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1 Introduction

T he production of pairs of direct photonsr_l: w ith Jarge invariant m ass is the so called irreducble
background for the search of the H iggs boson in the two photon decay channel in the interm ediate
m ass range 80 G&V mpy 140 GeV at the forthoom Ing LHC . T his background is huge and
requires to be understood and quantitatively evaluated.

Beside this in portant m otivation, this process deserves interest by its own. T he production of
such pairs of photons has been experim entally studied in a large dom ain of energies, from xed
targets El:, EZ, E?.] to colliders i_4, :7:1, -'_6]. A wide variety of ocbservables has been m easured, such as
distrbutions of invariant m ass, azin uthal anglk and transverse m om entum ofthe pairs ofphotons,
Inclusive transverse m om entum distributions of each photon, which o er the opportunity to test
our understanding of this process.

The ain ofthis article is to present a study of diphoton hadroproduction based on a com puter
code of partonic event generator type. In this code, we account for all contrbuting processes
consistently at next-to-leading order N LO ) accuracy, together w ith the so called box contribution
gg ! . This code is exible enough to accom m odate various kinem atic or calorim etric cuts.
E specially, it allow s to com pute cross sections for both inclusive and isolated direct photon pairs,
for any infrared and collinear safe isolation criterion which can be in plem ented at the partonic
level. This articke is organized according to the follow ing outline. In section 2, we rem ind the
basic theoretical Ingredients, and present the m ethod used to build the com puter code developed
for this study. Section 3 is dedicated to the phenom enology of photon pair production. W e start
wih a com parison wih xed target and collider experin ents. W e then provide som e predictions
for LHC, together w ith a discussion of theoretical scale uncertainties. T he theoretical discussion
about the present day lin itations of our code is continued in section 4. T here we m ention various
Infrared sensitive situations, w hich would deserve som e m ore care, and for which the resum m ation
of muliple soft gluon e ects would be required, in order to im prove the ability of our code to
acoount for such observables. Section 5 gathers our conclusions and perspectives.

2 Theoretical content and presentation of the m ethod

Let us rst ram ind brie y the theoretical level of accuracy and lin itations of works prior to the
present one, In order to assess the In provem ents which we Introduce. T hen we present them ethod
which we usad to build our com puter code D IPHOX .

2.1 Theoretical content

T he theoretical understanding of this process relies on NLO calculations, initiated in EZ]. The
Jleading order contribution to diphoton reactions is given by the Bom level process g ! e for
Instance D iagram a. T he com putation ofNLO contrbutions to i yieldsO ( ) corrections com ing
from the subprocessesqg ! g,9q (orq) ! g (or g) and corresponding virtual corrections, see

'The word \direct" m eans here that these photons do not result from the decay of 0 , ! at lJarge transverse
m om entum . D irect photonsm ay be produced according to two possible m echanism s: either they take part directly
to the hard subprocess, or they result from the fragm entation of partons them selves produced at high transverse
m om entum In the subprocess; see sect. 2.
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Yet it also yields the lrading order contribution of single fragm entation type (som etin es called

\B rem sstrahlung contribution"), in which one of the photons com es from the collinear fragm en—
tation of a hard parton produced in the short distance subprocess, see for exam ple D iagram d.
From a physical point of view such a photon ism ost probably accom panied by hadrons. From a
technical point of view , a nal state quark-photon collinear singularity appears in the calculation
of the contrbution from the subprocess gq ! g. At higher orders, nal state m ultiple collinear
singularities appear in any subprocessw here a high pr parton (quark or glion) undergoes a cascade
of sucoessive collinear splittings ending up w ith a quark-photon splitting. T hese singularities are
factorized to allorders In ¢ according to the factorization property, and absorbed into quark and
gluon fragm entation functions to a photon D _y or 4 (2;M t?) de ned In som e arbitrary fragm enta-
tion schem e, at som e arbirary fragm entation scale M ¢. W hen the fragm entation scale M ¢, chosen
of the order of the hard scale of the subprocess, is large com pared to any typical hadronic scale
1 G &V, these functionsbehave roughly as = M fz) . Then a power counting argum ent tells that
these contributions are asym ptotically of the same order n ¢ as the Bom tem gg ! . W hat
is m ore, given the high gluion lum nosity at LHC, the gg (or ) Initiated contrbution nvolring
one photon from fragm entation even dom inates the Inclusive production rate n the Invariant m ass



range 80 G&V m 140 Ge&V . A oonsistent treatm ent of diphoton production at NLO thus
requires that O ( ) corrections to these contributionsbe calculated also, see for exam ple D iagram s
e and f. They have not been ncorporated in EZ,ES,EQ], and we com pute them in the present work.
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T he calculation of these corrections in their tum yields the lading order contribution of yet
another m echanisn , of doublk fragm entation type, see or exam ple D iagram g. In the latter case,
both photons result from the collinear fragm entation of a hard parton. In order to present a study
of consistent NLO accuracy, NLO oorrections to this doubl fragm entation contrdbution, see for
exam pl D iagram s h and i, have to be calculated accordingly. This is also done in the present
article.



D iagram i

W e call \two direct" the contribution given by the Bom tem plus the fraction of the higher
order corrections from which nal state collinear singularities have been subtracted according to
the M S factorization scheme. W e call \one fragm entation" (\two fragm entation") the contrbu-
tion nvolring one single fragm entation function (two fragm entation fiinctions) of a parton into a
photon. Let us add onem ore com m ent about the gplitting Into these three m echanisn s. O nem ust
kesp In m ind that this distinction is schem atic and am biguous. W e ram Ind that it com es techni-
cally from the appearance of nal state collinear singularities, which are factorized and absorbed
Into fragm entation functions at som e arbitrary fragm entation sca]e?: M ¢ . Each ofthe contributions
associated w ith these three m echanian s thus depends on this arbitrary scale. T his dependence on
M ¢ cancels only in the sum of the three, so that this sum only is a physical cbservable. M ore
precisely, a calculation of these contributions beyond leading order is required to obtain a (partial)
cancellation of the dependence on M ¢ . Indeed this cancellation starts to occur between the higher
order of the \two direct" contribution and the lading order of the \one fragm entation” term , and
sim ilarly between the \one" and \two fragm entation" com ponents respectively. T his is actually

’M ore generally, the de nition of the fragm entation finctions rely on the choice of a given factorization schem e,
eg.theM S schem e in thiswork. The fragm entation functions which we use are presented in [10].



one ofthe rstm otivations ofthe present work. T hus, even though it m ay be suggestive to com pare
the resgpective sizes and shapes of the separate contributions for a given choice of scale, as w illbe

done in 321, we em phasize that only their sum ismeaningfil.
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Beyond this, the O ( g) so—called box contribution gg ! through a quark loop is also In-—
cluded, see for exam ple D iagram . Strictly speaking it is a NNLO contrbution from the point
of view of power counting. However in the range of interest at LHC for the search of the H iggs
boson, the gluon lum inosiy is so Jarge com pared w ith the quark and antiquark one, that it nearly
com pensates the extra powers of g, so as to yield a contrbution com parable w ith the Bom tem .
For this reason, it hasbeen Included in previous works, and w illbe In the present one aswell. W e
de ne the \direct" contribution as the sum \two direct" + box.

A ctually one should notice, wstly, that other NNLO glion-gluon initiated processes, such as
the collinear nite part of gg ! qg have been jgnored?:, although they could also be large.
Seocondly one should also even worry about the next correction to the box, because the latterm ay
be quite sizeable. Such a possbility is suggested by the situation occurring to the rst correction
to the e ective vertex gg ! h, com puted in I;_L-J_J], and shown to reach generically about 50 $ of
the onedoop resul. M oreover, this box contrbution is the lkading order of a new m echanisn,
whose spurious (factorization and renom alization) scale dependences are m onotonic, and only
higher order corrections would partly cure thisproblem and provide a quantitative estim ate. This
trem endous e ort has not been carried out yet, although progresses towards this goal have been
achieved recently {14,13,14].

2.2 P resentation of the m ethod

In U], a dedicated calculation was required for each observable. Since then m ore versatile ap-
proaches have been developed, which com bine analytical and M onteC arlo integration technigques
E_S], E_l-S] They thus allow the com putation of several cbservables w ithin the sam e calculation, at
NLO accuracy, together w ith the incorporation of selection/isolation cuts at the partonic kevel in

3T he collinear divergent partsofthese 2 ! 4 processeshavebeen already taken into account in the N LO corrections
to the \one fragm entation" contribution and leading order \two fragm entation" com ponents respectively.



order to m atch the various cuts used by the experim ental collaborations as faithfilly as possble.
T he studies of B] and of [J] rely on such an approach. Let usbrie y descrbe the one which we use
here.

2.2.1 Phase space slicing and subtraction of long distance singularities

W ihin the combined analytical and M onte<C arlo approach, two generic well known m ethods can
beused to dealw ith infrared and collinear singularities which arem et in the calculation of inclusive
cross sections: the phase space slicihg m ethod ﬂ-ﬁ] and the subtraction m ethod ﬁ_l-]'] T he approach
ollowed in the present work uses a m odi ed version of the one presented in 5], which com bines
these two techniques.

For a generic reaction 1+ 2 ! 3+ 4+ 5 two particles of the nal state, say 3 and 4, have a
high pr and are well separated in phase space, whik the last one, say 5, can be soft, or collinear
to either of the four others. T he phase space is sliced using two arbitrary, unphysical param eters
Prm and R In the follow ing way':

—PartI
The nom prs of transverse m cm entum of the particke 5 is required to be lss than some
arbitrary value pr, taken to be gn all com pared to the other transverse m om enta. This
cylinder supplies the Infrared, and iniial state collinear singularities. It also yields a an all
fraction of the nal state collinear singularities.

—PartITa
T he transversem om entum vector ofthe particle 5 is required to have a nom larger than prp ,
and to belong to a cone C 5 about the direction of particle 3, de ned by 5 y3)?+ ( 5
3)? th, with Ry, som e an all arbitrary number. C3; contains the nal state collinear
singularities appearing when 5 is collinear to 3.

—PartITb
T he transverse m om entum vector of the particle 5 is required to have a nom larger than
Prm , and to belong to a cone C, about the direction of partick 4, de ned by (75  ya)? +
(s 4)? th . C4 contains the nal state collinear shgularities appearing when 5 is
collinear to 4.

—PartIIc
T he transverse m om entum vector of the particle 5 is required to have a nom larger than
Prm » @and to belong to neither of the two cones C3, C4. T his slice yields no divergenocs, and
can thus be treated directly In 4 din ensions.

C ollinear and soft singularities appear when ntegration over the kinem atic variables (trans—
verse m om entum , rapidity and azin uthal angles) of the particle 5 is perfom ed on parts I, ITa and
ITb. They are rst regularized by dim ensional continuation from 4 tod= 4 2 , < 0. The
d-din ensional Integration over the particle 5 on these phase space slices yields these singularities
as 1= poles together w th non singulartetm sas ! 0. A fter com bination w ith the correspond-—
Ing virtual contributions, the infrared singularities cancel, and the rem aining collinear singularities
w hich do not cancel are factorized and absorbed in parton distrbution or fragm entation functions.
T he resulting quantities correspond to pseudo cross sections w here the hard partons are unresolved



from the soft or collinear parton 5, which has been \integrated out" inclusively on the parts I,
ITa, Ib. The word \pseudo" m eans that they are not genuine cross sections, as they are not
positive In general. They are split into two kinds. W e call pseudo cross section for some 2 ! 2
process the sum of the lowest order term plus the fraction of the corresponding virtual corrections
w here the infrared and collinear singularities have been subtracted, and w hich have the kinem atics
of a genuine 2 ! 2 process. The contrbutions where the uncanceled collinear singularities are
absorbed into parton distribution (on part I) or fragm entation (on parts IT a and IT b) functions
Involve an extra convolution over a variabl of collinear splitting, as com pared to the kinem atics
of a genuine 2 ! 2 process: we call them pssudo cross sections for quasi2 ! 2 processes. The
detailed content of these tem s is given in the A ppendix '_A-: For an extended presentation of the
details and corresponding explicit form ulas, we refer to tL-_E;]

A s a m atter of principle, cbservables do not depend on the unphysical param eters pr, and
Ry, . Yet, the pseudo cross sections on parts I, IT a, IT b and IT ¢ separately do. Let us brie y
discuss the cancellation ofthe pry, and Ry, dependences In cbservables com puted according to this
m ethod. In the cylindrical part I, the nite term s produced are approxin ated in order to collect
all the tem s depending logarithm ically on pry, , whereas termm s proportional to powers of pr, are
neglected. This di ers from the subtraction m ethod inplm ented in the cylinder n {L5], which
kept the exact prn dependence. On the other hand, in the conical parts IT a and IT b, the sam e
subtraction m ethod as in t_l-_ﬂ] isused, so that the exact Ry, dependence is kept. T his ensures the
exact cancellation of the dependence on the unphysical param eter R , between part IT c and parts
ITa, ITb whereas only an approxin ated cancellation of the unphysical param eter pr, dependence
between parts IT ¢, IT a and II b and part I occurs. The param eter pr, must be chosen sm all
enough w ith respect to pr3 and pr 4 in order that the neglected tem s can be safely dropped out. In
practiocs, it hasbeen veri ed that pr, values of the order of half a percent of them Inimum ofpr;
and pr4 ful Ithese requirem ents. A m ore detailed discussion on this issue is provided In A ppendix
B'.

T he pseudo cross sections on parts I, IT a, IT b, as well as the transition m atrix elem ents on
the part II ¢, are then used to sam ple unweighted kinem atic con gurations, in the fram ework ofa
partonic event generator, described in -'_2_.2_ 2 below .

2.2.2 Partonic event generator

For practical purposes, a partonic event generator hasbeen built for diphoton production including
allthem echaniam s: the \direct", \one" and \two fragm entation". E ach m echanian is treated sep-—
arately. F irstly, the contrbution ofa given m echanian to the integrated cross section is calculated
w ith the integration package BA SE S Lfg] At this stage, som e kinem atic cuts (eg. on the rapidity
of the two photons, on their transverse m om enta, etc.) m ay be already taken into acoount. T hen,
forthe 2 ! 2 contrlbutions and the quasi2 ! 2 contrbutions on the parts I, IT a and IT b, and
the inelastic contributions on the part II c of the phase space, partonic events are generated w ith
SPRING [Id]wih a weight 1 depending on the sign of the integrand at this point of the phase
space?. A 1l the events are subsequently stored into a NTUPLE [[9]. Finally these NTUPLES can
be histogram ed at w ill, lncorporating any further cuts, such as those in posed by som e isolation

4T his trick circum vents the fact that SPRING works only w ith positive integrands, w hile the pseudo cross sections
are not positive. T he generated events are thus unweighted up to a sign.



criterion as discussed In the next subsection. It is suitable to use values forRy, and pr, which are
fairly am all and disconnected from any physical param eter. T he phase space generation is then as
exclusive as possible. M oreover it allow s to Investigate the dependence of various observables w ith
respect to the physical isolation param eters, as well as to investigate di erent types of isolation
criteria, using an event sam ple conveniently generated once for all. In practice how ever one cannot
use too an all values in order to keep statistical uctuations under control, unless the com puter
tin e and the sizes 0ofthe NTUPLE S becom e intractably large.

Let us statem ore clearly what wem ean by partonic event generator. Since the events associated
tothe2 ! 2and quasi2 ! 2 contrbutionshave a negative weight, this code, properly speaking, is
not a genuine event generator on an event-by-event basis. By events, wem ean nal state partonic
con gurations. For a given event, the inform ations stored into the NTUP LE are the 4-m om enta of
the outgoing particles; their avors: parton (ie. quark or glion) or photon; in the fragm entation
cases, the longitudinal fragm entation variable(s) associated w ith the photon (s) from fragm entation;
and, for practical purpose, a Iabelwhich identi es the type of pseudo cross section @ ! 2, quasi
2! 2, inelastic) which produced the event stored. N otice also that in the fragm entation cases, all
but the Iongitudinal inform ation on the kinem atics of the residue of the collinear fragm entation is
lost. Hence this type of program does not provide a realistic, exclusive portrait of nal states as
given by genuine, fiillevent generators ke PYTH IA _Q-_d] OorHERW IG @-Z_L']. O n the other hand, the
Jatter are only of som e in proved kading logarithm ic accuracy. T hus, our code ism ore precisely a
generalpurpose com puter program ofM onte<C arlo type, whose virtue is the com putation ofvarious
Inclusive enough ocbservables w ithin the sam e calculation, at NLO accuracy.

2.3 The im plem entation of isolation cuts

C ollider experin ents at SppS, the Tevatron, and the forthcom ng LHC do not m easure inclisive
photons. Indeed, the Inclusive production ratesofhighpr ©, ,!,orofpairs © %or ©,etc, wih
large Invariant m ass, are orders of m agniudes larger than for direct photons. In order to refect
the huge background of secondary photons produced in the decays of these m esons, the experi-
m ental event selection of direct photons (single photons, as well as diphotons) requires the use of
isolation cuts. Such a requirem ent w illbe absolutely crucialat LHC for the search of H iggs bosons
n the two photon channel and the m ass range 90-140 G €V, since the expected background from
0, etc. isabout eight orders ofm agnitudes larger than the signalbefore any isolation cut is applied.

A wdely used criterion to isolate photons is schem atically the follow J'ngﬁ . A photon is said to
be isolated if, Inside a cone centered around the photon direction in the rapidity and azim uthal
angle plane, the am ount of hadronic transverse energy E ?ad deposited is am aller than som e value
Ermax Xed by the experin ent:

v v )+ ( ) R?

1)
E?ad ETmax

T he topic of the isolation of photons based on the above cone criterion (L) has been rather
extensively discussed In the theoretical literature, especially In the case of production of single

SAn alternative to the criterion @) hasbeen recently proposed in éz:], in which the veto on accom panying hadronic
transverse energy is them ore severe, the closer the corresoonding hadron to the photon direction. Tt hasbeen designed
to m ake the \fragm entation" contribution vanish in an infrared safe way.



isolated photons in hadronid? collisions P3, 24,125, 26,27]. Beside the reection of the background
of secondary photons, the isolation requirem ent also reduces the photons from fragm entation. T he
acoount of isolation e ects on the \fragm entation" contrbution was accurate to LO accuracy In

i_2-3, 2-{1] A treatm ent to NLO accuracy hasbeen subsequently given in f_Z-é], follow ing the subtrac-
tion fram ew ork presented n P5]. Isolation in plies however that one is not dealing w ith inclusive
quantities anym ore. T his raised questions conceming the validity of the factorization property in

this case, and whether the fragm entation functions m ay depend on the isolation param eters, as
assum ed In [_2-5]. This raised also issues regarding soft glion divergences in isolated photons cross
sections, as In _B-_Q] T hese questions have been clari ed In B-j., §-(_Zi] T he factorization property of
collinear singularities still holds for cross sections based on the cr:iter:ion:z:, and the fragm entation

flinctions involved there are the sam e as In the inclusive case, whereas the e ects of isolation are
consistently taken Into acoount in the short distance part. Yet cross sections de ned w ith this cri-
terion m ay have infrared divergences —or, at last, instabilities, depending on the inclisiveness of
the observable considered — Iocated at som e isolated critical points inside the physical spectrum of
som e cbservables calculated at xed order, nam ely NLO , accuracy. T hism eans that the vicinities
of these critical points are sensitive to m uliple soft glion e ects, which have to be properly taken

Into acoount in order to provide correct predictions.

In the present calculation, as in L2-_6, .'_2-_7.] for the case of single photon production, the transverse
energy deposited In the cone m ay com e from the residue of the fragm entation, from the parton
5 Which never fragm ents into photons) or from both. During the profgction of the NTUPLES
onto any desired observable, the isolation criterion (-'J}) about the two photons is applied to each
stored partonic con guration. The e ects of isolation are comm ented in 32 2. In addition, at the
NLO accuracy at which our calculation is perfom ed, potentially large logarithm ic contributions
of nfrared origin m ay be induced by the extra isolation constraint on the phase space. T he issue
of infrared sensitivity induced by isolation w illbe discussed further .n 4 2. Let usm ention that no
sum m ation of such logarithm s is performm ed in our treatm ent.

3 Phenom enology

In this section, we adopt a LH C ordented presentation. W e start w ith a brief com parison ofourN LO

calculations with W A 70 and D 0 data for illustrative purposes. W e then show som e predictions for
LHC inthe nvariantm assrange80G&V m 140 G eV corresponding to the H iggsboson search
through h ! . W e discuss the am biguities plaguing these predictions due to the arbitrariness in
the choices of the renom alization scale , of the initial state factorization scale M (which enters
in the parton distrbbution functions), and of the fragm entation scale M ¢.

3.1 Comparison with experim ental data

T he related topic of isolated prom pt photonsproduced in e" e anniilation into hadronshas also been abundant]y
discussed. A variant of the de nition (|1. ) suitable fore e hasbeen studied in 128], and recently revisited in @9 '30]
An alemative criterion has been proposed in @@], and applied to the m easurem ent of isolated photons in LEP
experin ents.

"The fact that transverse energies are involred in (:_l:) in hadronic collisions is crucial in this respect. Factorization
would be broken if energies were used instead.



3.1.1 Fixed target data

A oom parison between the diphoton di erential cross section versus each photon’s transverse m o—
mentum m easured by the W A 70 collaboration f:l:] and our NLO postdiction is shown on Fig. ﬂ:,
together w ith the respective m agnitude of the various contributions. The NLO calculation has
been m adew ith the ABFOW parton distrbution fiinctions '_B-g] for the proton and the correspond-—
ing ones orthepion B3, brthescak choica'M = M¢= = (or (1)+pr (2)),with = 0275.
T he \one fragm entation" contribution is one order of m agnitude below the \two direct" contribu-
tion. The \two fragm entation" contribution is even sm aller and negligble here. T he an allness of
these contributions is the reason why previous works fj, 'ﬁ] described this cbservable reasonably

well too, despite the absence of higher order corrections to the fragm entation contributions there.

Various correlations between the two photons: the distrbution of the pr imbalance variable
z= pr(1)ps( 2)=p% ( 1) the distrbution ofthe azin uthalanglk between the two photons (),
the distrbution of poué_lcf, and the distrbution of transverse m om entum of diphotons (g ), have
been m easured also by the W A 70 collaboration [_2]. T hese distributions are infrared sensitive near
the elastic boundary of the spectrum (€g. g ! 0 or ! ) or near a critical point (g.
z = 1) and, m oreover, are quite sensitive to non perturbative e ects appearing in the resumm ed
part of calculations summ Ing soft gluon e ects. This sensitivity extends over a w ide part of the
spectrum covered by the m easurem ents. C onsequently we do not present any com parison of these
data points w ith the approxim ation of xed order accuracy of this work; nor w ill we discuss the
scale am biguities at xed target energies.

3.1.2 Tevatron collider data

A prelin lnary study of diphotons events in the central region (7 ( 1,2)J< 1:0) has been recently
perform ed by the D 0 collaboration 1:6].

T he experin entalcuts in the D 0 data used forthe com parisons are not corrected for electrom agnetic
calorim eter absolute energy scale. T he electrom agnetic energy scale correction is given by i_é]:

E measured) = E (true) +

8T he choice of the parton distrbutions ism andated by the fact that the initial state of the reaction is proton.
T herefore a consistent set of parton densities inside the proton and the pion must be taken. Indeed, to extract
the parton distribbution functions in the pion, reactions such as p! X @Orel:Yan) and p! X (direct
photon) are used. Consequently som e correlations betw een the proton and the pion partonic densities exist, and i is
preferable to use consistent sets In the calculations. O nly three groups provided such a work: ABFW B3, MRS B4]
and GRV L%Li;] A Il these works are rather old and the partonic densities are rather sin ilar in the W A 70 x range.

°0One shall not attach in portance to the som ew hat unusualvalue = 0275 of the scale choice. Relatively low
scales such as this one, or = 025 equally well, tum out to m atch the data better than higher scale choices. Yet
this particular value was not chosen as the one w hich m atches the data the best, but for a m nor though cum bersom e
com putational reason. The W A 70 collaboration requires the transverse m om enta of the photons to be larger than 3
G eV and 2:75 G eV respectively. H owever for com putational convenience we st in plem ented a sym m etric cut on
the pr of each photon: pr 2715 G eV at the levelof the M onte C arlo generation of photon pairs. In the ABFOW
param etrizations, the factorization scale M 2 has to be larger than 2 G&V 2. G iven the above sym m etric cut on both
photons In the M onte C arlo generation, taking = 1=4 does not ensure that M 2 isalw ays above 2 G &V 2, while the
choice 275 does.

T he beam axis together w ith the direction of one of the two photons de ne a plane. The com ponent of the

transverse m om entum of the other photon along the direction perpendicular to this plane is the poyt of this photon.
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where

0:0061
= 0:9514 0:0018" 50>
= 0158 0015 2°Gev

T hus, the experim ental cuts at m easured values of 14 (respectively 13) G&V ocorrespoond to cuts
at roughly 1490 (resp. 13.85) GeV in the theoretical calculation. Sm earing e ects accounting
for electrom agnetic calorin eter resolution have not been im plem ented, but given the experim ental
fractional energy resolution of the electrom agnetic calorin eter i_3-§], they are expected to be of the
level of a few percent only.

T he actual isolation cuts used experim entally (such as vetoes on charged tracks in som e conical
vicihity about each photon, etc.) are quite m ore com plicated than the schem atic criterion @:), and
cannot be faithfilly in plem ented at the partonic level. W e Instead sinulated them in our NLO
calculation by requiring that the accom panying transverse partonic energy be lessthan E1  ax = 2
GeV In a cone R = 04 about each photon. Varying E1 ax from 1 to 3 GeV in the calculated
cross-section, as a rough estin ate of the e ects of sm earing due to hadronic calorim eter resolution
and unfolding of underlying events contribution tums out to have a less than 4% e ect.

The M RST 2 set of parton distrbbutions finctions'® 7] is usedt?, w ith the scales arbitrarily
chosen to beM = M = = m =2. The prediction for the above scale choice is shown for
the diphoton di erential cross sections vs. the transverse m om entum of each photon ¢ ig. 'Q:), the
diphoton m ass Fig. E.?.), and for the transverse m om entum of photon pairs Fig. E4) and the az—
In uthal angle between the photons CFJ'g.ES) . W ih the scale choice used, the \one fragm entation”
contribution is roughly one tenth ofthe \direct" one w hereas the \two fragm entation" yilds a tiny
contribution. To illustrate this, the di erent contributions: \direct", \one" and \two fragm enta-
tion" are shown separately on Fig. 5 T he distrbutions of the transverse m om entum of photon
pairs and of the azin uthal angle between the photons are well known to be controlled by muliple
soft gluon em ission near the elastic boundary of the spectrum , ¢ ! 0 and ! respectively.
C onsequently, the accuracy of any xed-order calculation, including the present one, is not suited
to study such observables In these respective ranges. M ore on this issue w illbe com m ented In the
next section. On the other hand a NLO calculation is expected to be predictive for the tails of
these distrbbutions away from the infrared sensitive region.

T he data are reasonably described, taking into account a correlated system atic error for events
In which the pr ofboth photons isabove 20 G €V . T his correlated system atic error due to the badck—
ground evaluation a ects obviously the three highest pr points of the transverse energy spectrum ,
as well as the three highest points of the diphoton m ass spectrum .

1 The M RST sets 1,2,3 are associated w ith the value NS.= 300 M eV orng = 4 avors. This corresponds to
smyz)= 0:1175 In theM S schem e. Form ore detajl_'s,‘see B
The MRST1 set is presented by the authors of [37] as the default set. However, in order to take into account
mutually Inconsistent data sets on single direct photon production at xed targets, a kr am earing procedure is
involved in the determ ination of this set. T his procedure is strongly m odel dependent and questionable as long as
no unam biguous way is found to lodge i in the QCD im proved parton m odel. The set M R ST 2 does not involve this

procedure, so we prefer to base any prediction and com parison on this set.
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W e do not present any analysis of the various scale dependences for Tevatron. Such a discus—
sion is proposed for LHC in the next section. Yet lt usmention that, at Tevatron, the energy
scale is Jower and the relevant values of x are som ew hat higher than at LHC . C onsequently, the
renom alization scale dependence is slightly sharper, on the other hand the factorization scale de—
pendence is som ew hat atter than at LHC . N evertheless the situation at Tevatron is expected to
be qualitatively sin ilar to the oneat LHC .

3.2 P redictions for LHC

W enow discuss som e results com puted w ith the kinem atic cuts from theCM S and AT LA S proposals
Kd), namely pr (1) > 40GeV,pr (2) > 25GeV, ¥ ( 12)3< 25, with 80GeVv m 140 Gev,
and using the M RST 2 set of parton distribution fiinctions Bj] and the fragm entation functions of
frd).

32.1 Scale ambiguities

W e rst consider the nvariant m ass distribution ofdiphotons, in absence of isolation cuts, cf. F ig. :'6:
n order to illustrate the strong dependence of the gplitting into the three contributions, \direct",
\one" and \two fragm entation", on the scale chosen, aswe wamed In :_2-_.]-,' In both choices of scales
displayed the \one fragm entation" contribution dom nates, but the hierarchy between \direct" and
"wo fragm entation" contributions is reversed from one choice to the other. W ith the choice of

scalesM = M ¢ = = m =2, the \one fragm entation" is m ore than tw ice larger than the \di-
rect" one, and the \two fragm entation" is the sm allest. O n the other hand, w ith the other choice
M =Mg= = 2m ,the \one fragm entation" contrbution is three to ve tin es lJarger than the

\two fragm entation" com ponent, and m ore than one order of m agnitude above the \direct" one.
O n the other hand the total contrdbution seem s rather stable.

Yet the arbitrariness in the choices of the various scales still induces theoretical uncertainties
In NLO calculations. In the follow ing we actually do not perform a com plete investigation of all
three scale am biguities Independently w ith search for an optin al region of m nin al sensitivity. At
the present stage, we lim it the study to an estin ation of the pattem and m agniude oftheir e ect
on our results. W e show how the scale ambiguities a ect our prediction for the invariant m ass
distrbution. W e consider both the case wihout isolation Fi. -'j) and the isolated case wih
Ermax = 5G&V InsideR 04 Fi. -'g) . For the present purpose, the virtue of the actual values
of the isolation param eters used here is to strongly suppress the fragm entation contributionshence
the associated M ¢ dependence. W e com pare four di erent choices of scales: two choices along the
rstdiagonal =M =M= m =2and =M = M= 2m ;and two antidiagonal choices,
=m =2;M =M¢=2m and =2m ;M = M¢f=m =2.W e donot perform a separate
study of fragm entation scale dependence. Yet the latter can be indirectly estin ated by com paring
the resuls of the isolated case, where the fragm entation com ponents, thereby the corresponding
fragm entation scale dependence, are strongly suppressed, w ith the situation in the non isolated
case, w here egpecially the \one fragm entation" contribution is quite large, and the \two fragm en—
tation" not negligible, so that the issue of fragm entation scale dependence m atters.

W hen scales are varied between m =2 and 2m along the rstdiagonal = M = M ¢, the
NLO results for the invariant m ass distrbution appear surprisingly stable, since they change by
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about 5% only. A fematively, antidiagonalvariationsof andM = M ¢ In the sam e intervalabout
the centralvaliem  lead to a varation still rather large (up to 20 % cf. Fig. -'j and Fig. :_8) . This
isbecause variationsw ith respect to and M are separately m onotonousbut act in opposite w ays.
W hen isincreased, ( 2) hence the NLO corrections decrease'_B_:. O n the other hand the relevant
values of m om entum fraction of incom ing partonsare small, O (10 3 to 10 ?) so that the gluon
and sea quark distrbution fiinctions ncrease when M is increased. In the isolated case, this keads
to a m onotonous increase of the \direct" com ponent, over a large band of the lnvariant m ass range
considered, asM is increased, cf. Fig. -'_9, which is induced in particular by them onotonous increase
of the box contribbution. Scale changes with respect to and M tum out to nearly cancel against
each other along the rst diagonalbut add up in the other case. A ctually, the stability along the
rst diagonal is accidental.

In conclusion, the ,M dependences are thus not com pltely under controlyet at NLO in the
kinem atic range considered. O n the opposite, the account for the NLO ocorrections to the fragm en—
tation com ponents provides som e stability w ith respect to M ¢ variations about orthodox choices
of the fragm entation scale.

The issue of dependence of kss inclusive cbservables, such as the tails of the gr or
distrbutions are the sam e for the Invariant m ass distrbution. This is because the tails of these
distribbutions is purely given by the NLO corrections and dom inated by the O ( g) corrections ofthe
\two direct" com ponent. O n the other hand, theM dependence is a bit larger, so is the com bined
uncertainty on the theoretical results for these distrdbbutions, cf. F ig. :_l-Q and F1ig. :_1-11'

3.2.2 E ect ofisolation

W e now consider the e ect of isolation on the various contributions. A s expected, isolation reduces
the diphoton production rate, w ith respect to the Inclisive case, cf. F ig. -'_].-_2 . M ore precisely, severe
isolation requirem ents ke E 1, ax = 5 G eV Insidea coneR = 0:4 suppressthe \one fragm entation"
com ponent, which dom inates the inclusive rate, by a factor 20 to 50, and kill the \two fragm enta-
tion" contribbution com pltely.

H ow ever this net result hides a rather intricate m echanism , cf. Fig. I3 vs. F i. '§, by which the
\two direct" contribution tums out to be ncreased! Surprising as it m ay seem at rst sight, this
e ect has the follow Ing origin. H igher order corrections to the \two direct" com ponent involve in
particular the tw o subprocesses g ! gand gqgq ! g Where g isa quark or an antiquark). T he

rst one yilds a positive contrbution. On the other hand, the collinear safe part of the second
one yilds a contrbbution which is negative, and larger in absolute value than the previous one
In the inclusive case, as was already seen In B]. Isolation tums out to suppress m ore the higher

B m processes for which the low est order isproportionalto som epower 2;n 1, an explicit dependence appears
in the next-to—-Jleading order coe cient function, which partially com pensates the (large) dependence n 5 ( ?)
weighting the lowest order. Unlke this, In the \two direct" com ponent which dom nates the cross section when a
drastic isolation is required, the low est order involvesno . Thislkadsto a ratheran all dependence, since the latter
startsonly at NLO .0 n the otherhand, the dependence occursonly through them onotonous decrease ofthe ¢ ( 2)
weighting the st higher order correction: there is no partial cancellation of dependence. Such cancellation would
start only at O ( i), ie. at NNLO .The m echanisn ism ore com plicated in presence of fragm entation com ponents,
and the situation becom es m ixed up between all com ponents when the severity of isolation is reduced.
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order corrections from the second m echanisn than from the st one, so that the NLO isolated
\tw o direct" contribution is lJarger than the inclusive one. Yet, the \fragm entation" contributions
are suppressed m ore than the \two direct" one is increased, so that the sum of all contributions
is indeed decreased, w ith respect to the Inclusive case. O nce again, one has to rem em ber that the
splitting into the three m echanian s depend, not only on the factorization scale, but m ore generally
on the factorization schem e. T his arbitrariness generates such counterintuiive o springs; in a nal
state factorization schem e di erent than the M S schem e, the various com ponents, especially the
\two direct" one, m ay be separately a ected by isolation cuts in a di erent way. T his once m ore
Mustrates the danger of playing w ith these unphysical quantities separately.

A m ore detailed analysis of the dependence of NLO estim ations of various observables on the
isolation cut param eters, especially on E 1, 2x Willbe given in a forthcom ing publication. W e w ill
also com e badk to this issue, regarding infrared sensitivity, in :_4_.3

4 Infrared sensitive observables of photon pairs and soft gluon
divergences.

Being based on a xed, nite order calculation, our com puter code is not suited for the study of
observables controlled by m ultiple soft glion em ission, and has to be in proved in this direction.
Am ong these infrared sensitive observables, one m ay distinguish the follow ing exam ples, m ost of
which would require an in proved account of soft gluon e ects.

4.1 Infrared sensitivity near the elastic boundary
41.1 The transverse m om entum distribution d =dgr of photon pairs near gr = 0

Both in the Inclusive and isolated cases, this distrdbution is an nfrared sensitive cbservable, con—
trolled by them uliple em ission of soft and collinear gluons. T hiswellknow n phenom enon hasbeen
extensively studied for the corresponding observable in the D rellY an process El-;'] A loss ofbal-
ance between the contribution of realem ission, strongly suppressed near this exclusive phase space
boundary, and the corregponding virtual contribution, results in large Sudakov-type logarithm s of
m 2=q§ m being the invariant m ass and and ¢ the transverse m om entum ofthe photon pair —the
heavy vectorboson in the D rellY an case) at every order in perturbation. In order to m ake sensible
predictions in this regin e, these Sudakov-type logarithm s have to be resum m ed to all orders.

T he treatm ent of the \two direct" and box contributions is sim ilar to the weltknown D rell-Y an
process, and has been carried out recently by [_4-_2] at next-toJleading logarithm ic accuracy in the
fram ew ork tailored by Collins, Soper and Sterm an @-_3] On the other hand, the fragm entation
contributions do not diverge orderby orderwhen gr ! 0. Indeed, In the \one fragm entation" case,

parton; + parton, ! 1 + partons @)
parton; ! 2+ X 3)

the NLO ocontrbution to the hard subprocess {2) yields a doubl logarithm of the form

s:t[’12 kpr (1) + pr (partons)k 4)
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when kp; ( 1)+ pr (partons)k ! 0. However the extra convolution associated w ith the fragm enta—
tion (_3) hvolves an integration over the fragm entation vardable pr ( 2)=pr (partons;) which sn ears
out this integrable singularity. The \two fragm entation" contribution involves two such convoli-
tions, hence one m ore an earing.

41.2 The distribution of photon-photon azim uthalangle d =d near =

T his distrdbution is another interesting infrared sensitive cbservable, m easured by several exper—
in ents both at xed target and collider energies H, B, ], though less discussed in the literature
from the theoretical side. The regin e ! Includes back-tobadk photons, a set of con gu—
rations which lie at the elastic boundary of the phase space. This case di ers from the previous
one for two reasons. F irstly, not only the \two direct" contribution diverges order by order when

! , but also both \one" and \two fragm entation" contributions diverge as well, as can be
Inferred from Fig. iﬂ Indeed, consider the exam ple of the \one fragm entation case", cf. equations
:2 and :3 Selecting ! em phasizes the con gurationswith (partons) (1) ! , SO that
all the em itted partons besides parton 3 have to be collinear to either of the incom ing or outgoing
particles, and/or soft, which yields doubl logarithm s

s? [ ( arton;)  (1))] 5)

associated w ih each of the hard partons 1;2;3 —plus singke logarithm s as well. For the observ—
ablked =d near = , the integral Involved In the convolution of the hard subprocess w ith
the fragm entation fiinctions does not am ear these logarithm ic divergences, since the fragm entation
variable pr ( 2)=pr (parton;) isdecoupled from the azimuthalvariable (parton;) which isequalto
( 2), 2 and parton 3 being collinear. A sim ilar observation holds for the \two fragm entation"
com ponent. M oreover, in both fragm entation cases, soft gluonsm ay couple to both initialand nal
state hard em itters. T he resulting color structure of the em itters ism ore involved than in the \two
direct" case, and especially m ore com plicated in the \two fragm entation" case as shown In som e
recent works El-fl] Thiswould m ake any resum m ation quite intricate beyond leading logarithm s.

Let us notice that both fragm entation com ponentsm ake d =d diverge also when ' 0.
T he Increase ofthe fragm entation contrbutions in the lower range isthe trace ofthisdivergence,
cf. Fig. &.

42 An infrared divergence inside the physical region.

In the case ofphotons isolated w ith the standard xed cone size criterion ofegn. @) ,anew problem

appears In the g distrdbution. Thisproblem does not concem the region gr ! 0; still it hasto do
w ith infrared and collinear divergences. T his can be seen on Fig. :_l-fl, which show s the observabl
d =dgr vs. gr for isolated photon pairs, com puted at NLO accuracy. T he com puted ¢ distrdbution
tumsouttodivergewhen gr ! Eryax from below . N otice that the critical point E 1, 5x is Jocated
inside the physicalregion. T he phenom enon is sin ilar to the one discovered in P5]in the production
of isolated photons in € e annihilation, and whose physical explanation has been given in E_B-(_Zi]
follow ing the general fram ew ork of {_45] Tt is a straightforw ard exercise to see that the lowest order
\one fragm entation" contribution has a stepw ise behaviour, as noticed in EQ]. Indeed, at this order,
the two photons are back-to-back. E 1 naq belng the transverse hadronic energy deposited in the

15



cone about the photon from fragm entation, the conservation of transverse m om entum Iin plies at
thisorderthatE t haqa = & . T he corresponding contribution to the di erential cross section d =dgr
thus takes the schem atic form :

d (1 fragm ;LO)

~ = f (@) E Tmax ar ) (6)
dagr

A cocording to the general analysis of [_4-’;1], the NLO correction to d =dgr has a doubl logarithm ic
divergence at the critical point g = E T ax 54; T he details of this infrared structure are very
sensitive to the kinem atic constraints and the observable considered. In the case at hand, at NLO,
d =dgr getsa doubl logarithm below the critical point, w hich isproduced by the convolution ofthe
Jow est order stepw ise term above, w ith the probability distrbution for em itting a soft and collinear
gluon:

d (1 fragm ;HO)
- ! f(qI) CETmax qI)

dar
. %

2
Tmax

2 c n? +
2

where C isa ocolor factor, Cr orN . according to w hether the soft collinear gluon em itter is a quark
(antiquark) or a glion. M ore generally, at each order in 4, up to two powers of such logarithm s
w ill appear, m aking any xed order calculation diverge at gr = E 1y ax s SO that the spectrum com —
puted by any xed order calculation is unreliable in the viciniy of this critical value. An all order
resum m ation has to be carried out if possble In order to restore any predictability. A correlated
step appears also In the \two direct" contrbution at NLO, in the bin about ¢t = Erpqax- A
detailed study of these Infrared divergences w ill be presented In a future article.

No such divergence appears in the gr distrdbution of photon pairs presented in E]. T he non
appearance of the double logarithm ic divergence there com es from the fact that the Jatter popsout
only at NLO , whilk the authors of [_9] com pute the \one fragm entation" com ponent at low est order.
Furthem ore, the stepw ise low est order \one fragm entation" contribution to the ¢ distrdbution is
replaced In [_9] by the resul of the M onte C arlo sin ulation of this com ponent using PYTH IA E_Z-g].
A quantitative com parison is thus di cult to perform fE’E

M practice, the g spectrum is sam pled Into bins of nite size, and the distrdbution represented on F ig. i4l: is
averaged on each bin. Since the logarithm ic singularity is integrable, no divergence is actually produced. H ow ever
when the bin size is shrunk, the double logarithm ic branch appears again.

®such a com parison involves two issues.

The st aspect concems the Infrared sensitivity below the critical point. W hen the scale of s in the Sudakov
factor of the fragm enting quark is chosen to be the transverse m om entum of the em itted glion w ith respect to the
em itter, the parton shower not only reproduces the fragm entation fiinction of a parton into a photon to the collinear
Jleading logarithm ic approxin ation, but it also provides an e ective resum m ation of soft gluons e ects to infrared and

collinear leading logarithm ic accuracy. (T hiswould not be true if, Instead, the scale of s In the Sudakov factor were
the virtuality of the em itter). T his ensures that the distrdbbution does not diverge from below at the critical point,
but rather tends to a nite lim it.

T he second issue concems the shape ofthe tail ofthis contribution above the criticalpoint. Indeed, energy-m om entum

conservation at each branching m akes the parton show er generate also contributions in the region g > E 1 n ax, Which
is forbidden at lowest order. T hese contrbutions would be classi ed in a beyond lading order calculation as higher
order corrections. Unlke In a xed order calculation how ever, they provide only a partial account of such corrections,
but to arbitrary high order. T he accuracy ofthese tem s is thusuneasy to characterize, and a quantitative com parison
between PYTHIA and any xed order calculation is di cult to perfom .
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Tt can be noticed that the divergence at gr = E 1 ax 1S not visbl on Fig. :fl T his is because
In this case, the critical point E 7 ax I the g spectrum w here the theoretical calculation diverges
is too close to the other singular point g = 0, given the binning used. The two singularities
contribute w ith opposite signs in these bins and a num erical com pensation occurs, resulting in no
sizeable e ect. Yet the problem is only cam ou aged. A sin ilar snm earing appears also at LHC
energies for a stringent isolation cut, cf. Fig. 0.

4.3 Reliability ofN LO calculations w ith stringent isolation cuts

Let us add one m ore com m ent conceming NLO partonic predictions w ith very stringent isolation
cuts. In such calculations, the isolation cuts act on the products of the hard subprocess only. On
the otherhand, in an actualLHC event, a cutassevereasErpax = 25 G€eV Insidea coneR = 03
or 04 willbe nearly saturated by underlying events and pik up.

Thism eans that such an isolation cut actually allow s alm ost no transverse energy deposition
from the actual hadronic products of the hard process itself. Thism ay be m ost suitable experi-
m entally, and onem ay think about sim ulating such an e ect safely in an NLO partonic calculation
by using an e ective transverse energy cut much m ore severe than the one experim entally used.
H owever, requiring that no transverse energy be deposited In a cone of xed size about a photon
is not infrared safe, ie. i would yield a divergent result order by order in perturbation theory.
T his In plies that NLO partonic calculations In plem ented w ith nite but very stringent isolation
cuts In a cone of xed nite size would lead to unreliabl resuls, plagued by infrared instabilities
Involring large logarithm s ofE 1 i 5x - W hat ism ore, these infrared nasties would not be located at
som e isolated point in the diphoton spectrum (ke som e elastic boundary or som e critical point,
as In the previous subsection), but instead they would extend over its totality, even for observables
such as the invariant m ass distrbution. T he issue of an all order sum m ation of these logarithm s
OfE 1 n ax would have to be investigated in this case.

5 <Conclusions and perspectives

W e presented an analysis of photon pair production w ith high invariant m ass in hadronic collisions,
based on a perturbative QCD calculation of ullNLO accuracy. T he Jatter is In plem ented in the
form ofaM onte C arlo com puter program m e of partonic event generator type, D IPHO X .T he post—
dictions of this study are In reasonabl agreem ent w ith both W A 70 xed target, and prelin nary
D 0 collider data, in the kinem atical range w here the NLO approxin ation is safe, nam ely away from

the elastic boundary of phase space. Yet m ore w illbe leamt from the nalanalysis ofthe Tevatron
data, and even m ore so after the Tevatron run IT in the perspective of the LHC . It w ill then be
worthw hile to perform a m ore com plete phenom enological study.

T his notw ithstanding, there rem ains room for in provem ents. A rst in provem ent w ill be to
take Into account multiple soft glion e ects in order to calculate nfrared sensitive observables
correctly. Another in provem ent w ill concem a m ore accurate account of contributions beyond
N LO , associated nam ely w ith the gluon-gluon initiated subprocess. Am ong those are the NNLO
corrections, and even the two loop, so-called doubl box correction to gg ! , which m ay be
quantitatively in portant at LHC for the background to H iggs search.
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A better understanding of the e ects of isolation, and their Interplays w ith Infrared problem s
is also required. T his concems the g distrdbution near the critical point g = E 1y ax Induced by
isolation even when E 1, 5x is not sm all; this concems also the status of partonic predictions when
E T max ischosen very am all. A tematively it would be interesting to explore the properties ofdi er-
ent isolation criteria, such as, for exam ple, the one Invented recently by Frixione I_Z-Z_i] C onceming
these last two item s, approaches relying on beyond leading order partonic level calculations, and
full event generators ke PYTHIA or HERW IG willbe com plem entary.
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A Technical details on the tw o photon production

In thisappendix, we give som e details on them ethod used to dealw ith infrared and soft divergences.
For a com plkte presentation, we refer to {_ffj] The m ost com plicated kinem atics happens in the
two fragm entation m echanisn . Only the two fragm entation contrbution w ill be treated in this
appendix, the kinem atics of the other cases can be sin ply deduced replacing the fragm entation
finction by a D irac distrdbution :

D  ;MZ)= (1 x)
At the hadronic level, thereaction H{ K 1)+ H, K ) ! K3)+ ®g4)+ X isoconsidered w ith:
P_
K; = — 1;0;1)
2
P
K, = — (1;0; 1)
Kz = K3 (coshys;ngs;sinhys)
Ky = Krqg4 (coshys;ng; sinhyy)

w here

2_ 2
ns=nz;=1

T he cross section of the preceding reaction is the sum of the follow ing parts.

— Thepart I (cf. sect. 2-:2_-.]_]) contains the infrared, the initial state, and a part ofthe nalstate
collinear singularities. O nce these divergences have been subtracted, ie. cancelled against
virtualdivergences or absorbed into the bare parton distribution (forthe initial state collinear
singularities) or the bare fragm entation functions(for the nal state collinear singularities),
this part generates three types of nite tem s.

(1) The rsttype, of nfrared ordigin, hasthe sam e kinam atics as the lowest order (LO ) term s
and is given in A 4 P seudo cross section for the infrared and virtualparts.
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(i) The second type, of Initial state collinear origin, has an extra integration over the center
ofm ass energy of the hard scattering, as com pared to LO kinem atics. For this reason,
it iscalled quasi2 ! 2. It isgiven in :9:_?_2 P seudo cross sections for the initial state
collinear parts.

(ii}) There is also a third type, of nal state collinear origin, which involves also an extra
Integration as com pared to LO kinem atics.

— The parts IT a and ITb contain the rest of the nal state collinear singularities. O nce these
divergences have been absorbed into the bare fragm entation functions, the rem aining nie
term s Involve an extra integration over the relative m om entum of the collinear partons, as
com pared to LO kinem atics. T hese term s are com bined w ith those ofthe so called third type
(iii) above, cf. equations Q—i_-.l-(j) and Q_&_-.l-l_:) . The resulting contributions are called quasi
2! 2aswell They are given in _uA-_fg P seudo cross sections for the nal state collinear parts.

— The part IT c has no divergences. It is given in _uA-_:;' C ross section for realem ission.

A .1l Cross section for real em ission

T he cross section is param etrized In the ollow ng way:
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X1 = gIE—BeY3+gTE—4GY4+§TE—5eys (A.2)

= 21+FP)T:SQY5
S
X, = P&+ Bt o+ BLD o @ 3)
S S S
= 22_}_%:563/5
S

2K 13
X3min = —PE—OOShEB @ 4)

2K 14
Xgmin = —Pg—OOShEM @ 5)

The transverse m om enta pr3 (resp. pra) are the transverse m om enta of the fragm enting partons.
T hey are related to the photon variablesby pr3 = K 13=x3 (tesp. pra = K 14=x4). T he integration
range for the pair of variables 35 (egp. 45), ys is the kinem atically allowed range m inus a cone
In rapidity azinuthalanglke C3 (resp. C4) along the p; (resp. p, ) direction whose size isRy, . The
overall factor C ;5 reads:

3
209
Ciy=
454 C;Cy
and the C; are given by:
N for quarks

C:=
* N ? 1) orglions

Them atrix elem ent squared '8, taken from the rst reference of if] and f6], hasbeen split into
tw o parts:

MF=ymE+ 43

The rstpart #1 § contains nalstate collinear singularities arising when p5 // p5 and the second
part M j contains nal state collinear singularities arising when p, // ps. M ore precisely, the
m atrix elem ent squared can be w ritten as a weighted sum of eikonal factors E 5, plus a tem free
of nfrared or collinear singularities:

x4 x4
M sz KIm Hap@Es)Eap+ G ©s) A )
a=lb=a+1
where .
Ep= ——
Pa Ps Pp Ps
U sing:
1 1 1 1
= + Aa.n
P3PsPaPs Pi1Pst P2Ps P3Ps  PaPs
we get:

1A n overall factor of the m atrix elm ent squared containing the average on spins and colors of the initial state
and the coupling constant has been put into the coe cient C 5
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1 1
i = 5H12 ©s)E12 + H13(s)E13+ Ho3(s)Eoz+ Hag (s)E 5, + EG os)
1 o 1
i = §H12 ©Es)E12+ Hig @Es)E1a+ Hog Es)E2g + Hzg Ps)E 3, + EG ©s)
w ith
g0 = P3 P4 1
34 =
P1Ps + P2Ps P3Ps
o P3 P4 1
Ey =

P1Ps + P2 Ps5 PgPs

In order that the infrared divergences cancel, and the collinear singularities factorize out, the
coe cients H ,, have to ful 1t

Cy 2@
C_j_O iOi Zl j/-[ :f]' k1~

zg Hip @ z)p1 +Hiz @ zm)pr +Hiy @ z)pr

C (d)
_j 22 :M :fOl xl1—
C
Zy Hip 0 zZ)p2 +H2zs 1 2z22)p2 +Hop O zZ)p2
L@
Ay yo Z3 M :f]' k01~ 4
1 Z3 1 Z3 1 Z3
z3 Has p3 + Hos P t Hag P3
Z3 Z3 Z3
(n)
M fgl k1 = 4
1 oz 1 9z 1z
zg Hig Pa + Hog Ps + Hag P4
Z4 Z4 Z4

In particular, the cancellation of nfrared divergences is insured by :

Hi O+ Hi30)+Hi 0 = af Om £
Hi20)+ Ho30)+ Hpg 0) = (d) 1M ﬁ' k1
H130)+ Hy30)+ H3g 0) = 1)M f- K1
Hi40)+ Hz0)+ Hzg 0) = (d) M f?' k1*

@)

T he functions ajj (z) willbe given in equation C_ﬂ__-.i’g*) .

Tn equation @ 1), the integration dom ain for the rapidities and the transverse m om enta of the
tw o photons is in general lim ited by experin ents. T he integration over prs is constrained by:

PEo< S R)A Ry):
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A 2 P seudo cross sections for the initial state collinear parts

The nite part associated to the collinear divergence p; // ps is given by:
Z Z Z Z Z Z
1 dx 1

5==1 = dys dys dKr3 dKrg o
3

dX4
X4

X3m in X4m in

s(?)

CHPr (s PraD —&siM7)D ;M 7)

2
Z 2
tam Fews BT pl, 69w
0 0 il k1
x) A X1 %3 j#
c a(<:1 4) (Zl) p2
1 104 Tm 4)
S 5 S AT P.. (z1) £z A 8)
Co a Z1)+ M 2 {01 41 103 (21)
w here the variables xg (resp . xg) are de ned by:
%) = §PT—_ e¥3 4+ eV
S
xg = 1§T—_ e + &)
S

and pr stands orprs orprg-

The nite part associated to the collinear divergence p, // ps is given by:
Z Z Z z zZ

7
dxz 1 dxga
5= = dy; dys dKr3 dKrtg — —

X3m in X3 X4m in X4

s(?)

Clpr (s Pra)D s &3iMZ)D _jixeiM 7)

2
z x5 v 2

' ng Fi=H1 (XS;M 2) Fj:HZ Z_jl :f

0z 0 0 :M o

x) 22 X X

2 " #
Cj aﬁjél) (22) o @) 0
e —— + In P... (z fos (z .9
co @ v 2 505 (22) 05 (25) @9

w ih
2 2(%

C - =
P 482C;Cy

T he functions a? 4 (z

)
equations from (A _18) to @A

( ) and fi;(z) will be de ned at the end of this appendix cf.

14

21‘ @_13) and @ _24).

A 3 P seudo cross section for the nal state collinear parts

T hese parts contain the collinear sihgularities w hich have been absorbed into the bare fragm enta—
tion functions.
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The nite part associated to the collinear divergence p3 // ps is given by:

Z Z Z z 2y g2 4
3 Z3
5—3 = dys dys dKr3z dKr4 — —
X3m in X3 Z3m in Z3
s(%) 3 2 Oy 2
2 CljD :k(XBIM f)D :l(X4,M f)
Fin, (XS;M 2) Fjn, (Xg;M 2) M jEB
] Xg Xg j! k01
@ 4) 2
a (z3) 4
gk(’iz)un 3 Puots)  duo(@) @ 10)
3+
! - #
@)
nhd z3) @) 2. Ao (23)
+ 2 —— a z3)+ In — (z Z
TR ko (Z3) R7) . ) (2 3m 3)
whereas the nite part associated to the collinear divergence p, // ps is given by:
z Z Z Z 21 L 1y
4 Z4
5—q = dys dys dKr3 dKrtg4 — —
X4m in X4 Z4m in Z4
s(?) 3 . 2 2
> Cij D 4 ®35;M¢£)D 1(&xq;M )
Fig, ®GM ?) Fyy, &M ?) u
] Xi() xg} j! kI
@ 4) 2
a (Z4) 4
e Py (za)  chp () @® 11)
a)+
! ; #
4)
h@ z) @) o, @ (24)
+ 2 — ao (zg)+ In — (z Z
T ) 10 (24) R") 0Tz (2 4m 4)

4)

The functions a,." (z) and dj; (z) willbe also de ned at the end of the appendix cf. equations

Pr3
Z3m =
pI3+me
Pra
Z4m = e
pI4+me
+
%) = —p—pI3 _Prs 3+ &)
S
+
X = PITPIS vay v
+
x; = —p—pT4 _pTS e + &)
+
x? = Pral Prs  _vsy ovs
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@ 25). The variables z3, , Zan , X0, %9, xP and x? appearing in equations



A 4 P seudo cross section for the infrared and virtual parts

T his pseudo cross section is given by:

Z Z Z Z
ir = dys dys dKr3 dKrg4
Z Z
S( 2) B ! d-X3 L d.X4
2 X3m in X3 X4m in X4
Fig (XO;M 2) F.y (XO;M 2)
D Ly e3iM £)D et f) — =7
( w 1 # 2
o2 o2
In ?T ok + bn) + TSm bii + by5) Mfij! k1
|
2 X 00
+ In p:;m Hij 0) In —p;pj
i<
1 p2 p2 h i
2]n ET In Tsm H130)+ H140)+ H23(0)+ H2,(0) + 2H 34 (0)
1 p2 h i
+Z]n2 ET H130)+ H140)+ H23(0)+ Hog (0) + 2H 34 (0)
1 p2 h i
th Tsm 2H12(0)+ H13(0)+ H14(0)+ H3(0)+ Ho4(0)
, )
Hayy ! 1
+ A3 y')+ Asg( y)) + F §60) @ 12)
with pr = pr3 = prs. The tem sby; are de ned in equations @ 22) and @ 23). In the equation
B 12),y" = (y3 ya)=2 and the function A (x) is given by:
Z ,
AKX = h@) Ih@ cosh? %)) + 2y° sinh Qy?) d hisn )
7 Y Y 0 cosh @x)+ cos@ )
sh@ ) , sin
+ 4 d In(sin ) arctan
0 cosh x) + cos2 ) 1 c©os

The fiilnction F isthe nite part ofthe virtualterm and the variables 8, £ and @ are the M andelstam
variables of the 2 ! 2 processes:

8= @)+ py)°
= © )’
a= @ p3)°

w here the 4-vectors pg are the infrared lim its of the 4-vectors p;.

A 5 A Iftarelli-P arisiK ernels

W e willgive in this appendix the expressions of the functions ajj (z) and bij. T hese functions are
de ned by:
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@)
ij

()

4)
w here Pij

+ oy (@
T 2. biy z)
- € 2, B3 z
a 4)
. (z)
4) iJ
5 @ )

(reso . Pi(jd)) are the A tarelliParisi Kemels In four (resp. d) dim ensions.

expressions for the functions ai(j) (z), ai(? & (z) and by are given by:

ald @ = 2N z+ QTZ)Z+ z(1 z)?

ald @ = cr a+ 2%

ald @ = cg LZZ)Z @z

ald @) = T &+ 0 20 2
where N is the num ber of colors, Cr = N 2

The coe cients b j5 read:

afji ¥ (2)) is given by:

a(_%‘” z) = O

al? @ = cra 2?

ai¥ @ = crz@ 2

al @ = 2Trza 2
by 11N 62NF)
by = ch

@ 13)

So the

@ 14)

@ 15)

@ 16)

@ 17)

1)=@2N ) and Tr = 1=2. The extra part needed to
get the functions a in d dim ensions (ai(?) (z) = ai(;.” (z)

@ 18)
@ 19)
@ 20)
@ 21)

@ 22)

@ 23)

The function fi4 (x) and dj; (z) de ne the factorisation schem e for respectively initial state and
nal state collinear sihgularities. In the M S schem e, we have:

fij (Z) = O
dis (z) = 0

B Cancellation of the prn and Ry dependences

@ 24)
@ 25)

In this appendix, we give further details on the cancellation of the pr, and Ry, dependences in
cbservables calculated according to the m ethod used In this article.
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In the conical parts IT a and II b, the d-din ensional Integration over partice 5 in C;, i= 3;4,
reads schem atically:

Pr5m ax 12
i = dprs Prs

Pr mZ

F o ..
d i5dY5 sin 2 5 @TSI 15IY5)
Ci owoshyi  ys) ©0S 5

®.d1)

The tem generating the nal state collinear pok (o5//p;) has been explicitly written, and the
ram aining quantity F (ors; is;ys) is a reqular function. In the parts IT a and IT b, the same
subtraction m ethod as in {15] is used, and the llow ing contribution is added and subtracted:

z z
Prom ax 2F (prs;0iyi)
= dprs prs d s5dys 5 i ® 2)
PTm Ci vi ys)°+ i5

In the cylindrical part I, the nite tem s produced by the Integration over particke 5 are approx—
In ated: all the tem s depending logarithm ically on pr, are kept, whereas tem s proportional to
powers of pry are neglected. N otice that this di ers from the subtraction m ethod im plem ented In
the cylinder in E_l-'j], which kept the exact pr, dependence.

In summ ary, the present m ethod is an adm xture of the phase space slicihg and subtraction
m ethods, at variance w ith what has been done in :_Lf»] Tt ensures the exact cancellation of the
unphysical param eter R, dependence between part IT ¢ and parts IT a, ITb whereas only an ap—
proxin ated cancellation of the unphysical param eter pr, dependence between parts ITc, IT a and
ITb and part I occurs.

W e checked carefiilly that the dependences on the unphysicalparam eters drop out. T hispoint is
Mustrated by the pr, dependence @t xed Ry, = 0:) and the Ry, dependence (@t xed pry = 021
G &V), of the higher order HO ) part of integrated cross section (the lowest order (LO ) part being
Independent of these param eters)

shown on F igs. -_1-’_3 and -_l-§ W e display separately the qq and gg initdated contributions to the \di-
rect" on Fig. 15, and the \one~" and \two fragm entation" m echanism s, on Fig. 6. To be de nite,
the integration boundsare taken tobem i = 80 G &V, my ax = 1500 GV, the cutsprs, pra 25
GeV, 3,4 25 are applied, and the M RST 2 set of parton distribution functions w ith the scale
choiceM = =M= m =2 are used; ket us em phasize how ever that the pattem ocbtained does
not depend on these details.

The quantity ®© doesnot depend on Ry, and, in principle, it becom es independent of pr, at
an allenough pry - To show these featuresm ore clearly, the observable digplayed is the ratio Ry

de ned as ollow s: 7
1 Mmax d HO
Rn = X dm

dm &3

M m in
The integrated cross section is nom alized to be asym ptotically 1 in order to show the size of
the relatie error bars. However taking the denom inator A equalto the calculated " © for the
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an allest value of pr, may be num erically unsuiable. Indeed, when pr, becom es an aller and
an aller, num erical cancellations between larger and larger contributions occur and the error bars
com ing from the M onte C arlo Integration becom e larger and larger. T hese num erical uctuations
a ect the behavior in the Im it pr, ! 0. In order to bypass these technical com plications, A is
taken to be the averaged value of those of the integrated cross sections d ® © =dm whith are
consistent wih each other within the error bars. For instance, for the pr, dependence of the
\direct" contribution, the average is taken over the values corresponding to the three am allest prn

because the fourth one is not consistent w ith the others in the error bars. In addition, In the
case of the direct contribution, the two partonic reactions gqq and gg have been split because, for
the above choices of scales, the two Integrated contrbutions are large and of opposite signs. As
expected, Ry does not depend on Ry, and approaches 1 as prn ! 0. Let us notice that one
can wonder whether large relative uctuations do not appear again when the two contrbutions of
the \direct" are added. Indeed, the relative uctuations of the HO temn s are lJarger for the sum

than for each parts, but these HO tem s are sn all com pared to the LO part ( ¢ 0 1%) )
hence the \physical" cross section (LO+HO) is su ciently stable. W hen the param eter p r, is
chosen sn all enough w ith respect to pr3 and pra4, the neglected term s power behaved in pr, can
be safely dropped out. In practice, we observe that pr, values of the order of half a percent of
them nmum pr3 and Pra, ie. Prn 01 G&V, ful 1l these requirem ents. Before embarking In a
long phenom enological study, the user of the D IPHO X code is advised to chedk whether the value
of the param eter pr,, to be used is am all enough to neglect safely the power corrections of pry, -
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Figure1l: D jphoton di tl'alcross section d =dpr vs. pr, the transverse energy of each photon,
n proton collisions at S = 229 Ge&V.D ata points from the W A 70 collaboration i_]:]. The
solid line is the full contrbution with scalesM = =M= 0275 @1 ( 1)+ pr ( 2)).
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Figure2: Ip_jphoton di erentialcross section d =dpr vspr , the transverse energy ofeach photon, at
Tevatron, S = 18 TeV .Prelim inary data points (statistical errors and system atics in quadrature)
from the D 0 collaboration i_é] are com pared to the theoretical predictions: the fullN LO prediction
is shown as the solid line. T he ratio data/ (fullN LO theory) is shown below .
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Figure 3: _D iphoton di erential cross section d =dm vs. m , them ass of the photon pair, at
Tevatron, S = 18TeV.Prelin nary data points (statistical errors and system atics in quadrature)
from the D 0 collaboration [_6] are com pared to the theoretical predictions: the fullNLO prediction
is shown as the solid line.
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Figure 4: D Pphoton di grgnu'al cross section d =dgr vs. gr, the transverse m om entum of the
photon pair, at Tevatron, S = 1:8 T&V .P relim lnary data points (statistical errorsand system atics
In quadrature) from the D 0 collaboration EG] are com pared to the theoretical predictions: the full
NLO prediction is shown as the solid line
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Figure5: D photon djpeientjalcross section d =d vs. , the azim uthalanglke between thetwo
photons, at Tevatron, S = 18 TeV .P relin nary data points (statistical errors and system atics
In quadrature) from the D 0 collaboration [ja] are com pared to the theoretical predictions: the full
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Figure 15: D ependence ofthe ratio Ry, (see equation (}_37_-.3:')) over the phase space slicing param —
eters Ry, and pr, for the \direct" contribution.
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