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Abstract. W epresenttheachievem entsofthelastyearsoftheexperim entaland theoreticalgroupsworking

on hadronic cross section m easurem ents at the low energy e
+
e
�
colliders in Beijing, Frascati, Ithaca,

Novosibirsk, Stanford and Tsukuba and on � decays. W e sketch the prospects in these �elds for the

yearsto com e.W e em phasise the statusand the precision ofthe M onte Carlo generatorsused to analyse

the hadronic cross section m easurem ents obtained as wellwith energy scans as with radiative return,to

determ ine lum inositiesand � decays.The radiative correctionsfully orapproxim ately im plem ented in the

variouscodesand the contribution ofthe vacuum polarisation are discussed.

PACS. 13.66.Bc Hadron production in e
�
e
+
interactions{ 13.35.D x D ecaysoftaus{ 12.10.D m Uni�ed

theories and m odels of strong and electroweak interactions { 13.40.K s Electrom agnetic corrections to

strong-and weak-interaction processes{ 29.20.-c Accelerators
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1 Introduction

The system aticcom parison ofStandard M odel(SM )pre-

dictionswith preciseexperim entaldata served in thelast

decades as an invaluable toolto test the theory at the

quantum level.Ithasalso provided stringentconstraints

on \new physics"scenarios.The(sofar)rem arkableagree-

m ent between the m easurem ents ofthe electroweak ob-

servables and their SM predictions is a striking experi-

m entalcon�rm ation ofthetheory,even iftherearea few

observables where the agreem ent is not so satisfactory.

O n theotherhand,theHiggsboson hasnotyetbeen ob-

served,and there are clearphenom enologicalfacts (dark

m atter,m atter-antim atterasym m etry in the universe)as

wellasstrong theoreticalargum entshinting atthe pres-

ence of physics beyond the SM .New colliders,like the

LHC orafuturee+ e� InternationalLinearCollider(ILC),

willhopefully answerm anyquestions,o�eringatthesam e

tim e greatphysicspotentialand a new challenge to pro-

videeven m oreprecisetheoreticalpredictions.

Precision tests ofthe Standard M odelrequire an ap-

propriateinclusion ofhigherordere�ectsand the knowl-

edge ofvery precise input param eters.O ne ofthe basic

inputparam etersisthe �ne-structure constant� ,deter-

m ined from the anom alousm agnetic m om entofthe elec-

tron with an im pressiveaccuracy of0.37 partsperbillion

(ppb)[1]relying on the validity ofperturbativeQ ED [2].

However,physics at nonzero squared m om entum trans-

ferq2 isactually described by an e�ectiveelectrom agnetic

coupling �(q2)ratherthan by the low-energy constant�

itself.The shift of the �ne-structure constant from the

Thom son lim it to high energy involves low energy non-

perturbative hadronic e�ects which spoilthis precision.

In particular,the e�ective �ne-structure constantat the

scale M Z ,�(M
2
Z
)= �=[1� ��(M 2

Z
)],playsa crucialrole

in basicEW radiativecorrectionsoftheSM .An im portant

exam ple isthe EW m ixing param etersin2�,related to �,
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the Ferm icoupling constant G F and M Z via the Sirlin

relation [3,4,5]

sin2�S cos
2�S =

��
p
2G F M

2
Z
(1� �rS )

; (1)

wherethesubscriptS identi�estherenorm alisationschem e.

�rS incorporatesthe universalcorrection ��(M 2
Z
),large

contributionsthatdepend quadratically on thetop quark

m assm t [6](which led toitsindirectdeterm ination before

thisquarkwasdiscovered),plusallrem ainingquantum ef-

fects.In theSM ,�rS dependson variousphysicalparam -

eters,including M H ,them assoftheHiggsboson.Asthis

istheonly relevantunknown param eterin theSM ,im por-

tantindirectboundson thism issing ingredientcan beset

by com paring the calculated quantity in Eq.(1)with the

experim entalvalueofsin2�S (e.g.thee�ectiveEW m ixing

angle sin2�
lept

e�
m easured at LEP and SLC from the on-

resonance asym m etries)once ��(M 2
Z
) and other experi-

m entalinputslikem t areprovided.Itisim portanttonote

thatan errorof���(M 2
Z
)= 35� 10� 5 [7]in thee�ective

electrom agnetic coupling constant dom inates the uncer-

tainty ofthe theoreticalprediction ofsin2�
lept

e�
,inducing

an error �(sin2�
lept

e�
) � 12 � 10� 5 (which is com parable

with the experim entalvalue �(sin2�
lept

e�
)E X P = 16� 10� 5

determ ined by LEP-Iand SLD [8,9])and a�ectingtheup-

perbound forM H [8,9,10].M oreover,asm easurem entsof

the e�ective EW m ixing angle at a future linear collider

m ay im prove its precision by one order ofm agnitude,a

m uch sm allervalue of���(M 2
Z
)willbe required (see be-

low).Itistherefore crucialto assessallviable optionsto

furtherreduce thisuncertainty.

Theshift��(M 2
Z
)canbesplitin twoparts:��(M 2

Z
)=

�� lep(M
2
Z
)+ ��

(5)

had
(M 2

Z
).Theleptoniccontribution iscal-

culable in perturbation theory and known up to three-

loop accuracy:�� lep(M
2
Z
)= 3149:7686� 10� 5 [11].The

hadroniccontribution ��
(5)

had
(M 2

Z
)ofthe�velightquarks

(u,d,s,c,and b)can be com puted from hadronic e+ e�

annihilation data via the dispersion relation [12]

��
(5)

had
(M 2

Z
)= �

�
�M 2

Z

3�

�

Re

Z 1

m 2
�

ds
R(s)

s(s� M 2
Z
� i�)

;

(2)

where R(s) = �0had(s)=(4��
2=3s) and �0had(s) is the to-

talcrosssection fore+ e� annihilation into any hadronic

states,with vacuum polarisation and initialstate Q ED

corrections subtracted o�.The current accuracy ofthis

dispersion integralis ofthe order of1% ,dom inated by

the error ofthe hadronic cross section m easurem ents in

the energy region below a few G eV [13,14,15,7,16,17,18,

19,20,21,22,23].

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

���
(5)

had
� 5� 10� 5,neededforprecisionphysicsatafuture

linearcollider,requiresthe m easurem entofthe hadronic

crosssection with a precision ofO (1% )from threshold up

to the � peak.

Like the e�ective �ne-structure constant at the scale

M Z ,theSM determ ination oftheanom alousm agneticm o-

m entofthem uon a� ispresentlylim ited by theevaluation

���
(5)

had
� 10

5
�(sin

2
�
lept

e�
)� 10

5
Requeston R

22 7.9 Present

7 2.5 �R =R � 1% up to J= 

5 1.8 �R =R � 1% up to �

Table 1. Values ofthe uncertainties ���
(5)

had
(�rst colum n)

and theerrorsinduced by theseuncertaintieson thetheoretical

SM prediction forsin
2
�
lept

e�
(second colum n).Thethird colum n

indicates the corresponding requirem ents for the R m easure-

m ent.From Ref.[16].

ofthehadronicvacuum polarisation e�ects,which cannot

becom puted perturbatively atlow energies.However,us-

ing analyticity and unitarity,itwasshown long ago that

thisterm can be com puted from hadronice+ e� annihila-

tion data via the dispersion integral[24]:

aH L O

� =
1

4�3

Z 1

m 2
�

dsK (s)�0(s)

=
�2

3�2

Z 1

m 2
�

dsK (s)R(s)=s: (3)

The kernelfunction K (s) decreases m onotonically with

increasing s.This integralis sim ilar to the one entering

the evaluation ofthe hadronic contribution ��
(5)

had
(M 2

Z
)

in Eq.(2).Here,however,theweightfunction in theinte-

grand givesastrongerweighttolow-energydata.A recent

com pilation ofe+ e� data gives[25]:

a
H L O

� = (695:5� 4:1)� 10� 10 : (4)

Sim ilarvaluesareobtained by othergroups[23,26,27,28].

By adding thiscontribution to therestoftheSM con-

tributions,a recent update ofthe SM prediction ofa�,

whichusesthehadroniclight-by-lightresultfrom [29]gives

[25,30]:aSM

� = 116591834(49)� 10� 11.The di�erence be-

tweentheexperim entalaverage[31],aexp

� = 116592080(63)�

10� 11 and the SM prediction isthen �a � = aexp

� � aSM� =

+ 246(80)� 10� 11,i.e.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 2
Z ),

theuncertainty ofthetheoreticalevaluation ofaSM

� isstill

dom inated by the hadronic contribution atlow energies,

and a reduction oftheuncertainty isnecessary in orderto

m atch the increased precision ofthe proposed m uon g-2

experim entsatFNAL [32]and J-PARC [33].

The precise determ ination ofthe hadronic cross sec-

tions (accuracy . 1% ) requires an excellent controlof

higher order e�ects like Radiative Corrections(RC) and

thenon-perturbativehadroniccontribution totherunning

of� (i.e.the vacuum polarisation,VP) in M onte Carlo

(M C)program sused forthe analysisofthe data.Partic-

ularly in the last years,the increasing precision reached

on the experim entalside at the e+ e� colliders (VEPP-

2M ,DA�NE,BEPC,PEP-IIand K EK B)led to the de-

velopm ent ofdedicated high precision theoreticaltools:

BabaYaga (and its successor BabaYaga@ NLO ) for the
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m easurem ent ofthe lum inosity,M CG PJ for the sim ula-

tion oftheexclusiveQ ED channels,and PHO K HARA for

thesim ulation oftheprocesswith InitialStateRadiation

(ISR)e+ e� ! hadrons+ 
,areexam plesofM C genera-

torswhichincludeNLO correctionswith perm illaccuracy.

In parallelto these e�orts,well-tested codessuch asBH-

W IDE (developed forLEP/SLC colliders)wereadopted.

Theoreticalaccuracies ofthese generators were esti-

m ated,whenever possible,by evaluating m issing higher

order contributions.From this point of view,the great

progressin the calculation oftwo-loop correctionsto the

Bhabha scattering crosssection wasessentialto establish

the high theoreticalaccuracy ofthe existing generators

for the lum inosity m easurem ent.However,usually only

analyticalor sem i-analyticalestim ates ofm issing term s

existwhich don’ttakeinto accountrealisticexperim ental

cuts.In addition,M C event generators include di�erent

param etrisations for the VP which a�ect the prediction

(and the precision)ofthe crosssectionsand also the RC

areusually im plem ented di�erently.

These argum ents evidently im ply the im portance of

com parisonsofM C generatorswith a com m on setofin-

put param eters and experim entalcuts.Such tuned com -

parisons,which started in theLEP era,area key step for

thevalidation ofthegenerators,sincethey allow to check

thatthedetailsenteringthecom plex structureofthegen-

eratorsare under controland free ofpossible bugs.This

wasthe m ain m otivation forthe \W orking Group on Ra-

diative Corrections and M onte Carlo Generators for Low

Energies" (Radio M ontecarLow),which wasform ed a few

yearsago bringing togetherexperts(theoristsand experi-

m entalists)workingin the�eld oflow energye+ e� physics

and partly also the � com m unity.

In addition to tuned com parisons,technicaldetailsof

theM C generators,recentprogress(likenew calculations)

and rem aining open issueswere also discussed in regular

m eetings.

This report is a sum m ary ofallthese e�orts:it pro-

vides a self-contained and up-to-date description ofthe

progress which occurred in the last years towards preci-

sion hadronic physicsatlow energies,togetherwith new

resultslikecom parisonsand estim atesofhigh ordere�ects

(e.g.ofthepion paircorrection to theBhabha process)in

the presenceofrealisticexperim entalcuts.

The reportis divided into �ve sections:Sections 2,3

and 4 aredevoted to thestatusoftheM C toolsforLum i-

nosity,the R-scan and InitialState Radiation (ISR).

Tau spectralfunctionsofhadronicdecaysarealsoused

to estim ateaH L O

� ,sincethey can berelated to e+ e� anni-

hilation crosssection via isospin sym m etry [34,35,36,37].

Thesubstantialdi�erencebetween thee+ e� -and �-based

determ inations ofaH L O

� ,even ifisospin violation correc-

tionsaretaken into account,showsthatfurthercom m on

theoreticaland experim entale�ortsare necessary to un-

derstand thisphenom enon.In Section 5 theexperim ental

statusand M C toolsfortau decaysarediscussed.There-

centim provem entsofthegeneratorsTAUO LA and PHO -

TO S arediscussed and prospectsforfurtherdevelopm ents

aresketched.

Section 6 discusses vacuum polarisation at low ener-

gies,which is a key ingredientfor the high precision de-

term ination ofthehadroniccrosssection,focusing on the

description and com parison ofavailableparam etrisations.

Finally,Section 7 containsa briefsum m ary ofthereport.

2 Lum inosity

ThepresentSection addressesthe m ostim portantexper-

im entaland theoreticalissues involved in the precision

determ ination ofthe lum inosity at m eson factories.The

lum inosity is the key ingredient underlying allthe m ea-

surem entsand studies ofthe physics processesdiscussed

in the other Sections.Particular em phasis is put on the

theoreticalaccuracy inherentto theeventgeneratorsused

in theexperim entalanalyses,in com parison with them ost

advanced perturbativecalculationsand experim entalpre-

cision requirem ents.The e�ort done during the activity

ofthe working group to perform tuned com parisons be-

tween the predictions ofthe m ost accurate program s is

described in detail.New calculations,leading to an up-

date ofthe theoreticalerror associated with the predic-

tion ofthe lum inosity cross section,are also presented.

The aim ofthe Section isto providea self-contained and

up-to-datedescription oftheprogressoccurred duringthe

lastfew yearstowardshigh-precision lum inosity m onitor-

ing at
avourfactories,aswellasofthe stillopen issues

necessary forfuture advances.

ThestructureoftheSection isasfollows.Afteran in-

troductionon them otivation forprecisionlum inositym ea-

surem ents at m eson factories (Section 2.1),the leading-

order (LO ) cross sections of the two Q ED processes of

m ajor interest, i.e. Bhabha scattering and photon pair

production,are presented in Section 2.2,together with

the form ulae for the next-to-leading-order (NLO ) pho-

tonic correctionsto the above processes.The rem arkable

progresson the calculation ofnext-to-next-leading-order

(NNLO )Q ED correctionsto theBhabha crosssection,as

occurred in the lastfew years,isreviewed 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 ofthe theoreticalm ethodsused in the

M onteCarlo (M C)generatorsforthesim ulation ofm ulti-

plephoton radiation.Them atching ofsuch contributions

with NLO correctionsisalsodescribed in Section 2.4.The

m ain featuresoftheM C program sused by theexperim en-

talcollaborationsaresum m arised in Section 2.5.Num er-

icalresultsfortheradiativecorrectionsim plem ented into

the M C generatorsare shown in Section 2.6 forboth the

Bhabha processand two-photon production.Tuned com -

parisonsbetween the predictionsofthe m ostprecisegen-

eratorsarepresentedand discussed in detailin Section 2.7,

consideringtheBhabhaprocessatdi�erentcentre-of-m ass

(c.m .)energiesand with realistic experim entalcuts.The

theoreticalaccuracy presently reached by the lum inosity

toolsis addressed in Section 2.8,where the m ostim por-

tant sources ofuncertainty are discussed quantitatively.

Theestim ateofthetotalerrora�ecting thecalculation of
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theBhabha crosssection isgiven,asthe m ain conclusion

ofthepresentwork,in Section 2.9,updating and im prov-

ing the robustness ofresults available in the literature.

Som e rem aining open issues are discussed in Section 2.9

aswell.

2.1 M otivation

Thelum inosity ofa collideristhenorm alisation constant

between the event rate and the cross section ofa given

process.Foran accuratem easurem entofthecrosssection

ofan electron-positron (e+ e� ) annihilation process,the

preciseknowledgeofthecolliderlum inosity ism andatory.

The lum inosity dependson three factors:beam -beam

crossing frequency,beam currentsand the beam overlap

area in the crossing region.However,the lastquantity is

di�cultto determ ine accurately from the collideroptics.

Thus,experim entspreferto determ ine the lum inosity by

the counting rate ofwellselected eventswhose crosssec-

tion isknown with good accuracy,using the form ula [38]

Z

L dt=
N

� �
; (5)

where N isthe num berofeventsofthe chosen reference

process,� the experim entalselection e�ciency and � the

theoreticalcross section ofthe reference process.There-

fore,thetotallum inosity errorwillbegiven by thesum in

quadratureofthe fractionalexperim entaland theoretical

uncertainties.

Since the advent oflow lum inosity e+ e� colliders,a

great e�ort was devoted to obtain good precision in the

crosssection ofelectrom agnetic processes,extending the

pioneering work ofthe earlierdays[12].Atthe e+ e� col-

lidersoperating in the c.m .energy range 1 G eV <
p
s <

3 G eV,such as ACO at O rsay,VEPP-II at Novosibirsk

and Adone atFrascati,the lum inosity m easurem entwas

based on Bhabha scattering [39,40]with �nal-state elec-

tronsand positronsdetected atsm allangles,orsingleand

doublebrem sstrahlungprocesses[41],thankstotheirhigh

statistics.Theelectrom agneticcrosssectionsscaleas1=s,

while elastic e+ e� scattering has a steep dependence on

the polar angle,� 1=�3,thus providing a high rate for

sm allvaluesof�.

Also at high-energy,accelerators running in the ’90s

around the Z poleto perform precision testsoftheStan-

dard M odel(SM ),such as LEP at CERN and SLC at

Stanford,the experim entsused sm all-angleBhabha scat-

tering eventsasa lum inosity m onitoring process.Indeed,

for the very forward angular acceptances considered by

theLEP/SLC collaborations,theBhabha processisdom -

inated by the electrom agnetic interaction and,therefore,

calculable,atleastin principle,with very high accuracy.

At the end ofthe LEP and SLC operation,a total(ex-

perim entalplus theoretical)precision ofone per m ill(or

better)wasachieved[42,43,44,45,46,47,48],thankstothe

work ofdi�erenttheoreticalgroupsand theexcellentper-

form anceofprecision lum inom eters.

Atcurrentlow-and interm ediate-energy high-lum ino-

sity m eson factories,the sm allpolarangle region isdi�-

cult to access due to the presence ofthe low-beta inser-

tionsclose to the beam crossing region,while wide-angle

Bhabha scatteringproducesa largecounting rateand can

be exploited fora precisem easurem entofthe lum inosity.

Therefore,also in this latter case ofe� scattered at

large angles,e.g.larger than 55� for the K LO E experi-

m ent[38]running atDA�NE in Frascati,and largerthan

40� forthe CLEO -c experim ent[49]running atCESR in

Cornell,the m ain advantages of Bhabha scattering are

preserved:

1.large statistics.For exam ple atDA�NE,a statistical

error�L=L � 0:3% is reached in about two hours of

data taking,even atthe lowestlum inosities;

2.high accuracy forthe calculated crosssection;

3.clean eventtopology ofthesignaland sm allam ountof

background.

In Eq.(5) the cross section is usually evaluated by

inserting eventgenerators,which includeradiativecorrec-

tionsata high levelofprecision,into the M C code sim -

ulating the detectorresponse.The code hasto be devel-

oped to reproducethe detectorperform ance(geom etrical

acceptance,reconstruction e�ciency and resolution ofthe

m easured quantities)to a high levelofcon�dence.

In m ostcasesthe m ajorsourcesofthe system atic er-

rorsofthelum inosity m easurem entaredi�erencesofe�-

cienciesand resolutionsbetween data and M C.

In the case ofK LO E,the largest experim entalerror

ofthe lum inosity m easurem entisdue to a di�erentpolar

angleresolution between data and M C which isobserved

atthe edgesofthe accepted intervalforBhabha scatter-

ing events.Fig.1 showsa com parison between largeangle

Bhabha K LO E data and M C,at left forthe polar angle

and atrightforthe acollinearity � = j�e+ + �e� � 180�j.

O ne observes a very good agreem ent between data and

M C,but also di�erences (ofabout 0.3 % ) at the sharp

intervaledges.The analysis cut,� < 9�,applied to the

acollinearity distribution isvery farfrom the bulk ofthe

distribution and does not introduce noteworthy system -

atic errors.Also in the CLEO -c lum inosity m easurem ent

with Bhabha scattering events,the detectorm odelling is

the m ain source ofexperim entalerror.In particular,un-

certainties include those due to �nding and reconstruc-

tion ofthe electron shower,in partdue to the nature of

the electron shower,as wellas the steep e� polar angle

distribution.

Thelum inositym easuredwith Bhabhascatteringevents

is often checked by using other Q ED processes,such as

e+ e� ! �+ �� or e+ e� ! 

.In K LO E,the lum inos-

ity m easured with e+ e� ! 

 events di�ers by 0:3%

from theonedeterm ined from Bhabhaevents.In CLEO -c,

e+ e� ! �+ �� events are also used,and the lum inosity

determ ined from 

 (�+ �� ) is found to be 2:1% (0:6% )

larger than that from Bhabha events.Fig.2 shows the

CLEO -cdata forthepolarangledistributionsofallthree

processes,com pared with the corresponding M C predic-

tions.ThethreeQ ED processesarealsoused bytheBaBar
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Fig.1.Com parison between large-angle Bhabha K LO E data (points)and M C (histogram )distributionsforthee
�
polarangle

� (left)and forthe acollinearity,� = j�e+ + �e� � 180
�
j(right),where the 
ightdirection ofthe e

�
isgiven by the position of

clustersin the calorim eter.In each case,M C and data histogram sare norm alised to unity.From [38].

experim entatthePEP-IIcollider,Stanford,yielding alu-

m inosity determ ination with an error ofabout 1% [50].

Large-angle Bhabha scattering is the norm alisation pro-

cess adopted by the CM D-2 and SND collaborations at

VEPP-2M ,Novosibirsk,whileboth BES atBEPC in Bei-

jing and Belle at K EK B in Tsukuba m easure lum inos-

ity using the processes e+ e� ! e+ e� and e+ e� ! 



with the�nal-stateparticlesdetected atwidepolarangles

and an experim entalaccuracy ofa few percent.However,

BES-IIIaim satreachingan errorofafew perm illin their

lum inosity m easurem entin the nearfuture [51].

Theneed ofprecision,nam elybetterthan 1% ,and pos-

sibly redundantm easurem entsofthecolliderlum inosityis

ofutm ostim portance to perform accuratem easurem ents

ofthe e+ e� ! hadronscrosssections,which are the key

ingredientforevaluating thehadroniccontribution to the

running ofthe electrom agnetic coupling constant � and

the m uon anom aly g� 2.

2.2 LO crosssections and N LO corrections

Asrem arkedin Section 2.1,theprocessesofinterestforthe

lum inosity m easurem ent at m eson factories are Bhabha

scatteringand electron-positronannihilation intotwopho-

tons and m uon pairs.Here we present the LO form ulae

for the cross section ofthe processes e+ e� ! e+ e� and

e+ e� ! 

,aswellastheQ ED correctionsto theircross

sections in the NLO approxim ation ofperturbation the-

ory.The reaction e+ e� ! �+ �� is discussed in Section

3.

2.2.1 LO crosssections

Forthe Bhabha scattering process

e� (p� )+ e+ (p+ )! e� (p0� )+ e+ (p0+ ) (6)

atBorn levelwith sim pleone-photon exchange(seeFig.3)

the di�erentialcrosssection reads

d�B habha0

d
 �

=
�2

4s

�
3+ c2

1� c

� 2

+ O

�
m 2

e

s

�

; (7)

where

s= (p� + p+ )
2
; c= cos�� : (8)

Theangle�� isde�ned between theinitialand �nalelec-

tron three-m om enta,d
 � = d�� dcos�� ,and �� is the

azim uthalangleoftheoutgoing electron.The sm allm ass

correction term s suppressed by the ratio m 2
e=s are neg-

ligible for the energy range and the angular acceptances

which areofinteresthere.

At m eson factories the Bhabha scattering cross sec-

tion is largely dom inated by t-channelphoton exchange,

followed by s-t interference and s-channelannihilation.

Furtherm ore,Z-boson exchange contributions and other

electroweak e�ects are suppressed at least by a factor

s=M 2
Z . In particular, for large-angle Bhabha scattering

with a c.m .energy
p
s = 1 G eV the Z boson contribu-

tion am ounts to about � 1 � 10� 5.For
p
s = 3 G eV it

am ountsto � 1� 10� 4 and � 1� 10� 3 for
p
s = 10 G eV.

So only at B factories the electroweak e�ects should be

taken into accountattreelevel,when aim ing ata perm ill

precision level.

The LO di�erentialcross section of the two-photon

annihilation channel(seeFig.4)

e+ (p+ )+ e� (p� )! 
(q1)+ 
(q2)
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Fig.2. D istributions ofCLEO -c
p
s = 3:774 G eV data (cir-

cles) and M C sim ulations (histogram s) for the polar angle of

thepositivelepton (uppertwoplots)in e
+
e
�
and �

+
�
�
events,

and for the m ean value ofjcos�
jofthe two photons in 



events (lower panel). M C histogram s are norm alised to the

num berofdata events.From [49].

γ
e−

e+

e−

e+

γ

e−

e+

e−

e+

Fig.3.LO Feynm an diagram sfortheBhabhaprocessin Q ED ,

corresponding to s-channelannihilation and t-channelscatter-

ing.

can beobtained by a crossing relation from theCom pton

scattering cross section com puted by Brown and Feyn-

m an [52].Itreads

d�




0

d
 1

=
�2

s

�
1+ c21

1� c21

�

+ O

�
m 2

e

s

�

; (9)

where d
 1 denotesthe di�erentialsolid angle ofthe �rst

photon.It is assum ed that both �nalphotons are regis-

tered in adetectorand thattheirpolarangleswith respect

e−

γe+

γ e− γ

e+ γ

Fig.4.LO Feynm an diagram sforthe processe
+
e
�
! 

.

totheinitialbeam directionsarenotsm all(�1;2 � m e=E ,

whereE isthe beam energy).

2.2.2 NLO corrections

The com plete setofNLO radiativecorrections,em erging

atO (�)ofperturbation theory,to Bhabha scattering and

two-photon annihilation can be splitinto gauge-invariant

subsets:Q ED corrections,dueto em ission ofrealphotons

o� the charged leptons and exchange ofvirtualphotons

between them ,and purely weakcontributionsarisingfrom

the electroweak sectorofthe SM .

The com plete O (�)Q ED correctionsto Bhabha scat-

tering areknown sincea long tim e[53,54].The�rstcom -

plete NLO prediction in the electroweak SM was per-

form ed in [55], followed by [56] and severalothers.At

NNLO ,the leading virtualweak correctionsfrom the top

quark were derived �rst in [57]and are available in the

�tting program sZFITTER [58,59]and TO PAZ0 [60,61,

62],extensively used by the experim entalists for the ex-

traction oftheelectroweak param etersatLEP/SLC.The

weak NNLO correctionsin theSM arealso known forthe

�-param eter[63,64,65,66,67,68,69,70,71,72,73,74,75,76,

77,78,79]and theweak m ixing angle[80,81,82,83,84,85],

aswellascorrectionsfrom Sudakov logarithm s[86,87,88,

89,90,91,92,93].Both NLO and NNLO weak e�ects are

negligibleatlow energiesand arenotim plem ented yetin

num ericalpackagesforBhabha scattering atm eson facto-

ries.In pure Q ED,the situation isconsiderably di�erent

duetotherem arkableprogressm adeonNNLO corrections

in recentyears,asem phasised and discussed in detailin

Section 2.3.

As usual,the photonic corrections can be split into

two parts according to their kinem atics.The �rst part

preserves the Born-like kinem atics and contains the ef-

fectsdueto one-loop am plitudes(virtualcorrections)and

single soft-photon em ission.Exam ples of Feynm an dia-

gram s giving rise to such corrections are represented in

Fig.5.Theenergy ofa softphoton isassum ed notto ex-

ceed an energy �E ,whereE isthe beam energy and the

auxiliary param eter � � 1 should be chosen in such a

way thatthe validity ofthe soft-photon approxim ation is

guaranteed.The second contribution isdue to hard pho-

ton em ission,i.e.to single brem sstrahlung with photon

energy above �E and corresponds to the radiative pro-

cesse+ e� ! e+ e� 
.
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Following [94,95],thesoftplusvirtual(SV)correction

can be castinto the form

d�B habhaB + S+ V

d
 �

=
d�B habha0

d
 �

�

1+
2�

�
(L � 1)

�

2ln� +
3

2

�

�
8�

�
ln(ctg

�

2
)ln� +

�

�
K

B habha
SV

�

; (10)

wherethe factorK B habha
SV isgiven by

K
B habha
SV = � 1� 2Li2(sin

2 �

2
)+ 2Li2(cos

2 �

2
)

+
1

(3+ c2)2

�
�2

3
(2c4 � 3c3 � 15c)+ 2(2c4 � 3c3 + 9c2

+ 3c+ 21)ln
2
(sin

�

2
)� 4(c4 + c2 � 2c)ln

2
(cos

�

2
)

� 4(c3 + 4c2 + 5c+ 6)ln
2
(tg

�

2
)+ 2(c3 � 3c2 + 7c

� 5)ln(cos
�

2
)+ 2(3c3 + 9c2 + 5c+ 31)ln(sin

�

2
)

�

;(11)

and dependson thescattering angle,dueto thecontribu-

tion from initial-�nal-stateinterferenceand box diagram s

(see Fig.6).It is worth noticing that the SV correction

containsa leading logarithm ic(LL)partenhanced by the

collinearlogarithm L = ln(s=m 2
e).Am ong thevirtualcor-

rections there is also a num erically im portant e�ect due

to vacuum polarisation in thephoton propagator.Itscon-

tribution isom itted in Eq.(11)butcan be taken into ac-

countin the standard way by insertion ofthe resum m ed

vacuum polarisation operatorsin thephoton propagators

ofthe Born-levelBhabha am plitudes.

Thedi�erentialcrosssection ofthesinglehard brem s-

strahlung process

e
+ (p+ )+ e

� (p� )! e
+ (p0+ )+ e

� (p0� )+ 
(k)

forscatteringanglesup tocorrectionsoforderm e=E reads

d�B habhahard =
�3

2�2s
R e�e
d�e�e
; (12)

d�e�e
 =
d
3
p0+ d

3
p0� d

3
k

"0+ "
0
� k

0
�
(4)(p+ + p� � p

0
+ � p

0
� � k);

R e�e
 =
W T

4
�

m 2
e

(�0+ )
2

�
s

t
+
t

s
+ 1

� 2

�
m 2

e

(�0� )
2

�
s

t1
+
t1

s
+ 1

�2

�
m 2

e

�2+

�
s1

t
+

t

s1
+ 1

� 2

�
m 2

e

�2�

�
s1

t1
+
t1

s1
+ 1

�2

;

where

W =
s

�+ ��
+

s1

�0+ �
0
�

�
t1

�0+ �+
�

t

�0� ��
+

u

�0+ ��
+

u1

�0� �+
;

T =
ss1(s

2 + s21)+ tt1(t
2 + t21)+ uu1(u

2 + u21)

ss1tt1
;

Fig. 5. Exam ples ofFeynm an diagram s for realand virtual

NLO Q ED initial-state corrections to the s-channelcontribu-

tion ofthe Bhabha process.

and the invariantsarede�ned as

s1 = 2p0� p
0
+ ; t= � 2p� p

0
� ; t1 = � 2p+ p

0
+ ;

u = � 2p� p
0
+ ; u1 = � 2p+ p

0
� ; �� = kp� ; �0� = kp0� :

NLO Q ED radiativecorrectionsto thetwo-photon an-

nihilation channelwere obtained in [96,97,98,99],while

weak correctionswerecom puted in [100].

In the one-loop approxim ation the part ofthe di�er-

entialcrosssection with the Born-likekinem aticsreads

d�




B + S+ V

d
 1

=
d�





0

d
 1

(

1+
�

�

�

(L � 1)

�

2ln� +
3

2

�

+ K




SV

�)

;

K




SV
=
�2

3
+

1� c21

2(1+ c21)

��

1+
3

2

1+ c1

1� c1

�

ln
1� c1

2

+

�

1+
1� c1

1+ c1
+
1

2

1+ c1

1� c1

�

ln
2 1� c1

2
+ (c1 ! � c1)

�

;

c1 = cos�1; �1 = dq1p� : (13)

In addition,the three-photon production process

e+ (p+ ) + e� (p� ) ! 
(q1) + 
(q2) + 
(q3)

m ustbe included.Itscrosssection isgiven by

d�e
+
e
�
! 3
 =

�3

8�2s
R 3
 d�3
 ; (14)

R 3
 = s
�23 + (�03)

2

�1�2�
0
1�

0
2

� 2m2e

�
�21 + �22

�1�2(�
0
3)
2
+
(�01)

2 + (�02)
2

�01�
0
2�

2
3

�

+ (cyclicperm utations);

d�3
 =
d
3
q1d

3
q2d

3
q3

q01q
0
2q

0
3

�
(4)(p+ + p� � q1 � q2 � q3);

where

�i = qip� ; �
0
i = qip+ ; i= 1;2;3:

The process has to be treated as a radiative correction

to the two-photon production.The energy of the third

photon should exceed the soft-photon energy threshold

�E .In practice,the tree photon contribution,aswellas

the radiative Bhabha processe+ e� ! e+ e� 
,should be

sim ulated with thehelp ofa M C eventgeneratorin order

to takeinto accounttheproperexperim entalcriteria ofa

given eventselection.
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Fig.6.Feynm an diagram sforthe NLO Q ED box corrections

to the s-channelcontribution ofthe Bhabha process.

In addition to the corrections discussed above,also

the e�ectofvacuum polarisation,due to the insertion of

ferm ion loopsinside the photon propagators,m ustbe in-

cluded in theprecisecalculation oftheBhabha scattering

cross section.Its theoreticaltreatm ent,which faces the

non-trivialproblem ofthe non-perturbative contribution

due to hadrons,isaddressed in detailin Section 6.How-

ever,num ericalresultsforsuch a correction arepresented

in Section 2.6 and Section 2.8.
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Fig. 7. Cross sections of the processes e
+
e
�

! e
+
e
�
and

e
+
e
�
! 

 in LO and NLO approxim ation as a function of

thec.m .energy atm eson factories(upperpanel).In thelower

panel,the relative contribution due to the NLO Q ED correc-

tions(in percent)to the two processesisshown.

In Fig.7 the cross sections ofthe Bhabha and two-

photon production processesin LO and NLO approxim a-

tion are shown asa function ofthe c.m .energy betweenp
s ’ 2m � and

p
s’ 10 G eV (upperpanel).The results

wereobtained im posing thefollowing cutsfortheBhabha

process:

�m in
� = 45� ; �m ax

� = 135� ;

E m in
� = 0:3

p
s; �m ax = 10� ; (15)

where�
m in,m ax

� aretheangularacceptancecuts,E m in
� are

the m inim um energy thresholds for the detection ofthe

�nal-state electron/positron and �m ax is the m axim um

e+ e� acollinearity.For the photon pair production pro-

cessesweused correspondingly:

�m in

 = 45� ; �m ax


 = 135� ;

E m in

 = 0:3

p
s; �m ax = 10� ; (16)

where,asin Eq.(15),�m in,m ax

 aretheangularacceptance

cuts,E m in

 is the m inim um energy threshold for the de-

tection ofatleasttwo photonsand �m ax isthe m axim um

acollinearitybetween them ostenergeticand next-to-m ost

energeticphoton.

The cross sections display the typical1=s Q ED be-

haviour.The relative e�ect ofNLO correctionsis shown

in thelowerpanel.Itcan beseen thattheNLO corrections

arelargely negativeand increasewith increasing c.m .en-

ergy,because ofthe growing im portance ofthe collinear

logarithm L = ln(s=m 2
e).The correctionsto e

+ e� ! 



areaboutonehalfofthoseto Bhabha scattering,because

ofthe absence of�nal-state radiation e�ects in photon

pairproduction.

2.3 N N LO correctionsto the Bhabha scattering cross

section

BeyondtheNLO correctionsdiscussed in thepreviousSec-

tion,in recentyearsa signi�cante�ortwasdevoted to the

calculation ofthe perturbativecorrectionsto theBhabha

processatNNLO in Q ED.

The calculation ofthe fullNNLO corrections to the

Bhabha scatteringcrosssection requiresthreetypesofin-

gredients:i)thetwo-loop m atrix elem entsforthee+ e� !

e+ e� process;ii) the one-loop m atrix elem ents for the

e+ e� ! e+ e� 
 process,both in thecasein which thead-

ditionalphoton is soft or hard;iii) the tree-levelm atrix

elem entsfore+ e� ! e+ e� 

,with two softortwo hard

photons,orone softand one hard photon.Also the pro-

cesse+ e� ! e+ e� e+ e� ,with one ofthe two e+ e� pairs

rem aining undetected,contributes to the Bhabha signa-

ture atNNLO .Depending on the kinem atics,other�nal

stateslike,e.g.,e+ e� �+ �� orthosewith hadronsarealso

possible.

Theadventofnew calculationaltechniquesandadeeper

understanding oftheIR structureofunbroken gaugethe-

ories,such asQ ED orQ CD,m ade the calculation ofthe

com plete set oftwo-loop Q ED corrections possible.The

historyofthiscalculationwillbepresentedinSection 2.3.1.

Som e rem arks on the one-loop m atrix elem ents with

threeparticlesin the�nalstatearein ordernow.Thedi-

agram sinvolving theem ission ofa softphoton areknown

and they wereincluded in thecalculationsofthetwo-loop

m atrix elem ents,in order to rem ove the IR soft diver-

gences.However,although thecontributionsduetoahard

collinearphoton aretaken into accountin logarithm icac-

curacy by theM C generators,a fullcalculation ofthe di-

agram sinvolving a hard photon in a generalphase-space

con�guration is stillm issing.In Section 2.3.2,we shall
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com m enton thepossiblestrategieswhich can beadopted

in orderto calculatethese corrections.1

As a generalcom m ent,it m ust be noticed that the

�xed-ordercorrectionscalculated up to NNLO are taken

into account at the LL,and,partially,next-to-leading-

log (NLL)levelin them ostpreciseM C generators,which

include,as willbe discussed in Section 2.4 and Section

2.5,thelogarithm icallyenhanced contributionsofsoftand

collinearphotonsatallordersin perturbation theory.

Concerning the tree levelgraphs with four particles

in the �nalstate,the production ofa softe+ e� pairwas

considered in theliteratureby theauthorsof[102]by fol-

lowing the evaluation ofpairproduction [103,104]within

the calculation oftheO (�2L)single-logarithm icaccurate

sm all-angle Bhabha crosssection [43],and it is included

in the two-loop calculation (see Section 2.3.1).New re-

sultson lepton and hadron paircorrections,which areat

present approxim ately included in the available Bhabha

codes,arepresented in Section 2.3.3.

2.3.1 Virtualcorrectionsforthee+ e� ! e+ e� process

Thecalculation ofthevirtualtwo-loopQ ED correctionsto

theBhabhascatteringdi�erentialcrosssection wascarried

outin thelast10years.Thiscalculationwasm adepossible

byan im provem entofthetechniquesem ployed in theeval-

uation ofm ulti-loop Feynm an diagram s.An essentialtool

used to m anage the calculation isthe Laporta algorithm

[105,106,107,108],which enablesone to reduce a generic

com bination ofdim ensionally-regularised scalar integrals

to a com bination ofa sm allset ofindependent integrals

called the\M asterIntegrals" (M Is)ofthe problem under

consideration.Thecalculation oftheM Isisthen pursued

by m eansofa variety ofm ethods.Particularly im portant

are the di�erentialequations m ethod [109,110,111,112,

113,114,115]and the M ellin-Barnestechniques[116,117,

118,119,120,121,122,123,124,125].Both m ethodsproved

to be very usefulin the evaluation ofvirtualcorrections

to Bhabha scattering becausethey areespecially e�ective

in problem s with a sm allnum ber ofdi�erent kinem atic

param eters.They both allow onetoobtain an analyticex-

pression fortheintegrals,which m ustbewritten in term s

ofa suitable functionalbasis.A basis which was exten-

sively em ployed in thecalculation ofm ulti-loop Feynm an

diagram softhe type discussed hereisrepresented by the

Harm onic Polylogarithm s [126,127,128,129,130,131,132,

133,134]and their generalisations.Another fundam ental

achievem entwhich enabled one to com plete the calcula-

tion ofthe Q ED two-loop corrections was an im proved

understanding ofthe IR structure ofQ ED.In particular,

therelation between thecollinearlogarithm sin which the

electron m ass m e plays the role ofa naturalcut-o� and

the corresponding poles in the dim ensionally regularised

m asslesstheory wasextensively investigated in [135,136,

137,138].

1
Asem phasised in Section 2.8 and Section 2.9,thecom plete

calculation ofthis class ofcorrections becam e available [101]

during the com pletion ofthe presentwork.

The�rstcom pletediagram m aticcalculationofthetwo-

loop Q ED virtualcorrections to Bhabha scattering can

be found in [139].However,this result was obtained in

the fully m assless approxim ation (m e = 0) by em ploy-

ing dim ensionalregularisation (DR)to regulateboth soft

and collineardivergences.Today,thecom pletesetoftwo-

loop correctionsto Bhabha scattering in pure Q ED have

been evaluated using m e as a collinear regulator,as re-

quired in orderto includethese�xed-ordercalculationsin

availableM onteCarlo eventgenerators.TheFeynm an di-

agram sinvolved in thecalculation can bedivided in three

gauge-independentsets:i)diagram swithoutferm ionloops

(\photonic" diagram s), ii) diagram s involving a closed

electron loop,and iii) diagram s involving a closed loop

ofhadronsora ferm ion heavierthan the electron.Som e

ofthe diagram sbelonging to the aforem entioned setsare

shownin Figs.8{11.Thesethreesetsarediscussed in m ore

detailbelow.

Photonic corrections

A large part ofthe NNLO photonic corrections can be

evaluated in a closed analytic form ,retaining the fullde-

pendence on m e [140],by using the Laporta algorithm

forthereduction oftheFeynm an diagram sto a com bina-

tion ofM Is,and then thedi�erentialequationsm ethod for

theiranalytic evaluation.W ith thistechnique itispossi-

bletocalculate,forinstance,theNNLO correctionstothe

form factors[141,142,143,144].However,a calculation of

thetwo-loop photonicboxesretaining thefulldependence

on m e seem sto bebeyond thereach ofthism ethod.This

is due to the fact that the num ber ofM Is belonging to

thesam etopology is,in som ecases,large.Therefore,one

m ust solve analytically large system s of�rst-order ordi-

nary linear di�erentialequations;this is not possible in

general.Alternatively,in order to calculate the di�erent

M Isinvolved,onecould usetheM ellin-Barnestechniques,

asshown in [122,123,144,145,146,147],ora com bination

ofboth m ethods.Thecalculation isvery com plicated and

a fullresultisnotavailableyet.2 However,thefulldepen-

dence on m e isnotphenom enologically relevant.In fact,

the physicalproblem exhibitsa wellde�ned m asshierar-

chy.The m ass ofthe electron is always very sm allcom -

pared to theotherkinem aticinvariantsand can besafely

neglected everywhere,with the exception ofthe term sin

which itactsasacollinearregulator.Theratioofthepho-

tonicNNLO correctionsto theBorn crosssection isgiven

by

d�(2;P H )

d�(B orn)
=

�
�

�

�2 2X

i= 0

�(P H ;i)(Le)
i
+ O

�
m 2

e

s
;
m 2

e

t

�

; (17)

where Le = ln(s=m 2
e)and the coe�cients� (P H ;i) contain

infrared logarithm sand arefunctionsofthescatteringan-

gle �.The approxim ation given by Eq.(17) is su�cient

2
Fortheplanardoublebox diagram s,alltheM Isareknown

[145]for sm allm e,while the M Is for the non-planar double

box diagram sare notcom pleted.
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Fig. 8. Som e ofthe diagram s belonging to the class ofthe

\photonic" NNLO correctionsto theBhabha scattering di�er-

entialcross section.The additionalphotons in the �nalstate

are soft.

for a phenom enologicaldescription ofthe process.3 The

coe�cients ofthe double and single collinear logarithm

in Eq. (17), �(P H ;2) and �(P H ;1), were obtained in [148,

149].However,the precision required forlum inosity m ea-

surem ents at e+ e� colliders dem ands the calculation of

thenon-logarithm iccoe�cient,� (P H ;0).Thelatterwasob-

tained in [135,136]by reconstructing thedi�erentialcross

section in the s � m 2
e 6= 0 lim it from the dim ension-

ally regularised m assless approxim ation [139].The m ain

idea ofthe m ethod developed in [135,136]isoutlined be-

low:Asfarastheleading term in thesm allelectron m ass

expansion is considered,the di�erence between the m as-

sive and the dim ensionally regularised m assless Bhabha

scattering can be viewed asa di�erencebetween two reg-

ularisation schem esfortheinfrared divergences.W ith the

known m assless two-loop result at hand,the calculation

ofthem assiveoneisreduced to constructing theinfrared

m atchingterm which relatesthetwoabovem entioned reg-

ularisation schem es.Toperform them atchingan auxiliary

am plitudeisconstructed,which hasthesam estructureof

the infrared singularities but is su�ciently sim ple to be

evaluated atleastatthe leading orderin the sm allm ass

expansion.Theparticularform oftheauxiliary am plitude

isdictated by the generaltheory ofinfrared singularities

in Q ED and involvestheexponentoftheone-loop correc-

tion aswellasthe two-loop correctionsto the logarithm

ofthe electron form factor.The di�erence between the

fulland the auxiliary am plitudesisinfrared �nite.Itcan

beevaluated by using dim ensionalregularisation foreach

am plitude and then taking the lim it offour space-tim e

dim ensions.The infrared divergences,which induce the

asym ptotic dependence ofthe virtualcorrections on the

electron and photon m asses,are absorbed into the auxil-

iary am plitude while the technically m ostnontrivialcal-

culation ofthefullam plitudeisperform ed in them assless

approxim ation.Them atchingofthem assiveand m assless

3
It can be shown that the term s suppressed by a positive

powerofm
2
e=s do notplay any phenom enologicalrole already

atvery low c.m .energies,
p
s� 10 M eV.M oreover,the term s

m
2
e=t (or m

2
e=u) becom e im portant in the extrem ely forward

(backward)region,unreachable forthe experim entalsetup.

Fig. 9. Som e ofthe diagram s belonging to the class ofthe

\electron loop" NNLO corrections.The additionalphotonsor

electron-positron pairin the �nalstate are soft.

resultsisthen necessary only forthe auxiliary am plitude

and isstraightforward.Thusthe two-loop m asslessresult

forthescatteringam plitudealongwith thetwo-loop m as-

siveelectron form factor[150]aresu�cientto obtain the

two-loop photonic correction to the di�erentialcrosssec-

tion in the sm allelectron m asslim it.

A m ethod basedonasim ilarprinciplewassubsequently

developed in [137,138];theauthorsof[138]con�rm ed the

resultof[135,136]forthe NNLO photonic correctionsto

the Bhabha scattering di�erentialcrosssection.

Electron loop corrections

TheNNLO electron loop correctionsarisefrom theinter-

ferenceoftwo-loop Feynm an diagram swith thetree-level

am plitudeaswellasfrom theinterferenceofone-loop dia-

gram s,aslongasoneofthediagram scontributingto each

term involvesaclosed electron loop.Thissetofcorrections

presents a single two-loop box topology and is therefore

technically lesschallengingtoevaluatewith respecttothe

photonic correction set.The calculation of the electron

loop correctionswascom pleted a few yearsago [151,152,

153,154];the �nalresult retains the fulldependence of

thedi�erentialcrosssection on theelectron m assm e.The

M Isinvolved in thecalculation wereidenti�ed by m eansof

theLaporta algorithm and evaluated with thedi�erential

equation m ethod.Asexpected,afterUV renorm alisation

the di�erentialcross section contained only residualIR

poles which were rem oved by adding the contribution of

the softphoton em ission diagram s.The resulting NNLO

di�erentialcrosssection could be conveniently written in

term s of1-and 2-dim ensionalHarm onic Polylogarithm s

(HPLs) ofm axim um weight three.Expanding the cross

section in the lim it s;jtj� m 2
e,the ratio ofthe NNLO

correctionsto the Born crosssection can be written asin

Eq.(17):

d�(2;E L)

d�(B orn)
=

�
�

�

�2 3X

i= 0

�(E L ,i)(Le)
i
+ O

�
m 2

e

s
;
m 2

e

t

�

: (18)

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 ofan electron-

positron pair(the soft-pairproduction wasconsidered in

[102]).W hen thetwocontributionsareconsideredtogether

in the fullNNLO ,the cubic collinear logarithm s cancel.

Therefore,the physicalcross section includes at m ost a

doublelogarithm ,asin Eq.(17).

The explicit expression of allthe coe�cients � (E L ,i),

obtained by expanding the results of[151,152,153],was

con�rm ed by two di�erentgroups[138,154].In [138]the

sm allelectron m assexpansion wasperform ed within the

soft-collinear e�ective theory (SCET) fram ework,while

the analysisin [154]em ployed the asym ptotic expansion

ofthe M Is.

Heavy-
avor and hadronic corrections

Finally,weconsiderthe correctionsoriginating from two-

loop Feynm an diagram sinvolvinga heavy 
avourferm ion

loop.4 Sincethissetofcorrectionsinvolvesonem orem ass

scalewith respecttothecorrectionsanalysed in theprevi-

oussections,a directdiagram m aticcalculation isin prin-

ciple a m ore challenging task.Recently,in [138]the au-

thorsapplied theirtechnique based on SCET to Bhabha

scattering and obtained the heavy 
avourNNLO correc-

tions in the lim it in which s;jtj;juj� m 2
f � m 2

e,where

m 2
f
isthe m assofthe heavy ferm ion running in the loop.

Theirresultwasvery soon con�rm ed in [154]by m eansof

a m ethod based on the asym ptotic expansion ofM ellin-

BarnesrepresentationsoftheM Isinvolved in thecalcula-

tion.However,the resultsobtained in the approxim ation

s;jtj;juj� m 2
f � m 2

e cannot be applied to the case in

which
p
s < m f (asin the case ofa tau loop at

p
s � 1

G eV),and they apply only to a relatively narrow angular

region perpendicular to the beam direction when
p
s is

notvery m uch largerthan m f (asin thecaseoftop-quark

loopsatthe ILC).Itwastherefore necessary to calculate

theheavy 
avourcorrectionstoBhabhascatteringassum -

ing only thatthe electron m assism uch sm allerthan the

other scalesin the process,but retaining the fulldepen-

dence on the heavy m ass,s;jtj;juj;m 2
f � m 2

e.

The calculation wascarried outin two di�erentways:

in [155,156]itwasdone analytically,while in [157,158]it

wasdonenum erically with dispersion relations.

Thetechnicalproblem ofthediagram m aticcalculation

ofFeynm an integrals with four scales can be sim pli�ed

by considering carefully,once m ore,the structure ofthe

collinearsingularitiesoftheheavy-
avourcorrections.The

ratio ofthe NNLO heavy 
avourcorrectionsto the Born

crosssection isgiven by

d�(2;H F)

d�(B orn)
=

�
�

�

�2 1X

i= 0

�(H F ,i)(Le)
i
+ O

�
m 2

e

s
;
m 2

e

t

�

; (19)

where now the coe�cients � (i) are functions ofthe scat-

tering angle � and,in general,ofthe m ass ofthe heavy

4
Here by \heavy 
avour" we m ean a m uon or a �-lepton,

as wellas a heavy quark,like the top,the b-or the c-quark,

depending on the c.m .energy range thatwe are considering.

Fig.10. Som e ofthe diagram s belonging to the class ofthe

\heavy ferm ion" NNLO corrections.Theadditionalphotonsin

the �nalstate are soft.

ferm ions involved in the virtualcorrections.It is possi-

ble to prove that,in a physicalgauge,allthe collinear

singularities factorise and can be absorbed in the exter-

nal�eld renorm alisation [159].This observation has two

consequences in the case at hand.The �rst one is that

box diagram sare free ofcollineardivergencesin a phys-

icalgauge;since the sum ofallboxes form s a gauge in-

dependent block, it can be concluded that the sum of

allbox diagram s is free of collinear divergences in any

gauge.Thesecond consequenceisthatthesinglecollinear

logarithm in Eq.(19)arisesfrom vertex correctionsonly.

M oreover,ifonechooseson-shellUV renorm alisation con-

ditions,the irreducible two-loop vertex graphsarefree of

collinearsingularities.Therefore,am ong allthe two-loop

diagram s contributing to the NNLO heavy 
avour cor-

rections to Bhabha scattering,only the reducible vertex

corrections are logarithm ically divergent in the m e ! 0

lim it.5 Thelatterareeasily evaluated even ifthey 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�erentialcrosssection assum ing

only that s;jtj;juj;m 2
f � m 2

e.In particular,one can set

m e = 0 from the beginning in allthe two-loop diagram s

with the exception ofthe reducible ones.Thisprocedure

allows one to e�ectively elim inate one m ass scale from

the two-loop boxes,so that these graphs can be evalu-

ated with the techniques already em ployed in the dia-

gram m atic calculation ofthe electron loop corrections.6

In thecasein which theheavy 
avourferm ion isa quark,

itisstraightforward to m odify thecalculation ofthetwo-

loop self-energy diagram sto obtain them ixed Q ED-Q CD

correctionsto Bhabha scattering [156].

An alternativeapproachtothecalculationoftheheavy


avourcorrectionsto Bhabha scattering isbased on dis-

persion relations.This m ethod also applies to hadronic

corrections.The hadronic and heavy ferm ion corrections

to theBhabha-scatteringcrosssection can beobtained by

5
Additionalcollinear logarithm s arise also from the inter-

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

present.
6 The necessary M Iscan be found in [156,160,161,162].
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appropriately inserting the renorm alised irreducible pho-

ton vacuum -polarisation function � in thephoton propa-

gator:

g��

q2 + i�
!

g��

q2 + i�

�
q2 g�� � q� q�

�
�(q2)

g��

q2 + i�
:

(20)

Thevacuum polarisation � can berepresented by a once-

subtracted dispersion integral[12],

�(q2)= �
q2

�

Z 1

4M 2

dz
Im �(z)

z

1

q2 � z+ i�
: (21)

The contributions to � m ay then be determ ined from a

(properly norm alised)production crosssection by theop-

ticaltheorem [163],

Im � had(z)= �
�

3
R(z): (22)

In thisway,thehadronicvacuum polarisation m ay beob-

tained from the experim entaldata forR:

R(z)=
�0had(z)

(4��2)=(3z)
; (23)

where �0
had

(z) � �(fe+ e� ! 
? ! hadronsg;z).In the

low-energy region theinclusiveexperim entaldata m ay be

used [35,164].Around a narrow hadronic resonance with

m assM res and width � e
+
e
�

res onem ay use therelation

R res(z)=
9�

�2
M res�

e
+
e
�

res �(z� M2
res); (24)

and in the rem aining regionsthe perturbative Q CD pre-

diction [165].Contributionsto � arisingfrom leptonsand

heavy quarkswith m assm f,chargeQ f and colourCf can

becom puted directly in perturbation theory.In thelowest

orderitreads

R f(z;m f)= Q
2
f Cf

 

1+ 2
m 2

f

z

! s

1� 4
m 2

f

z
: (25)

As a result ofthe above form ulas,the m assless photon

propagatorgetsreplaced by a m assivepropagator,whose

e�ectivem assz issubsequently integrated over:

g��

q2 + i�
!

�

3�

Z 1

4M 2

dz R tot(z)

z(q2 � z+ i�)

�

g�� �
q�q�

q2 + i�

�

;

(26)

where R tot(z) contains hadronic and leptonic contribu-

tions.

Forself-energycorrectionstoBhabhascatteringatone-

loop order,thedispersion relation approach was�rstem -

ployed in [166].Two-loop applications ofthis technique,

priorto Bhabha scattering,aretheevaluation ofthehad-

ronicvertex correction [167]and oftwo-loop hadroniccor-

rectionsto the lifetim e ofthe m uon [168].The approach

was also applied to the evaluation ofthe two-loop form

factorsin Q ED in [169,170,171].

Theferm ionicandhadroniccorrectionstoBhabhascat-

teringatone-loop accuracycom eonlyfrom theself-energy

diagram ;seefordetailsSection 6.Attwo-loop levelthere

arereducibleandirreducibleself-energycontributions,ver-

ticesand boxes.Thereduciblecorrectionsareeasily treat-

ed. For the evaluation of the irreducible two-loop dia-

gram s,itisadvantageousthatthey areone-loop diagram s

with self-energy insertionsbecause the application ofthe

dispersion technique asdescribed hereispossible.

Thekernelfunction fortheirreducibletwo-loop vertex

was derived in [167]and veri�ed e.g.in [158].The three

kernelfunctionsforthe two-loop box functionswere �rst

obtained in [172,157,158]and veri�ed in [173].A com plete

collection of allthe relevant form ulae m ay be found in

[158],and the corresponding Fortran code bhbhnnlohfis

publicly availableatthe web page[174]

www-zeuthen.desy.de/theory/research/bhabha/ .

In [158],the dependence ofthe variousheavy ferm ion

NNLO corrections on ln(s=m 2
f
) for s;jtj;juj� m 2

f
was

studied.The irreducible vertex behaves(before a com bi-

nation with realpairem ission term s)likeln
3
(s=m 2

f
)[167],

while the sum ofthe variousinfrared divergentdiagram s

asa whole behaveslike ln(s=m 2
f)ln(s=m

2
e).Thisisin ac-

cordance with Eq.(19),but the lim it plays no e�ective

roleatthe energiesstudied here.

Asaresultofthee�ortsofrecentyearswenow haveat

leasttwo com pletely independent calculationsforallthe

non-photonic virtualtwo-loop contributions.The net re-

sult,asa ratio oftheNNLO correctionsto theBorn cross

section in perm ill,isshown in Fig.12 forK LO E and in

Fig.13 forBaBar/Belle.7 W hile thenon-photoniccorrec-

tionsstay atone perm illorlessforK LO E,they reach a

few perm illattheBaBar/Belleenergy range.TheNNLO

photonic correctionsare the dom inantcontributionsand

am ountto som eperm ill,both at� and B factories.How-

ever,asalreadyem phasised,thebulkofboth photonicand

non-photonic correctionsisincorporated into the genera-

torsused by the experim entalcollaborations.Hence,the

consistentcom parison between the results ofNNLO cal-

culationsand the M C predictions atthe sam e perturba-

tivelevelenablesoneto assessthetheoreticalaccuracy of

thelum inosity tools,aswillbediscussed quantitatively in

Section 2.8.

2.3.2 Fixed-ordercalculation ofthehard photon em ission at

oneloop

The one-loop m atrix elem ent for the process e+ e� !

e+ e� 
 is one ofthe contributions to the com plete setof

NNLO corrections to Bhabha scattering.Its evaluation

requiresthenontrivialcom putation ofone-loop tensorin-

tegralsassociated with pentagon diagram s.

According to the standard Passarino-Veltm an (PV)

approach [176],one-loop tensorintegralscan beexpressed

in term sofM Iswith trivialnum eratorsthatareindepen-

dent ofthe loop variable,each m ultiplied by a Lorentz

7
The pure self-energy corrections deserve a specialdiscus-

sion and are thusom itted in the plots.
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Fig.11. Som e ofthe diagram s belonging to the class ofthe

\hadronic" corrections. The 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
p
s= 1:02 G eV,norm alised to theQ ED

tree-levelcrosssection,asafunction oftheelectron polarangle;

no cuts;theparam eterisationsofR had from [175]and [35,164,

165]are very close to each other.

structuredepending only on com binationsoftheexternal

m om enta and the m etric tensor.The achievem entofthe

com plete PV-reduction am ounts to solving a nontrivial

system ofequations.Dueto itssize,itisreasonableto re-

placetheanalytictechniquesby num ericaltools.Itisdif-

�cultto im plem entthePV-reduction num erically,sinceit

givesrisetoG ram determ inants.Thelatternaturallyarise

in theprocedureofinvertingasystem and they can vanish

atspecialphase space points.Thisfactrequiresa proper

m odi�cation ofthereduction algorithm [177,178,179,180,

181,182,183].A viablesolution forthecom pletealgebraic

reduction oftensor-pentagon (and tensor-hexagon) inte-

grals was form ulated in [184,185,186],by exploiting the

algebra ofsigned m inors[187].In thisapproach the can-

cellation ofpowersofinverseG ram determ inantswasper-

form ed recently in [188,189].

Alternatively,the com putation of the one-loop �ve-

point am plitude e+ e� ! e+ e� 
 can be perform ed by
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Fig.13. Two-loop photonic and non-photonic corrections to

Bhabhascattering at
p
s= 10:56 G eV,norm alised totheQ ED

tree-levelcrosssection,asafunction oftheelectron polarangle;

no cuts;the param eterisationsofR had isfrom [175].

using generalised-unitarity cutting rules (see [190]for a

detailed com pilation of references).In the following we

propose two ways to achieve the result,via an analyti-

caland via a sem i-num ericalm ethod.The application of

generalised cutting rulesasan on-shellm ethod ofcalcula-

tion isbased on two fundam entalpropertiesofscattering

am plitudes:i)analyticity,according to which any am pli-

tude is determ ined by its singularity structure [191,192,

193,163,194]; and ii) unitarity, according to which the

residues at the singularities are determ ined by products

of sim pler am plitudes. Turning these properties into a

toolfor com puting scattering am plitudes is possible be-

cause ofthe underlying representation ofthe am plitude

in term s of Feynm an integrals and their PV-reduction,

which grantstheexistenceofa representation ofany one-

loop am plitudesaslinearcom bination ofM Is,each m ul-

tiplied by a rationalcoe�cient.In the case ofe + e� !

e+ e� 
,pentagon-integralsm aybeexpressed,throughPV-

reduction,by a linearcom bination of17 M Is(including 3

boxes,8 triangles,5 bubblesand 1 tadpole).Sincethere-

quired M Isare analytically known [195,196,197,185,179,

198,199],the determ ination oftheircoe�cientsisneeded

forreconstructingtheam plitudeasawhole.M atchingthe

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 generalthe ful-

�lm entofm ultiple-cutconditionsrequiresloop m om enta

with com plexcom ponents.Thee�ectofthecutconditions

is to freeze som e or allofits com ponents,depending on

thenum berofthecuts.W ith thequadruple-cut[200]the

loop m om entum is com pletely frozen,yielding the alge-

braicdeterm ination ofthecoe�cientsofn-pointfunctions

with n � 4.In caseswhere fewerthan fourdenom inators

arecut,liketriple-cut[201,202,203],double-cut[204,205,

206,207,208,202]and single-cut [209],the loop m om en-
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tum is not frozen:the free com ponents are left over as

phase-spaceintegration variables.

For each m ultiple-cut, the evaluation of the phase-

space integralwould generate,in general,logarithm sand

a non-logarithm icterm .Thecoe�cientofa given n-point

M I�nally appearsin thenon-logarithm icterm ofthecor-

responding n-particle cut,where allthe internallinesare

on-shell(while the logarithm s correspond to the cuts of

higher-point M Is which share that sam e cut).Therefore

allthe coe�cients of M Is can be determ ined in a top-

down algorithm ,starting from the quadruple-cutsforthe

extractionofthefour-pointcoe�cients,and followingwith

the triple-,double-and single-cuts for the coe�cients of

three-,two-and one-point,respectively.Thecoe�cientof

an n-pointM I(n � 2)can alsobeobtained by specialising

thegeneratingform ulasgiven in [210]forgeneralone-loop

am plitudesto the caseathands.

Instead ofthe analytic evaluation ofthe m ultiple-cut

phase-spaceintegrals,itisworth considering the feasibil-

ity ofcom puting theprocesse+ e� ! e+ e� 
 with a sem i-

num ericaltechniquebynow knownasO PP-reduction[211,

212],based on thedecom position ofthenum eratorofany

one-loop integrand in term sofitsdenom inators[213,214,

215,216].W ithin thisapproach thecoe�cientsoftheM Is

can be found sim ply by solving a system of num erical

equations,avoiding any explicit integration.The O PP-

reduction algorithm exploitsthepolynom ialstructuresof

the integrand when evaluated at values ofthe loop-m o-

m entum ful�lling m ultiple cut-conditions:i) for each n-

pointM Ioneconsidersthen-particlecutobtained by set-

ting allthe propagating lines on-shell;ii) such a cut is

associated with a polynom ialin term s ofthe free com -

ponentsoftheloop-m om entum ,which correspondsto the

num eratoroftheintegrandevaluated atthesolutionofthe

on-shellconditions;iii)theconstant-term ofthatpolyno-

m ialisthecoe�cientofthe M I.

Hence the di�cult task ofevaluating one-loop Feynm an

integralsisreduced to them uch sim plerproblem ofpoly-

nom ial�tting,recently optim ised by using a projection

technique based on the DiscreteFourierTransform [217].

In generaltheresultofa dim ensional-regulated am pli-

tudein the4-dim ensionallim it,with D (= 4� 2�)theregu-

latingparam eter,isexpected to contain (poly)logarithm s,

often referred to asthecut-constructibleterm ,and a pure

rationalterm . In a later paper [218], which com pleted

the O PP-m ethod,the rising ofthe rationalterm wasat-

tributed to two potentialsources (ofUV-divergent inte-

grals):one,de�ned asR 1,dueto theD -dim ensionalcom -

pletion ofthe 4-dim ensionalcontribution ofthe num era-

tor;asecond one,called R 2,dueto the(� 2�)-dim ensional

algebraofDirac-m atrices.Thereforein theO PP-approach

the calculation ofthe one-loop am plitudee+ e� ! e+ e� 


can proceed through two com putationalstages:

1.the coe�cients ofthe M Is that are responsible both

forthecut-constructibleand fortheR 1-rationalterm s

can bedeterm ined by applyingtheO PP-reductiondis-

cussed above[211,212,217];

2.the R 2-rationalterm can be com puted by using addi-

tionaltree-level-likediagram m aticrules,verym uch re-

Table 2.The NNLO lepton and pion pair corrections to the

BhabhascatteringBorn crosssection �B :virtualcorrections�v

,softand hard realphoton em issions�s;�h,and pairem ission

contributions �pairs.The totalpair correction cross sections

areobtained from thesum �s+ v+ h + �pairs.Allcrosssections,

according to thecutsgiven in thetext,aregiven in nanobarns.

Electron pair corrections

�B �h �v+ s �v+ s+ h �pairs

K LO E 529.469 9.502 -11.567 -2.065 0.271

BaBar 6.744 0.246 -0.271 -0.025 0.017

M uon pair corrections

�B �h �v+ s �v+ s+ h �pairs

K LO E 529.469 1.494 -1.736 -0.241 {

BaBar 6.744 0.091 -0.095 -0.004 0.0005

Tau pair corrections

�B �h �v+ s �v+ s+ h �pairs

K LO E 529.469 0.020 -0.023 -0.003 {

BaBar 6.744 0.016 -0.017 -0.0007 < 10
�7

P ion pair corrections

�B �h �v+ s �v+ s+ h �pairs

K LO E 529.469 1.174 -1.360 -0.186 {

BaBar 6.744 0.062 -0.065 -0.003 0.00003

sem blingthecom putation ofthecounterterm sneeded

forthe renorm alisation ofUV-divergences[218].

Thenum ericalin
uenceoftheradiativeloopdiagram s,

including the pentagon diagram s,is expected not to be

particularlylarge.However,thecalculation ofsuch correc-

tionswould greatly help to assessthephysicalprecision of

existing lum inosity program s.8

2.3.3 Paircorrections

Aswasm entioned in the paragraph on virtualheavy 
a-

vourand hadronic correctionsofSection 2.3.1,these vir-

tualcorrections have to be com bined with realcorrec-

tionsin ordertogetphysicallysensibleresults.Thevirtual

NNLO electron,m uon,tau and pion correctionshave to

becom bined with theem ission ofrealelectron,m uon,tau

and pion pairs,respectively.Therealpairproduction cross

sections are �nite,but cut dependent.W e consider here

thepion pairproduction asitisthedom inantpartofthe

hadronic correctionsand can serve asan estim ate ofthe

roleofthewholesetofhadroniccorrections.Thedescrip-

tion ofallrelevanthadroniccontributionsisa m uch m ore

involved task and willnot be covered in this review.As

was �rst explicitly shown for Bhabha scattering in [102]

for electron pairs,and also discussed in [158],there ap-

pear exactcancellationsofterm s ofthe orderln
3
(s=m 2

e)

or ln
3
(s=m 2

f),so that the leading term s are at m ost of

orderln
2
(s=m 2

e);ln
2
(s=m 2

f
).

8
Asalready rem arked,theexactcalculation ofone-loop cor-

rectionsto hard photon em ission in Bhabha scattering becam e

available[101]during thecom pletion ofthereport,exactly ac-

cording to the m ethodsdescribed in the presentSection.
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In Table 2 we show NNLO lepton and pion paircon-

tributions with typical kinem atical cuts for the K LO E

and BaBar experim ents.Besides contributions from un-

resolved pairem issions�pairs,wealso add unresolved real

hard photon em ission contributions �h.The corrections

�pairs from ferm ions have been calculated with the For-

tranpackageHELAC-PHEG AS[219,220,221,222],thereal

pioncorrectionswith EK HARA [223,224],theNNLO hard

photoniccorrections�h with aprogram [225]based on the

generatorBHAG EN-1PH [226].The latterdepend,tech-

nically,on thesoftphoton cut-o� E m in

 = !.Afteradding

up with �v+ s,the sum ofthe two �v+ s+ h isindependent

ofthat;in facthere we use !=E beam = 10� 4.In orderto

coveralsopion paircorrections�v+ s isdeterm ined with an

updated version ofthe Fortran package bhbhnnlohf[158,

174].The cuts applied in Table 2 for the K LO E experi-

m entare

{
p
s= 1:02 G eV ,

{ E m in = 0:4 G eV ,

{ 55� < �� < 125� ,

{ �m ax = 9� ,

and forthe BaBarexperim ent

{
p
s= 10:56 G eV ,

{ jcos(�� )j< 0:7 and

jcos(�+ )j< 0:65 or jcos(�� )j< 0:65,

{ jp+ j=E beam > 0:75 and jp� j=E beam > 0:5 or

jp� j=E beam > 0:75 and jp+ j=E beam > 0:5,

{ �3dm ax = 30� .

HereE m in isthe energy threshold forthe �nal-state elec-

tron/positron,�� are the electron/positron polar angles

and �m ax isthe m axim um allowed polarangleacollinear-

ity:

� = j�+ + �� � 180�j; (27)

and �3dm ax isthem axim um allowed threedim ensionalacol-

linearity:

�3d =

�
�
�
�arccos

�
p+ � p�

(jp� jjp+ j

�

�
180�

�
� 180�

�
�
�
�: (28)

Fore+ e� ! e+ e� �+ �� ,cutsareapplied onlytothee+ e�

pair.In the caseofe+ e� ! e+ e� e+ e� ,allpossible e� e�

com binations are checked and ifat least one pair ful�ls

the cutsthe eventisaccepted.

AtK LO E theelectronpaircorrectionscontributeabout

3� 10� 3 and atBaBarabout1� 10� 3,whilealltheother

contributionsofpairproduction areeven sm aller.Likein

sm all-angleBhabha scattering atLEP/SLC the paircor-

rections[227]are largely dom inated by the electron pair

contribution.

2.4 M ultiple photon e�ects and m atching with N LO

corrections

2.4.1 Universalm ethodsforleading logarithm iccorrections

From inspection ofEqs.(10) and (13) for the SV NLO

Q ED correctionsto the crosssection ofthe Bhabha scat-

tering and e+ e� ! 

 process,itcan be seen thatlarge

logarithm s L = ln(s=m 2
e),due to collinear photon em is-

sion,arepresent.Sim ilarlargelogarithm icterm sariseaf-

terintegration ofthe hard photon contributionsfrom the

kinem aticaldom ains ofphoton em ission at sm allangles

with respect to charged particles.For the energy range

ofm eson factoriesthe logarithm islarge num erically,i.e.

L � 15 atthe � factoriesand L � 20 atthe B factories,

and thecorresponding term sgivethebulk ofthetotalra-

diative correction.These contributionsrepresentalso the

dom inant part ofthe NNLO e�ects discussed in Section

2.3.Therefore,to achieve the required theoreticalaccu-

racy,the logarithm ically enhanced contributions due to

em ission ofsoftand collinearphotonsm ustbe taken into

account at allorders in perturbation theory.The m eth-

odsforthecalculation ofhigher-order(HO )Q ED correc-

tionson thebasisofthegeneratorsem ployed nowadaysat


avourfactorieswerealready widely and successfully used

in the 90sat LEP/SLC for electroweak tests ofthe SM .

They were adopted forthe calculation ofboth the sm all-

angle Bhabha scattering cross section (necessary for the

high-precision lum inosity m easurem ent)and Z-boson ob-

servables.Hence,the theory accounting forthe controlof

HO Q ED correctionsatm eson factoriescan beconsidered

particularly robust,having passed thevery stringenttests

ofthe LEP/SLC era.

Them ostpopularand standard m ethodsto keep m ul-

tiple photon e�ectsundercontrolarethe Q ED Structure

Function (SF) approach [228,229,230,231] and Yennie-

Frautschi-Suura (YFS) exponentiation [232].The form er

isused in alltheversionsofthegeneratorBabaYaga[233,

234,235] and M CG PJ [236] (albeit according to di�er-

entrealisations),while the latteristhe theoreticalrecipe

adopted in BHW IDE [237].Actually,analyticalQ ED SFs

D (x;Q 2), valid in the strictly collinear approxim ation,

areim plem ented in M CG PJ,whereasBabaYaga isbased

on a M C Parton Shower (PS) algorithm to reconstruct

D (x;Q 2)num erically.

The Structure Function approach

Let us consider the annihilation process e� e+ ! X ,

where X issom e given �nalstate and �0(s)itsLO cross

section.Initial-state (IS) Q ED radiative corrections can

be described according to the following picture.Before

arriving atthe annihilation point,the incom ing electron

(positron)offour-m om entum p� (+ ) radiatesrealand vir-

tualphotons.These photons,due to the dynam icalfea-

turesofQ ED,are m ainly radiated along the direction of

m otion oftheradiatingparticles,and theire�ectism ainly

to reduce the originalfour-m om entum of the incom ing

electron (positron)to x1(2)p� (+ ).Afterthispre-em ission,

thehard scatteringprocesse� (x1p� )e
+ (x2p+ )! X takes

place,at a reduced squared c.m .energy ŝ = x1x2s.The

resulting cross section,corrected for IS Q ED radiation,

can be represented in the form [228,229,230]

�(s)=

Z 1

0

dx1dx2D (x1;s)D (x2;s)�0(x1x2s)�(cuts);

(29)
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where D (x;s) is the electron SF,representing the prob-

ability that an incom ing electron (positron) radiates a

collinearphoton,retaining a fraction x ofitsoriginalm o-

m entum atthe energy scale Q 2 = s,and �(cuts)stands

fora rejection algorithm taking careofexperim entalcuts.

W hen considering photonicradiation only thenon-singlet

part ofthe SF is ofinterest.Ifthe running ofthe Q ED

coupling constantisneglected,thenon-singletpartofthe

SF isthesolution ofthefollowingRenorm alisation G roup

(RG )equation,analogousto theDokshitzer-G ribov-Lipa-

tov-Altarelli-Parisi(DG LAP)equation ofQ CD [238,239,

240]:

s
@

@s
D (x;s)=

�

2�

Z 1

x

dz

z
P+ (z)D

�
x

z
;s

�

; (30)

whereP+ (z)istheregularised Altarelli-Parisi(AP)split-

tingfunction fortheprocesselectron ! electron+ photon,

given by

P+ (z)= P (z)� �(1� z)

Z 1

0

dxP (x);

P (z)=
1+ z2

1� z
: (31)

Equation (30) can be also transform ed into an integral

equation,subjectto the boundary condition D (x;m 2
e)=

�(1� x):

D (x;s)= �(1� x)+
�

2�

Z s

m 2
e

dQ 2

Q 2

Z 1

x

dz

z
P+ (z)D

�
x

z
;Q

2
�

:

(32)

Equation (32)can be solved exactly by m eans ofnu-

m erical m ethods, such as the inverse M ellin transform

m ethod.However,thisderivation ofD (x;s)turnsoutbe

problem aticinview ofphenom enologicalapplications.There-

fore,approxim ate (but very accurate) analyticalrepre-

sentations ofthe solution ofthe evolution equation are

ofm ajorinterestforpracticalpurposes.Thistype ofso-

lution was the one typically adopted in the context of

LEP/SLC phenom enology.A �rstanalyticalsolution can

be obtained in the softphoton approxim ation,i.e.in the

lim itx ’ 1.Thissolution,also known asG ribov-Lipatov

(G L)approxim ation,exponentiatesthe large logarithm ic

contributions ofinfrared and collinear origin at allper-

turbative orders,butitdoesnottake into accounthard-

photon (collinear)e�ects.Thisdrawbackcan beovercom e

by solving the evolution equation iteratively.Atthe n-th

step ofthe iteration,one obtainsthe O (�n)contribution

to the SF forany value ofx.By com bining the G L solu-

tion with the iterativeone,in which the soft-photon part

hasbeen elim inated in ordertoavoid doublecounting,one

can build a hybrid solution ofthe evolution equation.It

exploits allthe positive features ofthe two kinds ofso-

lutions and is nota�ected by the lim itations intrinsic to

each ofthem .Two classesofhybrid solutions,nam ely the

additive and factorised ones,are known in the literature,

and both wereadopted forapplicationsto LEP/SLC pre-

cision physics.A typicaladditive solution,where the G L

approxim ation D G L(x;s)issupplem ented by �nite-order

term spresentin the iterativesolution,isgiven by [241]

D A (x;s)=

3X

i= 0

d
(i)

A
(x;s);

d
(0)

A
(x;s)=

exp
�
1

2
�
�
3

4
� 
E

��

�
�
1+ 1

2
�
�

1

2
�(1� x)

1

2
�� 1;

d
(1)

A
(x;s)= �

1

4
�(1+ x);

d
(2)

A
(x;s)=

1

32
�2 [(1+ x)(� 4ln(1� x)+ 3lnx)

� 4
lnx

1� x
� 5� x

�

;

d
(3)

A
(x;s)=

1

384
�3 f(1+ x)[18�(2)� 6Li2(x)

� 12ln
2
(1� x)

�
+

1

1� x

�

�
3

2
(1+ 8x + 3x2)lnx

+
1

2
(1+ 7x2)ln

2
x � 12(1+ x

2)lnxln(1� x)

� 6(x + 5)(1� x)ln(1� x)

�
1

4
(39� 24x � 15x2)

��

; (33)

where � is the Euler gam m a-function,
E � 0:5772 the

Euler-M ascheroniconstant,� theRiem ann �-function and

� isthe largecollinearfactor

� =
2�

�

�

ln

�
s

m 2
e

�

� 1

�

: (34)

Explicit exam ples of factorised solutions, which are

obtained by m ultiplying the G L solution by �nite-order

term s in such a way that,order by order,the iterative

contributionsareexactly recovered,can befound in [242].

Forthe calculation ofHO correctionswith a perm illac-

curacy analyticalSFsin additiveand factorised form con-

taining up to O (�3) �nite-order term s are su�cient and

in excellentagreem ent.They also agreewith an accuracy

m uch betterthan 0.1 with theexactnum ericalsolution of

the Q ED evolution equation.Explicitsolutionsup to the

�fth orderin � werecalculated in [243,244].

The RG m ethod described above wasapplied in [245]

forthetreatm entofLL Q ED radiativecorrectionsto var-

ious processes ofinterest for physics at m eson factories.

Such a form ulation waslaterim plem ented in the genera-

torM CG PJ.Forexam ple,according to [245],theBhabha

scattering cross section,accounting for LL term s in all

orders,O (�nLn); n = 1;2;:::,ofperturbation theory,is

given by

d�B habhaLLA =
X

a;b;c;d= e� ;


Z 1

�z1

dz1

Z 1

�z2

dz2D
str
ae� (z1)D

str
be+ (z2)

� d�ab! cd
0 (z1;z2)

Z 1

�y1

dy1

Y1
D

frg

e� c
(
y1

Y1
)

Z 1

�y2

dy2

Y2
D

frg

e+ d
(
y2

Y2
)

+ O

�

�2L;�
m 2

e

s

�

: (35)
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Hered�ab! cd
0 (z1;z2)isthedi�erentialLO crosssection of

theprocessab! cd,with energyfractionsoftheincom ing

particlesbeing scaled by factorsz1 and z2 with respectto

theinitialelectron and positron,respectively.In thenota-

tion of[245],theelectron SF D str
ab
(z)isdistinguished from

the electron fragm entation function D
frg

ab
(z) to pointout

theroleplayed by IS radiation (described by D str
ab(z))with

respectto the one due to �nal-state radiation (described

by D
frg

ab
(z)).However,becauseoftheirprobabilisticm ean-

ing,the electron structure and fragm entation functions

coincide.In Eq.(35) the quantities Y1;2 are the energy

fractions ofparticles c and d with respect to the beam

energy.Explicit expressions for Y1;2 = Y1;2(z1;z2;cos�)

and otherdetailson thekinem aticscan befound in [245].

The lowerlim itsofthe integrals,�z1;2 and �y1;2,should be

de�ned according to the experim entalconditions ofpar-

ticle detection and kinem aticalconstraints.For the case

ofthe e+ e� ! 

 process one has to change the m as-

terform ula (35)by picking up thetwo-photon �nalstate.

Form ally this can be done by just choosing the proper

fragm entation functions,D frg

c and D

frg


d
.

Thephotonicpartofthenon-singletelectron structure

(fragm entation)function in O (�nLn)considered in [245]

reads

D N S;

ee (z)= �(1� z)+

nX

i= 1

�
�

2�
(L � 1)

�i 1

i!

h

P (0)
ee (z)

i
 i
;

D 
e(z)=
�

2�
(L � 1)P
e(z)+ O (�2L2);

D e
(z)=
�

2�
LPe
(z)+ O (�2L2);

P
(0)
ee (z)=

�
1+ z2

1� z

�

+

= lim
�! 0

�

�(1� z)(2ln� +
3

2
)+ �(1� z� �)

1+ z2

1� z

�

;

h

P (0)
ee (z)

i
 i
=

1Z

z

dt

t
P (i� 1)
ee (t)P (0)

ee

�
z

t

�

; (36)

P
e(z)= z
2 + (1� z)2; Pe
(z)=

1+ (1� z)2

z
:

Startingfrom thesecond orderin � thereappearalsonon-

singlet and singlet e+ e� pair contributions to the struc-

turefunction:

D N S;e
+
e
�

ee (z)=
1

3

�
�

2�
L

�2
P (1)
ee (z)+ O (�3L3);

D S;e
+
e
�

ee (z)=
1

2!

�
�

2�
L

�2
R(z)+ O (�3L3);

R(z)= Pe
 
 P
e(z)=
1� z

3z
(4+ 7z+ 4z2)

+ 2(1+ z)lnz: (37)

Notethatradiation ofa realpair,i.e.appearanceofaddi-

tionalelectronsand positronsin the�nalstate,requirethe

application ofnontrivialconditions ofexperim entalpar-

ticle registration.Unam biguously,thatcan be done only

within aM C eventgeneratorbased on four-particlem atrix

elem ents,asalready discussed in Section 2.3.

In the sam eway asin Q CD,theLL crosssectionsde-

pend on the choice ofthe factorisation scale Q 2 in the

argum entofthelargelogarithm L = ln(Q 2=m 2
e),which is

not�xed a prioriby thetheory.However,thescaleshould

be taken ofthe order ofthe characteristic energy trans-

fer in the process under consideration. Typical choices

are Q 2 = s,Q 2 = � t and Q2 = st=u.The �rst one is

good for annihilation channels like e+ e� ! �+ �� ,the

second one is optim alfor sm all-angle Bhabha scattering

where the t-channelexchange dom inates,see [246].The

last choice allows to exponentiate the leading contribu-

tion dueto initial-�nalstateinterference[247]and ispar-

ticularly suited forlarge-angleBhabhascatteringin Q ED.

Theoption Q 2 = st=u isadopted in alltheversionsofthe

generatorBabaYaga.Reduction ofthe scale dependence

can be achieved by taking into account next-to-leading

correctionsin O (�nLn� 1),next-to-next-to-leadingonesin

O (�nLn� 2)etc.

The Parton Shower algorithm

The PS algorithm isa m ethod forproviding a M C it-

erativesolution oftheevolution equation and,atthesam e

tim e,forgeneratingthefour-m om entaoftheelectron and

photon ata given step ofthe iteration.Itwasdeveloped

within thecontextofQ CD and laterapplied in Q ED too.

In order to im plem ent the algorithm ,it is �rst nec-

essary to assum e the existence ofan upper lim it for the

energyfraction x in such awaythattheAP splittingfunc-

tion isregularised by writing

P+ (z)= �(x+ � z)P (z)� �(1� z)

Z x+

0

dxP (x): (38)

O fcourse,in thelim itx+ ! 1,Eq.(38)recoverstheusual

de�nition ofthe AP splitting function given in Eq.(31).

By inserting the m odi�ed AP vertex into Eq.(30),one

obtains

s
@

@s
D (x;s)=

�

2�

Z x+

x

dz

z
P (z)D

�
x

z
;s

�

�
�

2�
D (x;s)

Z x+

x

dzP (z): (39)

SeparatingthevariablesandintroducingtheSudakovform

factor

�(s1;s2)= exp

�

�
�

2�

Z s1

s2

ds0

s0

Z x+

0

dzP (z)

�

; (40)

which is the probability that the electron evolves from

virtuality � s2 to � s1 withoutem itting photonsofenergy

fraction largerthan 1� x+ � � (� � 1),Eq.(39)can be

recastinto the integralform

D (x;s) = �(s;m 2
e)D (x;m

2
e)

+
�

2�

Z s

m 2
e

ds0

s0
�(s;s0)

Z x+

x

dz

z
P (z)D

�
x

z
;s

0
�

:

(41)
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The form aliterative solution of Eq.(41) can be repre-

sented by the in�nite series

D (x;s)=

1X

n= 0

nY

i= 1

( Z si� 1

m 2
e

dsi

si
�(si� 1;si)

�
�

2�

Z x+

x=(z1� � � zi� 1)

dzi

zi
P (zi)

)

�(sn;m
2
e)D

�
x

z1 � � � zn

;m 2
e

�

:

(42)

The particular form ofEq.(42) allows to exploit a M C

m ethod forbuilding the solution iteratively.The stepsof

the algorithm areasfollows:

1 { setQ 2 = m 2
e,and �x x = 1 according to theboundary

condition D (x;m 2
e)= �(1� x);

2 { generatea random num ber� in the interval[0;1];

3 { if� < �(s;Q 2)stop the evolution;otherwise

4 { com puteQ 02 assolutionoftheequation� = �(Q 02;Q 2);

5 { generate a random num berz according to the proba-

bility density P (z)in the interval[0;x+ ];

6 { substitute x ! xz and Q 2 ! Q 02;go to 2.

The x distribution ofthe electron SF as obtained by

m eansofthePSalgorithm andanum ericalsolution(based

on theinverseM ellin transform m ethod)oftheQ ED evo-

lution equation isshown in Fig.14.Perfectagreem entis

seen.O nce D (x;s) has been reconstructed by the algo-

rithm ,the m aster form ula of Eq.(29) can be used for

the calculation ofLL corrections to the cross section of

interest.This cross section m ust be independent ofthe

soft-hard photon separator� in the lim it ofsm allvalues

for�.Thiscan be clearly seen in Fig.15,wherethe Q ED

corrected Bhabha cross section as a function ofthe �c-

titious param eter " is shown for DA�NE energies with

the cuts ofEq.(15),but for an angular acceptance ��
of55� � 125�.The cross section reaches a plateau for �

sm allerthan 10� 4.

Them ain advantageofthePS algorithm with respect

to the analyticalsolutionsofthe electron evolution isthe

possibility ofgoing beyond the strictly collinearapproxi-

m ation and generating transverse m om entum p? ofelec-

trons and photons at each branching.In fact,the kine-

m aticsofthe branching processe(p)! e0(p0)+ 
(q)can

be written as

p = (E ;0;pz);

p0= (zE ;p? ;p
0
z);

q= ((1� z)E ;� p? ;qz): (43)

O nce the variablesp2,p0
2
and z aregenerated by the PS

algorithm ,theon-shellcondition q2 = 0,togetherwith the

longitudinalm om entum conservation,allowsto obtain an

expression forthe p? variable:

p2? = (1� z)(zp2 � p02); (44)

valid at�rstorderin p2=E 2 � 1,p2? =E
2 � 1.

However,duetotheapproxim ationsinherenttoEq.(44),

thisPS approach can lead toan incorrectbehaviourofthe

Fig.14.Com parison forthex distribution ofthe electron SF

asobtained by m eansofa num ericalsolution oftheQ ED evo-

lution equation (solid line)and thePS algorithm (histogram ).

From [233].
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Fig.15.Q ED corrected Bhabha cross section at DA�NE as

a function ofthe infrared regulator " ofthe PS approach,ac-

cording to thesetup ofEq.(15).The errorbarscorrespond to

1� M C errors.From [235].

reconstruction ofthe exclusive photon kinem atics.First

ofall,sincewithin thePS algorithm thegeneration ofp02

and zareindependent,itcan happen thatin som ebranch-

ingsthe p2? as given by Eq.(44)is negative.In orderto

avoid this problem ,the introduction ofany kinem atical

cuton the p2 orz generation (orthe regeneration ofthe

whole event)would preventthe correctreconstruction of

the SF x distribution,which is im portant for a precise

crosssection calculation.Furtherm ore,in the PS schem e,

each ferm ion produces its photon cascade independently

ofthe otherones,m issing the e�ectsdue to the interfer-

enceofradiation com ing from di�erentcharged particles.

Asfarasinclusive crosssections(i.e.crosssectionswith

nocutsim posed on thegenerated photons)areconcerned,
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thesee�ectsarelargely integrated out.However,asshown

in [248],they becom eim portantwhen m oreexclusivevari-

ablesdistributionsareconsidered.

The �rst problem can be overcom e by choosing the

generated p? ofthe photonsdi�erentfrom Eq.(44).For

exam ple,one can chooseto extractthe photon cos#
 ac-

cording to the universalleading poles 1=p � k present in

them atrix elem entforphoton em ission.Nam ely,onecan

generatecos#
 as

cos#
 /
1

1� � cos#

; (45)

where� isthespeed oftheem itting particle.In thisway,

photon energyand anglearegenerated independently,dif-

ferentfrom Eq.(44).Thenicefeatureofthisprescription

isthatp2
?
= E 2


 sin
2 #
 isalwayswellde�ned,and the x

distribution reproducesexactly theSF,becausenofurther

kinem aticalcutshave to be im posed to avoid unphysical

events.Atthisstage,the PS isused only to generatethe

energiesand m ultiplicity ofthe photons.The problem of

including the radiation interference is stillunsolved,be-

cause the variables ofphotons em itted by a ferm ion are

stilluncorrelated with thoseoftheothercharged particles.

Theissueofincluding photon interferencecan besuccess-

fully worked outlooking atthe YFS form ula [232]:

d�n � d�0
e2n

n!

nY

l= 1

d3kl

(2�)32k0
l

NX

i;j= 1

�i�j
� pi� pj

(pi� kl)(pj � kl)
:

(46)

Itgivesthe di�erentialcrosssection d�n forthe em ission

ofn photons,whosem om entaarek1;� � � ;kn,from akernel

processdescribed by d�0 and involvingN ferm ions,whose

m om enta arep1;� � � ;pN .In Eq.(46)�i isa chargefactor,

which is + 1 for incom ing e� or outgoing e+ and � 1 for

incom ing e+ or outgoing e� .Note that Eq.(46) is valid

in the softlim it(ki ! 0).The im portantpointisthatit

alsoaccountsforcoherencee�ects.From theYFS form ula

itisstraightforward to read outthe angularspectrum of

the lth photon:

cos#l/ �

NX

i;j= 1

�i�j
1� �i�jcos#ij

(1� �icos#il)(1� �jcos#jl)
:

(47)

It is worth noticing that in the LL prescription the

sam equantity can be written as

cos#l/

NX

i= 1

1

1� �icos#il
; (48)

whoseterm sareofcoursecontained in Eq.(47).

In order to consider also coherence e�ects in the an-

gulardistribution ofthephotons,onecan generatecos#

accordingto Eq.(47),ratherthan to Eq.(48).Thisrecipe

[248]isadopted in BabaYaga v3.5 and BabaYaga@ NLO .

Yennie-Frautschi-Suura exponentiation

The YFS exponentiation procedure,im plem ented in

thecodeBHW IDE,isa techniqueforsum m ing up allthe

infrared (IR)singularitiespresentin anyprocessaccom pa-

nied by photonicradiation [232].Itisinherently exclusive,

i.e.allthesum m ationsoftheIR singularcontributionsare

donebeforeanyphase-spaceintegrationoverthevirtualor

realphotonfour-m om entaareperform ed.Them ethod was

m ainly developed by S.Jadach,B.F.L.W ard and collab-

oratorsto realiseprecision M C tools.In thefollowing,the

generalideasunderlying the procedurearesum m arised.

Letusconsiderthescatteringprocesse+ (p1)e
� (p2)!

f1(q1)� � � fn(qn),wheref1(q1)� � � fn(qn)representsagiven

arbitrary �nalstate,and let M 0 be its tree-levelm atrix

elem ent.By usingstandard Feynm an-diagram techniques,

itispossibleto show thatthesam eprocess,when accom -

panied by l additionalrealphotons radiated by the IS

particles,and underthe assum ption thatthe ladditional

photonsaresoft,i.e.theirenergy ism uch sm allerthatany

energy scale involved in the process,can be described by

thefactorised m atrix elem entbuiltup by theLO one,M 0,

tim esthe productofleikonalcurrents,nam ely

M ’ M 0

lY

i= 1

�

e

�
"i(ki)� p2

ki� p2
�
"i(ki)� p1

ki� p1

��

; (49)

where e is the electron charge,ki are the m om enta of

the photons and "i(ki) their polarisation vectors. Tak-

ing the square of the m atrix elem ent in Eq. (49) and

m ultiplying by the proper 
ux factor and the Lorentz-

invariant phase space volum e,the cross section for the

processe+ (p1)e
� (p2)! f1(q1)� � � fn(qn)+ lrealphotons

can be written as

d�(l)r = d�0
1

l!

lY

i= 1

�

kidkidcos#id’i
1

2(2�)3

�
X

"i

e2
�
"i(ki)� p2

ki� p2
�
"i(ki)� p1

ki� p1

� 2
#

:(50)

By sum m ing overthe num berof�nal-state photons,one

obtains the cross section for the originalprocess accom -

panied by an arbitrary num berofrealphotons,nam ely

d�(1 )
r =

1X

l= 0

d�(l)r

= d�0 exp

�

kdkdcos#d’
1

2(2�)3

�
X

"

e2
�
"(k)� p2

k� p2
�
"(k)� p1

k� p1

� 2
#

: (51)

Equation (51),being lim ited to realradiation only,isIR

divergentoncethephasespaceintegrationsareperform ed

downtozerophotonenergy.Thisproblem ,asiswellknown,

�nds its solution in the m atching between realand vir-

tualphotonic radiation.Equation (51)already showsthe

key feature ofexclusive exponentiation,i.e.sum m ing up

allthe perturbative contributions before perform ing any

phasespaceintegration.

In order to get m eaningfulradiative corrections it is

necessary to consider,besidesIS realphoton corrections,
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also IS virtualphoton corrections,i.e.thecorrectionsdue

to additionalinternalphoton linesconnecting theIS elec-

tron and positron.Fora vertex-typeam plitude,theresult

can be written as

M V1 = � i
e2

(2�)4

Z

d4k
1

k2 + i"
�v(p1)


� � (/p1 + /k)+ m

2p1 � k+ k2 + i"

� �
(/p2 + /k)+ m

2p2 � k + k2 + i"

�u(p2);(52)

where� standsfortheDiracstructureoftheLO process,

in such a way that M 0 = �v(p1)�u(p2).The soft-photon

partoftheam plitudecan beextracted bytakingk� ’ 0in

allthe num erators.In thisapproxim ation,the am plitude

ofEq.(52)becom es

M V1 = M 0 � V;

V =
2i�

(2�)3

Z

d4k
4p1 � p2

(2p1 � k+ k2 + i")(2p2 � k+ k2 + i")

�
1

k2 + i"
: (53)

It can be seen that,as in the realcase,the IR virtual

correction factoriseso� the LO m atrix elem entso thatit

isuniversal,i.e.independentofthe detailsofthe process

under consideration,and divergent in the IR portion of

the phasespace.

The correction given by n softvirtualphotonscan be

seen to factorisewith an additionalfactor1=n!,nam ely

M Vn = M 0 �
1

n!
V
n
; (54)

so that by sum m ing over allthe additionalsoft virtual

photonsoneobtains

M V = M 0 � exp[V ]: (55)

As already noticed both the realand virtualfactors

are IR divergent.In order to obtain m eaningfulexpres-

sionsonehastoadoptsom eregularisation procedure.O ne

possibility isto give the photon a (sm all)m ass� and to

m odify Eqs.(50) and (53) accordingly.O nce allthe ex-

pressionsare properly regularised,one can write down a

YFS m asterform ula thattakesinto accountrealand vir-

tualphotonic correctionsto the LO process.In virtue of

the factorisation properties discussed above,the m aster

form ula can beobtained from Eq.(51)with thesubstitu-

tion d�0 ! d�0jexp(V )j
2,i.e.

d� = d�0jexp(V )j
2 exp

�

kdkdcos#d’
1

2(2�)3

�
X

"

e
2

�
"(k)� p2

k� p2
�
"(k)� p1

k � p1

� 2
#

: (56)

As a last step it is possible to analytically perform the

IR cancellation between virtualand very soft realpho-

tons.Actually,since very softrealphotons do nota�ect

the kinem atics ofthe process,the realphoton exponent

can besplitinto a contribution com ing from photonswith

energy less than a cuto� km in plus a contribution from

photonswith energy above it.The �rstcontribution can

be integrated over allits phase space and can then be

com bined with the virtualexponent.Afterthisstep itis

possibletorem ovetheregularisingphoton m assby taking

the lim it� ! 0,so thatEq.(56)becom es

d� = d�0 exp(Y )exp

�

kdkd�(k � km in)cos#d’
1

2(2�)3

�
X

"

e
2

�
"(k)� p2

k� p2
�
"(k)� p1

k� p1

� 2
#

; (57)

whereY isgiven by

Y = 2V +

Z

kdkd�(km in � k)cos#d’
1

2(2�)3

�
X

"

e2
�
"(k)� p2

k � p2
�
"(k)� p1

k� p1

� 2

: (58)

The explicitform ofY can be derived by perform ing all

the detailsofthe calculation,and reads

Y = � ln
km in

E
+ �Y F S;

�Y F S =
1

4
� +

�

�

�
�2

3
�
1

2

�

: (59)

2.4.2 M atching NLO and higher-ordercorrections

As willbe shown num erically in Section 2.6,NLO cor-

rectionsm ustbecom bined with m ultiplephoton em ission

e�ects to achieve a theoreticalaccuracy at the per m ill

level.This com bination,technically known as m atching,

is a fundam entalingredient ofthe m ost precise genera-

torsused forlum inosity m onitoring,i.e.BabaYaga@ NLO ,

BHW IDE and M CG PJ. Although the m atching is im -

plem ented according to di�erenttheoreticaldetails,som e

generalaspects are com m on to allthe recipes and m ust

be em phasised:

1.Itispossibletom atch NLO and HO correctionsconsis-

tently,avoidingdoublecountingofLL contributionsat

order� and preservingtheadvantagesofresum m ation

ofsoftand collineare�ectsbeyond O (�).

2.The convolution ofNLO corrections with HO term s

allowsto include the dom inantpartofNNLO correc-

tions,given byinfrared-enhanced �2L sub-leadingcon-

tributions.Thiswasargued and dem onstrated analyt-

ically and num erically in [44]through com parison with

the availableO (�2)correctionsto s-channelprocesses

and t-channelBhabha scattering.Such an aspect of

the m atching procedure is crucialto settle the theo-

reticalaccuracy ofthegeneratorsby m eansofexplicit

com parisons with the exact NNLO perturbative cor-

rectionsdiscussed in Section 2.3,and willbeaddressed

in Section 2.8.
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3.BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE im plem entafully fac-

torised m atching recipe,while M CG PJ includessom e

term sin additiveform ,aswillbevisiblein theform u-

lae reported below.

In thefollowingwesum m arisethebasicfeaturesofthe

m atchingprocedureasim plem ented in thecodesM CG PJ,

BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE.

Them atching approach realised in theM C eventgen-

eratorM CG PJwasdeveloped in [236].In particular,Bha-

bha scattering with com plete O (�)and HO LL photonic

correctionscan written as

d�e
+
e
�
! e

+
e
�
(
)

d
 �

=

1Z

�z1

dz1

1Z

�z2

dz2 D
N S;

ee (z1)D

N S;

ee (z2)

�
d�̂B habha0 (z1;z2)

d
 �

�

1+
�

�
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y1

Y1
)D N S;


ee (
y2

Y2
)

+
�

�

1Z

�

dx

x

( ��

1� x +
x2

2

�

ln
�20(1� x)2

4
+
x2

2

�

� 2
d�B habha0

d
 �

+

��

1� x +
x2

2

�

ln
�20
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+
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2

�

�
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d
 �

+
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d
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�
�2
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�
3+ c2
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�
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�

2
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"

+
�3

2�2s

Z

k0 > �"

�i> �0

W T

4
�(cuts)

d�e�e


d
 �

: (60)

Here the step functions �(cuts) stand for the particular

cuts applied. The auxiliary param eter �0 de�nes cones

around the directionsofthe m otion ofthe charged parti-

clesin which theem issionofhard photonsisapproxim ated

bythefactorisedform byconvolutionofcollinearradiation

factors[249]with theBorn crosssection.Thedependence

on the param eters� and �0 cancelsoutin the sum with

the last term ofEq.(60),where the photon energy and

em ission angles with respect to allcharged particles are

lim ited from below (k0 > �";�i > �0).Taking into ac-

count vacuum polarisation,the Born levelBhabha cross

section with reduced energiesoftheincom ingelectron and

positron can be castin the form

d�̂B habha0 (z1;z2)

d
 �

=
4�2

sa2

�
1

j1� � (̂t)j2

a2 + z22(1+ c)2

2z21(1� c)2

+
1

j1� � (̂s)j2

z21(1� c)2 + z22(1+ c)2

2a2

� Re
1

(1� � (̂t))(1� � (̂s))�

z22(1+ c)2

az1(1� c)

�

d
 � ;

ŝ= z1z2s; t̂= �
sz21z2(1� c)

z1 + z2 � (z1 � z2)c
; (61)

where �(Q 2) is the photon self-energy correction.Note

thatin thecrosssection abovethecosineofthescattering

angle,c,is given for the originalc.m .reference fram e of

the colliding beam s.

Forthetwo-photon production channel,a sim ilarrep-

resentation isused in M CG PJ:

d�e
+
e
�
! 

(
)=

1Z

�z1

dz1D
N S;

ee (z1)

1Z
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+
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zi� �

�� �0� �i� �0
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�

�
z23(1+ c23)

z21z
2
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+ two cyclicperm utations

�

;

zi =
q0i

"
; ci = cos�i; �i = dp� qi; (62)

wherethecrosssection with reduced energieshastheform

d�̂




0 (z1;z2)

d
 1

=
2�2

s

z21(1� c1)
2 + z22(1+ c1)

2

(1� c21)(z1 + z2 + (z2 � z1)c1)
2
;

and the factor1=3 in the lastterm ofEq.(62)takesinto

accountthe identity ofthe �nal-state photons.The sum

ofthe lasttwo term sdoesnotdepend on � and �0.

ConcerningBabaYaga@ NLO ,them atchingstartsfrom

the observation thatEq.(29)forthe Q ED corrected all-

order cross section can be rewritten in term s ofthe PS

ingredientsas

d�1L L = �(Q 2
;")

1X

n= 0

1

n!
jM n;L Lj

2 d�n : (63)

By construction,the expansion ofEq.(63)atO(�)does

notcoincidewith the exactO(�)result.In fact

d��L L =

�

1�
�

2�
I+ ln

Q 2

m 2

�

jM 0j
2d�0 + jM 1;L Lj

2d�1

� [1+ C�;L L ]jM 0j
2d�0 + jM 1;L Lj

2d�1 ; (64)
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where I+ �
R1� �
0

P (z)dz,whereas the exact NLO cross

section can alwaysbe castin the form

d�� = [1+ C�]jM 0j
2d�0 + jM 1j

2d�1 : (65)

Thecoe�cientsC � contain thecom pleteO(�)virtualand

soft-brem sstrahlung corrections in units of the squared

Born am plitude,and jM 1j
2 is the exact squared m atrix

elem entwith theem ission ofonehard photon.W erem ark

thatC�;L L hasthesam elogarithm icstructureasC� and

thatjM 1;L Lj
2 hasthe sam esingularbehaviourasjM 1j

2.

In order to m atch the LL and NLO calculations,the

following correction factors,which areby construction in-

frared safeand freeofcollinearlogarithm s,areintroduced:

FSV = 1+ (C� � C�;L L ); FH = 1+
jM 1j

2 � jM 1;L Lj
2

jM 1;L Lj
2

:

(66)

W ith them theexactO(�)crosssection can beexpressed,

up to term sofO(�2),in term sofitsLL approxim ation as

d�� = FSV (1+ C�;L L )jM 0j
2d�0 + FH jM 1;L Lj

2d�1:

(67)

Driven by Eq.(67),Eq.(63)can be im proved by writing

the resum m ed m atched crosssection as

d�1m atched = FSV �(Q 2;")

�

1X

n= 0

1

n!

 
nY

i= 0

FH ;i

!

jM n;L Lj
2 d�n:(68)

Thecorrection factorsFH ;i follow from thede�nition (66)

foreach photon em ission.TheO(�)expansion ofEq.(68)

now coincideswith theexactNLO crosssectionofEq.(65),

and allHO LL contributionsarethe sam easin Eq.(63).

This form ulation is im plem ented in BabaYaga@ NLO for

both Bhabha scattering and photon pairproduction,us-

ing,ofcourse,the appropriate SV and hard brem sstrah-

lung form ulae.This m atching form ulation has also been

applied to the study ofDrell-Yan-like processes,by com -

bining the com plete O (�) electroweak corrections with

Q ED shower evolution in the generator HO RACE [250,

251,252,253].

AsfarasBHW IDE isconcerned,thisM C eventgen-

eratorrealisesthe process

e+ (p1)+ e
� (q1) � ! e+ (p2)+ e

� (q2)+ 
1(k1)+ :::+ 
n(kn)

(69)

via the YFS exponentiated crosssection form ula

d� = e2�R eB + 2� ~B

1X
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d3p2d
3q2

p02q
0
2

;

(70)

wheretherealinfrared function ~B and thevirtualinfrared

function B aregiven in [237].Herewenotetheusualcon-

nections

2� ~B =

Z k� K m ax d3k

k0

~S(k);

D =

Z

d3k
~S(k)

k0

�
e� iy� k� �(Km ax � k)

�
(71)

forthe standard YFS infrared realem ission factor

~S(k)=
�

4�2

"

Q fQ f0

�
p1

p1 � k
�

q1

q1 � k

� 2

+ :::

#

; (72)

and where Q f is the electric charge off in units ofthe

positron charge.In Eq.(72) the \:::" represent the re-

m aining term s in ~S(k),obtained from the given one by

respective ofQ f,p1,Q f0,q1 with corresponding values

forthe otherpairsofthe externalcharged legsaccording

to theYFS prescription ofRef.[232,254](wherein dueat-

tention istaken to obtain thecorrectrelativesign ofeach

oftheterm sin ~S(k)according to thislatterprescription).

Theexplicitrepresentation isgiven by

2�ReB (p1;q1;p2;q2)+ 2� ~B (p1;q1;p2;q2;km )=

R 1(p1;q1;km )+ R 1(p2;q2;km )+ R 2(p1;p2;km )+

R 2(q1;q2;km )� R2(p1;q2;km )� R2(q1;p2;km );(73)

with
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; (75)

where � =
p
2pq+ (p0 � q0)2,! = p0 + q0,� = p0 � q0,

and km isasoftphoton cut-o�in thec.m .system (E soft

 <

km � E beam ).

TheYFS hard photon residuals ��iin Eq.(70),i= 0;1,

to O (�) are given exactly in Ref. [237] for BHW IDE.

Therefore this eventgenerator calculates the YFS expo-

nentiated exact O (�) cross section for e+ e� ! e+ e� +

n(
)with m ultipleinitial,initial-�naland �nalstateradi-

ation,using a correspondingM C realisation ofEq.(70)in

the wide angle regim e.The library for O (�) electroweak

corrections,relevantforhigherenergies,istaken from [95,

255].

The result(70)isan exactrearrangem entofthe loop

expansion forthe respectivecrosssection and isindepen-

dentofthe dum m y param eterK m ax.To derive this,one
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m ayproceed asfollows.Lettheam plitudefortheem ission

ofn realphotonsin the Bhabha processbe

M
(n) =

X

‘

M
(n)

‘
; (76)

where M
(n)

‘
is the contribution to M

(n) from Feynm an

diagram swith ‘virtualloops.The key resultin the YFS

theory ofRef.[232,254]on virtualcorrectionsisthatwe

m ay rewriteEq.(76)asthe exactrepresentation

M
(n) = e

�B

1X

j= 0

m
(n)

j ; (77)

wherewehavede�ned

�B =

Z
d4k

(k2 � �2 + i�)
S(k); (78)

with the virtualinfrared em ission factorgiven by

S(k) =
� i�

8�2

X

i0< j

Zi0�i0Zj�j

�
(2�pi0�i0 � k)�

k2 � 2k�pi0�i0 + i�

+
(2�pj�j + k)�

k2 + 2k�pj�j + i�

� 2

: (79)

Here,� isaninfraredregulatorm ass,andfollowingRefs.[232,

254]we identify the sign ofthe j-th externalline charge

here asZj = Q j and �j = + (� )foroutgoing (incom ing)

4-m om entum �pj,so that here �p1 = p1; �p2 = q1; �p3 =

p2; �p4 = q2,Z1 = + 1;�1 = � ;Z2 = � 1;�2 = � ; Z3 =

+ 1; �3 = + ; Z4 = � 1; �4 = + .The am plitudes fm
(n)

j g

arefreeofallvirtualinfrared divergences.

Using the result (77) for M (n),we get the attendant

di�erentialcrosssection by the standard m ethodsas

d�̂n =
e2�R eB

n!

Z nY

l= 1

d3kl

(k2
l
+ �2)1=2

� ��(n)(p1;q1;p2;q2;k1;� � � ;kn)
d3p2d

3q2

p02q
0
2

� �(4)

 

p1 + q1 � p2 � q2 �

nX

i= 1

ki

!

; (80)

wherewehavede�ned

��(n)(p1;q1;p2;q2;k1;� � � ;kn)=
X

spin

�
�
�
�
�
�

1X

j= 0

m
(n)

j

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

; (81)

in theincom inge+ e� c.m .system .Herewehaveabsorbed

therem aining kinem aticalfactorsfortheinitialstate
ux

and spin averaging into the norm alisation ofthe am pli-

tudes M (n) for pedagogicalreasons,so that the ��(n) are

averaged over initialspins and sum m ed over �nalspins.

W e then use the key resultofRef.[232,254]on realcor-

rectionsto writethe exactresult

��(n)(p1;q1;p2;q2;k1;� � � ;kn)=

nY

i= 1

~S(ki)��0 + � � � +

nX

i= 1

~S(ki)��n� 1(k1;:::;ki� 1;ki+ 1;:::;kn)

+ ��n(k1;:::;kn); (82)

where the hard photon residuals ��j are determ ined re-

cursively [232,254]and are free ofallvirtualand allreal

infrared singularities to allorders in �.Introducing the

result(82)into Eq.(80)and sum m ing overthenum berof

realphotonsn leadsdirectly to m asterform ula (70).W e

see that it allows for exact exclusive treatm ent ofhard

photonice�ectson an event-by-eventbasis.

2.5 M onte Carlo generators

To m easurethe lum inosity,eventgenerators,ratherthan

analyticalcalculations,arem andatorytoprovidetheoreti-

calresultsofrealexperim entalinterest.Thesoftwaretools

used in early m easurem ents ofthe lum inosity at 
avour

factories (and som etim es stillused in recent experim en-

talpublications) include generators such as BHAG ENF

[256],BabaYaga v3.5 [234]and BKQ ED [257,258].These

M C program s,however,are based eitheron a �xed NLO

calculation (such asBHAG ENF and BKQ ED)orinclude

correctionsto allordersin perturbation theory,butin the

LL approxim ation only (like BabaYaga v3.5).Therefore

theprecision ofthesecodescan beestim ated to liein the

range 0.5� 1% ,depending on the adopted experim ental

cuts.

The increasing precision reached on the experim ental

side during the lastyearsled to the developm entofnew

dedicated theoreticaltools,such asBabaYaga@ NLO and

M CG PJ,and the adoption ofalready well-tested codes,

like BHW IDE,the latter extensively used at the high-

energy LEP/SLC collidersforthesim ulation ofthelarge-

angle Bhabha process.Asalready em phasised in Section

2.4.2, allthese three codes include NLO corrections in

com bination with m ultiplephoton contributionsand have,

therefore,a precision tag of� 0:1% .Asdescribed in the

following,the experim ents typically use m ore than one

generator,to keep the lum inosity theoreticalerrorunder

controlthrough the com parison of independent predic-

tions.

A list ofthe M C tools used in the lum inosity m ea-

surem ent at m eson factories is given in Table 3,which

sum m arisesthe m ain ingredientsoftheirform ulation for

radiativecorrectionsand the estim ateoftheirtheoretical

accuracy.

Thebasictheoreticaland phenom enologicalfeaturesof

the di�erentgeneratorsaresum m arised in the following.

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 Q ED PS approach for the treatm ent of
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Table 3. M C generators used for lum inosity m onitoring at

m eson factories.

G enerator Theory Accuracy

BabaYaga v3.5 Parton Shower � 0:5� 1%

BabaYaga@ NLO O (�)+ PS � 0:1%

BHAG ENF O (�) � 1%

BHW ID E O (�)YFS � 0:5% (LEP1)

BKQ ED O (�) � 1%

M CG PJ O (�)+ SF < 0:2%

LL Q ED correctionsto lum inosity processesand later

im proved to accountfor the interference ofradiation

em itted by di�erentcharged legsin the generation of

the m om enta of the �nal-state particles. The m ain

drawback of BabaYaga v3.5 is the absence of O (�)

non-logarithm ic contributions,resulting in a theoret-

icalprecision of� 0:5% for large-angle Bhabha scat-

tering and ofabout1% for

 and �+ �� �nalstates.

Itis used by the CLEO -c collaboration forthe study

ofallthe three lum inosity processes.

2.BabaYaga@ NLO { It is the presently released ver-

sion of BabaYaga, based on the m atching of exact

O (�) corrections with Q ED PS,as described in Sec-

tion 2.4.2.The accuracy ofthe currentversion isesti-

m ated to be atthe 0.1% levelforlarge-angle Bhabha

scattering,two-photon and �+ �� 9 production.It is

presently used by the K LO E and BaBar collabora-

tions,and underconsideration by the BES-IIIexper-

im ent.Like BabaYaga v3.5,BabaYaga@ NLO isavail-

ableatthewebpageofthePaviaphenom enologygroup

www.pv.infn.it/~hepcomplex/babayaga.html .

3.BHAG ENF/BKQ ED { BKQ ED istheeventgenerator

developed byBerendsand K leissandbased ontheclas-

sicalexactNLO calculationsof[257,258]forallQ ED

processes.Itwas intensively used at LEP to perform

testsofQ ED through the analysisofthe e+ e� ! 



processand isadopted by theBaBarcollaboration for

the sim ulation ofthe sam e reaction.BHAG ENF is a

coderealised byDragoand Venanzoniatthebeginning

ofthe DA�NE operation to sim ulate Bhabha events,

adapting the calculationsof[257]to include the con-

tribution ofthe� resonance.Both generatorslack the

e�ectofHO correctionsand,assuch,havea precision

accuracy ofabout1% .The BHAG ENF code isavail-

able atthe web address

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

4.BHW IDE { Itisa M C coderealised in K rakow-K nox-

wille at the tim e ofthe LEP/SLC operation and de-

scribed in [237].In this generatorexactO (�) correc-

tions are m atched with the resum m ation of the in-

frared virtualand realphoton contributions through

the YFS exclusive exponentiation approach.Accord-

ing to the authors the precision is estim ated to be

9
Atpresent,�nite m asse�ectsin the virtualcorrectionsto

e
+
e
�
! �

+
�
�
,which should beincluded forprecision sim ula-

tionsatthe � factories,are notincluded in BabaYaga@ NLO .

about0.5% forc.m .energiesaround the Z resonance.

This accuracy estim ate was derived through detailed

com parisonsoftheBHW IDE predictionswith thoseof

otherLEP toolsin thepresenceofthefullsetofNLO

corrections,including purely weak corrections.How-

ever, since the latter are phenom enologically unim -

portant at e+ e� accelerators ofm oderately high en-

ergies and since the Q ED theoreticalingredients of

BHW IDE are very sim ilarto the form ulation ofboth

BabaYaga@ NLO and M CG PJ,onecan arguethatthe

accuracy ofBHW IDE for physics at 
avourfactories

is at the levelof0.1% .It is adopted by the K LO E,

BaBarand BES collaborations.The code isavailable

at

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

5.M CG PJ { Itisthegeneratordeveloped by theDubna-

Novosibirsk collaboration and used at the VEPP-2M

collider.Thisprogram includesexactO (�)corrections

supplem ented with HO LL contributions related to

the em ission ofcollinear photon jets and taken into

account through analyticalQ ED collinear SF,as de-

scribed in Section 2.4.2.The theoreticalprecision is

estim ated to be better than 0.2% .The generator is

availableatthe web address

cmd.inp.nsk.su/~sibid/ .

It is worth noticing that the theoreticaluncertainty

ofthe m ost accurate generators based on the m atching

ofexactNLO with LL resum m ation startsatthe levelof

O (�2) NNL contributions,as faras photonic corrections

areconcerned.O thersourcesoferrora�ecting theirphys-

icalprecision arediscussed in detailin Section 2.8.

2.6 N um ericalresults

Before showing the results which enable us to settle the

technicaland theoreticalaccuracy ofthe generators,itis

worth discussingtheim pactofvarioussourcesofradiative

correctionsim plem ented in the program sused in the ex-

perim entalanalysis.Thisallowsoneto understand which

correctionsarestrictly necessary to achievea precision at

the per m illlevelfor both the calculation ofintegrated

crosssectionsand thesim ulation ofm oreexclusivedistri-

butions.

2.6.1 Integrated crosssections

The �rstsetofphenom enologicalresultsaboutradiative

correctionsreferto theBhabha crosssection,asobtained

by m eansofthe code BabaYaga@ NLO ,according to dif-

ferent perturbative and precision levels.In Table 4 we

show the values for the Born cross section �0,the O (�)

PS and exact cross section,�PS� and �N LO� ,respectively,

aswellasthe LL PS crosssection �PS and the m atched

cross section �m atched.Furtherm ore,the cross section in

the presence ofthe vacuum polarisation correction,�V P0 ,

is also shown.The results correspond to the c.m .ener-

gies
p
s = 1;4;10 G eV and were obtained with the se-

lection criteria ofEq.(15),butforan angularacceptance
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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

Eq.(15),butwith an angularacceptance of55
�
� �� � 125

�
.

The num bersin parenthesesare 1� M C errors.

p
s(G eV) 1.02 4 10

�0 529:4631(2) 44:9619(1) 5:5026(2)

�
V P
0 542:657(6) 46:9659(1) 5:85526(3)

�N LO 451:523(6) 37:1654(6) 4:4256(2)

�
P S
� 454:503(6) 37:4186(6) 4:4565(1)

�m atched 455:858(5) 37:6731(4) 4:5046(3)

�
P S

458:437(4) 37:8862(4) 4:5301(2)

of55� � �� � 125� resem bling realistic data taking at

m eson factories.O ne should keep in m ind that the cuts

ofEq.(15)tend to singleoutquasi-elasticBhabha events

and that the energy of�nalstate electron/positron cor-

responds to a so-called \bare" event selection (i.e.with-

out photon recom bination),which corresponds to what

is done in practice at 
avourfactories.In particular the

ratherstringentenergy and acollinearity cutsenhancethe

im pact ofsoft and collinear radiation with respect to a

m oreinclusivesetup.

From these cross section values,it is possible to cal-

culate the relative e�ect of various corrections,nam ely

the contribution ofvacuum polarisation and exact O (�)

Q ED corrections,ofnon-logarithm ic (NLL) term s enter-

ing theO (�)crosssection,ofHO correctionsin theO (�)

m atched PS schem e,and �nally ofNNL e�ects beyond

order� largely dom inated by O (�2L)contributions.The

above corrections are shown in Table 5 in per cent and

can be derived from the cross section results ofTable 4

with the following de�nitions:

�V P �
�V P0 � �0

�0
; �� �

�N LO � �0

�0
;

�
N LL
� �

�N LO � �PS�

�N LO
; �H O �

�m atched � �N LO

�N LO
;

�� 2L �
�m atched � �N LO � �PS + �PS�

�N LO
:

From Table 5 it can be seen that O (�) corrections

decrease the Bhabha cross section by about 15� 17% at

the � and �-charm factories,and by about 20% at the

B factories.W ithin the fullsetofO (�)corrections,non-

logarithm ic term s are ofthe order of0.5% ,as expected

alm ost independent ofthe c.m .energy,and with a m ild

dependenceon theangularacceptancecutsduetoboxand

interference contributions.The e�ect ofHO corrections

dueto m ultiplephoton em ission isabout1% atthe� and

�-charm factoriesand reachesabout2% attheB factories.

The contribution of(approxim ate)O (�2L)correctionsis

atthe0.1% level,whilevacuum polarisation increasesthe

crosssection by about 2% around 1 G eV,and by about

5% and 6% at4 G eV and 10 G eV,respectively.Concern-

ing the latter correction the non-perturbative hadronic

contribution to the running of � was param eterised in

term s ofthe HADR5N 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 term s of the param etrisation

[164]agree at the 10� 4 levelwith those obtained with

HADR5N,as shown in detailin Section 2.8.Those rou-

tines return a data driven error,thus a�ecting the the-

oreticalprecision ofthe calculation ofthe Bhabha cross

crosssection aswillbe discussed in Section 2.9.

Analogousresultsforthe size ofradiative corrections

to the process e+ e� ! 

 are given in Table6 [261].

They wereobtained using BabaYaga@ NLO ,according to

the experim entalcuts ofEq.(16) for the c.m .energiesp
s= 1;3;10 G eV.

Table 5. Relative size ofdi�erent sources ofcorrections (in

per cent) to the large-angle Bhabha cross section for typical

selection cutsat�,�-charm and B factories.

p
s(G eV) 1.02 4. 10.

�� � 14:73 � 17:32 � 19:57

�
N LL
� � 0:66 � 0:68 � 0:70

�H O 0:97 1:35 1:79

�� 2L 0:09 0:09 0:11

�V P 2:43 4:46 6:03

Table 6.Photon pairproduction crosssections(in nb)atdif-

ferentaccuracy levelsand relative corrections(in percent)for

thesetup ofEq.(16)and the c.m .energies
p
s= 1;3;10 G eV.

p
s (G eV) 1 3 10

�0 137:53 15:281 1:3753

�N LO 129:45 14:211 1:2620

�
P S
� 128:55 14:111 1:2529

�m atched 129:77 14:263 1:2685

�
P S 128:92 14:169 1:2597

�� � 5:87 � 7:00 � 8:24

�
N LL
� 0:70 0:71 0:73

�H O 0:24 0:37 0:51

Thenum ericalerrorscom ing from theM C integration

are not shown in Table 5 because they are beyond the

quoted digits.From Table5 itcan beseen thattheexact

O (�) corrections lower the Born cross section by about

5:9% (at the � resonance),7:0% (at
p
s = 3 G eV) and

8:2% (at the � resonance).The e�ect due to O (�nLn)

(with n � 2)term sisquanti�ed by the contribution �H O ,

which is a positive correction of about 0:2% (at the �

resonance),0:4% (�-charm factories)and 0:5% (atthe �

resonance),and thereforeim portantin thelightoftheper

m illaccuracy aim ed at.O n the otherhand,also next-to-

leading O (�) corrections,quanti�ed by the contribution

�N LL� ,are necessary at the precision levelof0.1% ,since

their contribution is ofabout 0:7% alm ost independent
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Fig.16.Invariantm assdistribution oftheBhabha processat

K LO E,according to BabaYaga v3.5 (O LD ),BabaYaga@ NLO

(NEW ) and an exact NLO calculation.The inset shows the

relative e�ect ofNLO corrections,given by the di�erence of

BabaYaga v3.5 and BabaYaga@ NLO predictions.From [235].

ofthe c.m .energy.To further corroborate the precision

reached in thecrosssection calculation ofe+ e� ! 

,we

also evaluated the e�ectdue to the m ostim portantsub-

leading O (�2) photonic corrections given by order �2L

contributions.Itturnsoutthatthe e�ectdue to O (�2L)

correctionsdoesnotexceed the0.05% level.O bviously,the

contribution ofvacuum polarisation is absentin 

 pro-

duction.Thisisan advantageforparticularly precisepre-

dictions,asthe uncertainty associated with the hadronic

partofvacuum polarisation doesnota�ectthe crosssec-

tion calculation.

2.6.2 Distributions

Besides the integrated cross section,various di�erential

crosssectionsareused by theexperim entaliststo m onitor

the collider lum inosity.In Figs.16 and 17 we show two

distributions which are particularly sensitive to the de-

tailsofphoton radiation,i.e.thee+ e� invariantm assand

acollinearity distribution,in orderto quantify the size of

NLO and HO corrections.The distributionsareobtained

according to theexactO (�)calculation and with thetwo

BabaYagaversions,BabaYagav3.5and BabaYaga@ NLO .

From Figs.16 and 17 itcan be clearly seen thatm ultiple

photon corrections introduce signi�cant deviations with

respectto an O (�)sim ulation,especially in thehard tails

ofthedistributionswherethey am ounttoseveralpercent.

To m ake the contribution ofexactO (�) non-logarithm ic

term s clearly visible,the inset shows the relative di�er-

encesbetween thepredictionsofBabaYaga v3.5 (denoted

asO LD)and BabaYaga@ NLO (denoted asNEW ).Actu-

ally,asdiscussed in Section 2.4.2,thesedi�erencesm ainly

com e from non-logarithm ic NLO contributions and to a

sm allerextentfrom O (�2L)term s.Theire�ectis
atand

atthelevelof0.5% fortheacollinearitydistribution,while

they reach theseveralpercentlevelin thehard tailofthe

invariantm assdistribution.
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Fig. 17. Acollinearity distribution of the Bhabha pro-

cess at K LO E, according to BabaYaga v3.5 (O LD ) and

BabaYaga@ NLO (NEW ).The inset shows the relative e�ect

ofNLO corrections,given by the di�erence ofBabaYaga v3.5

and BabaYaga@ NLO predictions.From [235].
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Itisalso worth noticing thatLL radiativecorrections

beyond �2 can be quite im portant for accurate sim ula-

tions,atleastwhen considering di�erentialdistributions.

Thism eansthateven with a com pleteNNLO calculation

at hand it would be desirable to m atch such corrections

with the resum m ation ofallthe rem aining LL e�ects.In

Fig.18,the relative e�ect ofHO corrections beyond �2

dom inated by the�3 contributions(dashed line)isshown

in com parison with thatofthe �2 corrections(solid line)

on the acollinearity distribution for the Bhabha process

atDA�NE.Ascan be seen,the � 3 e�ectcan be aslarge

as10% in thephasespaceregion ofsoftphoton em ission,

corresponding to sm allacollinearity angles with alm ost

back-to-back �nalstateferm ions.

Concerningtheprocesse+ e� ! 

 weshow in Fig.19

theenergydistribution ofthem ostenergeticphoton,while

the acollinearity distribution of the two m ost energetic

photonsisrepresented in Fig.20.The distributionsrefer

to exactO (�)correctionsm atched with thePS algorithm

(solid line),to the exact NLO calculation (dashed line)
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, according to the PS m atched

with O (�) corrections denoted as exp (solid line),the exact

O (�) calculation (dashed line) and the pure all-order PS as

in BabaYaga v3.5 (dashed-dotted line).lnset: relative e�ect

(in per cent) of m ultiple photon corrections (solid line) and

ofnon-logarithm ic contributionsofthem atched PS algorithm

(dashed line).From [261].

and to all-order pure PS predictions ofBabaYaga v3.5

(dashed-dotted line).In the inset of each plot,the rel-

ative e�ect due to m ultiple photon contributions (�H O )

and non-logarithm ic term s entering the im proved PS al-

gorithm (�N LL� )isalso shown,according to thede�nitions

given in Eq.(83).

Fortheenergy distribution ofthem ostenergeticpho-

ton particularly pronounced e�ectsdueto exponentiation

arepresent.In thestatistically dom inantregion,HO cor-

rectionsreducetheO (�)distribution by about20% ,while

they giveriseto a signi�canthard tailcloseto theenergy

threshold of0.3
p
s as a consequence ofthe higher pho-

ton m ultiplicity oftheresum m ed calculation with respect

to the �xed-order NLO prediction.Needless to say,the

relativee�ectofm ultiplephoton correctionsbelow about

0.46 G eV notshown in the insetis �nite buthuge.This

representation with theinsetwaschosen to m akealso the

contribution ofO (�)non-logarithm icterm svisible,which

otherwise would be hardly seen in com parison with the

m ultiple photon corrections.Concerning the acollinearity

distribution,the contribution ofhigher-ordercorrections

ispositiveand ofabout10% forquasi-back-to-backphoton

events,whereasitisnegativeand decreasingfrom � � 30%

to � � 10% for increasing acollinearity values.As far as

thecontributionsofnon-logarithm ice�ectsdom inated by

next-to-leading O (�)correctionsareconcerned,they con-

tributeatthelevelofseveralperm illfortheacollinearity

distribution,whilethey liein therangeofseveralpercent

forthe energy distribution.

Asa whole,the resultsofthe presentSection em pha-

sisethat,fora0.1% theoreticalprecision in thecalculation

ofboth the cross sections and distributions,both exact

O (�)and HO photonic correctionsare necessary,aswell

asthe running of�.
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according to the PS m atched with O (�) corrections denoted

as exp (solid line),the exact O (�) calculation (dashed line)

and thepureall-orderPS asin BabaYaga v3.5 (dashed-dotted

line).lnset:relativee�ect(in percent)ofm ultiplephoton cor-

rections(solid line)and ofnon-logarithm iccontributionsofthe

m atched PS algorithm (dashed line).From [261].

2.7 Tuned com parisons

The typicalprocedurefollowed in the literatureto estab-

lish the technicalprecision ofthe theoreticaltools is to

perform tuned com parisonsbetween thepredictionsofin-

dependentprogram susing the sam esetofinputparam e-

tersand experim entalcuts.Thisstrategy wasinitiated in

the90sduring theCERN workshopsforprecision physics

at LEP and is stillin use when considering processes of

interestforphysicsathadron collidersdem anding partic-

ularlyaccuratetheoreticalcalculations.Thetuningproce-

dureisa key step in thevalidation ofgenerators,because

it allows to check that the di�erent details entering the

com plex structureofthegenerators,e.g.theim plem enta-

tion ofradiativecorrections,eventselection routines,M C

integration and eventgeneration,are under control,and

to �x possiblem istakes.

Thetuned com parisonsdiscussed in thefollowingwere

perform ed switching o� the vacuum polarisation correc-

tion to the Bhabha scattering crosssection.Actually,the

generatorsim plem entthenon-perturbativehadroniccon-

tribution to the running of� according to di�erent pa-

ram eterisations,which di�erently a�ectthe crosssection

prediction (see Section 6 fordiscussion).Hence,thissim -

pli�cation is introduced to avoid possible bias in the in-

terpretation ofthe results and allows to disentangle the

e�ectofpure Q ED corrections.Also,in orderto provide

usefulresults for the experim ents,the com parisons take

into accountrealistic eventselection cuts.

The presentSection isa m erge ofresultsavailable in

theliterature[235]with thoseofnew studies.Theresults

referto theBhabha processattheenergiesof�,�-charm
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Table 7. Cross section predictions [nb]of BabaYaga@ NLO

and BHW ID E for the Bhabha cross section corresponding to

two di�erent angular acceptances,for the K LO E experim ent

atDA�NE,and theirrelative di�erences(in percent).

angularacceptance BabaYaga@ NLO BHW ID E �(% )

20
�
� 160

�
6086.6(1) 6086.3(2) 0.005

55
�
� 125

�
455.85(1) 455.73(1) 0.030

and B factories.Notuned com parisonsforthetwophoton

production processhavebeen carried out.

2.7.1 � and �-charm factories

Firstweshow com parisonsbetween BabaYaga@ NLO and

BHW IDE accordingtotheK LO E selectioncutsofEq.(15),

considering also the angular range 20� � #� � 160� for

crosssection results.Thepredictionsofthetwo codesare

reported in Table 7 forthe two acceptance cutstogether

with their relative deviations.As can be seen the agree-

m entisexcellent,therelativedeviationsbeing wellbelow

the0.1% .Com parisonsbetweenBabaYaga@ NLO andBH-

W IDE atthelevelofdi�erentialdistributionsaregiven in

Figs.21 and 22 where the inset shows the relative devi-

ations between the predictions ofthe two codes.As 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 isa relativedi�erence ofa few perm illforthe

acollinearity distribution (Fig.22) and ofa few per cent

fortheinvariantm ass(Fig.21),butonly in thevery hard

tails,where the 
uctuations observed are due to lim ited

M C statistics.These con�gurationshowevergive a negli-

giblecontribution to theintegrated crosssection,a factor

103 � 104 sm aller than that around the very dom inant

peak regions.In factthese di�erenceson di�erentialdis-

tributions translate into agreem ent on the cross section

valueswellbelow the oneperm ill,asshown in Table7.

Sim ilar tuned com parisons were perform ed between

the results ofBabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and M CG PJ

in the presence ofcutsm odelling the eventselection cri-

teria oftheCM D-2 experim entattheVEPP-2M collider,

fora c.m .energy of
p
s= 900 M eV.Thecutsused in this

caseare

j�� + �+ � �j� ��; 1:1� (�+ � �� + �)=2 � � � 1:1;

jj�� + �+ j� �j� 0:15;

p� sin(�� )� 90 M eV; p+ sin(�+ )� 90 M eV;

(p� + p+ )=2 � 90 M eV; (83)

where �� ;�+ are the electron/positron polar angles,re-

spectively,�� theirazim uthalangles,and p� the m oduli

oftheirthree-m om enta.�� standsforan acollinearitycut.

Figure 23 shows the relative di�erences between the

resultsofBHW IDE and M CG PJ accordingto thecriteria

ofEq.(83),asa function oftheacollinearity cut��.The

Table 8. Cross section predictions [nb]of BabaYaga@ NLO

and M CG PJ fortheBhabha crosssection at�-charm factories

(
p
s= 3:5 G eV)and theirrelative di�erence (in percent).

BabaYaga@ NLO M CG PJ �(% )

35.20(2) 35.181(5) 0.06
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Fig. 21. Invariant m ass distribution ofthe Bhabha process

according to BHW ID E and BabaYaga@ NLO ,for the K LO E

experim entatDA�NE,and relativedi�erencesoftheprogram

predictions(inset).From [235].

relativedeviationsbetween theresultsofBabaYaga@ NLO

and M CG PJ forthesam ecutsaregiven in Fig.24.Itcan

be seen that the predictions ofthe three generators lie

within a 0:2% band with di�erences of� 0:3% for ex-

trem e valuesofthe acollinearity cut.Thisagreem entcan

beconsidered satisfactory sincefortheacollinearity cutof

realexperim entalinterest(�� � 0:2 rad)the generators

agreewithin oneperm ill.

A num ber ofcom parisons were also perform ed for a

c.m .energy of3.5 G eV relevantto the experim entsat�-

charm factories.An exam ple is given in Table 8 where

thepredictionsofBabaYaga@ NLO and M CG PJ arecom -

pared,using cuts sim ilarto those ofEq.(83)and foran

acollinearitycutof�� = 0:25rad.Theagreem entbetween

thetwo codesisbelow oneperm ill.Com parisonsbetween

the two codes were also done at the levelofdi�erential

crosssections,showing satisfactory agreem entin the sta-

tistically relevantphasespaceregions.Prelim inary results

[262]fora c.m .energy on top ofthe J=	 resonanceshow

good agreem entbetween BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE

predictionstoo.

2.7.2 B factories

ConcerningtheB factories,aconsiderablee�ortwasdone

to establish the levelofagreem ent between the genera-

torsBabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE in com parison with

BabaYagav3.5too.Thisstudym adeuseoftherealisticlu-

m inosity cutsquoted in Section 2.3.3fortheBaBarexper-

im ent.The cross sections predicted by BabaYaga@ NLO

and BHW IDE are shown in Table 9,together with the
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correspondingrelativedi�erencesasafunction ofthecon-

sidered angularrange.Thelatterarealsoshown in Fig.25,

wherethe 1� num ericalerrordueto M C statisticsisalso

quoted.As can be seen,the two codes agree nicely,the

predictionsforthecentralvaluebeing in generalin agree-

m ent at the 0.1% levelor statistically com patible when-

evera two to threeperm illdi�erenceispresent.

Tofurtherinvestigatehow thetwogeneratorscom pare

with eachotheranum berofdi�erentialcrosssectionswere

studied.Theresultsofthisstudyareshown in Figs.26and

27forthedistribution oftheelectron energyand thepolar

angle,respectively,and in Fig.28fortheacollinearity.For

both theenergy and scatteringangledistribution,thetwo

program s agree within the statisticalerrors showing de-

viationsbelow 0.5% .Forthe acollinearity dependence of

the cross section,BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE agree
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Fig. 24. Relative di�erences between BabaYaga@ NLO and

M CG PJBhabhacrosssectionsasafunction oftheacollinearity

cut,forthe CM D -2 experim entatVEPP-2M .

Table 9. Cross section predictions [nb]of BabaYaga@ NLO

and BHW ID E for the Bhabha cross section as a function of

theangularselection cutsfortheBaBarexperim entatPEP-II

and absolute value oftheirrelative di�erences(in percent).

angularrange (c.m .s.) BabaYaga@ NLO BHW ID E j�(% )j

15� � 165� 119.5(1) 119.53(8) 0.025

30
�
� 150

�
24.17(2) 24.22(2) 0.207

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

within � 1% .Therefore,the levelofthe agreem ent be-

tween the two codesaround 10 G eV is the sam e asthat

observed atthe � factories.

The m ain conclusionsem erging from the tuned com -

parisons discussed in the present Section can be sum -

m arised asfollows:

{ The predictions for the Bhabha cross section ofthe

m ostprecisetools,i.e.BabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and

M CG PJ,generally agreewithin 0.1% .If(slightly)lar-

ger di�erences are present they show up for particu-

larly tight cuts or are due to lim ited M C statistics.

W hen statistically m eaningful discrepancies are ob-

served they can be ascribed to the di�erent theoret-

icalrecipes for the treatm entofradiative corrections

and their technicalim plem entation.For exam ple,as

already em phasised,BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE

adopta fully factorised prescription forthe m atching

ofNLO and HO corrections,whereasM CG PJ im ple-

m entsom e piecesofthe radiativecorrectionsin addi-
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Fig.26.Electron energy distributionsaccording to BHW ID E,

BabaYaga@ NLO and BabaYagav3.5fortheBaBarexperim ent

at PEP-II and relative di�erences of the predictions of the

program s.From [50].

tive form .Thiscan give rise to discrepanciesbetween

theprogram s’predictions,especially in thepresenceof

tight cuts enhancing the e�ect ofsoftradiation.Fur-

therm ore,di�erentchoicesareadopted in the genera-

tors for the scale entering the collinearlogarithm s in

HO correctionsbeyond O (�),which are anotherpos-

sible source ofthe observed di�erences.To go beyond

thepresentsituation,a furthernontriviale�ortshould

be done by com paring,for instance,the program sin

the presence ofNLO correctionsonly (technicaltest)

and by analysingtheirdi�erenttreatm entoftheexpo-

nentiation ofsoftand collinearlogarithm s.Thiswould

certainly shed light on the origin ofthe (sm all) dis-

crepanciesstillregistered atpresent.

Fig.27.Electron polar angle distributions according to BH-

W ID E,BabaYaga@ NLO and BabaYaga v3.5fortheBaBarex-

perim entatPEP-IIand relative di�erencesofthe predictions

ofthe program s.From [50].
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{ Alsothedistributionspredicted bythegeneratorsagree

well,with relativedi�erencesbelow the1% level.Slight-

ly largerdiscrepanciesareonly seen in sparsely popu-

lated phase space regionscorresponding to very hard

photon em ission which do notin
uencethelum inosity

m easurem entnoticeably.

2.8 Theoreticalaccuracy

As discussed in Section 2.1, the total lum inosity error

crucially depends on the theoreticalaccuracy ofthe M C

program s used by the experim entalists. As em phasised

in Section 2.5,som e ofthese generatorslike BHAG ENF,

BabaYaga v3.5 and BKQ ED m isstheoreticalingredients

which are unavoidable forcrosssection calculationswith

a precision at the per m illlevel.Therefore,they are in-

adequate fora highly accurate lum inosity determ ination.

BabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and M CG PJ include,how-

ever,both NLO and m ultiplephoton corrections,and their

accuracy aim s ata precision tag of0.1% .Butalso these

generators are a�ected by uncertainties which m ust be

carefully considered in thelightoftheverystringentcrite-

ria ofperm illaccuracy.Them ostim portantcom ponents

ofthetheoreticalerrorofBabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and

M CG PJ are m ainly due to approxim ate or partially in-

cluded piecesofradiative correctionsand com e from the

following sources:

1.The non-perturbative hadronic contributions to the

running of�.It can be reliably evaluated only using

the data ofthe hadron cross section at low energies.

Hence,the vacuum polarisation correction receives a

data driven errorwhich a�ectsin turn the prediction

ofthe Bhabha crosssection,asem phasised in Section

6.

2.The com plete setofO (�2)Q ED corrections.In spite

ofthe im pressive progressin thisarea,asreviewed in

Section 2.3,an im portantpiece ofNNLO corrections,

i.e.the exact NLO SV Q ED corrections to the sin-

gle hard brem sstrahlung process e+ e� ! e+ e� 
,is

stillm issing forthe fulls+ tBhabha process.10 How-

ever,partialresultsobtained fort-channelsm all-angle

Bhabha scattering [263,47]and large-angle annihila-

tion processesareavailable[264,265].

3.TheO (�2)contribution duetorealand virtual(lepton

and hadron)pairs.Thevirtualcontributionsoriginate

from the NNLO electron,heavy 
avourand hadronic

loop correctionsdiscussed in Section 2.3,whilethereal

corrections are due to the conversion ofan external

photon into pairs.The latter,as discussed in Section

2.3.3,givesriseto a �nalstatewith fourparticles,two

ofwhich to be considered asundetected to contribute

to the Bhabha signature.

The uncertainty relativeto the �rstpointcan beesti-

m ated by using theroutinesavailablein theliteraturefor

10
As already rem arked and further discussed in the follow-

ing,the com plete calculation ofthe NLO corrections to hard

photon em ission in Bhabha scattering was perform ed during

the com pletion ofthisreport[101].

thecalculation ofthenon-perturbativehadroniccontribu-

tion ��
(5)

hadr
(q2)to therunning �.Actually theseroutines

return,in addition to ��
(5)

hadr
(q2),an error �hadr on its

value.Therefore an estim ate ofthe induced errorcan be

sim ply obtained by com puting the Bhabha cross section

with ��
(5)

hadr
(q2)� �hadr and taking the di�erence asthe

theoreticaluncertainty due to the hadronic contribution

tovacuum polarisation.In Table10,theBhabhacrosssec-

tions,asobtained in thepresenceofthevacuum polarisa-

tion correction accordingto theparam eterisationsof[259,

260,18](denoted asJ)and of[164](denoted asHM NT),

respectively,are shown for �,�-charm and B factories.

The applied angular cuts refer to the typically adopted

acceptance55� � �� � 125�.

Table 10. Bhabha scattering cross section in the presence

ofthe vacuum polarisation correction,according to [259,260,

18](J) and [164](HM NT),at m eson factories.The notation

J� /HM NT � ,J/HM NT and J+ /HM NT + indicatesm inim um ,

centraland m axim um value ofthe two param etrisations.

Param etrisation � �-charm B

J� 542.662(4) 46.9600(1) 5.85364(2)

J 542.662(4) 46.9658(1) 5.85529(2)

J+ 542.662(4) 46.9715(1) 5.85693(2)

HM NT � 542.500(5) 46.9580(1) 5.85496(1)

HM NT 542.391(5) 46.9638(1) 5.85621(1)

HM NT + 542.283(5) 46.9697(1) 5.85746(2)

From Table10 itcan be seen thatthe two treatm ents

of��
(5)

hadr
(q2)induce e�ectson the Bhabha crosssection

in very good agreem ent,the relative di�erences between

the centralvalues being 0.05% (� factories),0.005% (�-

charm factories) and 0.02% (B factories).This can be

understood in term s of the dom inance of t-channelex-

change for large-angle Bhabha scattering at m eson fac-

tories.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 tim e-like m om enta which, however,contribute only

m arginally to the Bhabha crosssection.Also the spread

between the m inim um /m axim um values and the central

oneasreturned bythetworoutinesagreesratherwell,also

a consequence ofthe dom inance of t-channelexchange.

This spread am ounts to a few units in 10� 4 and is pre-

sented in detailin Table 11 in the nextSection.

Concerningthesecond pointageneralstrategytoeval-

uatethe sizeofm issing NNLO correctionsconsistsin de-

riving a cross section expansion up to O (�2) from the

theoreticalform ulation im plem ented in the generator of

interest.Itcan be castin generalinto the following form

��
2

= ��
2

SV + ��
2

SV ;H + ��
2

H H ; (84)

where in principle each ofthe O (�2)contributions is af-

fectedbyanuncertaintytobeproperlyestim ated.In Eq.(84)

the �rstcontribution isthe crosssection including O (�2)
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SV corrections,whoseuncertaintycanbeevaluatedthrough

a com parison with som e ofthe available NNLO calcula-

tions reviewed in Section 2.3.In particular,in [235]the

��
2

SV oftheBabaYaga@ NLO generatorwascom pared with

thecalculation ofphotoniccorrectionsby Penin [135,136]

and the calculationsby Boncianietal.[140,141,151,152,

153]who com puted two-loop ferm ioniccorrections(in the

one-fam ily approxim ation N F = 1)with �nitem assterm s

and theaddition ofsoftbrem sstrahlungand realpaircon-

tributions.11 The results ofsuch com parisons are shown

in Figs.29 and 30 forrealistic cutsatthe � factories.In

Fig.29�� isthedi�erencebetween��
2

SV ofBabaYaga@ NLO

and the crosssectionsofthe two O (�2)calculations,de-

noted asphotonic (Penin)and N F = 1 (Boncianietal.),

asafunction ofthelogarithm oftheinfrared regulator�.It

can beseen thatthedi�erencesaregiven by 
atfunctions,

dem onstrating that such di�erences are infrared-safe,as

expected,a consequence ofthe universality and factori-

sation properties ofthe infrared divergences.In Fig.30,

�� isshown asa function ofthe logarithm ofa �ctitious

electron m ass and for a �xed value of� = 10� 5.Since

the di�erence with the calculation by Penin isgiven by a

straightline,thisindicatesthatthe softplusvirtualtwo-

loop photoniccorrectionsm issing in BabaYaga@ NLO are

O (�2L)contributions,asalready rem arked.O n theother

hand,thedi�erencewith thecalculation byBoncianietal.

is�tted by aquadraticfunction,showingthattheelectron

two-loop e�ectsm issing in BabaYaga@ NLO areoftheor-

derof�2L2.However,itisim portantto em phasise that,

asshown in detailin [235],the sum ofthe relativedi�er-

enceswith thetwoO (�2)calculationsdoesnotexceed the

2� 10� 4 levelforexperim entsat� and B factories.

The second term in Eq.(84)isthe crosssection con-

taining the one-loop corrections to single hard photon

em ission,and itsuncertainty can be estim ated by relying

on partialresults existing in the literature.Actually the

exactperturbativeexpression of��
2

SV ;H isnotyetavailable

forfulls+ tBhabha scattering,butusing theresultsvalid

forsm all-angleBhabhascattering[263,47]and large-angle

annihilation processes[264,265]therelativeuncertaintyof

thetheoreticaltoolsin thecalculation of��
2

SV ;H can becon-

servatively estim ated to be atthe levelof0.05% .Indeed

thepapers [263,47,264,265]show thataYFS m atchingof

NLO and HO correctionsgivesSV one-loop resultsforthe

t-channelprocesse+ e� ! e+ e� 
 and s-channelannihila-

tion e+ e� ! f �f
 (f = ferm ion)di�ering from the exact

perturbative calculationsby a few unitsin 10� 4 atm ost.

This conclusion also holds when photon energy cuts are

varied.It is worth noting that during the com pletion of

thepresentwork a com pletecalculation oftheNLO Q ED

correctionsto hard brem sstrahlung em ission in fulls+ t

Bhabha scattering appeared in the literature [101],along

11
To providem eaningfulresults,thecontribution ofthevac-

uum polarisation wasswitched o� in BabaYaga@ NLO to com -

pare with the calculation by Penin consistently.Forthe sam e

reason therealsoftand som epiecesofvirtualelectron paircor-

rectionswereneglected in thecom parison with thecalculation

by Boncianietal.
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the linesdescribed in Section 2.3.2.Explicitcom parisons

between the resultsofsuch an exactcalculation with the

predictions ofthe m ost accurate M C tools according to

thetypicallum inosity cutsused atm eson factorieswould

be worthwhileto m ake the presenterrorestim ate related

to the calculation of��
2

SV ;H m orerobust.

The third contribution in Eq.(84)isthe double hard

brem sstrahlung cross section whose uncertainty can be

directly evaluated by explicit com parison with the exact

e+ e� ! e+ e� 

 crosssection.Itwasshown in [235]that

the di�erences between ��
2

H H as in BabaYaga@ NLO and

the m atrix elem ent calculation,which exactly describes

the contribution oftwo hard photons,are really negligi-

ble,being atthe 10� 5 level.

The relative e�ect due to lepton (e;�;�) and hadron

(�)pairshasbeen num erically analysed in Section 2.3.3,

in the presence of realistic selection cuts. This evalua-

tion m akesuseofthecom pleteNNLO virtualcorrections
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com bined with an exact m atrix elem ent calculation of

thefour-particleproductionprocesses.Itsupersedesprevi-

ousapproxim ateestim ateswhich underestim ated the im -

pact ofthose corrections.According to this new evalua-

tion,thepaircontribution,dom inated by theelectron pair

correction,am ounts to about 0.3% for K LO E and 0.1%

for BaBar.These contributions are partially included in

the BabaYaga@ NLO code,aswellasin othergenerators,

through the insertion ofthe vacuum polarisation correc-

tion in the NLO diagram s,and detailed com parisonsbe-

tween theexactcalculation and theBabaYaga@ NLO pre-

dictionsarein progress[266].

2.9 Conclusionsand open issues

During the lastfew yearsa rem arkableprogressoccurred

in reducing the errorofthe lum inosity m easurem entsat


avourfactories.

Dedicated eventgeneratorslike BabaYaga@ NLO and

M CG PJ were developed in 2006 to provide predictions

forthecrosssection ofthelarge-angleBhabha process,as

wellasforotherQ ED reactionsofinterest,with atheoret-

icalaccuracy atthe levelof0.1% .In parallelcodeswell-

known since the tim e ofthe LEP/SLC operation such as

BHW IDE were extensively used by the experim entalists

in data analyses.Allthese M C program sinclude,albeit

according to di�erentform ulations,exactO (�)Q ED cor-

rectionsm atched with LL contributionsdescribing m ulti-

ple photon em ission.Such ingredients,togetherwith the

vacuum polarisation correction,are strictly necessary to

achieve a physicalprecision down to the per m illlevel.

Indeed,when considering typicalselection,cutsthe NLO

photonic corrections am ount to about 15� 20% ,vacuum

polarisation contributesatthe severalpercentleveland

HO e�ectslie between 1� 2% .

The generators m entioned are,however,a�ected by

an uncertainty due to HO e�ects neglected in their for-

m ulation,such as light pair corrections or exact pertur-

bativecontributionspresentin NNLO calculations.From

thispointofview the greatprogressin the calculation of

two-loop corrections to the Bhabha scattering cross sec-

tion wasessentialto establish the theoreticalaccuracy of

the existing generatorsand willbe crucialifan im prove-

m entofthe precision below the one perm illlevelwillbe

required.

A particulare�ortwasdonetocom parethepredictions

ofthegeneratorsconsistently,in ordertoassessthetechni-

calprecision obtained by theim plem entation ofradiative

correctionsand related com putationaldetails.Thesecom -

parisonswereperform ed in the presenceofrealisticevent

selection criteria and at di�erent c.m .energies.For the

K LO E and CM D-2 experim entsaround the �-resonance,

where the statistics ofBhabha events is the highestand

the experim entallum inosity errorata few perm illlevel,

the cross section results of BabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE

and M CG PJ agreewithin � 0:1% .If(slightly)largerdis-

crepanciesareobserved,theyshow up onlyforparticularly

tightcutsorexclusivedistributionsin speci�cphasespace

regionswhich do notin
uence the lum inosity determ ina-

tion.Very sim ilarresultswere obtained for�-charm and

B factories.The m ain conclusion ofthe work on tuned

com parisons is that the technicalprecision of M C pro-

gram s is wellunder control,the discrepancies being due

to di�erent details in the treatm ent ofthe sam e sources

ofradiative corrections and their technicalim plem enta-

tion.Forexam ple,BabaYaga@ NLO and BHW IDE adopt

afullyfactorisedprescriptionforthem atchingofNLO and

HO corrections,whereasM CG PJ im plem entsom e radia-

tivecorrectionspiecesin additiveform .Thiscan giverise

tosom ediscrepanciesbetween theirpredictions,especially

in thepresenceoftightcutsenhancingthee�ectofsoftra-

diation.Furtherm ore,di�erentchoicesareadopted in the

generatorsfortheenergyscalein thetreatm entofHO cor-

rectionsbeyond O (�),which are anotherpossible source

ofthe observed di�erences.To go beyond the presentsit-

uation,a further,nontriviale�ortshould bedoneby com -

paring,forinstance,theprogram sin thepresenceofNLO

correctionsonly (technicaltest)and forthespeci�ce�ect

duetotheexponentiation ofsoftand collinearlogarithm s.

Thiswould certainly shed lighton the origin ofthe (m i-

nor)discrepanciesstillregistered atpresent.

O n thetheoreticalside,a new exactevaluation oflep-

ton and hadron paircorrectionsto theBhabha scattering

crosssection wascarried out,taking into accountrealistic

cuts.Thiscalculationprovidesresultsin substantialagree-

m ent with estim ates based on singlet SF but supersedes

previous evaluations in the soft-photon approxim ation.

Theresultsofthenew exactcalculation wereprelim inarily

com pared with thepredictionsofBabaYaga@ NLO ,which

includes the bulk of such corrections (due to reducible

contributions)through theinsertion ofthevacuum polar-

isation correction in the NLO diagram s,butneglectsthe

e�ectofrealpairradiation and two-loop form factors.It

turnsoutthattheerrorinduced bytheapproxim atetreat-

m entofpaircorrectionsam ountsto a few unitsin 10� 4,

both atK LO E and BaBar.Furtherwork isin progressto

arriveata m ore solid and quantitative errorestim ate for

thesecorrectionswhen considering otherselection criteria

and c.m .energiestoo[266].Also,thecontribution induced

by theuncertainty related to thenon-perturbativecontri-

bution to the running of� was revisited,m aking use of

and com paringthetwoindependentparam eterisationsde-

rived in [259,260,18]and [164].

A sum m ary ofthe di�erent sources oftheoreticaler-

rorand theirrelativeim pacton theBhabha crosssection

is given in Table 11.In Table 11,j�errV Pjis the error in-

duced by the hadronic com ponent ofthe vacuum polar-

isation,j�errpairsjthe errordue to m issing pair corrections,

j�errSV jtheuncertainty com ing from SV NNLO corrections,

j�errH H jtheuncertainty in thecalculation ofthedoublehard

brem sstrahlung processand j�errSV ;H jtheerrorestim atefor

one-loopcorrectionstosinglehard brem sstrahlung.Ascan

be seen,pair corrections and exact NLO corrections to

e+ e� ! e+ e� 
 arethe dom inantsourcesoferror.

The totaltheoreticaluncertainty asobtained by sum -

m ing the di�erent contributions linearly is 0.12� 0.14%

at the � factories,0.18% at the �-charm factories and
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Table 11.Sum m ary ofdi�erentsourcesoftheoreticaluncer-

tainty forthem ostprecisegeneratorsused forlum inosity m ea-

surem entsand thecorrespondingtotaltheoreticalerrorsforthe

calculation ofthe large-angle Bhabha cross section at m eson

factories.

Source oferror(% ) � �-charm B

j�
err
V P j[259,260,18] 0.00 0.01 0.03

j�
err
V P j[164] 0.02 0.01 0.02

j�
err
SV j 0.02 0.02 0.02

j�
err
H H j 0.00 0.00 0.00

j�
err
SV ;H j 0.05 0.05 0.05

j�
err
pairsj 0.05 0.1 0.02

j�
err
totalj 0.12� 0.14 0.18 0.11� 0.12

0:11� 0:12% atthe B factories.Ascan be seen from Ta-

ble 11,the slightly largeruncertainty atthe �-charm fac-

toriesism ainly due to the paircontribution error,which

is presently based on a very prelim inary evaluation and

for which a deeper analysis is ongoing [266].The total

uncertainty isslightly a�ected by the particularchoiceof

the routine for the calculation of��
(5)

hadr
(q2),since the

two param eterisations considered here give rise to sim i-

larerrors,with the exception ofthe � factoriesforwhich

thetwo recipesreturn uncertaintiesdi�ering by 2� 10� 4.

Howeverthe \param etric" errorinduced by the hadronic

contributiontothevacuum polarisationm aybecom earel-

evantsource ofuncertainty when considering predictions

forac.m .energyon top ofand closely around verynarrow

resonances.Forsuch a speci�csituation ofinterest,forin-

stancefortheBES experim ent,theappropriatetreatm ent

ofthe running � in the calculation ofthe Bhabha cross

section should bescrutinised deeperbecauseofthedi�er-

encesobserved between thepredictionsfor��
(5)

hadr
(q2)ob-

tained by m eansofthe di�erentparam etrisation routines

available(see Section 6 fora m oredetailed discussion).

Although the theoretical uncertainty quoted in Ta-

ble 11 could be put on �rm er ground thanks to further

studiesin progress,itappearsto bequiterobustand suf-

�cientforpresentand planned precision lum inosity m ea-

surem entsatm eson factories,wherethe experim entaler-

ror currently is about a factor of two or three larger.

Adopting the strategy followed during the LEP/SLC op-

eration one could arrive at a m ore aggressive error es-

tim ate by sum m ing the relative contributionsin quadra-

ture.However,forthetim ebeing,thisdoesnotseem tobe

necessary in the lightofthe currentexperim entalerrors.

In conclusion,theprecision presently reached by large-

angle Bhabha program sused in the lum inosity m easure-

m entatm eson factoriesiscom parablewith thatachieved

about ten years ago for lum inosity m onitoring through

sm all-angleBhabha scattering atLEP/SLC.

Som eissuesarestillleftopen.In thecontextoftuned

com parisons,no e�ortwasdoneto com parethe available

codesforthe processofphoton pairproduction.Since it

contributesrelevantlytothelum inositydeterm inationand

asprecisepredictionsforitscrosssection can beobtained

by m eansofthecodesBabaYaga@ NLO and M CG PJ,this

work should be de�nitely carried out.This would lead

to a better understanding ofthe lum inosity on the ex-

perim entalside.In the fram ework ofnew theoreticalad-

vances,an evaluation ofNNLO contributionsto the pro-

cesse+ e� ! 

 would beworthwhileto betterassessthe

precision ofthe generatorswhich,for the tim e being,do

not include such corrections exactly.M ore im portantly,

the exact one-loop corrections to the radiative process

e+ e� ! e+ e� 
 should be calculated going beyond the

partialresultsscattered in theliterature(and referring to

selection criteria valid forhigh-energy e+ e� colliders)or

lim ited to thesoft-photon approxim ation.12 Furtherm ore,

to get a better controlofthe theoreticaluncertainty in

thesectorofNNLO correctionsto Bhabha scattering,the

radiativeBhabha processatone-loop should beevaluated

taking into accountthe typicalexperim entalcutsused at

m esonfactories.Incidentallythiscalculation wouldbealso

ofinterestforotherstudiesate+ e� collidersofm oderately

high energy,such asthesearch fornew physicsphenom ena

(e.g.dark m attercandidates),forwhich radiativeBhabha

scattering isa very im portantbackground.

3 R m easurem entfrom energy scan

In thissection wewillconsidersom etheoreticaland exper-

im entalaspectsofthe directR m easurem entand related

quantitiesin experim entswith energy scan.Asdiscussed

in theIntroduction,thecrosssection ofe+ e� annihilation

intohadronsisinvolved in evaluationsofvariousproblem s

ofparticle physicsand,in particular,in the de�nition of

the hadronic contribution to vacuum polarisation,which

is crucialfor the precision tests ofthe Standard M odel

and searchesfornew physics.

Theratiooftheradiation-correctedhadroniccrosssec-

tions to the cross section for m uon pair production,cal-

culated in the lowest order,is usually denoted as (see

Eq.(23))

R � R(s)=
�0
had

(s)

4��2=(3s)
: (85)

In the num eratorofEq.(85)one hasto use the so called

undressed hadronic cross section which does not include

vacuum polarisation corrections.

The value ofR has been m easured in m any experi-

m entsin di�erentenergy regionsfrom the pion pairpro-

ductionthresholdup totheZ m ass.Practicallyallelectron-

positron colliderscontributed totheglobaldataseton the

hadronic annihilation crosssection [267].The value ofR

12
Asalready rem arked in Section 2.8,during thecom pletion

ofthe present work a com plete calculation ofthe NLO Q ED

correctionstohard brem sstrahlungem ission in fulls+ tBhabha

scattering was perform ed in [101].However,explicit com par-

isons between the predictions ofthis new calculation and the

corresponding resultsofthe m ostprecise lum inosity tools are

stillm issing and would beneeded to betterassessthetheoret-

icalerror induced by such contributions in the calculation of

the lum inosity crosssection.
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extracted from theexperim entaldata isthen widely used

for various Q CD tests as wellas for the calculation of

dispersion integrals.Athigh energiesand away from res-

onances,the experim entally determ ined values ofR are

in good agreem entwith predictionsofperturbativeQ CD,

con�rm ing,in particular,the hypothesis ofthree colour

degreesoffreedom forquarks.O n theotherhand,forthe

low energy range the directR m easurem ent[267,268]at

experim entswith energyscan isnecessary.13 M atchingbe-

tween the two regions is perform ed at energies ofa few

G eV,where both approachesfor the determ ination ofR

arein fairagreem ent.

For the best possible com pilation ofR(s),data from

di�erent channels and di�erent experim ents have to be

com bined.For
p
s � 1.4 G eV,the totalhadronic cross

section isa sum ofabout25 exclusive�nalstates.Atthe

present levelofprecision,a carefultreatm ent ofthe ra-

diative corrections is required. As m entioned above, it

is m andatory to rem ove VP e�ects from the observed

cross sections,but the �nalstate radiation o� hadrons

should bekept.Them ajorcontribution totheuncertainty

com esfrom thesystem aticerroroftheR(s)m easurem ent

at low energies (s < 2 G eV 2),which,in turn,is dom i-

nated by the system atic errorofthe m easured crosssec-

tion e+ e� ! �+ �� .

3.1 Leading-orderannihilation cross sections

Here we presentthe lowest-orderexpressionsforthe pro-

cessesofelectron-positronannihilationintopairsofm uons,

pionsand kaons.

Forthe m uon production channel

e� (p� )+ e+ (p+ )! �� (p0� )+ �+ (p0+ ) (86)

within the Standard M odelatBorn levelwehave

d�
��

0

d
 �

=
�2��

4s

�
2� �2�(1� c2)

�
(1+ K

��

W
); (87)

s= (p� + p+ )
2 = 4"2; c= cos�� ; �� = dp� p

0

� ;

where�� =

q

1� m2�="
2 isthem uonvelocity.Sm allterm s

suppressed by thefactorm 2
e=sareom itted.HereK

��

W
rep-

resentscontributionsdue to Z-boson interm ediate states

including Z � 
 interference,see,e.g.,Refs.[270,271]:

K
��

W
=
s2(2� �2�(1� c2))� 1

(s� M 2
Z
)2 + M 2

Z
� 2
Z

�

(2� �2�(1� c2))

�

�

c2v

�

3� 2
M 2

Z

s

�

+ c2a

�

�
1� �2�

2
(c2a + c2v)

+ c��

�

4

�

1�
M 2

Z

s

�

c2a + 8c2ac
2
v

��

;

ca = �
1

2sin2�W
; cv = ca(1� 4sin2 �W ); (88)

13
Lattice Q CD com putations (see, e.g., Ref. [269]) of the

hadronicvacuum polarisation arein progress,butthey arenot

yetable to provide the required precision.

where�W isthe weak m ixing angle.

The contribution ofZ boson exchange is suppressed,

in theenergyrangeunderconsideration,by afactors=M 2
Z

which reachesperm illlevelonly atB factories.

In the Born approxim ation the di�erentialcross sec-

tion ofthe process

e+ (p+ ) + e� (p� ) ! �+ (q+ ) + �� (q� ) (89)

hasthe form

d���0

d

(s)=

�2�3�

8s
sin2 � jF�(s)j

2; (90)

�� =
p
1� m2�="

2; � = dp� q� :

Thepion form factorF�(s)takesintoaccountnon-pertur-

bative virtualvertex corrections due to strong interac-

tions [272,256].W e would like to em phasise that in the

approach underdiscussion the�nalstateQ ED corrections

arenotincluded into F�(s).The form factorisextracted

from the experim entaldata on the sam e process as dis-

cussed below.

The annihilation processwith three pionsin the �nal

state was considered in Refs.[273,274]including radia-

tive correctionsrelevantto the energy region close to the

threshold.A stand-aloneM onteCarlo eventgeneratorfor

this channelis available [273].The channelwas also in-

cluded in theM CG PJ generator[236]on thesam efooting

asotherprocessesunderconsideration in thisreport.

In thecaseofK LK S m eson pairproduction thedi�er-

entialcrosssection in the Born approxim ation reads

d�0(s)
K L K S

d
 L

=
�2�3K

4s
sin2 � jFL S(s)j

2
: (91)

Here,as wellas in the case ofpion production,we as-

sum e thatthe form factorFL S also includesthe vacuum

polarisation operatorofthe virtualphoton.The quantity

�K =
p
1� 4m2

K
=s istheK m eson c.m .s.velocity,and �

isthe angle between the directionsofm otion ofthe long

living kaon and the initialelectron.

In the case ofK + K � m eson production nearthresh-

old,the Sakharov-Som m erfeld factorforthe Coulom b �-

nalstateinteraction should additionally betaken into ac-

count:

d�0(s)
K

+
K

�

d
 �

=
�2�3K

4s
sin2 �jFK (s)j

2 Z

1� exp(� Z)
;

Z =
2��

v
; v = 2

r
s� 4m2

K

s

�

1+
s� 4m2K

s

� � 1

;(92)

where v is the relative velocity ofthe kaons [275]which

has the proper non-relativistic and ultra-relativistic lim -

its.W hen s = m 2
�,we have v � 0:5 and the �nalstate

interaction correction givesabout5% enhancem entin the

crosssection.

3.2 Q ED radiative corrections

O ne-loopradiativecorrections(RC)fortheprocesses(86,89)

can be separated into two naturalpartsaccording to the

parity with respectto the substitution c! � c.
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Thec-even partoftheone-loop softand virtualcontri-

bution tothem uon paircreation channelcan becom bined

from thewellknown Diracand Pauliform factorsand the

softphoton contributions.Itreads

d�B + S+ V
��� even

d

=
d�

��

0

d


1

j1� �(s)j2

(

1+
2�

�

"�

L � 2

+
1+ �2�

2��
l�

�

ln
�"

"
+
3

4
(L � 1)+ K��

even

#)

; (93)

K
��
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�2

6
�
5

4
+ �

�
1+ �2�

2��
�
1

2
+

1

4��

�

+ ln
1+ ��

2

 
1

2��
+
1+ �2�

��

!

(94)

�
1� �2�

2��

l�

2� �2�(1� c2)

+
1+ �2�

2��

�
�2

6
+ 2Li2

�
1� ��

1+ ��

�

+ � ln
1+ ��

2�2�
+ 2ln

1+ ��

2
ln
1+ ��

2�2�

�

;

l� = ln
1+ ��

1� ��
; � = ln

s

m 2
�

L = ln
s

m 2
e

;

where Li2(z)= �
Rz
0
dtln(1� t)=tisthe dilogarithm and

�" � " is the m axim um energy ofsoft photons in the

centre{of{m ass(c.m .)system .�(s)isthe vacuum polar-

isation operator.Here we again see that the term s with

the largelogarithm L dom inatenum erically.

Thec-odd partoftheone{loop correction com esfrom

the interference ofBorn and box Feynm an diagram sand

from theinterferencepartofthesoftphoton em ission con-

tribution.Itcausesthe chargeasym m etry ofthe process:

� =
d�(c)� d�(� c)

d�(c)+ d�(� c)
6= 0: (95)

The c-odd part ofthe di�erentialcross section has the

following form [245]:

d�S+ V
odd

d

=
d�

��

0

d


2�

�

"

2ln
�"

"
ln
1� �c

1+ �c
+ K

��

odd

�

:(96)

The expression for the c-odd form factor can be found

in Ref.[245].Note that in m ost cases the experim ents

haveasym m etricangularacceptance,sothattheodd part

ofthe crosssection does notcontribute to the m easured

quantities.

Considernow the processofhard photon em ission

e+ (p+ )+ e� (p� )! �+ (q+ )+ �� (q� )+ 
(k): (97)

It was studied in detailin Refs.[245,276].The photon

energy is assum ed to be largerthan �".The di�erential

crosssection hasthe form

d���
 =
�3

2�2s2
Rd�; (98)

d� =
d
3
q� d

3
q+ d

3
k

q0� q
0
+ k

0
�(4)(p+ + p� � q� � q+ � k);

R =
s

16(4��)3

X

spins

jM j2 = R e + R � + R e�:

ThequantitiesR i arefound directly from them atrix ele-

m entsand read

R e =
s

�� �+
B �

m 2
e

2�2�

(t21 + u21 + 2m 2
�s1)

s21

�
m 2

e

2�2+

(t2 + u2 + 2m 2
�s1)

s21
+
m 2

�

s21
� s1s1;

R e� = B

�
u

�� �
0
+

+
u1

�+ �
0
�

�
t

�� �
0
�

�
t1

�+ �
0
+

�

+
m 2

�

ss1
� ss1;

R � =
s1

�0� �
0
+

B +
m 2

�

s2
� ss;

B =
u2 + u21 + t2 + t21

4ss1
;

� s1s1 = �
(t+ u)2 + (t1 + u1)

2

2�� �+
;

� ss = �
u2 + t21 + 2sm 2

�

2(�0� )
2

�
u21 + t2 + 2sm 2

�

2(�0+ )
2

+
1

�0� �
0
+

�
ss1 � s2 + tu + t1u1 � 2sm2�

�
;

� ss1 =
s+ s1

2

�
u

�� �
0
+

+
u1

�+ �
0
�

�
t

�� �
0
�

�
t1

�+ �
0
+

�

+
2(u � t1)

�0�
+
2(u1 � t)

�0+
;

where

s1 = (q+ + q� )
2; t= � 2p� q� ; t1 = � 2p+ q+ ;

u = � 2p� q+ ; u1 = � 2p+ q� ; �� = p� k; �0� = q� k:

Thebulk ofthehard photon radiation com esfrom ISR

in collinearregions.Ifweconsiderphoton em ission inside

two narrow conesalong the beam axiswith restrictions

dp� k = � � �0 � 1; �0 �
m e

"
; (99)



38

we see thatthe corresponding contribution takesthe fac-

torised form

�
d���

d
 �

�

coll

= Ce + D e; (100)

Ce =
�

2�

�

ln
s

m 2
e

� 1

� 1Z

�

dx
1+ (1� x)2

x
A 0;

D e =
�

2�

1Z

�

dx

�

x +
1+ (1� x)2

x
ln
�20

4

�

A 0;

A 0 =

�
d~�0(1� x;1)

d
 �

+
d~�0(1;1� x)

d
 �

�

;

wheretheshifted Born di�erentialcrosssection describes

theprocesse+ (p+ (1� x2))+ e� (p� (1� x1))! �+ (q+ )+

�� (q� ),

d~�
��

0 (z1;z2)

d
 �

=
�2

4s

�
y1[z

2
1(Y1 � y1c)

2 + z22(Y1 + y1c)
2 + 8z1z2m

2
�=s]

z31z
3
2[z1 + z2 � (z1 � z2)cY1=y1]

;

y21;2 = Y 2
1;2 �

4m 2
�

s
; Y1;2 =

q0� ;+

"
; z1;2 = 1� x1;2;

Y1 =
4m 2

�

s
(z2 � z1)c

�

2z1z2

+

q

4z21z
2
2 � 4(m2�=s)((z1 + z2)

2 � (z1 � z2)
2c2)

�� 1

+
2z1z2

z1 + z2 � c(z1 � z2)
: (101)

O necan recognisethatthelargelogarithm srelated to the

collinearphoton em ission appearin Ce in agreem entwith

thestructurefunction approach discussed in theLum inos-

ity Section.In analogy to thede�nition oftheQ CD struc-

ture functions,one can m ove the factorised logarithm ic

correctionsCe into the Q ED electron structure function.

Adding thehigher-orderradiativecorrectionsin thelead-

ing logarithm ic approxim ation to the com plete one-loop

result,the resulting crosssection can be written as

d�e
+
e
�
! �

+
�
�
(
)

d
 �

=

1Z

zm in

1Z

zm in

dz1dz2
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2
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��
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d
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+

�
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2�2s2
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d
 �
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; (102)

C� =
2�

�

d�
��

0

d
 �

ln
�"

"

�
1+ �2

2�
ln
1+ �

1� �
� 1

�

;

Ce� =
4�

�

d�
��

0

d
 �

ln
�"

"
ln
1� �c

1+ �c
;

where D e,Ce� and C� are com pensating term s,which

providethecancellation oftheauxiliaryparam eters� and

�0 insidethecurlybrackets.In the�rstterm ,containingD

functions,we collectallthe leading logarithm ic term s.A

partofnon-leading term sproportionalto the Born cross

section is written as the K -factor.The rest ofthe non-

leading contributionsarewritten astwo additionalterm s.

Thecom pensatingterm D e (seeEq.(100))com esfrom the

integrationin thecollinearregionofhard photon em ission.

The quantitiesC� and Ce� com e from the even and odd

parts of the di�erentialcross section (arising from soft

and virtualcorrections),respectively.Hereweconsiderthe

phasespaceoftwo(d
 � )and three(d�)�nalparticlesas

thosethatalready includeallrequired experim entalcuts.

Using speci�cexperim entalconditionsonecan determ ine

the lowerlim itsofthe integration overz1 and z2 instead

ofthe kinem aticallim itzm in = 2m �=(2"� m�).

M atching ofthe com plete O (�)RC with higher-order

leadinglogarithm iccorrectionscan beperform ed in di�er-

ent schem es.The above approach is im plem ented in the

M CG PJ eventgenerator[236].The solution ofthe Q ED

evolution equationsin theform ofparton showers(seethe

Lum inosity Section),m atched again with the �rst order

corrections,is im plem ented in the BabaYaga@ NLO gen-

erator[234].Anotherpossibility isrealised in the K K M C

code[277,278]with the Yennie-Frautschi-Suura exponen-

tiated representation ofthe photonic higher-ordercorrec-

tions.A good agreem entwasobtained in [236]forvarious

di�erentialdistributions for the �+ �� channelbetween

M CG PJ,BabaYaga@ NLO and K K M C,seeFig.31 foran

exam ple.

Sincetheradiativecorrectionstotheinitiale+ e� state

are the sam e forannihilation into hadronsand m uonsas

wellasthatinto pions,they canceloutin partin the ra-
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tio (106).However,the experim entalconditionsand sys-

tem atic are di�erent for the m uon and hadron channels.

Therefore,a separatetreatm entoftheprocesseshasto be

perform ed and thecorrectionsto theinitialstateshaveto

be included in the analysis.

Forthe�+ �� channelthecom pletesetofO (�)correc-

tionsm atched with theleadinglogarithm icelectron struc-

ture functions can be found in Ref.[279].There the RC

calculation wasperform ed within scalarQ ED.

Taking into accountonly �nalstatecorrectionscalcu-

lated within scalarQ ED,itisconvenientto introducethe

bare e+ e� ! �+ �� (
)crosssection as

�
0
��(
)=

��2

3s
�
3
� jF�(s)j

2
j1� �(s)j2

�

1+
�

�
�(s)

�

; (103)

where the factorj1� �(s)j2 with the polarisation opera-

tor�(s)givesthee�ectofleptonicand hadronicvacuum

polarisation.The�nalstateradiation (FSR)correction is

denoted by �(s).For an inclusive m easurem ent without

cutsitreads[280,281,282,283]
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�
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+
3

2

1+ �2�

�2�
: (104)

For the neutralkaon channelthe corrected crosssec-

tion hasthe form

d�e
+
e
�
! K L K S (s)

d
 L

=

�Z

0

dx
d�

e
+
e
�
! K L K S

0 (s(1� x))

d
 L

F (x;s):

The radiation factor F takes into account radiative cor-

rections to the initialstate within the leading logarith-

m ic approxim ation with exponentiation of the num eri-

cally im portantcontribution ofsoftphoton radiation,see

Ref.[228]:

F (x;s)= bx
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"
):

Radiative corrections to the K + K � channel in the

point-like particle approxim ation are the sam e asforthe

case ofcharged pion pair (with the substitution m � !

m K ).Usually,forthe kaon channelwe dealwith the en-

ergy range close to � m ass.There one m ay choose the

m axim alenergy ofa radiated photon as

! � �E = m � � 2mK � m K ; � �
�E

m K

�
1

25
: (105)

Forthesephotonsonecan usethesoftphoton approxim a-

tion.

3.3 Experim entaltreatm entofhadronic cross sections

and R

Forolderlow energy data sets obtained atvariouse+ e�

colliders,the correcttreatm entofradiativecorrectionsis

di�cult and som etim es am biguous.So,to avoid uncon-

trolled possible system atic errors,it m ay be reasonable

notto include allpreviousresultsexceptthe recentdata

from CM D-2 and SND.Both experim entsatthe VEPP-

2M colliderin Novosibirskhavedeliveredindependentnew

m easurem ents.Thecoveredenergyrangeiscrucialfor(g�-

2)/2ofm uon and forrunning�.Asforthetwo-pion chan-

nel�+ �� ,whichgivesm orethan 70% ofthetotalhadronic

contribution,both experim entshavevery good agreem ent

overthewholeenergy range.Therelativedeviation \SND

-CM D-2" is (-0.3 � 1.6)% only,wellwithin the quoted

errors.
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The CM D-2 and SND detectors were located in the

opposite straight sections ofVEPP-2M and were taking

data in paralleluntilthe year2000 when the colliderwas

shutdown to preparefortheconstruction ofthenew col-

liderVEPP-2000.Som e im portantfeaturesofthe CM D-

2 detector allowed one to select a sam ple ofthe \clean"

collinearback-to-backevents.Thedriftcham ber(DC)was

used to separate e+ e� ,�+ �� ,�+ �� and K + K � events

from other particles.The Z-cham ber allowed one to sig-

ni�cantly im provethedeterm ination ofthepolarangleof

charged particle tracksin the DC that,in turn,provided

the detector acceptance with 0.2% precision.The barrel

electrom agnetic calorim eterbased on CsIcrystalshelped

to separatethe Bhabha from othercollinearevents.

The SND detector consisted of three spherical lay-

ersofthe electrom agnetic calorim eterwith 1620 crystals

(NaI) and a total weight of 3.6 tons. The solid angle

ofthe calorim eter is about 90% of4� steradians,which

m akesthedetectorpractically herm eticforphotonscom -

ing from the interaction point.The angular and energy

resolution forphotonswasfound tobe1:5� and �(E )=E =

4:2% =E (G eV)1=4,respectively.M oredetailaboutCM D-2

and SND can be found elsewhere[284,285].

3.3.1 Data taking and analysisofthe�+ �� channel

The detailed data on the pion form factorare crucialfor

a num ber ofproblem s in hadronic physics and they are

used to extract �(770) m eson param eters and its radial

excitations.Besides,thedetailed dataallow toextrapolate

thepion form factorto thepoints= 0 and determ inethe

valueofthe pion electrom agneticradius.

From the experim entalpoint ofview the form factor

can be de�ned as[268]

jF�j
2 =

N ��

N ee + N ��

�ee(1+ �ee)"ee + ���(1+ ���)"��

���(1+ ���)(1+ � N )(1+ � D )"��

� �3�; (106)

wheretheratio N ��=(N ee + N ��)isderived from the ob-

served num bers ofevents,� are the corresponding Born

crosssections,� arethe radiativecorrections(seebelow),

� are the detection e�ciencies,� D and � N are the cor-

rections for the pion losses caused by decays in 
ight

and nuclearinteractionsrespectively,and � 3� isthe cor-

rection for m isidenti�cation of ! ! �+ �� �0 events as

e+ e� ! �+ �� .In the caseofthe latterprocess,��� cor-

respondsto point-likepions.

The data were collected in the whole energy range of

VEPP-2M and theintegrated lum inosityofabout60pb� 1

wasrecordedbyboth detectors.Thebeam energywascon-

trolled and m easured with a relative accuracy not worse

than � 10� 4 by using the m ethod ofresonance depolari-

sation.A sam pleofthee+ e� ,�+ �� and �+ �� eventswas

selected foranalysis.AsforCM D-2,the procedureofthe

e=�=� separation forenergies2E � 600M eV wasbased on

the m om entum m easurem entin the DC.For these ener-

giestheaveragedi�erencebetween them om entaofe=�=�

islargeenough with respectto them om entum resolution

(Fig.32).O n the contrary,for energies 2E � 600 M eV,

the energy deposition of the particles in the calorim e-

terisquite di�erentand allowsone to separate electrons

from m uonsand pions(Fig.33).Atthesam etim e,m uons

and pions cannot be separated by their energy deposi-

tionsin thecalorim eter.So,theratio N (�+ �� )=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 sam e for all

collinear events,m any e�ects of the detector im perfec-

tionswerepartly cancelled out.Itallowed oneto m easure

thecrosssection oftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� with better

precision than thatofthe lum inosity.
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Fig. 32. Two-dim ensionalplot ofthe e=�=� events.Cosm ic

events are distributed predom inantly along a corridor which

extendsfrom therightupperto theleftbottom corner.Points

in this plot correspond to the m om enta of particles for the

beam energy of195 M eV.

Separation ofe+ e� ,�+ �� and �+ �� eventswasbased

on the m inim isation ofthe unbinned likelihood function.

Thism ethod isdescribed in detailelsewhere[286].Tosim -

plify the error calculation of the pion form factor,the

likelihood function had the global�t param eters(N ee +

N ��) and N ��=(N ee + N ��),through jF�(s)j
2 given by

Eq.(106).Thepion form factorm easured by CM D-2 has

a system aticerrorofabout0.6-0.8% for
p
s� 1 G eV.For

energiesabove1 G eV itvariesfrom 1.2% to 4.2% .

Since at low energies allthree �nalstates could be

separated independently,the crosssection ofthe process

e+ e� ! �+ �� wasalsom easured,providingan additional

consistency test. The experim entalvalue �exp�� =�
Q ED
�� =



41

E-, MeV

E
+

, M
eV

0

200

400

0 200 400

cosmic

µ

e

π

Fig.33. Energy deposition ofcollinear events for the beam

energy of460 M eV.

(0.980 � 0.013 � 0.007) is in good agreem ent with the

expected valueof1 within 1.4 statisticaldeviations.

Another m ethod to discrim inate electrons and pions

from other particles was used in SND.The event sepa-

ration wasbased on the di�erence in longitudinalenergy

deposition pro�les (energy deposition in three calorim e-

terlayers)forthese particles.To use the correlationsbe-

tween energy depositionsin calorim eterlayersin them ost

com pleteway,theseparation param eterwasbased on the

neuralnetwork approach [287,288].The network had an

inputlayerconsistingof7neurons,twohidden layerswith

20neuronseach,and theoutputlayerwith oneneuron.As

inputdata,thenetworkused theenergydepositionsofthe

particlesin calorim eterlayersand thepolarangleofoneof

the particles.The outputsignalR e=� isa discrim ination

param eter between di�erent particles.The network was

tuned by using sim ulated events and was checked with

experim ental3� and e+ e� events.The m isidenti�cation

ratio between electrons and pions was found to be 0.5 -

1% .SND m easured thee+ e� ! �+ �� crosssection in the

energy range 0.36 -0.87 G eV with a system atic errorof

1.3% .

The G ounaris-Sakurai(G S)param etrisation wasused

to �tthepion form factor.Resultsofthe�tareshown in

Fig.34.The �2 wasfound to be �2m in=n:d:f:= 122:9=111

thatcorrespondstotheprobability P(�2m in=n:d:f:)= 0.21.

Theaveragedeviation between SND [287,288]and CM D-

2 [289]data is:�(SND { CM D-2)� (1:3� 3:6)% forthe

energy range
p
s � 0.55 G eV and �(SND { CM D-2) �

(� 0:53� 0:34)% fortheenergy range
p
s� 0.55G eV.The

obtained � m eson param etersare:

CM D-2 { M � = 775:97� 0:46� 0:70 M eV,

�� = 145:98� 0:75� 0:50 M eV,

�ee = 7:048� 0:057� 0:050 keV,

Br(! ! �+ �� )= (1:46� 0:12� 0:02)% ;

SND { M � = 774:6� 0:4� 0:5 M eV,

�� = 146:1� 0:8� 1:5 M eV,

�ee = 7:12� 0:02� 0:11 keV,

Br(! ! �+ �� )= (1:72� 0:10� 0:07)% .

Thesystem aticerrorswerecarefully studied and arelisted

in Table 12.
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Fig.34. Pion form factordata from CM D -2 and G S �t.The

energy range around the ! m eson is scaled up and presented

in the inset.

Thecom parisonofthe� m eson param etersdeterm ined

by CM D-2 and SND with thevaluesfrom thePDG ispre-

sented in Fig.35.G ood agreem entisobserved forallpa-

ram eters,exceptforthe branching fraction of! decaying

to �+ �� ,where a di�erence � 1.6 standard deviationsis

observed.
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Fig.35.Com parison of� m eson param etersfrom CM D -2 and

SND with corresponding PD G values.The panels (top-leftto

bottom -right)referto them ass(M eV),width (M eV),leptonic

width (keV)and thebranchingfraction ofthedecay! ! �
+
�
�

(% ).
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Sourcesoferrors CM D -2 SND CM D -2
p
s< 1 G eV 1:4 >

p
s> 1 G eV

Eventseparation m ethod 0.2 -0.4% 0.5% 0:2� 1:5%

Fiducialvolum e 0.2% 0.8% 0:2� 0:5%

D etection e�ciency 0.2 -0.5% 0.6% 0:5� 2%

Correctionsforpion losses 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%

Radiative corrections 0.3 -0.4% 0.2% 0:5� 2%

Beam energy determ ination 0.1 -0.3% 0.3% 0:7� 1:1%

O thercorrections 0.2% 0.5% 0:6� 2:2%

The totalsystem atic error 0.6 -0.8% 1.3 % 1:2� 4:2%

Table 12. The m ain sourcesofthe system atic errorsfordi�erentenergy regions.

3.3.2 Crosssection oftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� �0

Thischannelwasstudied by SND in theenergy range
p
s

from 0.6 to 1.4 G eV [290,291],whileCM D-2 hasreported

resultsofthem easurem entsin vicinityofthe! [289]and �

m eson peaks[292].Forboth the! and � resonancesCM D-

2and SND obtain consistentresultsfortheproductofthe

resonancebranching fractionsinto e+ e� and �+ �� �0,for

which they have the world’sbestaccuracy (SND for the

! and CM D-2 forthe � resonance).

CM D-2 hasalsoperform ed adetailed Dalitzplotanal-

ysisofthedynam icsof� decayingto�+ �� �0.Twom odels

of3� production wereused:a�� m echanism and acontact

am plitude.The result obtained for the ratio ofthe con-

tactand �� am plitudesisin good agreem entwith thatof

K LO E [293].

Thesystem aticaccuracyofthem easurem entsisabout

1.3% around the ! m eson energy region,2.5% in the �

region,and about5.6% forhigherenergies.Theresultsof

di�erent experim ents are collected in Fig.36.The curve

isthe�twhich takesinto accountthe�;!;�;!0and !00

m esons.
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3.3.3 Crosssection ofthe processe+ e� ! 4�

This crosssection becom es im portantfor energiesabove

the � m eson region.CM D-2 showed that the a1(1260)�

m echanism isdom inantfortheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� �+ �� ,

whereas for the channele+ e� ! �+ �� �0�0 in addition

the interm ediate state !� isrequired to describe the en-

ergy dependenceofthecrosssection [294].TheSND anal-

ysiscon�rm ed these conclusions[295].The knowledge of

the dynam icsof4� production allowed to determ ine the

detectoracceptance and e�ciencieswith betterprecision

com pared to the previousm easurem ents.

The crosssection ofthe processe+ e� ! �+ �� �+ ��

was m easured with a totalsystem atic error of 15% for

CM D-2and7% forSND.Forthechannele+ e� ! �+ �� �0�0

the system atic uncertainty was 15 and 8% ,respectively.

TheCM D-2reanalysisoftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� �+ �� ,

with a better procedure forthe e�ciency determ ination,

reduced the system atic error to (5-7)% [296],and these

new resultsare now in rem arkable agreem entwith other

experim ents.

3.3.4 Otherm odes

CM D-2 and SND havealso m easured thecrosssectionsof

the processese+ e� ! K SK L and e+ e� ! K + K � from

threshold and up to 1.38 G eV with m uch better accu-

racy than before[297,298,299].Thesecrosssectionswere

studied thoroughly in the vicinity ofthe � m eson,and

their system atic errorswere determ ined with a precision

ofabout1.7% (SND)and 4% (CM D-2),respectively.The

analyseswerebased on twodecaym odesoftheK S:K S !

�0�0 and �+ �� .Asforthe processe+ e� ! K + K � ,the

system aticuncertainty wasstudied in detailand found to

be 2.2% (CM D-2)and 7% (SND).

At energies
p
s above 1.04 G eV the cross sections of

theprocessese+ e� ! K SK L;K
+ K � werem easured with

astatisticalaccuracyofabout4% and system aticerrorsof

about4-6% and 3% ,respectively,and are in good agree-

m entwith otherexperim ents.

To sum m arise,the experim ents perform ed in 1995{

2000with theCM D-2and SND detectorsatVEPP-2M al-

lowed oneto m easuretheexclusivecrosssectionsofe+ e�

annihilation into hadronsin the energy range
p
s = 0.36
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-1.38 G eV with larger statistics and sm aller system atic

errors com pared to the previous experim ents.Figure 37

sum m arisesthe crosssection m easurem entsfrom CM D-2

ansSND.The resultsoftheseexperim entsdeterm ine the
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Fig. 37. Hadronic cross sections m easured by CM D -2 and

SND in the whole energy range ofVEPP-2M .The curve rep-

resentsa sm ooth spline ofthe sum ofalldata.

currentaccuracy ofthe calculation ofthe m uon anom aly,

and they areoneofthem ain sourcesofinform ation about

physicsofvectorm esonsatlow energies.

3.3.5 R m easurem entatCLEO

Two im portant m easurem ents ofthe R ratio have been

recently reported by the CLEO Collaboration [300,301].

In theenergy rangejustabovetheopen charm thresh-

old,they collected statisticsatthirteen c.m .energy points

from 3.97to4.26G eV [301].Hadroniccrosssectionsin this

region exhibitarich structure,re
ectingtheproduction of

c�cresonances.Two independentm easurem entshavebeen

perform ed.In one ofthem they determ ined a sum ofthe

exclusive cross sections for �nalstates consisting oftwo

charm m esons (D �D ,D � �D ,D � �D �,D +
s D

�
s ,D

� +
s D �

s ,and

D � +
s D � �

s )and ofprocessesin which thecharm -m eson pair

isaccom paniedbyapion.In thesecondonetheym easured

the inclusive cross section with a system atic uncertainty

between 5.2 and 6.1% .The resultsofboth m easurem ents

are in excellentagreem ent,which leadsto the im portant

conclusion thatin this energy range the sum ofthe two-

and three-body crosssectionssaturatesthetotalcrosssec-

tion for charm production.In Fig.38 the inclusive cross

section m easured by CLEO iscom pared with theprevious

m easurem entsby CrystalBall[302]and BES [303].G ood

agreem entisobserved between the data.

CLEO has also perform ed a new m easurem ent ofR

at higher energy.They collected statistics at seven c.m .

energy pointsfrom 6.964to 10.538G eV [300]and reached

a very sm allsystem atic uncertainty of2% only.Results

of their scan are presented in Fig.39 and are in good

agreem entwith thoseofCrystalBall[302],M D-1[304]and

the previousm easurem entofCLEO [305].However,they

are obviously inconsistentwith those ofthe old M ARK I

m easurem ent[306].

Fig.38.Com parison oftheR valuesfrom CLEO (theinclusive

determ ination)with those from CrystalBalland BES.

Fig. 39. Top plot:com parison ofthe R values from CLEO

with thosefrom M ARK I,CrystalBalland M D -1;bottom plot:

com parison ofthenew CLEO resultswith theQ CD prediction

at� = 0.31 G eV.
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3.3.6 R m easurem entatBES

Above2G eV thenum berof�nalstatesbecom estoo large

forcom pletely exclusivem easurem ents,so thatthevalues

ofR arem easured inclusively.

In 1998,asa feasibility testofR m easurem ents,BES

took data at six c.m .energy points between 2.6 and 5.0

G eV [307].The integrated lum inosity collected at each

energy pointchanged from 85 to 292nb� 1.Thestatistical

errorwas around 3% per pointand the system atic error

ranged from 7 to 10% .

Later,in 1999,BES perform ed a system atic �ne scan

overthec.m .energy rangefrom 2 to 4.8 G eV [303].Data

were taken at85 energy points,with an integrated lum i-

nosity varying from 9.2 to 135 nb� 1 per point.In this

experim ent,besidesthecontinuum region below thechar-

m onium threshold,thehigh charm onium statesfrom 3.77

to 4.50 G eV were studied [308]in detail.The 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 sim ulation ofhadroni-

sation processes.The 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 eV,with

an integrated lum inosity of1222,2291 and 6485 nb� 1,

respectively [309].The system atic error,which exceeded

the statisticalerror,was reduced to 3.5% due to further

re�nem ent on hadronic eventselection and M onte Carlo

sim ulation.

For BES-III, the m ain goal of the R m easurem ent

is to perform a �ne scan over the whole energy region

which BEPC-IIcan cover.Fora continuum region (below

3.73 G eV),thestep sizeshould notexceed 100 M eV,and

for the resonance region (above 3.73 G eV),the step size

should be10 to 20 M eV.Sincethelum inosity ofBEPC-II

istwoordersofm agnitudehigherthan atBEPC,thescan

oftheresonanceregion willprovidepreciseinform ation on

the 1� � charm onium statesup to 4.6 G eV.

3.4 Estim ate ofthe theoreticalaccuracy

Letusdiscussthe accuracy ofthe description ofthe pro-

cesses under consideration.This accuracy can be subdi-

vided into two m ajorparts:theoreticaland technicalone.

The �rst one is related to the precision in the actual

com puter codes. It usually does not take into account

allknown contributions in the best approxim ation.The

technicalprecision can be veri�ed by specialtestswithin

a given code (e.g.,by looking at the num ericalcancella-

tion ofthedependenceon auxiliaryparam eters)andtuned

com parisonsofdi�erentcodes.

Thepuretheoreticalprecisionconsistsofunknownhigh-

er-ordercorrections,ofuncertainties in the treatm ent of

photon radiation o� hadrons,and oferrors in the phe-

nom enologicalde�nition ofsuch quantitiesasthehadronic

vacuum polarisation and the pion form factor.

M any ofthe codesused atm eson factoriesdo notin-

clude contributionsfrom weak interactionseven atBorn

level. As discussed above, these contributions are sup-

pressed at least by a factor of s=M 2
Z and do not spoil

the precision up to the energiesofB factories.

M atchingthecom pleteone-loop Q ED correctionswith

thehigher-ordercorrectionsin theleadinglogarithm icap-

proxim ation,certain parts of the second-order next-to-

leading corrections are taken into account[235].For the

case ofBhabha scattering,where,e.g.,soft and virtual

photonic corrections in O (�2L) are known analytically,

one can see that their contribution in the relevant kine-

m aticregion doesnotexceed 0.1% .14

Theuncertaintycom ingfrom thethehadronicvacuum

polarisation hasbeen estim ated [13]to beoforder0.04% .

For m easurem ents perform ed with the c.m .energy at a

narrow resonance (like at the �-m eson factories),a sys-

tem atic errorin the determ ination ofthe resonance con-

tribution to vacuum polarisation isto be added.

The next point concerns non-leading term s oforder

(�=�)2L.There are severalsources ofthem .O ne is the

em ission oftwo extra hard photons,one in the collinear

region and one atlarge angles.O thersare related to vir-

tualand soft-photon radiative corrections to single hard

photon em ission and Born processes.M ostofthese con-

tributions were not considered up to now.Nevertheless

we can estim ate the coe�cient in front ofthe quantity

(�=�)2L � 1� 10� 4 to beoforderone.Thiswasindirectly

con�rm ed by ourcom pletecalculationsoftheseterm sfor

the caseofsm all{angleBhabha scattering.

Consideringallsourcesofuncertaintiesm entioned above

asindependent,we conclude thatthe system atic errorof

ourform ulaeisabout0.2% orbetter,both form uonsand

pions.For the form er it is a rather safe estim ate.Com -

parisonsbetween di�erentcodeswhich treathigher-order

Q ED corrections in di�erent ways typically show agree-

m entatthe0.1% level.Such com parisonstestthetechni-

caland partially the theoreticaluncertainties.Asforthe

�+ �� and twokaon channels,theuncertainty isenhanced

due to the presence ofform factorsand due to the appli-

cation ofthe point-like approxim ation for the �nalstate

hadrons.

4 Radiative return

4.1 H istory and evolution ofradiative return in

precision physics

TheideatouseInitialStateRadiation tom easurehadronic

crosssectionsfrom the threshold ofa reaction up to the

centre-of-m ass (c.m .) energy of colliders with �xed en-

ergies
p
s,to revealreaction m echanism s and to search

fornew m esonic states consists in exploiting the process

e+ e� ! hadrons+ n
,thusreducing the c.m .energy of

thecollidingelectronsand positronsand consequently the

14
The properchoice ofthe factorisation scale [246]isim por-

tanthere.
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m ass squared M 2
had

= s� 2
p
s E 
 ofthe hadronic sys-

tem in the�nalstateby em ission ofoneorm orephotons.

The m ethod isparticularly wellsuited form odern m eson

factories like DA�NE (detector K LO E),running at the

�-resonance,BEPC-II(detector BES-III),com m issioned

in 2008 and running at the J= and  (2S)-resonances,

PEP-II(detector BaBar)and K EK B (detector Belle) at

the�(4S)-resonance.Theirhigh lum inositiescom pensate

forthe�=� suppression ofthephoton em ission.DA�NE,

BEPC-II,PEP-IIand K EK B cover the regions in M had

up to 1.02,3.8 (m axim ally 4.6) and 10.6 G eV,respec-

tively (for the latter actually restricted to 4{5 G eV if

hard photonsaredetected).A big advantageofISR isthe

low point-to-point system atic errors ofthe hadronic en-

ergy spectra.Thisisbecausethelum inosity,theenergy of

theelectronsand positronsand m any othercontributions

to the detection e�ciencies are determ ined once for the

wholespectrum .Asa consequence,theoverallnorm alisa-

tion erroristhesam eforallenergiesofthe hadronicsys-

tem .Theterm Radiative Return alternately used forISR

refers to the appearance ofpronounced resonances (e.g.

�;!;�;J= ;Z)with energiesbelow thecolliderenergy.

Reviewsand updated resultscan befound in theProceed-

ingsofthe InternationalW orkshopsin Pisa (2003)[310],

Nara (2004) [311],Novosibirsk (2006) [312],Pisa (2006)

[313],Frascati(2008)[314],and Novosibirsk (2008)[315].

CalculationsofISR date back to the sixtiesto seven-

tiesofthe20th century.Forexam ple,photon em ission for

m uon pair production in electron-positron collisions has

been calculated in Ref.[316],forthe2�-�nalstatein Refs.

[317,318];the resonances �; ! and � have been im ple-

m ented in Ref.[318],theexcitations (3100)and  0(3700)

in Ref.[319],and the possibility to determ ine the pion

form factorwasdiscussed in Ref.[320].Theapplication of

ISR tothenew high lum inosity m eson factories,originally

aim edatthedeterm inationofthehadroniccontributionto

the vacuum polarisation,m ore speci�cally the pion form

factor,hasm aterialised in thelatenineties.Early calcula-

tionsofISR forthecollidersDA�NE,PEP-IIand K EK B

can be found in [321,322,323,324].In Ref.[279]calcula-

tionsofradiativecorrectionsforpion and kaon production

below energiesof2 G eV have been reported.An im pres-

siveexam pleofISR istheRadiative Return to theregion

oftheZ-resonanceatLEP-2with colliderenergiesaround

200 G eV [325,326,327,328](see Fig.40).

ISR becam e a powerfultoolforthe analysisofexper-

im ents at low and interm ediate energies with the devel-

opm ent ofEVA-PHO K HARA,a M onte Carlo generator

which isuserfriendly,
exibleand easy to im plem entinto

the software of the existing detectors [329,330,331,332,

333,334,335,336,337,338,339,340,341,342,343,344,345].

EVA and itssuccessorPHO K HARA allow to sim ulate

theprocesse+ e� ! hadrons+ 
 fora variety ofexclusive

�nalstates.AsastartingpointEVA wasconstructed [329]

tosim ulateleadingorderISR and FSR forthe�+ �� chan-

nel,and additionalsoftand collinearISR wasincluded on

the basis ofstructure functions taken from [346].Subse-

Fig.40. The reconstructed distribution ofe
+
e
�
! q�q events

asa function oftheinvariantm assofthequark-antiquark sys-

tem .Thedatahasbeen taken fora colliderenergy rangeof182

-209 G eV.Theprom inentpeak around 90 G eV representsthe

Z-resonance,populated afterem ission ofphotonsin theinitial

state [326].

quently EVA wasextended to include the four-pion state

[330],albeitwithoutFSR.Neglecting FSR and radiative

corrections,i.e.including one-photon em ission from the

initialstate only,the cross section for the radiative re-

turn can be castinto the product ofa radiatorfunction

H (M 2
had;s)and thecrosssection �(M

2
had)forthereaction

e+ e� ! hadrons:

sd�(e+ e� ! hadrons
)=dM 2
had

= �(M 2
had

)H (M 2
had

;s).

However,forapreciseevaluation of�(M 2
had

),thelead-

ing logarithm icapproxim ation inherentin EVA isinsu�-

cient.Therefore,in thenextstep,the exactone-loop cor-

rection to theISR processwasevaluated analytically,�rst

for large angle photon em ission [331],then for arbitrary

angles,including collinear con�gurations[332].This was

and is one ofthe key ingredients ofthe generatorcalled

PHO K HARA [333,334],which alsoincludessoftand hard

realradiation,evaluated using exactm atrix elem entsfor-

m ulated within thefram eworkofhelicityam plitudes[333].

FSR in NLO approxim ation was addressed in [335]and

incorporated in [336,337].The im portance ofthe charge

asym m etry, a consequence of interference between ISR

and FSR am plitudes,fora testofthe (m odeldependent)

description ofFSR has been em phasised already in Ref.

[329]and wasfurtherstudied in [337].

Subsequently the generatorwasextended to allow for

the generation ofm any m ore channels with m esons,like

K + K � ,K 0 �K 0,�+ �� �0,for an im proved description of

the 4� m odes[338,339]and forim provem entsin the de-

scription ofFSR forthe�+ �� channel[336,337].Also the

nucleon channelsp�p and n�n were im plem ented [340],and

it was dem onstrated that the separation ofelectric and

m agnetic proton form factors is feasible for a wide en-

ergy range.In fact,forthe case of� �� and including the

polarisation-sensitiveweak decay of� intothesim ulation,
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itwasshown thateven therelativephasebetween thetwo

independentform factorscould be disentangled [341].

Startingalreadywith [347],variousim provem entswere

m adeto includethedirectdecay � ! �+ �� 
 asa speci�c

aspectofFSR intothegenerator,acontribution ofspeci�c

im portancefordata taken on top ofthe � resonance.

Thiswasfurtherpursued intheeventgeneratorsFEVA

and FASTERD based on EVA-PHO K HARA.FEVA in-

cludesthee�ectsofthedirectdecay � ! �� �+ 
 and the

decay via the�-resonance� ! �� �� ! �� �+ 
 [348,349,

350].The code FASTERD takesinto accountFinalState

Radiation in the fram ework ofboth Resonance Pertur-

bation Theory and sQ ED,InitialState Radiation,their

interference and also the direct decays e+ e� ! � !

(fo;fo + �)
 ! �+ �� 
,e+ e� ! � ! �� �� ! �+ �� 


and e+ e� ! � ! !�o ! �o�o
 [351],with thepossibility

to include additionalm odels.

EVA-PHO K HARA wasapplied forthe�rsttim etoan

experim entto determ ine the crosssection e+ e� ! �+ ��

from thereaction threshold up to them axim um energy of

thecolliderwith thedetectorK LO E atDA�NE [352,353,

354,355,356,357,358,359,360,361,362,363,364,365,366,367,

368,369,370,371,372,373,374,375,376](Section 4.4.1).The

m otivation wasthedeterm ination ofthe2� �nalstatecon-

tribution to the hadronicvacuum polarisation.

Thedeterm ination ofthehadroniccontribution to the

vacuum polarisation,which arises from the coupling of

virtualphotonsto quark-antiquark pairs,
? ! q�q ! 
?,

is possible by m easuring the cross section of electron-

positron annihilation into hadrons,e+ e� ! 
� ! q�q !

hadrons,and applying the opticaltheorem .Itisofgreat

im portancefortheinterpretationoftheprecisionm easure-

m entoftheanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon a�
in Brookhaven (E821) [377,378,31,379]and for the de-

term ination ofthe value ofthe running Q ED coupling at

the Z o resonance,�(m 2
Z ),which contributesto precision

testsoftheStandard M odelofparticlephysics,fordetails

seee.g.Jegerlehner [380],also Davie and M arciano [381],

orTeubneretal.[382,26,383].Thehadroniccontribution

to a� below about 2 G eV is dom inated by the 2� �nal

state,which contributesabout70% dueto thedom inance

ofthe�� resonance.O therm ajorcontributionscom efrom

thethree-and four-pion �nalstates.Thesehadronic�nal

statesconstitute atpresentthe largesterrorto the Stan-

dard M odelvaluesofa� and �(m
2
Z )and canbedeterm ined

only experim entally.This is because calculations within

perturbativeQ CD areunrealistic,calculationson thelat-

ticearenotyetavailablewith thenecessary accuracy,and

calculationsin the fram ework ofchiralperturbation the-

oryarerestrictedtovaluesclosetothereactionthresholds.

Atenergiesaboveabout2 to 2.5 G eV,perturbativeQ CD

calculationsstartto becom epossibleand reliable,seee.g.

Refs.[384,385],and also [386].

TheNovosibirskgroupsCM D-2[312,268,297,387,289,

388,389,390,391,392]andSND [291,287,393,288,299,298]

m easured hadroniccrosssectionsbelow 1.4G eV bychang-

ingthecolliderenergy(energyscan,seetheprecedingSec-

tion 3).TheInitialStateRadiation m ethod usedbyK LO E

represents an alternative,independent and com plem en-

tary way to determ inehadroniccrosssectionswith di�er-

entsystem aticerrors.K LO E hasdeterm ined thecrosssec-

tion forthe reaction e+ e� ! �+ �� in the energy region

between 0.63 and 0.958 G eV by m easuring the reaction

e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 and applying a radiator function based

on PHO K HARA.For the hadronic contribution to the

anom alousm agnetic m om entofthe m uon due to the 2�

�nalstate itobtained a��� = (356:7� 3:1stat+ syst)� 10� 10

[374].This value is in good agreem ent with those from

SND [298]and CM D-2 [392],a��� = (361:0� 5:1stat+ syst)�

10� 10 and a��� = (361:5� 3:4stat+ syst)� 10� 10,respectively,

leading to an evaluation of a� [380,381,382,26,383,37]

which di�ersby aboutthreestandard deviationsfrom the

BNL experim ent [31].A di�erent evaluation using � de-

caysinto two pionsresultsin a reduced discrepancy [381,

37].Thedi�erencebetween e+ e� and � based analysesis

atpresentnotunderstood.Butone hasto be awarethat

the evaluation with � data needsm oretheoreticalinput.

Soon after the application of EVA-PHO K HARA to

K LO E [352],theBaBarcollaborationalsostartedthem ea-

surem ent ofhadronic cross sections exploiting ISR [394]

and using PHO K HARA (Section 4.4.2).In recentyearsa

plethoraof�nalstateshasbeen studied,startingwith the

reaction e+ e� ! J= 
 ! �+ �� 
 [395].W hile detect-

ing a hard photon,theupperenergy forthe hadron cross

sectionsislim ited to roughly 4.5 G eV.Finalstateswith

3,4,5,6 charged and neutralpions,2 pionsand 2 kaons,

4 kaons,4 pions and 2 kaons,with a � and an fo(980),

J= and 2 pionsor2 kaons,pionsand �,kaonsand �,but

also baryonic �nalstates with protons and antiprotons,

�o and ��o,�o and �� o,� o and �� o,D �D ,D �D �,and D � �D �

m esons,etc.havebeen investigated [396,397,398,399,400,

401,402,403,404,405,406,407,408].In preparation are �-

nalstates with 2 pions [409]and 2 kaons.Particularly

im portant �nalstates are those with 4 pions (including

!�o).They contribute signi�cantly to the m uon anom a-

lousm agneticm om entand werepoorly known beforethe

ISR m easurem ents.In m any ofthese channelsadditional

insightsintoisospin sym m etrybreakingareexpected from

the com parison between e+ e� annihilation and � decays.

M ore recently also Belle joined the ISR program m e

with em phasison �nalstatescontaining m esonswith hid-

den and open charm : J= and  (2S), D (� ) and �D (� ),

�c
+ �c

� [410,411,412,413,414,415,416,417](Section 4.4.3).

A m ajor surprise in recent years was the opening of

a totally new �eld of hadron spectroscopy by applying

ISR.Severalnew,relatively narrow highly excited states

with JP C = 1� � ,the quantum num bers ofthe photon,

have been discovered (prelim inarily denoted asX,Y,Z)

at the B factories PEP-II and K EK B with the detec-

torsBaBarand Belle,respectively.The �rstofthem was

found by BaBar in the reaction e+ e� ! Y (4260)
 !

J= �+ �� 
 [418],a statearound 4260 M eV with a width

of90 M eV,latercon�rm ed by Bellevia ISR [419,410]and

by CLEO in an direct energy scan [420]and a radiative

return [421].Anotherstatewasdetected at2175 M eV by

BaBar in the reaction e+ e� ! Y (2175)
 ! �fo(980)


[400].Belle found new statesat4050,4360,4660 M eV in

the reactions e+ e� ! Y 
 ! J= �+ �� 
 and e+ e� !
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Y 
 !  (2S)�+ �� 
 [410,411].Thestructureofbasically

allofthesenew states(ifthey willsurvive)isunknown so

far.Four-quark states,e.g.a [cs][�c�s]state forY (4260),a

[ss][�s�s]stateforY (2175),hybrid and m olecularstructures

arediscussed,seealso [422].

Detailed analyses allow,in addition,also the identi-

�cation ofinterm ediate states,and consequently a study

ofreaction m echanism s.For instance,in the case ofthe

�nalstate with 2 charged and 2 neutralpions (e+ e� !

�+ �� �o�o
),thedom inating interm ediatestatesare!�o

and a1(1260)�,while �
+ �� and �ofo(980)contribute sig-

ni�cantly less.

M any m ore highly excited stateswith quantum num -

bersdi�erentfrom thoseofthephoton havebeen found in

decay chainsofthe prim arily produced heavy m esonsat

the B factoriesPEP-IIand K EK B.These analyseswith-

out ISR have clearly been triggered and encouraged by

the unexpected discovery of highly excited states with

JP C = 1� � found with ISR.

Also baryonic �nalstates with protons and antipro-

tons,�o and ��o,�o and �� o,� o and �� o havebeen investi-

gated usingISR.Thee�ectiveproton form factor(seeSec-

tion 4.4.2)showsa strong increasedown to thep�p thresh-

old and nontrivialstructuresatinvariantp�pm assesof2.25

and 3.0 G eV,so far unexplained [398,423,424,425,426].

Furtherm ore,itshould be possible to disentangle electric

and m agneticform factorsand thusshed lighton discrep-

anciesbetween di�erentm easurem entsofthesequantities

in the space-likeregion [427].

ProspectsfortheRadiative Return attheNovosibirsk

collider VEPP-2000 and BEPC-II are discussed in Sec-

tions4.4.4 and 4.4.5.

4.2 Radiative return:a theoreticaloverview

4.2.1 Radiativereturn atleading order

W e considerthe e+ e� annihilation process

e
+ (p1)+ e

� (p2)! hadrons+ 
(k1); (107)

where the realphoton is em itted either from the initial

(Fig.41a)orthe�nalstate(Fig.41b).Theform erprocess

isdenoted initialstateradiation (ISR),whilethelatteris

called �nalstateradiation (FSR).

The di�erentialrate for the ISR process can be cast

into the product ofa leptonic L�� and a hadronic H ��

tensorand the corresponding factorised phasespace

d�ISR =
1

2s
L
��

ISR
H ��

� d�2(p1;p2;Q ;k1)d�n(Q ;q1;� ;qn)
dQ 2

2�
;(108)

whered�n(Q ;q1;� ;qn)denotesthehadronicn-bodyphase-

spacewithallthestatisticalfactorscom ingfrom thehadro-

nic �nalstate included,Q =
P

qi and s= (p1 + p2)
2.

e+

e−

h̄

h

γ

(a)

e+

e−

h̄

h

γ

(b)

Fig.41.Leading ordercontributionsto the reaction e
+
e
�
!

h�h + 
 from ISR (a) and FSR (b).Finalstate particles are

pions or m uons,or any other m ulti-hadron state. The blob

representsthe hadronic form factor.

For an arbitrary hadronic �nalstate,the m atrix ele-

m entforthe diagram sin Fig.41a isgiven by

A
(0)

ISR
= M

(0)

ISR
� J(0) =

= �
e2

Q 2
�v(p1)

�
"=�(k1)[k=1 � p=1 + m e]


�

2k1 � p1

+

�[p=2 � k=1 + m e]"=

�(k1)

2k1 � p2

�

u(p2)J
(0)
� ; (109)

where J� isthe hadronic current.The superscript(0)in-

dicatesthatthescattering am plitudeisevaluated attree-

level.Sum m ingoverthepolarisationsofthe�nalrealpho-

ton,averaging over the polarisations ofthe initiale+ e�

state,and using current conservation,Q � J(0) = 0,the

leptonictensor

L
(0);��

ISR
= M

(0);�

ISR
(M

(0);�

ISR
)y

can be written in the form

L
(0);��

ISR
=
(4��)2

Q 4

� �
2m 2q2(1� q2)2

y21y
2
2

�
2q2 + y21 + y22

y1y2

�

g��

+

�
8m 2

y22
�

4q2

y1y2

�
p
�

1p
�
1

s
+

�
8m 2

y21
�

4q2

y1y2

�
p
�

2p
�
2

s

�

�
8m 2

y1y2

�
p
�

1p
�
2 + p�1p

�

2

s

�

; (110)

with

yi =
2k1 � pi

s
; m 2 =

m 2
e

s
; q2 =

Q 2

s
: (111)

The leptonic tensor is sym m etric under the exchange of

the electron and the positron m om enta.Expressing the

bilinearproductsyi by the photon em ission angle in the

c.m .fram e,

y1;2 =
1� q2

2
(1� � cos�); � =

p
1� 4m2 ;

and rewriting the two-body phasespaceas

d�2(p1;p2;Q ;k1)=
1� q2

32�2
d
 ; (112)
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itisevidentthatexpression (110)containsseveralsingu-

larities:softsingularitiesfor q2 ! 1 and collinearsingu-

laritiesforcos� ! � 1.Theform erareavoided by requir-

ing a m inim alphoton energy.Thelatterareregulated by

the electron m ass.For s � m 2
e the expression (110) can

nevertheless be safely taken in the lim it m e ! 0 ifthe

em itted realphoton lies farfrom the collinearregion.In

general,however,one encountersspurioussingularitiesin

the phase space integrationsifpowersofm 2 = m 2
e=s are

neglected prem aturely.

Physics ofthe hadronic system ,whose description is

m odeldependent,entersthrough the hadronictensor

H �� = J(0)� (J(0)� )y ; (113)

wherethehadroniccurrenthastobeparam etrisedthrough

form factors.Fortwo charged pionsin the�nalstate,the

current

J
(0);�

�+ �� = ieF2�(Q
2)(q1 � q2)

� ; (114)

where q1 and q2 are the m om enta ofthe �
+ and �� ,re-

spectively,is determ ined by only one function,the pion

form factor F2�.The currentfor the �
+ �� �nalstate is

obviously de�ned by Q ED:

J
(0);�

�+ �� = ie�u(q2)

�v(q1): (115)

Integratingthehadronictensoroverthehadronicphase

space,onegets

Z

H
��d�n(Q ;q1;� ;qn)=

e2

6�
(Q �

Q
� � g

��
Q
2)R(Q 2);

(116)

where R(Q 2)= �(e+ e� ! hadrons)=�0(e
+ e� ! �+ �� ),

with

�0(e
+ e� ! �+ �� )=

4� �2

3Q 2
(117)

thetree-levelm uoniccrosssection in thelim itQ 2 � 4m 2
�.

After the additionalintegration over the photon angles,

the di�erentialdistribution

Q
2d�ISR

dQ 2
=
4�3

3s
R(Q 2)

�
s2 + Q 4

s(s� Q2)
(L � 1)

�

; (118)

with L = log(s=m 2
e) is obtained.Ifinstead the photon

polar angle is restricted to be in the range �m in < � <

� � �m in,thisdi�erentialdistribution isgiven by

Q 2d�ISR

dQ 2
=
4�3

3s
R(Q 2)

�
s2 + Q 4

s(s� Q2)
log

1+ cos�m in

1� cos�m in

�
s� Q2

s
cos�m in

�

: (119)

In thelattercase,theelectron m asscan betaken equal

to zero beforeintegration,sincethecollinearregion isex-

cluded by the angular cut.The contribution ofthe two-

pion exclusive channelcan be calculated from Eq.(118)

and Eq.(119)with

R �+ �� (Q 2)=
1

4

�

1�
4m 2

�

Q 2

� 3=2

jF2�(Q
2)j2 ; (120)
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and the corresponding m uoniccontribution with

R �+ �� (Q 2)=

s

1�
4m 2

�

Q 2

 

1+
2m 2

�

Q 2

!

: (121)

A potentialcom plication for the m easurem entofthe

hadroniccrosssection from theradiativereturn m ay arise

from the interplay between photons from ISR and FSR

[329].Theirrelativestrength isstrongly dependenton the

photon anglerelativeto thebeam and to the direction of

the �nalstate particles,the c.m .energy ofthe reaction

and theinvariantm assofthehadronicsystem .W hileISR

is independent of the hadronic �nalstate,FSR is not.

M oreover,itcannotbepredicted from �rstprinciplesand

thushasto be m odelled.

Theam plitudeforFSR (Fig.41b)factorisesaswellas

A
(0)

FSR
= M (0)� J

(0)

FSR
; (122)

where

M (0)
� =

e

s
�v(p1)
�u(p2): (123)

Assum ing that pions are point-like,the FSR current for

two pionsin scalarQ ED (sQ ED)reads

J
(0);�

FSR
= � ie

2
F2�(s)

�

�

� 2g�� + (q1 + k1 � q2)
� (2q1 + k1)

�

2k1 � q1

� (q1 � k1 � q2)
� (2q2 + k1)

�

2k1 � q2

�

���(k1):(124)



49

0

5

10

15

20

25

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

cos θπ+

dσ
(e

+ e− →
π+ π− γ)

/d
co

s 
θ π+

  (
nb

)

1.02 GeV

θγ < 15 o or θγ > 165 o  40 o < θπ < 140 o

ISR+FSR  ≈  ISR only

ISR+FSR

ISR only

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

cos θµ+

dσ
(e

+ e− →
µ+ µ− γ)

/d
co

s 
θ µ+

  (
nb

)

1.02 GeV

θγ < 15 o or θγ > 165 o  40 o < θµ < 140 o

ISR+FSR  ≈  ISR only

ISR+FSR

ISR only

Fig.43.Angulardistributionsof�
+
and �

+
at

p
s= 1:02 G eV with and withoutFSR fordi�erentangularcuts.

0

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.01

0.012

0.014

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

cos θπ+

dσ
(e

+ e− →
π+ π− γ)/

dc
os

 θ
π+

  (
nb

)

10.6 GeV

30 o < θγ , θπ < 150 o

0

0.0025

0.005

0.0075

0.01

0.0125

0.015

0.0175

0.02

0.0225

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

cos θµ+

dσ
(e

+ e− →
µ+ µ− γ)/

dc
os

 θ
µ+

  (
nb

)

10.6 GeVISR+FSR

ISR only

30 o < θγ , θµ < 150 o

√Q 2 < 6 GeV

√Q 2 < 3 GeV

√Q 2 < 1 GeV

Fig.44.Angulardistributionsof�
+
(ISR ’ FSR+ ISR)and �

+
at

p
s= 10.6 G eV forvariousQ

2
cuts.

Due to m om entum conservation,p1 + p2 = q1 + q2 + k1,

and currentconservation,thisexpression can besim pli�ed

furtherto

J
(0);�

FSR
= 2ie2 F2�(s)

�

g�� +
q
�

2 q
�
1

k1 � q1
+

q
�

1 q
�
2

k1 � q2

�

���(k1):

(125)

Thisisthebasicm odeladopted in EVA [329]and in PHO -

K HARA [331,332,333,334,335,336,337,338,341,428]tosim -

ulateFSR o� charged pions.Thecorresponding FSR cur-

rentform uonsisgiven by Q ED.

The fully di�erentialcross section describing photon

em ission atleading ordercan be splitinto three pieces

d�(0) = d�
(0)

ISR
+ d�

(0)

FSR
+ d�

(0)

IN T
; (126)

which originatefrom thesquared ISR and FSR am plitudes

and the interferenceterm ,respectively.TheISR{FSR in-

terferenceisodd underchargeconjugation,

d�
(0)

IN T
(q1;q2)= � d�

(0)

IN T
(q2;q1); (127)

and itscontribution vanishesafterangularintegration.It

givesrise,however,toarelatively largechargeasym m etry

and,correspondingly,to a forward{backward asym m etry

A(�)=
N h(�)� Nh(� � �)

N h(�)+ Nh(� � �)
: (128)

Theasym m etry can beused forthecalibration oftheFSR

am plitude,and �ts to the angulardistribution A(�) can

testdetailsofitsm odeldependence [329].

The second option to disentangle ISR from FSR ex-

ploits the m arkedly di�erent angular distribution ofthe

photon from the two processes.Thisobservation iscom -

pletely generaland doesnotrely on any m odellikesQ ED

for FSR.FSR is dom inated by photons collinear to the

�nalstate particles,while ISR is dom inated by photons

collinear to the beam direction. This suggests that we

should consider only events with photons wellseparated

from the charged �nalstate particles and preferentially

closeto the beam [329,333,334].

Thisisillustrated in Fig.42,which hasbeen generated

running PHO K HARA atleading order(LO ).Afterintro-

ducing suitableangularcuts,thecontam ination ofevents
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Fig.45. Typicalkinem atic con�guration ofthe radiative re-

turn atlow and high energies.

with FSR is easily reduced to less than a few per m ill.

The priceto pay,however,isa suppression ofthe thresh-

old region too.To have accessto thatregion,photonsat

largeanglesneed tobetagged and abettercontrolofFSR

isrequired.In Fig.43 the angulardistribution of�+ and

�+ at DA�NE energies,
p
s = 1:02 G eV,are shown for

di�erentangularcuts.Theanglesarede�ned with respect

to theincom ing positron.Ifno angularcutisapplied,the

angulardistribution in both casesishighly asym m etricas

a consequence ofthe ISR{FSR interference contribution.

Ifcuts suitable to suppressFSR,and therefore the ISR{

FSR interference,are applied,the distributions becom e

sym m etric.

Twocom plem entaryanalysesarethereforepossible(for

detailsseeSection 4.4.1):Thesm allphoton angleanalysis,

wherethephoton isuntagged and FSR can besuppressed

below som e reasonable lim it.Thisanalysisissuitable for

interm ediate valuesofthe invariantm assofthe hadronic

system .And thelargephoton angleanalysis,givingaccess

to the threshold region,where FSR is m ore pronounced

and the charge asym m etry is a usefultoolto probe its

m odeldependence.

Theseconsiderationsapply,however,only tolow beam

energies,around 1 G eV.Athigh energies,e.g.atB facto-

ries,very hard tagged photonsareneeded toaccessthere-

gion with low hadronicinvariantm asses,and thehadronic

system ism ainly produced back-to-back to thehard pho-

ton.The suppression of FSR is naturally accom plished

and no specialangular cuts are needed.This kinem ati-

calsituation is illustrated in Fig.45.The suppression of

FSR contributionsto �+ �� 
 eventsisalso a consequence

of the rapid decrease of the form factor above 1 G eV.

The relative size ofFSR isofthe orderofa few perm ill

(see Fig.44).For �+ �� in the �nalstate,the am ount

ofFSR dependson the invariantm assofthe m uons.Forp
Q 2 < 1 G eV FSR is stilltiny,but becom esm ore rele-

vantforlargervaluesofQ 2 (seeFig.44).

4.2.2 Structure functions

Theoriginaland defaultversion ofEVA [329],sim ulating

theprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
 atLO ,allowed foradditional

initialstateradiation ofsoftand collinearphotonsby the

structurefunction (SF)m ethod [429,346].

In the leading logarithm ic approxim ation (LL), the

m ultiple em ission ofcollinear photons o� an electron is

described by the convolution integral

�(e� X ! Y + n
)=

Z 1

0

dxfe(x;Q
2)�(e� X ! Y );

(129)

wherefe(x;Q
2)istheprobability distribution oftheelec-

tron with longitudinalm om entum fraction x,and Q is

the transverse m om entum ofthe collinear photons.The

function fe(x;Q
2)ful�lsthe evolution equation

d

dlogQ
fe(x;Q

2)=

Z 1

x

dz

z

�

�

�
1+ z2

(1� z)+
+
3

2
�(1� z)

�

fe(
x

z
;Q 2) (130)

with initialconditions

fe(x;Q
2)
�
�
Q 2= m 2

e

= �(1� x); (131)

and the + prescription de�ned as

Z 1

0

dx
f(x)

(1� x)+
=

Z 1

0

dx
f(x)� f(1)

(1� x)
: (132)

TheanalyticsolutiontoEq.(130)providedin Refs.[429,

346]allowsto resum softphotonsto allordersin pertur-

bation theory,accounting forlargelogarithm sofcollinear

origin,L = log(s=m 2
e),up to two loops.The resum m ed

crosssection,

�SF =

Z 1

0

dx1

Z 1

0

dx2 D (x1)D (x2)�e+ e� ! had:+ 
(x1x2s);

(133)

isthusobtained by convoluting the Born crosssection of

the hard photon em ission process e+ e� ! hadrons+ 


with the SF distribution [429,346]

D (x)= [1+ �N ]
1=2 �e

2
(1� x)

� e
2
� 1

�

�
1

2
(1+ x2)+

1

2

(1� x)2

L � 1

+
�e

8

�

�
1

2
(1+ 3x2)logx � (1� x)2

� �

;(134)

with

�e = 2
�

�
(L � 1) (135)

and

�N =
�

�

�
3

2
L +

�2

3
� 2

�

+ �2e
�2

8
+

�
�

�

�2
�
11

8
�
2�2

3

�

L
2
: (136)

In theSF approach,theadditionalem issionofcollinear

photonsreducesthe e�ective c.m .energy ofthe collision
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to
p
x1x2s.M om entum conservation isnotaccom plished

because the extra radiation isintegrated out.In orderto

reduce the kinem atic distortion ofthe events,a m inim al

invariantm assoftheobserved particles,hadronsplusthe

tagged photon,wasrequired in [329],introducing in turn

a cut dependence.Therefore the SF predictions are not

accurate enough fora high precision m easurem entofthe

hadronic crosssection from radiative return,and a next-

to-leading order(NLO )calculation isin order.The NLO

prediction containsthelargelogarithm sL = log(s=m 2
e)at

order�3 and additionalsub-leading term s,which arenot

taken into account within the SF m ethod.Furtherm ore,

itallowsfora bettercontrolofthekinem aticalcon�gura-

tionsbecausem om entum conservation isful�lled.A com -

parison between SF and NLO predictions can be found

in [333].

4.2.3 Radiativereturn atNLO

At NLO ,the e+ e� annihilation process in Eq.(107) re-

ceives contributions from one-loop corrections and from

the em ission ofa second realphoton (see Fig.46).After

renorm alisation,the one-loop m atrix elem ents stillcon-

tain infrared divergences.These are cancelled by adding

thetwo-photon contributionsto theone-loop corrections.

Thereareseveralwellestablished m ethodstoperform this

cancellation.The slicing m ethod,where am plitudes are

evaluated in dim ensionalregularisation and the two pho-

ton contribution isintegrated analytically in phase space

for one of the photon energies up to an energy cuto�

E 
 < w
p
s far below

p
s,was used in [331,332]to cal-

culate the NLO correctionsto ISR.Here the sum ofthe

virtualand softcontributionsis�nite,butitdependson

the soft photon cuto�.The contribution from the em is-

sion ofthe second photon with energy E 
 > w
p
s,which

is evaluated num erically,com pletes the calculation and

cancelsthisdependence.

Thesizeand sign oftheNLO correctionsdodepend on

theparticularchoiceoftheexperim entalcuts.Hence,only

using a M onteCarlo eventgeneratoronecan realistically

com pare theoreticalpredictionswith experim ent.Thisis

the m ain m otivation behind PHO K HARA [331,332,333,

334,335,336,337,338,341,428].

The fullsetofscattering am plitudesattree-leveland

one-loop can be constructed from the sub-am plitudesde-

picted in Fig.46.The one-loop am plitude with em ission

ofa singlephoton isgiven by

A
(1)

1
 = A
(1)

ISR
+ A

(1)

FSR

+ M (1)� J
(0)

FSR
+ M

(0)

ISR
� J(1)

+ A
2


�

ISR
+ A

2

�

FSR
; (137)

where

A
(1)

ISR
= M

(1)

ISR
� J(0) ; A

(1)

FSR
= M (0)� J

(1)

FSR
; (138)
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Fig. 46. Typicalsub-am plitudes describing virtualand real

correctionsto the reaction e
+
e
�
! h�h + 
(
),where h = �

�
,

�
�
.The superscripts (0) and (1) denote tree-leveland one-

loop quantities,respectively.ISR and FSR indicate that real

photons are em itted from the initialor �nalstate.The last

two diagram s,with exchange oftwo virtualphotons,are non-

factorisable.Perm utationsare om itted.

while the am plitude with em ission of two realphotons

reads

A
(0)

2
 = A
(0)

2ISR
+ A

(0)

2FSR

+

�

M
(0)

ISR
(k1)� J

(0)

FSR
(k2)+ (k1 $ k2)

�

; (139)

where

A
(0)

2ISR
= M

(0)

2ISR
� J(0) ; A

(0)

2FSR
= M (0)� J

(0)

2FSR
: (140)
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PHO K HARA includesthefullLO am plitudesand the

m ostrelevantC-even NLO contributions:

d� = d�(0)+ d�
(1)

ISR
+ d�

(1)

IFS
; (141)

whered�(0) istheLO di�erentialcrosssection (Eq.(126)),

d�
(1)

ISR
=

1

2s

�

2Re

�

A
(1)

ISR

�

A
(0)

ISR

�y
�

d�3(p1;p2;q1;q2;k1)

+

�
�
�A

(0)

2ISR

�
�
�
2

d�4(p1;p2;q1;q2;k1;k2)

�

(142)

isthe second orderradiativecorrection to ISR,and

d�
(1)

IFS
=

1

2s

�

2Re

�

M
(0)

ISR
� J(1)

�

A
(0)

ISR

�y

+ M (1)� J
(0)

FSR

�

A
(0)

FSR

�y
�

d�3(p1;p2;q1;q2;k1)

+

��
�
�M

(0)

ISR
(k1)� J

(0)

FSR
(k2)

�
�
�
2

+ (k1 $ k2)

�

� d�4(p1;p2;q1;q2;k1;k2)

�

(143)

isthecontribution ofeventswith sim ultaneousem ission of

onephoton from theinitialstateand anotheronefrom the

�nalstate,togetherwith ISR am plitudeswith �nalstate

one-loop vertex corrections,and FSR am plitudeswith ini-

tialstateone-loopvertexcorrections.W edenotethesecor-

rectionsasIFS.

Vacuum polarisation corrections are included in the

hadroniccurrentsm ultiplicatively:

J(i) ! CV P(Q
2)J(i) ;

J
(i)

FSR
(kj)! CV P((Q + kj)

2)J
(i)

FSR
(kj);

J
(0)

2FSR
! CV P(s)J

(0)

2FSR
: (144)

Thevirtualphoton propagatorisby de�nition included in

the leptonic sub-am plitudesM (i),M
(i)

ISR
and M

(0)

2ISR
:

M (i) �
1

s
;

M
(i)

ISR
(kj)�

1

(p1 + p2 + kj)
2
;

M
(0)

2ISR
�

1

Q 2
: (145)

Neitherdiagram swheretwo photonsareem itted from

the �nalstate,nor�nal-state vertex correctionswith as-

sociated realradiation from the �nalstate are included.

TheseconstituteradiativecorrectionstoFSR and willgive

non-negligiblecontributionsonly forthosecaseswhereat

leastonephoton iscollinearwith oneofthe�nalstatepar-

ticles.Box diagram s with associated realradiation from

the initial-orthe �nal-state leptons,aswellaspentagon

diagram s,are also neglected. As long as one considers

charge sym m etric observables only,their contribution is

divergent neither in the soft nor the collinear lim it and

is thus of order �=� without any enhancem ent factor.

O neshould stressthatPHO K HARA includesonly C-even

gaugeinvariantsetsofdiagram satNLO .Them issingcon-

tributionsareeithersm allordo notcontributeforcharge

sym m etriccuts.Neverthelesstheirim plem entation isun-

derway.

Thecalculation oftheNLO correctionsto ISR,d�
(1)

ISR
,

is independent of the �nalstate.These corrections are

included by defaultforallthe �nalstate channelsim ple-

m ented in PHO K HARA,and can beeasily added forany

othernew channel,with the sole substitution ofthe tree-

level�nalstate current.The radiative correctionsofthe

IFS processdepend on the �nalstate.The latestversion

ofPHO K HARA (version 6.0 [341])includesthese correc-

tionsfortwo charged pions,kaonsand m uons.

Virtualand softcorrectionsto ISR

The virtualand softQ ED correctionsto ISR in e+ e�

annihilation wereoriginally im plem ented in PHO K HARA

through theleptonictensor.Forfutureapplications,how-

ever,it willbe m ore convenientto im plem ent those cor-

rectionsdirectly atthe am plitude level(in preparation).

In term sofsub-am plitudes,theleptonictensorisgiven by

L
��

ISR
= L

(0);��

ISR
+ M

(1);�

ISR

�

M
(0);�

ISR

�y
+ M

(0);�

ISR

�

M
(1);�

ISR

�y

+
1

2(2�)d� 1

Z w
p
s

0

E d� 3 dE d
 M
(0);�

2ISR

�

M
(0);�

2ISR

�y
;

(146)

where E and 
 arethe energy and the solid angle ofthe

soft photon,respectively,and d = 4 � 2� is the num ber

ofdim ensionsin dim ensionalregularisation.The leptonic

tensorhasthe generalform

L
��

ISR
=
(4��)2

Q 4

�

a00 g
�� + a11

p
�

1p
�
1

s
+ a22

p
�

2p
�
2

s

+ a12
p
�

1p
�
2 + p

�

2p
�
1

s
+ i� a� 1

p
�

1p
�
2 � p

�

2p
�
1

s

�

; (147)

wherethescalarcoe�cientsa ij and a� 1 allow thefollow-

ing expansion:

aij = a
(0)

ij +
�

�
a
(1)

ij ; a� 1 =
�

�
a
(1)

� 1 : (148)

Theim aginary antisym m etricpiece,which isproportional

to a� 1,appearsfor the �rsttim e atsecond orderand is

particularly relevant for those cases where the hadronic

current receives contributions from di�erent am plitudes

with nontrivialrelative phases.This is possible,e.g.,for

�nalstateswith three orm ore m esons,orforp�p produc-

tion.
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TheLO coe�cientsa
(0)

ij can beread directly from Eq.

(110)

a
(0)

00 =
2m 2q2(1� q2)2

y21y
2
2

�
2q2 + y21 + y22

y1y2
;

a
(0)

11 =
8m 2

y22
�

4q2

y1y2
; a

(0)

22 = a
(0)

11 (y1 $ y2);

a
(0)

12 = �
8m 2

y1y2
: (149)

The NLO coe�cients a
(1)

ij and a
(1)

� 1 are obtained by

com bining the one-loop and the soft contributions.It is

convenient to split the coe�cients a
(1)

ij into a part that

contributesatlargephoton anglesand apartproportional

to m 2
e and m 4

e which is relevantonly in the collinearre-

gions.These coe�cientsaredenoted by a
(1;0)

ij
and a

(1;m )

ij
,

respectively:

a
(1)

ij = a
(0)

ij

�

� log(4w2)[1+ log(m 2)]

�
3

2
log(

m 2

q2
)� 2+

�2

3

�

+ a
(1;0)

ij + a
(1;m )

ij : (150)

The factor proportionalto the LO coe�cients a
(0)

ij con-

tainstheusualsoftand collinearlogarithm s.Thequantity

w denotesthe dim ensionlessvalue ofthe softphoton en-

ergy cuto�,E 
 < w
p
s.Itisenough to presentfouroutof

the�vecoe�cientsbecauseexchanging thepositron with

the electron m om enta leadsto the sym m etry relation

a
(1)

22 = a
(1)

11 (y1 $ y2): (151)

The large-anglecontributionshave been calculated in

Ref.[331].The coe�cientproportionalto g �� reads

a
(1;0)

00 =
1

y1 y2

�

�
q2(1� q2)

2
� y1y2 �

�

q2 +
2y1y2

1� q2

�

log(q2)

+

�
y1

2

�

4� y1 �
3(1+ q2)

1� y2

�

log(
y1

q2
)

�

�

1+ (1� y2)
2 +

y1q
2

y2

�

L(y1)+ (y1 $ y2)

��

;

(152)

wherethe function L isde�ned as

L(yi)= Li2(�
yi

q2
)� Li2(1�

1

q2
)

+ log(q2 + yi)log(
yi

q2
); (153)

with Li2 the Spence (or dilogarithm ic) function de�ned

below Eq.(94).Thecoe�cientin frontofthetensorstruc-

turep
�

1p
�
1 isgiven by

a
(1;0)
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y1 y2

�

(1+ q2)2
�
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(154)

Forthesym m etrictensorstructure(p
�

1p
�
2 + p

�

2p
�
1)onegets

a
(1;0)
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1
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�
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: (155)

Finally,the antisym m etric coe�cient a � 1 accom panying

(p
�

1p
�
2 � p

�

2p
�
1)reads

a
(1;0)

� 1 =
q2

y1 y2

�
2log(1� y1)

y1
+
1� q2

1� y1
+
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(1� y1)
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� (y1 $ y2): (156)

Them ass-suppressedcoe�cientsa
(1;m )

ij aregivenby[332]
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+ (y1 $ y2); (157)
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whereas
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and
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(159)

Theasym m etriccoe�cientdoesnotgetm asscorrections,

a
(1;m )

� 1 = 0 : (160)

The functionsn(yi;z)and N (yi)arede�ned through

n(yi;z)=
m 2

yi(m
2 � yi)

�

1+ z log(
yi

m 2
)

�

+
m 2

(m 2 � yi)
2
log(
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); (161)

and

N (yi)= log(q2)log(
yi

m 2
)+ Li2(1� q

2)

+ Li2(1�
yi

m 2
)�

�2

6
: (162)

The apparent singularity of the function n(yi;z) inside

the phase space lim itsiscom pensated by the zero in the

num erator.In the region yi closeto m
2 itbehavesas

n(yi;z)
�
�
yi! m 2 =

1

yi

�

1+ z log(
yi

m 2
)

�

�
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X
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+
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1�
yi

m 2

�n
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(163)

Sim ilarly,the function N (yi) guarantees that the coe�-

cientsa
(1)

ij are�nite in the lim ityi ! m 2(1� q2):

m 2N (yi)

m 2(1� q2)� yi

�
�
�
�
yi! m 2(1� q2)

= �
log(1� q2)

q2
�
log(q2)

1� q2
:

(164)

Virtualand softcorrectionsto IFS

The virtualplussoftphoton correctionsofthe initial-

state and �nal-state vertex (see Eq.(143)) to FSR and

ISR,respectively,can be written as[430,431]

d�
V + S

IFS
=

�

�

h

�
V + S(w)d�

(0)

FSR
(s)

+ �V + S(s0;w)d�
(0)

ISR
(s0)

i

; (165)

whered�
(0)

FSR
and d�

(0)

ISR
aretheleadingorderFSR and ISR

di�erentialcrosssections,respectively,w = E cut

 =

p
swith

E cut

 the m axim alenergy ofthe softphoton in the e+ e�

c.m .rest fram e,and s0 correspondsto the squared m ass

ofthe h�h
 system .The function �V + S(w)isindependent

ofthe �nalstate.In the lim itm 2
e � s,

�
V + S(w)= 2

�

(L � 1)log(2w)+
3

4
L � 1+

�2

6

�

; (166)

whereL = log(s=m 2
e).Fortwo pionsin the�nalstate,the

function �V + S(s0;w)isgiven by

�
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2��
log(t�)+ 1
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where

�� =

r

1�
4m 2

�

s0
; t� =

1� ��

1+ ��
: (168)

The function �V + S(s0;w) is equivalent to the fam il-

iarcorrection factorderived in [280,281]forthe reaction
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e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 in thefram eworkofsQ ED (seealso[283])

in the lim its! s0:

log(2w)+ 1+
s0

s0� s
log

�
s

s0

���
�
�
s! s0

= log(2w 0) (169)

with w 0= E cut

 =

p
s0.The factoron the righthand sideof

Eq.(169)fors 6= s0 arisesfrom de�ning the softphoton

cuto� in the e+ e� laboratory fram e.

Correspondingly,thefunction �V + S(s0;w)fortwom uons

in the �nalstate reads
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where

�� =

r

1�
4m 2

�

s0
; t� =

1� ��

1+ ��
: (171)

Realcorrections

M atrix elem entsforthe em ission oftwo realphotons,

e+ (p1)+ e� (p2)! hadrons(Q )+ 
(k1)+ 
(k2); (172)

arecalculated in PHO K HARA following the helicity am -

plitude m ethod with the conventionsintroduced in [432,

433].The W eylrepresentation forferm ionsisused where

the Diracm atrices



� =

�
0 �

�

+

�
�

� 0

�

; � = 0;1;2;3 ; (173)

are given in term s of the unit 2 � 2 m atrix I and the

Paulim atrices �i; i = 1;2;3,with �
�

� = (I;� �i).The

contraction ofany four-vector a� with the 
� m atrices

hasthe form

a== a�

� =

�
0 a+

a� 0

�

; (174)

wherethe 2� 2 m atricesa� aregiven by

a� = a���� =

�
a0 � a3 � (a1 � ia2)

� (a1 + ia2) a0 � a3

�

: (175)

The helicity spinors u and v for a particle and an

antiparticle of four-m om entum p = (E ;p) and helicity

� = � 1=2 aregiven by

u(p;� = � 1=2)=

� p
E � jpj�(p;� )p
E � jpj�(p;� )

�

�

�
uI
uII

�

;

v(p;� = � 1=2)=

�
�
p
E � jpj�(p;� )

�
p
E � jpj�(p;� )

�

�

�
vI
vII

�

:

(176)

Thehelicity eigenstates�(p;�)can beexpressed in term s

ofthepolarand azim uthalanglesofthem om entum vector

p as

�(p;+ )=

�
cos(�=2)

ei� sin(�=2)

�

;

�(p;� )=

�
� e� i� sin(�=2)

cos(�=2)

�

: (177)

Finally,com plex polarisation vectorsin the helicity basis

arede�ned forthe realphotons:

"�(ki;�i = � )=
1
p
2

�
0;� cos�icos�i+ isin�i;

� cos�isin�i� icos�i;� sin�i
�
;(178)

with i= 1;2.

Phase space

O neofthekey ingredientsofany M onteCarlo sim ula-

tion isan e�cientgeneration ofthephasespace.Thegen-

eration ofthem ulti-particlephasespacein PHO K HARA

isbased on the Lorentz-invariantrepresentation

d�m + n(p1;p2;k1;� ;km ;q1;� ;qn)=

d�m (p1;p2;Q ;k1;� ;km )d�n(Q ;q1;� ;qn)
dQ 2

2�
; (179)

where p1 and p2 are the four-m om enta ofthe initialpar-

ticles,k1 :::km arethefourm om enta oftheem itted pho-

tonsand q1 :::qn,with Q =
P

qi,labelthefour-m om enta

ofthe �nalstatehadrons.

W hen two particlesofthe sam em assareproduced in

the �nalstate,q2i = M 2,theirphasespaceisgiven by

d�2(Q ;q1;q2)=

q

1� 4M 2

Q 2

32�2
d
 ; (180)

whered
 isthesolid angleofoneofthe�nalstateparti-

clesat,forinstance,the Q 2 restfram e.

Singlephoton em ission isdescribed by thecorrespond-

ing leptonic partofthe phasespace,

d�2(p1;p2;Q ;k1)=
1� q2

32�2
d
 1 ; (181)

with q2 = Q 2=s and d
 1 the solid angle ofthe em itted

photon atthe e+ e� restfram e.The polarangle �1 isde-

�ned with respectto thepositron m om entum p1.In order

to m ake the M onte Carlo generation m ore e�cient,the

following substitution isperform ed:

cos�1 =
1

�
tanh(� t1); t1 =

1

2�
log

1+ � cos�1

1� � cos�1
;

(182)

with � =
p
1� 4m2e=s,which accounts for the collinear

em ission peaks

dcos�1

1� �2 cos2 �1
= dt1 : (183)
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W ith thistheazim uthalangleand thenew variablet1 are

generated 
at.

Considering the em ission oftwo realphotons in the

c.m .oftheinitialparticles,thefour-m om enta oftheposi-

tron,the electron and the two em itted photonsare given

by

p1 =

p
s

2
(1;0;0;�); p2 =

p
s

2
(1;0;0;� �);

k1 = w1

p
s(1;sin�1 cos�1;sin�1 sin�1;cos�1);

k2 = w2

p
s(1;sin�2 cos�2;sin�2 sin�2;cos�2); (184)

respectively.Thepolarangles�1 and �2 areagain de�ned

with respectto thepositron m om entum p1.Both photons

are generated with energies larger than the soft photon

cuto�:w i > w with i= 1;2.Atleastoneoftheseexceeds

the m inim aldetection energy:w1 > E m in

 =

p
s or w2 >

E m in

 =

p
s.In term softhesolid anglesd
 1 and d
 2 ofthe

two photons and the norm alised energy ofone ofthem ,

e.g.w1,the leptonicpartofthe phasespacereads

d�3(p1;p2;Q ;k1;k2)=
1

2!

s

4(2�)5

�
w1w

2
2

1� q2 � 2w1
dw1 d
 1 d
 2 ; (185)

where the lim its ofthe phase space are determ ined from

the constraint

q2 = 1� 2(w1 + w2)+ 2w1w2(1� cos�12); (186)

with �12 being the anglebetween the two photons

cos�12 = sin�1 sin�2 cos(�1 � �2)+ cos�1 cos�2 : (187)

Again, the m atrix elem ent squared contains several

peaks, soft and collinear, which should be softened by

choosing suitable substitutions in orderto achieve an ef-

�cient M onte Carlo generator.The leading behaviour of

them atrixelem entsquared isgiven by1=(y11 y12 y21 y22),

where

yij =
2ki� pj

s
= wi(1� � cos�i): (188)

In com bination with theleptonicpartofthephasespace,

wehave

d�3(p1;p2;Q ;k1;k2)

y11 y12 y21 y22
�

dw1

w1(1� q2 � 2w1)

�
d
 1

1� �2 cos2 �1

d
 2

1� �2 cos2 �2
: (189)

Thecollinearpeaksarethen 
attened with thehelp ofEq.

(182),with one changeofvariablesforeach photon polar

angle.The rem aining soft peak,w1 ! w,is reabsorbed

with the following substitution

w1 =
1� q2

2+ e� u1
; u1 = log

w1

1� q2 � 2w1
; (190)

or

dw1

w1(1� q2 � 2w1)
=

du1

1� q2
; (191)

wherethenew variableu1 isgenerated 
at.M ulti-channe-

lingisused toabsorb sim ultaneouslythesoftand collinear

peaks,and the peaksofthe form factors.

NLO crosssection and theoreticaluncertainty

TheLO and NLO predictionsforthedi�erentialcross

section ofthe processe+ e� ! �+ �� 
(
)atDA�NE en-

ergies,
p
s= 1:02 G eV,arepresented in Fig.47 asa func-

tion ofthe invariant m ass ofthe hadronic system M ��.

W e choose the sam e kinem aticalcutsasin the sm allan-

gle analysisofK LO E [374];pions are restricted to be in

thecentralregion,50o < �� < 130o,with jpT j> 160 M eV

orjpzj> 90 M eV,the hard photon isnottagged and the

sum ofthe m om enta ofthe two pions,which 
owsin the

oppositedirection tothephoton’sm om enta,isclosetothe

beam (��� < 15o or��� > 165o).The track m ass,which

iscalculated from the equation

�
p
s�

q

jp�+ j2 + M 2
trk

�

q

jp�� j2 + M 2
trk

� 2

� (p�+ + p�� )2 = 0 ; (192)

lies within the lim its 130 M eV< M trk < 220 M eV and

M trk < (250� 105
p
1� (M 2

��=0:85)
2)M eV,with M �� in

G eV,in order to reject �+ �� and �+ �� �0 events.The

cuton the track m ass,however,doesnothave any e�ect

for single photon em ission,as obviously M trk = m � for

such events.

The lowerplotin Fig.47 showsthe relativesize,with

respect to the LO prediction,of FSR at LO ,ISR cor-

rections at NLO ,and IFS contributions.The NLO ISR

radiative corrections are alm ost 
at and ofthe order of

� 8% ,FSR isclearly below 1% ,while IFS correctionsare

also sm allalthough they becom eoftheorderofa few per

centathigh valuesofM ��.

To estim ate the system atic uncertainty of the NLO

prediction,we observe thatleading logarithm ic two-loop

O (�2)correctionsand the associaterealem ission arenot

included.Forsam pleswith untagged photonsthe process

e+ e� ! e+ e� �+ �� m ight also becom e a sizable back-

ground.Thisprocess,however,can besim ulated with the

M onteCarloeventgeneratorEK HARA [224,223].Itscon-

tribution dependson thepion pairinvariantm ass,ranges

from 0:1 � 0:8% for the K LO E event selection,and has

been taken into accountin theK LO E analysis[374].

From na��veexponentiation oneexpectsthatLL correc-

tionsatnext-to-next-to-leading order(NNLO )are ofthe

order of 1

2
(3
2
(�=�)log(s=m 2

e))
2 � 0:1{0:2% for inclusive

observables.Forlessinclusivedistributions,a largererror

isexpected.The conservativeestim ate ofthe accuracy of

PHO K HARA from ISR is0:5% .Thishasbeen con�rm ed

by com parisonswith K K M C [265,264],wherethe biggest

observed di�erence is about 0:3% in the invariant m ass

regionswhich arenotcloseto thenom inalenergiesofthe
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 atLO and NLO for

p
s= 1:02 G eV.The cutsare the

sam easin thesm allangleanalysisofK LO E,including thecut

on the track m ass.The lower plot shows the relative size of

FSR at LO ,ISR at NLO and IFS contributions with respect

to the fullLO prediction.

experim ents.Im provingtheaccuracy ofPHO K HARA be-

low 0:5% ,however,willbe required to m eetthe growing

experim entalrequirem entsin the nearfuture.

4.2.4 FSR beyond sQED� VM D m odel

Them odelforFSR from pionsdescribed in detailsin Sec-

tions4.2.1and4.2.3willbecalledforshortthesQ ED� VM D

m odel.Thequestion ariseshow wellitcan re
ectthedata.

Asshown in [317],the�rsttwo term sin theexpansion of

the FSR am plitude asa function ofk0=
p
Q 2 (i.e.the di-

vergenceand theconstant)arefullygiven bythepionform

factor.Thusone could expectthatgoing beyond thisap-

proxim ation isnecessary only fora hard photon em ission.

M oreover,the pion form factorisextrem ely big in the �

resonanceregion,and thusthevalidity ofthisapproxim a-

tion isfurtherextended.In thekinem aticalregionswhere

resonancecontributionsarenotcontained in thepion form

factor,and also nearthe�+ �� threshold,wheretheem it-

ted photon ishard and the pion form factorisrelatively

sm all,itisnecessarytogobeyond thesQ ED� VM D m odel

and oneneedsam oregeneraldescription oftheam plitude

M (
�(Q )! 
(k)+ �+ (q1)+ �� (q2)).

In the generalcasethe am plitude ofthe reaction


�(Q ) ! 
(k)+ �+ (q1)+ �� (q2) depends on three 4-

m om enta,which can bechosen asQ ,k and l� q1� q2.The

second-rank Lorentz tensor M ��(Q ;k;l) that describes

theFSR am plitudecan bedecom posed through ten inde-

pendenttensors[434,435].Takinginto accountthecharge

conjugation sym m etry ofthe S-m atrix elem ent

(h
(k);�+ (q1)�
� (q2)jSj


�(Q )i=

h
(k);�� (q1)�
+ (q2)jSj


�(Q )i),

the photon crossing sym m etry (Q $ � k and � $ �)and

the gauge invariance conditions Q �M
��(Q ;k;l)= 0 and

M
��

F
(Q ;k;l)k� = 0,the num ber ofindependent tensors

decreasesto �ve.Fora �nalrealphoton,i.e.k2 = 0 and

k��� = 0 (�� being the polarisation vector of the �nal

photon)and the initialvirtualphoton produced in e+ e�

annihilation (Q 2 � 4m2�),the FSR tensorcan be rewrit-

ten in term softhree gaugeinvarianttensors[434,435]

M
��(Q ;k;l)= �

��

1 f1 + �
��

2 f2 + �
��

3 f3; (193)

wherethe gaugeinvarianttensors�
��

i read

�
��

1 = k�Q � � g��k� Q ; (194)

�
��

2 = k� l(l�Q � � g��k� l)+ l�(k�k� l� l�k� Q );

�
��

3 = Q 2(g��k� l� k�l�)+ Q �(l�k� Q � Q�k� l):

Itthus followsthatthe evaluation ofthe FSR tensor

am ountsto the calculation ofthe scalarfunctions

fi(Q
2;Q � k;k� l) (i= 1;2;3).

As is clear from the above discussion,the extraction

ofthepion form factorfrom radiativereturn experim ents

is a dem anding task.The m ain problem is that in the

sam e experim 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 oftheir nature.These were

already discussed in Section 4.2.1 in the context ofthe

sQ ED� VM D m odel.

Extensive theoreticalstudies ofthe role ofthe FSR

em ission beyond the sQ ED� VM D m odelwere perform ed

[337,347,349,351,350].They areim portantm ainly forthe

K LO E m easurem entsatDA�NE,asatB factoriesFSR

is naturally suppressed and the accuracy needed in its

m odelling is by far less dem anding than that for K LO E

purposes.

ForDA�NE,running on ornearthe � resonance,the

followingm echanism softhe�+ �� �nalstatephoton em is-

sion haveto be considered:

{ brem sstrahlung process

e+ + e� ! �+ + �� + 
 ; (195)

which ism odelled by sQ ED� VM D;
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{ direct� decay

e
+ + e

� ! � ! (f0;f0 + �)
 ! �
+ + �

� + 
 ;(196)

and

{ doubleresonanceprocess

e+ + e� ! (�;!0)! �� ! �+ + �� + 
 : (197)

The resonancechiraltheory (R�T)[436,437]wasused in

[349,350]toestim atethecontributionsbeyondsQ ED� VM D.

They were im plem ented at leading order into the event

generatorFASTERD [351].Havingin m ind thatatpresent

thesem odelsstillawaitaccurateexperim entaltests,other

m odels[438,439]werealso im plem ented in theeventgen-

eratorFASTERD.To include both next-to-leading-order

radiative corrections and the m echanism s discussed for

FSR,a part ofthe FASTERD code,based on the m od-

els [438,439], was im plem ented by O . Shekhovtsova in

PHO K HARA v6.0(PHO K HARA v6.1[440])andthestud-

iespresentedbelow arebasedonthiscode.Them odelused

there,even iffarfrom an ideal,is the best tested m odel

availablein literature.

W e brie
y describe m ain featuresofthe m odels used

to describe processes contributing to FSR photon em is-

sion listed above.Fora m oredetailed description and the

calculation ofthe function fi we referthe readerto [337,

347,351](see also referencestherein).

The sQ ED� VM D part gives contributions to f1 and

f2.

Thedirect� decay isassum ed to proceed through the

interm ediate scalarm eson state:� ! (f0 + �)
 ! ��
.

Various m odels are proposed to describe the �-scalar-


vertex:either it is the direct decay � ! (scalar)
,or

thevertex isgenerated dynam ically through a loop ofthe

charged kaons.Asshown in [347],in thefram ework ofany

m odel,the direct� decay a�ectsonly the form factorf1
ofEq.(193).

The double resonancecontribution consistsofthe o�-

shell� m eson decay into (�� �� ) and subsequent decay

� ! �
.In theenergy region around 1 G eV thetailofthe

excited ! m eson can also play a role,and 
� ! !0! ��

has to be considered.The double resonance m echanism

a�ectsallthreeform factorsfi ofEq.(193).

Assum ing isospin sym m etry,thispartcan bededuced

from them easurem entoftheneutralpion pairproduction.

Various m odels [438,439]were confronted with data by

K LO E [441]for the neutralm ode.The m odelthat was

reproducing the data in the bestway wasadopted to be

used forthe charged pion pairproduction relying on the

isospin sym m etry [440].

In [337]itwasshown thatan im portanttoolfortesting

the various m odels ofFSR is the charge asym m etry.At

leading orderitoriginatesfrom thefactthatthepion pair

couples to an even (odd) num ber ofphotons ifthe �nal

state photon isem itted from the �nal(initial)state.The

interferencediagram sdo notgiveany contribution to the

integrated cross section for C{even event selections,but

produce an asym m etry in the angular distribution.The

de�nitionsand experim entalstudiesbased on the charge

asym m etry arepresented in Section 4.3.2.

Few strategies can be adopted to pro�t in the best

way from the K LO E data taken on and o� peak.The

’easiest’partisto look forthe eventselectionswhere the

FSR contributionsare negligible.Thiswasperform ed by

K LO E [374](seeSection 4.4.1),givingim portantinform a-

tion on thepion form factorrelevantfortheprediction of

the hadronic contributionsto the m uon anom alousm ag-

netic m om enta�.Typicalcontributionsofthe FSR (1 {

4% )tothedi�erentialcrosssection (Figs.47and 48)allow

forexcellentcontrolofthe accuracy ofthese corrections.

O ne disadvantage ofusing this event selection is that it

does not allow to perform m easurem ents near the pion

production threshold.
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(
)for

p
s = m �

and low invariantm assesofpion pairs.K LO E sm allangleevent

selection [374]wasused,and forthiseventselection therelative

contribution oftheFSR isalm ostidenticalalso fortheo� peak

crosssection.The e�ectofa trackm asscut(see Section 4.4.1)

isshown.ISRNLO refersto initialstatecorrectionsatnext-to-

leading order (NLO ).The IFSNLO cross section contains the

�nalstate em issionsatNLO .

The nextstep,partly discussed in Section 4.3.2,isto

confrontthe m odels based on isospin sym m etry and the

neutralchanneldata with charged pion data taken o�-

peak,where the contributions from m odels beyond the

sQ ED� VM D approxim ation arerelatively sm all(Fig.49).

Fortheo�-peakdata[442]theregionbelow Q 2 = 0:3G eV
2

can be covered experim entally.However,the sm allstatis-

ticsin this region m akesit di�cultto perform high-pre-

cision tests ofthe m odels.For this analysis an accurate

knowledgeofthepion form factoratthenom inalenergyof

theexperim entisim portant,asitde�nesthesQ ED� VM D

predictionsand astheFSR corrections(Fig.50)aresize-

able.

Thelaststep,which allowsforthem ostaccurateFSR

m odeltesting and pro�tsfrom the knowledgeofthe pion

form factorfrom previousanalysis,istheon-peaklargean-

glem easurem ent.ThelargeFSR correctionscom ing from

sourcesbeyond the sQ ED� VM D approxim ation (Figs.49

and 50)m akethesedata [443]them ostvaluablesourceof
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inform ation on thesem odels.In thiscase,theaccum ulated

data setism uch largerthan theo�-peak data setand one

isable to coveralso the region below Q 2 = 0:3 G eV
2
.
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(
) for

p
s = m � and

for
p
s = 1 G eV .K LO E large angle eventselection [442,443]

wasused.

4.3 Experim entconfronting theory

4.3.1 Study oftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
 with FSR with

theCM D-2 detectoratVEPP-2M

Theprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
 with �nalstateradiation can

beused toanswerthequestionwhetheronecantreatpions

aspoint-like particlesand apply scalarQ ED to calculate

theradiativecorrectionstothecrosssection.In particular,

onecan com parethephoton spectra obtained usingscalar

Q ED with thosefound in data.

The radiative corrections due to photon em ission in

the �nalstate (FSR) contribute about 1% to the cross

section.Thehadroniccontribution oftheprocesse+ e� !

�+ �� to the value ahad� am ountsto � 50 ppm ,while the

anom alousm agnetic m om entofthe m uon wasm easured

in the E821 experim entat BNL with an accuracy of0.5

ppm [31].Therefore the theoreticalprecision ofthe cross

section calculation forthisprocessshould beseveraltim es

sm allerthan 1% .In thiscase we can neglectthe errorof

thiscontribution to the value ahad� com pared to 0.5 ppm .

Thesefactsarethem ain m otivation to study thisprocess.

Eventselection

Fortheanalysis,dataweretakenin ac.m .energyrange

from 720to780M eV,with onephoton detected in theCsI

calorim eter.Events from the processes e+ e� ! e+ e� 


and e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 have a very sim ilartopology in the

detector,com pared to e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 events.In addi-

tion,thecrosssection oftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
 with

FSR ism ore than ten tim essm allerthan the one forthe

sim ilarprocesswith ISR.O n theotherhand,thecrosssec-

tion ofthe process e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 has a strong energy

dependence due to the presence ofthe �-resonance.This

factallowstosigni�cantlyenrich thefraction oftheevents

e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 with FSR forenergiesbelow the �-peak.

Indeed,ISR shiftsthec.m .energytosm allervaluesand,as

aresult,thecrosssection fallsdown dram atically,whereas

the processwith FSR isalm ostenergy-independent.Sev-

eralcurves describing the ratio �
FSR + ISR

�+ �� 

=�ISR

�+ �� 

plot-

ted againstthe c.m .energy,are presented in Fig.51 (a)

fordi�erentenergy thresholdsforphotonsdetected in the

calorim eter.It is clearly visible that the optim alenergy

range to be used in thisstudy goesfrom 720 M eV up to

780 M eV.

Itisalso seen thatthisratioincreaseswith thethresh-

old energy for photons to be detected.This m eans that

thefraction ofthe�+ �� 
 eventswith FSR (with respect

to eventswithoutFSR)growswith increasing photon en-

ergy.Itallowsto enrich thenum berof�+ �� 
 eventswith

FSR.Let us recollect that the shape ofthe distribution

of�+ �� 
 events,atphoton energiesofthesam eorderas

the pion m assorlarger,isofspecialinterest.Firstofall,

nam ely in thatpartofthe photon spectrum wecan m eet

a discrepancy with the sQ ED prediction.

A typical�+ �� 
 eventin theCM D-2detectorhastwo

tracks in the drift cham ber with two associated clusters

in the CsI calorim eter and a third cluster representing

theradiated photon.Tosuppressm ulti-photon eventsand

signi�cantly cut o� collinear �+ �� events the following

requirem entswereapplied:theanglebetweenthedirection

ofphoton m om entum and m issing m om entum m ust be

larger than 1 rad and the angle between one ofthe two

tracksand the photon direction m ustbesm allerthan 0.2

rad.
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and e
+
e
�
! e

+
e
�

,fora c.m .energy of780 M eV.

To suppresse+ e� 
 events,a param eterW = p=E was

used,in which theparticlem om entum p (m easured in the

drift cham ber) is divided by the energy E (m easured in

the CsIcalorim eter).Sim ulation results are presented in

Fig.51 (b).The condition W < 0:4 reducesthe electron

contribution to the levelof� 1% .The square ofthe in-

variantm assforelectrons,m uonsand pionsisplotted in

Fig.52 (a).The condition M 2 > 10000 M eV 2 further

rejectsthe num berofelectronsand m uonsby a factorof

1.5.About1% ofthepion eventsarelostwith thesecuts.

(a)

(b)

Fig.52. (a)D istributionsofthe param eterM 2 foreventsof

the processes e+ e� ! �
+
�
�

,e+ e� ! �

+
�
�

 and e

+
e
�
!

e
+
e
�

 for a c.m .energy of780 M eV.(b) D istribution ofthe

�
+
�
�

 eventsagainstthephoton energy in relativeunits.Also

stated isthefraction of�
+
�
�

 eventswith FSR foreach region

asindicated by the verticallines.

Prelim inary resultsofthe analysis

The histogram ofthe num ber �+ �� 
 events against

thephoton energy in relativeunitsispresented in Fig.52

(b).The histogram represents the sim ulation,while the

points with errorbars show the experim entaldata.Ver-

ticaldotted lines divide the plot area into three zones.

The inscription inside each zone indicatesthe fraction of

�+ �� 
 eventswith FSR with respecttoothers.Thenum -

berofthesim ulated eventswasnorm alised to theexperi-

m entalone.Theaveragedeviation between thetwodistri-

butionswasfound tobe(� 2:1� 2:3)% .Therefore,onecan

conclude thatthere isno evidence thatphoton radiation

by pionsneedsto be described beyond the fram ework of

scalarQ ED.In otherwords,pionscan betreated aspoint-

like objects,and the application ofscalar Q ED is found

to bevalid within thestated accuracy.Unfortunately,the

lack ofstatisticsin theenergy rangeunderstudy doesnot

allow us to check this assum ption with better accuracy.
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Forthcom ing experim entsatVEPP-2000willsigni�cantly

im provethe statisticalerror.

4.3.2 Study oftheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
 with FSR with

KLOE detector

Ashasbeen explainedin Section4.2,theforward-backward

asym m etry

A F B (Q
2)=

N (��+ > 90�)� N (��+ < 90�)

N (��+ > 90�)+ N (��+ < 90�)

�
Q
2
�
(198)

can be used to testthe validity ofthe description ofthe

variousm echanism softhe �+ �� �nalstatephoton em is-

sion,by confronting theoutputoftheM onteCarlo gener-

atorwith data.In the following studies,the M onteCarlo

generatorPHO K HARA v6.1[440]wasused.Theparam e-

tersforthepion form factorweretaken from [444],based

ontheparam etrisationofK �uhn andSantam aria[445].The

param etersforthe description ofthe direct� decay and

the double resonance contribution were taken from the

K LO E analysisofthe neutralm ode [441].

Tosuppresshigherordere�ects,forwhich theinterfer-

ence and thus the asym m etry is notim plem ented in the

M onte Carlo generator,a rather tight cut on the track

m ass variable (see Section 4.4.1 and Fig.60) ofjM trk �

M �� j< 10 M eV hasbeen applied in thedata,in addition

to thelargeangleselection cutsdescribed in Section 4.4.1.

Thisshould reduce eventswith m ore than one hard pho-

ton em itted and enhancethecontribution ofthe�nalstate

radiation processes under study over the dom inant ISR

process.

The datasets used in the analysis were taken in two

di�erentperiods:

� The data taken in 2002 were collected with DA�NE

operating atthe �-peak,at
p
s= M � (240 pb� 1).

� The data taken in 2006 were collected with DA�NE

operating 20 M eV below the �-peak,at
p
s = 1000

M eV (230 pb� 1).

Since the 2006 data were taken m ore than 4�� be-

low the resonantpeak (�� = 4:26 M eV),one expectsthe

contributionsfrom thedirect� decay and thedoublereso-

nancecontribution tobesuppressed com pared tothedata

taken on-peak in 2002(seeFig.49).In factoneobservesa

very di�erentshape ofthe forward-backward asym m etry

forthe two di�erentdatasets,ascan be seen in Figs.53

and 54.Especiallyin theregion below 0.4G eV 2 and in the

vicinity ofthef0(980)at0.96G eV
2,oneobservesdi�erent

trendsin the asym m etriesforthe two datasets.

O necan alsoseethat,qualitatively,thetheoreticalde-

scription used to m odelthe di�erent FSR contributions

agreeswellwith thedata,although,especiallyatlow M 2
��,

the data statisticsbecom espoorand the data pointsfor

the asym m etry have large errors.In particular,the o�-

peak data in Fig. 54 show very good agreem ent above

0.35G eV 2.In thiscase,theasym m etry isdom inated fully

by the brem sstrahlung-process,asthe otherprocessesdo

notcontributeoutsidethe�-resonance.Theassum ption of

point-likepions(sQ ED)usedtodescribethebrem sstrahlung

in theM onteCarlogeneratorseem stobevalid above0.35

G eV 2,while below itisdi�cultto m akea statem entdue

to the largestatisticalerrorsofthe data points.

However,to obtain a solid quantitative statem enton

thevalidity ofthem odels,asneeded,e.g.,in theradiative

return analyses at the K LO E experim ent,one needs to

understand how a discrepancy between theory and data

in theforward-backward asym m etry a�ectsthecrosssec-

tion,asitisthe crosssection onewantsto m easure.This

requires further work, which at the m om ent is still in

progress.

It should also be m entioned that the K LO E experi-

m enthastaken alm ostten tim es m ore data in the years

2004{2005 than what is shown in Fig.53,with DA�NE

operating atthe�-peak energy.Thisisunfortunately not

the case for the o�-peak data,which is restricted to the

datasetshown in Fig.54.In thefuture,thelargerdataset

from 2004{2005 m ay be used,together with the results

from the neutralchanneland the assum ption ofisospin

sym m etry,to determ ine the param eters ofthe direct �

decay and the double resonance contribution with high

precision.

4.4 The use ofradiative return asan experim entaltool

4.4.1 Radiativereturn atKLOE

TheK LO E experim ent,in operation attheDA�NE e+ e�

colliderin Frascatibetween 1999 and 2006,utilisesradia-

tive return to obtain precise m easurem ents of hadronic

cross sections in the energy range below 1 G eV.As the

DA�NE m achinewasdesigned to operateasa m eson fac-

torywith collision energyequaltothem assofthe�-m eson

(m � = 1.01946 G eV),with lim ited possibility to change

the energy ofthe colliding beam swhile m aintaining sta-

blerunning conditions,theuseofeventswith initialstate

radiation ofhard photons from the e+ or the e� is the

only way to accessenergiesbelow DA�NE’snom inalcol-

lision energy.These low-energy crosssectionsare im por-

tantforthe theoreticalevaluation ofthe m uon m agnetic

m om entanom aly a� = (g� � 2)=2 [13],and high precision

isneeded since the uncertainty on the crosssection data

enters the uncertainty ofthe theoreticalprediction.The

channele+ e� ! �+ �� gives the largest contribution to

the hadronic partahad� ofthe anom aly.Therefore,so far

K LO E e�ortshave concentrated on the derivation ofthe

pion pair-productioncrosssection ��� from m easurem ents

ofthe di�erentialcrosssection
d���
(
)

dM 2
��

,in which M 2
�� is

the invariant m ass squared ofthe di-pion system in the

�nalstate.

The K LO E detector (shown in Fig.55),which con-

sistsofahigh resolution driftcham ber(�p=p � 0:4% )and

an electrom agnetic calorim eterwith excellenttim e (�t �

54 ps=
p
E [G eV]� 100 ps) and good energy (�E =E �

5:7% =
p
E [G eV]) resolution,is optim ally suited for this

kind ofanalyses.
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Fig. 53. (a) Prelim inary Forward{Backward asym m etry for

data taken at
p
s= M � in 2002,and thecorresponding M onte

Carlo prediction using the PHO K HARA v6.1 generator.(b)

Absolute di�erence between the asym m etries from data and

M onte Carlo prediction.Used with perm ission ofthe K LO E

collaboration.

The KLOE ��
 analyses

The K LO E analysesfor ��� use two di�erent sets of

acceptancecuts:

� In thesm allangleanalysis,photonsareem itted within

a coneof�
 < 15� around thebeam line(narrow cones

in Fig.55),and thetwochargedpion trackshave50� <

�� < 130�.The photon is not explicitly detected;its

direction isreconstructed from the track m om enta by

closing the kinem atics:p
 ’ pm iss = � (p�+ + p�� ).

In thisanalysis,theseparation ofpion-and photon se-

lection regionsgreatly reducesthecontam ination from

the resonantprocesse+ e� ! � ! �+ �� �0 in which

the�0 m im icsthem issingm om entum ofthephoton(s)

and from the �nal state radiation process e+ e� !

�+ �� 
FSR .SinceISR-photonsarem ostlycollinearwith

thebeam line,ahighstatisticsfortheISR signalevents

rem ains. O n the other hand, a high energy photon

em itted atanglesclose to the incom ing beam s forces

the pions also to have a sm allangle with respect to
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Fig. 54. (a) Prelim inary Forward{Backward asym m etry for

data taken at
p
s’ 1000 M eV in 2006,and the corresponding

M onteCarloprediction usingthePHO K HARA v6.1generator.

(b)Absolutedi�erencebetween theasym m etriesfrom dataand

M onte Carlo prediction.Used with perm ission ofthe K LO E

collaboration.

the beam line (and thus outside the selection cuts),

resulting in a kinem aticalsuppression ofevents with

M 2
�� < 0:35 G eV 2.

� Thelarge angleanalysisrequiresboth photonsand pi-

onsto beem itted at50� < ��;
 < 130� (wide conesin

Fig.55),allowing fora detection ofthephotonsin the

barrelofthecalorim eter.Thisanalysisallowsto reach

the 2� threshold region,at the price ofhigher back-

ground contributionsfrom the�+ �� �0 �nalstateand

events with �nalstate radiation.In addition,events

from thedecays� ! f0
 ! �+ �� 
 and � ! �� �� !

�� �� 
,whichneed tobedescribedbym odel-dependent

param eterisations,contribute to the spectrum ofthe

selected events(running atthe � peak).

Twoanalysesbased on thesm allangleacceptancecuts

have been carried out.The �rst one,using 140 pb� 1 of

data taken in the year2001,waspublished in 2005 [373].

Thesecond one,based on 240 pb� 1 ofdata taken in 2002,

waspublished in 2008 [446].
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Fig.55. K LO E detector with the selection regions for sm all

angle photons (narrow cones) and for pion tracks and large

anglephotons(widecones).Used with perm ission oftheK LO E

collaboration.

Thedi�erentialcrosssection isobtained from thespec-

trum ofselected eventsN selsubtractingtheresidualback-

ground(m ostly��
(
),��� and radiativeBhabhaevents)

and dividing by the selection e�ciencies and the inte-

grated lum inosity:

d���
(
)

dM 2
��

=
N sel� Nbkg

�M 2
��

�
1

"sel
�

1
R
Ldt

: (199)

�M 2
�� isthebin width used in theanalysis(typically 0.01

G eV 2),and
R
Ldt is the integrated lum inosity obtained

from Bhabha eventsdetected atlargeangles(55� < �e <

125�)and the reference crosssection from the BabaYaga

generator [233,235] (discussed in Section 2). The total

crosssection isthen obtained from the form ula

���(M
2
��)= s�

d���
(
)

dM 2
��

1

H (s;M 2
��)

: (200)

In Eq.(200),sisthesquared energyatwhich theDA�NE

collider is operated during data taking,and H (s;M 2
��)

is the radiator function describing the em ission ofpho-

tonsfrom the e+ orthe e� in the initialstate.Note that

Eq.(200)doesnotcontain the e�ectsfrom �nalstatera-

diation from pions.These e�ects com plicate the analy-

sis,sincetheK LO E detectorcan notdistinguish whether

photonsin an eventwere em itted in the initialorthe �-

nalstate.ThePHO K HARA M onteCarlogenerator[335],

which includes�nalstate radiation atnext-to-leading or-

der and in the pointlike-pion approxim ation,is used to

properlytakeintoaccount�nalstateradiationin theanal-

yses.Thisisim portantbecausethebarecrosssection used

to evaluate ahad� via an appropriate dispersion integral

should be inclusive with respect to �nalstate radiation,

and also needsto beundressed from vacuum polarisation

e�ectspresentin thevirtualphoton produced in thee+ e�

annihilation.Forthelatter,weusea function provided by

F.Jegerlehner[447](seeSection 6),and correctthecross

section via

�bare�� (M 2
��)= �dressed�� (M 2

��)

�
�(0)

�(M 2
��)

� 2

: (201)

Here�(0)isthe�nestructureconstantin thelim itq= 0,

and �(M 2
��)representsthevalueofthe e�ectivecoupling

at the scale ofthe invariantm ass ofthe di-pion system .

Sincethehadroniccontributionsto�(M 2
��)arecalculated

viaadispersion integralwhich includesthehadroniccross

section itselfin the integrand (see Section 6),the correct

procedurehasto beiterativeand should includethesam e

datathatm ustbecorrected.However,sincethecorrection

isatthefew percentlevel,theinclusion ofthenew K LO E

data willnotchange �(M 2
��)ata levelwhich would sig-

ni�cantly a�ectthe analyses.W e therefore have used the

valuesfor�(M 2
��)derived from theexistinghadroniccross

section database.Asan exam ple,Fig.56showstheK LO E

resultford���
(
)=dM
2
�� obtained from datataken in the

year2002[446].Insertingthisdi�erentialcrosssection into

Eq.(200)and theresultinto Eq.(201),onederives�bare�� .

Using thebarecrosssection to getthe��-contribution to

ahad� between 0.35 and 0.95 G eV 2 then givesthevalue(in

unitsof10� 10)

a��� (0:35� 0:95G eV
2
)= (387:2� 0:5stat� 2:4exp � 2:3th):

Table13 showsthecontributionsto thesystem aticerrors

on a��� (0:35� 0:95 G eV2).
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m easured by the K LO E experim ent [446].Used with perm is-

sion ofthe K LO E collaboration.
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Reconstruction Filter negligible

Background subtraction 0.3 %

Trackm ass 0.2 %

Particle ID negligible

Tracking 0.3 %

Trigger 0.1 %

Unfolding negligible

Acceptance (�� �) 0.2 %

Acceptance (��) negligible

Software Trigger(L3) 0.1 %

Lum inosity (0:1th � 0:3exp)% 0.3 %
p
s dep.ofH 0.2 %

Totalexp system atics 0.6 %

Vacuum Polarisation 0.1 %

FSR resum m ation 0.3 %

Rad.function H 0.5 %

Totaltheory system atics 0.6 %

Table 13.Listofsystem atic errorson the��-contribution to

a
had
� between 0.35 and 0.95 G eV

2
when usingthe�� � crosssec-

tion m easured by the K LO E experim entin the corresponding

dispersion integral[446].
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Fig. 57. The dim ensionless radiator function H (s;M
2
� �),in-

clusive in �� ;
.The value used for s in the M onte Carlo pro-

duction wass= M
2
� = (1:019456 G eV)

2
.

Radiative correctionsand M onte Carlo tools

The radiator function is a crucialingredient in this

kind ofradiative return analyses,and is obtained using

the relation

H (s;M 2
��)= s�

3M 2
��

��2�3�
�
d�ISR

��
(
)

dM 2
��

�
�
�
�
�
jF2� j

2= 1

; (202)

in which
d�

ISR
��
(
)

dM 2
��

�
�
�
�
jF2� j

2= 1

is evaluated using the PHO K -

HARA M onte Carlo generator in next-to-leading order

ISR-only con�guration,with thesquared pion form factor

jF2�j
2 setto1.�� =

q

1�
4m 2

�

M 2
��

isthepion velocity.W hile

Eq.(202)providesa convenientm echanism to extractthe

dim ensionless quantity H (s;M 2
��) also for speci�c angu-

larregionsofpionsand photonsby applying the relevant

cutsto
d�

ISR
��
(
)

dM 2
��

�
�
�
�
jF2� j

2= 1

,in thepublished K LO E analyses.

H (s;M 2
��) is evaluated fully inclusive for pion and pho-

ton anglesin therange0� < ��;
 < 180�.Figure57 shows

the radiatorfunction in the range of0:35 < M 2
�� < 0:95

G eV 2.As can be seen from Table 13,the 0.5% uncer-

tainty ofthe radiator function quoted by the authors of

PHO K HARA translates into an uncertainty of 0.5% in

the��-contribution to ahad� between 0.35 and 0.95 G eV 2,

giving thelargestindividualcontribution and dom inating

the theoreticalsystem aticerror.

Thepresenceofeventswith �nalstateradiation in the

data sam plea�ectsthe analysesin severalways:

� Passing from M2�� to (M 0
��)

2.The presence of�nal

stateradiation shiftstheobservedvalueofM 2
�� (evalu-

ated from them om enta ofthetwo charged pion tracks

in the events) away from the value of the invariant

m ass squared ofthe virtualphoton produced in the

collision oftheelectron and thepositron,(M 0
��)

2.The

transition from M 2
�� to (M 0

��)
2 is perform ed using

a m odi�ed version ofthe PHO K HARA M onte Carlo

generator,which allowsto (approxim ately)determ ine

whethera generated photon com esfrom the initialor

the �nalstate [448].Figure 58 shows the probability

m atrix relating M 2
�� to (M 0

��)
2 by giving the prob-

ability for an event in a bin ofM 2
�� to end up in a

bin of(M 0
��)

2.It can be seen that the shift is only

in one direction,(M 0
��)

2 � M 2
��,so events with one

photon from initial state radiation and one photon

from �nalstate radiation m ove to a higher value of

(M 0
��)

2.The entries lining up above (M 0
��)

2 ’ 1:03

G eV 2 represent events with two pions and only one

photon,em itted in the �nalstate.Eventsofthistype

have (M 0
��)

2 = s,there is no hard photon from ini-

tialstateradiation present.Sincein theK LO E analy-

ses,them axim um valueof(M 0
��)

2 forwhich thecross

sections are m easured is 0:95 G eV 2 and su�ciently

sm aller than s ’ M 2
�
ofthe DA�NE collider,these

leading-order �nalstate radiation events need to be

taken out in the analysis.By m oving these events to

(M 0
��)

2 = s,the passage from M 2
�� to (M 0

��)
2 auto-

m atically perform sthistask.Figure59showsthefrac-

tion ofeventsfrom leading-order �nalstate radiation

contributing to the totalnum berofevents,evaluated

with the PHO K HARA event generator.Since in the

sm allangle analysisthe angularregionsforpionsand

photonsareseparated,�nalstateradiation,forwhich

thephotonsareem itted preferably along thedirection

ofthe pions,is suppressed to less than 0.5% .Using

large angle acceptance cuts,the e�ectism uch bigger,

especially above and below the %-resonance,where it

can reach 20-30% .The correction ofthe shiftin M 2
��

dependson theim plem entation of�nalstateradiation

in theM onteCarlogeneratorin term sofm odeldepen-

dence and m issing contributions.It also relieson the

correctassignm entofphotonscom ing from the initial

orthe�nalstate;however,in caseofsym m etricalcuts

in �
,interferencee�ectsbetween thetwostatesvanish

and theseparation ofinitialand �nalstateam plitudes

isfeasible.

� The acceptance in �
.Since the direction ofthe pho-

tonsem itted in the �nalstate ispeaked along the di-

rection ofthepions,and thephotonsareem itted in the
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Fig. 58. Probability m atrix relating the m easured quantity

M
2
� � to (M

0
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2
.To produce thisplot,a private version ofthe

PHO K HARA M onteCarlo generatorwasused [448].Thepho-

ton angle isrestricted to �
 < 15
�
(�
 > 165

�
).

initialstatealongthee+ /e� direction,thechoiceofthe

acceptance cutsa�ectsthe am ountof�nalstate radi-

ation in the analyses.Using the sm allangle analysis

cuts,a largepartof�nalstateradiation issuppressed

by the separation ofthe pion and photon acceptance

regions,and consequently needstobereintroduced us-

ingcorrectionsobtained from M onteCarlosim ulations

to arriveata resultwhich isinclusive with respectto

�nalstate radiation (asneeded in the dispersion inte-

gralfor a��� ).Even ifin the large angle analysis the

fraction ofevents with �nalstate radiation surviving

theselection islarger,again them issingparthasto be

added using M onteCarlo sim ulations.Theacceptance

correction forthecutin �
 isevaluated forinitialand

�nalstateradiation usingthePHO K HARA generator,

and the sm alldi�erences found in the com parison of

data and M onte Carlo distributionscontribute to the

system atic uncertainty of the m easurem ent (see Ta-

ble 13 and [449]).

� Thedistributionsofkinem aticalvariables.Cutson the

kinem aticaltrackm ass variable M trk (see Eq.(192)),

introduced in theanalysesto rem ovebackground from

the process e+ e� ! � ! �+ �� �0,take out also a

fraction ofthe events with �nalstate radiation,ne-

cessitating a correction to obtain an inclusive result.

Figure 60 shows the e�ect �nal state radiation has

on the distribution ofthe trackm assvariable.The ra-

diative tailofm ulti-photon eventsto the rightofthe

peak atthe �� m assincreasesbecause the additional

radiation m oves events from the peak to higher val-

ues in M trk.The width of the peak at M �� is due

to the detector resolution;the plotwas produced us-

ing the PHO K HARA eventgeneratorinterfaced with

theK LO E detectorsim ulation [450].Between 150 and

200 M eV,an M 2
��-dependentcutisused in the event

selection to reject the �+ �� �0 events which have a

value ofM trk > M �� .In thisregion,the cutalso acts

on the signalevents.M issing term s concerning �nal

state radiation in the M onte Carlo sim ulation or the
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Fig.59.(a) Fraction ofeventswith leading order �nalstate

radiation in the sm allangle selection:50� < �� < 130� and

�
 < 15
�
(�
 > 165

�
).(b) Fraction of events with leading

order �nalstate radiation in the large angle selection:50
�
<

�� < 130
�
and 50

�
< �
 < 130

�
.The PHO K HARA generator

wasused to produce the plots.

ISR

ISR + FSR

MTrk [MeV]   

a.
u

.  
 

10
-2

10
-1

1

100 150 200 250 300 350

Fig.60.M odi�cation ofthedistribution ofthetrackm assvari-

abledueto thepresenceof�nalstateradiation (dark grey tri-

angles) com pared to the one with initialstate radiation only

(lightgrey triangles).The arrowsindicate the region in which

the M
2
� �-dependent cut is applied in the analysis. The plot

wascreated with thePHO K HARA generatorinterfaced to the

K LO E detectorsim ulation [450].

non-validity ofthe pointlike-pion approxim ation used

in PHO K HARA m ay a�ecttheshapeoftheradiative

tailin the trackm ass variable.To overcom e this,in

the K LO E analyses,sm allcorrections are applied to

the m om enta and the angles ofthe charged particles

in the eventin thesim ulation,and good agreem entin

the shape ofM trk is obtained between M onte Carlo

sim ulation and data [449].
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� The division by the radiator function H (s;M2��).In

this case,one assum es perfect factorisation between

theISR and theFSR process.Thishasbeen tested by

perform ing the analysis in an inclusive and exclusive

approach with respectto �nalstateradiation.Theas-

sum ption wasfound to bevalid within 0:2% [373,451].

Ithasbeen argued thatcontributionsfrom eventswith

twohard photonsin the�nalstate,which arenotincluded

in thePHO K HARA generator,m ay havean e�ecton the

analyses[380].

The e�ectofthe directdecay � ! �+ �� 
 on the ra-

diativereturnanalysishasbeen addressedalreadyin [347].

Running at
p
s ’ 1:02 G eV,the am plitude for the pro-

cesses� ! (f0(980)+ f0(600))
 ! �+ �� 
 interfereswith

the am plitude for the �nalstate radiation process.Due

to the yetunclearnatureofthe scalarstatesf0(980)and

f0(600),thee�ecton the�
+ �� 
(
)crosssection depends

on them odelused todescribethescalarm esons.Thepos-

sibility to sim ulate � decays together with the processes

forinitialand �nalstateradiation hasbeen im plem ented

in the PHO K HARA event generator in [337],using two

characteristicm odelsforthe� decays:the\no structure"

m odelof [452]and the K + K � loop m odelof [453]. A

re�ned version ofthe K + K � loop m odel[439]and the

double vector resonance � ! �� %� (! �� 
) have been

included asdescribed in [350].Using param etervaluesfor

thedi�erent� decaysfound in theanalysisoftheneutral

channel� ! (f0(980)+ f0(600))
 ! �0�0
 [439,441],one

can estim atethee�ecton thedi�erentanalyses.W hilein

the sm allangle analysisthere isno signi�cante�ectdue

to thechoiceoftheacceptancecuts,in thelarge angle se-

lection thee�ectisoftheorderofseveralpercentand can

reach up to 20% in thevicinity ofthef0(980),seeFig.61

(a).W hilethisallowstostudy thedi�erentm odelsforthe

directdecaysof�-m esons(see also Section 4.3.2),itpre-

ventsa precise m easurem entof��� untilthe m odeland

the param etersare understood with better accuracy.An

obviousway outisto usedata taken ata valueof
p
sout-

sidethenarrow peak ofthe� resonance(�� = 4:26� 0:04

M eV [267]).In 2006,the K LO E experim enthastaken �

250 pb� 1 ofdata at
p
s= 1 G eV,20 M eV below M �.As

can be seen in Fig.61 (b),this reducesthe e�ectdue to

contributionsfrom f0
 and %� decaysofthe �-m eson to

be within � 1% .

Norm alisation with m uon events

An alternativem ethod to extractthepion form factor

istonorm alisethedi�erentialcrosssectiond���
(
)=dM
2
��

directlytotheprocesse+ e� ! �+ �� 
(
),d���
(
)=dM
2
��,

in each bin of�M 2
�� = �M 2

��.Radiativecorrectionslike

the e�ect ofvacuum polarisation,the radiator function

and also theintegrated lum inosity
R
Ldtcanceloutin the

ratio ofpionsoverm uons,and only the e�ectsfrom �nal

state radiation (which is di�erent for pions and m uons)

need to be taken into accountconsistently.An approach

currently underway atK LO E usesthefollowing equation
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Fig.61.(a):d�
(ISR + F SR + f0+ %� )
� � 
 =d�

(ISR + F SR )
� � 
 for

p
s = 1:019

G eV.(b):d�
(ISR + F SR + f0+ %�
� � 
 )=d�

(ISR + F SR )
� � 
 for

p
s = 1 G eV.

Both plots were produced with the PHO K HARA v6.1 event

generator using large angle acceptance regions for pions and

photons,with m odelparam eters for the f0 and %� contribu-

tionsfrom [439,441].

to obtain jF2�j
2:

jF2�(s
0)j2� (1+ �(s0))=

4(1+ 2m 2
�=s

0)��

�3�
�
(
d���
(
)

dM 2
��

)ISR + FSR

(
d���
(
)

dM 2
��

)ISR

(203)

In this form ula,the m easured di�erential cross section

d���
(
)=dM
2
�� should be inclusive with respect to pio-

nic �nalstate radiation,while the m easured cross sec-

tion d���
(
)=dM
2
�� should be exclusive form uonic �nal

state radiation.s0 = M 2
�� = M 2

�� is the squared invari-

antm ass ofthe di-pion or the di-m uon system after the

respective correctionsfor�nalstate radiation.Using this

approach,one gets on the left-hand side the pion form

factor tim es the factor (1 + �(s0)),which describes the

e�ect ofthe pionic �nalstate radiation.This bare form

factoristhequantity needed in thedispersion integralfor

the ��-contribution to ahad� .W hile the m easurem ent of

d���
(
)=dM
2
�� and its corrections for pionic �nalstate

radiation are very sim ilar to the one using the norm ali-

sation with Bhabha events already perform ed atK LO E,

the correctionsneeded to subtractthe m uonic �nalstate

radiation from the d���
(
)=dM
2
�� crosssection are pure

Q ED and can be obtained from the PHO K HARA gener-

ator,which includes �nalstate radiation for m uon pair

production atnext-to-leading order[336].Dueto thefact

thattheK LO E detectordoesnotprovideparticleIDs,pi-

onsand m uonshave to be separated and identi�ed using

kinem aticalvariables(e.g.the aforem entioned trackm ass

variable)[367].The analysisisin progressand a system -
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atic precision sim ilarto the one obtained in the absolute

m easurem entisexpected.

4.4.2 Radiativereturn atBaBar

TheBaBarradiativereturn program aim satthestudy of

allsigni�canthadronic processesin electron-positron an-

nihilation,e+ e� ! hadrons,forenergiesfrom threshold

up to about 4.5 G eV.M oreover,hadron spectroscopy of

theinitialJP C = 1� � states,which areproduced in e+ e�

collisions,and of their decay products is perform ed.In

thischapterBaBarresultsforprocesseswith 3,4,5 and

6 hadrons in the �nalstate,as wellas m easurem ents of

baryon form factorsin the tim e-like region are reported.

A precision analysis ofthe pion form factor,i.e.ofthe

crosssection e+ e� ! �+ �� ,which isessentialforan im -

proved determ ination ofthe hadroniccontribution to the

anom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon,appeared m ost

recently [454].The results presented in this chapter are

based on a totalintegrated lum inosity of230 fb� 1,ex-

ceptforthe3� and 4 hadron channelsofRef.[397],which

were analysed using a data sam ple of90 fb� 1.The total

BaBar data sam ple collected between the years 1999 to

2008 am ountsto 530 fb� 1.A typicalfeature com m on to

allradiative return analysesatBaBarisa wide coverage

ofthe entire m ass range ofinterest in one single experi-

m ent,with reducedpoint-by-pointuncertaintiescom pared

to previousexperim ents.

e+ e� ! 3 pions

The�+ �� �0 m assspectrum hasbeen m easured from 1:05

G eV up to the J= m ass region with a system atic er-

rorof� 5% below 2:5 G eV,and up to � 20% athigher

m asses[396].Thespectrum isdom inated by the!,� and

J= resonances.TheBaBarm easurem entwasableto sig-

ni�cantly im prove the world knowledge on the excited !

states.The spectrum hasbeen �tted up to 1:8 G eV and

the following resultsforthe m assesand widthsofthe !0

and !00stateshavebeen found:M (!0)= (1350� 20� 20)

M eV,�(!0)= (450� 70� 70)M eV,M (!00)= (1660� 10�

2)M eV,�(!00)= (230� 30� 20)M eV.Note thatbelow

1:4 G eV the results from BaBar are in good agreem ent

with those from SND [290],while above this energy the

crosssections m easured by BaBarare m uch higher than

thosefrom DM 2 [455].

e+ e� ! 4 hadrons

The�+ �� �+ �� ,K + K � �+ �� and K + K � K + K � exclu-

sive�nalstateshavebeen m easured from threshold up to

4:5 G eV with system atic errorsof5% ,15% and 25% ,re-

spectively [397].The K + K � K + K � m easurem ent is the

�rstm easurem entofthis processatall.Figure 62 shows

them assdistribution ofthe�+ �� �+ �� channel.W eiden-

tify an im pressive im provem entwith respectto previous

experim ents.Background isrelatively low forallchannels

understudy(e.g.afew percentat1:5G eV for�+ �� �+ �� )

and is dom inated by ISR-events ofhigher m ultiplicities

and by continuum non-ISR eventsathigherm asses.The

�+ �� �+ �� �nalstate isdom inated by the two-body in-
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term ediate state a1(1260)�;the K
+ K � �+ �� �nalstate

shows no signi�cant two-body states,but a rich three-

body structure, including K �(890)K �, ���, �K K and

K �
2(1430)K �.

Figure63showsBaBarprelim inary resultsfortheprocess

e+ e� ! �+ �� �0�0.The currentsystem atic errorofthe

m easurem entvariesfrom 8% around thepeak ofthecross

section to14% at4.5G eV.BaBarresultsarein agreem ent

with SND [456]in the energy range below 1.4 G eV and

show a signi�cantim provem entforhigherenergies(> 1.4

G eV).In theenergy rangeabove2.5 G eV thisisthe �rst

m easurem entatall.Thee+ e� ! �+ �� �0�0 �nalstateis

dom inated by the!�0,a1(1260)� and �+ �� interm ediate

channels,where the latterchannelhasbeen observed for

the �rsttim e.

A speci�canalysiswasdevoted to theinterm ediatestruc-

turesinthee+ e� ! K + K � �+ �� ande+ e� ! K + K � �0�0
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channels[401].O fspecialinterestistheinterm ediatestate

�f0(980),wherethedecaysf0(980)! �+ �� andf0(980)!

�0�0 havebeenlookedat.A peakisobservedin the�f0(980)

channelat a m ass M = 2175 � 18 M eV and a width

� = 58 � 2 M eV.The new state is usually denoted as

Y(2175)and isalso clearly visible in the K + K � f0 spec-

trum .

e+ e� ! 2(�+ �� )�0,2(�+ �� )�

Thee+ e� ! 2(�+ �� )�0 crosssection hasbeen m easured

by BaBarfrom threshold up to4.5G eV [403].A largecou-

pling ofthe J= and  (2S) to this channelis observed.

The system atic error of the m easurem ent is about 7%

around the peak ofthe m ass spectrum .In the �+ �� �0

m ass distribution the ! and � peaks are observed;the

restofthe eventshavea 3�� structure.

BaBarperform edalsothe�rstm easurem entofthee+ e� !

2(�+ �� )� crosssection.A peak value ofabout1.2 nb at

about2.2 G eV is observed,followed by a m onotonic de-

creasetowardshigherenergies.Threeinterm ediate states

areseen:��(1450),�0�(770)and f1(1285)�(770).
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ers(blue points)and from �pp experim ents(red points).

e+ e� ! 6 hadrons

The6 hadron �nalstatehasbeen m easured in the exclu-

sivechannels3(�+ �� ),2(�+ �� )2�0 and K + K � 2(�+ �� )

[399].The cross section in the last case has never been

m easured before;the precision in the �rst two cases is

� 20% ,which isa largeim provem entwith respectto ex-

isting data.Again,theentireenergy rangefrom threshold

up to 4:5 G eV is m easured in a single experim ent.The

distributionsforthe�nalstates3(�+ �� )and 2(�+ �� )2�0

are shown in Fig.64.A clear dip is visible at about 1:9

G eV in both pion m odes.A sim ilar feature was already

seen by FO CUS [457]in the di�ractive photo-production

ofsixchargedpions.Thespectraare�tted byBaBarusing

thesum ofaBreit-W ignerresonancefunction and aJacob-

Slanskycontinuum shape.Forthe3(�+ �� )(2(�+ �� )2�0)

m ode,BaBarobtainsvaluesof1880� 30 M eV (1860� 20

M eV) for the resonance peak,130 � 30 M eV (160 � 20

M eV)fortheresonancewidth and 21o � 14o (� 3o � 15o)

forthephaseshiftbetween theresonanceand continuum .

e+ e� ! K + K � �0;K + K � �,KSK
� ��

A recentBaBarISR-analysisisdedicated tothreehadrons

in the �nalstate,including a pair ofkaons (K + K � �0,

K K S�);a peak near 1.7 G eV,which is m ainly due to

the �0(1680) state, is observed. A Dalitz plot analysis

shows that the K K �(892) and K K �
2(1430) interm ediate

states are dom inating the K �K � channel. A �t to the

e+ e� ! K �K � crosssection assum ingtheexpected contri-

butionsfrom the �;�0;�00;�0;�0;�00 stateswasperform ed.

Theparam etersofthe �0 and otherexcited vectorm eson

statesarecom patible with PDG values.

Tim e-like proton form factor e+ e� ! p�p,hyperon form

factorse+ e� ! �0 ��0;�0 �� 0;� 0 �� 0

BaBarhasalso perform ed a m easurem entofthee+ e� !

p�p crosssection [398].Thistim e-likeprocessisparam etri-
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sed by the electric and m agnetic form factors,G E and

G M :

�e+ e� ! p�p =
4��2�C

3s

� (jGM j2 +
2m 2

p

s
jG E j

2);

where � =

q

1� 4m2p=s and the factorC = y=(1� e� y)

(with y = ��m p=(�
p
s)) accounts for the Coulom b in-

teraction ofthe �nalstate particles.The proton helicity

angle �p in the p�p restfram e can be used to separatethe

jG E j
2 and jG M j2 term s.Their respective variations are

approxim ately � sin2 �p and � (1 + cos2 �p).By �tting

the cos�p distribution to a sum ofthe two term s,the ra-

tio jG E j=jG M jcan be extracted.This is done separately

in six binsofM p�p.The resultsdisagreesigni�cantly with

previousm easurem entsfrom LEAR [458]abovethreshold.

BaBarobservesa ratio jG E j=jG M j> 1 above threshold,

whileatlargervaluesofM p�p theBaBarm easurem ent�nds

jG E j=jG M j� 1.LEAR data,on the contrary,show a be-

haviourjG E j=jG M j< 1 abovethreshold.

In orderto com pare the crosssection m easurem entwith

previous data (e+ e� and �pp experim ents),the e�ective

form factorG isintroduced:G =

q

jG E j
2 + 2m 2

p=sjG M j2.

The BaBarm easurem entofG isin good agreem entwith

existing results,ascan be seen in Fig.65.The structure

oftheform factorisrathercom plicated;thefollowing ob-

servationscan bem ade:(i)BaBarcon�rm san increaseof

G towardsthreshold asseen beforeby otherexperim ents;

(ii) two sharp dropsofthe spectrum atM p�p = 2:25 and

3:0 G eV are observed;(iii)data atlarge valuesM p�p > 3

G eV arein good agreem entwith theprediction from per-

turbativeQ CD.

A continuationoftheISR program with baryon�nalstates

isthem easurem entofthee+ e� ! � �� crosssection [404].

So far only one data point from DM 2 [459]was existing

forthischannel,which isin good agreem entwith BaBar

data.About 360 � �� events could be selected using the

� ! p� decay.In two invariantm assbinsan attem pthas

been m adeto extracttheratio oftheelectricto m agnetic

form factorjG E j=jG M j.In them assrangebelow 2:4 G eV

this ratio is above unity { as in the proton case { with

a signi�cance of one standard deviation (jG E j=jG M j =

1:73
+ 0:99
� 0:57). Above 2:4 G eV the ratio is consistent with

unity (jG E j=jG M j= 0:71+ 0:66� 0:71).Also the � polarisation

and the phase between G E and G M was studied using

the slope ofthe angle between the polarisation axis and

theproton m om entum in the� restfram e.Thefollowing

lim iton � polarisation isobtained:� 0:22< � < 0:28;the

relative phase between the two form factors is m easured

as� 0:76< sin(�)< 0:98,which isnotyetsigni�cantdue

to lim ited statistics.

Finally,the �rstm easurem entsofthe e+ e� ! � 0 �� 0 and

e+ e� ! � 0 ��(� �� 0)crosssectionswereperform ed.Forthe

detection ofthe � 0 baryon,the decay � 0 ! �
 ! p�


wasused.About40 candidateeventswereselected forthe

reaction � 0 �� 0 and about20 eventsfor� �� 0.Allbaryon

form factorsm easured by BaBarhave a sim ilarsize and

m assshape,nam ely a rise towardsthreshold.The reason

forthispeculiarbehaviourisnotunderstood.

4.4.3 Radiativereturn atBelle

ISR studiesatBelle

Untilnow m ost ofthe Belle analyses using radiative

return focused on studiesofthecharm onium and charm o-

nium -likestates.They can be subdivided into �nalstates

with open and hidden charm .

Finalstateswith open charm

Belleperform ed asystem aticstudyofvariousexclusive

channels ofe+ e� annihilation into charm ed m esons and

baryons using ISR,often based on the so called partial

reconstruction to increasethe detection e�ciency.

In Ref.[413]they m easured the cross sections ofthe

processese+ e� ! D � �D � � and e+ e� ! D + D � � + c:c:.

Theshapeoftheform eriscom plicated and hasseverallo-

calm axim a and m inim a.The �rsttwo m axim a are close

to the  (4040)and  (4160)states.The lattershowssig-

ni�cantexcessofeventsnearthe  (4040).

The cross sections ofthe processes e+ e� ! D + D �

and e+ e� ! D 0 �D 0 show a signalofthe  (3770),aswell

ashintsofthe (4040), (4160)and  (4415)[414].There

isalso an enhancem entnear3.9 G eV,which qualitatively

agreeswith the prediction ofthe coupled channelm odel

[460].

The cross section of the process e+ e� ! D 0D � �+

hasa prom inentpeak atthe energy corresponding to the

 (4415)[415].From a study ofthe resonantsubstructure

in thedecay  (4415)! D 0D � �+ they concludethatitis

dom inated by the interm ediate D �D �
2(2460)m echanism .

In contrasttoexpectationsofsom ehybrid m odelspre-

dicting Y (4260)! D (� )�D (� )� decays,no clearstructures

wereobserved in the crosssection ofthe processe+ e� !

D 0D � ��+ [417].Thereisonly som eevidence(� 3:1�)for

the  (4415).

Finally,they m easure the cross section of the reac-

tion e+ e� ! �+
c �

�
c and observe a signi�cant peak near

threshold that they dub X (4630) [416].Assum ing that

thepeak isa resonance,they �nd thatitsm assand width

are com patible within errors with those ofthe Y (4660)

state found by Belle in the  (2S)�+ �� �nal state via

ISR [411].However,interpretationsotherthan X (4630)�

Y (4660) cannot be excluded.For exam ple,peaks at the

baryon-antibaryon threshold are observed in variouspro-

cesses.According to other assum ptions,the X (4630) is

a  (5S) [461]or  (6S) [462]charm onium state,or,for

exam ple,a threshold e�ect which is due to the  (3D ),

slightly below the�+
c �

�
c threshold [463].Figure66 shows

allcrosssectionsm entioned above,with the verticallines

showingpositionsofboth wellestablishedstateslike (4040),

 (4160) and  (4415), and new charm onium -like states

Y (4008),Y (4260),Y (4360)and Y (4660)discussed below.
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e
�
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e
�
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D

�
�
+
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+
e
�

!

D
0
D

��
�
+
+ c:c:,and f)e

+
e
�
! �

+
c �

�
c .Thedashed linesshow

the position ofthe  states,while the dotted linescorrespond

to the Y (4008); Y (4260); Y (4360),and Y (4660)states.

Sum m ing the m easured crosssectionsand taking into

account not yet observed �nalstates on base ofisospin

sym m etry they �nd that the sum ofexclusive cross sec-

tions alm ost saturates the total inclusive cross section

m easured by BES [303].

Finalstateswith hidden charm

StudyingtheJ= �+ �� �nalstate,Bellecon�rm ed the

Y (4260)discovered by BaBarand 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

�rstevidence forthe reaction e+ e� ! J= K 0
SK

0
S [412].

Studying the  (2S)�+ �� �nalstate,Belle con�rm ed

theY (4360)discoveredbyBaBarand in addition observed

a new structuredubbed Y (4660)[411],seeFig.68.

Itisworth noting thattheresonanceinterpretation of

variousenhancem entsdiscussed aboveisnotunam biguous

andcanbestronglya�ectedbyclosethresholdsofdi�erent

�nalstatesand rescattering e�ects.

VariousISR studiesperform ed attheBelledetectorin

the charm onium region aresum m arised in Table14.

ISR studiesoflightquark states
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Table 14.Sum m ary ofISR studiesin the c�c region atBelle.

Finalstate
R

L dt,fb
�1

Ref.

D
�+
D

��
547.8 [413]

D
�
D

��
547.8 [413]

D
0 �D

0
; D

+
D

�
673 [414]

D
0
D

�
�
+

673 [415]

D
0
D

��
�
+

695 [417]

�
+
c �

�
c 695 [416]

J= �
+
�
�

548 [410]

 (2S)�
+
�
�

673 [411]

J= K
+
K

�
673 [412]

In one case the ISR m ethod was used to study the

lightquark states[464].In thisanalysisthecrosssections

ofthe reactions e+ e� ! ��+ �� and e+ e� ! �f0(980)

arem easured from threshold to 3 G eV,using a data sam -

ple of673 fb� 1,see Fig.69 (a,b).In the ��+ �� m ode

theauthorsobserveand m easureforthe�rsttim ethepa-

ram eters ofthe �(1680);they also observe and m easure

the param etersofthe �(2170).Also selected in thisanal-

ysisisthe�f0(980)�nalstate,which showsa clearsignal

ofthe �(2170).For M onte Carlo sim ulation they use a

version ofPHO K HARA in which theproduced resonance

decaysinto ��+ �� or �f0(980)with the subsequent de-

cays� ! K + K � and f0(980)! �+ �� .The�+ �� system

isin the S-wave,the �+ �� system and the � are also in

a relative S-wave.The �+ �� m assdistribution isgener-
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and e
+
e
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! �f0(980)(b).

ated according to phase space.They assign 0.1% as the

system aticuncertainty ofthe ISR photon radiator.

In allthe ISR studies the M onte Carlo sim ulation is

perform ed as follows.First,the kinem atics ofthe initial

state radiation isgenerated using the PHO K HARA v5.0

packageforsim ulation oftheprocesse+ e� ! V 
ISR (
ISR )

[338].Then a q�q generatorisused to generateV decays.

4.4.4 Prospectsforradiative return atVEPP-2000

Asdiscussed above,them ajorhadronicleading-ordercon-

tribution to ahad� com es from the energy range below 1

G eV,wherein turn the�+ �� channelgivesthedom inant

contribution.Directscan atVEPP-2000 willdeliverhuge

statistics at the experim ents CM D-3 and SND,but the

accuracy ofthe crosssectionswillbe determ ined by sys-

tem aticerrors.Therefore,any otherpossibilitytom easure

thepion form factor,forexam plewith ISR,willbeavalu-

abletooltoprovideacrosscheck forbetterunderstanding

the scaleofsystem atice�ects.

The design lum inosity of� 1032cm � 2c� 1 is expected

at
p
s = 2 G eV.The lum inosity recalculated to the �-

peak willbe close to the one obtained with CM D-2.Let

us recollect that the ISR m ethod provides a continuous

\low energy scan",whiletaking data at�xed high energy.

Thethreshold region,2m � { 0.5 G eV,givesabout13% of

thetotalcontribution tothem uon anom aly.Asarule,the

colliderlum inosity dram atically decreasesatlow energies.

To overcom ethe lack ofdata in the threshold region,the

ISR m ethod can serve asa very e�cientand unique way

to m easurethepion form factorinsidethisenergy region.

Today,thetheoreticalprecision forthecrosssection of

the process e+ e� ! �+ �� 
 is dom inated by the uncer-

tainty ofthe radiatorfunction (0.5% ),and there ishope

to reduceitto a few perm illin the future.In the caseof

the pion form factorextraction from the �+ �� 
=�+ �� 


ratio,the dependence on theory willbe signi�cantly re-

duced,sincethem ain uncertainty oftheradiatorfunction

and vacuum polarisation e�ects cancelout in the ratio.

W ith the integrated lum inosity ofseveralinverse fem to-

barn at2 G eV,onecan reach a fractionalaccuracy on the

totalerrorsm allerthan 0.5% .

In direct scan experim ents the data are collected at

�xed energy points.Thus,som e \em pty" gaps without

data naturally arise.Theexperim entswith ISR willcover

the whole energy scale,�lling any existing gaps.Trigger

and reconstruction e�ciencies,detectorim perfectionsand

m any other factors willbe identicalfor alldata in the

wholeenergyrange.Therefore,som esystem aticerrorswill

becancelled outin part.Com parison ofcrosssectionsfor

the processe+ e� ! �+ �� ,m easured both with ISR and

directscan,can serveasabenchm ark tostudy and control

system atic e�ects.It should con�rm the validity ofthis

m ethod and help todeterm inetheenergyscale.A �tofthe

! and � resonanceswillalso provide a calibration ofthe

energyscale{an im portantfeaturetoachieveasystem atic

accuracy ofa few perm illforthe pion form factor.

4.4.5 Prospectsforradiativereturn atBES-III

The designed peak lum inosity of BEPC-II is 1 � 1033

cm � 2s� 1 at
p
s= 3:77 G eV,i.e.the (3770)peak.Ithas

reached 30% ofthe design lum inosity now and is start-

ing to deliverlum inosity to BES-IIIforphysics.Although

thephysicsprogram satBES-IIIareratherrich [51],m ost

ofthe tim e,the m achine willrun at
p
s = 3:77 G eV and

4.17G eV forcharm physics,sincethecrosssectionsofJ= 

and  (2S)production arelargeand therequired statistics

can be accum ulated in short tim e,say,one yearat each

energy point.The estim ated running tim e ofBEPC-IIatp
s= 3:77 and 4.17 G eV isaround eightyears,which cor-

respondsto an integrated lum inosity ofabout20 fb� 1 at

each energy point.

Data sam ples at
p
s = 3:77 and 4.17 G eV can be

used forradiative return studies,forthe c.m .energiesof

the hadron system between the �+ �� threshold to above

2.0 G eV.This willallow for m easurem ents ofthe pion,

kaon and proton form factors,aswellasofcrosssections

forsom e m ulti-hadron �nalstates.The good coverage of

them uon detectoratBES-IIIalsoallowstheidenti�cation

ofthe �+ �� �nalstate,thus supplying a norm alisation

factorforthe othertwo-body �nalstates.

Figure 70 shows the expected lum inosity at low en-

ergies in 10 M eV bins for 10 fb� 1 data accum ulated on

the  (3770)peak.In term soflum inosity atthe �0 peak,

one can see that 10 fb� 1 ofdata at
p
s = 3:77 G eV is

equivalentto 70 fb� 1 at10.58G eV,i.e.attheB factories.

W ith M onteCarlogenerated e+ e� ! 
ISR �
+ �� data

using PHO K HARA [333],aftera fastsim ulation and re-

construction with theBES-IIIsoftware,onefound theef-

�ciency foreventsatthe �0 peak to be around 5% ifone

requires the detection ofthe ISR photon.This is higher

than thee�ciencyatBaBar[465].Figure71showsthesig-

nalfor10,000 generated �+ �� events.O ne estim atesthe

num berofeventsin each 10 M eV bin to bearound 20,000

at the �0 peak,for 10 fb� 1 ofdata at
p
s = 3:77 G eV.

This is com parable with the recent BaBar results based

on 232 fb� 1 ofdata atthe �(4S)peak [465].

Them ostim portantwork related tothepion form fac-

torm easurem entisthe estim ate ofthe system atic error.

Sincethecrosssection ofgood eventsatthe (3770)peak

is not large (around 30 nb for the totalhadronic cross

section,with about400 nb crosssection fortheQ ED pro-

cesses)com pared to the highesttriggerratesatJ= and

 (2S)peak energies,a loosetriggerism 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

triggerpurity oflessthan 20% .

W ith enough D �D eventsaccum ulated atthesam een-

ergy,thetracking and particleID e�cienciescan bem ea-

sured with high precision (as has been done at CLEO -

c[466]).In addition,a hugedata sam pleatthe (2S)and

thewellm easured largebranching 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.Allthiswillgreatly help tounderstand thedetector

perform anceand to pin down thesystem aticerrorsin the

form factorm easurem ent.

Thekaon and proton form factorscan bem easured as

wellsincethey areeven sim plerthan them easurem entof

the pion form factor.This willallow usto better under-

stand thestructureclosetothreshold and possibleexisting

high-m assstructures.

Exceptforthelowestlying vectorstates(�,!,�),the

param etersofothervectorstatesare poorly known,and

further investigations are needed.BES-III ISR analyses

m ay reach energies slightly above 2 G eV,while beyond

thatBEPC-IIcan run by adjusting thebeam energy.This

allows BES-III to study the fullrange ofvector m esons

between the �+ �� threshold and 4.6 G eV,which is the

highestenergy BEPC-IIcan reach,thuscovering the�,!

and �,aswellasthe sector.O newillhavethechanceto

study the excited �,! and � statesbetween 1 and about

2.5 G eV.The �nalstatesinclude �+ �� �0,K �K ,4 pions,

��K K ,etc.Finalstates with m ore than four particles

willbe hard to study using the ISR m ethod,since the

D �D decay willcontributeasbackground.

5 Tau decays

5.1 Introduction

After discovery ofthe � lepton,which is a fundam ental

lepton,heavy enough to decay notonly into leptons,but

alsointo dozensofvarioushadronic�nalstates,itbecam e

clearthatcorresponding M onte Carlo (M C)eventgener-

atorsareneeded forvariouspurposes:

{ To calculatedetectoracceptance,e�cienciesand vari-

ousdistributionsforsignaleventselection and com par-

ison to data.In generaltheacceptanceissm all(a few

percent)and dependson them odel;in principle,itisa

com plicated function ofinvariantm asses,angles,and

resolutions.Analysisofpublicationsshowsthate�ects

ofM C signalm odelling arealm ostalwaysneglected.

{ To estim ate the num ber ofbackground (BG ) events

N B G
ev andtheirdistributions;in additiontobackground

com ing from �+ �� pairs (so called cross-feed),there

m ightbeBG eventsfrom q�q continuum , 

 collisions

etc.

{ To unfold observed distributionsto getrid ofdetector

e�ects,im portantwhen extracting resonanceparam e-

ters.

Variouscom puterpackageslike,e.g.,KO RALB [467],

K K M C [468],TAUO LA [469,470,471]and PHO TO S [472]

were developed to generate events for � lepton produc-

tion in e+ e� annihilation and theirsubsequentdecay,tak-

ing into accountthepossibility ofphoton em ission.These

codes becam e very im portant tools for experim ents at

LEP,CLEO ,Tevatron and HERA.

Sim ulation ofhadronic decaysrequiresthe knowledge

of hadronic form factors. Various hadronic �nal states

were considered in the 90’s,resulting in a large num ber

ofspeci�c hadroniccurrents[473].
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However,alreadyexperim entsatLEP and CLEO show-

ed thatwith increaseofthecollected datasetsam orepre-

cisedescription isnecessary.Som eattem ptswerem adeto

im provetheparam etrisation ofvarioushadroniccurrents.

O ne should note the serious e�orts ofthe ALEPH and

CLEO Collaborations,which created theirown param etri-

sationsofTAUO LA hadroniccurrentsalready in thelate

90’s,ora param etrisation ofthe hadronic currentin the

4� decays[474],based on theexperim entalinform ation on

e+ e� ! 2�+ 2�� ;�+ �� 2�0 from Novosibirsk[294],which

isnow im plem ented in thepresentlydistributed TAUO LA

code[475].

5.2 Currentstatusofdata and M C generators

In thissection we willbrie
y discussthe m ostprecisere-

centexperim entaldataon � lepton decays,showing,wher-

everpossible,theircom parison with theexisting M C gen-

eratorsand discussing the decay dynam ics.

5.2.1 �� ! �� �0�� atBelle

Recently results ofa study ofthe �� ! �� �0�� decay

by the Belle Collaboration were published [476]. From

less than 10% of the dataset available the authors se-

lected a huge statisticsof5.4M events,abouttwo orders

ofm agnitudelargerthan in any previousexperim ent,de-

term ined the branching fraction and after the unfolding

obtained the hadronic m ass spectrum ,in which for the

�rsttim e three �-like resonanceswere observed together:

�(770); �(1450)and �(1700).Theirparam eterswere also

determ ined.

The com parison ofthe obtained m issing m ass distri-

butions with sim ulations for di�erent polar angle ranges

(Fig.72) shows that there exist sm alldiscrepancies be-

tween M C and data.

Figure 73 shows various background contributions to

the di-pion m assdistribution (upperpanel)and underly-

ing dynam ics(lowerpanel),clearly dem onstrating a pat-

tern ofthe three interfering resonances �(770); �(1450)

and �(1700).

5.2.2 �� ! �K 0�� ��;K
� �0��

Two high-precision studiesofthe � decay into the K ���
�nalstate were recently published.The BaBar Collabo-

ration reported a m easurem entofthe branching fraction

of the �� ! K � �0�� decay [477].They do not study

in detailthe K � invariantm assdistribution,noting only

that the K �(892)� resonance is seen prom inently above

the sim ulated background,see Fig.74.Near 1.4 G eV=c2

decays to higher K � m esons are expected,such as the

K �(1410)� and K �
0(1430)

� ,buttheirbranching fractions

arenotyetm easured well.Thesedecaysarenotincluded
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tion for �
�
! �

�
�
0
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di�erent ranges ofthe m issing polar angles.The solid circles

representthedata and thehistogram stheM C sim ulation (sig-

nal+ background).Theopen histogram showsthecontribution
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+
�
�
pairs,the vertical(horizontal) striped area shows

thatfrom two-photon leptonic (hadronic) processes;the wide

(narrow) hatched area shows that from Bhabha (�
+
�
�
),and

the shaded area thatfrom the q�q continuum .
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the �(770),�(1450)and �(1700)resonances.

in theBaBarsim ulationof� decays,butseem tobepresent

in the data around 1.4 G eV=c2.It is also worth noting

that this decay m ode is heavily contam inated by cross-

feed backgroundsfrom other� decays.Forexam ple,below

0.7 G eV=c2 the background is dom inated by K � �0�0��
and K � K 0�0�� events,forwhich thebranching fractions

areonly known with largerelativeuncertaintiesof� 37%

and � 13% ,respectively.Non-negligible background m ay

alsocom efrom the�� ! �� �0�� decay,which hasalarge

branchingfraction and thusshould besim ulated properly.

Another charge com bination ofthe �nalstate particles,

i.e.,K 0
S�

� ��,wasstudied in theBelleexperim ent[478].In
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m ediated by a resonance with m ass and width of1650 M eV

and 100 M eV,and 1570 M eV and 150 M eV,respectively.

thiscasea detailed analysisoftheK � invariantm assdis-

tribution hasbeen perform ed.The authorsalso conclude

that the decay dynam ics di�ers from pure K �(892):the

best�tincludesK �
0(800)+ K

�(892)+ K �(1410)=K �
0(1430),

seeFig.75.

5.2.3 � decaysinto threepseudoscalars

Recently am easurem entofthebranchingfractionsofvar-

ious particle com binationsin the decay to three charged

hadrons (any com bination of pions and kaons) was re-

ported by theBaBarCollaboration [479].A sim ilarstudy

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 � �� �nalstate BaBar [479]and

Belle [481]reported the observation ofthe decay m ode

�K � ��,while in the K � K + �� �� �nalstate BaBar ob-

served the ��� �� decay m ode [479].Belle analysed the

spectrum ofthe �K � m assand concluded thatit m ight

havea com plicated dynam ics,seeFig.76.

The m ost detailed previous study ofthe m ass spec-

tra wasdone by the CLEO group [482].W ith the statis-

ticsofabout8,000 eventsthey concludethatthe3� m ass

spectrum isdom inated by the a1(1260)m eson,and con-

�rm ed that the decay ofthe latter is not saturated by

the�� interm ediatestate,having in addition a signi�cant

f0(600)�
� com ponentobserved earlierin e+ e� annihila-

tion into fourcharged pions[294].

Recently theBelleCollaboration perform ed a detailed

study of various decays with the � m eson in the �nal

state[483].They m easured thebranching fractionsofthe

following decay m odes:�� ! K � ���,�
� ! K � �0���,

�� ! �� �0���,�
� ! �� K 0

S���,and �� ! K � ����.

They also set upper lim its on the branching fractions of

thedecaysintoK � K 0
S���,�

� K 0
S�

0���,K
� ����,�

� ����,

and non-resonantK � �0��� �nalstates.

Figure 77 shows that there is reasonable agreem ent

for ��� �0�� (a,b) and a worse one for �K � �� (c) and

�K � ��� (d).

5.2.4 � decaysto fourpions

Therearetwopossibleisospincom binationsofthishadronic

�nalstate,2�� �+ �0 and �� 3�0.Both havenotyetbeen

studied at B factories,so the best existing results are

based on ALEPH [484]and CLEO [485]results.

The theoretical description of such decays is based

on the CVC relationsand the available low energy e+ e�

data [486,330,474,339].

5.2.5 �� ! 3h� 2h+ �� atBaBar

A new study ofthe �� ! 3h� 2h+ �� decay (h = �; K )

hasbeen perform ed by the BaBarCollaboration [487].A

large dataset ofover 34,000 events (two orders ofm ag-

nitude larger than in the best previous m easurem ent at

CLEO [488])allowsone a �rstsearch forresonantstruc-

turesand decay dynam ics.

Theinvariantm assdistribution ofthe�vechargedpar-

ticles in Fig.78 shows a clear discrepancy between the

data and the M C sim ulation,which usesthe phase space

distribution for�� ! 3�� 2�+ ��.

The m ass ofthe h+ h� pair com binations in Fig.79

(upperpanel),with a prom inentshoulderat0.77G eV=c2,

suggests a strong contribution from the � m eson.Note

thatthere are three allowed isospin statesforthisdecay,

ofwhich twom ayhavea� m eson.Them assofthe2h+ 2h�

com binationsin Fig.79 (lowerpanel)also showsa struc-

tureat1.285G eV=c2 com ingfrom the�� ! f1(1285)�
� ��

decay.

The�rstattem ptto takeinto accountthedynam icsof

thisdecay wasrecently perform ed in Ref.[489].

5.2.6 � decaysto six pions

Thesix-pion �nalstatewasstudied by theCLEO Collab-

oration [490].Two charge com binations,3�� 2�+ �0 and

2�� �+ 3�0,were observed and itwas found thatthe de-

cays are saturated by interm ediate states with � and !

m esons.Despite the rather lim ited statistics (about 260

events altogether),it becam e clear that the dynam ics of

thesedecaysisratherrich.

5.2.7 Lepton-FlavourViolating Decays

M ore than 50 di�erent Lepton-Flavour Violating (LFV)

decayshavebeen studied by theCLEO ,BaBarand Belle

Collaborations.Publicationsrarely describehow thesim -

ulation ofsuch decaysisperform ed.M oreover,theoretical

paperssuggesting LFV in new m odelsusually do notpro-

vide di�erentialcrosssections.In som e experim entalpa-

persthe authorsclaim thatthe production of�nalstate
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Fig. 77. Invariant m ass distributions:(a) ��
0
and (b) ���

0
for � ! ��

0
���;(c) �K for � ! K ��� and (d) �K

0
S � for

� ! �K
0
S ��� atBelle.The pointswith errorbarsare the data.The norm aland �lled histogram sindicate thesignaland �

+
�
�

background M C distributions,respectively.

hadronswith a phasespacedistribution isassum ed.How-

ever,the realm eaning ofthisstatem entisnotvery clear

sinceLFV assum esNew Physicsand,therefore,m atrix el-

em entsarenotnecessarilyseparatedintoweakandhadronic

parts.

However,there exist a few theoreticalpapers consid-

ering di�erentialcrosssections.Forexam ple,angularcor-

relations for �� ! �� 
; �� �+ �� and �� e+ e� decays

werestudied in Ref.[491].An attem ptto classify di�erent

typesofoperatorsentering New PhysicsLagrangiansfor

� decaysto three charged leptonswasm ade in [492].

5.3 StatusofM onte Carlo eventgenerators for�

production and decays

High-statisticsand high-precision experim ents,aswellas

searchesforrareprocesses,resultin anew challenge:M onte

Carlogeneratorsbased on an adequatetheoreticaldescrip-

tion ofenergy and angulardistributions.In the following

we willdescribe the statusofthe M onte Carlo program s

used by experim ents.W e willreview the building blocks

used in the sim ulation with the goalin m ind to localise

the pointsrequiring m osturgentattention.

At present,for the production of� pairs,the M onte

Carloprogram sKO RALB [467]and K K M C [468]arethe

standard codes to be used.For the generation ofbrem s-

strahlung in decays,the M onte Carlo PHO TO S [472]is

used.Finally,� decaysthem selvesaresim ulated with the

program TAUO LA [469,470,471].The EvtG en code was

written and m aintained forsim ulation ofB m eson decays,

see

www.slac.stanford.edu/~lange/EvtGen/ .Ito�ersa

unique opportunity to specify,at run tim e,a list ofthe

�nalstate particles15,without having to change and/or

com piletheunderlyingcode.In am ulti-particle�nalstate

dom inated by phase space considerations,this generator

provides an adequate description of the �nalstate m o-

m enta,for which the underlying form factor calculation

is m ore involved and not presently available in a closed

form .Thatiswhy itisused by experim entsm easuring �

decaystoo.

So far, our discussion has been based on the com -

parison ofexperim entaldata and theory em bodied into

M onteCarlo program streated asa black box.O ne could

see thata typicalsignature ofany given � decay channel

is m atching rather poorly the publicly available M onte

Carlo predictions.Thisshould beofno surprisease�orts

to com pare data with predictionswere com pleted forthe

15 E.g.� lepton decay productsincluding neutrinos.



77

lasttim e in late 90’sby the ALEPH and CLEO collabo-

rations.The resulting hadronic currents were afterwards

im plem ented in [475].Sincethattim enoe�ortstoprepare

a com plete param etrisation of� decay sim ulation forthe

public usewereundertaken seriously.

Thereisanotherim portantm essagewhichcanbedrawn

from thesecom parisons.Starting from a certain precision

level,the study ofa given decay m ode can not be sepa-

rated from the discussion ofothers.In the distributions

aim ed atrepresenting the given decay m ode,a contribu-

tion from the other � decay m odes can be large,up to

even 30% .

Itm aybelessclearthatexperim entsdi�ersigni�cantly

in theway how they m easureindividualdecay m odes.For

instance,ALEPH produced � sam ples free ofthe non-�

backgrounds,but,on the other hand,strongly boosted,

m aking thereconstruction ofsom eanglesin thehadronic

system m oredi�cult.Thisisim portantand a�ectsprop-

ertiesofthedecaym odelswhichwillbeused foraparam etri-

sation.In particular,when the statistics is sm all,possi-

ble 
uctuationsm ay a�ectthe picture and there are not

enough data to com pletean estim ateofthesystem aticer-

rors.In thiscase,detailsofthedescription ofthehadronic

current,as the inclusion ofinterm ediate resonances,are

not im portant. Let us consider,as an exam ple, �� !

K 0
S�

� �0��.Them atrixelem entin theALEPH param etri-

sation is saturated by �� ! �� �0 and K � 0 ! K 0
S�

0,

and a sim ilarparam etrisation isused forK � � ! K 0
S�

� .

In practice,the contribution ofthe � is m ore signi�cant

in the ALEPH param etrisation in contrastto the CLEO

one where the K � dom inates.O ne has to adm it that at

the tim e when both collaborations were preparing their

param etrisationsto be used in TAUO LA,the data sam -

plesofboth experim entswererathersm alland thedi�er-

ences were not ofm uch signi�cance.This can,however,

a�ect possible estim ates of backgrounds for searches of

raredecays,e.g.ofB m esonsatLHCb.16

Letusnow go pointby pointand discussexam plesof

M onte Carlo program sand �tting strategies.W e willfo-

cuson subjectsrequiring m ostattention and futurework.

W e willreview the theoreticalconstraintswhich are use-

fulin the construction ofthe m odels used for the data

description.

5.4 Phase space

Becauseoftherelativelylow m ultiplicity of�nalstatepar-

ticles,it is possible to separate the description of� pro-

duction and decay into segm entsdescribing them atrix el-

em entsand thephasespace.In thephasespacenoapprox-

im ationsareused,contrary to them atrix elem entswhere

16
LHCb perform ed M C studiesforB

0
s ! �

+
�
�
and the ra-

diative decays B
0
! K

�

 and B

0
s ! �
,but � decays have

notyetbeen taken into account.These results are notpublic

and existonly asinternaldocum entsLHCB-ROAD M AP1-002

and LHCB-ROAD M AP4-001.
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allapproxim ationsand assum ptions reside.The descrip-

tion ofthephasespaceused in TAUO LA isgiven in detail

in [471].Thedescription ofthe phasespacefor� produc-

tion is given in [468].Thanks to conform alsym m etry it

isexactforan arbitrary num berofphotons.Using expo-

nentiation,see,forexam ple,Yennie-Frautchi-Suura [493],

the phase space description can be exactand the m atrix

elem entcanbere�nedorderbyorder.Forradiativecorrec-

tionsin thedecayPHO TO S can beused.Itsphasespaceis

described,forexam ple,in thejournalversion of[494]and

isexact.Approxim ationsarem adein them atrix elem ent

only.Benchm ark com parisons17 with other calculations,

which areactually based on second-orderm atrix elem ents

and exponentiation,found excellentagreem ent[495,496].

5.5 Spin e�ects

Thelifetim e ofthe � lepton isordersofm agnitudelarger

not only than its form ation tim e in high energy experi-

m ents,butalso than the tim e scale ofallphenom ena re-

lated to higher-ordercorrectionssuch asbrem sstrahlung.

The separation of� production and decay isexcellent

dueto thesm allwidth ofthe� lepton.Itspropagatorcan

be wellapproxim ated by a delta function forphasespace

and m atrix elem ents.The cross section for the process

f �f ! �+ �� Y ;�+ ! X + ���;�
� ! l� �l�� reads

d� =
X

spin

jM j2d
 =
X

spin

jM j2d
 prod d
 �+ d
 �� ;

where Y and X + stand for particles produced together

with the �+ �� and in the �+ decay,respectively;d
,

d
 prod,d
 �+ ,d
 �� denotethephasespacein theoriginal

process,in production and decay,respectively.

This form alism lookssim ple,butbecause ofthe over

20 � decay channelstherearem orethan 400 distinctpro-

cesses.

Let us write the spin am plitude separated into the

partsfor� pairproduction and decay:

M =

2X

�1�2= 1

M
prod

�1�2
M

�
+

�1
M

�
�

�2
:

After integrating out the � propagators,the form ula for

the crosssection can be rewritten as

d� =

�X

spin

jM prodj2
��X

spin

jM �
+

j2
��X

spin

jM �
�

j2
�

17
Thepurposeofthistypeoftestsm ay vary.Iftwo program s

di�erin theirphysicsassum ptions,itm ay help to controlthe

physicsprecision.Ifthephysicsassum ptionsareidentical,but

the technicalconstructionsdi�er,then the com parison checks

the correctness of the im plem entation of the algorithm . Fi-

nally,the com parison ofresults from the sam e program ,but

installed on di�erentcom puters,m ay check the correctnessof

thecode’sim plem entation in new softwareenvironm ents.Such

com parisons,or just the data necessary for com parisons,will

be referred to as physical,technical and installation bench-

m arks,respectively.They areindispensableforthereliableuse

ofM onte Carlo program s.

� wtd
prod d
 �+ d
 �� ;

where

wt=

� X

i;j= 0;3

R ijh
i
+ h

j

�

�

;

R 00 = 1; < wt> = 1; 0 � wt� 4:

R ij can be calculated from M �1�2,h
i
+ and h

j

� from

M
�
+

and M
�
�

,respectively.Bellinequalities (related to

the Einstein-Rosen-Podolsky paradox [497]) tellus that

in generalit is im possible to rewrite wtin the following

factorised form ,wtfactorized:

wt6= wtfactorized =

� X

i;j= 0;3

R A
i h

i
+

�� X

i;j= 0;3

R B
j h

j

�

�

;

whereR A
i and R B

j arefour-com ponentobjectscalculated

from variablesofthe processof� pairproduction.In the

M onte Carlo construction it is thus im possible to gen-

erate a �+ �� pair,where each of the two is in som e

quantum state,and later to perform the decays of the

�+ and the �� independently.Thisholdsatallordersof

the perturbative expansion.� production and decay are

correlated through spin e�ects,which can be represented

by the well-behaved factorwtintroduced previously.The

above form ulae do not lead to any loss ofprecision and

hold in presence ofradiative corrections as well.Di�er-

entoptionsfortheform alism ,based on theseexpressions,

are used in M onte Carlo program sand are basically well

founded.Thisshould be confronted with processeswhere

instead of � leptons short-lived interm ediate states are

considered.Then,in general,am biguitiesappearand cor-

rectionsproportionalto the ratio ofthe resonance width

toitsm ass(orotherenergy scalesoftheprocessresulting,

forexam ple,from cut-o�s)m ustbe included.Interfering

background diagram sm ay causeadditionalproblem s.For

detailswereferto [498,469,468].

5.6 � lepton production

KO RALB waspublished [467,499]m orethan twentyyears

ago.Itincluded �rst-orderQ ED correctionsand com plete

m assand spin e�ects.Itturned outto bevery useful,and

stillrem ains in broad use.O n the other hand,som e of

itsingredientsareoutdated and do notm atch thepresent

day requirem ents,even for technicaltests.For exam ple

the function PIRET(S),which describes the realpartof

thephoton hadronicvacuum polarisation asm easured by

the data collected untilthe early 80’sshould be replaced

by oneofthenew precisecodes(seeSection 6 fordetails).

Unfortunately,thisreplacem entdoesnotsolveallnor-

m alisation problem sofKO RALB.Forexam ple,itiswell

knownthattheone-loop correctionsarenotsu�cient.The

twom ajorim provem entswhich weredeveloped duringthe

LEP era aretheintroduction ofhigher-orderQ ED correc-

tions into M onte Carlo sim ulation and a better way to

com bineloop correctionswith the restofthe �eld theory

calculations.Forenergiesup to 10 G eV (typicalofthe B
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factories),theK K M C M onteCarlo [468]providesa reali-

sation oftheaboveim provem ents.Thisprogram includes

higher-orderQ ED m atrix elem entswith thehelp ofexclu-

sive exponentiation,and explicit m atrix elem ents up to

the second order.Also in thiscase the function calculat-

ingthevacuum polarisation m ustbereplaced by aversion

appropriateforlow energy (see Section 6).

O ncethisiscom pleted,and ifthetwo-loopphoton vac-

uum polarisation can beneglected,KO RALB and K K M C

can form a basefortestsand studiesofsystem aticerrors

for cross section norm alisations at low energies.Using a

strategy sim ilar to the one for Bhabha scattering [500],

the resultsobtained in [501,278]allow to expecta preci-

sion of0.35{0.45% using K K M C atBelle/BaBarenergies.

Certainly,a precision tag sim ilarto thatforlinearcollid-

erscan also be achieved forlowerenergies.W ork beyond

[501]and explained in thatpaperwould then benecessary.

5.7 Separation into leptonic and hadronic current

The m atrix elem ent used in TAUO LA for sem i-leptonic

decays,�(P;s)! ��(N )X ,

M =
G
p
2
�u(N )
�(v+ a
5)u(P )J� (204)

requires the knowledge ofthe hadronic current J�.The

expression iseasy to m anipulate.O ne obtains:

jM j2 = G 2v
2 + a2

2
(! + H �s

�);

! = P �(� � � 
va�
5
�); ;

H � =
1

M
(M 2

�
�
� � P�P

�)(� 5
� � 
va� �);

� � = 2[(J� � N )J� + (J � N )J�� � (J� � J)N�];

� 5� = 2 Im �����J��J�N �;


va = �
2va

v2 + a2
: (205)

Ifthe � coupling isv+ a
5 and m �� 6= 0 isallowed,one

hasto add to ! and H �:

!̂ = 2
v2 � a2

v2 + a2
m �M (J� � J);

Ĥ � = � 2
v2 � a2

v2 + a2
m � Im �����J��J�P�: (206)

The expressions are usefulfor M onte Carlo applications

and arealso calculablefrom �rstprinciples.Theresulting

expression can be used to the precision levelofthe order

of0.2{0.3% .

In contrasttootherparts,thehadroniccurrentJ� still

can notbe calculated reliably from �rstprinciples.Som e

theoreticalconstraintsneed to be ful�lled,butin general

it has to be obtained from experim entaldata.W e will

return to thispointlater(see Section 5.9).

5.8 Brem sstrahlung in decays

ThePHO TO S M onte Carlo iswidely used forgeneration

ofradiative corrections in cascade decays,starting from

the early papers[502,503].W ith tim e the precision ofits

predictionsim proved signi�cantly,butthe m ain principle

rem ains the sam e.Its algorithm is aim ed to m odify the

contentoftheeventrecord �lled in with com pletecascade

decaysatearlierstepsofthegeneration.PHOTOS m odi�es

thecontentoftheeventrecord;itaddsadditionalphotons

to the decay vertices and at the sam e tim e m odi�es the

kinem aticcon�guration ofotherdecay products.

O ne could naively expectthatthis strategy is bound

to substantialapproxim ations.However,the algorithm is

com patible with NLO calculations,leads to a com plete

coverage ofthe phase space form ulti-photon �nalstates

and provides correct distributions in soft photon lim its.

Form oredetailsoftheprogram organisationand itsphase

spacegeneration weaddressthe readerto [494].

The changes introduced over the last few years into

the PHO TO S M onte Carlo program itself were rather

sm alland the work concentrated on its theoreticalfoun-

dations.Thiswide and com plex subjectgoesbeyond the

scope ofthis Review and the interested reader can con-

sult [504],where som e ofthe topics are discussed.Pre-

vious tests of two-body decays of the Z into a pair of

charged leptons [496]and a pseudoscalar B into a pair

ofscalars[494]wererecently supplem ented [505]with the

study ofW � ! l� �
.The study ofthe process 
� !

�+ �� is on-going [506].In allofthese cases a universal

kernelofPHO TO S was replaced with the one m atching

theexact�rst-orderm atrix elem ent.In thisway term sfor

theNLO /NLL levelareim plem ented.Thealgorithm cov-

ersthefullm ulti-photon phasespaceand itisexactin the

infrared region ofthe phase space.O ne should notforget

thatPHO TO S generatesweight-oneevents.

TheresultsofalltestsofPHO TO Swith anNLO kernel

areatasub-perm illlevel.Nodi�erenceswith benchm arks

were found,even for sam ples of109 events.W hen sim -

pler physics assum ptions were used,di�erences between

totalratesatsub-perm illlevelwereobserved orthey were

m atching a precision ofthe program sused fortests.

This is very encouraging and points to the possible

extension ofthe approach beyond (scalar) Q ED,and in

particularto Q CD and/orm odelswith phenom enological

Lagrangiansforinteractionsofphotonswith hadrons.For

this work to be com pleted,spin am plitudes have to be

furtherstudied [507].

The re�nem ents discussed above a�ect the practical

side ofsim ulationsfor� physicsonly indirectly.Changes

in the kernelsnecessary forNLO m ay rem ain asoptions

fortestsonly.They areavailablefrom the PHO TO S web

page [505],butare notrecom m ended forwideruse.The

corrections are sm all,and distributions visualising their

size are available.O n the otherhand,theiruse could be

perilous,asitrequirescontrolofthedecayingparticlespin

state.It is known (see,e.g., [508]) that this is not easy

becauseoftechnicalreasons.

W e willshow later that radiative corrections do not

provide a lim itation in the quest for im proved precision



80

ofm atching theoreticalm odelsto experim entaldata until

issuesdiscussed in subsection 5.12 aresolved.

5.9 H adronic currents

So faralldiscussed contributionsto the predictionswere

found to be controlled to the precision levelof0.5% with

respectto the decay rateunderstudy.18

Thisisnotthe caseforthe hadroniccurrent,which is

them ain sourceofourdi�culties.Itcan notbeobtained

from perturbative Q CD asthe energy scalesinvolved are

toosm all.O n theotherhand,forthelow energylim itsthe

scaleistoo large.Despitethesedi�cultiesonecan obtain

atheoreticallyclearobjectifenoughe�ortisdevoted.This

m ay lead to a betterunderstanding ofthe boundariesof

the perturbativedom ain ofQ CD aswell.

The unquestionableproperty which hadroniccurrents
m ustful�lisLorentz invariance.Forexam ple,ifthe �nal

state consists ofthree scalars with m om enta p1,p2,p3,

respectively,itm usttakethe form

J
�
= N

˘

T
�
�

ˆ

c1(p2 � p3)
�
F1 + c2(p3 � p1)

�
F2

+ c3(p1 � p2)
�
F3

˜

+ c4q
�
F4 �

ic5�
�
: � ��

4�2f2�
p
�
1p

�

2p
�
3F5

¯

;(207)

where T�� = g�� � q�q�=q
2 is the transverse projector

and q = p1 + p2 + p3.The functions Fi depend on three

variablesthatcan bechosenasq2 = (p1+ p2+ p3)
2 and two

ofthefollowingthree,s1 = (p2+ p3)
2,s2 = (p1+ p3)

2,s3 =

(p1 + p2)
2.Thisform isobtained from Lorentzinvariance

only.

Am ong the�rstfourhadronicstructurefunctions(F1,

F2, F3, F4), only three are independent. W e leave the

structurefunction F4 in the basisbecause,neglecting the

pseudoscalar resonance production m echanism ,the con-

tribution dueto F4 isnegligible(� m2�=q
2)[509]and (de-

pending on thedecay channel)oneofF1,F2 and F3 drops

out,exactly asitisin TAUO LA sincelong.

In each case,the num ber ofindependent functions is

four(ratherthan �ve)and notlargerthan the dim ension

ofour space-tim e.That is why the projection operators

can bede�ned,fortwo-and three-scalar�nalstates.W ork

in thatdirection hasalready been done in Ref.[473]and

then im plem ented in tests ofTAUO LA too.Thanks to

such a m ethod,hadronic currents can be obtained from

data withoutany need ofphenom enologicalassum ptions.

Sincelongsuch m ethodswereusefulfordataanalysis,but

only in part.Experim entalsam plesweresim ply toosm all.

Atpresent,forhigh statisticsand precisionthem ethod

m ay berevisited.Thatiswhy itisofgreatinterestto ver-

ifywhetherdetectorde�ciencieswillinvalidatethem ethod

orifadjustm entsdueto incom pletephasespacecoverage

are necessary.W e willreturn to that question later.In

18
This 0:5% uncertainty is for Q ED radiative e�ects.O ne

should bear in m ind other m echanism s involving the produc-

tion ofphotons,like,forexam ple,the decay channel! ! �
,

which occurswith a probability of(8:28� 0:28)% and doesnot

belong to the category ofradiative corrections.

them ean tim eletusreturn to othertheoreticalconsider-

ationswhich constrain theform ofhadroniccurrents,but

notalwaysto the precision oftoday’sdata.

5.10 The resonance chiralapproxim ation and its result

forthe currents

O ncetheallowed Lorentzstructuresaredeterm ined and a

properm inim alsetofthem ischosen,one should im pose

theQ CD sym m etriesvalidatlow energies.Thechiralsym -

m etry ofm asslessQ CD allowsto develop an e�ective�eld

theory description valid form om enta m uch sm allerthan

the � m ass,�P T [510,511].

Although �P T cannotprovide predictionsvalid overthe

full� decay phase space,it constrains the form and the

norm alisation ofthe form factorsin such lim its.

Them odel,proposed in [445]for� decaying to pionsand

used also forextensionsto otherdecay channels,em ploys

weighted productsofBreit-W ignerfunctionsto take into

accountresonanceexchange.The form factorsused there

have the right chiral lim it at LO . However, as it was

dem onstrated in [509],they do not reproduce the NLO

chirallim it.

Thestep towardsincorporatingtherightlow-energy lim it

up to NLO and the contributionsfrom m eson resonances

which re
ecttheexperim entaldatawasdonewithin Reso-

nanceChiralTheory (R�T [437,436]).Thecurrentstate-

of-the-artforthe hadronicform factors(Fi)appearing in

the� decaysisdescribed in [512,513].Apartfrom thecor-

rectlow energyproperties,itincludestherightfallo�[514,

515]athigh energies.

Theenergy-dependentim aginary partsin thepropagators

ofthe vectorand the axial-vectorm esons, 1=(m 2 � q2 �

im �(q2)),werecalculated in [516]atone-loop,exploiting

theopticaltheorem thatrelatestheappropriatehadronic

m atrix elem ents of� decays and the cuts with on-shell

m esonsin the (axial-)vector-(axial-)vectorcorrelators.

This form alism has been shown to successfully describe

the invariantm assspectra ofexperim entaldata in � de-

caysforthefollowing hadronicsystem s:�� [517,518,519],

�K [520,521],3� [509,512,513,522]and K K �[512,522].

O therchannelswillbe worked outalong the sam elines.

It has already been checked that the R�T results pro-

videalso a good description ofthe three-m eson processes

�(� ! 3���)[523]and �(e
+ e� ! K K �)I= 1 [402].

Both the spin-one resonancewidthsand the form factors

ofthe decays�� ! (��; �K ; 3�; K K �)� �� com puted

within R�T arebeingim plem ented in TAUO LA onlynow.

Startingfrom acertain precision level,thepredictions,

liketheonespresented above,m ay turn outto benotsuf-

�ciently precise.Nonetheless,even in such a casethey can

providesom eessentialconstraintson theform ofthefunc-

tionsFi.Furtherre�nem entswillrequire large and com -

bined e�orts ofexperim entaland theoreticalphysicists.

W e willelaborate on possible technicalsolutionslaterin

the review.Such attem pts turned out to be di�cult in

the past and a long tim e was needed for param etrisa-

tionsgiven in [475]to becom e public.Even now they are
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sem i-o�cialand arenotbased on the�nalALEPH and/or

CLEO data.

5.11 Isospin sym m etry ofthe hadronic currents

Ifone neglects quark m asses,Q CD is invariant under a

transform ationreplacingquark
avours.Asaconsequence,

hadroniccurrentsdescribingvector� decays(2�;4�;���;:::)

and low energy e+ e� annihilation into corresponding iso-

vector �nalstates are related and can be obtained from

one another[524,525].Thisproperty,often referred to as

conservation ofthe vectorcurrent(CVC)in � decays,re-

sultsin the possibility to predictinvariantm assdistribu-

tions ofthe hadronic system ,as wellas the correspond-

ing branching fractions in � decays using e+ e� data.A

system atic check ofthese predictionsshowed thatatthe

(5{10)% levelthey work ratherwell[526].

In principle,the corrections due to m ass and charge

di�erences between u and d quarks are not expected to

provide signi�cantand im possible to controle�ects[527,

528].However,thehigh-precision data oftheCLEO [529],

ALEPH [530],O PAL [531],Belle [476],CM D-2 [289,388,

390,392],SND [288]and K LO E [374]collaborationsin the

2� channelchallenged thisstatem ent,and asitwasshown

in [35,20,17,532,36,380,27]thatthespectralfunctionsfor

�� ! �� �0�� signi�cantly di�erfrom those obtained us-

ing e+ e� ! �+ �� data.Som e evidence fora sim ilardis-

crepancy isalso observed in the �� ! 2�� �+ �0�� decay

[533,534,339].Thise�ectrem ainsunexplained.Them ag-

nitude of the isospin-breaking corrections has been up-

dated recently,m aking the discrepancy in the2� channel

sm aller[37].

TheseCVC based relationswereoriginally used in the

TAUO LA form factorsparam etrisation,butthey wereof-

ten m odi�ed to im prove�tsto thedata.Letuspointhere

to an exam ple where experim entale+ e� data were used

for the m odelofthe � ! 4��� decay channels [474].In

this case,only a m easurem ent ofthe distribution in the

totalinvariantm assofthehadronicsystem wasavailable.

This is not enough to �x the distribution over the m ul-

tidim ensionalphase space.Forotherdim ensionsone had

to rely on phenom enologicalm odelsorotherexperim ents.

In the future,thism ay notbe necessary,butwillalways

rem ain asa m ethod ofbenchm arksconstruction.

5.12 The challenges

Aswe have argued before,re�ned techniquesfor�ts,in-

volving sim ultaneous �ts to m any � decay channels,are

necessary to im provethephenom enologicaldescription of

� decays.Com plex backgrounds(whereeach channelcon-

tributestosignaturesofotherdecaym odesaswell),di�er-

entsensitivitiesofexperim entsform easurem entsofsom e

angular distributions within the sam e hadronic system ,

and som etim eseven an incom pletereconstruction of�nal

states,arethem ain causeofthisnecessity.M oreover,the-

oreticalm odelsbased on the Lagrangian approach sim ul-

taneously describe m ore than one � decay channelwith

thesam esetofparam eters,and only sim ultaneous�tsal-

low to establish theirexperim entalconstraintsin aconsis-

tentway.Signi�cante�orts are thus necessary and close

collaboration between phenom enologists and experim en-

talphysicists is indispensable.As a result,techniques of

autom ated calculationsofhadroniccurrentsm ay becom e

necessary [535].

5.13 Technicalsolutionsfor�ts

Forthe �nalstatesofup to three scalars,the use ofpro-

jection operators[473]is popular since long [533].It en-

ables,atleastin principle,to obtain form factorsused in

hadronic currents directly from the data,for one scalar

function de�ned in Eq.(207)ata tim e.O nly recently ex-

perim entalsam plesbecam esu�ciently large.However,to

exploit this m ethod one m ay have to im prove it �rst by

system atically including the e�ects ofa lim ited detector

acceptance.Im plem entation of the projection operators

into packageslike M C-TESTER [536]m ay be useful.Ef-

fortsin thatdirection arebeing pursued now19 [538].

O n thetheoreticalsideonem ay need tochoosepredic-

tionsfrom m any m odels,beforea su�ciently good agree-

m entwith data willbe achieved.Som e autom ated m eth-

odsofcalculationsm ay then becom e useful[539].Thisis

especiallyim portantforhadronicm ultiplicitieslargerthan

three,when projectoroperatorshaveneverbeen de�ned.

Certain autom ation ofthe m ethodsisthusadvisable.

To discrim inate from the broad spectrum ofchoices,new

m ethods ofdata analysism ay becom e useful[540].Such

m ethodsm ay require sim ulating sam plesofeventswhere

severaloptionsforthem atrix elem entcalculation areused

sim ultaneously.20

The neutrino com ing from � decaysescapesdetection

and asa resultthe� restfram ecan notbereconstructed.

Nevertheless,aswasshown in Ref.[473],angulardistribu-

tionscan beused fortheconstruction ofprojection opera-

tors,which allow theextraction ofthehadronicstructure

functionsfrom the data.Thisis possible asthey depend

on s1,s2 and q
2 only.

A dedicated m odule for the M C-TESTER [536],im -

plem entingthem om entsofdi�erentangularfunctionsde-

�ned in Eqs.(39){(47)ofRef.[473],isunderdevelopm ent.

Them om entsareproportionaltocom binationsofthetype

�jFij
2+ �jFjj

2+ 
Re(FiF
�
j),wherethecoe�cients�,� and


 arefunctionsofhadron four-m om entum com ponentsin

thehadronicrestfram e.Prelim inaryresultsobtained with

large statistics of�ve m illion � ! a1�� ! 3��� decays,

and assum ingvanishingF3 and F5 form factors,show that

itispossibleto extractjF1j
2,jF2j

2 and jF1 � F�2 j
2 asfunc-

tionsofs1,s2 and Q 2.Thisextraction requiressolving a

19
Thism ay help to em bed the m ethod in the m odern soft-

ware for�ts,see,e.g.,[537].
20

Attem ptsto code such m ethodsinto TAUO LA,com bined

with program s for � pair production and experim entaldetec-

torenvironm ent,were recently perform ed [541],butthey were

applied so farasprototypesonly,see Fig.1 ofRef.[542].
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setofequations.Sincethesolution issensitiveto thepre-

cision oftheestim ation ofthem om entsenteringtheequa-

tion,large data sam plesofthe orderofO (106 � 107)are

necessary.The calculation ofthe m om ents also requires

theknowledgeoftheinitial
p
softhe� pair,which m akes

the analysis sensitive to initialstate radiation (ISR) ef-

fects.The sam e studies show that the analysis is easier

ifone,instead ofextracting the form factors jFij
2,com -

paresthe m om entsobtained from the experim entaldata

with theoreticalpredictions.Such a com parison doesnot

require repetition ofthe M onte Carlo sim ulation of� de-

cayswith di�erentform factors,and only the calculation

ofcom binationsofjFij
2 and Re(FiF

�
j)isnecessary.Thisis

m uch sim plerthan com paring thekinem aticdistributions

obtained from datawith distributionscom ingfrom M onte

Carlosim ulationswith varioustheoreticalm odels.Further

com plications,forexam ple,dueto thepresenceofan ini-

tialstate brem sstrahlung oran incom plete acceptance of

decay phasespace,werenotyettaken into account.

5.14 Prospects

De�nitely the im provem entsof� decay sim ulation pack-

agesand �t strategies are ofinterestfor phenom enology

oflow energy.Asa consequence,theirinputforsuch do-

m ains like phenom enology ofthe m uon g � 2 or �Q ED ,

�Q C D and their use in constraints ofnew physics would

im prove.

In thissection,letusargueifpossiblebene�tsforLHC

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 usefulto m easure properties ofthe Higgs boson such

as parity.M oreover,such m ethods were veri�ed to work

wellwhen detectore�ectsasproposed fora future linear

colliderwere taken into account.G ood controlofthe de-

cay propertiesishelpful.Forexam ple,in Ref.[545]itwas

shown thatforthe � ! a1�� ! 3��� decay the sensitiv-

ity to the � polarisation increasesaboutfourtim eswhen

allangular variables are used com pared with the usual

d�=dq2,seealso [546].

Even though � decaysprovidesom eofthem ostprom i-

nent signatures for the LHC physics program ,see,e.g.,

Ref.[547],for som e tim e it was expected that m ethods

exploiting detailed propertiesof� cascadedecaysarenot

practicalforLHC studies.Thankstoe�ortson reconstruc-

tion of�0 and � invariantm asspeaks,thisopinion evolves.

Such workwasdoneforstudiesoftheCM S ECAL detector

inter-calibration [548],and in arelativelynarrow pT range

(5{10G eV)som epotentially encouragingresultswereob-

tained.Som ework in contextofsearchesfornew particles

started recently [549].There,im proved knowledgeofdis-

tinct� decay m odesm ay becom e im portantata certain

point.

O ne can conclude thatthe situation issim ilarto that

atthestartofLEP,and som econtrolofall� decay chan-

nelsisim portant.Nonetheless,only ifdetectorstudiesof

�0 and � reconstruction willprovide positive results,the

gate to im prove the sensitivity of� spin m easurem ents

with m ost ofits decay m odes,as at LEP [550,551,552],

willbe open.At this m om ent,however,it is di�cult to

judge aboutthe im portance ofsuch im provem entsin the

description of� decaysforLHC perspectives.Theexperi-

ence ofthe �rstyearsofLHC m ustbe consolidated �rst.

In any case such an activity isim portantforthe physics

offuture LinearColliders.

5.15 Sum m ary

W ehaveshownthatthem osturgentchallengein thequest

fora betterunderstanding of� decaysisthedevelopm ent

ofe�cienttechniques for �tting m ultidim ensionaldistri-

butions,which take into account realistic detector con-

ditions.This includes cross contam ination ofdi�erent �

decay m odes,theirrespectivesignaturesand detectorac-

ceptance e�ects,which have to be sim ultaneously taken

into account when �tting experim entaldata.M oreover,

atthecurrentexperim entalprecision,theoreticalconcepts

have to be reexam ined.In contrastto the past,the pre-

cision ofpredictions based on chiralLagrangiansand/or

isospin sym m etry can not be expected to always m atch

the precision ofthe data.The use ofm odel-independent

data analysesshould be encouraged wheneverpossible in

realisticconditions.

G ood understanding of� decaysis crucialforunder-

standing thelow energy regim eofstrong interactionsand

the m atching between the non-perturbative and the per-

turbativedom ains.Furtherwork on bettersim ulationsof

� decays at the LHC is needed to im prove its potential

to study processesofnew physics,especially in the Higgs

sector.In addition,an accurate sim ulation of� decaysis

im portantforthecontrolofbackgroundsforvery rarede-

cays.Forthe projectto be successful,thisshould lead to

the encapsulation ofour knowledge on � decays in form

ofa M onteCarlo library to beused by low-energy aswell

ashigh-energy applications.

6 Vacuum polarisation

6.1 Introduction

Thevacuum polarisation (VP)ofthephoton isaquantum

e�ect which leads,through renorm alisation,to the scale

dependence (‘running’) ofthe electrom agnetic coupling,

�(q2).Itthereforeplaysan im portantrolein m any phys-

icalprocessesand its knowledge is crucialfor m any pre-

cision analyses.A prom inentexam pleisthe precision �ts

ofthe Standard M odelas perform ed by the electroweak

working group,where the Q ED coupling �(q2 = M 2
Z ) is

the least wellknown ofthe set offundam entalparam e-

tersatthe Z scale,fG �;M Z ;�(M
2
Z )g.Here we are m ore

concerned about the VP at lower scales as it enters all

photon-m ediated hadroniccrosssections.Theseareused,

e.g.,in the determ ination ofthe strong coupling �s,the

charm and bottom quark m assesfrom R had aswellasin

the evaluation ofthe hadroniccontributionsto the m uon

g� 2and �(q2)itself.Italsoappearsin Bhabhascattering
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in higherordersofperturbation theory needed fora pre-

cisedeterm ination ofthelum inosity.Itishenceclearthat

VP also has to be included in the corresponding M onte

Carlo program s.

In thefollowing weshall�rstde�netherelevantnota-

tions,then brie
y discuss the calculation ofthe leptonic

and hadronic VP contributions,before com paring avail-

ableVP param etrisations.

q

γ∗

Fig.80. Photon vacuum polarisation �(q
2
).

Conventionallythevacuum polarisation function isde-

noted by �(q2)where q isa space-ortim e-like m om en-

tum .The shaded blob in Fig.80 stands for allpossible

one-particleirreducibleleptonicorhadroniccontributions.

The fullphoton propagator is then the sum ofthe bare

photon propagatorand arbitrarily m any iterationsofVP

insertions,

fullphoton propagator �
� i

q2
�

(1 + � + � � � + � � � � � + :::):(208)

TheDyson sum m ation oftherealpartoftheone-particle

irreducibleblobsthen de�nesthe e�ectiveQ ED coupling

�(q2) =
�

1� ��(q2)
=

�

1� Re�(q2)
; (209)

where � � �(0)isthe usual�ne structure constant,� �

1=137.Itisdeterm ined m ostpreciselythrough theanom a-

lousm agneticm om entoftheelectron,ae,asm easured by

the Harvard group to an am azing 0:24 ppb [1],in agree-

m ent with less precise determ inations from caesium and

rubidium atom experim ents.Them ostprecisevaluefor�,

which includesthe updated calculationsofO (�4)contri-

butionstoae [553],isgiven by 1=� = 137:035999084(51).

By using Eq.(209)we have de�ned � to include the

electricchargesquared,e2 forleptons,butnotethatdi�er-

entconventionsareused in the literature,and som etim es

� isalso de�ned with a di�erentoverallsign.

Equation (209) is the usualde�nition ofthe running

e�ective Q ED coupling and has the advantage that one

obtains a realcoupling.However,the im aginary part of

the VP function � iscom pletely neglected,which isnor-

m ally a good approxim ation as the contributions from

the im aginary partare form ally suppressed.This can be

seen,e.g.,in the case of the ‘undressing’of the exper-

im entally m easured hadronic cross section �had(s).The

m easured cross section e+ e� ! 
� ! hadrons contains

jfullphoton propagatorj2,i.e.them odulussquared ofthe

in�nitesum (208).W riting� = e2(P + iA)oneeasily sees

that

j1+ e2(P + iA)+ e4(P + iA)2 + :::j2 =

1 + e2 2P + e4 (3P 2 � A2) + e6 4P (P 2 � A2) + :::

and thattheim aginary partA entersonly atorderO (e4)

com pared to O (e2)forthe leading contribution from the

realpartP .To accountforthe im aginary partof� one

m aythereforeapplythesum m edform ofthe‘(un)dressing’

factorwith the relation

�had(s)=
�0had(s)

j1� �j2
(210)

instead ofthe traditionally used relation with the realef-

fectivecoupling,

�had(s)= �0had(s)

�
�(s)

�

� 2

: (211)

W eshallreturntoacom parisonofthedi�erentapproaches

below forthe caseofthe hadronicVP.

It should be noted that the sum m ation breaks down

and hencecan notbeused ifj�(s)j� 1.Thisisthecaseifp
s isvery close to oreven atnarrow resonance energies.

In thiscase one can notinclude the narrow resonance in

the de�nition ofthe e�ective coupling buthasto rely on

another form ulation,e.g.through a Breit-W igner prop-

agator (or a narrow width approxim ation with a delta-

function).For a discussion of this issue see [554].Also

notethattheVP sum m ation coversonly theclassofone-

particle irreducible diagram s offactorisable bubbles de-

picted in Fig.80.This includes photon radiation within

and between singlebubbles,butclearly doesnottakeinto

accounthigher-ordercorrectionsfrom initialstate radia-

tion or initial-�nalstate interference e�ects in e+ e� !

hadrons.

As will be discussed in the following, leptonic and

hadroniccontributionsto�� arenorm allycalculated sep-

aratelyand then added,��(q2)= �� lep(q
2)+ �� had(q

2).

W hile the leptonic contributionscan be predicted within

perturbation theory,the precise determ ination ofthe ha-

dronic contributionsrelies on a dispersion relation using

experim entaldata asinput.

6.2 Leptonic contributions

Theleptoniccontributions�� lep havebeen calculated to

su�ciently high precision.The leading order (LO ) and

next-to-leading order (NLO ) contributions are known as

analyticexpressionsincludingthefullm assdependence[555],

where LO and NLO refer to the expansion in term s of

�.The next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO ) contribu-

tion is available as an expansion in term s ofm 2
‘=q

2 [11],

where m ‘ is the lepton m ass.To evaluate �� lep(q
2) for

jq2j<� m 2
�,this expansion is not appropriate,but this is

exactly the region where the hadronic uncertainties are

dom inant.Alsofrom thesm allnessoftheNNLO contribu-

tion,weconcludethatwedo notneed to furtherim prove

the leptoniccontributionsbeyond thisapproxim ation.

Theevaluation oftheLO contribution israthersim ple,

and webrie
ysum m arisetheresultsbelow.Hereafter,itis

understood thatweim posetherenorm alisation condition
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�(0)= 0 on �(q 2).Forq2 < 0,the VP function reads

�(q2)= �
e2

36�2

�

5� 12� (212)

+ 3(� 1+ 2�)
p
1+ 4� ln

p
1+ 4� + 1

p
1+ 4� � 1

�

;

where� � m2‘=(� q2).For0� q2 � 4m2‘ oneobtains

�(q2)= �
e2

36�2

�

5� 12� (213)

+ 3(� 1+ 2�)
p
� 1� 4� arctan

p
� 1� 4�

� 1� 2�

�

;

and forq2 � 4m2‘

�(q2)= �
e2

36�2

�

5� 12� + 3(� 1+ 2�)
p
1+ 4� (214)

� ln
1+

p
1+ 4�

1�
p
1+ 4�

�

�
ie2

12�
(1� 2�)

p
1+ 4� :

An easily accessible reference which gives the NLO con-

tributions is,for instance,Ref.[556,557].As m entioned

above,theNNLO contribution isgiven in Ref.[11].Forall

foreseeableapplicationstheavailableform ulaecan beeas-

ily im plem ented and provide a su�cientaccuracy.W hile

the uncertainty from � isofcoursecom pletely negligible,

the uncertainty stem m ing from the lepton m assesisonly

tiny.Thereforethe leptonic VP posesno problem .

6.3 H adronic contributions

In contrasttotheleptoniccase,thehadronicVP � had(q
2)

can notbe reliably calculated using perturbation theory.

This is clear for tim e-like m om entum transfer q2 > 0,

where,via the opticaltheorem Im � had(q
2)� �(e+ e� !

hadrons)goesthroughalltheresonancesin thelow energy

region.However,itispossibleto usea dispersion relation

to obtain therealpartof� from theim aginary part.The

dispersion integralisgiven by

��
(5)

had
(q2) = �

q2

4�2�
P

Z 1

m 2
�

�0had(s)ds

s� q2
; (215)

where �0had(s) is the (undressed) hadronic cross section

which is determ ined from experim entaldata.O nly away

from hadronic resonances and (heavy) quark thresholds

one can apply perturbative Q CD to calculate �0had(s).In

this region the param etric uncertainties due to the val-

uesofthe quark m assesand �s,and due to the choice of

the renorm alisation scale,aresm all.Thereforethe uncer-

tainty ofthe hadronicVP isdom inated by the statistical

and system aticuncertaintiesoftheexperim entaldata for

�0
had

(s)used asinputin (215).

Notethatthedispersionintegral(215)leadstoasm ooth

function for space-like m om enta q2 < 0,whereas in the

tim e-likeregion ithasto beevaluated using the principal

valuedescription and showsstrongvariationsatresonance

energies,as dem onstrated e.g.in Fig.81.In Eq.(215)

��
(5)

had
denotesthe �ve-
avourhadronic contribution.At

energiesweareinterested in,i.e.farbelow thet�tthreshold,

the contribution from the top quark issm alland usually

added separately.The analytic expressionsfor�� top(q2)

obtained in perturbative Q CD are the sam e as for the

leptonic contributions given above,up to m ultiplicative

factorstaking into accountthe top quark chargeand the

corresponding SU(3) colourfactors,which read Q 2
tN c at

LO and Q 2
t

N
2
c
� 1

2N c
atNLO .

Contributions from narrow resonances can easily be

treated using thenarrow width approxim ation ora Breit-

W ignerform .Forthe latteroneobtains

��
B reit� W igner(s)=

3�ee

�M

s(s� M 2 � �2)

(s� M 2)2 + M 2� 2
; (216)

with M ,� and �ee the m ass,totaland electronic width

oftheresonance.Fora discussion oftheundressing of�ee
see[554].

Although the determ ination of��
(5)

had
(q2)via the dis-

persionintegral(215)m ayappearstraightforward,in prac-

tice the data com bination for �0had(s) is far from triv-

ial.In the low energy region up to about 1:4 � 2 G eV

m any data sets from the di�erent hadronic exclusive �-

nalstates(channels)from variousexperim entshaveto be

com bined,before the di�erentchannelswhich contribute

incoherently to �0
had

(s) can be sum m ed.For higher en-

ergies the data for the fast growing num ber ofpossible

m ulti-hadronic�nalstatesarefarfrom com plete,and in-

stead inclusive(hadronic)m easurem entsareused.Forthe

detailsofthe data input,the treatm entofthedata w.r.t.

radiative corrections,the estim ate of m issing threshold

contributionsand unknown subleadingchannels(often via

isospin correlations)and the com bination procedures we

referto the publicationsofthe di�erentgroupscited be-

low.

In thefollowingweshallbrie
ydescribeand then com -

pare the evaluations of the (hadronic) VP available as

param etrisationsortabulationsfrom di�erentgroups.

6.4 Currently available VP param etrisations

For m any years Helm ut Burkhardt and Bolek Pietrzyk

have been providing the Fortran function nam ed REPI

for the leptonic and hadronic VP [175,558,260,559,15].

W hile the leptonic VP is coded in analyticalform with

one-loopaccuracy,thehadronicVP isgiven asaverycom -

pactparam etrisation in thespace-likeregion,butdoesnot

coverthe tim e-like region.Fortheirlatestupdate see [7].

The code can be obtained from Burkhardt’s web-pages

which contain also a shortintroduction and a listofolder

references,see

http://hbu.web.cern.ch/hbu/aqed/aqed.html.

Sim ilarly,Fred Jegerlehnerhasbeen providing a pack-

age ofFortran routines for the running ofthe e�ective

Q ED coupling [259,13,21,20,18,19].It provides leptonic

and hadronicVP both in thespace-and tim e-likeregion.
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Fig.81.D i�erentcontributionsto ��(s)in the tim e-like re-

gion as given by the routine from Fred Jegerlehner. Figure

provided with the package alphaQED.uu from hishom epage.

For the leptonic VP the com plete one-and two-loop re-

sults and the known high energy approxim ation for the

three-loop corrections are included. The hadronic con-

tributions are given in tabulated form in the subroutine

HADR5N.Thefullsetofroutinescan bedownloadedfrom

Jegerlehner’sweb-page

http://www-com.physik.hu-berlin.de/� fjeger/.The

version availablefrom thereistheoneweusein thecom -

parisonsbelow and waslastm odi�ed in Novem ber2003.

Itwillbereferred to asJ03 in thefollowing.An updateis

in progressand otherversionsm ay be available from the

author upon request.Note that for quite som e tim e his

routine hasbeen the only availablecode forthe tim e-like

hadronicVP.Fig.81showstheleptonicand hadroniccon-

tributions together with their sum as given by Jegerleh-

ner’sroutine.

The experim entsCM D-2 and SND atNovosibirsk are

using theirown VP com pilation to undresshadroniccross

sections,and thevaluesused aregiven in tablesin som eof

theirpublications.Recently CM D-2 hasm ade theircom -

pilation 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 Radiative Correctionsand M onte

Carlo G eneratorsforLow Energies’(Beijing 2008),to the

thesisofIgnatov (in Russian)and to a �lecontaining the

tabulation,which can be used togetherwith a download-

able package.The tabulation is given for the realand

im aginary partsofthe sum ofleptonic and hadronic VP,

forboth space-and tim e-likem om enta,and forthecorre-

spondingerrors.Fig.82,alsodisplayed on theirweb-page,

showsthe resultsfrom CM D-2 forj1+ �j2 both for the

space-and tim e-likem om enta in therange� (15G eV)2 <

q2 < (15 G eV)2 (upperpanel)and forthe im portantlow

energy region � (2 G eV)2 < q2 < (2 G eV)2.The solid

(black)linesarethe sum ofleptonic and hadroniccontri-

butions,while the dotted (red) lines are for the leptonic

contributionsonly.
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Anotherindependentcom pilation ofthe hadronic VP

isavailablefrom thegroupofHagiwaraetal.[554](HM NT),

atpresent upon request from the authors.They provide

tabulations (with a sim ple interpolation routine in For-

tran)of��
(5)

had
(q2)both in thespace-and tim e-likeregion,

and alsoacom pilation ofR had(s).Currentlyavailablerou-

tinesarebased on theanalysis[22,23].Two di�erentver-

sions are provided,one including the narrow resonances

J= ; 0 and the Upsilon fam ily,�(1S)� �(3S),in Breit-

W igner form ,one excluding them .However,for applica-

tionsof�� itshould berem em bered thatcloseto narrow

resonancestheresum m ation ofsuch largecontributionsin

the e�ective coupling breaksdown.In this context,note

thatthecom pilation from Novosibirsk containsthesenar-

row resonances,whereastheroutinefrom Jegerlehnerdoes

contain J= and  0,butseem sto exclude(orsm earover)

theUpsilon resonances.W hen called in thecharm orbot-

tom resonanceregionJegerlehner’sroutinegivesawarning
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that the \results m ay not be reliable close to J/Psiand

Upsilon resonances".

In thefollowingweshallcom paretheparam etrisations

from the di�erentgroups.

6.5 Com parison ofthe results from di�erentgroups

In Fig.83,we com pare the param etrisationsfrom Burk-

hardtand Pietrzyk (BP05),Jegerlehner(J03)and Hagi-

wara et al.(HM NT) in the space-like (upper) and tim e-

like region (lower panel). For the space-like region the

di�erencesam ong the three param etrisationsareroughly

within one standard deviation in the whole energy range

shown. However, for the tim e-like region, there is dis-

agreem entbetween HM NT and J03 atseveralenergy re-

gions,m ost notably at 1 G eV <
�
p
s<� 1:6 G eV,and at

0:8 G eV <
�
p
s <
� 0:95 G eV.Asforthe discrepancy at1

G eV <
�
p
s<� 1:6 G eV,checking the routine from Jeger-

lehner,one �nds that a too sparsely spaced energy grid

in this region seem s to be the reason.The discrepancy

at 0:8 G eV <
�
p
s<� 0:95 G eV is further scrutinised in

Fig.84,where in addition to the two param etrisations

HM NT (solid (red)line)and J03 (dotted (blue)line),the

result for ��
(5)

had
(s)=� obtained by integrating over the

R-data as com piled by the PDG [267]21 is shown as the

dashed (green) line.W hile the results from HM NT and

theonebased on thePDG R-data agreeratherwell,their

disagreem entwith the J03 com pilation in the region 0:8

G eV <
�
p
s<� 0:95 G eV isuncom fortably largecom pared

to the errorbut m ay be due to a di�erentdata input of

the J03 param etrisation.

In thefollowing weshallcom paretheparam etrisation

from HM NT with the onefrom the CM D-2 collaboration

which has becom e available very recently.Note that for

undressing theirexperim entally m easured hadronic cross

sections,CM D-2 includes the im aginary part ofthe VP

function �(q2)in addition to the realpart.Before com -

ing to the com parison with CM D-2,let us discuss som e

generalitiesaboutIm �(q2).Ifwearetoincludetheim ag-

inary part,then theVP correction factor�(q2)2 should be

replaced as

�
�

1� ��(q2)

� 2

=

�
�

1� Re�(q2)

� 2

! (217)

�
�
�
�

�

1� �(q2)

�
�
�
�

2

=
�2

(1� Re�(q2))2 + (Im �(q2))2
:

Note that,asm entioned already in the introduction,the

contribution from the realpart appears at O (e2) in the

denom inator,while that from the im aginary part starts

only atO (e4).Because ofthissuppression we expectthe

e�ectsfrom the im aginary partto be sm all.Nevertheless

wewouldliketostresstwopoints.First,�eld-theoretically,

it is m ore accurate to include the im aginary part which

21
Theactualcom pilation ofthedataisavailablein electronic

form from http://pdg.lbl.gov/2008/hadronic-xsections

/hadronicrpp page1001.dat.
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Fig. 83. Com parison of the results from Hagiwara et al.

(HM NT [554]) for ��
(5)

had
(q

2
) in units of� with param etrisa-

tionsfrom Burkhardtand Pietrzyk (BP05 [7])and Jegerlehner

(J03). Upper panel:��
(5)

had
(Q 2)=� for space-like m om entum

transfer (Q
2
< 0),where the three param etrisations are in-

distinguishable.Thedi�erences(norm 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

ofHM NT in the norm alised di�erence to J03,labelled ‘(J03-

HM NT)/HM NT (� 100)’.Lower panel:��
(5)

had
(s)=� from J03

and HM NT (as labelled) for tim e-like m om enta (q
2
= s).For

readability,only the errorband ofHM NT isdisplayed.

existsabovethreshold.Including only Re�(q2)in theVP

correction isan approxim ation which m ay besu�cientin

m ost cases.Second,it is expected that the contribution

from theim aginary partisoftheorderofa few perm illof

thetotalVP corrections.W hilethisseem ssm all,itcan be

non-negligible atthe � m eson region where the accuracy

ofthecrosssection m easurem entsreachestheorderof(or

even lessthan)1% .Sim ilarly,in the region ofthe narrow

� resonance,the contributions from the im aginary part

becom enon-negligibleand should be taken into account.

In Fig.85 theVP correction factor,based on thecom -

pilation from HM NT,with and withoutIm �(q2)iscom -

paredtoj1� �(s)j2 asused bytheCM D-2collaborationin

their recent analysisofthe hadronic cross section in the
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Fig. 84. Com parison of the results from Hagiwara et al.

(HM NT,solid (red)line)for��
(5)

had
(s)=� with theparam etrisa-

tion from Jegerlehner(J03,dotted (blue)line)in thetim e-like

region in therange
p
s= 0:7� 1 G eV.Thedashed (green)line

showstheresultifthedata com pilation from thePD G [267]is

used.

2� channelin the � centralregion [392].22 In the upper

panelthe VP correction factorsaregiven,whereasin the

lower panelthe di�erences are shown.As expected,the

di�erencesbetween the threearevisible,and areabouta

few perm illatm ost.The di�erence between the CM D-2

resultsand theonefrom HM NT includingIm �(q2)(solid

(red)curve in the lowerpanelofFig.85 showsa m arked

dip followed by a peak in the � � ! interference region

where the �+ �� crosssection falls sharply.This is m ost

probably a directconsequence ofthe di�erentdata input

used.However,in m ostapplicationssuch a di�erencewill

be partially cancelled when integrated overan energy re-

gion including the � peak.

In Figs.86 and 87 we com pare ��(s) in the tim e-

like region asgiven by the param etrisation from CM D-2

with theonefrom HM NT,whereforHM NT wehavecal-

culated the leptonic contributions (up to including the

NNLO corrections) as described above.The two panels

in Fig.86 (upper panel:0 <
p
s < 2 G eV,lower panel:

2 G eV <
p
s < 10 G eV) show ��(s) with the 1� er-

rorband from CM D-2 asa solid (blue)band,whereasfor

HM NT the m ean value for��(s) isgiven by the dotted

(red) line,which can hardly be distinguished.To high-

light the di�erences between the two param etrisations,

Fig.87displaysthenorm alised di�erence(�� C M D � 2(s)�

�� H M N T (s))=�� H M N T (s)asa solid (black)line,and also

showstherelativeerrorsofCM D-2 and HM NT asdashed

(blue) and red (dotted) lines,respectively.As visible in

Fig.87,the error as given by the CM D-2 param etrisa-

tion issom ewhatsm allerthan theonefrom HM NT.Both

param etrisationsagree fairly well,and for m ost energies

thedi�erencesbetween theparam etrisationsareaboutas

large or sm aller than the error bands.Close to narrow

22
W e thank G ennadiy Fedotovich for providing us with a

tableincluding theVP correction factorsnotincluded in [392].
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for the e+ e� ! hadrons data (solid line).Also shown is the

correction factor (1 � Re�)
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2
,based on �(s) in

the tim e-like region from HM NT (dotted line).Lower panel:

D i�erencesofthe quantitiesasindicated on the plot.

resonances the estim ated uncertainties are large,but as

discussed above,there the approxim ation ofthe e�ective

coupling �(s) breaks down and resonance contributions

should be treated di�erently.

6.6 Sum m ary

Vacuum polarisation of the photon plays an im portant

role in m any physicalprocesses.It has to be taken into

account,e.g.,in M onteCarlogeneratorsforhadroniccross

sectionsorBhabha scattering.W hen low energy data are

used in dispersion integralsto predictthehadroniccontri-

butionstom uong� 2or��(q2),undresseddatahavetobe

used,soVP hastobesubtracted from m easured crosssec-

tions.Thedi�erentVP contributionshavebeen discussed,

and availableVP com pilationshavebeen brie
y described

and com pared.Until recently only one param etrisation
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hasbeen availablein the tim e-likeregion,now three rou-

tinesinthespace-andtim e-likeregionsexist,from Jegerlehner,

CM D-2 and HM NT,and a fourth from Burkhardt and

Pietrzyk in the space-like region.W hile the accuracy of

the hadroniccrosssection data them selvesisthe lim iting

factorin theprecisedeterm ination ofg� 2 and ��(M 2
Z ),

the error ofthe VP (or ��(q2)) is not the lim iting fac-

torin itscurrentapplications.W ith theongoinge�ortsto

m easure �had(s) with even better accuracy in the whole

low energyregion,furtherim provem entsofthevariousVP

param etrisationsareforeseen.

7 Sum m ary

In this Report we have sum m arised the achievem ents of

the lastyearsofthe experim entaland theoreticalgroups

working on hadroniccrosssection m easurem entsand tau

physics.In addition wehavesketched theprospectsin this

�eld forthe yearsto com e.W e have em phasised the im -

portance ofcontinuous and close collaboration between

the experim entaland theoreticalgroupswhich is crucial

in the quest for precision in hadronic physics.The plat-

form setto sim plify thiscollaboration isaW orking Group

on RadiativeCorrectionsand M onteCarlo Generatorsfor
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Fig. 87. Solid (black) lines: Norm alised di�erence

(�� C M D �2 (s) � ��
H M N T (s))=�� H M N T (s) in the tim e-

like region.The dashed (blue)and dotted (red)lines indicate

therelativeerrorfortheCM D -2 and HM NT param etrisations.

Upperpanel:0 <
p
s< 2 G eV,lowerpanel:2 G eV <

p
s< 10

G eV.

Low Energies(Radio M ontecarLow),forthebetterunder-

standingoftheneedsand lim itationsofboth experim ental

and theoreticalcom m unitiesand to facilitatetheinform a-

tion 
ow between them .This Review is a result ofthe

W orking G roup.

TheReportwasdivided into �veSectionscoveringthe

lum inositym easurem entsatlow energies(up totheenergy

ofB factories)(Section 2),R m easurem entby energyscan

(Section 3),R m easurem entusing radiative return (Sec-

tion 4),tau physics(Section 5),and thecalculation ofthe

vacuum polarisation with em phasison the hadronic con-

tributions(Section 6).In alltheSections,with theexcep-

tion ofSection 6,wegavean overview oftheexperim ental

resultsand thestatusoftheM onteCarloeventgenerators

used in theexperim entalanalyseswith em phasison their

accuracy and tests.

Concerning the work done on the topic ofprecision

lum inosity m easurem ent (Section 2),a particular e�ort

was paid to arrive at an up-to-date estim ate ofthe ac-

curacy ofthe m ost precise M C tools used by the exper-

im entalists.Severaltuned com parisons between the pre-

dictionsofindependentgeneratorswerepresented,consid-

ering the large-angle Bhabha processwith realistic event
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selection criteria and atdi�erentc.m .energies.Itturned

outthatthe three m ostprecise lum inosity tools,i.e.the

program sBabaYaga@ NLO ,BHW IDE and M CG PJ,agree

within 0.1% for the integrated cross sections and within

less than 1% for the di�erentialdistributions.Therefore

the m ain conclusion ofthe work on tuned com parisonsis

thatthetechnicalprecision ofM C program siswellunder

control,the(m inor)discrepanciesstillobserved being due

to slightly di�erent details in the treatm ent ofradiative

correctionsand theirim plem entation.Thetheoreticalac-

curacy ofthe generatorswith regard to radiative correc-

tions not fully taken into account was assessed by per-

form ing detailed com parisons between the results ofthe

generators and those ofexact perturbative calculations.

In particular,explicitcross-checkswith thepredictionsof

available NNLO Q ED calculations and with new exact

results for lepton and hadron pair correctionsled to the

conclusion thatthe totaltheoreticaluncertainty isatthe

one per m illlevelfor the large-angle Bhabha process at

di�erentc.m .energies.Albeitthiserrorestim atecould be

puton �rm ergroundsthanksto furtherwork in progress,

itappearsto be already quite robustand su�cientfora

precisedeterm ination ofthe lum inosity.

In Section 3 we presented the current status of the

studies ofe+ e� annihilation into hadrons and m uons at

the energiesup to a few G eV.Accurate m easurem entsof

the ratio R,i.e.the ratio ofthe crosssectionsofhadron

and m uon channels,are crucialfor the evaluation ofthe

hadronic contribution to vacuum polarisation and subse-

quently forvariousprecision testsoftheStandard M odel.

Results ofseveralexperim entalcollaborationshave been

reviewed for the m ost im portant processes with the �-

nalstates�+ �� ,�+ �� ,�+ �� �0,�+ �� 2�0,�+ 2�� ,two

kaons and heavier m esons.In particular,R scans at the

experim entsCM D-2,SND,CLEO and BES experim ents

have been discussed.Analytic expressions for the Born

levelcrosssectionsofthe m ain processeshave been pre-

sented.First-order Q ED radiative corrections have been

given explicitly forthe case ofm uon,pion and kaon pair

production.Thetwolattercasesarecom putedusingscalar

Q ED todescribeinteractionsofpseudoscalarm esonswith

photons in the �nal state. M atching with higher-order

Q ED correctionsevaluated in theleading logarithm icap-

proxim ation have been discussed. G ood agreem ent be-

tween di�erentM onte Carlo codes forthe m uon channel

has been shown.The theoreticaluncertainty in the de-

scription ofthese processes has been evaluated.For the

two m ain channels,e+ e� ! �+ �� and e+ e� ! �+ �� ,

thisuncertainty hasbeen estim ated to be ofthe orderof

0:2% .

In Section 4 we havegiven an overview ofexperim en-

talm easurem ents via radiative return and described the

M onteCarlo generatorsused in the analyses.Specialem -

phasishasbeen puton them odellingofthem eson-photon

interaction,crucialfor reaching an accuracy below 1% .

Radiative return hasbeen applied successfully atthe ex-

perim entsK LO E in Frascati,BaBarin Stanford and Belle

in Tsukuba,obtaining im portantresultsforthem easure-

m ent ofprecise hadronic cross sections as wellas in the

�eld ofhadron spectroscopy.In allthreeexperim ents,the

ISR physicsprogram m eisstillgoingon.New experim ents

like the BES-IIIdetector atBEPC-IIin Beijing and the

experim ents at the VEPP-2000 m achine in Novosibirsk

willuse radiative return to com plem ent their standard

physics program m e ofenergy scanning in the regions of

2 { 4.6 G eV (BEPC-II) and 1 { 2 G eV (VEPP-2000).

Thesuccessofthisprogram m ewaspossibleonly through

close collaboration between experim entaland theoretical

groups.Dedicated M onteCarlogenerators(PHO K HARA,

EK HARA,FEVA,FASTERD) were developed to m ake

theexperim entalanalysespossible.Thephysicsprogram m e

allowed forbetterm odelling ofthephoton-m eson interac-

tion which is crucialfor a precise determ ination ofthe

pion form factor.Them easurem entsofthehadroniccross

sections by m eans ofradiative return allowed to reduce

the error ofthe hadronic contribution to the anom alous

m agnetic m om entofthe m uon and to the running ofthe

�ne structure constant.O ngoing and forthcom ing m ea-

surem ents will aim at an even better m odelling of the

hadron-photoninteraction and theinclusion ofthoseQ ED

radiative correctionsnotyetaccounted for in the M onte

Carlo generators.This ongoing physics program m e will

lead to furtherim provem entsin the precision ofthe cal-

culation ofthe hadronic contribution to the anom alous

m agnetic m om entofthe m uon and to the running ofthe

�ne structure constant,which in turn is crucialfor tests

ofthe Standard M odeland searchesforNew Physics.

In Section 5wedescribed thepresentstatusofthesim -

ulation program sfor the production and decay of� lep-

tons.The available program shave been discussed in the

context ofthe required accuracy to m atch current high-

statisticsexperim entaldata.Afterareview oftheexisting

program s used in the data analysis we have em phasised

the topics which willrequire particular attention in the

future.W ehaveelaborated on thee�ortswhich aregoing

on atpresentand focused on thenecessary im provem ents.

Thetechniquesfor�tting � decay currentsrequirepartic-

ular attention.The observed spectra and angular distri-

butions are a convolution oftheoreticalpredictions with

experim entale�ectswhich should betaken intoaccountin

the�ttingprocedures.Background contributionsalsoplay

an im portantrole ifhigh precision isrequested.W e have

also com m ented on the im pactofthese e�orts for forth-

com ing high energy experim ents (like at LHC),where �

decays are used to constrain hard processes rather than

to m easurepropertiesof� decays.

In Section 6 the di�erent vacuum polarisation (VP)

contributionshavebeen discussed,andavailableparam etri-

sationshavebeen com pared.VP form sa universalpartof

radiative corrections and as such is an im portant ingre-

dient in M onte Carlo program s.In addition,to evaluate

thehadroniccontributionsto them uon g� 2 and ��(q2)

via dispersion relations,one has to use the ‘undressed’

hadronic cross section,i.e.data with the VP e�ects re-

m oved.ThereforethepreciseknowledgeofVP isrequired.

W hilein thespace-likeregion theVP isasm ooth function

and the param etrisations are in excellent agreem ent,in

thetim e-likeregion theVP isa fastvarying function and
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di�erencesexistbetween di�erentparam etrisations,espe-

cially around resonances.However,the accuracy which is

typically ofthe orderoforbelow a few per m illand the

agreem entofthe m ore recentcom pilations indicate that

the currentprecision ofVP issu�cientforthe envisaged

applications.In the future better hadronic cross section

data willlead to furtherim proved accuracy.

A cknow ledgem ents
Thiswork wassupported in partby:

{ European Union M arie-Curie Research Training Networks

M RTN-CT-2006-035482 \FLAVIAnet"and M RTN-CT-2006-

035505 \HEPTO O LS";

{ European Union Research Program m esatLNF,FP7,Trans-

nationalAccesstoResearch Infrastructure(TARI),Hadron

Physics2-Integrating Activity,ContractNo.227431;

{ G eneralitatValenciana

underG rantNo.PRO M ETEO /2008/069;

{ G erm an FederalM inistryofEducation and Research (BM BF)

grants05HT4VK A/3,06-K A-202 and 06-M Z-9171I;

{ G erm an Research Foundation (D FG ):’Em m yNoetherPro-

gram m e’, contracts D E839/1-4, ’Heisenberg Program m e’

and Sonderforschungsbereich/Transregio SFB/TRR 9;

{ Initiative and Networking Fund ofthe Helm holtz Associa-

tion,contractHA-101 ("Physicsatthe Terascale");

{ INTAS project Nr 05-1000008-8328 \Higher-order e�ects

in e
+
e
� annihilation and m uon anom alous m agnetic m o-

m ent";

{ M inisteriodeCienciaeInnovaci�on underG rantNo.FPA2007-

60323,and CPAN (G rantNo.CSD 2007-00042);

{ NationalNaturalScienceFoundation ofChina underCon-

tractsNos.10775142,10825524 and 10935008;

{ Polish G overnm entgrantN202 06434 (2008-2010);

{ PST.CLG .980342

{ Research Fellowship oftheJapan Society fortheProm otion

ofScience forYoung Scientists;

{ RFBR grants03-02-16477,04-02-16217,04-02-1623,04-02-

16443,04-02-16181-a,04-02-16184-a,05-02-16250-a,06-02-

16192-a,07-02-00816-a,08-02-13516,08-02-91969 and 09-

02-01143;

{ Theory-LHC-France initiative ofCNRS/IN2P3;

{ US D O E contractD E-FG 02-09ER41600.

W e thank J. Libby for useful correspondence about the lu-

m inosity m easurem ent at CLEO -c,and A.Pich,J.Portol�es,

D .G �om ez-D um m , M .Jam in and Z.H. G uo for fruitful col-

laborations and usefulsuggestions related to the Tau Physics

section.S.Eidelm an and V.Cherepanov are gratefulto the

Cracow Institute ofNuclear Physics where part ofthis work

hasbeen perform ed.M .G uniaacknowledgesascholarship from

theUPG OW projectco-�nanced bytheEuropean SocialFund.

F. Jegerlehner acknowledges support by the Foundation for

Polish Science.

References

1. D .Hanneke,S.Fogwell,G .G abrielse,Phys.Rev.Lett.

100,120801 (2008),0801.1134

2. G .G abrielse, D .Hanneke,T.K inoshita,M .Nio,B.C.

O dom ,Phys.Rev.Lett.97,030802 (2006)

3. A.Sirlin,Phys.Rev.D 22,971 (1980)

4. A.Sirlin,Phys.Lett.B 232,123 (1989)

5. W .J.M arciano,A.Sirlin,Phys.Rev.D 22,2695 (1980)

6. M .J.G .Veltm an,Nucl.Phys.B 123,89 (1977)

7. H. Burkhardt, B. Pietrzyk, Phys. Rev. D 72, 057501

(2005),hep-ph/0506323

8. S.Schaelet al.(ALEPH and others),Phys.Rept.427,

257 (2006),hep-ex/0509008

9. LEP-EW -W G (2002), electroweak Theory tests,

http://lepewwg.web.cern.ch

10. M .Passera,W .J.M arciano,A.Sirlin,Phys.Rev.D 78,

013009 (2008),0804.1142

11. M . Steinhauser, Phys. Lett. B 429, 158 (1998),

hep-ph/9803313

12. N.Cabibbo,R.G atto,Phys.Rev.124,1577 (1961)

13. S.Eidelm an,F.Jegerlehner,Z.Phys.C 67,585 (1995),

hep-ph/9502298

14. M . D avier, A. Hocker, Phys. Lett. B 419, 419 (1998),

hep-ph/9711308

15. H.Burkhardt,B.Pietrzyk,Phys.Lett.B 513,46 (2001)

16. F. Jegerlehner, J. Phys. G 29, 101 (2003),

hep-ph/0104304

17. F.Jegerlehner,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.131,213 (2004),

hep-ph/0312372

18. F.Jegerlehner,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.162,22 (2006),

hep-ph/0608329

19. F.Jegerlehner,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,135

(2008),0807.4206

20. F.Jegerlehner,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.126,325 (2004),

hep-ph/0310234

21. F.Jegerlehner(2003),hep-ph/0308117

22. K .Hagiwara,A.D .M artin,D .Nom ura,T.Teubner,Phys.

Rev.D 69,093003 (2004),hep-ph/0312250

23. K .Hagiwara,A.D .M artin,D .Nom ura,T.Teubner,Phys.

Lett.B 649,173 (2007),hep-ph/0611102

24. M .G ourdin,E.D e Rafael,Nucl.Phys.B 10,667 (1969)

25. M .D avier,A.Hoecker,B.M alaescu,C.Z.Yuan,Z.Zhang

(2009),0908.4300

26. F. Jegerlehner, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 181-182, 26

(2008)

27. F.Jegerlehner,A.Ny�eler,Phys.Rept.477,1 (2009),

0902.3360

28. S.I.Eidelm an (2009),0904.3275

29. J.Prades,E.deRafael,A.Vainshtein (2009),0901.0306

30. J.Prades(2009),0909.2546

31. G .W .Bennettetal.(M uon G -2),Phys.Rev.D 73,072003

(2006),hep-ex/0602035

32. R.M .Carey etal.,FERM ILAB-PRO PO SAL-0989(2009)

33. J.Im azato,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.129,81 (2004)

34. R.Alem any,M .D avier,A.Hocker,Eur.Phys.J.C 2,123

(1998),hep-ph/9703220

35. M .D avier,S.Eidelm an,A.Hocker,Z.Zhang,Eur.Phys.

J.C 27,497 (2003),hep-ph/0208177

36. M .D avier,S.Eidelm an,A.Hocker,Z.Zhang,Eur.Phys.

J.C 31,503 (2003),hep-ph/0308213

37. M .D avieretal.(2009),0906.5443

38. F. Am brosino et al. (K LO E),Eur. Phys. J. C 47, 589

(2006),hep-ex/0604048

39. H.Bhabha,Proc.Roy.Soc.A 154,195 (1936)

40. G .Barbiellinietal.,Nucl.Instrum .M eth.123,125(1975)

41. H.C.D ehne,M .A.Preger,S.Tazzari,G .Vignola,Nucl.

Instrum .M eth.116,345 (1974)

42. S.Jadach etal.(1996),hep-ph/9602393



91

43. A.B. Arbuzov et al., Nucl. Phys. B 485, 457 (1997),

hep-ph/9512344

44. G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini, F. Piccinini, Phys. Lett.

B 385,348 (1996),hep-ph/9605252

45. A. Arbuzov et al., Phys. Lett. B 383, 238 (1996),

hep-ph/9605239

46. G .M ontagna,O .Nicrosini,F.Piccinini,Riv.NuovoCim .

21N 9,1 (1998),hep-ph/9802302

47. B.F.L.W ard,S.Jadach,M .M elles,S.A.Yost,Phys.Lett.

B 450,262 (1999),hep-ph/9811245

48. S.Jadach (2003),hep-ph/0306083

49. S.D obbsetal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 76,112001 (2007),

0709.3783

50. A.Hafner,D iplom athesis,UniversityofK arlsruhe(2007)

51. D .M .Asneretal.(2008),0809.1869

52. L.M .Brown,R.P.Feynm an,Phys.Rev.85,231 (1952)

53. F.Redhead,Proc.Roy.Soc.220,219 (1953)

54. R.Polovin,JETP 31,449 (1956)

55. M .Consoli,Nucl.Phys.B 160,208 (1979)

56. M .B�ohm ,A.D enner,W .Hollik,R.Som m er,Phys.Lett.

B 144,414 (1984)

57. D .Bardin,W .Hollik,T.Riem ann,Z.Phys.C 49,485

(1991)

58. D . Bardin, P. Christova, M . Jack, L. K alinovskaya,

A.O lchevski,S.Riem ann,T.Riem ann,Com put.Phys.

Com m un.133,229 (2001),hep-ph/9908433

59. A. Arbuzov, M . Awram ik, M . Czakon, A. Freitas,

M .G r�unewald,K .M �onig,S.Riem ann,T.Riem ann,Com -

put.Phys.Com m un.174,728 (2006),hep-ph/0507146

60. G .M ontagna,F.Piccinini, O .Nicrosini, G .Passarino,

R.Pittau,Nucl.Phys.B 401,3 (1993)

61. G .M ontagna,F.Piccinini, O .Nicrosini, G .Passarino,

R.Pittau,Com put.Phys.Com m un.76,328 (1993)

62. G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini, F. Piccinini, G . Pas-

sarino, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 117, 278 (1999),

hep-ph/9804211

63. A.D jouadi,C.Verzegnassi,Phys.Lett.B 195,265 (1987)

64. A.D jouadi,Nuovo Cim .A 100,357 (1988)

65. B.A.K niehl,J.H.K uhn,R.G .Stuart,Phys.Lett.B 214,

621 (1988)

66. J.J.van der Bij,F.Hoogeveen,Nucl.Phys.B 283,477

(1987)

67. R. Barbieri, M . Beccaria, P. Ciafaloni, G . Curci,

A.Vicere,Nucl.Phys.B 409,105 (1993)

68. J.Fleischer, O .V.Tarasov,F.Jegerlehner, Phys.Lett.

B 319,249 (1993)

69. J. Fleischer, O .V. Tarasov, F. Jegerlehner, Phys. Rev.

D 51,3820 (1995)

70. R.Boughezal,M .Czakon,Nucl.Phys.B 755,221 (2006),

hep-ph/0606232

71. K .G . Chetyrkin, M . Faisst, J.H. K uhn, P. M aier-

hofer, C. Sturm , Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 102003 (2006),

hep-ph/0605201

72. Y. Schroder, M . Steinhauser, Phys. Lett. B 622, 124

(2005),hep-ph/0504055

73. K .G .Chetyrkin,J.H.K uhn,M .Steinhauser,Phys.Lett.

B 351,331 (1995),hep-ph/9502291

74. K .G .Chetyrkin,J.H.K uhn,M .Steinhauser,Phys.Rev.

Lett.75,3394 (1995),hep-ph/9504413

75. R. Barbieri, M . Beccaria, P. Ciafaloni, G . Curci,

A.Vicere,Phys.Lett.B 288,95 (1992),hep-ph/9205238

76. J.J. van der Bij, K .G . Chetyrkin, M . Faisst, G . Jikia,

T. Seidensticker, Phys. Lett. B 498, 156 (2001),

hep-ph/0011373

77. M .Faisst,J.H.K uhn,T.Seidensticker,O .Veretin,Nucl.

Phys.B 665,649 (2003),hep-ph/0302275

78. R.Boughezal,J.B.Tausk,J.J.van der Bij,Nucl.Phys.

B 713,278 (2005),hep-ph/0410216

79. R.Boughezal,J.B.Tausk,J.J.van der Bij,Nucl.Phys.

B 725,3 (2005),hep-ph/0504092

80. M .Awram ik,M .Czakon,A.Freitas,G .W eiglein,Phys.

Rev.D 69,053006 (2004),hep-ph/0311148

81. M .Awram ik,M .Czakon,A.Freitas,G .W eiglein,Phys.

Rev.Lett.93,201805 (2004),hep-ph/0407317

82. W .Hollik,U.M eier,S.Uccirati,Nucl.Phys.B 731,213

(2005),hep-ph/0507158

83. W .Hollik,U.M eier,S.Uccirati,Nucl.Phys.B 765,154

(2007),hep-ph/0610312

84. M . Awram ik, M . Czakon, A. Freitas, JHEP 11, 048

(2006),hep-ph/0608099

85. M .Awram ik,M .Czakon,A.Freitas,Phys.Lett.B 642,

563 (2006),hep-ph/0605339

86. J.H.K uhn,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Eur.Phys.J.C 17,

97 (2000),hep-ph/9912503

87. J.H.K uhn,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Nucl.Phys.Proc.

Suppl.89,94 (2000),hep-ph/0005301

88. J.H.K uhn,S.M och,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Nucl.

Phys.B 616,286 (2001),hep-ph/0106298

89. B.Feucht,J.H.K uhn,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Phys.

Rev.Lett.93,101802 (2004),hep-ph/0404082

90. B.Jantzen,J.H.K uhn,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Phys.

Rev.D 72,051301 (2005),hep-ph/0504111

91. B.Jantzen,J.H.K uhn,A.A.Penin,V.A.Sm irnov,Nucl.

Phys.B 731,188 (2005),hep-ph/0509157

92. A.D enner,B.Jantzen,S.Pozzorini,Nucl.Phys.B 761,

1 (2007),hep-ph/0608326

93. A.D enner,B.Jantzen,S.Pozzorini(2008),0801.2647

94. F.Berends,K .G aem ers,R.G astm ans,Nucl.Phys.B 68,

541 (1974)

95. W .Beenakker,F.Berends,S.van derM arck,Nucl.Phys.

B 349,323 (1991)

96. M .Terentyev,Yad.Fiz.9,1212 (1969)

97. F.Berends,R.G astm ans,Nucl.Phys.B 61,414 (1973)

98. S.Eidelm an,E.K uraev,Nucl.Phys.B 143,353 (1978)

99. F.Berends,R.K leiss,P.D eCausm aecker,R.G astm ans,

W .Troost,T.W u,Nucl.Phys.B 206,61 (1982)

100. M .Bohm ,Z.Sack,Z.Phys.C 33,157 (1986)

101. S.Actis,P.M astrolia,G .O ssola (2009),0909.1750

102. A.B. Arbuzov, E.A. K uraev, N.P. M erenkov,

L. Trentadue, Phys. Atom . Nucl. 60, 591 (1997),

http://ccdb4fs.kek.jp/cgi-bin/img index?9604099

103. A.B. Arbuzov, E.A. K uraev, N.P. M erenkov,

L. Trentadue, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 81, 638 (1995),

hep-ph/9509405

104. A.B. Arbuzov, E.A. K uraev, N.P. M erenkov,

L.Trentadue,Nucl.Phys.B 474,271 (1996)

105. S.Laporta,E.Rem iddi,Phys.Lett.B 379,283 (1996),

hep-ph/9602417

106. S. Laporta, Int. J. M od. Phys. A 15, 5087 (2000),

hep-ph/0102033

107. F.V.Tkachov,Phys.Lett.B 100,65 (1981)

108. K .Chetyrkin,F.Tkachov,Nucl.Phys.B 192,159 (1981)

109. A.V.K otikov,Phys.Lett.B 254,158 (1991)

110. A.K otikov,Phys.Lett.B 259,314 (1991)

111. A.V.K otikov,Phys.Lett.B 267,123 (1991)

112. E. Rem iddi, Nuovo Cim . A 110, 1435 (1997),

hep-th/9711188



92

113. M .Ca�o,H.Czyz,S.Laporta,E.Rem iddi,Acta Phys.

Polon.B 29,2627 (1998),hep-th/9807119

114. M .Ca�o,H.Czyz,S.Laporta,E.Rem iddi,Nuovo Cim .

A 111,365 (1998),hep-th/9805118

115. M .Argeri,P.M astrolia,Int.J.M od.Phys.A 22,4375

(2007),0707.4037

116. V.Sm irnov,\Evaluating Feynm an Integrals" (Springer

Verlag,Berlin,2004)

117. S.Friot,D .G reynat,E.D eRafael,Phys.Lett.B 628,73

(2005),hep-ph/0505038

118. N.Usyukina,Teor.M at.Fiz.22,300 (1975)

119. V. Sm irnov, Phys. Lett. B 460, 397 (1999),

hep-ph/9905323

120. B.Tausk,Phys.Lett.B 469,225(1999),hep-ph/9909506

121. V.Sm irnov,O .Veretin,Nucl.Phys.B 566,469 (2000),

hep-ph/9907385

122. V.A. Sm irnov, Phys. Lett. B 524, 129 (2002),

hep-ph/0111160

123. G .Heinrich,V.A.Sm irnov,Phys.Lett.B 598,55 (2004),

hep-ph/0406053

124. M .Czakon,Com put.Phys.Com m un.175,559 (2006),

hep-ph/0511200

125. J.G luza,K .K ajda,T.Riem ann,Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.177,879 (2007),arXiv:0704.2423

126. A. G oncharov, M ath. Res. Letters 5, 497 (1998),

http://www.math.uiuc.edu/K-theory/0297

127. D .J. Broadhurst, Eur. Phys. J. C 8, 311 (1999),

hep-th/9803091

128. E.Rem iddi,J.Verm aseren,Int.J.M od.Phys.A 15,725

(2000),hep-ph/9905237

129. T. G ehrm ann, E. Rem iddi, Com put. Phys. Com m un.

141,296 (2001),[http://arXiv.org/abs]hep-ph/0107173

130. T. G ehrm ann, E. Rem iddi, Com put. Phys. Com m un.

144,200 (2002),hep-ph/0111255

131. D . M aitre, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 174, 222 (2006),

hep-ph/0507152

132. D . M aitre, Extension of HPL to com plex argum ents

(2007),hep-ph/0703052

133. J.Vollinga,S.W einzierl,Com put.Phys.Com m un.167,

177 (2005),hep-ph/0410259

134. S.W einzierl(2007),0705.0900

135. A.A. Penin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 010408 (2005),

hep-ph/0501120

136. A.A. Penin, Nucl. Phys. B 734, 185 (2006),

hep-ph/0508127

137. A. M itov, S. M och, JHEP 05, 001 (2007),

hep-ph/0612149

138. T. Becher, K . M elnikov, JHEP 06, 084 (2007),

arXiv:0704.3582 [hep-ph]

139. Z.Bern,L.D ixon,A.G hinculov,Phys.Rev.D 63,053007

(2001),hep-ph/0010075

140. R. Bonciani, A. Ferroglia, Phys. Rev. D 72, 056004

(2005),hep-ph/0507047

141. R.Bonciani,P.M astrolia,E.Rem iddi,Nucl.Phys.B 661,

289 (2003),hep-ph/0301170

142. R.Bonciani,P.M astrolia,E.Rem iddi,Nucl.Phys.B 690,

138 (2004),hep-ph/0311145

143. R.Bonciani,P.M astrolia,E.Rem iddi,Nucl.Phys.B 676,

399 (2004),hep-ph/0307295

144. M . Czakon, J. G luza, T. Riem ann, Phys. Rev. D 71,

073009 (2005),hep-ph/0412164

145. M .Czakon,J.G luza,T.Riem ann,Nucl.Phys.B 751,1

(2006),hep-ph/0604101

146. D .J. Broadhurst, J. Fleischer, O .V. Tarasov, Z. Phys.

C 60,287 (1993),hep-ph/9304303

147. A.I.D avydychev,M .Y.K alm ykov,Nucl.Phys.B 699,3

(2004),hep-th/0303162

148. A.B.Arbuzov,E.A.K uraev,B.G .Shaikhatdenov,M od.

Phys.Lett.A 13,2305 (1998),hep-ph/9806215

149. E.W .N.G lover,J.B.Tausk,J.J.Van derBij,Phys.Lett.

B 516,33 (2001),hep-ph/0106052

150. G .J.H.Burgers,Phys.Lett.B 164,167 (1985)

151. R. Bonciani, A. Ferroglia, P. M astrolia, E. Rem iddi,

J. van der Bij, Nucl. Phys. B 681, 261 (2004),

hep-ph/0310333

152. R. Bonciani, A. Ferroglia, P. M astrolia, E. Rem iddi,

J. van der Bij, Nucl. Phys. B 701, 121 (2004),

hep-ph/0405275

153. R. Bonciani, A. Ferroglia, P. M astrolia, E. Rem iddi,

J.J. van der Bij, Nucl. Phys. B 716, 280 (2005),

hep-ph/0411321

154. S.Actis,M .Czakon,J.G luza,T.Riem ann,Nucl.Phys.

B 786,26 (2007),arXiv:0704.2400v.2 [hep-ph]

155. R.Bonciani,A.Ferroglia,A.A.Penin,Phys.Rev.Lett.

100,131601 (2008),0710.4775

156. R. Bonciani, A. Ferroglia, A.A. Penin, JHEP 02, 080

(2008),arXiv:0802.2215

157. S.Actis,M .Czakon,J.G luza,T.Riem ann,Phys.Rev.

Lett.100,131602 (2008),arXiv:0711.3847

158. S.Actis,M .Czakon,J.G luza,T.Riem ann,Phys.Rev.

D 78,085019 (2008),arXiv:0807.4691

159. J.Frenkel,J.C.Taylor,Nucl.Phys.B 116,185 (1976)

160. J. Fleischer, A.V. K otikov, O .L. Veretin, Nucl. Phys.

B 547,343 (1999),hep-ph/9808242

161. U.Aglietti, R. Bonciani, Nucl. Phys.B 668, 3 (2003),

hep-ph/0304028

162. U.Aglietti,R.Bonciani,Nucl.Phys.B 698,277 (2004),

hep-ph/0401193

163. R.E.Cutkosky,J.M ath.Phys.1,429 (1960)

164. Fortran program rintpl.f,the Fortran program rintpl.F

is based on the data com pilation perform ed for [22,

23]. The publication is in preparation. The routine is

available upon request from the authors,E-m ails:dno-

m ura@ post.kek.jp,thom as.teubner@ liverpool.ac.uk.

165. R.V.Harlander, M . Steinhauser,Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.153,244 (2003),hep-ph/0212294

166. F.Berends,G .K om en,Phys.Lett.B 63,432 (1976)

167. B.K niehl,M .K rawczyk,J.K �uhn,R.Stuart,Phys.Lett.

B 209,337 (1988)

168. T.van Ritbergen,R.G .Stuart,Phys.Lett.B 437,201

(1998),hep-ph/9802341

169. R.Barbieri,J.A.M ignaco,E.Rem iddi,NuovoCim .A 11,

824 (1972)

170. R.Barbieri,J.A.M ignaco,E.Rem iddi,NuovoCim .A 11,

865 (1972)

171. P.M astrolia,E.Rem iddi,Nucl.Phys.B 664,341 (2003),

hep-ph/0302162

172. S.Actis,M .Czakon,J.G luza,T.Riem ann,Acta Phys.

Polon.B 38,3517 (2007),arXiv:0710.5111

173. J.H.K �uhn,S.Uccirati,Nucl.Phys.B 806,300 (2009),

arXiv:0807.1284

174. D ESY Zeuthen webpage: http://www-

zeuthen.desy.de/theory/research/bhabha/bhabha.htm l

175. H.Burkhardt,New num ericalanalysis of the hadronic

vacuum polarization, TASSO-NOTE-192 (1981), and

Fortran program repi.f (1986)



93

176. G .Passarino,M .Veltm an,Nucl.Phys.B 160,151 (1979)

177. Z.Bern,L.J.D ixon,D .A.K osower,Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.

Sci.46,109 (1996),hep-ph/9602280

178. L.J.D ixon (1996),hep-ph/9601359

179. T.Binoth,J.P.G uillet,G .Heinrich,Nucl.Phys.B 572,

361 (2000),hep-ph/9911342

180. A.D enner,S.D ittm aier,Nucl.Phys.B 658,175 (2003),

hep-ph/0212259

181. T.Binoth,J.P.G uillet,G .Heinrich,E.Pilon,C.Schu-

bert,JHEP 10,015 (2005),hep-ph/0504267

182. A.D enner,S.D ittm aier,Nucl.Phys.B 734,62 (2006),

hep-ph/0509141

183. A.D enner,S.D ittm aier,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.157,

53 (2006),hep-ph/0601085

184. A.D avydychev,Phys.Lett.B 263,107 (1991)

185. O .V. Tarasov, Phys. Rev. D 54, 6479 (1996),

hep-th/9606018

186. J.Fleischer,F.Jegerlehner,O .V.Tarasov,Nucl.Phys.

B 566,423 (2000),hep-ph/9907327

187. D .B.M elrose,Nuovo Cim .40,181 (1965)

188. T.D iakonidis,J.Fleischer,J.G luza,K .K ajda,T.Rie-

m ann,J.Tausk (2008),arXiv:0807.2984

189. T.D iakonidis,J.Fleischer,J.G luza,K .K ajda,T.Rie-

m ann,J.Tausk (2008),0812.2134

190. Z.Bern,L.J.D ixon,D .A.K osower,Annals Phys.322,

1587 (2007),0704.2798

191. L.D .Landau,Nucl.Phys.13,181 (1959)

192. S.M andelstam ,Phys.Rev.112,1344 (1958)

193. S.M andelstam ,Phys.Rev.115,1741 (1959)

194. R.J.Eden,P.V.Landsho�,D .I.O live,J.C.Polkinghorne,

Cam bridge University Press(1966)

195. G .’tHooft,M .Veltm an,Nucl.Phys.B 153,365 (1979)

196. Z.Bern,L.J.D ixon,D .A.K osower,Phys.Lett.B 302,

299 (1993),hep-ph/9212308

197. Z.Bern,L.J.D ixon,D .A.K osower,Nucl.Phys.B 412,

751 (1994),hep-ph/9306240

198. G .D uplancic,B.Nizic,Eur.Phys.J.C 35,105 (2004),

hep-ph/0303184

199. R.K . Ellis, G . Zanderighi, JHEP 02, 002 (2008),

0712.1851

200. R.Britto,F.Cachazo,B.Feng,Nucl.Phys.B 725,275

(2005),hep-th/0412103

201. P. M astrolia, Phys. Lett. B 644, 272 (2007),

hep-th/0611091

202. D .Forde,Phys.Rev.D 75,125019 (2007),0704.1835

203. N.E.J.Bjerrum -Bohr,D .C.D unbar,W .B.Perkins,JHEP

04,038 (2008),0709.2086

204. R. Britto, E. Buchbinder, F. Cachazo, B. Feng, Phys.

Rev.D 72,065012 (2005),hep-ph/0503132

205. R.Britto,B.Feng,P.M astrolia,Phys.Rev.D 73,105004

(2006),hep-ph/0602178

206. C.Anastasiou,R.Britto,B.Feng,Z.K unszt,P.M astro-

lia,Phys.Lett.B 645,213 (2007),hep-ph/0609191

207. C.Anastasiou,R.Britto,B.Feng,Z.K unszt,P.M astro-

lia,JHEP 03,111 (2007),hep-ph/0612277

208. R. Britto, B. Feng, Phys. Rev. D 75, 105006 (2007),

hep-ph/0612089

209. E.W .NigelG lover,C.W illiam s,JHEP 12,067 (2008),

0810.2964

210. R.Britto,B.Feng,P.M astrolia,Phys.Rev.D 78,025031

(2008),0803.1989

211. G .O ssola, C.G . Papadopoulos, R.Pittau,Nucl.Phys.

B 763,147 (2007),hep-ph/0609007

212. G .O ssola,C.G .Papadopoulos,R.Pittau,JHEP 07,085

(2007),0704.1271

213. F. del Aguila, R. Pittau, JHEP 07, 017 (2004),

hep-ph/0404120

214. R.Pittau (2004),hep-ph/0406105

215. R. Pittau, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 104, 23 (1997),

hep-ph/9607309

216. R. Pittau, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 111, 48 (1998),

hep-ph/9712418

217. P.M astrolia,G .O ssola,C.G .Papadopoulos,R.Pittau,

JHEP 06,030 (2008),0803.3964

218. G .O ssola,C.G .Papadopoulos,R.Pittau,JHEP 05,004

(2008),0802.1876

219. A.K anaki,C.G .Papadopoulos,Com put.Phys.Com m un.

132,306 (2000),hep-ph/0002082

220. C.G .Papadopoulos,Com put.Phys.Com m un.137,247

(2001),hep-ph/0007335

221. C.G .Papadopoulos,M .W orek,Eur.Phys.J.C 50,843

(2007),hep-ph/0512150

222. A. Cafarella, C.G . Papadopoulos, M . W orek, Com put.

Phys.Com m un.180,1941 (2009),0710.2427

223. H.Czyz,E.Nowak-K ubat,Acta Phys.Polon.B 36,3425

(2005),hep-ph/0510287

224. H.Czyz,E.Nowak-K ubat,Phys.Lett.B 634,493 (2006),

hep-ph/0601169

225. H.Czyz,M .G unia,unpublished (2009)

226. M . Ca�o, H. Czyz, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 100, 99

(1997),hep-ph/9607357

227. G .M ontagna,M .M oretti,O .Nicrosini,A.Pallavicini,

F. Piccinini, Nucl. Phys. B 547, 39 (1999),

hep-ph/9811436

228. E.K uraev,V.Fadin,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.41,466 (1985)

229. G .Altarelli,G .M artinelli(1986),in Ellis,J.(Ed.),Pec-

cei,R.d.(Ed.):PhysicsAtLep,Vol.1,47-57

230. O .Nicrosini,L.Trentadue,Phys.Lett.B 196,551 (1987)

231. O .Nicrosini,L.Trentadue,Z.Phys.C 39,479 (1988)

232. D .Yennie,S.Frautschi,H.Suura,AnnalsPhys.13,379

(1961)

233. C.M . Carloni Calam e, C. Lunardini, G . M ontagna,

O .Nicrosini,F.Piccinini,Nucl.Phys.B 584,459 (2000),

hep-ph/0003268

234. C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini,

F.Piccinini, Nucl.Phys.Proc. Suppl.131, 48 (2004),

hep-ph/0312014

235. G . Balossini, C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna,

O .Nicrosini,F.Piccinini,Nucl.Phys.B 758,227 (2006),

hep-ph/0607181

236. A.B.Arbuzov,G .V.Fedotovich,F.V.Ignatov,E.A.K u-

raev, A.L. Sibidanov, Eur. Phys. J. C 46, 689 (2006),

hep-ph/0504233

237. S.Jadach,W .Placzek,B.F.L.W ard,Phys.Lett.B 390,

298 (1997),hep-ph/9608412

238. V.G ribov,L.Lipatov,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.15,675 (1972)

239. G .Altarelli,G .Parisi,Nucl.Phys.B 126,298 (1977)

240. Y.D okshitzer,Sov.Phys.JETP 46,641 (1977)

241. M .Cacciari, A.D eandrea,G .M ontagna, O .Nicrosini,

Europhys.Lett.17,123 (1992)

242. M .Skrzypek,Acta Phys.Polon.B 24,123 (1992)

243. M .Przybycien,Acta Phys.Polon.B 24,1105 (1993)

244. A.B.Arbuzov,Phys.Lett.B 470,252 (1999)

245. A. Arbuzov, G . Fedotovich, E. K uraev, N. M erenkov,

V. Rushai, L. Trentadue, JHEP 9710, 001 (1997),

9702262



94

246. A.B. Arbuzov, E. Scherbakova, JETP Lett. 83, 427

(2006)

247. M .G reco,O .Nicrosini,Phys.Lett.B 240,219 (1990)

248. C.M . Carloni Calam e, Phys. Lett. B 520, 16 (2001),

hep-ph/0103117

249. A.B. Arbuzov, E. Scherbakova, Phys. Lett. B 660, 37

(2008)

250. C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini,

M . Treccani, Phys. Rev. D 69, 037301 (2004),

hep-ph/0303102

251. C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini,

M .Treccani,JHEP 05,019 (2005),hep-ph/0502218

252. C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini,

A.Vicini,JHEP 12,016 (2006),hep-ph/0609170

253. C.M . Carloni Calam e, G . M ontagna, O . Nicrosini,

A.Vicini,JHEP 10,109 (2007),0710.1722

254. K .T.M ahanthappa,Phys.Rev.126,329 (1962)

255. M .Bohm ,A.D enner,W .Hollik,Nucl.Phys.B 304,687

(1988)

256. E. D rago, G . Venanzoni, A Bhabha generator for

DAPHNE including radiative corrections and Phi reso-

nance,INFN-AE-97-48 (1997)

257. F.Berends,R.K leiss,Nucl.Phys.B 228,537 (1983)

258. F.Berends,R.K leiss,Nucl.Phys.B 186,22 (1981)

259. F.Jegerlehner,Z.Phys.C 32,195 (1986)

260. H.Burkhardt,F.Jegerlehner,G .Penso,C.Verzegnassi,

Z.Phys.C 43,497 (1989)

261. G . Balossini et al., Phys. Lett. B 663, 209 (2008),

0801.3360

262. P.Rong-G ang (2009),private com m unication

263. S.Jadach,M .M elles,B.F.L.W ard,S.A.Yost,Phys.Lett.

B 377,168 (1996),hep-ph/9603248

264. C.G losser,S.Jadach,B.F.L.W ard,S.A.Yost,Phys.Lett.

B 605,123 (2005),hep-ph/0406298

265. S. Jadach, B.F.L. W ard, S.A. Yost, Phys. Rev. D 73,

073001 (2006),hep-ph/0602197

266. C.CarloniCalam e etal.,in preparation

267. C.Am sleretal.(ParticleD ataG roup),Phys.Lett.B 667,

1 (2008)

268. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 527,161

(2002),hep-ex/0112031

269. E.Shintani,S.Aoki,T.Chiu et al., Phys.Rev.D 79,

074510 (2009)

270. F.A.Berends,R.K leiss,Nucl.Phys.B 177,237 (1981)

271. A.B.Arbuzov,D .Y.Bardin,A.Leike,M od.Phys.Lett.

A 7,2029 (1992)

272. A.Bram on,M .G reco (1997),in *M aiani,L.(ed.)etal.:

Thesecond DAPHNE physicshandbook,vol.2* 451-466

273. A.I.Ahm edov,G .V.Fedotovich,E.A.K uraev,Z.K .Sila-

gadze,JHEP 09,008 (2002),hep-ph/0201157

274. E.A.K uraev,Z.K .Silagadze,Phys.Atom .Nucl.58,1589

(1995),hep-ph/9502406

275. A.B.Arbuzov,Nuovo Cim .107A ,1263 (1994)

276. S.I. Eidelm an, E.A. K uraev, V.S. Panin, Nucl. Phys.

B 148,245 (1979)

277. S.Jadach,B.F.L.W ard,Z.W as,Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.130,260 (2000),hep-ph/9912214

278. S.Jadach,B.F.L.W ard,Z.W as,Phys.Rev.D 63,113009

(2001),hep-ph/0006359

279. A. Arbuzov, V. Astakhov, A. Fedorov, G . Fedotovich,

E.K uraev,N.M erenkov,A.Sibidanov,JHEP 9710,006

(1997)

280. J.S.Schwinger(1989),Particles,Sources,and Fields.Vol.

3,Redwood City,USA:Addison-W esley,p.99

281. M .D rees,K .i.Hikasa,Phys.Lett.B 252,127 (1990)

282. K . M elnikov, Int. J. M od. Phys. A 16, 4591 (2001),

hep-ph/0105267

283. A.Hoefer,J.G luza,F.Jegerlehner,Eur.Phys.J.C 24,

51 (2002),hep-ph/0107154

284. E.Anashkin,V.Aulchenko,S.Baru et al.(1988),iCFA

Instr.Bulletin 5 (1988)18

285. M .N.Achasov et al.,Nucl.Instrum .M eth.A 449,125

(2000),hep-ex/9909015

286. R.R. Akhm etshin et al. (CM D -2) (1999),

hep-ex/9904027

287. M .N. Achasov et al., J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 101, 1053

(2005),hep-ex/0506076

288. M .N. Achasov et al., J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 103, 380

(2006),hep-ex/0605013

289. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 578,285

(2004),hep-ex/0308008

290. M .N. Achasov et al., Phys. Rev. D 66, 032001 (2002),

hep-ex/0201040

291. M .N. Achasov et al., Phys. Rev. D 68, 052006 (2003),

hep-ex/0305049

292. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.,Phys.Lett.B 642,203 (2006)

293. A.Aloisio et al.(K LO E),Phys.Lett.B 561,55 (2003),

hep-ex/0303016

294. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D 2),Phys.Lett.B 466,392

(1999),hep-ex/9904024

295. M .N.Achasov etal.,J.Exp.Theor.Phys.96,789 (2003)

296. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 595,101

(2004),hep-ex/0404019

297. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 551,27

(2003),hep-ex/0211004

298. M .N. Achasov et al., J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 103, 720

(2006),hep-ex/0606057

299. M .N. Achasov et al., Phys. Rev. D 76, 072012 (2007),

0707.2279

300. D .Besson etal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 76,072008 (2007),

0706.2813

301. D .Cronin-Hennessy etal.(CLEO )(2008),0801.3418

302. A.O sterheld etal.(1986),sLAC-PUB-4160

303. J.Z.Baietal.(BES),Phys.Rev.Lett.88,101802 (2002),

hep-ex/0102003

304. A.E.Blinov etal.,Z.Phys.C 70,31 (1996)

305. R.Am m aretal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 57,1350 (1998),

hep-ex/9707018

306. J.Siegristetal.,Phys.Rev.D 26,969 (1982)

307. J.Z.Baiet al.(BES),Phys.Rev.Lett.84,594 (2000),

hep-ex/9908046

308. M .Ablikim et al.(BES),Phys.Lett.B 660,315 (2008),

0705.4500

309. M .Ablikim etal.(BES),Phys.Lett.B 677,239 (2009),

0903.0900

310. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.131,1 (2004), W orkshop on

HadronicCrossSection atLow Energy SIG HAD 03;Pisa;

O ct.8-10 2003

311. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.144,1(2005),8th Int.W orkshop

on Tau Lepton Physics(Tau 04);Nara;Japan;14-17Sept.

2004

312. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.162,1 (2006), Proc.oftheInt.

W orkshop on e+ e-Collisionsfrom phitopsi;Novosibirsk;

Feb.27 -M arch 2;2006



95

313. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.169,1 (2007),9th Int.W ork-

shop on Tau Lepton Physics;19-22 Septem ber2006;Pisa

(Italy)

314. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,1 (2008), Proc.of

the Int.W orkshop on e+ e-Collisions from Phito Psi;

Frascati7-10 April2008

315. Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.189,1 (2008),10th Int.W ork-

shop on Tau Lepton Physics;Novosibirsk;Russia Sept.

22-25,2008

316. V.N.Baier,V.A.K hoze,Sov.Phys.JETP 21,629 (1965)

317. V.N. Baier, V.A. K hoze, Sov. Phys. JETP 21, 1145

(1965)

318. G .Pancheri,Nuovo Cim .A 60,321 (1969)

319. M .G reco,G .Pancheri-Srivastava,Y.Srivastava,Nucl.

Phys.B 101,234 (1975)

320. M .S.Chen,P.M .Zerwas,Phys.Rev.D 11,58 (1975)

321. S.Spagnolo,Eur.Phys.J.C 6,637 (1999)

322. V.A. K hoze et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 18, 481 (2001),

hep-ph/0003313

323. M . Benayoun, S.I. Eidelm an, V.N. Ivanchenko, Z.K .

Silagadze, M od. Phys. Lett. A 14, 2605 (1999),

hep-ph/9910523

324. A.B. Arbuzov, E.A. K uraev, N.P. M erenkov,

L.Trentadue,JHEP 12,009 (1998),hep-ph/9804430

325. G . Abbiendi et al. (O PAL), Eur. Phys. J. C 33, 173

(2004),hep-ex/0309053

326. J.Abdallah et al.(D ELPHI),Eur.Phys.J. C 45,589

(2006),hep-ex/0512012

327. P. Achard et al. (L3), Eur. Phys. J. C 47, 1 (2006),

hep-ex/0603022

328. S.Schaeletal.(ALEPH),Eur.Phys.J.C 49,411 (2007),

hep-ex/0609051

329. S.Binner,J.H.K �uhn,K .M elnikov,Phys.Lett.B 459,

279 (1999),hep-ph/9902399

330. H. Czy_z, J.H. K �uhn, Eur. Phys. J. C 18, 497 (2001),

hep-ph/0008262

331. G . Rodrigo, A. G ehrm ann-D e Ridder, M . G uil-

leaum e, J.H. K �uhn, Eur. Phys. J. C 22, 81 (2001),

hep-ph/0106132

332. J.H.K �uhn,G .Rodrigo,Eur.Phys.J.C 25,215 (2002),

hep-ph/0204283

333. G .Rodrigo,H.Czy_z,J.H.K �uhn,M .Szopa,Eur.Phys.

J.C 24,71 (2002),hep-ph/0112184

334. H. Czy_z, A. G rzeli�nska, J.H. K �uhn, G . Rodrigo, Eur.

Phys.J.C 27,563 (2003),hep-ph/0212225

335. H. Czy_z, A. G rzeli�nska, J.H. K �uhn, G . Rodrigo, Eur.

Phys.J.C 33,333 (2004),hep-ph/0308312

336. H. Czy_z, A. G rzeli�nska, J.H. K �uhn, G . Rodrigo, Eur.

Phys.J.C 39,411 (2005),hep-ph/0404078

337. H.Czy_z,A.G rzeli�nska,J.H.K �uhn,Phys.Lett.B 611,

116 (2005),hep-ph/0412239

338. H. Czy_z, A. G rzeli�nska, J.H. K �uhn, G . Rodrigo, Eur.

Phys.J.C 47,617 (2006),hep-ph/0512180

339. H. Czy_z, J.H. K �uhn, A. W apienik, Phys. Rev. D 77,

114005 (2008),0804.0359

340. H.Czy_z,J.H.K �uhn,E.Nowak,G .Rodrigo,Eur.Phys.

J.C 35,527 (2004),hep-ph/0403062

341. H. Czy_z, A. G rzeli�nska, J.H. K �uhn, Phys. Rev. D 75,

074026 (2007),hep-ph/0702122

342. H.Czyz,A.G rzelinska,A.W apienik,Acta Phys.Polon.

B 38,3491 (2007),0710.4227

343. H. Czy_z, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 162, 76 (2006),

hep-ph/0606227

344. H.Czyz,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,264 (2008)

345. A.G rzeli�nska,H.Czy_z,A.W apienik (2008),0812.1939

346. M .Ca�o,H.Czy_z,E.Rem iddi,Phys.Lett.B 327,369

(1994)

347. K . M elnikov, F. Nguyen, B. Valeriani, G . Venanzoni,

Phys.Lett.B 477,114 (2000),hep-ph/0001064

348. S. D ubinsky, A. K orchin, N. M erenkov, G . Pancheri,

O . Shekhovtsova, Eur. Phys. J. C 40, 41 (2005),

hep-ph/0411113

349. G .Pancheri,O .Shekhovtsova,G .Venanzoni,Phys.Lett.

B 642,342 (2006),hep-ph/0605244

350. G . Pancheri, O . Shekhovtsova, G . Venanzoni, J. Exp.

Theor.Phys.106,470 (2008),0706.3027

351. O .Shekhovtsova,G .Venanzoni,G .Pancheri,Com put.

Phys.Com m un.180,1206 (2009),0901.4440

352. G .Cataldi,A.D enig,S.M �uller,W .K luge,G .Venanzoni

(1999),K LO E m em o 195 (Aug.1999),FrascatiPhysics

Series(2000)569

353. A.D enig etal.(K LO E)(2001),hep-ex/0106100

354. A.Aloisio etal.(K LO E)(2001),hep-ex/0107023

355. A.G .D enig etal.(the K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.

116,243 (2003),hep-ex/0211024

356. B.Valerianietal.(K LO E)(2002),hep-ex/0205046

357. G .Venanzoniet al.(K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.

123,177 (2003),hep-ex/0210013

358. S.E.M �uller (K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.126,335

(2004)

359. A.Aloisio etal.(K LO E),Eur.Phys.J.C 33,s656 (2004),

hep-ex/0307051

360. A.G .D enig (K LO E),AIP Conf.Proc.717,83 (2004),

hep-ex/0311012

361. B.Valeriani(K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.131,75

(2004)

362. W .K luge,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.135,357 (2004)

363. A.G .D enig(K LO E),Int.J.M od.Phys.A 20,1935(2005)

364. W .K luge (K LO E),Acta Physica Slovaca 55,49 (2005)

365. A.Aloisio etal.(K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.144,

231 (2005)

366. A. D enig, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 162, 81 (2006),

hep-ex/0611024

367. S.E.M �uller,F.Nguyen (K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.

162,90 (2006)

368. D . Leone (K LO E), Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 162, 95

(2006)

369. G .Venanzoni(K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.169,277

(2007)

370. F.Nguyen (K LO E),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,

106 (2008),0807.1612

371. S.E.M �uller(K LO E),ActaPhys.Polon.B 38,3007(2007)

372. F.Am brosino etal.(K LO E)(2007),0707.4078

373. A.Aloisio et al.(K LO E),Phys.Lett.B 606,12 (2005),

hep-ex/0407048

374. F. Am brosino et al. (K LO E), Phys. Lett. B 670, 285

(2009),0809.3950

375. W .K luge,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,280 (2008),

0805.4708

376. G . Venanzoni (for the K LO E Collaboration) (2009),

0906.4331

377. G .W .Bennett et al.(M uon g-2),Phys.Rev.Lett.89,

101804 (2002),hep-ex/0208001

378. G .W .Bennett et al.(M uon g-2),Phys.Rev.Lett.92,

161802 (2004),hep-ex/0401008



96

379. D .W . Hertzog, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 181-182, 5

(2008)

380. F.Jegerlehner,The anom alous m agnetic m om entofthe

m uon,Berlin,G erm any:Springer426 p (2008)

381. M .D avier,W .J.M arciano,Ann.Rev.Nucl.Part.Sci.54,

115 (2004)

382. T.Teubner,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,20 (2008)

383. D . Stockinger, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 181-182, 32

(2008)

384. J.H. K �uhn, M . Steinhauser, Phys. Lett. B 437, 425

(1998),hep-ph/9802241

385. S. Eidelm an, F. Jegerlehner, A.L. K ataev, O . Veretin,

Phys.Lett.B 454,369 (1999),hep-ph/9812521

386. K .G .Chetyrkin,J.H.K �uhn,A.K wiatkowski,Phys.Rept.

277,189 (1996)

387. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 562,173

(2003),hep-ex/0304009

388. V.M . Aulchenko et al. (CM D -2), JETP Lett. 82, 743

(2005),hep-ex/0603021

389. R.R.Akhm etshin et al.(CM D 2),Phys.Lett.B 605,26

(2005),hep-ex/0409030

390. R.R. Akhm etshin et al., JETP Lett. 84, 413 (2006),

hep-ex/0610016

391. F.Ignatov (CM D -2 and SND ),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.

181-182,101 (2008)

392. R.R.Akhm etshin etal.(CM D -2),Phys.Lett.B 648,28

(2007),hep-ex/0610021

393. M .N.Achasov et al.,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.162,11

(2006),hep-ex/0604052

394. E.P.Solodov (BABAR)(2002),hep-ex/0107027

395. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 69, 011103

(2004),hep-ex/0310027

396. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 70, 072004

(2004),hep-ex/0408078

397. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 71, 052001

(2005),hep-ex/0502025

398. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 73, 012005

(2006),hep-ex/0512023

399. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 73, 052003

(2006),hep-ex/0602006

400. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 74, 091103

(2006),hep-ex/0610018

401. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 76, 012008

(2007),0704.0630

402. B.Aubertetal.(BaBar),Phys.Rev.D 77,092002(2008),

0710.4451

403. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 76, 092005

(2007),0708.2461

404. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 76, 092006

(2007),0709.1988

405. B. Aubert et al. (BABAR), Phys. Rev. D 76, 111105

(2007),hep-ex/0607083

406. B.Aubertetal.(BaBar)(2008),0808.1543

407. B.Aubertetal.(BABAR)(2009),0903.1597

408. A.G . D enig, P.A. Lukin (BABAR), Nucl. Phys. Proc.

Suppl.181-182,111 (2008)

409. M .D avier(2009),tobepublished in Nucl.Phys.B ,Proc.

Suppl.(2009),http://tau08.inp.nsk.su/prog.php

410. C.Z. Yuan et al. (Belle), Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 182004

(2007),0707.2541

411. X.L.W ang et al. (Belle), Phys.Rev.Lett.99,142002

(2007),0707.3699

412. C.Z.Yuan etal.(Belle),Phys.Rev.D 77,011105 (2008),

0709.2565

413. K .Abeetal.(Belle),Phys.Rev.Lett.98,092001 (2007),

hep-ex/0608018

414. G . Pakhlova et al. (Belle), Phys. Rev. D 77, 011103

(2008),0708.0082

415. G .Pakhlova etal.(Belle),Phys.Rev.Lett.100,062001

(2008),0708.3313

416. G .Pakhlova etal.(Belle),Phys.Rev.Lett.101,172001

(2008),0807.4458

417. G . Pakhlova (Belle), Phys. Rev. D 80, 091101 (2009),

0908.0231

418. B.Aubertetal.(BABAR),Phys.Rev.Lett.95,142001

(2005),hep-ex/0506081

419. K .Abe etal.(Belle)(2006),hep-ex/0612006

420. T.E.Coan et al.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.Lett.96,162003

(2006),hep-ex/0602034

421. Q .He et al.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 74,091104 (2006),

hep-ex/0611021

422. Y.S.K alashnikova,Nucl.Phys.Proc. Suppl.181-182,

363 (2008)

423. F.E.M aas(PANDA),Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,

45 (2008)

424. G .Salm e,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.181-182,51 (2008),

0807.0344

425. V.F.D m itriev,A.I.M ilstein, Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.

181-182,66 (2008)

426. R.Baldini,S.Pacetti,A.Zallo,A.Zichichi,Eur.Phys.

J.A 39,315 (2009),0711.1725

427. J. Arrington, Phys. Rev. C 68, 034325 (2003),

nucl-ex/0305009

428. G . Rodrigo, Acta Phys. Polon. B 32, 3833 (2001),

hep-ph/0111151

429. M .Ca�o,H.Czy_z,E.Rem iddi,Nuovo Cim .A 110,515

(1997),hep-ph/9704443

430. F.A.Berends,K .J.F.G aem er,R.G astm ans,Nucl.Phys.

B 57,381 (1973)

431. F.A.Berends,W .L.van Neerven,G .J.H.Burgers,Nucl.

Phys.B 297,429 (1988)

432. F. Jegerlehner, K . K olodziej, Eur. Phys. J. C 12, 77

(2000),hep-ph/9907229

433. K .K olodziej,M .Zralek,Phys.Rev.D 43,3619 (1991)

434. R.Tarrach,Nuovo Cim .A 28,409 (1975)

435. D .D rechsel,G .K nochlein,A.M etz,S.Scherer,Phys.

Rev.C 55,424 (1997),nucl-th/9608061

436. G .Ecker,J.G asser,H.Leutwyler,A.Pich,E.deRafael,

Phys.Lett.B 223,425 (1989)

437. G .Ecker,J.G asser,A.Pich,E.de Rafael,Nucl.Phys.

B 321,311 (1989)

438. N.N. Achasov, V.V. G ubin, E.P. Solodov, Phys. Rev.

D 55,2672 (1997),hep-ph/9610282

439. N.N. Achasov, A.V. K iselev, Phys. Rev. D 73, 054029

(2006),hep-ph/0512047

440. O .Shekhovtsova,PHO K HARA6.1,unpublished (2008),

http://ific.uv.es/ rodrigo/phokhara/

441. F. Am brosino et al. (K LO E),Eur. Phys. J. C 49, 473

(2007),hep-ex/0609009

442. P.Beltram e,M easurem entofthepion form factorvia Ra-

diative Return for
p
s = 1 G eV with the K LO E detector,

PhD thesis,K A-IEK P-2009-8 (2009)

443. D . Leone, M easurem ent of the hadronic cross section

sigm a(e+ e- ! pi+ pi-) with the K LO E detector using

radiative return with tagged photons, PhD thesis, K A-

IEK P-2007-7 (2007)



97

444. C. Bruch,A.K hodjam irian, J.H. K uhn,Eur.Phys.J.

C 39,41 (2005),hep-ph/0409080

445. J.H.K uhn,A.Santam aria,Z.Phys.C 48,445 (1990)

446. F. Am brosino et al. (K LO E), Phys. Lett. B 670, 285

(2009),0809.3950

447. F. Jegerlehner, Fortran code for the e�ective �ne

structure constant. http://www-com .physik.hu-

berlin.de/ fjeger/alphaQ ED .uu

448. H.Czy_z etal.,unpublished

449. S.M uelleretal.,

http://www.lnf.infn.it/kloe/pub/knote/kn221.pdf

450. F. Am brosino et al., Nucl.Instrum .M eth. A 534, 403

(2004),physics/0404100

451. A.D enig etal.,

http://www.lnf.infn.it/kloe/pub/knote/kn192.ps

452. A.Bram on,G .Colangelo,P.J.Franzini,M .G reco,Phys.

Lett.B 287,263 (1992)

453. J.L.Lucio M artinez,M .Napsuciale,Phys.Lett.B 331,

418 (1994)

454. B.Aubertetal.(BABAR)(2009),0908.3589

455. A.Antonellietal.(D M 2),Z.Phys.C 56,15 (1992)

456. M .N.Achasov etal.(SND ),PreprintBudkerINP 2001-34

(2001)

457. P.L.Frabettietal.(E687),Phys.Lett.B 514,240 (2001),

hep-ex/0106029

458. G .Bardin etal.,Nucl.Phys.B 411,3 (1994)

459. D .Bisello etal.(D M 2),Z.Phys.C 48,23 (1990)

460. E.Eichten,K .G ottfried,T.K inoshita,K .D .Lane,T.M .

Yan,Phys.Rev.D 21,203 (1980)

461. A.M . Badalian, B.L.G . Bakker, I.V. D anilkin, Phys.

Atom .Nucl.72,638 (2009),0805.2291

462. B.Q .Li,K .T.Chao, Phys.Rev.D 79, 094004 (2009),

0903.5506

463. E.van Beveren,X.Liu,R.Coim bra,G .Rupp (2008),

0809.1151

464. I.Adachietal.(Belle)(2008),0808.0006

465. L.W ang,Ph.D .thesis,InstituteofHigh Energy Physics,

Chinese Academ y of Sciences, and Laboratoire de

l’AccelerateurLineaire,Universite Paris-Sud 11 (2009)

466. S.D obbsetal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 76,112001 (2007),

0709.3783

467. S. Jadach, Z. W as, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 36, 191

(1985)

468. S.Jadach,Z.W �as,B.F.L.W ard,Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.130,260 (2000),up to date source available from

http://hom e.cern.ch/jadach/

469. S.Jadach,J.H.K uhn,Z.W as,Com put.Phys.Com m un.

64,275 (1990)

470. M . Jezabek, Z. W as, S. Jadach, J.H. K uhn, Com put.

Phys.Com m un.70,69 (1992)

471. S.Jadach,Z.W as,R.D ecker,J.H.K uhn,Com put.Phys.

Com m un.76,361 (1993)

472. E.Barberio,Z.W as,Com put.Phys.Com m un.79,291

(1994)

473. J.H.K uhn,E.M irkes,Z.Phys.C 56,661 (1992)

474. A.E.Bondar et al.,Com put.Phys.Com m un.146,139

(2002),hep-ph/0201149

475. P. G olonka et al., Com put. Phys. Com m un. 174, 818

(2006),hep-ph/0312240

476. M . Fujikawa et al. (Belle), Phys. Rev. D 78, 072006

(2008),0805.3773

477. B.Aubertetal.(BaBar),Phys.Rev.D 76,051104(2007),

0707.2922

478. D .Epifanov etal.(Belle),Phys.Lett.B 654,65 (2007),

0706.2231

479. B.Aubertet al.(BaBar),Phys.Rev.Lett.100,011801

(2008),0707.2981

480. I.Adachietal.(Belle)(2008),0812.0480

481. K . Inam i et al. (Belle), Phys. Lett. B 643, 5 (2006),

hep-ex/0609018

482. D .M . Asner et al. (CLEO ), Phys. Rev. D 61, 012002

(2000),hep-ex/9902022

483. K .Inam iet al.(Belle),Phys.Lett.B 672,209 (2009),

0811.0088

484. D .Buskulic etal.(ALEPH),Z.Phys.C 74,263 (1997)

485. K .W .Edwards et al.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.D 61,072003

(2000),hep-ex/9908024

486. R.D ecker,M .Finkem eier,P.Heiliger,H.H.Jonsson,Z.

Phys.C 70,247 (1996),hep-ph/9410260

487. B.Aubertetal.(BaBar),Phys.Rev.D 72,072001 (2005),

hep-ex/0505004

488. D .G ibautetal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.Lett.73,934 (1994)

489. J.H.K uhn,Z.W as,Acta Phys.Polon.B 39,147 (2008),

hep-ph/0602162

490. A.Anastassov etal.(CLEO ),Phys.Rev.Lett.86,4467

(2001),hep-ex/0010025

491. R.K itano,Y.O kada,Phys.Rev.D 63,113003 (2001),

hep-ph/0012040

492. B.M .D assinger, T. Feldm ann,T.M annel, S.Turczyk,

JHEP 10,039 (2007),0707.0988

493. D .R.Yennie,S.Frautschi,H.Suura,Ann.Phys.(NY)

13,379 (1961)

494. G . Nanava, Z. W as, Eur. Phys. J. C 51, 569 (2007),

hep-ph/0607019

495. P. G olonka, Z. W as, Eur. Phys. J. C 45, 97 (2006),

hep-ph/0506026

496. P. G olonka, Z. W as, Eur. Phys. J. C 50, 53 (2007),

hep-ph/0604232

497. A.Einstein,B.Podolsky,N.Rosen,Phys.Rev.47,777

(1935)

498. S. Jadach, Z. W �as, Com put. Phys. Com m un. 36, 191

(1985)

499. S.Jadach,Z.W as,Acta Phys.Polon.B 15,1151 (1984)

500. S.Jadach,E.Richter-W as,B.F.L.W ard,Z.W as,Phys.

Lett.B 260,438 (1991)

501. S.Banerjee,B.Pietrzyk,J.M .Roney,Z.W as,Phys.Rev.

D 77,054012 (2008),0706.3235

502. E.Barberio,B.van Eijk,Z.W as,Com put.Phys.Com -

m un.66,115 (1991)

503. E.Barberio,Z.W as,Com put.Phys.Com m un.79,291

(1994)

504. Z.W as,Acta Phys.Polon.B 39,1761 (2008),0807.2775

505. P. G olonka, G . Nanava, Z. W as, Tests of photos hard

brem sstrahlung (2002-now), tests of PHO TO S Hard

Brem sstrahlung, http://m c-tester.web.cern.ch/M C-

TESTER/PHO TO S-M CTESTER/

506. Z.W as,Q .Xu (2008),in preparation

507. A.van Ham eren,Z.W as(2008),0802.2182

508. Z. W as, Nucl. Instrum . M eth. A 534, 260 (2004),

hep-ph/0402129

509. D .G om ez D um m ,A.Pich,J.Portoles,Phys.Rev.D 69,

073002 (2004),hep-ph/0312183

510. J.G asser,H.Leutwyler,Ann.Phys.158,142 (1984)

511. J.G asser,H.Leutwyler,Nucl.Phys.B 250,465 (1985)

512. D .G . D um m , P. Roig, A. Pich, J. Portoles (2009),

0911.2640



98

513. D .G . D um m , P. Roig, A. Pich, J. Portoles (2009),

0911.4436

514. S.J. Brodsky, G .R. Farrar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 31, 1153

(1973)

515. G .P.Lepage,S.J.Brodsky,Phys.Rev.D 22,2157 (1980)

516. D .G om ez D um m ,A.Pich,J.Portoles,Phys.Rev.D 62,

054014 (2000),hep-ph/0003320

517. F. G uerrero, A. Pich, Phys. Lett. B 412, 382 (1997),

hep-ph/9707347

518. A. Pich, J. Portoles, Phys. Rev. D 63, 093005 (2001),

hep-ph/0101194

519. A.Pich,J.Portoles,Nucl.Phys.Proc.Suppl.121,179

(2003),hep-ph/0209224

520. M .Jam in,A.Pich,J.Portoles,Phys.Lett.B 640,176

(2006),hep-ph/0605096

521. M . Jam in, A.Pich, J. Portoles, Phys. Lett.B 664, 78

(2008),0803.1786

522. P.Roig,Nucl.Phys.B (Proc. Suppl.) 189,78 (2009),

0810.5764

523. R.Barate etal.(ALEPH),Eur.Phys.J.C 4,409 (1998)

524. Y.S.Tsai,Phys.Rev.D 4,2821 (1971)

525. H.B.Thacker,J.J.Sakurai,Phys.Lett.B 36,103 (1971)

526. S.I.Eidelm an,V.N.Ivanchenko,Phys.Lett.B 257,437

(1991)

527. V.Cirigliano,G .Ecker,H.Neufeld,Phys.Lett.B 513,

361 (2001),hep-ph/0104267

528. V.Cirigliano,G .Ecker,H.Neufeld,JHEP 08,002(2002),

hep-ph/0207310

529. S. Anderson et al. (CLEO ), Phys. Rev. D 61, 112002

(2000),hep-ex/9910046

530. S.Schaelet al.(ALEPH),Phys.Rept.421,191 (2005),

hep-ex/0506072

531. K .Ackersta�etal.(O PAL),Eur.Phys.J.C 7,571(1999),

hep-ex/9808019

532. S.G hozzi,F.Jegerlehner,Phys.Lett.B 583,222 (2004),

hep-ph/0310181

533. M .D avier,A.Hocker,Z.Zhang,Rev.M od.Phys.78,

1043 (2006),hep-ph/0507078

534. V.P.D ruzhinin (2007),0710.3455

535. A.K orchin etal.,prelim inary

536. N.D avidson,P.G olonka,T.Przedzinski,Z.W as(2008),

0812.3215

537. R.Brun et al.,J.Phys.Conf.Ser.119,042006 (2008),

0901.0886

538. O .Shekhovtsova,A.K alinowski,T.Przedzinski,prelim -

inary (2009)

539. A.K orchin,J.Fujim oto,H.Czyz,F.Jegerlehner,prelim -

inary (2009)

540. A. Hocker et al., PoS A C A T , 040 (2007),

physics/0703039

541. V. Cherepanov, T. Przedzinski, Z. W as, prelim inary

(2009),resulting software isavailable upon request.

542. Z. W as,Nucl. Phys.B (Proc. Suppl.) 189, 43 (2009),

0901.1865

543. G .R.Bower,T.Pierzchala,Z.W as,M .W orek,Phys.Lett.

B 543,227 (2002),hep-ph/0204292

544. K .D esch,A.Im hof,Z.W as,M .W orek,Phys.Lett.B 579,

157 (2004),hep-ph/0307331

545. P.Privitera,Phys.Lett.B 308,163 (1993)

546. J.H. K uhn, Phys. Rev. D 52, 3128 (1995),

hep-ph/9505303

547. E.Richter-W as(Atlas)(2009),0903.4198

548. G .L.Bayatian etal.(CM S),CM S physics:Technicalde-

sign report,CERN-LHCC-2006-001 (2006)

549. T.Natterm ann,K .D esch,P.W ienem ann,C.Zendler,

JHEP 04,057 (2009),0903.0714

550. G .Aad etal.(ATLAS),JINST 3,S08003 (2008)

551. G .Aad etal.(ATLAS)(2009),0901.0512

552. A.Heisteretal.(ALEPH),Eur.Phys.J.C 20,401(2001),

hep-ex/0104038

553. T.Aoyam a,M .Hayakawa,T.K inoshita,M .Nio,Phys.

Rev.D 77,053012 (2008),0712.2607

554. K .Hagiwara,R.Liao,A.D .M artin,D .Nom ura,T.Teub-

ner(2009),in preparation

555. A.O .G .K allen,A.Sabry,K ong.D an.Vid.Sel.M at.Fys.

M ed.29N 17,1 (1955)

556. A.D jouadi,P.G am bino,Phys.Rev.D 49,3499 (1994),

hep-ph/9309298

557. A.D jouadi,P.G am bino,Erratum Phys.Rev.D 53,4111

(1996)

558. H.Burkhardt (1982),thesis:D ESY Ham burg -Internal

Rep.F35-82-03,118p

559. H.Burkhardt,B.Pietrzyk,Phys.Lett.B 356,398 (1995)


	Introduction
	Luminosity
	R measurement from energy scan
	Radiative return 
	Tau decays
	Vacuum polarisation
	Summary

