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Threshold resummation for dihadron production in hadronic collisions
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We study the resummation of large logarithmic perturbative corrections to the partonic cross sections
relevant for dihadron production in hadronic collisions, H;H, — h;h,X, at high invariant mass of the
produced hadron pair. These corrections arise near the threshold for the partonic reaction and are
associated with soft-gluon emission. We perform the resummation to next-to-leading logarithmic
accuracy, and show how to incorporate consistently cuts in rapidity and transverse momentum of the
observed particles. We present numerical results for fixed-target and ISR regimes and find enhancements
over the next-to-leading order cross section, which significantly improve the agreement between

theoretical predictions and data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Cross sections for hadron production in hadronic colli-
sions play an important role in QCD. They offer a variety
of insights into strong interaction dynamics. At sufficiently
large momentum transfer in the reaction, QCD perturba-
tion theory can be used to derive predictions. The cross
section may be factorized at leading power in the hard
scale into convolutions of long-distance factors represent-
ing the structure of the initial hadrons and the fragmenta-
tion of the final-state partons into the observed hadrons,
and parts that are short-distance and describe the hard
interactions of the partons. If the parton distribution func-
tions and fragmentation functions are known from other
processes, especially deeply inelastic scattering and e*e™
annihilation, hadron production in hadronic collisions
directly tests the factorized perturbative-QCD approach
and the relevance of higher orders in the perturbative
expansion.

Much emphasis in both theory and experiment has been
on single-inclusive hadron production, H,H, — hX [1-8].
Here the large momentum transfer is provided by the high
transverse momentum of the observed hadron. Of equal
importance, albeit explored to a somewhat lesser extent, is
dihadron production, H{H, — h;h,X, when the pair is
produced with large invariant mass M. In many ways,
one may think of this process as a generalization of the
Drell-Yan process to a completely hadronic situation, with
the Drell-Yan lepton pair replaced by the hadron pair. The
process is therefore particularly interesting for studying
QCD dynamics, as we shall also see throughout this paper.
Experimental data for dihadron production as a function of
pair mass are available from various fixed-target experi-
ments [9-11], as well as from the ISR [12]. On the theory
side, next-to-leading order (NLO) calculations for this
process are available [13—15]. They have been confronted
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with the available data sets, and it was found that overall
agreement could only be achieved when rather small re-
normalization and factorization scales were chosen. The
NLO calculations in fact show very large scale depen-
dence. If more natural scales are chosen, NLO theory
significantly underpredicts the cross section data, as we
shall also confirm below.

In this paper, we investigate the all-order resummation
of large logarithmic corrections to the partonic cross sec-
tions. This is of considerable interest for the comparison
between data and the NLO calculation just described. A
related resummation for the single-inclusive hadron cross
section [5] was found to lead to significant enhancements
of the predicted cross section over NLO, in much better
overall agreement with the available data in that case.

At partonic threshold, when the initial partons have just
enough energy to produce two partons with high invariant
pair mass (which subsequently fragment into the observed
hadron pair), the phase space available for gluon brems-
strahlung vanishes, resulting in large logarithmic correc-
tions. To be more specific, if we consider the cross section
as a function of the partonic pair mass i, the partonic
threshold is reached when § = M2, that is, # = m?/§ = 1,
where /3 is the partonic center-of-mass system (c.m.s.)
energy. The leading large contributions near threshold arise
as a![In?*~1(1 — #)/(1 — #)], at the kth order in pertur-
bation theory, where «; is the strong coupling and the
“plus” distribution will be defined below. Sufficiently
close to threshold, the perturbative series will be useful
only if such terms are taken into account to all orders in «,
which is what is achieved by threshold resummation [16—
19]. Here we extend threshold resummation further, to
cross sections involving cuts on individual hadron p; and
the rapidity of the pair.

We note that this behavior near threshold is very familiar
from that in the Drell-Yan process, if one thinks of 7 as the
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invariant mass of the lepton pair. Hadron pair production is
more complex in that gluon emission will occur not only
from initial-state partons, but also from those in the final
state. Furthermore, interference between soft emissions
from the various external legs is sensitive to the color
exchange in the hard scattering, which gives rise to a
special additional contribution to the resummation for-
mula, derived in [17,20,21].

The larger 7, the more dominant the threshold loga-
rithms will be. Because of this and the rapid falloff of the
parton distributions and fragmentation functions with mo-
mentum fraction, threshold effects tend to become more
and more relevant as the hadronic scaling variable 7 =
M?/S goes to one. This means that the fixed-target regime
is the place where threshold resummation is expected to be
particularly relevant and useful. We will indeed confirm
this in our study. Nonetheless, because of the convolution
form of the partonic cross sections and the parton distri-
butions and fragmentation functions (see below), the
threshold regime 7 — 1 plays an important role also at
higher (collider) energies. Here one may, however, also
have to incorporate higher-order terms that are subleading
at partonic threshold.

In Sec. II we provide the basic formulas for the dihadron
cross section as a function of pair mass at fixed order in
perturbation theory, and display the role of the threshold
region. Section III presents details of the threshold resum-
mation for the cross section. In Sec. IV we give phenome-
nological results, comparing the threshold resummed
J

dO.H Hy—h, hZX
2

dM*dAndn =

’,An4d0A.ab—>cd

X—m—— A > 1
dildAnd7 (T 7

where 7) is the average rapidity in the partonic c.m.s.,
which is related to 7 by

A=q- % 1n<x—“). (6)
Xb
The quantity A is a difference of rapidities and hence
boost invariant. It is important to note that the rapidities of
the hadrons with lightlike momenta K and K, are the same
as those of their lightlike parent partons. The average and
relative rapidities for the hadrons and their parent partons
are also therefore the same, a feature that we will use
below. Furthermore, in Eq. (5) the f:{}f are the parton
distribution functions for partons a, b in hadrons H,, and
Di'fj the fragmentation functions for partons ¢, d fragment-
ing into the observed hadrons #,,. The distribution func-
tions are evaluated at the initial-state and final-state
factorization scales pp; and upy, respectively. ug denotes
the renormalization scale. The d6°v—¢¢/d#d7d A n are the
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calculation to the available experimental data. Finally, we
summarize our results in Sec. V. Appendices A and B
provide details of the NLO corrections to the perturbative
cross section near threshold.

II. PERTURBATIVE CROSS SECTION AND
PARTONIC THRESHOLD

We are interested in the hadronic cross section for the
production of two hadrons £ 5,

H,(P,) + Hy(P,) — h(K,) + hy(K;) + X, (D
with pair invariant mass
= (K, + Ky~ (2)

We will consider the cross section differential in the rap-
idities 1, m, of the two produced hadrons, treated as
massless, in the c.m.s. of the initial hadrons, or in their
difference and average,

1
An = 5(771 — M), (3)
1
= 5(7“ + 7). 4)

We will later integrate over regions of rapidity correspond-
ing to the relevant experimental coverage. For sufficiently
large M?, the cross section for the process can be written in
the factorized form

[ dx,dx,dzedzaf " (x MF,)fb (xp, pr)ze D2 (2, MFf)ZdDd (2@ Fy)

MR MEi :U“Ff)y )
m’ m

I
partonic differential cross sections for the contributing

partonic processes ab — cdX’, where X' denotes some
additional unobserved partonic final state. The partonic
momenta are given in terms of the hadronic ones by p, =

xaPl, Pp = beZ’ Pe = KI/ZU Pa = K2/Zd We introduce
a set of variables, some of which have been used in Eq. (5):
S= (P, + Py’ (7)

M2
=—) 8
T=g €]
§ = (x,Py + x,P)* = x,3,8, &)

2

3

(K1 K2)2 M?
4+ =) =
Zc Zq Zelq

, (10)
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m* M7 (11
xabechS XaXpZceZd '

T=_
§
At the level of partonic scattering in the factorized cross
section, Eq. (5), the other relevant variables are the par-
tonic c.m.s. energy /3, and the invariant mass 7 of the pair
of partons that fragment into the observed dihadron pair.
We have written Eq. (5) in such a way that the final factor is
a dimensionless function. Hence, it can be chosen to be a
function of the dimensionless ratio /#2/§ = # and the ratio
of 7 to the factorization and renormalization scales, as
well as the rapidities and the strong coupling. In the
following, we will take all factorization scales to be equal
to the renormalization scale for simplicity, that is, up =

Mg = ppp = . We then write

n';l4d0**.ab—>cd

dim?dAndy

= wab—»cd(ﬁ An, 9, ay(w), %) (12)

(?, An, 7, a(w), ﬁ)
m

The variable 7 is of special interest for threshold resum-
mation, because it is a measure of the phase space available
for radiation at short distances. The limit 7 — 1 corre-
sponds to the partonic threshold, where the partonic hard
scattering uses all available energy to produce the pair.
This is kinematically similar to the Drell-Yan process, if
one thinks of the hadron pair replaced by a lepton pair. The
presence of fragmentation of course complicates the analy-
sis somewhat, because only a fraction z,.z, of 7#2% is used for
the invariant mass of the observed hadron pair. In the
following it will in fact be convenient to also use the
variable

m? M

7.I

S z.z48’

13)

which is the ratio of the partonic /> to the overall c.m.s.
invariant S and hence may be viewed as the ““7 variable” at
the level of produced partons when fragmentation has not
yet been taken into account. This variable is close in spirit
to the variable 7 = Q?/S in Drell-Yan.

The partonic cross sections can be computed in QCD
perturbation theory, where they are expanded as

_ fag\? LO % NLO
Wab—cd = ; @ ghp—cd + ?wab—*cd +ee (14

Here we have separated the overall power of @(a?), which
arises because the leading-order (LO) partonic hard-
scattering processes are the ordinary 2 — 2 QCD scatter-
ings. At LO, one has 7 = 1, and also the two partons are
produced back-to-back in the partonic c.m.s., so that 1) =
0. One can therefore write the LO term as

W00 (3, An, ) =6(1 — D8R (An), (15)
(0)

where v, _,.

4 18 a function of An only. The second delta
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function implies that 7 = 1 In(x,/x,). At next-to-leading
order, or overall O(a3), one can have # # 1 and 7 # 0.
Near partonic threshold, 7 — 1, however, the kinematics
becomes “LO like.” The average rapidity of the final-state
partons, ¢ and d (and therefore of the observed dihadrons)
is determined by the ratio x,/x;, up to corrections that
vanish when the energy available for soft radiation is
squeezed to zero. As noted in Ref. [22], in this limit the
delta function that fixes the partonic pair rapidity ) be-
comes independent of soft radiation, and may be factored
out of the phase space integral over the latter. This is true at
all orders in perturbation theory. One has:

wab—»cd(%r Aﬂ, ﬁ: as(;u‘): :u‘/”h)
= 8(M’"E, (3, An, a (), w/i)
+ oy (B A, A, a(p), w/m),  (16)

where all singular behavior near threshold is contained in

the functions wsaigic 4 Threshold resummation addresses
this singular part to all orders in the strong coupling. All
remaining contributions, which are subleading near thresh-
old, are collected in the “regular” functions ws .
Specifically, for the NLO corrections, one finds the follow-

ing structure:
@y cd (P A, 7, /1)

= 5(0)| WL Am /31 = 1)+ W4, (A, i)

sl . =Nl
(=), +etaen(*757),

+ 0"EN0 (3, A, A, /i), (17)

where the singular part near threshold is represented by the
functions wgl}ﬁc & a)flll;l_),c " a)glf_),c 4» Which are again func-
tions of only A%, up to scale dependence. The plus-

distributions are defined by

1 1
[ FOg() dx = f (f(x) = F(1)g()dx

— F(1) [) " g(x)dx. (18)

Appendix A describes the derivation of the coefficients
a)gb’o_),c 0 a)glb’l_),c o will;z_),c 4 explicitly from a calculation of
the NLO corrections near threshold. This will serve as a
useful check on the correctness of the resummed formula,
and also to determine certain matching coefficients.

As suggested above, the structure given in Eq. (17) is
similar to that found for the Drell-Yan cross section at
NLO. A difference is that in the inclusive Drell-Yan case
one can integrate over all A7 to obtain a total cross section.
This integration is finite because the LO process in Drell-
Yan is the s-channel reaction gg — € €. In the case of
dihadrons, the LO QCD processes also have ¢ as well as

074016-3



ALMEIDA, STERMAN, AND VOGELSANG

u-channel contributions, which cause the integral over An
to diverge when the two hadrons are produced back-to-
back with large mass, but each parallel or antiparallel to the
initial beams. As a result, one will always need to consider
only a finite range in A7. This is, of course, not a problem
as this is anyway also done in experiment. It does, however,
require a slightly more elaborate analysis for threshold
resummation, which we review below.

III. THRESHOLD RESUMMATION FOR
DIHADRON PAIRS

A. Hard scales and transforms

The resummation of the logarithmic corrections is or-
ganized in Mellin-N moment space [16]. In moment space,
the partonic cross sections absorb logarithmic corrections
associated with the emission of soft and collinear gluons to
all orders. Employing appropriate moments, which we will
identify shortly, we will see that the convolutions among
the different nonperturbative and perturbative regions in
the hadronic cross section decouple.

In terms of the dimensionless hard-scattering function
introduced in Eq. (12) the hadronic cross section in Eq. (5)
becomes

da.H Hy—h, h2X
2
dM*dA ndn =
X 2,D¢'(2.)24D (z4)

X wabﬁcd(ﬁ A, A, (1), %) (19)

[dx dxbdzcdzdf (xa)fglz(xb)

where for simplicity we have dropped the scale depen-
dence of the parton distributions and fragmentation func-
tions. At lowest order, when the hard-scattering function
W p—cq 18 given by Eq. (15), the cross section is found to
factorize under “double” moments [23,24], a Mellin mo-
ment with respect to 7 = M?/S and a Fourier moment in

7 =9 +3In(x,/x,):
doHa—hhX
[ dne”’"”/ dreN I ——— g 5
dM~dAndn |Lo
= S FIWN+1+iv/2f P (N +1—iv/2)

abed

X DI (N + 2)B"(N + 2) f " dheir

[ d#N18(1 — #)8(4 >( (“)) O A),
(20)

where the Mellin moments of the parton distributions or
fragmentation functions are defined in the usual way, for
example

FHM) = [ LN PR () 1)
0
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We note that instead of a combined Mellin and Fourier
transform one may equivalently use a suitable double-
Mellin transform [25]. The last two integrals in Eq. (20)
give the combined Mellin and Fourier moment of the LO
partonic cross section. Because of the two delta functions,
they are trivial and just yield the N and v independent
result (as/w)zw(a(?_,cd(An). One might expect that this
generalizes to higher orders, so that the double moments

© o ivn [V oaan— A o it
f_ dne ’7[) arsV lwab—wd(T’AT]’ 7, as(,u)%

(22)

would appear times moments of fragmentation functions.
However, this is impeded by the presence of the renormal-
ization/factorization scale p which must necessarily enter
in a ratio with /i = M/,/z.z4. As a result of this depen-

dence on z, and z,, the moments DM (N +2), f)gz (N+2)
of the fragmentation functions will no longer be generated,
and the factorized cross section does not separate into a
product under moments. Physically, this is a reflection of
the mismatch between the observed scale, the dihadron
mass M, and the unobserved threshold scale at the hard
scattering, /. Threshold logarithms appear when § ap-
proaches the latter scale, not the former. This implies that
at fixed M there is actually a range of hard-scattering
partonic thresholds, extending all the way from M at the
lower end to /S at the upper. This situation is to be
contrasted to the Drell-Yan process or to dijet production
at fixed masses, where the underlying hard scale is defined
directly by the observable.

We will deal with the presence of this range of hard
scales /1 by carrying out threshold resummation at fixed 7
as well as at fixed factorization/renormalization scale. For
this purpose, we rewrite the cross section (19) in a form
that isolates the fragmentation functions:

doHiHa—hihoX {
4 _ hy
5 — = Z[ dz.dzyz.D¢' (z., @)

dMPdAndn <)

X 24D} (24, 1)

/ — M
X QH]HQ—'Cd(T ’ A’T], 7]; as(#): %))
(23)

where again 7/ = m?/S = #x,x, and Qy y,_..4 18 given by
the convolution of the parton distribution functions and
W gb—cd:

_ %
QHle—'Cd<TI! A”’I’ m, as(/-L)) %)

= Z ]Ol dxadxbfg] (xa’ M)ffz(xb, /_L)
b

A ~ M
X wab—»cd<7—’ A’?: n, CYS(,LL), %)7 (24)
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with 9 = 7 — J In(x,/x;,) as before. At fixed final-state
partonic mass 1, the function Qp y,_.., now has the
desired factorization property under Fourier and Mellin
transforms:

() L 1
/_ dﬁe”’”’l ’/;) dT/(T/)NilﬂHle—'cd(T/r A”’L 7, as(lu’): %)

= ZfaH'(N +1+iv/2, /.L)];II;IZ(N +1—iv/2, n)
ab

X cbabﬂ.d(zv, v, A, ay(w) i), (25)
m

where

~ K
& armca Vo v, A () 2)

00 A 1
= [ anert [[art o A i ) B).

(26)

Through Egs. (23)-(26) we have formulated the hadronic
cross section in a way that involves moment-space expres-
sions for the partonic hard-scattering functions, which may
be resummed. Because the final-state fractions z; equal
unity at partonic threshold, the scale m in the short-
distance function may be identified here with the final-state
partonic invariant mass, up to corrections that are sup-
pressed by powers of N. For the singular, resummed
short-distance function we therefore do not encounter the
problem with the moments discussed above in connection
with Eq. (22).

B. Resummation at next-to-leading logarithm (NLL)

As we saw in Eq. (16), the singular parts of the partonic
cross sections near threshold enter with (7). This gives
for the corresponding moment-space expression

i n
aren (V. . ay(w). 5)
— [T (5 A a(w), 27
. TT W al T AN, A ") (27)

which is a function of N only, but not of the Fourier
variable v. Dependence on the Fourier variable v then
resides entirely in the parton distributions. It is this func-
tion, @} . that threshold resummation addresses, which
is the reason for the use of the label “resum” from now on.

The nature of singularities at partonic threshold is de-
termined by the available phase space for radiation as 7 —
1. Denoting by k* the combined momentum of all radia-
tion, whether from the incoming partons a and b or the
outgoing partons ¢ and d, one has

L —a Pt pd® | (patpy—k? 2k
(Pa + pp)? (Pa + Po)° NG

(28)
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where k) is the energy of the soft radiation in the c.m.s of
the initial partons.

At partonic threshold, the cross section factorizes into
“jet” functions associated with the two incoming and
outgoing partons, in addition to an overall soft matrix,
traced against the color matrix describing the hard scatter-
ing [17,20]. Corrections to this factorized structure are
suppressed by powers of 1 — 7. The total cross section is
a convolution in energy between these functions, which is
factorized into a product by moments in #V ~
exp[—N(1 — #)], again with corrections suppressed by
powers of (1 — 7), or equivalently, powers of N. This result
was demonstrated for jet cross sections in [20], and the
extension to observed hadrons in the final state was dis-
cussed in [26,27]. The resummed expression for the par-
tonic hard-scattering function for the process ab — cd
then reads [17,18,20,21]:

M
~resum N A Qg =
ab—>cd< n o (M) ﬁl)
= a3 (. 2)ay+ (a. 2)
m m
X THHS]SSubu-ca( 87, 1) %)
x 222y B)AY (. ),
m m
(29)
We will now discuss each of the functions and give their
expansions to next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy.
The Aﬁv (i =a, b, c,d) represent the effects of soft-

gluon radiation collinear to an initial or final parton.
Working in the MS scheme, one has [16-18,20,21]:

12V =1 -9 dg?
a0 ) = [ [ )
m o l—z Ja q*
i dg?
+[ q [ Alay(@) InN
gt
1
~ 3 Bilata | (30)
Here the functions A; and B; are perturbative series in «y,
, \2
Alarg) =22 A + (a—) AP+ (31)
w o

and likewise for B;. To NLL, one needs the coefficients

[28]:
1 67 @\ 5
AV =c, AP = C[C ( —)——N ]
: 27LM1s 6/ 9/
3
B ==2Crn B = -2mb, (32)

where N is the number of flavors, and
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N—1 4
C,=Cr= R C,=Cy=N, =3,
11C4 — 2N
bO=A7f. (33)
127

The factors AY generate leading threshold enhancements,
due to soft-collinear radiation. We note that our expression
for the AV differs by the N-independent term proportional

to 35“ from that often used in studies of threshold resum-
mation (see, for example, Refs. [18,29]). As was shown in
[17,20,21], this term is part of the resummed expression
and exponentiates. In fact, the second term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (30) contains the large-N part of the
moments of the diagonal quark and gluon splitting func-
tions, matching the full leading power u-dependence of
the parton distributions and fragmentation functions in
Egs. (23) and (25). We shall return to this point below.

Each of the functions H,,—.q, Sy.ap—cas Sap—ca N
Eq. (29) is a matrix in a space of color exchange operators
[17,20], and the trace is taken in this space. Note that this
part is the only one in the resummed expression Eq. (29)
that carries dependence on An. The H,;,_.., are the hard-
scattering functions. They are perturbative and have the
expansion

Hub—»cd(A m, ax(lu’): g)
m

— yO

ab—cd

(An)+““‘7(7“) ;I;W,(A “)+(9(a) (34)

The LO (i.e. O(a?)) parts HY) ., are known [17,20,21],
but the first-order corrections have not been derived yet.

We shall return to this point shortly. The S,,_.., are soft
|
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functions. They depend on N only through the argument of
the running coupling, which is set to w/N [17], and have
the expansion

H 0 1 K
Sumea(Am 0, ) = S+ L0 (800
+ O(a?). (35)

The N-dependence of the soft function enters the re-

summed cross section at the level of next-to-next-to-
leading logarithms. The LO terms SE;[;)—»c 4 may also be
found in [17,20,21]. They are independent of A7.

The resummation of wide-angle soft gluons is contained
in the §,;,_..4> Which are exponentials and given in terms of

soft anomalous dimensions, I",;_ .4

SN,ab—'cd<A m, aS(M)’ g)

1 [#/N* dg?
= Pexp[; [ Ul atn] 6o

where P denotes path ordering and where N = Ne”= with
vE is the Euler constant. The soft anomalous dimension
matrices start at O(a,),

Fopca(Bm, @) = T (Am) + Oad). (3T)

Their first-order terms are presented in [17,20,21,30].
Note that the Born cross sections are recovered by
computing Tr{H "S5}, . ., which is proportional to the
function a)(a(;,)ﬁcd(A 1) introduced in Eq. (15). It is instruc-
tive to consider the expansion of the trace part in Eq. (29)

to first order in «. One finds [31]:

TH{HS!,SS N apea = THHOSOY o + 0‘; TH{—[HOTDO)T SO + FOSOTO] N + DO + gOO}

+ 0(a?).

(38)

When combined with the first-order expansion of the factors AY in Eq. (29), one obtains

o
(N, A e (), ) = THHO SO 1+

> AVIn’N + InN In(p? /mz)])
i=a,b,c,d

+ 8 TH{—[HOTO)TSO + FOSOTO] N + HOSO + OSSO}, + O(a2). (39)
a

This expression can be compared to the results of the
explicit NLO calculation near threshold given in
Appendix A. This provides a cross-check on the terms
that are logarithmic in N, that is, singular at threshold.
From comparison to the part proportional to (1 — %) in
the NLO expression, one will be able to read off the
combination (HVS© + HO5M)y in Eq. (39). This is, of
course, not sufficient to determine the full first-order ma-
trices H" and S, which would be needed to fully evalu-
ate the trace part in Eq. (29) to NLL. To derive H" and

[
S, one would need to perform the NLO calculation near
threshold in terms of a color decomposition [32], which is
beyond the scope of this work. Instead, we use here an
approximation that has been made in previous studies (see,
for example, Ref. [5]),

ab—cd

Tr{HS! SSN}upoca = (1 + %c“) )

X TH{HOS]SOS\ upcar  (40)
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where

Te{HDSO + FOSOY
TI'{H © N © }ab—>cd

ClpcalAm, /i) = 1)
are referred to as “C coefficients.” The coefficients we
obtain for the various partonic channels are given in
Appendix B. The approximation we have made becomes
exact if only one color configuration contributes or if all
eigenvalues of the soft anomalous dimension matrix are

equal. By construction, it is also correct to first order in a.
|

)

Wy Al
D)y =" (2A+1In(1 —2
B = 57— (24 +In(1 — 22),
24 +In(1 —22) (AVb, AP
h(2)<A, ,E) — ( i
S\ b e 27b, b b
1

ln5,~<)t, a,(w), 4)
m bo

We note that we have written Eq. (42) in a “nonstandard”
form that is actually somewhat more complex than neces-
sary. For example one can immediately see that the terms
proportlonal to B 'In(1 — 2A) cancel between the func-
tions h and ln(S ), as they must because they were not
present in the AY in Eq. (30) in the first place. The term
proportional to ln( w?/m?) in In(&;) is the expansion of the
second term in Eq. (30). Its contribution involving B

does not carry logarithmic dependence on N and would
normally be part of the C coefficients discussed above. The
term proportional to In(1 — 2A) in In(€;) has been sepa-
rated from the first term in Eq. (30). Our motivation to use
this form of Eq. (42) is that the piece termed In(€;) may be
viewed as resulting from a large-N leading-order evolution
of the corresponding parton distribution or fragmentation
function between scales /1/N and the factorization scale
M (we remind the reader that we have set the factorization
and renormalization scales equal and denoted them by M.
As mentioned earlier, the factors ( — 2A 'InN — B ) cor-
respond to the moments of the ﬂavor -diagonal sphttlng
functions, PY, while the term in square brackets is a LO

i’
approximation to

M2/ N?
by f dq 7%). (44)
MF C]

Therefore, it is natural to identify [33]
&(A ) BV, ) = P /R, 4

that is, the exponential related to &£; evolves the parton
distributions from the factorization scale to the scale 71/N,
and likewise for the fragmentation functions. At the level
of diagonal evolution, it makes of course no difference if
In(&;) is used to evolve the parton distributions or if it is

- A" In
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We now turn to the explicit NLL expansions of the
ingredients in the resummed partonic cross section. For
the function Aﬁv in Eq. (30) one finds:

A (as(u), ﬁ) = h{"(1) InN + hf."‘)()t, a,(w), ﬁ)
m m
J7
+ ln&()t, ay(p), T), (42)
m

where A = bya,(u) InN and the functions h( ) h(z) In(&;)
are given by

AW, Bu)
’L) pp (1= 20) % 5 In(l = 20), 43)

1 2
( AV N — 2B§1>)[1n(1 —2)) — boas(,u)ln'Lf—z:I.
m

I
just added to the function h§2>. However, as was discussed
in [33,34], one can actually promote the diagonal evolution
expressed by 8 to the full singlet case by replacing the
term ( — DInN — B ) by the full matrlx of the mo-
ments of the LO singlet sphttlng functions, P! ij »so that &
itself becomes a matrix. Using this matrix in Eq. (42)
instead of the diagonal &;, one takes into account terms
that are suppressed as 1/N or higher. In particular, one
resums terms of the form a*In**~'N/N to all orders in a;
[34]. We will mostly stick to the ordinary resummation
based on a diagonal evolution operator &; in this paper.
However, as we shall show later in one example, the
subleading terms taken into account by implementing the
nondiagonal evolution in the parton distributions and frag-
mentation functions can actually be quite relevant in kine-
matic regimes where one is further away from threshold.
Here we will only take the LO part of evolution into
account, extension to NLO is possible and has been dis-
cussed in [33].

For a complete NLL resummation one also needs the
expansion of the integral in Eq. (36), which leads to

In(1 — 21)
W E/zlb)—vcd(A )

(46)

As in [29], we perform the exponentiation of the matrix on
the right-hand side numerically, by iterating the exponen-
tial series to an adequately large order.

lnSN,ah—wd(A n, CYS(,LL), %) =

C. Inverse of the Mellin and Fourier transform and
matching procedure

As we have discussed in detail, the resummation is
achieved in Mellin moment space. In order to obtain a
resummed cross section in 7 space, one needs an inverse
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Mellin transform, accompanied by an inverse Fourier
transform that reconstructs the dependence on 7). The
Mellin inverse requires a prescription for dealing with
the singularity in the perturbative strong coupling constant
in Eqgs. (30) and (36) or in the NLL expansions, Eqs. (42)
and (43). We will use the minimal prescription developed
in Ref. [35], which relies on use of the NLL expanded
forms Eqgs. (42) and (43), and on choosing a Mellin contour
in complex-N space that lies to the /eft of the poles at A =
1/2 and A = 1 in the Mellin integrand. From Egs. (25) and
(26), we find

_ M
Qﬁfl;{‘;‘_)cd(T', An, 9, a,(w), %)

=g [ [ e
27 J - Cyp—ico 2TT1

X FSN A+ 1+ iv/2, WfP(N + 1= iv/2, p)
ab

X ‘7’2651“211<N v, A, ag(p), %) (47)

where the Mellin contour is chosen so that bya, (%) X
InCyp < 1/2, but all other poles in the integrand are as
usual to the left of the contour. The result defined by the
minimal prescription has the property that its perturbative
expansion is an asymptotic series that has no factorial
divergence and therefore no “built-in”” powerlike ambigu-
ities [35]. Power corrections may then be added as phe-
nomenologically required. For most of our discussion
below, the resummed short-distance function @ ;%" is
specified directly by Egs. (42) and (43). When we refer
to “full singlet evolution,” however, we make the identi-
fication in Eq. (45), and evolve the parton distributions and
fragmentation functions to scale /i1/N. In this case the
exponential in @ ;" , is found from the hgl) and h?) terms
only in Eq. (42).

We note that the parton distribution functions in moment
space fall off with an inverse power of the Mellin moment,
typically as 1/N* or faster. This helps very significantly to
make the inverse Mellin integral in Eq. (47) numerically
stable. In particular, the resulting functions Q}j?‘;}‘;_,cd are
very well behaved at high 7. This would be very different
if one were to invert just the resummed partonic cross
sections @'*" , and attempt to convolute the result with
the parton distributions. The good behavior of the
O H—.cq makes it straightforward numerically to insert
them into Eq. (23), where they are convoluted with the
fragmentation functions in terms of momentum fractions z
at fixed rapidities. At this stage, it is straightforward to
impose cuts in the transverse momenta and rapidities of the
observed particles. This gives the final hadronic cross
section M*datit=mmX [dM2dAnd7. We note that be-
cause of the presence of the Landau pole and the definition
of the Mellin contour in the minimal prescription, the
inverted Q3" , has support at 7' > 1, where it is how-
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ever decreasing exponentially with 7/. The numerical con-
tribution from this region is very small (less than 1%) for
all of the kinematics relevant for phenomenology.

When performing the resummation, one of course wants
to make full use of the available fixed-order cross section,
which in our case is NLO [O(a?)]. Therefore, a matching
to this cross section is appropriate, which may be achieved
by expanding the resummed cross section to O(a?), sub-
tracting the expanded result from the resummed one, and
adding the full NLO cross section. Schematically:

da.match — (do.resum _ do.resuml(o(ag)) + dU’NLO. (48)

In this way, NLO is taken into account in full, and the soft-
gluon contributions beyond NLO are resummed to NLL.
Any double counting of perturbative orders is avoided.

IV. PHENOMENOLOGICAL RESULTS

We now compare our resummed calculations to experi-
mental dihadron production data given as functions of the
pair mass, M. These are available from the fixed-target
experiments NA24 [9] (pp scattering at beam energy E,, =
300 GeV), E711 [10] (protons with E, = 800 GeV on
beryllium), and E706 [11] (pp and pBe with E, = 500
and 800 GeV), as well as from the ISR pp collider experi-
ment CCOR [12] which produced data at JS = 44.8 and
62.4 GeV. The data sets refer to a 7°#°X final state, with
the exception of E711, which measured the final states
h*h*X, h~h~ X, h* h~ X with h summed over all possible
hadron species. When presenting our results for this data
set, we will follow [14] to consider for simplicity only the
summed  charged-hadron combination (A" + h~) X
(h* + h™)X. For this combination also the information
on the fragmentation functions is more reliable than for
individual charge states.

In each of the experimental data sets, kinematic cuts
have been applied. These are variously on the individual
hadron transverse momenta py; or rapidities 7;, or on
variables that are defined from both hadrons, cosf*, Y,

P, Here cos@* is the mean of the cosines of the angles
between the observed hadron directions and the closest
beam directions, in a frame where the produced hadrons
have equal and opposite longitudinal momenta,
pr.1sinhn = —pr,sinhn, [9-12,14]. This system ap-
proximately coincides with the partonic c.m.s. In terms
of the observed transverse momenta and rapidity difference
one has:

1
cosf* = —( Pr1

2\prs + pr,cosh(2An)
Pr2 .
+ ’ sinh(2An).  (49)
pry + procosh(2A 77)) K

Furthermore, Y is the rapidity of the pion pair,
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1. (&k°+ &3 _ 1 (pre AT+ proedn
=oIl-g—5) =75 Inl"—3 o An)
2 k) — k 2 \pr.e®" + proe 27

(50)

where « = K| + K, is the pair’s four-momentum and
where the second equality in terms of Axn, 7 and the

hadron transverse momenta pr; holds for LO kinematics
pair

as appropriate in the threshold regime. Finally, p7 is the
transverse momentum of the pion pair,
prt = Ipr1 + pral = lpr1 — pral, (51

where again the second equality holds to LO. Thanks to
our way of organizing the threshold resummed cross sec-
tion, inclusion of cuts on any of these variables is
straightforward.

In all our calculations, we use the CTEQ6MS5 set of
parton distribution functions [36], along with its associated
value of the strong coupling constant. We furthermore for
the most part use the ‘“‘de Florian-Sassot-Stratmann™
(DSS) fragmentation functions [37], but will also include
comparisons to the results obtained for the most recent
“Albino-Kniehl-Kramer” (AKK) set [38]. We note that
one might argue that the use of NLO parton distribution
functions and fragmentation functions is not completely
justified for obtaining resummed predictions, given that
large-N resummation effects are typically not included in
their extraction mostly from deeply inelastic scattering
(DIS) and e" e~ annihilation data, respectively. As was
shown in Ref. [39] for the case of the Drell-Yan process,
resummation effects in the parton distribution functions
extracted from DIS appear to have a very modest impact,
except when high momentum fractions and/or relatively
low scales are probed, which is not the case for the data sets
we are considering here. We expect the same to hold for the
fragmentation functions. In fact, some large-N resumma-
tion effects have been included in the AKK analysis [38],
and comparisons to the results obtained for this set will
therefore be interesting.

We choose for our calculations the renormalization and
factorization scales to be equal, and we give them the
values M and 2M, in order to investigate the scale depen-
dence of the results. One expects that a natural scale choice
would be offered by the hard scale in the partonic scatter-
ing, which is O(#it). Because of the relation M = 7 \/Z.2,,
the scale M is actually significantly lower than 7, typically
by a factor 2. Our scale choices of M and 2M therefore
roughly correspond to scales 72/2 and 71, and we refrain
from using a scale lower than pw = M since this would
correspond to a rather low scale at the partonic hard
scattering.

Figure 1 shows the comparison to the NA24 [9] data for
pp — 770X at /S = 23.7 GeV. The cuts employed by

NA24 are |cosf*| < 0.4, average over |Y|<0.35, and
PP <1 GeV. We start by comparing the full NLO cross
section to the first-order expansion of the resummed ex-
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FIG. 1 (color online). Comparison of the NLO (dashed lines)
and resummed [solid lines (DSS) and dash-dotted lines (AKK)]
calculations to the NA24 data [9], for two different choices of the
renormalization and factorization scales, u = M (upper lines)
and u = 2M (lower lines). The crosses display the NLO O(«,)
expansion of the resummed cross section.

pression, that is, the last two terms in Eq. (48). This will
help to gauge to what extent the soft-gluon terms constitute
the dominant part of the cross section, so that their resum-
mation is reliable. It turns out that the two terms agree to a
remarkable degree. The dashed lines in Fig. 1 show the
NLO cross section for scales 2M (lower) and M (upper),
while the crosses give the NLO expansion of the resummed
cross section. Their difference actually never exceeds 1%
for the kinematics relevant for NA24. The solid lines and
dash-dotted lines in the figure present the full, and
matched, resummed results for the DSS and AKK frag-
mentation sets, respectively, including C coefficients im-
plemented as described in Sec. III B [see Eq. (41)]. One can
see that resummation leads to a very significant enhance-
ment of the theoretical prediction. A very good description
of the NA24 data [9] is obtained for both sets, much better
than for the NLO calculation which falls short of the data
unless rather low renormalization and factorization scales
are used. Also the scale dependence of the calculated cross
section is much reduced by resummation. We note that the
resummed result for the AKK set shows a somewhat
steeper M-dependence than that for the DSS set and lies
lower at high M. This may in part be due to the fact that
large-N resummation effects were included in the AKK
analysis of the e" e~ annihilation data, resulting probably
in fragmentation functions that have an overall steeper
z-dependence. That said, given the still relatively large
uncertainties of fragmentation functions overall, we also
note that the different behavior of the AKK and DSS
results might be just due to differing assumptions made
in the respective analyses.

We next turn to the cross section for charged-hadron
production, pBe — h*™h*X, measured by E711 [10] at
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FIG. 2 (color online). Same as Fig. 1, but for charged-hadron
production for pp scattering at /S =38.8 GeV and with cuts
appropriate for comparison to E711. The data are from [10].

\/E = 38.8 GeV. We recall that we sum over the charges of
the produced hadrons. The cuts applied by E711 were
pri>2 GeV, and average over —0.4 < |Y| <0.2. The
cut on the individual hadron transverse momenta is, in
fact, irrelevant for the values of M considered here.
Furthermore, as stated in Fig. 6 of [10] for the pair mass

distribution we apply py" <2 GeV, and 0.1 < | cos#*| <
0.25. Figure 2 shows the data and our results. As before, the
agreement between NLO and the NLO expansion of the
resummed calculation is excellent. Again, resummation
leads to an increase of the predicted cross section and a
reduction of scale dependence. Even though the resummed
results agree with the data much better than the NLO ones
for the scales we have chosen, they tend to lie somewhat
above the data, in particular at the highest values of M.
Keeping in mind the results for NA24, one may wonder if
this might be in part related to the fragmentation functions
for summed charged hadrons, which are probably slightly
less well understood than those for pions, due to the con-
tributions from the heavier kaons and, in particular, bary-
ons. The trend for the resummed result to lie a bit high is,
however, somewhat less pronounced for the AKK set
which again produces results that are a bit steeper than
the DSS ones.

Figures 3 and 4 show the comparison of our results (for
the DSS set) to the E706 data sets for neutral pion pair
production in pp and pBe scattering at VS = 38.8 GeV
(800 GeV beam energy), respectively. We do not take into
account any nuclear effects for the beryllium nucleus,
except for the trivial isospin one. This has a very minor
effect on the cross section, compared to p p. E706 used cuts
fairly different from those applied in the data we have
discussed so far. There were no explicit cuts on cosf”,
Py or Y, but instead cuts pr; > p$t = 2.5 GeV and
either —1.05 < n; <0.55 (for the JS = 38.8 GeV data)
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FIG. 3 (color online). Comparison of the NLO (dashed lines)
and resummed (solid lines) calculations (for the DSS fragmen-
tation set) to the E706 pp data at JS = 38.8 GeV [11], for two
different choices of the renormalization and factorization scales,
pm = M (upper lines) and u = 2M (lower lines). The crosses
display the NLO O(a,) expansion of the resummed cross
section.

or —0.8 < 7; < 0.8 (for the /S = 31.6 GeV data) on the
transverse momenta and rapidities of the individual pions.
The cut on transverse momentum, in particular, has a
strong influence at the lower M: in a rough approximation,
it leads to a kinematic limit M ~ 2p7,; > 5 GeV, so that
the cross section has to decrease very rapidly once one
decreases M toward 5 GeV. This behavior is indeed seen in
the figures.

As in the previous cases, the NLO expansion of the
resummed and the full NLO cross section agree extremely
well, typically to better than 2%. For the two scales we
have chosen, the NLO cross sections fall well short of the
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FIG. 4 (color online).
scattering.

Same as Fig. 3, but for proton-beryllium
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FIG. 5 (color online). Resummed cross section for scale u =
2M and pr; > 2.2 GeV (dashed line), compared to the one with
pr.i > 2.5 GeV shown previously in Fig. 4 (solid line).

data. It was noted in [14,15] that in order for NLO to match
the data, very low scales of u = 0.35M have to be chosen.
The resummed cross section, on the other hand, has much
reduced scale dependence and describes the data very well
for the more natural scales M and 2M, except at the lower
M where the cut p$" on the pr; becomes relevant. One
observes that the data extend to lower M than the theoreti-
cal cross section, which basically cuts offat M = 5 GeV as
discussed above. A new scale becomes relevant here, the
difference |M — 2p$*"'|. Higher-order effects associated
with this scale (which are different from the ones addressed
by threshold resummation) and/or nonperturbative effects
such as intrinsic transverse momenta [11] probably control
the cross section here. It is also instructive to see that the
cross section is very sensitive to the actual value of the cut

104 F——— T T T g
F T E706 pBe-n’n®X s'2 = 38.8 Gev ]
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L - ]
B N N R B bt
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FIG. 6 (color online). Comparison to E706 data with a differ-
ent set of cuts, corresponding to the ones applied by E711. The
data with these cuts are from [11].
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FIG. 7 (color online). Same as Fig. 3, but at JS = 31.6 GeV.

on the pr;. In Fig. 5 we show the resummed results for
scale uw = 2M for pr; > 2.5 GeV (as before) and pr; >
2.2 GeV. One can see that with the lower cut the data are
much better described. Experimental resolution effects
might therefore have a significant influence on the com-
parison between data and theory here.

In order to check consistency, E706 also presented their
pBe data set at /S = 38.8 GeV when the E711 cuts were
applied instead of the E706 default ones. These data are
found in [11]. Figure 6 shows the comparison for this case.
One can see the same trends as before. Clearly, the de-
scription of the data by the resummed calculation is ex-
cellent. For this set of cuts, the cross section is not forced to
turn down by kinematics at the lower M, and theory and
data agree well everywhere. Figures 7 and 8 show results
corresponding to Figs. 3 and 4, but for the lower beam
energy, 530 GeV, employed by E706 (/S = 31.6 GeV).
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FIG. 8 (color online). Same as Fig. 4, but at JS = 31.6 GeV.
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FIG. 9 (color online). Comparison of the NLO (dashed lines)
and resummed (solid lines) calculations to the CCOR data [9] at
VS = 44.8 GeV, for two different choices of the renormaliza-
tion and factorization scales, u = M (upper lines) and u = 2M
(lower lines). The crosses display the NLO O(«,) expansion of
the resummed cross section.

We finally turn to the data sets available at the highest
energy, which are from the CCOR experiment at the ISR
[12]. Two data sets are available, at /S = 44.8 and
62.4 GeV. The cuts employed by CCOR were identical to
those of NA24, |cosf*| < 0.4, average over |Y| < 0.35,

and ph™" < 1 GeV. Figure 9 shows our results at /S =
44.8 GeV. The resummed calculation again shows de-
creased scale dependence and describes the data much
better than the NLO one. At the lower values of M, it
does show a tendency to lie above the data. Barring any
issue with the data (which appear to have a certain unex-
pected “‘shoulder”” around M = 10 GeV or so), this might
indicate that one gets too far from threshold for resumma-
tion to be very precise. On the other hand, the agreement
between full NLO and the NLO expansion of the re-
summed cross section still remains very good, as can be
seen from the figure. The trend for resummation to give
results higher than the data becomes more pronounced at
the higher energy, \/E = 62.4 GeV, as Fig. 10 shows,
where we have used both the DSS and AKK sets of
fragmentation functions. Although not easily seen from
the figure, the NLO expansion of the resummed cross
section starts to deviate more from the full NLO cross
section than at the lower energies. At the lower M shown,
it can be higher by up to 7%, which is still a relatively
minor deviation, but could be indicative of the reason why
the resummed result is high as well.

Clearly, any deviation between the full NLO cross sec-
tion and the NLO expansion of the resummed one is due to
terms that are formally suppressed by an inverse power of
the Mellin moment N near threshold. It is therefore inter-
esting to explore the likely effects of such terms. This can
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FIG. 10 (color online). Same as Fig. 9, but for JS =
62.4 GeV. We also show the resummed result obtained for the
AKK set of fragmentation functions.

be done by promoting the LO anomalous dimension in the
evolution part in Eq. (42) from its diagonal form to the full
one, as described in Sec. III B:

— 24" InN — B{" — PV, (52)

which includes the subleading terms in 1/N and full singlet
mixing. For simplicity, we perform this modification only
for the lowest order part of evolution, as indicated in
Eqgs. (43) and (52). The results obtained in this way are
shown in Fig. 11. One can see that the resummed result
obtained in this way indeed decreases significantly with
respect to the one in Fig. 10 which was based on the
diagonal evolution only, and is much closer to the data.
At the same time, the agreement between the NLO cross

B e B B B
103 T CCOR pp-n'n®X sY2 = 62.4 GeV |
— L —
- 10 E =
() E E
&) F !
S F ]
Q F ]
& L 4
>
d 1 —
= 10°EF 3
C E E
N = !
5 F N 4
° [ resum., full evol. 7
ro---- NLO 1
100 = x 0(ag) exp., full evol. A —
F upper:p =M E 3
[ lower: u = 2M \K\ ‘\\ ]
~ “w 4
-

et L L L R

7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
M (GeV)

FIG. 11 (color online). As Fig. 10, but extending the diagonal
evolution in the resummed formula to included subleading terms
and singlet mixing, as shown in Eq. (52). We use the DSS set of
fragmentation functions.
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FIG. 12 (color online).
NA24.

Same as Fig. 11, but for the case of

section and the O(«;) expanded resummed result becomes
as good as what we encountered in the fixed-target case.
Figure 12 presents the corresponding result for the case of
NA24. Comparison with Fig. 1 shows that the effect of the
subleading terms is much smaller here, as expected from
the fact that one is closer to threshold in the case of NA24.
Nonetheless, the effects lead to a slight further improve-
ment between the resummed calculation and the data. In
particular, they give the theoretical result a somewhat
flatter behavior, which follows the trend of the data more
closely overall. While the implementation of subleading
terms in this way will require further study, this appears to
be a promising approach for extending the applicability of
threshold resummation into regimes where one is relatively
far away from threshold.

That said, we remind the reader that already in the part
that is leading near threshold we have made the approxi-
mation in Eq. (41) for our C coefficients. This, too, will
need to be improved in the future, by taking into account
the full color structure of the hard-scattering function
beyond LO, as we discussed in Sec. III B. To give a some-
what extreme example of the effects generated by the C
coefficients, we have recomputed the resummed cross
section for the case of CCOR at \/E = 62.4 GeV, but
leaving out all effects of the coefficients beyond NLO. In
other words, we leave out the C coefficients in the first two
terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (48), keeping them of
course in do™O. This is likely not a good approximation

of the beyond-NLO hard coefficients, because the Cilb)_,c y
have 72 terms and logarithms in the renormalization scale
o that are independent of the color channel and truly enter
in the form given in Eq. (41). Some of these are in fact even
known to exponentiate [17,20,21,31,40]. In any case, the
result of this exercise is shown in Fig. 13, where it is also
compared to our earlier calculation that included the C
coefficients in the way discussed in Sec. III B. One can see
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A I L L L L L B AL
103 T CCOR pp-n’n®X s'/% = 62.4 Gev |
E = 3
—~ 2 —
= 10 E 3
) E B
o F ]
< F ]
Q - ]
& L ]
S
] 1 —
= 10°F E
o £ E
NG E ]
© n ]
° + ]
[ resummed \\\ N ]
10O = - resummed, C(l) only to NLO —
F upper:p =M I 3
[ lower: u = 2M S~ b
omtll o b e
7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0

M (GeV)

FIG. 13 (color online). Resummed results for the case of
CCOR at +/S = 62.4 GeV. The solid lines show the results for
scales M and 2M shown previously in Fig. 10, while the dashed
ones were obtained by neglecting the contributions by the
Cglb)ﬂ, 4 coefficients beyond NLO.

that there is a sizable numerical difference, and that the
scale dependence of the resummed result without the
beyond-NLO C coefficients becomes significantly worse.

We finally turn to the distribution in cos#*, defined in
Eq. (49), for which most of the experiments mentioned
above have presented data as well. In fact, the CCOR data
[12] for this observable were instrumental in establishing
the QCD hard-scattering nature of pp interactions [41].
From the point of view of threshold resummation, the
distribution in cosf#* may appear somewhat less interesting
than the pair mass one, since the threshold logarithms arise
inl1 —#=1—m?/3, regardless of cos#*. In addition, the
cos@” distributions are presented as normalized distribu-
tions of the form

do/d cosf*
do/dcost*| osp—0

(33)

so that the main enhancement generated by threshold
resummation is expected to cancel. Nonetheless, as we
have seen in Sec. III B, the resummed expressions do
contain additional dependence on A7 beyond that present
in the Born cross sections, which will affect the cos6*
distribution at higher orders. This is visible from the soft
part in Eq. (46) and also from the C coefficients in Eq. (41).
Rather than going through an exhaustive comparison to all
the available data, we just consider one example that is
representative of the effects of threshold resummation on
the cos#* distribution. Figure 14 shows the normalized
distribution for the E711 case, where we have again
summed over all charge states of the produced hadrons.
The dashed lines show the NLO result calculated again
with the code of [14], for scales w = 2M and u = M. One
can see that for these scales the NLO calculation is lower
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L E E711 pBe>hhX s'% = 38.8 GeV, 7 < M < 7.5 GeV

3.0

resummed (upper u = 2M*, lower u = M%)
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1.5

do/dcos(6%) / da/dcos(8")|cose)

cos(8%)

FIG. 14 (color online). Normalized distribution in cosf* [see
(53)] for the case of charged-hadron production at E711. Dashed
line is NLO, while the dot-dashed lines and solid lines show
resummed results. For the latter we have also used the scales
u =M and u = 2M*, where M*> = M*(1 — cosf*).

than the data for higher values of cosf*. The dot-dashed
lines in Fig. 14 show the resummed results for scales u =
2M and p = M. These show a steeper rise with cos6™ and
describe the data better than NLO for the scales shown.
However, they still tend to lie below the data at higher
values of cosf”. As was suggested in [12,14,15], for the
cosf* distribution the hard scale in the partonic process
will itself be a function of cosf”, so that it is more natural
to choose a factorization/renormalization scale that reflects
this feature. We therefore present our resummed results
also for scales u =2M* and u = M*, where M*> =
M?(1 — cos6*) which is proportional to the Mandelstam
variable 7 in the partonic process. One observes that with
these scale choices a very good description of the data is
achieved. We note that in the NLO calculations presented
in Refs. [14,15] the scale was chosen proportional to the
(average) transverse momenta of the produced hadrons,
which for given M also depend on cos#*. This resulted in
a satisfactory description of the data, when scales effec-
tively a factor two smaller than our M* were used. Overall,
the trend for the resummed cosf#* distribution to lie higher
than NLO and be in better agreement with the data is found
to be a generic feature that occurs as well for the cases of
the other experiments.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the effects of next-to-leading loga-
rithmic threshold resummation on the cross section for
dihadron production in hadronic collisions, H;H, —
hih,X, for a range of invariant masses of the produced
hadron pair. We have developed techniques to implement
the resummation formalism at fixed rapidities for the pro-
duced hadrons and for all relevant experimental cuts.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 074016 (2009)

Extensions of these techniques to the level of next-to-
next-to-leading logarithms should be relatively straightfor-
ward in light of the close relation between the one- and
two-loop soft anomalous dimension matrices [42].

For the fixed-target and collider data studied here, the
one-loop expansions of our resummed expressions ap-
proximate the corresponding exact one-loop cross sections
excellently, to the level of a few percent and often less. In
addition, with scales chosen to match the underlying hard
scattering, the matched resummed cross sections typically
explain the available data better than do NLO expres-
sions at similar scales, with significantly reduced scale
dependence.

An important extension of these methods will be in the
production and fragmentation of heavy quarks and in jet
cross sections, where similar resummation methods are
applicable. Given the reduction in scale dependence, this
could provide an improved control over standard model
tests and backgrounds in new physics searches.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we present some details for the calcu-
lation of the NLO partonic cross sections near threshold.
The virtual corrections have the 2 — 2 kinematics of the
Born terms and therefore fully contribute. They are pro-
portional to 6(1 — 7). The real-emission 2 — 3 contribu-
tions require more effort. We consider the reaction
a(p;) + b(p,y) — c(ky) + d(k,) + e(ks), where partons d
and e fragment into the observed pair of hadrons and have
pair mass 772, It is convenient to work in the c.m.s. of the
observed outgoing hadrons. We can then write the three-
body phase space in 4 — 2& dimensions as

s 4m\2e (1
b,y =— [ dss—e 1_"1*28
i) Jy e
X [00 dpp—s(l + p)—2+2a fﬁdl//Sinl_zalﬁ
0 0
X ] " d6sin~226. (A1)
0

Here we define
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p=(p1 = k)*/(p2 — kp)* = e7247. (A2)
Near threshold, the integration variables are given in terms of the Mandelstam variables of the process as follows:
(p1+p2)* =3, (ky + k3)* = > = #3
1 —
(p1 = ky)* = S( T)(l — cos),
(1 —
(2~ ko) = —s(—)a + cosi)
— k)2 =— —k
(P 2) 1 + P = (p2 3)%
. (A3)
§
—k 2 — _ — —k 2’
(P2 2) 1+ p (p1 3)
S(1—7 2 1 -
(ky + ky)? = %(1 + siny (:0501 -\i{l_)p — cosy ﬁ)
s(1—7 2 1-
(ky + k3)? = %(1 — siny cost91 _{[_; + cosi ﬁ)

The phase space in Eq. (A1) is used to integrate the squared 2 — 3 matrix elements | M ;4. |*

. For the latter one also

assumes near-threshold kinematics. Since we want the partonic cross section at fixed 7 and A7, we only need to perform
the last two integrations in Eq. (A1). The basic integral for these is [43]

sin! 728 rsin 226

“dy |7 as :
./0 ‘//j;) (1 — cosf) (1 — costy cosy — siny cosf siny)k

I'(l1 —2e)

BT

where ,F, is the hypergeometric function. After integra-
tion over phase space and addition of the virtual correc-
tions, infrared singularities cancel and only collinear
singularities remain. These are removed by mass factori-
zation, which we do in the MS scheme. Notice that since
we are close to threshold only the diagonal splitting func-
tions P( ) contribute in this procedure. Combining all con-
trlbutlons one arrives at the near-threshold structure of the
partonic cross sections given in Eq. (17), for each subpro-
cess that is already present at LO. The final step is to take
Mellin moments in 7 of the result, as described in Eq. (26).
This gives for the partonic cross sections to NLO:

& SEONON, Am, ay(p), /i)
— o am) + W0 (3 /i)
~ InNe®D oy Lgag
nNw,; " ., (An, p/m) + E(ln N
(12)
+L(Q2) w2 (A n)], (A5)

where terms subleading in N have been neglected. The C

27ikB(l—g—j,1— g — k)zFl(j, 1—s cos2)2()

(A4)

I
coefficients defined in Eq. (41) are obtained from this as

Coca A, /1)
B0 (A, u/m) + 1200’2 (An)
Ezob)—»cd(A 77)

(A6)

APPENDIX B

In this section we give the coefficients Cglb)_,c , for each
subprocess contributing to the production of our dihadron
final state, resulting from the calculation outlined in
Appendix A. In all expressions below, w is the renormal-
ization scale. The dependence on the factorization scale is
already included in the function &; in Eq. (43). As before,
we define p = e 247,

qq9' — qq":

We define:

Qu =1+ + p) (B1)

We then have:
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2 5 .13 501 8 14+9p
c_ (An, ‘=2b1’“—+< +—)12 +<—— )121+ +(——+ )1
v _}qq( n, /) b, nnAl2 60, 12 n-p 6 30, n*( p) 3 60,0 np
4 2 T N 5Ny, 8
+ (—f + )1n(1 +p)np ——L— (1 +p) + ——— + L P 2 fLiz(L>
330, 30,, 60, 3 1+tp 9 3 Ni+p
3 A7m* 7
+2In(1 + p) + + =, B2
5 I+ p) + ——+5 (B2)
99’ — 94"
We have:
) .5 2 m? p
o /0 = €0 el + (1= G ) 1+ o) ing + | = o nt 4
3 1 1+p . P )}
+(2———)In(1 + p)1 —2L : B3
5 Qqq/) 1+ )P - g2 (83)
99 = q9:
We define:
0 = (1 —p+pH3+5p+3p?) (B4)
“ (1+p(1+p))
We then have:
2 8 7 59 . 5 p+4
Cll_gg(Am, p/i) = 2aby InEs + (1 - 2L'( )+(—— - )12
g (/i) = 2mbo Iy = (1= pILR\ ) 6~ dso,, T30, 166 +5p + 39"
12p2 +3p — 4 1 17 -8
20730 7)oy 4 gy S0P (37p—71 + 7= 8010, p)qu)
20, 120,, 3+5p+3p
7 7 53p—6 3 p p )
+ (= - 6 —5p) — In(1 + p)Inp + (= — -
(3 30, 0 ¥ 12(3+5p+3p2)> n(l+ p)Inp (2 40,, 4B +5p+3p?)
2—p p 1 SNy 7( 2 )
X In(l + p) + N + Inp —=N;In(1 + p) ——L+ (1 +Z7?
nl + p) f(zgqq 3(3+5p+3p2)) ] L
2 41 7l
—a(47367) - e (BS)
30,,\  16") 1443 +5p +3p?)
94— 4'q"
We define:

Qq/q/ =1+ p2. (B6)

We then have:

2 g 2 5 2 7(1 + p)
V) (Am, w/i) = 2mb 1“—+—(1— )12 ——(1+ )121+ + TP
giq'q AT /1) = 2by In—s + 7 30,0) F 12\ T 0, (14 p) 60,5
7 2 1/ 5+9 5N, 5. ( p )
~L(1- In(1 + p)lnp — =1 + In(1 + p) — L =21
6( Qq@) n(l + p)inp 3( qu,qr)“( =g 3 12<1+p
1
+ Q1 +4m) (BY)
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q99 — 4q:
We define:
oM =3+p(l+p), 0 =1+3p(+p) (B8)

We then have:
1 1 1 p ( p \(5+4p l14+4p 1
Cl)a(Am, /i) = 2a1b ln + N < +(1+ 2p)< + >)ln< )+ Li < )( + — —)
q99—499 0 f SQEIIq) SQ(Z-) 1+p 2 1+p fo;q) ZQE]%; 3
59+ 14p) 155+282p 43\ [4p—7T9 61+ 180p 65
2 n2
o ( 960" i 28802 i %> * ( 640" i 5760 i 36)1 P
Q‘I‘? Qfﬂ? Qc/c? Qqﬂ?
13+ 124 1+972p 2 - Y71 11
(3 p+36 97p+ 9) (1 + p)+<7 p 35+71lp )

(1) 2) (1) 2) 17
640, 5760, 36 160y, 4807 12

61 —64p 247 +576p 22 8+p 36+7lp 7
( AL - )1 (1+ p)inp + ( 2P E) In(1 + p)
320 2880 1600 4804
5N, 7
f
N T B9
9 2 (B9)
q9 — 88:
We define:
G, =0+ pH)4 — p + 4p?). (B10)
We then have:
2 27 1 124 — 311p
V) (Am, w/m) = 2mbyInts — 21 (1 — 4L'< ) <1+—133+13 4>12
gg—gg(AM, /1) mhoIns 2qu( p)121+p 18 Gq( p)+ ) L
1 52p  p+ 648 1 48 + 5p
+—(69 + - In?(1 + +—<——3+89 +—)1
48( Gog 4—p+4p2)n( PIre\"G, B8P T )i
892 19 1 200 + 149
+( £ - P 2—2)111(1 )+—< 19 — —(133+13)+—p)
3G,; 6(4—p+4p7) G,; + 4p?
15 97%(4 — p) 19172 14
X InpIn(l + p) — 1—p)?+ + - Bl11
npIn(l + p) 4qup( Pt sa—prap) 1 3 B11)
q8 = qg:
We define:
oW =201+p)+p%  0F=901+p)+4p> (B12)

We then have:

2 14 15(1 + p)(2 + p)? 146 + 1 109 + 1 241
ng{g)ﬁqg(ﬁn, w/m) = 2ab, ln'Lf—2 ——+ Bl P P) + 772< 6 L 3(109 3p) + )
m

3 404 042 2404 1605 144
13 15 17 89 231
+ ((1 p)( ) )ln p+(1+ p)( )1 np
120f) 16057/ 16 ol 20
13p 120 30173 +41p) _27), , 86 +89p 3(43 + 39p)
( o T D) 16)1 (1+p)+ ( o T 5 2) In(1 + p)
24044 1604 60y 2044

31 27p—=30\..( p 120 — 13p  3(155 + 23p)

q8 q8 q8
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88 — 4q:
We have:
Clogg(Am, /1) = Lo (Am, w/ii). (B14)
88 — 8&:
We define:
G, =1+ p(1+ p). (B15)
We then have:
3p2(1 + p)* | wp(1 + pH)(1 + p)?\  3p*(1 + p)?
(1) p p p(l+p p p p
ClcelAm, /) = 2by I i Nf<9 8G3’ + e ) e
+= <(1 P + l)lnzp +——(1+ p)(—(l p)P+p*—2(1+ p))lnzp
4\ G, 16G2 Giyq
+ 8(1 + p2) + 5p)(1 + p)*In(1 + 1+ p)5p% +8(1 + p))l
24G2 B(1 + p?) +5p)(1 + p)*In(1 + p) — 24G2 (1+p)5p (1+p))Inp
2 1
f 2 2 2
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16G7, Gig 88 Gig
1 11
X InpIn(1 + p) + —— G2 (—7(1 + p?) — —p)(l + p)*In(1 + p)
1 (7 1 372(1 + 3 31 +p)P 302p+ 1)1+ p?
+—2(—p2+—(1+p))(1+p)lnp+ 7 i p)+<__ ( %p) L3y )2( p))
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31+ p)? 302p+1) 301+ 3
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