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W ediscuss som e resuls for heavy quark correlations in next-to—leading order in deep inelastic electroproduction .

1. NTRODUCTION

Order s QCD oorrections to structure func—
tions containing heavy quarks and to single heavy
quark inclusive distrbbutions in deep-inelastic
electroproduction (i:e:, @+P ! Q1)+
X whereX stands forany nalhadronic state al-
Jow ed by quantum -num ber conservation and P (o)
is a proton ofm om entum p ) were recently pub-—
lished in {I] and B, respectively. By combin-
Ing the next-to-Jleading order NLO ) heavy quark
structure functions w ith the corresponding light-
quark structure functions B], the heavy quark
content ofthe nucleon hasbeen studied asa func-
tion of Q%2 = ¢ and x = Q?=2p
rates for cham production integrated over bins
in x and Q2 relevant to HERA data have been
calculated in 1.

To further the study of deep-inelastic electro—
production of heavy quarks we have recalculated
the virtualphoton-parton cross sections of {;] n
an exclusive fashion [4]. This enables usto study
the single and double di erential distrbutions
and correlations am ong all outgoing particles in
the virtualphoton induced reaction + P !
0+Q0+X withX = 0orl ftand to easily incor-
porate experin ental cuts. By exam ining distri-
butions and correlations that are trivialat lowest
order (for exam ple, the azin uthal angle between
the heavy quark and the heavy antiquark) one di-
rectly tests the hard scattering cross section that
is predicted by perturbative Q CD and factoriza—
tion. Therefore our results should give a clan
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test of NLO perturbative QCD . Neverthelesswe
rem Ind the reader that this isa xed order per-
turbative calculation and su ers from the same
problem s as allNLO calculations. T here are re—
gions in phase space where it will break down.
For exam ple, In the above m entioned azim uthal
angle distrbution, if one looks at the prediction
too near the back-to-back con guration there w ill
be an extra enhancem ent of the cross section due
to multiple soft gluon em ission which is not in—
clided n cur NLO resul.

In this short report we discuss som e details of
the calculation and present interesting distrdbu-—
tions. The transverse and longiudinal photon
com ponents are treated separately and the lat—
est CTEQ 3 parton densities i_'l], consistent w ith
the new Iy released HERA data [r{j’], are used In
the kinem atic regin e appropriate for production
of cham quarksat HERA .W e m ake our predic—
tions at xed valuesof Q2 ( 8:5GeV=cf) and
x (42 10%).

W e stress that here we only consider extrinsic
heavy quark production, involving B etheH eitler
and C om pton production from m assless partons.
Fora discussion of intrinsic production, w here the
heavy quark is considered to be part of the pro-
ton’s wavefunction, see B rodsky et al i_é]. A vari-
able avorschem ewhich pins the extrinsic heavy

avor production picture at pnys m wih a
light m ass parton density picture at pnys m
has been discussed by A vaziset al. [16]. By com —
paring the xed avor schem e calculation of E}']
with the variable avor number scheme of 'QQ:]
it is concluded in [L1] that the form er yields the
m ost stable and reliable results orF, (x;0?;m ?)
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in the threshod region (i:e:; Q2  10m? where
m isthem assofthe heavy quark). T he contribu—
tion by W L. van Neerven to these P roceedings
review s the progress towards in plem enting the
variable avour num ber schem e In NLO f_l-g']

In our exclusive com putation we use the sub-
traction m ethod which is based on the replace—
m ent of divergent (collinear or soft) term s In the
squared m atrix elem ents by generalized plus dis—
tributions. This allow s us to isolate the soft and
collinear poles w ithin the fram ework of dim en—
sional reqularization w ithout calculating all the
phase space Integrals in a spacetin e din ension
n 6 4 asusually required In a traditional single
particle inclusive com putation. In this m ethod
the expressions for the squared m atrix elem ents
In the collinear lim it appear in a factorized form ,
wherepolesinn 4 multply splitting functions
and lower order squared m atrix elem ents. The
cancellation of collinear singularities is then per—
form ed using the factorization theorem [13]. The
expressions for the squared m atrix elem ents in
the soft lin it appear in a factorized form where
polesinn 4multiply lowerorder squared m atrix
elem ents. The cancellation of soft singularities
takes place upon adding the contributions from
the renom alized virtualdiagram s. Since the nal
result is in fourdin ensional space tin e, we can
com pute all relevant phase space integrations us—
Ing standard M onte C arlo integration techniques
[_l-é_l] and produce histogram s for exclisive, sam i-
nclusive, or Inclusive quantities related to any
of the outgoing particles. W e can also ncorpo—
rate any reasonable set ofexperim entalcuts. O ur
com puter code hasno sm allphase space slice pa—
ram eters and the param eters de ning the gener-
alized plusdistrbutionsm ay be tuned to give fast
num erical convergence, which is an advantage of
using this subtraction m ethod.

2. The (gchannel

A nalysis of the partonic reaction
@+ ak:) ! gkz)+ Q@)+ Q (2); @)

does not involve soft or virtual contributions so
we can use i tom ost sin ply explain the m ethod.
O ne particular graph out of the order eg® set is
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e
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Figure 1. O ne order eg? diagram contrbuting to
the am plitude for the reaction (1). Additional
graphs are obtained by reversing the arrow s on
the light-quark lines (dashed).

shown In gl. W e progct this set of graphs
on a particular photon polarization state i and
square the am plitude. The answer is w ritten as
Ci;gM {1 3) where the coe cient absorbs overall
factors. Now we write the photon-parton cross
section as

3
a ) =CiMIed ;¢ @)

w here the 3 Indicates a threebody nalstate. To
proceed we need som e notation for the variables

s=2k; gqut=t m’= 2k pul=u dg=
29 pt= 2k %(u’=¢ 29 kandss=
1+ p2)° d. Then ifwe introduce x = ss=s

and cos'y = g ¥;=9 K,jwe can write t° =
1=2)8@s"=s) 1 %) (L+ y). This representation
showsthatt®! Oasy'! 1. This £ divergence
yields the collinear divergence in M [ (3), which
is due to the presence of the Feynm an graph in
g.l. To handl this divergence we m ultiply and
divide by t° so that

d () = Cigfd&iyi 17 2)d 34 3)
w here

£y 15 2) EMIG); @)
isnow niteasy ! 1 and

d—3 d ;=t" G)

is divergent. W e next replace the factor

Q+y) ' TP = =+ y))+ Q+y)A= +I!);6)



In the (n-dim ensional) threebody phase space,
where 0 < ! < 2. This has the e ect of splitting
the n-din ensionalcross section into tw o divergent
parts. However it letsustakethelimit ! 0and
get back to 4-dim ensions, w ith ! regularizing the
collinear singularity. R eplacing the divergent fac—
tor @+ y) '* 72 ind ; one cbtains the Hlow ing
decom position: (form ore details see E])

(f)

@) _ ) .
di;q_di;q +di;q’ @
w ith

1 _, s =2
da = SCuHNd ) 7 =
o 2
@ x0C vy l+y)—+ !
dysin od 27 &;y; 17 2)i ®)
and

() 1 0, =2 0 =2

d i) = SCugHNd 6 7 =
¢ xa oy
X
Y 1+vy !
dysin ,d 2] &;y; 17 2): ©)

T he function f satis es
£ 1715 2)= £1&; 1)+ £1&; 17 2)7 (10)

w ith
7
£ x; 17 2)sin ,d = 0: 11)
0

For reaction (1) we nd that

£l 1) = 128% 2 2&82NCy
iy a xp+ =21
X2
L+ =2)'Bigrp &ki):  (12)

where B ;ggp it the Bom amplitude wih k; re-
placed by xk;. The factor in the square brack—
ets is the A tarelliP arisi splitting function in n
din ensions so we can de ne new (collinear free)
cross sections

3) _ (c) (£),
dAi;q - d/\i;q +d iq ! a3)

w ith

c) 222
dr' = 8Ciq €€ NCrBigep ki)d

14)
2

1
(£)
Ciq sl &iyi 17 2)

iq 16 2

T+ y !dxdysjn 1d 1d 5 15)
The nite finctions £ x;y; 17 2) are availble
n fal.

A's the quark channel only contains collinear
sihgularities, we also use it to illustrate how the
generalized plus distrdbutions are in plem ented
num erically and how the ! dependence disap—
pears In the sum C_l-g:) . To this end consider

Z
(£)
di;q 1dyf(y) 1+y
Z 14
= dyf ()
1 1+y
Z 1 1
+ dyf ) ——
1+ 1+y
T LE® T
= y— =
1Z 1+vy
1
f
+ dy ©)
1+ 1 1+y

Z Z |
bOEw) S A G B!
dy dy
1 1+vy 1 1+y

16)

where we have suppressed all indices and argu-—
ments of £ x;y; 1; 2) otherthan y. In the bot-
tom line we see that the in niy encountered at
the lower integration lim t y = 1 is cancelled In
the sum ofthe two Integrals. In practice one can
only reasonably take the owerlm it tobe 1+
where 107 in double precision ForRTRAN be—
fore round o errors enter. None the less, the
nal resuls are stable w ith respect to the varia—
tion of 1 the range 10° to 10 7 . The upper
Iim it of the second integral gives a contribution
f( 1)In! which cancelsagainstthe In! term in
dAi(;cq) . The rst ntegral in the bottom line is
comm only called the \event" and has a positive
de nite weight. T he second integralplus the fac-
torized collinear contribution is comm only called



the \counterevent" and m ay have either positive
or negative weight.

The in plem entation of this procedure for the
gluon channelissin ilarbutm ore com plicated due
to the presence of both soft and collinear diver—
gences.

3. Results

Recalling that the probability density is re—
lated to them om entum density via fi5 ( ; 2) =
i (7 2) we write the hadronic cross section
as
Z 4

d u )= —dN (P (7 2): A7)

;0
W enow specializeto thecasewhereH isaproton,
as In the case of HERA . U sing the relations

02
Fyx = 12 ks 18)

wherek = 2;L wih ,= ¢ + 3 =2, and rla-
tions for the scaling functions, we nd

Z
02 ("1t 4

Fi Q%M ) = = —— |
0
é f90 (7 D)o,
Z
Q%2 2(%H "1t d
+ e —_—
m? _
n

2
& fyp (57 o+ c]&)g]nﬁ
X h 2
+ £ (i) & gt aih—
i=qiq io m
+e§ d]ili+ e; ey o]ili ;

19)

wherek = 2;LL. Wehave sest ¢ = and shown
the 2 dependence ofthe muinning coupling . ex—
plicitly. T he lowerboundary on the Integration is
given by nin = x@m? + Q?)=0?. This omulk
yields the standard heavy quark structure func—
tions F, ;0%;m?) and Fi, &;0%;m?) br elec—
tron proton scattering, and we w illpresent results
as di erentials of these functions. From the for-
m alisn described in the previous section we are
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Figure 2. The distrbutions dF, P)=dP, r
cham -anticharm pair production at xed Q2 =
12 Gev=c)? wih x = 42 10% (solid lne),
85 10% (dotted Ine),1:6 10° (shortdashed
line) and 27 103 (long dashed line).

kft with events of positive weight and counter-
events of either positive or negative weight. O ur
program outputsthe nalstate fourvectorsofthe
event and counterevent together w ith the corre—
soonding weight. W e histogram these Into bins
to produce di erential distributions.

W e start by considering the production of
cham quarks. Weusem = m. = 15Ge&v=c?
and sin ply choose the factorization (renom aliza—
tion) scaleas 2= Q%+ 4mi+ @S+ PS)?=4).
N ote that there arem any possble choicesof scale
as we have all com ponents of the nal four vec—
tors. A side from the P. dependence, this choice
reducesto 2 = Q? forelectroproduction ofm ass—
less quarks and 2 = 4m 2 for the photoproduc-
tion of cham quarks. W e introduce a P+ depen—
dence by adding in the average of the m agnitude
ofthe transversem om enta ofthe heavy quark and
heavy antiquark. A sm entioned earlierwe use the
CTEQ3M parton densities fj.] i theM S schem e
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Figure 3. T he distrdbutions dF, P.)=dP. for
cham -anticham pair production at xed x =
85 10* and Q2% = 85 (solid line), 12 (dot-
ted line), 25 (short dashed line), 50 (long dashed
line) allin units of (G eV=c)?.

and thetwo Ioop swih 4= 0239GeV.

The rstdistrbution we present basically m ea—
sures the transverse momentum of the addi-
tional £t which recoils against the heavy quark
pair. The P distrbution of the cham -anti-
cham pair is shown In g. 2 where we
plot dF, (x;Q?;m 2;P.)=dP, as a function of P;.
The histogram s are presented at xed Q%= 12
Gev=c)? Porx vallesof42 10*,85 10°%,
16 10° and 257 103 respectively. O ne sees
that the P distrdbution peaksat sm allP and has
a negative contrbution In the lowest bin. This
is a region where the dom inant contribution is
from counter-events so the weights can be nega-
tive. T he results of this calculation require m iss—
Ing contrbutions from even higher order pertur-
bation theory before this bin will have a posi-
tive weight. The depth of the negative bins is a
finction of x, 02, and the choice of scale. Note
that at larger P+ the structure function is dom i~

nated by the contrbution from the square ofthe
brem sstrahlung graphs so the weights are posi-
tive. Figure 3 show s the corresponding resuls
or xedx = 85 107 plbtted Hr the Q? val
ues of 855 GeV=c)?, 12 (Ge&V=c)?, 25 G eV =c)?

and 50 G eV=c)? respectively. The distrdutions
peak near am allP. and are either sm all or nega-—
tive in the rstbin. The histogram swih Q¢ =

12Gev=c)? and x = 85 10? (the dotted line)
arethe same in gs. 2 and 3. W e have also used
the sam e scales on the axes so one can easily see
that there is a greater change ifwe x x and vary
Q2 than ifwe xQ? and vary x. W ew illcontinue
to use the sam e scale Prallthe pairsof laterplots
to sin plify the com parison between them .

W e now tum to the distrdbbutions in the az-
In uthalangle between the outgoing cham quark
and cham antiquark which we denote as
This is the anglk between the P vectors of the
heavy quark-antiquark in the c.m . fram e of the
virtualphoton-hadron system . Shce we integrate
over the azin uthal angle between the plane con—
taining the incom ing and outgoing leptons and
the plane de ned by the incom ing parton and
outgoing heavy quark (to lim it our discussion to
F, and F;, ) we can only plot relative azin uthal
correlations. In the Bom approxin ation this dis—
tribution is a delta function at , as their four
m om enta m ust balance. D ue to the radiation of
the addiional light m ass parton, the distrlbution
hasa tailextendingbelow and hasa valky at
T he distributions becom e negative in the highest
bins. This negative region is a general feature of
all exclusive calculations. Figure 4 show s resuls
ordF, x;Q2;m?2; )=d( ) atthe sam evalies
of xed Q2 and variable x as chosen previously
in g. 2,while g. 5 shows the results for xed
x and variabk Q2 as chosen previously in  g. 3.
Note again that the dotted histogram s are the
same in gs. 4 and 5, and there ism ore variation
r xed x and changihg Q ? than for xed Q 2 and
changing x.

In this report we have outlined the NLO calcu-
lation of the virtualphoton-parton W ilson) co—
e client functions in the fiilly di erential produc—
tion of heavy quarks plus one ®t. M ore correla—
tions and checks are given in i_é]. T he com puter
program we have written for the exclusive cal-
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Figure 4. The distrbutions dF, ( )=d( ) Por
cham -anticharm pairproduction at the x and Q ?
values given in Figure 2.

culation has the advantage that the four vectors
of the heavy quark, heavy-antiquark and/or one
additional light parton gt are produced for each
event and can be sub cted to experim ental cuts.
W e have not done this In any of the plots shown
here but the com puter program is available and
can be easily m odi ed to lncorporate acoceptances
ofthe detectorsat HERA . T he program has been
used to reanalyse the EM C data on chamm pro—
duction in {LH].

4. C onclusion

In this report we have presented som e plots
w hich depend on inform ation from the fourvector
ofthe additional £t. W e showed the distributions
In the transverse-m om entum @) of the heavy
quark antiquark pair and In the azin uthalangle
() between the P  vectors of the heavy quark
and heavy antiquark. A 1l quantities were pre—
dicted In the c.m . fram e ofthe photon-proton sys—
tem after integration overthe azim uthalanglkbe-
tw een the plane containing the incom ing and out-

T e e e e e B B S AL me o
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Figure 5. T he sam e distrbbutions at the x and Q 2
values given In F igure 3.

going Jepton and the plane containing the incom —
Ing proton and outgoing heavy quark. T he results
were presented as distrbutions in F, &;Q2;m ?)

at speci cpointsin x,Q % andm? = m 2. None of
these distributions can be reproduced by any K —
factor m ultiplication as the corresponding Bom
distrbutions are proportional to delta-functions.
In all cases the histogram s of these distributions
have negative bins. These are regions where the
NLO calculation isnot su cientand aNNLO or-

der calculation (or some form of resumm ation)
should be m ade. A general statem ent about the
m agniude ofthe NLO contrbution com pared to
the LO one isdi cul tom ake asthe size and sign

of the correctionsm ay vary strongly between dif-
ferent regions of phase space. However, we see
that all plots have larger Q? variation at xed
X as comparied to varyig x at xed Q2. By
varying the renom alization (factorization) scale
w e observed that the distributions presented here
changed in nom alization but not in shape. In our
study we also calculated averages ofvarious quan—
tities and found the typicalvariation between cen—



tral and extram e scale choices of 5 percent for
cham production.
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