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A bstract

Analytical form ulae for an all{angle Bhabha scattering cross{section at LEP1 are
given for the case of wide{narrow angular acceptance. Inclusive and calorin eter
event selections are considered. N um erical resuls are presented.
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Introduction

T he an all{anglk Bhabha scattering (SABS) process isused tom easure lum inosity ofelectron {
positron colliders. At LEP 1 an experim ental accuracy on the lum inosity better then one per
m ille hasbeen reached [L]. To estin ate the totalaccuracy a system atic theoretical errorm ust
be added.That iswhy in recent years a considerable attention hasbeen devoted to theoretical
Investigation of SABS cross{section R{11].

T he theoretical calculation of SABS cross{section at LEP 1 has to cope w ith two problam s.
The 1rst one is the description of experin ental restrictions In tem s of nal particles phase
soace used for event selection. T he second one concems the com putation ofm atrix elem ent
squared w ith the required accuracy. There are two approadhes for the theoretical study of
SABS at LEP 1: the one basing on M onte Carlo M C) program s 2{6] and the other using
sem {analytical calculations [7{11].
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The advantage of M C m ethod is the possbility to m odel di erent types of detectors and
event selections R].But at this approach som e problem s w ith exact m atrix elem ent squared
exist. Contrary, the advantage of the analytical approach is the possbility to use exact
m atrix elem ent squared and itsdefect isa low m obility relative the change ofan experin ental
conditions forevent selection . N evertheless, the analyticalcalculations are of great in portance
because they allow to check num erousM C calculations for di erent types of ideal detectors.

In this letter we list som e analytical results for SABS cross{section at LEP1 suitabl for
inclusive (labeled in R]asBARE1) and calorineter (CALO 1 and CALO 2) event selections
In the case of asym m etrical w ide{narrow circular detectors. W e give analytical form ulae for
the full rst order correction to the cross{section aswellas for lkading second and third order
ones. O ur num erical estin ations inclide also next{to{lading ssocond order contribution in
the cas=s BAREL.

1 First order corrections

Let us consider at rst BARE1 event selection. W e introduce the din ensionless quantity
=02 p=@ ?);whereQ?= "2 ("isthebeam energy and ; isthem inin al scattering

angl for wide circular detector) and s is an experin entally cbservable (oy m eans of ideal

detectors) cross{section.Then the rstorder QED ocorrection can be w ritten as follow s:
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and L = In (zQ $=m 2) is the large ogarithm ; param eter x. puts the restriction on the energies
of the nal ekctron and positron: " ", x.". In Egs.(l) and 2) we used the ollow Ing
notation or {finctionsand E;:
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The quantities I.; can be obtained from £; by the substitution , ! 3; , ! l.Hereweuse
the sam e notations as in [L0]. N ote only that for w ide{narrow angular acosptance
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where ; are the lin iting angles of the circular detectors (see Section 3). Function P ) (x)
de nes the iterative form ofthe non{sihglkt elctron structure fiinction (see forexampl [6]).
The rst (second) line In the rhs. of Eg.(l) is the contrdbution due to photon em ission by
positron (electron).T he tem sacoom panied w ith x {dependent {functionsunderthe integral
sign correspond to the Initial{state correction while the rest belongs to the nal{state one.

The CALO 1 cluster isthe cone w ith angular radius = 0:01 around the direction ofthe nal
electron (orpositron) m om entum . Ifphoton belongs to the cluster the whole cluster energy is
m easured, and electron m ay have any possible energy. T herefore, the 1im its of x { integration
for s extend from O to 1 here. If photon escapes the cluster the event looks the sam e as
for BARE1. The above restrictions on x{Integration lim its can be wrtten symbolically as
ollow s:
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where k (qi ) and ! (";) are the transverse m om entum and the energy of the hard photon
(electron) .

Aswe saw on the exampl of BARE1 event selection it is necessary to distinguish the con-
trbutions nto ; due to electron and positron radiation:
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A ccording to (4) we have
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where index i(f) labels the Iniial ( nal) state and index c points on a cluster{fom depen-
dence.



Quantities ; and €; coincide w ith the corresponding nitial{ state correction HrBARE1 (see
commentson Eq.(1l)) .For ¢ and €¢ we can usethe form ofdi erential cross{ section suitablk
for nclusive event selection w ith extended x-integration lim its:
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In order to nd the additional contributions nto ; which depend on the cluster form it is
enough to use the sin pli ed di erential cross{section of singlke photon radiation, neglecting
electron m ass, and taking into acoount the restrictions Fj < (for the mitial state) and
> (for the nal state). The contribution due to photon eam ission by the initial{state
electron can be w ritten as follow s:
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where de nes the Integration lin its over z (in the square bradkets) and over z ; (In the
parenthesis) :
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and function isde ned below :
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T he cluster{dependent contribution due to photon em ission by the nal{state electron reads
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To obtain eci it is enough to substitute in the expression for the param eters a;b; a and
Iy by ;5,8 and & respectively,
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F inally, the cluster{dependent contribution due to photon em ission by the nal{statepositron
can be w ritten as follow s:
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The CALO 2 event sekction di ers from the CALO 1 one by the form ofthe cluster (see RJ).
O nly cluster{dependent contrbutions into ; willbe changed here. A nalytical form ulae are
very cum bersom €, and we give the result for symm etricalw ide{wide caseonly ( = ) but
our num erical calculations include w ide{narrow angular accsptance too.
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W e present also the corresponding fom ula for photon em ission by the nal{state electron:
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Angke and quantity , which enter into Eq.(12), de ne the form and the size of CALO 2
cluster.Nam ely 2]
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F inally, functions J, , and zi( " are de ned as Hlow s:
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2 Second and third order corrections

In this Section we give the analytical form ofthe leading second and third order corrections
to SABS cross{section suiable for both, lnclisive and calorin eter, event selections. T he
contrbution connected w ith pair production in the singlkt channel is negligbl for LEP1
conditions, while the one In the non{shglkt channel can be taken into account by m eans of
e ective QED ocoupling [6]. T herefore, we w ill consider here the photonic corrections only.

T he second order correction can be presented in the form

o=+ o+ (13)



The rsttem in rhs.ofEqg.(13) is regponsble fortwo{photon (realand virtual) em ission by
the electron. T he ssocond one describes two{photon em ission by the positron. A nd the third
one oconsiders the situation when both the electron and the positron radiate.

T he krading contrbutions n the case of Inclisive event selection read

2
2 Z4 zl zl
dz 1 dt X
L _ 2 x) 2) 1) 1) )
=— —L° dx -1+ P“x)+ —P (P —
12 z 2( 3 ) x) t (t) A R
5 Xc X
2
A 7l 7l
dz 1 ) dt X @
L = F ;Lz dx 5( a2t 42 )P @ x) + ?P O gp @ T: 42 i
1 Xc X
2 4 dz zl 71
1) ®2)
b= T ;L2 dx; dxoP PP Vo) mt+ )t ) (14)
0 Xc i_i
where
z1 71
dt X
P ? )= —P D p © T P ? (x)dx = O:

The contribution of initial{ ( nal{)state radiation or * and * are accom panied with
x-dependent x{independent) {functions and x 1;X,{dependent (x;;x,{Independent) ones
for . The tem s with additional integration over t{variable describe the simulaneous
radiation of one photon from the iniial state and the other from nal state (initial{ nalf
state radiation).

In the case of calorim eter event selection we have to take In the rh s. ofEgs.(14) the tem s
corresoonding to initial{state radiation only. T he elin ination of nal{state one exhiits itself
by m eans the last equality. A s concems the contriboution due to initial{ nal{state radiation
it m ay be understood as follow s.

In fact t{variable n Egs.(14) isthe energy fraction carried out by both the nal{state radiated
photon and the nal{state electron (orpositron).Just thisvalie de nesthe cluster energy for
calorin eter event selection. T he x{variabl which is the energy fraction of the nalelectron
by de nition can change here from 0 up to t. That iswhy niial{ nal{state radiation ofthe
electron for calorim eter event selection w ill be proportional to
1 t 1 1
z dtz d?XP O gyp @ % ©_ z atp O z

Xc 0 Xc 0

P % )dy = 0: (15)

The sam e is valid of course for the corresponding part of positron radiation.



T hus, we see that i isenough to have only sihglke nal{state radiated photon to elim Inate the
leading contrbution due to niial{ nal{state radiation. T his conclusion re ects the essence
of a reduced Lee{N auenberg theoram [12] and is valid for all higher order corrections.

T he leading third order correction reads
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For calorin eter event selection it is needed to take
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Note that in this case the ¥kading sscond and third order contributions have a universal
character and do not depend on cluster fom . Thus, they are suitable for both, CALO 1 and
CALO2Z2.

Quantity Z; describes the situation when only one fermm ion (electron or positron) radiate
(one{side am ission), whilke Z, is regponsible for sin ulaneous radiation of the electron and
the positron (opposite{side em ission).

T he fom ulae for leading second and third order contributions are w ritten in the form w ih
di erent {functions under integral sign. O ne can elin nate these {functions using such
kind relations as, for exam ple
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Tt isneeded to kesp iIn m Ind only that every Integralhas to be equalto zero ifthe lower lim it



of z-integration becom es m ore than the upper one. The last statam ent is valid for the st
order correction too.

3 N um erical resuls

In our caloulations we restrict ourselres w ith pure Q ED corrections supposing Z {exchange,
vacuum polarization and up{down interference are switched o . As shown in papers by
W .Beenakker and B.P jtrzyk [/], a su ciently accurate lum inosity determ ination requires

the full Bom plus com plete order oorrected cross{section. N evertheless our num erical re-
suls can be used for com parisons and cross{checks w ith num erous M onte C arlo and sam i{
analytical com putations R].

W e perfom ed the num erical calculations for the beam energy P s=2 = 46:15 Ge&V and the
follow Ing sets of lim iting angles of circular detectors:

i) BARE]1l,CALO1: 1= 0024; 3= 0058; ,= ;+h; 4= 3 h;h=—;
i) CALO2: ;= 0024+ h; 5= 0058 h; ,= ;+h; 4= 3 3h:

T he Bom cross{section

[l )
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18)

(Iin its of integration are ( 3; %) ©rNN and W N angular acosptances and ( 5;1) forW W
one) equals to

175:922nb | { BAREL,CALOl WW ;
139971 nb | { BARE1,CALO1l NN;CALO2 WW ;
103299nb | { CALO2 NN :

Fomula (18) takes into account the contributions of scattering diagram and interference
of scattering and annihilation ones. The contrbution of pure annihilation diagram is pro—
portional to f Tt is negligble even at the bom level. W hen calculating the QED correc—
tions to cross{section (18) we ignore system atically the tem s proportional ?. Tem s of
this kind have double logarithm ic asym ptotic behavior [L3] and are equal param etrically to
( 1) In? (+¥Fs)=( s),what isabout 0.1 per m ille as com pared w ith unit or LEP 1 conditions.

T he results of our calculations of Q ED correction w ith tllgSWiCh@dO vacuum polarization
are shown in the Tabl 1. The centre{of{m ass energy is~ s = 92:3 G&V . The second order



Tabk 1
T he resuls of our analytical calculations for the SAB S cross{section

BARE1 CALO1 CALO2
X WW NN WN WW NN W N WW NN WN
(b) with O ( ') corrections
01 166.008 130.813 134504 166285 131.032 134270 130.997 94666 98354
03 164.702 129.797 133416 166006 130.833 134.036 130.705 94491 98127
05 162203 128.001 131428 165244 130416 133466 130.141 94177 97.720
0.7 155390 122.922 125809 161.749 128.044 130542 127491 92981 95874
09 134334 106478 107.945 149866 118.822 120.038 117491 86303 87.696
(b) with O ( ) and O ( ?) photonic corrections
01 166.958 131.674 134.808 167.073 131.740 134572 131.705 95334 98.609
03 165447 130534 133583 166.686 131467 134231 131339 95118 98314
05 162574 128474 131.127 165.718 130.903 133471 130.628 94.731 97.793
0.7 155597 123206 125255 162042 128361 130378 127.808 93377 95.782
09 137153 108.820 109.677 150.732 119560 120411 118229 86.931 87.961
absolute values of the O ( 2) pair production correction nb)
01 0.007 0.004 0.015 0.046 0.045 0.024 0.045 0.047 0.024
03 0.033 0.033 0.020 0.046 0.045 0.024 0.045 0.047 0.024
05 0.058 0.050 0.041 0.048 0.046 0.025 0.046 0.047 0.024
0.7 0.090 0.074 0.069 0.069 0.059 0.042 0.059 0.051 0.036
09 0142 0115 0115 0137 0111 0102 0111 0.085 0.075
absolute value of the O ( 3) leading correction (b)
01 0.055 0.047 0.006 0.041 0.036 0.002 0.036 0.034 0.001
03 0.065 0.053 0.018 0.046 0.040 0.007 0.040 0.037 0.003
05 0.038 0.040 0.004 0.044 0.039 0.006 0.039 0.037 0.005
0.7 0.089 0.058 0124 0.023 0.022 0.012 0.022 0.027 0.008
0.9 0291 0220 0331 0.021 0.013 0.049 0.013 0.002 0.038

correction in the case BARE1 contains both lkading and next{to{leading contrbutions. In
the rest cases the higher order corrections are take in the lkading approxin ation. For a
com parison we give In Table 2 also the corresponding num bers derived by the help ofM onte
Carlo generator BHLUM I R2].Param eters are the sam eas forTabk 1.T he results ofthe non {
exponentiated version of BHLUM I for BARE1 di ers from the exponentiated ones by three
digits affer decim alpoint, which are given in parenthesis. T he num bers in square brackets are
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Tablk 2
BHLUM I resuls for the an all{angle Bhabha cross{section (in nb)

O ( l) beyond the rst order

X. BARE1l CALOl CALO2 BARE1l CALO1 CALO2Z2

01 166.046 166329 131.032 166.892 (988) 0.008] 167203 131.835 95458 98.834
03 164.740 166.049 130.739 165374 (471) 0.014] 166.795 131450 95233 98.539
05 162241 165287 130.176 162530 (594) 0.018] 165.830 130.727 94.841 98.020
0.7 155431 161.794 127.528 155688 (620) 0.018] 162237 127.969 93520 96.054
0.9 134390 149.925 117.541 137342 (191) P.018] 151270 118.792 87359 88,554

absolute di erence (In nb) between our second order photonic correction and the one of the
non {exponentiated BHLUM I version. BHLUM I numbers beyond the rst order or CALO 2
case corresoond to W W , NN and W N angular acceptances regoectively; and the rest is for
W W case.Beyond the st order allBHLUM I num bers, except the ones In parenthesis for
BARE1, correspond to the version based on the Yennie{Frautchi{Suura exponentiation.

On the kvel of the st order correction BHLUM I numbers exceed our ones approxin ately
on 03 perm ilke for all variants of event selection.W e think that this is due to the di erence
In our approaches: BHLUM I com putes the st order correction [14] according to com plete
O () fomulae, whik we take Into account only t{channel graphs as discussed above.

To be consequent we have to com pare our results due to second order photonic contribution
with BHLUM I ones which belongs to the non{exponentiated version only. These are the
num bers into the parenthesis for BARE1 (three gure after point In the cross{section). To
com pare it needs to rem ove the di erence due to the rst order contrbution. A fter thiswe

nd that our seocond order photonic correction which inclides lading and next{to{lading
contributions exceeds a littlke bit the BHLUM I one and conclude about very expressive agree—
ment in the cascs of BAREL1 W W .

A s concems calorin eter event selection we have not explicit calculation of the second order
next{to{leading contrlbution. T hat iswhy now we can speak about the st order correction
only.A sone can see from the Tablesthe agream ent ofournum bers forW W variant of CALO 1
and CALO2 wih BHLUM Ionesison the same levelas forBARE1 W W one.
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