PRL 112, 102001 (2014)

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS

week ending
14 MARCH 2014

Next-to-Leading Order QCD Factorization for Semi-Inclusive Deep Inelastic
Scattering at Twist 4

Zhong-Bo Kang,1 Enke Wang,2 Xin-Nian Wang,z’3 and Hongxi Xingl’z’4
"Theoretical Division, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545, USA
Institute of Particle Physics and Key Laboratory of Lepton and Quark Physics (MOE), Central China Normal University,
Wuhan 430079, China
3Nuclear Science Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, USA
4Interdisciplinary Center for Theoretical Study and Department of Modern Physics,
University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China
(Received 8 November 2013; revised manuscript received 22 January 2014; published 10 March 2014)

Within the framework of a high-twist approach, we calculate the next-to-leading order (NLO)
perturbative QCD corrections to the transverse momentum broadening in semi-inclusive hadron production
in deeply inelastic e + A collisions, as well as lepton pair production in p + A collisions. With explicit
calculations of both real and virtual contributions, we verify, for the first time, the factorization theorem at
twist 4 in NLO for the nuclear-enhanced transverse momentum weighted differential cross section and
demonstrate the universality of the associated twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function. We also identify the
QCD evolution equation for the twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function in a large nucleus, which can be
solved to determine the scale dependence of the jet transport parameter in the study of jet quenching.
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Multiple scatterings of energetic partons inside cold or
hot nuclear matter play an important role in the study of the
QCD medium in high-energy lepton-nucleus, hadron-
nucleus, and nucleus-nucleus collisions. They lead to
parton energy loss and transverse momentum broadening
[1-4] that are responsible for the observed jet quenching
phenomena in semi-inclusive deeply inelastic scattering
(SIDIS) [5] and high-energy heavy-ion collisions [6].
Though there has been significant progress in the study
of parton energy loss [7,8], radiative correction to trans-
verse momentum broadening [9], and efforts to include the
effect of multiple gluon emission [10-12], the main
theoretical uncertainty in current jet quenching studies
arises from the logarithmic dependence on the kinematic
cutoff in the leading-order (LO) calculation of parton
energy loss [13] and the lack of a proof of factorization
of hard scattering and the medium properties. A complete
next-to-leading order (NLO) calculation of parton energy
loss and an analysis of factorization at NLO are essential for
future quantitative understanding of ever more precise data
on jet quenching from high-energy SIDIS and heavy-ion
collision experiments.

One of the approaches to parton energy loss [14,15] and
transverse momentum broadening [16-22] is based on
high-twist formalism that assumes collinear factorization
[23-25]. Within such an approach, one carries out collinear
expansion of hard parts of multiple scattering amplitudes
and reorganizes the final results in terms of power correc-
tions. Dominant contributions often depend on high-twist
matrix elements of the nuclear state that are enhanced by
the nuclear size. So far, most studies have focused on
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double parton scattering and proofs of factorization are
only limited to LO analyses [24].

In this Letter, we will carry out, for the first time, a
complete NLO analysis of the twist-4 contributions to the
transverse momentum weighted cross section of SIDIS. In
particular, we consider contributions of quark rescattering
with partons from another nucleon inside the nucleus. Such
contributions are proportional to the nuclear size A'/3. For
large nucleus A > 1, we neglect other A-independent
higher-twist contributions, for example, any twist-4 frag-
mentation correlation contributions that have no A'/3
enhancement [26]. We will calculate explicitly the real
and virtual corrections up to one-loop order to the twist-4
contributions. We verify the factorization theorem at twist 4
in NLO by demonstrating the cancellation of infrared
divergences and renormalization of the twist-4 parton
correlation functions. Our results not only provide a
complete NLO calculation of the transverse momentum
weighted cross section and, therefore, transverse momen-
tum broadening at twist 4, but also pave the way to the
proof of QCD factorization for higher-twist hard processes
and complete NLO calculation of jet quenching in medium.

In SIDIS of the hadron production off a large nucleus,

e(L1) +A(p) = e(Ly) + h(¢)) + X, (1)

we consider the invariant mass of the virtual photon Q? =
—q*> = —(L,—L,)? is large, where p is the average
momentum per nucleon in the nucleus with the atomic
number A and 7, is the momentum of a final-state hadron
h. Higher-twist contributions to the cross section from
multiple scatterings are normally suppressed by powers of
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1/Q?. The coefficients, which are determined by high-twist
nuclear matrix elements, are, however, enhanced by the
nuclear size A!/3 [23]. The transverse momentum broad-
ening, A(Z};) = (€ir)en — (Cir)ep 18 defined as the
difference between the average squared transverse momen-
tum of the observed hadron produced on a nuclear target
and that on a proton target. Leading contributions in the
high-twist approach come from double scatterings,

d{ts.6P) | do
dPS dPS’

A2) ~ )

where the phase space dPS = dxpdydz;, with xp =
Q*/(2p-q), y=p-q/p-Ly, and z, = p-£;,/p - q the
usual SIDIS variables [27]. The transverse momentum f%r—
weighted cross section from double scattering

do®

dlt
d(t50”) _ = / Al Cir dPSdf?, o

dPS

will be the focus of our NLO analysis in this Letter.

Double scattering contributions manifest themselves as
twist-4 power corrections to the differential cross section.
To derive these contributions, a generalized factorization
theorem, the so-called high-twist power expansion
approach, was developed some time ago [23]. It involves
the so-called collinear expansion, i.e., expand the hard
scattering contribution around the vanishing parton trans-
verse momentum as in Fig. 1. At leading order, the
contribution is given by Fig. 1(a). Within such a high-
twist approach, a straightforward calculation leads to a
simple LO result,

,,Z /dZDh/q /dx ,(x,0,0)

><5(1 —3)5(1—2), “4)

d(¢ hTa

dPS

where X =xp/x, 2=p-C/p-q=1z,/z with ¢ the

momentum of the final state quark, and o, =
(4n’a,z2 /N, )0, with 6, given by
2ma, 1+ (1 —y)?
6o = ( ) (1—e), 5)

0? y

where € is introduced since n = 4 — 2¢ dimensions will be
used for dimensional regularization in NLO calculations.
The twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function is defined as
[14,21,28]

=

-
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©

FIG. 1. Sample Feynman diagrams for double scattering con-
tributions to the #2,-weighted differential cross section from
(a) leading-order (b) NLO virtual, and (c) NLO real processes.
The gluon momenta involved in the double scattering are k, =
Xop + ky and k' = (x; — x3)p + k7.

Ay~ pty [y
qu(x]’XZ,x:;) :/2—6 1Py /#

ys 4x
x eMaP D) etar Y 0y )0(yy —y7)
X (A, (0)y Ff (y3) For (v )wa(y7)IA),
(6)

which contains the fundamental properties of the nuclear
medium as probed by a propagating quark and can be extracted
from experimental data, such as the transverse momentum
broadening in SIDIS and Drell-Yan processes [16,17].

For the purpose of a NLO analysis of the ¢2,-weighted
differential cross section d(£7,;6”)/dPS, one needs to
evaluate both virtual and radiative corrections to the LO
process. Some example diagrams are shown in Figs. 1(b)
and I(c) for virtual and real corrections, respectively.
Calculations of contributions from these diagrams involve
a significant amount of tensor reduction and integration.
However, the final results have some simple structures that
contain both infrared and collinear divergences.

The final NLO virtual correction to the #7,-weighted
cross section at twist 4 is given by the LO result as in
Eq. (4), multiplying by the following factor:

a dgp®\e 1 2 3

—Cpl— ) =—=——|—5——— 8|, 7

2n F<Q2> I(l—e)| € e ™
where p comes from the replacement g — gu® in n =
4 — 2¢ dimensions. A similar structure also appears in the

virtual correction to the transverse momentum weighted
spin-dependent cross section at twist 3 [27,29].
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To calculate radiative corrections to the ¢7,-weighted
cross section, we follow established techniques for contour
integration and collinear expansion [14,30]. We take the
central-cut diagram in Fig. 1(c) as an example, in which
the quark radiates one gluon between its interaction with
the virtual photon and one additional scattering inside the
nucleus. The quark and radiated gluon will eventually
fragment into final observed hadrons.

The on-shell condition for the radiated gluon leads to
a & function &(x; +x, —x—x.) and, thus, fixes
X =xX+x.—Xxy, with x=(0*>+2q-2)/2p-(q—7)
and x, = (k3 —2k; - £)/2p - (¢ — ¢). The remaining two
momentum fractions x, and x; are eliminated via contour
integrations which set one of the two quark propagators on
each side of the cut line on their mass shells. When the
quark propagator immediately after the quark-photon
interaction is on its mass shell, the gluon radiation is
induced by the secondary quark-nucleus scattering where
the exchanged gluon momentum (k, or k,) remains finite
in the collinear limit k; — 0. Thus, this is referred to as a
hard scattering. On the other hand, if the quark propagator
close to the quark-photon vertex remains off shell, it
becomes on shell after radiating a gluon. Since the
exchanged gluon momentum becomes zero when k; —
0 in this case, it is called a soft scattering. The final result of
this cut diagram contains soft, hard contributions and their
interferences, often referred to as soft-soft, hard-hard, soft-
hard, and hard-soft contributions. Besides similar central
cut diagrams shown in Fig. 1(c), we also need to include
asymmetrical-cut diagrams which represent interferences
between single and triple scattering.

There are, in total, 57 diagrams for soft-soft, hard-hard,
and the interferences between soft and hard rescatterings in
quark-gluon double scatterings. All these processes contain
both soft-collinear and collinear divergences, which can be
identified in dimensional regularization as double-pole
1/€? and single-pole 1/e type divergences, respectively.
In addition to the photon + quark channel, we also consider
the photon+gluon channel in NLO processes at twist 4 that
has only soft-soft contributions and contains only the 1/¢
type collinear divergences. It involves the gluon-gluon
correlation function [30],

U fdy” vy [D1dyy

T gy(x1, X2, X3) —x’ﬁ/ge ey /T
x et 05 )eitr 5 0(57)0(y7 — )

X (A[Fg (0)F7F (yp)Fo (y7)FT(y7)[A).

®)

Combining real and virtual corrections, we find that the

double-pole 1/€® terms cancel out as required by QCD

factorization, and the final result with only the 1/¢ terms
from collinear divergences can be written as

d(Ch0”)
dpPs

d d Q?
My Zeq/ ZDh/q Z)/ x<—z+1 —f)

X [6(1 =%)P 4y (2)T 4y(x.0,0) +6(1 —2)
X(qu*q!}@qu"_qu(x) gg(x,0,0))] )
)

where 1/& = 1/e —yg + In(4ap®/u7), and p; is the fac-
torization scale in the MS subtraction scheme that we use.
Here, and in the rest of this Letter, we only write explicitly
the divergent pieces, and the finite contributions denoted by
“...” will be published elsewhere [31]. P, (%) and P (%)
are the usual quark-to-quark and gluon- to -quark sphttlng
kernels in the leading-twist DGLAP evolution equations,
and the term P, ® T, is defined as

dx dx A
S Pusas ® Ty = / Py ()T (x,0,0)
[ 4
3 | et
I+x
_m(qu(x, 0.xp — x)
+ Tyy(xp, x —xp.x —xp))|. (10)

According to the analysis of induced gluon spectra in
Refs. [14,15], the interference between soft and hard
contributions corresponds to Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal
interference which suppresses gluon radiation with large
formation time ¢, = 1/(x —xg)p* > R,. In this region,
the value of the above integrand is, indeed, suppressed
by ~x —xp < 1/(p"Ry).

Following the strategy of collinear factorization pro-
cedure, we isolate and absorb the collinear divergences into
the renormalization of corresponding nonperturbative func-
tions. The first [o (1 —X)] collinear divergence from
final-state gluon radiation in Eq. (9) can be absorbed into
the renormalized quark fragmentation function which
satisfies the usual DGLAP evolution equations [32]. The
second [ §(1 — 2)] collinear divergence from initial-state
radiation can be absorbed into the renormalized quark-
gluon correlation function

a1 [ldx
,0,0) ——— —
(xB ) 2re X

X [Pyggg ® Ty + P qg(x)

qq(xBaO 0 ﬂf)
T 44(x,0,0)].
(1)

The above leads to a new QCD evolution equation for the
quark-gluon correlation function
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Equation (12), as it stands, is not closed. It is a common
feature for higher-twist parton distributions [27,29]. Under
certain approximations for the functional form in x;_; 5
of the two-parton correlation function, one could obtain
a solution to the above evolution equation [31]. In prin-
ciple, one could also derive an evolution equation for the

|

d(Z3r0”) nro
dPS

[qu—u]g ® T‘]J + P ( )

Q2

sy [ Soue [[5{n(

gg(x7O7O7H2f)]- (12)

[
gluon-gluon correlation function 7
sued in the future.

In terms of the renormalized quark fragmentation func-
tion and twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function, we can
express the NLO correction to the #5,-weighted differential
cross section as

4g» Which will be pur-

W) [6(1 = 2)Pyq(2)T 4y(x, 0,0, u7)

+8(1 = 2)(Pygagy ® Tgg + Pyg(2)T44(x,0,0,43))] + HYO(%,2) ® Ty + HY™O(%,2) ® ng}, (13)

where the last line in the equation comes from the finite
contribution from quark-gluon and gluon-gluon double
scatterings after subtraction of collinear divergences in
the MS scheme, and will be presented elsewhere [31].
So far, our results verify for the first time the factorization
of the #2,-weighted differential cross section at twist 4 in
NLO. The collinear divergences associated with the quark
fragmentation function and twist-4 quark-gluon correlation
function are factorized, and one is left only with finite hard
coefficient functions, which also depend on the factorization
scale. One should also consider contributions from double
quark scattering [33] and hadron production from gluon
fragmentation for more complete NLO calculations [31].

We have also verified the factorization for the transverse
momentum weighted differential cross section of Drell-Yan
lepton pair production in p + A collisions at twist 4 in NLO
[31]. It contains the same twist-4 quark-gluon correlation
function which follows the same evolution equation as in
SIDIS in Eq. (12). This confirms, for the first time, the
collinear factorization for twist-4 observables at the NLO,
and demonstrates the universality of the associated twist-4
correlation functions. Therefore, the properties of nuclear
matter contained in the universal correlation functions as
probed by a propagating parton are independent of the hard
processes that create the fast partons.

Under the approximation of a large and loosely bound
nucleus, in which momentum and spatial correlations of
two nucleons can be neglected [28,30], one can express
T 4y(x5.0, O,M.}%) in a factorized form [34],

N n _
T (05.0.0.12) % (i 2) / dy (2.,
S

dr-a
(14)

in terms of the quark distribution function f, /4 (xp, u f) and
the jet transport parameter q(yf y~). The new evolution

equation in Eq. (12) can then determine the scale depend-
ence of El(yjz,,y*). Such a scale dependence will have
important consequences on quantitative studies of jet
quenching at NLO.

In summary, we have demonstrated, for the first time, the
factorization of the nuclear-enhanced twist-4 contributions
to the transverse momentum weighted differential cross
section of SIDIS as well as Drell-Yan lepton pair production
in p + A collisions in NLO within the high-twist formalism.
With explicit calculations, we have shown that the soft
divergences cancel out between real and virtual diagrams
while the collinear divergences can be absorbed into the
renormalized fragmentation (or parton distributions) func-
tions, as well as the twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function.
Our results demonstrate, for the first time, the universality of
such a twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function which
contains the properties of nuclear matter such as the jet
transport parameter as probed by a propagating parton in
different processes. We also derived a QCD evolution
equation for the twist-4 quark-gluon correlation function.
This will provide a framework to determine the QCD scale
dependence of the jet transport parameter. These complete
NLO corrections together with the scale dependence of the
twist-4 correlation functions, will provide more quantitative
descriptions of the transverse momentum broadening due to
multiple parton scattering in a nuclear medium, and pave the
way for the NLO calculation of jet quenching.
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