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1 Introduction

W ith the advent ofvery energetic hadronic colliders like LHC and SSC,

whoseaim isto have accessto them echanism ofelectroweak sym m etry break-

ing,a precise estim ate ofinclusive production ofneutralclustersism andatory

to pin down signalsdueto Higgsparticleornew physics[1].PerturbativeQ CD

istheappropriatefram eworktoperform such acalculation provided largetrans-

fer m om enta are involved. For this purpose leading order (hereafter denoted

as LO ) predictions -based on evaluations ofpartonic cross sections at tree

leveland evolution ofstructure and fragm entation functionsatone loop level

-are too rough. A consistent calculation at next to leading order (hereafter

denoted asNLO )needsa NLO evaluation ofparton-parton subprocesseswhich

hasbeen perform ed by ourgroup [2]a few years ago utilizing existing results

on the O (�3s)m atrix elem ent[3]and two loop evolved structure and fragm en-

tation functions. Varioussetsofstructure functionsbased on a NLO analysis

using deep inelastic lepton nucleon scattering data,Drell-Yan production and

directphoton production athadronicacceleratorsareavailablein theliterature

[4,5,6].

Up to now such an analysishasnotbeen perform ed forpionsfragm entation

functionssince the only available derivation atNLO hasbeen done forheavy

quarks [7]. The param etrizations presently available [8]are based on a LO

analysisofratherold e+ e� data and sem iinclusivedeep inelasticm uon nucleon

scattering.O uraim isto perform a com plete NLO evaluation ofneutralpions

inclusiveproduction from hadroniccollidersin ordertoestim ate,asprecisely as

possible,the�0 ratesatLHC and SSC.The�rststep willconsistin perform ing

an extraction ofpions fragm entation functions at NLO using e+ e� data and

hadronic data on one particle inclusive production. This willbe done using

three di�erent m ethods. The �rstone,which does not exactly correspond to

a NLO analysisbutratherto an im proved LO approxim ation,isbased on the

M onte-Carlo sim ulatorHERW IG [9],whereasthesecond and thethird onesare

obtained from a two loop evaluation ofevolution kernelspreviously com puted

[10,11]togetherwith NLO calculation ofonehadron inclusiveproduction from

e+ e� [12]and hadronic colliders [2]using respectively naturaland optim ized

scales.Aswewillseeitisnotpossibletoextractan uniquesetoffragm entation

functionswhich �ts e+ e� data around
p
S = 30 G eV [14,15,16,17,18]and

hadronic data from �xed target dom ain [19,20]to collider range [21,22,23].

W e willtherefore take di�erent sets corresponding to di�erent hypotheses on

inputfragm entation functions.

The paperis organized as follows. W e recallthe expressions ofone parti-

cle inclusive production from e+ e� and hadronic collisions and also give the

evolution equationsforfragm entation functionsin section 2.Then in section 3

we discussthe extraction ofvarioussetsoffragm entation functions,�rstfrom

HERW IG sim ulation and afterthrough an exactNLO derivation. Predictions

atLHC using the di�erentsetspreviously obtained are displayed in section 4

togetherwith a discussion oftheresulting theoreticaluncertainty.W egiveour
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conclusionsin section 5.

2 O neparticleinclusiveproduction atnext-to-leading

order

Let us consider the inclusive production of a hadron H via the generic

reaction A + B ! H where A and B stand for hadronsand/or leptons. The

cross-section can be written as a convolution ofthe fragm entation functions

D H
l
(z;M 2

f
)with the partonic cross-section:

E H

d�A + B ! H

d3~PH
=
X

l

Z
1

zH

dz

z2
D
H
l (z;M

2

f)E l

d�A + B ! l

d3~Pl
(
zH

z
;�;�s(�

2);M 2

f;� � � );

(1)

where zH isthe reduced energy ofthe hadron H :zH = 2E H =
p
S and � isthe

scattered angleoftheparton l.Theinclusiveproduction oftheparton lvia the

reaction A + B ! lhasthe following perturbativedevelopm ent:

E l

d�A + B ! l

d3~Pl

(
zH

z
;�;�s(�

2);M 2

f;� � � )= �
0

A + B ! l(
zH

z
;�)+

�s(�
2)

2�
�
1

A + B ! l(
zH

z
;�;M

2

f)+ � � � :

(2)

Finally D H
l
(z;M 2

f
) represents the num ber of hadrons H inside the parton l

carrying the fraction ofim pulsion z from H,evolved at the scale M 2

f. These

fragm entation functionssatisfy Altarelli-Parisitype evolution equations:

@D H
q (z;M

2

f
)

@ln(M 2

f
)

=
�s(M

2

f
)

2�

Z
1

z

dy

y

�

P
T
qq(y;�s(M

2

f))D
H
q (

z

y
;M

2

f)

+ P
T
gq(y;�s(M

2

f))D
H
g (

z

y
;M

2

f)

�

(3)

@D H
g (z;M

2

f
)

@ln(M 2

f
)

=
�s(M

2

f
)

2�

Z
1

z

dy

y

�

P
T
qg(y;�s(M

2

f))D
H
q (

z

y
;M

2

f)

+ P
T
gg(y;�s(M

2

f))D
H
g (

z

y
;M

2

f)

�

: (4)

Theevolution kernelshave the perturbativedevelopm ent:

P
T
ij(x;�s(M

2

f))= P
0

ij(x)+
�s(M

2

f)

2�
P
T1
ij (x)+ � � � :

In the following, we willdrop the superscript index T.The Altarelli-Parisi

kernels have been com puted up to two loops order by Curci,Furm anskiand

Petronzio [11]. In the LO approxim ation one keeps only the �rst order in

theperturbativedevelopm entofthepartoniccross-section and in theevolution

kernelswhereasatNLO onekeepsthe�rstand second term sin theperturbative

expansion forboth partonic cross-section and evolution kernels. W e can split

these fragm entation functionsinto a non-singletand a singletpart:

D
�

i (z;M
2

f) �
1

2

�

D
H
qi
(z;M 2

f)� D
H
�qi
(z;M 2

f)
�

(5)
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D
+

i (z;M
2

f) �
1

2

�

D
H
qi
(z;M 2

f)+ D
H
�qi
(z;M 2

f)
�

�
1

2N f

D S(z;M
2

f) (6)

D S(z;M
2

f) �

N fX

i= 1

�

D
H
qi
(z;M 2

f)+ D
H
�qi
(z;M 2

f)
�

: (7)

In theevolution equationsthesingletpartD S iscoupled to thegluon fragm en-

tation function whereasthenon-singletpartsD � and D + aredecoupled.Note

a m isprintin ref.[11]and thecorrespondencewith ournotation:

P i
gg = PG G

P i
qg = PG F =(2N f)

P i
gq = 2N f PF G

P i
qq = PF F :

O nceinputfragm entation functionshavebeen speci�ed atsom ereferencescale

M f0 theevolution equationsaresolved using an inverseM ellin transform tech-

nique.Letusconsidernow in detailthe partonic cross-sections.

2.1 e
+
e
� ! �

0

The partonic cross sections from e+ e� collisions read at next-to-leading

order:

E qi

d�e+ + e� ! qi

d3~Pqi

(y;�;�s(�
2);M 2

f)=

6�0

�Q 2y
e
2

i

(

3

8
(1+ cos2�)

"

�(1� y)+
�s(�

2)

2�

 

P
0

qq(y)ln

 

Q 2

M 2

f

!

+ K
T
q (y)

! #

+
3

4
(1� cos2�)

�s(�
2)

2�
K

L
q (y)

)

(8)

E g

d�e+ + e� ! g

d3~Pg
(y;�;�s(�

2);M 2

f)=

12�0

�Q 2y

X

i= u;d;s;c;:::

e
2

i

(

3

8
(1+ cos2�)

"

�s(�
2)

2�

 

P
0

gq(y)ln

 

Q 2

M 2

f

!

+ K
T
g (y)

! #

+
3

4
(1� cos2�)

�s(�
2)

2�
K

L
g (y)

)

; (9)

where�0 isthe usualpointlike cross-section

�0 =
4��2

3Q 2
;

� istheQ ED coupling constantand Q 2 istheinvariantm assofthee+ e� pair.

The functions K T
q ,K

L
q ,K

T
g and K L

g have been extracted from the reference

[12](see also [13]).

K
T
q (x) = CF

(

3

2
(1� x)�

3

2

1

(1� x)+
+ 2

1+ x2

1� x
ln(x)
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+ (1+ x
2)

�
ln(1� x)

1� x

�

+

+

 

2�2

3
�
9

2

!

�(1� x)

)

; (10)

K
T
g (x) = CF

(

1+ (1� x)2

x
(ln(1� x)+ 2ln(x))� 2

1� x

x

)

(11)

K
L
q (x) = CF (12)

K
L
g (x) = 2CF

1� x

x
: (13)

In the above equations two scales are involved: the renorm alization scale �

atwhich the running coupling constant�s isevaluated and the fragm entation

scale M f at which fragm entation functions are evolved. The choice for these

scales is rather arbitrary. Note that for every y,K T
g (y) is negative, so the

choice M 2

f
= Q 2 leadsto a negative contribution to the partonic cross-section

E g d�e+ e� ! g=d
3~Pg.

TherunningcouplingofQ CD �s isde�ned atthenext-to-leading logarithm

approxim ation by theapproxim ate analyticalform ula:

�s(�
2)=

1

bln(�2=�2)

"

1�
b0

b

lnln(�2=�2)

ln(�2=�2)

#

: (14)

In section 3 we willalso usefor�s the num ericalsolution ofthe equation:

1

�s(�
2)
+ b

0 ln

 

b0�s(�
2)

1+ b0�s(�
2)

!

= b ln

 

�2

�2

!

; (15)

with:

b=
33� 2N f

12�
; b

0=
153� 19N f

24�2
;

which is m ore appropriate than eq.(14) for sm allscales �. Indeed for large �

the two de�nitionsagree butforsm all� they can di�erby m ore than 20 % .

2.2 pp! �
0

Thepartonic cross-sectionsforhadroniccollisionsaregiven by [2]:

E l

d�p+ p! l

d3~Pl
(y;�;�s(�

2);M 2

f) =
1

�S

X

i;j

Z V

V W

dv

1� v

Z
1

V W =v

dw

w

�

2

4F
p

i(x1;M
2)F

p

j(x2;M
2)

0

@
1

v

 

d�0

dv

!

ij! l

(s;v)�(1� w)

+
�s(�

2)

2�
K ij! l(s;v;w;�

2;M 2
;M

2

f)

!

+ (x1 $ x2)

#

: (16)

ThevariablesV,W are de�ned by

V = 1�
y

2
(1� cos�); W =

y(1+ cos�)

2� y(1� cos�)
;
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and we also have

x1 =
V W

vw
; x2 =

1� V

1� v

and s = x1x2S. AtNLO sixteen subprocessescontribute to the cross-section.

The term s�0 correspond to the lowestorder2 ! 2 parton scattering subpro-

cesses whereasthe term s K contain the one loop corrections to these subpro-

cesses. In the hadronic case,we have three scales: the renorm alization scale

�,the factorization scale forthe initialstate M (the scale ofthe distribution

functions)and the factorization scale for�nalstate M f (the scale ofthe frag-

m entation functions).Schem atically,thehadroniccross-section can bewritten

as:

E �0

d�p+ p! �0

d3~P�0
= �

2

s(�
2)A + �

3

s(�
2)

"

2bA ln

 

�2

�2

!

+ B ln

 

M 2

�2

!

+ C ln

 
M 2

f

�2

!

+ D

#

: (17)

W eshow explicitly thedependenceofthehadroniccross-section upon thethree

scales�,M and M f.ThefourfunctionsA,B,C and D depend on thescalesM

and M f via thestructureand fragm entation functions.In addition,A,B and C

are schem e independent.W e alwaysuse the M S schem e for�nalfactorization

whereastheinitialfactorization schem eis�xed by thesetofstructurefunctions

used.

Let us discuss now the partonic cross-sections. In order to determ ine the

kinem atical region where each partonic reaction dom inates we have plotted

in �gures 1a,1b,1c and 1d the partonic cross-sections E l d�p+ p! l=d
3~Pl for

l = g, u + u + d + d, s + s + c+ c against Pt at the leading log levelfor

various center ofm ass energies. W e think it is m eaningless to use next-to-

leading form ulae since the dependence on ln(M 2

f) is not balanced. W e have

used ABFOW structure functions[6]. W e see thatfor the low center-of-m ass

energy experim entsW A70 [19](
p
S = 23 G eV)and E706 [20](

p
S = 31 G eV)

the gluon and the valence quarks contributions are ofthe sam e order at low

Ptl,whereas when Ptl becom es larger,the valence quarks dom inate. For ISR

experim ents [21],[22](
p
S = 63 G eV) the glue contribution dom inates up to

Ptl’ 10 G eV.FortheUA2 experim ent[23],when thepseudo rapidity � = 1:4,

the glue contribution is im portant up to Ptl ’ 35 G eV.Finally for LHC,in

the Ptl range between 30 and 1000 G eV the glue contribution represents(60 -

80)% ofthe partonic cross-section. In allcasesthe "sea" contribution (s,c)is

alwaysnegligible.

In orderto estim ate thez rangeweare sensitive to wewillstudy in table I

the integrand ofeq.(1),i.e.:

< z > =

R
dz
z

P

lD
�0

l
(z;M 2

f
)E l

d�p+ p! l

d3 ~Pl
R

dz

z2

P

lD
�0

l
(z;M 2

f
)E l

d�p+ p! l

d3 ~Pl

(18)
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with z varying between 2E �0=
p
S and 1.Note thatthe partonic cross-sections

reach theirm axim um forz= 1 whilethefragm entation functionsdecreasewith

z.Aswecan inferfrom TableIthelarge zregion iskinem atically favored.W e

have used setIoffragm entation functionswhich willbediscussed later.

Asalready m entioned thefragm entation functionsareknown lessaccurately

than thestructurefunctions.Up tonow theyhavebeen extracted atLO [8]from

e+ e� annihilation and sem iinclusive deep inelastic m uon nucleon scattering.

No extraction from hadronic colliders data hasbeen perform ed so far. In the

following wewillcarry outan extraction of�0 fragm entation functionsatNLO

accuracy,using three di�erentapproaches.

3 Extraction of�0 fragm entation functions.

3.1 Selection ofexperim entaldata.

W e�rstdiscusstheexperim entaldatawewillusetoextractthe�0 fragm en-

tation functions. W e �rst consider e+ e� collisions. The JADE collaboration

[18]has published data at
p
S = 14; 22:5 and 34:4 G eV.W e use the data at

34:4 G eV,covering m ainly the low zH range (up to zH = 0:209). Data from

theTPC collaboration [17]at
p
S = 29 G eV aregiven as 1

�had

d�
�dzH

,thereforea

value ofR= 4.00 isassum ed to bring them to the usualform S
�

d�
dzH

.Data from

theTASSO collaboration [16]at
p
S = 34:6 G eV extend up to zH = 0:728.The

broadestzH rangeiscovered by datafrom theCELLO collaboration,extending

from zH = 0:049 to zH = 0:919 at
p
S = 35 G eV [15]and from zH = 0:094 to

zH = 0:847 at
p
S = 22 G eV [14]. Data from experim ents atDO RIS are not

used,ashardly any pointsurvivewith thecuton thelowerenergy ofthe�0 at

2 G eV.Data obtained atLEP are forthe m om entnotconstraining.However,

cross checks have been perform ed with the 2 points surviving the cutofdata

from the Arguscollaboration [25]at
p
S = 10 G eV and the 4 pointsfrom the

L3 collaboration [26]at
p
S = 91 G eV.

Let us discuss now experim ental data from hadronic colliders. Data in

hadronic reactions have been selected for this study taking into account sta-

tisticaland system atic accuracy.W heneverpossible,reconstructed �0 arepre-

ferred. ForSPS �xed targetenergies,the available data in pp reactionsare in

reasonable agreem ent and we willuse the data in the centralrapidity range

at
p
S = 23 G eV,from the W A70 collaboration [19]. The FNAL �xed target

range overlapswith the lowerISR energy range. The recentdata at
p
S = 31

G eV from pB e reactionsobtained by the E706 collaboration [20]are in agree-

m entwith som eoftheISR results.Resolved �0 at
p
S = 62:8 G eV taken from

table 5 ( m ore precisely data corresponding to the super-retracted geom etry)

ofK ourkoum elis etal. [22]are used. They willbe com pared with otherdata

available atthisenergy. W e willuse also the m ore recentdata from the AFS

collaboration [21],which however show a di�erentPt dependence. Atcollider

energies,the latest data from the UA2 experim ent at
p
S = 630 G eV with

averagepseudo rapidity � = 1:4 willbeused [23].Crosscheckshavebeen m ade

6



with data at
p
S = 540 G eV with average pseudo rapidity � = 0 although �0

are notdisentangled from directphotons.

3.2 Fragm entation functions from H ERW IG .

W e�rstconsiderthe�0 inclusiveproduction in e+ e� annihilation atM f0 =p
S = 30 G eV,assim ulated by the M onte Carlo generatorHERW IG .Aswell

known,this event generator includes the Q CD parton shower to leading and

nextto leading accuracy -in particularthe kinem aticalcorrectionsdue to the

phase space boundaries are sum m ed up to allorders -as wellas the hadro-

nisation ofthe color singlet clusters into the physicalparticles. Furtherm ore

HERW IG hasbeen shown [24]to describewith good accuracy theobserved fea-

turesofPETRA and LEP data.Then wewillusethe�0 distribution generated

by each quark 
avor which originates from the photonic vertex,as a realistic

description ofthe quark fragm entation into �0. O wing to the sym m etry of

quarksand antiquarksfragm enting into �0 weextractthequark fragm entation

functionsfrom :

d�e+ e� ! �0

dzH
(zH ;M

2

f0)� 6�0
X

q

e
2

qD
�0

q (zH ;M
2

f0); (19)

where the pointlike crosssection �0 hasbeen previously de�ned.The reaction

e+ e� ! �0+ X hasbeen thereforedecom posed into each contribution e+ e� !

u�u,d�d,s�s,c�cand b�b.Thegenerated distributionsare param etrized as

D
�0

i (z;M 2

f0)= N iz
�i(1� z)�i (20)

and analyzed using the m inim ization procedure M INUIT.The coe�cients N i

are constrained by thenorm alization condition:

Z
1

2m �
M f0

dz D i(z;M
2

f0)= hn�ii; (21)

wheretheaverage valueshn�ii aregiven by HERW IG foreach quark 
avor,in

agreem entwith thetotalobserved m ultiplicity hn�i.Theparam etersN i;�iand

�i are extracted from the �0 inclusive distribution generated,for each 
avor,

in the x range :025 � zH � :95 and shown in table II.Ascan beinferred from

thistable thestatisticalerroron theparam etersislessthan 5% .

Asan illustration oftheaccuracy ofthem ethod and also ofitslim itations,

the�0 inclusivecross-section obtained from eqs.(19)and (20),togetherwith the

resultsoftableII,arecom pared in �gure2 with theCELLO data [15]at
p
S =

35 G eV.Theagreem entisreasonablein therangezH � :5.So farwehave not

included the contribution from the gluon fragm entation function.Indeed from

theanalysisofthethreejeteventsitwould bepossible,in principle,to extract

from HERW IG the appropriate inform ation. The corresponding accuracy is

however unsatisfactory,due to the lim ited sensitivity to hard gluon e�ects in

e+ e� annihilation.
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Forthisreason wehavefollowed a di�erentapproach.To extractthegluon

fragm entation function from HERW IG we have analyzed the subprocessgg !

gg ! �0 + X from p�p annihilation atM f0 =
p
s � 30 G eV,in 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 within a cone

ofsem iaperture � = :35� :40 rad around the direction ofthe parent gluons

em itted at90deg. The value of� isfound by an appropriate angularstudy of

thegenerated distribution.W ith aparam etrization oftheform (20)we�nd the

valuesoftheparam etersN g;�g and �g given in tableIII.Afterinclusion ofthe

gluon fragm entation function and useofNLO evolved fragm entation functions

togetherwith NLO term sin the �0 inclusive crosssection the agreem entwith

CELLO data isim proved ascan beinferred from �gure3 up to zH ’ 0:8

W ecom parenow ourpredictionsatNLO toexperim entaldatafrom hadronic

colliders.W e�rstconsiderthedatafrom CERN ISR [21,22],for
p
S = 63G eV,

com pared in �gures 4 and 5 with ourpredictions for � = M = M f = Pt and

� = M = M f = Pt=2usingthequark fragm entation functionsfrom tableIIand

the two gluon setsfrom table III,with � = 0:35 and � = 0:40. The agreem ent

issatisfactory within the theoreticaland experim entaluncertainties.

Let usfocus now on the UA2 data at the SppS collider [23]. W e willuse

two setsofquiteprecisedata,forPt� 15 G eV and � ’ 0 and,for15 � Pt� 45

G eV and � ’ 1:4. The com parison with the theoreticalpredictions is shown

in �gures 6 and 7 for � = M = M f = Pt=2; Pt and for the two gluon sets

offragm entation functions. The agreem ent is quite good,and slightly favors

the set corresponding to � = 0:35. The dependence on the renorm alization,

factorization and fragm entation scalesatNLO willbediscussed later.

In the next subsection we willextract the �0 fragm entation functions at

nextto leading orderusing two di�erenthypothesesatthereferencescaleM 2

f0

= 2 G eV 2.

3.3 Set I:fragm entation functions w ith naturalscales.

For this set, we take �s as given by equation (14) and � = 190 M eV,

corresponding to the setofstructurefunctionswe willuse[4,5].

3.3.1 D e�nition

W e assum eforthiscase an SU(2)sym m etry:

D
�0

u (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�u (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

d (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�d
(z;M 2

f0)= D V (z;M
2

f0)+ D S(z;M
2

f0):

(22)

Then,wetake

D
�0

s (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�s (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

c (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�c (z;M 2

f0)= D S(z;M
2

f0);

(23)
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and

D
�0

g (z;M 2

f0)= D G (z;M
2

f0): (24)

W e param etrize the di�erentfunctionsofz asfollows

D V (z;M
2

f0) = N v (1� z)�v (25)

D S(z;M
2

f0) = N s (1� z)�s (26)

D G (z;M
2

f0) = N g (1� z)�g: (27)

AttheinitialscaleM f0,westartwith four
avors.Theb quark contribution is

taken into accountin theevolution.Fixing thethreshold at4 m 2

b,so we have:

D
�0

b (z;M 2

f)=

(

0 ifM 2

f
< 4m 2

b

N s (1� z)�s ifM 2

f = 4m 2

b

(28)

So we are left with six param eters to be determ ined with the help ofexperi-

m entaldata.

3.3.2 C hoice ofthe scale

W e usethe standard approach to �x allthe scalesto thesam e value which

is som e naturalscale ofthe problem . M ore precisely,for e+ e� collisions,we

take� = M f =
p
S whereasforp p collisions,wesetthethreescalesequaland

proportionalto the transverse m om entum ofthe�0:

� = M = M f = cPt

wherec isa constantto be�xed by the �tto experim entaldata .

3.3.3 R esults for set I

First ofall,for e+ e� collisions,we lim it ourselves to a �0 energy greater

than 2 G eV because we don’t trust perturbation theory for low �0 energies.

Therefore for
p
S ’ 30 G eV,we willonly use z values greater than 0.1. As

itcan be inferred from eqs(25-27) we have notused a factor z� in the input

param etrizationssincein thiszrangeitdoesnotim provethe�tbutonly leads

to correlations.W ith six param eters,a big correlation stilloccursbetween N v

and �v,so we �x �v = 1. Then N s,N g and �g rem ain slightly correlated. A

good �tto CELLO [15],TASSO [16],TPC [17]and JADE [18]data leading to

a �2 = 26:3 for29 pointsisobtained forvaluesoftheparam etersgiven in table

IV (system atic errorshave been added in quadratureto statisticalerrors).

Using setIoffragm entation functionswewillnow evaluatetheNLO cross-

sectionsforinclusive�0 production in hadroniccollisionsand com parethem to

experim entaldata from low center ofm ass energies up to the CERN collider

one. Here, the situation is less clear. First, if we keep constant the value

ofthe param eter c it is im possible to obtain a good �t in the whole energy

dom ain. Forexam ple,setting c’ 1:5,the ISR data can be described butthe

9



theoreticalpredictions are by far too low for W A70 and E706 and too high

for UA2. A sim ple solution to this problem is to allow c to vary with the

hadronic kinem aticalvariables,in particular
p
S. A correctdescription ofthe

data requiresc’ 0:39 forW A70 [19](see �gure 8a),c’ 0:5 forE706 [20](see

�gure 8b),c ’ 1:5 for ISR experim ent[21,22](see �gure 8c) and c ’ 5:5 for

UA2 [23](see�gure8d).In particularfortheISR energy range,thedata from

AFS collaboration [21]are m arginally consistent with those ofreference [22]

sincethetransversem om entum dependencein thetwo experim entsisdi�erent.

Thereforeitisvery di�cultto describeboth ISR data with high precision.W e

get rather good �ts ofdata ofK ourkoum elis et al. [22]with �2 = 20:6 for

14 pointsusing � = M = M f = 1:3Pt and ofthe AFS collaboration [21]with

�2 = 12:2for11pointsusing� = M = M f = 1:6Pt.Noticethattheslopeofthe

UA2 data isnotcorrectly reproduced,with a �2 = 50:2 for11 points.The �2

have been calculated with statisticalerrors,allowing the overallnorm alization

to vary within the system atic error.

A com m entisin orderhere.Theapproach followed so farisrathersim ple.

W hen the energy grows up the scales needed to describe data have also to

increase. As stated above an acceptable �t ofUA2 data [23]in the forward

direction can be obtained forthe choice ofscales� = M = M f = 5:5Pt which

isa prioria large scale. The com pensation occurring between the leading and

next-to-leading term s concerning the scale dependence is m uch m ore e�ective

at high energies. At low energy,since we prevent the scale to be less than

M f0 =
p
2 G eV,this com pensation does not occur and the behavior ofthe

leading and next-to-leading cross-sectionsisquitethesam e.In otherwords,we

are notin a good region to perform perturbation theory.

This approach m ight be criticized. Indeed it is not very predictive,since

the scales change with the energy. In other wordsone adds a new param eter

which acts as an overallnorm alization for each experim ent. Notice that the

norm alization ofthe glue fragm entation function N g is strongly correlated to

the choice m ade for the scale. M ore precisely,we could perfectly �nd a value

forN g which describestheUA2 data with c= 0:5.Butin thiscasewecouldn’t

describetheotherdata atlowerenergies.

3.4 Set II:fragm entation functions w ith optim ized scales.

For this set,we take the num ericalsolution ofequation (15) for �s and

�= 230 M eV,since we willusetheABFOW setofstructurefunctions[6].

3.4.1 D e�nition

W e assum ealso forthiscase an SU(2)sym m etry:

D
�0

u (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�u (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

d (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�d
(z;M 2

f0)= D u(z;M
2

f0):

(29)

Then we take:

D
�0

s (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�s (z;M 2

f0) = D s(z;M
2

f0); (30)

10



D
�0

c (z;M 2

f0)= D
�0

�c (z;M 2

f0) = D c(z;M
2

f0); (31)

and

D
�0

g (z;M 2

f0)= D g(z;M
2

f0): (32)

W e param etrize these di�erentfunctionsofz in the following way:

D u(z;M
2

f0) = N u z
�1 (1� z)�u (33)

D s(z;M
2

f0) = N s z
�1 (1� z)�s (34)

D c(z;M
2

f0) = N cz
�1 (1� z)�c (35)

D g(z;M
2

f0) = N g z
�1 (1� z)�g: (36)

So we are leftwith eightparam etersto bedeterm ined with the help ofexperi-

m entaldata. Since we willuse the optim ized procedure forthe determ ination

ofthescales,itism uch sim plernotto changethenum berof
avors.So,in this

case,we willneglectthe b contribution. Thisassum ption ism otivated by the

factthat�(e+ e� ! 
� ! b�b)= 1=4�(e+ e� ! 
� ! c�c)and in pp collision

the b production issuppressed dueto the weak b contentoftheproton.

A few rem arks are in order here. As in the case ofset I,the non singlet

partD �

i is always zero due to ourassum ptions. W e did nottake D �0

s = D �0

c

becausein thiscasethesum overthefour
avorsofD +

i weighted by thesquare

electric charge iszero:

X

i= u;d;s;c

e
2

i

�

D
+

i (z;M
2)+ D

+

�{ (z;M
2)
�

= 0:

So,thereisnonon-singletcontribution tothecross-section.Thereforewecould

param etrize directly the singlet and the glue with four param eters only. The

e+ e� data could becorrectly described,buttheglueisvery constrained and it

willnotbepossibleto �thadronicdata in the whole energy range.

3.4.2 C hoice ofthe scale

For set II,we use optim ized scales according to the procedure ofPolitzer

and Stevenson [28].Concerning e+ e� collisions,ourapproach isthe following.

Firstly since the scale � doesnotappearat lowest order,we cannot optim ize

with respectto it.Thereforeweset� = M f and perform an optim ization only

with respectto the scale M f.Therefore,a priori,ouroptim ized scale depends

on the choice m ade forthe inputfragm entation functions.W e have notfound

a way to getrid from thissensitivity.In practice,theoptim ized pointchanges

slowly when the input is m odi�ed and in addition,since we are in a stable

region,it does not m atter ifwe are not exactly on the optim ized point. The

optim ized scale M
opt

f
isoforderof

p
S=8 varying slowly with z. Furtherm ore,

we�nd nooptim ization scaleforz � :03for
p
S = 35G eV,z � :05for

p
S = 29

G eV and z � :1 for
p
S = 22 G eV.Forlowervaluesof

p
S,itisnotpossibleto

optim ize.
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W ealsousean optim ization procedureforhadroniccollisions.Sowerequire

that:

@

@ln(�2=�2)
E �0

d�p+ p! �0

d3~P�0
= 0 (37)

@

@ln(M 2=�2)
E �0

d�p+ p! �0

d3~P�0
= 0 (38)

@

@ln(M 2

f
=�2)

E �0

d�p+ p! �0

d3~P�0
= 0: (39)

The�rstequation can becom puted analytically:

@

@ln(�2=�2)
E �0

d�p+ p! �0

d3~P�0
= � �4s(�

2)b

(

2b0A + 3(1+ b
0
�s(�

2))

"

2bA ln

 

�2

�2

!

+ B ln

 

M 2

�2

!

+ C ln

 
M 2

f

�2

!

+ D

#)

(40)

having used

@�s(�
2)

@ln(�2=�2)
= � b�

2

s(�
2)(1+ b

0
�s(�

2)): (41)

Note that term soforderof�3s have been cancelled as itshould be. Now,we

determ ine the scale � in order to cancelthe right-hand side ofeq (40). This

ensures us that the corrective term K willbe negative with a m agnitude of

roughly 10 % ofthe lowest order. Then we com pute num erically the value of

the scalesM and M f which have to ful�llthe equations(38)(39),the scale �

being now a function ofM ,M f.W e require thatthe factorization scalesm ust

be greater than
p
2 G eV and that the renorm alization scale is such that the

running coupling constant �s is less than .34. W ith these constraints it will

be im possible to optim ize in low Pt range. M ore precisely,for low center of

m assenergies(
p
S � 63 G eV),theoptim ization isnotpossibleforPt� 5 G eV.

Thereforetheseregionsarenotappropriatetoapply an optim ization procedure.

3.4.3 R esults for set II

Firstwefreeze�s,�c and �g according to thecounting rules.Therearestill

too m any param eters,so we �x N g and �tto e+ e� data with fourparam eters

N u,�u,N s and N c. The fragm entation functions extracted are then used to

evaluate hadronic cross sections. Then we vary N g re�tting e+ e� data and

apply the new inputto pp data.Thisprocedure isrepeated untila reasonable

description ofhadronicdataisreached.G ood �tsofe+ e� data(CELLO [14,15],

TASSO [16], TPC [17]and JADE [18]) leading to a �2 ’ 1 per d.o.f. are

obtained forthe two sets-hereafterdenoted assetIIa and setIIb -displayed

in TableV and TableVI(see�gures9 and 10 usingsetIIb).Thetwo setsdi�er

m ainly forthe gluon norm alization. Ascan be seen from inspection of�gures

11a,11b,12a and 12b a rather good �tofthe latest UA2 data at
p
S = 630

G eV [23],AFS [21]and K ourkoum elis etaldata [22]can be obtained leading

to a �2 ’ 50 for31 points.K ourkoum elisetal.data favorthesetcharacterized

12



by the largest glue (set IIb)whereas UA2 data are better �tted by the other

set(setIIa). Notice thatwe have taken into accountthe system atic errorsof

the data which a�ectthe overallnorm alization.The�2 are 3:46 (4:28)forthe

11 AFS points,31:54 (23:52) for the 9 K ourkoum elis et al. points and 14:91

(20:00) forthe 11 UA2 pointswith the param etersofsetIIa (IIb). Inside the

system aticerrorswecan alsodescribeUA2dataat
p
S = 540G eV and � = 1:4.

O n the otherhand we are notable to describe W A70 and E706 data with the

valuesofN g found before.Thisisnotvery surprising sincethecorrective 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 Predictions at future hadron colliders.

As we have seen present data do not allow to extract the �0 fragm enta-

tion functions unequivocally. To this aim the forthcom ing inform ation from

ep HERA collider should be very helpful. W ith these lim itations we willnow

estim ate the�0 ratesatLHC using thevarioussetsoffragm entation functions

previously derived.

Letusconsider�rstsetIoffragm entation functions. In orderto describe

hadronicdata we had to increase thescales� = M = M f from
Pt
2
at

p
S ’ 20

G eV up to 5Pt at
p
S = 630 G eV.An extrapolation to LHC energy would lead

to � = M = M f ’ 50Pt which seem s by far an unnaturalscale. To estim ate

thesensitivity to scalesweshow in �gure13 theratio ofcrosssectionsatLHC

for the two scales 50Pt and Pt at � = 0. As can be inferred from the �gure

the ratesdi�erby atm osta factoroftwo.To estim ate the uncertainty dueto

structure functions we have taken the set ofstructure functions ofHM RS [5]

using the M S schem e and the set ofM or�ng-Tung [4]using the DIS schem e.

Thepredictionsdi�erby atm ost20% .Sim ilarly theratio ofpredictionsusing

setIIisdisplayed in �gure14.

Finally the ratio ofthe two predictions from the HERW IG fragm entation

functions,for � = 0.35,0.40,evolved to NLO accuracy as discussed in section

3.2,aredisplayed in �gure15.

Thesituation issum m arized in �gure16 wherewe show the absolute rates

atLHC for � = 0 from the m ostplausible sets in the three approaches. This

givesan estim ateofthetheoreticaluncertainty which isoftheorderofa factor

two.Theuncertainty on structurefunctionsism arginalcom pared to the poor

determ ination offragm entation functions.

To show thestability oftheNLO correctionswedisplay thecrosssection as

a function ofthescales� and M = M f com pared to theLO resultforPt= 50

G eV (�gures17)and forPt= 200G eV (�gures18).W evary thescalesbetween

Pt=5 and 5Pt. The NLO crosssectionsexhibita saddle pointwhereasthe LO

crosssectionsdecrease m onotonically when the scalesincrease.
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The uncertainty due to factorisation schem e,especially com ing from frag-

m entation functionsisexpected tobetiny forthetwo following reasons.Firstly

theevaluation doneforonejetinclusivecrosssection hasshown[2]thatatcol-

lider energies its m agnitude is ofthe order of5% -ifdone correctly -and we

can reasonably expecta sam eorderofm agnitudeforonehadron inclusivecross

section.Secondly a precise estim ate doesn’tseem m andatory com pared to the

large uncertainty com ing from fragm entation functions.
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5 C onclusions

W e have perform ed a com plete next to leading order analysis ofinclusive

�0 production from e+ e� and hadronic data.Forthe �rsttim e an attem ptto

extract sets of�0 fragm entation functions at NLO has been perform ed. The

presentquality ofdata doesnotallow usto derive a unique set�tting allex-

perim entaldata.Forthispurposem ore accurate m easurem entsfrom hadronic

collidersin thelargePt dom ain,from e+ e� collidersin thelargezH dom ain as

wellascom plem entary inform ation from ep collisionswillbevery helpful.The

theoreticaluncertainties are m ainly due to the poorly determ ined fragm enta-

tion functions.NeverthelesstheabsoluteratesatfuturecolliderslikeLHC and

SSC can be predicted within a factoroftwo.Thiswillcertainly be ofhelp for

neutralbackground rejection atsupercolliders.

N ote added in proof

Aftercom pletion ofthiswork the paper"HigherorderQ CD correctionsto

inclusiveparticleproduction in p�p collision" by F.M .Borzum atietal.[29]has

appeared,where the �0 inclusive production hasbeen discussed,using the old

LO fragm entation functionsofref.[8]and the NLO resultsofourgroup [2].
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Table captions

� Table I:average fraction ofenergy ofthe fragm enting parton (see eq.18)

from pp collisions.

� Table II:param etersofthe quark fragm entation functions(see eq.20)as

obtained from HERW IG in e+ e� annihilation atM 0 = 30 G eV.

� Table III:param etersofthegluon fragm entation functions(see eq.20)as

obtained from HERW IG at M 0 = 30 G eV,with two hypotheses on the

angle � (see text).

� Table IV:param etersforthe�0 fragm entation functions(setI)obtained

from e+ e� annihilation.

� TableV:param etersforthe�0 fragm entation functions(setIIa)obtained

from optim ization procedurein e+ e� annihilation.

� TableVI.Param etersforthe�0 fragm entation functions(setIIb)obtained

from optim ization procedurein e+ e� annihilation.
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p
S = 23 G eV and � = 0:

p
S = 63 G eV and � = 0:

p
S = 630 G eV and � = 1:4

P �0

t < z > P �0

t < z > P �0

t < z >

4.11 0.81 5.25 0.67 13 0.55

4.61 0.82 6.73 0.70 21 0.60

5.69 0.86 8.23 0.73 29.8 0.65

6.69 0.89 10.4 0.77 43.7 0.74

Table I

Process � � N q < n� >

e+ e� ! u�u � 0:95� 0:02 3:67� 0:19 1:20 2:95

e+ e� ! d�d � 0:95� 0:02 3:67� 0:15 1:24 2:87

e+ e� ! s�s � 0:88� 0:02 5:32� 0:23 1:68 2:73

e+ e� ! c�c � 0:82� 0:02 8:02� 0:24 3:09 3:42

e+ e� ! b�b � 0:95� 0:02 10:94� 0:29 2:92 4:20

Table II

� � � Ng < n� >

0:35 rad � 0:28� 0:04 6:71� 0:39 14:49 3:65

0:4 rad � 0:37� 0:04 5:79� 0:36 12:93 4:55

Table III

Parton �i �i N i

valence 0: 1: 0:19

sea 0: 5:2 3:5

gluon 0: 2:03 4:9

Table IV

Parton �i �i N i

up � 1: 0:94 0:11

strange � 1: 3:0 0:55

charm � 1: 4: 2:7

gluon � 1: 2: 0:55

Table V
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Parton �i �i N i

up � 1: 1:11 0:15

strange � 1: 3:0 0:18

charm � 1: 4: 2:5

gluon � 1: 2: 0:75

Table V I
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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 Ptl at various ener-

gies:W A70 experim ent(�g 1a),ISR experim ents(�g 1b),UA2(�g 1c)and

LHC(�g1d).Thevariouscurvesreferto:pp ! u+ d (fullline),pp ! s+ c

(dashed line)and pp ! g (dot-dashed line).

� Fig. 2: LO inclusive �0 production in e+ e� annihilation with the quark

fragm entation functionsextracted from HERW IG at
p
S = 30 G eV,com -

pared with experim entaldata at
p
S = 35 G eV.

� Fig.3:NLO inclusive�0 production in e+ e� annihilation with thequark

and gluon fragm entation functionsextracted from HERW IG and evolved

at
p
S = 35 G eV,com pared with data.

� Figs.4:NLO inclusive �0 production in pp collisionsatISR energiesfor

� = M = M f = Pt;Pt=2 for � = 0:35 (see text). The fragm entation

functionsare from HERW IG .

� Figs.5:sam e as�g 4,for� = 0:40.

� Figs. 6: NLO inclusive �0 production in p�p collisions at Sp�pS energies

for� = M = M f = Pt;Pt=2 for� = 0:35 and � = 0:40,at
p
S = 540 G eV

and � = 0.Thefragm entation functionsarefrom HERW IG .

� Figs.7:sam e as�g 6 at
p
S = 630 G eV and � = 1:4.

� Figs. 8: NLO inclusive �0 production in hadronic collisions with set I

fragm entation functions (see text) for various energies. The scales � =

M = M f = cPt are indicated explicitely.

� Fig. 9: NLO inclusive �0 production in e+ e� annihilation with setIIof

fragm entation functions com pared to CELLO ,TASSO and JADE data

. The gluon param eter N g takes the value N g = 0:75. Data and theory

have been m ultiplied by 0.1 at
p
S = 22 G eV.

� Fig.10:Sam eas�g 9 forTPC data.

� Figs. 11: NLO inclusive �0 production in pp collisions with set IIfrag-

m entation functions(seetext)atISR energies(squarescorrespond toAFS

data whereascirclescorrespond to K ourkoum elisetaldata). The gluon

param eterN g takesthevalueN g = 0:55 (�g11a)and N g = 0:75(�g11b).

� Figs.12:sam e as�g 11 atSp�pS energies.

� Fig. 13: ratio ofinclusive �0 cross sections predicted atLHC for� = 0

using set I offragm entation functions with � = M = M f = 50Pt over

� = M = M f = Pt.
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� Fig. 14: ratio ofinclusive �0 cross sections predicted atLHC for� = 0

using setIIb offragm entation functionsoversetIIa .

� Figs. 15: ratio ofinclusive �0 crosssectionspredicted atLHC for� = 0

using fragm entation functionsfrom HERW IG .

� Fig. 16: inclusive �0 cross sections predicted at LHC for � = 0 using

variousfragm entation functions:HERW IG with � = 0:35 (fullline),set

Iwith � = M = M f = 50Pt (dot-dashed curve)and setIIwith N g = 0:75

(dashed curve).

� Figs.17:inclusive�0 crosssectionsatLHC in pb using setIoffragm en-

tation functions as a function ofthe scales � and M = M f for Pt = 50

G eV and � = 0.LO prediction :�g 17a .NLO prediction :�g 17b.

� Figs.18:sam e as�g 17 forPt= 200 G eV and � = 0.

20



R eferences

[1] For a review see forexam ple G .Altarelli,D.Denegriand F.Pauss,Pro-

ceedingsofAachen LHC W orkshop vol1 CERN 90-10,G .Jarlskog and D.

Reineds.

[2] F.Aversa,P.Chiappetta,M .G reco and J.Ph.G uillet,Nucl.Phys.B327,105

(1989).

[3] R.K .Ellisand J.C.Sexton,Nucl.Phys.B269,445 (1986).

[4] J.G .M or�n and W .K .Tung,Z.Phys.C52,13 (1989).

[5] A.D.M artin,R.G .Roberts and W .J.Stirling,Phys.Rev.D37,1161

(1988);M od.Phys.LettA4,1135 (1989);P.N.Harrim an,A.D.M artin,

R.G .Robertsand W .J.Stirling,Phys.Rev.D42,798 (1990) and Phys.

Rev.D42,3645 (1990).

[6] P.Aurenche,R.Baier,M .Fontannaz,J.F.O wensand M .W erlen,Phys.

Rev.D39,3275 (1989).

[7] B.M ele and P.Nason,Nucl.Phys.B361,626 (1991).

[8] R. Baier,J. Engels and B. Petersson, Z. Phys. C2, 265 (1979); M .

Anselm ino,P.K rolland E.Leader,Z.Phys.C18,307 (1983).

[9] G .M archesiniand B.R.W ebber,Nucl.Phys.B238,1 (1984);ibidem 310,

461 (1989).

[10] G .Altarelliand G .Parisi,Nucl.Phys.B126 (1977)298.

[11] G .Curci,W .Furm anskiand R.Petronzio,Nucl.Phys.B175,27 (1980).

[12] G .Altarelli, R.K .Ellis, G .M artinelli and S.Y.Pi, Nucl. Phys B160, 301

(1979).

[13] R.Baierand K .Fey,Z.Phys.C2 (1979)339.

[14] CELLO collab.:H.J.Behrend etal.,Z.Phys.C20,207 (1983).

[15] CELLO collab.:H.J.Behrend etal.,Z.Phys.C47,1 (1990).

[16] TASSO collab.:W .Braunschweig etal.,Z.Phys.C33,13 (1986).

[17] TPC collab.:H.Aihara etal.,Z.Phys.C27,187 (1985).

[18] JADE collab.:W .Barteletal.,Z.Phys.C28,343 (1985).

[19] W A70 collab.:M .Bonesinietal.,Z.Phys.C38,371 (1988).

[20] E706 collab.:G .Alverson etal.,Phys.Rev.D45,3899 (1992).

[21] AFS collab.:T.Akesson etal.,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.51,836 (1990).

21



[22] C.K ourkoum elisetal.,Z.Phys.C5,95 (1980).

[23] UA2 collab.630 G eV:R.Ansariet al.,Z.Phys.C41,395 (1988); UA2

collab.540 G eV:M .Banneretal.,Z.Phys.C27,329 (1985).;M .Banner

etal.,Phys.Lett.B115,59 (1982).

[24] B.R.W ebber,CERN-TH 6706/92 (1992).

[25] ARG US collab.:H.Albrechtetal.,Z.Phys.C46,15 (1990).

[26] L3 Collaboration,Phys.Lett.B259,199 (1991).

[27] W .Furm anskiand R.Petronzio,Phys.Lett.B97,437 (1980).

[28] P.M .Stevenson and H.D.Politzer,Nucl.Phys.B277,758 (1986).

[29] F.M .Borzum ati,B.A.K niehl,G .K ram er,preprintDESY 92-135,O ct.92

22
































































