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I. NTRODUCTION

T he unpolarized D rellY an process hasbeen studied rather extensively in the literature,
including O ( ¢) [, Bl and O ( 2) @] corrections. Aswell, the O ( ) corrections to the
corresponding longitudinally polarized @] and transversely polarized processes [, [g] have
been studied. W hat was still Jacking is a uni ed picture for dealing w ith the polarized
processes. The basic problem is the ambiguity associated with de ning the s m atrix,
or™" tensor, In n dim ensions; both of these ob fcts arise in polarized processes. For
unpolarized Q CD processes, dim ensionalregularization O REG ) preserves allthe necessary
Invariances and symm etries to do calculationsto any orderin . Hence DREG isthem ost
comm only used regularization for QCD . The ambiguiy associated w ith the continuation
of the 5 matrix m akes i impossbl to uniguely de ne higher order corrections HOC)
for polarized processes using DREG . Various prescriptions are available, but problem s
w ith either m athem atical or physical consistency generally arise. A s a result, another n—
din ensional schem e, dim ensional reduction O RED ) m ay be used. T his schem e avoids the

5 problam , although it requires certain ultraviolet (UV ) countertermm s which are the sam e
In both unpolarized and polarized processes and m ay be unam biguously determ ned.

In thispaper, we present analytical results for unpolarized and (poth longitudinally and
transversely) polarized D rell-Yan in a form valid for all n-din ensional schem es. For the
polarized case, the ambiguity (or schem e dependence) In the DREG results is param eter—
ized by the ambiguiy in the polarized n-din ensional split fiinctions. A s well, we present
num erical results for pp collisions relevant to the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider RHIC).

W e go further to show that for a wide class of subprocesses, including the one-loop
corrections to D rellY an and desp-nelastic scattering, DRED is sinply equivalent to a
particular m ass factorization scheme in DREG . W e call this schane M S+ (or M Sw) since
it involves subtracting the "-dim ensional part of the n-din ensional A ftarelli-Parisi solit
functions, wheren = 4 2". As a consequence, the nal results In the M S« schem e are
reqgularization schem e independent w thin the n-din ensional schemes. The nal resul is
equivalent to that obtained n DRED and allam biguities associated w ith the continuation
ofthe s m atrix are subtracted via the n-din ensional split functions.

W e will also show the connection between the DRED parton distributions and frag-
m entation functions and those ocf DREG in a sinple m anner. M ore speci cally, we show
how to convert existing DREG distrbutions into ones suitable for use w ith cross sections
determ ined using DRED . This is in portant since DRED is equivalent to 4-din ensionalhe-
licity am plitude techniques which considerably sim plify perturbative calculations. W em ay
thus calculate new unpolarized cross sections using DRED or helicity am plitudes and then
sin ply convolute them w ith theD RED distributions cbtained from wellbknow n unpolarized
DREG parton distrbutions and fragm entataion functions.

Sin ilar conclusions (for unpolarized processes) m ay be obtained in the approach of ],
which converts DRED cross sections nto DREG ones by considering di erences in the
Lagrangians and using ctitious "-scalars to caloulate the di erences in the cross sections.



Transition rules between the two schemes are alo given n 1. Here, we take a sinpler
and m ore phenom enological approach, Investigating how the schem e dependences arise
iIn the Feynm an graphs. The connection between the two schem es is sim ply the relation
between the distributions of the respective schem es. T his allow s foreasy interpretation and
extension to a wide class of processes. W e also explicitly consider polarized observables,

unlke [1, 1.

IT.nDIM ENSIONAL REGULARIZATION SCHEMES

T here are two parts to the din ensional continuation : the continuation of the m om enta
and the continuation ofallother tensor structiures (ie. gam m am atrices) . T he continuation
of the m om enta is unigque, but there are various m ethods for continuing the tensors. The
choice of the Jatter de nes which din ensionalm ethod is being used.

Continuation of the M om enta

For the continuation of the m om enta, all m om enta and phase spaces are continued
to n din ensions [§, [LJ]. The phase space integrals are continued by generalizing integer
din ensional Integrals to non-integer dim ensions. Consequently, all loop integrals can be
reduced, using Feynm an param eters, to the fuindam ental Integral

7 .
dnq (q2)r l( 1)rm r m+n=2

= B =2; =2); 1
Cr @ Cr  @r? e €+ n=2m r n=2) @)

(see, Porexam ple @]) withm > 0,r 0andB the Eulerbeta function. A swell, de ning
n=4 2" n°=4 2" wih "< 0 ("> 0) we see that " is required ©rUV divergent
Integrals and " for nfrared (IR) divergent ones, initially. Then we m ust continue to

n0_ n ?)

since we can only work in one dinm ension at one tim e. From ﬂ) it ollow s that m assless self-
energy insertions on m asskess extermal lines vanish. Thism eans that on-shell wavefunction
renom alization is trivialwhen all particles arem assless. H ence, in the absence of coupling
renom alization (ie.gluon selfenergies), e ectively no UV renom alization is required.
C ontinuation ofthe Tensors O REG)

In DREG, one continues the m etric tensor and the gamm a m atrices to n din ensions.
Letting g, denote the n-din ensionalm etric tensor, we have the relations

g, 9 =n; + = 2q, : 3)

A swell, the usualconvention istotake2 2" = n 2 helicity states when averaging over
nitial gluons/photons. This is related to the continuation of the helicity sum rule

X
A ;i )A ©;)! g 4)



Here A (p; ) isthe gluon/photon polarization vector for gluon/photon m om entum p and
helicity . D i erent conventions sin ply am ount to nite renom alizations of the parton
distributions Which we w ill see arise from di erences In the n-din ensional split finctions).
T here exist tw o popularm ethods for continuing the sm atrix (" ) tensorton din en—
sions: the anticommuting- 5 scheme [7J] (see also [[3] conceming " ) and the HVBM
scheme [, [[4].
In the anticom m uting— 5 schem e, we use the relations

5 = 57 i= 1: 5)

Iftraceswith only one 5 occur though, there are known m athem atjcaljnoonsjstencjes@].
In the HVBM stheam e, we form ally taken > 4 (W ith regards to the tensor algebra) and
keep the 5 and " In 4 dim ensions so that

fsi g=0: 4, [s; 1=0: >4 ©®)

which follow s from the de nition

Tu 102 3 4
5= 7 12 34 (7)

where
" = 0; 1> 4 ®)

1 2 3 4

otherw ise, it is the usual Levi€ ivita tensor.

This schem e is m atheam atically consistent, but cumbersom e. Physically, it has the
problem that the non-anticom m uting s leads to non-conservation of helicity of m assless
ferm jons in a m inin al subtraction schem e lke M S S
D im ensional Reduction

D in ensional reduction [[4] is perhaps the sin plest of all the dim ensionalm ethods. It
was originally Introduced because DREG violates supersym m etry. A sw illbecom e obvious,
it is also m anifestly m athem atically consistent. The idea is sinple; all -m atrices and ten—
sors are taken to be 4-din ensional, and form ally n < 4. This in plies that the com ponents
ofallm om enta between n and 4 m ust vanish. W e have the llow Ing contraction dentities

gg =4 g, 9 =g g =n )
and the usual 4-din ensional relations like
+ =29 : 10)

It is also usefiil to de ne
" ¢} 9, ): 11)

This m ethod is particularly sin ple for the caloulation of tree graphs (ie. graphs not
Involing loops) since the traces are equal to their 4-dim ensional counterparts, in plying



gauge Invariance. O nem ay thususe 4-din ensionalhelicity am plitudem ethods, for instance.
T hen the phase space integrals are carried out In n din ensions, providing and IR regulator.
A swell, the anticom m uting s in plies helicity conservation ofm assless ferm ions.

The only subtlety com es from the fact that the virtualm om entum integrations generate
the tensor g, , which is generally contracted w ith 4-din ensional -m atrices. This can lead
to a tem « which gives the noorrect Lorentz structure and must be rem oved by
a counterterm . In E] the countertemm for the quark— (Z) vertex was presented. It is
(working in the Feynm an gauge)

' Cp o 12)

wih Cy = 4=3 (ie.theFeynm an rul for the counterterm is obtained by m aking the above
substitution in the usualruk). For the lepton— (Z ) vertex, we use ) w ith

Crg? ! & (13)

T hroughout, we consider {17) to be a Feynm an rule ©rD RED .Forthe type of processes
considered here, {IJ) isthe only counterterm required tom ake D RED physically consistent.

ITIT.ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR DRELL-YAN

W ewill rst consider the unpolarized and longitudinally polarized cases, then the trans—
versely polarized case. W e have the general process

AP;; a)+B Py s)! 1 )+ I (o)+ X; (14)

where ,, g denote the helicities of hadrons A, B . The unpolarized and longitudinally
polarized cross sections are de ned, respectively, by

[ G;+)+ &5 )); [ &+;+) +; )] 15)

NI
N =

inthenotation (a; 8)-
Thegeneral2 ! 2 R ! 3] subprocess contrbuting to {I4) has the fom

ai; 1)+ b 2)! @+ k1! 1)+ T )+ kek)] (16)

for general partons a, b, c.
F irstl7, we de ne the processlevel invariants

S= @1+ Py)? MZ= (:3+ pa)’; = M?=5: a7



In the parton m odel, we have
P = X P1; P2 = XpPo: (18)

Hence wem ay de ne the subprocess invariants

S= 1+ )’ = XaXpS; W= —= —— = : (19)

T he unpolarized polarized]m om entum distrbutions are given by
[F o &M ) = x50 I or ®i7M §) (20)

where the [ If -1 are the unpolarized polarized] parton densities for parton i in hadron I,
evaluated at factorization energy scake M 7.
T he parton m odel expression for the D rellYan cross section corresponding to {I4) is

then 7 7
dAB_X lan ldW . 5 ) 5 d/\ab
D@z ™ | o w [Fen &M OlF o oM L5

@1)

where
Wi= =X Xp = W1=W 22)

and [ 1" 4 is the unpolarized polarized] subprocess cross section corresponding to (L§).
W e must consider the subprocessesa= g, b= q,c= ganda= g, b= g,c= g, whith are
symmetric undera $ band g$ gasfaras [ ld” ,=dM ? is concemed.

D e ne the unintegrated lptonic tensor as

Lprep = 2 ;s + PyP; ™ 2=2)g ]
Lpree = 2 PPy + PyPs ™ 2=2)gn ] (23)
where the arbitrary m ass scale 2" arises from the n-din ensional coupling € ! & 2",

Furthem ore, de ne the integrated leptonic tensor as

A
dn 1 2
L o= D3 (@ ®) ]L : 24)
(2 )n ! 2P3;0 M 2
One nds
" n " #
" l nw l
Lpgrep = 2t — ) ( ) @ ")ﬁ + £ 3 2")g—
2n 2 @ 2" 3 2ma 2m od 2 2
25)
The corresponding DREG tensor is cbtained by replacingg ! g, . Thisgives
A\l #
N IR € ) am q4q
L = Ye— 26
DREG on 2 @ 2" 3 2" @ 2m @ = (26)



The part g g does not contrbute to the cross section, as can be ssen from gauge
Invariance. Hence the Integrated Jptonic tensor is e ectively a constant. N onetheless, we
keep all the tem s for com pleteness.

W e may then de ne the unpolarized polarized] subprocess hadronic tensor [ W
through the unpolarized polarized] subprocess squared Feynm an am plitude

N s [ W _; @7)

M
where ¥ f,, M j% are de ned analogously to @5). Having done so, we m ay w rite the

2! 2 phase space as
!

[y 1 @ w)
=25 =7 16 — 5[ W g Lo @8)
Sin ilarly, forthe 2 ! 3 phase space,
" " " n n #
dAab;zg 3 2w M 2 W (l w )l 2" 2 1 "

1 "
[ ]W BRI ST . m odyy T yv) [ W 0 3L 7 29)
wherey= (1+ cos )=2 and isthe angkbetween p and k in thep;,p, cm .. Thisisall
we need to caloulate [ I ap=dM 2.

In order to present [ A" ;=AM ? ;n a om valid or all n-din ensional schemes, we
must rst give the general form of the n-din ensional split functions P J} (z), related to the
probability ofparton j solitting into a collinear parton ihaving m om entum fraction z, plus
an arbitrary nalstate carrying the rest of the m om entum .

W emay write

Pi@i"=P5@™M+ @ 2)PyM; (30)

w ith
PS@zi"m=P5 @+ "PS" @) (31)

and
Py(M= Pij;4 + "Pij"": 32)

I DRED, Pfj;" (z) and Pij;" are zero. In other words

P " @) = P @); (33)
where P £ (z) is the usual 4-din ensional split finction.

Onem ight wonder how to determ ine the Pinj (z;"). Ik isdone In the sam e way as for the
4-din ensional case, but kesping the term s 0of 0 ().

W e can m ake this clearer by considering the 2 ! m process (@llparticles m asskss)

ap.)t bp)! ak)t+ k)t i &y ): (34)



W hen k; is collinear w ith p,, we have (at one-loop)

X [P g @"

[ 1M 33, @! c n)C
:sz_ 1 . bk

[IM 32, ., ! & )¢ (35)

wherea ! d+ ¢ and
ki @ 2)pa! Pa ZPai z< 1; (36)

with P i being the corresponding polarized split function. Then P,y is detemm ined us-
Ing probability and m om entum conservation, and it only appears when i = j. Also, by
de nition P ;;= Py.

In thispaper, wewillneed [ P (4 (z) and [ P 4 (z). In 4 din ensions E]

" # " #
P % (2) P(z)=C 71+22+3(1 Yoo, — 21 24 g
qq = A oz, 2 Toa 2. 2
p? = }1 22+ 2z%); P % (@)= L 37
@ @) = 2( z+ 2z7%); w Z) =z 5 37)

For the unpolarized case in DREG , the "-dim ensional parts are unique [[9]

N C F

Po @ = Cr@ 2); P =

<;" - 2 . M= N
qu z) = =z Z; P~ =0: (38)

except that P q<g"" depends on the convention used for averaging over niialglion states. In
the anticomm uting s schem g, one has

PLE)= P L@ =Pr, @) PJ. z{ 39)

(wih the 's denoting helicities) as a consequence of helicity conservation (ie. an anti-
commuting s). This isnot true In the HVBM schem e due to (4), which violates helicity
conservation of m assless ferm fons (see [[§] conceming the polarized split functions in the
HVBM sctheme). W e will show that this problem is overcom e in the M S» factorization
schem e, which we shallnow de ne.

Factorization ofthem ass sihgularities is equivalent to expressing the bare parton distri-
butions (and fragm entation fiinctions) in tem s of the renom alized ones. Tn theM S M S»)
schem e, this is done via

0 MSq 2 c(") X s z dy M S 2 @)
[0 &)= [ " M 2) + = I EDO MO P M=y @0)
" . 2 x Y J )
J
where [ [
C(") B } 4 2 (1 ") 3 —2 (} + i )+ 0 (n). (4]_)
woom Mf2 a 2m - fZ n E °



The conventional factor ( =M 2)" is not necessary, but i allow s for a distiction between
coupling renom alization and m ass factorization energy scales. W e willtake M ¢ = n
our calculations. In other processes though, this distinction m ight be necessary in order to
avoid large logarithm s.

For the fragm entation functions D ,-;, representing the probability for quark i to split
Into hadron A, the corresponding renom alization is

0 MS(,.) 2 C(") X 3 z 1dy MS(u) 2 n)
[Dai@=1[D oy @Me)+ — 5 ?[ D A3 VML P g @=y) @E2)
j zZ
where ;= g ,unlss]j A)= ,hwhihcase 5=

Tt is clear that the M S« schem e is jJsttheM—S schem e, extended so as to subtract o
the entire n-din ensional split finction. In DRED , M S« is equivalent to M S since there is
no "-din ensional part of the solit function.

W e are now In a position to w rite down the resuls for [ Jd* ,,=dM 2 1n a form vald for
alln-din ensional schem es. W e start w ith the gg subprocess. The Bom tem is given by

Sm oL oa W (43)
aM 2 ®
w ith
N N I - a "
B ( ) - B ( ) - " " (44)
ch 2 M 4+ 2 (3 2") (1 2") (1 2")
and
DREG (l ")2 DRED
B " = 2ﬁ B (") 45)
HereN .= 3 and & is the quark fractional charge. In the anticommuting s scheme
SC (n) — EREG ("): (46)
This is not true In the HVBM scheme though. Of course, In the Imit " ! 0 helicity

conservation is restored In all schem es so Iong as there are no 1=" pols arising from m ass
sihgularities. If there are such 1=" polks, then one needs a schem e such asM Sw, aswe will
Fe.
T he factorization counterterm in theM S M S«) scheme is
| |
Act 2" .
A" 2 4 a m s

_ = wy_ S__1+" n) - .
Ugs= sl s O RS W S~ 7 ¢ D

T he glionic brem sstrahlung contrdbution is

d/\Br . 4 2 (l ")
Qg — 1] S 1+
Ugr = Demgwes o | (4?
2 2 < na '
w7 1 w) —[]qu(W)+8 ( ") 41+w)h@ w) 20 w)
" " CF l A



T he virtual contribution is

arv 4 2 a m 2 22 2P
aa _ n s LS C
155010 @ wit® T w3 s W9

So, adding {3) and {&1]) { {9) we obtain the total resul

d/\qq B s 22
(12 = [0 @ w+G—w — 7 @ w) (50)
! ) !
nd w) Pl W) s
ﬁ++2‘§7FJnM—f2 41+ w)h(@ w) 2@ w)+ [Hde
w here o o 5
[y =0 [y = a([JP;;'# P2 @ w)): (51)

W e see that the O (") schem e dependence of the Bom tem cancels w ith the 1=" (1="?)
divergences m ultipling i. A 1so, we see that all the n-dim ensional reqularization schem es
give the sam e answer in the M Sw schem e and it corresponds to the DRED M S answer.

W e now consider [ A" oy=dM ?. There isno O (1) tetm (I ). At O ( ;) there isa
factorization counterterm contrdbution which is given in the MS M Sw) schem e, by

em emn

a1 . 4 2 a m s
W@ _ = wy_ S 1+ n) I
HdMZ "[]B()2W [P o @) o 2 @ 2m u? 52)
T he bram sstrahlung contrioution is
d/\Br . 4 2!" (1 n)
9 _ wy_ S 1+
RV 'F]B()zw M 2 a 2m .
1 . 4 @ w)?
SIP S+ 2[P @)@ wi+ =t w@d w) : (3
Adding (5]) and §3), we cbtain the totalresult
( A\l # )
Vo _ 0)—2 ‘) h— +2h( © W43 :
[]sz_[]B()2_W [P @) M—f2+ ( W)+T(+ w)+ [dg
54)
where L -
[]dMqZ "= 0; []01quJ = [P q<g' W): (55)

In both the qg and qg cases, we verify that the unpolarized DREG M S result agrees
exactly with that previously detemm ined (see for example []). Sice Py® P 4 Inthe
HVBM sthene, we see from (50), (51) that d*=dM * 6  d" (=AM * in the HVBM

schem e if one uses M S. But this is a physical requirem ent. Hence, if one uses HVBM



reqularization, then it is necessary to use a subtraction scheme lke M S« or one which
subtracts at Jast the helicity non-conserving part, P q<q"" P;q;" aswell (see also [[3) i
the polarized case. O f course, it m akes m ore sense to subtract the entire P é‘q since this
leads to regularization schem e independent results.

Now Jt us consider the D rellY an process w ith transversely polarized hadrons (bans—
verse D rellYan). T he general process is

AP;S1)+B P2 S2)! 1)+ I )+ X (56)
where the S; are reference son vectors satisfying
si{= 1; S; B=0 3= 1;2 (57)

In plying that S; and S, lie in the plane transverse to the beam axis. Now, lketting " denote
polarization In the direction of the spin axis and letting # denote polarization opposite to
the soin axis, we m ay de ne the transversely polarized cross section as

1’ [ (n.") (".#)]. (58)
T 2 ’ ’ ’

in thenotation (S;; S»).
Thegeneral2 ! 2 R ! 3] subprocess contrbuting to @) is

dPrisi) + a2 s2) ! @+ BRI 1)+ T )+ k)] 59)

w ith
sy = Si; S = Sy (60)

and 1 ” de ned analogously to (5§). There is no gg subprocess since gluons cannot be
transversely polarized. W e m ay de ne the transversity distribution

1 fen GM ) 1Faa 6GM 2)=x = £y, ;M 2)  fo. &M 2); 61)

which is often denoted ash? ;M 2).

Let 3 denote the azinuthal angle of p; about the beam axis W ith respect to some
reference axis) and Xkt A3 denote the anglk between p; and p; In the pi, P, centerof-
momentum frame. Then, the quantity we are interested to calulate is ¢ d*=dM %d ;.
This was done in [d] using DRED, where .d”=dM 2d”; was rst detem ined, with "5
representing the solid angle ofp; in thecm .ofp;, p,. Then (d*=dM 2d ; was obtained
via 7

rd” ! rd”

d(cos A3)

—— = — 62)
dM 2d ; 1 dM 2d”7,

O f course, if one was only interested n  d*=dM 2d 5, then one could integrate over A3
separately or the Bom tem , loops, brem sstrahlung and factorization counterterm , then
add allthedi erent partstogeta niteresult or d*=dM %d ;. E itherway, the expression

10



for 1 ap=dM d ; isobtained from @1) by replacing [ ]! r and di erentiating w ith
repect to 3.

From the form ofthe unpolarized and longiudinally polarized resuls, it is straightfor-
ward just to takethe nalDRED result of f]land put it in a orm valid orall reqularization
schemes. The result is Wih 1, , the azinuthalanglkesofs;, s;)

(" # !
rd” 1 w)+—2C 2° @ wy+g 2L W
— = w)t —Cpw — w —_—
dM 2d e 2 °F 3 1w,
|
tPa () 2 '
+ 2 2 —Ih— 8h(@ w) 6w +40 w)+ d ;
CF £ W
w ith
<
= oS + 2 — o4
T B (1 2 3)3NCM 17 (64)
and 5
o5 = 0 rdEs o 1Py TP @ w)): (65)
The transversity split function 1P 2, iscbtained via B3) with [ ]! + . Tn 4 din ensions,
1P g isgiven by O
n #
P!@z)=C z 2+ 3 a z) (66)
z) = —_— = z) :
P a2 2

In the anticommuting 5 schem e, it is straightforward to cbtain
Py @)= Cpr (@ 2): 67)

T he transversity renom alizations corresponding to {Q), {47) are obtained by replacing
[ ]! r . W everi ed explicitly that the form of {40) does indeed hold for the transverse
case.

IV.CONNECTION BETW EEN nDIM ENSIONAL SCHEM ES

Here we will show how to convert results of one n-dim ensional schem e to those of
another In a straightforward m anner. W e do this by exam ining the origin of the scheme
dependent parts. Strictly speaking, this only applies to processes not requiring coupling
constant renom alization, since other di erences m ay arise from the UV sector. On the
other hand, it hasbeen shown [PJ,[23] that the UV sectors of DREG and DRED in QCD
can be related via a nite O ( 2) renom alization of the coupling. N am ely,

_ Ms
ERED _ 1\548(1+ 2s ?c) 68)

11



(see orexam ple B]). In other words, onem ay go from one schem e to the other by sinply
expressing the coupling ofone schem e in term s ofthat in the other. W e w illassum e thishas
been done so that the only di erencesm ay arise from the IR sector. Then all the follow ing
argum entation can be seen to apply to allone-doop QCD processes.

As an exam ple, we w ill consider the gg subprocess n unpolarized D rellkY an, to show
the origin of the schem e dependences. Then we will show that the sam e argum entation
holds for all one-locp processes.

In order to extract the schem e dependent parts, we need only consider term swhich give
rise to 1=" poles. T his is because the schem e dependences com e from L0 M tem s, where
the O (") tem s are In general schem e dependent. W e therefore consider the contribution
to d”gg=dM 2 when k is collinear w ith one of the initial partons, say p1 . From (33) we see
that

P ;™
| - LA om? wW<1 (69)
wi, 200y
w ith
k T w)pr: (70)

A frer phase space Integrations, this w ill yield a contrioution to d*y=dM 2,

dAOO]l 1 "
= ;QBT()LZ..[@ WP S ™) 1)
[
_ B(") i 1 n ]I'l(l W) < Ty T
= e 5 @ w2 S (@ w)PS 60 ;™M:

+

Hence (notingthatP /" ) 1 w)wegeta schem edependentpart from thebrem sstrahlung,

22 5 (0P, W) (72)

aswellasan equaltem arising from k (1 w)py. The soft divergent term s G 1 w)i
cancel exactly with the loops, having the sam e overall factor, and hence do not kad to
schem e dependences.

A swell, there is a schem e dependent term com ing from the loops. By de nition ofP ,
there m ust be a temm proportional to

d*y
dM 2
Thiswill lead to a schem e dependent part

P
5 (M—2 (1 w): (73)

ASD
d \Y

dM 2

5 0P @ w): (74)

Hence, the entire schem e dependence can be traced back to the process-independent
n-din ensional split functions (their "-din ensional part). W e also see explicitly why the
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M S« factorization schem e will lead to regqularization schem e independent results; all the
regularization schem e dependent parts are subtracted. O f course, if one has Iongiudinal
or transverse polarization, all the above holds w ith

s MY mys™Mi Pg@W;"!  pPgg@W;"): (75)

For conciseness, we willdrop the ,’sw ith the understanding that the sam e argum enta-
tion holds for the polarized cases.
Tt isnow clear how to convert results calculated n DRED to the corresponding DREG
M S results, if desired. O ne sin ply replaces (de ning Plj ) Pfj;" ) + Pij"" T =z))
Pl@ ! Pi@) "P () (76)

In the factorization countertem .

Or, to convert from DREG to DRED (1e.M S»), sin ply replace

Pi@ ! PL@z;"=Pi@+ "P(@) (77)

In the factorization counterterm . H ence one can go from any n-din ensional schem e to any
anotherusing (74) and {77). From the previous argum entation, it is clear that polarization
posesno di culties in this approach. T his procedure is equivalent to expressing the parton
distributions and fragm entation functions of one schem e In tem s of those in the other, as
willbe shown In the next section.

Up untilnow , we have used D rellY an as an exam plk. W e now show that the argum en-
tation here appliesto allQ CD processes at one-loop once the UV sectors have been m ade to
agree (if coupling constant renomm alization is required). T he renom alization ofthe parton
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 (or fragm entation into
hadrons) which occur In a process independent m anner and can be constructed from a uni-
versal sst of subdiagram s containing the con gurations having collinear divergences w ith
respect to the particular parton. The only di erence then, from one process to the next,
is the soft shgularity structure. But the soft sihgularities cancel via the B Joch-N ords=ick
m echanisn PR3] (orK LN theorem R4]) such that the singular cross section for soft em issions
is proportionalto the Bom tem wih (m inus) the sam e overall factor as that com ing from
the loops. Hence, the schem e dependences 0of O (") which which multiply the 1=" singular
tem s, cancel exactly between the loops and the soft brem sstrahling contributions.

T hus, the only schem e dependencem ay com e from the non-cancelling m ass singularities,
whose structure is process independent. Hence, all the argum entation here applies to all
Q CD processes at one-loop; extension to higher orders should be analogous. A 1o, the sam e
conclusions conceming the reqularization schem e independence in the M S« schem e apply
to all onedoop QCD processes.
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V.DRED PARTON DISTRIBUTIONS AND
FRAGM ENTATION FUNCTIONS

It is straightforward to show how to relate the DRED parton distributions and frag—
m entation finctions to those n DREG (M S). This is usefi1l if one w ishes to work strictly
In DRED, but m ake use of the abundant sets of DREG parton distributions and fragm en—
tation functions. F irst, we w ill consider the parton distribbutions, again dropping the y's
for conciseness.

W e willm ake use of the fact that DRED is equivalent to the M S« scheme of DREG .
N oting that the bare parton distribution, £2, ), on the LH S of {40) is factorization schem e
Independent, we cbtain

X Pldyel s s

I 00 = £ 60 = 260k S EE@R Ly £ GRS e 08)
j X

or 7
M Q M a X s ld M o "
R A ;yfg“_: WP, =)+ 0 (%): (79
j X

From @3), wem ay inm ediately write for the fragm entation finctions

Z
— X ] dy =

DR @ =01y @=Dl%@ SPAS@RLETI 0 (D 0)

Comparing wih (74), 1) we see explicitly that going from DRED to DREG M S sin -
ply am ounts to expressing the DRED (or M Sw) parton distributions and fragm entation
functions In temtm s ofthe DREG M S ones, and viceversa from series inversion.

VI.NUM ERICAL RESULTS

Herewe present asym m etries and cross sections forthe D rellY an process In p collisions
at energies relvant to RHIC . In general, we use the twoJoop M S expression or ( ?),
wih four avors and = 02 Ge&V, exospt In the transversly polarized cross sections
where we use the oneJoop expression in order to be consistent with []. A lso, we take

2= MZ =M 2. For the unpolarized cross sections, we use the DREG subprocess cross
section convoluted with the unpolarized parton distrbutions of R§] (Set S-M S). For the
longitudinally polarized case, we use the M Sv (or DRED ) subprocess cross sections, since
they are physically consistent (and regularization schem e lndependent), convoluted w ith the
Jongitudinally polarized parton distributions of @] (Set1,SU (3) symm etric sea) which t
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wellthe recent D IS data P71 except at very Iow x not covered for the kinem atics considered
here.

For the transversely polarized subprocess cross sections, we again use the M S» resulk.
For the transversity distributions, we choose for the valence distributions @t Q2= 4 Gev?)

1Fup ®;05) = 24x®@Q  x)** (81)
1Fa &Q5) = 76x®@1  x)** (82)

and for the sea-quark distribbutions
1Fap 6;02) = d2xT 1 x)°%; g= u;d;s (83)

(one halfthe value used in [, g)) . These satisfy the upper bound proposed by So er RIl.
A swell, the valence distrbutions are consistent w ith bag m odel predictions. The an all-
and largex behaviour is consistent with the longitudinal and unpolarized cases. There
are no other de nite constraints we m ay in pose. Q *-dependent param eterizations for the
longitudinal and transversity distrbutions are given in B§]. W e use one-doop evolutions,
as two-loop polarized solit fiinctions do not yet exist.

D e ne the asym m etries

rd =dM *d ;
Ap = ©84)
d =dM ?d ;
and
d =dM *
SR e
noting that
d 14 86)
aM3d 5 2 dM2°
p— _
Fig.1@) presents A for S = 100 G&V, In the range 0:05 P 05. The largest

value for A; is8% . W enotice that forthe gg subprocess, A is reasonably perturbatively
stable, unlike the cross sections which Increase by 50 { 100 $ under HOC ]. Inclusion of
the qg subprocess m akes the asym m etry som ewhat m ore negative since the qg subprocess
contributes negatively as noticed in [l, f1.

Fig. 1 () presents the oo%espondjng polarized cross section, rd =M %d ;. The

sharp dropo with increasing =~  is a combined result of the soffness of 1 Fapr thelcl)=M 4
behaviour of the cross section and the decreasing infegration region w ith jncrea}s%jng B
Fig. 2 presents the corresponding quantities or S = 200 G&V and 0:05 B 025

(away from the Z -exchange region). Sim ilar features hold, except the cross sections are
som ew hat am aller due to the 1=M * suppression which amountsto2=M *in d =dM d ;).

In Figures 3 and 4 we present the corresponding plots for A; and d =M 2. The
largest value for A; is 16% . A s expected from helicity conservation, the gg subprocess
exhibits great perturbative stability. Inclusion of the gg subprocess however, upsets this
stability since it contrbutes w ith sign opposite to that of the gg subprocess (in both the
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polarized and unpolarized cases) and is relhtively large in the polarized case. Hence the
net asym m etry becom es som ewhat an aller .n m agnitude. This wouldn't be a problem in
PP collisions, where one is probing valence<valence distribbutions. For pp oollisions, the
sn allness of F 4 makes the qg subprocess m ore signi cant. A sam aller polarized gluon
distribution and/or a larger polarized sea-quark distribution would reduce thise ect. Still,
orthe larger™ , measurablk asymm etries are obtained.

For a discussion of the perturbative stablilty of the longitudinal asymm etry In pp
direct photon production, see BQ,Rg]. T here it was noted that the asymm etry is perturba—
tively stable if the polarized gluon distrdoution is su ciently large that the gg subprocess
dom inates. This contrasts w ith p D rell-Y an, where a large polarized glion distribution
destabilizes the asymm etry.

VII.CONCLUSION S

W e have presented com plkte NLO analytical resuls for the D rellYan process w ih
unpolarized, longitudinally polarized and transversely polarized hadrons. T hese results are
In a form valid for all n-din ensional schem es. It was shown how one can easily convert
from results obtained in one schem e to those of ancther, regardless of the polarization,
for onedoop QCD processes. This procedure sinply am ounts to expressing the parton
distributions and fragm entation functions in one schem e in temm s of those in the other. A s
well, the origin of the schem e dependences was elicidated. A m ass factorization schem e,
which we callM Sw, was introduced. Tt was shown that in this factorization schem e, the

nal results are reqularization schem e independent and coincide w ith those of DRED M S.
A simpl method for converting parton distributions and fragm entation functions from
DREG toDRED wasgiven.

Forp-p collisions at energies relevant to RH IC , asym m etries and cross sections fortrans-
versely and longitudinally polarized collisions were presented. For the transverse case, the
asym m etries reached 8% and exhiited reasonable perturbative stablity. Forthe longiudi-
nalcase, the asym m etries reached -16% and the g subprocess exhbited great perturbative
stability. ITnclusion of the gqg subprocess som ew hat lessened the longitudinal asym m etries
however. Still, pp collisions serve as the best probe ofthe polarized antiquark distribbutions
In the proton, and they m ay be extracted w ith su cient experin ental statistics.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

1. (@) Transverse asymm etry, A, in leading order and in next-to—eadin o_rder; () cor-
responding next-to—leading order polarized cross section versus~ at S = 100 G&V.

2. (@) Transverse asymm etry, A, In leading orderand In next—to—l%eadjn o_rder; () cor-
responding next-to—Jeading order polarized cross section versus- at S = 200 G&V .

3. (@) Longitudinal asymmetry, A;, in kading order and in next-to-lading Ig)]:gler,
() corresponding next-to-Jleading order polarized cross section versus~ at S =
100 Gev.

4. (@) Longiudinal asymm etry, A;, In lading order and in next-to-Jeading }grger,

(b) corresponding next-to-Jdeading order polarized cross section versus~ at S =
200 Gev.
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