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1 Introduction

T he phenom enological interest of prom pt-photon production in  xed-target experin ents [, @, B]
residesm ainly in itsuse asa gluon probe In structure-fiilnction studies. P rom ptphoton production
is historically our m ain source of Inform ation on the ghion parton density at large x (eg. x >

02) @,8,04,,81 a region which has very little in uence on the evolution of the desp-nelastic—
scattering structure functions. This sam e region is relevant for hadron colliders in production
phenom ena at very large transverse m om enta, and thus its understanding is crucial in order to
disentangle possble new physics signals from the Q CD background.

For exam ple, a particularly interesting problem has em erged in the past few years in the pro—
duction of largetransverseenergy (Et ) Ets at the Tevatron. An excess over the Q CD prediction
has been reported by the CDF collaboration §], for tswith E; & 350G eV .W hile the excess has
not been con m ed by the D ; data [[Q], it is of interest to study the uncertainty in the high-E ;
tail of the ®t distrbution due to the gluon density system atics, to see whether there is room
for deviations as large as those detected by CDF . For exam ple, a suitable m odi cation of the
gluon density at large x has been proposed (CTEQ 4HJ [L]]]), which is consistent w ith the excess
observed by CDF . The study of the recent %726 prom pt-photon data [3], however, suggests that
a consistent t of the argex: (X7 2Fr= S ) rate is incom patible w ith the CTEQ 4HJ glion
density [3]. M oreover, both t cross sections and direct-photon cross sections at high transverse
energy area ected by soft-gluon e ects. These e ects should be understood in both cases in order
to be able to clain a discrepancy with Q CD predictions. In particular, these e ects can be very
In portant in the directphoton case, since the typical E+ values probed are m uch sm aller than in
the case of et production at the Tevatron and, therefore, the size of the running coupling 4 at
the relevant scales is bigger.

C om parisons between theory and prom ptphoton experim ental results have been carried out
recently in Refs. [§, @, L3, [3]. The recent E706 data [J] seeam to di er most from the next-
to—Jeading order calulation, over the whole xr range. In Refs. |,[13,[4], an attem pt is made
to t the E706 data by ntroducing an intrinsic transverse m om entum of the incom ing partons
with k21 12 14 Ge&V. The precise details of how the intrinsic kr is ncorporated in the
calculations, however, can signi cantly a ect the in pact of these corrections, as shown by the
large variations reported in Ref. [[3].

The use of an intrinsictransversem om entum m odel is som etin es m otivated as a way of es-
tin ating the e ects of softglion em ission. T he m ost prom inent e ect of softgluon em ission in
D rellY an pair production is the generation of the characteristic transversem om entum spectrum
of the lepton pair. T his can bem odeled w ith an appropriate intrinsic transverse m om entum of the
ncom ing partons. A sam atter of fact, the form alism for soft-gluon resum m ation in D rellY an pair
production can be shown tom erge, at very sm all transverse m om enta, iInto som e non-perturbative
Intrinsic transverse m om entum of the partons inside the hadron ]. W hile this approach is not
unreasonable when one considers the transverse m om entum of the produced pair, it can however
Jead to nconsistencies for the problem of singlephoton production. In fact, for exam ple, it is
quite clear that the photon x; spectrum at large xr explores the kinem atic region of x ! 1 in
the parton densities, which is certainly not the case for the transversem om entum distribution of
a DrellY an pair. Thus, as of now , a m ethod for the inclusion of non-perturbative e ects in the
resumm ed form ulae for the high—x; lm it of the inclusive photon cross section is not available.
Furthem ore, in the opposite lm it of an all X , it is the multiple am ission of hard (rather than
soft) gluons that leads to a sizeable perturbative broadening of the transverse m om enta of the



incom ing partons [13,[Lq].

In this work, we consider the e ect of softgluon resumm ation in prom ptphoton production
near the threshod lim it, that is to say forx; ! 1. T he theoretical evaluation of these e ects, at
the next-to-lead ing logarithm ic accuracy, has been carried out independently in R efs. [[]]and [I§].
W e shall review In the next section the necessary form alisn , using the language of Ref. [[§]. In
the rest of the paper, we w ill present its phenom enological applications, and we w ill thus discuss
its num erical m plem entation as well as its im pact on physical cross sections.

A s iswell known, prom pt-photon production takes place both by hard-photon em ission from
nitial-or nalstatequarks (direct com ponent), and by collinear radiation from nalstatepartons.
T his lJastm echanisn isnot fully calculable in perturbation theory and, In fact, it depends upon the
photon fragm entation function. B ecause of the large suppression of the fragm entation function at
largem om entum fractions z, it is usually believed that this contribution becom es irrelevant w hen
Xt Increases. C ontrary to comm on w isdom ,we shall instead show that the very—-largex; behaviour
of the direct and of the fragm entation production processes is the sam e if the incom ing hadrons
do not contain valence antiquarks, as In the case of PN collisions. Under these circum stances,
resum m ation should therefore be perform ed for the fragm entation em ission too. W e w ill show ,
how ever, that In the cases of practical interest the corrections due to the fragm entation processes
are an all, and we shall Iim it our considerations to the hard-photon part.

The pkn of the paper is as Hllow s. In Section [ we review the form alisn for the resum m ation
of threshold e ects, and the m ain form ulas valid for the speci ¢ case of prom pt-photon produc-
tion. There we also recall the m ain issues related to the Inversion of the resumm ed expressions
from M ellin space back to the physical x space. In Section [j we study num erically the in pact of
the resum m ation corrections. W e explore the e ects both at the parton and hadron level, con—
sidering kinem atical con gurations and distributions of phencm enological relevance for current
experim ents. In particular, we concentrate on the study of the size of the resum m ation correc—
tions, and of the residual dependence on the choice of renom alization and factorization scales.
Section [ contains a com parison between our results and the data from som e recent experin ents.
T his does not want to be a com prehensive phenom enological study, but a prelin nary analysis of
the im pact of our results on the com parison of theory and data. O ur conclusions, and the outlook
for future progress, are given In Section [§. An A ppendix collects som e details of the resum m ation
form ulas.

2 Theoretical fram ew ork and notation

2.1 K inem atics and cross section
W e consider the inclusive production of a single prom pt photon in hadron collisions:
Hi(P1)+ H2(P2) !  (E)+ X : (1)

The collding hadrons H; and H, carry mom enta P, and P, , respectively. W e param etrize the
m om enta In term s of light-cone coordinates:

n 1 0 3
P =(® ;P:;P ); P p—E(P P7): (2)



In their centre-ofm ass fram €, using m assless kinem atics, the m om enta of the colliding hadrons

have the follow Ing light-cone coordinates
r __ r __
S S
P, = < (1;0;0); P,= - (0;0;1); (3)
2 2
where S = (P; + P,)? is the centreofm ass energy squared. The photon mom entum p is thus

param etrized as
E Er
p= p=¢Erip=e ; (4)
2 2
where E; and y are the transverse energy and the rapidity, respectively. W e also Introduce the
custom ary scaling variable x+ (0 X% 1):
2E ¢
XT = —pr . (5)
S
In the present paper we are m ostly interested in the prom pt—photon production cross section
Integrated over y at xed E; . A cocording to perturoative Q CD , the cross section is given by the
follow ing factorization form ula

x 21 Z 4
d (XE7) 1 2 2
— = =3 dx; faon, (X157 7 ) dxy fou, (x27 7))
dET ET ab 0 0
Z
X7 A 2 2.2, 2.2
dx X abl (X5 s );ET/ r B/ f) (6)
0 X1X2
7 )
X ' 2 2 X7 2 2. 2. 2. 2
+ dzz"de (z; §) X Pp—— Ta cXi s( )EL; 757 §)
0 Z5 X1Xo

C

where a;b;c denotes the parton indices (a = g;q;9),and f.y, (x;; 2) and fiu, (x,; 2) are the

parton densities of the colliding hadrons, evaluated at the factorization scale r . The rst and
the second term in the curly bracket on the right-hand side of Eq. (§) represent the direct and
the fragm entation com ponent of the cross section, respectively. The fragm entation com ponent
Involves the parton fragm entation fiinction d (z; % ) of the observed photon at the factorization
scale ¢,which, n general, di ers from the scale  of the parton densities.

The resca]eﬂ partonic cross sections “,  and M o In Eg. () are com putable in QCD
perturbation theory as pow er series expansions in the running coupling .( 2), being the renor-
m alization scale In the M S renom alization s&:hem e:

#
A 2 2 2 2 2 2 A(0) Xl n 2\ Aln) 2 2 2 2
apt (X7 sCT)NEL: T g o£)= s(7) Tpq X+ 0N XGED i 8) g
n=1
" # (7)
A 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 A(0) Xl n 2\ A) 2 2 2 2
apt c(X; 5O T)ET i gi )= 5(07) T ae®)+ sC) o GELG %5 57 8) 2 (8)

n=1
N ote that the ratio between the direct and the fragm entation temm s in Egs. (]) and (§) is of the
order of = g,where isthe ne structure constant. This ratio is com pensated by the photon-
fragm entation function d.. , which (at least form ally) is of the order of = 4, so that direct and
fragm entation com ponents equally contribute to Eq. ).

T hese functions are related to the partonic di erential cross sections by “ap1 1 = E; d”ap i=dEr (1= ;o).
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Figure 1: Behaviourof the LO and NLO tems *,, 4 and ", (seeEq. (ﬂ)) of the

direct com ponent of the prom ptphoton cross—section. T he contributions of the partonic
channelsab= qg (lft) and ab= qg (right) are rescaled by the factor (1  x°) and plotted
as a function of x. T he renom alization, factorization and fragm entation scales are all set
equalto %= 2EZ,and ;= 1.

T hroughout the paper we always use parton densities and parton fragm entation fiinctions as
de ned n theM S factorization schem e. In general, we consider di erent values for the renom al-
ization and factorization scales , r, f,although we always assum e that all of them are of the
order of the photon transverse energy Er .

A~ (0)

ThelLO terms *,, 4 In Eq. (1) are due to the fllow ing parton-scattering subprocesses at the

treeJlevel
g+qg! g+ ; g+g! g+ ; g+g! g+ : 9)

U sing ournom alization, the two iIndependent (non-vanishing) partonic cross sections for the direct
com ponent are:

C x?
A (0) _ 2 F
gl g X)= eqN_c P T 2 2 X (10)
1 x? x?
A0 xy= A0 k)= & + — (11)

ag! g ag! g

—p— 1
TN, T 1 % 4
w here g, is the quark electric charge. N ote that, having integrated over the photon pseudorapidity,
the expressions ([[4) and ([J]) are even functions of the photon transverse energy E1 , ie. they

depend on x? rather than on x. The NLO temsli? in Eq. []) were rst com puted in Ref. R]].

T he partonic contributions ", . to the fragm entation com ponent of the cross section are
exactly equal to those of the single-hadron inclusive distribution. Note that, unlke in the case
of the direct com ponent, all the parton-parton scattering subprocesses ab ! ¢ (ie. including
ab= gg;gg) contribute to the fragm entation com ponent already at LO . T he explicit calculation
of "ap1 ¢ Up to NLO was perform ed in Ref. 21 1.

T he behaviour of the LO and NLO perturbative contributions to the direct com ponent of the
prom pt-photon cross section is shown in Fig.f].



A(0)

b4 (x)and g ¢ (x) are both singulrwhen x ! 1:

The LO tem s

1
AR e (x!1) ; (12)
1 %
and they both vanish in the high-energy linit x ! 0. The Integrable singularity in Eqg. (19) is
a typical phasespace e ect, while the vanishing behaviour at am allx is due to the dom inance of
farm ion (ie. spin 1=2) exchange In the tchannel.

Two new dynam ical features appear at NLO . Near the threshold region x ! 1, the NLO
contributions are double-logarithm ically enhanced,

Ay ) pTa k) ®! 1) ; (13)

because the radiation of soft and, possibly, collinear partons is strongly inhibited by the kinem atics.
In thehigh-energy Im it x ! 0, the partonic cross sections A;ﬁ (x) approach constant values [[q1:

this R egge plateau follow s from the fact that at NLO singlegluon (ie. spin 1) tchannel exchange

a ects all the partonic subprocesses. T he behaviour of the partonic contributions A;i)! (x) In the

ram aining interm ediate region of x has no straightforward physical interpretation (eg. A(%)z (x)

even becom es negative) because it strongly depends on the scaledependent corrections already
subtracted In the de nition of the parton densities and parton fragm entation fiinctions.

H igherorder perturbative Q CD corrections in the am allx; regin e can system atically be com —
puted by using the k, -factorization approach [[3], which consistently takes into account the per—
urtative broadening of the transverse m cm enta of the ncom ing partons.

W e are interested in this work in the behaviour of the QCD corrections near the partonic-
threshold region x ! lpi.e. when the transverse energy E; of the photon approaches the partonic
centre-ofm ass energy ~ x1%,S. In this region, the shgularities n Egs. (I3, [J) are enhanced
by double-logarithm ic corrections due to softglion radiation and the higher-order cross section
contrdoutions in Egs. (],[d) behave as

~0Nx) %) angs DL X)+ @pn 11T T(L x)+ 1o (14)

R esum m ation of these softgluon e ects to all orders In perturbation theory can be Im portant to
In prove the reliability of the Q CD predictions.

2.2 N -m om ent space

The resumm ation program of soft-glion contributions has to be carrded out 3,23, 4] in the
M ellintransform space, or N —space. W orking in N —gpace, we can disentangle the soft-gluon ef-
fects in the parton densities from those In the partonic cross section and we can straightforw ardly
In plem ent and factorize the kinem atic constraints of energy and longitudinalm om entum conser—
vation.

The htter point is particularly relevant for soft-gluon resumm ation in hadron collisions [L9].
Tndeed, allorder soft-m om entum recoil cannot exactly be taken into account by directly working
In x—space and the ensuing kinem atics approxin ation leads to (sam esign) factorially grow iIng co—
e cients. T his in plies [[9] that no resum m ed logarithm ic hierarchy can consistently bede ned in
x-space (the classes of leading logs n®* (1 x), nexttoJdeading logs If” (1  x) and so forth in



Eq. ([4) are not separately summ able, because they lead to divergent and not integrable contri-
butionsatx = 1). On the contrary, no kinem atics approxin ation (in the soft lim it) is required in
N —space and the corresponding logarithm ic hierarchy of InN —«ontributions is system atically well
de ned.

To work In N —space, it is convenient to consider the M ellin transform . (E7) ofthedin en-
2

sionless hadronic distribution E%d (X7 ;Er )=dEr . The N -m om ents w ith respect to x7 and at
xed E ¢ are thusde ned as follow s:
Z 1
d (r;Er)

~ (Er) O dx? (2 )N lEST : (15)

In N -m om ent space, Eq. (§) takes a sin ple factorized form

X
wn (Er) = Facm i n+ 1 ( ?)ferz;Nﬁ-l( ﬁ)
apb
R N O D L N - ) (16)
)
X 2 2.2, 2.2 2
+ Aab! c;N( s( )IETI r w7 f)d':; ;2N+3( f) ’

w here we have mtroduced the custom ary N -mom ents f,4 ;,y and d,- ,y of the parton densities
and parton fragm entation functions:

fan (7) dx <" Py (x5 %) ; (17)
dac v (%) dz 2 ‘d. (z; ?) : (18)

N ote that the N -m om ents of the partonic cross sections in Eq. (1d) are again de ned w ith respect
tox%:

Z 1
"o CsCPNEZG 25 250 0) dx® x*N T e xi S(CNEZ; i Ei D) s (19)
0
L . A(0) A0) . .
The explicit expressionsof theN -moments " | .y s "gq1 4 ;n OftheLO contrbutions in Egs. (I{)

and (L) were cbtained in Ref. [[§]and are recalled in A ppendix [].

Note also the pattem of m om ent indices in the various factors of Eq. ([[), that is, foy ;541
for the parton densities and d. ;,y + 3 for the parton fragm entation functions. This non-trivial
pattem follow s from the conservation of the Jongitudinal and transverse m om enta.

The threshod region x; ! 1 corresponds to the Imit N ! 1 in N -moment space. In this
lim it, the soft-gluon corrections (14) to the higher-order contributions of the partonic cross sections

becom e
AD) A0) 2n 1

N N

Ch 2n n* N + Capn 1 In N + ::: (20)

T he resumm ation of the softgluon logarithm ic corrections to all orders In perturbation theory
has been considered in Refs. [[§]and [I7]. In the ollow ing section we recall them ain results.



2.3 Softgluon resum m ation at high Er

In R ef. [1§] soft-gluon resum m ation has been perform ed in detail for the various partonic channels
that contribute to the direct com ponent of the prom pthoton cross section ;5 (Er ) In Eq. ).

W ediscuss rst the largeN behaviour of the partonic cross sections 4, ;y for the partonic
channels ab= gq;qg;qg that start to contridbute at LO . T hese cross sections can be w ritten as

Tapt N = A;I:!S) ;N L+ 0 (N )]; ab= qy;qy;q9 ; (21)

whereO ( =N ) denotes term s that contribute beyond LO and are furthem ore suppressed by a rel-
ative factor O (1=N ) at large N . T he logarithm ically-enhanced soft-gluon corrections are included

in the resum m ed expressions A:bels) .y and can be factorized w ith respect to the corresponding LO

. 0
cross sections A(0)

ap! 4 ;n - Lheallorder resumm ation form ulae are

A A0
C(};e[s) ;N( s 2)IE%; 2/ gr J%_) = s ( 2) C(Iq)' g ;N Cqq! (s 2)/Q2= 2;Q2= ﬁ)
WIS 0%=%0%= 1) ; (22)
/\q(J;E!S) N( s ( 2);E%I 2/ gr ]25) = s ( Z)Aq(g)n q ;N ng! (s 2)/Q2: 2;Q2: g)
W (N0%=%0%= 1) ; (23)
rn W CsCPNEL 7 2 D)y = rey W CSCPNED P B D) (24)
w here
Q%= 2EZ : (25)

The functions C.,  ( &) In Egs. (29,[23) do not depend on N . T hus, the InN -dependence of
the resum m ed cross sections is entirely em bodied by the radiative factors ;b! 4T hey depend on
the avour oftheQCD partonsa;b;d involed in the LO hard-scattering subprocessa+ b! d+

and can be expressed in an exponential form :

b d Q2 Q2 n (1)
v (iS5 =ep DN gyl o )hN)
¥ o
+ 9 o DN ;0= ;0% 2)+ 0 ( o( <IN )) (26)
where Iy isthe rst coe cient ofthe QCD  —function
11C 4 N
by = a RN : 27)

12

N ote that the functions g’, g?) and so forth in the exponent do not depend separately on
and InN . They are functions of the expansion variable = Iy ¢InN and vanish when = 0.
This m eans that the exponentiation structure in Eq. (4) is not trivial and, in particular, that
allthe double logarithm ic (DL) term s G, 2 n**N in Eqg. (£Q) are taken Into account by sin ply
exponentiating the low est-order contrdbution ¢, N . The exponentiation in Eq. (24) de nes
an in proved perturbative expansion in the threshold region. The function NN g’ resum s allthe
kading logarithm ic (LL) contributions ® In"* ' N in the exponent, g® contains the nextto-eading



Iogarithm ic (NLL) terms 2 In" N , and so forth. Once the functions g have been com puted,
we have a system atic perturbative treatm ent of the region of N where InN < 1,which ismuch
larger than thedom ain ¢ n’N 1 where the xed-order calculation in ¢ is reliable.

TheLL and NLL fiunctionsg'*) and g'¥) in Eq. (2§) have been explicitly com puted in R ef. [[§].
The LL functions g'!) are di erent for the qg and qg partonic channels of Egs. () and (3)) but
they can be expressed In term s of parton colour factorsand a single (parton-independent) function
h):

¢() = @cr G)hM()+Chh®(=2);
%' () = Cah®™()+Cen®(=2); (28)
w ith . h i
h()=——2 +@1 2)h@ 2): 29
()= 52 + ) ) 29)

T he explicit expressions of the NLL functions g*) are recalled in A ppendix [A].

N ote that the LL functions g**) do not depend on the factorization scale r . This dependence
starts to appear only in the NLL fiinctions g®'. Note also the m isn atch between the m om ent
index of the radiative factor and that of A;ii ¢ ;y I Eags. ©3,B3): the orm erdependson N + 1,
like the parton densities in Eq. ([d). The explicit r-dependence of g exactly m atches the
scale dependence of the parton densities at large values of N . Thus, when (and only when) NLL
resum m ation is inclided, we can expect [L§,[23]better stabilization of the calculation of the cross

section at large xr w ith respect to variations of the factorization scale  (see Sec.BJ).

The functionsC ., ( ) in Egs. £3,[23) contain all the term s that are constant in the largeN
Iim it. They are produced by hard virtual contributions and by subdom inant (non—logarithm ic)
soft corrections to the LO hard-scattering subprocesses. T hese filnctions are com putable as pow er
Series expansions In - ¢

2
L gm0 2yi 002 @0)

Atpresent,weknow only the rstorder constant coe cientsC q(;? and CC%? in Egs. 349,£3,23).

These coe cients can be extracted [[8] from the com plete NLO analytic results of R efs. [£0] 6] 47].
T heir valies are recalled in A ppendix R].

T he inclusion of the N -independent function C., ( ) In the resumm ed form ulae does not
a ect the shape of the cross section near threshold, but in proves the softglion resum m ation by
xing the overall (perturbative) nom alization of the logarithm ic radiative factor.

W e can explicitly show [[§,[23,[2§] the theoretical in provem ent that is obtained by com bin—
ing the NLL radiative factor w ith the rstorder coe cient C a(l]lo,) . Expanding the resum m ation
omulae @3,23) in towers of logarithm ic contributions as in Eq. (), we have

n 3 h
N ( s;E%; ’ §)= s N 1+ 1; Cr1;2r1 ]l'lan + Cr1;2r1 I(E%Z é) :|n2r1 lN
n=1 .

10
=) h™ N + 0 (I™ °N) (31)

+
N

=]

N
=
-

|
L]

~

=
H o



where .= .( ?). The dom inant and next-to-dom inant coe cients Cpnpgn and G oy 1 are con-—
trolled by evaluating the radiative factor to NLL accuracy. W hen the NLL radiative factor is
supplem ented w ith the coe cient C ;110,) ,we can correctly controlalso the coe cientsc,py 2. In
particular, we can predict [[§]the largeN behaviour of the next-to-next-+to-lading order (NN LO )

cross sections A;ii n Eqg. () up to O (NN ).

Note also that the coe cients ¢, ,, are scale independent and the coe cients ¢, 1 depend
on the sole factorization scale . Tn the tower expansion (B1]), the rst tem s that explicitly

depend on the renom alization scale (and on ¢ ,aswell) are those controlled by G, oy 2. Thelr
dependence on  is obtained by combining that of C ;] (2E2= 2;2E2= ?) with that of the
radiative factor at NLL order. The inclision of the rstorder constant coe cient C a(l]lo,) thus
theoretically stabilizes the resum m ed partonic cross section at large xr w ith respect to variations

of the renom alization scale. T his scale dependence is num erically studied In Sec.[3J.

So far we have only considered the near-threshold behaviour of the partonic cross sections
“qqt N Tggr v Tqgr sy In Eq. (1). The behaviour of other partonic channels ab ! that
contribute to the direct com ponent of the prom pt-photon cross section was discussed in Ref. [L§].
It tums out that the partonic channel ab = gg enters the resumm ed cross section only at next—
tonextto-Jeading logarithm ic (NNLL) accuracy and that all the other channels are relatively
suppressed in the sam e way as the correction O ( ;=N ) on the right-hand side of Eq. 1]). Since
we are interested in explicitly perform ing soft-gluon resum m ation up to NLIL order,we can lim it
ourselves to considering the resumm ed expressions in Egs. @1){ 4).

D etailed num erical studies of the resum m ed cross sections are presented in Sec. . H owever,
from the analytical results reviewed in this section, we m ay already anticipate that softgluon
resum m ation increases the perturbative Q CD predictions in the largex; region. T his conclusion
can be argued by a sinpli ed treatm ent within the DL approxin ation. To DL accuracy, the
exponent of the radiative factors in Eq. (24) has to be expanded to its rstorder n ,and we
obtain

A (res) n ) n e}

f)iN ' exp [Cp + 2Ca CF]2—]r12N = exp (CF+2CA)2—S]r12N > 1 ; (32)

qg! g ;N
A (res) n ) n @)

— T ' exp [XCr + 2Cr CA]2—]r12N exp (4Cy CA)2—S]r12N > 1 ; (33)

aq! g ;N

A (res) A0) n o A(0)

qg! N ’ qg! g ;N S . 2 ag! g ;N

—_— —_— — > ——"

— —0) exp 3(Car GCr )2 n’N —0) (34)
aq! N aq! q ;N Q! g ;N

For the sake of com pleteness, in the square bracket on the right-hand side ofEgs. (83) and 33) we
have explicitly ssparated the positive contributions com ing from the initialstate partons and the
negative contribution from the nalstate recoil. From these equations we see that the resumm ed

partonic cross sections AC(;S) .y and Ags) .y are both enhanced w ith respect to their LO approxi-
A (0) A (0)

mations “ ) o .y s g1 q ;n - M Oreover, the enhancem ent in the qg partonic channel is larger than
that in the gqg channel. W e refer the reader to Ref. [L§] for a discussion on the physical origin of
this behaviour.



24 Fragm entation com ponent

W e can now comm ent on the largef ; behaviour of the fragm entation com ponent of the prom pt-
photon cross section, by com paring the direct and fragm entation contributions In Eq. ).

T he partonic cross sections “,,1 ;5 and " ¢;n have the sam e largeN behaviour, but, ow Ing
to the hard (although collinear) em ission always involved in any splitting process c ! + X ,the
photon fragm entation function d. ,y is of the order of 1=N . T herefore, In the curly bracket on
the right-hand side of Eq. ([§) the fragm entation com ponent is form ally suppressed by a factor
of 1N w ith respect to the direct com ponent. T his suppression is consistent w ith the fact that
the resum m ed partonic cross sections for the direct processes (see the right-hand side of Egs. (23)
and (23)) tum out to be Independent of the photon fragm entation scale .

T his argum ent show s that, In m any cases, the fragm entation contributions are subdom inant
near threshold and, thus, they can be neglected In resumm ed calculations at large xr .

T he caveat “n m any cases’ in the above conclusion regards the fact that the argum ent applies
to the partonic contributions in the curly bracket of Eq. ([§). In other words, the argum ent
assum es that all the di erent initialstate partonic channels ab give com parable contributions to
the hadronic cross section. This is not always true once the e ect of the parton densities is
included.

A relevant exception is indeed the case of prom ptphoton production in proton-nucleon colli-
sions. Ow ing to the low antiquark content of the colliding hadrons, the hadronic cross section is
m ostly due to the partonic channels ab= gg and ab= qqg:

N Er) B E)+ T (Er) ; (N collisbns) : (35)

A s for the gqg initialFstate contribution q‘fN (Er),we can use the above argum ent to conclude that
its direct com ponent dom inates at large E ¢ . Setting all the scales equal to E¢ , for the sake of
sim plicity, we can w rite:

“E) T ED) Eaa ED) a1 B2 g o ( SED)) (36)

H owever, in the case of the gg initial state, the direct com ponent entersonly at NLO and, thus, the
cross section is dom inated by the fragm entation part and, in particular, by photon fragm entation
from a nalstate quark of the LO scattering subprocessg+ g ! g+ g.W e can write:

U Er) WTFVEL) Ea 1 B En a1 BE) Mg g ( sEZN A s EZ) 1 (37

Taking the ratio of the tw o Initialstate contributions and replacing “oq1 g;n ( s)and “gq1 ;n ( s)
by their LO contributions ~© i Egs. {],B), we cbtain

5 5 A

) Er) ! gqiN
oy G e a(Br) = (38)
T a! g iN

The factor = on the right-hand side is com pensated by the behaviour of the photon fragm en-—
tation function do- ;on+3/ = 5. In the largeN lin it, the ratio of the LO partonic contributions
~0) is constant and, thus, the fragm entation fiinction produces an O (1=N )-suppression factor.
N onetheless, this suppression can be balanced by the parton density contribution fq;y + 1=fg;n +1
since, at large x, the gluon density is typically softer than the quark density. A s a m atter of
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fact, using the A tarelliParisi evolution equation at LO and under reasonable assum ptions on the
largex behaviour of the parton densities at the initial evolution scale, it is easy to show thatwe
have the follow Ing asym ptotic behaviour at very lJarge values of N and of the evolution scale:

1
Ty N LN fon 7 (39)
1
- . — 40
dy- N nN . (40)

Combining these results w ith Eq. 8§), in the largeN lin it we therefore get

N! ! constant : (41)

T his discussion show s that, In the case of largex; prom ptphoton production in PN colli-
sions, the contribution of the fragm entation com ponent to the hadronic cross section can becom e
com parable to that of the direct com ponent.

A lthough on the right-hand side of Eq. (8§) we have approxin ated the partonic contribu—
tion “gq1 gin ( s)="qqr ;v ( s) by its LO expansion, the inclusion of higher-order termm s and, in
particular, of resum m ation e ects does not substantially m odify the conclusion.

Perform ing soft-gluon resum m ation in the partonic cross sections "4 o;n Of the fragm entation
com ponent, we can w rite an expression that is analogous to Eq. (21):

Npt o = AP U4 O ()] (42)
Lin iting our treatm ent to the LL accuracy, the resumm ed cross section is given by [Ld,[L7]

A (0 !

S CsCPGEZ 25 25 Dy 2090 o 050 s %)50%= %;0%= 2;0%= 2) + (43)

T he radiative factor is
i =exp NN gh Ly o()IN)+ 0 (( N )) ;  (44)

where the LL function g;ii 4 1s analogous to those In Eg. (9) and it can be expressed in tem s

of the colour chargesC, (C, = Cy , if the parton a isa quark,and C, = C, ,ifa isa gluon) of the
partons nvolved in the LO hard-scattering subprocess:

9wl )= Cat Co+ Co GOMP( )+ Cah®(=2): (45)

In particular, for theg+ g ! g+ g channelwe have
Al ()= 20 K ( )+ Cc: b (=2); (46)
which is very sim ilar to g(%)( ) in Eq. (RF) because 2Cr ’ Ca . M ore precisely, sihce 2Cy =

Ca(l 1=NC2), gc%)! () is slightly amaller than gq(é)( ) as long as they are evaluated in the
perturbative region = Iy ¢ InN < 1=2.

11



W e can now com e back to the e ect of the fragm entation com ponent in pN collisions. U sing
the resum m ed partonic cross sections in Egs. (23,[43) rather than their LO approxin ations, the
right-hand side of Eq. (3§) has to be multiplied by an additional contribution, as given by the
ratio of the corresponding radiative factors, nam ely

T exp (Cr+ 4Cr)5* I°N

wei  exp (Cp+ 2Cx)3 ’N

(47)

Because of the relation 4Cr ' 2C, between the colour charges, this factor does not sizeably
di er from unity, as it can be argued by its D L approxin ation on the right-hand side of Eq. (@7)
(see also the comm ent below EJ. @)). W e have thus shown that, at Jeast at the LL Jevel, soft—
gluon resum m ation does not enhance the relative im portance of the fragm entation com ponent for
prom ptphoton production at large xr .

T he im portance of the fragm entation com ponent in PN collisions m ainly depends on the de-
tailed behaviour of the parton densities at large x and on how large are the values of E ¢ of Interest.
T his issue, aswell as the In pact of the NLL corrections to the LL results obtained above, require
further studies that w ill be presented in a future work. A s for the present study, we Iin it ourselves
to perform soft-gluon resum m ation in the direct com ponent and we check that the fragm entation
com ponent does not sizeably contribute to the hadronic cross section in the actual experin ental
con gurations Investigated In the paper (see Sec.f).

2.5 Resumm ed cross section to N LL accuracy

W e use softgluon resumm ation to NLL accuracy at the parton level to introduce an im proved

(res)

prom pt-photon cross section . " (Er ) as follow s
X

(res) 2 2
N (ET) = fazHl;N+1( F)fb=H2;N+l( F)
ab= qg;q9 Q9
(res) 2 2., 2, 2 (res) 2 2., 2, 2
"ot on CsCONELF 77 8) “ao an CsCONETE T g i)
(NLO)
aw (Er) (48)

w here (N,,IEO " is the prom ptphoton hadronic cross section at NLO , A;]I:!S) .y Isgiven In Egs. ®3){

©4) and Aa(ff) ;v represents its perturbative truncation at order 2 (ie.at NLO ). Thus,

S
because of the sub‘a:acéon in the square bracket on the right-hand side, Eq. (4§) exactly reproduces
the NLO results and resum s sofgluon e ects beyond O ( ﬁ) to NLL accuracy. In general, we
evaluate "~y .y using the NLL expression (2§) of the radiative factors and including the O ( ;)
contribution () of the constant factorsC.,1  ( 5). Thisde nesour NLO + NLL predictions.

T he resum m ed form ulae presented so fararegiven in N -m om ent space. To obtain cross sections
n the physical x; space (ie. as functions of the centre-ofm ass energy), one has to perform the
nverse M ellin transform ation:

Z )
(res) Cyp+il

d x7 ;B 1 ME
] o ibr) L aN x, 2 E.) (49)
dET 2 1 Cup il
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W hen the N moments y areevaliated ata xed perturbative order in ¢, they are analytic
functions in a right halfplane of the com plex variable N . In this case, the constant Cyp» that
de nes the Integration contour in Eq. (B9) has to be chosen in this halfplane, that is, on the right
of all the possible singularities of the N -m om ents.

An additional com plication occurs when the N -m om ents are com puted in resumm ed pertur-
bation theory. In this case, since the resum m ed functions g;i)( ) in Eq. (£9) (aswellasthe NLL
functions g;i)) are singular at = 1=2, the softgluon factors y ( ¢( %)) ;n Eqg. (@) have cut
singularities that start at the branch-point N = N = exp(1=2ky ). These shgularities, which
are related to the divergent behaviour of the perturbative running coupling ¢ near the Landau
pole, signal the onset of non-perturbative phenom ena at very large values of N or, equivalently,
n the region very close to threshod.

T he issue of how to dealw ith the Landau singularity in soft-glion resum m ation form ulae for
hadronic collisions was discussed in detail .n Ref. [I[9]. In the evaluation of the inverse M ellin
transform ation (49) we thus use the M inin al Prescription introduced in Ref. [[3]. T he constant
Cup is chosen in such a way that all sihgularities in the integrand are to the left of the Inte-
gration contour, except for the Landau sihgularity at N = N, that should lie to the far right.
This prescription is consistent [I9]w ith the perturbative content of the soft-gluon resumm ation
form ulae because it converges asym ptotically to the perturbative series and it does not introduce
(unjusti ed) pow er corrections of non-perturbative origin. T hese corrections are certainly present
in physical cross—sections, but their e ect isnot expected to be sizeable as long asE + issu ciently
perturbative and x; is su clently far from the hadronic threshold. O bviously, approaching the
essentially non-perturbative regime Er 1Gev,x% ! 1, a physically motivated treatm ent
of nonperturbative e ects has to be introduced. In the follow Ing sections, we lim it ourselves
to presenting num erical and phenom enological results that do not include any non-perturbative
correction.

3 Results

W e present in this section som e num erical results, to provide an illustration of the size of the
e ects considered and to show the in provam ents obtained w ith respect to scale variations after
the inclusion of the NLL corrections.

3.1 Parton-level results

W e start by discussing the resumm ation e ects at the level of partonic cross sections. The re-
sum m ed partonic cross section can be obtained from Egs. (§) and (@9) by assum ing parton-density
functionsof the form £,y (x)= (1 x),and hencef y4 = 1 forallcom plex values ofN .

W e consider rsttheO (  2) tem s in the expansion of the resum m ed cross section, in order to

estin ate to which accuracy this reproduces the exact NLO results. Th Fig.[] (left) we plot the func-
tion "1 =EZ,de ned n Eq. (f}),asa function of = (1 % )=x; . TheexactO ( 2)result B0]
is com pared w ith three possible in plam entations of the resum m ation procedure, all equivalent at

NLL accuracy. The rst case (shortdashed line) corresoonds to our default resum m ed prediction,

asgiven by Eq. 29). In the second case (dot-dashed line), we set the constant Cq(;? introduced

13
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Figure 2: Left (Right): the O ( 2) contrdbution to the partonic prom ptphoton cross
section for the processgg ! +X (qg'! + X ) pbtted asa function of = (1 ¢ )=x7 .
The solid line represents the exact NLO result of R ef. ]; the short-dashed line is the
O ( i) piece of of the resum m ed result de ned by Egs. () and (@);the dot-dashed line
is obtained from this Jast result by setting the constant C%? (C q(a ) to 0; the dashed
line is obtained using Eq. (@) (Eqg. (@)),with A = 2. The renom alization, factorization
and fragm entation scales were all set equalto 2 = ZE% ,and e = 1.

n Eq. 30) equal to 0. In the third case, we keep the contrdbution of the constant CC%,) , but

wem odify it by a term suppressed by a factor of 1=N , in order to explore the possible e ect of
contributions of order 1=N which cannot be taken into account by the softgluon resumm ation.
A s a constraint on the form of these corrections, we m ust in pose that no poles appear on the
positive real axis In the N plane (these poles would logarithm ically enhance the partonic cross
section when x¢ ! 0). W e select a param etrization of the 1=N corrections that allow s us to
bracket the exact resultatO ( 2) :

A
(1) 1) .
Co ! Con (4 )i (50)
A
1) 1) .
Col ! Cql @ ) (51)

with A > 0. In our applications we shall consider the two casesw ith A = 0 (nam ely no correction
totheC,, term )and A = 2 asa way to establish the size of subleading threshold corrections
beyond the NLL order.

@

Asone can see from Fi.[], the .nclusion of the nite tem Cqq 1Is essential to accurately
reproduce shape and nom alization of the exact O ( i ) result not only near threshold, but below
it aswell. T he agream ent deterjorates unavoidably for 1, as, here, term s subleading in 1=N
becom e In portant.

A nalogous results for the gg channel are given in the right panel of F ig.[4. N ote that in both
cases the two choices A = 0 and A = 2 in Eq. (5]]) bracket the exact result over a Jarge region
of ,and thus provide a good estin ator of the subleading termm s’ system atics. The choice A = 0,
furtherm ore, provides a very accurate description up to values of of the order of 1/10.
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Figure 3: Partonic cross-section for the processesqg ! X (left)and gg! X (right)
(n pb/GeV ,and for Er = 10 G&V ). The dotted line is the LO result; the dashed lne
is the exact NLO result; the solid (dotdashed) lines correspond to the NLO + NLL result,
w ith the coe cientA de ned in Eq. (0] (left) and in Eq. (4] (right) equalto 0 (2). The
4
number of avours N ¢ was set equal to 4 and we have taken éC)D = 0:151 Gev.
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Figure 4: Sameastg.E,ﬁJrET = 100Gev.
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Figure 5: Contrbution of gluon resumm ation at order O ( 2) and higher, relative
to the exact NLO result, for p}?)oEon production via gg (left plt) and qg (right plot)
annihilation, In pN collisionsat S = 315G &V (Epeam = 530 G&V ). The solid (dashed)
lines correspond to A = 0 (A = 2). The three sets of curves correspond to the choice of
scale = gy = 2E7; Er and E1=2, in descending order, with PDF sst CTEQ 4M and

Nf: 5.

T he fully—resum m ed parton—level cross sections are shown in Fig.[§ for the gg and qg channels
(keft and right panel, respectively), and or E; = 10 GeV (Fig.[ collects the sam e results for
E: = 100 Ge&V ). Here and in the follow ing we shall de ne the resumm ed cross sections as in
Eqg. ), that is, we substitute their O ( 5) term s w ith the exact NLO result, using the sam e
choice of renom alization and factorization scales. In this way our results are exact up to (and
incliding) O ( 2),and include theNLL resumm ation ofterm sofO () and higher. W e com pare
the xed-order results (dashed lines) with the resumm ed results. For thes we provide both the
A = 0 and A = 2 prescriptions. Note that, even at the level of resumm ed cross sections, the
di erence between the A = 0 and A = 2 results are rather an all, In particular for the gq channel.

3.2 H adron-level results

In this section we present som e results for the full hadronic cross sections. The m ain points we
Intend to highlight are:

1. the size of the NLL corrections, relative to the NLO contrlbutions;

2. the scale dependence at NLL order.

Our goal here is to explore the pure e ects of resumm ation at higher orders. Therefore we
shall neglect in this section all production channels which are not in proved by the resum m ation
corrections considered in this work. This includes all processes which rst appear at O ( g),
such asgg ! gg and gg? ! o' , aswell as all contributions proportional to a parton !
fragm entation fiinction, asdiscussed in the previous section. T hese term sw illhow ever be included,
at xed NLO , In our com parison w ith experim ental data, perform ed in the next section.

To bem ore speci ¢, we list here the classes of diagram s included at NLO , In addition to the
LO processesqq ! g and gg ! g (the possible replacam ent of quarks w ith antiquarks in all
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Figure 6: SameasFi. E, for the com bined production channels gg + gg.

these cases is understood):

w©! g ; ww! ag ; w! & ; q@! g9 : (52)

For the third set we only include the diagram s proportional to eé , sihce the part of the am plitude
describing the photon am ission from the nalstate quarks (which is by itself gauge invariant),
cannot be considered as a correction to any tree-level process.

A s a default set of parton densities we shalluse the CTEQ 4M set described in Ref. R3]. For
the purposes of the present study, no signi cant change is obtained ifdi erent sets are usd.

F igures [f and [ present the ratios:

res NLO res NLO res NLO

NLL;qq aa NLL;qg g ., NLL; (9g+qq) (@g+qa) (53)
NLO ! NLO ! NLO r
aq ag (@g+qaq)

where, for sin plicity, we Indicated here with  the di erential distrlbbution d =dE ;. For each
channel we present the results using both the A = 0 (sold lines) and A = 2 (dashed lines)
prescriptions. W e also show the dependence on the choice of renom alization and factorization
scales, which we take equal, and varyingw ithin thesst = ¢ = (Et=2;E:;2E ). In this section
we shallalways keep the fragm entation scale r,necessary for the factorization of the sinqularities
from nalstate collinear photon eam ission, equal to E . Note that the size of the resum m ation
e ects is larger for the larger scales, contrary to the behaviour of the scale dependence of the
NLO cross section. T his suggests that the scale dependence of the resum m ed cross section w ill be
reduced relative to that of the NLO results.

T he scale degpendence of the resum m ed cross section (gqg + gg contributions), com pared to the
NLO one,isgiven in Fig.[], fortheA = 0 case. The sam e result forA = 2 isgiven in the left panel
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Figure 7: Scale dependence ofd =dE: (gg + gg com ponents) for prom pt photons in

PN collisions, at E;1 = 5 G &V, plotted as a function of the proton-beam energy, E pean
(the associated values of xr are given on the top scale). The solid lines represent the

exact NLO result for di erent cholcesof = ¢ ( = Er=2 and 2E ), nom alized to
the = Ert result. The dashed lines represent the NLO+ NLL result (with A = 0) for
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Figure 8: SameasFJg.Ij,butWJch-\ = 2 (left panel) and w ith Cop = 0 (right panel).
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Channel Er (GeV) s 2 4 5 6

S S S S S

qg (Pb/G &V ) 5 329 325 126 39 11 6
aQ (pb/Gev) 5 47 29 73 1. 032 0053
qg (b/Gev) 10 19 31 28 20 12 13
q (b/Gev) 10 083 0.73 036 015 0.05 0.02

Table 1: Contributions to the prom pt-photon rated =dEr in pN collisions at Eyean =
530 G &V, from higher orders in the expansion of the NLL resumm ed result. Results
forEr = 5 (10) G&V are shown in the 1rst (second) two rows. The renomm alization,
factorization and fragm entation scales are set equalto = = ¢= Er,and thePDF
set SCTEQ4M .The 2 colimn gives the exact NLO result.

S

of Fig.[d. W e plot the distrlbutions as a function of the beam energy (Epean ) for the xed value
of E; = 5G&V.D1ierent values of E yean , therefore, probe di erent ranges of xr , as indicated by
the upper labels on the plots.

N ote the signi cant reduction in scale dependence, m orem arked in theA = 0 case. To disgplay

the In portance of the inclusion of the constant C ;]lo,) term s, we show the sam e scaledependence

plot with Ca(dlof = 0 In the right panelof F ig.[§. W hile the scale sensitivity is slightly worse than
@)

in thecaseswith C_,,, € 0, there is stillan in portant in provem ent over the NLO behaviour.

Sin {lar results, for E; = 10 G &V, are shown in Figs.[d and [I[J. The general features of these
distributions are sim ilar to those of the plots for E+ = 5 G &V . Sm all violations of x; -scaling can
be obsarved between FE+ = 5 and 10 G &V, due to the evolution of the coupling constant and of
parton densities.

W e also explored the independent renom alization—and factorization-scale dependence of our
calculations. The large size of this dependence at NLO was stressed already in Refs. [§,[13]. The
results, for pN collisions at Epean = 5 and 10 G &V, are shown In Figs.[[] and [[J, respectively.
W ith the exception of the renom alization-scale dependence at 5 G €V, a signi cant in provem ent
In the stability of the results, relative to the dependence at LO and NLO , is obsarved in all cases.

The convergence of the higher-order corrections is displayed in Tabk []. The kst column
Ihclides the sum of all contribbutions of order 2 and higher, perform ed using the M inimal
Prescription of Eq. Y). The xed-order tem s do not have any ambiguity due to the choice
of the contour for the M ellin transform ation in Eq. J). The contribution from the gg channel
converges very rapidly. In the case of the gqg channel the convergence is slower, In particular at
the larger values of Xt ,but even at E+ = 10 G €V the size of the resum m ed contributions beyond
order 2 is only of the order of 10% of the total. This supports the valdity of the M inim al
P rescription, since the truncated resum m ed expansion converges to it very sm oothly.
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4 Com parison w ith current data

W e present In this section a com parison between our calculations and the results of the two m ost
recentm easurem ents of xed-target direct-photon production. E 706 [J]studied photons produced
in pBe collisions at Epen = 530 G &V, covering the centre-ofm ass rapidity range jj< 0:75].
The data span the E; region between 3.5 and 11 G &V, approxin ately. This corresponds to
022 < %y < 0:70. UA 6 J]studied photons produced in pp collisions atE e = 315G &V, over the
rapidity range 0:d1< y< 09. The E;r region extends between 4 and 7G eV (033 < xp < 0:58),
approxin ately. W hat follow s is not m eant to be a system atic phenom enological study, but will
serve as a benchm ark to assess the im pact of the resumm ation e ects in realistic experin ental
conditions. A 1l the calculations in this section have been done assiaming = 7 = ¢. For
recent com plete studies of all avaikbble data, done using the xed-order NL calculations, see

Refs. 3,3, 8-
To com pare our resum m ed predictionsw ith actualdata, two additional things need to be done:
Inclusion of the 1=N —suppressed contributions, and inclision of realistic experin ental cuts.

The class of processes for which we evaluated resum m ation corrections In section [ provides
the dom inant contribution to the production rate In realistic experin ental con gurations. O n the
left-hand side of F ig.[13 we plot the relative contribution, evaluated at NLO , of the processes w ith
aqg,qd,q"”? and gg initial state for the E 706 experin entalcon guration. A sone can see, the sum
of qg and qgq accounts for 90% of the overall rate, Independently of E+ . O n the right-hand side of
F ig.[[3 we plot the rate of the direct contributions, relative to the sum ofdirect and fragm entation,
for each given channel. In the case of the qq'® and gg channels we com pare the absolite values
of the rates, since the direct com ponent is negative after the subtraction of the nitialstate m ass
singularities. T he com parison of the two plots in Fig.[13 show s that the processes forwhich we are
going to include resum m ation corrections account at NLO for a fraction of the total rate between
70 and 90% , in the E; range 4{12 G &V . T he situation is even better in pp collisions (see Fig.[[4,
obtained for the UA 6 experim ental con guration), where the toberesum m ed processes account
for over 90% ofthe NLO rate.

W e therefore expect that the neglect of the resum m ation corrections to the gg+ ag'? and to the
fragm entation processes isonly a m inor correction to the overallpicture. For the present study, and
In addition to the resumm ed predictions for the processes listed In Eq. (57), we w ill therefore only
Include the xed-order NL detem ination of these rem aining com ponents of the directphoton
production process. The fragm entation processes are evaluated using the NLO single=inclisive
parton E ¢ distrbutions from [2]], convoluted w ith the G RV photon fragm entation functions [3Q1.
W e found very am all sensitivity to the choice of the photon fragm entation fiinctions.

A s anticipated above, the com parison of our results w ith actual data requires the inclusion
of realistic detector acceptance cuts. The resumm ation form alism discussed so far allow s the
evaluation of the transverseenergy distributions integrated over the full range of rapidity for
the observed photon. This approxin ation is technically correct, provided the m easuraem ent is
perform ed w ithin a nite range in rapidity ncluding the value of y = 0 in the collision centre-
offm ass fram e. This is because In the largex; lin it all production is concentrated aty = 0. To
Include the e ect of experim ental rapidity cuts, which usually do include the y = 0 point, we

SIn this section we shall use v to indicate the valie of photon rapidity in the hadron-hadron centre-ofm ass
fram e.
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therefore apply the follow Ing acceptance correction to our resumm ed cross sections:

(NLO )( 2 Y )
(res) (res) y .
(yz2Y) @ly) —xts ally) (54)
T he experim ental con guration form ost experim ents of practical interest is w ide enough that, for
the relevant values of E  , the rapidity acceptance is very large. W e show two exam ples In Fig.[[5.

One set of curves gives the ratio (¥j < 0:75)= (ally), evaluated at NLO for the E706
experim ental con guration. T he three curves correspond to di erent choices of scale , and show
very an alldependence on . W e also checked that the dependence on the PDF set usad is at the
evelof12% . The acceptance loss isof the order of 25% forE . valuesaround 4 G €V ,and becom es
totally negligible for E+ & 8 G&V.The other sest gives the ratio ( 01 < y < 09)= (ally),
evaluated at NLO for the UA 6 experim ental con guration. The acceptance loss is here m ore
signi cant, due to the tight cut at negative rapidity.

W e present our prediction for the E706 data in Fig.[Lf]. Notice the signi cant reduction in
scale dependence obtained when going from the xed-orderNL calculation to the resumm ed result.
T his scale reduction is particularly evident at high E; , where the resumm ation e ects are m ore
In portant. Notice that while at low E; the band w ith the resumm ed prediction is all contained
w ithin the NLO uncertainty band, at high E; the NLL result becom es larger relative to NLO for
all the displayed scale choices. T he plot show s a reasonable agream ent between data and theory
at large E ; , iIndicating that no additional signi cant contribution is required in this region. The
large disagreem ent between data and theory already present at NLO [] is still present, as no net
Increase is obtained from the resumm ation contridbutions. Their only e ect is to reduce the scale
dependence.

5T he theoretical prediction for pN has been rescaled by a 1.09 factor, to account for nuclear corrections to the
PB e process [E].
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Figure 16: E706 data com pared to the resumm ed theoretical predictions. T he theory
was rescaled by a factor of 1.09 to account for nuclear corrections in the conversion from
the pBe to the pN rate E]. For com parison, the gure includes as well the xed-order
NL result. W eused PDF st CTEQ 4M , and GRV photon fragm entation fiinctions.

A sin ilar picture em erges from the com parison of the theory with the pp UA 6 data. This is
shown in Fig.[[]. The disagreem ent between data and theory at low E; is however much less
dram atic here than in the case of E706. The extent to which these low ¥ ; discrepancies can
be ram oved by the inclusion of non-perturbative e ects such as an intrinsic k; ram ains to be
understood,, as the global consistency of the di erent data sets is not very com pelling [[3, [, f].

5 D iscussion and conclusions

W e presented n this paper a num erical study of the im pact of resum m ation corrections, at the
nextto-Jeading logarithm ic Jevel, on the transverse energy distribution of direct photons produced
n hadronic collisions. W e dealt w ith the resumm ation of the x; ! 1 Sudakov logarithm s studied
theoretically in Refs. [I§,[[]]. A s a result, thiswork ism ostly of relevance for typical xed-target
photon production. The current prom pt-photon data from the high-energy hadronic colliders
cover in fact the region xr . 0:, where Sudakov e ects are negligible.

W e showed that the inclusion of higherorder Sudakov corrections in proves signi cantly the
factorization and renomm alization scale dependence, relative to what observed in the xed-order
NI calculations. Even when the scales are varied independently, the uncertainty from scale vari-
ations is signi cantly reduced. A s a result of the reduced scale dependence, the overall size of
the resum m ation contributions depends signi cantly on the chosen scale. In general, however,
the resumm ed cross sections for di erent scale choices have values contained within the NLO
uncertainty band for x; values up to 0.5, and exceed the upper side of the NLO band by large
factorswhen xr approaches 1. Still, our resum m ation corrections tum out to bemuch an aller, at
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and G RV photon fragm entation functions.

least In the range of existing data, than the e ects induced at large xr by som e In plem entations
of intrinsic kr e ects, as discussed In Refs. @, [3, f]. In these papers the e ect of intrinsick ¢
corrections was evaluated to be as large as factors of 3 and m ore, for the whole E;+ range. W e
believe that this is related to the absence in the intrinsickr m odels of the appropriate Sudakov
suppression due to the presence of the hadronic system recoiling against the photon (represented
at LL in our form alisn by the negative termm s In the exponents of Egs. ) and (@)).

Tn our work we did not include resum m ation corrections to the fragm entation processes. W e
proved that, in pN collisions, the largeN behaviour of the corrections to the qg® ! g
processes is form ally sin ilar to that of the corrections to the lading one, gg ! g . These
corrections are therefore not suppressed when N increases towards larger values. W hether they
can be neglected or not, is therefore a purem atter of num erics. W e showed that their contribution
isnotdom inant in the E ; regions of experinm ental interest, and 1im ited ourselres to including them
at the xed next-to-Jeading order. A sdiscussed in Sec. 4, we have no reasons to believe that the
resum m ation corrections are any larger for the fragm entation processes than for the gg channel.
A m ore quantitative study of these statem ents, and a com plete phenom enological assesan ent of
the com parison between theory and the current sets of data in view of the results presented in
this paper, w ill be the sub fct of future work.

A Appendix: Form ulae for the resum m ed cross section

Tn this Appendix we recall (see Ref. [[§]) the explicit expressions of the various factors that
contrbute to the resumm ed cross sections in Egs. ) and ). W e use the custom ary notation
for the colour factors n SU (N.) QCD ,namely,Cr = (N2 1)=(2N.);Ch = N, and Ty = 1=2.
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The N - om ents of the LO partonic cross sections in Egs. (I(,[]) are

C (1=2) (N + 1)
(0) 2 “F
A N = € 2+ N ; 55
1 (1=2) (N + 1)
A(0) _ A0) _ 2 .
qg! g ;N T gg! g ;N T eq 8N . (N + 5=2) (7+ 5N ) ; (56)

where (z) isthe Euler —function.

The form ulae for the NLL functions g'*) in the exponent of the radiative factors .n Eq. (2§)
are the follow ing

@ Q% 0°

2
Gq i3 = (Cr  G)hP( )+ 2Cy h®(=2) (57)
F
2C C C 2C 2
v L Syoma 2)e 22 Ry L JnQ—Z
2 Iy _ by o) F
th 1oc, h 1 02
+ =2 +hd 2)+ 2h@ ) h@ 2) h=—;
o) 2 by ?
02 Q°
9% i3z = Cah®()+2Cy h¥(=2) (58)
F
C 4C 3G Cr+C :
+ ——h2h(l 2 )+——" “n@ ) /= ]nQ—2
2 by 4 by o . F
CF+CAh 1 ¢, h 1 02
+  ———= 2 +hl 2)+ 2n ) h@ 2) h=;
2 by 2 by ?

where = 05772 :::1is the Euler number and Iy ;b are the st two coe cients of the QCD
—function

11C, 4% N¢ 17CZ  10CTgN:  6C; TRN¢

= M = : 59
B - i b i (59)

T he auxiliary function h'® that appears .n Egs. (57,[F§) has the llow ing expression

o) Iy h 1, 1 . K h 1
h*'( )= — 2 + (1l 2 )+-I"1 2 ) —Mh@d 2) 2 +In@ 2 ) ; (60)
2 B 2 by 4 2
where the coe cient K is given by
67  ? 10

K = CA — _TRNf . (61)

18 6 9

1)

The rstorder coe cientsC o,

and C&5!  of the N -ndependent functions in Eq. (8]) are

(i8] 2_2.42_2y _ 2 5 1 ! 2 anl ! 2 n2
Coqq @°=70"=37) = ¢ 2C¢ ECA + 5 b (2Ce Ca) 5( Cr Ca)
Ly & i 2C L 5(2c Ca)In? 2 (62)
+ = + — — + =
2 a 3 F 2 A 4 F A

3 0* 0?
2 gCr ECF JH_Z 1@111_2 ’

F
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h i

1 3 1
cl) ©*=%0%=%) = 2 ZCe+Ch + 5 -Ce Gh2 —(Cr 2G)h2
2 4 10
1K + i 2Cy + 19C, + 1c n?2 (63)
279 g0 77T A 5 F
3 Q* Q*
£(Cr+Ca) -=Cr h In— bn— ;
4 F
w here
7 2
Ke= 5 — Cr 64
q 2 6 F 7 (64)

and the coe cient K isgiven n Eqg. (41).

Note that the LL functions g’ are given in Eq. (§). Thus, the form ule presented in this
Appendix com plete all the Ingredients that are necessary to evaluate the resum m ed cross sections
w ith NLL accuracy.
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