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An order-a, calculation of p(fz) — ZZ + X is presented. Results are given for the total cross
section and differential distributions for Fermilab Tevatron, CERN Large Hadron Collider, and
Superconducting Super Collider energies. The calculation utilizes a combination of analytic and
Monte Carlo integration methods which makes it easy to calculate a variety of observables and

to impose experimental cuts.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pair production of Z bosons at hadron supercolliders
is an important background to heavy-Higgs-boson pro-
duction. If the Higgs boson is heavier than twice the Z-
boson mass, it will decay almost exclusively into W- or
Z-boson pairs.! The existence of the Higgs boson would
then be signaled by a peak in the invariant-mass distribu-
tion of the weak-boson pair. It is therefore important to
precisely calculate the continuum production of vector-
boson pairs in order to get a realistic estimate of the
signal-to-background ratio.

The main background to detecting a heavy Higgs boson
in the ZZ decay mode at hadron colliders is the contin-
uum production of Z-boson pairs. The major source of
continuum Z pairs is ¢ annihilation.? Two other sources
are gluon fusion3®* and weak-boson fusion.® The gluon-
fusion production rate is 60-70 % as large as the lowest-
order ¢q rate.* In weak-boson fusion the incoming quarks
radiate two vector bosons which subsequently scatter off
each other. This process is mainly of interest as a source
of Higgs bosons, with the Higgs boson appearing as an
s-channel resonance. Away from the Higgs-boson peak,
the weak-boson fusion production rate is only a small
fraction of the basic ¢q¢ — ZZ production rate. Pair pro-
duction of Z bosons in association with jets has also been
calculated.®

Until now ZZ production has been calculated only in
the leading-logarithm approximation and the order-a;
corrections to ZZ production have only been estimated”
using the soft-gluon approximation.® In this paper we
present a complete next-to-leading-logarithm (NLL) cal-
culation of hadronic ZZ production. At the parton level
this involves computing the contributions from the 2 — 3
real emission processes ¢f — ZZg, q9 — ZZq, and
qg — ZZq as well as the one-loop corrections to the
2 — 2 process q@ — ZZ. The focus of the present calcu-
lation is on the order-a; corrections to ZZ production.
Accordingly, the order-a? gluon-fusion contribution has

not been included. However, this contribution should
eventually be included when calculating the full ZZ con-

tinuum background since it can be significant at the en-
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ergy of the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC).

The NLL calculation presented here makes use of a
combination of analytic and Monte Carlo integration
methods.  Similar methods have been used to per-
form NLL calculations for direct photon production,®
photoproduction,'® symmetric di-hadron production,!
and W production.!? The Monte Carlo approach to NLL
calculations has many advantages over a purely analytic
calculation. The Monte Carlo approach allows one to
calculate any number of observables simultaneously by
simply histogramming the appropriate quantities. Fur-
thermore, it is easy to tailor the Monte Carlo calculation
to different experimental conditions, for example, detec-
tor acceptances, experimental cuts, and jet definitions.
Also, with the Monte Carlo approach one can study the
dependence of the cross section on the choice of scale, the
size of the NLL corrections for different observables, and
the variation of the NLL corrections in different regions
of phase space.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
Section II describes the techniques used in the Monte
Carlo approach to NLL calculations. The NLL calcula-
tion of ZZ production is described in Sec. III. Results
are presented in Sec. IV and summary remarks are given
in Sec. V. Finally, there are four appendixes containing
details of the regularization of 5 and lengthy expressions
from the calculation.

II. MONTE CARLO FORMALISM

The Monte Carlo formalism for NLL calculations has
been described in detail in Refs. 9-11 so the discussion
here will be brief. The basic challenge is to design a pro-
gram which retains the versatility inherent in a Monte
Carlo approach while ensuring that all of the required
cancellations of singularities still take place. In order
to discuss the technique for isolating the various singu-
larities, let the four-vectors of the two-body and three-
body subprocesses be labeled by p; + p2 — ps + ps and
p1+p2 — p3+pa+ps, respectively, and define the Lorentz
scalars s;; = (p; +p;)? and t;; = (p; —p;)?. First, any ul-
traviolet (UV) singularities associated with the one-loop
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contributions are regulated using the method of dimen-
sional regularization!3 and subtracted using the modified
minimal-subtraction (MS) scheme.'* Similarly, dimen-
sional regularization is used to treat the infrared (IR),
soft, and collinear divergences. As noted in Sec. III B,
there are no UV singularities in the current calculation.
Next, we introduce soft and collinear cutoff parameters é;
and 6, whose purpose is to allow the separation of phase
space into singular and finite regions. For the three-body
subprocesses, the soft singularities are associated with
the phase-space region where a final-state gluon becomes
soft. The soft region is defined to be the region where the
gluon energy in the subprocess rest frame becomes less
than 6,/5,,/2. If &, is chosen to be sufficiently small,
then the relevant three-body subprocesses can be evalu-
ated using the soft-gluon approximation. The resulting
expression is then easily integrated over the soft region
of phase space. At this stage, the integrated soft piece
is a two-body contribution and the soft and infrared sin-
gularities cancel explicitly. Next, the collinear regions of
phase space are defined to be those regions where any
invariant (s;; or t;;) becomes smaller in magnitude than
8¢ 812. If 6. is chosen to be sufficiently small, then in each
collinear region the relevant subprocess can be evaluated
using the leading-pole approximation. The result is easily
integrated in N dimensions, thereby explicitly display-
ing the collinear singularities which are then factorized
and included in the relevant structure functions. At this
point, the remainder of three-body phase space contains
no singularities and the subprocesses can be evaluated in
four dimensions.

2 _
MP™ = 5,5, 2 =N Z( 1) €1 (ps) €3 (pa) V (p2) P_r (7”
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The calculation now consists of two pieces—a set of
two-body contributions and a set of three-body contri-
butions. Each set consists of finite parts, all singularities
having been canceled, subtracted, or factorized. At this
stage both pieces depend on the values chosen for the two
theoretical cutoffs 6, and §. so that each piece by itself
has no intrinsic meaning. However, when the two- and
three-body contributions are combined to form a suit-
ably inclusive observable, all dependence on the cutoffs
cancels. It turns out that the answers are stable against
variations of these cutoffs over quite a wide range, which
is as it should be. The cutoffs merely serve to distinguish
the regions where the phase-space integrations are done
by hand from those where they are done by Monte Carlo
integration. When the results are added together, the
precise location of the boundary between the two regions
is not relevant. The results reported below are stable
to reasonable variations in the cutoffs, thus providing a
check on the calculation.

III. NEXT-TO-LEADING-LOGARITHM
FORMALISM

A. Born process

The two Feynman diagrams which contribute to the
Born amplitude for the reaction

q(p1) + @(p2) — Z(p3) + Z(pa) (1)

are shown in Fig. 1. The Born amplitude in N dimensions
is

[’1_1’3

" b —p
(1 —pa)? | +‘y”( 5

)27 ) U(p1), (2)

where 6;,;, is the color tensor (i;, and i, are color indices for quarks 1 and 2), e is the electromagnetic coupling
constant, p is a mass parameter introduced to keep the couplings dimensionless, €,(p3) and ¢;(ps) are the Z-boson

polarization tensors, and P, denotes the left-right projection operator P, = %(1 + 7vs). The right- and left-handed

Z-boson—to—fermion couplings are denoted by ngq.

T
£z Q; tan6 fzZf 3 Q; tan#d 3
9%+ sran 9= " sin Oy cos Oy franiw, ®3)

where Q; and Tg denote the electric charge (in units of the proton charge €) and the third component of weak isospin
of the fermion f, and 6w is the weak mixing angle.
The squared amplitude summed over final-state polarizations and initial-state spins is

IMBo™m 2 = Neet(p2)1=N [(g979) (ngq) (N —-2)
M}
( 71%)} ’ @

x{(N—2)[%+—t’f—M§ <t12+ 1)]

where N¢ is the number of colors and the kinematic invariants are defined by

- 1)4)2 . (5)

s=(m+p2)?, t=(p—p3)?, u=(m

The details for treating 75 in N dimensions are described in Appendix A. The algebra for this paper was evaluated
using the algebraic manipulation program FORM.!® Setting N = 4 — 2¢, the squared amplitude becomes
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which for later convenience we write as
|MBole — 'Mgornlz + CIMIlBornI2 + C2|'/\A}23om|2 .
The Born subprocess cross section is

1111
d&Born(qq_) ZZ) — Z 5 _2_ % I‘A/lBolechp2 ’

1

)

(7)

(8)

where the factors ‘lp 5, and % are the spin-average, color-average, and identical-particle factors, respectively, and the

two-body phase space is

1 [47\° 1
Ng, — — (27
d q>2_87r(s) T(l1—¢)

S

AM2 1/2—¢
(1— Z) v (1—v) “dv, (9)

with v = 2(1 + cos §). Decomposing |[MB°™|2 as in Eq. (7), the Born cross section can be written

da,Born — dé,(l?orn + 6da_113orn + €2d5'2B°m .

(10)

This decomposition will be useful for writing the soft and virtual corrections. The leading-logarithm (LL) cross section
is obtained by convoluting the subprocess cross section with the parton densities and summing over the contributing

partons:

o"(pp— 22) = Z/d&B"m(qq — ZZ)[Gqsp(21, M?)Gyrp (22, M?) + 21 > z3]dz1d2s .
q

B. Virtual Processes

The order-a; virtual corrections to ¢¢ — ZZ come
from the interference between the Born graphs of Fig. 1
and the virtual graphs shown in Fig. 2. We have eval-
uated the interference between these amplitudes in N
dimensions using the Feynman parametrization tech-
nique. There are two mitigating factors which simplify
the ¢q¢§ — ZZ virtual calculation. The first is that the

calculation does not contain UV singularities since the
graphs in Fig. 2 do not contribute to the renormaliza-

b, —>— N\ p S o AVAVAVIH

P, —<—N"\N/\U p S A VAYAVE

FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the Born subprocess ¢¢§ —
ZZ. The straight, wavy, and curly lines denote quarks, Z
bosons, and gluons, respectively.

(11)

f

tion of the strong, electromagnetic, or weak coupling con-
stants. The second is that the self-energy insertions on
the external quark lines vanish due to the cancellation of
the UV and IR divergences.'® Basically, what happens
is that the UV and IR poles cancel when one does not
distinguish between them.

Because the loop integrals associated with the four-
point function from the box diagrams in Fig. 2 are very
difficult to evaluate when powers of the loop momenta
appear in the numerator, we first multiply the Born am-
plitudes times the virtual amplitudes and evaluate the
resulting traces. Next, the numerator of the resulting ex-
pression is rewritten, using momentum-conservation re-
lations, such that propagator denominator factors can-
cel with identical factors in the numerator. This way
the four-point functions with powers of the loop momen-
tum in the numerator are reduced to a four-point func-
tion with a constant numerator and three- and two-point
functions which are easier to evaluate. The loop integrals
can be reduced to a set of 11 integrals which are given in
Appendix B.

The order-a; virtual contribution to the ¢q§ — ZZ
cross section is
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d&ViI‘t _c & (471_”2)‘ F(l _ 6) (_ —Q_d&gorn 3 gd&{Born B §d6,(1)30rn

dv  For s (1 — 2¢) e dv € dv € dv
111
+7554Nee (9229 + (9P DH*F (t,u) + F(u,t)]) , (12)
P, —>—"\\/\U b P —>—NAN B, where dé5°™ and déBo™ are defined by Eq. (10) and
3 Cr = % is the quark-gluon vertex color factor. The order-
a finite corrections are contained in the function F(¢,u)
e i YAVAVA -} A VAVAVE R which is given in Appendix C. In the limit Mz — 0, the
expression for d6V'**(¢q — ZZ) agrees with the result for
d6Vitt(gq — v7) in Ref. 16.
C. Soft-Gluon Emission
-2 b o L2~ . .
3 The Feynman diagrams for the real emission subpro-
cess
P, —<—N"N/\ p P, —<—NANANUP _
’ ' a(pr) +(p2) — Z(p3) + Z(pa) +9(ps),  (13)

are shown in Fig. 3. The soft-gluon amplitude for this
subprocess is obtained by setting the gluon momentum
ps to zero everywhere in the 2 — 3 amplitudes except
P —>— '\ p P —>—N/UPR, in the denominators which are singular as ps — 0. In
this approximation the last two graphs in Fig. 3 do not
contribute and the 2 — 3 kinematics can be approxi-

R WW\’ P, P2 Wm P mated by 2 — 2 kinematics. The soft-gluon amplitude

in N = 4 — 2¢ dimensions is

S 5
) %ﬁ;’\/\/\/ P, b %’\/\/\/ oA P, ﬁ’\/\/\} P P —ﬁf’\/\/\/ P,
P —=<—"N/\ p, e A VAVAVE S P —=<—"/\/V p, P, —<—NN/\ P,
P, —>—NN\/\U b b ——NNN\ R e e AVAVAVE P —>—NN/UR,

D, ﬁw\/\, D R, iimvw P,

P Py b= A 2 - AVAVAV, Py P —>—NN/ B,
(e X
§ § 1000000Q P, 1000000 Py
P, 2« D, R, o AVAVAV] P, ——" N/ p, I A VAVAY, Py
FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams for the virtual subprocess FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams for the real emission subpro-

99— ZZ. cess qf — ZZ2g.
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M = 24, uf Yffh ex(ps) Three-body phase space in N dimensions is given by
A A — 2\ 1/2—¢ 2\ € —€(1 _ ,\—¢
% ( P s — P2 2) MBorn) (14) dN(I)3= (1_4MZ) (4L) 116(41 v) " dv
(p1—ps)® (P2 —ps) 512 s12 ) 25m4D(1 — 2¢)

)(E‘é_2€ dE5 SiIl]'_ze 61 Sin_26 92 d01 d02 , (17)

MBer i the B itude of Eq. (2) without _— o
where M is the Born amplitude of Eq. (2) withou and the soft-gluon contribution to the cross section is

the é;,;, color tensor, g, is the strong coupling constant,

Ti"fi2 is an SU(3) color matrix (i1,i2 = 1,...,3; i5 = given by
1,...,8), and €}(ps) is the gluon polarization vector. d&o°tt — L | M2 N g (18)
Squaring and summing over final state polarizations and 2512
initial state spins yields Integrating over the soft region of three-body phase space
s - (0 < E5 < 65+/512/2) yields the two-body contribution
M = 467 ¢ Cr == IMPET 2. (15) do*t _ dgPom o, (4mp?)© D(1—¢)
dv ~  dv Fﬁ( s ) I'(1 - 2¢)
Next we introduce a soft-gluon cutoff §; and define the 9 4
soft region of three-body phase space as the region where X (-6—2 - = In(6,) + 4 ln(63)2) . (19)

Born

Es < 6, ———V;” . (16)

Expanding dé as in Eq. (10), this result becomes

det _ o (47ru2)€ r(1-e) [ 2 dPer

~Born ~Born
+—f— (-2 In(s,) %20 401 )

v For s I'(1—2¢) e dv dv dv
dé&Born dé Born d&Born
+ 4 1n(8,)> "dﬂv — 41n(8,) Ualzv +2 ";v ] (20)

D. Hard Collinear Corrections

The 2 — 3 real emission processes have hard collinear singularities when ¢15 — 0 or t35 — 0. These singularities
must be factorized and absorbed into the initial state parton distributions. The collinear regions of three-body phase
space are defined to be those regions where any invariant (s;; or t;;) becomes smaller in magnitude than §.s;2, where
6. is the collinear cutoff parameter defined previously. If the collinear cutoff is made sufficiently small, then in the
collinear region the three-body process can be evaluated using the leading-pole approximation. In this form it is
easy to integrate the logarithmically singular term in N dimensions. The resulting pole in € must then be factorized
and absorbed into the appropriate structure function. This procedure is -discussed in detail in Ref. 9. After the
factorization is performed, the remnants of the hard collinear singularities take the form

o, doBor

do, _ _ 9 =6 4z T 2\ B Zo 2N\ 5
(a7 —22) = 22 L {Gq/p(xl,M ) / = [Garp (22M2) Pig(2) + Gy (2, m2) Ppy(2)]

+Gq‘/P(m2’M2) /xj_é' % {Gq/p (%’M2) qu(z) + Gy/p (icz_l’M2) ﬁqg(z)]} v (21)

with and can be written
~ 1—2 s

P,-j(z) = P,'j (Z) In (— 6c —2) — P,I](Z) — )\F,'j (Z) .

¢ M Pij(z,€) = P;j(2) + €P(2), (24)
(22)

The Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions in N = 4 — 2¢ which defines the P;; functions. The functions Fyy and

dimensions for 0 < z < 1 are F,4 depend on the choice of factorization convention and
1+ 22 the parameter A specifies the factorization convention;

Pyy(z,6) = Cr ( 1—2 e(1-— Z)) ) A = 0 for the universal (MS) convention and A = 1 for

the physical [deep-inelastic-scattering (DIS)] convention.
For the physical convention the factorization functions
are

qu(z’f):é(—l-];:—;j[zz_*_(l—z)z_f], (23)
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qu(z) =CF

1+zzl 1—-2z __ii 1
T 212
l_z) +8z(1—z)—l] .

(25)

The parameter M? is the factorization scale which must
be specified in the process of factorizing the collinear
singularity. Basically, it determines how much of the
collinear term is absorbed into the various parton dis-
tributions.

The upper limit on the integrals appearing in Eq. (21)
is determined by requiring that the hard collinear term
not overlap with the soft region previously discussed. If
such an overlap were to occur, then that region of three-
body phase space would be counted twice.

+2z+3] ,

Fay() = 5 |1+ (1=

E. Soft Collinear Subtraction Term

The M2-dependent subtraction piece which is used to
absorb the collinear singularity into the parton distribu-
tion functions involves an integral over splitting functions
with the upper limit corresponding to z = 1, not 1 — §;,.
Therefore, there is one last piece to be subtracted which,
for the ¢15 case, takes the form
_doBom o, (4mp®\© T(1—¢)

( ) (1 - 2¢)

dots
dv  dv 27 \ M2

x /11_6' & (-%qu(z) + AF”(z)) Gqp(z/2) .

i (26)
]

R ICOE = TR R
+A ( + ? +<

Born
dog

1n(6,) - 1n(5,)2)
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In the interval 0 < z < 1 the Altarelli-Parisi splitting

function 1is
P,y(z) = Cr <(11+Z) + 5(1 ))

and the factorization-dependent function is

(27)

qu(z) — [ (1 4z 2) (ln(l_ . ))+
3 1 1+ 22
_5(1—z)+ g In(z) +2z+3

(28)

_(%+%2)6(1—z)].

The ( )4 distributions in P, and F, are defined in terms
of their integrals with an arbitrary function f(z),

[ roggre= )
/ 1) (B2 “)) dz = ] (- s =2y,

Inserting Py and Fyq into Eq. (26), integrating, and us-
ing the expansion
drp?\ € 4mp2\ ¢ (_s_)f
M?2 s M?
4rp?\“ s
_< p ) [1+eln(ﬁ)],

RIOEFIOM

1—2z

Il

(30)

yields

3 s do.Born da.lBorn
+ (5 +21n(6,)) [m (m) 0 -

d&(]?orn
o 31
£ o

In obtaining this result we have discarded all terms which are proportional to a power of the soft cutoff 6,. The soft
collinear singularity in the ¢35 — 0 region yields an identical result.

F. Next-to-Leading-Logarithm Cross Section

The NLL cross section, which consists of two- and three-body contributions, can now be assembled from the pieces
described in the previous sections. The two-body contribution is

do
aglll,g‘dy(pp——» ZZ) = E /dvd:l:l dz, (Gq/p(xl,Mz) Gy/p(@2, M?) )
q

~NLL

(99— ZZ) + (1 sz)"‘%%) ,  (32)
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where the sum is over all contributing quark flavors,
dg/dv is defined in Eq. (21), and

dﬁ'NLL dé.Born da.virt
_ 7) =

o W~ Z0) = —p—+—g

d&soft d&ls

da.25
dv dv dv

The 1/¢2 and 1/e poles cancel when the terms in Eq. (33)
are summed [see Egs. (9), (12), (20), and (26)].
The three-body contribution to the cross section is

(33)

U3body(pp —ZZ + X)

= Z/d&(ab — ZZc)[ Gayp(z1, M?) Gyyp(z2, M?)
abe

+(z1 « z2)]dz1dzy, (34)

where the sum is over all partons contributing to the
three subprocesses q¢ — ZZg, q9 — ZZgq, and qg —
ZZ7Zq. The squared matrix elements for these subpro-
cesses are given in Appendix D. The integration over
three-body phase space and dz; dzy is done numerically
by standard Monte Carlo techniques. The kinematic in-
variants s;; and t;; are first tested for soft and collinear
singularities. If an invariant for a subprocess falls in a
soft or collinear region of phase space, the contribution
from that subprocess is not included in the cross section.

IV. RESULTS

The numerical results presented in this section have
been obtained using the HMRS!® set B parton distribu-
tion functions with Ay = 0.190 GeV. These distribution
functions have been fit at the NLL level using the uni-
versal (MS) convention. Thus the factorization defining
parameter A in Egs. (22) and (31) should be A = 0. [If one
instead uses the DFLM!® parton distribution functions,
which are NLL fits defined in the physical (DIS) scheme,
then one must set A = 1.] A single scale Q% = M2,
where Mzz is the invariant mass of the Z pair, is used
for the renormalization and factorization scales. The two-
loop expression for a; has been used and Agcp adjusted
whenever a heavy-quark threshold is crossed so that a;
is a continuous function of Q2. For the heavy quark
masses we use my = 5 GeV and m; = 140 GeV. The
soft and collinear cut-off parameters were taken to be
6s = 5 x 1072 and 6. = 1073. We use the standard-
model parameters Mz = 91.17 GeV, My = 80.0 GeV,
and a(Mw) = 1/128. These mass values are consistent
with recent measurements at the Fermilab Tevatron,?®
the SLAC Linear Collider,?! and the CERN ete~ col-
lider LEP.?? For comparison we also give LL predictions
which have been obtained using the two-loop expression
for a,. Using the two-loop running coupling for both the
LL and NLL results provides a consistent expansion pa-
rameter so that one can judge the degree of convergence
of the results.

The O(as) corrections to ZZ production have
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previously been estimated” wusing the soft-gluon
approximation.® The assumption in this approach is that
the 72 terms are the dominant part of the O(;) correc-
tions. Futhermore, the approach assumes that all of the
O(a;) 7% terms are found by considering only the most
singular contributions when the real- or virtual-gluon mo-
mentum k# — 0. Thus, the idea is to examine all graphs
that give 1/e? poles and deal with them in the infrared
limit. The QCD corrections are thus expressed as a mul-
tiplicative K factor times the lowest-order cross section.
The soft-gluon K factor derived in Ref. 7is K = 1+§7ra,.

The NLL total cross section for Z-pair production is
shown in Fig. 4 as a function of the center-of-mass en-
ergy. The predicted cross sections for the Tevatron, the
CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC), and the SSC are
also given in Table I. Also given are the LL predictions
with and without the soft-gluon K factor, K = 1+ &ra,.
Both the NLL and LL plus K-factor results show a signifi-
cant increase over the pure leading-logarithm calculation.
Furthermore, the results indicate that the soft-gluon K-
factor estimate is in reasonable agreement with the NLL
result for this particular observable. This point will be
discussed in more detail below.

One of the motivations for performing NLL calcula-
tions is that the results often show a less dramatic de-
pendence on the renormalization and factorization scale
choice than the LL result. This is true for the present
calculation. As an example, consider first the total cross
section at the Tevatron. Here the LL result is nearly in-

102 E T T T T !{ T T T T
- -
r PP 27 + X -~ ]
O —3
= L i
\% 100 — —
< = 3
= o ]
S) - / SOLID = NLL -
/ LONG DASH = LL K=1
10~ 1 8 =
SHORT DASH = LL K=1 + 3 % 3
10—2 L Lot I L L
1 5 10 50 100
Vs (TeV)
FIG. 4. The total cross section for pp — ZZ + X as a

function of the center-of-mass energy. The solid line is the
NLL result, the long-dashed line is the LL result, and the
short-dashed line is the LL calculation with a K-factor K =
1+ %n’as.
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TABLE I. Predicted cross sections for ZZ production with no cuts.
Collider Vs (TeV) oV (pb) o (K =1+ $7a.) (pb) oL(K =1) (pb)
Tevatron 1.8 1.08 1.08 0.854
LHC 16 13.3 13.5 10.7
SSC 40 35.6 35.2 28.0

dependent of the scale choice, decreasing only by a factor
of 0.94 as @Q? is varied from 0.5M%, to 2M2,. At this
energy, Z Z production via pp interactions is dominated
by valence-quark interactions with z values in a range
above a lower limit governed by Mz /+/s which is about
0.05. For these values there is little Q2 dependence in
the valence distributions. On the other hand, at the SSC
the relevant z range is smaller by a factor of twenty and
sea-quark interactions dominate in the pp process. These
distributions show a significant increase with Q2 in this
z region. Over the same range of Q2 the cross section
now increases by a factor of 1.14. When the NLL cal-
culation is examined in a similar way, the cross section
at the Tevatron also shows a slight decrease, the factor
being 0.96. On the other hand, the cross section at the
SSC increases by a factor of 1.03. Hence, there is a less-
ening of the scale dependence in the NLL results, with
the effect being most noticeable at the higher energy of
the SSC.

The structure of the NLL calculation given in this pa-
per makes it clear that there is significant cancellation
between the positive-definite 2 — 3 contribution and the
sum of all the 2 — 2 contributions. Indeed, the latter
quantity is not positive definite, as can be seen by exam-
ining the results presented in Ref. 9, for example, where
the individual cross-section contributions in the case of
direct photon production are shown. In the cases where
essentially all of the recoil gluon phase space are inte-
grated over, it appears that the cancellation just men-
tioned is such that the remainder is well approximated
by the soft-gluon K factor. However, suppose that one
was interested in an observable defined in such a way that
the integration over the recoil gluon was severely limited.
In this case one might expect to see departures from the
soft-gluon K-factor estimate.

Consider, for example, the inclusive transverse-
momentum spectrum of the Z bosons, as shown in Fig. 5.
The inclusion of the 2 — 3 real emission processes in the
NLL calculation shifts events in the distribution from
lower to higher values of transverse momentum since the
Z pair can now recoil against a gluon. The shape change
becomes more pronounced at higher center-of-mass ener-
gies as is seen by comparing parts (a) and (b) of Fig. 5
which are for the Tevatron and SSC energies, respec-
tively. Including the K factor in the LL result only scales
up the overall normalization and does not predict any
shape change.

A similar effect is shown in Fig. 6 for the ZZ invariant-
mass distribution. Again, the greater phase space for the
recoiling gluon in the higher-energy case results in an in-

crease of the NLL calculation over the approximate one.
Consider, however, what would happen if one required
that there be no accompanying jet with pp(jet) > 30 GeV
and |n(jet)] < 3. The results are shown in Fig. 7 and one
can see that this restriction has no effect on either the
LL or approximate soft-gluon calculations. However, the
NLL curve is significantly reduced since a large segment
of the positive-definite three-body part has been elimi-
nated by the choice of cuts. The point which we wish to
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pp — ZZ + X at /s = 40 TeV. The labeling conventions are
the same as Fig. 4.
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emphasize is that the cuts imposed at the analysis stage
may be such as to invalidate the use of a simple over-
all K-factor estimate with the result that the full NLL
calculation should be used.

V. SUMMARY

A complete next-to-leading-logarithm calculation of
p(ﬁ) — ZZ has been presented. The calculation was
done using a combination of analytic and Monte Carlo
integration methods which make it easy to calculate a
variety of observables and to impose experimental cuts.
It is interesting to note that for the total ZZ cross sec-
tion, the NLL corrections were reasonably approximated
by including the soft-gluon K factor, K = 1 + %was,
in the LL calculation. On the other hand, when typical
experimental cuts were imposed, significant differences
between the soft-gluon K factor and the full NLL cal-
culation were noted. This is consistent with results ob-
tained previously for direct photon production and jet
photoproduction which showed that the size of the NLL
corrections depends on the observable being studied. An
overall multiplicative K factor is incapable of reproduc-
ing this amount of detail.

Note added. After completing this work we learned of
a recent order-o, calculation of the total cross section for
hadronic ZZ production by Mele, Nason, and Ridolfi.?
We have compared results for the total cross section and
found them to be in agreement.
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APPENDIX A: REGULARIZATION OF ~,

The implementation of v5 in dimensional regulariza-
tion requires a prescription for defining v5. We use the
definition proposed by Chanowitz et al.,?3 who define 7s
by the following properties.

(1) {ys, v} =0, p=0,1,..., N - 1.

(2)vi=1

(3) Tr(ysy*47y¥y7) = 4ieh“T + O(N —4) x ambiguity
when p,v,w,r, are in the four-dimensional subspace
w,v,w, 7 = 0,1,2,3. The Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly?*
is related to the fact that the ambiguous term cannot be
explicitly defined.

The ambiguous terms are discussed in Ref. 25, where it
is shown that they can be discarded. The three defining
properties plus the fact that there are not enough vectors
to form a nonzero contraction with ¢#”“” allow one to
eliminate traces containing ~s.

After the ambiguous terms have been discarded and
the traces containing <45 have been eliminated, we can
evaluate the traces in N dimensions using the algebra
manipulation program FORM.!® All y-matrix algebra was
done in N dimensions and the results were checked in four
dimensions.



APPENDIX B: LOOP INTEGRALS

The loop integrals from the virtual graphs of Fig. 2 can
be reduced to a set of 11 integrals which are given in this
appendix. They are written here with a common overall
factor

P (g) r(l—¢ 1

s ) T(1-2¢) (am)? "’ (B1)

Integrals Iy, Is, I7 are infrared and ultraviolet finite and
can be evaluated in four dimensions; however, the other
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integrals are singular and must be regularized. Dimen-
sional regularization was used to regularize these inte-
grals, with the number of space-time dimensions set to
N = 4—2¢. In all cases the integrals were evaluated using
the Feynman parametrization technique. Integrals I£”
and I¥ are only needed for the cases where the indices
are contracted with pi1,p1, and p;,, respectively. The
one-point function is defined to be zero in dimensional
regularization. The integrals are most conveniently writ-
ten in terms of functions denoted E; and B;. The E;
functions are

S

o= [ (H ) o (22)] - g i (Femtl) o (2],

By =a} [1 — el (‘T‘”%)] — (a1 —by)? [1 —eln (i‘fﬁﬁ)z} :

(B2)

o=t [1— e ()] - o -t 1 (H222) ]

and the B; functions are

2 _MZ
By(t,u) = Liy (MZ—S'1> — Lis (S - Z) — Li, (

—st . —t . M2
(= M3)(M3 —t)) M ( —M%) M (M% )

2 2 2 2 2 2
_1 —st 1] i.) 1] ( My ) + 1 (Mz—t)
2‘“<(s—M%>(M§—t)) +Z“(s—Mg tan\mg ) AT

2 2 2
1 sM2 MZ -t Mz —u
7In (———t2 ) +ln( .s In -
1 1-z 1—2\2
B, = = |—-4Li In{—2) _ =
7 ‘”i: le( ) >+2 n< 7 ) ln( %

S

)—é—ln
2+7r_2
3 )

M%——t In SM%
s t2 ’

(B3)

where ¢ = /1 — 4M%/s and Lis(z) is the dilogarithm function

1 dt s k
Lis(z) = — [ In(1—tx)= =3 =
A t -k

The eleven integrals are

;o [ dVk 1
FT S @MN R2(k+p)2(k + pr— ps)?(k — p2)?
F 1 2 M2 272
=i— | +=In(—£ )+ = - 2B(¢
Vst [62+eln<—t>+3 2B1(t,w)]
v o [ 4k kH kY
2 = ] @0N K2k +a1)?(k + b,)2
iF oy al'by +blay , [ lasd
= - —l 1 E
401.1)1( ayay Eo Sa1b, (aiEo + Ev) + 5= (1/e+ 3) En
by by
(2a,b,)2

[a$(2/€ + 3)Eo + a%(4/e + 10)E1 — (1 /e + 2)E2]> , a2 #0, b2 =0,
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4
e [ 4V %
37 ) @m)N k2(k+a1)2(k +b,)2
iF u b‘ll 2 2 2
= — bs =
2(11'b1 (alEO 2‘11'b1 [(11(1/6+1)E0+(1/€+2)E1] y @1 #07 1 0:
dVk 1 iF By
= = R b2 =
I4 /(271')N k2(k+a1)2(k'+bl)2 2a1-b1 P 01760, 1 0,
P Nk khk
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APPENDIX C: FINITE VIRTUAL CORRECTIONS

The finite virtual corrections for the subprocess ¢¢ — ZZ are contained in the function F(t,u):

Ft,u) = Au(t,u)Bi(t, u) + As(t, u) [H +1In (—%)2 —1In (ﬁ)z]

S

+As(t, u)In <M2> + Aq(t,u) ln< ) + As(t, w)In (M2> + As(t, u)r® + Ar(t,u)Br + As(t,u) . (C1)

The B; functions are given in Appendix B and the A; are functions of s,¢,u, and M%:

4 2
Al(t,u)=4+4—t—+2y-+16—M—Z—8MZ—4MZ——16-A—/[—Z,
u i tu 4 u
t t M2 uM? MS M} _MS u M} M2
Ay(t,u) = —2— 4+ 10—% —24 —Z£ 48—2 _92—Z _2—Z _—_16—% Z
2(t,w) Mg—t( « T3 TR 12 B3t w T )
t Mi MZ _ME M2
Aa(t,u)=4+4—+43+12—Z—8—Z-—8——Z—8—Z
u t t t2 u

t MS u M2
—— (3= —-5—2Z +8-14 —Z _4—%£ 4 8—2% 10— 7T—Z£ - 18—% ) ,
+M§—t(u u +8 12 t2u 12 + + + t
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4 2 4 M2
Astw)=6+32 +3% 4572 oMz 3Nz 402
u 4 tu 12
12 t M2 MZ ME uMZ M§)
—_— | —4— + 2= —=Z _18=%) ,
+(M%——t)2( 4u+24u —4—-46—= +18 + 8 7
(C2)
12 u M} MZ uMZ Mg M$ uM? MZ M4
= — - +6—~% — — 16— — 6—3% — 2054 + 22— L
As(t,u) (M%—t)2(4+4t+6tu 14—= 4 4—= +16 6—=—6 7 +
t M} M2 M3 t M2 u? uMZ )
— = -2t — | 44—~ - — - 4 2—=
+3u+tu 2 t 12 +s—4M% 4 1+t2 2 tag
t? t Mi u M
—_— (- — - 8— 4+ -4+ 8—2 |,
+(s—4M§)2( u v TTT%T
1 M2
Ae(t,u):g( 6 — 7——16 +28 +4MZ) ,
2 tME .t Mz MZ t M2
Ar(tu)= — —4—L = 3=+ 2—L +4—2L +4- —8—%
su s Uu t
2M2 12 tMZ t MZ% t M2 6M72 i t
+s—4M§( _4su _s+4s et -1 +(s—4M§)2s ! u)’
As(tu) = —to (4 p oMz _ 4 70 +22MZ ulMg
s\ (M2 —1t)2 u u t3
4
—28 +18 +2“MZ+74M —36M )
t t M} MZ M M2
+s—4M§ (1—Z)+6+3t - 6—= +5 Su .
APPENDIX D: REAL EMISSION PROCESSES
The six Feynman diagrams which contribute to the amplitude for the real emission subprocess
(1) + @(p2) — Z(p3) + Z(pa) + 9(ps) (D1)

are shown in Fig. 3. The squared amplitude summed over final state polarizations and initial state spins can be
written

IMreal|2 =167, e 4 [(9424)4 + (9924)4] Z M;; , (D?)
1=1,6
Jj=1,6

where the M;; term corresponds to the squared amplitude from the product of the ith and jth Feynman diagrams in

Fig. 3. The M;; are functions of the momenta and the Lorentz scalars s;; = (p; + p;)? and ti; = (pi — pj)2:
32p;-

My, = P1°Ps

32p2-ps
= 2 (2p2-papa-ps — p2psM3), Mss = =5——(2p1-psps-ps — p1-psM3) ,
tist34 ti3ta5

16
Mss = T (p1-p2M% — 2p1-p3pe-psM% + 4p1-psp2-paps-ps — 2p1-pap2-paM3) ,

M,y = 128p1 -psp2-ps

1 tastas (p2'p3 + p2-P4 — p3-pa) ,
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64 )
M3 = ————[(p1-p2)*(p3-P4 — P3-P5s — PaPs)
t13tist24ts
+p1 ~P2(P1 ‘PaP3-Ps + P1-P3P2'P5 — P1'P4aP2-P3 + P1°P4aP2-Ps — P1°P3P2 'P4)
+p1-p2(p1-P5P2-P3 + P1-PsP2-Pa — P1-P5P3-Pa + P2:P3Pa-Ps — P2-PsP3P4)
+p1-P3p2P5(P2'Pa — P1°P4) + P1°Psp2Pa(P1-P3 — P2°P3)] (D3)
128p1 -pa
My = ——————(p1 — pa)-(p2 — pa)(p1 — ps)-(P2 — ps) ,
t14t15824025
64 )
Mis = ————[(p1-P3 + P1-Ps — p3-p5)(2p1-Pap2-p4 — p1-P2M3)],
t13t15t24
64 0,
Myg= —— (Pl 'Pz) (pa'Ps — P3'P4 — P4‘P5)
t14t15t23t24
+p1-p2(P1-P3p2-Pa — P1-P3P2-Ps + P1-P3P4 D5 + P1-PaD2-P3 + P1-PaP2-Ps)
+p1-p2(P1-P5P2-P4 — P1-P5P2-P3 — P1-P4P3-Ps — P2-PaP3-Ps + P2-P5P3-P4)
+p1-Psp2-Pa(P2-P3 — P1-P3) + P1-Pab2-P3(P1-Ps — P2-Ps) + p1-PaM5(P1-P2 — P1P3 — P2'Ps)
M3
+T(p1 ‘P2P3Ps + P1-P3p2-Ps — P1-Psp2-p3)| -
The remaining M;; expressions are related to the above expressions by interchanging parton momenta:
Moy = M11(p3 < pa), Mg = Maz(ps — ps), Mes = Ms5(ps — pa),
M3z = Mys(p3s «— pa), Mag = Mi13(ps — ps), M = Mie(ps < pa),
Mas = My5(ps — psa), Mazs = Mi3(p1 < p2), (D4)

M3zs = Mis5(py < p2,p3 < pa),
Mas = Mis(p1 < p2), M = Mi5(p1 < p2),

M3ss = Mi6(p1 < p2,p3 < pa),
Mss = M14(p3 < ps).

The squared amplitudes for the processes q¢9 — ZZq and ¢¢§ — ZZ{§ can be obtained from the ¢q§ — ZZg squared
amplitude by crossing py < —ps and p; < —ps, respectively. Furthermore, one has to correct for an overall minus

sign and change the color average from % X -:1; to % X %.
The subprocess cross section in 4 dimensions is
1 1 1
dé(9qd — ZZg) = = Ac = — IM|* d*®
6(ag — 229) = § ©3 %50 IM|* d @3,

(D5)

where the factors %,Ac,% are the spin-average, color-average, and identical-particle factors, respectively.
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