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Abstract. W epresent the achievem ents of the last years of the experin entaland theoreticalgroups w orking
on hadronic cross section m easurem ents at the low energy e e collders in Beijing, Frascati, Tthaca,
N ovosibirsk, Stanford and T sukuba and on decays. W e sketch the prospects in these elds for the
years to com e. W e em phasise the status and the precision of the M onte C arlo generators used to analyse
the hadronic cross section m easurem ents obtained as wellw ith energy scans as w ith radiative retum, to
determ ine um inosities and  decays. T he radiative corrections fillly or approxin ately in plem ented in the
various codes and the contrbution of the vacuum polarisation are discussed.
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1 Introduction

T he system atic com parison of Standard M odel (SM ) pre—
dictions w ith precise experin entaldata served In the last
decades as an invaluable tool to test the theory at the
quantum Jlevel. Tt has also provided stringent constraints
on \new physics" scenarios.T he (so far) rem arkable agree—
m ent between the m easuram ents of the electroweak ob-
servables and their SM predictions is a striking experi-
m ental con m ation of the theory, even if there are a few

observables where the agreem ent is not so satisfactory.
O n the other hand, the H iggs boson has not yet been ob—
served, and there are clear phenom enological facts (dark

m atter, m atterantin atter asym m etry in the universe) as
well as strong theoretical argum ents hinting at the pres—
ence of physics beyond the SM . New colliders, like the
LHC orafuturee’ e Intemationall inearC ollider (ILC ),
w illhopefiilly answ erm any questions,o ering at the sam e
tin e great physics potential and a new challenge to pro-
vide even m ore precise theoretical predictions.

Precision tests of the Standard M odel require an ap—
propriate inclusion of higher order e ects and the know 1=
edge of very precise input param eters. O ne of the basic
nput param eters is the ne-structure constant , deter—
m Ined from the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the elec—
tron w ith an in pressive accuracy of 0.37 parts per billion
(ppb) [L]relying on the valdity of perturbative QED [2].
How ever, physics at nonzero sqyuared m om entum trans—
fer o is actually described by an e ective electrom agnetic
coupling (g°) rather than by the low-energy constant
itself. The shift of the nestructure constant from the
Thom son Im it to high energy involres low energy non-—
perturbative hadronic e ects which spoil this precision.
In particular, the e ective ne-structure constant at the
scaleM,, M7)= =1 M ?)], plays a crucial role
in basicEw radiative correctionsofthesM .An in portant
exam ple is the EW m ixing param eter sin® , related to



the Ferm i coupling constant G and M , via the Sirlin
relation [3,4,5]

sh® , cos’ , = P ; (1)

26gM2(1  n)

w here the subscript S denti esthe renom alisation schem e.
r. Incorporates the universal correction ™M 22 ), arge
contrbutions that depend quadratically on the top quark
massm ; [6] (which Jed to its indirect determ ination before
thisquark wasdiscovered ), plus allrem aining quantum ef-
fects. In the SM , r depends on various physical param —
eters, ncluding M , , them ass of the H iggs boson . A s this
is the only relevant unknow n param eter in the SM , in por—
tant indirect bounds on thism issing Ingredient can be set
by com paring the calculated quantity in Eq. (1) w ith the
experin entalvalue of sn® (eg.thee ective EW m ixing
angle s’ *P" measured at LEP and SLC from the on-—
resonance asym m etries) once M ZZ) and other experi-
m ental inputs lkem  are provided. It is in portant to note
that an error of M Z2)= 35 10 ° [/]in the e ective
electrom agnetic coupling constant dom inates the uncer—
tainty of the theoretical prediction of sin? ]:p c, inducing
. 2 lept) 12

. 10° (which is com parable
with the experin entalvalie (sif FFF** = 16 10 °
determ Ined by LEP-Tand SLD [8,9]) and a ecting the up—
perbound forM y [8,9,10].M oreover,asm easuram ents of
the e ective EW m xing angle at a future linear collider
may in prove its precision by one order of m agnitude, a
much an aller value of M 22 ) w ill be required (see be-
low ). It is therefore crucial to assess all viable options to
further reduce this uncertainty.
Theshift (M ?)canbesplitintwoparts: M ?)=
e ®™ 23+ )M 2).The leptonic contribution iscal-
culable In perturbation theory and known up to three-

loop accuracy: 1 (M 7) = 3149:7686 10 ° [11].The

hadronic contribution fa)d M Z2 ) of the wve light quarks

(u,d, s, c,and b) can be com puted from hadronic e e
annihilation data via the dispersion relation [12]

an error (s

2 Z 4
5) 0 2= M7 Re ds R (s) .
had 77 2 3 n2 s(s M2 if
(2)
where R (s) = }?ad (s)=(4 *=3s) and gad(s) is the to—

tal cross section for € e annihiltion into any hadronic
states, with vacuum polarisation and initial state QED
corrections subtracted o . The current accuracy of this
dispersion integral is of the order of 1% , dom inated by
the error of the hadronic cross section m easurem ents in
the energy region below a few Gev [13,14,15,7,16,17,18,
19,20,21,22,231.

Table 1 (from Ref. [16]) shows that an uncertainty

}(]Z)d 5 10°,needed forprecision physicsata fiitture
linear collider, requires the m easurem ent of the hadronic
cross section w ith a precision of O (1% ) from threshold up
to the peak.

Like the e ective ne-structure constant at the scale
M , ,thesM determ ination ofthe anom alousm agneticm o—

mentofthemuon a ispresently lim ited by the evaliation

l(15a)d 10° (sir? iept) 10° R equest on R
22 79 Present
7 25 R=R $ up to J=
5 18 R=R % up to
Table 1. Values of the uncertainties ©) ( rst colum n)

had
and the errors induced by these uncertainties on the theoretical
SM prediction for sin® f‘pt (second colum n).The third colum n
indicates the corresponding requirem ents for the R m easure-

ment.From Ref. [16].

of the hadronic vacuum polarisation e ects, which cannot
be com puted perturbatively at low energies. H ow ever, us—
ing analyticity and unitarity, it was shown long ago that
this term can be com puted from hadronic e” e annihila—
tion data via the dispersion integral [241]:
Z

1 1

4 3

2 b1

3 2

dsK (s) %s)

dsK (s)R (s)=s:

2

3)

m

T he kemel function K (s) decreases m onotonically w ith
increasing s. T his integral is sin ilar to the one entering
the evaluation of the hadronic contribution Sa)d ™ ?)
n Eg. (2).Here, however, the weight function In the inte-
grand gives a stronger w eight to low -energy data.A recent
com pilation of e e data gives [251]:

HLO
a =

(6955 4:1) 10'°: (4)
Sin ilar values are obtained by other groups [23,26,27,281.

By adding this contribbution to the rest of the SM con—
tributions, a recent update of the SM prediction of a ,
w hich uses the hadronic lightby-light result from [29 Jgives
[25,30]: @™ = 116591834(49) 10 ''.The di erence be-
tw een the experim entalaverage [31],a%** = 116592080 (63)
10 ' and the SM prediction isthen a = a a =
+246(80) 10 '',ie.3.1 standard deviations (adding all
errors in quadrature). Slightly higher discrepancies are
obtained in Refs. [23,27,28]. As in the case of M 72),
the uncertainty of the theoretical evaluation of a®" is still
dom nated by the hadronic contribution at low energies,
and a reduction of the uncertainty is necessary in order to
m atch the increased precision of the proposed m uon g2
experim ents at FNAL [32]and JPARC [33].

T he precise detem ination of the hadronic cross sec—
tions (accuracy . 1% ) requires an excellent control of
higher order e ects lke Radiative C orrections (RC ) and
the non-perturbative hadronic contribution to the running
of (ie. the vacuum polarisation, VP ) in M onte Carlb
(M C ) program s used for the analysis of the data. Partic—
ularly in the last years, the increasing precision reached
on the experin ental side at the " e collders (VEPP-
2M ,DA NE,BEPC,PEP-ITand KEKB) led to the de-
velopm ent of dedicated high precision theoretical tools:
BabaYaga (and its successor BabaYaga@ NLO ) for the

exp



m easuram ent of the lum inosity, M CG PJ for the sin ula—
tion of the exclusive Q ED channels,and PHOKHARA for
the sin ulation of the process w ith Initial State R adiation

(ISR)e"e ! hadrons+ ,areexamplesofM C genera—
torswhich includeNLO correctionsw ith perm illaccuracy.
In parallel to these e orts, welltested codes such as BH -
W IDE (developed for LEP /SLC colliders) were adopted.

T heoretical accuracies of these generators were esti-
m ated, whenever possble, by evaluating m issing higher
order contrbutions. From this point of view , the great
progress in the calculation of two-loop corrections to the
Bhabha scattering cross section was essential to establish
the high theoretical accuracy of the existing generators
for the lum inosity m easurem ent. However, usually only
analytical or sam ianalytical estim ates of m issing temm s
exist which don’t take Into account realistic experim ental
cuts. In addition, M C event generators inclide di erent
param etrisations for the VP which a ect the prediction
(and the precision) of the cross sections and also the RC
are usually in plem ented di erently.

These argum ents evidently in ply the im portance of
com parisons of M C generators w ith a comm on set of in—
put param eters and experin ental cuts. Such tuned com —
parisons, which started In the LEP era, are a key step for
the validation of the generators, since they allow to check
that the details entering the com plex structure of the gen—
erators are under control and free of possible bugs. T his
was the m ain m otivation for the \W orking G roup on Ra-
diative Corrections and M onte Carlb G enerators for Low
Energies" (Radio M ontecarLow ), which was form ed a few
years ago bringing together experts (theorists and experi-
m entalists) working in the eld of low energy e” e physics
and partly also the comm unity.

Tn addition to tuned com parisons, technical details of
theM C generators, recent progress (lke new calculations)
and rem aining open issues were also discussed in regular
m estings.

This report is a summ ary of all these e orts: it pro—
vides a selfcontained and up-to-date description of the
progress which occurred in the last years towards preci-
sion hadronic physics at low energies, together w ith new
results like com parisonsand estin ates ofhigh ordere ects
(eg.of the pion pair correction to the Bhabha process) in
the presence of realistic experin ental cuts.

T he report is divided into ve sections: Sections 2, 3
and 4 are devoted to the status of theM C tools for Lum i~
nosity, the R -scan and Tnitial State R adiation (ISR ).

Tau gpectral functions ofhadronic decays are also used
to estim ate a"“° , since they can be related to " e  anni-
hilation cross section via isospin symm etry [34,35,36,371.
T he substantialdi erence between thee* e —and -based
determ inations of a""° , even if isospin violation correc—
tions are taken Into account, show s that fiirther com m on
theoretical and experin ental e orts are necessary to un-—
derstand this phenom enon. In Section 5 the experin ental
status and M C tools for tau decays are discussed . T he re—
cent In provem ents of the generators TAUO LA and PHO —
TO S arediscussed and prospects for further developm ents
are sketched.

Section 6 discusses vacuum polarisation at low ener-
gies, which is a key Ingredient for the high precision de—
term ination of the hadronic cross section, focusing on the
description and com parison of available param etrisations.
F nally, Section 7 contains a brief sum m ary of the report.

2 Lum inosity

T he present Section addresses the m ost In portant exper—
In ental and theoretical issues nvolved iIn the precision
determ nation of the lum inosity at m eson factories. T he
um nosity is the key ingredient underlying all the m ea—
surem ents and studies of the physics processes discussed
in the other Sections. Particular em phasis is put on the
theoreticalaccuracy inherent to the event generators used
in the experin entalanalyses, in com parison w ith them ost
advanced perturbative calculations and experin ental pre-
cision requirem ents. The e ort done during the activity
of the working group to perform tuned com parisons be-
tween the predictions of the m ost accurate program s is
described in detail. New calculations, leading to an up-—
date of the theoretical error associated w ith the predic—
tion of the lum inosity cross section, are also presented.
The ain of the Section is to provide a selfcontained and
up-to-date description of the progress occurred during the
last few years tow ards high-precision um inosity m onitor-
ing at avour factordes, as well as of the still open issues
necessary for fiture advances.

T he structure of the Section is as follow s. A frer an in—
troduction on them otivation for precision lum inosity m ea—
surem ents at m eson factories (Section 2.1), the leading—
order (LO ) cross sections of the two QED processes of
m aPpr Interest, ie. Bhabha scattering and photon pair
production, are presented in Section 2.2, together w ith
the formulae for the nextto-Jleading-order (NLO ) pho-
tonic corrections to the above processes. T he rem arkable
progress on the calculation of nextto-nextleading-order
(NNLO ) QED corrections to the Bhabha cross section, as
occurred In the last few years, is reviewed in Section 2.3.
In particular, this Section presents new exact results on
lepton and hadron pair corrections, taking into account
realistic event selection criteria. Section 2.4 is devoted
to the description of the theoretical m ethods used in the
M onte Carlo (M C ) generators for the sim ulation of m ulti-
ple photon radiation. T he m atching of such contributions
w ith NLO corrections is also described in Section 2.4.The
m ain featuresoftheM C program sused by the experim en—
tal collaborations are sum m arised in Section 2.5.Num er-
icalresults for the radiative corrections in plem ented into
the M C generators are shown in Section 2.6 for both the
Bhabha process and tw o-photon production. Tuned com —
parisons betw een the predictions of the m ost precise gen—
eratorsare presented and discussed in detailin Section 2.7,
considering the Bhabha processatdi erent centre-ofm ass
(cm .) energies and w ith realistic experin ental cuts. T he
theoretical accuracy presently reached by the lum inosity
tools is addressed In Section 2.8, where the m ost in por-
tant sources of uncertainty are discussed quantitatively.
T he estim ate of the totalerrora ecting the calculation of



the Bhabha cross section is given, as the m ain conclusion
of the present work, in Section 2.9, updating and In prov—
ing the robustness of results available in the literature.
Som e ram aining open issues are discussed In Section 2.9
aswell

2.1 M otivation

T he lum inosity of a collider is the nom alisation constant
between the event rate and the cross section of a given
process. For an accurate m easurem ent of the cross section
of an electron-positron (¢" e ) annihilation process, the
precise know ledge of the collider um inosity ism andatory.
T he lum nosity depends on three factors: beam foeam
crossing frequency, beam currents and the beam overlkp
area in the crossing region. H ow ever, the last quantity is
di cult to determm ine accurately from the collider optics.
T hus, experin ents prefer to determ ine the lum inosity by
the counting rate of well selected events whose cross sec—
tion is known w ith good accuracy, using the form ula [38]

Z

N
Ldt= —; (5)

where N is the num ber of events of the chosen reference
process, the experin ental selection e ciency and  the
theoretical cross section of the reference process. T here—
fore, the total uim inosity errorw illbe given by the sum in
quadrature of the fractional experin ental and theoretical
uncertainties.

Since the advent of Iow lum inosity " e colliders, a
great e ort was devoted to obtain good precision in the
cross section of electrom agnetic processes, extending the
plioneering work of the earlierdays [[2]. At thee' e col-
liders operating in the cm . energy range 1 G&V < = s<
3GeV, such asACO at Orsay, VEPP-II at Novosibirsk
and Adone at Frascati, the um inosity m easurem ent was
based on Bhabha scattering [39,40]w ith nalstate elec-
trons and positrons detected at sm allangles, or single and
double brem sstrahlung processes [41 ], thanks to their high
statistics. T he electrom agnetic cross sections scale as 1=s,
while elastic €" e scattering has a steep dependence on
the polar angle, 1= 2, thus providing a high rate for
an all values of

A lso at high-energy, accelerators running in the "90s
around the Z pole to perform precision tests of the Stan-—
dard M odel (SM ), such as LEP at CERN and SLC at
Stanford, the experim ents used sn allangle Bhabha scat-
tering events as a lum nosity m onitoring process. Indeed,
for the very forward angular acceptances considered by
the LEP /SLC collaborations, the Bhabha process is dom —
inated by the electrom agnetic interaction and, therefore,
calculable, at least In principle, w ith very high accuracy.
At the end of the LEP and SLC operation, a total (ex—
perin ental plus theoretical) precision of one per m ill (or
better) wasachieved [42,43,44,45,46,47,48], thanks to the
work ofdi erent theoretical groups and the excellent per—
form ance of precision lum inom eters.

At current low —and interm ediate-energy high—tum ino-
sity m eson factordies, the sm all polar angle region is di —
cult to access due to the presence of the low beta inser-
tions close to the beam crossing region, while w deangle
Bhabha scattering produces a large counting rate and can
be exploited for a precise m easurem ent of the lum inosity.

T herefore, also In this latter case of e scattered at
large angles, eg. larger than 55 for the KLOE experi-
ment [38]rmunning at DA NE in Frascati, and larger than
40 for the CLEO € experin ent [49] running at CESR 1n
Comell, the m ain advantages of Bhabha scattering are
preserved:

1. large statistics. For exam ple at DA NE, a statistical
error L=L 0:3% is reached in about two hours of
data taking, even at the lowest um inosities;

. high accuracy for the calculated cross section;

3. clean event topology of the signaland sm allam ount of

background.

N

In Eq. (5) the cross section is usually evaluated by
Inserting event generators, w hich include radiative correc—
tions at a high level of precision, into the M C code sin —
ulating the detector response. T he code has to be devel-
oped to reproduce the detector perform ance (geom etrical
acceptance, reconstruction e ciency and resolution of the
m easured quantities) to a high levelof con dence.

In m ost cases the m a pr sources of the systam atic er—
rors of the lum inosity m easurem ent are di erences ofe —
clencies and resolutions between data and M C .

In the case of KLOE, the largest experin ental error
of the Ium nosity m easurem ent is due to a di erent polar
angle resolution between data and M C which is observed
at the edges of the accepted Interval for Bhabha scatter-
ing events.Fig.1 show s a com parison betw een large angle
Bhabha KLOE data and M C, at left for the polar angle
and at right for the acollinearity = jo+ + 180 5.
O ne observes a very good agreem ent between data and
M C, but also di erences (of about 0.3 % ) at the sharp
interval edges. The analysis cut, < 9, applied to the
acollinearity distrdbution is very far from the buk of the
distribution and does not introduce notew orthy system —
atic errors. A Iso in the CLEO ¢ lum inosity m easurem ent
w ith Bhabha scattering events, the detector m odelling is
the m ain source of experin ental error. In particular, un—
certainties nclude those due to nding and reconstruc—
tion of the electron shower, in part due to the nature of
the electron shower, as well as the steep e polar angle
distrbution.

T he um inosity m easured w ith Bhabha scattering events
is often checked by using other Q ED processes, such as
ete ! + orete ! . In KLOE, the um inos—
ity measured with e'e ! events di ers by 0:3%
from the onedeterm ined from Bhabha events.In CLEO ¢,
ete | * events are also used, and the lum nosity
determ ined from (* ) is oound to be 2:1% (06% )
larger than that from Bhabha events. Fig. 2 shows the
CLEO < data for the polar angle distribbutions of all three
processes, com pared w ith the corresponding M C predic—
tions.ThethreeQ ED processesarealso used by theBaBar
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clusters in the calorim eter. In each case,M C and data histogram s are nom alised to unity.From

experin ent at the PEP -IT collider, Stanford, yielding a u-
m nosity determm ination w ith an error of about 1% [50].
Largeangle Bhabha scattering is the nom alisation pro—
cess adopted by the CM D2 and SND collaborations at
VEPP-2M ,Novosibirsk,while both BES at BEPC in Bei-
Jng and Belle at KEKB in T sukuba measure um inos-
ity using the processese’e ! e'e and efe !

w ith the nalstate particles detected atw ide polar angles
and an experin entalaccuracy ofa few per cent.H owever,
BES-IITain sat reaching an errorofa few perm illin their
um nosity m easurem ent in the near future [511].

T he need ofprecision,nam ely better than 1% ,and pos—
sibly redundantm easurem ents of the collider lum inosity is
of utm ost in portance to perform accurate m easurem ents
of the e" e ! hadrons cross sections, which are the key
ingredient for evaluating the hadronic contribution to the
running of the electrom agnetic coupling constant and
themuon anomaly g 2.

2.2 LO cross sections and N LO corrections

A srem arked In Section 2.1, the processes of interest for the
um nosity m easurem ent at m eson factories are Bhabha
scattering and electron-positron annihilation into tw o pho—
tons and muon pairs. Here we present the LO formule
for the cross section of the processese’e | e'e and
ete ! ,aswellas the Q ED corrections to their cross
sections In the NLO approxin ation of perturbation the-
ory. The reaction e'e | * is discussed in Section
3.

180 j(right), where the ight direction of the e

is given by the position of
[381.

221 LO cross sections
For the Bhabha scattering process
6)

atBom levelw ith sin ple one-photon exchange (see F ig. 3)
the di erential cross section reads

e p)+e @) e @ )+e )

g Bhabha 2 3+ &2 2 m 2
—= — +t0o = (7)
d 4s 1 c S
w here
s= (p + ps ) ; c= Cos (8)
The anglke isde ned between the nitialand nalelec—

tron three-m om enta, d =d dcos ,and is the
azin uthalangle of the outgoing electron. The an allm ass
correction termm s suppressed by the ratio m §=s are neg—
Iigible for the energy range and the angular acceptances
which are of interest here.

At meson factories the Bhabha scattering cross sec—
tion is largely dom inated by t<channel photon exchange,
followed by s-t interference and s-channel annihilation.
Furthem ore, Z boson exchange contributions and other
electroweak e ects are suppressed at least by a factor
s=M ZZ . In particular, for large-angle Bhabha scattering
with a cm .energy ~ s = 1 GeV the Z boson contribu-
tion amounts to about 1 10°.For §= 3 GeV it
amountsto 1 10%and 1 10°for s= 10Gev.
So only at B factories the electroweak e ects should be
taken Into account at tree level, when ain Ing at a perm ill
precision level.

The LO di erential cross section of the two-photon

annihilation channel (see Fig. 4)
(@)

epi)+re P ) @)+
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Fig.3.L0O Feynm an diagram s for the Bhabha processin QED ,

corresponding to s-channelannihilation and t-channel scatter—
ing.

can be obtained by a crossing relation from the C om pton
scattering cross section com puted by Brown and Feyn—
man [52]. It reads

o N

= — + 0

— 9)
S
whered 1 denotes the di erential solid angle of the rst

photon. Tt is assum ed that both nal photons are regis-
tered In a detector and that their polar anglesw ith respect

et et ol

Fig.4.LO Feynm an diagram s for the processe’ e !

to the initialbeam directionsarenotamall( 1;
where E is the beam energy).

me=E,

222 NLO corrections

The com plete set 0of NLO radiative corrections, em erging
at O ( ) ofperturbation theory, to Bhabha scattering and
tw o-photon annihilation can be split into gauge-invariant
subsets: Q ED corrections, due to em ission of real photons
o the charged leptons and exchange of virtual photons
betw een them ,and purely weak contributions arising from

the electrow eak sector of the SM .

The complete O ( ) QED corrections to Bhabha scat-
tering are known since a long tine [53,54]. The st com —
plete NLO prediction in the electroweak SM was per—
formed In [55], Pllowed by [56] and several others. At
NNLO , the leading virtunalweak corrections from the top
quark were derived rst in [57] and are avaikbble in the

tting program s ZFITTER [58,59]and TOPAZO [60,61,
62], extensively used by the experim entalists for the ex—
traction of the electrow eak param eters at LEP /SLC .The
weak NNLO corrections in the SM are also known for the

-param eter (3,64,65,66,67,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,76,
77,78,791and the weak m ixing angle [80,81,82,83,84,85],
aswellas corrections from Sudakov logarithm s [86,87,88,
89,90,91,92,93]. Both NLO and NNLO weak e ects are
negliglble at low energies and are not in plem ented yet in
num erical packages for Bhabha scattering atm eson facto—
ries. In pure Q ED , the situation is considerably di erent
due to the rem arkable progressm adeon NN LO corrections
in recent years, as em phasised and discussed In detail in
Section 2.3.

A s usual, the photonic corrections can be split into
two parts according to their kinem atics. The st part
preserves the Bom-lke kinem atics and contains the ef-
fects due to one-loop am plitudes (virtual corrections) and
single softphoton em ission. Exam ples of Feynm an dia—
gram s giving rise to such corrections are represented in
Fig.5.The energy of a soft photon is assum ed not to ex—
ceed an energy  E ,where E is the beam energy and the
auxiliary param eter 1 should be chosen in such a
way that the validity of the softphoton approxin ation is
guaranteaed. T he second contribution is due to hard pho—
ton em ission, ie. to single brem sstrahling w ith photon
energy above E and corresponds to the radiative pro—
cesse’e | e'e



Follow ing [94,95], the soft plus virtual (SV ) correction
can be cast into the form
d Bhabha d Bhabha 2 3
Br5+V _ _ 0 1+ —@® 1)2m + =
d d 2
8
Rl h(Cth)]n + —K ghepha (10)
where the factor K $#P"2 is given by
K E0ePha = 1 2Li(sin® =)+ 2L (cos 5)
L o 3@ & adsod
+ —— — (2C 3 15c)+ 2(2 3¢+ 9
B+ )y 3 ( ) (

+3c+ 21)]n2(sjn§) 4+ & 2c)1r12(cos5)

4@ + 4 + 5c+ 6)]r12(tg5)+ 2@ 3¢+ Tc

S)h(cosE)Jr 2(3c’ + 9 + 5c+ 31)]n(sjn§) ;(11)

and depends on the scattering angle, due to the contribu—
tion from initial- nalstate interference and box diagram s
(s2e Fig. 6). It is worth noticing that the SV correction
contains a leading logarithm ic (LL ) part enhanced by the
collinear logarithm L = In(s=m é ). Am ong the virtual cor-
rections there is also a num erically in portant e ect due
to vacuum polarisation In the photon propagator. Its con—
trbution is om itted in Eq. (11) but can be taken into ac—
count in the standard way by insertion of the resumm ed
vacuum polarisation operators In the photon propagators
of the Bom-level Bhabha am plitudes.

T he di erential cross section of the single hard brem s-
strahlung process

0

e )te P! e E)+re )+ (k)

for scattering angles up to correctionsoforderm .=E reads

3

d Bhabha __

hard  ~ 5 2SRee d e i (12)
e ’p? k|,
dee:w()(p*+p g B k)
+
N WT mi s _t . :
= —— -+ —+
= 4 (92 t s
2 2 2
m S G m S t
(Oe) ;+—1 1 — e
1 S ¥ S1
mé S1 o] z
— —+ —=+1 ;
1 S1
w here
s St ] t u U,
W = t 9 o0 0 t 5 +
+ + + t + +
. ssp(s? + s7)+ ty (P + €)+ uug @? + uf)

’
ssth

;the radiative Bhabha process e’ e !

S e

Fig. 5. Exam ples of Feynm an diagram s for real and virtual
NLO QED initialstate corrections to the s-channel contribu—
tion of the Bhabha process.

and the invariants are de ned as

= 2pp;

kp ; 0=

2p P ;
2pp ; =

si=20"p); @ t=

u= 2pp; 0

u; = kp
NLO QED radiative corrections to the two-photon an—
nihilation channel were obtained in [96,97,98,99], while
weak corrections were com puted in [100].
In the one-loop approxin ation the part of the di er—
ential cross section w ith the B om-like kinem atics reads

d d 3
B+S+V _ 0 1+ — (L l)2]1’1 + -
d 1 d i 2
)
+KSV ;
2
31+ c 1
Ky _+7é 5 - 2
3 21+ cf) 21 g 2
1 11+ c 1
+ 1+ . - : k- (o ! ce) ;
1+ a 21 ¢] 2
G = Cos 1; 1= dip (13)

In addition, the threephoton production process

etpr)+ e (P )!

@) + (@) + ()
m ust be included. Tts cross section is given by
+ 3 3
dec<'t? = Ry d s ; 14
g 253 3 (14)
2 02 2 2 02 042
5+ (3) 2 1t 2 (1)r+ (3)
Rz =s 00 2mg oy t 0 0 2
121 9 120 3) 123
+ (cyclic perm utations);
d3q1d3q2d3q3
ds =——— Y@ +p aq a q)
Sifecles '
w here

i=ap ; $=ap;  i=1;2;3:
T he process has to be treated as a radiative correction
to the two-photon production. The energy of the third
photon should exceed the softphoton energy threshold
E . In practice, the tree photon contribution, aswell as
e'e ,should be
sim ulated w ith the helpo ofa M C event generator in order
to take into account the proper experin ental criteria of a
given event selection.
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Fig. 6. Feynm an diagram s for the NLO Q ED box corrections
to the s—channel contribution of the Bhabha process.

In addition to the corrections discussed above, also
the e ect of vacuum polarisation, due to the insertion of
ferm ion loops inside the photon propagators,m ust be in—
cluded in the precise calculation of the Bhabha scattering
cross section. Its theoretical treatm ent, which faces the
non-trivial problem of the non-perturbative contribution
due to hadrons, is addressed in detail in Section 6. H ow —
ever, num erical results for such a correction are presented
in Section 2.6 and Section 2.8.
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Fig. 7. Cross sections of the processes e’ e ! e'e and

ee | in LO and NLO approxin ation as a function of
the cm . energy atm eson factories (upper panel). In the lower
panel, the relative contribution due to the NLO QED correc-
tions (In per cent) to the two processes is shown.

In Fig. 7 the cross sections of the Bhabha and two—
photon production processes in LO and NLO approxin a—
itr)jgn are shown %§_a function of the cm . energy between

s’ 2m and s’ 10Ge&V (upper panel). T he results
were obtained im posing the follow ing cuts for the Bhabha
process:

min_ 45, max = 135 ;
. [
E"" =03 s; max = 10 ; (15)
m inm ax

w here are the angular acceptance cuts, E™  are
the m inin um energy thresholds for the detection of the
nalstate electron/positron and .y is the m axin um

e" e acollinearity. For the photon pair production pro—
cesses w e used correspondingly :

m in

= 45 ; max — 135 ;

e ospé; max = 10 ; (16)

where,as n Eq. (15), ™¥"max

are the angular acceptance
cuts, E™ ™ is the m lninum energy threshold for the de-
tection of at least two photons and |, 4x is the m axin um
acollinearity betw een them ost energetic and next-o-m ost
energetic photon.

The cross sections display the typical 1=s QED be-
haviour. The relative e ect of NLO corrections is shown
in the low erpanel. Tt can be seen that the NLO corrections
are largely negative and increase w ith increasing cm . en—
ergy, because of the grow ing Im portance of the collinear
logarithm L = ]n(s=mé). The corrections to e e !
are about one half of those to Bhabha scattering, because
of the absence of nalstate radiation e ects in photon
pair production.

23 NNLO corrections to the Bhabha scattering cross
section

Beyond theNLO correctionsdiscussed in the previous Sec—
tion, In recent yearsa signi cante ort wasdevoted to the
calculation of the perturbative corrections to the Bhabha
processat NNLO in QED .

The calculation of the Mill NNLO corrections to the
Bhabha scattering cross section requires three types of in—
gredients: i) the two-loopm atrix elan ents forthee" e !
e" e process; ii) the onedoop m atrix elem ents for the
ete | e process, both In the case In which the ad—
ditional photon is soft or hard; iii) the treelevel m atrix
eements orete ! e e , with two soft or two hard
photons, or one soft and one hard photon. A Iso the pro—
cesse’e | € e e e ,wih oneofthetwoe' e pairs
rem aining undetected, contributes to the Bhabha signa-
ture at NNLO . D epending on the kinem atics, other nal
states lke,eg., e'e * or those w ith hadrons are also
possble.

T headventofnew calculationaltechniguesand a deeper
understanding of the IR structure of unbroken gauge the—
ories, such asQED or QCD ,m ade the calculation of the
com plete set of two-loop Q ED corrections possble. T he
history ofthis calculation w illbe presented in Section 2.3 .1.

Som e rem arks on the one-loop m atrix elem ents w ith
three particles In the nalstate are In order now . The di-
agram s nvolving the em ission of a soft photon are know n
and they were lncluded in the calculations of the tw o-loop
m atrix elem ents, In order to rem ove the IR soft diver—
gences. H ow ever, although the contributionsdue to a hard
collinear photon are taken Into account in logarithm ic ac-
curacy by the M C generators, a full calculation of the di-
agram s involving a hard photon In a general phase-space
con guration is still m issing. In Section 2.3.2, we shall
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comm ent on the possible strategies which can be adopted
in order to calculate these corrections.

A s a general comm ent, it m ust be noticed that the

xed-order corrections calculated up to NNLO are taken

into account at the LL, and, partially, next=to-leading-
log (NLL) level in them ost precise M C generators,which
include, as will be discussed In Section 2.4 and Section
2.5, the lIogarithm ically enhanced contributions of soft and
collinear photons at all orders in perturbation theory.

Conceming the tree level graphs with four particles
n the nalstate, the production of a soft e” e pairwas
considered in the literature by the authors of [102]by o1~
Jow Ing the evaluation of pair production [103,104]w ithin
the calculation of the O ( °L) single-Jogarithm ic accurate
an all-angle Bhabha cross section [43], and it is included
in the two-loop calculation (see Section 23.1). New re-
sults on lepton and hadron pair corrections, which are at
present approxin ately included In the available Bhabha
codes, are presented in Section 2.3 3.

231 Vitunalcorrections forthe e e | e e process

T he calculation of the virtualtw o—loop Q ED correctionsto
the B habha scattering di erentialcross section w as carried
outin the last 10 years.T hiscalculation wasm ade possible
by an in provem ent of the techniques em ployed in the eval-
uation ofm ulti-loop Feynm an diagram s.An essential tool
used to m anage the calculation is the Laporta algorithm

[105,106,107,108], which enables one to reduce a generic
com bination of din ensionallyregularised scalar integrals
to a com bination of a an all set of independent integrals
called the \M aster Integrals" (M Is) of the problem under
consideration. T he calculation of the M Is is then pursued
by m eans of a variety ofm ethods. Particularly in portant
are the di erential equations m ethod [109,110,111,112,
113,114,115] and the M ellin-Bames techniques [116,117,
118,119,120,121,122,123,124,125]. Both m ethods proved
to be very useful In the evaluation of virtual corrections
to Bhabha scattering because they are especially e ective
in problem s with a an all num ber of di erent kinem atic
param eters. T hey both allow one to obtain an analytic ex—
pression for the integrals, w hich m ust be w ritten In tem s
of a suitable functional basis. A basis which was exten-—
sively em ployed in the calculation ofm ulti-loop Feynm an
diagram s of the type discussed here is represented by the
Ham onic Polylogarithm s [126,127,128,129,130,131,132,
133,134] and their generalisations. A nother fundam ental
achievem ent which enabled one to com plete the calcula—
tion of the QED two-loop corrections was an in proved
understanding of the IR structure of Q ED . In particular,
the relation betw een the collinear logarithm s in which the
electron m assm . plys the role of a natural cuto and
the corresponding poles in the dim ensionally reqularised
m assless theory was extensively investigated In [135,136,
137,1381.

V' Asen phasised in Section 2.8 and Section 2.9, the com plete

calculation of this class of corrections becam e available [101]
during the com pletion of the present work.

The rstcom pletediagram m atic calculation ofthe two-
Ioop QED virtual corrections to Bhabha scattering can
be found in [139]. However, this result was obtained in
the fully m assless approxination (m. = 0) by em ploy-
ing dim ensional reqularisation (DR ) to requlate both soft
and collinear d vergences. T oday, the com plete set of tw o-
Joop corrections to Bhabha scattering in pure Q ED have
been evaluated using m . as a collinear regulator, as re—
quired in order to include these xed-order calculations in
available M onte C arlo event generators. T he Feynm an di-
agram s iInvolved in the calculation can be divided in three
gauge-independent sets: 1) diagram sw ithout ferm ion loops
(\photonic" diagram s), ii) diagram s involving a closed
electron loop, and iii) diagram s involring a closed loop
of hadrons or a ferm ion heavier than the electron. Som e
of the diagram s belonging to the aforem entioned sets are
shown in Figs.8{11.T hese three setsarediscussed in m ore
detailbelow .

Photonic corrections

A large part of the NNLO photonic corrections can be
evaluated in a closed analytic form , retaining the fullde-
pendence on m. [140], by using the Laporta algorithm

for the reduction of the Feynm an diagram s to a com bina-
tion ofM Is,and then thedi erentialequationsm ethod for
their analytic evaluation. W ith this technigue it is possi-
ble to calculate, for Instance, the NN LO corrections to the
form factors [141,142,143,144]. However, a calculation of
the tw o-Joop photonic boxes retaining the fiullldependence
onm . seam s to be beyond the reach of thism ethod. This
is due to the fact that the num ber of M Is belonging to
the sam e topology is, In som e cases, large. T herefore, one
must solve analytically large system s of rst-order ordi-
nary linear di erential equations; this is not possble in

general. A ltematively, in order to calculate the di erent
M Is involved, one could use the M ellin-B ames technigues,
as shown in [122,123,144,145,146,147], or a com bination
ofboth m ethods. T he calculation is very com plicated and
a filll result is not available yet? H ow ever, the fiilldepen—
dence on m . is not phenom enologically relevant. In fact,
the physical problem exhibits a wellde ned m ass hierar-
chy. The m ass of the electron is always very sm all com —
pared to the other kinem atic invariants and can be safely
neglected everyw here, w ith the exception of the term s in
which it actsasa collinear regulator. T he ratio of the pho—
tonic NN LO corrections to the Bom cross section is given
by

2
4 (@eu) 2 X ) . m?2 m?2
- (P ;i) € e.__¢e .
— 0 Cof+o === an
i
where Lo = In (s=m 2) and the coe cients " contain

Infrared logarithm s and are fiinctions of the scattering an—
gle . The approxin ation given by Eq. (L7) is su cient

> Forthe planar double box diagram s, allthe M Is are known
[145] for smallm ., while the M Is for the non-planar double
box diagram s are not com pleted.
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Fig. 8. Som e of the diagram s belonging to the class of the
\photonic" NNLO corrections to the Bhabha scattering di er—
ential cross section. T he additional photons in the nal state
are soft.

r a phenom enological description of the process’ The
coe cients of the double and single collinear logarithm

in Eqg. (17), ©*#) and ©*1), were obtained in [148,
1491, H ow ever, the precision required for lum nosity m ea—
surem ents at e" e collders dem ands the calculation of
the non-logarithm ic coe cient, ©"?),The latter was ob-
tained in [135,136]1by reconstructing the di erential cross
section in the s mié 0 lin it from the dim ension—
ally reqularised m assless approxin ation [139]. The m ain
dea of the m ethod developed In [135,136] is outlined be-
low : A s far as the leading term in the sm all electron m ass
expansion is considered, the di erence between the m as—
sive and the din ensionally regularised m assless Bhabha
scattering can be viewed as a di erence between two reg—
ularisation schem es for the Infrared divergences.W ith the
know n m assless two—loop result at hand, the calculation
of the m assive one is reduced to constructing the infrared
m atching term w hich relates the tw o abovem entioned reg-
ularisation schem es.To perform them atching an auxiliary
am plitude is constructed , w hich has the sam e structure of
the Infrared singularities but is su clently sim ple to be

evaluated at least at the leading order in the sm allm ass
expansion. T he particular form of the auxiliary am plitude
is dictated by the general theory of nfrared singularities
In QED and involves the exponent of the one-loop correc-
tion as well as the two-loop corrections to the logarithm

of the electron form factor. The di erence between the
full and the auxiliary am plitudes is infrared nite. Tt can
be evaluated by using din ensional reqularisation for each
am plitude and then taking the lin it of four spacetim e
din ensions. The infrared divergences, which induce the
asym ptotic dependence of the virtual corrections on the
electron and photon m asses, are absorbed Into the auxil-
iary am plitude while the technically m ost nontrivial cal-
culation of the full am plitude is perform ed in them assless
approxin ation.T hem atching of them assive and m assless

® Tt can be shown that the tem s suppressed by a positive

power ofm §=s do not play _any phenom enological role already
atvery low cm .energies,” s 10 M &V .M oreover, the term s
m 2=t (or m 2=u) becom e in portant in the extrem ely forward
(backw ard) region, unreachable for the experin ental setup.
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Fig. 9. Som e of the diagram s belonging to the class of the
\electron loop" NNLO corrections. T he additional photons or
electron-positron pair in the nal state are soft.

results is then necessary only for the auxiliary am plitude
and is straightforward. T hus the two-loop m assless result
for the scattering am plitude along w ith the two-Jloop m as-
sive electron form factor [150] are su cient to obtain the
tw o—loop photonic correction to the di erential cross sec—
tion In the sm allelectron m ass lim it.

A m ethod based on a sin ilarprinciplew as subsequently
developed in [137,138]; the authors of [138]con m ed the
result of [135,136] for the NNLO photonic corrections to
the Bhabha scattering di erential cross section.

E lectron loop corrections

The NNLO electron loop corrections arise from the inter—
ference of tw o-Jloop Feynm an diagram sw ith the treelevel
am plitude aswellas from the interference of one-loop dia—
gram s,as long asone of the diagram s contributing to each
termm involvesa closed electron loop. T his set of corrections
presents a single two—loop box topology and is therefore
technically less challenging to evaluate w ith respect to the
photonic correction set. The calculation of the electron
Joop correctionswas com pleted a few yearsago [151,152,
153,154]; the nal result retains the full dependence of
the di erential cross section on the electron m assm .. The
M Is nvolved in the calculation were denti ed by m eansof
the Laporta algorithm and evaluated with the di erential
equation m ethod. A s expected, after UV renom alisation
the di erential cross section contained only residual IR

poles which were rem oved by adding the contribution of
the soft photon em ission diagram s. T he resulting NN LO

di erential cross section could be conveniently w ritten in

term s of 1- and 2-din ensional Ham onic Polylogarithm s
(HPLs) of maximum weight three. Expanding the cross
section in the limit s;3j mZ, the ratio of the NNLO

corrections to the Bom cross section can be w ritten as in

Eqg. (17):
q @=r) 2 X3 _ . m?2 m?
- (EL,i) 1 e . e
R Lo+ 0 —=;== & (8)

i=0

Note that the series now contains a cubic collinear log—
arithm . This logarithm appears, with an opposite sign,
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in the corrections due to the production of an electron-
positron pair (the softpair production was considered in
[102]).W hen the two contributionsare considered together
in the ull NNLO , the cubic collinear logarithm s cancel.
T herefore, the physical cross section includes at m ost a
double logarithm ,as n Eqg. (17).

The explicit expression of all the coe cients
obtained by expanding the results of [151,152,153], was
con m ed by two di erent groups [138,154]. In [138] the
an all electron m ass expansion was perform ed w ithin the
softcollinear e ective theory (SCET ) fram ework, while
the analysis In [154] em ployed the asym ptotic expansion
of the M Is.

(2L ,i)
I4

Heavy—- avor and hadronic corrections

Finally, we consider the corrections originating from two—
loop Feynm an diagram s involving a heavy avour ferm ion
Joop * Since this set of corrections involves onem orem ass
scalew ith regpect to the correctionsanalysed in the previ-
ous sections, a direct diagram m atic calculation is in prin—
ciple a m ore challenging task. Recently, in [138] the au-
thors applied their technigque based on SCET to Bhabha
scattering and obtained the heavy avour NNLO correc-
tions in the lim it in which s;3551] mZ m2,where
m ﬁ is the m ass of the heavy ferm ion running in the loop.
T heir result was very soon con m ed in [154]by m eans of
a m ethod based on the asym ptotic expansion of M ellin—
B ames representations of the M Is Involved In the calcula—
tion . H ow ever, the results obtained in the approxim ation
s; 3313 m% m 2 cannot be applied to the case n
which " s< m¢ (asjnthecaseofatauloopatpg 1
G &V ), and they apply only to a relatively narrow a lar
region perpendicular to the beam direction when =~ s is
notvery much lJarger than m ¢ (as in the case of topquark
loops at the ILC ). It was therefore necessary to calculate
the heavy avour corrections to Bhabha scattering assum —
ing only that the electron m ass ismuch sn aller than the
other scales In the process, but retaining the full depen-—
dence on the heavy m ass, s;1jjajm % m i .

T he calculation was carried out in two di erent ways:
in [155,156] it wasdone analytically, while in [157,158] 1t
was done num erically w ith dispersion relations.

T he technicalproblem of the diagram m atic calculation
of Feynm an integrals w ith four scales can be sin pli ed
by considering carefiilly, once m ore, the structure of the
collinear singularities of the heavy— avourcorrections.T he
ratio of the NNLO heavy avour corrections to the Bom
cross section is given by

e

1
2 X ) 2 2
me me

. (19)

;
S

where now the coe cients V) are functions of the scat-
tering angle  and, in general, of the m ass of the heavy

‘ Here by \heavy avour" wemean a muon or a -lpton,

as well as a heavy quark, like the top, the b-or the cquark,
depending on the cm . energy range that we are considering.

18 el e
o 0l

Fig.10. Som e of the diagram s belonging to the class of the
\heavy ferm ion" NN LO corrections. T he additionalphotons in
the nalstate are soft.

ferm dons involved in the virtual corrections. It is possi-
ble to prove that, in a physical gauge, all the collinear
singularities factorise and can be absorbed in the exter-
nal eld renomm alisation [159]. T his observation has two
consequences in the case at hand. The st one is that
box diagram s are free of collinear divergences In a phys—
ical gauge; since the sum of all boxes form s a gauge in—
dependent block, it can be concluded that the sum of
all box diagram s is free of collinear divergences in any
gauge. T he second consequence is that the single collinear
logarithm in Eq. (19) arises from vertex corrections only.
M oreover, if one chooses on-shellUV renomm alisation con-—
ditions, the irreducible two—-loop vertex graphs are free of
collinear singularities. T herefore, am ong all the two-loop
diagram s contrbuting to the NNLO heavy avour cor-
rections to Bhabha scattering, only the reducible vertex
corrections are logarithm ically divergent in them . ! 0
lim it> T he latter are easily evaluated even if they depend
on two di erent m asses. By exploiting these two facts,
one can obtain the NNLO heavy- avour corrections to
the Bhabha scattering di erential cross section assum ing
only that s;3{jjajm % m é . In particular, one can set
m. = 0 from the beginhning in all the two-loop diagram s
w ith the exception of the reducible ones. T his procedure
allow s one to e ectively elin inate one m ass scale from
the two-loop boxes, so that these graphs can be evalu—
ated with the technigues already em ployed In the dia-
gramm atic calculation of the electron loop corrections®
In the case In which the heavy avour ferm ion is a quark,
it is straightforw ard to m odify the calculation of the two-
loop selfenergy diagram s to obtain them ixed QED QCD
corrections to Bhabha scattering [156].
An altemative approach to the calculation ofthe heavy
avour corrections to Bhabha scattering is based on dis—
persion relations. This m ethod also applies to hadronic
corrections. T he hadronic and heavy ferm ion corrections
to the B habha-scattering cross section can be obtained by

° Additional collinear logarithm s arise also from the inter—

ference of one-loop diagram s in which at least one vertex is
present.

® The necessary M Is can be found in [156,160,161,162].



appropriately inserting the renom alised irreducible pho—
ton vacuum polarisation function in the photon propa-
gator:

g
g+ i

g
gt + i

(20)
Thevacuum polarisation can be represented by a once—
subtracted dispersion integral [12],

Z

2, T B @ : 1
4M 2 Z Si

| g

711 9 aga @)

— . (21)
zZ+ 1

The contribbutions to  m ay then be determ ned from a
(properly nom alised ) production cross section by the op—
tical theoram [163],

Im  paq(z)= R (z): (22)

In thisway, the hadronic vacuum polarisation m ay be ob—
tained from the experim entaldata forR :

0 (z)
R _ had ;
@)= G G2

(23)
where [, (z) (fé¢e ! 71 hadronsy;z). In the
Jow -energy region the inclisive experin entaldata m ay be
used [35,164]. Around a narrow hadronic resonance w ith
e e

massM s and width g

onem ay use the relation

9 +

M e’ e
ot res res

R res(2) = (z MLJ); (24)

and In the rem aining regions the perturbative QCD pre—
diction [165].Contribbutionsto  arising from leptonsand
heavy quarksw ith m assm ¢ ,charge Q ¢ and colourC ¢ can
be com puted directly in perturbation theory.In the lowest
order it reads
! s
2 2
1+ 2 o 1
z z

Re(zime)= Q2Cs (25)

A's a result of the above form ulas, the m assless photon
propagator gets replaced by a m assive propagator, whose
e ective m ass z is subsequently integrated over:
Z

dz R o (2)

w2 2 (&

99
F+i
(26)
where R+ (z) contains hadronic and Ileptonic contribu—
tions.

For selfenergy corrections to B habha scattering at one—
loop order, the dispersion relation approach was rstem -
ployed In [166]. Two—-loop applications of this technique,
prior to Bhabha scattering, are the evaluation of the had—
ronic vertex correction [167]and of tw o-loop hadronic cor—
rections to the lifetin e of the muon [168]. T he approach
was also applied to the evaluation of the two-loop form
factors in QED in [169,170,1711.

F+i 03

z+ i)
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T he ferm ionic and hadronic corrections to Bhabha scat-
tering at one-loop accuracy com e only from the selfenergy
diagram ; see for details Section 6. A t two-loop level there
are reducible and frreducible self-energy contributions, ver—
tices and boxes. T he reducible corrections are easily treat-
ed. For the evaluation of the irreduchble two-loop dia-
gram s, it is advantageous that they are one-loop diagram s
w ith selfenergy insertions because the application of the
dispersion technigue as described here is possible.

T he kermel function for the rreducible tw o-Jloop vertex
was derived in [167]and veri ed eg. in [158]. The three
kemel functions for the two-Jloop box functions were rst
obtained In [172,157,158]and veri ed In [173].A com plete
collection of all the relevant form ulae m ay be found in
[158], and the corresponding Fortran code bhbhnnlohf is
publicly available at the web page [174]
www—zeuthen.desy.de/theory/research/bhabha/ .

In [158], the dependence of the various heavy ferm ion
NNLO corrections on ]n(s=m§) for s; 13317 mg was
studied. T he Irreducible vertex behaves (before a com bi-
nation w ith realpair em ission tem s) like In® (s=m 2) 67,
while the sum of the various nfrared divergent diagram s
as a whole behaves like In(s=m % ) In (s=m é ). This is in ac—
cordance with Eq. (19), but the lin it plays no e ective
role at the energies studied here.

A saresultofthee ortsofrecent yearswenow haveat
least two com pletely independent calculations for all the
non-photonic virtual two-loop contributions. T he net re—
sult, asa ratio of the NNLO corrections to the Bom cross
section In perm i1, is shown in Fig. 12 Oor KLOE and in
Figy.13 rBaBar/Belle.) W hile the non-photonic correc—
tions stay at one perm ill or less for KLO E , they reach a
few perm illat the BaB ar/Belle energy range. The NN LO
photonic corrections are the dom inant contributions and
am ount to som e perm ill, both at and B factordes.H ow —
ever,asalready em phasised, the buk ofboth photonic and
non-photonic corrections is ncorporated into the genera—
tors used by the experin ental collaborations. H ence, the
consistent com parison between the results of NNLO cal-
culations and the M C predictions at the sam e perturba-
tive level enables one to assess the theoretical accuracy of
the lum nosity tools, asw illbe discussed quantitatively in
Section 2.8.

2 32 Fixed-order cakultion of the hard photon em ission at
one loop

The oneloop m atrix elem ent for the process et e !
ete is one of the contributions to the com plete set of
NNLO corrections to Bhabha scattering. Its evaluation
requires the nontrivial com putation of one-loop tensor in-—
tegrals associated w ith pentagon diagram s.

According to the standard PassarhoVelman (PV)
approach [176], one-loop tensor Integrals can be expressed
in term s of M Isw ith trivial num erators that are indepen—
dent of the loop variable, each multiplied by a Lorentz

7" The pure selfenergy corrections deserve a special discus-

sion and are thus om itted in the plots.
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Fig.11l. Som e of the diagram s belonging to the class of the
\hadronic" corrections. T he additional photons in the nal
state are soft.
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Fig. 12. Two-loop photonic and non-photonic corrections to
Bhabha scattering at~ s= 1:02 G eV ,nom alised to the QED
tree-Jlevel cross section , as a function ofthe electron polarangle;
no cuts; the param eterisations ofRnhaq from [L75]and [35,164,
165]are very close to each other.

structure depending only on com binations of the extemal
m om enta and the m etric tensor. T he achievem ent of the
com plete PV reduction am ounts to solving a nontrivial
system of equations. D ue to its size, it is reasonable to re—
place the analytic techniques by num erical tools. It is dif-
cult to In plem ent the PV —reduction num erically, since it
givesrise to G ram determ inants. T he latter naturally arise
in the procedure of inverting a system and they can vanish
at special phase space points. T his fact requires a proper
m odi cation of the reduction algorithm [177,178,179,180,
181,182,183].A viable solution for the com plete algebraic
reduction of tensorpentagon (and tensor-hexagon) inte-
grals was formulated In [184,185,186], by exploiting the
algebra of signed m inors [187]. In this approach the can—
cellation of pow ers of inverse G ram determ inantswas per—
form ed recently In [188,189].
A Tematively, the com putation of the one-loop ve-
point amplitude efe | e'e can be perform ed by

- ~

L 172 Prd ~
S "=10.56 GeV-~"[ZZ_- pnotonic »
T muon

I o BT P electron
’,/’ ------ total non-photonic|
L- hadronic 1

140 160

100

120

Fig. 13. Two-loop photonic and non-photonic corrections to
Bhabha scattering at™ s= 10:56 G &V ,nom alised to the Q ED
tree-Jlevelcross section ,as a function of the electron polarangle;
no cuts; the param eterisations ofRyaq is from [175].

using generalised-unitarity cutting rules (see [190] for a
detailed com pilation of references). In the follow iIng we
propose two ways to achieve the result, via an analyti-
caland via a sam inum ericalm ethod. T he application of
generalised cutting rules as an on-shellm ethod of calcula—
tion is based on two fundam ental properties of scattering
am plitudes: i) analyticity, according to which any am pli-
tude is determ ined by its singularity structure [191,192,
193,163,194); and i) unitarity, according to which the
residues at the sihgularities are determ ined by products
of sin pler am plitudes. Tuming these properties into a
tool for com puting scattering am plitudes is possible be-
cause of the underlying representation of the am plitude
In tem s of Feynm an Integrals and their PV reduction,
w hich grants the existence of a representation of any one—
loop am plitudes as linear com bination of M Is, each m ul-
tiplied by a rational coe cient. In the case of e " e !
e'e ,pentagon-integralsm ay be expressed , through PV —
reduction, by a linear com bination of 17 M Is (ncluding 3
boxes, 8 triangles, 5 bubbles and 1 tadpole). Since the re—
quired M Is are analytically known [195,196,197,185,179,
198,199], the determ ination of their coe cients is needed
for reconstructing the am plitude asa whole.M atching the
generalised cuts of the am plitude with the cuts of the
M Is provides an e cient way to extract their (rational)
coe cients from the am plitude itself. In general the ful-
In ent of m ultiplecut conditions requires loop m om enta
w ith com plex com ponents.T hee ect ofthe cut conditions
is to freeze som e or all of its com ponents, depending on
the num ber of the cuts. W ith the quadruplecut [200] the
loop m om entum  is com pletely frozen, yielding the alge-
braic determ ination ofthe coe cients of n-point functions
with n 4. In cases where fewer than four denom inators
are cut, like triplecut [201,202,203], double<cut [204,205,
206,207,208,202] and singlecut [209], the loop m om en—



tum is not frozen: the free com ponents are left over as
phase—space integration variables.

For each multiple<cut, the evaluation of the phase-
Space Integralwould generate, in general, logarithm s and
a non-logarithm ic term . T he coe cient ofa given n-point
M I nally appears In the non-logarithm ic term of the cor—
responding n-particle cut, where all the intemal lines are
on-shell (while the logarithm s correspond to the cuts of
higherpoint M Is which share that sam e cut). T herefore
all the coe cients of M Is can be determ ined In a top-
down algorithm , starting from the quadruplecuts for the
extraction of the fourpoint coe cients,and follow Ing w ith
the triple-, double- and singlecuts for the coe cients of
three—, tw o—and one-point, respectively. T he coe cient of
an n-pointM I (n 2) can also be obtained by specialising
the generating form ulasgiven in [210] for generalone-loop
am plitudes to the case at hands.

Instead of the analytic evaluation of the multiplecut
phase—space integrals, it is worth considering the feasibil-
ity of com puting the processe’ e ! e"'e with a sem &+
num ericaltechnigue by now known asO PP -reduction [2?11,
2121, basad on the decom position of the num erator of any
one-loop Integrand in tem s of its denom inators [213,214,
215,2161.W ithin this approach the coe cientsof theM Is
can be found simply by solving a system of num erical
equations, avoiding any explicit integration. The OPP—
reduction algorithm exploits the polynom ial structures of
the Integrand when evaluated at values of the loop-m o-
mentum ful ling multiple cutconditions: i) for each n—
pointM I one considers the n—particle cut obtained by set—
ting all the propagating lines on-shell; ii) such a cut is
associated with a polynom ial in term s of the free com —
ponents of the loop-m om entum , w hich corresponds to the
num erator of the integrand evaluated at the solution of the
on-shell conditions; ii1) the constant-term of that polyno—
m ialis the coe cient of the M I.

Hence the di cult task of evaliating one-loop Feynm an

Integrals is reduced to the m uch sin pler problem of poly—
nom ial tting, recently optim ised by using a profction
technigue based on the D iscrete Fourier Transform [217].

In general the result ofa dim ensionalregqulated am pli-
tude In the4-din ensionallm it,withD (= 4 2 )theregu-
lating param eter, is expected to contain (poly)logarithm s,
often referred to as the cutconstructible term , and a pure
rational temm . Tn a later paper [218], which com pleted
the O PP-m ethod, the rising of the rational term was at-
tributed to two potential sources (of UV divergent inte-
grals):one,de ned asR 1 ,due to the D -din ensionalcom —
pletion of the 4-din ensional contridbution of the num era—
tor;a second one,called R, ,due to the ( 2 )-din ensional
algebra of D irac-m atrices. T herefore in the O PP -approach
the calculation of the one-loop am plitude e’ e | e'e
can proceed through two com putational stages:

1. the coe cients of the M Is that are responsible both
for the cut-constructible and for the R | rationalterm s
can be determ ined by applying the O PP +eduction dis-
cussed above [211,212,217];

2. the Ry—rational term can be com puted by using addi-
tional tree-level-like diagram m atic rules, very m uch re—
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Table 2. The NNLO Ipton and pion pair corrections to the
Bhabha scattering Bom cross section g :virtualcorrections
, soft and hard realphoton em issions s; » ,and pair em ission
contributions pairs. The total pair correction cross sections
are obtained from thesum :v:in + pairs.A llcross sections,
according to the cutsgiven in the text, are given in nanobams.

E lectron pair corrections

B h v+ s v+ s+ h pairs

KLOE 529469 9502 -11.567 -2.065 0271
BaBar 6.744 0.246 0271 -0.025 0.017
M uon pair corrections
B h v+ s v+ s+ h pairs
KLOE 529469 1494 -1.736 0241 {
BaBar 6.744 0.091 -0.095 -0.004 0.0005
Tau pair corrections
B h v+ s v+ s+ h pairs
KLOE 529469 0.020 -0.023 -0.003 {
BaBar 6.744 0016 -0.017  -0.0007 < 10
P ion pair corrections
B h v+ s v+ s+ h pairs
KLOE 529469 1174 -1.360 -0.186 {
BaBar 6.744 0.062 -0.065 -0.003 0.00003

sem bling the com putation of the counter term s needed
for the renomm alisation of UV -divergences [218].

Thenum ericalin uence ofthe radiative loop diagram s,
including the pentagon diagram s, is expected not to be
particularly large.H ow ever, the calculation of such correc—
tionswould greatly help to assess the physical precision of
existing um inosity program s?

2 3.3 Pair corrections

A swasm entioned In the paragraph on virtualheavy a-—
vour and hadronic corrections of Section 2.3.1, these vir-
tual corrections have to be combined with real correc—
tions in order to get physically sensible results. T he virtual
NNLO electron, muon, tau and pion corrections have to
be com bined w ith the am ission of realelectron, m uon, tau
and pion pairs, regpectively. T he realpair production cross
sections are nite, but cut dependent. W e consider here
the pion pair production as it is the dom inant part of the
hadronic corrections and can serve as an estin ate of the
role of the whole set of hadronic corrections. T he descrip-
tion of all relevant hadronic contributions is a m uch m ore
nvolved task and w ill not be covered in this review . A s
was rst explicitly shown for Bhabha scattering in [102]
for electron pairs, and also discussed in [158], there ap-
pear exact cancellations of term s of the order n’ (s=m é )
or n° (s=m % ), so that the leading temm s are at m ost of

order In” (s=m 2);In” (s=m 2).

®as already rem arked, the exact calculation of one-loop cor—

rections to hard photon em ission in Bhabha scattering becam e
available [101 ]during the com pletion of the report, exactly ac—
cording to the m ethods described in the present Section.
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In Table 2 we show NNLO Jpton and pion pair con-
tributions w ith typical kinem atical cuts for the KLOE
and BaBar experin ents. Besides contributions from un-
resolved pair em issions pairs,We also add unresolved real
hard photon em ission contributions . The corrections

pairs from fem ions have been calculated with the For—
tran packageHELAC-PHEGAS [219,220,221,222],thereal
pion correctionsw ith EKHARA [223,224],theNNLO hard
photonic corrections 1, with a program [225]based on the
generator BHAGEN-1PH [226]. T he latter depend, tech—
nically, on the soft photon cuto E™® = | A fter adding
up with ;5,the sum ofthetwo 4 s+ 1S Independent
of that; in facthere we use ! =E peam = 10 *.In order to
cover also pion pair corrections 4 s isdeterm ined w ith an
updated version of the Fortran package bhbhnnlohf [158,
174]. The cuts applied in Table 2 for the KLOE experi-

m ent are

{ p5= 1:02Gev,

{ Enin= O:4GeV,
{ 55 < < 125 ,
{ max=9 ,

and for the BaB ar experin ent

{ pE= 1056 G &V ,

{ joos( )j< 0:7 and

Jjoos( 4 )j< 065 or jeos( )j< 065,
{ P+ FEpean > 075 and P FEpean > 05 or

j) j:Ebeam > 0:75 and I'D+ j:Ebeam > 05,
{ rﬁdax = 30
Here E,, i is the energy threshold for the nalstate elec—
tron/positron, are the electron/positron polar angles
and p ax is themaxinum allowed polar angle acollinear—
ity

= Jy + 180 j; (27)

and ¢ isthemaxinum allowed three din ensionalacot
linearity :
180
3~ arccos E,L — p. 180 (28)
(P P+ ]
Fore'e ! e'e * ,cuts are applied only to thee' e

pair.In thecaseofe'e | e'e e e ,allpossblee e
com binations are checked and if at least one pair ful Is
the cuts the event is accepted.

AtK LOE theelectron pair corrections contribute about
3 10 ®and atBaBaraboutl 10 3,whik allthe other
contributions of pair production are even sn aller. L ke in
am allangle Bhabha scattering at LEP /SLC the pair cor-
rections [227] are largely dom inated by the electron pair
contribution.

2.4 M uliple photon e ects and m atching w ith N LO
corrections

241 Universalm ethods for kading bgarithm i corrections

From inspection of Egs. (10) and (13) for the SV NLO
QED corrections to the cross section of the Bhabha scat-
tering and € e ! process, it can be seen that large

logarithm s L = In(s=m ,ﬁ ), due to collinear photon em is-
sion, are present. Sin ilar large logarithm ic term s arise af-
ter integration of the hard photon contributions from the
kinem atical dom ains of photon em ission at sm all angles
w ith respect to charged particles. For the energy range
of m eson factories the logarithm is lJarge num erically, ie.
L 15 at the factordes and L 20 at the B factories,
and the corresponding tem s give the bulk of the total ra—
diative correction. T hese contributions represent also the
dom nant part of the NNLO e ects discussed In Section
2 3. Therefore, to achieve the required theoretical accu-
racy, the logarithm ically enhanced contributions due to
am ission of soft and collinear photons m ust be taken into
account at all orders In perturbation theory. The m eth—
ods for the calculation of higher-order (HO ) QED correc—
tions on the basis of the generators em ployed now adaysat

avour factoriesw ere already w idely and successfiilly used
in the 90s at LEP /SLC for electroweak tests of the SM .
T hey were adopted for the calculation of both the an all-
angle Bhabha scattering cross section (necessary for the
high-precision lum inosity m easurem ent) and Z -boson ob—
servables. H ence, the theory accounting for the control of
HO QED correctionsatm eson factories can be considered
particularly robust, having passed the very stringent tests
ofthe LEP/SLC era.

Them ost popular and standard m ethods to keep m ul-
tiple photon e ects under control are the Q ED Structure
Function (SF') approach [228,229,230,231] and Yennie-
FrautschiSuura (YFS) exponentiation [232]. The form er
isused In all the versions of the generator BabaY aga [233,
234,2357and M CGPJ [236] (albeit according to di er—
ent realisations), while the latter is the theoretical recipe
adopted in BHW IDE [237].Actually, analyticalQED SF's
D (x;07%), valid In the strictly collinear approxin ation,
are In plem ented in M CG PJ, w hereas BabaY aga is based
on a M C Parton Shower (PS) algorithm to reconstruct
D (x;0?) num erically.

T he Structure Function approach

Let us consider the annihilation processe " ! X,
where X is som e given nalstate and g (s) its LO cross
section. Initialstate (IS) Q ED radiative corrections can
be described according to the follow ing picture. Before
arriving at the anniilation point, the incom ing electron
(positron ) of fourm om entum p , ) radiates realand vir-
tual photons. T hese photons, due to the dynam ical fea-
tures of QED , arem ainly radiated along the direction of
m otion of the radiating particles,and theire ect ism ainly
to reduce the original fourm om entum of the incom ing
electron (positron) to x12)P (+ ) - A fier this pre-em ission,
the hard scattering processe (x1p )e" (xops ) ! X takes
place, at a reduced squared cm . energy § = x1X,S. The
resulting cross section, corrected for IS Q ED radiation,
can be represented in the form [228,229,230]

Z

(s) = dx1dx;D (x1;8)D (X2;8) o(X1X2S)
0

(cuts);
(29)



where D (x;s) is the electron SF, representing the prob—
ability that an incom ing electron (positron) radiates a
collinear photon, retaining a fraction x of its originalm o—
mentum at the energy scale Q2 = s, and  (cuts) stands
for a refection algorithm taking care of experin entalcuts.
W hen considering photonic radiation only the non-singlet
part of the SF is of interest. If the running of the QED

coupling constant is neglected, the non-singlet part of the
SF is the solution of the ©ollow Ing R enom alisation G roup
(RG ) equation, analogous to the D okshitzerG ribov-L ipa—
tov-A ftarelliParisi (DG LAP) equation ofQCD [238,239,
2401

X
s—D (x;8)= — —P, (z)D —js ;
V4

30
@s 2 4z G0

where P, (z) is the reqularised A ItarelliParisi (AP ) split-
ting function for the processelectron ! electron+ photon,

given by
Z 4
P, (z)= P (z) 1 z) dxP (x);
0
1+ z2
P(z)= : (31)
1 z

Equation (30) can be also transform ed into an integral
equation, sub Fct to the boundary condition D (x;m 2) =
(1 X):

Z
dz
—P, (z)D

£50°
Z
(32)
Equation (32) can be solved exactly by m eans of nu—
m erical m ethods, such as the inverse M ellin transform
m ethod. H ow ever, this derivation of D (x;s) tums out be

problem atic in view ofphenom enologicalapplications. T here=

fore, approxin ate (but very accurate) analytical repre-
sentations of the solution of the evolution equation are
of m a por interest for practical purposes. T his type of so—
ution was the one typically adopted in the context of
LEP/SLC phenom enology.A rst analytical solution can
be obtained in the soft photon approxin ation, ie. In the
Iim it x # 1.This solution, also known as G ribov-L Ipatov
(G L) approxin ation, exponentiates the large logarithm ic
contributions of infrared and collinear origin at all per—
turbative orders, but it does not take into account hard—
photon (collinear) e ects. T hisdraw back can be overcom e
by solving the evolution equation iteratively.At the n-th
step of the iteration, one obtains the O ( ™) contribution
to the SF for any value of x. By com bining the GL solu-
tion w ith the iterative one, in which the softhoton part
hasbeen elin nated In order to avoid double counting, one
can buid a hybrid solution of the evolution equation. Tt
exploits all the positive features of the two kinds of so—
Iutions and is not a ected by the lin itations intrinsic to

each of them . Two classes of hybrid solutions, nam ely the
additive and factorised ones, are known in the literature,
and both were adopted for applications to LEP /SLC pre—
cision physics. A typical additive solution, where the G L
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approxin ation D g1, (X;s) is supplam ented by nite-order
term s present in the iterative solution, is given by [241]

X3
Da(x;s)= A (x;s);
i= 0
(0) =P ;7 E 1 L
d,  (x;s)= l+% P 1 x¥ H
1
al (x;s) 7 G+
@) 1,
d, " (x;8) = 5 [(1+ x)( 4In(1 x)+ 3Inx)
nx
X ;
1 X
4% (xrs) = —— PE(L+ x)[8 @) 6Lax)
A 384
2 1 3 2
121 (1 X) + —(1+ 8x+ 3x“)Inx
1 X 2
1
+o 7x3)x 12(1+ ¥)hxh(d  x)
6(x+ 5)(1 x)In(1l x)
1
209 2ax 15%8)  ; (33)
w here is the Euler gam m a-function, g 0:5772 the
EulerM ascheroniconstant, theRiemann -function and
is the large collinear factor
2
(34)

— ]rl 5 l .
m? )

Explicit exam ples of factorised solutions, which are
obtained by multiplying the GL solution by nite-order
term s In such a way that, order by order, the iterative
contributions are exactly recovered, can be found in [242].
For the calculation of HO corrections w ith a perm ill ac-
curacy analytical SF's In additive and factorised form con-
taining up to O ( ) nite-order tem s are su cient and
in excellent agreem ent. T hey also agree w ith an accuracy
much better than 0.1 w ith the exact num erical solution of
the Q ED evolution equation. E xplicit solutions up to the

fth order in  were calculated in [243,2441.

The RG m ethod described above was applied in [245]
for the treatm ent of LL Q ED radiative corrections to var-
Jous processes of interest for physics at m eson factories.
Such a form ulation was later In plem ented in the genera-
torM CG PJ.For exam ple, according to [245], the Bhabha
scattering cross section, accounting for LL term s in all
orders, O ( "L"); n = 1;2;::: of perturbation theory, is
given by

e Z Z
d fratt = dz;  dzD ¥ (2)D 3 (23)
apcd=e ; 2 22
Z 1d Z 1d
d§” “ziz) —YID:@CE) —yszFd(E)
v Y1 Yooy, Y2 Yo
2
m
+0  ‘L; —& (35)
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Hered 2 “(z;;2,) isthedi erential LO cross section of
the processab ! od,w ith energy fractions of the incom ing
particles being scaled by factors z; and z, w ith respect to
the initial electron and positron, respectively. In the nota—
tion of [245], the electron SF D 5 (z) isdistinguished from
the electron fragm entation function D fg (z) to point out
the role played by IS radiation (described by D 5 (z)) w ith
respect to the one due to nalstate radiation (described
by D :f (z)).H owever, because of their probabilistic m ean—
ing, the electron structure and fragm entation functions
colncide. In Eq. (35) the quantities Y, are the energy
fractions of particles ¢ and d with respect to the beam
energy. Explicit expressions for Y1, = Yi,5(21;22;00s )
and other details on the kineam atics can be found in [245].
T he Iower Ilim its of the Integrals, z;» and yi 2, should be
de ned according to the experm ental conditions of par-
ticle detection and kinem atical constraints. For the case
of the et e ! process one has to change the m as—
ter form ula (35) by picking up the two-photon nalstate.
Fom ally this can be done by just choosing the proper
fragm entation functions, D ¥ and D *7.

T he photonic part of the non-singlet electron structure
(fragm entation) function in O ( "L") considered in [245]
reads

xn i h 1
DL (z)= (1 z)+ — @ 1) 5 P9 z) ;
=1 )
D e(z)= =@ 1P c(z)+ O L?);
De (2)= ——LPe (2)+ O ( L?);
1+ z2
= T
, 3 1+ 22
= lm 1 2)2h +3)+ (1 =z ;
10 2 1 z
h i z!
dt . z
P2 (z) —pd DO =, (36)
t t
1+ (1
P o(z)=2"+ (1 zf; Pe (z)= (72’2:

Starting from the second orderin  there appear also non-—
singlet and singlet e e pair contrbutions to the struc-
ture function:

. 1 2
DgeS,e e (Z): E— Pe(é)(z)_" O( 3L3);
32
2
e _ 3 .
DEF° ()= = 5L R+ 0(°LY;
R (z)= P. (z) = 24+ T2+ 42%)
3z
+2(1+ z)Inz: (37)

N ote that radiation of a realpair, ie. appearance of addi-
tionalelectronsand positrons in the nalstate, require the
application of nontrivial conditions of experim ental par—
ticle registration. Unam biguously, that can be done only

within aM C eventgeneratorbased on fourparticlem atrix
elem ents, as already discussed In Section 2.3.

In the ssmeway asin QCD , the LL cross sections de—
pend on the choice of the factorisation scale Q¢ i the
argum ent of the large logarithm L = In(Q ?=m é ), which is
not xed a prioriby the theory.H ow ever, the scale should
be taken of the order of the characteristic energy trans—
fer In the process under consideration. Typical choices
are Q% = s,0°% = tand Q% = st=u.The rst one is
good for annihilation channels lke e" e ! + , the
second one is optim al for sn allangle Bhabha scattering
where the t<channel exchange dom nates, see [246]. The
last choice allow s to exponentiate the leading contribu-
tion due to initial- nalstate interference [247]and is par-
ticularly suited for large-angle B habha scattering in QED .
The option Q ? = st=u is adopted in all the versions of the
generator BabaYaga. R eduction of the scale dependence
can be achieved by taking into account next-to-leading
corrections i O ( "L" 1), nextto-nextto-Jeading ones in
O( "L ?)etc.

T he Parton Shower algorithm

The PS algorithm is a m ethod for providing a M C it
erative solution of the evolution equation and, at the sam e
tin e, for generating the fourm om enta of the electron and
photon at a given step of the iteration. It was developed
w ithin the context of Q CD and later applied In Q ED too.

In order to in plem ent the algorithm , it is 1st nec-
essary to assum e the existence of an upper lim it for the
energy fraction x In such a way that the AP splitting func—
tion is reqularised by w riting

Z

Xy

z)P (z) (1 dxP (x): (38)

Z)
0

O focourse,in thelimitx, ! 1,Eqg. (38) recoverstheusual
de nition of the AP gplitting function given in Eq. (31).
By inserting the modi ed AP vertex into Eq. (30), one
obtains

@ * dz X
s—D (X;8)= — —P (z)D —;s
@s 2 z z
Z ..
2—D (x;3) dzP (z): (39)

X

Separating the variables and introducing the Sudakov form
factor

Z S1 dsO Z Xy
0
Sz S 0

(s1732) = exp dzP (z) ; (40)

™

which is the probability that the electron evolves from
virtuality 9 to g without em itting photons of energy
fraction larger than 1  x ( 1),Eq.39) can be
recast into the integral form

D (xjs) = (sjm 2)D (x;m2)
° dg’ 0. T dz X 4
+ — —- (s;87) —P (z)D ;S
2 mg S x Z



The fom al iterative solution of Eq. (41) can be repre—
sented by the in nite serdes

® o

Zas ds;
D (x;s8)= =

Si

(51 1781)
n=0i=1 M2 )
Z
®e dz; 5 x
P (zi) (spimg)D

L2
AU
n Z

(42)

2 x=(z1 ; z) Z4i Z1

The particular form of Eq. (42) allows to exploit a M C
m ethod for buiding the solution iteratively. T he steps of
the algorithm are as follow s:

setQ?=m?2,and xx= 1 according to the boundary

condition D (x;m§)= 1 x);

{ generate a random number in the Intervall[0;1];

{if < (s;0°?) stop the evolution; otherw ise

{ computeQ @ assolution oftheequation = (Q%;07?);
{ generate a random num ber z according to the proba-
bility density P (z) in the interval [0;x, J;

substitute x | xzand Q? ! Q%;go to 2.

The x distrbution of the electron SF as obtained by
m eansoftheP S algorithm and a num ericalsolition (based
on the inverseM ellin transform m ethod) ofthe QED evo—
ution equation is shown in Fig. 14. Perfect agream ent is
seen. Once D (x;s) has been reconstructed by the algo-
rithm , the m aster formula of Eq. (29) can be used for
the calculation of LL corrections to the cross section of
interest. This cross section m ust be independent of the
soft-hard photon separator in the lin it of sm all values
for .Thiscan be clearly seen in Fig.15, where the QED
corrected Bhabha cross section as a function of the c-
titious param eter " is shown for DA NE energies w ith
the cuts of Eg. (15), but for an angular acceptance
of 55 125 . The cross section reaches a plateau for
am aller than 10 4.

Them ain advantage of the P S algorithm w ith respect
to the analytical solutions of the electron evolution is the
possbility of going beyond the strictly collinear approxi-
m ation and generating transverse m om entum p, of elec—
trons and photons at each branching. In fact, the kine-

m atics of the branching process e(p) ! €°@’) + (q) can
be w ritten as

p= (E;0;p.);

p’= (zE jpz ;p0) i

g= (1 zE; pix): (43)

O nce the variables p?, p02 and z are generated by the PS
algorithm , the on-shellcondition o = 0, togetherw ith the
Jongitudinalm om entum conservation, allow s to obtain an
expression for the p; variable:

z)(zo  ©);

1,ps=E? 1.

P = (1 (44)

vald at rst order in p?=E ?

H ow ever,due to the approxin ations inherent to Eq. (44),

thisP S approach can lead to an incorrect behaviour of the
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10* -

number of events

Fig.14. Com parison for the x distribution of the electron SF
as obtained by m eans of a num erical solution of the Q ED evo-
ution equation (solid line) and the PS algorithm (histogram ).
From [2331].
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Fig.15. QED corrected Bhabha cross section at DA NE as
a function of the infrared regulator " of the PS approach, ac—
cording to the setup of Eq. (15). T he error bars correspond to

1 MC errors.From [235].
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reconstruction of the exclusive photon kinem atics. F irst
ofall, since w ithin the PS algorithm the generation of p®
and z are Independent, it can happen that in som e branch-
ings the p§ as given by Eq. (44) is negative. In order to
avoild this problem , the introduction of any kinem atical
cut on the p? or z generation (or the regeneration of the
whole event) would prevent the correct reconstruction of
the SF x distribbution, which is in portant for a precise
cross section calculation. Furthem ore, in the PS scheam e,
each farm ion produces its photon cascade independently
of the other ones, m issing the e ects due to the interfer-
ence of radiation com Ing from di erent charged particles.
A s far as Inclusive cross sections (ie. cross sections w ith
no cuts in posed on the generated photons) are concerned,
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these e ectsare largely iIntegrated out. H ow ever, as show n
in [248], they becom e In portantw hen m ore exclusive vari-
ables distrbutions are considered .

The st problem can be overcom e by choosing the
generated p, of the photons di erent from Eq. (44). For
exam ple, one can choose to extract the photon cos# ac—
cording to the universal leading poles 1=p  k present in
the m atrix elem ent for photon em ission.Nam ely, one can
generate cos# as

1

; 4
cosi# (42)

cos# / I
where isthe gpeed of the em itting particle. In this way,
photon energy and angle are generated Independently, dif-
ferent from Eqg. (44). T he nice feature of this prescription
jsthatpg E?sn®# isaWwayswellde ned, and the x
distribution reproduces exactly the SF ,because no further
kinem atical cuts have to be In posed to avoid unphysical
events. At this stage, the PS is used only to generate the
energies and m ultiplicity of the photons. T he problem of
incluiding the radiation interference is still unsolved, be-
cause the variables of photons em itted by a ferm ion are
stilluncorrelated w ith those of the other charged particles.
T he issue of Including photon interference can be success—
fully worked out looking at the YFS formula [232]:

bl

eZn v

0o
n!
=1

d*k;

ad [ —
! 2 P2k

R

(46)
Tt gives the di erential cross section d , for the em ission
ofn photons,whosem om enta areky ; n Hom a kemel
processdescribed by d ¢ and involving N ferm ions,whose
mom enta are p; ; n - Eqg. (46) ; isa charge factor,
which is + 1 for lncom Ing e or outgoing " and 1 for
ncom ing " or outgoing e .Note that Eq. (46) is vald
in the soft Iim it (k; ! 0).The in portant point is that it
also accounts for coherence e ects.From theYFS formula
it is straightforward to read out the angular spectrum of
the 1" photon:

X 1

i3=1

i;3=1

i 5 COS#i;

cos#i /
j_COS#jj_)(l jCOS#j]_)
(47)
Tt is worth noticing that in the LL prescription the
sam e quantity can be w ritten as

S 1
cosi# / —_—
1 1 j_COS#jj_

(48)

whose tem s are of course contained in Eq. (47).

In order to consider also coherence e ects in the an—
gular distribution of the photons, one can generate cos#
according to Eq. (47), rather than to Eqg. (48). T his recipe
[248]1is adopted in BabaYaga v3.5 and BabaYaga@ NLO .

Y ennieFrautschi-Suura exponentiation

The YFS exponentiation procedure, Im plem ented in
the codeBHW IDE, is a technigque for sum m ing up allthe

Infrared (IR ) singularities present in any process accom pa-—
nied by photonic radiation [232]. It is inherently exclusive,
ie.allthe summ ations ofthe IR singular contributions are
done before any phase-space Integration over the virtualor
realphoton fourmm om enta are perform ed.T hem ethod was
m ainly developed by S.Jadach,B F L.W ard and collab—
orators to realise precision M C tools. In the follow ing, the
general deas underlying the procedure are sum m arised.

Let us consider the scattering process e’ (p1)e (py) !
£1 () n (@f),where f; (&) n () representsa given
arbitrary nal state, and let M o be its treedevel m atrix
elem ent. By using standard Feynm an-diagram technigues,
it ispossible to show that the sam e process, w hen accom —
panied by 1 additional real photons radiated by the IS
particles, and under the assum ption that the 1additional
photons are soft, ie. their energy ism uch an aller that any
energy scale nvolved in the process, can be described by
the factorised m atrix elem ent built up by the LO one,M o,
tin es the product of 1 etkonal currents, nam ely

Yl
IMO

i=1

M (49)

where e is the electron charge, k; are the m om enta of
the photons and ";(k;) their polarisation vectors. Tak-
ing the sguare of the matrix element In Eqg. (49) and
multiplying by the proper ux factor and the Lorentz—
Invariant phase space volum e, the cross section for the

process €' (pr)e (p2) ! f1(q) n () + lrealphotons
can be written as
o 1Y 1
d = d Y . kidkidcos#id’iz(z 5
1= 2#
X, k) » "ilks) p

: (50)

By summ ing over the num ber of nalstate photons, one
obtains the cross section for the original process accom —
panied by an arbitrary num ber of real photons, nam ely

*®

(1)
r

(1)

r

d d

=0

d oexp kdkdcos#d’
2(2

X "k) p "k) p°
e
" k »p k p

)3

(51)

Equation (51), being lim ited to real radiation only, is IR
divergent once the phase space integrations are perform ed
dow n to zero photon energy.T hisproblem ,asiswellknown
nds its solution in the m atching between real and vir-
tual photonic radiation. Equation (51) already show s the
key feature of exclusive exponentiation, ie. summ ing up
all the perturbative contributions before perform ing any
phase space Integration.
In order to get m eaningful radiative corrections it is
necessary to consider, besides IS real photon corrections,



also IS virtualphoton corrections, ie. the corrections due
to additional intemalphoton lines connecting the IS elec—
tron and positron . For a vertex-type am plitude, the result
can be written as

2 Z
e 4 1 @B+ K)+m
M = K — k
i cF Fer ) o iR v
P+ K)+ m
_ ; (52
2p;  k+ &+ 1" 427 (52)

where stands for the D irac structure of the LO process,
In such a way that M g = v(p1) u(pz). The softphoton
part of the am plitude can be extracted by takingk ’ 0 in
all the num erators. In this approxin ation, the am plitude
ofEq. (52) becom es

My, =Mo, V;
2i y 4p; P
V = - ;
2y 2p1  k+ &+ iMQ2p  k+ X+ i)
LI (53)
K2+ i"

Tt can be seen that, as in the real case, the IR virtual
correction factorises o the LO m atrix elam ent so that it
is universal, ie. independent of the details of the process
under consideration, and divergent in the IR portion of
the phase space.

T he correction given by n soft virtual photons can be
seen to factorise w ith an additional factor 1=n!, nam ely

MV =

R (54)
so that by summ ing over all the additional soft virtual
photons one obtains
My =My explVI] (55)
A s already noticed both the real and virtual factors
are IR divergent. In order to obtain m eaningfiil expres—
sions one has to adopt som e reqularisation procedure.O ne
possibility is to give the photon a (small) mass and to
m odify Egs. (50) and (53) accordingly. O nce all the ex—
pressions are properly reqularised, one can write down a
Y FS m aster form ula that takes into account realand vir-
tual photonic corrections to the LO process. In virtue of
the factorisation properties discussed above, the m aster
form ula can be obtained from Eqg. (51) w ith the substitu-
tiond o ! d oJexp(V)F, ie.

d oJjexp(V )T exp kdkdcos#d;#2(2 5

X " " 2
&2 k) p "Kk) P . (56)

" kP k p

d =

A s a last step it is possible to analytically perform the
IR cancellation between virtual and very soft real pho-
tons. A ctually, since very soft real photons do not a ect
the kinem atics of the process, the real photon exponent
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can be split into a contribution com ing from photonsw ith
energy less than a cuto ky i plus a contrbution from
photons w ith energy above it. The st contrbution can
be integrated over all its phase space and can then be
com bined w ith the virtual exponent. A fter this step it is
possible to rem ove the regularising photon m ass by taking

thelmit ! 0,so thatEq. (56) becom es
1
d =d oexp(Y )exp kdkd (k kml-n)cos#d’z(2 5
X 2#
"k "k
& k) » k) p ; (57)
" k » k P
whereY isgiven by
Z
Y = 2V + kdkd (kp in k)cos#d’2(2 e
X, k) p "k) p°

e : (58)

T he explicit form of Y can be derived by perform ing all
the details of the calculation, and reads

k,
Y= Ih—"+ yrs;
= ! + i ! (59)
vEs = 7 3 >

242 M atching NLO and higherorder conrections

A s will be shown num erically in Section 2.6, NLO cor-
rectionsm ust be com bined w ith m ultiple photon em ission
e ects to achieve a theoretical accuracy at the per m ill
level. This com bination, technically known as m atching,
is a fundam ental ingredient of the m ost precise genera-
torsused for um nosity m onitoring, ie.BabaYaga@ NLO ,
BHW IDE and M CGPJ. A Ithough the matching is in —
plem ented according to di erent theoreticaldetails, som e
general aspects are comm on to all the recipes and m ust
be em phasised :

1. Ttispossbletomatch NLO and HO corrections consis—
tently, avoiding double counting of LL, contributionsat
order and preserving the advantages of resum m ation
of soft and collinear e ects beyond O ( ).

2. The convolution of NLO corrections with HO tem s
allow s to include the dom nant part of NNLO correc—
tions, given by infrared-enhanced °L sub-leading con-
tributions. T his was argued and dem onstrated analyt-
ically and num erically in [44]through com parison w ith
the available O ( ?) corrections to s-channel processes
and tchannel Bhabha scattering. Such an aspect of
the m atching procedure is crucial to settle the theo—
retical accuracy of the generators by m eans of explicit
com parisons w ith the exact NNLO perturbative cor-
rectionsdiscussed in Section 2.3, and w illbe addressed
in Section 2.8.
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3.Baba¥Yaga@ NLO and BHW IDE im plem enta fully fac-
torised m atching recipe, while M CG PJ Includes som e
term s In additive form , as w illbe visble In the form u—
lae reported below .

In the follow Ing w e sum m arise the basic features of the
m atching procedure as In plam ented in the codesM CG P J,
BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE.

Them atching approach realised in theM C event gen—
eratorM CG PJ wasdeveloped in [236]. In particular,Bha—
bha scattering w ith com plete O ( ) and HO LL photonic
corrections can w ritten as

. . 71 71
d ee ! e e () _— NS,
3 = dz;z  dz D7 (D (z2)
Z1 Z2
d/\Bhabha (Z .
0 %) L gey (cats)
d
Z d %o d
Yy Y2 Y% . Y2
— S pl% & plY )
Y, Y, Y, Y,
Yth Yth
2t ( 2 2 2
dx x ;1 xf  x
+—=  — 1 x+— In + —
X 2 4 2
g Bhabha %2 2 %2
29 4+ 1 x+= m-2+
" d 2 4 2 8
d/\Bhabha (l %:1 d/\Bhabha (l -1 %
0 ’ )+ 0 ’ ) (cuts)
d d
2 3+ 8 ety
_ -z cto—
4s 1 c 2 "
3 Z
W T d e
> 25 a4 (cuts) g (60)

Here the step functions (cuts) stand for the particular
cuts applied. The auxiliary param eter o de nes cones
around the directions of the m otion of the charged parti-
cles in w hich the em ission ofhard photons is approxin ated
by the factorised form by convolution of collinear radiation
factors [249]w ith the Bom cross section. T he dependence
on the param eters and ( cancels out In the sum w ith
the last term of Eqg. (60), where the photon energy and
am ission angles w ith respect to all charged particles are
Jim ited from below (k° > "; ;> (). Taking into ac-
count vacuum polarisation, the Bom level Bhabha cross
section w ith reduced energies of the incom ing electron and

positron can be cast in the form

gnghabha § 1 a’+ zZ(1+ c)f
®F 2221 cf
cf+ zZ2(1+ c)?

2a?
1 z5 (1+ c)

(%))
szfzz (1

(z

(z17z2) 4

d sa? Al

a
azy (l C)
c)

%)C

o

8= z12ps;

; (61)
Z1 + Zp

where (Q ?) is the photon selfenergy correction. Note
that in the cross section above the cosine of the scattering
angl, ¢, is given for the origihalcm . reference fram e of
the colliding beam s.

For the two-photon production channel, a sin ilar rep—
resentation isused N M CGPJ:

71 Z1
qg<ee! () dleg’eS; (z1) dzzD Ses; (z2)
z1 Z2
71
dx
d% (z1722) 1+ —Kgy + —  —
X
x? (2) S
1 x+— -2+ = d*@  x;1)
2 4 2
Z
A 14°
L R d s
o 1o
z2(1+ ) , .
> + two cyclic pem utations ;
22251 é)1 &)
IoH
Zy = T?r c=cos i; i=p g;; (62)

w here the cross section w ith reduced energies has the form

d*y (ziz2) 2% (@ )’

d ; s (1

q)2+ Zg(l+ el

Nz + zo+ (z2 7))

> 7

and the factor 1=3 in the last term of Eqg. (62) takes into
account the dentity of the nalstate photons. The sum
of the last two tem sdoes notdepend on  and .

ConcermingBabaYaga@ NLO ,them atching starts from
the observation that Eq. (29) for the QED corrected all-
order cross section can be rew ritten in tem s of the PS
ingredients as

di.= ©@%*m

n=0

1
_':Mn;LL:fd n . (63)
n.

By construction, the expansion of Eq. (63) at O (
not coincide w ith the exact O ( ) result. In fact

) does

02
N n —
> L

d .= 1 2

#ofd o+ MaipTd

L+ C arlMofd o+ MiprFd 15 (64)
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where I, 01 P (z)dz, whereas the exact NLO cross

section can alwaysbe cast in the form

L+ C I1MoFd o+ M.Fd 1 (65)

d =
Thecoe cilentsC  contain the com plete O () virtualand
softforem sstrahlung corrections In units of the squared
Bom am plitude, and M 1§ is the exact squared m atrix
elem ent w ith the em ission of one hard photon.W e rem ark
that C ;1 has the sam e logarithm ic structure asC  and
that # 111 F has the sam e singular behaviour as ¥ ; 7.
In order to m atch the LL and NLO calculations, the
follow ing correction factors, which are by construction in—
frared safe and free of collinear logarithm s, are introduced :

:le j‘/-[l;LLf .
+ .
:M l;LL:?

Fsy = 1+ (C Car); Fog =1

(66)
W ith them the exactO ( ) cross section can be expressed,
up to temm s of O ( 2), in tem s of its LL approxin ation as

d = Fsy (1+C ;LL):MOde + FH:Ml;LL:fd 1

(67)
Driven by Eq. (67), Eq. (63) can be in proved by w riting
the resum m ed m atched cross section as

d r:rLlatched = Fsv © 2;") '
® 1 N '
- Fai MozrT d q168)

T he correction factorsFy ; follow from thede nition (66)
for each photon em ission.The O ( ) expansion of Eq. (68)
now coincidesw ith the exact NLO crosssection ofEq. (65),
and allHO LL contributions are the same as in Eq. (63).
T his form ulation is in plem ented in BabaYaga@ NLO for
both Bhabha scattering and photon pair production, us—
ing, of course, the appropriate SV and hard brem sstrah-
ung form ulae. T his m atching form ulation has also been
applied to the study of D rellY an-lke processes, by com —
bining the complete O ( ) electroweak corrections w ith
QED shower evolution In the generator HORACE [250,
251,252,253].

AsfarasBHW IDE is concemed, thisM C event gen—
erator realises the process

n (Kn)
(69)

e p)te (@) ! & @)re (@)+ 1(ky)+ ik

via the Y FS exponentiated cross section form ula

a Z

d = 2 ReB+2 B

z
17 Y Pk
© n!

n=0 =1 3

rva p2 @ 2o kj)+D
(70)

w here the real infrared function B" and the virtual infrared
finction B are given in [237]. H ere w e note the usual con-—
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nections
Z
2 B = Ce d3k5“(k)
= - ;
Sk .
D - ok k(o) e ¥  aax k) (D)
for the standard Y F S infrared realem ission factor
P A : '
1
Sk)= — _— + 72
()42QfoOpl kK @k i (72)

and where Q ¢ is the electric charge of £ in units of the
positron charge. In Eqg. (72) the \:::" represent the re—
maining term s In S'(k), obtained from the given one by
respective 0of Q ¢, P1, Qro, g with corresponding valies
for the other pairs of the extemal charged legs according
to the YF'S prescription ofR ef. [232,254] (w herein due at-
tention is taken to obtain the correct relative sign of each
of the term s in §' (k) according to this latter prescription).
T he explicit representation is given by

2 ReB (p1;qip2i®R)+ 2 B (P1idip2 i ikn )=

Ri(E1iqikn )+ R1(P2i®ikn )+ Ro(P1ip2ikn )+
Ro(@i®ikn ) Ro(Pri%ikn ) Ro(@ip2ika )i (73)
w ith
2
R1(pidikn )= Ro@Eidikn )+ — — (74)
and
2pq ki 1. 2pg
R, (P;qikn ) = — h— 1 In + —Ih—
2 (Eigikn ) mé pOC_[O > mé
1 o1 + )2 1
_anp_ 2( ) —]1’12 ( )2
2 4p°qf 4 4p°P
I + |
Relz — RelL3
! !
RelLi — RelLi —
2
+ — 1 ; 75
3 (75)
p 0 0
where =~ 2pg+ (®° 4¢P, !=p'+q, =9 d,

and k, isa soft photon cuto in thecm .system (E % <
km E beam ) .
TheYFS hard photon residuals ; In Eq.(70),i= 0;1,
to O ( ) are given exactly in Ref. [237] for BHW IDE.
T herefore this event generator calculates the YFS expo-
nentiated exact O ( ) cross section fore"e ! e'e +
n( )with multiple initial, initial- naland nalstate radi-
ation,using a corresponding M C realisation ofEqg. (70) in
the w ide angle regin e. The lbrary for O ( ) electroweak
corrections, relevant for higher energies, is taken from [95,
2551,

The result (70) is an exact rearrangem ent of the loop
expansion for the regpective cross section and is indepen-—
dent of the dumm y param eter K , .» . To derive this, one
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m ay proceed as follow s. Let the am plitude for the em ission
of n realphotons in the Bhabha process be

(76)

where M ") is the contrbution to M ) from Feynm an
diagram s w ith “ virtual loops. The key result In the YFS
theory of Ref. [232,254] on virtual corrections is that we
m ay rew rite Eq. (76) as the exact representation

B ® (n)
M P = e my o (77)
j=0
where we have de ned
Z
B = d'k S (k) (78)
&2 zediy
w ith the virtual infrared em ission factor given by
i X
i (2pp 0 k)
S k) = 2 .Zi° 22353 13 2kpo p+ 1
i'< 3
2
2p; s+ k
(2p4 ) : (79)
k2 + kaj 5+ 1
Here, isan infrared regulatorm ass,and follow ingR efs. [232

254]1we dentify the sign of the j-th extermal line charge
hereasZ;= Qjand 5= +(
4-momentum pj, so thathere p1 = P1j P2 = @7 P3 =
P2iPa=R,21=+1; 1= ;Z= 1; .= ;i3=
+1; 3= +;%24 = l;4=+.Theamp1ji:udesfm;n)g
are free of all virtual infrared divergences.

U sing the result (77) for M ), we get the attendant
di erential cross section by the standard m ethods as

d/\n B e2 R eB z w dakl
- | 2 23)1=2
n! s (kl + )
Epd’y
(o1 a1 702 i K1 5 ) e
qujz)
. xn
“p+a p ag ki (80)
i=1
w here we have de ned
2
X x (n)
) (o1 s P2 i K n) 7K m ;o (81)
spin 3= 0

in the ncom nge" e cm .system .H erewe have absorbed
the rem aining kinem atical factors for the nitial state ux
and spin averaging into the nomm alisation of the am pli-
tudes M ®) or pedagogical reasons, so that the ) are
averaged over Initial spins and summ ed over nal spins.

) for outgoing (incom ing)

W e then use the key result of Ref. [232,254] on real cor-
rections to w rite the exact result

w
n)3k  S(ki) o+ +

i=1

) (o1 jon 72 5 7K 5

X

(82)

where the hard photon residuals ;5 are detem ined re-
cursively [232,254]and are free of all virtual and all real
Infrared singularities to all orders in . Introducing the
result (82) into Eq. (80) and sum m ing over the num ber of
real photons n leads directly to m aster formula (70).W e
see that it allow s for exact exclusive treatm ent of hard
photonic e ects on an eventby-event basis.

2.5 M onte Carb generators

To m easure the lum inosity, event generators, rather than
analyticalcalculations,arem andatory to provide theoreti-
calresults of realexperin entalinterest. T he softw are tools
used in early m easurem ents of the lum inosity at avour
factories (and som etin es still used in recent experin en—
tal publications) inclide generators such as BHAGENFE
[256],BabaYaga v3.5 [234]and BKQED [257,258]. These
M C program s, however, are based either on a xed NLO
talculation (such asBHAGENF and BKQED ) or include
corrections to all orders In perturbation theory,but in the
LL approxin ation only (lke BabaYaga v3.5). T herefore
the precision of these codes can be estin ated to lie in the
range 0.5 1% , depending on the adopted experin ental
cuts.

T he increasing precision reached on the experin ental
side during the last years led to the developm ent of new
dedicated theoretical tools, such as BabaYaga@ NLO and
M CGPJ, and the adoption of already welltested codes,
ke BHW IDE, the latter extensively used at the high-
energy LEP /SLC colliders for the sin ulation of the large-
angle Bhabha process. A s already em phasised in Section
242, all these three codes Include NLO corrections in
com bination w ith m ultiple photon contributionsand have,
therefore, a precision tag of  0:1% . A s described In the
follow ing, the experm ents typically use m ore than one
generator, to keep the lum inosity theoretical error under
control through the com parison of independent predic-
tions.

A list of the M C tools used iIn the lum inosity m ea-—
surem ent at m eson factories is given in Table 3, which
sum m arises the m ain ingredients of their form ulation for
radiative corrections and the estin ate of their theoretical
accuracy.

T he basic theoreticaland phenom enological features of
the di erent generators are sum m arised in the follow Ing.

1. BabaYaga v3.5 { It is a M C generator developed by
the Pavia group at the start of the DA NE opera—
tion using a QED PS approach for the treatm ent of



Table 3. M C generators used for lum inosity m onitoring at
m eson factordes.

G enerator T heory A ccuracy
BabaYaga v3.5 Parton Shower 05 1%
BabaYaga@ NLO O( )+ PS 0:1%
BHAGENF o() 1%

BHW DE O( )YFS 0:5% (LEP1)
BKQED o() 1%

MCGPJ O( )+ SF < 02%

LL QED corrections to lum inosity processes and later
Inm proved to account for the interference of radiation
am itted by di erent charged legs in the generation of
the mom enta of the nalstate particles. The main
drawback of BabaYaga v3.5 is the absence of O ( )
non-logarithm ic contributions, resulting in a theoret-
ical precision of 0:5% for largeangle Bhabha scat-
tering and of about 1% for and * nal states.
Tt is used by the CLEO < collaboration for the study
of all the three um inosity processes.

2.BabaYaga@ NLO { It is the presently released ver-
sion of BabaYaga, based on the m atching of exact
O ( ) correctionswith QED PS, as described In Sec—
tion 2.4 2. The accuracy of the current version is esti-
m ated to be at the 0.1% level for largeangle Bhabha
scattering, two-photon and * ? production. It is
presently used by the KLOE and BaBar collabora—
tions, and under consideration by the BE S-III exper—
In ent. Like BabaYaga v3.5,BabaYaga@ NLO is avail-
ableattheweb page of the Pavia phenom enology group
www.pv.infn.it/~hepcomplex/babayaga.html .

3.BHAGENF/BKQED { BKQED isthe event generator
developed by B erendsand K leissand based on the clas-
sicalexact NLO calculations of [257,258] for allQ ED
processes. It was Intensively used at LEP to perform
tests of Q ED through the analysis of the e e !
process and is adopted by the BaB ar collaboration for
the sin ulation of the sam e reaction. BHAGENF is a
code realised by D rago and Venanzoniat the beginning
of the DA NE operation to sin ulate Bhabha events,
adapting the calculations of [257] to include the con—
tribution of the resonance.Both generators lack the
e ect of HO corrections and, as such, have a precision
accuracy of about 1% . The BHAGENF code is avail-
able at the web address

www.1lnf.infn.it/~graziano/bhagenf/bhabha.html.

4. BHW IDE { ItisaM C code realised in K rakow K nox—
w ille at the tim e of the LEP /SLC operation and de-
scribed in [237]. In this generator exact O () correc—
tions are m atched with the resumm ation of the in-
frared virtual and real photon contributions through
the YFS exclusive exponentiation approach. A ccord—
ing to the authors the precision is estin ated to be

At present, nitem asse ects in the virtual corrections to

e'e ! ,which should be included for precision sin ula—
tions at the factories, are not included In BabaYaga@ N LO .
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about 0.5% for cm . energies around the Z resonance.
T his accuracy estin ate was derived through detailed
com parisonsofthe BHW ID E predictionsw ith those of
other LEP tools In the presence of the full set 0of NLO
corrections, including purely weak corrections. H ow —
ever, since the latter are phenom enologically unin —
portant at €" e accelerators of m oderately high en—
ergies and since the QED theoretical ingredients of
BHW IDE are very sin ilar to the form ulation of both
BabaYaga@NLO and M CG PJ,one can argue that the
accuracy of BHW IDE for physics at avour factories
is at the level of 0.1% . It is adopted by the KLOE,
BaBar and BES collaborations. T he code is available
at

placzek.home.cern.ch/placzek/bhwide/.

5. M CGPJ { It is the generator developed by the D ubna-
N ovosibirsk collaboration and used at the VEPP2M
collider. T his program inclidesexactO ( ) corrections
supplem ented with HO LL contrbutions related to
the em ission of collinear photon Pts and taken into
account through analytical Q ED collinear SF, as de—
scribed in Section 2.4 2. The theoretical precision is
estin ated to be better than 02% . The generator is
available at the web address
cmd. inp.nsk.su/~sibid/ .

Tt is worth noticing that the theoretical uncertainty
of the m ost accurate generators based on the m atching
of exact NLO with LL resumm ation starts at the level of
O ( ?) NNL contributions, as far as photonic corrections
are concemed . O ther sources of errora ecting their phys-
ical precision are discussed in detail in Section 2.8.

2.6 Num erical resuls

Before show Ing the results which enable us to settle the
technical and theoretical accuracy of the generators, it is
worth discussing the In pact of various sources of radiative
corrections in plem ented in the program s used in the ex-—
perin ental analysis. T his allow s one to understand w hich
corrections are strictly necessary to achieve a precision at
the per m i1l level for both the calculation of integrated
cross sections and the sim ulation of m ore exclusive distri-
butions.

2 6.1 Integrated cross sections

The st set of phenom enological results about radiative
corrections refer to the Bhabha cross section, as obtained
by m eans of the code BabaYaga@ NLO , according to dif-
ferent perturbative and precision levels. In Table 4 we
show the values for the Bom cross section , the O ()
PS and exact cross section, ©° and N'© , respectively,
aswellas the LL PS cross section F° and the m atched
cross section atcheq - Furthem ore, the cross section in
the presence of the vacuum polarisation correction, g° ,
isa shown. T he results correspond to the cm . ener—
gies s = 1;4;10 GeV and were obtalned with the se-
lection criteria ofEq. (15), but for an angular acceptance
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Table 4. Bhabha cross section (in nb) at m eson factories
according to di erent precision levels and using the cuts of
Eqg. (15), but with an angular acceptance of 55 125 .
T he num bers in parenthesesare 1 M C errors.

i

Ts@Gev) 102 4 10
0 5294631(2) 44:9619(1) 55026(2)
v 542:657(6)  46:9659(1) 5:85526(3)
NLO 451523 (6)  37:1654 (6) 44256 (2)
Ps 454:503 (6)  37:4186 (6) 44565 (1)
natched 455858 (5) 376731 (4) 45046 (3)
ps 458:437 (4) 378862 (4) 45301 (2)
of 55 125 resam bling realistic data taking at

m eson factories. O ne should keep in m ind that the cuts
of Eg. (15) tend to single out quasielastic Bhabha events
and that the energy of nal state electron/positron cor—
responds to a so<alled \bare" event selection (ie.w ith—
out photon recom bination), which corresponds to what
is done iIn practice at avour factories. In particular the
rather stringent energy and acollinearity cuts enhance the
in pact of soft and collinear radiation w ith respect to a
m ore Inclusive setup.

From these cross section values, it is possible to cal-
culate the relative e ect of various corrections, nam ely
the contribution of vacuum polarisation and exact O ( )
QED corrections, of non-logarithm ic (NLL ) tem s enter—
ing the O ( ) cross section, of HO corrections in the O ( )
matched PS scheme, and nally of NNL e ects beyond
order largely dom fnated by O ( °L) contrlbutions. T he
above corrections are shown in Tabl 5 in per cent and
can be derived from the cross section results of Table 4
w ith the follow ing de nitions:

VP
0 0 NLO 0.
VP 7 -
0 0
PS
NLL NLO m atched NLO |
’ HO ’
NLO NLO
PS+ PS
m atched NLO
°L
NLO

From Table 5 it can be seen that O ( ) corrections
decrease the Bhabha cross section by about 15 17% at
the and -cham factories, and by about 20% at the
B factories.W ithin the fiull set of O ( ) corrections, non—
logarithm ic term s are of the order of 0.5% , as expected
aln ost iIndependent of the cm . energy, and with a m id
dependence on the angular acceptance cutsdue to box and
interference contributions. The e ect of HO corrections
due to m ultiple photon em ission isabout 1% atthe and

—~<ham factoriesand reachesabout 2% attheB factories.
T he contrioution of (approxin ate) O ( ?L ) corrections is
at the 0.1% level, while vacuum polarisation increases the
cross section by about 2% around 1 G &V, and by about

% and 6% at4 GV and 10 G €V, respectively. C oncem-—
ing the latter correction the non-perturbative hadronic
contribution to the running of was param eterised in

term s of the HADR SN routine [259,260,18] included in
BabaYaga@ NLO both in the LO and NLO diagram s.W e
have checked that the results obtained for the vacuum
polarisation correction in termm s of the param etrisation
[164] agree at the 10 * level w ith those obtaied with
HADROSN, as shown in detail in Section 2.8. T hose rou—
tines retum a data driven errvor, thus a ecting the the-
oretical precision of the calculation of the Bhabha cross
cross section as w ill be discussed in Section 2.9.
Analogous results for the size of radiative corrections
to the process e e ! are given In Tabl 6 [261].
T hey were obtained using BabaYaga@ NLO , according to
Eh_e experin ental cuts of Eq. (16) for the cm . energies
s= 1;3;10G eV .

Table 5. Relative size of di erent sources of corrections (in
per cent) to the largeangle Bhabha cross section for typical
selection cutsat , -charmm and B factories.

ia)
=

sGev) 1.02 4. 10.
14:73 1732 19:57
NLL 0:66 0:68 0:70
HO 0:97 135 1:79
2y 0:09 0:09 0:11
Vb 2:43 4:46 6:03

Table 6.Photon pair production cross sections (in nb) at dif-
ferent accuracy levels and relative corrections (in per cent) for
the setup of Eq. (16) and the cm .energies s= 1;3;10G eV .

n
I

s Gev) 1 3 10

0 137:53 15281 1:3753
N Lo 129:45 14211 12620
Fs 128:55  14:111 12529
m atched 129 7 14 .263 1:2685
ES 12892 14:169 12597
5:87 7:00 824

NLL 0:70 0:71 0:73

Lo 024 0:37 0:51

T he num erical errors com Ing from the M C integration
are not shown in Table 5 because they are beyond the
quoted digits. From Table 5 it can be seen that the exact

O () corrections lower the Bom crosg section by about
59% (at the resonance), 70% (at s = 3 G&V) and
82% (at the resonance). The e ect due to O ( "L")
(with n 2) term s is quanti ed by the contribution o ,
which is a positive correction of about 02% (at the
resonance), 0:4% ( -cham factories) and 0:5% (at the

resonance), and therefore I portant in the light of the per
m il accuracy ain ed at. O n the other hand, also next+o—
leading O ( ) corrections, quanti ed by the contribution

NLL are necessary at the precision level of 0.1% , since
their contrbution is of about 0:7% alm ost independent
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Fig.1l6. Invariantm ass distribution of the Bhabha process at
KLOE, according to BabaYaga v3.5 (OLD ), BabaYagal NLO
(NEW ) and an exact NLO calculation. The inset show s the
relative e ect of NLO corrections, given by the di erence of
BabaYaga v3.5 and BabaYaga@ NLO predictions. From [235].

of the cm . energy. To further corroborate the precision
reached in the cross section calculation ofe' e ! ,we
also evaluated the e ect due to the m ost In portant sub-
leading O ( ?) photonic corrections given by order 2L
contributions. It tums out that the e ect due to O ( °L)
correctionsdoesnot exceed the 0.05% level.O bviously, the
contrbution of vacuum polarisation is absent in pro—
duction. T his is an advantage for particularly precise pre—
dictions, as the uncertainty associated w ith the hadronic
part of vacuum polarisation does not a ect the cross sec—
tion calculation.

26 2 D istrbutions

Besides the integrated cross section, various di erential
cross sections are used by the experin entalists to m onitor
the collider um inosity. Tn Figs. 16 and 17 we show two
distributions which are particularly sensitive to the de-
tails of photon radiation, ie.thee" e invariantm assand
acollinearity distrbution, in order to quantify the size of
NLO and HO corrections. T he distrdbutions are obtained
according to the exact O () calculation and w ith the two
B abaY aga versions, BabaYaga v3.5 and BabaYaga@ NLO .
From Figs.16 and 17 it can be clearly seen thatmultiple
photon corrections introduce signi cant deviations w ith
respect to an O ( ) sin ulation, especially in the hard tails
of the distribbutionsw here they am ount to severalper cent.
To m ake the contribution of exact O ( ) non-logarithm ic
term s clearly visible, the inset show s the relative di er-
ences betw een the predictions of BabaY aga v3.5 (denoted
asOLD ) and BabaYagal@ NLO (denoted asNEW ).A ctu—
ally, asdiscussed In Section 2.4 2, thesedi erencesm ainly
com e from non-logarithm ic NLO contrbutions and to a
an aller extent from O ( 2L ) temm s.Theire ect is atand
at the levelof 0.5% for the acollinearity distribbution,while
they reach the severalper cent level in the hard tail of the
Invariant m ass distrbution.

10000 ¢ \ \ \ T3
1000 =
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Fig. 17. Acollinearity distrdbution of the Bhabha pro-

cess at KLOE, according to BabaYaga v3.5 (OLD) and
BabaYaga@ NLO (NEW ). The inset shows the relative e ect
of NLO corrections, given by the di erence of BabaYaga v3.5
and BabaYaga@ NLO predictions. From [235].
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Fig. 18. Rekhtive e ect of HO corrections °L? and “L"
(n  3) to the acollinearity distribution of the Bhabha process
atKLOE.From

[235].

Tt is also worth noticing that LL radiative corrections
beyond 2 can be quite i portant ©or accurate sinula—
tions, at least when considering di erential distributions.
Thism eans that even w ith a com plete NNLO calculation
at hand it would be desirable to m atch such corrections
w ith the resum m ation of all the rem aining LL e ects. In
Fig. 18, the relative e ect of HO corrections beyond 2
dom inated by the 2 contrdbutions (dashed line) is shown
in com parison w ith that of the 2 corrections (solid line)
on the acollinearity distribution for the Bhabha process
atDA NE.Ascan be seen, the 3 e ect can be as large
as 10% in the phase space region of soft photon em ission,
corresponding to sm all acollinearity angles with alm ost
back-to-back nalstate ferm ions.

C onceming the processe’ e ! we show in Fig.19
the energy distrbution of them ost energetic photon,w hile
the acollinearity distribution of the two m ost energetic
photons is represented in Fig. 20. T he distrbbutions refer
to exact O () correctionsm atched w ith the PS algorithm
(solid line), to the exact NLO calculation (dashed line)
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Fig. 19. Energy distrdbution of the m ost energetic photon
in the process e'e ! , according to the PS m atched
with O ( ) corrections denoted as exp (solid line), the exact
O ( ) calculation (dashed line) and the pure allorder PS as
in BabaYaga v3.5 (dashed-dotted line). Inset: relative e ect
(In per cent) of multiple photon corrections (solid line) and
of non-logarithm ic contridbutions of the m atched P S algorithm
(dashed line).From [261].

and to allorder pure PS predictions of BabaYaga v3.5
(dashed-dotted line). In the inset of each plot, the rel-
ative e ect due to multiple photon contributions ( zo )
and non-logarithm ic temm s entering the in proved PS al-
gorithm ( MP) isalso shown, according to the de nitions
given in Eq. (83).

For the energy distribution of the m ost energetic pho—
ton particularly pronounced e ects due to exponentiation
are present. In the statistically dom inant region, HO cor—
rections reduce the O ( ) distrdbution by about 20% ,while
they give rise to a signi cant hard tail close to the energy
threshold of 0.3 s as a consequence of the higher pho-
ton m ultiplicity of the resumm ed calculation w ith respect
to the =xed-order NLO prediction. Needless to say, the
relative e ect of m ultiple photon corrections below about
046 G &V not shown in the inset is nite but huge. This
representation w ith the inset was chosen to m ake also the
contribution of O ( ) non—logarithm ic term s visible, w hich
otherw ise would be hardly seen in com parison w ith the
m ultiple photon corrections. C onceming the acollinearity
distribution, the contribution of higher-order corrections
ispositive and ofabout 10% forquasiback-to-back photon
events,w hereas it is negative and decreasing from 30%
to 10% for increasing acollinearity values. As far as
the contributions of non-logarithm ic e ects dom nated by
next-to-Jleading O ( ) corrections are concemed, they con-—
tribute at the levelof severalperm ill for the acollinearity
distribution, w hile they lie In the range of severalper cent
for the energy distribution.

A s a whole, the results of the present Section em pha-
sise that, fora 0.1% theoreticalprecision in the calculation
of both the cross sections and distributions, both exact
O ( ) and HO photonic corrections are necessary, as well
as the running of
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Fig.20. A collinearity distribution for the processe’ e ! ,
according to the PS m atched with O ( ) corrections denoted
as exp (solid line), the exact O ( ) calculation (dashed line)
and the pure allorder PS as in BabaYaga v3.5 (dashed-dotted
line). Inset: relative e ect (in per cent) ofm ultiple photon cor-
rections (solid line) and of non-logarithm ic contributions of the
m atched PS algorithm (dashed line).From [261].

2.7 Tuned com parisons

T he typical procedure followed in the literature to estab-
lish the technical precision of the theoretical tools is to
perform tuned com parisons betw een the predictions of in—
dependent program s using the sam e set of input param e—
ters and experin entalcuts. T his strategy was initiated in
the 90s during the CERN workshops for precision physics
at LEP and is still in use when considering processes of
interest for physics at hadron colliders dem anding partic—
ularly accurate theoreticalcalculations. T he tuning proce—
dure is a key step In the validation of generators, because
it allow s to check that the di erent details entering the
com plex structure of the generators, eg. the I plem enta—
tion of radiative corrections, event selection routines, M C

iIntegration and event generation, are under control, and
to x possiblem istakes.

T he tuned com parisonsdiscussed In the follow Ing were
perform ed sw itching o the vacuum polarisation correc—
tion to the Bhabha scattering cross section. A ctually, the
generators In plem ent the non-perturbative hadronic con—
trbution to the running of according to di erent pa-
ram eterisations, which di erently a ect the cross section
prediction (see Section 6 for discussion). H ence, this sin —
pli cation is ntroduced to avoid possible bias in the in—
terpretation of the results and allow s to disentangle the
e ect of pure Q ED corrections. A 1so, in order to provide
usefiil results for the experin ents, the com parisons take
Into account realistic event selection cuts.

T he present Section is a m erge of results available in
the literature [235]w ith those of new studies. T he results
refer to the Bhabha process at the energiesof , -cham



Table 7. Cross section predictions [nb] of BabaYagal NLO
and BHW IDE for the Bhabha cross section corresponding to
two di erent angular acceptances, for the KLOE experin ent
at DA NE,and their relative di erences (in per cent).

angular acceptance BabaYaga@lNLO BHW IDE (%)
20 160 6086.6(1) 6086.3(2) 0.005
55 125 455.85(1) 455.73(1) 0.030

and B factories.N o tuned com parisons for the tw o photon
production process have been carried out.

2771 and -cham factoris
F irst we show com parisons between BabaYaga@ NLO and
BHW IDE according to theK LO E selection cutsofEqg. (15),
considering also the angular range 20 # 160 for
cross section results. T he predictions of the two codes are
reported in Table 7 for the two acceptance cuts together
w ith their relative deviations. A s can be seen the agree—
m ent is excellent, the relative deviations being well below
the 0.1% .Com parisonsbetween BabaYaga@ NLO and BH —
W IDE atthe levelofdi erentialdistributions are given in
Figs. 21 and 22 where the inset show s the relative devi-
ations between the predictions of the two codes. A s can
be seen there is very good agreem ent between the two
generators, and the predicted distributions appear at a
rst sight alm ost indistinguishable. Looking in m ore de—
tail, there is a relative di erence of a few perm ill for the
acollinearity distribution (Fig.22) and of a f&w per cent
for the nvariantm ass (Fig. 21),but only in the very hard
tails, where the uctuations observed are due to lim ited
M C statistics. T hese con gurations how ever give a negli-
gible contribution to the integrated cross section, a factor
10° 100 sn aller than that around the very dom iant
peak regions. In fact these di erences on di erential dis—
tributions translate into agreem ent on the cross section
values well below the one perm ill, as shown in Table 7.
Sin ilar tuned com parisons were perform ed between
the results of BabaYaga@NLO ,BHW IDE and M CGPJ
in the presence of cuts m odelling the event selection cri-
teria ofthe CM D 2 experin ent at the VEPP2M collider,
oracm .energy of s= 900 M &V . The cuts used in this
case are

o+ j ;11 ¢ + =2 141;

I+ +3 j  0:d5;

p sin( ) 90 M €V ; r sin( 4 ) 90 M €V ;

P +ps )=2 90M eV ; (83)
w here ; + are the electron/positron polar angles, re—-

Spectively, their azim uthalangles, and p them oduli
of their three-m om enta. stands for an acollinearity cut.

Figure 23 show s the relative di erences between the
resultsof BHW IDE and M CG PJ according to the criteria
ofEqg. (83),as a function of the acollinearity cut .The
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Table 8. Cross section predictions [nb] of BabaYaga@ N LO
and M CG PJ for the Bhabha cross section at —chamn factories
(s= 35 GeV) and their relative di erence (in per cent).

BabaYaga@ NLO MCGPJ (%)
3520(2) 35.181(5) 0.06
le+06 | 4 L ‘
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Fig. 21. Invariant m ass distrbution of the Bhabha process
according to BHW IDE and BabaYaga@ NLO , for the KLOE
experin entat DA NE ,and relative di erences of the program
predictions (inset).From [235].

relative deviations betw een the results of BabaYaga@ N LO
and M CG PJ for the sam e cuts are given In Fig. 24. Tt can
be seen that the predictions of the three generators lie
within a 02% band with di erences of 03% for ex-
trem e values of the acollinearity cut. T his agreem ent can
be considered satisfactory since for the acollinearity cut of
real experin ental interest ( 02 rad) the generators
agree w ithin one perm ill.

A num ber of com parisons were also perform ed for a
cm . energy of 3.5 G eV relevant to the experim ents at
cham factories. An exam ple is given in Table 8 where
the predictions of BabaYaga@ NLO and M CG PJ are com —
pared, using cuts sin ilar to those of Eqg. (83) and for an
acollinearity cutof = 025rad.T heagreem entbetween
the two codes isbelow one perm ill. C om parisons betw een
the two codes were also done at the level of di erential
cross sections, show Ing satisfactory agreem ent in the sta-—
tistically relevant phase space regions. P relin inary results
[262]fora cm . energy on top of the J= resonance show
good agreem ent between BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE

. predictions too.

2.2 B factories

Conceming the B factories, a considerable e ort wasdone
to establish the level of agreem ent between the genera—
tors BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE in com parison w ith
BabaYagav3.5too.Thisstudy m ade use of the realistic lu—
m inosity cuts quoted in Section 2.3 .3 for the BaB ar exper—
In ent. T he cross sections predicted by BabaYaga@ NLO

and BHW IDE are shown in Table 9, together with the



30

10000 g : - : ‘ —
F BABAYAGA Tt Yonohada T T T T 1 ]
[ BHWIDE ------ 0.8 |- MEEEEREAAE X 100 —— |
1000 E : E
@ B 1
i)
3 B i
=100
&

dg

do

10

€ (deg)

Fig. 22. A collinearity distribution of the Bhabha process ac—
cording to BHW IDE and BabaYaga@ NLO , for the KLOE ex-
perinent at DA NE, and relative di erences of the program
predictions (inset).From [235].
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Fig. 23. Relative di erences between BHW IDE and M CGPJ
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g ) SRR NS R

corresponding relative di erences as a function of the con—
sidered angularrange.T he latterarealso shown in F ig. 25,
where thel num ericalerrordue to M C statistics is also
quoted. A s can be seen, the two codes agree nicely, the
predictions for the centralvalie being in general in agree—
ment at the 0.1% level or statistically com patible when-
ever a two to three perm illdi erence is present.

To further investigate how the two generators com pare
w ith each othera num ber ofdi erentialcross sectionsw ere
studied.T he results of this study are shown in F igs. 26 and
27 for the distrdbution of the electron energy and the polar
angle, respectively,and in F ig. 28 for the acollinearity.For
both the energy and scattering angle distribution, the two
program s agree w ithin the statistical errors show ing de—
viations below 0.5% . For the acollinearity dependence of
the cross section, BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE agree
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Fig. 24. Relative di erences between BabaYagal@ NLO and

M CG PJ Bhabha cross sections as a function of the acollinearity
cut, for the CM D 2 experin ent at VEPP-2M .

Table 9. Cross section predictions [nb] of BabaYagal@ NLO
and BHW IDE for the Bhabha cross section as a function of
the angular selection cuts for the BaB ar experin ent at PEP -IT
and absolute value of their relative di erences (in per cent).

o

angular range (cm s.) BabaYaga@NLO BHW DE 7§ (%
15 165 119.5(1) 119.53(8) 0.025
30 150 2417(2) 24 22(2) 0207
40 140 11.67(3) 11.660(8) 0.086
50 130 6.31(3) 6.289(4) 0.332
60 120 1.928(2) 1.931(3) 0.141
70 110 3.554(6) 3.549(3) 0.155
80 100 0.824(2) 0.822(1) 0.243
w ithin 1% . Therefore, the level of the agreem ent be-

tween the two codes around 10 G €V is the sam e as that
observed at the factories.

The m ain conclusions em erging from the tuned com —
parisons discussed in the present Section can be sum —
m arised as follow s:

{ The predictions for the Bhabha cross section of the
m ostprecise tools,ie.Baba¥Yaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and
M CGPJ,generally agree w ithin 0.1% . If (slightly) lar-
ger di erences are present they show up for particu—
larly tight cuts or are due to lin ited M C statistics.
W hen statistically m eaningful discrepancies are ob—
served they can be ascribed to the di erent theoret-
ical recipes for the treatm ent of radiative corrections
and their technical in plem entation. For exam ple, as
already em phasised, BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW DE
adopt a fully factorised prescription for the m atching
of NLO and HO corrections, whereasM CGPJ in ple—
m ent som e pieces of the radiative corrections in addi-
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tive form . T his can give rise to discrepancies betw een
the program s’ predictions, especially in the presence of
tight cuts enhancing the e ect of soft radiation. Fur-
themm ore, di erent choices are adopted in the genera-
tors for the scale entering the collinear logarithm s in
HO corrections beyond O ( ), which are another pos—
sible source of the observed di erences. To go beyond
the present situation, a further nontriviale ort should
be done by com paring, for instance, the program s in
the presence of NLO corrections only (technical test)
and by analysing theirdi erent treatm ent of the expo—
nentiation of soft and collinear logarithm s. T his would
certainly shed light on the origin of the (am all) dis-
crepancies still registered at present.
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{ A lso thedistrbutionspredicted by the generatorsagree
well,w ith relativedi erencesbelow the 1% level Slight-
Iy Jarger discrepancies are only seen in sparsely popu-—
lated phase space regions corresponding to very hard
photon em ission which do not in uence the um nosity
m easurem ent noticeably.

2.8 Theoretical accuracy

A s discussed in Section 2.1, the total lum inosity error
crucially depends on the theoretical accuracy of the M C

program s used by the experin entalists. A s em phasised
in Section 2.5, som e of these generators ke BHAGENF,
BabaYaga v3.5 and BKQED m iss theoretical Ingredients
which are unavoidable for cross section calculations w ith
a precision at the per m ill level. T herefore, they are in-
adequate for a highly accurate um nosity determ ination.
BabaYaga@ NLO , BHW IDE and M CGPJ include, how —
ever,both NLO and m ultiple photon corrections,and their
accuracy ain s at a precision tag of 0.1% . But also these
generators are a ected by uncertainties which must be
carefully considered in the light of the very stringent crite-
ria of perm ill accuracy. T he m ost In portant com ponents
of the theoreticalerrorofBaba¥Yaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and
M CGPJ are mainly due to approxin ate or partially in—
cluded pieces of radiative corrections and com e from the
follow ing sources:

1. The non-perturbative hadronic contributions to the
running of . It can be reliably evalnated only using
the data of the hadron cross section at low energies.
Hence, the vacuum polarisation correction receives a
data driven error which a ects In tum the prediction
of the Bhabha cross section, as em phasised in Section
6.

2. The com plete set of O ( 2) QED corrections. In spite
of the In pressive progress in this area, as reviewed In
Section 2.3, an in portant piece of NNLO corrections,
ie. the exact NLO SV QED corrections to the sin—
gl hard brem sstrahlung process e'e ! e'e ,is
stillm issing for the filll s + t Bhabha process.!’ How -
ever, partial results obtained for tchannel sm allangle
Bhabha scattering [263,47] and large-angle annihila—
tion processes are available [264,265].

3. TheO ( ?) contribution due to realand virtual (lepton
and hadron) pairs. T he virtual contributions originate
from the NNLO electron, heavy avour and hadronic
loop correctionsdiscussed in Section 2.3, while the real
corrections are due to the conversion of an extemal
photon into pairs. The latter, as discussed In Section
233,givesrise to a nalstate w ith four particles, two
of which to be considered as undetected to contribute
to the Bhabha signature.

T he uncertainty relative to the st point can be esti-
m ated by using the routines available in the literature for

1% A's already rem arked and further discussed in the follow —
ing, the com plete calculation of the NLO corrections to hard
photon em ission in Bhabha scattering was perform ed during
the com pletion of this report [101].

the calculation of the non-perturbative hadronic contribu-
tion ) .Actually these routines

hadr(qz ) to the running
retum, in addition to ](fa)dr(qz), an eror haqr On is
value. T herefore an estim ate of the induced error can be

sin ply obtained by com puting the Bhabha cross section

w ith }ifjr(qz ) hadr and taking the di erence as the
theoretical uncertainty due to the hadronic contribution
to vacuum polarisation.In Table 10, the Bhabha cross sec-
tions, as obtained In the presence of the vacuum polarisa—
tion correction according to the param eterisationsof [259,
260,18] (denoted as J) and of [164] (denoted asHM NT ),
respectively, are shown for , —<hamm and B factories.
The applied angular cuts refer to the typically adopted
acceptance 55 125 .

Table 10. Bhabha scattering cross section in the presence
of the vacuum polarisation correction, according to [259,260,
18] (J) and [164] HMNT ), at m eson factories. T he notation
J /HMNT ,J/HMNT and J, /HMNT, indicatesm Ininum ,
central and m axin um value of the two param etrisations.

Param etrisation -cham B
J 542.662(4) 46.9600(1) 5.85364(2)
J 542.662(4) 46.9658(1) 5.85529(2)
Js 542.662(4) 469715(1) 5.85693(2)
HMNT 542.500(5) 46.9580(1) 5.85496(1)
HMNT 542.391(5) 46.9638(1) 5.85621(1)
HMNT., 542.283(5) 46.9697(1) 5.85746(2)

From Table 10 it can be seen that the two treatm ents
of ](ja)dr(q2 ) induce e ects on the Bhabha cross section
in very good agreem ent, the relative di erences between
the central values being 0.05% ( factories), 0.005% (
cham factories) and 0.02% (B factordes). This can be
understood in term s of the dom inance of tchannel ex—
change for large-angle Bhabha scattering at m eson fac-
tordes. Indeed, the two routines provide results in excel-
lent agreem ent for space-like m om enta, as we explicitly
checked, whereas di erences in the predictions show up
for tin e-lke m om enta which, however, contribbute only
m arginally to the Bhabha cross section. A Iso the spread
between the m Ininum /m axin um values and the central
one as retumed by the tw o routines agrees ratherwell, also
a consequence of the dom inance of tchannel exchange.
This spread am ounts to a faw units in 10 ¢ and is pre-
sented in detail in Table 11 in the next Section.

C onceming the second point a generalstrategy to eval-
uate the size ofm issihg NN LO corrections consists in de—
riving a cross section expansion up to O ( ?) from the
theoretical form ulation in plem ented in the generator of
interest. Tt can be cast In general into the follow ing form

2 2 2 2

= svt svat wuui/

(84)

where in principle each of the O ( ?) contributions is af-
fected by an uncertainty to be properly estin ated. Th Eq. (84)
the st contribution is the cross section including O ( ?)



SV corrections,whose uncertainty can be evaluated through
a com parison with som e of the available NNLO calcula—
tions reviewed in Section 2.3. In particular, In [235] the
Sé ofthe BabaYaga@ NLO generatorwas com pared w ith
the calculation of photonic correctionsby Penin [135,136]
and the calculations by Boncianietal [140,141,151,152,
153]who com puted two—-Joop ferm ionic corrections (in the
one-fam ily approxin ation Ny = 1)with nitem asstem s
and the addition of soft brem sstrahlung and realpair con—
tribbutions!! The results of such com parisons are shown
in Figs. 29 and 30 for realistic cuts at the factories. In
Fig.29 isthedi erence between 5\2, ofBabaYaga@ NLO
and the cross sections of the two O ( ?) calculations, de-
noted as photonic (Penin) and N = 1 (Boncianietal),
asa function ofthe logarithm ofthe infrared requlator .It
can be seen that thedi erencesaregiven by at functions,
dem onstrating that such di erences are infrared-safe, as
expected, a consequence of the universality and factori-
sation properties of the infrared divergences. In Fig. 30,
is shown as a function of the logarithm ofa ctitious
electron mass and for a xed valuie of = 10 °. Sice
the di erence w ith the calculation by Penin is given by a
straight line, this indicates that the soft plus virtual two—
Joop photonic correctionsm issing in BabaYaga@ NLO are
0 ( L) contrbutions, as already rem arked.O n the other
hand, thedi erencew ith the calculation by Boncianietal
is tted by a quadratic finction, show ing that the electron
two-loop e ectsm issing In BabaYaga@ NLO are of the or-
der of ?L“.However, it is in portant to em phasise that,
as shown in detailin [235], the sum of the relative di er—
encesw ith the two O ( 2) calculations does not exceed the
2 10 * levelfor experin ents at and B factories.

The second term In Eq. (84) is the cross section con—
taining the one-loop corrections to single hard photon
am ission, and its uncertainty can be estin ated by relying
on partial results existing in the literature. A ctually the
exact perturbative expression of Sé 4 Isnotyetavailble
for full s+ tBhabha scattering, but using the results valid
for sm alllangle B habha scattering [263,47 ]and large-angle
annihilation processes [264,265]the relative uncertainty of
the theoretical tools in the calculation of Sé s can becon-
servatively estin ated to be at the level of 0.05% . Indeed
the papers [263,47,264,265]show thata Y FS m atching of
NLO and HO correctionsgives SV one-loop results for the
tchannelprocesse’ e ! e"e  and schannelanniila—
tione'e ! ff (f = fermm ion) di ering from the exact
perturbative calculations by a faw units n 10 * atm ost.
T his conclusion also holds when photon energy cuts are
varied. Tt is worth noting that during the com pletion of
the present work a com plete calculation ofthe NLO QED
corrections to hard brem sstrahlung em ission in full s+ t
Bhabha scattering appeared in the literature [101], along

HoTo provide m eaningfill results, the contribution of the vac—

uum polarisation was sw itched o in BabaYaga@ NLO to com -
pare w ith the calculation by Penin consistently. For the sam e
reason the real soft and som e pieces of virtualelectron pair cor—
rections w ere neglected in the com parison w ith the calculation
by Boncianiet al
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Fig. 30. Absolute di erences (in nb) between the sz pre-
diction of BabaYaga@ NLO and the NNLO calculations of the
photonic corrections [135,136] (photonic) and of the electron
loop corrections [140,141,151,152,153] (N = 1) as a function
ofa ctitious electron m ass for typical K LO E cuts.From [235].

the lines described in Section 2.3 2. Explicit com parisons
between the results of such an exact calculation w ith the
predictions of the m ost accurate M C tools according to
the typical um nosity cuts used atm eson factories would
be worthw hile to m ake the present error estin ate related

to the calculation of Sé H

T he third contrbution In Eq. (84) is the double hard
brem sstrahlung cross section whose uncertainty can be
directly evaluated by explicit com parison w ith the exact
ete | e cross section. It was shown in P35]that
the di erences between H; as in BabaYaga@ NLO and
the m atrix elem ent calculation, which exactly descrbes
the contribution of two hard photons, are really negligi-
bl, being at the 10 ° level.

The relative e ect due to lepton (e; ; ) and hadron
() pairs has been num erically analysed in Section 2.3 3,
In the presence of realistic selection cuts. This evalua—
tion m akes use of the com plete NNLO virtual corrections

m ore robust.
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combined with an exact matrix elem ent calculation of
the fourparticle production processes. It supersedes previ-
ous approxin ate estin ates w hich underestin ated the in -
pact of those corrections. A ccording to this new evalua—
tion, the pair contribution ,dom inated by the electron pair
correction, am ounts to about 0.3% for KLOE and 0.1%
for BaBar. T hese contrbutions are partially incuded in
the BabaYaga@ NLO code,aswellas in other generators,
through the insertion of the vacuum polarisation correc-
tion In the NLO diagram s, and detailed com parisons be-
tw een the exact calculation and the BabaYaga@ NLO pre-
dictions are in progress [266].

2.9 Conclusions and open issues

D uring the last few years a rem arkable progress occurred
in reducing the error of the lum inosity m easurem ents at
avour factories.

D edicated event generators lke BabaYaga@ NLO and
M CGPJ were developed In 2006 to provide predictions
for the cross section of the large-angle Bhabha process, as
wellas forotherQ ED reactions of interest, w ith a theoret—
ical accuracy at the level of 0.1% . In parallel codes well-
known since the tin e of the LEP /SLC operation such as
BHW IDE were extensively used by the experin entalists
in data analyses. A1l these M C program s include, albeit
according to di erent form ulations, exact O ( ) QED cor-
rections m atched w ith LL contributions describing m ulti-
ple photon em ission. Such ingredients, together w ith the
vacuum polarisation correction, are strictly necessary to
achieve a physical precision down to the per m ill level.
Indeed, when considering typical selection, cuts the NLO
photonic corrections am ount to about 15 20% , vacuum
polarisation contributes at the several per cent level and
HO e ects lie between 1 2% .

T he generators m entioned are, however, a ected by
an uncertainty due to HO e ects neglected In their for-
mulation, such as light pair corrections or exact pertur-
bative contributions present in NNLO calculations. From
this point of view the great progress n the calculation of
tw o-loop corrections to the Bhabha scattering cross sec—
tion was essential to establish the theoretical accuracy of
the existing generators and w ill be crucial if an I prove-
m ent of the precision below the one perm ill levelw ill be
required.

A particulare ortwasdone to com pare the predictions
of the generators consistently, in order to assess the techni-
cal precision obtained by the in plem entation of radiative
corrections and related com putationaldetails. T hese com —
parisons w ere perform ed in the presence of realistic event
selection criteria and at di erent cm . energies. For the
KLOE and CM D 2 experin ents around the -resonance,
w here the statistics of Bhabha events is the highest and
the experin ental um inosity error at a few perm ill level,
the cross section results of BabaYaga@ NLO , BHW D E
and M CG PJ agree w ithin 0:1% . If (sliohtly) larger dis—
crepancies are observed , they show up only for particularly
tight cuts or exclusive distrdbbutions In speci ¢ phase space

regions which do not in uence the lum nosity determ ina—
tion. Very sin ilar results were obtained for -cham and
B factories. The m ain conclusion of the work on tuned
com parisons is that the technical precision of M C pro-
gram s is well under control, the discrepancies being due
to di erent details in the treatm ent of the sam e sources
of radiative corrections and their technical Im plem enta-—
tion.For exam ple, BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE adopt
a fully factorised prescription for them atching of NLO and
HO corrections, whereasM CG PJ in plem ent som e radia—
tive corrections pieces in additive form . T his can give rise
to som e discrepancies betw een their predictions, especially
in the presence of tight cuts enhancing the e ect of soft ra-
diation . Furthem ore, di erent choices are adopted in the
generators for the energy scale In the treatm ent of HO cor-
rections beyond O ( ), which are another possible source
of the observed di erences. To go beyond the present sit-
uation, a further, nontriviale ort should be done by com —
paring, for nstance, the program s in the presence oftNLO

corrections only (technical test) and for the speci ce ect
due to the exponentiation of soft and collinear logarithm s.
This would certainly shed light on the origin of the (m i
nor) discrepancies still registered at present.

O n the theoretical side, a new exact evaluation of lep—
ton and hadron pair corrections to the Bhabha scattering
cross section was carried out, taking into account realistic
cuts. T hiscalculation provides results in substantialagree—
m ent with estin ates based on singlet SE but supersedes
previous evaluations in the softphoton approxim ation.
T he resultsof the new exact calculation were prelim inarily
com pared w ith the predictions of BabaYagal@ NLO ,which
ncludes the buk of such corrections (due to reduchble
contributions) through the insertion of the vacuum polar-
isation correction in the NLO diagram s, but neglects the
e ect of real pair radiation and two-loop form factors. Tt
tums out that the error induced by the approxin ate treat-
m ent of pair corrections am ounts to a few units in 10 4,
both at KLOE and BaBar. Further work is in progress to
arrive at a m ore solid and quantitative error estim ate for
these corrections when considering other selection criteria
and cm .energies too [266].A 1so, the contribution induced
by the uncertainty related to the non-perturbative contri-
bution to the running of was revisited, m aking use of
and com paring the tw o independent param eterisationsde-
rived in [259,260,18]and [164].

A summ ary of the di erent sources of theoretical er—
ror and their relative in pact on the Bhabha cross section
is given in Table 11. In Table 11, j5 jis the error in-
duced by the hadronic com ponent of the vacuum polar-
isation, j S?jrsj the error due to m issing pair corrections,
j &y Jthe uncertainty com ing from SV NNLO corrections,
j 55 Jthe uncertainty in the calculation of the double hard
brem sstrahling process and Jj SVHH jthe error estim ate for
one-loop corrections to single hard brem sstrahlung.A scan
be seen, pair corrections and exact NLO corrections to
e"e ! e e arethedom inant sources of error.

T he total theoretical uncertainty as obtained by sum —

m Ing the di erent contrbutions linearly is 012 0.14%
at the factories, 0.18% at the —chamm factories and



Table 11. Summ ary of di erent sources of theoretical uncer—
tainty for them ost precise generators used for um inosity m ea-
surem entsand the corresponding totaltheoreticalerrors for the
calculation of the large-angle Bhabha cross section at m eson
factories.

Source of error (% ) —chamm B
JEE59[259,260,18]  0.00 0.01 0.03

jvr jll64] 0.02 001 0.02

Jsv 0.02 0.02 0.02

JaE 3 0.00 0.00 0.00

Jsvamd 0.05 0.05 0.05

J pairs]d 0.05 01 0.02

J ota1d 012 014 018 011 0.12

0:11 0:12% at the B factories.A s can be seen from Ta-

bl 11, the slightly larger uncertainty at the -cham fac-
tories ism ainly due to the pair contribution error, which

is presently based on a very prelin nary evaluation and

for which a deeper analysis is ongoing [266]. The total
uncertainty is slightly a ected by the particular choice of
the routine for the calculation of ](ja)dr(q2 ), since the

tw o param eterisations considered here give rise to sin -
lar errors, w ith the exception of the factories for which

the tw o recipes retum uncertaintiesdi eringby 2 10 *.
H ow ever the \param etric" error induced by the hadronic
contribution to the vacuum polarisation m ay becom ea rel-
evant source of uncertainty when considering predictions
fora cm .energy on top ofand closely around very narrow

resonances. For such a speci ¢ situation of interest, for in—
stance for the BE S experin ent, the appropriate treatm ent
of the running  In the calculation of the Bhabha cross
section should be scrutinised deeper because of the di er—

ences observed betw een the predictions for }(fa)dr () ob-
tained by m eans of the di erent param etrisation routines
available (see Section 6 for a m ore detailed discussion).

A Ithough the theoretical uncertainty quoted in Ta-
ble 11 could be put on m er ground thanks to further
studies in progress, it appears to be quite robust and suf-

cient for present and planned precision um inosity m ea—
surem ents at m eson factories, w here the experin ental er—
ror currently is about a factor of two or three larger.
A dopting the strategy llowed during the LEP /SLC op-—
eration one could arrive at a m ore aggressive error es—
tin ate by summ ing the relative contributions in quadra-—
ture. H ow ever, for the tin e being, thisdoesnot seem to be
necessary In the light of the current experin ental errors.

Tn conclusion, the precision presently reached by large-
angle Bhabha program s used in the lum inosity m easure—
m ent atm eson factories is com parable w ith that achieved
about ten years ago for lum nosity m onitoring through
am allangle Bhabha scattering at LEP /SLC .

Som e issues are still left open. In the context of tuned
com parisons, no e ort was done to com pare the available
codes for the process of photon pair production. Since it
contrbutes relevantly to the um inosity determ ination and
as precise predictions for its cross section can be obtained
by m eans of the codesBabaYagal NLO and M CGPJ, this
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work should be de nitely carried out. This would lead
to a better understanding of the lum inosity on the ex-—
perin ental side. In the fram ework of new theoretical ad—
vances, an evaliation of NNLO contributions to the pro—
cesse e ! would be worthw hile to better assess the
precision of the generators which, for the tin e being, do
not inclide such corrections exactly. M ore in portantly,
the exact one-loop corrections to the radiative process
efe | ee should be calculated going beyond the
partialresults scattered in the literature (and referring to
selection criteria vald for high-energy e e  colliders) or
lim ited to the soft-photon approxin ation }? Furthem ore,
to get a better control of the theoretical uncertainty in
the sector of NN LO corrections to Bhabha scattering, the
radiative Bhabha process at one-loop should be evaliated
taking into account the typical experin ental cuts used at
m eson factories. Incidentally this calculation would be also
of interest for other studiesate’ e collidersofm oderately
high energy, such as the search fornew physics phenom ena
(eg.dark m atter candidates), for w hich radiative Bhabha
scattering is a very im portant background.

3R measurem ent from energy scan

In this section wew ill consider som e theoreticaland exper—
n ental agpects of the direct R m easurem ent and related
quantities in experin ents w ith energy scan. A s discussed
in the Introduction, the cross section ofe” e anniilation
into hadrons is Involved in evaluations of various problem s
of particle physics and, In particular, in the de nition of
the hadronic contribution to vacuum polarisation, which
is crucial for the precision tests of the Standard M odel
and searches for new physics.

T he ratio of the radiation-corrected hadronic cross sec—
tions to the cross section for m uon pair production, cal-
culated In the lowest order, is usually denoted as (see
Eqg. (23))
lgad (S)

R R(S):m:

(85)
In the num erator of Eq. (85) one has to use the so called
undressed hadronic cross section which does not include
vacuum polarisation corrections.

The value of R has been m easured In m any experi-
m ents In di erent energy regions from the pion pair pro-
duction threshold up to the Z m ass.P ractically allelectron—
positron colliders contributed to the globaldata set on the
hadronic annihilation cross section [267]. T he value of R

2 as already rem arked in Section 2.8, during the com pletion

of the present work a com plete calculation of the NLO QED

corrections to hard brem sstrahling em ission in fiills+ tBhabha
scattering was perform ed in [1L01 ]. H owever, explicit com par-
isons between the predictions of this new calculation and the
corresponding results of the m ost precise um inosity tools are
stillm issing and would be needed to better assess the theoret—
ical error induced by such contributions in the calculation of
the lum inosity cross section.
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extracted from the experin entaldata is then w idely used
for various QCD tests as well as for the calculation of
dispersion Integrals. At high energies and away from res—
onances, the experin entally determ ined valies of R are
in good agreem ent w ith predictions of perturbative QCD ,
con mn ing, in particular, the hypothesis of three colour
degrees of freedom for quarks.O n the other hand, for the
low energy range the direct R m easurem ent [267,268] at
experin entsw ith energy scan isnecessary !> M atching be-
tween the two regions is perform ed at energies of a few
G eV , where both approaches for the determ ination of R
are in fair agreem ent.

For the best possible com pilation of R (s), data from
di erent chann@s_and di erent experim ents have to be
com bined. For = s 14 GeV, the total hadronic cross
section is a sum of about 25 exclusive nalstates. At the
present level of precision, a carefill treatm ent of the ra—
diative corrections is required. A s m entioned above, it
is m andatory to remove VP e ects from the observed
cross sections, but the nal state radiation o hadrons
should be kept.Them a pr contribution to the uncertainty
com es from the system atic error of the R (s) m easurem ent
at low energies (s < 2 Gev?), which, n tum, is dom i
nated by the systam atic error of the m easured cross sec—
tionee ! 7

3.1 Leadihg-order anniilation cross sections

Here we present the low est-order expressions for the pro—
cesses of electron-positron annihilation into pairsofm uons,
plons and kaons.

For the m uon production channel

)+ et Y+ )

w ithin the Standard M odel at Bom levelwe have
d 2
° - 2
d 4s

s=(p +p ) =4";

q__
where = 1 m?="? isthemuon velocity.Sm allterm s

e (p P ) ! (© (86)

21

&) A+ Ky, ); (87)

0
c=cos ; =pp;

suppressed by the factorm §=s areom itted .HereK ,; rep-—
resents contributions due to Z boson interm ediate states

including Z interference, see, eg.,Refs. 270,271 1:
X @2 *a ént c 2a @
T s MZR+MZ 2 )
M 2 12
G 3 2% +4 (& + )
s 2
M /7 2
te 41 % 8t ;
1 .
= ————; o =oc(l 4sif y);  (88)
2sin2 y

13 Lattice QCD com putations (see, eg., Ref. [269]) of the

hadronic vacuum polarisation are in progress, but they are not
yet able to provide the required precision.

where  isthe weak m ixing angle.

T he contribbution of Z boson exchange is suppressed,
in the energy range under consideration, by a factor s=M z2
which reaches perm ill levelonly at B factordes.

In the Bom approxin ation the di erential cross sec—
tion of the process

e"pr)+ e ) ! T )+ a ) (89)
has the form
d 2 3
dOSF %sw F (5)F; (90)
— 1 m2:112; :pl q

Thepion form factorF (s) takes into account non-pertur-
bative virtual vertex corrections due to strong interac—
tions [272,256]. W e would like to em phasise that in the
approach underdiscussion the nalstateQ ED corrections
are not included Into F (s). The form factor is extracted
from the experin ental data on the sam e process as dis-
cussed below .

T he annihilation process w ith three pions in the nal
state was considered in Refs. [273,274] including radia—
tive corrections relevant to the energy region close to the
threshold.A stand-alone M onte C arlo event generator for
this channel is available [273]. The channel was also in-
cluded in the M CG PJ generator [236]on the sam e footing
as other processes under consideration in this report.

In the case ofK K s m eson pair production the di er—
ential cross section in the Bom approxin ation reads

2 3

= £ sin® 5 (s)F:
4s

d g(s)yfrke
d .

Here, as well as in the case of pion production, we as—
sum e that the form factor Fp, s also includes the vacuum
po]arji@t']on operator of the virtual photon. T he quantity

K = 1 4m12< =s isthe K meson cm s.velocity, and
is the angle between the directions of m otion of the long
Iiving kaon and the initial electron.

In the case of K K  m eson production near thresh—
old, the Sakharov-Som m erfeld factor for the Coulomb -
nal state interaction should additionally be taken into ac—
count:

(91)

d O(S)K+K 2 ; s 7
= sin s ;
d 4s Fic ( )321 exp ( Zf
r__
2 s 4m§ S 4m12< !
2= —; v= 2 1+ (92)
v s s

where v is the relative velocity of the kaons [275] which
has the proper non-reltivistic and ultra-relativistic lin —
its.When s = m?,wehave v 0:5 and the nal state
Interaction correction gives about 5% enhancem ent In the
cross section.

3.2 QED radiative corrections

O ne-loop radiative corrections (R C ) for the processes (86,39)
can be separated into two natural parts according to the
parity w ith respect to the substitution c ! C.



T he ceven part of the one-loop soft and virtualcontri-
bution to them uon pair creation channelcan be com bined
from thewellknown D irac and Pauliform factorsand the
soft photon contributions. It reads

dB+S+V d 1 2
== - 2 I+ — L 2
d a 1 (s)F
#)
1+ 2 "
+——1 M+ L D+ Eee 5 (93)
2 5 1+ 2 1 1
K = -+ - —
even 6 4 2 '2 4
1+ 1 1+ %
+n — + (94)
2 2
1 2 1
2 2 21 &)
1+ 2 2 oL 1
— + 2L
2 6 z 1+
1 1+ 1+
+ h 2T In ;
2 22
1+ s .
l=]n1 ; =]nm—2 L=]nm—é,
RZ
where Ll (z) = o dtin(l t)=t is the dilogarithm and

" " is the m axin um energy of soft photons in the
centre{of{m ass (cm .) system . (s) is the vacuum polar-
isation operator. Here we again see that the temm s w ith
the large logarithm L dom inate num erically.

T he c-odd part of the one{loop correction com es from
the Interference of Bom and box Feynm an diagram s and
from the Interference part of the soft photon em ission con-—
tribution. It causes the charge asym m etry of the process:

d 95
3 (95)

The codd part of the di erential cross section has the
follow ing form [245]:

S+V "
d oc;rd _ d 0 2 2n
d d "

1+ c

T he expression for the codd form factor can be found
in Ref. [245]. Note that In m ost cases the experim ents
have a sym m etric angular acceptance, so that the odd part
of the cross section does not contribute to the m easured
quantities.
Consider now the process of hard photon em ission

e p)te ) @)+ @)+ k) (97)
Tt was studied In detail in Refs. [245,276]. The photon
energy is assum ed to be larger than ".The di erential
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cross section has the form

3

d = de H (98)
d’q d’q. d’k
d = ———— Yp, + k);
P LK (P: + P a g )i
S X j2
R= —— =R.+R +Rg :
16(4 )3 , :M e e
spins

T he quantities R ; are found directly from them atrix ele-
m ents and read

€+ u?+ 2m?s)

R S B mé
e = 2 2
. 2 ST
m2 (E+u’+ 2m2sl)+m2
2 2 2 s1S81 1
2 < ST 5
u Uy t
Re =B G 0 0
+ +
2
5,
Ss1 1
9 ss !
2
S1 m
R =738+ F s
J 5
wrul+ €+ 8
= ;
4ss

(t+ u)*+ (4 + uy)?

s1s1 7
2 +

u?+ £+ 2sm?

u?+ £+ 2sm?

° 2( 0 2( 907
1 2
+——5 s=1 £+ w+ gu 2sm” ;
+
S+ s u u; t
ss1 T 2 9+ R 0 0
=] 2(u %) 2(uy t)
0 + 0 + 0 ’
+ 4 +
w here
si= (@ +9 )i t= 2p9; t= 2RqG;
u= 2pq; W= 2p9 ; =pk; ”=gqgk:

T he buk ofthe hard photon radiation com es from ISR
in collinear regions. If we consider photon em ission inside
tw o narrow cones along the beam axisw ith restrictions

M e

; (99)
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we see that the corresponding contrbution takes the fac—
torised form

d
_— =Ce+ Deg; (100)
d coll
71
s 1+ (1 x¥
Ce=— Ihnh— 1 dx Ag;
2 m? x
71
1+ (1 x¥_ ¢
D= — dx x+ In— Ap;
2 X 4
d~o (1 x;1) d~o(1;1 x)
Aof + ;
d d

w here the shifted Bom di erential cross section describes

+
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d~y (zjz2) _ °
d 4s
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Y, = . (z2 7)) 2z12
q 1
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2
" i (101)
zn+ 2z cla  2z)

O ne can recognise that the large logarithm s related to the
collinear photon em ission appear in C. In agreem ent w ith
the structure function approach discussed in the Lum inos—
ity Section.In analogy to the de nition ofthe Q CD struc—
ture functions, one can m ove the factorised logarithm ic
corrections C. into the QED electron structure function.
A dding the higher-order radiative corrections In the lead—
Ing logarithm ic approxin ation to the com plete one-loop

result, the resulting cross section can be w ritten as

e 7l 71
de-=e «) D (z1;s)D (22 ;s)
——. dz;dz, ——1=— ="
d ! (sz122)7F
d~y (z122)
Odi 1+ _Kodd+ _Keven
3 z .
Red.-o0 d + De
2 2g? ! (s1)7 d ! (s1)F
K05 m
fp >0
Z
3 Re
) Re
2 2s 1 (s (1 (s))
k0> "
R d Ce
+ + Re
i (s)¥ d 1 (s1))(1 (s))
+ c (102)
i eF
2 d, "1+ 2 1+
c = — ’
d " 2 1
d, "1 ¢
Ce = — In ;
d " 1+ c

where D, C. and C are compensating tem s, which
provide the cancellation of the auxiliary param eters and

o Inside the curly brackets.In the rsttermm ,containingD
functions, we collect all the leading logarithm ic term s. A
part of non-leading tem s proportional to the Bom cross
section is written as the K -factor. T he rest of the non-
leading contributions are w ritten as two additional term s.
T he com pensating term D ¢ (seeEqg. (100)) com es from the
Integration in the collinear region ofhard photon em ission.
The quantities C and C. come from the even and odd
parts of the di erential cross section (arising from soft
and virtualcorrections), respectively.H ere w e consider the
phase space oftwo (d ) and three (d ) nalparticlesas
those that already include all required experin ental cuts.
U sing speci ¢ experin ental conditions one can determ ine
the lower lin its of the integration over z; and z, instead
of the kinem atical lim it z, 4n = 2m =2" m ).

M atching of the com plete O ( ) RC w ith higher-order
leading logarithm ic corrections can be perform ed in di er—
ent schem es. T he above approach is In plem ented In the
M CG PJ event generator [236]. The solution of the QED
evolution equations in the form of parton show ers (see the
Lum inosity Section), m atched again with the rst order
corrections, is In plem ented in the BabaYaga@ NLO gen-—
erator [234]. Another possibility is realised In the KKM C
code [277,2778]1w ith the YennieFrautschi-Suura exponen—
tiated representation of the photonic higher-order correc—
tions.A good agreem ent was obtained In [236]for various
di erential distrbbutions for the * channel betw een
M CGPJ,BabaYaga@ NLO and KKM C ,seeFig. 31 foran
exam ple.

Since the radiative corrections to the nitiale” e state
are the sam e for anniilation into hadrons and m uons as
well as that into pions, they cancelout in part in the ra—
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Fig.31.Com parison ofthee' e ! totalcross sections
com puted by the M CGPJ and KKM C generators versus the
cm .enery.

tio (106). H owever, the experim ental conditions and sys-
tem atic are di erent for the muon and hadron channels.
T herefore, a separate treatm ent of the processes has to be
perform ed and the corrections to the initial states have to
be ncluded in the analysis.

Forthe * channel the com plete set of O ( ) correc—
tionsm atched w ith the leading logarithm ic electron struc—
ture functions can be found In Ref. [279]. There the RC
calculation was perform ed w ithin scalarQED .

Taking into account only nalstate corrections calcu—
lated w ithin scalar Q ED , it is convenient to introduce the
hareefe | 7 () cross section as

(s)F 1+ — (s) ; (103)

w here the factor jl (s)F with the polarisation opera—
tor (s) gives the e ect of keptonic and hadronic vacuum
polrisation.The nalstate radiation (FSR ) correction is
denoted by (s). For an inclusive m easurem ent w ithout
cuts it reads [280,281,282,283]

1+ 2 1 ,
(s)= AL ( )+ 2LE ( )
1+ 1+
1+ 4
3In( " )+ 2In n BJnh)
1 5 2.2 1+
4dIn + — -1+ ) 2 In
4 1
31+ 2

(104)
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For the neutral kaon channel the corrected cross sec—
tion has the form

d e"e ! KL Kg (S)

d o

= dx 0

0

d o

The radiation factor F takes into account radiative cor-
rections to the nnitial state w ithin the leading logarith-
m ic approxim ation with exponentiation of the num eri-
cally In portant contribution of soft photon radiation, see
Ref. [228]:
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Raditive corrections to the K "K  channel in the
point-like particle approxin ation are the sam e as for the
case of charged pion pair (with the substitution m !
mg ). Usually, for the kaon channelwe dealw ith the en—
ergy range clse to  mass. There one m ay choose the
m axin alenergy of a radiated photon as

m g

For these photons one can use the soft photon approxin a—
tion.

3.3 Experin ental treatm ent of hadronic cross sections
and R

For oder low energy data sets obtained at various e" e
colliders, the correct treatm ent of radiative corrections is
di cult and som etin es am biguous. So, to avoid uncon—
trolled possible system atic errors, it m ay be reasonable
not to include all previous results except the recent data
from CM D-2 and SND . Both experim ents at the VEPP -
2M collider in N ovosibirsk have delivered independent new
m easurem ents. T he covered energy range iscrucialfor (g —
2)/2 ofmuon and for running .A s for the two-pion chan-—
nel * ,which givesm ore than 70% ofthetotalhadronic
contribution, both experin ents have very good agreem ent
over the w hole energy range. T he relative deviation \SN D
-CMD=2"is (03 1.6)% only, well within the quoted
errors.



40

The CMD-2 and SND detectors were located In the
opposite straight sections cf VEPP-2M and were taking
data in parallel until the year 2000 when the collider was
shut down to prepare for the construction of the new col-
lider VEPP-2000. Som e In portant features of the CM D —
2 detector allowed one to select a sam ple of the \clean"
collinearback-to-back events.T hedriftchamber (DC )was
used to separate e’ e , , and K "K  events
from other particles. The Z-cham ber allowed one to sig—
ni cantly in prove the detemm ination of the polar angle of
charged particle tracks in the DC that, in tum, provided
the detector acceptance with 02% precision. T he barrel
electrom agnetic calorim eter based on C sI crystals helped
to separate the Bhabha from other collinear events.

The SND detector consisted of three spherical lay—
ers of the electrom agnetic calorin eter w ith 1620 crystals
(NaI) and a total weight of 3.6 tons. The solid angle
of the calorin eter is about 90% of 4 steradians, which
m akes the detector practically hem etic for photons com —
ing from the interaction point. The angular and energy
resolution forphotonswasfound tobe 15 and (E )=E =
42% =E (G eV )™, respectively. M ore detailabout CM D -2
and SND can be found elsew here [284,285].

331 Data taking and analysis of the * channel
T he detailed data on the pion form factor are crucial for
a num ber of problem s in hadronic physics and they are
used to extract (770) m eson param eters and its radial
excitations. B esides, the detailed data allow to extrapolate
the pion form factor to the point s = 0 and determ ine the
value of the pion electrom agnetic radiis.

From the experin ental point of view the form factor
can be de ned as [268]

f‘ f _ N ee (l + ee )"ee + (l + )"
Nee+ N 1+ )+ )@+ p))"

3 7 (106)

where theratio N =N+ N ) isderived from the ob—

served num bers of events, are the corresponding Bom
cross sections, are the radiative corrections (see below ),

are the detection e ciencies, p and y are the cor—
rections for the pion losses caused by decays in  ight
and nuclear Interactions respectively, and 3 is the cor-
rection for m isdenti cation of ! ! * 0 events as
efe 7 . In the case of the latter process,
responds to point-like pions.

COor—

T he data were collected in the whole energy range of
VEPP-2M and the integrated lum inosity ofabout 60 pb *
w as recorded by both detectors.T hebeam energy wascon—
trolled and m easured w ith a relative accuracy not worse
than 10 ¢ by using the m ethod of resonance depolari-
sation.A sam plkofthee’ e * and * eventswas
selected for analysis.A s for CM D 2, the procedure of the
e= = separation forenergies2E 600 M eV wasbased on

the m om entim m easurem ent in the DC . For these ener-
gies the average di erence between them om enta ofe= =
is large enough w ith respect to the m om entum resolution
(Fig. 32). On the contrary, for energies 2E 600 M &V,
the energy deposition of the particles n the calorim e-
ter is quite di erent and allow s one to separate electrons
from muonsand pions (Fig.33).At the sam e tin e, m uons
and pions cannot be separated by their energy deposi-
tions in the calorin eter. So, theratioN ( * =N (e'e )
was xed according to Q ED calculations taking into ac-
count the detector acceptance and the radiative correc—
tions. Since the selection criteria were the same for all
collinear events, m any e ects of the detector Im perfec-
tions were partly cancelled out. It allow ed one to m easure
the cross section of the processee | 7 w ith better
precision than that of the um nosity.
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Fig. 32. Twodin ensional plot of the e= = events. Coan ic
events are distribbuted predom inantly along a corridor which
extends from the right upper to the left bottom comer. Points
in this plot correspond to the m om enta of particles for the
beam energy of 195 M &V .
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Separation ofe’ e , and eventswasbased
on the m inin isation of the unbinned likelhood function.
T hism ethod isdescribed in detailelsew here [286]. To sin -
plify the error calculation of the pion form factor, the
likelihood function had the global t param eters (N oo +
N )and N =Ne + N ), through ¥ (s)F given by
Eqg. (106). The pion form factorm easur%i_by CM D2 has
a systam atic error of about 0.6-08% for™ s 1GeV.For
energies above 1 G &V it varies from 12% to 4.2% .

Since at low energies all three nal states could be
separated Independently, the cross section of the process
egte I 7 wasalsom easured, providing an add itional
consistency test. The experin ental value ©P= QED
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energy of 460 M €V .
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expected value of 1 within 1.4 statistical deviations.

A nother m ethod to discrin nate electrons and pions
from other particles was used in SND . The event sepa-—
ration was based on the di erence in longitidinal energy
deposition pro les (energy deposition In three calorim e-
ter layers) for these particles. To use the correlations be-
tw een energy depositions in calorim eter layers in them ost
com plete way, the separation param eter was based on the
neural network approach [287,288]. T he network had an
input layer consisting of 7 neurons, tw o hidden layersw ith
20 neurons each ,and the output layerw ith one neuron.A s
Inputdata, the netw ork used the energy depositions of the
particles in calorin eter layers and the polar angle of one of
the particles. T he output signalR .. is a discrim ination
param eter between di erent particles. T he network was
tuned by using sim ulated events and was checked w ith
experinental 3 and € e events. The m isidenti cation
ratio between electrons and pions was found to be 0.5 -
1% .SND measured thee'e ! * cross section in the
energy range 0.36 —0.87 G&V with a system atic error of
13% .

T he G ounaris-Sakurai (G S) param etrisation was used
to tthepion form factor.Results of the tare shown in
Fig.34.The % wasfund tobe 2, =nd:f:= 122:9=111
that corresponds to the probability P ( r2n n=ndf:)= 021.
T he average deviation between SND [287,288]and CM D —
2 [289]data ig: (SND { CM D-=2) (13 36)% forthe

(

energy range = s 055GeV and _(SND { CMD-2)

( 053 0:34)% forthe energy range s 055G evV.The
obtained m eson param eters are:
CMD=2{M = 77597 046 00MevV,

= 14598 075 050Mev,
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e = 7048 0057 0:050kev,
Br(! ! * )= (146 012 0:02)%;
SND {M = 7746 04 05Mev,
= 14631 08 15Mev,
ce = 7112 0:02 0:11 kev,
Br(! ! * )= (172 0:10 0:07)% .

T he system atic errorsw ere carefully studied and are listed
In Table 12.

—e— CMD-2, 1995 data

CMD-2, 1996 data
—e— CMD-2, 1997 data
—e— CMD-2, 1998 data
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0.007) is in good agreem ent w ith the Fig.34. Plon form factordata from CMD-2and GS t.The

energy range around the ! meson is scaled up and presented
n the Inset.

T he com parison ofthe m eson param etersdetemn ined
by CM D2 and SND w ith the values from thePDG ispre-
sented In Fig. 35.G ood agreem ent is observed for all pa—
ram eters, except for the branching fraction of ! decaying
to * , where a di erence 1.6 standard deviations is
observed.
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Fig.35.Com parison of m eson param eters from CM D -2 and
SND with corresponding PDG valies. T he panels (top-left to
bottom right) refer to them ass M &V ), width (M &V ), leptonic

wdth (keV ) and thebranching fraction ofthedecay ! ! *
(% ).
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Sources of errors CMD-=2 SN D CMD-=2
s< 1Gev 14> s> 1Gev

Event separation m ethod 02 -04% 0.5% 02 1:5%
Fiducial volum e 0.2% 0.8% 02 0:5%

D etection e ciency 02 -0.5% 0.6% 05 2%

C orrections for pion losses 02% 0.2% 0.2%

R adiative corrections 03 -04% 0.2% 05 2%
Beam energy determ ination 01 -03% 0.3% 0:7 1:1%

O ther corrections 0.2% 0.5% 06 22%

T he total system atic error 06 -0.8% 13% 12 42%

Table 12. Them aln sources of the system atic errors for di erent energy regions.

332 Cross section of the processefe | ¥ 0

T his channelwas studied by SND in the energy range ™ s
from 06t014GeV [290,291],while CM D -2 has reported
results of them easurem ents in vicinity ofthe ! [289]and

m eson peaks [292].Forboth the ! and resonancesCM D —
2 and SND obtain consistent results for the product of the
resonance branching fractions into e" e and * 0, or
which they have the world’s best accuracy (SND for the
! and CM D 2 for the resonance).

CM D -2 has also perform ed a detailed D alitz plot anal-
ysisofthedynam icsof decayingto 9 . Twom odels
of3 production wereused:a m echanisn and a contact
am plitude. T he result obtained for the ratio of the con—
tact and am plitudes is in good agream ent w ith that of
KLOE [293].

T he system atic accuracy of them easurem ents is about
13% around the ! meson energy region, 25% in the
region, and about 5.6% for higher energies. T he results of
di erent experim ents are collected in Fig. 36. T he curve

isthe twhich takes into accountthe ; !'; ; !%and !'®
m esons.
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Fig. 36. Cross section of the processe’ e !

3.33 Cross secton of the processe™ e | 4

T his cross section becom es In portant for energies above
the meson region.CM D2 showed that the a; (1260)
m echanism isdom inantfortheprocesse’e | *
whereas for the channelete | 7 0 0 in addition
the Interm ediate state !  is required to describe the en—
ergy dependence of the cross section [294].The SND anal-
ysis con m ed these conclusions [295]. T he know ledge of
the dynam ics of 4 production allowed to determ ine the
detector acceptance and e clencies w ith better precision
com pared to the previousm easurem ents.

T he cross section of the process e’ e !
was m easured with a total systam atic error of 15% for
CMD-2and 7% forSND .Forthechannele'e ! * 0
the system atic uncertainty was 15 and 8% , respectively.
TheCM D 2 reanalysisoftheprocesse’e | * * ,
w ith a better procedure for the e ciency determ ination,
reduced the system atic error to (5-7)% [296], and these
new results are now in rem arkable agreem ent w ith other
experin ents.

+ +

334 O therm odes

CM D -2 and SND have also m easured the cross sections of
the processese”e ! KgKp ande'e | K'K from
threshold and up to 1.38 G&V with much better accu-
racy than before [297,298,299]. T hese cross sections w ere
studied thoroughly in the vicinity of the meson, and
their system atic errors were determm ined w ith a precision
ofabout1.7% (SND ) and 4% (CM D 2), respectively. T he
analyseswere based on two decay m odesoftheK 5 :K g !

O 0and * .Asfortheprocesse’e ! K"K ,the
system atic uncertainty was studied in detailand found to
be22% (CMD-=2)and 7% (SND).

At energies - s above 1.04 G &V the cross sections of
theprocessese’ e ! KKy ;K"K weremeasured with
a statisticalaccuracy ofabout 4% and system atic errors of
about 4-6% and 3% , respectively, and are in good agree—
m ent w ith other experin ents.

To summ arise, the experim ents perform ed in 1995{
2000 w ith theCM D 2 and SND detectorsatVEPP2M al-
Jow ed one to m easure the exclusive cross sections of e’ e
annhilation into hadrons in the energy range ™ s = 0.36



-1.38 G&V with larger statistics and sm aller system atic
errors com pared to the previous experim ents. Figure 37
sum m arises the cross section m easurem ents from CM D 2
ans SND . T he results of these experin ents determ ine the
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Fig. 37. Hadronic cross sections m easured by CM D 2 and
SND in the whole energy range ocf VEPP-2M . T he curve rep—
resents a am ooth spline of the sum of alldata.

current accuracy of the calculation of the m uon anom aly,
and they are one of them ain sources of inform ation about
physics of vector m esons at low energies.

335 R measurm ent at CLEO

Two iIn portant m easurem ents of the R ratio have been
recently reported by the CLEO Collaboration [300,301].

In the energy range just above the open cham thresh-
old, they collected statistics at thirteen cm . energy points
from 3.97to0 426G eV [301].Hadronic cross sections In this
region exhibit a rich structure, re ecting the production of
cc resonances. T wo independent m easurem ents have been
perform ed. In one of them they determ ined a sum of the
exclisive cross sections for nal states consisting of two
cham mesons ©OD,D D,D D ,D. D, ,D,"D,,and
D, "D, )and ofprocesses in which the cham -m eson pair
isaccom panied by a pion.In the second one they m easured
the inclusive cross section w ith a system atic uncertainty
between 52 and 6.1% . T he results of both m easurem ents
are In excellent agreem ent, which leads to the in portant
conclusion that in this energy range the sum of the two-
and threebody cross sections saturates the totalcross sec—
tion for cham production. In Fig. 38 the Inclusive cross
section m easured by CLEO is com pared w ith the previous
m easuram ents by CrystalBall [302]and BES [303]. G ood
agreem ent is observed betw een the data.

CLEO has also perform ed a new m easurem ent of R
at higher energy. They collected statistics at seven cm .
energy points from 6.964 to 10.538 G eV [300]and reached
a very sm all system atic uncertainty of 2% only. Results
of their scan are presented in Fig. 39 and are in good
agreem entw ith those ofC rystalBall [302],M D -1 [304 ]and
the previousm easurem ent of CLEO [305]. H ow ever, they
are obviously inconsistent w ith those ofthe od M ARK I
m easurem ent [306].
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33.6 R measurem ent at BES

Above 2 G €V the num ber of nalstatesbecom es too large
for com pletely exclusive m easuram ents, so that the values
of R arem easured inclusively.

In 1998, as a feasibility test of R m easurem ents, BE S
took data at six cm . energy points between 2.6 and 5.0
GeV [307]. The Integrated Ium inosity collected at each
energy point changed from 85 to 292 nb . T he statistical
error was around 3% per point and the system atic error
ranged from 7 to 10% .

Later, n 1999,BES perform ed a systam atic ne scan
over the cm . energy range from 2 to 48 G&V [2303].Data
were taken at 85 energy points, w ith an Integrated lum i-
nosity varying from 9.2 to 135 nb ! per point. In this
experin ent, besides the continuum region below the char-
monium threshold, the high cham onium states from 3.77
to 450 G&V were studied [308] In detail. T he statistical
error was between 2 to 3% , while the system atic error
ranged from 5 to 8% , due to im provem ent on hadronic
event selection and M onte Carlo sin ulation of hadroni-
sation processes. T he uncertainty due to the lum inosity
determ ination varied from 2 to 5.8% .

M ore recently, In 2003 and 2004, before BES-II was
shut down for the upgrade to BES-III, a high-statistics
data sam ple was taken at 2.6, 3.07 and 3.65 G&V, with
an integrated lum inosity of 1222, 2291 and 6485 nb 1,
respectively [309]. The system atic error, which exceeded
the statistical error, was reduced to 3.5% due to further
re nem ent on hadronic event selection and M onte C arlo
sin ulation.

For BES-III, the main goal of the R m easurem ent
is to perform a ne scan over the whole energy region
which BEPC -II can cover. For a continuum region (below
3.73 G &V ), the step size should not exceed 100 M €V , and
for the resonance region (above 3.73 G &V ), the step size
should be 10 to 20 M €V . Since the lum inosity of BEPC —IT
is tw o orders ofm agnitude higher than at BEPC , the scan
of the resonance region w ill provide precise inform ation on
the 1 cham onium statesup to 4.6 G&V .

3.4 Estin ate of the theoretical accuracy

Let us discuss the accuracy of the description of the pro—
cesses under consideration. This accuracy can be subdi-
vided into two m a pr parts: theoretical and technicalone.
The rst one is related to the precision In the actual
com puter codes. Tt usually does not take into account
all known contributions in the kest approxin ation. T he
technical precision can be veri ed by special tests w ithin
a given code (eg., by looking at the num erical cancella—
tion of the dependence on auxiliary param eters) and tuned
com parisons of di erent codes.

T he pure theoreticalprecision consists of unknow n high-
er-order corrections, of uncertainties in the treatm ent of
photon radiation o hadrons, and of errors In the phe-
nom enologicalde nition of such quantities as the hadronic
vacuum polarisation and the pion form factor.

M any of the codes used at m eson factories do not in-
clide contributions from weak interactions even at Bomn
level. A s discussed above, these contributions are sup-—
pressed at least by a factor of s=M 22 and do not spoil
the precision up to the energies of B factories.

M atching the com plete one-loop Q ED correctionsw ith
the higher-order corrections In the leading logarithm ic ap-
proxin ation, certain parts of the second-order next+to—
leading corrections are taken into account [235]. For the
case of Bhabha scattering, where, eg., soft and virtual
photonic corrections in O ( °L) are known analytically,
one can see that their contribution In the relevant kine-
m atic region does not exceed 0.1% 1

T he uncertainty com ing from the the hadronic vacuum
polarisation has been estim ated [13]to be of order 0.04% .
For m easuram ents perform ed w ith the cm . energy at a
narrow resonance (lke at the -meson factories), a sys—
tem atic error in the determ nation of the resonance con-—
tribution to vacuum polarisation is to be added.

T he next point concems non-leading tem s of order
(= )2L . There are several sources of them . O ne is the
em ission of two extra hard photons, one in the collinear
region and one at large angles. O thers are related to vir-
tual and softphoton radiative corrections to single hard
photon em ission and Bom processes. M ost of these con—
tributions were not considered up to now . N evertheless
we can estin ate the coe cient in front of the quantity
(= PL 1 10 tobeoforderone.Thiswas indirectly
con m ed by our com plete calculations of these tem s for
the case of sm all{angle Bhabha scattering.

C onsidering allsources ofuncertaintiesm entioned above
as Independent, we conclude that the system atic error of
our form ulae is about 0.2% or better, both form uons and
plions. For the form er it is a rather safe estim ate. Com —
parisons between di erent codes which treat higher-order
QED corrections in di erent ways typically show agree—
m ent at the 0.1% level. Such com parisons test the techni-
caland partially the theoretical uncertainties. A s for the

* and tw o kaon channels, the uncertainty is enhanced
due to the presence of form factors and due to the appli-
cation of the pointlike approxim ation for the nal state
hadrons.

4 Radative retum

41 H istory and evolution of radiative retum 1
precision physics

T he idea to use Initial State Radiation tom easurehadronic
cross sections from the threshold of a reaction up to the
cen fmass (cm .) energy of collders with xed en-
ergies © s, to reveal reaction m echanism s and to search
for new m esonic states consists in exploiting the process
e"e ! hadrons+ n ,thus reducihg the cm . energy of
the colliding electrons and positrons and consequently the

¥ The proper choice of the factorisation scale [2461]is In por—

tant here.
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mass squared M [, of the hadronic sys—
tem In the nalstate by am ission of one orm ore photons.
Them ethod is particularly well suited form odem m eson
factories ke DA NE (detector KLOE ), running at the
—resonance, BEPC -II (detector BE S-IIT), com m issioned
in 2008 and running at the J= and (2S )-resonances,
PEP-IT (detector BaBar) and KEKB (detector Belk) at
the (45 )xesonance.T heir high lum inosities com pensate
for the = suppression of the photon em ission.DA NE,
BEPC-II, PEP-II and KEKB cover the regions In M g
up to 1.02, 38 maxinmally 46) and 106 G €&V, respec—
tively (for the latter actually restricted to 4{5 G&V if
hard photons are detected ). A big advantage of ISR is the
low point=to-point system atic errors of the hadronic en—
ergy spectra. T his isbecause the um inosity, the energy of
the electrons and positrons and m any other contributions
to the detection e ciencies are determ ined once for the
whole spectrum . A s a consequence, the overallnomm alisa—
tion error is the sam e for all energies of the hadronic sys-
tem . The term Radiative Returm altemately used for ISR
refers to the appearance of pronounced resonances (eg.
;' ;0= ;7)) with energiesbelow the collider energy.
R eview s and updated results can be found in the P roceed—
ings of the Intemational W orkshops in Pisa (2003) [310],
Nara (2004) [311], Novosbirsk (2006) [312], Pisa (2006)
[313], Frascati (2008) [314], and N ovosibirsk (2008) [315].
Calculations of ISR date back to the sixties to seven-—
ties of the 20% century. For exam ple, photon em ission for
muon pair production in electron-positron collisions has
been calculated in Ref. [316], forthe 2 — nalstate in Refs.
[317,318]; the resonances ; ! and have been inple—
mented In Ref. [318], theexcitations (3100)and %(3700)
in Ref. [319], and the possibility to determ ine the pion
form factorwasdiscussed in Ref. [320]. T he application of
ISR to thenew high um inosity m eson factories, originally
ain ed at thedeterm ination of the hadronic contribution to
the vacuum polarisation, m ore speci cally the pion form
factor, hasm aterialised in the late nineties. Early calcula-
tions of ISR for the colldersDA NE ,PEP-ITand KEKB
can be found in [321,322,323,324]. In Ref. [279] calcula—
tions of radiative corrections for pion and kaon production
below energies of 2 G eV have been reported.An In pres—
sive exam ple of ISR is the Radiative Return to the region
of the Z resonance at LEP 2 w ith collider energies around
200 Gev [325,326,327,328] (see Fig. 40).

ISR becam e a pow erful tool for the analysis of exper—
In ents at low and interm ediate energies w ith the devel-
opm ent of EVA-PHOKHARA , a M onte Carlo generator
which isuser friendly, exible and easy to In plam ent Into
the software of the existing detectors [329,330,331,332,
333,334,335,336,337,338,339,340,341,342,343,344,3451.
EVA and its successor PHOKHARA allow to sinulate
theprocesse" e ! hadrons+ fora variety of exclusive
nalstates.A sa starting point EVA was constructed [329]
to sin ulate leading order ISR and FSR forthe * chan-—
nel, and additional soft and collinear ISR was included on
the basis of structure functions taken from [346]. Subse-

45

4000
Background -

DELPHI
55000 :— ee —qq
o 183-209 GeV
E g signal I:l

3000

2000

1000

60 70 80 S0 100 110 120 130 140 150 160
VsT, GeV
Fig.40. The reconstructed distribution ofe' e | ggevents

as a function of the Invariantm ass of the quark-antiguark sys-
tem .T he data hasbeen taken fora collider energy range of 182
-209 G &V .T he prom inent peak around 90 G €V represents the
Z —resonance, populated after em ission of photons in the initial
state [3261.

quently EVA was extended to include the fourpion state
[330], abeit w ithout FSR . Neglecting FSR and radiative
corrections, ie. ncliding onephoton em ission from the
initial state only, the cross section for the radiative re-
tum can be cast Into the product of a radiator function
H (M /7,47s)and thecrosssection (M 2,4 for the reaction
e'e ! hadrons:

sd (€e ! hadrons )=dM7 = M7 )H M7 ,is).

H ow ever, for a precise evaluation of (M ﬁad ), the lead—
ing logarithm ic approxin ation inherent in EVA is nsu —
cient. T herefore, In the next step, the exact one-loop cor-
rection to the ISR processwasevaliated analytically, rst
for large angle photon em ission [331], then for arbitrary
angles, Including collinear con gurations [332]. This was
and is one of the key ingredients of the generator called
PHOKHARA [333,334],which also includes soft and hard
real radiation, evalnated using exact m atrix elem ents for-
m ulated w ithin the fram ew ork ofhelicity am plitudes [333].
FSR in NLO approxim ation was addressed in [335] and
ncorporated in [336,337]. The in portance of the charge
asymm etry, a consequence of interference between ISR
and FSR am plitudes, for a test of the (m odel dependent)
description of SR has been em phasised already in Ref.
[329]1and was further studied In [337].

Subsequently the generator was extended to allow for
the generation of m any m ore channels w ith m esons, like
K*K ,K°k©9, * 0, for an in proved description of
the 4 modes [338,339] and for in provem ents In the de-
scription of FSR forthe * channel [336,337].A 1so the
nucleon channels pp and nn were in plem ented [340], and
it was dem onstrated that the separation of electric and
m agnetic proton form factors is feasble for a wide en—
ergy range. In fact, for the case of and including the
polarisation-sensitive w eak decay of into the sim ulation,
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itwas shown that even the relative phase between the two
independent form factors could be disentangled [3411].

Starting already w ith [347], various In provem entsw ere
m ade to nclude thedirectdecay ! * asa gpeci ¢
aspect of F SR into the generator,a contribution of speci ¢
Im portance for data taken on top of the resonance.

T hiswasfurtherpursued in the eventgeneratorsFEVA
and FASTERD based on EVA-PHOKHARA . FEVA in—
clides the e ects of the direct decay ! * and the
decay via the -resonance ! ! * 48,349,
350]. The code FASTERD takes into account Final State
Radiation in the fram ework of both R esonance Pertur—
bation Theory and sQ ED , Initial State Radiation, their
Interference and also the direct decays e e ! !
(fo ;fo + ) ! * 7 e+ S ! ! ! *
and e’ e ! [ ° ° B51],with the possibility
to include additionalm odels.

EVA-PHOKHARA wasapplied for the rsttimetoan
experin ent to determ ine the cross section et e ! ¥
from the reaction threshold up to them axin um energy of
the colliderw ith the detector KLOE atDA NE [352,35

3

o

3,
66,36

354,355,356,357,358,359,360,361,362,363,364,365,

tary way to determ ine hadronic cross sections w ith di er-
ent system atic errors.K LO E hasdeterm ned the cross sec-
tion for the reaction e*e ! * n the energy region
between 063 and 0958 G eV by m easuring the reaction
egte I 7 and applying a radiator function based
on PHOKHARA . For the hadronic contribution to the
anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the m uon due to the 2
nalstate it obtained a = (35657  3igats syse)  10°°
[374]. This value is In good agreem ent w ith those from
SND [298]Jand CMD-2 [392],a = (3610  Sistars syst)
10 Yanda = (3615 3tk syst) 100, respectively,
leading to an evaluation of a [380,381,382,26,383,37]
which di ers by about three standard deviations from the
BNL experiment [31]. A di erent evaluation using de-
cays Into two pions results in a reduced discrepancy [381,
37].Thedi erence between e* e and based analyses is
at present not understood. But one has to be aware that
the evaluation with  data needsm ore theoretical input.

Soon after the application of EVA-PHOKHARA to
KLOE [352],theBaBarcollaboration also started them ea—
surem ent of hadronic cross sections exploiting ISR [394]

7and usihg PHOKHARA (Section 4.4.2). In recent years a

368,369,370,371,372,373,374,375,376]1 (Section 4.4.1).The plthora of nalstateshasbeen studied, starting w ith the

m otivation was the determ ination ofthe2  nalstate con-
tribution to the hadronic vacuum polarisation.

T he determ ination of the hadronic contribution to the
vacuum polarisation, which arises from the coupling of
virtual photons to quark-antiquark pairs, ° ! og !
is possible by m easuring the cross section of electron-—
positron annihilation into hadrons, e e ! ' gg !
hadrons, and applying the optical theorem . Tt is of great
In portance for the interpretation of the precision m easure-
m ent of the anom alousm agnetic m om ent of them uon a
in Brookhaven (E821) [377,378,31,379] and for the de-
term ination of the value of the running Q ED coupling at
the Z ° resonance, (m % ), which contributes to precision
tests of the Standard M odel of particle physics, for details
see eg.Jegerkhner [380],also Davie and M arciano [381],
or Teubner et al. [382,26,383]. T he hadronic contribution
to a below about 2 G&V is dom inated by the 2 nal
state, which contributes about 70% due to the dom inance
of the resonance.O therm a pr contributions com e from
the three-and fourpion nalstates.These hadronic nal
states constituite at present the largest error to the Stan—
dard M odelvaluesofa and @m % ) and can be determ ined
only experim entally. T his is because calculations w ithin
perturbative Q CD are unrealistic, calculations on the lat-
tice are not yet available w ith the necessary accuracy,and
calculations in the fram ew ork of chiral perturbation the-
ory are restricted to valuesclose to the reaction thresholds.
At energies above about 2 to 2.5 G &V , perturbative Q CD
calculations start to becom e possible and reliable, see eg.
Refs. [384,385], and also [3686].

The N ovosbirsk groupsCM D 2 [312,268,297,387,289,
388,389,390,391,392]and SND [291,287,393,288,299,298]
m easurad hadronic cross sectionsbelow 1.4 G eV by chang—
ing the collider energy (energy scan, see the preceding Sec—
tion 3).T he Inital State Radiation m ethod used by K LO E
represents an altemative, independent and com plem en-—

1 +

reaction " e ! J= B95]. W hile detect—
ing a hard photon, the upper energy for the hadron cross
sections is lin ited to roughly 4.5 G &V . Final states w ith
3,4,5,6 charged and neutralpions, 2 pions and 2 kaons,
4 kaons, 4 pions and 2 kaons, with a and an f,(980),
J= and 2 pionsor 2 kaons, pionsand ,kaonsand ,but
also baryonic nal states with protons and antiprotons,
°and °, %°and °, °and °,DD,DD ,andD D
m esons, etc. have been nvestigated [396,397,398,399,400,
401,402,403,404,405,406,407,408]. In preparation are —
nal states with 2 pions [409] and 2 kaons. Particularly
In portant nal states are those with 4 pions (including
! 9). They contribute signi cantly to the m uon anom a—
Jousm agnetic m om ent and w ere poorly know n before the
ISR m easurem ents. In m any of these channels additional
Insights into isospin sym m etry breaking are expected from
the com parison between €' e annhilation and  decays.
M ore recently also Belle pined the ISR programm e
w ith em phasison nalstates containing m esonsw ith hid-
den and open cham : J= and (25),D¢ Y and D' ),
oo [410,411,412,413,414,415,416,417](Section 4 4 3).
A maPpr surprise in recent years was the opening of
a totally new eld of hadron spectroscopy by applying
ISR . Several new , relatively narrow highly excited states
wih J°¢ = 1 , the quantum num bers of the photon,
have been discovered (prelin narily denoted asX ,Y , Z2)
at the B factories PEP-II and KEKB with the detec—
tors BaBar and Belle, respectively. The rst of them was
found by BaBar in the reaction e e ! Y (4260) !
Jg= ° [18], a state around 4260 M €V w ith a w dth
0of90M €V, Jatercon m ed by Bellevia ISR [419,410]and
by CLEO in an direct energy scan [420]and a radiative
retum [421]. Another state wasdetected at 2175 M €V by
BaBar In the reaction e"e ! Y (2175) ! f,(980)
[400]. Belle found new states at 4050, 4360, 4660 M €V in
the reactions e*e ! Y [EVE and € e !



Yy ! (2s) * £10,411]. T he structure of basically
allof these new states (if they w il survive) is unknown so
far. Fourquark states, eg.a [cs]cs] state for Y (4260), a
[ssllss]state forY (2175),hybrid and m olecular structures
are discussed, see also [422].

D etailed analyses allow , in addition, also the denti-

cation of interm ediate states, and consequently a study
of reaction m echanisn s. For instance, in the case of the

nal state with 2 charged and 2 neutral pions (" e !

+ ° 9 ), thedom nating Interm ediate statesare ! °
and a; (1260) ,while * and °f,(980) contribute sig-
ni cantly less.

M any m ore highly excited states w ith quantum num —
bersdi erent from those of the photon have been found in
decay chains of the prin arily produced heavy m esons at
the B factories PEP-II and KEK B . T hese analyses w ith—
out ISR have clearly been triggered and encouraged by
the unexpected discovery of highly excited states with
JF¢ =1 found with ISR.

A Iso baryonic nal states w ith protons and antipro—
tons, °and °, °and °, °and ° havebeen nvesti-
gated using ISR .T he e ective proton form factor (see Sec-
tion 4.4.2) show s a strong Increase down to the pp thresh-
oM and nontrivial structures at invariant ppm assesof2 25
and 3.0 GeV, so far unexplined [398,423,424,425,426].
Furthem ore, it should be possible to disentangle electric
and m agnetic form factors and thus shed light on discrep—
ancies betw een di erent m easurem ents of these quantities
in the space-like region [427].

P rospects for the Radiative Return at the N ovosibirsk
collider VEPP 2000 and BEPC -IT are discussed in Sec—
tions444 and 445.

4 .2 Radiative retum : a theoretical overview
4 2.1 Radiative retum at kading order

W e consider the e" e annihilation process

e (p)+ e (p2)! hadrons+ (k) ; (107)
where the real photon is em itted either from the initial
(Fig.4la) orthe nalstate (Fi.41b).T he form er process
is denoted initial state radiation (ISR ), while the lJatter is
called nalstate radiation (FSR).

The di erential rate for the ISR process can be cast
into the product of a leptonic I and a hadronic H

tensor and the corresponding factorised phase space

1
d = —L H
ISR 25 ISR

do?
d 2 (@E1;p2:0 ;ki)d n (Q;ar; z@z— (108)

whered , (Q ;aq1; ;9 denotesthehadronicn-body phase-
spacew ith all the statisticaliggtorscom ing from the hadro-
nic nalstate included,Q =

g and s= (o1 + P2)°.
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Fig. 41. Leading order contributions to the reaction e’ e !
hh + from ISR (a) and FSR (b). Fial state particles are
plons or muons, or any other multi-hadron state. The blob
represents the hadronic form factor.

For an arbitrary hadronic nal state, the m atrix ele-
m ent for the diagram s in Fig. 41a is given by

(0) (0)
Agr =M g § =
L Ly Ml mrme]
02 B 2ky P
e k
n [192 }%-Fm ]E(l) U(pz)J(O),' (109)

2k P

where J is the hadronic current. T he superscript (0) in—
dicates that the scattering am plitude is evaluated at tree—
level. Sum m Ing over the polarisations ofthe nalrealpho-
ton, averaging over the polarisations of the initial €' e
state, and using current conservation, Q $) = 0, the
leptonic tensor

(0);
ISR

(0);

L ISR

=M

can be written in the form

o _ @ ¥ awm’cfa 4P 20+ vty
Lg = 4 272
Q Y1Y2 Yiye
, &’ 4f pp 8w’ 4T pp
V5 wviye s v wviya s
8m 2 +
PP T PPy ; (110)
Y1¥2 S
w ith
2]{1 P m z Q :
- ;0 ml= 2=, £=2 . (111)
s s s

T he leptonic tensor is symm etric under the exchange of
the electron and the positron m om enta. E xpressing the
bilinear products y; by the photon em ission angle in the
cm . frame,

1 P
Zé(l cos ) ; = 1

Yipe =

and rew riting the two-dody phase space as

1 ¢

32 2

d 2(p1ip2iQ jk1) = da ; (112)
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it is evident that expression (110) contains several singu-—
larities: soft singularities or ¢ ! 1 and collinear singu-
larities for cos !
Ing am inin alphoton energy. T he latter are requlated by
the electron m ass. For s m é the expression (110) can
nevertheless be safely taken n the Imitm. ! 0 if the
am itted real photon lies far from the collinear region. In
general, how ever, one encounters spurious singularities in
the phase space integrations if powers ofm > = m ,§=s are
neglected pram aturely.

Physics of the hadronic system , whose description is
m odel dependent, enters through the hadronic tensor

H =J9g%y; (113)

w here the hadronic currenthas to be param etrised through
form factors.For two charged pions in the nalstate, the
current

(0);

Jgh = deF, QF) (@

where g; and o are the m om enta of the and , re—
spectively, is determ ined by only one function, the pion

Q) i

+

form factor F, .The current for the * nal state is
obviously de ned by QED :
gV = deul) vi@): (115)

Integrating the hadronic tensor over the hadronic phase
Space, one gets

Z
e e 2 2
H dn(qulr rp_[)*6_ Q gQ )R(Q )r
(116)
whereR (Q%)= (¢'e ! hadrons)= o(e'e ! * ),
w ith
+ 4 z
ete ! 7 = — 117
o ) 302 ( )
the treeJevelm uonic cross section in the lin £ Q am 2 .

A fter the additional Integration over the photon angles,
the di erential distrbution

d 4 3 s+ Q1
2 ISR 2
= —R - = _w 1) ; (@118
Q 302 s Q") P ( ) ( )
with L = ]og(s=mé) is obtained. If instead the photon

polr angle is restricted to be In the range i1 < <
m in , this di erential distrbution is given by

de ISR:4_3 2 82+Q4 gl+COSmjn
do 2 3s s(s  Q?) 1 coSmm
2
S
COS m in (119)

S

In the latter case, the electron m ass can be taken equal
to zero before integration, since the collinear region is ex—
clided by the angular cut. T he contridbution of the two-

pion exclusive channel can be calculated from Eq. (118)
and Eqg. (119) w ith
1 an? 777
R @9)=51 52 F2 @)F 5 (120)

1.The form er are avoided by requir-
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Fig. 42. Suppression of the FSR contributions to the cross
section by a suitable choice of angular cuts; results from the
PHOKHARA generator; no cuts (upper curves) and suitable
cuts applied (lower curves).

and the corresponding m uonic contribution w ith
S — !
4m 2 2m 2
Q2 B Q2

(121)

A potential com plication for the m easurem ent of the
hadronic cross section from the radiative retum m ay arise
from the interplay between photons from ISR and FSR
[329]. T heir relative strength is strongly dependent on the
photon angle relative to the beam and to the direction of
the nal state particles, the cm . energy of the reaction
and the invariantm ass of the hadronic system .W hile ISR
is independent of the hadronic nal state, FSR is not.
M oreover, it cannot be predicted from rst principles and
thus has to be m odelled .

The am plitude for FSR  (Fig. 41b) factorisesaswellas
© g (122)
w here

v(pr) u(ez) : (123)
A ssum Ing that pions are point-ike, the FSR current for

two plons in scalarQED (QED ) reads

gl = iéF, (s)
(201 + k1)
2 k _
g + @+ ke g) N o
(2 + ki)
@ k aq) —211 ) q124)

2k 4
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Due to m om entum conservation,p; + P2 = G + & + K1,
and current conservation, this expression can be sin pli ed
further to

(0); . 2 DL G 4 D
J = 21e"F, (s) g + + (k1)
FoR ki 1 ki g
(125)
This Jsthe bas.lcm odeladopted n EVA [329]and n PHO —

ulate F SR o charged plions. T he corre@ondjng FSR cur-
rent formuons is given by QED .

The fully di erential cross section describing photon
an ission at leading order can be split into three pieces

(0)
ISR

(0)
FSR

)
INT 7

da @ =g +d +d (126)

w hich originate from the squared ISR and FSR am plitudes

and the Interference term , regpectively. T he ISR {F SR in-—
terference is odd under charge con jugation,

(0)

(0)
d nr@ixw)=

d (@) ; (127)

T

+ -

341,428t sim —
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and its contribution vanishes after angular integration. Tt
gives rise, how ever, to a relatively large charge asym m etry
and, correspondingly, to a forw ard {backw ard asym m etry

Np( ) Ny ).
Ny ( )+ Ny )

A( )= (128)
T he asym m etry can be used for the calbration ofthe FSR
am plitude, and ts to the angular distribbution A ( ) can
test details of its m odel dependence [329].
The second option to disentangle ISR from FSR ex—
ploits the m arkedly di erent angular distribution of the
photon from the two processes. T his observation is com —
pletely generaland does not rely on any m odel like sQ ED
for FSR . FSR is dom inated by photons collinear to the

nal state particles, while ISR is dom inated by photons
collinear to the beam direction. This suggests that we
should consider only events w ith photons well separated
from the charged nal state particles and preferentially
close to the beam [329,3 341,

T his is illustrated in Fig. 42, which hasbeen generated

running PHOKHARA at leading order (LO ). A fter intro-
ducing suitable angular cuts, the contam ination of events
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Fig. 45. Typical kinem atic con guration of the radiative re-
tum at low and high energies.

with FSR is easily reduced to less than a few per m ill
T he price to pay, however, is a suppression of the thresh—
oM region too. To have access to that region, photons at
large angles need to be tagged and a better controlof F SR
is required. In F . 43 the angular distribbution of * and

* at DA NE energies, s = 1:02 Ge&V, are shown for
di erent angular cuts. T he angles are de ned w ith respect
to the incom ing positron. Ifno angular cut is applied, the
angulardistribution in both cases ishighly asym m etric as
a consequence of the ISR {FSR Interference contribution.
If cuts suitable to suppress F SR, and therefore the ISR {
FSR interference, are applied, the distributions becom e
symm etric.

T wo com plem entary analysesare therefore possible (for
details see Section 4.4.1): T he sm all photon angk analysis,
w here the photon is untagged and F SR can be suppressed
below som e reasonable lim it. T his analysis is suitable for
interm ediate values of the invariant m ass of the hadronic
system .And the large photon angle analysis, giving access
to the threshold region, where FSR is m ore pronounced
and the charge asymm etry is a useful tool to probe its
m odel dependence.

T hese considerationsapply, how ever,only to low beam
energies, around 1 G €V .Athigh energies,eg.atB facto—
ries, very hard tagged photons are needed to access the re—
gion w ith Jow hadronic invariantm asses, and the hadronic
systam ism ainly produced back-to-back to the hard pho-
ton. The suppression of FSR is naturally accom plished
and no special angular cuts are needed. T his kinem ati-
cal situation is illustrated In Fig. 45. T he suppression of
FSR contributionsto * events is also a consequence
of the rapid decrease of the form factor above 1 G&V.
T he relative size of FSR is of the order of a few perm ill
(see Fig. 44). For * in the nal state, the am ount

fFSR depends on the nvariant m ass of the m uons. For
Q0?2 < 1GeV FSR is stll tiny, but becom es m ore rele—
vant or larger values of Q ? (see Fig. 44).

4 2 2 Structure functions

T he original and default version of EVA [329], sin ulating
the processe’e ! ° at LO ,allowed for additional

initial state radiation of soft and collinear photons by the
structure function (SF) m ethod [429,346].

In the leading logarithm ic approxin ation (LL), the
multiple em ission of collinear photons o an electron is
described by the convolution integral

Z

e X ! Y+n )= dxfe(x;Qz) e X ! Y);

(129)
where £, (x;0 %) is the probability distribution of the elec—
tron with longitudinal m om entum fraction x, and Q is
the transverse m om entum of the collinear photons. T he
flinction f. (x;Q ?) fi1l Is the evolution equation

0

Zl
 fwipl-
dlogg ' x Z
12 20 meden  awo
_ - .=z 2 Sy
@ z) 2 €ty
w ith initial conditions
f(xi0%) o= (1 x); (131)
and the + prescription de ned as
Zl Zl
f (x) fx) £(1)
dx = dx (132)
0 1 x) 0 1 x)

Theanalytic solution to Eq. (130) provided in R efs. [429,
346]allow s to resum soft photons to all orders in pertur-
bation theory, accounting for lJarge logarithm s of collinear
origin, L = log(s=m i), up to two loops. The resumm ed
cross section,

A1 Z

sF = dx;
0 0

dx; D (x1)D (x2) (x1x28) ;

(133)
is thus obtained by convoluting the Bom cross section of
the hard photon em ission process e" e | hadrons+
w ith the SF distribution [429,346]

et e ! had:+

D(x)= [+ N]”?e(l xF 1
1
Ly ey, 18 %
L 1
+§e 1+ 3x%)Ibgx (1 =) (134)
w ith
c=2—(@L 1) (135)
and
3 2
=— =L+ — 2
" 2 3
2 2 11 2 7%
+ =+ - = — 17 (136)
8 3

In the SF approach,the additionalem ission ofcollinear
photons reduces the e ective cm . energy of the collision



to P X1X3S.M om entum conservation is not accom plished
because the extra radiation is integrated out. In order to
reduce the kinem atic distortion of the events, a m inin al
Invariantm ass of the observed particles, hadrons plus the
tagged photon, was required in [329], introducing in tum
a cut dependence. T herefore the SF predictions are not
accurate enough for a high precision m easurem ent of the
hadronic cross section from radiative returmn, and a next—
to-Jeading order (NLO ) calculation is in order. The NLO

prediction contains the large logarithm sL = log(s=m é ) at
order 3 and additional sub-leading tem s, which are not
taken into account w ithin the SF m ethod. Furthem ore,
it allow s for a better control of the kinem aticalcon gura—
tions because m om entum conservation is fiil lled. A com —
parison between SF and NLO predictions can be found

n 3331

4 2 3 Radative retum at NLO

AtNLO, the e e annihilation process in Eq. (107) re—
ceives contrbutions from one-loop corrections and from
the em ission of a second real photon (see Fig. 46). A fter
renom alisation, the one-Jloop m atrix elem ents still con—
tain infrared divergences. T hese are cancelled by adding
the tw o-photon contributions to the one-loop corrections.
T here are severalw ellestablished m ethods to perform this
cancellation. T he slicihg m ethod, where am plitudes are
evaluated in din ensional regularisation and the two pho—
ton contribution is integrated analytically In phase space
for one of the photon_energies up to an energy cuto
E < w sfarbelw = s,wasused in [331,332] to cal
culate the NLO corrections to ISR . Here the sum of the
virtual and soft contrbutions is nite, but it depends on
the soft photon cuto . The contrbution from the em is-
sion of the second photon with energy E > w s, which
is evaluated num erically, com pletes the calculation and
cancels this dependence.

T he size and sign ofthe NLO correctionsdo depend on
the particular choice of the experin entalcuts.H ence, only
using a M onte C arlo event generator one can realistically
com pare theoretical predictions w ith experim ent. T his is
the m ain m otivation behind PHOKHARA [331,332,333,
334,335,336,337,338,341,4281.

T he full set of scattering am plitudes at tree-level and
one-loop can be constructed from the sub-am plitudes de-
picted In Fig. 46. T he one-loop am plitude w ith em ission
of a single photon is given by
1)

(1) (1)

A=A + Apgy
TS VR AT VIR &
2 2
+ Algp T Apgr 7 (137)
w here
A=mD ®,; Al -m©® § (138)
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Fig. 46. Typical sub-am plitudes describing virtual and real
corrections to the reaction e e ! hh+ ( ),whereh = ,

. The superscripts (0) and (1) denote tree-level and one-—
loop quantities, respectively. ISR and FSR indicate that real
photons are em itted from the initial or nal state. The last
two diagram s, w ith exchange of two virtual photons, are non—
factorisable. Permm utations are om itted.

while the am plitude with em ission of two real photons
reads

(0) (0)

0
—a (0)

+ A

2ISR 2F SR
Mk k) kS k) (139)
w here
A;OI;R =M 2(§S)R & ; A;%)SR =u © 2(£)SR : (140)
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PHOKHARA inclhides the ullLO am plitudes and the
m ost relevant C -even NLO contributions:

(1)

(1)
R T d

Fs 7

d @44a (141)

whered () istheLO di erentialcrosssection (Eq. (126)),

1 %
(1) (1) (0)
d g = 7S 2Re Az A d s (p1ip2ich i ik )
2
0
+ Aéls)R d 4 (P1iP2idn i% ik ik2) (142)

is the second order radiative correction to ISR , and

1
d()

IF S ISR

©) ) Y
F‘?SR AFSR

2
s M Dk FL k) kS k)

1
=~ 2Re MY
2s

+M D d 3 (p1iP2ih i k1)

d 4 (p1iP2ich ;% ik ko) (143)

is the contribution ofeventsw ith sin ultaneousem ission of
onephoton from the Initialstate and anotherone from the
nal state, together w ith ISR am plitudes w ith nal state
one-loop vertex corrections,and FSR am plitudes w ith ini-
tialstate one-loop vertex corrections.W e denote these cor-
rections as IF'S.
Vacuum polarisation corrections are included in the
hadronic currents m ultiplicatively :

JY 1 cyp@Ha®;
JF(Jé)R (k3) ! Cyp ((Q + ky) )JF(;)R (ky) ;
(0) (0)
JZFSR ! Cyp (S)J2FSR (144)

T he virtualphoton propagator isby de nition included in

the leptonic sub-am plitudesM P, M 1(511)3\ and M 2(25)13\ :
M ® 1 ;
S
; 1
Ml(sl; 5) (P1+ P2+ k30 ’
M o Q_12 : (145)

N either diagram s w here tw o photons are em itted from
the nal state, nor nalstate vertex corrections w ith as—
sociated real radiation from the nal state are inclided.
T hese constitute radative correctionsto F SR and w illgive
non-negliglble contributions only for those caseswhere at
Jeast one photon is collinearw ith one ofthe nalstate par-
ticles. Box diagram s w ith associated real radiation from
the Initial- or the nalstate leptons, as well as pentagon
diagram s, are also neglected. As long as one considers
charge sym m etric observables only, their contrbution is
divergent neither in the soft nor the collinear lim it and

is thus of order = without any enhancem ent factor.
O ne should stressthat PHOKHARA incluidesonly C -even
gauge Invariant sets ofdiagram satNLO .T hem issing con—
tributions are either sm all or do not contribute for charge
symm etric cuts. N evertheless their In plem entation is un—
derw ay.

T he calculation of the NLO corrections to ISR ,d g; ,

is independent of the nal state. These corrections are
included by default for all the nalstate channels In ple-
mented n PHOKHARA , and can be easily added for any
other new channel, w ith the sole substitution of the tree—
level nal state current. T he radiative corrections of the
IF S process depend on the nalstate. T he latest version
of PHOKHARA (version 6.0 [341]) Includes these correc—
tions for two charged pions, kaons and m uons.

V irtualand soft corrections to ISR

The virtualand soft Q ED corrections to ISR in e" e
annihilation were originally in plem ented in PHOKHARA
through the leptonic tensor. For future applications, how —
ever, it w ill be m ore convenient to in plem ent those cor-
rections directly at the am plitude level (in preparation).
In term s of sub-am plitudes, the leptonic tensor is given by

LISR LISR + M ISR M ISR + M ISR M ISR
7 P-
1 wos . Ly
d 3 (0); (0);
+ 72(2 A1 ; E dEd M 2ISR M 2ISR ;

(146)

where E and are the energy and the solid angle of the
soft photon, respectively, and d = 4 2 is the num ber
of dim ensions in dim ensional reqularisation. T he leptonic
tensor has the general form

a 7 e PP
Lg = 04 dp0 9 + an —181 + ax —282
+
+ay, BiP2 T BoPr sp2p1 11 a, 1k - BP. 147)

w here the scalar coe cientsa ;5 and a ; allow the follow —
ing expansion:

(148)

T he In agihary antisym m etric piece, w hich is proportional
to a 1, appears for the st tin e at second order and is
particularly relevant for those cases where the hadronic
current receives contributions from di erent am plitudes
w ith nontririal relative phases. T his is possibl, eg., for

nal states w ith three or m ore m esons, or for pp produc—
tion.



The LO coe clentsa ig) can be read directly from Eq.
(110)
o 2miF (L d)P 2T+ yi+ S
Qo0 = 22 Z
Y1Y2 Y1i¥2
© 8m? 4 0) _ _(0) .
all - yg V1o ’ a22 - all (y1 $ Y2) ’
8m 2
ald) = : (149)
Y1¥2

The NLO coe cients a S) and a(ll) are obtained by

com bining the one-loop and the soft contrbutions. It is
convenient to split the coe clents a S) into a part that
contrbutes at Jarge photon angles and a part proportional
tom?Z and m ! which is relevant only in the collinear re-
(150 )

. . 1
gions. T hese coe cients are denoted by a " and afljm p

respectively :
ay' = afl g )L+ bogm?)]
3 m 2 2 ,
ZPalg) 2 v ali™ +ali™ )t (1s0)

T he factor proportional to the LO coe cients a S) con—

tains the usualsoft and collinear logarithm s. T he quantity
w denotes the din ensionless value of the soft photon en—
ergy cuto ,E < w s. It is enough to present four out of
the ve coe clents because exchanging the positron w ith
the electron m om enta leads to the sym m etry relation

(1) (

_ .o
2 T a1

18 y2): (151)

T he large-angle contributions have been calculated in

Ref. [331]. The coe cient proportionalto g reads
1,0 1 g1 q) 2Y1Y2
0 = uy: o og(e)
V1V2 2 1
3(1+
v Ly Ard) ol
2 1y o
g
1+ (1 pP+ 2= L)+ S v2)
Y2
(152)
w here the fiinction L isde ned as
. Yi . 1
Lyvi)=Lk( =) Lil =)
g g
(153)

+ og(d + yﬂlog%) ;

with Li the Spence (or dilogarithm ic) fiinction de ned
below Eg. (94).The coe cient in front of the tensor struc—
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ture p; p; is given by

(1,0) 1 2 1 1 41 wvi
= 1+ g)
H Vi Y2 < 1 v 1 ¢ 1 4
20 ) 1 g . 2y1
1 ¢ v vi 1 &
2CI2 Yi
og () 1+ — Ig(E)
g a) 4 - g
2 3y)1 g) V2
:IO —-_=
vl v ) IE
1 2 4
2d 1+ = L(y1) 29 3+ﬁ+q—2L(Y2)
Y2 Y1 Y7
(154)

For the sym m etric tensor structure (p; p, + P, p; ) one gets

a0 _ 1 A7+ i )
e V1Yo 1 ¢
F 1+ ¢ 2vys o8
2 + og(g™) +
4 V1Yo 1 gy)y 9 1 v
27 g ey 1
1 y+— — Ig(=
I v %y 2a w 9%
24 1+§+§2L(Y1)+(Y1$ v2) (155)
Y2 Y7

Finally, the antisym m etric coe cient a
(sl e B P ) reads

1 accom panying

a0 & 2bgl w) 1 g I
a; = + + >
V1 Y2 V1 1 v @ %)
S y2): (156)

)

T hem ass-suppressed coe cientsa S ) aregiven by [332]

m *q vi .
agy" | = — o) bg(—5)+ 4Lk &)
¥ m ‘g
2 2
. m (1 )
+Lpa ) — D g
m vy m
m Y1 ? 1 39
+— Lkl =) — + =n(y;
7 B oz ; 2n<y1, )
+ (1% v2)i (157)
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w hereas
(1m ) g 4m ? Y1
= 1 Db
a; T3 v g(p)
n,12 2
P10 2y — i)
Y1 m 6
2m ? 1 b
. T L opgl,, 29

+ l+m2(l X N (y1) +
1 4?1 4) Y5
o e
Y1 g 7 g(@) Iig)
. . Y2 z
+4LL (1 )+ 2 LA =) —
m 6
4In2 2
N 2q21 bgZ)+ 1+ — 1 2
Y2 m Y2 m
_2 1 2d ( 3 84+ 6q
6 2 niyz; 1 2@
2m 2 1 log(a”)
e 2 noity 2
vl &) ) g m 1 q
m2
3 N ; 158
A (v2) (158)
and
(1m) q 4m ? vi
= 1 D
ar, T3 v g(p)
1 m? Y1
— - L l - -
i 2+Y1 2! m2) 6
1 ( 1 . 2m 2
n(yi;
< TG Yy mza @) w)
1 Iog(a*)
So9g)s o
q m 1 d
m2
+ 2+ N (v1) + (y1 S )
m2(l @) Vi Y1 Y1 Y2
(159)

T he asym m etric coe cient does not get m ass corrections,

dm) _ (.
a | '=0:

(160)
The functions n (yi;z) and N (y;) are de ned through

m Yi

n(yi;jz)= m 1+ z log(—)
RS (I (161)
(m 2 YL)Z gmz 4
and
N (y1) = bg(@)bg(=5)+ Le@  ¢)
2
. Yi
frpa 2 (162)

T he apparent singularity of the function n(y;;z) inside
the phase space lim its is com pensated by the zero in the
num erator. In the region y; close tom ? it behaves as

_ Yi
l’l(YirZ)yi] m2 _l 1+ z bg(m2)
1 X 1 z yi
— + 1
m 2 n+2 n+1 m 2
n=20

(163)

Sin ilarly, the function N (y;) guarantees that the coe -

cjentsag) are nitein thelimity; ! m?(@1 d):
m°N (y;) _ byl 4 bg@)
mAl ) Wy @) Ex 1 d
(164)

V irtual and soft corrections to IF'S

T he virtual plus soft photon corrections of the initial-
state and nalstate vertex (see Eqg. (143)) to FSR and
ISR, respectively, can be w ritten as [430,431]

h
d " =— ""Fw)d ;OS)R (s)
+ TS ehwyd Y (165)
whered ;OS)R and d 1(212\ are the leading order F SR Bnd ISR

di erential cross sections, respectively,w = E “'*= swith
E Ut the m axin al energy of the soft photon in the e' e
cm . rest fram e, and s corresponds to the squared m ass
of thehh system .The function V*5(w) is independent
ofthe nalstate.n thelimitm? s,

2

V+3S 3
w)=2 (L l)]og(2w)+ZL 1+? ; (166)

whereL = ]og(s=m§).Formo pions in the nalstate, the
)

finction V'S (s%w ) is given by
1+ 2
ViSehw)= 2 S Dot )+ 1
s? s m?
log(Pw )+ 1+ og — + bg —
s s s0 s0
1+ 2 2
2L (1 t)+ Dylt )ogl+ t) —
2+ 2
Iog(t ) 2; (167)
w here
r_
_oq R ] (168)
a st o1+
The function V*°(s%;w) is equivalent to the fam i-

iar correction factor derived in [280,281 ] for the reaction



ete I 7 in the fram ework of D ED (seealso P83))
inthelmis! s%

= og2w?)

g
S S

g (169)

s
og(2w )+ 1+ 5
S | &0
S. s
jo

with wl= E*= s, The factor on the right hand side of
Eq. (169) for s 6 s’ arises from de ning the soft photon
cuto In thee'e laboratory fram e.

C orrespondingly, the finction v * 5 (
in the nalstate re:?ds

s%w ) ortwom uons

) #
1+
ViSehw)= 2 S bt )+ 1
!
s? s m 2
log(2w )+ 1+ 5 log = + log -
S s S S
1+ 2 1+ 5
4LL (1 t) 2lg(t)lg
2 2
1 3 2 .
— 53—+ " bat) 2; (170)
w here
r
1 i 2 ! 171
= ; t =
s? 1+ ( )
Real corrections

M atrix elem ents for the em ission of two realphotons,
e P)+ e (p)! k)+ (k) (172)

are calculated in PHOKHARA follow Ing the helicity am —
plitude m ethod w ith the conventions introduced in [432,
433]. The W eyl representation for ferm ions is used where
the D irac m atrices

hadrons(Q ) +

A = 0;1;2;3; (173)

are given iIn tem s of the unit 2 2 matrix I and the

Paulimatrices ;; i= 1;2;3,with = (I; i).The
contraction of any fourwvector a with the m atrices
has the form
0 a*
a= a = 4 0 ; (174)
where the 2 2matricesa aregiven by
O .
S o_a - a® & @ i) 1)

g

The helicity spinors u and v for a particle and an
antiparticle of urmomentum p = (E ;p) and helicity
1=2 are given by

@+ %) a°

P
up; = 1=2)= p 23 @I
EP3 ;) urr
P
vp; = 1=2)= po_2I i)W
E ] ;) vir

(176)

55

T he helicity eigenstates (p; ) can be expressed In tem s
ofthepolarand azim uthalanglesof them om entum vector
p as

=2) )
=2) 4

cos (

(p;+): i S_'ll’l(

e

el sin( =2)

cos( =2) (177)

F inally, com plex polarisation vectors in the helicity basis
are de ned for the realphotons:

"ok 5= ):191—E 0; cos;cos ;+ isin ;;
cos jsin 3 dicos ;; sin; f178)
wih i= 1;2.
Phase space

O ne of the key ingredients ofany M onte C arlo sin ula-
tion is an e cient generation of the phase space. T he gen—
eration of the m ultiparticle phase space in PHOKHARA
is basad on the Lorentz-invariant representation

d m+nPEipziki; ki @=
do?
d m (P1;P2;Q ki ik)d n Qi ;@2— 7 (179)

where p; and p, are the fourm om enta of the nitial par-
ticles, ky :::ky are the fouri om enta of the am itted pho-
tonsand ¢ :::q, ,with Q = a; , label the fourm om enta
of the nalstate hadrons.

W hen two particles of the sam e m ass are produced In
the nalstate, qf = M 2, their phase space is given by
q 2
1 A

d2Qi@ie)= ——>—d

whered is the solid angle of one of the nal state parti-
cles at, for nstance, the Q ? rest fram e.

Single photon em ission isdescribed by the correspond—
ing leptonic part of the phase space,

(180)

17 (181)

R
32 2
with o = Q%=s and d ; the solid angle of the em itted
photon at the e” e rest fram e. The polar angle ; isde—
ned w ith respect to the positron m om entum p; . In order
to m ake the M onte Carlo generation m ore e cient, the

follow ing substitution is perform ed:

d 2(p1iP2iQ ik1) =

cos 1

1 1+

1
cos 1 = — tanh( > 1

), &

cos;

(182)
. Pp— . .
w ith = 1 4mg=s, w hich accounts for the collinear
em ission peaks

dcos ;

— =dt :
1 2 cost 4 :

(183)
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W ith this the azim uthalangle and the new variable ty are
generated at.

Considering the em ission of two real photons in the
cm . of the initial particles, the fourm om enta of the posi-
tron, the electron and the two em itted photons are given
by

P- P-
= —s(l'O'O' ) ; o= —s(l'O'O' ) ;
i< 2 rYorYr ’ 2 YV ’
ki = wy, s(ljsin ;cos 1;sin 1sih ;008 1) ;
k, = w, s(ljsin ,cos ,;sin ,sin ,;008 ,) ; (184)

respectively. T he polar angles 1 and , are again de ned
w ith respect to the positron m om entum p; . Both photons
are generated with energies larger than the soft photon
cuto :wi> w with i= 1;2. Atleastoneofﬂpwese exceeds
the m inim al detection energy: w; > E™ ™= s orw, >

E™ n Pg s.In tem s of the solid anglesd ; andd ; ofthe
two photons and the nomm alised energy of one of them ,
eg.wi, the leptonic part of the phase space reads

1 S
2042 p
wlwg

1 Cf 2W1

where the lin its of the phase space are determ ined from
the constraint

d 3(p1ip2iQ jkiike) =

dwld 1d 2 7 (185)

=1 2w+ wy)+ 2wiwy(l  cos 12);  (186)
with 1, being the angle between the two photons
oS 1, = sin ;sin ,cos( 1 2)+ cos 1cos , : (187)

Again, the matrix elem ent squared contains several
peaks, soft and collinear, which should be softened by
choosing suitable substitutions in order to achieve an ef-

cient M onte C arl generator. T he leading behaviour of
them atrix elam ent squared isgiven by 1=(v11 vi2 Y21 Y22)/

w here
2kj_ P

yij= ——— =
) S

wi (1 cos ;) : (188)
In com bination w ith the leptonic part of the phase space,

w e have

d 3 (P1iP2Q k1 ikz) dw 1
Vi1 Yi2 Y21 Y22 wi(l o 2w)
da i d ;
189
1 2cos? 1 1 2 cog? 5 (189)

T he collinear peaksare then attened with the help ofEq.
(182), w ith one change of variables for each photon polar
angle. The rem aining soft peak, w; ! w, is reabsorbed
w ith the follow ing substitution

1 4
YT oy e w !

W1

T 3 2w i (190)

u; = lo
1 g 2w,

or

dWl

wi (1 Of

) =7 ; (191)

w here the new variable u; isgenerated at.M ultichanne-
Iing isused to absorb sim ultaneously the soft and collinear
peaks, and the peaks of the form factors.

NLO cross section and theoretical uncertainty

The LO and NLO predictions for the di erential cross
section of the processe’e ! ( )atDA NE en-—
ergies,” s= 1:02G &V ,are presented in Fig. 47 as a func—
tion of the Invariant m ass of the hadronic system M
W e choose the sam e kinem atical cuts as in the sm allan—
gle analysis of KLOE [374]; pions are restricted to be in
the centralregion, 50° < < 130°,with pr 3> 160M &V
or P, 3> 90 M &V , the hard photon is not tagged and the
sum of the m om enta of the two pions, which ows in the
opposite direction to the photon’sm om enta, is close to the
beam ( < 15° or > 165°). The track m ass, w hich
is calculated from the equation

p_ g q 2
s PF+M2, P F+MZ
E-+p Y=0; (192)

lies w ithin the ]Jmpjrs 130 MeV< M < 220 M €V and
Mo < (250 105 1 (M2 =085)?)M eV ,with M n
GeV, In order to repct and * ¥ events. The
cut on the track m ass, how ever, does not have any e ect
for single photon em ission, as obviously M = m  for
such events.

The Iower plot In Fig. 47 show s the relative size, w ith
respect to the LO prediction, of FSR at LO , ISR cor-
rections at NLO , and IFS contributions. The NLO ISR
radiative corrections are aln ost at and of the order of

8% ,FSR isclearly below 1% ,while IF'S corrections are
also sm allalthough they becom e of the order of a few per
cent at high values of M

To estim ate the systam atic uncertainty of the NLO
prediction, we observe that leading logarithm ic two—loop
O ( ?) corrections and the associate realem ission are not
included. For sam ples w ith untagged photons the process
efe | e'e 7 m ight also becom e a sizable back—
ground. T his process, how ever, can be sin ulated w ith the
M onte Carlo eventgeneratorEKHARA [224,223]. Its con—
tribution depends on the pion pair invariantm ass, ranges
from 0:1 0:8% for the KLOE event selection, and has
been taken into account in the KLOE analysis [374].

From na veexponentiation one expects that LL correc—
tions at next-tonext+to-Jeading order (NN LO ) are of the
order of 1 (3( = )bg(s=m2))?  0:1{02% fr inclsive
observables. For less inclusive distrdbutions, a larger error
is expected. T he conservative estin ate of the accuracy of
PHOKHARA from ISR is0:5% .Thishasbeen con m ed
by com parisonsw ith KKM C [265,264], where the biggest
observed di erence is about 0:3% in the nvariant m ass
regions which are not close to the nom inalenergies of the
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Fig. 47. D i erential cross section for the process e’ e !

at LO and NLO for™ s= 1:02 GeV .The cuts are the
sam e as In the sm allangle analysis ofK LO E , Including the cut
on the track m ass. The lower plt show s the relative size of
FSR at LO, ISR at NLO and IFS contrbutions with respect

to the full LO prediction.

+

experin ents. In proving the accuracy of PHOKHARA be-
low 0:5% , however, w ill be required to m eet the grow ing
experin ental requirem ents in the near future.

424 FSR beyond QED VM D model

Them odel for FSR from pionsdescribed in details in Sec-

tions4 2.1 and 4 23 willbecalled forshortthe D ED VM D

m odel. T he question ariseshow wellit can re ect thedata.
Aschown in [317],the rsttwo termm s jnpthe expansion of
the FSR am plitude as a finction of k%= Q2 (ie.the di
vergence and the constant) are fully given by the pion form
factor. T hus one could expect that going beyond this ap-
proxin ation is necessary only for a hard photon em ission.
M oreover, the pion form factor is extrem ely big in the
resonance region, and thus the validity of this approxin a—
tion is further extended . In the kinem atical regions w here
resonance contributions are not contained in the pion form

A
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+

factor, and also near the threshold, w here the em it—
ted photon is hard and the pion form factor is relatively
an all, it isnecessary to go beyond the Q ED VM D m odel
and one needs a m ore generaldescription of the am plitude
M ( @Q)! kK)+ Fa)+ (@)
In the general case the am plitude of the reaction

Q) ! &)+ ")+ (3 ) depends on three 4-
mom enta,which canbechosenasQ ,kand1l g g.The
second—rank Lorentz tensor M (Q ;k;1) that descrbes
the FSR am plitude can be decom posed through ten inde-
pendent tensors [434,435]. Taking into account the charge
conjigation symm etry of the S-m atrix elem ent

h k); " (@) @)BIJ ©Qi=
h k); (@) " @)B3F ©)),
the photon crossing symm etry (Q $ kand $ )and

the gauge invariance conditions Q M (Q ;k;1) = 0 and
M. Qk;Dk 0, the num ber of independent tensors
decreases to ve.Fora nalrealphoton, ie.k? = 0 and
k 0 ( being the polarisation vector of the nal
photon) and the initial virtual photon produced in e e
annhiltion (Q?  4m?), the FSR tensor can be rew rit-
ten in term s of three gauge Invariant tensors [434,435]

M Q;k;D= , f1+ , £+ 5 f3; (193)
w here the gauge Invariant tensors ; read
1 = k0 g k 0Qj (194)
, =k LD gk D+Xxk 1 E Q);
5 =0% k 1 ®)+0 1k o & I

Tt thus follow s that the evaluation of the FSR tensor
am ounts to the calculation of the scalar functions

£iQ%;0  kik 1) (1= 1;2;3).

A s is clear from the above discussion, the extraction
of the pion form factor from radiative retum experin ents
is a dem anding task. The m ain problem is that in the
sam e experin ent one has to test the m odels describing
the pion-photon interactions (see Section 4 .3) and to ex-—
tract the pion form factor needed for the evaluation of
them uon anom alousm agneticm om ent. Fortunately, there
are event selections, which naturally suppress the FSR
contributions, independently of their nature. T hese were
already discussed in Section 42.1 in the context of the
PED VMD model.

E xtensive theoretical studies of the role of the FSR
em ission beyond the D ED VM D m odelw ere perform ed
[337,347,349,351,350]. They are in portantm ainly for the
KLOE measuraments at DA NE, as at B factories F SR
is naturally suppressed and the accuracy needed in its
m odelling is by far less dem anding than that for KLOE
purposes.

For DA NE, running on or near the resonance, the
follow ingm echanism softhe nalstate photon em is-
sion have to be considered :

{ brem sstrahlung process

e +e |ty + (195)

which ismodelled by SQED VMD;
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{ direct decay

e"+e ! Vo(Egfo+ ) b T+ +  ;(196)
and
{ double resonance process
e +e ! (19 ot (197)

T he resonance chiraltheory (R T) [436,437]wasused in

Few strategies can be adopted to pro t in the best
way from the KLOE data taken on and o peak. The
'easiest’ part is to look for the event selections where the
FSR contributions are negligble. T his was perform ed by
KLOE [374] (see Section 4 4.1),giving In portant inform a—
tion on the pion form factor relevant for the prediction of
the hadronic contributions to the m uon anom alous m ag-
netic mom ent a . Typical contributions of the FSR (1 {
4% ) to thedi erentialcross section (Figs. 47 and 48) allow

[349,350]to estin ate the contributionsbeyond sQED VM D for excellent control of the accuracy of these corrections.

They were in plem ented at leading order into the event
generatorFA STERD [351].Having inm ind thatatpresent
these m odels still aw ait accurate experin ental tests, other
m odels [438,439]were also In plem ented in the event gen—
erator FASTERD . To include both next-to-leading-order
radiative corrections and the m echanism s discussed for
F'SR, a part of the FASTERD code, based on the m od—
els [438,439], was in plem ented by O . Shekhovtsova in
PHOKHARA v6.0 (PHOKHARA v6.l [440]) and the stud-
iespresented below arebased on thiscode.T hem odelused
there, even if far from an ideal, is the best tested m odel
available in literature.

W e brie y describe m ain features of the m odels used
to describe processes contributing to FSR photon em is-
sion listed above. For a m ore detailed description and the
calculation of the function f; we refer the reader to [337,
347,3511] (see also references therein).

The sDED VM D part gives contrbutions to £ and
fs.

Thedirect decay isassum ed to proceed through the
interm ediate scalarmeson state: ! (fp+ ) !
Various m odels are proposed to describe the -scalar-
vertex: either it is the direct decay ! (scalar) , or
the vertex is generated dynam ically through a loop of the
charged kaons.A s shown in [347], In the fram ew ork ofany
m odel, the direct decay a ects only the form factor £,
of Eq. (193).

T he double resonance contribution consists of the o —
shell meson decay into ( ) and subsequent decay

! . In the energy region around 1 G €V the tailof the
excited ! meson can also play a role, and [
has to be considered. T he double resonance m echanisn
a ects all three form factors £; of Eg. (193).

A ssum Ing isospin symm etry, this part can be deduced
from them easurem ent of the neutralpion pairproduction.
Various m odels [438,439] were confronted w ith data by
KLOE [441] for the neutralm ode. The m odel that was
reproducing the data In the best way was adopted to be
used for the charged pion pair production relying on the
isospin symm etry [440].

In [337]itwas shown thatan In portant tool for testing
the various m odels of FSR is the charge asymm etry. At
leading order it originates from the fact that the pion pair
couples to an even (odd) num ber of photons if the nal
state photon is em itted from the nal (initial) state.The
Interference diagram s do not give any contribution to the
integrated cross section for C {even event selections, but
produce an asymm etry in the angular distrbution. T he
de nitions and experin ental studies based on the charge
asymm etry are presented in Section 4.3.2.

O ne disadvantage of using this event selection is that it
does not allow to perform m easurem ents near the pion
production threshold.

0. 05
0. 04 f w10 M, cut
jO 03 :+ | . N e M cut
Q . n -
2 i LA SR
%“30. 02
=L -
g[0.01
3 [
-0.01 |-y
i ——
-0.02 ’+ . S
E —— ¢
e o o
-0.03 500 Y T30
-0.04 [0z tpi) <152 0r <1657
-0.05 . )
0.3 0.35 0.4 0. 45 0.5
Q? (GeV?)

Fig. 48. Relative contrbution of the FSR to the di erential
cross section of the reaction ' e ! ()Pbr s=m

and low invariantm assesofpion pairs.K LO E am allangle event
selection [374 ]Jwasused,and for this event selection the relative
contrbution of the F SR isalm ost denticalalso for theo peak
cross section. The e ect of a trackm ass cut (see Section 4.4.1)
is shown.ISRNLO refers to initial state corrections at next—to—
leading order (NLO ). The IFSNLO cross section contains the

nal state em issions at NLO .

T he next step, partly discussed in Section 4.3 .2, is to
confront the m odels based on isospin symm etry and the
neutral channel data w ith charged pion data taken o —
peak, where the contributions from m odels beyond the
PLED VMD approxin ation are relatively am all (Fig49).
Fortheo -peak data [442]the region below Q% = 0:3G &V
can be covered experin entally. H ow ever, the sm all statis-
tics in this region m akes it di cult to perform high-pre-
cision tests of the m odels. For this analysis an accurate
know ledge of the pion form factorat the nom inalenergy of
the experin ent is In portant,asitde nesthe QED VM D
predictions and as the FSR corrections (Fig. 50) are size—
able.

T he last step, which allow s for the m ost accurate F SR
m odel testing and pro ts from the know ledge of the pion
form factor from previousanalysis, is the on-peak largean-—
glem easurem ent. T he large F'SR corrections com ing from
sources beyond the sQED VM D approxin ation (Figs49
and 50) m ake these data [443]them ost valuable source of
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Inform ation on thesem odels. In this case, the accum ulated
data set ism uch larger than the o peak data set and one
is able to cover also the region below Q2= 03 GeV?.
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Fig. 50. R elative contribution of FSR to the di erential cross
section of the reaction e" e ! * ()or s=m and
or  s= 1GeV.KLOE large angle event selection [442,443]
was used.

4.3 Experin ent confronting theory
431 Study of the processef e | ¥ w ith FSR w ith
the CM D 2 detectorat VEPP-2M

Theprocessete | w ith nalstate radiation can
beused to answ er the question w hether one can treat pions
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as point-ike particles and apply scalar QED to calculate
the radative corrections to the cross section . In particular,
one can com pare the photon spectra obtained using scalar
QED with those found in data.

T he radiative corrections due to photon em ission in
the nal state (FSR) contribute about 1% to the cross
section . T he hadronic contribution of the processe’ e !

* to the value a"® amounts to 50 ppm , while the
anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the m uon was m easured
in the E821 experin ent at BNL with an accuracy of 0.5
ppm [31]. T herefore the theoretical precision of the cross
section calculation for this process should be severaltin es
an aller than 1% . In this case we can neglect the error of
this contribution to the valie a®* com pared to 0.5 ppm .
T hese facts are them ain m otivation to study this process.

Event selection

Fortheanalysis,data were taken In a cm .energy range
from 720 to 780 M €V ,w ith one photon detected In the C sI
calorin eter. Events from the processes e"e | e'e
and efe ! 7 have a very sin ilar topology In the
detector, com pared to e e ! * events. In addi-
tion, the cross section of the processee | ¥ w ith
FSR ismore than ten tim es am aller than the one for the
sim ilarprocessw ith ISR .0 n the otherhand, the cross sec—
tion of the processe'e | 7 has a strong energy
dependence due to the presence of the -resonance. This
fact allow s to signi cantly enrich the fraction of the events
efe 17 w ith FSR for energies below the -peak.
Indeed, ISR shiftsthecm .energy to an allervaluesand,as
a result, the cross section fallsdow n dram atically, w hereas

the process w ith FSR is aln ost energy—-independent. Sev—
FSR+ ISR _ ISR plt-

eral curves describing the ratio *:

ted against the cm . energy, are presented In Fig. 51 (a)
fordi erent energy thresholds for photons detected in the
calorin eter. Tt is clearly visble that the optin al energy

range to be used In this study goes from 720 M &V up to
780 M eV .

Tt isalso seen that this ratio increasesw ith the thresh-
old energy for photons to be detected. T his m eans that
the fraction of the * eventsw ith FSR (w ith respect
to events w ithout F SR ) grow s w ith Increasing photon en—
ergy. It allow s to enrich the num ber of * eventsw ith
FSR . Let us recollect that the shape of the distrdbution
of * events, at photon energies of the sam e order as
the pion m ass or larger, is of special interest. F irst of all,
nam ely in that part of the photon spectrum we can m est
a discrepancy w ith the sQ ED prediction.

A typical * event in the CM D 2 detector hastwo
tracks in the drift cham ber w ith two associated clusters
in the CsI calorin eter and a third cluster representing
the radiated photon. To suppressm ulti-photon events and
signi cantly cut o collinear * events the follow Ing
requirem entsw ere applied : the angle betw een the direction
of photon m om entum and m issing m om entum m ust be
larger than 1 rad and the angle between one of the two
tracks and the photon direction m ust be sm aller than 0.2
rad.
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is stated over the curves. (b) D istrbutions of the param eter W
for events of the processes e’ e | ° ,ee 17
ande'e ! e'e ,Pracm.energy of 780 M &V .

To suppress e’ e events, a param eterW = p=E was
used, in which the particlem om entum p (m easured in the
drift cham ber) is divided by the energy E (m easured in
the C sI calorim eter). Sin ulation results are presented in
Fig.51 (). The condition W < 0:4 reduces the electron
contribution to the level of 1% . T he square of the in—
variant m ass for electrons, m uons and pions is plotted in
Fig. 52 (a). The condition M 2 > 10000 M eV ? further
regcts the num ber of electrons and m uons by a factor of
1.5.About 1% of the pion events are lost w ith these cuts.
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Fig.52. (a) D istrbutions of the param eter M 2 for events of
the processes €' e ! * ,e e | and € e !
e e fora cm . energy of 780 M €V . (b) D istribution of the

i events against the photon energy in relative units. A Iso
stated is the fraction of * eventsw ith F SR for each region
as indicated by the vertical lines.

Prelim inary results of the analysis

The histogram of the number * events against
the photon energy in relative units is presented in Fig. 52
(o). The histogram represents the sim ulation, while the
points w ith error bars show the experin entaldata. Ver-
tical dotted lines divide the plot area into three zones.
T he inscription inside each zone indicates the fraction of

* eventsw ith FSR w ith respect to others. T he num —
ber of the sin ulated events was nomm alised to the experi-
m entalone. T he average deviation betw een the tw o distri-
butionswasfound tobe ( 21 2:3)% .Therefore, one can
conclude that there is no evidence that photon radiation
by pions needs to be described beyond the fram ew ork of
scalarQ ED . In otherwords, pions can be treated aspoint-
like ob #cts, and the application of scalar QED is found
to be valid w ithin the stated accuracy. U nfortunately, the
lack of statistics In the energy range under study does not
allow us to check this assum ption w ith better accuracy.



Forthcom ing experin ents at VEPP 2000 w il signi cantly
In prove the statistical error.

432 Study of the processefe | ¥ w ith FSR w ith

KLOE detector

A shasbeen explained in Section 4 .2, the forw ard-backw ard
asymm etry
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. < 90 )

2 (198
+<9O)Q( )

N
AFB(Q2>=N

can be used to test the validity of the description of the
variousm echanisn s of the nal state photon em is-
sion, by confronting the output of the M onte C arlo gener—
ator w ith data. In the follow ing studies, the M onte C arlo
generator PHOKHARA v6.l [£40]wasused.T he param e-
ters for the pion form factor were taken from [444], based
on the param etrisation ofK uhn and Santam aria [445].T he
param eters for the description of the direct  decay and
the double resonance contribution were taken from the
KLOE analysis of the neutralm ode [441].

To suppress higher ordere ects, forwhich the interfer-
ence and thus the asymm etry is not in plem ented in the
M onte Carlo generator, a rather tight cut on the track
m ass variable (see Section 44.1 and Fig. 60) of M
M j< 10 M &V hasbeen applied In the data, iIn addition
to the large anglk selection cutsdescribed in Section 4.4 1.
T his should reduce events w ith m ore than one hard pho—
ton am itted and enhance the contribution ofthe nalstate
radiation processes under study over the dom inant ISR
process.

T he datasets used in the analysis were taken In two
di erent periods:

The data taken In 2002 w collected with DA
operating at the -peak,at s=M (240pb !).

The data taken In 2006 were collected with DA NE
operating 20 M &V below the -peak, at s = 1000
M eV (230 pb ).

NE

Since the 2006 data were taken m ore than 4 be-
low the resonant peak ( = 426 M &V ), one expects the
contrbutions from thedirect decay and the double reso—
nance contribution to be suppressed com pared to the data
taken on-peak in 2002 (see Fig.49). In fact one observes a
very di erent shape of the forward-backward asym m etry
for the two di erent datasets, as can be seen in Figs. 53
and 54.E specially in the region below 0.4 G eV ? and in the
vicinity ofthe £5(980)at 0.96 G &V 2, one observesdi erent
trends in the asym m etries for the two datasets.

O ne can also see that, qualitatively, the theoreticalde—
scription used to m odel the di erent FSR contributions
agreeswellw ith the data,although,especially atlow M 2 ,
the data statistics becom es poor and the data points for
the asym m etry have large errors. In particular, the o —
peak data In Fig. 54 show very good agreem ent above
035G ev?.In this case, the asym m etry isdom inated filly
by the brem sstrahlung-process, as the other processes do
not contribute outside the -resonance.T he assum ption of
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pointdikepions (sQ ED ) used to describe the bram sstrahung
in theM onte C arlo generator seem s to be valid above 0.35
Gev?,while below it isdi cult to m ake a statem ent due
to the large statistical errors of the data points.

However, to obtain a solid quantitative statem ent on
the validity of them odels, asneeded, eg., In the radiative
retum analyses at the KLOE experin ent, one needs to
understand how a discrepancy between theory and data
in the forward-backward asym m etry a ects the cross sec—
tion, as it is the cross section one wants to m easure. T his
requires further work, which at the mom ent is still in
progress.

It should also be m entioned that the KLOE experi-
m ent has taken aln ost ten tin es m ore data in the years
2004{2005 than what is shown in Fig. 53, with DA NE
operating at the -peak energy. T his is unfortunately not
the case for the o peak data, which is restricted to the
dataset shown in Fig.54. In the future, the larger dataset
from 2004{2005 m ay be used, together w ith the results
from the neutral channel and the assum ption of isospin
symm etry, to determ ine the param eters of the direct
decay and the double resonance contribution with high
precision.

4.4 The use of mdiative retum as an experin entaltool
441 Radiative retum at KLOE

TheK LOE experin ent, In operation atthe DA NE e* e

collider in Frascatibetween 1999 and 2006, utilises radia—
tive retum to obtain precise m easurem ents of hadronic
cross sections In the energy range below 1 GeV . A s the
DA NE machinewasdesigned to operate asa m eson fac—
tory w ith collision energy equalto them assofthe -m eson
m = 1.01946 G&V ), with lim ited possibility to change
the energy of the colliding beam s while m aintaining sta—
ble running conditions, the use of events w ith initial state
radiation of hard photons from the e or the e is the
only way to access energies below DA NE ‘s nom inalcol-
lision energy. T hese low -energy cross sections are In por—
tant for the theoretical evaluation of the m uon m agnetic
momentanomalya = (g 2)=2 [3],and high precision
is needed since the uncertainty on the cross section data
enters the uncertainty of the theoretical prediction. T he
channele'e ! ° gives the largest contribution to
the hadronic part a"?® of the anom aly. T herefore, so far
KLOE e orts have concentrated on the derivation of the
pion pairproduction cross section from m easurem ents

of the di erential cross section ddy{% ,nwhichM ? is
the Invariant m ass squared of the dipion system in the
nal state.

The KLOE detector (shown in Fig. 55), which con—
sists of a high resolution drift cham ber ( ,=p 0:4% ) and
an e m agnetic calorin eter w ith excellent tine ( +
54 psT0 E Gev] 100 ps) and good energy (g =E
57%= E [G&V ] resolution, is optim ally suited for this
kind of analyses.
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Fig. 53. (a) Prelin lnary Forward{Backward asymm etry for

data taken at = s= M in 2002, and the corresponding M onte
Carlo prediction using the PHOKHARA v6.l generator. (b)
Absolute di erence between the asymm etries from data and
M onte Carlo prediction. Used with pemn ission of the KLOE
collaboration.

The KLOE analyses

The KLOE analyses for use two di erent sets of
acceptance cuts:

In the sm allangk analysis, photons are em itted w ithin
aconeof < 15 around the beam line (narrow cones
in Fig.55),and the two charged pion trackshave 50 <

< 130 . The photon is not explicitly detected; its
direction is reconstructed from the track m om enta by
closing the kinem atics: p Pm iss = - +p ).
In this analysis, the separation of pion—and photon se-
lection regionsgreatly reduces the contam ination from
the resonant process e’ e ! vt % in which
the °m in icsthem issihgm om entum of the photon (s)
and from the nal state radiation process e*e !
Fsr -S3Ince ISR photonsarem ostly collinearw ith
thebeam line,a high statistics forthe ISR signalevents
rem ains. On the other hand, a high energy photon
am itted at angles close to the incom ing beam s forces
the pions also to have a sn all angle w ith respect to
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Fig. 54. (a) Prelim nary Forward{Backward asymm etry for
data taken at~ s’ 1000 M &V in 2006, and the corresponding
M onte C arlo prediction using the PHOK HARA v6.1 generator.
(b)Absolutedi erence between the asym m etries from data and
M onte Carlo prediction. Used with pemn ission of the KLOE
collaboration.

the beam line (and thus outside the selection cuts),
resulting in a kinem atical suppression of events w ith
M? < 035GevZ.

T he large anglke analysis requires both photons and pi-
onstobeemitted at 50 < , < 130 (wide conesin
Fig.55),allow ing for a detection of the photons in the
barrel of the calorim eter. T his analysis allow s to reach
the 2 threshold region, at the price of higher back-
ground contributions from the * Y nalstate and
events with nal state radiation. In addition, events
from thedecays ! fy ! * and ! !

,which need to be described by m odeldependent
param eterisations, contribute to the gpectrum of the
selected events (running at the peak).

Two analysesbased on the sm all anglk acceptance cuts
have been carried out. The rst one, using 140 pb ! of
data taken iIn the year 2001, was published In 2005 [373].
T he second one, based on 240 pb I ofdata taken in 2002,
was published in 2008 [446].
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Thedi erentialcross section isobtained from the spec—
trum of selected eventsN %! subtracting the residualback—
ground (m ostly (), and radiative B habha events)
and dividing by the selection e ciencies and the inte-
grated lum nosity:

d N NPk 1
= - — R (199)
dM M "o  Ldt

M ? isthefpin width used in the analysis (typically 0.01
Gev?),and Ldt is the ntegrated um inosity obtained
from Bhabha events detected at large angles (55 < ¢ <
125 ) and the reference cross section from the BabaYaga
generator [233,235] (discussed in Section 2). The total
cross section is then obtained from the form ula

d () 1

)=s dM 2 H(S;MZ):

(200)

In Eq. (200), s isthe squared energy atwhich the DA NE

collider is operated during data taking, and H (s;M 2 )
is the radiator function describing the em ission of pho-
tons from the " orthee in the nitial state.Note that
Eqg. (200) does not contain the e ects from nalstate ra—
diation from pions. These e ects com plicate the analy—
sis, since the K LO E detector can not distinguish whether
photons In an event were em itted in the initial or the -
nalstate. ThePHOKHARA M onte Carlo generator [335],
which includes nal state radiation at next+to—-Jleading or-
der and in the pointlkepion approxim ation, is used to
properly take into account nalstate radiation in the anal-
yses. T his is In portant because the are cross section used
to evaliate a"®® via an appropriate dispersion integral
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should be inclusive w ith respect to nal state radiation,
and also needs to be undressed from vacuum polarisation
e ectspresent in the virtualphoton produced in thee® e
annihilation. For the latter, we use a function provided by
F . Jegerlehner [447] (see Section 6), and correct the cross
section via

(0)

bare 2 _
™M)= VER

dressed ™ 2 ) (201)

Here (0) isthe ne structure constantin the Iim itg= 0,
and (M ? ) represents the valie of the e ective coupling
at the scale of the invardiant m ass of the dipion system .
Since the hadronic contributionsto M 2 ) are calculated
via a dispersion Integralw hich includes the hadronic cross
section itself in the integrand (see Section 6), the correct
procedure has to be iterative and should include the sam e
data thatm ust be corrected . H ow ever, since the correction
is at the few percent level, the inclusion of thenew KLOE

data w ill not change M 2 yata levelwhich would sig—
ni cantly a ect the analyses. W e therefore have used the
valuesfor (M 2 )derived from the existing hadronic cross
section database.A san exam ple,Fig. 56 show sthe KLOE

result ford ( /M ? obtained from data taken in the
year 2002 [446]. Inserting thisdi erentialcross section into
Eq. (200) and the result into Eq. (201), one derives Po%e,
U sing the are cross section to get the  -contribution to
a"?d between 0.35 and 095 G eV ? then gives the value (in

units of 10 19)

a (035 095GeV’)= (3872 O0F%wmr 2%yxp 23n):
Table 13 show s the contributions to the system atic errors
ona (035 095GeVv?).
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Fig. 56. D1i erential radiative cross section d (M 2,
inclusive in and with 0° < < 15° or 165° < < 180°

m easured by the KLOE expermm ent [446]. U sed w ith perm is—
sion of the KLO E collaboration.
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R econstruction F iltter negligible
Background subtraction 03%
Trackm ass 02 %
Particle ID negligible
Tracking 03%
T rigger 01%
U nfolding negligible
A cceptance ( ) 02 %
A cceptance () negligible
Softw are Trigger (L3) 01%
Lum dnosity (0:lyy, 0Bexp )% 03%

s dep.ofH 02%
Totalexp system atics 06 %
Vacuum Polarisation 01%
FSR resumm ation 03%
Rad. function H 05 %
Total theory system atics 06 %

Table 13. List of system atic errors on the -contribution to
a"® between 0.35 and 0.95 G eV ? when using the Cross sec—
tion m easured by the KLO E experin ent in the corresponding
dispersion integral [446].
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Fig. 57. The dim ensionless radiator function H (s;M 2 ), In—
clusive n ; . The value used for s in the M onte C arlo pro-
duction wass= M * = (1019456 G eV )*.

R adiative corrections and M onte C arlo tools

The radiator function is a crucial ingredient in this
kind of radiative retum analyses, and is obtained using
the relation

3M 2 d ISR( )
H(s;M?2 )=s 5 7 i (202)
Fo F=1
d ISR
in which ——— is evaluated using the PHOK —

Fo F=1
HARA M onte Carlo generator in next-to-leading order
ISR -only con guraU'%P,w ith the squared pion form factor

¥, §eettol. = 1 227 isthepion vebcity.W hile

M 2
Eqg. (202) provides a convenient m echanism to extract the
dim ensionless quantity H (s;M 2 ) also for speci ¢ angu—
lar regions of pions and photons by applying the relevant

d ISR
cutsto —7— ,in the published K LO E analyses.
Fo F=1
H (s;M ? ) is evaluated filly inclusive for pion and pho—
ton angles n the range 0 < < 180 .Figure 57 shows

the radiator fiinction in the range of 035 < M ? < 0:95

GeV?.As can be seen from Table 13, the 0.5% uncer—
tainty of the radiator function quoted by the authors of
PHOKHARA transhtes Into an uncertainty of 0.5% in
the -contribution to a2 between 0.35 and 095 G &V ?,
giving the largest individual contribution and dom inating
the theoretical system atic error.

T he presence of eventsw ith nalstate radiation in the
data sam ple a ects the analyses in severalways:

Passing from M?> to M ° )?. The presence of nal
state radiation chifts the observed value ofM ? (evalu—
ated from them om enta of the two charged pion tracks
in the events) away from the value of the invariant
m ass squared of the virtual photon produced in the
collision of the electron and the positron, M ° )?.The
transition from M %2 to M ° )* is perform ed using
a modi ed version of the PHOKHARA M onte Carlo
generator, which allow s to (approxin ately) determ ine
w hether a generated photon com es from the initial or
the nal state [448]. Figure 58 show s the probability
matrix relating M 2 to M ° )* by giving the prob-
ability ©or an event in a bin of M ? to end up 1 a
bin of M © )?. It can be seen that the shift is only
in one direction, ™M © )? M? , so events with one
photon from initial state radiation and one photon
from nal state radiation m ove to a higher value of
™ % . The entries Ining up above M ° > 7 1:03
G eV? represent events with two pions and only one
photon, em itted in the nalstate. Events of this type
have M ° )* = s, there is no hard photon from ini-
tial state radiation present. Since n the KLOE analy—
ses, them axinum value of M © )? Hrwhich the cross
sections are m easured is 095 GeV? and su ciently
gnaller than s ¥ M ? of the DA NE collider, these
kadingorder nal state radiation events need to be
taken out in the analysis. By m oving these events to
™M )y = s, the passage from M 2 to M ° ) auto-
m atically perform s this task . Figure 59 show s the frac—
tion of events from lading-order nal state radiation
contributing to the total num ber of events, evaluated
with the PHOKHARA event generator. Since in the
an all anglke analysis the angular regions for pions and
photons are separated, nalstate radiation, for which
the photons are em itted preferably along the direction
of the pions, is suppressed to less than 0.5% . Using
large angk acceptance cuts, the e ect ism uch bigger,
egpecially above and below the %$—resonance, where it
can reach 20-30% . T he correction of the shift in M 2
depends on the in plem entation of nalstate radiation
in theM onte C arlo generator in term s ofm odeldepen-—
dence and m issing contributions. It also relies on the
correct assignm ent of photons com ing from the nitial
or the nalstate;however, In case of sym m etrical cuts
in ,interferencee ectsbetween the two statesvanish
and the separation of initialand nalstate am plitudes
is feasble.

The acceptance In . Since the direction of the pho—
tons em itted In the nalstate is peaked along the di-
rection ofthe pions,and the photonsare em itted in the



Fig. 58. Probability m atrix relating the m easured quantity
M? to™°? ).To produce this plot, a private version of the
PHOKHARA M onte Carl generatorwas used [£448]. T he pho—
ton angle is restricted to <15 ( > 165 ).

nitialstatealong thee” /e direction, the choice of the
acceptance cuts a ects the am ount of nal state radi-
ation In the analyses. Using the an all angke analysis
cuts, a large part of nalstate radiation is suppressed
by the separation of the pion and photon acceptance
regions, and consequently needs to be reintroduced us—
ing corrections obtained from M onte C arlo sim ulations
to arrive at a result which is inclusive w ith respect to

nal state radiation (asneeded in the dispersion inte-
gral for a ). Even if in the lrge angke analysis the
fraction of events with nal state radiation surviving
the selection is larger, again them issing part has to be
added using M onte C arlo sim ulations. T he acceptance
correction for the cut in is evalnated for initialand

nalstate radiation using the PHOK HARA generator,
and the an all di erences found in the com parison of
data and M onte C arlo distrbbutions contribute to the
system atic uncertainty of the m easurem ent (see Ta-
ble 13 and [449]).

T he distributions of kinem aticalvariables.Cutson the
kinem atical trackm ass variable M . (see Eg. (192)),
Introduced In the analyses to rem ove background from
the process e" e ! [ , take out also a
fraction of the events with nal state radiation, ne-
cessitating a correction to obtain an inclusive result.
Figure 60 shows the e ect nal state radiation has
on the distribution of the trackm ass variable. T he ra-
diative tail of m ultiphoton events to the right of the
peak at the m ass increases because the additional
radiation m oves events from the peak to higher val-
ues n M . The width of the peak at M is due
to the detector resolution; the plot was produced us—
ing the PHOKHARA event generator interfaced w ith
the K LO E detector sin ulation [450].Between 150 and
200M &V ,an M ? -dependent cut is used in the event
selection to regct the * Y events which have a
value of M . > M . In this region, the cut also acts
on the signal events. M issing termm s conceming nal
state radiation in the M onte Carlo simulation or the
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Fig. 59. (a) Fraction of events w ith leading order nal state

radiation in the sm all angle selection: 50 < < 130 and
< 15 ¢« > 165 ). (b) Fraction of events with leading
order nal state radiation in the large anglk selection: 50 <
< 130 and 50 < < 130 . The PHOKHARA generator
was used to produce the plots.
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Fig.60.M odi cation of the distribution of the trackm ass vari-
able due to the presence of nalstate radiation (dark grey tri-
angles) com pared to the one with initial state radiation only
(light grey triangles). T he arrow s indicate the region in which
the M 2 -dependent cut is applied in the analysis. The plt
was created w ith the PHOK HARA generator Interfaced to the
K LOE detector sin ulation [4501].

non-validity of the pointlikkepion approxim ation used
In PHOKHARA may a ect the shape of the radiative
tail In the trackm ass variable. To overcom e this, In
the KLOE analyses, an all corrections are applied to
the m om enta and the angles of the charged particles
in the event in the sim ulation, and good agreem ent in
the shape of M  is obtained between M onte Carlo
sin ulation and data [449].
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T he division by the radiator function H (s;M* ). In
this case, one assum es perfect factorisation between
the ISR and the FSR process. T his has been tested by
perform ing the analysis n an inclusive and exclusive
approach w ith respect to nalstate radiation.T he as-
sum ption was found to be valid w ithin 02% [373,451 1.

Tthasbeen argued that contributions from eventsw ith
tw o hard photons in the nalstate,which are not Included
in the PHOKHARA generator,m ay have an e ect on the
analyses [3801].

The e ect of the direct decay ! on the ra—
diative reu,mig inaysjs hasbeen addressed already In [347].
Running at ™ s’/ 102 G&V, the am plitude for the pro—
cesses ! (£5(980)+ f5(600)) ' Interferes w ith
the am plitude for the nal state radiation process. D ue
to the yet unclear nature of the scalar states £ (980) and
f,(600),thee ecton the * () cross section depends
on them odelused to describe the scalarm esons. T he pos—
sibility to sinulate decays together w ith the processes
for initial and nalstate radiation hasbeen in plem ented
in the PHOKHARA event generator in [337], using two
characteristicm odels for the  decays: the \no structure"
model of [452] and the K *K  loop model of [453]. A
re ned version of the K " K loop model [439] and the
double vector resonance ! % (! ) have been
included asdescribbed in [350]. U sing param eter values for
the di erent decays found In the analysis of the neutral
channel ! (£(980)+ f,(600)) ! © O [39,441],0ne
can estin ate the e ect on the di erent analyses.W hile in
the sn all angk analysis there is no signi cant e ect due
to the choice of the acceptance cuts, In the large angle se—
lection the e ect is of the order of several percent and can
reach up to 20% in the vicinity of the £5(980),see Fig. 61
(@).W hile thisallow s to study the di erentm odels for the
direct decays of -m esons (see also Section 4.3.2), it pre—
vents a precise m easurem ent of until the m odel and
the param eters are understood w ith better accuracy. An
obviousway out is to use data taken ata value of s out-
side the narrow peak ofthe resonance ( = 426 0:04
M &V [267]). In 2006, the KLOE experin ent has taken
250 pb ! ofdataat s= 1GeV,20MeV below M .As
can be seen In Fig. 61 (b), this reduces the e ect due to
contrbutions from £, and % decaysof the -meson to
bewithin 1% .

N ormm alisation with m uon events

An altemative m ethod to extract the pion form factor
isto nom alise thedi erentialcross section d (M 2
directly to theprocesse* e |+ (),d
in each bin of M ? M ? .Radiative corrections ke
the e ect of vacuum polarisation gthe radiator function
and also the integrated um inosity Ldtcancelout in the
ratio of pions over m uons, and only the e ects from nal
state radiation (which is di erent for pions and m uons)
need to be taken into account consistently. An approach
currently underway at K LO E uses the follow ing equation

()=dlv.[2,

13 —
1.25

115
11
1.05

} B

0.95 +++H+‘H' ++““*#ﬁ’”¢”"¢,w.“”¢.Nb—’."’”““"”-

0.85
0.8

I IS TN N IS B
0.1 03 04 05 06

o

0.7

1.04
1.03 E
1.02 |
1.01 F )

f h JfHJr HH}{HHHJ,;,# ’W“#’f“f*ﬂ** bt :
099 | KT
098 F

1o Xe Y T AP I PP IPIFIP IFIFIP I PP P P
0 01 03 04 05 06 07

)

Fig.61. (a):d mReESR) e P 1019
Gev. (b): d (ISR+ FSR+ fo+ % y=d ﬁgrp§= 1 Gev.
Both plots were produced with the PHOKHARA v6.1 event
generator using large anglke acceptance regions for pions and

(ISR+ FSR+ fg+ % ):d (
(ISR+ FSR)

photons, w ith m odel param eters for the £y and % contribu-
tions from [439,441].
to obtaln ¥, F:
A1+ 2m2=gl) (Sl )BREESE
= aM
Fo (sHf @+ W= 5 Fa—
(g PR
(203)

In this formula, the m easured di erential cross section
d ( FdM 2 chould be inclusive w ith respect to pio—
nic nal state radiation, while the m easured cross sec—
tion d ( =M 2 should be exclusive formuonic nal
state radiation. s’ = M ? = M ? is the squared invari-
ant m ass of the dipion or the dimuon system after the
respective corrections for nal state radiation. U sing this
approach, one gets on the left-hand side the pion form

factor tin es the factor (1 + (), which describes the
e ect of the plonic nal state radiation. T his kare form

factor is the quantity needed in the digpersion integral for
the ~contribution to &% . W hile the m easurem ent of
d ( 7AM ? and its corrections for pionic nal state
radiation are very sim ilar to the one using the nom ali-
sation w ith Bhabha events already performed at KLOE,
the corrections needed to subtract the muonic nal state
radiation from the d ( =dM ? cross section are pure
QED and can be obtained from the PHOKHARA gener—
ator, which includes nal state radiation for muon pair
production at next=to-leading order [336].D ue to the fact
that the K LO E detector does not provide particle ID s, pi-
ons and m uons have to be separated and identi ed using
kinem atical variables (eg. the aforem entioned trackm ass
variable) [367]. The analysis is In progress and a system —



atic precision sin ilar to the one obtained in the absolute
m easuram ent is expected.

4 4 2 Radhative retum at BaBar

T he BaBar radiative retum program ain s at the study of
all signi cant hadronic processes in electron-positron an—
nihilation, e" e ! hadrons, for energies from threshold
up to about 4.5 G €V . M oreover, hadron spectroscopy of
the initialJ*¢ = 1 states,which are produced in e" e
collisions, and of their decay products is perform ed. In
this chapter BaBar results for processes w ith 3, 4, 5 and
6 hadrons in the nal state, as well as m easurem ents of
baryon form factors in the tim e-lke region are reported.
A precision analysis of the pion form factor, ie. of the
cross section et e ! ,which is essential for an in -
proved determ ination of the hadronic contribution to the
anom alousm agneticm om ent of them uon, appeared m ost
recently [454]. The results presented in this chapter are
based on a total integrated lum inosity of 230 o !, ex-
cept for the 3 and 4 hadron channels ofR ef. [397],which
were analysed using a data sam ple of 90 fbo . The total
BaBar data sam ple collected between the years 1999 to
2008 am ounts to 530 b '.A typical feature comm on to
all radiative retum analyses at BaBar is a w ide coverage
of the entire m ass range of interest in one single experi-
m ent,w ith reduced pointby-point uncertainties com pared
to previous experin ents.

e*e | 3 plons

The * Y m ass spectrum has been m easured from 1:05
GeV up to the J= mass region with a system atic er-
ror of 5% below 2:5 Ge&V,and up to 20% at higher
m asses [396]. T he spectrum isdom inated by the ! , and
J= resonances.TheBaBarm easuram entwas able to sig—
ni cantly in prove the world know ledge on the excited !
states. The spectrum has been thted up to 1:8 G&V and
the llow ing results or the m asses and w dths of the ! °

and ! ® states have been ound:M (! % = (1350 20 20)
Mev, (1%9= (450 70 70)Mev,M (®)= (1660 10
2yMev, (1% = (230 30 20)MeV.Note that below

14 GeV the results from BaBar are in good agresm ent
with those from SND [290], while above this energy the
cross sections m easured by BaBar are m uch higher than
those from DM 2 [455].

e"e ! 4 hadrons
The * * ,KTK O F and K *K K*'K exclu-
stve nalstates have been m easured from threshold up to
45 G eV with system atic errors of 5% , 15% and 25% , re—
spectively [397]. The K "K K *K measuram ent is the
rst m easurem ent of this process at all. F igure 62 show s
them assdistribution of the * * channel.W e den-
tify an In pressive In provem ent w ith respect to previous
experin ents. Background is relatively low for all channels
under study (eg.a few percentat1:5G eV for * * )
and is dom inated by ISR -events of higher m ultiplicities
and by continuum non-ISR events at higher m asses. T he
* nal state is dom inated by the two-body in—
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Fig.62.BaBarm easurem ent of the energy dependence of the
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cross section in com parison with previous experin ents.

term ediate state a; (1260) ;the K " K + nal state
show s no signi cant two-body states, but a rich three-
body structure, including K (890)K , , KK and
, (1430)K

F igure 63 show sBaB ar prelin inary results for the process
ete 1 9 0 The current system atic error of the
m easuram ent varies from 8% around the peak of the cross
section to 14% at4.5G eV .BaBarresults are In agreem ent
with SND [456]in the energy range below 1.4 G&V and
show a signi cant In provem ent for higher energies (> 14
G &V ). In the energy range above 2.5 G €V this is the st
measurementatall. Thee'e |+ 0 0 palstateis
dom inated by the ! °,a;(1260) and *  interm ediate
channels, w here the latter channel has been observed for
the rsttime.

A gpeci c analysiswas devoted to the interm ediate struc—
turesinthee’e ! K*K * andete ! K*K ©0°0
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Fig. 64. The energy dependence of the cross sections for
ee ! 3(° ) (upper pbt) and e'e | 2( ° )2 °
(lower plot), obtained by BaBar ( lled circles) by radiative
retum, In com parison w ith previous data.

channels [401].0 f special interest is the intermm ediate state
£, (980),w here thedecays £ (980) ! * and f; (980) !

0 0 havebeen looked at.A peak isobserved in the £,(980) M eV ) for the resonance peak, 130

channel at a mass M = 2175 18 M eV and a width

= 58 2 MeV.The new state is usually denoted as
Y (2175) and is also clearly visble in the K *K £, spec—
trum .

efe ! 207
Thee'e ! cross section hasbeen m easured
by BaBar from threshodup to4.5G &V [403].A large cou—
pling of the J= and (2S) to this channel is observed.
The system atic error of the m easurem ent is about 7%
around the peak of the m ass spectrum . In the ~ 0
m ass distrbution the ! and peaks are observed; the
rest of the events have a 3 structure.

BaBarperform ed also the rstm easurem entofthee’ e !
2(* ) cross section.A peak value of about 1.2 nb at
about 22 G &V is observed, ollowed by a m onotonic de-
crease tow ards higher energies. T hree interm ediate states
are seen: (1450), ° (770) and f; (1285) (770).
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Fig. 65. Thee e | pp cross section m easured by BaBar
( led circles) in com parison w ith data from othere’ e collid-
ers (blue points) and from pp experim ents (red points).

e"e ! 6 hadrons
The 6 hadron nalstate has been m easured in the exclu—
sive channels3( *  ),2(* )2 andK*K 2( % )
[399]. The cross section in the last case has never been
m easured before; the precision In the st two cases is
20% ,which is a Jarge In provem ent w ith respect to ex—
isting data.A gain, the entire energy range from threshold
up to 455 G&V ismeasured in a single experin ent. The
distrbutions forthe nalstates3( * )and2( * )2 °
are shown In Fig. 64.A clear dip is visble at about 19
GeV In both pion modes. A sin ilar feature was already
seen by FOCU S [457] in the di ractive photoproduction
of six charged pions.T he spectra are tted by BaBarusing
the sum ofa BreitW ignerresonance fiinction and a Jacob—

Slansky contihuum shape.Forthe3( * ) @(* )2 %)

m ode,BaBar obtainsvaluesof 1880 30M &V (1860 20
30 Mev (160 20

M eV ) for the resonance w dth and 21° 12 ( 2 15)

for the phase shift between the resonance and continuum .

efe I K*'K %K'K ,KsK

A recentBaBar ISR -analysis isdedicated to three hadrons
in the nal state, ncluding a pair of kaons K *K  ©,
KKg );apeak near 1.7 G&V, which is mainly due to
the ©(1680) state, is observed. A Dalitz plot analysis
show s that the K K (892) and K K, (1430) interm ediate
states are dom lnating the KK  channel. A t to the
e"e | KK crosssection assum ing the expected contri-
butions from the ; % @; %; 9 @ states was perform ed.
T he param eters of the © and other excited vector m eson
states are com patble with PDG values.

T Im e-like proton form factor €" e !
factorsete ! 0 0, 0 0, 0 0
BaBarhasalso perform ed a m easurem entof thee* e !
PP cross section [398]. T his tim e-like process is param etri-

rp, hyperon form



sed by the electric and m agnetic form factors, G and
GM N

4 % C
e*e!pp:T
om ?
(ﬁMf*Tp]gE]Z);
q___
where = 1 4mZ=sand the factorC = y=(1 eV)

With y =  mp=( P3)) accounts for the Coulmb in-
teraction of the nal state particles. T he proton helicity

angle , in the pp rest fram e can be used to separate the

g F and G5y F tem s. T heir respective variations are

approxin ately sirf p and (1 + cos o). By ftting

the cos  distrdbution to a sum of the two tem s, the ra-
tio 5 Fu jcan be extracted. This is done separately

in six bins 0ofM . T he results disagree signi cantly w ith

previousm easurem ents from LEAR [458]above threshold.

BaBar observes a ratio 5 ¥ j> 1 above threshod,
whileat largervaluesofM ., theBaBarm easurem ent nds

e ¥FHu J 1.LEAR data, on the contrary, show a be-
haviour 55 ¥ j< 1 above threshold.

Tn order to com pare the cross section m easurem ent w ith

previous data (€"e and pp expc?n'm ents), the e ective

fom factorG isintroduced:G =  HgF+ 2mi=sHu F.

The BaBarm easurem ent of G is In good agreem ent w ith
existing results, as can be seen In Fig. 65. T he structure
of the form factor is rather com plicated; the follow ing ob—
servations can bem ade: (i) BaBar con m san increase of
G towards threshold as seen before by other experin ents;
(i) two sharp drops of the spectum atM , = 225 and
30 G eV are observed; (iil) data at large values M p > 3
G eV are in good agreem ent w ith the prediction from per—
turbative QCD .
A continuation ofthe ISR program w ith baryon nalstates
isthem easurem entofthee™ e ! cross section [404].
So far only one data point from DM 2 [459] was existing
for this channel, which is in good agreem ent w ith BaBar
data. About 360 events could be selected using the
! p decay.In two invariantm ass bins an attem pt has
been m ade to extract the ratio of the electric to m agnetic
form factor 5 FGu j In them assrangebelow 214 G &V
this ratio is above unity { as in the proton case { with
a signi cance of one standard deviation (g Gy j=
173" 8223). Above 24 Ge&V the ratio is consistent w ith
unity ($e FHu j= 0717 9%%). Also the polarisation
and the phase between Gy and Gy was studied using
the slope of the angle between the polarisation axis and
the proton m om entum in the rest fram e. T he follow ing
Iim iton polarisation isobtained: 0:22< < 028;the
relative phase between the two form factors is m easured
as 0:76 < sin( )< 0:98,which is not yet signi cant due
to Iim ited statistics.
Finally, the rstmeasurementsofthee’e ! 0 0and
ete | 0 0) cross sectionsw ere perform ed . For the
detection of the ° baryon, the decay © ! I p
wasusaed.About 40 candidate events w ere selected for the
reaction Y 0 and about 20 events for  °. A Il baryon
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form factors m easured by BaBar have a sin ilar size and
m ass shape, nam ely a rise tow ards threshold. T he reason
for this peculiar behaviour is not understood.

4 4 3 Radiative retum at Bele
ISR studies at Belle

Until now m ost of the Belle analyses using radiative
retum focused on studies of the cham onium and cham o—
nium —lke states. They can be subdivided into nalstates
w ith open and hidden cham .

Final states with open chamm

Belle perform ed a systam atic study of various exclusive
channels of e" e annihilation into charm ed m esons and
baryons using ISR, often based on the so called partial
reconstruction to increase the detection e ciency.

In Ref. [413] they m easured the cross sections of the
processesete ! D D ande"e ! DD + cc:.
T he shape of the form er is com plicated and has severallo—
calmaxina and m lnina. The rst two m axina are close
to the (4040) and (4160) states. T he latter show s sig-
ni cant excess of events near the (4040).

The cross sections of the processese’e | D'D
andete ! D'D? show a signalofthe (3770),aswell
ashintsofthe (4040), (4160)and (4415) [414].T here
is also an enhancem ent near 3.9 G €V , which qualitatively
agrees w ith the prediction of the coupled channelm odel
[4601].

The cross section of the processe'e ! DD *
has a prom nent peak at the energy corresponding to the

(4415) [415]. From a study of the resonant substructure
in thedecay (4415)! DD  * they conclude that it is
dom inated by the interm ediate D D , (2460) m echanism .

Tn contrast to expectations of som e hybrid m odels pre—
dictihg Y (4260) ! D¢ D () decays, no clear structures
were observed in the cross section of the processe’ e !
DD * [417].Thereisonly someevidence (  3:1 ) for
the (4415).

Finally, they m easure the cross section of the reac—
tione'e ! ! | and observe a signi cant peak near
threshold that they dub X (4630) [416]. A ssum ing that
the peak is a resonance, they nd that itsm assand w idth
are com patible w ithin errors w ith those of the Y (4660)
state ound by Belle n the (25) * nal state via
ISR [411].However, interpretations other than X (4630)

Y (4660) cannot be excluded. For exam ple, peaks at the
baryon-antibaryon threshold are observed in various pro—
cesses. A ccording to other assum ptions, the X (4630) is
a (5S) (46llor (6S) [462] cham onium state, or, for
exam ple, a threshold e ect which is due to the (3D ),
slightly below the [ . threshold [£63].Figure 66 shows
all cross sections m entioned above, w ith the vertical lines
show ing positions ofboth wellestablished states like

(4160) and  (4415), and new cham onium -lke states
Y (4008),Y (4260),Y (4360) and Y (4660) discussed below .

(4040),
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Sum m Ing the m easured cross sections and taking into
account not yet observed nal states on base of isospin
symm etry they nd that the sum of exclusive cross sec—
tions alm ost saturates the total Inclusive cross section
measured by BES [303].

F inal states w ith hidden chamm

Studying theJ= * nalstate,Belle con m ed the
Y (4260) discovered by BaBar and in addition observed a
new structure dubbed Y (4008) [410], see Fig. 67. They
also observe the reaction e'e ! J= K*K and nd

rst evidence for the reaction e e | J= K gK g 412].

Studying the (25) * nal state, Belle con mm ed
theY (4360) discovered by BaBarand in addition observed
a new structure dubbed Y (4660) [411], see Fig. 68.

Tt isworth noting that the resonance interpretation of
variousenhancem entsdiscussed above isnot unam biguous
and can be strongly a ected by close thresholdsofdi erent

nal states and rescattering e ects.

Various ISR studies perform ed at the Belle detector in
the cham onium region are summ arised in Table 14.

ISR studies of light quark states
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Fig.68.The (25) * invariant m ass distribution.

Table 14. Summ ary of ISR studies in the cc region at Belle.

Final state JLdt, ' Ref
D 'D 5478 [413]
D D 547.8 [413]
D°D%; DD 673 [414]
DD °* 673 [415]
DD * 695 [417]

Soe 695 [416]
J= " 548 [410]

(2s) * 673 4111
J= K"K 673 [412]

In one case the ISR method was used to study the
Iight quark states [464]. In this analysis the cross sections
of the reactions e" e ! * and e'e ! 5 (980)
arem easured from threshold to 3 G &V ,using a data sam —
plof673H ', see Fig. 69 (a,b). In the * m ode
the authors observe and m easure for the st tin e the pa—
ram eters of the (1680); they also observe and m easure
the param eters of the (2170). A Iso selected In this anal-
ysisis the £,(980) nalstate,which show s a clear signal
of the (2170). For M onte Carlo sin ulation they use a
version of PHOKHARA in which the produced resonance

decays Into + or f((980) with the subsequent de—
cays ! K*K andfy(980)! * .The * sy stem
is in the S-wave, the * system and the arealso In

+

a relative S-wave. T he m ass distrbution is gener-
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ated according to phase space. They assign 0.1% as the
system atic uncertainty of the ISR photon radiator.

In all the ISR studies the M onte Carlo sim ulation is
perform ed as follow s. F irst, the kinem atics of the initial
state radiation is generated using the PHOKHARA v5.0
package for sin ulation ofthe processe" e ! V. 1gg ( 1)
[338]. Then a gg generator is used to generate V. decays.

4 4 A Progpects for radiative retum at VEPP-2000

A sdiscussed above, them a prhadronic lead ing-order con—
tribution to a"*® com es from the energy range below 1

G eV ,where n tum the * channelgives the dom inant
contrbution. D irect scan at VEPP 2000 w il deliver huge
statistics at the expermm ents CM D 3 and SND , but the
accuracy of the cross sections w ill be determ ined by sys—
tem atic errors. T herefore, any other possibility to m easure
the pion form factor, for exam ple w ith ISR ,w illbe a valu—
able toolto provide a cross check for better understanding
the scale of system atic e ects.

J he design lum nosity of 10%am “c ! is expected
at ™ s = 2 Ge&V.The lum lnosity recalculated to the -
peak will be close to the one obtained with CM D 2. Let
us recollect that the ISR m ethod provides a continuous
\low energy scan",while taking data at xed high energy.
T he threshod region,2m { 0.5 G &V ,gives about 13% of
the totalcontribution to them uon anom aly.A sa rule, the
collider lum inosity dram atically decreases at low energies.
To overcom e the lack ofdata in the threshold region, the
ISR m ethod can serve as a very e cient and unique way
to m easure the pion form factor inside this energy region.

Today, the theoretical precision for the cross section of
the processe'e | is dom nated by the uncer—
tainty of the radiator function (0.5% ), and there is hope
to reduce it to a faw perm ill in the future. In the case of
the pion form factor extraction from the * ="
ratio, the dependence on theory will be signi cantly re-
duced, since them ain uncertainty of the radiator function
and vacuum polarisation e ects cancel out In the ratio.
W ith the Integrated lum nosity of several inverse fem to—
bam at 2 G eV ,one can reach a fractionalaccuracy on the
totalerror sm aller than 0.5% .

In direct scan experin ents the data are collected at

xed energy points. Thus, som e \em pty" gaps w ithout
data naturally arise. T he experin ents w ith ISR w ill cover
the whole energy scale, lling any existing gaps. T rigger
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and reconstruction e clencies, detector in perfections and
m any other factors will be dentical for all data in the
w hole energy range. T herefore, som e system atic errorsw ill
be cancelled out In part. C om parison of cross sections for
the processete | ° ,m easured both w ith ISR and
direct scan, can serve as a benchm ark to study and control
system atic e ects. It should con m the validity of this
m ethod and help to determ Ine the energy scale.A  tofthe
! and resonances w ill also provide a calibbration of the
energy scale { an In portant featuire to achieve a system atic
accuracy of a few perm ill for the pion form factor.

4 45 Progpects for radiative retum at BES-IIT

The designed peak Im inosity of BEPCI is 1 10°
an s tat® s= 3:77GeV,ie.the (3770) peak. It has
reached 30% of the design lum inosity now and is start-
ing to deliver um inosity to BE S-IIT for physics. A lthough
the physics program s at BE S-I1T are rather rich [51],m ost
ofthe tin e, them achine willrun at = s = 3:77 G&V and
417G eV forcham physics, since the cross sectionsofJ=
and (2S) production are Jarge and the required statistics
can be accum ulated in short tim e, say, one year at each
gnergy point. T he estim ated running tine of BEPC IL at

s= 3{7and 417 G €V isaround eight years,which cor-
responds to an integrated lum inosity of about 20 o ' at
each energy point.

Data samples at = s = 3:77 and 4.17 GeV can be
used for radiative retum studies, for the cm . energies of
the hadron system between the * threshold to above
20 GeV . This will allow for m easurem ents of the pion,
kaon and proton form factors, as well as of cross sections
for som e m ulti-hadron nal states. T he good coverage of
them uon detectorat BE S-I1Talso allow s the ddenti cation
of the * nal state, thus supplying a nom alisation
factor for the other twobody nal states.

Figure 70 show s the expected lum inosity at low en-—
ergies n 10 M &V bins for 10 b ! data accum ulated on
the (3770) peak.In tem s of um fosity at the ° peak,
one can see that 10 fo ! ofdata at = s = 3{/7 GeV is
equivalentto 70 fb ' at10.58 G eV ,ie.attheB factories.

W ith M onteCarlogenerated e’ e ! 155 * data
using PHOKHARA [333], after a fast sin ulation and re-
construction w ith the BE S-III softw are, one found the ef-

clency or events at the ° peak to be around 5% if one
requires the detection of the ISR photon. This is higher
than thee ciency atBaBar [ 465].F igure 71 show s the sig-
nal for 10,000 generated * events. O ne estim ates the
num ber of events in each 10 M &V bin to Be around 20,000
at the © peak, or 10 b ! ofdata at™ s = 377 GeV.
This is com parable with the recent BaBar results based
on 232 fb ! ofdata atthe (4S) peak [£65].

Them ost In portant work related to the pion form fac—
tor m easuram ent is the estim ate of the system atic ervor.
Since the cross section ofgood events at the (3770) peak
is not large (around 30 nb for the total hadronic cross
section, w ith about 400 nb cross section for the Q ED pro-
cesses) com pared to the highest trigger rates at J= and

(25 ) peak energies, a loose trigger ism andatory to allow
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the ISR events to be recorded. In principle, the trigger
rate for these events could reach 100% , with an allowed
trigger purity of less than 20% .

W ith enough D D events accum ulated at the sam e en—
ergy, the tracking and particle ID e ciencies can bem ea—
sured w ith high precision (as has been done at CLEO —

c [466]). In addition, a hugedata sam pleatthe (25)and
the wellm easured large branching fraction of (2S) tran-
sition m odes, such as * J= ,J= ! * , can be

used to study the tracking e ciency, -ID e ciency and

soon.A llthisw illgreatly help to understand the detector
perform ance and to pin dow n the system atic errors in the
form factor m easurem ent.

T he kaon and proton form factors can bem easured as
well since they are even sin pler than the m easurem ent of
the pion form factor. This will allow us to better under—
stand the structure close to threshold and possible existing
high-m ass structures.

E xcept for the lowest lying vector states ( , !, ), the
param eters of other vector states are poorly known, and
further investigations are needed. BES-TIIT ISR analyses
m ay reach energies slightly above 2 G &V , while beyond
that BEPC -IT can run by adjisting the beam energy.This
allow s BES-III to study the full range of vector m esons
between the * threshod and 4.6 G &V, which is the
highest energy BEPC -II can reach, thus covering the !
and ,aswellasthe sector.O new illhave the chance to
study the excited ,! and states between 1 and about
25GeV.The nalstates nclude * Y, KK, 4 pions,

K K , etc. Final states with m ore than four particles
will be hard to study using the ISR m ethod, since the
D D decay w ill contribute as background.

5 Tau decays
5.1 Introduction

A fter discovery of the  lepton, which is a fundam ental
lepton, heavy enough to decay not only into leptons, but

also Into dozens of various hadronic nalstates, it becam e

clear that corresponding M onte Carlo (M C ) event gener-
ators are needed for various purposes:

{ To calculate detector acceptance, e clencies and vari-
ousdistributions for signalevent selection and com par—
ison to data. In general the acceptance is sm all (a few
percent) and depends on them odel; In principle, it isa
com plicated function of nvariant m asses, angles, and
resolutions. A nalysis of publications show s that e ects
ofM C signalm odelling are alm ost always neglected.

{ To estin ate the num ber of background (BG ) events
N 2% and theirdistrdbutions; in addition to background
com ing from pairs (so called cross—+feed), there
m ght be BG events from gg continuum , collisions
etc.

{ Tounfold observed distributions to get rid of detector
e ects, In portant w hen extracting resonance param e-
ters.

Various com puter packages lke, eg., KORALB [467],
KKMC [468],TAUOLA [469,470,471]Jand PHOTOS [472]
were developed to generate events for lepton produc-
tion in " e annihilation and their subsequent decay, tak—
ing into account the possibility of photon em ission. T hese
codes becam e very Im portant tools for experin ents at
LEP,CLEO ,Tevatron and HERA .

Sin ulation of hadronic decays requires the know ledge
of hadronic form factors. Various hadronic nal states
were considered in the 90's, resulting in a large num ber
of speci ¢ hadronic currents [473].



H ow ever,already experin entsat LEP and CLEO show —
ed thatw ith increase of the collected data setsam ore pre—
cise description is necessary. Som e attem ptswerem ade to
In prove the param etrisation of various hadronic currents.
O ne should note the serious e orts of the ALEPH and
CLEO Collaborations,w hich created their ow n param etri-
sations of TAUO LA hadronic currents already in the late
90's, or a param etrisation of the hadronic current In the
4 decays [474],based on the experin ental inform ation on
ete ! 22 ; * 2 Y from Novosbirsk [294],which
isnow Im plem ented in the presently distributed TAUO LA
code [475].

5.2 Current status of data and M C generators

In this section we w ill brie y discuss the m ost precise re-
centexperim entaldata on  lepton decays, show ing, wher—
ever possible, their com parison w ith the existing M C gen—
erators and discussing the decay dynam ics.

521 ! O atBele
R ecently results of a study of the ! 0 decay
by the Belle Collaboration were published [476]. From
less than 10% of the dataset avaibble the authors se-
lected a huge statistics of 5.4M events, about two orders
ofm agnitude larger than in any previous experin ent, de-
term ined the branching fraction and after the unfolding
obtained the hadronic m ass spectrum , in which for the

rst tin e three -like resonances were observed together:

(770); (1450) and (1700). T heir param eters w ere also
determ ined.

T he com parison of the obtained m issing m ass distri-
butions w ith sin ulations for di erent polar angle ranges
(Fig. 72) show s that there exist am all discrepancies be-
tween M C and data.

Figure 73 show s various background contributions to
the dipion m ass distribution (upper panel) and underly—
ing dynam ics (lower panel), clearly dem onstrating a pat-

tern of the three interfering resonances (770);  (1450)
and (1700).
522 1 KO ;KO0

Two high-precision studies of the decay into the K
nal state were recently published. The BaBar Collabo—
ration reported a m easurem ent of the branching fraction

of the ' K 0 decay [477]. They do not study
in detailthe K invardiantm ass distribution, noting only
that the K (892) resonance is seen prom inently above

the sin ulated background, see Fig. 74.Near 1.4 G &V =¢?
decays to higher K mesons are expected, such as the
K (1410) and K ,(1430) ,but their branching fractions
are not yet m easured well. T hese decays are not lncluded
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in theBaBarsin ulation of decays,butseem to bepresent
in the data around 14 GeV=c’. It is also worth noting
that this decay m ode is heavily contam inated by cross-
feed backgrounds from other decays.Forexam ple,below
0.7 GevV=c? the background is dom inated by K ° °
andK K° ? events, orwhich the branching fractions
are only known w ith large relative uncertaintiesof  37%
and 13% , respectively. N onnegliglble background m ay
also com e from the ! 0 decay,which hasa large
branching fraction and thus should be sin ulated properly.

A nother charge com bination of the nal state particls,
ie,K ,was studied in the Belle experin ent [478]. Tn
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this case a detailed analysisofthe K  invardantm assdis-
tribution has been perform ed. T he authors also conclude
that the decay dynam ics di ers from pure K (892): the

best tinclidesK , (800)+ K (892)+K (1410)=K ,(1430),
see Fig. 75.
523 decays Ihto three pseudoscalrs

R ecently a m easurem ent of the branching fractions of var—
Jous particle com binations in the decay to three charged
hadrons (any combination of pions and kaons) was re—
ported by the BaBar C ollhboration [479]. A sin ilar study
was also perform ed by the Belle group [480]. However,
both groups have not yet analysed the m ass spectra In
detail. In the K K *K nal state BaBar [479] and
Belle [481] reported the observation of the decay m ode

K ,while In the K K* nal state BaBar ob-—
served the decay mode [479]. Belle analysed the
gpectrum of the K mass and concluded that it m ight
have a com plicated dynam ics, see F'ig. 76.

The m ost detailed previous study of the m ass spec—
tra was done by the CLEO group [482]. W ith the statis-
tics of about 8,000 events they conclude that the 3 m ass
spectrum is dom inated by the a; (1260) m eson, and con—

m ed that the decay of the hatter is not saturated by
the iInterm ediate state, having in addition a signi cant
£, (600) com ponent observed earlier n " e annihila-
tion into our charged pions [294].

R ecently the Belle C ollaboration perform ed a detailed
study of various decays with the meson in the nal
state [483]. They m easured the branching fractions of the
follow ing decay m odes: I K , I K 0 ,

! o, ! KJ ,and I K .
They also set upper lin its on the branching fractions of
thedecaysintoK KJ , KJ ° K , ,
and non—esonantkK  ° nal states.
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Figure 77 shows that there is reasonable agreem ent

for 0 (a, b) and a worse one for K (c) and
K d).
524 decays to four pions

T hereare tw o possible isospin com binationsofthishadronic
nal state, 2 * 0 and 3 0. Both have not yet been
studied at B factories, so the best existing results are
based on ALEPH [“484]and CLEO [485]results.
T he theoretical description of such decays is based
on the CVC relations and the available low energy e e
data [486,330,474,339].

525 ! 3h 2h* atBaBar

A new study of the ! 3h 2h" decay h= ;K)
has been perform ed by the BaBar C ollaboration [4871. A
large dataset of over 34,000 events (two orders of m ag—
nitude larger than in the best previous m easurem ent at
CLEO [488]) allows one a st search for resonant struc—
tures and decay dynam ics.

T he invariantm assdistrbution of the ve charged par-
ticles In Fig. 78 show s a clear discrepancy between the
data and the M C sinulation, which uses the phase space
distribution for 13 2"

Themass of the h"h pair combiations n Fi. 79
(upper panel), w ith a prom inent shoulderat 0.77 G eV=c?,
suggests a strong contribution from the meson. Note
that there are three allowed isospin states for this decay,
ofwhich twom ay havea meson.Them assofthe 2h" 2h
com binations in Fig. 79 (lower panel) also show s a struc-
tureat1.285G eV =c? com ing from the ! £ (1285)
decay.

The rstattam pt to take Into account the dynam ics of
this decay was recently perform ed in Ref. [489].

526 decays to sk pions

The sixpion nalstate was studied by the CLEO Collab—
oration [490]. Two charge combinations, 3 2 © ¢ and
2 *3 9, were observed and it was fund that the de-
cays are saturated by intem ediate states with  and !

m esons. D espite the rather lim ited statistics (about 260
events altogether), it becam e clear that the dynam ics of
these decays is rather rich.

52.7 LeptonF lavour V o hting D ecays

M ore than 50 di erent Lepton-¥ lavour V iolating (LFV )

decays have been studied by the CLEO ,BaBar and Belle
C ollaborations. Publications rarely describe how the sin —
ulation of such decays is perform ed .M oreover, theoretical
papers suggesting LEV in new m odels usually do not pro—
vide di erential cross sections. In som e experin ental pa—
pers the authors clain that the production of nal state
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Fig. 77. Invariant m ass distrbutions: (a)
! KS at Belle. T he points w ith error bars are the data.
background M C distributions, respectively.

hadronsw ith a phase space distribution isassum ed.H ow —
ever, the realm eaning of this statem ent is not very clear
since LEV assum esNew Physics and, therefore, m atrix el-

an entsare not necessarily separated into weak and hadronic program TAUO LA

parts.

However, there exist a few theoretical papers consid—
ering di erential cross sections. For exam ple, angu]ar cor—
relations for ! ; and e" e decays
were studied in Ref. [491].An attem pt to classify di erent
types of operators entering New P hysics Lagrangians for

decays to three charged leptons wasm ade in E92].

5.3 Status of M onte Carlb event generators for
production and decays

H igh-statistics and high-precision experin ents, aswell as
searches for rare processes, result in a new challenge:M onte
C arlo generatorsbased on an adequate theoreticaldescrip—
tion of energy and angular distributions. In the follow ing
we w ill describe the status of the M onte C arlo program s
used by experin ents. W e w ill review the buiding blocks
used in the sinulation with the goal in m ind to localise
the points requiring m ost urgent attention.

At present, for the production of pairs, the M onte
Carlo program sKkORALB [467]and KKM C [468]are the
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standard codes to be used. For the generation of brem s-
strahlung in decays, the M onte Carlo PHOTOS [472] is
used.Finally, decays them selves are sin ulated w ith the
[469,470,471]. The EvtG en code was
w ritten and m aintained for sin ulation of B m eson decays,
See
www.slac.stanford.edu/~lange/EvtGen/ .t o ersa
unigque opportunity to specify, at run tim e, a list of the
nal state particles'®, w ithout having to change and/or
com pile the underlying code.In a m ultijparticle nalstate
dom nated by phase space considerations, this generator
provides an adequate description of the nal state mo-—
m enta, for which the underlying form factor calculation
is m ore nvolved and not presently available n a closed
form . That iswhy it is used by experin ents m easuring
decays too.

So far, our discussion has been based on the com —
parison of experim ental data and theory em bodied into
M onte C arlo program s treated as a black box.O ne could
see that a typical signature of any given = decay channel
is m atching rather poorly the publicly available M onte
C arlo predictions. T his should be of no surprise as e orts
to com pare data w ith predictions were com pleted for the

15

E g. Jlepton decay products including neutrinos.



last tine in late 90’s by the ALEPH and CLEO collabo-
rations. T he resulting hadronic currents were afterw ards
In plem ented in [475]. Since that tin eno e orts to prepare
a com plete param etrisation of decay sin ulation for the
public use were undertaken seriously.

T here isanother In portantm essagew hich can bedrawn
from these com parisons. Starting from a certain precision
level, the study of a given decay m ode can not be sepa-
rated from the discussion of others. In the distrdbutions
ain ed at representing the given decay m ode, a contribu—
tion from the other decay m odes can be large, up to
even 30% .

Itm ay be lessclear that experin entsdi ersigni cantly
in theway how they m easure individualdecay m odes. For
instance, ALEPH produced sam ples free of the non—
backgrounds, but, on the other hand, strongly boosted,
m aking the reconstruction of som e angles in the hadronic
system m oredi cult. This is In portant and a ects prop-—

erties of thedecay m odelsw hich w illbe used fora param etri-

sation. In particular, when the statistics is an all, possi-
bl uctuationsmay a ect the picture and there are not
enough data to com plete an estin ate of the system atic er—
rors. In this case,details of the description of the hadronic
current, as the inclision of intemm ediate resonances, are
not im portant. Let us consider, as an exam ple, !

K 9  .Them atrix elem ent in the ALEPH param etri-
sation is saturated by ! ®and Kk %! K¢ 9,
and a sin ilar param etrisation is used for K ! Kg

In practice, the contribution of the ismore signi cant
in the ALEPH param etrisation in contrast to the CLEO
one where the K dom inates. O ne has to adm it that at
the tin e when both collaborations were preparing their
param etrisations to be used in TAUO LA , the data sam —
ples of both experin ents w ere rather sm alland the di er-
ences were not of much signi cance. T his can, however,
a ect possible estin ates of backgrounds for searches of
rare decays, eg.of B mesonsat LHCb.®

Let usnow go point by point and discuss exam ples of
M onte Carlo program s and tting strategies. W e w ill fo—
cus on sub Fcts requiring m ost attention and future work.
W e will review the theoretical constraints which are use-
ful in the construction of the m odels used for the data
description.

5.4 Phase space

Because of the relatively low m ultiplicity of nalstate par—
ticles, it is possble to separate the description of pro—
duction and decay Into segm ents describing the m atrix el-
an entsand the phase space. In the phase space no approx—
In ations are used, contrary to them atrix elem ents where

1 LHCD performed M C studies orBY | * and the ra—
diative decays B o1 K and Bg ! , but  decays have
not yet been taken into account. T hese results are not public
and exist only as intemaldocum ents LHCB-ROADM AP 1-002
and LHCB-ROADM AP4-001.
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all approxin ations and assum ptions reside. T he descrip—
tion of the phase spaceused In TAUO LA isgiven in detail
in [471]. The description of the phase space for produc—
tion is given in [468]. Thanks to conform al symm etry it
is exact for an arbitrary num ber of photons. U sing expo-—
nentiation, see, for exam ple, Y ennieFrautchiSuura [493],
the phase space description can be exact and the m atrix
elem ent can be re ned orderby order.For rad iative correc—
tions In thedecay PHO T O S can be used . Tts phase space is
described, for exam ple, in the pumalversion of [494]and
is exact. A pproxin ations are m ade in the m atrix elem ent
only. Benchm ark com parisons'’ with other calculations,
which are actually based on second-orderm atrix elem ents
and exponentiation, found excellent agreem ent [495,4961].

5.5 Spin e ects

T he lifetin e of the  lepton is orders of m agnitude larger
not only than its form ation tin e in high energy experi-
m ents, but also than the tin e scale of all phenom ena re—
lated to higher-order corrections such as brem sstrahlung.

T he separation of production and decay is excellent
due to the am allw dth of the Iepton. Its propagator can
be well approxin ated by a delta function for phase space
and m atrix elem ents. The cross section for the process
££!) Y y; 1 x*t ' 1 1 1reads

X
d = # fd =

spin

:Mfd prodd «~d 7

spin

where Y and X © stand for particles produced together
wih the * and in the * decay, respectively; d ,
d proa,d -+ ,d denote the phase space in the original
process, in production and decay, respectively.

This form alisn looks sin ple, but because of the over
20  decay channels there arem ore than 400 distinct pro-—
cesses.

Let us write the spin am plitude separated Into the
parts for pair production and decay:

X2
M prod M M

1 2 1 2 °

M =

1 2=1

A fter Integrating out the  propagators, the form ula for
the cross section can be rew ritten as

4 Prod § 0 F

spin

#F

spin

d =

spin

" The purpose of this type of testsm ay vary. If tw o program s

di er in their physics assum ptions, it m ay help to control the
physics precision . If the physics assum ptions are dentical, but
the technical constructions di er, then the com parison checks
the correctness of the in plem entation of the algorithm . Fi-
nally, the com parison of results from the sam e program , but
installed on di erent com puters, m ay check the correctness of
the code’s In plem entation in new software environm ents. Such
com parisons, or jist the data necessary for com parisons, w ill
be referred to as physical, technical and installation bench-
m arks, respectively. T hey are indispensable for the reliable use
of M onte C arlo program s.

wtd prodd +d 7

w here e
wt= Rishih’
i;3=0,;3
Ropp=1; <wt>=1; 0 wt 4:
Ri; can be calulated from M | ., h' and h? from

M  and M , respectively. Bell inequalities (related to
the E instein-R osen-Podolsky paradox [497]) tell us that
in general it is I possible to rew rite wt in the follow ing
factorised form , w tRctorized

X
i[‘Bt ized !
wte wiaeerE = Rihi

i;3=0;3

REn’ ;
J
i;37=0;3

whereR{ and RY are four-com ponent ob Fcts caloulated
from variables of the process of pair production. In the
M onte Carlo construction it is thus Im possible to gen-—
erate a * pair, where each of the two is in some
quantum state, and later to perform the decays of the

* and the independently. T his holds at all orders of
the perturbative expansion. production and decay are
correlated through spin e ects, which can be represented
by the wellbehaved factor w t introduced previously. T he
above form ulae do not lead to any loss of precision and
hold in presence of radiative corrections as well. D1 er—
ent options for the form alism , based on these expressions,
are used In M onte C arlo program s and are basically well
founded. T his should be confronted w ith processes w here
instead of  leptons shortdived interm ediate states are
considered. T hen, in general, am biguities appear and cor-
rections proportional to the ratio of the resonance w dth
to itsm ass (or other energy scales of the process resulting,
for exam ple, from cuto s) must be included. Interfering
background diagram sm ay cause additional problem s.For
details we refer to [498,469,468].

5.6 lepton production
KORALB waspublished [467,499 Im ore than twenty years
ago. It ncluded rstorderQ ED correctionsand com plete
m ass and spin e ects. It tumed out to be very useful, and
still rem ains In broad use. On the other hand, som e of
its Ingredients are outdated and do notm atch the present
day requirem ents, even for technical tests. For exam ple
the function PIRET (S), which describes the real part of
the photon hadronic vacuum polarisation asm easured by
the data collected until the early 80’s should be replaced
by one of the new precise codes (see Section 6 for details).
U nfortunately, this replacem ent does not solve all nor—
m alisation problem s of KORALB . For exam ple, it iswell
know n that the one-loop correctionsarenotsu cient.T he
twom aprin provem entsw hich were developed during the
LEP era are the introduction of higherorderQ ED correc—
tions Into M onte Carlo sin ulation and a better way to
com bine loop corrections w ith the rest of the eld theory
calculations. For energies up to 10 G &V (typicalof the B



factordies), the KKM C M onte Carlo [468]provides a reali-
sation of the above In provem ents. T his program inclides
higherorder Q ED m atrix elem entsw ith the help of exclu—
sive exponentiation, and explicit m atrix elem ents up to
the second order. A 1so In this case the function calculat-
ing the vacuum polarisation m ust be replaced by a version
appropriate for low energy (see Section 6).

O nce this iscom pleted, and if the tw o—loop photon vac—
uum polarisation can be neglected, KORALB and KKM C
can form a base for tests and studies of system atic errors
for cross section nom alisations at low energies. U sing a
strategy sim ilar to the one for Bhabha scattering [500],
the results obtained In [501,278]allow to expect a preci-
sion 0of 0.35{0.45% using KKM C atBelle/BaBar energies.
Certainly, a precision tag sin ilar to that for linear collid—
ers can also be achieved for lower energies. W ork beyond
[501 ]and explained in that paperwould then be necessary.

5.7 Separation Into kptonic and hadronic current

The matrix elem ent used In TAUO LA for sem iHeptonic

decays, ((P;s)! (N X ,
G
M = p—zu(N ) v+ a s)hu@®)J (204)
requires the know ledge of the hadronic current J . The
expression is easy to m anipulate. O ne obtains:
V2 + a®
#MF=G"——(+H s);
L=P ( va )i i
1 2 5
H = M_(M PP )( va )r
= 2[(J N)J+ (J N)J (@ J )N J;
5 =2 JJIN ;
2va .
T g (20%)

Ifthe couplingisv+ asandm 6 0 isallowed, one

hastoadd to ! and H

v: &
PT=2———m M J J);
V2 + a?
A V2 512
H = 2———m In J JP (206)
V2 + a?

T he expressions are usefuil for M onte C arlo applications
and are also calculable from  rst principles. T he resulting
expression can be used to the precision level of the order
of 02{03% .

In contrast to other parts, the hadronic currentJ still
can not be calculated reliably from rst principles. Som e
theoretical constraints need to be fuul lled, but in general
it has to be obtained from experim ental data. W e will
retum to this point later (see Section 5.9).
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5.8 Brem sstrahlung in decays

ThePHOTOS M onte Carlo isw idely used for generation
of radiative corrections in cascade decays, starting from
the early papers [502,503]. W ith tim e the precision of its
predictions in proved signi cantly, but the m ain principle
rem ains the sam e. Tts algorithm is aim ed to m odify the
content of the event record lled in w ith com plete cascade
decays at earlier steps of the generation . PHOTOS m odi es
the content of the event record ; it adds add itionalphotons
to the decay vertices and at the sam e tin e m odi es the
kinem atic con guration of other decay products.

O ne could naively expect that this strategy is bound
to substantial approxin ations. H ow ever, the algorithm is
com patible with NLO calculations, leads to a com plete
coverage of the phase space for m ultiphoton nal states
and provides correct distribbutions in soft photon lim its.
Form oredetails of the program organisation and itsphase
space generation we address the reader to [494].

T he changes introduced over the last few years into
the PHOTOS M onte Carl program itself were rather
an all and the work concentrated on its theoretical foun—
dations. T his w ide and com plex sub Fct goes beyond the
scope of this Review and the interested reader can con-
sult [504], where som e of the topics are discussed. Pre-
vious tests of twodbody decays of the Z into a pair of
charged leptons [496] and a pseudoscalar B Into a pair
of scalars [494 ]were recently supplem ented [05]w ith the
study of W 'l . The study of the process !

* is on-going [C06]. In all of these cases a universal
kemel of PHOTO S was replaced w ith the one m atching
the exact rstorderm atrix elem ent. In thisway tem s for
the NLO /NLL levelare in plem ented. T he algorithm cov-
ers the fullm ultiphoton phase space and it is exact in the
Infrared region of the phase space. O ne should not forget
that PHO T O S generates welght-one events.

Theresultsofalltestsof PHOTO Swith an NLO kemel
areata sub-perm il level.N o di erencesw ith benchm arks
were found, even for sam ples of 10° events. W hen sin —
pler physics assum ptions were used, di erences between
totalrates at sub-perm ill levelw ere observed or they were
m atching a precision of the program s used for tests.

This is very encouraging and points to the possble
extension of the approach beyond (scalar) QED , and In
particular to Q CD and/orm odels w ith phenom enological
Lagrangians for interactions of photons w ith hadrons. For
this work to be com pleted, spin am plitudes have to be
further studied [507].

The re nem ents discussed above a ect the practical
side of sin ulations for  physics only indirectly. C hanges
in the kemels necessary for NLO m ay rem ain as options
for tests only. They are available from the PHOTO S web
page [05], but are not recom m ended for w ider use. T he
corrections are an all, and distributions visualising their
size are available. O n the other hand, their use could be
perilous, as it requires controlof the decaying particle spin
state. It is known (see, eg., [508]) that this is not easy
because of technical reasons.

W e will show later that radiative corrections do not
provide a lim itation in the quest for Im proved precision
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ofm atching theoreticalm odels to experim entaldata until
issues discussed in subsection 5.12 are solved.

5.9 H adronic currents

So far all discussed contributions to the predictions were
found to be controlled to the precision level of 0.5% with
respect to the decay rate under study.'®

T his is not the case for the hadronic current, which is
the m ain source of our di culties. Tt can not be obtained
from perturbative Q CD as the energy scales involved are
too an all. O n the otherhand, for the low energy lin its the
scale is too large. D espite these di culties one can obtain
a theoretically clearob gct ifenough e ort isdevoted.T his
m ay lead to a better understanding of the boundaries of
the perturbative dom ain of QCD aswell.

T he unguestionable property which hadronic currents
must ful 1is Lorentz nvariance. For exam ple, if the nal
state consists of three scalars with momenta p1, P2, P3 s
respectively, it m ust take the form

J =N{T [a (@

P3) F1+ (s p1) Fo

iC5 H
+ clpr p2) F3)+ ag Fy Wplpmﬁs} §207)
where T = g gq = is the transverse projctor

and g= p; + Pz + p3. The functions F; depend on three
variablesthat can be chosen asq® = (p1+ po+ p3)° and two
ofthe follow ing three,s; = (Po+ P3)?, 52 = (P1+P3)%,s3 =
(p1 + P2 )?.This form is obtained from Lorentz invariance
only.

Am ong the st four hadronic structure functions (F 1,
F,, F3, Fy), only three are independent. W e leave the
structure function F, In the basis because, neglecting the
pseudoscalar resonance production m echanian , the con—
tribution due to F, isnegligble ( m? =f ) 509]and (de—
pending on the decay channel) one ofF'1 ,F, and F3 drops
out, exactly as it is In TAUO LA since long.

In each case, the num ber of independent functions is
four (rather than ve) and not larger than the din ension
of our space-tim e. That is why the profction operators
can bede ned, for two—and three-scalar nalstates.W ork
in that direction has already been done in Ref. [473]and
then implem ented In tests of TAUO LA too. Thanks to
such a m ethod, hadronic currents can be obtained from
data w ithout any need of phenom enological assum ptions.
Since long such m ethods were usefulfordata analysis, but
only In part.Experin ental sam pleswere sin ply too am all.

A tpresent, forhigh statistics and precision them ethod
m ay be revisited . T hat iswhy it is of great interest to ver—
ify whetherdetectorde cienciesw ill invalidate them ethod
or if adjustm ents due to Incom plete phase space coverage
are necessary. W e will retum to that question later. In

¥ This 0:5% uncertainty is for Q ED radiative e ects. One
should bear in m ind other m echanisn s involving the produc—
tion of photons, lke, for exam ple, the decay channel ! ! ,
which occurs w ith a probability of (8:28 0:28)% and doesnot
belong to the category of radiative corrections.

them ean tin e let us retum to other theoretical consider—
ations which constrain the form of hadronic currents, but
not always to the precision of today’s data.

5.0 The resonance chiralapproxin ation and its result
for the currents

O nce the allow ed Lorentz structures are determm ined and a
properm inin al set of them is chosen, one should in pose
theQ CD symm etriesvalid at low energies.T hechiralsym —
m etry ofm asslessQ CD allow s to develop an e ective eld
theory description valid for m om enta m uch an aller than
the mass, PT p10,511].
A lthough P T cannot provide predictions vald over the
full decay phase space, it constrains the form and the
nom alisation of the form factors in such lin its.
Them odel, proposed in [445]for decaying to pions and
used also for extensions to other decay channels, em ploys
weighted products of BreitiW igner functions to take into
account resonance exchange. T he form factors used there
have the right chiral lim it at LO . However, as it was
dem onstrated in [509], they do not reproduce the NLO
chiral Iim it.
T he step tow ards incorporating the right low -energy lim it
up to NLO and the contributions from m eson resonances
which re ect the experin entaldata wasdonew ithin R eso-
nance ChiralTheory R T [437,436]). T he current state—
of+the-art for the hadronic form factors (F;) appearing in
the decaysisdescrbed in 12,513 ]. Apart from the cor-
rect low energy properties, it includes the right fallo [514,
515]at high energies.
T he energy-dependent In aginary parts in the propagators
of the vector and the axialvectorm esons, 1=m? ¢
im  (f)),were calculated in [516]at oneJoop, exploiting
the optical theorem that relates the appropriate hadronic
m atrix elem ents of  decays and the cuts with on-shell
m esons In the (axial) vector-(axial-) vector correlators.
This form alisn has been shown to successfully describe
the Invariant m ass spectra of experin entaldata In =~ de-
cays for the follow Ing hadronic system s: b17,518,519],
K [B20,5211,3 [B09,512,513,522]and KK [p12,522].
O ther channels w ill be worked out along the sam e lines.
It has already been checked that the R T results pro—
vide also a good description of the threem eson processes

(! 3 )Y[B23land (e ! KK )1 [£02].
Both the spin-one resonance w idths and the form factors
of the decays ' ( ; K;3 ;KK ) com puted

within R T arebeing In plem ented in TAUO LA only now .
Starting from a certain precision level, the predictions,
like the ones presented above,m ay tum out to be not suf-
ciently precise.N onetheless, even in such a case they can
provide som e essential constraints on the form ofthe func-
tions F; . Further re nem ents w ill require large and com —
bined e orts of experin ental and theoretical physicists.
W e will elaborate on possible technical solutions later in
the review . Such attem pts tumed out to be di cult in
the past and a long tin e was needed for param etrisa—
tions given in [475] to becom e public. Even now they are



sam 1o cialand arenotbased on the nalALEPH and/or
CLEO data.

5.11 Isospin symm etry of the hadronic currents

If one neglects quark masses, Q CD is invariant under a
transform ation replacing quark avours.A sa consequence,
hadronic currentsdescribing vector decays (2 ;4 ;

and low energy " e annihilation into corresponding iso—
vector nal states are related and can be obtained from
one another [524,525]. T his property, often referred to as
conservation of the vector current (CVC ) In  decays, re—
sults in the possibility to predict invariant m ass distribu—
tions of the hadronic system , as well as the correspond-
ng branching fractions in ~ decays using € e data. A
system atic check of these predictions showed that at the
(5{10)% levelthey work ratherwell [5261].

In principle, the corrections due to m ass and charge
di erences between u and d quarks are not expected to
provide signi cant and m possible to controle ects [527,
528 1. H ow ever, the high-precision data ofthe CLEO [529],
ALEPH [530],0PAL [531],Belle [476],CM D=2 [289,388,
390,392],SND [288]land KLOE [374]collaborations in the
2 channelchallenged this statem ent, and as itwas shown
in [35,20,17,532,36,380,27]that the spectral functions for

! 9 signi cantly di er from those obtained us-
nge' e data. Som e evidence for a sin ilar dis-
crepancy is also observed in the 12t % decay
[533,534,339]. This e ect ram ains unexplained. Them ag—
nitude of the isospin-‘boreaking corrections has been up-
dated recently, m aking the discrepancy in the 2 channel
an aller [37].

These CVC based relations were originally used in the
TAUOLA form factors param etrisation,but they were of-
ten m odi ed to In prove tsto thedata.Letuspoint here
to an exam ple where experin entale” e data were used
for the m odel of the 14 decay channels [474]. In
this case, only a m easurem ent of the distrbution in the
total invariantm ass of the hadronic system wasavaibable.
This is not enough to x the distrdbution over the mul-
tidin ensional phase space. For other din ensions one had
to rely on phenom enologicalm odels or other experim ents.
In the future, this m ay not be necessary, but will always
rem ain as a m ethod of benchm arks construction.

1 +

5.12 T he challenges

A s we have argued before, re ned technigues for ts, n—
volring sinultaneous ts to many  decay channels, are
necessary to Im prove the phenom enologicaldescription of

decays. C om plex backgrounds (w here each channel con—
tributes to signatures ofotherdecay m odesaswell),di er—
ent sensitivities of experin ents for m easurem ents of som e
angular distrbutions w ithin the sam e hadronic system ,
and som etin es even an ncom plete reconstruction of nal
states, are them ain cause of this necessity.M oreover, the—
oreticalm odels based on the Lagrangian approach sim ul-
taneously describe m ore than one  decay channel w ith
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the sam e set of param eters, and only sin ultaneous tsal-
low to establish their experin entalconstraints in a consis-
tent way. Signi cant e orts are thus necessary and close
collaboration between phenom enologists and experin en—
tal physicists is iIndispensable. A s a result, technigques of
autom ated calculations of hadronic currents m ay becom e
necessary [5351].

-.:)

7 ..

5.13 Technical solutions for ts

For the nalstates of up to three scalars, the use of pro—
“Bction operators [473] is popular since Iong [533]. It en—
ables, at least in principle, to obtain form factors used in
hadronic currents directly from the data, for one scalar
function de ned in Eq. (207) at a tim e. O nly recently ex—
perin ental sam ples becam e su ciently large. H ow ever, to
exploit this m ethod one m ay have to in prove it rst by
system atically including the e ects of a lin ited detector
acceptance. Im plem entation of the profction operators
into packages ke M C-TESTER [536]m ay be useful. E £
forts in that direction are being pursued now 19 538].

O n the theoretical side onem ay need to choose predic—
tions from m any m odels, before a su ciently good agree—
m ent w ith data willbe achieved. Som e autom ated m eth—
ods of calculationsm ay then becom e useful [539]. This is
egpecially In portant forhadronicm ultiplicities larger than
three, w hen pro fctor operators have never been de ned.

Certain autom ation of the m ethods is thus advisable.
To discrin inate from the broad spectrum of choices, new
m ethods of data analysis m ay becom e useful [540]. Such
m ethods m ay require sin ulating sam ples of events w here
severaloptions for them atrix elem ent calculation are used
sin ultaneously 2°

T he neutrino com ing from decays escapes detection
and asa result the rest fram e can not be reconstructed.
N evertheless,aswas shown In R ef. [473], angular distribu—
tions can be used for the construction of pro fction opera-
tors, which allow the extraction of the hadronic structure
functions from the data. T his is possible as they depend
on si,s; and ¢ only.

A dedicated m odule for the M C-TESTER [536], In —
plem enting them om ents ofdi erent anqular functions de-

ned In Egs. (39){(47) ofR ef. [473], isunder developm ent.
T hem om ents are proportionalto com binationsof the type
Fif+ FF+ R e(FiF ), wherethecoe cients , and
are functions of hadron fourm om entum com ponents in
the hadronic rest fram e. P relin nary results obtained w ith
large statistics of ve m illion Y 13 decays,
and assum Ing vanishing F3 and Fs form factors, show that
it is possble to extract ¥1F, ¥,F and ¥, FF as func-
tions of 51, s, and Q2. This extraction requires solving a

' Thismay help to enbed the m ethod in the m odem soft—

ware for ts,see,eg., [5371].

20 A ttem pts to code such m ethods into TAUO LA , com bined
w ith program s for  pair production and experin ental detec—
tor environm ent, w ere recently perform ed [541], but they were
applied so far as prototypes only, see Fig. 1 of Ref. [5421].
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set of equations. Since the solution is sensitive to the pre-
cision of the estin ation of them om ents entering the equa-
tion, Jarge data sam ples of the order of O (10° 10) are
necessary. The calculation gf the m om ents also requires
the know ledge of the initial~ s ofthe pair,which m akes
the analysis sensitive to initial state radiation (ISR ) ef-
fects. The sam e studies show that the analysis is easier
if one, instead of extracting the form factors ¥;7F, com —
pares the m om ents obtained from the experin ental data

w ith theoretical predictions. Such a com parison does not
require repetition of the M onte Carlo sin ulation of de-
cays w ith di erent form factors, and only the calculation

of com binations of ¥;F and Re(F i) isnecessary. This is
much sim pler than com paring the kinem atic distributions
obtained from data w ith distrdbutions com ing from M onte
C arlo sin ulationsw ith various theoreticalm odels. Further
com plications, for exam ple, due to the presence of an ni-
tial state brem sstrahlung or an incom plete acceptance of
decay phase space, were not yet taken into account.

5.14 Prospects

D e nitely the in provem ents of decay sin ulation pack-
ages and t strategies are of interest for phenom enology
of low energy.A s a consequence, their input for such do—
m ains lke phenom enology of the muon g 2 0r ggp ;s

ocp and their use in constraints of new physics would
In prove.

In this section, et usargue ifpossible bene tsfor LHC
phenom enology m ay arise from a better understanding
of decay channels in m easurem ents as well. In the pa—
pers [543,544] it was shown that spin e ects can indeed
be usefiil to m easure properties of the H iggs boson such
as parity. M oreover, such m ethods were veri ed to work
wellwhen detector e ects as proposed for a future linear
collider were taken into account. G ood control of the de—
cay properties is helpful. For exam ple, in Ref. [545]itwas
shown that forthe ! & 3 decay the sensitiv—
ity to the polarisation increases about four tim es when
all angular variables are used com pared w ith the usual
d =dq’, see also [546].

Even though decaysprovide som e of them ost prom i-
nent signatures for the LHC physics program , see, eg.,
Ref. [547], for som e tin e it was expected that m ethods
exploiting detailed properties of cascade decays are not
practicalfor LHC studies.T hanksto e ortson reconstruc—
tion of *and invariantm asspeaks, this opiion evolves.
Such work wasdone for studiesoftheCM S ECA L detector
Intercalbration [548],and in a relatively narrow pr range
(5{10 G &V ) som e potentially encouraging results w ere ob—
tained. Som e work In context of searches for new particles
started recently [549]. T here, In proved know ledge of dis—
tinct decay m odes m ay becom e In portant at a certain
point.

O ne can conclude that the situation is sim ilar to that
at the start of LEP, and som e controlofall decay chan-
nels is In portant. N onetheless, only if detector studies of

O and reconstruction w ill provide positive results, the
gate to In prove the sensitivity of  spin m easurem ents

w ith m ost of its decay m odes, as at LEP [550,551,552],
will be open. At this m om ent, however, it is di cult to
Judge about the in portance of such in provem ents in the
description of decays for LHC perspectives. T he experi-
ence of the rst years of LHC m ust be consolidated wst.
In any case such an activity is in portant for the physics
of future Linear C olliders.

5.15 Summ ary

W ehave show n that them ost urgent challenge in the quest
for a better understanding of decays is the developm ent
of e clent technigques for tting m ultidin ensional distri-
butions, which take into account realistic detector con—
ditions. This includes cross contam ination of di erent
decay m odes, their respective signatures and detector ac—
ceptance e ects, which have to be sim ultaneously taken
into account when tting experim ental data. M oreover,
at the current experin entalprecision, theoretical concepts
have to be reexam Ined. In contrast to the past, the pre-
cision of predictions based on chiral Lagrangians and/or
isospin symm etry can not be expected to always m atch
the precision of the data. T he use of m odelindependent
data analyses should be encouraged whenever possible in
realistic conditions.

G ood understanding of decays is crucial for under—
standing the low energy regin e of strong interactions and
the m atching between the non-perturbative and the per-
turbative dom ains. Further work on better sin ulations of

decays at the LHC is needed to im prove its potential
to study processes of new physics, especially in the H iggs
sector. In addition, an accurate sin ulation of decays is
In portant for the control of backgrounds for very rare de—
cays. For the pro gct to be successful, this should lead to
the encapsulation of our know ledge on  decays in form
ofa M onte C arlo library to be used by low -energy aswell
as high-energy applications.

6 Vacuum polarisation
6.1 Introduction

T hevacuum polarisation (VP ) ofthe photon isa quantum
e ect which leads, through renomm alisation, to the scale
dependence (‘running’) of the electrom agnetic coupling,
(). It therefore plays an in portant role in m any phys—
ical processes and its know ledge is crucial for m any pre-
cision analyses.A prom nent exam ple is the precision ts
of the Standard M odel as perform ed by the electrow eak
working group, where the QED coupling (g = M /) is
the least well known of the set of fiindam ental param e—
tersatthe 2 scale, fG ;M5 ; (M Z2 )g.Here we are m ore
concemed about the VP at lower scales as it enters all
photon-m ediated hadronic cross sections. T hese are used,
eg., In the detem ination of the strong coupling ¢, the
cham and bottom quark m asses from Ry.q aswellas in
the evaluation of the hadronic contributions to the m uon
g 2and (&) itself. It also appears in Bhabha scattering



in higher orders of perturbation theory needed for a pre-
cise determ ination of the um inosity. It is hence clear that
VP also has to be included in the corresponding M onte
C arlo program s.

In the ©ollow Ing we shall rstde ne the relevant nota—
tions, then brie y discuss the calculation of the leptonic
and hadronic VP contrbutions, before com paring availk-
able VP param etrisations.

Fig. 80. Photon vacuum polarisation (q2 ).

C onventionally the vacuum polarisation function isde—
noted by (q?) where q is a space- or tin e-like m om en—
tum . The shaded blob in Fig. 80 stands for all possible
one-particle rreducible leptonic orhadronic contributions.
T he filll photon propagator is then the sum of the bare
photon propagator and arbitrarily m any iterations of VP
insertions,

i

full photon propagator >
q

1+ + +

The D yson summ ation of the realpart of the oneparticle
Irreducible blobs then de nes the e ective Q ED coupling

@) = - —

1 @) 1 Re (@)

w here (0) is the usual ne structure constant,
1=137.Tt isdeterm ined m ost precisely through the anom a—
lousm agneticm om ent of the electron, a. , asm easured by
the Harvard group to an am azing 024 ppb [1], n agree-
m ent with less precise determ inations from caesium and
rubidium atom experim ents.T hem ost precise value for
which inclides the updated calculations of O ( #) contri-
butionsto a. [053],isgiven by 1= = 137:035999084 (51).

By using Eg. (209) we have de ned  to inclide the
electric charge squared , e or leptons, but note thatdi er-
ent conventions are used in the literature, and som etin es

is also de ned w ith a di erent overall sign.

Equation (209) is the usual de nition of the running
e ective QED coupling and has the advantage that one
obtains a real coupling. H owever, the In aginary part of
the VP function  is com pletely neglected, which is nor—
mally a good approxin ation as the contrbutions from
the In aginary part are form ally suppressed. T his can be
seen, eg., In the case of the “undressing’ of the exper—
In entally m easured hadronic cross section jaq(s). The
m easured cross section € e ! ! hadrons contains
fi1ll photon propagator?, ie. the m odulis squared of the
in nite sum (208).W riting = e?(P + iA ) one easily sees
that

(209)

a1+ @+ )+ et®+ia)Ys :::f =

1+ 2P + &*(3P? %)+ 4P (P? %)+
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and that the in agiary part A enters only at order O (e*)
com pared to O (e) for the leading contribution from the
real part P . To account for the in aginary part of one
m ay therefore apply the sum m ed form ofthe “(un )dressing’
factor w ith the relation

0
had (8) = 731}““1 (SJ)Q (210)

instead of the traditionally used relation w ith the realef-
fective coupling,
2

0 (s)

had (S) (211)

had (8) =

W e shallretum to a com parison ofthedi erent approaches
below for the case of the hadronic VP.
It should be noted that the summ ation breaks down
Eﬁn—d hencecan notbeused if j (s)j 1.Thisisthecaseif
s is very close to or even at narrow resonance energies.
In this case one can not include the narrow resonance in
the de nition of the e ective coupling but has to rely on
another form ulation, eg. through a BreitW igner prop-
agator (or a narrow width approxim ation with a delta-
function). For a discussion of this issue see [554]. A lso
note that the VP sum m ation covers only the class of one—

+ ::1) €208) particle irreducible diagram s of factorisable bubbles de-

picted In Fig. 80. This includes photon radiation w ithin
and betw een single bubbles, but clearly does not take into
account higher-order corrections from initial state radia-
tion or Initial- nal state Interference e ects n et e !
hadrons.

As will be discussed in the follow ing, leptonic and
hadronic contributions to arenom ally calculated sep—
arately and then added, (g?)= ep (@ )+ had ().
W hile the lptonic contributions can be predicted w ithin
perturbation theory, the precise determ ination of the ha—
dronic contributions relies on a dispersion relation using
experin entaldata as input.

6.2 Leptonic contributions

T he leptonic contributions 1ep have been calculated to
su ciently high precision. The leading order (LO ) and
nextto-Jleading order (NLO ) contributions are known as
analytic expressions including the fullm assdependence [555
where LO and NLO refer to the expansion in tem s of

. The nextto-next+to-leading order (NNLO ) contribu—
tion is available as an expansion in term s of m ?=q2 L1y,
where m . is the lepton m ass. To evaluate 1ep ) or
3 3< m ?, this expansion is not appropriate, but this is
exactly the region where the hadronic uncertainties are
dom nant.A 1so from the an allnessofthe NNLO contribu—
tion, we conclude that we do not neaed to further in prove
the leptonic contributions beyond this approxin ation.

T he evaluation of the LO contrbution israther sin ple,

and webrie y summ arise the resultsbelow .H ereafter, it is
understood that we In pose the renom alisation condition
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(0)=0on (q?).Forq® < 0,the VP finction reads
2 ¢
= 5 12 212
@) 36 2 . (212)
L — 1+4 +1
1+ 4 1
w here m?=( ¢).For0 ¢  4m? one obtains
@@= S5 1 (213)
E 36 2
P 1 4
+3( 1+ 2 ) 1 4 amtanﬁ ;
and for  4m?
q?) = < 5 12 + 3¢ 1+2p)1+4 (214)
77 36 2p
1+ 1+ 4 ie? p
1 1+ 4 12

An easily accessble reference which gives the NLO con-
tributions is, for instance, Ref. [556,557]. A's m entioned
above, the NNLO contribution isgiven in Ref. [11].Forall
foreseeable applications the available form ulae can be eas-
ily in plem ented and provide a su cient accuracy.W hile
the uncertainty from  is of course com pletely negligible,
the uncertainty stemm ing from the lepton m asses is only
tiny. T herefore the leptonic VP poses no problem .

6.3 Hadronic contributions

In contrast to the leptonic case, the hadronic VP a4 ()
can not be reliably calculated using perturbation theory.
This is clear ©r tin edke mom entum transfer ¢ > 0,
where, via the optical theoram T paq () &e !
hadrons) goes through allthe resonances in the low energy
region.H ow ever, it is possible to use a dispersion relation
to obtain the realpartof from the in agihary part.The
digpersion integral is given by

’ ! }?ad (s)ds

m 2 S Cf

Oy - -Lop

4 2

; (215)

where [ (s) is the (undressed) hadronic cross section
which is detemm ined from experin entaldata.Only away
from hadronic resonances and (heavy) quark threshods
one can apply perturbative Q CD to calculate gad (s). In
this region the param etric uncertainties due to the val-
ues of the quark m asses and , and due to the choice of
the renomm alisation scale, are an all. T herefore the uncer—
tainty of the hadronic VP is dom inated by the statistical
and system atic uncertainties of the experim entaldata for
}?ad (s) used as Input in (215).

N ote that thedispersion integral (215) leadsto a am ooth
flinction for spaceldke momenta o < 0, whereas in the
tim e-like region it has to be evaluated using the principal
value description and show s strong variations at resonance

energies, as dem onstrated eg. In Fig. 81. In Eg. (215)

}gzﬂ denotes the ve- avour hadronic contribution. At
energiesw e are interested In, ie.farbelow the ttthreshold,
the contrbution from the top quark is am all and usually
added separately. T he analytic expressions or P ()
obtained in perturbative QCD are the sam e as for the
leptonic contributions given above, up to m ultiplicative
factors taking into account the top quark charge and the
corresponding SU (3) colour factors, which read Q ﬁN c at

2
LO and Q28— atNLO .

Contributions from narrow resonances can easily be
treated using the narrow w idth approxin ation or a B reit-
W igner fomm . For the latter one obtains

M2 2)

M2)2+M22

3 e s(s
M (s

Breit W jgner<

s) = i (216)

with M , and . themass, totaland electronic w idth
of the resonance. For a discussion of the undressing of .
see [5541.

(5)

A Ithough the determ ination of |7 () via the dis-
persion integral (215) m ay appear straightforw ard , in prac—
tice the data combination for [ (s) is far from triv-
ial. In the low energy region up to about 14 2 Gev
many data sets from the di erent hadronic exclisive -
nalstates (channels) from various experin ents have to be
com bined, before the di erent channels which contribute
ncoherently to gad (s) can be summ ed. For higher en—
ergies the data for the fast grow ing num ber of possible
m ultihadronic nalstates are far from com plete, and in—
stead inclisive (hadronic) m easurem ents are used.For the
details of the data input, the treatm ent of the data w r.t.
radiative corrections, the estin ate of m issing threshold
contributions and unknow n subleading channels (often via
isospin correlations) and the com bination procedures we
refer to the publications of the di erent groups cited be-
low .

In the follow ing we shallbrie y describbe and then com —
pare the evaluations of the (hadronic) VP avaikble as
param etrisations or tabulations from di erent groups.

6.4 Currently avaibble VP param etrisations

For m any years Heln ut Burkhardt and Bolkk Pietrzyk
have been providing the Fortran function named REPI
for the leptonic and hadronic VP [175,558,260,559,15].
W hile the Jeptonic VP is coded in analytical form with
one-loop accuracy, the hadronic VP isgiven asa very com —
pact param etrisation in the space-like region,butdoesnot
cover the tim elike region. For their latest update see [7].
The code can be obtained from Burkhardt’s web-pages
which contain also a short iIntroduction and a list of older
references, see
http://hbu.web.cern.ch/hbu/aged/aged.html.

Sin ilarly, Fred Jegerlehner has been providing a pack—
age of Fortran routines for the running of the e ective
QED coupling [259,13,21,20,18,19]. Tt provides leptonic
and hadronic VP both in the space-and tim e-like region.
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Fig. 81. D1 erent contributions to (s) In the tin e-like re—

gion as given by the routine from Fred Jegerlehner. Figure
provided w ith the package alphaQED.uu from his hom epage.

For the leptonic VP the com plete one- and two—-loop re—
sults and the known high energy approxin ation for the
threeJloop corrections are Included. T he hadronic con-
tributions are given in tabulated form in the subroutine
HADROSN .The full set of routines can be dow nloaded from
Jegerlehner’s w eb-page
http://www—com.physik.hu-berlin.de/ fijeger/.The
version available from there is the one we use In the com —
parisons below and was last m odi ed in N ovem ber 2003.
Tt w il be referred to as J03 in the follow ing.A n update is
in progress and other versionsm ay be available from the
author upon request. Note that for quite som e tin e his
routine has been the only available code for the tim e-like
hadronicVP.F i. 81 show s the leptonic and hadronic con—
tributions together w ith their sum as given by Jegerleh—
ner’s routine.

The experimn ents CM D2 and SND at Novosibirsk are
using theirown VP com pilation to undress hadronic cross
sections, and the valuesused are given in tables in som e of
their publications. R ecently CM D 2 has m ade their com —
piltion publicly available, see Fedor Ignatov’s web-page
http://cmd.inp.nsk.su/ ignatov/vpl/. There links
are given to a corresponding talk at the “4th m eeting of
the W orking G roup on R adiative C orrections and M onte
C arlo G enerators for Low Energies’ (Beijing 2008), to the
thesis of Ignatov (in Russian) and to a le containing the
tabulation, which can be used together w ith a download—
able package. The tabulation is given for the real and
n aginary parts of the sum of leptonic and hadronic VP,
for both space-and tim e-lkem om enta, and for the corre-
sponding errors.F ig. 82, also displayed on their w eb-page,
show s the results from CM D2 or L+ J° both for the
space-and tin e-likem om enta in the range  (15G eV ¥ <
& < (15 GeV ) (upper panel) and for the in portant low
energy region 2GeVf < & < (2GeV)*. The sold
(black) lines are the sum of leptonic and hadronic contri-
butions, while the dotted (red) lines are for the leptonic
contributions only.
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Fig.82. 4+ 7° from CM D-2’s com pilation for space- and
tim e-lke m om enta (labelled = s); solid (black) lines: leptonic
plus hadronic contributions, dotted (red) lines: only leptonic
contributions. U pper panel: (15 G&V )7 < q2 < (15 Gev ).
Lower panel: (2 Ge&V )2 < q2 < (2Gev )2 . Figures provided
by Fedor Ignatov.

A nother Independent com pilation of the hadronic VP
isavailable from thegroup ofHagiwaraetal. [554](HM NT ),
at present upon request from the authors. They provide
tabulations (with a sin ple interpolation routine in For-

tran) of ;1221 (&) both in the space-and tin e-like region,
and also a com pilation ofR .4 (s).C urrently available rou-
tines are based on the analysis [22,22]. Two di erent ver-
sions are provided, one Including the narrow resonances
J= ; %and the Upsiln fam iy, (1S) (35), In Breit-
W Igner form , one excliding them . H owever, for applica—
tions of it should be rem em bered that close to narrow
resonances the resum m ation of such large contributions in
the e ective coupling breaks down. In this context, note
that the com pilation from N ovosibirsk contains these nar-
row resonances,w hereasthe routine from Jegerlkhnerdoes
contain J= and °,but seem s to exclide (or sm ear over)
the U psilon resonances.W hen called in the cham or bot-
tom resonance region Jegerkhner’sroutine givesa waming
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that the \results m ay not be reliable close to J/Psiand
U psilon resonances".

In the follow Ing w e shall com pare the param etrisations
from the di erent groups.

6.5 Com parison of the resuls from di erent groups

In Fig. 83, we com pare the param etrisations from Burk-—
hardt and Pietrzyk (BP05), Jegerlehner (J03) and Hagi-
wara et al. (HM NT ) in the spacelke (upper) and tin e-
like region (lower panel). For the space-like region the
di erences am ong the three param etrisations are roughly
w ithin one standard deviation In the whole energy range
shown. However, for the tin elke region, there is dis—
agream ent between HM NT and J(03 at several energy re—
gions, most notably at 1 GeV <~ s< 16 GeV, and at
08GeV < s < 095GeV.As r the discrepancy at 1
Gev <Ts<16Gev , checking the routine from Jeger-
lehner, one nds that a too sparsely spaced energy grid
in this region s to be the reason. T he discrepancy
at 08 Gev < " s< 095 GeV is further scrutinised in
Fig. 84, where in addition to the two param etrisations

HMNT (solid (red) line) and J03 (dotted (blue) line), the

result for }(]Z)d (s)= obtained by integrating over the

R -data as com piled by the PDG [267F! is shown as the
dashed (green) line. W hile the results from HM NT and
the one based on the PDG R -data agree rather well, their
disag ent w ith the J03 com pilation in the region 0:8
Gev <7 s< 095GeV isuncom ortably large com pared
to the error but m ay be due to a di erent data input of
the J03 param etrisation.

In the follow ing we shall com pare the param etrisation
from HM NT w ith the one from the CM D 2 collaboration
which has becom e available very recently. Note that for
undressing their experim entally m easured hadronic cross
sections, CM D -2 inclides the im aghhary part of the VP
fnction  (g?) in addition to the realpart. Before com —
ing to the com parison with CM D2, let us discuss som e
generalitiesabout In  (g?).Ifweare to include the in ag—
inary part, then the VP correction factor (¢ )? should be
replaced as

(217)

N ote that, as m entioned already in the introduction, the
contribution from the real part appears at O (€?) In the
denom nator, while that from the in aghhary part starts
onl at O (e*). Because of this suppression we expect the
e ects from the in aghary part to be an all. N evertheless
wewould like to stresstwo points.F irst, eld-theoretically,
it is m ore accurate to include the im agihary part which

21 Theactualcom pilation of the data is available in electronic

form from http://pdg.1lbl.gov/2008/hadronic-xsections
/hadronicrpp-pagel001.dat .
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Fig. 83. Comparison of the results from Hagiwara et al
(HMNT [554]) for ;Z)d (qz) in units of with param etrisa-
tions from Burkhardtand Pietrzyk (BP 05 [7]) and Jegerlehner
(JO03). U pper panel: 1(121 Q%)= for space-lke m om entum

transfer (Q°? < 0), where the three param etrisations are in—
distinguishable. T he di erences (nom alised and m ultiplied by
100) are highlighted by the dashed and dotted curves; the
wide light (blue) band is obtained by using the error band
of HM NT in the nom alised di erence to J03, labelled “(J03-
HMNT)/HMNT ( 100)". Lower panel: [’ (s)= from J03
and HM NT (as labelled) for tin e-like m om enta (q2 = s).For

readability, only the error band of HM NT is displayed.

exists above threshold . mcluding only Re  (g?) in the VP
correction is an approxin ation which m ay be su clent in
m ost cases. Second, it is expected that the contribution
from the in aginary part is of the order ofa few perm illof
the totalV P corrections.W hile this seem s am all, it can be
non-negligible at the m eson region where the accuracy
of the cross section m easurem ents reaches the order of (or
even less than) 1% . Sin ilarly, in the region of the narrow
resonance, the contrbutions from the Im agihary part
becom e nonnegligible and should be taken into account.

In Fig.85 the VP correction factor, based on the com —
pilation from HM NT ,w ith and w ithout In =~ (g?) is com —
pared to L (s)F asused by theCM D -2 collaboration in
their recent analysis of the hadronic cross section In the
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Fig. 84. Comparison of the results from Hagiwara et al.
(HMNT ,solid (red) line) for gz; (s)= with the param etrisa—
tion from Jegerlehner (J03, dotted (blue) line) in the tin e-like
region in therange”™ s= 0:7 1Ge&V.Thedashed (green) line
show s the result if the data com pilation from the PDG [267]is
used.

2 channel in the central region B9212? In the upper

panelthe VP correction factors are given, whereas in the
lower panel the di erences are shown. A s expected, the

di erences betw een the three are visble, and are about a

few perm illatm ost. The di erence between the CM D 2

resultsand the one from HM NT including ITn  (g?) (solid

(red) curve in the lower panel of F ig. 85 show s a m arked

dip Pllowed by a peak in the ! interference region
where the * cross section falls sharply. T his ism ost
probably a direct consequence of the di erent data nput
used. H ow ever, in m ost applications such a di erence w ill
be partially cancelled when Integrated over an energy re—
gion including the peak.

In Figs. 86 and 87 we com pare (s) In the tine-
like region as given by the param etrisation from CM D 2
w ith the one from HM NT ,where for HM NT we have cal-
culated the leptonic contributions (up to including the
NNLO corrections) as de above. The two panels
in Fig. 86 (upper panel: 0 < -~ s < 2 G&V, lower panel:
2GeV < s < 10 Gev) show (s) with the 1 er
ror band from CM D 2 asa solid (blue) band, whereas for
HMNT the mean value for (s) is given by the dotted
(red) line, which can hardly be distinguished. To high—
light the di erences between the two param etrisations,
Fiy.87 displays the nom alised di erence (¥ P 2(s)

HMNT (5))= HMNT (5) asa solid (black) line, and also
show s the relative errors of CM D 2 and HM NT asdashed
(blue) and red (dotted) lines, respectively. A s visble in
Fig. 87, the error as given by the CM D 2 param etrisa—
tion is som ew hat sm aller than the one from HM N T .Both
param etrisations agree fairly well, and for m ost energies
the di erences betw een the param etrisations are about as
large or sm aller than the error bands. C lose to narrow

*2 W e thank G ennadly Fedotovich for providing us with a

table Including the VP correction factors not included in [392].
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Fig.85.U pperpanel: C orrection factor jl (s)j2 asused for
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for the e" e | hadrons data (solid line). A Iso shown is the
correction factor (1 Re )2 = (= (s))z,based on (s) in
the tin e-like region from HM NT (dotted line). Lower panel:
D i erences of the quantities as indicated on the plot.

resonances the estin ated uncertainties are large, but as
discussed above, there the approxin ation of the e ective
coupling (s) breaks down and resonance contributions
should be treated di erently.

6.6 Summ ary

Vacuum polarisation of the photon plays an in portant
role in m any physical processes. It has to be taken into
account,eg., in M onte C arlo generators for hadronic cross
sections or Bhabha scattering.W hen low energy data are
used In dispersion integrals to predict the hadronic contri-
butionstomuong 2or (q2 ), undressed data have to be
used, so VP hasto be subtracted from m easured cross sec—
tions.Thedi erent VP contributions have been discussed,
and available VP com pilationshave been brie y described
and com pared. Until recently only one param etrisation
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has been avaibbble In the tim e-lke region, now three rou—
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tines in the space—and tin e-lke regionsexist, from Jegerlehner,

CMD-2 and HMNT, and a fourth from Burkhardt and
Pietrzyk iIn the space-lke region. W hilke the accuracy of
the hadronic cross section data them selves is the lin iting
factor In the precise detem ination ofg  2and M 7)),
the error of the VP (or (@?)) is not the lim iting fac-
tor in its current applications.W ith the ongoing e orts to
measure p.q (s) with even better accuracy in the whole
low energy region, further in provem ents of the variousV P
param etrisations are foreseen.

7 Summ ary

In this Report we have summ arised the achievem ents of
the last years of the experin ental and theoretical groups
working on hadronic cross section m easurem ents and tau
physics. In addition w e have sketched the prospects in this

eld for the years to com e. W e have em phasised the in —
portance of continuous and close collaboration between
the experin ental and theoretical groups which is crucial
in the quest for precision In hadronic physics. T he plat-
form set to sim plify this collaboration isa W orking G roup
on Radiative C orrections and M onte C arb G enerators for

Low Energies (Radio M ontecarLow ), for the better under-
standing of the neadsand lin itationsofboth experin ental
and theoretical com m unities and to facilitate the inform a—
tion ow between them . This Review is a result of the
W orking G roup.

TheReport wasdivided into ve Sections covering the
Jum nosity m easurem entsat low energies (up to the energy
of B factordes) (Section 2),R m easurem ent by energy scan
(Section 3), R m easurem ent using radiative retum (Sec—
tion 4), tau physics (Section 5), and the calculation of the
vacuum polarisation w ith em phasis on the hadronic con—
tributions (Section 6).In all the Sections, w ith the excep-—
tion of Section 6,we gave an overview of the experin ental
results and the status ofthe M onte C arlo event generators
used in the experim ental analyses w ith em phasis on their
accuracy and tests.

Conceming the work done on the topic of precision
um nosity m easurem ent (Section 2), a particular e ort
was paid to arrive at an up-to-date estin ate of the ac—
curacy of the m ost precise M C tools used by the exper—
In entalists. Several tuned com parisons between the pre-
dictions of independent generatorsw ere presented , consid—
ering the large-angle Bhabha process w ith realistic event



selection criteria and at di erent cm . energies. Tt tumed
out that the three m ost precise um inosity tools, ie. the
program sBabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE andM CGPJ,agree
within 0.1% for the integrated cross sections and w ithin
less than 1% for the di erential distrbutions. T herefore
the m ain conclusion of the work on tuned com parisons is
that the technical precision ofM C program s is wellunder
control, the (m Inor) discrepancies still observed being due
to slightly di erent details In the treatm ent of radiative
corrections and their In plem entation. T he theoretical ac-
curacy of the generators w ith regard to radiative correc-
tions not fully taken Into account was assessed by per-
form ing detailed com parisons between the results of the
generators and those of exact perturbative calculations.
In particular, explicit crosschecksw ith the predictions of
available NNLO QED calculations and with new exact
results for lepton and hadron pair corrections led to the
conclusion that the total theoretical uncertainty is at the
one per m ill level for the large-angle Bhabha process at
di erent cm . energies. A beit this error estim ate could be
puton m er grounds thanks to further work in progress,
it appears to be already quite robust and su cient for a

precise determ nation of the um nosity.

In Section 3 we presented the current status of the
studies of €" e annihilation into hadrons and muons at
the energies up to a faw G €V . A ccurate m easurem ents of
the ratio R , ie. the ratio of the cross sections of hadron
and m uon channels, are crucial for the evaluation of the
hadronic contribution to vacuum polarisation and subse—
quently for various precision tests of the Standard M odel.
R esults of several experin ental collaborations have been
reviewed for the most Jmportant processes with the -
nalstates * , * , O, 29, *2 o
kaons and heavier m esons. In particular, R scans at the
experiments CM D2, SND ,CLEO and BES experin ents
have been discussed. Analytic expressions for the Bom
level cross sections of the m ain processes have been pre-
sented . Firstorder Q ED radiative corrections have been
given explicitly for the case of m uon, pion and kaon pair
production.T he tw o latter casesare com puted using scalar
QED todescribe Interactions of pseudoscalarm esonsw ith
photons In the nal state. M atching w ith higher-order
QED corrections evaluated in the leading logarithm ic ap—
proxim ation have been discussed. G ood agreem ent be-
tween di erent M onte Carlo codes for the muon channel
has been shown. T he theoretical uncertainty in the de-
scription of these pmcesses has been evaluated. For the
two main channels, e’ e ! * and e'e ! *
this uncertainty has been estim ated to be of the order of
02% .

In Section 4 we have given an overview of experim en—
talm easurem ents via radiative retum and described the
M onte C arlo generators used in the analyses. Special em —
phasishasbeen put on them odelling of the m eson-photon
interaction, crucial for reaching an accuracy below 1% .
R adiative retum has been applied successfully at the ex—
perin entsK LO E In Frascati,BaBar In Stanford and Belle
in T sukuba, obtaining Im portant results for the m easure-
m ent of precise hadronic cross sections as well as in the
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eld of hadron spectroscopy. In all three experin ents, the
ISR physics program m e is stillgoing on.N ew experin ents
like the BE S-III detector at BEPC -IT in Beijing and the
experin ents at the VEPP 2000 m achine In N ovosibirsk
will use radiative retum to com plem ent their standard
physics program m e of energy scanning In the regions of
2 {46 Gev (BEPC-I) and 1 { 2 Ge&Vv (VEPP-2000).
T he success of this program m e w as possible only through
close collaboration between experin ental and theoretical
groups.D edicated M onte C arlo generators (PHOKHARA ,
EKHARA ,FEVA ,FASTERD ) were developed to m ake
the experin entalanalysespossible.T he physicsprogram m e
allow ed for better m odelling of the photon-m eson Interac-
tion which is crucial for a precise determ ination of the
plon form factor.T hem easurem ents of the hadronic cross
sections by m eans of radiative retum allowed to reduce
the error of the hadronic contribution to the anom alous
m agnetic m om ent of the m uon and to the running of the

ne structure constant. O ngoing and forthcom ing m ea—
surem ents will ain at an even better m odelling of the
hadron-photon interaction and the inclusion ofthoseQ ED
radiative corrections not yet accounted for in the M onte
Carlo generators. T his ongoing physics programm e w ill
lead to further in provem ents in the precision of the cal-
culation of the hadronic contrbution to the anom alous
m agnetic m om ent of the m uon and to the running of the

ne structure constant, which in tum is crucial for tests
of the Standard M odel and searches for New P hysics.

In Section 5 wedescribed the present statuuis of the sin —
ulation program s for the production and decay of  lep—
tons. T he available program s have been discussed In the
context of the required accuracy to m atch current high—
statistics experin entaldata.A ftera review of the existing
program s used In the data analysis we have em phasised
the topics which will require particular attention in the
future. W e have elaborated on the e ortswhich are going
on at present and focused on the necessary in provem ents.
T he technigues for tting decay currents require partic—
ular attention. T he observed spectra and angular distri-
butions are a convolution of theoretical predictions w ith
experin entale ectswhich should be taken into account in
the tting procedures.B ackground contributionsalso play
an Im portant role if high precision is requested.W e have
also comm ented on the in pact of these e orts for forth-
com ing high energy experin ents (lke at LHC ), where
decays are used to constrain hard processes rather than
to m easure properties of decays.

In Section 6 the di erent vacuum polarisation (VP)
contributionshavebeen discussed ,and available param etri-
sations have been com pared.VP form s a universalpart of
radiative corrections and as such is an in portant ingre-
dient in M onte C arlo program s. In addition, to evaluate
the hadronic contributions to themuon g 2 and (q2 )
via dispersion relations, one has to use the “undressed’
hadronic cross section, ie. data with the VP e ects re—
m oved . T herefore the precise know ledge of VP is required.
W hile in the space-like region the VP isa amn ooth fiinction
and the param etrisations are In excellent agreem ent, in
the tim e-like region the VP isa fast varying function and
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di erences exist between di erent param etrisations, espe—
cially around resonances. H ow ever, the accuracy which is
typically of the order of or below a few per m ill and the
agream ent of the m ore recent com pilations indicate that
the current precision of VP is su cient for the envisaged
applications. In the future better hadronic cross section
data will lead to further im proved accuracy.
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