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We investigate QCD corrections to the cross section and differential distributions for
p+p—Q +0+X, where Q and Q are heavy quarks. We calculate the order-a; corrections to the
parton reaction g +g—Q + Q. At the quark level this involves the computation of the virtual-
gluon contributions to the reactions g +g— Q + 0, and the soft and hard contributions from the re-
action g +g—Q+0+g. Results are given for the cross section and differential distributions for
the range of pp collision energies available at CERN and Fermilab. A comparison is made with the

recent data from the UA1 Collaboration.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the last few years heavy-flavor production in
hadronic collisions has become an important subject. !
New experimental results have come from the search for
the top quark and the study of the properties of bottom
and charmed quarks.? Analysis of the ratio
op+p—pt+ut+X)/o(p +p—puT+u"+X) (Ref. 3)
established the phenomenon of B°B ° mixing,* and al-
lowed bounds to be placed on the Kobayashi-Maskawa®
matrix elements involving the top quark. The new exper-
imental data allows theorists to test the application of
perturbative QCD (Refs. 6-8) to processes where heavy
quarks are produced via light parton-parton interactions.
This is a subject of considerable importance for future pp
and pp accelerators.

There are two important contributions to heavy-flavor
production. The first one, which is theoretically as well
as experimentally better understood, is the process where
the heavy flavors appear as the decay products of the W
and Z bosons. The latter are produced via the Drell-Yan
mechanism in pp collisions. However, this source of
heavy-flavor production is only important for the top
quark® provided its mass satisfies the relation m, <M. /2
or m; <My —m,. In the second and dominant mecha-
nism the heavy quarks are directly created via parton-
parton collisions. When the heavy quarks are produced
at large transverse momentum this process can be de-
scribed by perturbative QCD, as will be explained below.
In lowest order of the strong coupling constant g, there
are two parton-parton subprocesses, quark-antiquark an-
nihilation and gluon-gluon fusion, i.e.,

g+g—Q+0,
and
g+g—0+0.

Both lowest-order O (a?) processes have been extensively
analyzed in the literature.!®!! This analysis reveals that

(1.

(1.2)
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at energies just above the threshold the total cross section
for process (1.1) is much larger than that for (1.2), provid-
ed the incoming quarks are valence quarks, which hap-
pens to be the case in pp collisions. When the c.m. ener-
gy is increased so that it is much larger than the heavy-
quark mass then the cross section for the gluon-gluon-
fusion process is the dominant one. The cross section for
(1.2) can be as much as an order of magnitude larger than
that for (1.1).

If one looks at the differential cross section one ob-
serves that both reactions produce the heavy quarks
mainly in the center of the (pseudo)rapidity region.®!2
Furthermore, the average transverse momentum of the
heavy quark is proportional to its mass.>!? It is of in-
terest to see how these features of the Born cross section
are modified by higher-order radiative corrections or by
inclusion of new production mechanisms which are
present in higher order in a;. Up to order a this re-
quires an examination of the cross sections and
differential distributions for the following parton-parton
processes:'>14

g+73—-Q+0+g, (1.3)

g+g—Q+0+g, (1.4)
and

g+q(@—Q+0+4q(7q). (1.5)

In a recent paper!?® the total cross sections of the above
processes have been completely calculated. From this we
infer that the radiative corrections are large and the main
contribution to the order-a? cross section can be attribut-
ed to process (1.4). This is especially true when the heavy
flavors are produced near threshold. In the limit s —4m?
the phase space behaves like V's —4m? and the square of
the Born amplitude is regular at s =4m?2. Hence the
O(a}) Born cross section vanishes at threshold. The
O(a}) contribution contains a Coulomb singularity
caused by the exchange of massless gluons between the
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massive quarks. The virtual matrix elements therefore
contain terms of the type 72/V's —4m?, which, when
combined with the phase-space factor V's —4m?2, yields a
total cross section which approaches a constant. Hence,
in the threshold region, the higher-order contributions
are larger than those of the Born processes in (1.1) and
(1.2).

As has been argued in Refs. 15-17 the gluon-gluon-
fusion reaction (1.4) becomes even more important if one
looks at the differential cross section with respect to the
transverse momenta. At large transverse momenta one
gets a sizable contribution to the differential cross section
from the subprocess g +g—g +g*. Here g* denotes the
virtual gluon which decays into the heavy quarks. Usual
QCD estimates give do(g +g*—g +g)/do(g +g—Q
+ Q) of the order of 100 and thus the contribution of the
order-a, correction overwhelms the cross section for the
Born process by a large factor. However, this argument
only holds if g* is almost real, which is the case for
charm production but not for b- or t-quark production.
For this reason and the observation made above about
the threshold enhancement we concentrate entirely on
the gluon-gluon-fusion mechanism in this paper.

The presentation is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we
discuss the Born cross section and introduce the notation
needed in the subsequent sections of the paper. We set
up the notation in the most general way so that also the
cross section for gluino-gluino production!'’ g +g—g+g
and the conventional QED reaction'® y+y—e®+e~
can be calculated. In Sec. III we discuss the virtual
corrections to process (1.2) and various details of our re-
normalization scheme. We use n-dimensional regulariza-
tion throughout the paper.'® In Sec. IV we give an out-
line of the calculation of process (1.4) and present a
method of how to split the cross section into hard- and
soft-gluon parts. The soft-gluon cross section will be
given in Sec. V. In Sec. VI we discuss the mass factoriza-
tion?° of the hard and soft plus virtual parton cross sec-
tions. An explicit formula for the latter contribution will
be presented. Also we indicate how one can reconstruct
the unrenormalized virtual cross section from the soft
plus virtual correction. In Sec. VII the results for the ha-
dronic cross section will be presented and discussed. In
Appendix A we list the scalar integrals which emerge
from the calculation of the virtual matrix elements.
Some kinematical details are presented in Appendix B.
In Appendix C we list the angular integrals which appear
in the two- to three-body reactions (1.3)—(1.5). Finally, in
Appendix D, we present some of the longer formulas for
the contributions of the soft plus virtual corrections.

II. THE BORN CROSS SECTION

As has been explained in the Introduction heavy-flavor
production is dominated by the gluon-gluon-fusion pro-
cess given in (1.1). The momentum assignment of this re-
action will be denoted as

gk +g(ky)—>Q(p)+0(p,) .

The graphs which contribute to the Born amplitude are
shown in Fig. 1. For the kinematical variables we choose

(2.1

FEY—— T

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1. The lowest-order Feynman diagrams contributing to
the amplitude for the reaction g (k;)+g(k,)—Q(p,)+0(p,).

S :2k1'k2 N

t]Et—m2=(k1'—p1)2—m2, (2-2)

U =u ——m2=(k, ——p2)2~m2 .

The Born matrix element, which will be denoted by M ﬁv,

is given by the standard QCD Feynman rules. In this
and the subsequent sections we want to keep the notation
as general as is possible. This enables us to describe pro-
cesses which are related to the one given in (2.1) includ-
ing also their radiative corrections. The two examples
are the standard QED electron-positron pair creation

(k) +ylky)—e (p)+et(py) (2.3)
and gluino pair production
glk)+g(ky)—g(p)+g(p,y), (2.4)

whose amplitudes can be obtained from the results of
Ref. 17.

Since the cross sections for the Born process and its ra-
diative corrections have to be evaluated in n dimensions
the algebra was performed by using the program
SCHOONSCHIP (Ref. 21). However, this program is only
suitable for four-dimensional y-matrix algebra so we had
to adapt the program for our n-dimensional computa-
tions.

The square of the Born amplitude M2
=et(k,)e (k) M ﬁv summed over the initial polarizations
and final spins can be written as

S MEMPB*=2g%CyB,+CgBg +CoppBaep) » (2.5)
with By, By related to Bggp by
Bo=|1-2-%1 |B By=—B 2.6
o= 2 Qep> Bk = QED > (2.6)
where Bgp is given by
t u 2 2 2
Bogp=—-+—+ AmZs | _mTs | 48
uy 4 tyu,y tiu, 144
2
2 8
2.7
€ 4t u, @7

and e=n —4. Notice that the epsilon terms are mass in-
dependent. The color factors Cp, Cg, and Cqgp are
different for the various processes listed above. They are
given by
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Co=N(N’—1), Cx=(N’—1N"!, Coep=0,
Co=0, Cg=0, CQED:47
Co=2N*N2—1), Cx=—2N*N*—1),

(2.8)
CQED =0 )

for reactions (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively, where N
denotes the number of colors.

In order to avoid the introduction of external ghost
lines while summing over the gluon helicities we limit
ourselves to the sum over the physical polarizations of
the gluon and use

P!’“’E 26’%‘(]‘, )6‘;‘(k,)
T

nfkl v kind  nlklkY

= —gHlV 4 .
& n;k; (n, -k,

2.9

> + denotes the sum over the transverse polarizations of
gluon i (i=1,2) and the polarization tensor P/ satisfies
the relations

k; PtY=P{k;, =0, n; P=P!n;,=0. (2.10)
We have chosen an arbitrary vector n; (n?30) for each
gluon i with n,5n,. Since the expression in (2.4) is
gauge invariant the explicit dependence on #n; drops out.
Therefore this method serves as a check on the gauge in-
variance of the physical quantities calculated in this pa-
per. Note however that we have taken the Feynman
gauge for the internal gluon propagator which appears in
the Born amplitude. The same gauge will be chosen for
the calculation of the higher-order radiative corrections
which will be discussed in the subsequent sections. The
independence of the matrix element squared on the n;
corresponding to the external gluons is a consequence of
the Slavnov-Taylor identities.?> We will say more about
this in the next sections.

Averaging over the initial gluon polarizations and
color we find that the result for the Born cross section in
n dimensions can be expressed as

$2 dzafgg) _ 7S, tyu,—sm? <
dt,du, I'(1+€/2) u’s
X8(s +t,+u,) > MEMEB* |

(2.11)

where K is the color-average factor. In the case of pro-
cesses (2.1) and (2.2) it is given by

K=(N>—1)"2, 2.12)
while, for the QED process (2.3),
K=1. (2.13)

The mass parameter p in (2.11) originates from the
dimensionality of the gauge-coupling constant g in n di-
mensions. The constant S, =(47) 2~ ¢/? originates from
the n-dimensional integration over the solid angle and the
remaining factor comes from the two-particle-to-two-
particle phase-space integral. For later purposes we will
split the Born cross section in the same way as has been
done for the matrix element squared in (2.5). Using a
shorthand notation we can write

© (2.14)

(0) — 7 5(0) 0) (0)
dagg _dU 0+do'igg,K+d0-gg,QED N
where the three cross sections on the right-hand side of

(2.14) can be derived from (2.5)—(2.8) and (2.11).

III. VIRTUAL CORRECTIONS

The order-a; QCD corrections to the differential cross
section in (2.11) require the calculation of the Feynman
diagrams shown in Fig. 2. The ultraviolet (UV), infrared
(IR), and the collinear or mass (M) singularities which
appear in the graphs are regularized by n-dimensional
regularization. In order to simplify the calculations we
have treated the heavy (c,b,t) and light (u,d,s) quarks in
the same way by giving both of them a mass m,. Note,
however, that in the light-quark case m + has to be con-
sidered as a regulator for the collinear divergence which
will eventually be removed by mass factorization.

For the internal gluon propagators we have chosen the
Feynman gauge. Although n-dimensional regularization
preserves the Slavnov-Taylor identities?> we have explic-
itly checked them on the amplitude level in our calcula-
tion. The relations for the four-, three-, and two-point
functions can be found in the above reference. This en-
sures that the total virtual amplitude denoted by M L/v
satisfies the identity (see Fig. 3)

KiM [ (K, ko) =M (ky,ky) , (3.1)

provided the external gluon and quark legs are put on
their renormalized mass shells. Notice that the ghost-
ghost-quark-antiquark amplitude M8"(k,,k,) is propor-
tional to k,,,.

The computation of M :1, has been done as follows. For
the Lorentz algebra we used the program SCHOONSCHIP
(Ref. 21). The Feynman integrals which contain loop
momenta in the numerator have been dealt with by using
an adapted version of the reduction program of Passarino
and Veltman.? This program, which was originally
designed to treat the UV divergences in a proper way, has
to be extended to account for the IR and M singularities.
This can be attributed to the appearance of double-pole
terms € 2 which show up when IR and M singularities
coincide. In this way we could reduce all Feynman in-
tegrals to a set of elementary scalar integrals which are
listed in Appendix A. These scalar integrals have been
computed in two different ways. The first one is via the
standard Feynman parametrization technique. This is
feasible because many particles in the loop graphs are ei-
ther massless or have only UV divergences. The second
calculation proceeds via the computation of the absorp-
tive part of the Feynman integrals by application of the
Cutkosky rules in #n dimensions. The real part is then ob-
tained by using the technique of dispersion relations. 2*

The virtual cross section is obtained from the interfer-
ence term between the virtual and the Born amplitude.
Summing over the initial-gluon polarizations and the final
spins this term will be denoted by

S (MYMB*+MEM V) (3.2)
with MV=e"(k,)e"(k,)M,. If we now use the polariza-
tion sum P/ in (2.9) the identity in (3.1) implies that ex-
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N N
NYY S B
a 9% 93 -
+
\,Qﬁf[—b —— > FIG. 3. Diagrammatic representation of the Slavnov-Taylor
a, b ¢, identity for the process g +g—Q+ Q. For an explanation of
the signs see Ref. 22.
IO —< 73'{2;——«— OO
\,Q,SL,Q,%» SO ‘nﬁ > pression (3.2) is gauge invariant and therefore indepen-
C2 ©s ‘e dent of n;. This we have checked by using an arbitrary
AER BT AT ——— n;. The final result for (3.2) can be written in the same
% Iy’ 5.0 way as we have done for the Born amplitude in (2.5):
NN e

FIG. 2. The order-g? Feynman diagrams contributing to the
amplitude for the reaction g (k,)+g(k,)—Q(p,)+0(p,). Ad-
ditional graphs are obtained from a,—a,; ¢, —c4; d;—ds;
e, —e, by reversing the arrows on the external fermion lines.
Loops with dotted lines represent quark, gluon, and ghost loops.

2 (MVMB* +MBMV*)
=gSNC,Vy+NCx V¢ +CoppVorp+CoVy) .
(3.3)

This formula can be applied to the virtual corrections to
(2.1), (2.3), and (2.4) with C, and Cg defined in (2.8).
However, the color factor for QED is now different so we
use Copp With

4_ — —
N_]\ﬂ___l_’ CQED = 8, CQED =O Py (3.4)

for (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively. ¥, denotes the
fermion-loop contributions to the three-gluon vertex and
the gluon self-energy. Here the sum over all flavors is im-
plicitly understood. The expressions for Vy, Vi, Vep,
and V, are rather lengthy so that they will not be given
here. However, they can be easily reconstructed from the
reduced virtual and soft cross section. How to do this
will be shown in Sec. VI after we have performed mass
factorization. The virtual unrenormalized cross section
becomes

2 (1)
d oy,
dtldul

Coep=

| 4 €/2

7S,

1 tlul—-sm2
4 I'(1+€/2)

u’s

2

X8(s+ty+u) 3 (MVME*+MEMT*),
3.5

where K is defined in (2.12) and (2.13). Using the same
shorthand notation as in (2.14) we can split the virtual
cross section as follows:

(dol)V=(dol) o) +(dol) ) +(dol) oen)”

+(doll) ). (3.6)

In the explicit expression for the virtual cross section we
observe single- and double-pole terms of the type € ‘
(i=1,2) which are due to the UV, IR, and M singulari-
ties. Double-pole terms only appear when IR and M
singularities coincide. The latter show up only in the O
and K part of the virtual cross section in (3.6). The QED
part has no collinear divergences and its UV divergence
can only be attributed to mass renormalization. Further-
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more it has IR singularities. The fermion-loop part only
has UV divergences due to coupling-constant renormal-
ization. Note that collinear singularities in the fermion-
loop part, which can be traced back to the light quarks,
have been regulated by giving each quark a mass m,.
The O and K part contain all types of singularities men-
tioned above.

The IR singularities cancel when one adds the virtual
and soft contributions to the cross section. The latter
will be presented in Sec. V. The UV singularities are re-
moved by renormalization. Since the cross section is a
renormalization-group invariant we can limit ourselves to
mass and coupling-constant renormalization. Starting
with the mass renormalization we have to choose the on-
shell renormalization scheme in order to satisfy the Ward
identity (3.1). This can be achieved by replacing the bare
mass in the Born cross section by the renormalized mass:

a

1+
4

2
m,—m Cr %+3y5—3ln417—~4—31n—r{:—2

T
(3.7

Here Cp denotes the Casimir factor which is determined
by the representation of the fermion

N2—1
2N

for (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively. «, =g2 /47 is the
strong coupling constant for (2.1), as well as (2.4).
a,=a=1.0/137.0 for (2.3). y is Eulers constant. For
the coupling-constant renormalization we have more
freedom as long as we limit ourselves to gauge-invariant
subtraction schemes. Here we will choose the modified
minimal-subtraction (MS) scheme with the mass of the
heavy flavor m as renormalization scale. This will be
achieved by replacing the bare coupling constant in the
Born cross section by the renormalized one

Cp= Cy=1, Cp=N, (3.8)

2

z—|-7/E-—1n477'—1n-L2
€ m

(04
1+ —

8,8 Bo (3.9

87

with a; as before. [, denotes the lowest-order coefficient
of the B function. It can be split into a gluon part 3, and
a fermion part B;:

Bo=/30,g +Bo,f s

where Bg and B - are determined by the representations of
the gluon and the fermion with respect to their local and

global gauge groups. In our example f3; , is given by
Bog=4N, Bog=0, Bog,=4N, (3.11)

for (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively, where we have as-
sumed that the gluon is always a singlet with respect to
the global gauge group. For B,  we have

(3.10)

Bos==—3%ns Bosy=—% Bosy=—3n;N, (3.12)

for (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively. In the case of (2.1)
we have put the quark in the fundamental representation
of the local, as well as the global gauge group. The di-
mension of the latter is indicated by n;. The gluino in

40

(2.4) is put in the adjoint representation of the local gauge
group.

Other subtraction schemes and/or renormalization
scales can be obtained via finite renormalizations. The
renormalized virtual cross section is now given by

2 (1) YV 2 (1 ¥
2| 40 | _ 2| 908
dt,du, | dt,du,
a; |2 u?
_+ —_— —_
+27r e TVE In4m lnmzy
20(0)
X s 2—-EE 3.13
ot du, (3.13)

where mass renormalization in the first term of the right-
hand side of the above equation is already implicitly un-
derstood.

IV. GLUON BREMSSTRAHLUNG

The gluon bremsstrahlung cross section is given by the
process

g(ky)+g(ky)—g(k;)+Q(p)+0(p,) .

This reaction is derived from the basic process in (2.1) by
adding a gluon to the final state. Similar reactions exist
for the processes in (2.3) and (2.4). The eleven Feynman
diagrams which contribute to the amplitude M /va?» are
shown in Fig. 4. In the calculation of these diagrams we

-

4.1)

50— fm*i—gf

S ﬁaii'j—» B9
(a) (b) | (c)
BET—e— BT Y—<

)
m% R

(e)

(f) (a) (h)

o B8

(i) (j) (k)

FIG. 4. The order-g> Feynman diagrams contributing to the
amplitude for the gluon bremsstrahlung reaction g(k;)
+g(ky)—>Q(p,)+0(p,)+g(ks). Additional graphs are ob-
tained from (a)—(e) by reversing the arrows on the external lines.
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found it convenient to introduce ten kinematical invari-
ants:

s=(k,+k,)?,
S3=(k3 +p2 )2_m2 ’
sy=(ky+p)?—m?,

ss=(p+py)=—us,
tl :(kz _p2 )Z—mZ:t —m2 N

4.2)
u,=(k;—p,)*—m*=u—m?,

t'=(k,—k;3)?,
u'=(k,—k3)?,
ug=(k;—p;—m?,
u7=(k1—p1)2—m2 ’
where k| +k,=k;+p,+p,. The invariants s, ¢,, and u,
were already used in the calculation of the Born graphs
(Sec. II) and the virtual graphs (Sec. III). Since we are
considering a two-to-three-body process only five of the
invariants are linearly independent. The square of the
amplitude summed over all spins and (physical) polariza-
tions of the gluon is given by $ MEM~R* where MR is
defined by

MR=e(k)e"(ky)eM kMR, (K ks, k3) . 4.3)

As in the case of the Born and virtual amplitude we only
sum over the physical gluon polarizations. For this pur-
pose we again use PV in (2.9). The gauge invariance of
the matrix element squared can be checked by the obser-
vation that the explicit dependence on n; in (2.9) drops
out. The square of the amplitude was calculated in n di-
mensions up to order €2 (¢=n —4) in order to account
for the IR and M singularities which show up in the real-
gluon cross section. We checked algebraically that the
n=4 part of the square of the matrix element agrees with
the expressions already found in Ellis and Sexton!? and
Gunion and Kunszt.!” Following the notation in the
latter reference we write

S MEMR*=g%NC,R, +NCxRg +CoepRgep) »
(4.4)

where C,,Cy are defined in (2.8) and C’QED is defined in
(3.4) for the process in (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4), respectively.

Averaging over initial spins and colors the cross sec-
tion can be written in the form (see Appendix B)

sz[a’zag{) R_ 1 3 S2u~¢ tu,—sm? 2
dt,du, 2 I'(l+e) p,zs
3" RafR+
mfdﬂn EM M ’

4.5)

with s,=s+t,+u, and dQ,=sin'"9,d0,sin0,d6,.
Like the virtual and Born cross section we can decom-

pose (4.5) into

(dagé))R=(d0(l)

o )R+(d0.(l) )R X

88, QED
In order to perform the angular integrations the square of
the matrix element has to be split into sets of terms of the
type (s')*(s"")\. Here k,I are positive or negative integers
and s’,s" represent pairs of the kinematical variables list-
ed in (4.2). The decomposition has to be done in such a
way that only one variable contains the polar angle 6,
and the other one has both the polar angle 6, and the az-
imuthal angle 6,. The decomposition requires extensive
partial fractioning which exploits the following identities
between the invariants defined in (4.2):

R+(doll)

. (4.6)

S3=uUs—Il Uy,

S4=u5—'u6_u7 >

us=—s—t'—u', 4.7)
u6:_S'—t1_"t, N
u;=—s—u;—u'.

Using these relations one can write each term in the
square of the amplitude as a product of invariants, where
the number of invariants containing the angular integra-
tion variables is two or less: e.g.,

t/—lu;~lu5—l:___‘s—l(t'—lus—l_+_ur*-lu5—1+tr—lul—1) .
(4.8)

We used SCHOONSCHIP to perform this decomposition.
The resulting expression contains 80 distinct terms.
After substituting the angles into the expressions for
(s’)%(s"")! the result (4.5) requires the evaluation of in-
tegrals of the form

5= [ d6,sin" %6,
X [ "d6,sin" 4 b cosf,) ¥
fo d0,sin” " "0,(a + b cos6;)
X(A +B cosf,+C sinfcosb,) ",
4.9)

where a, b, A, B, and C are functions of the external ki-
nematic variables s, ¢, u;, and m?. The results for the
angular integrals are listed in Appendix C. Some of these
integrals can be found in the literature®* 2% and the gen-
eral method of evaluating them follows the techniques in
Ref. 24.

Expression (4.9) contains collinear (M) singularities if
k>1or I>1 and a*=b% or A*=B?*+C? which arise
when the outgoing gluon is emitted parallel to one of the
incoming gluons. These singularities can be traced to the
terms ¢’ ! and u’' 7! in the square of the matrix element.
The M singularities only show up in the O and K part of
the cross section since the gluon is only emitted from a
massive quark in the QED part. Besides the collinear
divergences there are also IR singularities arising from
soft-gluon emission. They show up when the cross sec-
tion in (4.5) is convoluted with the input (bare) gluon dis-
tribution functions. The hadronic cross section (see also
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Sec. VII) is defined by

a2 1 a’x1 dx2 H
2 I
S dT dUl X fx XI fg
dzor’
2 88
.10
Xs diidu, (4.10)

where S, Ty, and U, (see Sec. VII) are the hadronic
analogues of the parton kinematic variables s, ¢, and u,
defined in (2.2). fZ ¢ denotes the bare parton (bare gluon)
distribution function whereas d’c 04 stands for the vari-
ous parton cross sections (Born, virtual and real gluon)
calculated in this paper. The limits x,  and x,_ are
determined by the kinematical conditions

s=x1x,8, t;=x,T,,

u,=x,U; with0=x;=<1,0=x,<1, (4.11)
s4=x;x,8 +x,T,+x,U; 20,
which yield
_ ——Ul _ _xlTl (4 12)
=TT, T X s+U, ’

For a plot of the kinematics, see Fig. 5. If the real-gluon
cross section in (4.5) is inserted into (4.10) we get IR
singularities which arise at the end point of the integra-
tion x, =x,_. At this point s, =0 and the gluon momen-
tum k; vanishes. To study this phenomenon further
we make a change of variable in (4.10) via x,

=(s,—x;T,)/(x,;S+U,) and integrate over s, rather
than x,. Then we split the integral over s, as follows:
S2 dzo'HlHZ — 1 dxl 1
dT,dU, X1 xy sq—x, T,
Cx (S+T)+U, A
X [ ds,+ | d ]
I ot [ s,
H, H, |S¢—x, T,
X 0l 1T ST,
R

d2
X —
|S dt,du,
If we now choose A<<m?S,T,,U;, which implies

A <<s,t;,u,, then one can approximate the second in-
tegral in (4.13) by

(4.13) .

Note that in this approximation one neglects terms of the
order A/m?, A/S, A/T,,and A/U,. This will not cause
problems since A will be set to zero in the final answer
(see Secs. VI and VII). The result (4.14) is just a convolu-
tion integral of the type in (4.10) over a 8§ function which
appears in the case of the Born and virtual cross sections.
Since 0=<s, <A represents the soft-gluon region we can
define the soft-gluon cross section as

a2 S A a0 1R
2 88 _ 2 88
=8(s +t,+ d _—
dt,du, 8s +1, ul)fo S |8 dt du,
(4.15)

Insertion of expression (4.15) into (4.10) leads immediate-
ly to (4.14). The above cross section contains all IR
singularities. The double-pole terms are those containing
the factors ¢'“lu' "L Tl u sy e T sy L u T sy
whereas the single-pole terms contain the factors s; 2,
s; 2 and 53 's; . The last set of terms, which lead to IR
divergences, only show up in the QED part. The O and
K part of the matrix element contains both sets of terms.
The first will be often referred to as the soft-collinear
term.

The part of the matrix element contributing to the
soft-gluon integral in (4.15) can be obtained via the eikon-
al approximation. Here one neglects the soft-gluon mo-
menta on the quark lines with respect to the quark mo-
menta. However the three gluon vertices have to be
treated exactly. Notice that this method also applies to
the kinematics so that the gluon momentum which ap-
pears in the overall momentum-conserving 8 function in
(B8) can be neglected with respect to the other momenta.
In this way the 2-3 particle kinematics becomes
equivalent to the kinematics in a 2-2 particle reaction so
one immediately obtains the & function in (4.15). This
method provides us with the soft-gluon matrix element,
which has to be computed up to order €* in order to ac-
count for the soft-collinear divergences. From this result
we infer the soft-gluon cross section which will be
presented in the next section.. If one adds the renormal-
ized virtual cross section (3.13) to the soft-gluon cross
section (4.15) the IR divergences cancel. This implies
that all double poles cancel and the ones left over are
only due to collinear singularities. They will eventually
be removed by mass factorization (Sec. VI).

The other piece of the s, integration, which ranges
from A<s,<x(S+T,)+U,, yields the hard-gluon

cross section. The hard-gluon matrix element squared
’_1

dx —x.T has to be computed up to order € as far as the terms ¢
fl & —1 ffl(xl )ngz S Sl U and u’ ! are concerned. As has been already mentioned
- xy x; Ty x;$+U, below (4.9) these terms represent the hard collinear (M)
i R divergences which can be removed by mass factorization.
X f Ads4 g2— 88 (4.14)  According to (4.6) the hard-gluon cross section contains
0 dt du, the pieces
J
/2
d’c " tyu,—sm? |°
gg 0 — 1 3KN 1#1
dt,du, s KNCo s
(s+1t,+u? (s+1t,)%+(s +t1+u1)2 ul+(s+e,+u,)?
(s+et))s+t+u) (s +1)u, (s +1,)?
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B+s+)? [2+H6+6)?  am?  am? | |2 (s+t;+u,)?
X 3 - s | | = tveg—Indr+In— 5
tu, s4(s +1,) su tug € ps+t,tu,+m*)
(s+1,)? t? s+t t
—+——+ -
us u;s tiuy u(s+t,)
dam¥ s+t +uy) [t2+Gs+1,)? m eI +(s+1,)?]
+ 3 — EE} +{t,ou,}
uj stuy tjug
L] gy, St [fao.r, ™ (4.16)
2| 7 Os+t,+u,+m? " "] ’ '
) dza(ggl( H_ ' BKNC tiu, —sm? <2
dt,du, #% K s
(s +1t;)+u? (s+t) 2 +(s+t;+u)? uld(s+t,+u,)?
X J— J—
(s+2;)s+t,+tu,) (s +1t)u, (s +1,)?
13 +(s +1,)? 2 452 (s +1,+u,;)?
L : _4m2s 4"215; g+7/E—1n41'r-i-1n 3 ! ! 3
tu(s+t)  tud tiuy € uAs+t,+u,+m*)
2 4mis(s +t,+u;) 2
to | Ly—8 DT L ms o)
u, tju,(s—+it;) tui u;  tjui
5 3
1| a s+t tu, finite
— |= | —KNC ——————[ dQ,R ] , 4.17)
2| 7 s+t +u,+m? f nrK
and
d*oll L T R s+t,+u
52| — S0 | [~ * kKCopp——————— [dQ,R , (4.18)
dtydu, 2| 7 QEDs+t1+u,+m2f 4™ QED

where the symbol ( )fi* denotes the finite part of the angular integrals listed in Appendix C. The expressions for the
squares of the matrix elements, namely, Ry, Rk, and R ggp, can now be taken in four dimensions. Because of the nota-
tional differences, they are 8 times smaller than their namesakes in Table I of Ref. 17.

V. SOFT-GLUON CORRECTIONS

The soft-gluon amplitude can be obtained from the matrix element in (4.3) by applying the eikonal approximation.
The limit k;—0 is taken in the numerator and denominator terms as has been indicated in the previous section [see the
text below (4.15)]. In this limit the kinematical invariants in the two-to-three-body process can be approximated by

s3—0, s4,—0, t'—0, u'—0, us——s, ug—u;, u;—t;, (5.1

while the other invariants remain unaltered. The soft matrix element can be written in the following form [see (4.4)]:

S MSMS*=gSNC,S,+NCxSg +CoepSoen) » , (5.2)
with
S, =4 nui [ 1 1 tiuy | 1 41 +t%+u% s m* m? B (5.3)
o S'2 u's4 t’S3 S2 t’S4 ulss S2 t'u’ S% S% QED > .
1 1 1 ti+ul | [(m?  m? | tituls—2om?
SK=4 _tl ’ + ' _ul ’ + ’ + 12 2 _—2— 2 - 2 BQED ’ (5 4)
U's, t's, t'sy, u's; s $3 Sa s $384
and
2 2 . 2
m m s—2m
QED s% Si 354 QED ‘

where Bgp, is given in (2.7). From (4.5) and (4.15) we infer the soft-gluon cross section



62 BEENAKKER, KUIJF, VAN NEERVEN, AND SMITH 40

€/2

d2oh )’ 3 S2ue tus—sm? A glte
2| 2 % | | L Ze at 8(s+t,+u,) [Cds,————— [dQ, S MMS* . (5.6)
dt,du; 2 | T(1+e€) u’s 1 1 fo 4(s4+m2)1+e/2 f n 2

Using the expressions for the angular integrals in Appendix C the integration over s, is straightforward. Decomposing

the soft cross section as indicated in (5.2) we obtain

d%.V, s
2 ﬁi—’— =KNCoF (s,t,u)8(s +t,+u,)
18U,
t1+u? —2m? 2
ITHL ) _s22m —3+1+%+31n—s’"
52 st—4sm? € € € hiu
, sm? ) . sm?
+1In —In%*x +Li, |[1— —3£(2)
141 Ly
t u xt t
R [lln—‘Jrllnz——‘ +Li, [1——~ [—Li, {1——
s € 1 u, Xu
u? t xu u
+ 2 2 L L P - |y |1 | |} (5.7)
S u 1 2 tl 1 xtl
d2ov. 1S
2 [dt—:;i]( =KNCgF(s,t;,u;)8(s+t,+u,)
18U,
8 U 1y tuj s —2m? 2
X | ——=+1In%x —In>*— +3&(2)+ |2+ —————Inx +——1
e t J 52 Vis2—asm? €
t24u? — 2
— 1S2 : VSSZ—Z—Z;mZ '—%lnx +2 Li,(x)+2 Liy( —x)—In* +2Inx In(1—x2)—£(2) ] , (5.8)
d2oD s
52| SR | =KToupF (s,11,u)8(s +1, +u,)
16U
92
x{—5=22m |12 4 |inx+2 Li,(x)+2 Liy( —x)—In%x +2Inx In(1—x2)—£(2) ~241t,
Vs2—asm? € €
(5.9
[
with this process the soft-gluon expression (5.6) is not propor-
N tional to the whole Born cross section [see (2.11)]. This is
x =l:__1:_iM, 0<x<1, (5.10)  revealed by the fact that in the case of process (2.1)
1+V1—4m?/s Coep =0 whereas the O(a,) part of the (5.6) yields
CQED=(N4— 1)/N? cf. (3.4). Addition of the renormal-
and the common factor F defined by ized virtual contribution (3.13) and the soft contribution
(5.6) leads to the cancellation of the infrared singularities
Flsitiu,)= 1 P Se o /2 Y~ Indm) present in both of them. The leftover collinear singulari-
L 167> T(1+e€/2) ties from the initial-state gluon radiation are responsible
for the single-pole terms. The latter can be removed via
tyu,—sm? €2 Az |2 mass factorization as will be shown in the next section.
BQED . '
s 1i2m?
VI. MASS FACTORIZATION
(5.11)

In the above expressions £(2)=m?/6 and y is the Euler
constant. Li,(x) is the dilogarithmic function as defined
in Ref. 27. Note that all differential cross sections are
proportional to the QED part of the Born cross section.
However, because of the typical non-Abelian character of

As has been mentioned in the previous sections the re-
normalized virtual plus soft- and hard-gluon cross sec-
tions still contain initial-state collinear divergences.
These divergences have to be removed via mass factoriza-
tion. The collinear-singular parton cross section do;; can
be written to all orders in a; as



18

oij(s,tl,ul,uz,e)
dt,du,

Flt(th ’.u' €)

1dx1 1 de
fO xl mj(xz)Qz’y'zyE)

2d &1 (3,71,1,,0%)
dt,dii, ’

where §=x,x,s, T,=x,t,, #,=x,u,. The T'); are the
splitting functions which have been calculated up to or-
der o? and can be found in the literature.?® They contain
singularities as poles in € and further depend on the mass
factorization scale QZ, which is of the order of s,7,,u;.
The parameter u? is an artifact of n-dimensional regulari-
zation which appears in the splitting function as well as
in the parton cross section do;;. The reduced cross sec-
tion d&,, has no collinear divergences and is therefore
finite in the limit e—0. The above equation holds for the

(6.1)

a
F (x,,Q ,/J. €) 8(1'—x,)+ 2x P (x,,ﬁ )

where the sum is over the light flavors L =(u,d,s). As
has been mentioned above (3.1) the collinear divergences
due to the light quarks have been regulated by giving
these quarks a small mass m,. This implies that the col-
linear pole term €~ ! is replaced by the logarithmic singu-
lar term Inm } /m*. The gluon contribution P, and the
fermion-loop contribution Pf are given by

2

Py (x;,8,)=N |6(1—x;—8,)
X 1_2x1+—27—4+2x,.——2x,-2
+8(1—x;)(2n,+ 1) |, (6.4)

PL(x)=8(1—x,)(—1B, ;) . (6.5)

where B, ; is obtained from B, in (3.12) by putting
nf___l.
J

zdza(glg)(s,tl,ul) s dz (s,tl,ul)
dt,du, dt 1du
ag ldxl
— Y. fo';l'— ng(xl,al)
lde

o

) d?’s (gg)(xzs,tl,xzul)

z Pl (x; )ln

+E

2
Py(x3,8) =+ 3 P/
f=L
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nonsinglet as well as singlet case. Like the I';;, the par-
ton cross sections d&;, can be expanded in a power
series in a; as follows:

2 © 2_(n)
s2 d U‘J — E s2 d gij
dt]dul n=0 dtldu]
(6.2)
0 _ 5 a4
dtldul n=0 dtldul

Here da"’) and d& ") represent the order-a” part of the
collinear- smgular and collinear-finite cross sections. In
this section we will calculate the reduced cross section
dé élg) which is obtained from d afg}g). The latter receives
its contribution from the hard-gluon cross section
(4.16)—(4.18) and the virtual plus soft parts in (3.13) and
(5.7-(5.11). The gluon-gluon sphttmg function 'y, has
been calculated in the literature.?® Up to order a; 1t can
be written as

+fgg(x,,Q2,/,L 5;)

The function fgg(xi,Qz,pz,S,-) does not contain col-
linear divergences and can be chosen arbitrarily. This
implies that the reduced cross section d& depends on the
way one has performed the mass factorization in (6.1).
This is indicated by the mass factorization scale Q2
which appears in d& as well as in f,, and I'y,. In order
to regulate the pole at x; =1, which appears in I', as
well as in f,, we have adopted the convention in Ref. 29.
Here one introduces a parameter §; which enables us to
distinguish between soft gluons, where x;>1—95; and
hard gluons where x; <1—3§;. The parameter §; is relat-
ed to the quantity A which appears in the soft-gluon fac-
tor in (5.11) via mass factorization. Substituting (6.2) into
(6.1) we obtain the following relations between the
coefficients daﬁ-l'-" and dé {":

Szdzag’g)(s,tl,u,)_s d’c ( (s ti,uy) (6.6)
dtldul dt dul ’

and

dzﬁ(m(xls,xltl,ul)

m
(xl j; +fgg(x1’Q2’ﬂ2’81)]§2

2
my
2 +fgg(x27Q2;,u'2,82)

fldu,

20 (X2)In

dt du,

(6.7
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Notice that we have used the relation (6.6) in deriving (6.7). From (6.3)—(6.5) we infer that P,, and f,, can be split into

two pieces as follows:

ng

fgg(x,-,Qz,,uz,S,-)=6(1—x,»—8i )f;;(x,-,Qz,,Lﬁ)-i—B(l—x,-)

(x;,8,)=0(1—x,—8,)PH(x,)+8(1—x,)P5T"8,) ,

(6.8)

S+V 2,2
SHNQ%uS,)

where PH, f# and PSSV, £S5V denote the hard- and soft-gluon parts, respectively. Substitution of (6.6) and (6.8) into

(6.7) yields

25 (1) 2_(1)
, 470 (s, ty,uy)  ,d0g (s, t,uy)

ST dtdu, 0 dndu,
2
2 - m
___57_‘;_ [ng+V(81)+ng+V(82)]—g- 2 Bo’flnm_é+fg§2+V(Q2’#2’81)_}_fg,S;FV(QZ,MZ’SZ)]
f=L
stdzofgg,)(s,tl,ul)
dtdu,
- flwﬁldx‘ PH(x )2+ fH(x,, 0% ) |52 2o (X18,%111,1y)
2 0 X1 & *1 € 88 *1 o d d‘t\ldul
1-8, dx, 2 dzo(o’(xzs,tl,xzul)
2 |pH 24 fH(x 02 ,2) |§2—%8 6.9)
+f0 g (%2) S T fgg (x5, 0%07) |8 didn

From the 8(s +¢,+u,) factor in the Born cross section
for d’oY) in (2.14) we infer that the first and second in-
tegrals between the large square brackets of (6.9) are eval-
uated for

.t i (6.10)
x, = y Xp= .
bos e 2 s+u,
respectively, with the constraints x;<1—8&; and

x, <1—8,. This implies that

u L5

5; <1+ , <1+
! 82 S+u1

ey (6.11)

From he soft-gluon integral in (5.6) we observe that the
kinematical invariants s,7;,%, in the hard-gluon part of
dzagg) in (6.9) satisfy the inequality (see also Sec. IV)

sg=s+t;tu;>A. (6.12)
From (6.11) and (6.12) it follows that we can identify

-4 s__A
s+t1’ 2 S+u1

8, (6.13)

As has already been pointed out in the text after (6.5),
dé !} depends on the choice we make for the function
fog- Besides the dependency of the reduced cross section
on coupling-constant renormalization as mentioned
below (3.7), this now introduces a second arbitrariness.
However, from a phenomenological viewpoint the latter
is much more serious than the former. It is possible to
find a process where the running coupling constant can
be measured with a reasonable accuracy for a given re-

normalization scheme. Examples are the thrust distribu-
tion in e*e —hadrons and the nonsinglet structure
function in deep-inelastic scattering. However, this is not
the case for the gluon distribution function. Neither in
deep-inelastic scattering nor in direct photon production
(g +q —g +q+7v) Ref. 30) can we measure the gluon
distribution function for a given mass-factorization
prescription with a reasonable accuracy.

This is especially true for the large-x region. Here x
stands for the fraction of the momentum of the hadron
carried away by the gluon. This will seriously affect the
predictive power of our calculation. Since we cannot do
any better we have chosen the MS mass factorization
scheme with Q?>=m? as factorization scale. This is the
same scheme which was chosen for the coupling-constant
renormalization. With this choice we have

fgg(thzi#Z’S[):ng(xiysj)

2
'yE—ln47r+lnLn7 ‘ .
w

(6.14)

Other mass factorization schemes are also possible: see,
e.g., Ref. 13.

The reduced cross section d& gg’ can now be split in the
same way as has been done for the hard part in (4.6) and
the virtual part in (3.6) so the hard-gluon part of the re-

duced cross section becomes
(d6 gV 1=(d8 o) +(d6 B ) +(de Boen)?
(6.15)

where the terms on the right-hand side of (6.15) are given
by
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H
o dza;go L PKNC t} (s +1,)? (s +t,)*+u? _(s+t1)2+(s+t1~|—u1)2_'u%—f-(s-i—t1+u,)2
dt,du, a7 ° stiu, (s+t,)s+t,+u,;) (s +t))u, (s +1,)?
1+ (s +1,) 4m? sm? (s +1,+u,)?
— — n
s(s+t,) u, tu, mAs+t,+u,+m?)
8m*(s +t,+u,) 2
4 21 Vo sm (e ou,)
uy tiuy
3 )
1 ay s+t1+u1 finite
+ = —[ dQ,R ] : (6.16)
2| 7 Os—i—tl-i-ul-i—m2 f no
H
o2 d*s KNG s (s+t,)*+u? _(s+t,)2+(s+tl+u1)2_u%+(s+t1+u1)2
dtldul 47 K tlul (S+tl)(s+tl+ul) (s+t1)u1 (S+t1)2
y i+ +6)?  4m? l_smz N (s +t,+u,)?
s(s+ty) u, tiu, mis+t,+u,+m?)
8ms +t,+u,) 2
+ e P +{t1<—>ul}l
uy Ly
+ |4 50“31<Nc iRl fao,re |™ (6.17)
2| 7 Ks+t1+u,+m2[ " "] ’ '
d% ) " > s+it,+tu
2 ggQED | _ |1 S = 1 1
s |————| =|= | —KCggp———— | dQ4R . 6.18
dt,du, 2 | 7 QEDs+t1+u1+m2f 4 QED (6.18)
[
For the definitions of ( )i see the text below (4.18).  where
The virtual- plus soft-gluon part of the reduced cross sec- Vs Vs
tion can be written as [see (3.6)] Fo "(tu,ty,uy), Fg " (Lu,ty,uy),
and

(VW +S— (1) yW+S§ (1)
(de W)V HS=(de Xo)V S+(de W)V S

+(d& Vopp)’ ST+ D)V L (6.19)

We are able to give an explicit expression for the right-
hand side of (6.19). The first three terms are

d*% W, v+s
|G | L RNCOLRY Stntyy)
+FS S, tuy,t0)]
X8(s+t,+u,),
d% M, V+s
s? {—‘h—‘a‘g‘fj—l— =,—‘6a§KNCK[F,?+S(t,uatnu1)
+F]g+s(u,t7ul:tl)]
X6(s+t,+u,),
(6.20)
v+s

d26 (I)QED
88, _ =
2 _J_éagKCQED[FggDS(tyu’tlaul)

dt,du,

+F&en (u,t,uy,t,)]

X8(s +t,+u,),

Fgéﬁ)s(t,u,tl,ul)

can be found in Appendix D.

Notice that the apparent singularity at the threshold
s =4m? (i.e., s, =0), which is caused by terms containing
572,57 ! explicitly disappears from the expressions in
F{ "5 and Figg. These pole terms are still present in
FJ*S. However, one can check that for s —>4m? the ex-
pressions in (D2) and (D3) behave like 7?5 ~! where
s=sV'1—4m?/s; see (7.17). In the total cross section
the last term will be canceled by the factor of § coming
from the integration over phase space. This implies that
the contribution of the virtual plus soft correction term
in (6.20) leads to a finite expression for the total hadronic
cross section in the threshold limit s —4m? This effect
can be attributed to the Coulomb singularity caused by
the exchange of massless gauge bosons between massive
fermions. We will come back to this point in the next
section.

Another observation we want to bring to the attention
of the reader is that the leading cutoff term In?8 appear-
ing in (6.19) [see also (D1) and (D2)] is proportional to the
Born cross section in (2.17). This is in agreement with
the work of Mueller and Nason®' who assumed that the
leading soft-gluon terms in heavy flavor production form



66 BEENAKKER, KUIJF, VAN NEERVEN, AND SMITH 40

the exponential series exp[(2a,N In%8)/7].
Finally we have the heavy-fermion-loop contribution
to (6.19):

d23(l)f V+s

2 g8, - 1,3 V+S,

— &/ = La3KCoF} t5(t,u,t ,u;)

dtdu, f=211,L e rens v
X 8(s +t1+u1)

2 (0)

Qs Fol mf 2 dagg

— In—% —_—t

2T fg,,ﬁ"’fnmzs [dtldul

(6.21)

where the summation is over the heavy (H =c,b,t)
and/or light (L =u,d,s) quark contributions. The last
term in (6.21) contains the Born cross section in (2.14).
For s > 4mf2, F}*Sis given by

FytS=(t;—u,)

2m2mj2~ )
X | =—5—"[8—64(2)+4r;Inx,+In"x,]
s°tiuy
2 m?
3 styu, (6.22)
where
—(1—4m2/s)1 2, xy= (6.23)
rf— mf S » Xf— 1+r/- . .

FV+S

For s <4mj, Fy "% is given by

Fy 5=, —u, )

2m?m; )
X ———-———(8—8Ffarctanff-4arctan ff)
s%tu,
2 m (6.24)
3 styu,
where
F=@md/s —1)172, 3= (6.25)

Tr

In the case of the light u,d,s quarks the last term in

(6.21) is removed by mass factorization [see (6.7)] and .

F}/*S, which no longer contains the mass of the light
quarks, is

2 — 2
Fpes=_2mhTu)

.26
3 Stiu, (6.26)

The renormalization of the fermion-loop contribution
in (6.21) differs from that used in Ref. 13, where the re-
normalization scheme was chosen in such a way that no
logarithms of the type In( mfz/ 0?) (with Q the mass fac-

torization scale) appear in the renormalized cross section.
In such a scheme one invokes the decoupling theorem so
that light (m7 < Q?) as well as heavy (m} > Q?) fermions
are simply removed from the perturbative expansion.
However, we prefer to let field theory take care of its own
large corrections. This is the case in the first part of
(6.21) where the expression F/*5 is well behaved for
small as well as large m} /s. However, the logarithmic
terms in the second part of (6.21) are appreciable if Q2
(=m?) is much larger or much smaller than m fz In the
former case one gets a negative contribution while in the
latter case a positive one. The source of these logarithms
is the self-energy insertion in the external gluon legs. In
calculating the hadronic cross sections (see Sec. VII) we
shall adopt the convention that the number of active
flavors n, in the running coupling constant and in the
internal fermion loops should never exceed the rank of
the produced flavor in the final state. This implies that
for c¢-, b-, and t-quark production we only include four,
five, and six internal (active) flavors, respectively. Since
the factorization scale is of the order of the produced
heavy-quark mass m the heavy fermions with m ;> m are
automatically decoupled from our hadronic cross section.
Therefore we only have to deal with the situation that
Q(=m)>my,. In the case of t-quark production the size
of the logarithmic terms In(m fz/m,z) where (f =c,b;
Q=m =m,) is noticeable (about 20% of the cross sec-
tion, see Sec. VII). Therefore one has to resum these
large logarithms which can be done by replacing the run-
ning coupling constant in the gluon-gluon-fusion cross
section by

a,(Q) '=a,(0)7!

X [1+[a,(Q)/4m] 3, By n(m}/Q%) ]
f=H .
(6.27)

The unrenormalized virtual cross section in (3.5) can be
reconstructed from the reduced virtual plus soft cross
sections in (D1)—(D3) and (6.21) in a straightforward way.
First, we subtract the soft cross section (5.6) from the re-
duced cross section in (6.9). In this way one obtains the
renormalized virtual cross section on the left-hand side of
(3.13). The unrenormalized one (with respect to the
coupling-constant renormalization) follows from the
right-hand side of the last equation.

Before finishing this section we would like to comment
on the regularization dependence of the reduced cross
section. In particular we want to discuss the result which
follows from using n-dimensional reduction rather than
n-dimensional regularization for the parton cross sec-
tions. One has to be careful using n-dimensional reduc-
tion in order to regulate the UV divergences. 32 Since it is
very hard to disentangle the UV divergences from the IR
and collinear singularities in the virtual amplitudes (3.6)
we limit ourselves to the collinear divergences which ap-
pear in the hard-gluon cross section. If we assume that
the reduced hard cross section is regularization indepen-
dent then one can derive the following relation from (6.9):
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Here the prime means that we have calculated the quanti-
ties by using n-dimensional reduction whereas the
unprimed quantities are calculated by n-dimensional reg-
ularization. Notice that do'®—do'® is of order ¢
therefore we can neglect the difference if do’'®) and do'?
are multiplied by finite functions. Pg’;(x) is a universal
function independent of the regularization method.
However f, glg and f, gg' depend on the regularization
scheme. In order to perform the mass factorization we
have to define them in another process. This can be any
process provided it shows the same collinear divergences.
Here we choose the reaction

gtg—s+g, (6.29)

where s is a scalar which is a singlet under the local gauge
group. The gauge-invariant interaction Lagrangian is
given by

LinX)=A$(x)GL, (x)G(x) , (6.30)

where ¢(x) is an external source and we work in lowest
order in A and (in principle) in all orders of the gauge-
coupling constant. Our findings are that f, g’; = f;;' so that
the difference between do’'! and do’'” only originates
from the difference between the Born cross sections
do'® and do'®. We discovered that relation (6.28) holds
if we put the quark masses equal to zero. However, this
relation does not hold for the terms proportional to m?
and m*. This means that for the n-dimensional reduction
method we would not have found all the m? and m*
terms in the contributions between the large square
brackets in (6.28). The situation can only be rectified if
we assume that in n-dimensional reduction the function
f& gets an additional part which is equal to

fil=—aN1=2 (6.31)
provided this term is only convoluted with the mass
terms in the Born section dolY in (6.28) and not with the
massless part. This is of course ugly and it means that
something is wrong with n-dimensional reduction or with
mass factorization.

For the moment we can conclude that the regulariza-

2_.1(0) 2
dog (xy8,xt,u;) ,d°o
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tion independence of the reduced hard-gluon cross sec-
tion only works for the massless parts. It breaks down
for terms which are proportional to the quark mass m?2.
We have also checked this statement for the reactions
qg+g—W+y+g, and q(g)+g—>W +y+q(q) in Ref.
26 where the W is massive but the quarks and gluons are
massless. In these cases the reduced hard-gluon cross
sections are independent of the regularization method
used. Hence it is the quark masses which are responsible
for the difference between n-dimensional reduction and
n-dimensional regularization.

VII. HEAVY-FLAVOR PRODUCTION

In this section we will discuss the total and differential
cross sections of #- and b-quark production via the
gluon-gluon-fusion mechanism in (1.2). Besides ¢ and b
production we could also study ¢ production, but since
m, is much smaller than the collider energy we believe
that the ¢ quark should be treated as a light quark rather
than a heavy one. In this paper we present the results of
our calculations for representative values of the input pa-
rameters. The hadronic reaction in which the heavy
flavors are produced is given by

p(P)+p(Py))—Q(p)+Q0(p,)+X , (7.1)

where p and p denote the proton and antiproton, respec-
tively. The quantity X stands for all final hadronic states
which we sum over so that the above process is inclusive
with respect to the outgoing hadrons. We use capital
letters for the momenta and invariants of the proton and
antiproton to distinguish them from those of the quarks
and gluons. These invariants are [see (4.10)]

S=(P,+P,)?,
T,=(P,—p,)*—m?, (7.2)
Uy=(P;—p,)’—m?,

where S denotes the square of the hadron c.m. energy and
T, U, are the hadronic analogues of ¢,,u; in (4.2). The
hadronic cross section for the process in (7.1) reads
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Zdzo(S,Tl,Ul): 1 dx; 1 dx,
dT,dU,

Hgg(xl,xz,Qz)

xXi— X, Xy X,

dzagg(s,tl,ul)

Xs?
dtldu1

(7.3)

The lower limits x,_,x,_ are defined in (4.12) (see also
Fig. 5). d%6 gz denotes the reduced (mass factorized) par-
ton cross section which has been calculated up to order
a’ in the previous section. H,, is the product of the

scale-dependent gluon distribution functions. It is given
by [see (4.10)] :

Hgg(xl,X2,Q2)=fé’(xI,Qz)fé_’(xz,Qz)

where f}, fg denote the gluon distribution functions of
the proton and antiproton, respectively, which can be set
equal to each other.

For the gluon distribution function we have chosen the
EHLQ parametrization, with Q,=2 GeV/c and A=0.2
GeV/c (Ref. 33). This choice implies fg(x,Q(z) )~x ! for
small x. The running coupling constant is given by

127
(33—2n,)InQ?/A?

(7.4)

as(QH)= (7.5)
Furthermore, we will take Q?=m? as the mass factoriza-
tion scale in the gluon distribution function as well as in
the running coupling constant a,. As we have already
mentioned below (6.13), there is an uncertainty in the ex-
pression for the gluon distribution function. This holds
for its x dependence as well as its higher-order QCD
corrections. The latter depends on the chosen mass fac-
torization scheme. Neither deep-inelastic lepton hadron
scattering nor direct photon production (p +p—y +X)
provides us with sufficient high-statistics data needed for
an accurate determination of the gluon distribution func-
tion. Therefore the contribution of the gluon-gluon
fusion mechanism to the hadronic reaction in (7.1) will
heavily depend on the chosen mass factorization scheme
and the uncertainty in the large-x behavior of the param-
etrization in the gluon distribution function.

Denoting the gluon-gluon Born cross section (2.14) by
the shorthand notation

dxl 1 de

:fx‘

,d%0(s,T,,U)) |
1- X Yxy x

dT,dU,

where x5 _ is determined by the condition [see (4.11)]

S4=x1x,8 +x,T{+x,U;>A, (7.11)
which yields (see also Fig. 5)

x5 =(A—x,;T\)/(x,S+U;) . (7.12)

Other dlfferentlai cross sections such as, e.g,

d*c /dy dpy, where y is the rapidity, can be obtained

o (X1,%5,m?) |s?

d26(0)
2 -
S du, =8(s +1, +u1)0

(s,t1,u) (7.6)

its contribution to the hadronic cross section (7.3) can be
written as

,d%(8,1,,U)) |”

dT,dU,
1 dx, 1 x, T,
= - | 88 xl’——_—’mz
X X, x, T, xS +U,
2
xiT xlTl
Xo® | —-—1L ¢y 71, ——1L
e | Ty s+U, Y YT X s+U,
(7.7)

with x,_ given in (4.12).

Following the discussion below (4.12) we split the
order-a; correction to the Born hadronic cross section
into a virtual plus soft- and a hard-gluon part. The virtu-
al plus soft contribution, which is given in (6.19), can be
denoted by

(1
290
dt,du,

V+S
=8(s +t,+u ok (s, t;,u;,A) .

(7.8)

The virtual plus soft part of the hadronic cross section
therefore equals

,d%0(S,T,,U;)

_prodx [ x—xlTl m?
x_ ox xT; | &Y xS+U,’
x2T
V+s 1
X0Og ‘;l—s—_":U—lS X114,
T oA (7.9)
x,S+u, " '
The hard-gluon correction term is given by (6.15). The
hard-gluon part of the hadronic cross section reads
da (1) H
dt d : (xleS,xlTl,XZUl) ’ (7.10)

[

from the above expressions by multiplying by the ap-
propriate Jacobians. The total cross section for (7.1) is

(S+5)/2
Ttot ™ f(s S)/zd(*Tl)
stw1 )dza(S,Tl,Ul)
—Sm2/T, Ui dT,dU, ’
(7.13)
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where S=SV'1—4m?2/S and the pieces of d’c are given

by Egs. (7.7), (7.9), and (7.10), respectively. Expression

(7.13) can also be inferred from the reduced parton cross
section d & since

— 2

Tt = f4 2/5 X | f - dszgg(xlxzm )

X&(x,x,8,m?) ,  (7.14)

where 6 (s,m?) is defined by

(2)
(-uy)
(-u1)(2)*
(-u1)(”*
(1)
(-u,)
(-t,)
Sa
S-2M /St
A S
g
(-f,‘)“) (1)* (_‘1)(2)* (_*1)(2) -t1
s (b)
|
lem_—_: : ]
11 :
Xal'm X1* 1 )(1
(c)
FIG. 5. The Dalitz plot for the P+P—-Q+0+X. (a)

shows —u,; versus —f,, where the points marked are
(=) V*=(—u ) *=L(s—V's2—asm>(1+A/V s> —4sm?),
(—t)P*=(—u)P*=L(s+Vs?—asm (1 —A/V s> —dsm?).
(—t))V=(—=u)? and (—1,)¥=(—u;)? are obtained from
(—t)'V*, (—¢,)?* by putting A=0. (b) shows s, vs —2,. (c)
shows x, vs x; where the points marked are xf
=(A—U)/(S+T), x; =(A—T)/(S+U,). x,,, and x,,
are obtained from x{ and xj by putting A=0. The hatched
area represents the soft-gluon part of the Dalitz plot.

~ (s +5)/2
o(s;m?)= [ d(—1t,)
(s —5)/2
XISH d*6(s,ty,u;)
—sm T du

(7.15)

The integration boundaries are indicated in the Dalitz
plot of Fig. 5. Notice that for d& ¥ the upper boundary
in the u, integral has to be replaced by s +¢;, —A. The
integrations have been carried out numerically by using
VEGAS (Ref. 34). We checked that (7.13) and (7.14) are
numerically equal.

Let us first consider our results for the parton-parton
subprocess. Because of the fermion-loop contribution to
dé V*5in (6.21), & depends on the internal fermion mass
m, which takes the values of the heavy flavor masses of
the ¢, b, and ¢t quarks. The mass of the internal flavor
quark m, is not necessarily equal to the corresponding
mass of the heavy flavor quark produced in the final state
(denoted by m). In order to compare with the results of
Ref. 13 we omit for the moment the logarithmic terms of
the type In(m}/m?) in the second part of (6.21) [cf., the
discussion after (6.27)]. The remaining part of the
fermion-loop contribution is very small due to the decou-
pling mechanism. Therefore one can write the perturba-
tive expansion of the parton cross section in terms of
scaling functions, e,

a?(m?)
gg(s,m2)=—‘m~2——[fg‘g>(p>+4ms(mZ)f;;’(p)]
(7.16)
where fs‘,g), g‘g” stand for the Born contribution to the

gluon-gluon-fusion mechanism, and the order-a, correc-
tion, respectively, and p=4m?2/s. Notice that in contrast
with Ref. 13 we have already put the mass factorization
scale Q? to be equal to m?2 In Figs. 6 and 7 we present
the various contributions to (7.16). For that purpose we
have split the order-a, correction into a virtual plus soft
part (6.19) [including the first part of the fermion-loop
contribution in (6.21)] and a hard-gluon part (6.15). For

0.12 T T T T T
| ] ]
oos} 4 -
3 T : |
o 0.04F -
o
R:
ok i
-0.04 1 L 1 L L
10° 10! i0° 100 10* 10
o

FIG. 6. Plot of the scaling functions f{2(p) and f{I(p) ap-
pearing in (7.16). (1) fi2'(p), Born term. (2) f{}(p), hard-gluon
part. (3) fiAp), virtual+soft-gluon part. (4) fil(p), hard
+ virtual +soft.
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FIG. 7. Plot of the scaling functions f(p) and f{}(p) ap-
pearing in (7.16). (1) fJ"(p), Born term. (2) fi}(p), hard-gluon
part. (3) figp), virtual+soft-gluon part. (4) f;;’(p) hard
=+ virtual +soft.

the number of flavors we took n,=6. Note that in the
subsequent presentation of our results for the cross sec-
tions we have removed the InA terms from the virtual
plus soft contribution and added them to the hard-gluon
part. We then checked that the new hard piece was in-
dependent of A as A—0.

K
2y 2
O gg(s,m*)=ma; S

s 12 2( Q@2 2 % = T
+ - NCy[— 57 —2B1n"(83%)+1081In(8B°)]+ pn CoEep e

with B=v'1—p. In the case of QCD (N=3) the above
expression agrees with that given in (26) of Ref. 13. It de-
scribes the threshold behavior of &4, very well for values
of p~!<1.0001. Furthermore, we mfer from the above
result that at threshold the Born cross section equals zero
whereas the order-a; correction becomes a constant.
This is due to the Coulomb singularity present in d& L *5
and d& c';gﬁg which leads to the #? terms in (7.17). The
threshold behavior of the parton cross section of the
gluon-gluon-fusion process is very important for the ha-
dronic cross section. Since the gluon distribution func-
tion increases very steeply at small x values the main part
of the hadronic cross section is determined by the thresh-
old behavior of the parton cross section (s =x,;x,S). Fi-
nally, we infer from Ref. 13 that the order-a, correction
to the gluon-gluon-fusion process dominates over the oth-
er heavy-flavor production mechanisms such as (1.3) and
(1.5) not discussed in this paper.

In the next figures we show the parton cross section
(7.15) evaluated for charm (m, =1.5 GeV/c?), bottom
(m,=5.0 GeV/c?), and top-quark production (m,=40
GeV/c?). Here we also include the logarithms in the
second part of (6.21). Furthermore we use the running
coupling constant in (7.5). In the case of c-quark produc-

Our results for f;’ agree with those found in Ref. 13
for the whole range of p. From Figs. 6 and 7 we infer
that for 1.1 <p~!<10 the Born process (1.2) dommates
over the order-a, correction, whereas for p~— 1<1.1 and
p ~1510 the inverse is true. Furthermore, Fig. 6 reveals
that the virtual plus soft contribution is smaller than the
hard-gluon part (InA terms from the virtual plus soft in-
cluded) except in the region 2 <p~ ! <12. Notice that for
the comparison between the Born and the order-o;
correction one has to bear in mind that the function fg, (1)
has to be multiplied by 47, (m?)~2. The large contrl-
bution of the order-a, correction to process (1.4) in the
region p~ 1> 10 is wholly due to the hard-gluon part and
can be traced back to the s5 channel poles (4.2) appearing
in d& Zz, o in (6.16). This effect can be explained by the
exchange of a gluon in the ¢ channel of the subprocess
g tg—g +g with g*—QQ. This subprocess contrib-
utes to d& g0 only and dominates in the high-energy
limit. Near threshold p~'<1.1 the dominance of the
order-a; correction can be attributed to soft-gluon radia-
tion coming from the expressions d& & , and d& gH& g in
(6.16) and (6.17), respectively. For p 1 the threshold
behavior of the cross section in (7.16) can be exactly cal-
culated from the expressions given in Appendix D. In
the limit that s —4m? we obtain

gFO

CotB— CxB+CoppB+ %NCO[Ban( 86%)— 2B 1n(86%)]

2
(7.17)

tion in Fig. 8 we use four active flavors only for the run-
ning coupling constant (a; =0.37) as well as for the inter-
nal fermion-loop contribution (6.21). This implies that
the heavy fermions with m,>m,_ decouple from the vir-
tual contribution [see the discussion after (6.26)]. In Fig.

25 T T T T T

o) i 1 | | 1
10 10 10° 10 10

s (GeV?)

FIG. 8. Total parton cross section for charm production with
ny=4 flavors in the internal fermion-loop contribution and the
running coupling constant.
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FIG. 9. Total parton cross section for b-quark production
(ny;=5). (1) Born term. (2) Hard-gluon part. (3) Virtual-soft-
gluon part. (4) Fermion loop. (5) Sum of 1-4.

9 we show the parton cross section for b production.
Here we take five active flavors (ag=0.255) which leads
to a small contribution from logarithmic terms of the
type ln(m}/mf) for my <m, (here only m, is relevant).
Furthermore, we have split the total parton cross section
into its various parts: i.e., Born, virtual plus soft (without
the fermion loop), fermion loop and hard gluon (includ-
ing the InA terms from the virtual plus soft). The various
contributions follow the pattern already discussed for

+)(p) in (7.16). The same contributions are shown in
Fig. 10 for the parton cross section for z-quark produc-
tion. Here we have chosen six active flavors (a; =0.169).
It appears that the contributions of the logarithms
ln(m}/m,z) to the fermion-loop contributions are much
larger than in the previous case (here both m_ and m, are
relevant). These terms contribute about 20% of the ha-
dronic cross section, so we have to resum them in order
to make reliable predictions.

We now give a sample of results for the hadronic cross
sections for b as well as t-quark production including the
differential distributions with respect to p, (transverse
momentum) and y (rapidity). Since we have numerically
stable values for the total cross sections (accurate to at
least 1%), we simply chose a small value for A and in-

- tegrated the original virtual plus soft contribution and

0.0020 T T T T T
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FIG. 10. Total parton cross section for z-quark production
(ny;=6). (1) Born term. (2) Hard-gluon part. (3) Virtual-soft-
gluon part. (4) Fermion loop. (5) Sum of 1-4.
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TABLE 1. Total pp cross section (all units in ub) for b-quark
production m, =5.0GeV/c?, a,(m,)=0.255 (qq), &,(m;)=0.247
(gg), and n,=5in (6.21) and (7.5).

V'S (TeV) qg0 (a?) g80(a?) gg0(a?)
0.63 0.39 8.9 11
1.8 0.55 26 40

the hard contribution separately, plotting all the relevant
distributions. We then checked that the addition of the
two pieces produced stable results, after cancellations of
at least 1 order of magnitude, and the correct value for
the total cross section. The cancellations occur all over
the phase space so a considerable amount of computer
time was required to stabilize the final values in all the
bins in py and y. However, the final distributions are
good to about 5%. We concentrate on getting accurate
theoretical results for pp collisions at V'S =0.63 and 1.8
TeV. For the input parton distribution functions we
chose the EHLQ parametrization. >

The total pp cross sections for b (m, =5.0 GeV/c?) and
t (m,=40.0 GeV/c?, and m,=80.0 GeV/c?) production
are presented in Tables I and II, respectively. The results
for the order-a? and the order-a contribution to the
gluon-gluon-fusion processes are shown separately. We
have also included the cross section for the order-a?, ¢
fusion process (1.1), using the EHLQ quark-antiquark
structure functions, since it is relevant for z-quark pro-
duction. For b-quark production we have chosen five ac-
tive flavors (n,=35). In the case of the gg fusion process
we took the running coupling constant a,(m?2) given by
(7.5) (a;=0.255). However, for the gluon-gluon-fusion
process we have to resum the logarithms of the type
In( mf2 /m?) which can be achieved via the replacement of
a, by & in (6.27), (&,=0.247). This replacement will
only introduce a minor correction in the case of b pro-
duction. For ¢ production we have chosen six active
flavors (n,=6). Further we proceed in the same way as
in the case of b production. For the ¢g fusion process we
take a,=0.169 (m,=40.0 GeV/c?), and for the gluon-
gluon-fusion process we choose & =0.155, (m,=40.0
GeV/c?). Changing a, into & will decrease the gluon-
gluon cross section by about 20%. If m,=80.0 GeV/c?
the values for a; and &@; become 0.150 and 0.135, respec-
tively. From Tables I and II we infer that the a? cross
section is a significant fraction of the total for these
masses and energies. This could already be expected
from the input parton cross sections as has been dis-

TABLE II. Total pp cross section (all units in nb) for t-quark

production, «;(40)=0.169(¢qg), &,(40)=0.155(gg); «,(80)

=0.150(¢q), ,(80)=0.135 (gg); and n,=6 in (6.21) and (7.5).

m, (GeV/c?) V'S (TeV) qgO(a?) ggO(a?) ggO(ad)
40.0 0.63 0.54 0.39 0.38
40.0 1.8 1.9 10 7.7
80.0 0.63 0.016 0.0011 0.0014

80.0 1.8 0.17 0.23 0.18
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TABLE III. Total pp cross section (all units in ub) for b-
quark production m,=5.0 GeV/c?, a,(m,;)=0.190 for both g7
and gg, and n, =5 in (6.21) and (7.5); see Ref. 14.

V'S (TeV) qg0(a?) gg0(a?) gg0(a?)
0.63 0.22 5.3 5.0
1.8 0.31 16 18

cussed above. Comparison with the literature reveals
that the values for the b and ¢ production cross sections
as quoted in our tables are larger than those of other au-
thors"!* due to our choice of the running coupling con-
stant.

If we want to make a comparison with Ref. 14 one has
to use the renormalization scheme where all heavy fer-
mions are decoupled from the radiative corrections. As
discussed after (6.26) this implies that the second part of
(6.21), which contains the logarithmic terms ln(m}/mz)
have to be removed from the fermion-loop contribution.
Furthermore, we use the two-loop corrected running cou-
pling constant as given in (10) in Ref. 14 with A=0.17
GeV/c? and factorization scale Q =m. The values of the
running coupling constant for b and ¢ production are
0.190 and 0.125 (m,=40.0 GeV/c?) and 0.112 (m,=80.0
GeV/c?), respectively. Furthermore, the number of
flavors in both cases was chosen to be n,=5. The values
for the b and ¢ production cross sections are presented in
Tables III and IV, respectively. From these tables we
infer that there exists an agreement between our results
and those given in Table II of Ref. 14. The small
discrepancies are due to the fact that we have not calcu-
lated the small contributions from the processes (1.3) and
(1.5). To further check our numbers we used the expres-
sion for'fg‘;)(p) [in (23) in Ref. 13]. We were able to
reproduce our numbers in Tables I-IV to within 1%. In
addition we computed for ¢-quark production (m,=40.0
GeV/c?V'S =0.63 TeV) the ratio of the order-a; correc-
tion divided by the Born cross section which in our case
is about 1.5 (a; =0.158). The last number is in agreement
with Fig. 14 in Ref. 13.

The differential cross sections with respect to p, and y
which are shown in the subsequent figures are computed
with the same two-loop corrected running coupling con-
stant and the renormalization scheme as used in Ref. 14.
Here both the gluon-gluon-fusion mechanism and the
Born cross section for the gg reaction have been taken
into account. Since the cross sections for the Born and
the order-a, contributions are almost equal in magnitude

TABLE IV. Total pp cross section (all units in nb) for z-quark
production, ,(40)=0.125, a,(80)=0.112 for both ¢7 and gg,
and n,=51in (6.21) and (7.5); see Ref. 14.

m, (GeV/cY) V'S (TeV) gqg O(a?) ggO(a?) ggO(al)
40.0 0.63 0.29 0.26 0.21
40.0 1.8 1.03 6.5 4.1
80.0 0.63 0.009 0.0008 0.0008
80.0 1.8 0.095 0.16 0.10

it is best to separately display the distributions for the
Born cross section and the total cross section. Figure 11
shows the p; distribution for the b quark with mass 5
GeV/c z_in the reaction p +p—b +b +X in order a2 and
alatvV's =0.63 TeV. The same distributions are plotted
in Fig. 12 for V'S =1.8 TeV. In Fig. 13 we show the p,
distribution for the ¢ quark in the reaction p +p
—t+7+X with mass m,=40.0 GeV/c? for V'S=1.8
TeV. These results show that the radiatively corrected
pr distributions are uniformly larger than those of the
Born approximation. Since the cross section is largest for
s near threshold both the virtual plus soft and the hard
parts contribute. In Figs. 14-16 we also present the rapi-
dity distributions for the b and ¢ quarks choosing the
same parameters as given above. The corrections are
again uniformly positive and primarily change the height
of the distribution.

Notice that our results for the p; and y distributions
cannot directly be compared to those from Ali, van Eijk,
and ten Have in Ref. 3. These authors implemented a p
cut on the hard-gluon radiation cross section in order to
avoid the collinear singularities arising in the matrix ele-
ment. The correction they obtained therefore had to be
positive. Mass factorization removes this singular part
from the cross section so it is not obvious what the
correct results should be. The QCD corrections in this
paper are obtained from an exact calculation.

The UA1 group? have recently presented their data for
b-quark production at V'S =0.63 TeV, in the form of a

differential distribution in p; > p7'" with an experimental
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FIG. 11. do /dpy for b-quark production (m,=5.0 GeV/c?)
at V'S =0.63 TeV. Dashed line: O (a?) cross section; solid line:
sum of the O (a?) cross section and the O (a?) correction.
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FIG. 14. do/dy for b-quark production (m,=5.0 GeV/c?)
at V'S =0.63 TeV. Dashed line: O (a?) cross section; solid line:
sum of the O (a?) cross section and the O (a?) correction.

FIG. 12. do /dpy for b-quark production (m,=5.0 GeV/c?)
at V'S =1.8 TeV. Dashed line: O(a?) cross section; solid line:
sum of the O (a?) cross section and the O (a?) correction.
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FIG. 15. do/dy for b-quark production (m,=5.0 GeV/c?)
production at V'S =1.8 TeV. Dashed line: O(a?) cross sec-
tion; solid line: sum of the O(a?) cross section and the o(a?)
correction.

FIG. 13. do /dpy for t-quark production (m, =40.0 GeV/c?)
at V'S =1.8 TeV. Dashed line: O(a?) cross section; solid line:
sum of the O(a?) cross section and the O (a}) correction.
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3 Brook for their support where a part of this research has
10 2 L 2' : (‘) . é . élL been carried out. The work of J. Smith was supported in

FIG. 16. do /dy for t-quark production (m, =40 GeV/c?) at
V'S =1.8 TeV. Dashed line: O(a?) cross section; solid line:
sum of the O(a?) cross section and the O(a?) correction.

cut |y| < 1.5. Since this is an inclusive b or b production
cross section we have to multiply the total cross section
values in Table III by a factor of 2. We have added the
appropriate cuts to our computer programs to generate
this p;>p7™" distribution. Figure 17 shows our results
superimposed on the experimental data. Since the Born
production cross section is too low, there is now direct
evidence for the large QCD correction discussed in this
paper. A more detailed theoretical analysis of the correc-
tions to the pp distribution will be presented in due
course. :

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are indebted to Dr. Z. Kunszt for many discussions
during the first stage of this project. The Stichting voor
Fundamenteel Onderzoek der Materie supported the
work of W. Beenakker. W. L. van Neerven would like to
thank the Eidgenossische Technische Hochschule in
Ziirich and The Institute for Theoretical Physics in Stony

]

D(ql’qz’q3’Q4’m1,m2,m3,m4)

—ef d"q

part under NSF Grant No. 86-1108E and he would like
to thank the Sektie Hoge-Energiefysica, Nationaal Insti-
tuut voor Kernfysica en Hoge-Energiefysica in Amster-
dam for their hospitality while the paper was completed.

APPENDIX A

In this appendix we will list all scalar Feynman in-
tegrals which emerge from the Passarino-Veltman reduc-
tion technique applied to the graphs in Fig. 2. The nota-
tions for the one-, two-, three-, and four-point functions
have been taken over from Ref. 23. Furthermore, we
have

/
1 entyp—tam | m? i
e T 2¢ T2 ’
16 u
VI —a 2.
L= 1=V 1—4m?/s ’ A1)
1+V1—4m?/s
2
m
2)=—.
§(2) 6

The expressions for the scalar integrals are already
analytically continued into the physical region. Only the
real parts of the integrals are given. This is because any
imaginary part will disappear when the first-order correc-
tion, containing these integrals, is contracted with the
Born matrix element.

The one-loop four-point function is defined by

1

=u

(2m)" (qz_m%)[(q +q, )Z_m%][(q +q1+q2)2—m§][(q +q, +q2+q3)2—mﬁ]

,  (A2)

where m; represent the internal masses and the external outgoing momenta g; satisfy the relation >4_19;=0.
There are three different types of four-point functions. They are given by
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—t
X -—%lnx——2lnxln(l——x)+21nxln(1+x)-—21nx1n 21
m
—2Liy(x)+2Li)( —x)—38(2) |, (A3)
. 1 8 2 3 s s —4
D(—ky,p\,Py, —k,,0,0,m,0)=iC,— —+=- 2ln—+Ih— [+2In—Inh—; —4§(2) |, (A4)
sty | € € m m m
. 1 4 2 —1 —Uu, —ty, Uy 7
D(—ky,py,—k»,p,,0,0,m,m)=iC, - —67-1-: In 2 +In 3 l+21n ) In 3 —-2—§(2) (A5)
The other D functions can be obtained by interchanging k <>k, or t;<>u;.
The one-loop three-point function is defined by
_ d"q 1
C(q1,9,,q3,m{,Mm,,m;)=u ¢ ‘ . (A6)
91-92-93 1 2 3 u f (27)" (qz__m%)[(q +ql)2_m%][(q +q1+q2)2_m§]
There are six different types of three-point functions
which are listed below:
I
C(pl,pi,'—k‘—kz,o,m,O) C(Pz,Pl,_k1—k2,m,0,m)
—iC, L [2Liy(—x)+iIn’x +£(2)] =iC e | = Zlnx —21Inx In(1—x)
CesViames o ’ sVI=4m®/s | €
(A7) —2Li2(x)+%ln2x —4£2) | .
C(py,—ky,py—ky,0,m,m)
(A12)

=iC e ~Lie/mD)],  (AB)
1

C(—ky,p1;p2~k,,0,0,m)

.12 2. T4
___ICE';I— ?+:ln m2
-t . t 1
+1n? mZ‘ +Li, | =5 [+562) |, (A9
C(—kl,—kz,p1+p2,0,0,0)
114 2 s 1., s 7
=iC,~ | =+ 2+ -2 ——g2) |,
tCes ez+6nm2 Rl 2;()
(A10)

C(—k,,—k,,p,+py,m,m,m)

=iC€%[-;-ln2x—3§(2)], (A11)

The other C functions can be obtained by interchanging
k,<k,or t;ou,.
The one-loop two-point function is defined by

d"q 1
Qm)" (g*—m?)[(q +q,)*—m2]

B(‘Ihml’mz):ﬂ-Ef

(A13)
There are five different types of two-point functions:
. 2 Ly, —
B(p,—k;,0,m)=iC, |[——+2——In—70 |, (A14)
€ t m

B(p,+py,m,m)=iC, [~%+2+\/1—4m2/s ln.x] ,

g (A15)
. 2
B(p,,0,m)=iC, —:-*—2 , (A16)
. 2
B(k,,m,m)=iC, < | (A17)
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18

2 s p1=(E,0,...,0, —w;sinf;sinf,, —w;sinbcosb, ,
B(p;+p,,0,0)=iC, | ——+2—In— (A18)
€ m » —wscos6;) , (B4)
The other B functions can be obtained by interchanging  p,=(E,,0,...,0,0,|p|siny, |p|cosy) , (B5)
ki <k, ort,—u;.
The one-loop one-point function is defined by where the dots in (B1)-(B5) stand for n —3 equal and op-
dn | ' posite angular components.
A(m)=p"¢ —qn2——2 . (A19) From four-momentum conservation and the on-mass-
(27)" ¢°—m shell constraints one can derive the identities
There is only one type: s +u, s+, 5
2|2 O e, )T e, 03 7
A(m)=iCem® | ==+1] . (A20) 2V s, +m 2V s, +m 2V s, +m
s,+2m? t,+u,+2m?
1 - _——‘—_"‘—'7 2 = - — b
APPENDIX B 2V sy +m? 2V s4+m? B6)
In this appendix we outline the kinematics for the reac- Ip|= Vit (Fuy )’ —am’s
tions discussed in the text. The two-to-three-body pro- p sz ’
cess in (4.1) is described in the c.m. frame of the recoiling 4
gluon and quark (antiquark).?%* In n dimensions the tys4—s(u;+2m?)
momenta are given by cosp= > =
(s +t )V (£, +u, ) —4ms
k,=(0,,0,...,0,|p|siny, |plcosy—w,) , (B1)
! ! pising, Ip v 2 where s, ¢, u;, and s, are defined in (4.2). Furthermore
k,=(w,,0,...,0,0,w,) , (B2)  we have the relation
k3=(w;,0,...,0,0;5in0,5in6,, w;sinb,cosb, ,wscosb,) , s+it,tu,=s, . (B7)

(B3)  The cross section is given by
J

—2€ dnp2 dnk3 dnpl

=K (L& 5+ (02— )8t (k2
7 2 2s f(z‘n-)"*lf(Q’ﬂ,)nAI (27T)n*l (Pz m*) ( 3)

X8 (pT—m*)(2m)"8" (k) +ky—ky—py—p2)IM"|*, (BS)

where MR is the matrix element of the process given in (4.1) and e=n —4. The factor (1/2)? is from the average over
the initial gluon helicities, and K is the color-average factor defined in (2.12) and (2.13). The integral can be rewritten as

—2e

o =K (1P =—L s [a%,d"p8" (p3—m 8" (k) +ky—p,—p)
2s (27)*"

X [d"kyd"p 87 (k38T (p} —m8"(p —ks—p,)IMR|2 . (B9)

The second factor in (B9) is the standard two-body phase-space integral. Its evaluation in the c.m. frame of the gluon
and the quark yields

J d"ksd"p 5% (k308" (p3 —m)8"(p —ky —p )| MR

g2 Dn/2=1) (pP—m?) 3
T'(n—3) (pz)n/z-—l

=1
ry

m san—3 ™ i —4 R|2
Jd6sin" 720, [ "d0,sin" 46, M*[2 . (B10)

After integration over the n-dimensional vector p, the cross section can be expressed in terms of variables chosen in the
c.m. frame of the antiquark and the quark-gluon pair. In this frame we have the parametrization

k,=1V5(1,0,...,0,1), k,=1Vs(1,0,...,0,—1), p,=(E,,0,...,0,|plsiny,|plcosy) . (B11)

Hence the cross section is

2e n—3

1 Sﬁ,u” de (E2—mz)"””/zfﬁd)(sin”ﬂ)( S4
s T'(n —3) 2 2 0 (S4+m2)"/2_1

o=K(+

"9~n—3' m . n—4 R|2
fod \sin Olfodezsm 6, ME|?,

(B12)
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where we have integrated over all angles of the gluon momentum which do not appear in |M®|2. After changing the in-

tegration variables E, and Y to ¢; and u, using

E t1+u1 ul-'tl (B13)
2T ~—, COSY= —_——,
2Vs V(t,+u,)?—4sm?
we find
_ n/2—2 —3
d%o S2u~¢ | tu,—sm? 4 T T e
2 =K(L) ——————— | "d6;sin" 730, | "d6,sin" T46,|M |, 4
§ dt,du, (2) I'(n—3) sy2 (s4+m2)"/2‘1 fO 1Sm 91f0 2Sin zl | (B14)
[
which is the formula used in Sec. IV. with X=(aA —bB)*—(A4’—B>—~C?*)(a’—b?),
(—1,—1) =
Here we give the angular integrals of the terms  p-1n_ . |_2bB a(B*+C?*)—bAB
(s")¥(s'")! which arise from the partial fractioning of the 4 B%+C? (B*+C?*)3?
square of matrix element |M%|2 in (4.3). The general ex- s
pression for the angular integral is given in (4.9). The XIn A+VE +C +‘/._._._B +tC (C11)
specific four-dimensional integrals for a?#b* and A—V B2+C? ’
A*#~B*+ C? are listed first:? 1
- IPY =2, (C12)
I,V =2r, (c1 A*—B*—C
1519 =204 | c2) IiyPY=2m(a’*+1b?), (C13)
Ifto’"”=217-A , (C3) I&o’_2)=21r[A2+%(B2+C2)] , (C14)
+b - 4abB | b*A(C*—2B?)
Lo =", 9 , C4) (—2,1) — a
4 b na_b ( 14 m B2+C2 (BZ+C2)2
p2y 2
[V =Ty, |AXVEBIAC (C5) [a(B2+C?)—bABJ
‘/B2+C2 A _‘/BZ+C2 (BZ+C2)5/2
[p =Ly |24 BBV | (c6) _ b2CH42—B*—C?)
\/X aA —bB "“/X 2(B2+C2)5/2
24 2y —
121,2)= 20(32+C2) 22bAB ln A +\/B2+C2 C15)
+ b(”;;z“’” “A:’;?““jf H , €D oo | 20a(B+CY)—b4B]
a4 X * (B>+C?)(4?—B>—C?)

(2,1) — 2b(bA —aB)
Ts ﬂTl (a*—bD)X
+a(B2+C2)—-bAB
X3/2 n

»

ad —bB+VvVX
ad—bB—VX

(C8)

2b?
(a?—b3Xx  (

2(B*+C?)  6b>C?
A’-B’-CcHXx  Xx?

IS‘Z,Z)

bB | 3b(bA —aB)[a(B?>+C*) —bAB]

X3/2 + XS/Z

+

XIn (C9)

aA—bB—V'X

ad —bB+VX } ]

n bB N A+VBX+C?
(B*+C?** " | 4—VB*+C? ||’
(C16)
s | 26%B?=C?) | 2[a(B’+C’)—bAB]
¢ (B2+C2)? ' (A2—B>—C?)(B*+C?)?
4 2bB[a(B%+C?) —b AB]
(BZ+C2)5/2
b2A4C?
(BZ+C2)5/2
2 2
4—VB*+C?
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24,25

2(bA —aB)> In n dimensions we need the following integrals,
I V=g 2 YY) which we classify into groups where b=—a, 4?=B?
b%a™=b%) +C2% or b=—a, A>*B>+C2 or a’#b?, A>=B?
2 .
2 bA — + C*, respectively.
+8€ +ZB[)(3A aB) Zi’; , (C18)  Group 1,b=—aand 42=B?+C%
J
FL0=p %n1_4 i (C19)
- 11 A—B
TUh=> - S 1,
n 1TaA _4F1’2 l,l,zn 1, 24
/2—3
1 1 |a+B] , 2. | A—B 3
= | 54 1+ 1(n —4)™Li, +0((n—4)%) |, (C20)
A -2 1 A—B a(A+B) | 2 2B
Pith=gpl =2 __p |—1,1,2n— - -
n T4 (n—4)n—3) 12 2" b VE n—4 a+g orTH, (2D
2 2 2 2 2
A 1 e a’(4+B) 2 A2—44B —3B
T2h=2rt —— 2 —p,|-2,1,-n—1, = +0(n—4)|.
n T4 (n—a)n—3) 12 2" 24 KEE n—4 (A +B) Oln—4)
(C22)
Group 2, b =—a and 4?#B?+C*%
1, — A+B | 2 2B
TL-D= — — 2
, T T 1igtom—4|, (C23)
(1, — A+BP | 2 C?>—44B—2B?
I(l, 2)— ( —
" T a n—4 a+pr oY (C24)
= 1 2 (A +B)
I(1,1)=
ST ATB) | n—a P g
pn=4 o | A=VBHC | 1 | A+V B+ C?
. B+VB*+C? B—VB2+C?
+2Li, |- ————— |—2Li, | Z—2> "% —4)2
3 Y-Sy i, 1B +0((n—4)) t, (C25)
= (120 1 2 (4 +B)? 2(B*+C?+ AB)
I\ P=g +1
" a(A+B? |n—4 | 42—p:-C? A?—B*—C?
yn=h | a | A=VBHC? | 1, | A+VB2+C?
2 A+B 2 A—VB>+C?
2 2 _ 2 2
2L, __B+VB’+C oL, B—V'B2+C
A—VB+C? 4+B
_,(4+BWVB>+C* | 4+VB>+C? oy | (A4 +B)?
A*—B*—C? A—VB2¥C? A2—B*—C?
+0((n —4)%) ] , (C26)
T00- _,T%quom ~4) (c27)
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- 1 B*+ AB+C? 2 (A+B)? 2C?
7= +In - —140(n—4)}, (C28)
m T4 +B) | (A+B? |n—4 A2—B2—C? (4 +B)?
- 1 3C? 2B 2 (A +B)?
722 = + +1n
T A A+BY? || (4+B?  A+B ||n—4 A2—B2—C?
2 2 2
__8C : 2§B +C )2 C140(n —4) (C29)
(A +B) A*—B*—cC
Group 3, a*%b%and 4?=B*+C?%
_ 1 2 (a4 —bB)?
(LD = +1 + —4) |, (C30)
I, 1TaA -l — n(a2-b2)A2 O(n )
- A 2 (aA—bB)* |, 2b(bA —aB)
T + +0(n—4)| . (C31)
n T T A —bBY |n—4  (a*—b2)4?  A(a’—b?)

From the partial fractioning of the two- to three-body matrix element in (4.5) we obtain 32 independent integrals. How-
ever, since the parametrization of the incoming momenta can be interchanged using (4.7) there exists a t; <>z, symme-
try. This implies that the number of independent functions is reduced. It appears that there are only 19 independent
types. These 19 integrals belong to 7 different classes which are characterized by the dependence of the functions a, b,
A, B, and C on the variables s, t,, u, m?2. Note that many integrals can be obtained from the other results by inter-
changing ¢, and u,.

APPENDIX D

In this appendix we give the results for the virtual plus soft terms in (6.19). The first term is

—1+1 —4t3s 7 Un | —

FYtS(tu,ty,u;)=4Bgpp 1211 +ul)s 2In*8+ l(t%+u%)s—2

(1+x)?
p X"
X

Ind ]

(e —u)s sy = Essy e T T s T2 e Ty T b m s T e T e T e m s TR T e )

+2—[4(s +2m?)s T 1+2(t —u)?s T21E2)—mAt —w)tsT s T T e !

syl =2 T T = 82 Ty T 4 0 m s+ Rem B T T - 8m T T —8m s T T !

—{4(s +2m?)+24sm s 72+ (t —u)H(Iss7 2+ 3s7 +3s )
—s(s2+2sm?—4m*+6s*m*s )t w1 6(2)5 7!

-F[%s(17s—‘8m2)u“1+4sm2t_1—33—2s4s1_‘t‘1u_1]t,_1

+{Zst T T+ A m A Ty T = 13 T =S L = 6(2)]
—sm[2—48(2)]-m*[16—16£(2) 1}t 'uy!

+25% 7 2u 2 Has s —m e 2u T 482 m 1 4(2) e Pu g

+[—11—5(t —u)s ' —8m2s 1+ 2(s2—5sm?—3m*)s "1t 7!

—t, ]

m2

+{4(s —2mP)s "1+ 5ss 7 435272 H(r —u)(3sy 2 H4s s =257

(14x)?
a )
X

—2m*s +m?)s 1t T2—8(s +2m V)t —32m* 2 In

—1s[2(s —4m)+3s3s 72 +5s%s 1wy
—[242(r —u)’s "2—8(t —u)s ' —4(s +4m )t}

—2(s2+4sm2+8m*)e u  +8sZmH T 2u i In
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+[4u (s +4m?)s "t —8(t —u)s ']
. 1y . t -1 1 —I
Li, 1—-———xu1 —Li, ? —lnlm2 In 2 —Inx In 2
—[8(s+2m?)+48sm*s 2 +(t —u)X(3ss{ 2 +5s; ' +6571)
—2s(s2+2sm2—4m*+6s2m*s2)t 7 lu [Liy(—x)+1In’x J5 7!
+2(s +4m2)(2—s%t 7w N)s 11n(1+x)1n1+x
+[4(s +3m2)s T+ (t —u)’s 2= L(3s2+12sm 2+ 16m )t lu T H4s2m A T 2u 2 Jin’x
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where x is defined in (5.10). Further we denote
54 =4m?—s, §=sV1—4m?/s .

Bp is defined in (2.7) and 8=A/m 2, where A is defined in (4.13).
The second term is given by
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with the same definitions as above.
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