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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theunpolarized Drell-Yan processhasbeen studied ratherextensively in theliterature,

including O (�s) [1,2]and O (�2s) [3]corrections. As well,the O (�s) corrections to the

corresponding longitudinally polarized [4]and transversely polarized processes[5,6]have

been studied. W hat was stilllacking is a uni�ed picture for dealing with the polarized

processes. The basic problem is the am biguity associated with de�ning the 5 m atrix,

or "���� tensor,in n dim ensions;both ofthese objects arise in polarized processes. For

unpolarized QCD processes,dim ensionalregularization (DREG)preservesallthenecessary

invariancesand sym m etriestodocalculationstoany orderin �s.HenceDREG isthem ost

com m only used regularization forQCD.The am biguity associated with the continuation

ofthe 5 m atrix m akes it im possible to uniquely de�ne higher order corrections (HOC)

for polarized processes using DREG.Various prescriptions are available, but problem s

with eitherm athem aticalorphysicalconsistency generally arise. Asa result,anothern-

dim ensionalschem e,dim ensionalreduction (DRED)m ay beused.Thisschem eavoidsthe

5 problem ,although itrequirescertain ultraviolet(UV)counterterm swhich arethesam e

in both unpolarized and polarized processesand m ay beunam biguously determ ined.

In thispaper,wepresentanalyticalresultsforunpolarized and (both longitudinally and

transversely) polarized Drell-Yan in a form valid foralln-dim ensionalschem es. For the

polarized case,the am biguity (orschem e dependence)in the DREG resultsisparam eter-

ized by the am biguity in the polarized n-dim ensionalsplitfunctions. Aswell,we present

num ericalresultsforp-p collisionsrelevantto theRelativisticHeavy Ion Collider(RHIC).

W e go further to show that for a wide class ofsubprocesses,including the one-loop

corrections to Drell-Yan and deep-inelastic scattering,DRED is sim ply equivalent to a

particular m ass factorization schem e in DREG.W e callthis schem e M S" (orM S") since

it involves subtracting the "-dim ensionalpart ofthe n-dim ensionalAltarelli-Parisisplit

functions,where n = 4� 2". As a consequence,the �nalresults in the M S" schem e are

regularization schem e independent within the n-dim ensionalschem es. The �nalresultis

equivalentto thatobtained in DRED and allam biguitiesassociated with thecontinuation

ofthe5 m atrix aresubtracted via then-dim ensionalsplitfunctions.

W e willalso show the connection between the DRED parton distributions and frag-

m entation functionsand those ofDREG in a sim ple m anner. M ore speci�cally,we show

how to convertexisting DREG distributionsinto onessuitable foruse with crosssections

determ ined using DRED.Thisisim portantsinceDRED isequivalentto 4-dim ensionalhe-

licity am plitudetechniqueswhich considerably sim plify perturbativecalculations.W em ay

thuscalculatenew unpolarized crosssectionsusing DRED orhelicity am plitudesand then

sim ply convolutethem with theDRED distributionsobtained from well-known unpolarized

DREG parton distributionsand fragm entataion functions.

Sim ilarconclusions(forunpolarized processes)m ay beobtained in theapproach of[7],

which converts DRED cross sections into DREG ones by considering di�erences in the

Lagrangiansand using �ctitious"-scalarsto calculatethedi�erencesin thecrosssections.

1



Transition rules between the two schem es are also given in [8]. Here,we take a sim pler

and m ore phenom enologicalapproach, investigating how the schem e dependences arise

in the Feynm an graphs. The connection between the two schem es is sim ply the relation

between thedistributionsoftherespectiveschem es.Thisallowsforeasy interpretation and

extension to a wide class ofprocesses. W e also explicitly consider polarized observables,

unlike[7,8].

II.n-D IM EN SIO N A L R EG U LA R IZAT IO N SC H EM ES

Therearetwo partsto thedim ensionalcontinuation:thecontinuation ofthem om enta

and thecontinuation ofallothertensorstructures(i.e.gam m am atrices).Thecontinuation

ofthe m om enta isunique,butthere are variousm ethodsforcontinuing the tensors. The

choiceofthelatterde�neswhich dim ensionalm ethod isbeing used.

Continuation ofthe M om enta

For the continuation ofthe m om enta,allm om enta and phase spaces are continued

to n dim ensions [9,10]. The phase space integrals are continued by generalizing integer

dim ensionalintegrals to non-integer dim ensions. Consequently,allloop integrals can be

reduced,using Feynm an param eters,to thefundam entalintegral

Z
dnq

(2�)n

(q2)r

(q2 � C)m
=

i(�1)r�m

(4�)n=2�(n=2)
C
r�m + n=2

B (r+ n=2;m � r� n=2); (1)

(see,forexam ple[11])with m > 0,r� 0 and B theEulerbeta function.Aswell,de�ning

n = 4� 2" (n0= 4� 2"0)with " < 0 ("0> 0)we see that"0 isrequired forUV divergent

integralsand " forinfrared (IR)divergentones,initially.Then wem ustcontinueto

"
0= " (2)

sincewecan only work in onedim ension atonetim e.From (1)itfollowsthatm asslessself-

energy insertionson m asslessexternallinesvanish.Thism eansthaton-shellwavefunction

renorm alization istrivialwhen allparticlesarem assless.Hence,in theabsenceofcoupling

renorm alization (i.e.gluon self-energies),e�ectively no UV renorm alization isrequired.

Continuation ofthe Tensors(DREG)

In DREG,one continuesthe m etric tensorand the gam m a m atricesto n dim ensions.

Letting g��n denotethen-dim ensionalm etrictensor,wehavetherelations

g
��
n g

n
�� = n; 

�

� + 

�

� = 2g��n : (3)

Aswell,theusualconvention isto take2� 2"= n � 2 helicity stateswhen averaging over

initialgluons/photons.Thisisrelated to thecontinuation ofthehelicity sum rule

X

�

A
�(p;�)A��(p;�)! �g

��
n : (4)
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HereA �(p;�)isthegluon/photon polarization vectorforgluon/photon m om entum p and

helicity �. Di�erent conventions sim ply am ount to �nite renorm alizations ofthe parton

distributions(which wewillseearisefrom di�erencesin then-dim ensionalsplitfunctions).

Thereexisttwopopularm ethodsforcontinuingthe5 m atrix("
���� )tensorton dim en-

sions: the anticom m uting-5 schem e [12](see also [13]concerning "
���� )and the HVBM

schem e [9,14].

In theanticom m uting-5 schem e,weusetherelations

5� = ��5; 
2

5
= �1: (5)

Iftraceswith only one5 occurthough,thereareknown m athem aticalinconsistencies[14].

In theHVBM schem e,weform ally taken > 4 (with regardsto thetensoralgebra)and

keep the5 and "
���� in 4 dim ensionsso that

f5;�g= 0:� � 4, [5;�]= 0:� > 4; (6)

which followsfrom thede�nition

5 =
i

4!
"�1�2�3�4

�1
�2

�3
�4 (7)

where

"�1�2�3�4 = 0; �i> 4; (8)

otherwise,itistheusualLevi-Civita tensor.

This schem e is m athem atically consistent, but cum bersom e. Physically, it has the

problem thatthe non-anticom m uting 5 leadsto non-conservation ofhelicity ofm assless

ferm ionsin a m inim alsubtraction schem e likeM S [15].

Dim ensionalReduction

Dim ensionalreduction [16]isperhapsthe sim plestofallthe dim ensionalm ethods. It

wasoriginally introduced becauseDREG violatessupersym m etry.Aswillbecom eobvious,

itisalso m anifestly m athem atically consistent.Theidea issim ple;all-m atricesand ten-

sorsaretaken to be4-dim ensional,and form ally n < 4.Thisim pliesthatthecom ponents

ofallm om enta between n and 4 m ustvanish.W ehavethefollowing contraction identities

g
��
g�� = 4; g

��
n g

n
�� = g

��
g
n
�� = n (9)

and theusual4-dim ensionalrelationslike


�

� + 

�

� = 2g��: (10)

Itisalso usefulto de�ne


�
" � �(g

�� � g
��
n ): (11)

This m ethod is particularly sim ple for the calculation oftree graphs (i.e.graphs not

involving loops) since the traces are equalto their 4-dim ensionalcounterparts,im plying
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gaugeinvariance.Onem aythususe4-dim ensionalhelicityam plitudem ethods,forinstance.

Then thephasespaceintegralsarecarried outin n dim ensions,providingand IR regulator.

Aswell,theanticom m uting 5 im plieshelicity conservation ofm asslessferm ions.

Theonlysubtlety com esfrom thefactthatthevirtualm om entum integrationsgenerate

thetensorg��n ,which isgenerally contracted with 4-dim ensional-m atrices.Thiscan lead

to a term � �" which gives the incorrect Lorentz structure and m ust be rem oved by

a counterterm . In [17]the counterterm for the quark-(Z) vertex was presented. It is

(working in theFeynm an gauge)


� ! �CF

g2

(4�)2

1

"

�
"; (12)

with CF = 4=3(i.e.theFeynm an ruleforthecounterterm isobtained by m aking theabove

substitution in theusualrule).Forthelepton-(Z)vertex,weuse(12)with

CF g
2 ! e

2
: (13)

Throughout,weconsider(12)tobeaFeynm an ruleforDRED.Forthetypeofprocesses

considered here,(12)istheonlycounterterm required tom akeDRED physically consistent.

III.A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S FO R D R ELL-YA N

W ewill�rstconsidertheunpolarized and longitudinally polarized cases,then thetrans-

versely polarized case.W ehavethegeneralprocess

A(P1;�A)+ B (P2;�B )! l
� (p3)+ l

+ (p4)+ X ; (14)

where �A,�B denote the helicities ofhadronsA,B . The unpolarized and longitudinally

polarized crosssectionsarede�ned,respectively,by

� �
1

2
[�(+;+)+ �(+;�)]; �� �

1

2
[�(+;+)� �(+;�)] (15)

in thenotation �(�A;�B ).

Thegeneral2! 2 [2! 3]subprocesscontributing to (14)hastheform

a(p1;�1)+ b(p2;�2)! 
�(q)+ [c(k)]! l

� (p3)+ l
+ (p4)+ [c(k)] (16)

forgeneralpartonsa,b,c.

Firstly,wede�netheprocess-levelinvariants

S = (P1 + P2)
2
; M

2 = (p3 + p4)
2
; � = M

2
=S: (17)
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In theparton m odel,wehave

p1 = xaP1; p2 = xbP2: (18)

Hencewem ay de�nethesubprocessinvariants

s= (p1 + p2)
2 = xaxbS; w =

M 2

s
=

M 2

Sxaxb
=

�

xaxb
: (19)

Theunpolarized [polarized]m om entum distributionsaregiven by

[�]F i=I(xi;M
2

f)= xi[�]f i=I(xi;M
2

f) (20)

wherethe[�]f i=I aretheunpolarized [polarized]parton densitiesforparton iin hadron I,

evaluated atfactorization energy scaleM 2
f.

The parton m odelexpression forthe Drell-Yan cross section corresponding to (14)is

then

[�]
d�A B

dM 2
=

X

ab

Z
1

�

dxa

xa

Z
1

w 1

dw

w
[�]F a=A (xa;M

2

f)[�]F b=B (xb;M
2

f)[�]
d�̂ab

dM 2
(21)

where

w1 = �=xa; xb = w1=w (22)

and [�]̂� ab is the unpolarized [polarized]subprocess cross section corresponding to (16).

W em ustconsiderthesubprocessesa = q,b= �q,c= g and a = q,b= g,c= q,which are

sym m etric undera $ band q$ �q asfaras[�]d�̂ ab=dM
2 isconcerned.

De�netheunintegrated leptonictensoras

L
��

D R ED
= �

2"
e
2[p�

3
p
�

4 + p
�
4
p
�

3 � (M 2
=2)g�� ]

L
��

D R EG = �
2"
e
2[p�3p

�

4 + p
�
4p

�

3 � (M 2
=2)g��n ] (23)

where the arbitrary m ass scale �2" arises from the n-dim ensionalcoupling e2 ! e2�2".

Furtherm ore,de�netheintegrated leptonictensoras

L�� =

Z
dn�1 p3

(2�)n�1 2p3;0

�[(q� p3)
2]

M 2
L
��
: (24)

One�nds

L
��

D R ED = �
2"
e
2
�"

2n
(q2)�"

�2

�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

1

(3� 2")(1� 2")

"

(1� ")
q�q�

q2
+
g��n

2
� (3� 2")

g��

2

#

:

(25)

Thecorresponding DREG tensorisobtained by replacing g�� ! g��n .Thisgives

L
��

D R EG = �
2"
e
2
�"

2n

(q2)�"

�2

�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

(1� ")

(3� 2")(1� 2")

"
q�q�

q2
� g

��
n

#

: (26)
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The part � q�q� does not contribute to the cross section, as can be seen from gauge

invariance.Hence theintegrated leptonic tensorise�ectively a constant.Nonetheless,we

keep alltheterm sforcom pleteness.

W e m ay then de�ne the unpolarized [polarized]subprocess hadronic tensor [�]W
��

ab

through theunpolarized [polarized]subprocesssquared Feynm an am plitude

[�]jM j2ab �
1

M 4
L�� [�]W

��

ab ; (27)

where jM j2ab,�jM j2ab are de�ned analogously to (15). Having done so,we m ay write the

2! 2 phasespaceas

[�]
d�̂ab;2! 2

dM 2
=

1

M 4

 

16�
�(1� w)

M 2
[�]W

��

ab;2! 2

!

L�� : (28)

Sim ilarly,forthe2! 3 phasespace,

[�]
d�̂ab;2! 3

dM 2
=

1

M 4

"
2w

�

�"M �2"

21�2"

w "(1� w)1�2"

�(1� ")

Z
1

0

dyy
�"(1� y)�"[�]W

��

ab;2! 3
L��

#

; (29)

wherey = (1+ cos�)=2 and � istheanglebetween p1 and k in thep1,p2 c.m ..Thisisall

weneed to calculate[�]d� A B =dM
2.

In order to present [�]d�̂ ab=dM
2 in a form valid for alln-dim ensionalschem es, we

m ust�rstgive the generalform ofthe n-dim ensionalsplitfunctionsP n
ij(z),related to the

probability ofparton jsplittingintoacollinearparton ihaving m om entum fraction z,plus

an arbitrary �nalstatecarrying therestofthem om entum .

W em ay write

P
n
ij(z;")= P

<
ij(z;")+ �(1� z)P�ij("); (30)

with

P
<
ij(z;")= P

< ;4

ij (z)+ "P
< ;"

ij (z) (31)

and

P
�
ij(")= P

�;4

ij + "P
�;"

ij : (32)

In DRED,P
< ;"

ij (z)and P
�;"

ij arezero.In otherwords

P
D R ED

ij (z)= P
4

ij(z); (33)

whereP 4
ij(z)istheusual4-dim ensionalsplitfunction.

Onem ightwonderhow to determ inetheP n
ij(z;").Itisdonein thesam eway asforthe

4-dim ensionalcase,butkeeping theterm sofO (").

W ecan m akethisclearerby considering the2! m process(allparticlesm assless)

a(pa)+ b(pb)! c1(k1)+ c2(k2)+ � � � + cm (km ): (34)
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W hen k1 iscollinearwith pa,wehave(atone-loop)

[�]jM j
2

2! m (ab! c1� � � cm )�
X

d

[�]P <
da(z;")

pa � k1
[�]jM j

2

2! m �1 (db! c2� � � cm ); (35)

wherea ! d+ c1 and

k1 � (1� z)pa ! pd � zpa; z < 1; (36)

with �P ij being the corresponding polarized split function. Then P �
ij is determ ined us-

ing probability and m om entum conservation,and it only appears when i= j. Also,by

de�nition �P �
ij = P �

ij.

In thispaper,wewillneed [�]P qq(z)and [�]P qg(z).In 4 dim ensions[18]

�P 4

qq(z) = P
4

qq(z)= CF

"
1+ z2

(1� z)+
+
3

2
�(1� z)

#

= CF

"
2

(1� z)+
� 1� z+

3

2
�(1� z)

#

P
4

qg(z) =
1

2
(1� 2z+ 2z2); �P 4

qg(z)= z�
1

2
: (37)

Fortheunpolarized casein DREG,the"-dim ensionalpartsareunique[19]

P
< ;"
qq (z) = �CF (1� z); P

�;"
qq =

CF

2

P
< ;"
qg (z) = z

2 � z; P
�;"
qg = 0: (38)

exceptthatP < ;"
qg dependson theconvention used foraveraging overinitialgluon states.In

theanticom m uting 5 schem e,onehas

P
n
qq(z)= �P n

qq(z)= P
n
q+ q+

(z)� P
n
q� q+

(z)
| {z }

0

(39)

(with the �’s denoting helicities) as a consequence ofhelicity conservation (i.e.an anti-

com m uting 5). Thisisnottrue in the HVBM schem e due to (6),which violateshelicity

conservation ofm asslessferm ions(see [15]concerning the polarized splitfunctionsin the

HVBM schem e). W e willshow that this problem is overcom e in the M S" factorization

schem e,which weshallnow de�ne.

Factorization ofthem asssingularitiesisequivalenttoexpressing thebareparton distri-

butions(and fragm entation functions)in term softherenorm alized ones.In theM S (M S")

schem e,thisisdonevia

[�]f 0

i=A (x)= [�]f
M S(")

i=A
(x;M 2

f)+
c(")

"

X

j

�s

2�

Z
1

x

dy

y
[�]f

M S(")

j=A
(y;M 2

f)[�]P
(n)

ij (x=y); (40)

where
c(")

"
=
1

"

 
4��2

M 2
f

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")
=

 
�2

M 2
f

! "

(
1

"
� E + ln4�)+ O ("): (41)
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The conventionalfactor(�2=M 2
f)

" isnotnecessary,butitallowsfora distiction between

coupling renorm alization and m ass factorization energy scales. W e willtake M f = � in

ourcalculations.In otherprocessesthough,thisdistinction m ightbenecessary in orderto

avoid largelogarithm s.

Forthe fragm entation functionsD A =i,representing the probability forquark ito split

into hadron A,thecorresponding renorm alization is

[�]D 0

A =i(z)= [�]D
M S(")

A =i
(z;M 2

f)+
c(")

"

X

j

�j

2�

Z
1

z

dy

y
[�]D

M S(")

A =j
(y;M 2

f)[�]P
(n)

ji (z=y); (42)

where�j = �s,unlessj (=A)= ,in which case�j = �.

Itisclearthatthe M S" schem e isjustthe M S schem e,extended so asto subtracto�

the entire n-dim ensionalsplitfunction. In DRED,M S" isequivalentto M S since there is

no "-dim ensionalpartofthesplitfunction.

W earenow in a position to writedown theresultsfor[�]d�̂ ab=dM
2 in a form valid for

alln-dim ensionalschem es.W estartwith theq�q subprocess.TheBorn term isgiven by

[�]
d�̂q�q

dM 2
= [�]� B (")�(1� w) (43)

with

�
D R ED

B (")= ��� D R ED

B (")=
�2

N c

e2q

2�2"

2�1+ "

M 4+ 2"
�
4" (2� ")

(3� 2")(1� 2")

�(1� ")

�(1� 2")
(44)

and

�
D R EG

B (")= 2
(1� ")2

(2� ")
�
D R ED

B ("): (45)

HereN c = 3 and eq isthequark fractionalcharge.In theanticom m uting 5 schem e

�� AC

B (")= ��D R EGB ("): (46)

This is not true in the HVBM schem e though. Ofcourse,in the lim it " ! 0 helicity

conservation isrestored in allschem esso long asthereareno 1=" polesarising from m ass

singularities.Iftherearesuch 1=" poles,then oneneedsa schem e such asM S",aswewill

see.

Thefactorization counterterm in theM S (M S")schem e is

[�]
d�̂ctq�q

dM 2
=
2

"
[�]� B (")

�s

2�
w
1+ "[�]P (n)

qq (w)

 
4��2

M 2

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

 
s

M 2
f

! "

: (47)

Thegluonicbrem sstrahlung contribution is

[�]
d�̂Brq�q

dM 2
= [�]� B (")

�s

2�
w
1+ "

CF

 
4��2

M 2

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")
(48)

�

"
2

"2
�(1� w)�

2

"

[�]P <
qq(w)

CF

+ 8

 
ln(1� w)

1� w

!

+

� 4(1+ w)ln(1� w)� 2(1� w)

#

:
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Thevirtualcontribution is

[�]
d�̂Vq�q

dM 2
= [�]� B (")�(1� w)CF

�s

2�

 
4��2

M 2

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

"

�
2

"2
� 7+

2�2

3
�
2

"

P �
qq

CF

#

: (49)

So,adding (43)and (47){ (49)weobtain thetotalresult

[�]
d�̂q�q

dM 2
= [�]� B (0)

 

�(1� w)+ CF
�s

2�
w

(  
2�2

3
� 7

!

�(1� w) (50)

+ 8

 
ln(1� w)

1� w

!

+

+ 2
P 4
qq(w)

CF

ln
s

M 2
f

� 4(1+ w)ln(1� w)� 2(1� w)+ [�]d q�q

) !

;

where

[�]dM S "

q�q = 0; [�]dM S

q�q = �
2

CF

([�]P < ;"
qq + P

�;"
qq �(1� w)): (51)

W e see that the O (") schem e dependence ofthe Born term cancels with the 1=" (1="2)

divergencesm ultiplying it.Also,we see thatallthe n-dim ensionalregularization schem es

givethesam eanswerin theM S" schem eand itcorrespondsto theDRED M S answer.

W e now consider [�]d�̂ qg=dM
2. There is no O (1)term (in �s). At O (�s) there is a

factorization counterterm contribution which isgiven in theM S (M S")schem e,by

[�]
d�̂ctqg

dM 2
=
1

"
[�]� B (")

�s

2�
w
1+ "[�]P (n)

qg (w)

 
4��2

M 2

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

 
s

M 2
f

! "

: (52)

Thebrem sstrahlung contribution is

[�]
d�̂Brqg

dM 2
= [�]� B (")

�s

2�
w
1+ "

 
4��2

M 2

! "
�(1� ")

�(1� 2")

�

"

�
1

"
[�]P <

qg(w)+ 2[�]P 4

qg(w)ln(1� w)+
(1� w)2

4
+ w(1� w)

#

: (53)

Adding (52)and (53),weobtain thetotalresult

[�]
d�̂qg

dM 2
= [�]� B (0)

�s

2�
w

(

[�]P 4

qg(w)

"

ln
s

M 2
f

+ 2ln(1� w)

#

+
(1� w)

4
(1+ 3w)+ [�]d qg

)

;

(54)

where

[�]dM S "

qg = 0; [�]dM S

qg = �[�]P < ;"
qg (w): (55)

In both the q�q and qg cases,we verify that the unpolarized DREG M S result agrees

exactly with that previously determ ined (see for exam ple [3]). Since P n
qq 6= �P n

qq in the

HVBM schem e, we see from (50),(51) that d�̂q�q=dM
2 6= ��d�̂ q�q=dM

2 in the HVBM

schem e ifone uses M S. But this is a physicalrequirem ent. Hence,ifone uses HVBM

9



regularization,then it is necessary to use a subtraction schem e like M S" or one which

subtractsatleastthe helicity non-conserving part,�P < ;"
qq � P < ;"

qq aswell(see also [15])in

the polarized case. Ofcourse,itm akesm ore sense to subtractthe entire �P n
qq since this

leadsto regularization schem e independentresults.

Now letusconsiderthe Drell-Yan processwith transversely polarized hadrons(trans-

verse Drell-Yan).Thegeneralprocessis

A(P1;S1)+ B (P2;�S2)! l
� (p3)+ l

+ (p4)+ X (56)

wheretheSi arereferencespin vectorssatisfying

S
2

i = �1; Si� Pj = 0 i;j= 1;2 (57)

im plying thatS1 and S2 liein theplanetransversetothebeam axis.Now,letting" denote

polarization in thedirection ofthespin axisand letting # denotepolarization oppositeto

thespin axis,wem ay de�nethetransversely polarized crosssection as

� T� �
1

2
[�(";")� �(";#)]; (58)

in thenotation �(S1;�S2).

Thegeneral2! 2 [2! 3]subprocesscontributing to (56)is

q(p1;s1)+ �q(p2;�s2)! 
�(q)+ [g(k)]! l

� (p3)+ l
+ (p4)+ [g(k)] (59)

with

s1 = S1; s2 = S2 (60)

and � T �̂ de�ned analogously to (58). There isno qg subprocess since gluonscannotbe

transversely polarized.W em ay de�nethetransversity distribution

� Tfq=A (x;M
2

f)� � TFq=A(x;M
2

f)=x = fq"=A "
(x;M 2

f)� fq#=A "
(x;M 2

f); (61)

which isoften denoted ash
q

1(x;M
2
f).

Let �3 denote the azim uthalangle ofp3 about the beam axis (with respect to som e

reference axis) and let �̂3 denote the angle between p1 and p3 in the p1, p2 center-of-

m om entum fram e. Then,the quantity we are interested to calculate is � Td�̂=dM
2d�3.

This was done in [6]using DRED,where � Td�̂=dM
2d
̂3 was �rst determ ined,with 
̂3

representing thesolid angleofp3 in thec.m .ofp1,p2.Then � Td�̂=dM
2d�3 wasobtained

via
� Td�̂

dM 2d�3
=

Z
1

�1

d(cos�̂3)
� Td�̂

dM 2d
̂3

: (62)

Ofcourse,ifone wasonly interested in � Td�̂=dM
2d�3,then one could integrate over �̂3

separately forthe Born term ,loops,brem sstrahlung and factorization counterterm ,then

addallthedi�erentpartstogeta�niteresultfor� Td�̂=dM
2d�3.Eitherway,theexpression

10



for� T�A B =dM
2d�3 isobtained from (21)by replacing [�]! � T and di�erentiating with

respectto �3.

From theform oftheunpolarized and longitudinally polarized results,itisstraightfor-

ward justtotakethe�nalDRED resultof[6]and putitin aform valid forallregularization

schem es.Theresultis(with �1,�2 theazim uthalanglesofs1,s2)

� Td�̂

dM 2d�3
= � T�B

 

�(1� w)+
�s

2�
CF w

( "
2�2

3
� 7

#

�(1� w)+ 8

 
ln(1� w)

1� w

!

+

(63)

+ 2
� TP

4
qq(w)

CF

ln
s

M 2
f

� 8ln(1� w)� 6w
ln

2
w

1� w
+ 4(1� w)+ � Td

) !

;

with

� T�B = cos(�1 + �2 � 2�3)
�2

3N c

e2q

M 4
; (64)

and

� TdM S"
= 0; � TdM S

= �
2

CF

(� TP
< ;"
qq + P

�;"
qq �(1� w)): (65)

Thetransversity splitfunction � TP
n
qq isobtained via(35)with [�]! � T.In 4dim ensions,

� TP
4
qq isgiven by [20]

� TP
4

qq(z)= CF

"
2

(1� z)+
� 2+

3

2
�(1� z)

#

: (66)

In theanticom m uting 5 schem e,itisstraightforward to obtain

� TP
< ;"
qq (z)= �CF (1� z): (67)

Thetransversity renorm alizationscorresponding to(40),(42)areobtained by replacing

[�]! � T.W everi�ed explicitly thattheform of(40)doesindeed hold forthetransverse

case.

IV .C O N N EC T IO N B ET W EEN n-D IM EN SIO N A L SC H EM ES

Here we willshow how to convert results of one n-dim ensionalschem e to those of

anotherin a straightforward m anner. W e do thisby exam ining the origin ofthe schem e

dependent parts. Strictly speaking,this only applies to processes notrequiring coupling

constant renorm alization,since other di�erences m ay arise from the UV sector. On the

otherhand,ithasbeen shown [21,22]thattheUV sectorsofDREG and DRED in QCD

can berelated via a �niteO (�2
s)renorm alization ofthecoupling.Nam ely,

�
D R ED

s = �
M S

s (1+
�M S
s

2�

N c

6
) (68)
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(seeforexam ple[8]).In otherwords,onem ay go from oneschem eto theotherby sim ply

expressingthecouplingofoneschem ein term softhatin theother.W ewillassum ethishas

been doneso thattheonly di�erencesm ay arisefrom theIR sector.Then allthefollowing

argum entation can beseen to apply to allone-loop QCD processes.

Asan exam ple,we willconsider the q�q subprocess in unpolarized Drell-Yan,to show

the origin ofthe schem e dependences. Then we willshow that the sam e argum entation

holdsforallone-loop processes.

In ordertoextracttheschem edependentparts,weneed only considerterm swhich give

riseto 1="poles.Thisisbecausetheschem edependencescom efrom 1

"
� O (")term s,where

the O (")term sare in generalschem e dependent. W e therefore considerthe contribution

to d�̂q�q=dM
2 when k iscollinearwith oneofthe initialpartons,say p1.From (35)we see

that

jM j2
2! 3

�
P <
qq(w;")

p1 � k
jM j2

Born
; w < 1 (69)

with

k � (1� w)p1: (70)

Afterphasespaceintegrations,thiswillyield a contribution to d�̂q�q=dM
2,

d�̂collq�q

dM 2
�

1

"

�B (")

(1� w)1+ 2"
[(1� w)P <

qq(w;")] (71)

=
�B (")

"

 

�
1

2"
�(1� w)+

1

(1� w)+
� 2"

 
ln(1� w)

1� w

!

+

!

[(1� w)P <
qq(w;")]:

Hence(notingthatP < ;"
qq (w)� 1�w)wegetaschem edependentpartfrom thebrem sstrahlung,

d�̂SD
Br

dM 2
� �B (0)P

< ;"
qq (w) (72)

aswellasanequalterm arisingfrom k � (1� w)p2.Thesoftdivergentterm s� (1
"
�(1� w))�1

"

cancelexactly with the loops,having the sam e overallfactor,and hence do not lead to

schem e dependences.

Aswell,thereisa schem edependentterm com ing from theloops.By de�nition ofP �
qq,

therem ustbea term proportionalto

d�̂V

dM 2
� �B (")

P �
qq

"
�(1� w): (73)

Thiswilllead to a schem e dependentpart

d�̂SDV

dM 2
� �B (0)P

�;"
qq �(1� w): (74)

Hence,the entire schem e dependence can be traced back to the process-independent

n-dim ensionalsplit functions (their "-dim ensionalpart). W e also see explicitly why the

12



M S" factorization schem e willlead to regularization schem e independent results;allthe

regularization schem e dependent partsare subtracted. Ofcourse,ifone haslongitudinal

ortransverse polarization,alltheaboveholdswith

�B (")! � [T]�B ("); Pqq(w;")! � [T]Pqq(w;"): (75)

Forconciseness,wewilldrop the� [T]’swith theunderstanding thatthesam eargum enta-

tion holdsforthepolarized cases.

Itisnow clearhow to convertresultscalculated in DRED to thecorresponding DREG

M S results,ifdesired.Onesim ply replaces(de�ning P "
ij(z)� P

< ;"

ij (z)+ P
�;"

ij �(1� z))

P
4

ij(z)! P
4

ij(z)� "P
"
ij(z) (76)

in thefactorization counterterm .

Or,to convertfrom DREG to DRED (i.e.M S"),sim ply replace

P
4

ij(z)! P
n
ij(z;")= P

4

ij(z)+ "P
"
ij(z) (77)

in thefactorization counterterm .Henceonecan go from any n-dim ensionalschem eto any

anotherusing (76)and (77).From thepreviousargum entation,itisclearthatpolarization

posesnodi�cultiesin thisapproach.Thisprocedureisequivalenttoexpressing theparton

distributionsand fragm entation functionsofoneschem e in term softhosein theother,as

willbeshown in thenextsection.

Up untilnow,wehaveused Drell-Yan asan exam ple.W enow show thattheargum en-

tation hereappliestoallQCD processesatone-loop oncetheUV sectorshavebeen m adeto

agree(ifcoupling constantrenorm alization isrequired).Therenorm alization oftheparton

distributions is process independent,since the sam e collinear con�gurations occur in all

processes. This is because they are related to hadronic em issions (orfragm entation into

hadrons)which occurin aprocessindependentm annerand can beconstructed from auni-

versalsetofsubdiagram scontaining the con�gurationshaving collineardivergences with

respectto the particularparton. The only di�erence then,from one processto the next,

isthe softsingularity structure. Butthe softsingularitiescancelvia the Bloch-Nordseick

m echanism [23](orKLN theorem [24])such thatthesingularcrosssection forsoftem issions

isproportionalto theBorn term with (m inus)thesam eoverallfactorasthatcom ing from

the loops.Hence,the schem e dependencesofO (")which which m ultiply the 1=" singular

term s,cancelexactly between theloopsand thesoftbrem sstrahlung contributions.

Thus,theonlyschem edependencem aycom efrom thenon-cancellingm asssingularities,

whose structure isprocessindependent. Hence,allthe argum entation here appliesto all

QCD processesatone-loop;extension tohigherordersshould beanalogous.Also,thesam e

conclusions concerning the regularization schem e independence in the M S" schem e apply

to allone-loop QCD processes.
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V .D R ED PA RT O N D IST R IB U T IO N S A N D
FR A G M EN TAT IO N FU N C T IO N S

It is straightforward to show how to relate the DRED parton distributions and frag-

m entation functionsto those in DREG (M S).Thisisusefulifonewishesto work strictly

in DRED,butm akeuseoftheabundantsetsofDREG parton distributionsand fragm en-

tation functions.First,wewillconsidertheparton distributions,again dropping the� [T]’s

forconciseness.

W e willm ake use ofthe factthatDRED isequivalent to the M S" schem e ofDREG.

Notingthatthebareparton distribution,f0
i=A
(x),on theLHS of(40)isfactorization schem e

independent,weobtain

f
D R ED

i=A (x)= f
M S"

i=A
(x)= f

M S

i=A (x)+
X

j

�s

2�

Z
1

x

dy

y

c(")

"
(fM S

j=A(y)P
4

ij(x=y)� f
M S"

j=A
(y)P n

ij(x=y)) (78)

or

f
D R ED

i=A (x)= f
M S"

i=A
(x)= f

M S

i=A (x)�
X

j

�s

2�

Z
1

x

dy

y
f
M S

j=A(y)P
"
ij(x=y)+ O (�2s): (79)

From (42),wem ay im m ediately writeforthefragm entation functions

D D R ED

A =i (z)= D
M S"

A =i
(z)= D M S

A =i(z)�
X

j

�j

2�

Z
1

z

dy

y
D M S

A =j(y)P
"
ji(z=y)+ O (�2s): (80)

Com paring with (76),(77) we see explicitly that going from DRED to DREG M S sim -

ply am ounts to expressing the DRED (or M S") parton distributions and fragm entation

functionsin term softheDREG M S ones,and vice-versa from seriesinversion.

V I.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Herewepresentasym m etriesandcrosssectionsfortheDrell-Yanprocessinp-pcollisions

atenergies relevant to RHIC.In general,we use the two-loop M S expression for�s(�
2),

with four avors and � = 0:2 GeV,except in the transversely polarized cross sections

where we use the one-loop expression in order to be consistent with [6]. Also,we take

�2 = M 2
f = M 2. Forthe unpolarized cross sections,we use the DREG subprocess cross

section convoluted with the unpolarized parton distributionsof[25](SetS-M S). Forthe

longitudinally polarized case,we use the M S" (orDRED)subprocesscrosssections,since

theyarephysicallyconsistent(andregularization schem eindependent),convoluted with the

longitudinally polarized parton distributionsof[26](Set1,SU(3)sym m etricsea)which �t
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welltherecentDIS data[27]exceptatvery low x notcovered forthekinem aticsconsidered

here.

Forthe transversely polarized subprocesscrosssections,we again use the M S" result.

Forthetransversity distributions,wechooseforthevalencedistributions(atQ 2
0
= 4 GeV 2)

� TFuv=p(x;Q
2

0) = 2:1x:8(1� x)2:4 (81)

� TFdv=p(x;Q
2

0
) = �:76x:8(1� x)3:4 (82)

and forthesea-quark distributions

� TF�q=p(x;Q
2

0)= �:12x:1(1� x)9:5; q= u;d;s (83)

(onehalfthevalueused in [6,28]).Thesesatisfy theupperbound proposed by So�er[29].

Aswell,the valence distributions are consistent with bag m odelpredictions. The sm all-

and large-x behaviour is consistent with the longitudinaland unpolarized cases. There

are no otherde�nite constraintswe m ay im pose.Q 2-dependentparam eterizationsforthe

longitudinaland transversity distributions are given in [28]. W e use one-loop evolutions,

astwo-loop polarized splitfunctionsdo notyetexist.

De�netheasym m etries

A T =
� Td�=dM

2d�3

d�=dM 2d�3
(84)

and

A L =
�d�=dM 2

d�=dM 2
; (85)

noting that
d�

dM 2d�3
=

1

2�

d�

dM 2
: (86)

Fig.1(a)presentsA T for
p
S = 100 GeV,in the range 0:05 �

p
� � 0:5. The largest

valuefor�A T is8% .W enoticethatfortheq�qsubprocess,A T isreasonably perturbatively

stable,unlikethecrosssectionswhich increaseby 50 { 100 % underHOC [6].Inclusion of

theqg subprocessm akesthe asym m etry som ewhatm ore negative since theqg subprocess

contributesnegatively asnoticed in [1,2].

Fig.1(b) presents the corresponding polarized cross section,�� Td�=dM
2d�3. The

sharp dropo� with increasing
p
� isa com bined resultofthesoftnessof�TF�q=p,the1=M

4

behaviourofthecrosssection and thedecreasing integration region with increasing
p
�.

Fig.2 presentsthecorresponding quantitiesfor
p
S = 200 GeV and 0:05�

p
� � 0:25

(away from the Z-exchange region). Sim ilar features hold,except the cross sections are

som ewhatsm allerduetothe1=M 4 suppression (which am ountsto2=M 3 in � Td�=dM d�3).

In Figures 3 and 4 we present the corresponding plots forA L and ��d�=dM 2. The

largestvalue for�A L is16% . Asexpected from helicity conservation,the q�q subprocess

exhibits greatperturbative stability. Inclusion ofthe qg subprocess however,upsets this

stability since itcontributeswith sign opposite to thatofthe q�q subprocess(in both the
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polarized and unpolarized cases) and isrelatively large in the polarized case. Hence the

netasym m etry becom essom ewhatsm allerin m agnitude. Thiswouldn’tbe a problem in

p-�p collisions,where one is probing valence-valence distributions. For p-p collisions,the

sm allness of�F �q m akes the qg subprocess m ore signi�cant. A sm aller polarized gluon

distribution and/oralargerpolarized sea-quark distribution would reducethise�ect.Still,

forthelarger
p
�,m easurableasym m etriesareobtained.

For a discussion of the perturbative stablilty of the longitudinalasym m etry in p-p

directphoton production,see[30,28].Thereitwasnoted thattheasym m etry isperturba-

tively stable ifthe polarized gluon distribution issu�ciently large thatthe qg subprocess

dom inates. Thiscontrastswith p-p Drell-Yan,where a large polarized gluon distribution

destabilizestheasym m etry.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented com plete NLO analyticalresults for the Drell-Yan process with

unpolarized,longitudinally polarized and transversely polarized hadrons.Theseresultsare

in a form valid foralln-dim ensionalschem es. It was shown how one can easily convert

from results obtained in one schem e to those ofanother,regardless ofthe polarization,

for one-loop QCD processes. This procedure sim ply am ounts to expressing the parton

distributionsand fragm entation functionsin oneschem ein term softhosein theother.As

well,the origin ofthe schem e dependences waselucidated. A m assfactorization schem e,

which we callM S",was introduced. It was shown that in this factorization schem e,the

�nalresultsareregularization schem e independentand coincidewith thoseofDRED M S.

A sim ple m ethod for converting parton distributions and fragm entation functions from

DREG to DRED wasgiven.

Forp-pcollisionsatenergiesrelevanttoRHIC,asym m etriesand crosssectionsfortrans-

versely and longitudinally polarized collisionswerepresented.Forthetransverse case,the

asym m etriesreached -8% and exhibited reasonableperturbativestablity.Forthelongitudi-

nalcase,theasym m etriesreached -16% and theq�qsubprocessexhibited greatperturbative

stability. Inclusion ofthe qg subprocesssom ewhatlessened the longitudinalasym m etries

however.Still,p-pcollisionsserveasthebestprobeofthepolarized antiquark distributions

in theproton,and they m ay beextracted with su�cientexperim entalstatistics.
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FIG U R E C A PT IO N S

1.(a)Transverseasym m etry,A T,in leadingorderand in next-to-leadingorder;(b)cor-

respondingnext-to-leadingorderpolarized crosssection versus
p
� at

p
S = 100 GeV.

2.(a)Transverseasym m etry,A T,in leadingorderand in next-to-leadingorder;(b)cor-

respondingnext-to-leadingorderpolarized crosssection versus
p
� at

p
S = 200 GeV.

3.(a) Longitudinal asym m etry, A L, in leading order and in next-to-leading order;

(b) corresponding next-to-leading orderpolarized crosssection versus
p
� at

p
S =

100 GeV.

4.(a) Longitudinal asym m etry, A L, in leading order and in next-to-leading order;

(b) corresponding next-to-leading orderpolarized crosssection versus
p
� at

p
S =

200 GeV.
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