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A bstract

W e discussthe production ofphoton pairsin hadronic collisions,from �xed targetto LHC

energies. The study which followsisbased on a Q CD calculation atfullnext-to-leading order

accuracy,includingsingleand doublefragm entation contributions,and im plem ented in theform

ofa generalpurpose com puter program of\partonic eventgenerator" type. To illustrate the

possibilities ofthis code,we presentthe com parison with observablesm easured by the W A70

and D0 collaborations,and som e predictions for the irreducible background to the search of

HiggsbosonsatLHC in thechannelh ! .W ealso discusstheoreticalscaleuncertaintiesfor

thesepredictions,and exam ineseveralinfrared sensitivesituationswhich deservefurtherstudy.
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1 Introduction

The production ofpairs ofdirect photons1 with large invariant m ass is the so called irreducible

background forthesearch oftheHiggsboson in thetwo photon decay channelin theinterm ediate

m ass range 80 G eV � m h � 140 G eV at the forthcom ing LHC.This background is huge and

requiresto beunderstood and quantitatively evaluated.

Beside thisim portantm otivation,thisprocessdeservesinterestby itsown.Theproduction of

such pairs ofphotons has been experim entally studied in a large dom ain ofenergies,from �xed

targets [1,2,3]to colliders [4,5,6]. A wide variety ofobservables has been m easured,such as

distributionsofinvariantm ass,azim uthalangleand transversem om entum ofthepairsofphotons,

inclusive transverse m om entum distributions ofeach photon,which o�er the opportunity to test

ourunderstanding ofthisprocess.

Theaim ofthisarticle isto presenta study ofdiphoton hadroproduction based on a com puter

code of partonic event generator type. In this code, we account for allcontributing processes

consistently atnext-to-leading order(NLO )accuracy,togetherwith theso called box contribution

gg ! . This code is exible enough to accom m odate various kinem atic or calorim etric cuts.

Especially,itallowsto com pute crosssectionsforboth inclusive and isolated directphoton pairs,

for any infrared and collinear safe isolation criterion which can be im plem ented at the partonic

level. This article is organized according to the following outline. In section 2,we rem ind the

basic theoreticalingredients,and presentthe m ethod used to build the com putercode developed

forthisstudy. Section 3 isdedicated to the phenom enology ofphoton pairproduction. W e start

with a com parison with �xed targetand collider experim ents. W e then provide som e predictions

for LHC,together with a discussion oftheoreticalscale uncertainties. The theoreticaldiscussion

aboutthe presentday lim itationsofourcode iscontinued in section 4.Therewe m ention various

infrared sensitive situations,which would deservesom em orecare,and forwhich theresum m ation

ofm ultiple soft gluon e�ects would be required,in order to im prove the ability ofour code to

accountforsuch observables.Section 5 gathersourconclusionsand perspectives.

2 T heoreticalcontent and presentation ofthe m ethod

Let us �rst rem ind briey the theoreticallevelofaccuracy and lim itations ofworks prior to the

presentone,in orderto assesstheim provem entswhich weintroduce.Then wepresentthem ethod

which we used to build ourcom putercode DIPHOX.

2.1 T heoreticalcontent

The theoreticalunderstanding ofthis process relies on NLO calculations, initiated in [7]. The

leading ordercontribution to diphoton reactionsisgiven by theBorn levelprocessq�q!  seefor

instanceDiagram a.Thecom putation ofNLO contributionsto ityieldsO (�s)correctionscom ing

from thesubprocessesq�q! g,gq (or �q)! q (or �q)and corresponding virtualcorrections,see

1
The word \direct" m eans here that these photons do not result from the decay of�

0
,�,! at large transverse

m om entum . D irectphotonsm ay be produced according to two possible m echanism s: eitherthey take partdirectly

to the hard subprocess,or they result from the fragm entation ofpartons them selves produced at high transverse

m om entum in the subprocess;see sect.2.
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Yetitalso yieldstheleading ordercontribution ofsinglefragm entation type(som etim escalled

\Brem sstrahlung contribution"),in which one ofthe photons com es from the collinear fragm en-

tation ofa hard parton produced in the short distance subprocess,see for exam ple Diagram d.

From a physicalpointofview such a photon ism ostprobably accom panied by hadrons. From a

technicalpointofview,a �nalstate quark-photon collinearsingularity appearsin the calculation

ofthe contribution from the subprocessgq ! q.Athigherorders,�nalstate m ultiple collinear

singularitiesappearin any subprocesswhereahigh pT parton (quark orgluon)undergoesacascade

ofsuccessive collinear splittings ending up with a quark-photon splitting. These singularities are

factorized to allordersin �s according to thefactorization property,and absorbed into quark and

gluon fragm entation functions to a photon D =q or g(z;M
2
f
) de�ned in som e arbitrary fragm enta-

tion schem e,atsom earbitrary fragm entation scaleM f.W hen thefragm entation scaleM f,chosen

ofthe order ofthe hard scale ofthe subprocess,is large com pared to any typicalhadronic scale

� 1 G eV,thesefunctionsbehaveroughly as�=�s(M
2
f
).Then a powercounting argum enttellsthat

these contributionsare asym ptotically ofthe sam e orderin �s asthe Born term q�q ! . W hat

is m ore,given the high gluon lum inosity at LHC,the gq (or �q) initiated contribution involving

onephoton from fragm entation even dom inatestheinclusiveproduction ratein theinvariantm ass
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range 80 G eV � m  � 140 G eV.A consistent treatm ent ofdiphoton production at NLO thus

requiresthatO (�s)correctionsto thesecontributionsbecalculated also,seeforexam pleDiagram s

e and f.They have notbeen incorporated in [7,8,9],and we com pute them in the presentwork.

�
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The calculation ofthese corrections in their turn yields the leading order contribution ofyet

anotherm echanism ,ofdouble fragm entation type,see forexam ple Diagram g. In the lattercase,

both photonsresultfrom thecollinearfragm entation ofa hard parton.In orderto presenta study

ofconsistent NLO accuracy,NLO corrections to this double fragm entation contribution,see for

exam ple Diagram s h and i,have to be calculated accordingly. This is also done in the present

article.
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W e call\two direct" the contribution given by the Born term plus the fraction ofthe higher

order corrections from which �nalstate collinear singularities have been subtracted according to

the M S factorization schem e. W e call\one fragm entation" (\two fragm entation") the contribu-

tion involving one single fragm entation function (two fragm entation functions)ofa parton into a

photon.Letusadd onem orecom m entaboutthesplitting into thesethreem echanism s.O nem ust

keep in m ind thatthisdistinction isschem atic and am biguous. W e rem ind thatitcom estechni-

cally from the appearance of�nalstate collinear singularities,which are factorized and absorbed

into fragm entation functionsatsom earbitrary fragm entation scale2 M f.Each ofthecontributions

associated with these three m echanism sthusdependson thisarbitrary scale.Thisdependenceon

M f cancels only in the sum ofthe three,so that this sum only is a physicalobservable. M ore

precisely,a calculation ofthesecontributionsbeyond leading orderisrequired to obtain a (partial)

cancellation ofthedependenceon M f.Indeed thiscancellation startsto occurbetween thehigher

orderofthe\two direct" contribution and theleading orderofthe\onefragm entation" term ,and

sim ilarly between the \one-" and \two fragm entation" com ponents respectively. Thisis actually

2M ore generally,the de�nition ofthe fragm entation functionsrely on the choice ofa given factorization schem e,

e.g.the M S schem e in thiswork.The fragm entation functionswhich we use are presented in [10].
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oneofthe�rstm otivationsofthepresentwork.Thus,even though itm ay besuggestivetocom pare

the respective sizesand shapesofthe separate contributionsfora given choice ofscale,aswillbe

donein 3.2.1,weem phasize thatonly theirsum ism eaningful.




p

p

Diagram j

+ � � �

Beyond this,the O (�2s) so-called box contribution gg !  through a quark loop is also in-

cluded,see for exam ple Diagram j. Strictly speaking it is a NNLO contribution from the point

ofview ofpower counting. However in the range ofinterest at LHC for the search ofthe Higgs

boson,thegluon lum inosity isso large com pared with thequark and antiquark one,thatitnearly

com pensatestheextra powersof�s,so asto yield a contribution com parablewith theBorn term .

Forthisreason,ithasbeen included in previousworks,and willbein thepresentoneaswell.W e

de�nethe\direct" contribution asthe sum \two direct" + box.

Actually one should notice,�rstly,that other NNLO gluon-gluon initiated processes,such as

the collinear �nite part of gg ! �qq have been ignored3, although they could also be large.

Secondly oneshould also even worry aboutthenextcorrection to thebox,becausethelatterm ay

be quite sizeable. Such a possibility issuggested by the situation occurring to the �rstcorrection

to the e�ective vertex gg ! h,com puted in [11],and shown to reach generically about 50 % of

the one-loop result. M oreover,this box contribution is the leading order ofa new m echanism ,

whose spurious (factorization and renorm alization) scale dependences are m onotonic, and only

higherordercorrectionswould partly curethisproblem and providea quantitative estim ate.This

trem endous e�ort has notbeen carried out yet,although progresses towards this goalhave been

achieved recently [12,13,14].

2.2 Presentation ofthe m ethod

In [7],a dedicated calculation was required for each observable. Since then m ore versatile ap-

proaches have been developed,which com bine analyticaland M onte-Carlo integration techniques

[8],[15]. They thus allow the com putation ofseveralobservables within the sam e calculation,at

NLO accuracy,togetherwith the incorporation ofselection/isolation cutsatthe partonic levelin

3
Thecollineardivergentpartsofthese2 ! 4processeshavebeen already taken intoaccountin theNLO corrections

to the \one fragm entation" contribution and leading order\two fragm entation" com ponentsrespectively.
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orderto m atch the variouscutsused by the experim entalcollaborations asfaithfully aspossible.

Thestudiesof[8]and of[9]rely on such an approach.Letusbriey describetheonewhich weuse

here.

2.2.1 P hase space slicing and subtraction oflong distance singularities

W ithin the com bined analyticaland M onte-Carlo approach,two generic wellknown m ethodscan

beused todealwith infrared and collinearsingularitieswhich arem etin thecalculation ofinclusive

crosssections:thephasespaceslicing m ethod [16]and thesubtraction m ethod [17].Theapproach

followed in the presentwork usesa m odi�ed version ofthe one presented in [15],which com bines

these two techniques.

For a generic reaction 1+ 2 ! 3+ 4+ 5 two particles ofthe �nalstate,say 3 and 4,have a

high pT and are wellseparated in phase space,while the lastone,say 5,can be soft,orcollinear

to eitherofthe fourothers. The phase space issliced using two arbitrary,unphysicalparam eters

pTm and R in the following way:

- PartI

The norm pT5 oftransverse m om entum ofthe particle 5 is required to be less than som e

arbitrary value pTm taken to be sm allcom pared to the other transverse m om enta. This

cylinder suppliesthe infrared,and initialstate collinear singularities. Italso yields a sm all

fraction ofthe�nalstate collinearsingularities.

- PartIIa

Thetransversem om entum vectoroftheparticle5isrequired tohaveanorm largerthan pTm ,

and to belong to a cone C3 aboutthe direction ofparticle 3,de�ned by (y5 � y3)
2 + (�5 �

�3)
2 � R 2

th
,with R th som e sm allarbitrary num ber. C3 contains the �nalstate collinear

singularitiesappearing when 5 iscollinearto 3.

- PartIIb

The transverse m om entum vector ofthe particle 5 is required to have a norm larger than

pTm ,and to belong to a cone C4 aboutthe direction ofparticle 4,de�ned by (y5 � y4)
2 +

(�5 � �4)
2 � R 2

th
. C4 contains the �nalstate collinear singularities appearing when 5 is

collinearto 4.

- PartIIc

The transverse m om entum vector ofthe particle 5 is required to have a norm larger than

pTm ,and to belong to neitherofthe two conesC3,C4. Thisslice yieldsno divergence,and

can thusbetreated directly in 4 dim ensions.

Collinear and soft singularities appear when integration over the kinem atic variables (trans-

versem om entum ,rapidity and azim uthalangles)oftheparticle5 isperform ed on partsI,IIa and

IIb. They are �rst regularized by dim ensionalcontinuation from 4 to d = 4 � 2�,� < 0. The

d-dim ensionalintegration over the particle 5 on these phase space slices yieldsthese singularities

as1=� poles together with non singularterm sas� ! 0. After com bination with the correspond-

ing virtualcontributions,theinfrared singularitiescancel,and therem aining collinearsingularities

which do notcancelarefactorized and absorbed in parton distribution orfragm entation functions.

Theresulting quantitiescorrespond to pseudocrosssectionswherethehard partonsareunresolved
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from the soft or collinear parton 5,which has been \integrated out" inclusively on the parts I,

II a,IIb. 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 callpseudo cross section for som e 2 ! 2

processthesum ofthelowestorderterm plusthefraction ofthecorresponding virtualcorrections

wheretheinfrared and collinearsingularitieshavebeen subtracted,and which havethekinem atics

ofa genuine 2 ! 2 process. The contributions where the uncanceled collinear singularities are

absorbed into parton distribution (on partI)orfragm entation (on partsIIa and IIb)functions

involve an extra convolution over a variable ofcollinear splitting,as com pared to the kinem atics

ofa genuine 2 ! 2 process: we callthem pseudo cross sections for quasi2 ! 2 processes. The

detailed content ofthese term sis given in the Appendix A. For an extended presentation ofthe

detailsand corresponding explicitform ulas,we referto [15].

As a m atter ofprinciple,observables do not depend on the unphysicalparam eters pTm and

R th. Yet,the pseudo cross sections on parts I,IIa,IIb and IIc separately do. Let us briey

discussthecancellation ofthepTm and R th dependencesin observablescom puted according to this

m ethod. In the cylindricalpartI,the �nite term sproduced are approxim ated in orderto collect

alltheterm sdepending logarithm ically on pTm ,whereasterm sproportionalto powersofpTm are

neglected. This di�ers from the subtraction m ethod im plem ented in the cylinder in [15],which

keptthe exactpTm dependence. O n the otherhand,in the conicalpartsIIa and IIb,the sam e

subtraction m ethod asin [15]isused,so thatthe exactR th dependence iskept.Thisensuresthe

exactcancellation ofthedependenceon theunphysicalparam eterR th between partIIcand parts

IIa,IIb whereasonly an approxim ated cancellation oftheunphysicalparam eterpTm dependence

between parts II c,II a and II b and part I occurs. The param eter pTm m ust be chosen sm all

enough with respectto pT3 and pT4 in orderthattheneglected term scan besafely dropped out.In

practice,ithasbeen veri�ed thatpTm valuesofthe orderofhalfa percentofthem inim um ofpT3

and pT4 ful�lltheserequirem ents.A m oredetailed discussion on thisissueisprovided in Appendix

B.

The pseudo cross sections on parts I,IIa,IIb,as wellas the transition m atrix elem ents on

the partIIc,are then used to sam ple unweighted kinem atic con�gurations,in the fram ework ofa

partonic eventgenerator,described in 2.2.2 below.

2.2.2 Partonic event generator

Forpracticalpurposes,a partoniceventgeneratorhasbeen builtfordiphoton production including

allthem echanism s:the\direct",\one-" and \two fragm entation".Each m echanism istreated sep-

arately.Firstly,thecontribution ofa given m echanism to theintegrated crosssection iscalculated

with theintegration package BASES [18].Atthisstage,som ekinem atic cuts(e.g.on therapidity

ofthe two photons,on theirtransverse m om enta,etc.) m ay bealready taken into account.Then,

forthe 2 ! 2 contributions and the quasi2 ! 2 contributionson the partsI,IIa and IIb,and

the inelastic contributionson the partIIc ofthe phase space,partonic eventsare generated with

SPRING [18]with a weight� 1 depending on the sign ofthe integrand atthispointofthe phase

space4.Allthe eventsare subsequently stored into a NTUPLE [19].Finally these NTUPLES can

be histogram ed at will,incorporating any further cuts,such as those im posed by som e isolation

4
Thistrick circum ventsthefactthatSPRING worksonly with positiveintegrands,whilethepseudo crosssections

are notpositive.The generated eventsare thusunweighted up to a sign.
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criterion asdiscussed in thenextsubsection.Itissuitableto usevaluesforR th and pTm which are

fairly sm alland disconnected from any physicalparam eter.Thephasespace generation isthen as

exclusive aspossible.M oreoveritallowsto investigate thedependenceofvariousobservableswith

respect to the physicalisolation param eters,as wellas to investigate di�erent types ofisolation

criteria,using an eventsam pleconveniently generated once forall.In practicehoweveronecannot

use too sm allvalues in order to keep statisticaluctuations under control,unless the com puter

tim e and thesizesofthe NTUPLES becom e intractably large.

Letusstatem oreclearly whatwem ean by partonic eventgenerator.Sincetheeventsassociated

to the2 ! 2 and quasi2 ! 2 contributionshavea negativeweight,thiscode,properly speaking,is

nota genuineeventgeneratoron an event-by-eventbasis.By events,wem ean �nalstate partonic

con�gurations.Fora given event,theinform ationsstored into theNTUPLE arethe4-m om enta of

the outgoing particles;theiravors: parton (i.e. quark orgluon)orphoton;in the fragm entation

cases,thelongitudinalfragm entation variable(s)associated with thephoton(s)from fragm entation;

and,forpracticalpurpose,a labelwhich identi�esthe type ofpseudo crosssection (2 ! 2,quasi

2 ! 2,inelastic)which produced theeventstored.Notice also thatin the fragm entation cases,all

butthelongitudinalinform ation on thekinem aticsoftheresidueofthecollinearfragm entation is

lost. Hence this type ofprogram doesnotprovide a realistic,exclusive portraitof�nalstates as

given by genuine,fulleventgeneratorslikePYTHIA [20]orHERW IG [21].O n theotherhand,the

latterare only ofsom e im proved leading logarithm ic accuracy.Thus,ourcode ism ore precisely a

generalpurposecom puterprogram ofM onte-Carlo type,whosevirtueisthecom putation ofvarious

inclusive enough observableswithin thesam e calculation,atNLO accuracy.

2.3 T he im plem entation ofisolation cuts

Collider experim ents atSp�pS,the Tevatron,and the forthcom ing LHC do notm easure inclusive

photons.Indeed,theinclusiveproduction ratesofhigh pT �
0,�,!,orofpairs�0�0 or�0,etc,with

large invariant m ass,are orders ofm agnitudes larger than for direct photons. In order to reject

the huge background ofsecondary photons produced in the decays ofthese m esons,the experi-

m entaleventselection ofdirectphotons(single photons,aswellasdiphotons)requiresthe use of

isolation cuts.Such a requirem entwillbeabsolutely crucialatLHC forthesearch ofHiggsbosons

in the two photon channeland the m ass range 90-140 G eV,since the expected background from

�0,etc.isabouteightordersofm agnitudeslargerthan thesignalbeforeany isolation cutisapplied.

A widely used criterion to isolate photonsisschem atically the following5. A photon issaid to

be isolated if,inside a cone centered around the photon direction in the rapidity and azim uthal

angle plane,the am ountofhadronic transverse energy E had
T

deposited issm allerthan som e value

E T m ax �xed by theexperim ent:

(y� y)
2
+ (� � �)

2
� R 2

E had
T

� E T m ax

�

(1)

The topic ofthe isolation ofphotons based on the above cone criterion (1) has been rather

extensively discussed in the theoreticalliterature,especially in the case ofproduction ofsingle

5
An alternativetothecriterion (1)hasbeen recently proposed in [22],in which thevetoon accom panyinghadronic

transverseenergy isthem oresevere,thecloserthecorrespondinghadron tothephoton direction.Ithasbeen designed

to m ake the \fragm entation" contribution vanish in an infrared safe way.

8



isolated photonsin hadronic6 collisions[23,24,25,26,27].Besidetherejection ofthebackground

ofsecondary photons,theisolation requirem entalso reducesthephotonsfrom fragm entation.The

account ofisolation e�ects on the \fragm entation" contribution was accurate to LO accuracy in

[23,24].A treatm entto NLO accuracy hasbeen subsequently given in [26],following thesubtrac-

tion fram ework presented in [25]. Isolation im plieshowever thatone isnotdealing with inclusive

quantitiesanym ore. Thisraised questionsconcerning the validity ofthe factorization property in

this case,and whether the fragm entation functions m ay depend on the isolation param eters,as

assum ed in [25]. Thisraised also issuesregarding softgluon divergencesin isolated photonscross

sections,asin [29]. These questionshave been clari�ed in [27,30]. The factorization property of

collinear singularities stillholdsfor cross sections based on the criterion7,and the fragm entation

functionsinvolved there are the sam e asin the inclusive case,whereasthe e�ects ofisolation are

consistently taken into accountin theshortdistance part.Yetcrosssectionsde�ned with thiscri-

terion m ay have infrared divergences-or,atleast,instabilities,depending on the inclusivenessof

theobservableconsidered -located atsom eisolated criticalpointsinside thephysicalspectrum of

som e observablescalculated at�xed order,nam ely NLO ,accuracy.Thism eansthatthe vicinities

ofthesecriticalpointsaresensitive to m ultiplesoftgluon e�ects,which have to beproperly taken

into accountin orderto provide correctpredictions.

In thepresentcalculation,asin [26,27]forthecaseofsinglephoton production,thetransverse

energy deposited in the cone m ay com e from the residue ofthe fragm entation,from the parton

5 (which never fragm ents into photons) or from both. During the projection ofthe NTUPLES

onto any desired observable,the isolation criterion (1) about the two photons is applied to each

stored partonic con�guration.The e�ectsofisolation are com m ented in 3.2.2. In addition,atthe

NLO accuracy at which our calculation is perform ed,potentially large logarithm ic contributions

ofinfrared origin m ay be induced by the extra isolation constrainton the phase space. The issue

ofinfrared sensitivity induced by isolation willbediscussed furtherin 4.2.Letusm ention thatno

sum m ation ofsuch logarithm sisperform ed in ourtreatm ent.

3 Phenom enology

In thissection,weadoptaLHC oriented presentation.W estartwith abriefcom parison ofourNLO

calculationswith W A70 and D0 data forillustrative purposes.W e then show som e predictionsfor

LHC in theinvariantm assrange80G eV� m  � 140G eV correspondingtotheHiggsboson search

through h ! .W ediscusstheam biguitiesplaguing thesepredictionsdueto thearbitrarinessin

the choices ofthe renorm alization scale �,ofthe initialstate factorization scale M (which enters

in the parton distribution functions),and ofthe fragm entation scale M f.

3.1 C om parison w ith experim entaldata

6
Therelated topicofisolated prom ptphotonsproduced in e

+
e
�
annihilation intohadronshasalsobeen abundantly

discussed.A variantofthede�nition (1)suitablefore
+
e
�
hasbeen studied in [28],and recently revisited in [29,30].

An alternative criterion has been proposed in [31], and applied to the m easurem ent of isolated photons in LEP

experim ents.
7
Thefactthattransverse energiesareinvolved in (1)in hadroniccollisionsiscrucialin thisrespect.Factorization

would be broken ifenergieswere used instead.
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3.1.1 Fixed target data

A com parison between the diphoton di�erentialcrosssection versuseach photon’stransverse m o-

m entum m easured by the W A70 collaboration [1]and our NLO postdiction is shown on Fig.1,

together with the respective m agnitude ofthe various contributions. The NLO calculation has

been m adewith theABFOW parton distribution functions[32]fortheproton and thecorrespond-

ingonesforthepion [33]8,forthescalechoice9 M = M f = � = �(pT(1)+ pT(2)),with � = 0:275.

The\one fragm entation" contribution isone orderofm agnitudebelow the \two direct" contribu-

tion. The \two fragm entation" contribution iseven sm allerand negligible here. The sm allnessof

these contributions is the reason why previous works [7,8]described this observable reasonably

welltoo,despitethe absence ofhigherordercorrectionsto thefragm entation contributionsthere.

Various correlations between the two photons: the distribution ofthe pT im balance variable

z = � pT(1):pT(2)=p
2
T
(1)thedistribution oftheazim uthalanglebetween thetwophotons(�),

the distribution ofpout
10,and the distribution oftransverse m om entum ofdiphotons (qT),have

been m easured also by the W A70 collaboration [2].These distributionsare infrared sensitive near

the elastic boundary ofthe spectrum (e.g. qT ! 0 or � ! �) or near a criticalpoint (e.g.

z = 1) and,m oreover,are quite sensitive to non perturbative e�ects appearing in the resum m ed

part ofcalculations sum m ing soft gluon e�ects. This sensitivity extends over a wide part ofthe

spectrum covered by the m easurem ents.Consequently we do notpresentany com parison ofthese

data points with the approxim ation of�xed order accuracy ofthis work;nor willwe discussthe

scale am biguitiesat�xed targetenergies.

3.1.2 Tevatron collider data

A prelim inary study ofdiphotons events in the centralregion (jy(1;2)j< 1:0) has been recently

perform ed by the D0 collaboration [6].

Theexperim entalcutsin theD0dataused forthecom parisonsarenotcorrected forelectrom agnetic

calorim eterabsolute energy scale.Theelectrom agnetic energy scale correction isgiven by [6]:

E (m easured)= � E (true)+ �

8
Thechoice oftheparton distributionsism andated by thefactthattheinitialstate ofthereaction is�

�
proton.

Therefore a consistent set ofparton densities inside the proton and the pion m ust be taken. Indeed,to extract

the parton distribution functions in the pion,reactions such as �
�
p ! 

�
X (D rell-Yan) and �

�
p !  X (direct

photon)areused.Consequently som ecorrelationsbetween theproton and thepion partonicdensitiesexist,and itis

preferable to useconsistentsetsin the calculations.O nly threegroupsprovided such a work:ABFW [33],M RS [34]

and G RV [35].Allthese worksare ratherold and the partonic densitiesare rathersim ilarin the W A70 x range.
9
O ne shallnot attach im portance to the som ewhat unusualvalue � = 0:275 ofthe scale choice. Relatively low

scales such as this one,or � = 0:25 equally well,turn outto m atch the data better than higher scale choices. Yet

thisparticularvaluewasnotchosen astheonewhich m atchesthedata thebest,butfora m inorthough cum bersom e

com putationalreason.The W A70 collaboration requiresthe transverse m om enta ofthe photonsto be largerthan 3

G eV and 2:75 G eV respectively. However for com putationalconvenience we �rst im plem ented a sym m etric cut on

the pT ofeach photon:pT � 2:75 G eV atthe levelofthe M onte Carlo generation ofphoton pairs. In the ABFOW

param etrizations,the factorization scale M
2
hasto be largerthan 2 G eV

2
.G iven the above sym m etric cuton both

photonsin the M onte Carlo generation,taking � = 1=4 doesnotensure thatM
2
isalwaysabove 2 G eV

2
,while the

choice � � :275 does.
10
The beam axis together with the direction ofone ofthe two photons de�ne a plane. The com ponent ofthe

transverse m om entum ofthe otherphoton along the direction perpendicularto thisplane isthe pout ofthisphoton.

10



where

� = 0:9514� 0:0018+ 0:0061
�0:0017

� = � 0:158� 0:015+ 0:03
�0:21 G eV

Thus,the experim entalcuts at m easured values of14 (respectively 13) G eV correspond to cuts

at roughly 14.90 (resp. 13.85) G eV in the theoreticalcalculation. Sm earing e�ects accounting

forelectrom agnetic calorim eterresolution have notbeen im plem ented,butgiven theexperim ental

fractionalenergy resolution oftheelectrom agnetic calorim eter[36],they areexpected to beofthe

levelofa few percentonly.

Theactualisolation cutsused experim entally (such asvetoeson charged tracksin som econical

vicinity abouteach photon,etc.) arequitem orecom plicated than theschem aticcriterion (1),and

cannot be faithfully im plem ented at the partonic level. W e instead sim ulated them in our NLO

calculation by requiring thattheaccom panying transversepartonicenergy belessthan E T m ax = 2

G eV in a cone R = 0:4 about each photon. Varying E T m ax from 1 to 3 G eV in the calculated

cross-section,asa rough estim ate ofthee�ectsofsm earing dueto hadroniccalorim eterresolution

and unfolding ofunderlying eventscontribution turnsoutto have a lessthan 4% e�ect.

The M RST2 set ofparton distributions functions11 [37]is used12,with the scales arbitrarily

chosen to be M = M f = � = m =2. The prediction for the above scale choice is shown for

the diphoton di�erentialcrosssectionsvs.the transverse m om entum ofeach photon (Fig.2),the

diphoton m ass (Fig.3),and for the transverse m om entum ofphoton pairs (Fig.4) and the az-

im uthalangle between the photons(Fig.5). W ith the scale choice used,the \one fragm entation"

contribution isroughly onetenth ofthe\direct" onewhereasthe\two fragm entation" yieldsa tiny

contribution. To illustrate this,the di�erentcontributions:\direct",\one-" and \two fragm enta-

tion" are shown separately on Fig.5. The distributions ofthe transverse m om entum ofphoton

pairsand oftheazim uthalangle between the photonsare wellknown to becontrolled by m ultiple

softgluon em ission nearthe elastic boundary ofthe spectrum ,qT ! 0 and � ! � respectively.

Consequently,the accuracy ofany �xed-ordercalculation,including the presentone,isnotsuited

to study such observablesin these respective ranges.M ore on thisissuewillbecom m ented in the

next section. O n the other hand a NLO calculation is expected to be predictive for the tails of

these distributionsaway from theinfrared sensitive region.

Thedata arereasonably described,taking into accounta correlated system aticerrorforevents

in which thepT ofboth photonsisabove20 G eV.Thiscorrelated system aticerrordueto theback-

ground evaluation a�ectsobviously thethreehighestpT pointsofthetransverseenergy spectrum ,

aswellasthethree highestpointsofthe diphoton m assspectrum .

11
The M RST sets 1,2,3 are associated with the value �

M S
= 300 M eV for nf = 4 avors. This corresponds to

�s(m Z )= 0:1175 in the M S schem e.Form ore details,see [37]
12
The M RST1 set is presented by the authors of[37]as the default set. However,in order to take into account

m utually inconsistent data sets on single direct photon production at �xed targets, a kT sm earing procedure is

involved in the determ ination ofthis set. This procedure is strongly m odeldependentand questionable as long as

no unam biguousway isfound to lodge itin theQ CD im proved parton m odel.The setM RST2 doesnotinvolvethis

procedure,so we preferto base any prediction and com parison on thisset.
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W e do notpresentany analysisofthe variousscale dependencesforTevatron. Such a discus-

sion is proposed for LHC in the next section. Yet let us m ention that,at Tevatron,the energy

scale is lower and the relevant values ofx are som ewhat higher than at LHC.Consequently,the

renorm alization scale dependenceisslightly sharper,on the otherhand the factorization scale de-

pendence issom ewhatatterthan atLHC.Nevertheless the situation atTevatron isexpected to

bequalitatively sim ilarto theone atLHC.

3.2 Predictions for LH C

W enow discusssom eresultscom puted with thekinem aticcutsfrom theCM S and ATLAS proposals

[40],nam ely pT(1)> 40 G eV,pT(2)> 25 G eV,jy(1;2)j< 2:5,with 80 G eV � m  � 140 G eV,

and using the M RST2 setofparton distribution functions[37]and the fragm entation functionsof

[10].

3.2.1 Scale am biguities

W e�rstconsidertheinvariantm assdistribution ofdiphotons,in absenceofisolation cuts,cf.Fig.6

in orderto illustrate the strong dependence ofthe splitting into the three contributions,\direct",

\one-" and \two fragm entation",on thescalechosen,aswewarned in 2.1.In both choicesofscales

displayed the\onefragm entation" contribution dom inates,butthehierarchy between \direct" and

"two fragm entation" contributions is reversed from one choice to the other. W ith the choice of

scales M = M f = � = m =2,the \one fragm entation" is m ore than twice larger than the \di-

rect" one,and the \two fragm entation" isthe sm allest. O n the otherhand,with the otherchoice

M = M f = � = 2m ,the \one fragm entation" contribution isthree to �ve tim eslargerthan the

\two fragm entation" com ponent,and m ore than one orderofm agnitude above the \direct" one.

O n theotherhand the totalcontribution seem sratherstable.

Yet the arbitrarinessin the choices ofthe various scales stillinducestheoreticaluncertainties

in NLO calculations. In the following we actually do notperform a com plete investigation ofall

three scale am biguitiesindependently with search foran optim alregion ofm inim alsensitivity.At

thepresentstage,welim itthestudy to an estim ation ofthepattern and m agnitudeoftheire�ect

on our results. W e show how the scale am biguities a�ect our prediction for the invariant m ass

distribution. W e consider both the case without isolation (Fig. 7) and the isolated case with

E T m ax = 5 G eV inside R � 0:4 (Fig. 8). Forthe presentpurpose,the virtue ofthe actualvalues

oftheisolation param etersused hereisto strongly suppressthefragm entation contributionshence

the associated M f dependence.W e com pare fourdi�erentchoicesofscales:two choicesalong the

�rstdiagonal� = M = M f = m =2 and � = M = M f = 2m ;and two antidiagonalchoices,

� = m =2;M = M f = 2m  and � = 2m ;M = M f = m =2. W e do notperform a separate

study offragm entation scale dependence.Yetthelattercan beindirectly estim ated by com paring

the results ofthe isolated case,where the fragm entation com ponents,thereby the corresponding

fragm entation scale dependence,are strongly suppressed,with the situation in the non isolated

case,where especially the \one fragm entation" contribution isquite large,and the \two fragm en-

tation" notnegligible,so thattheissueoffragm entation scale dependencem atters.

W hen scales are varied between m =2 and 2m  along the �rstdiagonal� = M = M f,the

NLO results for the invariant m ass distribution appear surprisingly stable,since they change by

12



about5% only.Alternatively,anti-diagonalvariationsof� and M = M f in thesam eintervalabout

thecentralvaluem  lead to a variation stillratherlarge(up to 20 % cf.Fig.7 and Fig.8).This

isbecausevariationswith respectto � and M areseparately m onotonousbutactin oppositeways.

W hen � isincreased,�s(�
2)hencetheNLO correctionsdecrease13.O n theotherhand therelevant

valuesofm om entum fraction ofincom ing partonsare sm all,� O (10�3 to 10�2 )so thatthe gluon

and sea quark distribution functionsincrease when M isincreased.In theisolated case,thisleads

to a m onotonousincreaseofthe\direct" com ponent,overa largeband oftheinvariantm assrange

considered,asM isincreased,cf.Fig.9,which isinduced in particularby them onotonousincrease

ofthe box contribution.Scale changeswith respectto � and M turn outto nearly cancelagainst

each otheralong the �rstdiagonalbutadd up in the othercase. Actually,the stability along the

�rstdiagonalisaccidental.

In conclusion,the �,M dependencesare thusnotcom pletely undercontrolyetatNLO in the

kinem aticrangeconsidered.O n theopposite,theaccountfortheNLO correctionsto thefragm en-

tation com ponents provides som e stability with respectto M f variations aboutorthodox choices

ofthefragm entation scale.

The issue of � dependence of less inclusive observables, such as the tails of the qT or �

distributions are the sam e for the invariant m ass distribution. This is because the tails ofthese

distributionsispurely given by theNLO correctionsand dom inated by theO (�s)correctionsofthe

\two direct" com ponent.O n theotherhand,theM dependenceisa bitlarger,so isthecom bined

uncertainty on thetheoreticalresultsforthese distributions,cf.Fig.10 and Fig.11.

3.2.2 E�ect ofisolation

W enow considerthee�ectofisolation on thevariouscontributions.Asexpected,isolation reduces

thediphoton production rate,with respectto theinclusivecase,cf.Fig.12.M oreprecisely,severe

isolation requirem entslikeE T m ax = 5G eV insideaconeR = 0:4 suppressthe\onefragm entation"

com ponent,which dom inatestheinclusive rate,by a factor20 to 50,and killthe \two fragm enta-

tion" contribution com pletely.

Howeverthisnetresulthidesa ratherintricatem echanism ,cf.Fig.13 vs.Fig.6,by which the

\two direct" contribution turnsoutto be increased! Surprising asitm ay seem at�rstsight,this

e�ecthasthe following origin. Higherordercorrectionsto the \two direct" com ponentinvolve in

particularthetwo subprocesses�qq! g and gq! q (whereqisa quark oran antiquark).The

�rstone yields a positive contribution. O n the other hand,the collinear safe part ofthe second

one yields a contribution which is negative,and larger in absolute value than the previous one

in the inclusive case,as was already seen in [7]. Isolation turnsoutto suppressm ore the higher

13
In processesforwhich thelowestorderisproportionaltosom epower�

n
s;n � 1,an explicit� dependenceappears

in the next-to-leading order coe�cient function,which partially com pensates the (large) � dependence in � s(�
2)

weighting the lowest order. Unlike this,in the \two direct" com ponent which dom inates the cross section when a

drasticisolation isrequired,thelowestorderinvolvesno�s.Thisleadstoarathersm all� dependence,sincethelatter

startsonly atNLO .O n theotherhand,the� dependenceoccursonly through them onotonousdecreaseofthe�s(�
2)

weighting the�rsthigherordercorrection:thereisno partialcancellation of� dependence.Such cancellation would

start only at O (�
2

s),i.e. at NNLO .The m echanism is m ore com plicated in presence offragm entation com ponents,

and the situation becom esm ixed up between allcom ponentswhen the severity ofisolation isreduced.
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order corrections from the second m echanism than from the �rst one,so that the NLO isolated

\two direct" contribution islargerthan the inclusive one. Yet,the \fragm entation" contributions

are suppressed m ore than the \two direct" one is increased,so that the sum ofallcontributions

isindeed decreased,with respectto the inclusive case.O nce again,one hasto rem em berthatthe

splitting into thethreem echanism sdepend,notonly on thefactorization scale,butm oregenerally

on thefactorization schem e.Thisarbitrarinessgeneratessuch counterintuitiveo�springs;in a �nal

state factorization schem e di�erentthan the M S schem e,the variouscom ponents,especially the

\two direct" one,m ay be separately a�ected by isolation cutsin a di�erentway. Thisonce m ore

illustratesthe dangerofplaying with these unphysicalquantitiesseparately.

A m ore detailed analysisofthe dependence ofNLO estim ations ofvariousobservableson the

isolation cutparam eters,especially on E T m ax willbegiven in a forthcom ing publication.W e will

also com e back to thisissue,regarding infrared sensitivity,in 4.3.

4 Infrared sensitive observables of photon pairs and soft gluon

divergences.

Being based on a �xed,�nite ordercalculation,ourcom putercode isnotsuited forthe study of

observables controlled by m ultiple soft gluon em ission,and has to be im proved in this direction.

Am ong these infrared sensitive observables,one m ay distinguish the following exam ples,m ostof

which would requirean im proved accountofsoftgluon e�ects.

4.1 Infrared sensitivity near the elastic boundary

4.1.1 T he transverse m om entum distribution d�=dqT ofphoton pairs near qT = 0

Both in the inclusive and isolated cases,thisdistribution isan infrared sensitive observable,con-

trolled by them ultipleem ission ofsoftand collineargluons.Thiswellknown phenom enon hasbeen

extensively studied forthe corresponding observable in the Drell-Yan process[41]. A loss ofbal-

ancebetween thecontribution ofrealem ission,strongly suppressed nearthisexclusivephasespace

boundary,and the corresponding virtualcontribution,resultsin large Sudakov-type logarithm sof

m 2=q2
T
(m being theinvariantm assand and qT thetransversem om entum ofthephoton pair-the

heavy vectorboson in theDrell-Yan case)atevery orderin perturbation.In orderto m akesensible

predictionsin thisregim e,these Sudakov-type logarithm shave to beresum m ed to allorders.

Thetreatm entofthe\two direct" and box contributionsissim ilarto thewell-known Drell-Yan

process,and has been carried outrecently by [42]atnext-to-leading logarithm ic accuracy in the

fram ework tailored by Collins,Soper and Sterm an [43]. O n the other hand,the fragm entation

contributionsdo notdivergeorderby orderwhen qT ! 0.Indeed,in the\onefragm entation" case,

parton1 + parton2 ! 1 + parton3 (2)

parton3 ! 2 + X (3)

the NLO contribution to thehard subprocess(2)yieldsa doublelogarithm ofthe form

� �sln
2
kpT(1)+ pT(parton3)k (4)
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when kpT(1)+ pT(parton3)k ! 0.Howevertheextra convolution associated with thefragm enta-

tion (3)involvesan integration overthe fragm entation variable pT(2)=pT(parton3)which sm ears

outthis integrable singularity. The \two fragm entation" contribution involves two such convolu-

tions,hence onem ore sm earing.

4.1.2 T he distribution ofphoton-photon azim uthalangle d�=d� near � = �

This distribution is another interesting infrared sensitive observable,m easured by severalexper-

im ents both at �xed target and collider energies [2,5,6],though less discussed in the literature

from the theoreticalside. The regim e � ! � includes back-to-back photons,a set ofcon�gu-

rations which lie at the elastic boundary ofthe phase space. This case di�ers from the previous

one fortwo reasons. Firstly,notonly the \two direct" contribution divergesorderby orderwhen

� ! �,butalso both \one-" and \two fragm entation" contributions diverge as well,as can be

inferred from Fig.5.Indeed,considerthe exam ple ofthe \one fragm entation case",cf.equations

2 and 3. Selecting � ! � em phasizesthe con�gurationswith �(parton3)� �(1)! �,so that

alltheem itted partonsbesidesparton 3 have to becollinearto eitheroftheincom ing oroutgoing

particles,and/orsoft,which yieldsdoublelogarithm s

� �sln
2[� � (�(parton3)� �(1))] (5)

associated with each ofthe hard partons 1;2;3 -plus single logarithm s as well. For the observ-

able d�=d� near� = �,the integralinvolved in the convolution ofthe hard subprocesswith

thefragm entation functionsdoesnotsm eartheselogarithm icdivergences,sincethefragm entation

variablepT(2)=pT(parton3)isdecoupled from theazim uthalvariable�(parton3)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,softgluonsm ay coupleto both initialand �nal

statehard em itters.Theresulting colorstructureoftheem ittersism oreinvolved than in the\two

direct" case,and especially m ore com plicated in the \two fragm entation" case as shown in som e

recentworks[44].Thiswould m ake any resum m ation quite intricate beyond leading logarithm s.

Letusnotice thatboth fragm entation com ponentsm ake d�=d� diverge also when � ! 0.

Theincreaseofthefragm entation contributionsin thelower� rangeisthetraceofthisdivergence,

cf.Fig.5.

4.2 A n infrared divergence inside the physicalregion.

In thecaseofphotonsisolated with thestandard �xed conesizecriterion ofeqn.(1),anew problem

appearsin theqT distribution.Thisproblem doesnotconcern theregion qT ! 0;stillithasto do

with infrared and collineardivergences. Thiscan be seen on Fig. 14,which showsthe observable

d�=dqT vs.qT forisolated photon pairs,com puted atNLO accuracy.Thecom puted qT distribution

turnsoutto divergewhen qT ! E T m ax from below.NoticethatthecriticalpointE T m ax islocated

insidethephysicalregion.Thephenom enon issim ilartotheonediscovered in [25]in theproduction

ofisolated photons in e+ e� annihilation,and whose physicalexplanation has been given in [30]

following thegeneralfram ework of[45].Itisa straightforward exerciseto seethatthelowestorder

\onefragm entation" contribution hasa stepwisebehaviour,asnoticed in [9].Indeed,atthisorder,

the two photons are back-to-back. E T had being the transverse hadronic energy deposited in the
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cone aboutthe photon from fragm entation,the conservation oftransverse m om entum im plies at

thisorderthatE T had = qT.Thecorrespondingcontribution tothedi�erentialcrosssection d�=dqT

thustakestheschem atic form :
�
d�

dqT

� (1 fragm ;LO )

= f(qT) �(E T m ax � qT) (6)

According to the generalanalysisof[45],the NLO correction to d�=dqT hasa double logarithm ic

divergence at the criticalpoint qT = E T m ax
14. The details ofthis infrared structure are very

sensitiveto thekinem aticconstraintsand theobservableconsidered.In thecaseathand,atNLO ,

d�=dqT getsadoublelogarithm below thecriticalpoint,which isproduced by theconvolution ofthe

lowestorderstepwiseterm above,with theprobability distribution forem itting a softand collinear

gluon:

�
d�

dqT

� (1 fragm ;H O )

’ � f(qT) �(E T m ax � qT)

�
�s

2�
C ln2

�

1�
q2
T

E 2
T m ax

�

+ � � � (7)

whereC isa colorfactor,CF orN c according to whetherthesoftcollineargluon em itterisa quark

(antiquark)ora gluon. M ore generally,ateach orderin �s,up to two powersofsuch logarithm s

willappear,m aking any �xed ordercalculation divergeatqT = E T m ax,so thatthespectrum com -

puted by any �xed ordercalculation isunreliablein thevicinity ofthiscriticalvalue.An allorder

resum m ation hasto be carried outifpossible in orderto restore any predictability. A correlated

step appears also in the \two direct" contribution at NLO ,in the bin about qT = E T m ax. A

detailed study ofthese infrared divergenceswillbepresented in a futurearticle.

No such divergence appears in the qT distribution ofphoton pairs presented in [9]. The non

appearanceofthedoublelogarithm icdivergencetherecom esfrom thefactthatthelatterpopsout

only atNLO ,whiletheauthorsof[9]com putethe\onefragm entation" com ponentatlowestorder.

Furtherm ore,the stepwise lowestorder\one fragm entation" contribution to the qT distribution is

replaced in [9]by the resultoftheM onte Carlo sim ulation ofthiscom ponentusing PYTHIA [20].

A quantitative com parison isthusdi�cultto perform 15.

14
In practice,the qT spectrum is sam pled into bins of�nite size,and the distribution represented on Fig. 14 is

averaged on each bin. Since the logarithm ic singularity is integrable,no divergence is actually produced. However

when the bin size isshrunk,the double logarithm ic branch appearsagain.
15
Such a com parison involvestwo issues.

The �rst aspect concerns the infrared sensitivity below the criticalpoint. W hen the scale of� s in the Sudakov

factor ofthe fragm enting quark ischosen to be the transverse m om entum ofthe em itted gluon with respect to the

em itter,theparton showernotonly reproducesthefragm entation function ofa parton into a photon to thecollinear

leading logarithm icapproxim ation,butitalso providesan e�ectiveresum m ation ofsoftgluonse�ectsto infrared and

collinearleading logarithm ic accuracy.(Thiswould notbetrueif,instead,thescaleof�s in theSudakov factorwere

the virtuality ofthe em itter). This ensures thatthe distribution does notdiverge from below at the criticalpoint,

butrathertendsto a �nite lim it.

Thesecond issueconcernstheshapeofthetailofthiscontribution abovethecriticalpoint.Indeed,energy-m om entum

conservation ateach branchingm akestheparton showergeneratealso contributionsin theregion qT > E T m ax,which

isforbidden atlowestorder.These contributionswould be classi�ed in a beyond leading ordercalculation ashigher

ordercorrections.Unlikein a �xed ordercalculation however,they provideonly a partialaccountofsuch corrections,

buttoarbitrary high order.Theaccuracy oftheseterm sisthusuneasy tocharacterize,and aquantitativecom parison

between PYTHIA and any �xed ordercalculation isdi�cultto perform .
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Itcan be noticed thatthe divergence atqT = E T m ax isnotvisible on Fig. 4. Thisisbecause

in thiscase,thecriticalpointE T m ax in theqT spectrum wherethetheoreticalcalculation diverges

is too close to the other singular point qT = 0,given the binning used. The two singularities

contribute with opposite signsin these binsand a num ericalcom pensation occurs,resulting in no

sizeable e�ect. Yet the problem is only cam ouaged. A sim ilar sm earing appears also at LHC

energiesfora stringentisolation cut,cf.Fig.10.

4.3 R eliability ofN LO calculations w ith stringent isolation cuts

Letusadd one m ore com m entconcerning NLO partonic predictionswith very stringentisolation

cuts.In such calculations,the isolation cutsacton the productsofthe hard subprocessonly.O n

theotherhand,in an actualLHC event,a cutassevereasE T m ax = 2:5 G eV insidea coneR = 0:3

or0:4 willbenearly saturated by underlying eventsand pileup.

Thism eans thatsuch an isolation cutactually allows alm ost no transverse energy deposition

from the actualhadronic products ofthe hard process itself. This m ay be m ost suitable experi-

m entally,and onem ay think aboutsim ulating such an e�ectsafely in an NLO partoniccalculation

by using an e�ective transverse energy cut m uch m ore severe than the one experim entally used.

However,requiring thatno transverse energy be deposited in a cone of�xed size abouta photon

is notinfrared safe,i.e. it would yield a divergent result order by order in perturbation theory.

Thisim plies thatNLO partonic calculations im plem ented with �nite butvery stringentisolation

cutsin a cone of�xed �nite size would lead to unreliable results,plagued by infrared instabilities

involving largelogarithm sofE T m ax.W hatism ore,theseinfrared nastieswould notbelocated at

som e isolated pointin the diphoton spectrum (like som e elastic boundary or som e criticalpoint,

asin theprevioussubsection),butinstead they would extend overitstotality,even forobservables

such asthe invariant m assdistribution. The issue ofan allordersum m ation ofthese logarithm s

ofE T m ax would have to beinvestigated in thiscase.

5 C onclusions and perspectives

W epresented an analysisofphoton pairproduction with high invariantm assin hadroniccollisions,

based on a perturbative Q CD calculation offullNLO accuracy. The latterisim plem ented in the

form ofa M onteCarlo com puterprogram m eofpartoniceventgeneratortype,DIPHOX.Thepost-

dictionsofthisstudy are in reasonable agreem entwith both W A70 �xed target,and prelim inary

D0 colliderdata,in thekinem aticalrangewheretheNLO approxim ation issafe,nam ely away from

theelasticboundary ofphasespace.Yetm orewillbelearntfrom the�nalanalysisoftheTevatron

data,and even m ore so after the Tevatron run IIin the perspective ofthe LHC.It willthen be

worthwhile to perform a m orecom plete phenom enologicalstudy.

This notwithstanding,there rem ains room for im provem ents. A �rstim provem ent willbe to

take into account m ultiple soft gluon e�ects in order to calculate infrared sensitive observables

correctly. Another im provem ent willconcern a m ore accurate account ofcontributions beyond

NLO ,associated nam ely with the gluon-gluon initiated subprocess. Am ong those are the NNLO

corrections,and even the two loop,so-called double box correction to gg ! ,which m ay be

quantitatively im portantatLHC forthe background to Higgssearch.
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A betterunderstanding ofthe e�ects ofisolation,and theirinterplayswith infrared problem s

isalso required.Thisconcernsthe qT distribution nearthe criticalpointqT = E T m ax induced by

isolation even when E T m ax isnotsm all;thisconcernsalso thestatusofpartonicpredictionswhen

E T m ax ischosen very sm all.Alternatively itwould beinteresting toexplorethepropertiesofdi�er-

entisolation criteria,such as,forexam ple,the one invented recently by Frixione [22].Concerning

these last two item s,approaches relying on beyond leading order partonic levelcalculations,and

fulleventgeneratorslike PYTHIA orHERW IG willbecom plem entary.
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A Technicaldetails on the two photon production

In thisappendix,wegivesom edetailson them ethod used todealwith infrared and softdivergences.

For a com plete presentation,we refer to [15]. The m ost com plicated kinem atics happens in the

two fragm entation m echanism . O nly the two fragm entation contribution willbe treated in this

appendix,the kinem atics ofthe other cases can be sim ply deduced replacing the fragm entation

function by a Dirac distribution:

D =k(x;M
2
f)= �(1� x)

Atthehadroniclevel,thereaction H 1(K 1)+ H 2(K 2)! (K 3)+ (K 4)+ X isconsidered with:

K 1 =

p
S

2
(1;0;1)

K 2 =

p
S

2
(1;0;� 1)

K 3 = K T3 (coshy3;n3;sinhy3)

K 4 = K T4 (coshy4;n4;sinhy4)

where

n
2
3 = n

2
4 = 1

Thecrosssection ofthe preceding reaction isthe sum ofthe following parts.

- ThepartI(cf.sect.2.2.1)containstheinfrared,theinitialstate,and a partofthe�nalstate

collinear singularities. O nce these divergences have been subtracted,i.e. cancelled against

virtualdivergencesorabsorbed intothebareparton distribution (fortheinitialstatecollinear

singularities) or the bare fragm entation functions(for the �nalstate collinear singularities),

thispartgeneratesthreetypesof�niteterm s.

(i) The�rsttype,ofinfrared origin,hasthesam ekinem aticsasthelowestorder(LO )term s

and isgiven in A.4 Pseudo cross section for the infrared and virtualparts.
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(ii) Thesecond type,ofinitialstatecollinearorigin,hasan extra integration overthecenter

ofm assenergy ofthe hard scattering,ascom pared to LO kinem atics. Forthisreason,

it is called quasi2 ! 2. It is given in A.2 Pseudo cross sections for the initialstate

collinear parts.

(iii) There is also a third type,of�nalstate collinear origin,which involves also an extra

integration ascom pared to LO kinem atics.

- The partsIIa and IIb contain the restofthe �nalstate collinearsingularities. O nce these

divergences have been absorbed into the bare fragm entation functions,the rem aining �nite

term s involve an extra integration over the relative m om entum ofthe collinear partons,as

com pared to LO kinem atics.Theseterm sarecom bined with thoseoftheso called third type

(iii) above,cf. equations (A.10) and (A.11). The resulting contributions are called quasi

2 ! 2 aswell.They aregiven in A.3 Pseudo crosssectionsforthe �nalstate collinear parts.

- ThepartIIc hasno divergences.Itisgiven in A.1 Cross section for realem ission.

A .1 C ross section for realem ission

Thecrosssection isparam etrized in the following way:

� = Cij

Z

dy3

Z

dy4

Z

dK T3

Z

dK T4

�

2

4

Z
1

x3m in

dx3

x3

Z
pT 5m ax

pT m

dpT5 pT5

ZZ


 35�C 3

d�35 dy5

� pT3 D =k(x3;M
2
f)

D =l(x4;M
2
f
)

pT4

�
Fi=H 1

(x1;M
2)

x1

Fj=H 2
(x2;M

2)

x2
jM j

2
3

+

Z
1

x4m in

dx4

x4

Z
pT 5m ax

pT m

dpT5 pT5

ZZ


 45�C 4

d�45 dy5

� pT4 D =l(x4;M
2
f)

D =k(x3;M
2
f
)

pT3

�
Fi=H 1

(x1;M
2)

x1

Fj=H 2
(x2;M

2)

x2
jM j

2
4

#

(A.1)

where
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x1 =
pT3
p
S
e
�y 3 +

pT4
p
S
e
�y 4 +

pT5
p
S
e
�y 5 (A.2)

= x̂1 +
pT5
p
S
e
�y 5

x2 =
pT3
p
S
e
y3 +

pT4
p
S
e
y4 +

pT5
p
S
e
y5 (A.3)

= x̂2 +
pT5
p
S
e
y5

x3m in =
2K T3
p
S

coshy3 (A.4)

x4m in =
2K T4
p
S

coshy4 (A.5)

The transverse m om enta pT3 (resp. pT4)are the transverse m om enta ofthe fragm enting partons.

They arerelated to thephoton variablesby pT3 = K T3=x3 (resp.pT4 = K T4=x4).Theintegration

range forthe pairofvariables�35 (resp.�45),y5 isthe kinem atically allowed range m inusa cone

in rapidity azim uthalangleC3 (resp.C4)along thep3 (resp.p4 )direction whosesizeisR th.The

overallfactorCij reads:

Cij =
�3s(�

2)

4S2� CiCj

and theCi are given by:

Ci=

�
N forquarks

(N 2 � 1) forgluons

Them atrix elem entsquared 16,taken from the�rstreferenceof[7]and [46],hasbeen splitinto

two parts:

jM j
2 = jM j

2
3 + jM j

2
4

The�rstpartjM j2
3
contains�nalstatecollinearsingularitiesarising when p3 // p5 and thesecond

part jM j24 contains �nalstate collinear singularities arising when p4 // p5. M ore precisely,the

m atrix elem entsquared can be written asa weighted sum ofeikonalfactors E ab plusa term free

ofinfrared orcollinearsingularities:

jM j
2
ij! klm =

4X

a= 1

4X

b= a+ 1

H ab(p5)E ab+ G (p5) (A.6)

where

E ab =
pa:pb

pa:p5 pb:p5

Using:
1

p3:p5 p4:p5
=

1

p1:p5 + p2:p5

�
1

p3:p5
+

1

p4:p5

�

(A.7)

we get:

16An overallfactor ofthe m atrix elem ent squared containing the average on spins and colors ofthe initialstate

and the coupling constanthasbeen putinto the coe�cientC ij
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jM j
2
3 =

1

2
H 12(p5)E 12 + H 13(p5)E 13 + H 23(p5)E 23 + H 34(p5)E

0

34 +
1

2
G (p5)

jM j
2
4 =

1

2
H 12(p5)E 12 + H 14(p5)E 14 + H 24(p5)E 24 + H 34(p5)E

00

34 +
1

2
G (p5)

with

E
0

34 =
p3:p4

p1:p5 + p2:p5

1

p3:p5

E
00

34 =
p3:p4

p1:p5 + p2:p5

1

p4:p5

In order that the infrared divergences cancel, and the collinear singularities factorize out, the

coe�cientsH ab have to ful�ll:

Ci

Ci0
a
(d)

i0i
(z1)jM j

2B
i0j! kl=

z1

�

H 12

�

(1� z1)p1

�

+ H 13

�

(1� z1)p1

�

+ H 14

�

(1� z1)p1

��

Cj

Cj0
a
(d)

j0j
(z2)jM j

2B
ij0! kl=

z2

�

H 12

�

(1� z2)p2

�

+ H 23

�

(1� z2)p2

�

+ H 24

�

(1� z2)p2

��

a
(d)

kk0
(z3)jM j

2B
ij! k0l=

z3

"

H 13

�
1� z3

z3
p3

�

+ H 23

�
1� z3

z3
p3

�

+ H 34

�
1� z3

z3
p3

�#

a
(n)

ll0
(z4)jM j

2B
ij! kl0 =

z4

"

H 14

�
1� z4

z4
p4

�

+ H 24

�
1� z4

z4
p4

�

+ H 34

�
1� z4

z4
p4

�#

In particular,thecancellation ofinfrared divergencesisinsured by:

H 12(0)+ H 13(0)+ H 14(0) = a
(d)

ii
(1)jM j

2B
ij! kl

H 12(0)+ H 23(0)+ H 24(0) = a
(d)

jj
(1)jM j

2B
ij! kl

H 13(0)+ H 23(0)+ H 34(0) = a
(d)

kk
(1)jM j

2B
ij! kl

H 14(0)+ H 24(0)+ H 34(0) = a
(d)

ll
(1)jM j

2B
ij! kl:

Thefunctionsa
(d)

ij
(z)willbegiven in equation (A.13).

In equation (A.1),theintegration dom ain fortherapiditiesand thetransversem om enta ofthe

two photonsisin generallim ited by experim ents.Theintegration overpT5 isconstrained by:

p
2
T5 < S (1� x̂1)(1� x̂2):
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A .2 Pseudo cross sections for the initialstate collinear parts

The�nitepartassociated to the collineardivergence p1 // p5 isgiven by:

�5==1 =

Z

dy3

Z

dy4

Z

dK T3

Z

dK T4

Z
1

x3m in

dx3

x3

Z
1

x4m in

dx4

x4

�
�s(�

2)

2�
C
B
ij pT �(pT3 � pT4)D =k(x3;M

2
f)D =l(x4;M

2
f)

�

Z
1

x0
1

dz1

z1

Fi=H 1

�
x0
1

z1
;M 2

�

x0
1

Fj=H 2
(x02;M

2)

x0
2

jM j
2B
i0j! kl

�
Ci

Ci0

"

a
(d�4)

i0i
(z1)

(1� z1)+
+ ln

�
p2
Tm

M 2

�

P
(4)

i0i
(z1)� fi0i(z1)

#

(A.8)

wherethevariablesx0
1
(resp.x0

2
)arede�ned by:

x
0
1 =

pT
p
S

�
e
�y 3 + e

�y 4

�

x
0
2 =

pT
p
S

(ey3 + e
y4)

and pT standsforpT3 orpT4.

The�nitepartassociated to the collineardivergence p2 // p5 isgiven by:

�5==2 =

Z

dy3

Z

dy4

Z

dK T3

Z

dK T4

Z
1

x3m in

dx3

x3

Z
1

x4m in

dx4

x4

�
�s(�

2)

2�
C
B
ij pT �(pT3 � pT4)D =k(x3;M

2
f)D =l(x4;M

2
f)

�

Z
1

x0
2

dz0
2

z2

Fi=H 1
(x0

1
;M 2)

x0
1

Fj=H 2

�
x0
2

z2
;M 2

�

x0
2

jM j
2B
ij0! kl

�
Cj

Cj0

"
a
(d�4)

j0j
(z2)

(1� z2)+
+ ln

�
p2
Tm

M 2

�

P
(4)

j0j
(z2)� fj0j(z

0
2)

#

(A.9)

with

C
B
ij =

2��2s(�
2)

4S2CiCj

The functions a
(d�4)

ij
(z), P

(4)

ij
(z) and fij(z) willbe de�ned at the end of this appendix cf.

equationsfrom (A.18)to (A.21),(A.13)and (A.24).

A .3 Pseudo cross section for the �nalstate collinear parts

These partscontain the collinearsingularitieswhich have been absorbed into the bare fragm enta-

tion functions.
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The�nitepartassociated to the collineardivergence p3 // p5 isgiven by:

�5==3 =

Z

dy3

Z

dy4

Z

dK T3

Z

dK T4

Z
1

x3m in

dx3
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+ 2

 

ln(1� z3)

(1� z3)

!

+

a
(4)

kk0
(z3)+ ln(R 2)

a
(4)

kk0
(z3)

(1� z3)
�(z 3m � z3)

#

whereasthe �nitepartassociated to the collineardivergence p4 // p5 isgiven by:

�5==4 =

Z

dy3

Z

dy4

Z

dK T3

Z

dK T4

Z
1

x4m in

dx4

x4

Z
1

z4m in

dz4

z4

�
�s(�
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f)
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Fi=H 1

(x001;M
2)

x00
1
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+ ln
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+ 2

 

ln(1� z4)

(1� z4)
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+

a
(4)

ll0
(z4)+ ln(R 2)

a
(4)

ll0
(z4)

(1� z4)
�(z 4m � z4)

#

The functionsa
(4)

ij
(z)and dij(z)willbe also de�ned atthe end ofthe appendix cf. equations

from (A.14)to (A.17)and (A.25).Thevariablesz3m ,z4m ,x
0

1,x
0

2,x
00

1 and x
00

2 appearingin equations

(A.10)and (A.11)are given by:

z3m =
pT3

pT3 + pTm
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pT4
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x
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A .4 Pseudo cross section for the infrared and virtualparts

Thispseudo crosssection isgiven by:

�ir =
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(A.12)

with pT = pT3 = pT4. The term sbii are de�ned in equations(A.22) and (A.23). In the equation

(A.12),y? = (y3 � y4)=2 and thefunction A(x)isgiven by:

A(x) = � ln(2)ln(4 cosh2(y?))+ 2y? sinh(2y?)

Z �

0

d�
ln(sin�)

cosh(2x)+ cos(2�)

+ 4

Z �

0

d�
sin(2�)

cosh(2x)+ cos(2�)
ln(sin�) arctan

�
sin�

1� cos�

�

Thefunction F isthe�nitepartofthevirtualterm and thevariablesŝ,t̂and û aretheM andelstam

variablesofthe2 ! 2 processes:

ŝ= (p01 + p
0
2)
2

t̂= (p01 � p
0
3)
2

û = (p02 � p
0
3)
2

wherethe4-vectorsp0i arethe infrared lim itsofthe4-vectorspi.

A .5 A ltarelli-ParisiK ernels

W e willgive in thisappendix the expressionsofthe functionsaij(z)and bij. These functionsare

de�ned by:
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P
(d)

ij
(z) =

a
(d)

ij
(z)

(1� z)+
+ bij�(1� z)

=
a
(4)

ij
(z)� �a

(d�4)

ij
(z)

(1� z)+
+ bij�(1� z)

= P
(4)

ij
(z)� �

a
(d�4)

ij
(z)

(1� z)+
(A.13)

where P
(4)

ij
(resp. P

(d)

ij
) are the Altarelli-Parisi K ernels in four (resp. d) dim ensions. So the

expressionsforthe functionsa
(4)

ij
(z),a

(d�4)

ij
(z)and bij are given by:

a
(4)
gg (z) = 2N

�

z+
(1� z)2

z
+ z(1� z)2

�

(A.14)

a
(4)
qq (z) = CF (1+ z

2) (A.15)

a
(4)
gq (z) = CF

�
1+ (1� z)2

z

�

(1� z) (A.16)

a
(4)
qg (z) = TF (z

2 + (1� z)2)(1� z) (A.17)

where N isthe num berofcolors,CF = (N 2 � 1)=(2N ) and TF = 1=2. The extra partneeded to

getthefunctionsa in d dim ensions(a
(d)

ij
(z)= a

(4)

ij
(z)� �a

(d�4)

ij
(z))isgiven by:

a
(d�4)
gg (z) = 0 (A.18)

a
(d�4)
qq (z) = CF (1� z)2 (A.19)

a
(d�4)
gq (z) = CF z(1� z) (A.20)

a
(d�4)
qg (z) = 2TF z(1� z)2 (A.21)

Thecoe�cientsb ij read:

bgg =
(11N � 2N F )

6
(A.22)

bqq =
3

2
CF (A.23)

Thefunction fij(x)and dij(z)de�nethe factorisation schem e forrespectively initialstate and

�nalstate collinearsingularities.In the M S schem e,we have:

fij(z)= 0 (A.24)

dij(z)= 0 (A.25)

B C ancellation ofthe pTm and R th dependences

In this appendix,we give further details on the cancellation ofthe pTm and R th dependences in

observablescalculated according to the m ethod used in thisarticle.
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In the conicalpartsIIa and IIb,the d-dim ensionalintegration overparticle 5 in Ci,i= 3;4,

readsschem atically:

�i =

Z pT 5m ax

pT m

dpT5 p
�1�2�
T5

Z

C i

d�i5 dy5 sin�2� �i5
F (pT5;�i5;y5)

cosh(yi� y5)� cos�i5
(B.1)

The term generating the �nalstate collinear pole (p5//pi) has been explicitly written,and the

rem aining quantity F (pT5;�i5;y5) is a regular function. In the parts II a and II b, the sam e

subtraction m ethod asin [15]isused,and thefollowing contribution isadded and subtracted:

�
sub
i =

Z pT 5m ax

pT m

dpT5 p
�1�2�
T5

Z

C i

d�i5 dy5 �
�2�
i5

2F (pT5;0;yi)

(yi� y5)
2 + �2

i5

(B.2)

In the cylindricalpartI,the �nite term sproduced by the integration over particle 5 are approx-

im ated: allthe term sdepending logarithm ically on pTm are kept,whereas term sproportionalto

powersofpTm areneglected.Notice thatthisdi�ersfrom thesubtraction m ethod im plem ented in

the cylinderin [15],which kepttheexactpTm dependence.

In sum m ary,the present m ethod is an adm ixture ofthe phase space slicing and subtraction

m ethods,at variance with what has been done in [15]. It ensures the exact cancellation ofthe

unphysicalparam eterR th dependence between partIIc and partsIIa,IIb whereasonly an ap-

proxim ated cancellation oftheunphysicalparam eterpTm dependencebetween partsIIc,IIa and

IIb and partIoccurs.

W echecked carefully thatthedependenceson theunphysicalparam etersdrop out.Thispointis

illustrated by thepTm dependence(at�xed R th = 0:1)and theR th dependence(at�xed pTm = 0:1

G eV),ofthe higherorder(HO )partofintegrated crosssection (the lowestorder(LO )partbeing

independentofthese param eters)

�
H O =

Z m m ax

m m in

dm 

d�H O

dm 

shown on Figs.15 and 16.W e display separately theq�q and qg initiated contributionsto the \di-

rect" on Fig.15,and the\one-" and \two fragm entation" m echanism s,on Fig.16.To bede�nite,

theintegration boundsaretaken to bem m in = 80 G eV,m m ax = 1500 G eV,thecutspT3,pT4 � 25

G eV,jy3;4j� 2:5 are applied,and the M RST2 setofparton distribution functionswith the scale

choice M = � = M f = m =2 are used;letusem phasize howeverthatthe pattern obtained does

notdepend on thesedetails.

Thequantity �H O doesnotdepend on R th and,in principle,itbecom esindependentofpTm at

sm allenough pTm .To show thesefeaturesm oreclearly,theobservabledisplayed istheratio R m 

de�ned asfollows:

R m 
=

1

A

Z m m ax

m m in

dm 

d�H O

dm 

(B.3)

The integrated cross section is norm alized to be asym ptotically 1 in order to show the size of

the relative error bars. However taking the denom inator A equalto the calculated �H O for the
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sm allest value ofpTm m ay be num erically unsuitable. Indeed,when pTm becom es sm aller and

sm aller,num ericalcancellations between larger and largercontributionsoccurand the errorbars

com ing from the M onte Carlo integration becom e largerand larger.These num ericaluctuations

a�ect the behavior in the lim it pTm ! 0. In order to bypass these technicalcom plications,A is

taken to be the averaged value ofthose ofthe integrated cross sections d�H O =dm  which are

consistent with each other within the error bars. For instance,for the pTm dependence ofthe

\direct" contribution,theaverage istaken overthevaluescorresponding to thethreesm allestpTm

because the fourth one is not consistent with the others in the error bars. In addition,in the

case ofthe directcontribution,the two partonic reactions q�q and qg have been splitbecause,for

the above choices ofscales,the two integrated contributions are large and ofopposite signs. As

expected,R m 
does not depend on R th and approaches 1 as pTm ! 0. Let us notice that one

can wonderwhetherlarge relative uctuationsdo notappearagain when the two contributionsof

the \direct" are added. Indeed,the relative uctuations ofthe HO term s are larger for the sum

than foreach parts,butthese HO term sare sm allcom pared to the LO part(�H O � O (1% )�LO )

hence the \physical" cross section (LO + HO ) is su�ciently stable. W hen the param eter p Tm is

chosen sm allenough with respectto pT3 and pT4,the neglected term spowerbehaved in pTm can

be safely dropped out. In practice,we observe that pTm values ofthe order ofhalfa percent of

the m inim um pT3 and pT4,i.e. pTm � 0:1 G eV,ful�llthese requirem ents. Before em barking in a

long phenom enologicalstudy,the useroftheDIPHOX code isadvised to check whetherthevalue

oftheparam eterpTm to beused issm allenough to neglectsafely thepowercorrectionsofpTm .
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Figure1: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=dpT vs.pT,thetransverseenergy ofeach photon,

in �� -proton collisions at
p
S = 22:9 G eV.Data points from the W A70 collaboration [1]. The

solid lineisthefullcontribution with scalesM = � = M f = 0:275(pT (1)+ pT(2)).
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Figure2: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=dpT vspT,thetransverseenergyofeach photon,at

Tevatron,
p
S = 1:8 TeV.Prelim inary datapoints(statisticalerrorsand system aticsin quadrature)

from theD0 collaboration [6]arecom pared to thetheoreticalpredictions:thefullNLO prediction

isshown asthesolid line.Theratio data/(fullNLO theory)isshown below.
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Figure 3: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=dm  vs. m ,the m assofthe photon pair,at

Tevatron,
p
S = 1:8 TeV.Prelim inary datapoints(statisticalerrorsand system aticsin quadrature)

from theD0 collaboration [6]arecom pared to thetheoreticalpredictions:thefullNLO prediction

isshown asthesolid line.
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Figure 4: Diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dqT vs. qT,the transverse m om entum ofthe

photon pair,atTevatron,
p
S = 1:8TeV.Prelim inarydatapoints(statisticalerrorsand system atics

in quadrature)from the D0 collaboration [6]are com pared to the theoreticalpredictions:the full

NLO prediction isshown asthe solid line
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Figure5: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=d� vs.�,theazim uthalanglebetween thetwo

photons,at Tevatron,
p
S = 1:8 TeV.Prelim inary data points(statisticalerrorsand system atics

in quadrature)from the D0 collaboration [6]are com pared to the theoreticalpredictions:the full

NLO prediction is shown as the solid line while open squares (open circles) represent the single

(double)fragm entation contribution.
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Figure 6: Splitting ofthe diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dm  at LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV

without isolation, into the \direct",\one fragm entation" and \two fragm entation" com ponents,

shown for two di�erent choices ofscales. The following kinem atic cuts are applied: pT(1)� 40

G eV,pT(2)� 25 G eV,jy(1;2)j� 2:5.
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Figure7: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=dm  vs.m ,theinvariantm assofphoton pairs,

atLHC,
p
S = 14 TeV withoutisolation. The following kinem atic cutsare applied: pT(1)� 40

G eV,pT(2) � 25 G eV,jy(1;2)j � 2:5. The scale dependence is shown on the bottom plot.

M = M f isunderstood.
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Figure 8: Diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dm  vs. m  at LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,with

isolation criterion E Tm ax = 5 G eV in R = 0:4. Sam e kinem atic cuts as in �g. 7. The scale

dependenceisshown on thebottom plot.M = M f isunderstood.
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Figure 9: M dependence ofthe \direct+ box" contribution to d�=dm  in severalm  bins at

LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,with isolation criterion E Tm ax = 5 G eV in R = 0:4. Sam e kinem atic cutsas

in �g.7.� ischosen to bem =2,whileM isvaried between m =2 and 2m .
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Figure 10: Diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dqT at LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,with isolation

criterion E Tm ax = 5 G eV in R = 0:4.Thefollowing kinem atic cutsareapplied:pT(1)� 40 G eV,

pT(2)� 25 G eV,jy(1;2)j� 2:5,and 80 G eV � m  � 140 G eV.The scale dependenceisshown

on the bottom plot.M = M f isunderstood.
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Figure 11: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=d� vs.�,the azim uthalangle between the

two photons,atLHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,with isolation criterion E Tm ax = 15 G eV in R = 0:4. Sam e

kinem atic cuts as in �g. 10. The scale dependence is shown on the bottom plot. M = M f is

understood.
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Figure 12: Diphoton di�erentialcrosssection d�=dm  vs.m  atLHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,without

and with isolation criterion E Tm ax = 5 G eV in R = 0:4. Sam e kinem atic cuts as in �g. 7. The

scale choice isM = M f = � = m =2.
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Figure 13: Splitting ofthe diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dm  at LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV

with isolation criterion E Tm ax = 5 G eV in R = 0:4,into the \direct",\one fragm entation" and

\two fragm entation" com ponents,shown forthescalechoice� = M = M f = m =2.Thefollowing

kinem atic cutsare applied:pT(1)� 40 G eV,pT(2)� 25 G eV,jy(1;2)j� 2:5.
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Figure 14: Diphoton di�erentialcross section d�=dqT at LHC,
p
S = 14 TeV,with isolation

criterion E Tm ax = 15 G eV in R = 0:4.Sam e kinem atic cutsasin �g.7.
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Figure15: Dependenceoftheratio R m 
(seeequation (B.3))overthephasespaceslicing param -

etersR th and pTm forthe \direct" contribution.
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Figure16: Dependenceoftheratio R m 
(seeequation (B.3))overthephasespaceslicing param -

etersR th and pTm forthe \one-" and \two fragm entation" contributions.
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