at S = 62:8 GeV taken from
table 5 (m ore precisely data corresponding to the superretracted geom etry)
of K ourkoum elis et al. 2] are used. They w illbe com pared w ith other data
available at this energy. W e w ill use also the m ore recent data from the AFS
collaboration {_2-1: ], which however show a di erent P d@e_ndenoe. At collider
energies, the latest data from the UA2 experinent at S = 630 Ge&V wih
average pseudo rapidity = 14 willbeusad :j_2-_3] C ross checks have been m ade



jo
with data at = S = 540 G&V w ith average pseudo rapidity = 0 although °
are not disentangled from direct photons.

3.2 Fragm entation functions from HERW IG .

W e rstconsiderthe © inclusive production in €' e annihilation atM ¢q =
S = 30 GeV, as sinulated by the M onte Carlo generator HERW IG .Aswell

known, this event generator includes the QCD parton shower to leading and
next to lrading accuracy —in particular the kinem atical corrections due to the
phase space boundaries are summ ed up to all orders — as well as the hadro-
nisation of the color singlkt clusters into the physical particles. Furthem ore
HERW IG hasbeen shown i__Z-fﬁ] to describe w ith good accuracy the cbserved fea—
tures of PETRA and LEP data. Then wew illuse the Y distrbution generated
by each quark avor which originates from the photonic vertex, as a realistic
description of the quark fragm entation to °. Owing to the symm etry of
quarks and antiquarks fragm enting into  ° we extract the quark fragm entation
functions from :
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w here the pointlike cross section ( hasbeen previously de ned. T he reaction
ete ! 94 X hasbeen therefore decom posed into each contribution et e !
uu, dd, ss, cc and b. T he generated distributions are param etrized as
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and analyzed using the m inin ization procedure M INU IT . The coe cients N
are constrained by the nom alization condition:
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w here the average valuesn i; are given by HERW IG for each quark avor, in
agream ent w ith the totalobserved m ultiplicity hn i. Theparam etersN ;; ; and

; are extracted from the 0 inclisive distrbution generated, for each avor,
In the x range 025 zy 95 and shown In table IT.A s can be Inferred from
this table the statistical error on the param eters is less than 5% .

A s an illistration ofthe accuracy of the m ethod and also of its lin itations,
the ° inclusive cross-section obtained from egs. (I9) and €0), togetherwiﬁh the
results oftable IT, are com pared n  gure 2 w ith the CELLO data i5]at S =
35 G &V . The agreem ent is reasonabl in the range zy 5. So farwe have not
Inclided the contrbution from the glion fragm entation finction. Indeed from
the analysis of the three gt events it would be possbl, in principle, to extract
from HERW IG the appropriate nfom ation. The corresponding accuracy is
how ever unsatisfactory, due to the lin ited sensitivity to hard glion e ects in
e" e annihilation.



For this reason we have ollowed a di erent approach. To extract the glion
fragm entation function from HERW IG we have analyzed the subprocess gg !
gg ! O+ X from pp annhilation atM ¢y = s 30 G&V, 1n analogy to the
quark case. In order to elim inate the background from the fragm entation of
the spectator partons we have considered the pions lying only wihin a cone
of sam iaperture = 35 40 rad around the direction of the parent gluons
em ited at 90deg. The value of is ound by an appropriate angular study of
the generated distribution. W ith a param etrization ofthe form C_2-(_i) we ndthe
values of the param etersN 4; 4 and 4 given In table ITI. A fter inclusion of the
gluon fragm entation function and use of NLO evolved fragm entation functions
together with NLO tem s in the © inclusive cross section the agreem ent w ith
CELLO data is nproved as can be nferred from qure3up tozy 7 038

W e com parenow ourpredictionsatNLO toexperip_entaldatapﬁ:i)m hadronic
colliders. W e rst considerthe data from CERN ISR RL,R2], or S = 63GeV,
compared In gures 4 and 5 wih our predictionsfor =M = M ¢ = P and

=M = M ¢ = P+=2 using the quark fragm entation functions from tabl ITand
the two gluon sets from table ITT, wih = 035 and = 0:40. The agream ent
is satisfactory w ithin the theoretical and experim ental uncertainties.

Let us ocus now on the UA 2 data at the SppS collider L2-3] Wewiluse
two setsofquite precise data, orPy 15GeV and ' Oand, forl5 Py 45
GeV and ' 14. The comparison w ith the theoretical predictions is shown

In gures6and 7 for = M = M ¢ = P=2; P and for the two gluon sets
of fragm entation fiinctions. T he agreem ent is quite good, and slightly favors
the set corresponding to = 0:35. The dependence on the renomm alization,

factorization and fragm entation scales at NLO w illbe discussed later.

In the next subsection we will extract the © fragm entation fiinctions at
next to leading order using two di erent hypotheses at the reference scalke M fzo
= 2Gevi.

3.3 Set I: fragm entation functions w ith natural scales.

For this set, we take 5 as given by equation @-ff) and = 190 M eV,
corresponding to the set of structure functionswe w illuse E!, 1-:3].

3.3.1 De nition

W e assum e for this case an SU (2) symm etry:
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and
0
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W e param etrize the di erent functions of z as follow s

Dy ;MZ) = N, @01 2" 25)
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Atthe initialscale M ¢q, we start w ith four avors. Theb quark contribution is
taken into account In the evolution. F ixing the threshold at 4 m ﬁ, so we have:

(

0 5 0 :'lfoZ< 4H’1123
Db (z;M f)= . 2 2 (28)
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So we are keft with six param eters to be determm ined w ith the help of experi-

m entaldata.

3.3.2 Choice of the scale

W e use the standard approach to x allthe scales to the sam e value which
is som e natural scale of the problem . M ore precisely, for e’ e collisions, we
take = Mg¢= S whereas forp p collisions, we set the three scales equal and
proportional to the transverse m om entum of the 0,

=M =M¢= Py

where c is a constant to be xed by the t to experinmentaldata .

333 Results forset I

First of all, for e' e collisions, we lin it ocurselves to a ° energy greater
than 2 GeV because we don’t trust perturbation theory for ow ¢ energies.
Therefore or S ’ 30 GeV, we will only use z values greater than 01. As
it can be inferred from egs (2527) we have not used a factor z in the nput
param etrizations since in this z range it does not In prove the tbut only leads
to correlations. W ith six param eters, a big correlation still occurs between N,
and y,sowe x = 1. Then Ng, Ny and 4 ramain slightly correlated. A
good tto CELLO 5], TASSO [L6], TPC {I7]and JADE [i§]data keading to
a 2= 263 for29 pomnts is obtained for values of the param eters given 1 table
IV (system atic errors have been added in quadrature to statistical errors).

U sing set I of fragm entation functionswe w illnow evaluate the NLO cross—
sections or nclusive © production in hadronic collisions and com pare them to
experin ental data from low center ofm ass energies up to the CERN ocollider
one. Here, the situation is lss clear. First, if we keep constant the value
of the param eter ¢ it is In possbl to cbtaln a good t in the whole energy
dom ain. For exam ple, setting ¢’ 135, the ISR data can be describbed but the



theoretical predictions are by far too low for WA 70 and E706 and too high
for UA2. A sinpl solution to this prob]erbj_s to allow c to vary wih the
hadronic kinem atical variables, iIn particular S . A correct description of the
data requires ¢’ 039 for W A 70 ﬁ_l-é] (¢ gure 8a),c’ 05 forE706 [Z-Ql](see

gure 8b), c’ 15 for ISR experin ent @-1_4', @-24'] (see gure 8c) and c’ 535 for
UA2 P3] (see gure 8d). In particular for the ISR energy range, the data from
AFS collbboration P1] are m arginally consistent w ith those of reference P2]
since the transverse m om entum dependence in the two experin ents isdi erent.
T herefore it is very di cul to describe both ISR data w ith high precision. W e
get rather good ts of data of K ourkoum elis et al. Eg-g:] wih 2 = 206 or
l4 pointsusing =M = M¢ = 1:3P, and of the AFS collaboration Ri]w ith

2= 122 forll pontsusing =M = M ¢ = 1:6P.. N otice that the slope ofthe
UA 2 data is not correctly reproduced, with a 2= 502 for 11 points. The 2
have been calculated w ith statistical errors, allow ing the overall nom alization
to vary w thin the system atic error.

A comm ent is in order here. T he approach followed so far is rather sin ple.
W hen the energy grow s up the scales needed to describe data have also to
increase. As stated above an acceptable t of UA2 data R3] in the orward
direction can be cbtained for the choice of scales = M = M ¢ = 5:5P which
is a prioria large scale. T he com pensation occurring between the kading and
next-to-leading tem s conceming the scale dependence ismuch m ore e ective
at high Ign_ergjes. At low energy, since we prevent the scale to be less than
M¢fy = 2 GeV, this com pensation does not occur and the behavior of the
lrading and next-to-leading cross-sections is quite the sam e. In other words, we
are not In a good region to perform perturbation theory.

This approach m ight be criticized. Indeed it is not very predictive, since
the scales change w ith the energy. In other words one adds a new param eter
which acts as an overall nom alization for each experin ent. Notice that the
nom alization of the glue fragm entation function N4 is strongly correlated to
the choice m ade for the scale. M ore precisely, we could perfectly nd a value
orN 4 which describesthe UA 2 data with c= 05. But in thiscasewe couldn’t
describe the other data at lower energies.

34 Set II: fragm entation functions w ith optin ized scales.

For this set, we take the num erical solution of equation C_l-fp) for ¢ and
= 230 M &V, sihcewewilluse the ABFOW set of structure finctions [§[| .

34.1 De nition

W e assum e also for this case an SU (2) symm etry:
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T hen we take:
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M2)=D '(z:M2) = .M 2.
D (z;M fO)_Dc (z;M fo) = D.@z;M fO)I (31)

C

and
0
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W e param etrize these di erent functions of z in the ollow ng way:

Du@MZ) = Nyz' 0L z)° (33)
Ds@MZ) = Ngz' (1 z)° (34)
Dc@MZ) = Nez' (1 z)° (35)
Dy@iMZ) = Ngz' @ 2z °: (36)

So we are kft w ith eight param eters to be determ ined w ith the help of experi-
m ental data. Since we w ill use the optin ized proocedure for the determ ination
ofthe scaks, i ismuch sin plernot to change the number of avors. So, in this
case, we w ill neglect the b contrlbbution. T his assum ption is m otivated by the
factthat € e ! ! bbhy=1=4 E e ! ! cc) and in pp collision
the b production is suppressed due to the weak b content of the proton.

A few rem arks are in order here. A s in the case of set I, the non sihglt
part D; is always zero due to our assum ptions. W e did not take D SO =D CO
because in this case the sum over the four avors ofD I w eighted by the square
ekctric charge is zero:

X
ei D (z;M 2y + DJ{r @;M ?) = 0:

i=u;d;s;c

So, there isno non-singlet contribbution to the cross-section. T herefore we could
param etrize directly the singlket and the glue w ith four param eters only. The
e" e data could be correctly described, but the glue is very constrained and it
w illnot be possbl to thadronic data in the whol energy range.

342 Choice of the scale

For set II, we use optin ized scales according to the procedure of Politzer
and Stevenson @-2_2]. Conceming et e collisions, our approach is the ollow ing.
Firstly since the scale does not appear at lowest order, we cannot optin ize
w ih respect to it. Thereorewe set = M ¢ and perform an optin ization only
w ith respect to the scale M ¢. T herefore, a priord, our optin ized scale depends
on the choice m ade for the Input fragm entation fiinctions. W e have not found
away to get rid from this sensitivity. In practiocs, the optin ized point changes
slow }y when the input ismodi ed and In addition, sihce we are In a stable
region, i does not m atter if we anapriat exactly on the optim ized point. The
optin ized scale M foPt isof order of S=8 varying slow Iy w ith z. Furthem ore,
we nd no optin izati n scale forz 03Hr S = 35G§V_,z 05 jbrp§= 29
GeV andz dfor S=22GeV.Forlowervaluesof S, i isnotpossbl to
optin ize.
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W e also use an optin ization procedure for hadronic collisions. So we require
that:

@ d

0

E p*p! = 0 37)
emn(2=2) ' $p,
Q d
E PR % _ g 38)
@hM™ 2= 2) B3P
Q d
5 E o—2BL 0 = o 39)
el 2= 2) &BP o
The rst equation can be com puted analytically:
( " !
d 2
¢ E o— 2B ° S(%b 20+ 30+ S(?) 2l —
@In( 2= ?) &P z
! ! #)
2 2
M £
+Blhh — +Ch — +D (40)
having used
@5(2)—b221+bo 2)): 41
m_ s( )( S( ))- ( )

N ote that tem s of order of 3 have been cancelled as it should be. Now, we
determm ine the scale i order to cancel the right-hand side of eg {_4'9) . This
ensures us that the corrective term K will be negative wih a m agnitude of
roughly 10 $ of the lowest order. Then we com pute num erically the value of
the scalesM and M ¢ which have to fil Il the equations (8) @9, the scake

being now a mncigjgn ofM ,M ¢. W e require that the factorization scales must
be greater than 2 G&V and that the renom alization scale is such that the
running coupling constant 5 is less than 34. W ith these constraints it will
be inpossble optin ize in low P range. M ore precisely, for low center of
m ass energies ( S 63Gev ), the optin ization isnotpossble forPy 5G&V.
T herefore these regions are not appropriate to apply an optin ization procedure.

343 Resuls for set IT

Firstwe freeze 5, . and ¢ according to the counting rules. T here are still
too m any param eters, sowe x N4 and tto e’ e data wih four param eters
Ny, urNg and N.. The fragn entation fiinctions extracted are then used to
evaluate hadronic cross sections. Then we vary N4 re tting e'e data and
apply the new nnput to pp data.T his procedure is repeated until a reasonable
description ofhadronicdata is reached. G ood tsofete data CELLO Ll-fl,:_l-ﬁ],
TASSO [[6], TPC [I7] and JADE [[§])) kadingtoa # '’ 1 perdof. are
obtained for the two sets —hereafter denoted as set IT1a and set ITb —displayed
In TabkeV and Tabke VI (see gures 9 and 10 using set ITIb). Thetwo setsdi er
mainly for the gluon nom alization. A s can be seen from jnspect:iorbo_f gures
1la, 11b, 12a and 12b a rather good t ofthe latest UA2 data at S = 630
Gev E-j], AFS Q-Z_Ii] and K ourkoum elis et al data 'LZ-Z] can be obtained leading
toa 2’ 50 for 31 points. K ourkoum elis et al. data favor the set characterized
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by the largest glie (set Ib) whereas UA 2 data are better tted by the other
set (set I1a). Notice that we have taken into acoount the system atic errors of
the data which a ect the overall nom alization. The 2 are 346 (428) for the
11 AFS points, 31:54 (23:52) for the 9 K ourkoum elis et al. points and 14:91
(20:00) for the 11 UA 2 points w ith the param eter%cifset ITa (Ib). Inside the
system atic errorswe can also describeUA2 dataat S = 540G&V and = 14.
On the other hand we are not abl to describe W A 70 and E 706 data w ith the
values of N 4 found before. T his is not very surprising since the corrective term

is found to be huge, and although we can nd an optim ization point this is
not very stable suggesting that we are not in the appropriate region to trust
perturbation theory.

4 P redictions at future hadron colliders.

As we have seen present data do not allow to extract the © fragm enta-
tion functions unequivocally. To this ain the forthcom ing inform ation from
ep HERA oollider should be very helpfil. W ith these lin tations we w ill now
estin ate the © rates at LHC using the various sets of fragm entation filnctions
previously derived.

Let us consider st set I of fragm entation fiinctions. In order to describe

hadronic data we had to ncrease thescales =M = M ¢ from % at s’ 20

GeV upto 5P at S = 630 GeV .An extrapolation to LHC energy would lead

to =M = Mg’ 50P: which seem sby far an unnatural scale. To estim ate
the sensitiviy to scaleswe show In gure 13 the ratio of cross sections at LHC
for the two scales 50P+ and Py at = 0. As can be inferred from the gure

the rates di erby at m ost a factor of two. To estin ate the uncertainty due to
structure fnctions we have taken the set of structure functions of HM RS 'g]
using the M S schem e and the set of M or ng-Tung El:] using the D IS schem e.
T he predictions di erby at m ost 20% . Sin ilarly the ratio of predictions using
set IT isdisplayed In gure 14.

Finally the ratio of the two predictions from the HERW IG fragm entation
functions, for =0.35, 040, evolved to NLO accuracy as discussed in section
32, aredigplayed In gure 15.

T he situation is summ arized in gure 16 where we show the absolute rates
at LHC for = 0 from the most plausbl sets in the three approaches. This
gives an estim ate of the theoretical uncertainty which is of the order ofa factor
two. The uncertainty on structure functions ism arginal com pared to the poor
detemm ination of fragm entation finctions.

To show the stability ofthe NLO corrections we digplay the cross section as
a function ofthe scales andM = M ¢ com pared to the LO resul for P = 50
GeV (guresl7) and forP.= 200G &V ( guresl18).W evary the scalesbetween
P+=5 and 5P+. The NLO cross sections exhdbi a saddle point whereas the LO
cross sections decrease m onotonically when the scales increase.
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T he uncertainty due to factorisation schem e, especially com ing from frag—
m entation fiinctions is expected to be thy forthe two llow ing reasons. F irstly
the evaluation done for one gt inclusive cross section has shown R] that at col-
lider energies its m agnitude is of the order of 5% -if done correctly —and we
can reasonably expect a sam e order ofm agnitude for one hadron inclisive cross
section. Secondly a precise estin ate doesn’t seem m andatory com pared to the
large uncertainty com ing from fragm entation fiinctions.
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5 Conclusions

W e have perform ed a com plte next to lkading order analysis of lnclisive
0 production from e’ e and hadronic data. For the rst tin e an attem pt to
extract sets of ° fragm entation fiinctions at NLO has been performed. The
present quality of data does not allow us to derive a unigue set tting all ex—
perin ental data. For this purpose m ore accurate m easurem ents from hadronic
colliders in the large P dom ain, from e' e colliders in the lJarge zz dom ai as
well as com plem entary inform ation from ep collisions w illbe very helpfil. The
theoretical uncertainties are m ainly due to the poorly determ ined fragm enta—
tion functions. N evertheless the absolute rates at future colliders like LHC and
SSC can be predicted within a factor oftwo. Thiswill certainly be of help for
neutralbackground rejpction at supercolliders.

N ote added in proof

A fter com pletion of this work the paper "H igher order Q CD corrections to
Inclusive particle production in pp collision” by F' .M .Borzum atiet al {_Z-Q] has
appeared, where the ° inclusive production has been discussed, using the od
LO fragm entation functions of ref.B] and the NLO resuls of our group [2].

A cknow ledgem ents

W e would lke to thank P.Nason for providing us his fortran code for b
fragm entation at next to leading order. W e are greatly Indebted to G .M arch—
esini for enlightening discussions conceming HERW IG and also to P.Aurenche
for advice on optin ization procedure. W e acknow ledge discussions on the ISR
data w ith C . K ourkoum elis.

15



Table captions

Tabl I: average fraction of energy of the fragm enting parton (see eq.18)
from pp collisions.

Tabl II: param eters of the quark fragm entation fiinctions (see eq20) as
cbtained from HERW IG in €' e annihilation atM o= 30 G&V.

Table ITT: param eters of the gluon fragm entation functions (see eq20) as
obtained from HERW IG at M o = 30 G&V, wih two hypotheses on the
angle (see text).

Tabl IV : param eters for the 0 fragm entation functions (set I) obtained
from e" e annihilation.

TablkV :param eters forthe ° fragm entation fiinctions (set ITa) obtained
from optim ization procedure in €' e annihilation.

TableV I.P aram eters forthe © fragm entation finctions (set Ib) obtained
from optim ization procedure in €' e annihilation.
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h @)

P —
0:]| " s =630Gev and

n_ P
" S=23Gevand =0:]| S=63Gevand = =14
PtO < z> Pt0 < z> PtO < z>
411 081 525 0.67 13 055
461 0.82 6.73 0.70 21 0.60
5.69 086 823 0.73 298 0.65
6.69 0.89 104 0.77 43,7 0.74
Table I
P rocess Ng <n >
ete ! uu 0:95 0202 367 049 120 2:95
ete ! dd 0:95 0202 367 045 124 287
ete | ss 088 002 532 023 1:68 2713
efe | 082 0202 802 024 3:09 342
efe | b 095 0202 10:94 029 2:92 420
Table II
Ng n >
0:35 rad 028 004 671 039 1449 3:65
04 rad 037 004 579 036 12:93 455
Table ITI
P arton N i N ;
valence 0 1: 0:19
sea 0 52 35
gluon 0: 203 4:9
Table IV
P arton i i N
up 1: 0:94 0:11
strange 1: 30 0:55
charm 1: 4 277
gluon 1: 2: 0:55
Table V
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P arton i i Ny
up 1: | 141 | 045
strange 1 30 018
charm 1: 4: 23
gluon 1 2: 0:75
Table VI
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: relative Inclusive partonic production in hadronic collisions as
a function of the partonic transverse m om entum Py at various ener—
gies: W A 70 experim ent( g la), ISR expermm ents( g 1b),UA2( g 1c) and

LHC ( gld). Thevariouscurvesreferto: pp ! u+d (fullline),pp ! s+c
(dashed line) and pp ! g (dot-dashed line).

Fi. 2: LO inclusive ° production in " e anmhﬂaﬁign w ith the quark
fragm entation fiinctions exttactedpﬁ:om HERW IG at S = 30G&V,com —
pared w ith experimentaldataat S = 35G&V.

Fig. 3: NLO inclusive ° production n €' e annihilation w ith the quark
an% gluon fragm entation functions extracted from HERW IG and evolved
at S = 35Ge&V, compared w ith data.

Figs. 4: NLO iclisive ° production in pp collisions at ISR energies for
=M = M¢ = P,;Pe=2 for = 035 (see text). The fragm entation
finctions are from HERW IG .

Figs. 5:sameas g4, or = 0#40.

Figs. 6: NLO inclusive ° production in pp collisions atps_ppS energies
forr =M =M;f=PyP=2fHr = 035and = 040,at S = 540 GeV
and = 0. The fragm entation functions are from HERW IG .

jo i
Figs. 7:sameas gbat S=630G&V and = 14.

Figs. 8: NLO inclusive ° production in hadronic collisions w ith set I
fragm entation functions (see text) for various energies. The scales =
M =M ¢ = P are indicated explicitely.

Fig. 9: NLO iclusive ° production in €' e anniilation wih set II of
fragm entation fiinctions com pared to CELLO , TASSO and JADE data
. The gluon param eter N 4 tak%s_the value N4 = 0:75. D ata and theory
have been multiplied by 01l at S = 22G&V.

Fig. 10: Sameas g9 forTPC data.

Figs. 11: NLO inclusive ° production in pp collisions w ith set IT frag—
m entation finctions (see text) at ISR energies (squares correspond toAF S
data whereas circles correspond to K ourkoum elis et aldata). T he glion
param eter N 4 takesthe valueN 4 = 055 ( glla) andN 4= 0:/5 ( g1lb).

Figs. 12: same as g 1l at SppS energies.

Fig. 13: ratio of nclusive ° cross sections predicted at LHC for = 0
using set I of fragm entation functionswih = M = M ¢ = 50P over
=M =M¢=Py.

19



Fig. 14: ratio of inclusive ° cross sections predicted at LHC or = 0
using set Ib of fragm entation functions over set I1a .

Figs. 15: ratio of nclusive ° cross sections predicted at LHC or = 0
using fragm entation functions from HERW IG .

Fig. 16: nclusive ° cross sections predicted at LHC for = 0 usihg
various fragm entation fiunctions : HERW IG wih = 035 (full line), set

Iwith =M =M= 50P: (dotdashed curve) and set ITwith N4 = 0:75
(dashed curve).

Figs. 17: nclusive ° cross sections at LHC i pb using set I of fragm en—
tation functions as a function of the scales and M = M ¢ orPy = 50
GeV and = 0.LO prediction : gl7a .NLO prediction : g 17b.

Figs. 18: sameas gl7 forP.= 200 GeV and = 0.
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