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Abstract

We present a factorization formula for the inclusive production of the Higgs boson at large
transverse momentum Pr that includes all terms with the leading power of 1/ P%. The cross section
is factorized into convolutions of parton distributions, infrared-safe hard-scattering cross sections
for producing a parton, and fragmentation functions that give the distribution of the longitudinal
momentum fraction of the Higgs relative to the fragmenting parton. The infrared-safe cross sections
and the fragmentation functions are perturbatively calculable. The most important fragmentation
functions are those for which the fragmenting parton is the top quark, gluon, W, Z, and the Higgs
itself. We calculate the fragmentation functions at leading order in the Standard Model coupling
constants. The factorization formula enables the resummation of large logarithms of Pr/Mpy due
to final-state radiation by integrating evolution equations for the fragmentation functions. By
comparing the cross section for the process qg — Htt from the leading-power factorization formula
at leading order in the coupling constants with the complete leading-order cross section, we infer
that the error in the factorization formula decreases to less than 5% for Pr > 600 GeV at a future
100 TeV collider.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the Higgs boson by the Atlas and CMS Collaborations completed the list
of elementary particles in the Standard Model of particle physics [1, 2]. It determined the
only previously unknown parameter in the Standard Model, which is the Higgs mass My.
It also demonstrated the relevance of the Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism for spontaneous
breaking of the electroweak symmetry [3, 4]. Precise measurements of the properties of the
Higgs provide strong constraints on new particles and forces beyond the Standard Model.
Among the basic properties of the Higgs are its production rates in high energy collisions.
In hadron collisions, the Higgs is produced primarily with transverse momentum Pr smaller
than Mpy. However its production rate at much larger Pr is important, because it may be
more sensitive to physics beyond the Standard Model, such as the decay of a much heavier
particle into the Higgs.

The straightforward path to increasing the accuracy of theoretical predictions for Higgs
production in the Standard Model is complete higher-order perturbative calculations. Most
phenomenologically relevant production mechanisms have been calculated with an accuracy
of at least next-to-leading order (NLO) in the QCD coupling constant «a [5]. In particular,
the Pr distribution of the Higgs in association with a top-quark pair has been calculated
to NLO [6]. In calculations of the Higgs Pr distribution, the important scales include its
mass My, the mass of the particle from which the Higgs is emitted, and the center-of-
mass energy v/$ of the colliding partons, which may be comparable to Pr. The multiscale
nature of Higgs production makes the complete calculation at the next order in oy extremely
difficult. The difficulty can be decreased by separating some of the scales. If Py and v/§
are smaller than the top-quark mass M, the scale of M; can be separated from other scales
by using an effective field theory HEFT in which virtual top-quark loops are replaced by
local interactions of the Higgs with the vector bosons. Several production processes have
been calculated beyond NLO using the dimension-5 operator in HEFT [5]. In particular, the
Pr distribution of the Higgs has recently been calculated to next-to-next-to-leading order
(NNLO) [7-10]. Comparison with complete NLO calculations indicate that the difference
between the exact and HEFT results exceeds 5% at Pr = 150 GeV and increases with Pr
[11]. The effects of the dimension-7 operators in HEFT on the Higgs Pr distribution have
recently been considered [12, 13]. The expansion in the higher-dimension operators of HEFT
breaks down for Pr above about 150 GeV.

One way to simplify calculations at large Pr and to increase their accuracy is to separate
the scale Pr from the smaller scales in the problem. In the case of inclusive hadron pro-
duction at large Pr, QCD factorization theorems [14] imply that the leading power in the
expansion of the cross section in powers of 1/ P2 comes from single-parton fragmentation: a
parton is produced with larger transverse momentum by a hard collision and the observed
hadron is subsequently produced in the hadronization of the hard parton into a jet. The
leading-power (LP) factorization formula expresses the cross section as convolutions of cross
sections for producing the hard parton and fragmentation functions D(z, ) that give the
distribution of the longitudinal momentum fraction z of the hadron relative to the hard
parton at the momentum scale p. All the dependence on Pr is in the cross sections for
producing the hard parton. They can be calculated as expansions in the QCD coupling
constant ag. The fragmentation functions are nonperturbative, but their evolution with pu
is perturbative. Their evolution equations can be used to sum large logarithms of Pr/Aqcp
in the cross sections to all orders in o.



The LP factorization formula can be applied to the production of heavy quarkonium at Py
much larger than the heavy quark mass M. In this case, the scale Pr can be separated from
the scale M by including all the dependence on M in the fragmentation functions D(z, u).
The scale M can be further separated from the nonperturbative scales in the fragmentation
functions by using NRQCD factorization [15]. The evolution equations for the fragmentation
functions can be used to sum large logarithms of Pr/M in the cross sections to all orders in
a. The LP factorization formula with NRQCD factorization simplifies calculations at large
Pr compared to fixed-order calculations with NRQCD factorization by separating the scales
Pr and M, which makes it easier to calculate higher order corrections. The LP factorization
formula can increase the accuracy compared to fixed-order calculations by using evolution
equations for the fragmentation functions to sum large logarithms of Pr/M to all orders in
Q.

The factorization formulas of QCD for inclusive hadron production at large Pr can be
adapted straightforwardly to the production of the weak bosons of the Standard Model,
namely W+, Z° and Higgs. The factorization formulas give the inclusive production rate
at Pr much larger than the mass M of the weak boson. At the leading power of 1/Pr,
the production mechanisms are single-parton fragmentation. One difference from hadron
production in QCD is that the weak boson itself must be included as one of the fragmenting
partons. The LP factorization formula simplifies calculations at large Pr compared to fixed-
order calculations by separating the scales Pr and M, which makes calculations of higher-
order corrections easier. The LP factorization formula can increase the accuracy compared
to fixed-order calculations by integrating evolution equations for the fragmentation functions
to sum large logarithms of Pr/M to all orders. For Pr of order My, there are also large
threshold logarithms whose resummation has a significant effect on the Pr distribution [16].
In this paper, we consider only the region Pr > My in which logarithms of Pr/Mpy may
need to be resummed.

The LP factorization formula for Higgs production has been applied previously by Dawson
and Reina to the associated production of Higgs with a t¢ pair [17]. They extracted the
leading-order (LO) fragmentation function for top quark into Higgs from the LO cross section
for qqg — ttH at large center-of-momentum energy E.,. They calculated an approximation
to the NLO fragmentation function using My < M, < E.;, and using a soft-gluon-emission
approximation. They used that fragmentation function to estimate the NLO cross section for
ttH. A subsequent complete NLO calculation gave results that were qualitatively compatible
with the fragmentation estimate [18].

The LP factorization formula has recently been used to calculate inclusive production
rates of the weak vector bosons W= and Z° at large Pr [19, 20]. In Ref. [19], this factorization
formula was used to calculate production rates at NLO in «a; at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) and at a possible future proton-proton collider. The leading logarithms of Pr/M,
where M is the mass of the vector boson, were summed to all orders in a,. The only
nontrivial fragmentation function required at this order is that for a quark to fragment into
the vector boson at leading order in the electroweak interaction.

In this paper, we present the LP factorization formula for inclusive production of the Higgs
at Pr much larger than its mass My. In Sec. II, we briefly review the QCD factorization
formula and point out the necessary modifications to apply it to Higgs production. In
Sec. III, we present our results for the leading-order fragmentation functions for W, Z, and
top quark into Higgs. They can be identified as the fragmentation functions at appropriate
initial scales. In Sec. IV, we sum up the leading logarithms in the fragmentation functions



at much higher scales by solving their evolution equations. In Sec. V, we compare the cross
section for qq — Htt from the LP factorization formula at LO with the complete LO cross
section in order to estimate the minimum FPr above which the LP factorization formula is
reliable. A summary and outlook are given in Sec. VI.

II. LEADING-POWER FACTORIZATION FORMULA

In this Section, we present the leading-power (LP) factorization formula for inclusive
Higgs production at large Pr in hadron collisions. We compare it to the LP factorization
formula for inclusive hadron production in QCD. We describe how the LP factorization
formula can simplify perturbative calculations by separating the scale Pr from the scales of
the Higgs mass My and the masses of other Standard Model particles. We also describe how
the LP factorization formula can improve upon the accuracy of perturbative calculations by
summing large logarithms of Pr to all orders.

A. Initial-state factorization

The differential cross section for the inclusive production of a Higgs boson in the collision
of hadrons A and B can be written in a factorized form [14]:

1 1
doap—wi+x(Pa, Pp, P) = Z/ dz, fa/A(l"a,M)/ dxy fo/8(2s, 1)
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where P is the momentum of the Higgs, P4, and Pg are the momenta of the colliding
hadrons, and p, and p, are the momenta of the colliding partons. The errors are of order
Aqcp/Mj;, where My is the mass of the Higgs. The sums in Eq. (1) are over the types of
QCD partons, which consist of the gluon and the quarks and antiquarks that are lighter than
the top quark. The integrals in Eq. (1) are over the longitudinal momentum fractions of
the colliding QCD partons. The separation of the hard momentum scales of order My and
larger from the nonperturbative QCD momentum scale Aqcp involves the introduction of an
intermediate but otherwise arbitrary factorization scale u. The hard-scattering cross sections
dé in Eq. (1) are sensitive only to momentum scales much larger than Aqcp, so they can be
calculated perturbatively as expansions in powers of a and the other coupling constants of
the Standard Model. The parton distribution functions f,/4 and f, 5 are nonperturbative,
but their evolution with p is perturbative. Their evolution equations can be used to sum
logarithms of M% /AéCD to all orders in perturbation theory. The colliding hadrons and
the colliding partons are all treated as massless particles. Thus the 4-momentum of the
colliding parton from hadron A is p# = z,PY. The integration range of z, is from 0 to 1, up
to kinematic constraints from dé, g4 x-

If one or both colliding partons is a heavy (charm or bottom) quark with mass mg,
the errors in the factorization formula in Eq. (1) are actually of order mg /M7 However,
as shown by Collins, proofs of factorization can be extended to heavy quarks [21]. If the
mass mg of the heavy quark is taken into account appropriately in the hard-scattering
cross sections dg, the errors in the factorization formula are reduced to order Adep /M.
The expression for the 4-momentum pgy of an incoming heavy-quark parton is necessarily
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more complicated. The direction of the 3-momentum pg can be taken to coincide with the
direction of the 3-momentum P, of the parent hadron A in the center-of-momentum frame
of the colliding hadrons A and B. The magnitude of pg can be chosen so that z¢ is the
light-front momentum fraction of the heavy quark in that frame:

\/ Mo + [Pal?* + gl
_ (Py+ Py —0). 2)

ro =
9 2|P4|

Given zg and |Py[, this is a linear equation for |pg|. It implies a lower limit on the range
of integration of zg: @min = mqg/(2|P4|). The 4-momentum of the heavy quark in the
center-of-momentum frame of the colliding hadrons is

7o = oo (gl Pal* + md) | Pal. (45| PaP —m)Pa)"  (Pa+Pp=0).  (3)

It satisfies the mass-shell constraint pé = m2Q and the longitudinal momentum constraint
PG + IPol = (2| Pal).

An explicit factorization prescription named ACOT that defines hard-scattering cross sec-
tions order-by-order in g when the colliding partons include heavy quarks was proposed by
Aivazis, Collins, Olness and Tung [22]. Factorization theorems using the ACOT prescription
were proven by Collins [21]. Kramer, Olness and Soper introduced a simpler alternative to
the ACOT prescription named S-ACOT in which a colliding heavy-quark parton is treated
as massless [23]. Three possible prescriptions for the heavy-quark mass in the factorization
formula are

e zero-mass-heavy-quark prescription. The heavy quark mass is set to 0 in the diagrams
for the hard-scattering cross sections dg. The 4-momentum of a colliding heavy-quark
parton from hadron A is pé = P} with 0 < z < 1. The errors are order mé /Q?,
where () is the momentum transfer.

o ACOT prescription. The heavy quark mass is m¢ in the diagrams for the hard-
scattering cross sections do. The 4-momentum of a colliding heavy-quark parton is
given by a complicated expression, such as that in Eq. (2). The errors are order

Agop/ Q%

e S-ACOT prescription. The heavy-quark mass is set to 0 everywhere along the heavy-
quark line attached to an incoming heavy-quark parton, but the mass m¢ is used
for all other heavy-quark lines in a diagram for a hard-scattering cross sections do.
The 4-momentum of a colliding heavy-quark parton from hadron A is pj, = v P} with
0 <z < 1. The errors are order Agcp/Q*

The S-ACOT prescription is numerically equivalent to the ACOT prescription, even for
momentum transfers of order mg or smaller. Its advantages are the simple expression for
the 4-momentum of a colliding heavy-quark parton and a significant simplification of the
expressions for some of the hard-scattering amplitudes. There are other prescriptions for
taking into account the heavy quark mass in the factorization formula in addition to the
three prescriptions itemized above. Various prescriptions for taking into account the bottom
quark mass in the associated production of a Higgs and a bb pair were recently studied in
Ref. [24].



B. Final-state factorization

If the transverse momentum Pr of the Higgs is much larger than its mass My, it is
reasonable to expand the hard-scattering differential cross section dé in Eq. (1) in powers
of 1/P%. The leading power in do/dP? can be determined by dimensional analysis to be
1/P}. The factorization formula for the leading power can be inferred from the perturbative
QCD factorization formula for inclusive hadron production at large transverse momentum
[14]. The leading-power (LP) factorization formula for the hard-scattering differential cross
section for the inclusive production of a Higgs in the collision of QCD partons a and b is

1
dGap—st+x (Pas Pos P) = Z/ dz dGap—itx (Pas Pos Pi = P /25 1) Dis (2, 1), (4)
;. J0

where p; is the momentum of the fragmenting parton and P is a light-like 4-vector whose
3-vector component P in the center-of-momentum frame of the colliding partons is the
3-momentum of the Higgs:

Pt = (|P|,P)"  (p.+ps=0). (5)

This can be expressed in the covariant form

PH=pr— P-(pa +ps) — \/[PS (pa + po)]* = M5 (Pa + pb)", (6)

where § = (p, +py)?. The errors in the factorization formula in Eq. (4) are of order M3 /P2
The sum over partons ¢ is over the types of elementary particles in the Standard Model. The
most important fragmenting partons for Higgs production are the weak vector bosons W
and Z, the top quark ¢, the top antiquark ¢, the gluon ¢, and the Higgs itself. The integral in
Eq. (4) is over the longitudinal momentum fraction z of the Higgs relative to the fragmenting
parton. The integration range of z is from 0 to 1, up to kinematic constraints from dé ;1 x-
The fragmentation functions D; ,g(z, p) are distributions for z that depend on My and on
the mass M; of the fragmenting parton. The only dependence on Pr in Eq. (4) is in the
cross sections do for producing the parton ¢. The mass M; of the fragmenting parton is
set to 0 in these cross sections. Note that the hard-scattering cross section dg on the left
side of Eq. (4) has mass singularities in the limits My — 0 and M; — 0. Since the parton
production cross sections dé have no mass singularities, we will refer to them as infrared-safe
cross sections. The infrared-safe cross sections do and the fragmentation functions can all
be calculated perturbatively as expansions in powers of o, and the other coupling constants
of the Standard Model. The separation of the hardest scale Pr from the softer scales My
and M; involves the introduction of an arbitrary factorization scale p. We will refer to it
as the fragmentation scale to distinguish it from the factorization scale in the initial-state
factorization formula in Eq. (1).

The LP factorization formula in Eq. (4) simplifies perturbative calculations compared to
the initial-state factorization formula in Eq. (1) by separating scales in the cross section. The
fragmentation functions D;_,y are dimensionless functions of z, the masses My and M;, and
the fragmentation scale p. In the infrared-safe cross sections dog, ;1 x, which are functions
of the transverse momentum py of the fragmenting parton, the masses My and M, are set
equal to 0. The zero-mass limits are of course taken only after expressing the interactions of



the Higgs in terms of dimensionless coupling constants. Since the only momentum scale in
the infrared-safe cross sections is pr, it is much easier to calculate higher order corrections.
The LP factorization formula in Eq. (4) can be used to improve upon the accuracy of
fixed-order perturbative calculations using the initial-state factorization formula in Eq. (1).
Radiative corrections produce logarithms of Pr/Mpy and Pr/M; at higher orders in the cou-
pling constants. Each successive order in perturbation theory can produce an additional
factor of a logarithm. The dependence of the fragmentation functions D,z on the frag-
mentation scale p can be expressed in terms of evolution equations that have the form

0 14
j z

The sum over j is over all the fragmenting partons, including the Higgs. The functions P;_,;
are splitting functions that can be calculated perturbatively. If the fragmentation functions
D;_,y(z, po) are calculated at some initial scale 1 using fixed-order perturbation theory, the
logarithms of /o in D, i (z, ) can be summed to all orders by using Eq. (7) to evolve the
fragmentation functions from pg to a larger scale p. The logarithms of Pr /My or Pr/M; in
the cross section in Eq. (4) can then be summed to all orders simply by using the evolved
fragmentation functions with the fragmentation scale u of order Py.

Since our LP factorization formula for inclusive Higgs production in Eq. (4) is motivated
by the corresponding factorization formula for inclusive hadron production, we describe
briefly the theoretical status of the QCD factorization formula. The LP factorization formula
for the inclusive production of a hadron separates the scale of the transverse momentum Pr
of the hadron from the nonperturbative momentum scale Agcp. In the case of a light hadron,
the errors in the factorization formula are of order Ajqp/P7. The LP factorization formula
for the inclusive production of a light hadron in e*e™ annihilation was proven by Collins and
Soper [25]. There is no apparent obstacle to extending the proof to hadron collisions [14]. In
the case of a hadron that contains a single heavy quark with mass mg, the LP factorization
formula separates the scale Pr from the scale mg as well as Aqcp. The heavy quark mass
does not present an essential complication in the proof of factorization, but the errors in
the factorization formula are now of order mg/P7. In the case of heavy quarkonium, which
contains a heavy quark and antiquark, the heavy quark mass is an essential complication. A
proof of the LP factorization formula for the production of heavy quarkonium was sketched
by Nayak, Qiu, and Sterman [26]. The proof has been extended to the next-to-leading power
(NLP) of 1/ P2 by Kang, Ma, Qiu, and Sterman [27-30]. The NLP factorization formula has
also been derived by Fleming, Leibovich, Mehen and Rothstein using soft collinear effective
theory [31, 32]. The leading corrections are suppressed by mg /Py or Agcp/P7. At NLP,
there is a new production mechanism called double-parton fragmentation: a pair of collinear
partons, such as a heavy quark and antiquark, is produced with larger transverse momentum
by a hard collision, and the heavy quarkonium is subsequently produced in the hadronization
of the collinear parton pair. The LP factorization formula for inclusive Higgs production
can presumably be extended to NLP by taking into account double-parton fragmentation.

There are important differences between the factorization formula in Eq. (4) for inclusive
Higgs production at large Pr and the analogous QCD factorization formula for inclusive
hadron production. One difference is that a Higgs can be produced directly in the hard
scattering. Thus the Higgs is included in the sum over fragmenting partons in Eq. (4). In
contrast, a hadron at large Pr cannot be produced directly in the hard scattering. Another
difference is that the fragmentation functions for Higgs production are completely perturba-
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tive. They can be calculated order-by-order in the Standard Model coupling constants. In
contrast, the fragmentation functions for hadron production are nonperturbative, although
their evolution with the fragmentation scale is perturbative.

C. Top-quark mass

The top quark is the only particle in the Standard Model whose mass is larger than that
of the Higgs. Those terms in the LP factorization formula in Eq. (4) for which the infrared-
safe cross section do has a top-quark in the final state have fractional errors that are of order
M}?/ P2 instead of order M%/P%. The errors can be decreased to order M%/P#? by taking
into account M, in the infrared-safe cross section do. Infrared-safe cross sections do that
depend on M, but have no mass singularities as M; — 0 can be constructed order-by-order
in the coupling constants by using the same strategy as in the ACOT scheme for taking into
account the heavy-quark mass in initial-state factorization [22].

If the top-quark mass is not neglected, the relation between the 4-momenta P of the Higgs
and p of the fragmenting top quark is necessarily more complicated than the expression
p = P/zin Eq. (4). The direction of the 3-momentum p can be taken to coincide with that
of the Higgs 3-momentum P in the center-of-momentum frame of the colliding partons a
and b. The magnitude of p can be chosen so that z is the light-front momentum fraction of
the Higgs in that frame:

VM + P>+ |P
z= = | |2 P (po + Py =0).
VM; + |pl|? + |p|

Given z and | P|, this is a linear equation for |p|. It implies an upper limit on z that is less
than 1 if |P| < (M2 — M%)/(2M;) :

Zmax = Tin (1, (, /M2 + | P2 + |P|>/Mt) . (9)

The 4-momentum of the top quark in the center-of~-momentum frame of the colliding partons
is

(8)

L (IPEEIG AP + 20 (PRS00 + P — 20
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This satisfies the mass-shell constraint p* = M? and the longitudinal momentum constraint
PO+ |P| = z(p° + |pl).

One can obtain the improved accuracy of the factorization formula with a massive top
quark and some of the simplifications of the factorization formula with a zero-mass top quark
by using a hybrid factorization prescription analogous to the SSACOT prescription for the
heavy-quark mass in the initial state factorization formula [23]. In this hybrid prescription,
the mass of the top quark is set to zero in an infrared-safe cross section if that top quark is the
fragmenting parton. Three possible prescriptions for the top-quark mass in the factorization
formula are



e zero-mass-top-quark (ZMTQ) prescription. The top-quark mass is set to 0 in the
diagrams for the infrared-safe cross sections do. The 4-momentum of a fragmenting
top quark is p* = P*/z with 0 < z < 1. The errors are order M?/Pz.

e massive-top-quark (MTQ)) prescription. The top-quark mass is M; in the diagrams
for the infrared-safe cross sections do. This prescription is the analog of the ACOT
prescription for initial-state factorization. The 4-momentum of the fragmenting top
quark is given by a complicated expression, such as that in Eq. (10). The errors are
order M% /P2

e hybrid prescription. The top-quark mass is set to 0 everywhere along the top-quark
line attached to a fragmenting top quark, but the mass M; is used for all other top-
quark lines in a diagram for an infrared-safe cross sections dg. This prescription is the
analog of the S-ACOT prescription for initial-state factorization. The 4-momentum of
a fragmenting top quark is p* = P*/z with 0 < z < 1. The errors are order M3 /P2.

Based on experience with the heavy-quark mass in initial-state factorization, the hybrid
prescription can be expected to be numerically equivalent to the MTQ prescription for
Pr > My. Its advantages are the simple expression for the 4-momentum of the fragmenting
top quark and significant simplifications in some of the infrared-safe cross sections.

The issue of how the mass of a fragmenting parton should be taken into account arises
also in applications of the LP factorization formula to the inclusive production of charm or
bottom hadrons at large Pr. The effects of prescriptions for taking into account the charm
quark mass on the inclusive production of charm hadrons at large Pr at NLO in o, has been
studied in Ref. [33]. The masses analogous to M; and My are the mass of the charm quark
and the mass of the charm hadron, respectively. For e*e™ annihilation at the Z° resonance,
the effects of the masses are negligible. For ete™ annihilation in the bb threshold region, the
effects of the charm hadron mass are appreciable, but the effects of the charm quark mass
are less important.

III. LEADING-ORDER FRAGMENTATION FUNCTIONS

In this section, we present the most important fragmentation functions for Higgs produc-
tion in the Standard Model at leading order in the strong, electroweak, and Yukawa coupling
constants. The most important fragmenting partons are the Higgs itself, the weak vector
bosons W and Z, the top quark, and the gluon.

A. Diagrammatic calculation

Fragmentation functions can be defined to all orders in the coupling constants in terms
of matrix elements of composite operators in a quantum field theory [34]. The composite
operators consist of a local source operator and a local sink operator that are connected
by an eikonal factor that may also be an operator. The source and sink operators and
the eikonal factor depend on a light-like 4-vector n. The fragmentation functions can be
calculated diagramatically using Feynman rules introduced by Collins and Soper [34]. The
Feynman rules are summarized in Appendix A. The diagrams have a source vertex that
creates one or more virtual partons and a sink vertex that annihilates virtual partons. The



source and sink vertices are connected by an eikonal line. The momentum K flowing from
the source into the virtual partons and the eikonal line can be interpreted as the momentum
of the fragmenting parton. There is a cut through the diagram that separates the source and
the sink, passes through the eikonal line, and also cuts other lines. The other cut lines can
be interpreted as a final state from the fragmentation of the virtual parton. The cut lines
include a Higgs that is on its mass shell with a specified momentum P. The longitudinal
momentum fraction of the Higgs is defined by z = P-n/K -n. The expression for a diagram
involves integrals over the phase space of the cut lines other than the Higgs. The expression
may also involve integrals over loop momenta. Ultraviolet divergences in the phase space
integrals and the loop integrals are cancelled by renormalization of the composite operator
and by the conventional renormalization of the quantum field theory.

The leading-order (LO) contribution to most fragmentation functions for Higgs produc-
tion comes from a tree-level process ¢* — H + ¢, where the asterisk indicates that the
fragmenting parton is a virtual particle. The diagram for the LO fragmentation function
D pu(z, 1) is a cut diagram with a tree-level diagram on each side of the cut. The source
operator creates a single virtual particle ¢*. The cut lines are the Higgs and the on-shell
particle 7. The integral over the phase space of particle ¢ can be reduced to an integral over
the invariant mass squared ¢ of H + ¢. The integral over ¢ is ultraviolet divergent. The
definition of the factorization prescription must include a prescription for removing that
divergence. We will consider two prescriptions for removing the ultraviolet divergence:

e The MS factorization scheme is defined to all orders in perturbation theory by dimen-
sional regularization and modified minimal subtraction. This prescription introduces
an arbitrary fragmentation scale p through multiplicative factors of u*=", where D is
the number of space-time dimensions. The subtraction followed by the limit D — 4
results in logarithmic dependence on .

e The invariant-mass-cutoff (IMC) factorization scheme is defined at LO in perturbation
theory by imposing an upper limit ¢ < p? on the integral over the invariant mass of
the Higgs and the additional particle.

The IMC factorization scheme may only be applicable at LO. The obstacles to extending
it to higher orders are that the invariant-mass cutoff is not sufficient to remove ultraviolet
divergences beyond LO and that the invariant mass is not gauge invariant beyond LO.

In the IMC scheme, the fragmentation scale p has a simple physical interpretation as the
maximum invariant mass of the jet that includes the Higgs. For the tree-level fragmentation
process ©* — H + i, there is a lower limit on the invariant mass of the final-state particles:
t > M%/z+ M?/(1 — z). The minimum invariant mass is po; = My + M;, which occurs at
z = My /(My+ M;). In the MS scheme, the fragmentation scale p does not have any direct
physical interpretation. By comparing LO fragmentation functions in the MS scheme and
the IMC scheme in the limit p > My, the fragmentation scale y in the MS scheme can be
related to the maximum invariant mass of the jet that includes the Higgs.

Radiative corrections to the fragmentation functions produce logarithms of u/My at
higher orders in the coupling constants. Each successive order in perturbation theory can
produce an additional factor of a logarithm. The leading logarithms of u/Mpyg from higher
orders in perturbation theory can be summed to all orders by solving the evolution equation
in Eq. (7) with the boundary condition that the fragmentation function at some initial
scale o of order My is equal to the fixed-order fragmentation function at that scale. The
evolution of the fragmentation functions will be discussed in Section IV.
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We will find below that there are large differences between fragmentation functions in the
MS scheme and the IMC scheme. However, when we add the terms in the LP factorization
formula in Eq. (4), the differences in a hard-scattering cross section are suppressed by a
factor of M /P2. This will be illustrated in Sec. V, where we compare the contributions
from the subprocess qq — Htt to the LP factorization formula at LO and to the complete
LO cross section for inclusive Higgs production at a 100 TeV pp collider.

The invariant-mass-cutoff scheme for the fragmentation functions of light quarks into a
weak vector bosons was used by Berger et al. in Ref. [19] to sum the leading logarithms of
Pr/My in the cross sections for the production of W# and Z; at NLO in a;,. Comparing with
fixed NLO predictions, the resummed NLO predictions show a moderate reduction of the
theoretical uncertainly and an increase in the Pr distribution by about 5% at Pr 2 500 GeV.

B. Higgs fragmentation

Perhaps the most important parton that fragments into the Higgs is the Higgs boson
itself. The LO fragmentation function for Higgs into Higgs is a delta function:

Dy (2) = 6(1 = 2) + Olgiy. v7). (11)
The leading corrections are of order g3, from the coupling of the Higgs to weak vector bosons
and of order y? from the Yukawa coupling of the Higgs to the top quark.

If we insert the LO fragmentation function for H — H in Eq. (11) into the factorization
formula in Eq. (4), the i = H term reduces to duy 51 x(Pa, Po, PH = P; ), which corre-
sponds to the direct production of a massless Higgs in the hard scattering. The infrared-safe
cross section dog, gy x can be obtained from the hard-scattering cross section do ., pix
defined by the initial-state factorization formula in Eq. (1) by first subtracting mass singular-
ities and then setting the Higgs mass and the masses of other particles to 0. This procedure
of course offers no simplifications over the complete LO calculation of the hard-scattering
cross section dou, g x. However it is possible to obtain the infrared-safe cross section
dd e gy x through a much simpler calculation that involves only the scale pr. One would
start with the hard-scattering cross section dé,;,_, g1 x with all masses set to 0 and with the
mass singularities dimensionally regularized. One would subtract the mass singularities, and
then finally take the limit D — 4 to get d.p—pgix.

If we insert the LO fragmentation function for H — H in Eq. (11) into the evolution
equation in Eq. (7), the j = H term reduces to the inhomogeneous term P, g (z, ). All
the other terms are homogeneous in the fragmentation functions. If the only relevant term
in the renormalization of the composite operator is the convolution of the i — H splitting
kernel with the LO fragmentation function for H — H, we can determine the LO splitting
function P, .y for ¢ # H simply by differentiating the LO fragmentation function:

0
P’ilfH(Z7u) = HQa_MQD?—(?H(ZaM)' (12)

This relation applies to all the fragmentation functions calculated in this paper.

C. Weak vector boson fragmentation

The weak vector bosons in the Standard Model are W+, W=, and Z°. In the cross
section for producing a weak vector boson V', the leading power of 1/Pr comes from a
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for the V — H fragmentation function at LO. The open circles are
vertices for the source and sink operators. The double line connecting them represents the eikonal
factor.

transversely-polarized V. The Feynman rules for a V' fragmentation function are described
in Appendix A. The leading-order contribution to the fragmentation function for V into
Higgs comes from the tree-level process V* — H 4 V. The cut diagram is shown in Fig. 1.
It can be expressed as an integral over the invariant mass squared ¢ of the final state H + V'
from M%/z+ M /(1 — z) to co. The minimum invariant mass is uoy = My + My.

The LO fragmentation function for V' into Higgs in the MS factorization scheme is

2 2 2
%z (1-— z){ logJ\'Z—‘Q/ —log[z? +4 ¢y (1 —2)] + P yow gy }, (13)

DV%H(Za M) =

where ¢y = M%/(4M2) and yy = My /v. The numerical values of the mass-squared ratios
are (v = 0.611 and ¢z = 0.475. The numerical values of the coupling constants are yy =
0.327 and yz = 0.371. By differentiating Eq. (13) with respect to p? as in Eq. (12), we
obtain the LO splitting function for V' — H:

Py_pu(z) = 8y_7‘2r/2z (1—2). (14)

The LO fragmentation function for V' into Higgs in the IMC factorization scheme is

e
D%/M—E}H(Za,u) = / TdVHH(Z’t)a (15)
0
where the integrand is

oy (2=t [2—22—4C¢ (1 —2)|MPt M? M?2
wentent) = 3 (G ) (- 1)

The 6 function provides the lower limit on the integral over ¢ in Eq. (15). Evaluating the
integral, we obtain an analytic expression for the fragmentation function:

2 2

2

Yy p— M

D%/MEH(z, p) = ) 7‘;2 z(1-— z){ log e V4 log[z(1 — 2)] — log[z2 +4¢y (1 —2)]
v
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+[2— 22 —4¢y (1—2)] {22+4£‘1/(1_2) B z(l—z)J\(éf/i—M\Q/)] }

M? M2
xe(,f _ Mg _V) | (17)

z 1—2

By differentiating Eq. (15) with respect to p? as in Eq. (12), we obtain the LO splitting

function for V — H:

P\I/l\iCH(Z7H) = dV%H('Z?,uZ)' (18)

For u > My, we can drop terms in DM (2, 1) that are suppressed by M2 /u?. In this

limit, the difference between the fragmentation functions in the IMC scheme in Eq. (17) and
in the MS scheme in Eq. (13) is simple:

2
DSz 1) & Dy (2 ) + 552(1 = 2) (logl=(1 = 2)] = 1). (19)
The additional term can be absorbed into Dy _p(z, ) by making the substitution p? —
e 1 2(1 — z)p?. Thus the fragmentation function in the IMC scheme is approximately equal
to the fragmentation function in the MS scheme with a z-dependent factorization scale.
The LO fragmentation functions for W= into Higgs and Z° into Higgs are illustrated
in Figure 2. The LO fragmentation functions in the MS scheme and in the IMC scheme
are shown at the initial scale ygy = My + My, which is 206 MeV for W* and 217 GeV
for Z°, and at u = 500 GeV. In the MS scheme, the fragmentation functions are positive
and they vanish at the endpoints z = 0,1. The initial fragmentation function at p = po v
has its maximum at z = 0.59 for W — H and at z = 0.57 for Z — H. As pu increases,
the fragmentation function increases and the position of its maximum shifts downward,
asymptotically approaching z = 0.5. In the IMC scheme, the initial fragmentation function
at o, is 0. At larger scales p, it is nonzero only in the subinterval (z_, z), where

1/2
= MP M [ — M7 - M) — 4M23)

112

24 (20)
For pu just above pi9 1/, the fragmentation function is nonzero only for z near 0.61 for W — H
and near 0.58 for Z — H. As u increases, the interval (z_, z, ) expands towards its asymp-
totic limit (0,1). The fragmentation functions in the IMC scheme remain well below those
in the MS scheme until 4 is very large. In the central region of z, the IMC fragmentation
functions at the scale p = 500 GeV are still below those for the MS fragmentation func-
tions at the initial scale p9y. They are smaller than the MS fragmentation functions at
1= 500 GeV by about a factor of 2.

D. Top-quark fragmentation

The leading-order contribution to the fragmentation function for top quark into Higgs
comes from the tree-level process t* — H + t. The Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 3.
The Feynman rules for a ¢ fragmentation function are described in Appendix A. The frag-
mentation function can be expressed as an integral over the square of the invariant mass
of the final state H + ¢ from M%/z + M?/(1 — z) to co. The minimum invariant mass is
pos = My + Mp.

13
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FIG. 2. Fragmentation functions for W+ into Higgs and Z° into Higgs at LO. The fragmentation
functions in the MS scheme are shown at the scales pov = My + My (solid curves) and 500 GeV
(thicker dashed curves). The fragmentation functions in the IMC scheme, which are equal to zero
for all z at the scale p,1/, are shown at the scale 500 GeV (thinner dashed curves).

The LO fragmentation function for ¢ — H in the MS factorization scheme is

o yt2 ,u_2_ 2 . . 1—,2
Dt—>H(zulu) - 1672 z|lo Mt2 IOg [Z +4Ct(1 Z)} +4(1 Ct)ZQ +4Ct (1 _ Z) ’ (21>

where ¢, = M%/(4M?) =~ 0.13. The fragmentation function for £ — H is the same. By
differentiating with respect to p? as in Eq. (12), we obtain the LO splitting function for
t— H:

y2
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FIG. 3. Feynman diagram for the t — H fragmentation function at LO.

The LO fragmentation function for ¢t — H in the IMC factorization scheme is

At
Do) = [ Ptz (23)

where the integrand is

2 2 2 2
2 2t M2t M2 M:
d t) = 41 =¢)—t ot [t — =2 - ) 24
o (21) 167r2{t—M3+( Ct)(t—MfP} ( z  1—2z (24)

The 6 function provides the lower limit on the integral over ¢ in Eq. (23). Evaluating the
integral, we obtain an analytic expression for the fragmentation function:

pMC — th 1 M 1 1— | 240 46(1 —
UG o) = 102 3 Tog P2 - logla(1 — 2)] — logl#? + 4G (1 - )]
t

2244¢G(1—2)  z(p?— M? 2 1—=z

By differentiating Eq. (23) with respect to p? as in Eq. (12), we obtain the LO splitting
function for t — H:
PG (2 p) = disn(z, 1), (26)

For y1 > M;, we can drop terms in D% (2, 1) that are suppressed by M?2/u?. In this limit,

the difference between the fragmentation functions in the IMC scheme in Eq. (25) and in
the MS scheme in Eq. (21) is simple:

2

DINGi(2, 1) & Dicvr (2 1) + 1 #loglz(1 = 2)]. (27)
The additional term can be absorbed into D;_.g(z, ) by making the substitution u? —
2(1 — z)p?. Thus the fragmentation function in the IMC scheme is approximately equal to
the fragmentation function in the MS scheme with a z-dependent fragmentation scale.

The LO fragmentation functions for ¢ into Higgs are illustrated in Fig. 4. The fragmen-
tation functions in the MS scheme and in the IMC scheme are shown at the initial scale
pos = M;+ My, which is 298 MeV, and at = 2 TeV. In the MS scheme, the fragmentation
function is positive, and it vanishes at z = 0. At the initial scale p,, it has a maximum
at z = 0.49. As p increases, the fragmentation function increases and the position of its
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FIG. 4. Fragmentation functions for top quark into Higgs at LLO. The fragmentation function in
the MS scheme is shown at the scale pg; = My + My (solid curve) and 2 TeV (thicker dashed
curve). The fragmentation function in the IMC scheme, which is equal to zero for all z at the scale
ot is shown at the scale 2 TeV (thinner dashed curve).

maximum moves to larger z, reaching z = 1 at u = 2.06 TeV. It remains at z = 1 for larger
z. In the IMC scheme, the initial fragmentation function at po, is 0. At larger scales p, it
is nonzero only in a subinterval (z_, z;) of (0,1). For u just above pg, the fragmentation
function is nonzero only for z near 0.42. As p increases, the interval (z_, z,) expands to-
wards its asymptotic limit (0,1). At u = 2 TeV, the IMC fragmentation function is a little
lower than the MS fragmentation function in the central region of z, but it is much lower
near z = 1, where it vanishes.

In Ref. [17], Dawson and Reina deduced the fragmentation function for t — H from
the energy distribution of the Higgs in the process q¢ — ttH. The longitudinal energy
fraction at leading order is z = 2F/4/s, where E is the energy of the Higgs in the center-of-
momentum frame and /s is the center-of-mass energy of the colliding ¢g. They expressed
the LO differential energy distribution as

dolqq — ttH] = 20[qq — tt] Dyp(z) dz. (28)

Taking the limit M7 < M? < s, they obtained the LO fragmentation function

Den(z) = 1y (s1o 12 202, 20

This can be obtained from the LO fragmentation function in the MS factorization scheme
in Eq. (21) by setting ¢, = 0 and by making the substitution ;> — z*(1 — 2)s. Thus the
fragmentation function in Eq. (29) can be approximated by the MS fragmentation function

16



with a z-dependent renormalization scale. Dawson and Reina also calculated an approxi-
mation to the NLO fragmentation function at small values of z [17]. It would be interesting
to calculate the complete NLO fragmentation function and compare the result with their
approximation.

E. Gluon fragmentation

If a Higgs boson has momentum smaller than 2M;, its couplings to gluons can be described
by the vertices of an effective field theory in which the top quark has been integrated
out. There is a region of Pr above the Higgs mass My but not too far above the top-
quark-pair threshold 2M; + My in which gluon fragmentation into Higgs can be calculated
using this effective theory. The LO fragmentation function for gluon into Higgs comes
from the tree-level process g* — H + g with an effective ggH vertex. The phase space
integral is quadratically ultraviolet divergent. In the MS factorization scheme, the quadratic
divergence is removed by analytic continuation, and the fragmentation function is order
a?M? /v?. In the invariant-mass-cutoff scheme, the quadratic divergence gives an additional
term proportional to a?u?/v*. We do not present this fragmentation function here, because
it is two orders higher in «; than the fragmentation function for ¢t — H.

For Pr well above the top-quark-pair threshold 2M; + My, the leading-order contribution
to the fragmentation function for gluon into Higgs comes from the tree-level process g* —
H + tt, and is order a,y?. It is smaller than the fragmentation function for t — H by a
factor of a,. We do not present this fragmentation function here, because it is one order
higher in a, than the fragmentation function for t — H.

IV. EVOLUTION OF FRAGMENTATION FUNCTIONS

If a fragmentation function for Higgs production is specified at some initial scale ug, the
solution of the evolution equation in Eq. (7) gives the fragmentation functions at a larger
scale p, with the leading logarithms of p/ g summed to all orders. In this section, we identify
appropriate initial conditions for the fragmentation functions in the MS scheme and in the
IMC scheme. We calculate the effects of QCD evolution on the fragmentation function for
t — H. We also calculate the fragmentation function for ¢ — H induced by QCD evolution.

A. Initial conditions

In this work, we only consider the resummation of the leading logarithms from QCD
interactions, which are expected to be numerically dominant. At leading order in «y, the
evolution equation in Eq. (7) reduces to

0 Ldy
Mzg—MgDHH(Z?/U = Piu(z,p) + ;{/Z gﬂaj(z/y,u)DjﬁH(y,ﬂ)- (30)
J

The nonhomogenous term comes from the LO fragmentation function for H — H in Eq. (11).
The homogeneous terms on the right side of Eq. (30) are nonzero only if the fragmenting
parton ¢ is a quark or gluon. The intermediate parton j must also be a quark or gluon. If
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the fragmentation function is known for all z at an initial scale pug, the evolution equation
in Eq. (30) can be integrated to obtain the fragmentation function at any higher scale .

We first discuss the evolution of fragmentation functions in the invariant-mass-cutoff
(IMC) scheme. In Section III, we calculated the LO fragmentation functions D™ (2, i) for
V — H and t — H in this scheme. The invariant mass constraint p? > M5 /z+ M?/(1 — 2)
for the tree-level process i* — H + ¢ implies that the LO fragmentation function is nonzero
only for z within a subinterval (z_, z,) of the interval (0,1). As p decreases, the length
24 — z_ of the subinterval decreases, reaching 0 at the scale py; = My + M;. It is natural to
take the vanishing of DIM% (2, i) at this scale as the initial condition on the fragmentation
function:

DI (2, = o) = 0. 1)
At larger scales p, DS (2, 1) is obtained by solving the inhomogeneous evolution equation
in Eq. (30). If we also define the LO fragmentation function to be 0 for p < pg,, it is
a continuous function for all positive u and 0 < z < 1. To complete the prescription for
the evolution of the fragmentation functions in the IMC scheme, we need to specify the
splitting functions in Eq. (30). We take the inhomogeneous term to be the splitting function
P™MC(2, 1) obtained by differentiating the LO fragmentation function in the IMC scheme, as
in Eq. (12). We take the QCD splitting functions P,_,;(z, i) to be the LO splitting functions
in the MS scheme. The splitting function P$ (2, 11) has a 6 function factor that ensures that
the inhomogeneous term in the evolution equation in Eq. (30) gives nonzero contributions
only for z inside the subinterval (z_, z,) in which the LO fragmentation function is nonzero.
However the homogeneous terms in Eq. (30) will give nonzero contributions in the entire
interval (0,1).

We next discuss the evolution of fragmentation functions in the MS scheme. In Sec-
tion III, we calculated the LO fragmentation functions D; ,g(z,u) for V.— H and t - H
in this scheme. Since the renormalization scale y in the MS scheme has no direct physical
interpretation, it is necessary to choose an initial scale pg for the fragmentation function. A
simple choice for pg is the minimum invariant mass of the partons in the final state for the
LO fragmentation process. For the tree-level process i* — H +1, this scale is p19; = My +M,;.

Our initial condition on D; g (z, u) is equal to the LO fragmentation function at that scale:

Dii(z, 0= pog) = DiSp (2, pos)- (32)

At larger scales u, D;_,py(z, ) is obtained by solving the evolution equation in Eq. (30). If
we also define the LO fragmentation function to be 0 for p1 < p19,, it changes discontinuously
from 0 for all z to nonzero as p increases through ;. To complete the prescription for
the evolution of the fragmentation functions in the MS scheme, we need to specify the
splitting functions in Eq. (30). We take the inhomogeneous term to be the splitting function
obtained by differentiating the LO fragmentation function in the MS scheme, as in Eq. (12).
We take the QCD splitting functions P;_,;(z, ) to be the LO splitting functions in the
MS scheme. Since the MS scheme ignores constraints on the invariant mass of final-state
partons, the fragmentation function may not have a simple physical interpretation as a
probability distribution for the longitudinal momentum fraction z in a jet. In particular, it
can be negative in some regions of z. However, in the LP factorization formula in Eq. (4),
the unphysical aspects of a fragmentation function are cancelled by a subtraction term
that removes mass singularities from an infrared-safe cross section. Thus the sum over
fragmenting partons gives a physical hard-scattering cross section dg.
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B. Weak vector boson fragmentation

Since we only resum the large logarithms due to QCD interactions, the W and Z frag-
mentation functions decouple from the top-quark and gluon fragmentation functions. The
only term in the LO evolution equation for the fragmentation function for a weak vector
boson into Higgs is the inhomogeneous term P, _, 5 in Eq. (30). The solution to the evolu-
tion equation for p > pg v is therefore just the LO fragmentation function evaluated at the
scale p. The fragmentation functions for W+ and Z° into Higgs at any scale u are given
by Eq. (13) in the MS scheme and by Eq. (17) in the IMC scheme. The dependence of the
fragmentation functions on pu are illustrated in Fig. 2.

C. QCD evolution equations at LO

The QCD evolution equations for the top quark and gluon fragmentations are coupled so
they must be solved together. They have the schematic forms

d

:UZd_/JJQDt%H = PtHH + Pt%g ® Dg~>H + Pt*)t & Dt%H, (33&)
d

'uzd_MQDgﬁH =FPyon + Py ® Dy + 2P0 @ Dy (33b)

The fragmentation functions from other quark flavors ¢ are not important, since they are
suppressed either by a, or by yZ/y7, where y, is the Yukawa coupling of quark flavor ¢. The
factor of 2 in the last term in Eq. (33b) takes into account the fragmentation of both ¢ and t.
The inhomogeneous term P,y in Eq. (33b) is order a2y} for 1 between My and 2M; + My
and order ay? for p > 2M; + Mpy. The inhomogeneous term P,y in Eq. (33a) is 0 for
p < M; + My and order y? for u > M, + My. The QCD splitting functions Py g, Py,
P,,4, and P,_,; are order a;. The LO fragmentation functions D; g are the same order as
PiHH . B

The thresholds for H, H +t, and H + tt are the boundaries between three regions of
in which the terms in the evolution equations that are LO are different:

1. My < pu < My + Mpy: In this region, the top quark can be integrated out completely
and we can set D, y(z, ) = 0. The evolution equation for D,y (z, u) reduces to
Eq. (33b) with the P,y and P,,, ® D,y terms only.

2. My+ My < p < 2M,+ Mpy: In this region, we can set Dy, (2, 1) = 0, because Py, i
is suppressed by a, compared to P,y and because p is below the threshold for the
P, .+ ® Dy, term. The evolution equation for D,y (2, 1) reduces to Eq. (33a) with
the P,z and P,_,; ® D;_. g terms only.

3. > 2M; + Mpy: In this region, we can set Py, to 0, because it is suppressed by o
compared to P, g. All the other terms in Egs. (33) must be included.

We consider the evolution of the fragmentation functions only at LO in «g, which is
order y2. At this order, both the top-quark and the gluon fragmentation functions are zero
in region 1. In region 2, we impose the initial condition on the top-quark fragmentation
function at the scale po; = M; + My. In the MS scheme, D; . p(z, j1o;) is obtained by
setting u = M; + My in Eq. (21). In the IMC scheme, Dy, p(z, p+) is 0 for all z. The
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fragmentation functions at M; + My < pu < 2M;+ My are obtained by solving the evolution
equation

d

1
d
lLQd_/ﬂDt—)H(Zyﬂ) = ]Dt—>H(Za M) +/ Eypt—ﬂf(z/yv M)DtﬁH(ya M)~ (34)

In the MS scheme, the ¢t — H splitting function P,_z(z, 1) is independent of x and is given
in Eq. (22). In the IMC scheme, the ¢ — H splitting function is given in Eq. (26). In this
region, the gluon fragmentation function is identically zero in both MS and IMC schemes.

In region 3, we impose as the initial condition on the top quark fragmentation function
at the scale oz = 2M; + My the result obtained from integrating Eq. (34). The initial
gluon fragmentation function Dy, (2, f1o4) is 0 for all z. The fragmentation functions at
larger p are obtained by solving the evolution equations

d "d
g5 Do) = P (zo) + [ P/, Decanl )
1 dy
+ / - Fro/0 1) Do (v, 1), (35a)
d ! dy 1 dy
MQd—MDgaH(Zau)—/ EPQ%Q(Z/yau)Dg%H(y7M)+2/ - Doty ) Desa(y, ).
(35b)

D. Top-quark fragmentation

The effect of evolution on the fragmentation function for top quark into Higgs is illustrated
in Fig. 5 by showing fragmentation functions at the scale p = 2 TeV. The LO fragmentation
function in the MS scheme at that scale is obtained by setting = 2 TeV in Eq. (21). The
LO fragmentation function in the IMC scheme at that scale is obtained by setting u = 2 TeV
in Eq. (25). The corresponding evolved fragmentation functions at that scale are obtained
by integrating the coupled differential equations in Eqgs. (35) from the initial scale up to
2 TeV.

In both the MS and IMC schemes, the effect of evolution on the top-quark fragmentation
function is to suppress it at large z and to enhance it at small z. The effect of evolution is
milder in the IMC scheme compared to the MS scheme. Because of the rapid decrease in
the parton distributions of the proton at large x, the production of Higgs in pp collisions
is dominated by fragmentation at large z. Consequently, the evolution of the top-quark
fragmentation suppresses the production of the Higgs collinear to a top quark.

E. Gluon fragmentation

The effect of evolution on the fragmentation function for gluon into Higgs is illustrated
in Fig. 6 by showing fragmentation functions at the scale p = 2 TeV. The fragmentation
function at order y? is zero. However the evolved fragmentation functions obtained by solving
the coupled differential equations in Eqgs. (35) with the appropriate initial conditions have
terms of order y?[a, log(u?/M%)|", which is order y? for sufficiently large u. The evolved
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FIG. 5. LO fragmentation functions (solid curves) and evolved fragmentation functions (dashed
curves) for top quark into Higgs at p = 2 TeV in the MS scheme (thicker curves) and in the IMC
scheme (thinner curves).
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FIG. 6. Evolved fragmentation functions for gluon into Higgs at u = 2 TeV in the MS scheme
(thicker curve) and in the IMC scheme (thinner curve).
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Feynman diagrams for the hard-scattering cross section 7,5, 4+ at leading order in the
coupling constants.

fragmentation functions in the MS scheme and in the IMC scheme are shown at the scale
2 TeV.

In both the MS and IMC schemes, the initial gluon fragmentation function is zero at
W = 2M; + Mpy. The nonzero value is initially generated by the second term on the right
side of Eq. (35b). The gluon fragmentation function grows more rapidly at smaller z due to
the larger integration region of y on the right side of Eq. (35b). The gluon fragmentation
function is much smaller in the IMC scheme compared to MS scheme. At p = 2 TeV, the
gluon fragmentation function at small z is almost as large as the top-quark fragmentation
function. However, the gluon fragmentation function at large z region is only approximately
1% of the top-quark fragmentation function. Since the production of Higgs in pp collisions is
dominated by fragmentation at large z, gluon fragmentation can be ignored compared with
top-quark fragmentation.

V. COMPARISON WITH A COMPLETE LO CALCULATION

In this section, we apply the LP factorization formula in Eq. (4) to the process qg — Htt at
LO, where ¢ is a massless quark. We compare the LO cross sections from the LP factorization
formula using the zero-mass-top-quark and hybrid factorization prescriptions to the complete
LO cross section. We estimate the minimum Higgs transverse momentum Pr above which
the LP factorization formula is reliable.

A. Infrared-safe cross sections

The process qq — Htt proceeds at LO through the Feynman diagrams in Figure 7. The
LO cross section is order a?y?. The complete expression for the differential cross section
dé /dP2dy, where Pr is the transverse momentum of the Higgs and 4 is its rapidity in the ¢
center-of-momentum frame, is given in Appendix B. It has a mass singularity in the limits

My — 0 and M; — 0.
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At LO, the LP factorization formula in Eq. (4) for the process q7 — Htt has two terms:

1
A6 (P) =™ (P42 / d=d6 ™ (p= P/2) Dosm(sp),  (36)

qq— Htt qq— H+tt 0 qq—t+1t

where P is the momentum of the Higgs with mass My, P is the corresponding momentum
for a massless Higgs defined in Eq. (6), and p is the momentum of the fragmenting top quark.
We call the two terms on the RHS of Eq. (36) the direct contribution and the fragmentation
contribution. We have explicitly used the fact that the fragmentation contributions from ¢
and ¢ are the same. The superscripts (fp) in Eq. (36) indicate the terms that depend at this
order on the factorization prescription. The factorization prescriptions we consider are the
massive-top-quark (MTQ) prescription, the zero-mass-top-quark (ZMTQ) prescription, and
the hybrid prescription, which were described in Section 11 C.

The infrared-safe cross sections dé in Eq. (36) are constructed order-by-order in the
coupling constants from the hard-scattering cross sections dé. The infrared-safe cross section
for q7 — H + tt is order a?y?. The infrared-safe cross section for qg — t + t is order o?.
The fragmentation function for ¢ — H is order y?. We begin at order a? by determining
the infrared-safe cross section dg for qg — ¢ + t. This is easy because the corresponding
hard-scattering cross section dg is already infrared safe. Depending on the factorization
prescription, the limit M; — 0 may or may not be taken in this cross section. Having
determined d& for qg — t +t, we proceed to the next order in the coupling constants, which
is ay?. After replacing d& on the left side of Eq. (36) by the complete LO hard-scattering
cross section for qg — Htt, we solve for the infrared-safe cross section for qqg — H + tt:

1
G\ i Po) = d6yqspa(P) — 2 / d2ds®™ (p=P/2) Dz, p).  (37)
0

The limit My — 0 is taken on the right side. Depending on the factorization prescription,
the limit M; — 0 may or may not also be taken.

In the MTQ prescription, M; is kept at its physical value in both infrared-safe cross
sections:

~ (M ~
do éq—l;g-)i(p> = d&gg-i(p)- (38a)
(M ) ) Zmax (M ~ )
daéq’—f?]i—tf(Pﬂ ) = A}LTE)O dgg—mi(P) — 2/0 dz dUéqu)f(p ~ P/z) A}LTE)O Dy (2, p),

(38b)

where p ~ 15/ z represents the complicated expression for the top-quark 4-momentum in
Eq. (10) that respects the mass-shell constraint p*> = M? and a longitudinal momentum
constraint. The upper limit z,,,, on the integral over z is given in Eq. (9). The limit of the
fragmentation function as My — 0 is obtained by setting ¢; = 0 in Eq. (21) or (25). The
subtraction on the right side of Eq. (38b) cancels the cross section in the collinear region,
in which the Higgs is produced collinearly with the top quark. Both terms on the right
side of Eq. (38b) have mass singularities in the limit M; — 0, but those singularities are
regularized by the top-quark mass. The simplifications provided by the LP factorization
formula compared with the complete LO calculation are not evident from the presentation
above, because we used the hard-scattering cross section do for qq — Htt that depends on
M, and Myg. However we could have set My = 0 from the beginning in the calculation of
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this cross section, which would have made the calculation much simpler. This introduces
fractional errors of order M% /M? in the collinear region and fractional errors of order M / PZ
in the non-collinear region. Since the collinear region is subtracted in Eq. (38), the fractional
error in the LP factorization formula in Eq. (36) is order M% /P2.

In the ZMTQ prescription, the limit M; — 0 is taken in both infrared-safe cross sections:

~ (ZMT . A
46,07 () = lim g i(p). (39a)

qq—H+tt M;—0 \ Myg—
1
~(ZMTQ), 7 .
—2 /(;dz daqq_>t+f (p - P/Z) J\/E{IEO DtaH(%M))a (39b)

where P is the light-like momentum defined in Eq. (6). The subtracted term on the right
side of Eq. (39b) cancels the mass singularity in the first term, leaving a cross section that
has a well-behaved limit as M; — 0. The fractional error in the LP factorization formula
is of order M?/P2. The calculation of the infrared-safe cross section for qg — H + tt can
be greatly simplified by setting My = 0 from the beginning in the calculation of the hard-
scattering cross section do for qg — Htt. The calculation can be simplified much further by
setting both My = 0 and M; = 0 from the beginning in the calculation of the hard-scattering
cross sections do for q¢ — Htt and qq — tt, and by using dimensional regularization in D
spacetime dimensions to regularize the mass singularities. The mass singularities cancel
between the two terms on the right side of Eq. (39b), and the same infrared-safe cross
section do is obtained in the limit D — 4. With the ZMTQ prescription, the absence of
any mass scales in the infrared-safe cross sections dramatically simplifies the calculation of
higher order corrections.

In the hybrid prescription, the physical value of M; is used in the infrared-safe cross
section for qqg — H + tt, but the limit M, — 0 is taken in the infrared-safe cross section for
q7 — t + t because the top quark is the fragmenting parton:

~ (hybrid . A
46,707 (p) = lim g i(p). (40a)

1
~ (hybrid ~ . N ~ (hybrid - .
daéqLHﬁtg(P, 1) = im A6 g i (P) — 2 /O dz daf,qit+§ (p="P/z) . Dy (2, ).

(40b)

The error with the hybrid description is order M% /P2, the same as with the MTQ prescrip-
tion, which may be somewhat surprising. This can be seen explicitly at LO by subtracting
the LP factorization formulas with the two prescriptions, and expressing the infrared-safe
cross sections dg in terms of hard-scattering cross sections dé and their limits as M; — 0
and My — 0. The cross sections dé for q¢ — Htt cancel, and the remaining terms reduce
to

« (hybrid) / 7 (M
do-((lq*thtz(Pa M) - do’éq_l[‘[?;?(Pa :u)
1
=2 /0 dz <1\141tglo d6,qi(p = P/z)) |:Dt_>H(Z, p) — Mli[rgo D (2, ,u)}
—2/ dz d64goi(p =~ P/2) [Dt_ﬂq(z,u) — lim Dt%H(z,u)} . (41)
0 Mg—0
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The difference between the fragmentation functions is order M7 /M2. The difference between
the hard-scattering cross sections for ¢q — tt is order M?/P2. Thus the difference between
the hard-scattering cross sections for qg — Htt is order M3 /P2.

There are large differences between the LO fragmentation functions in the MS scheme
and the IMC scheme that were calculated in Section III. Despite those large differences,
the difference between the LP factorization formulas in the two schemes is small. The cross
sections do for qg — Htt cancel, and the remaining terms reduce to

At (B, ) — 6O (P, )

qq—Htt qq— Htt

1
- 2/0 dz d&éfq}iti(p =P/z) |:Dt_>H(Z, ) — A}Ln_l)o D p(z, ,u)}

24
-2 [azan®, o= PJ2) [ DG e - Jim DB G] )
where z_ and z; are given in Eq. (20). Inside the interval (z_, z;), the difference between
the fragmentation functions is order M?/u? and the subtractions of their My — 0 limits
reduces the difference further to order M% /u?. If pu is chosen to be order Pr, the contribution
to the difference in the hard-scattering cross sections is order M% /P2. Since z_ ~ M%/u?
and 1 — 2, ~ M?/u? for > M, and since the subtraction of the My — 0 limit of the
fragmentation function makes the integrand of order M /M2, the contributions from the
endpoint regions are also suppressed by at least M7 /u®. This is order M% /P2 if y is chosen
to be of order Pr.

In the following subsections, we focus on the double differential cross section as a function
of the Higgs transverse momentum Pr and its rapidity ¢ in the ¢¢ center-of-momentum
frame. We consider only the hybrid prescription and the ZMTQ prescription. With these
prescriptions, the top quark is treated as massless in the infrared-safe cross section for
qq — t + 1, so its rapidity coincides with the rapidity ¢ of the Higgs. The LP factorization
formula at LO is given by Eq. (36):

dz&(f_p)Htt_ d2&(f_p)H : 14 2~(f_p)t : 3
T TR LS

The infrared-safe differential cross-sections in the hybrid prescription are given by Eq. (40):

2 ~ (hybrid) R
d quy—>t+{ - d2aqq_>tg "
dp2dy  Meso dp2dy (44a)
prdy M—0 dprdy
d25.(]f}ybrid) ~ an_ ) B 1 q dQN(IEybrid) )
qq— H+tt qq—Htt qg—t+t .
5 = lim — AR 9 [ 2 LR (p = P/z) lim D . (44b
dP:,%d@ M]]:[HE)O dPJ%dQ 0 22 dp%dg <p /Z) MII{HAO t—>H(Z) ( )

In the ZMTQ prescription, the limit M; — 0 is also taken in Eq. (44b). The calculations of
these two infrared-safe cross sections are presented in the next two subsections.

B. Fragmentation contribution

The fragmentation contribution to the LO cross section for qg — Htt is the second term
on the right side of Eq. (43). The fragmentation function D, p(z, p) is calculated in the
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MS factorization scheme in Eq. (21) and in the IMC factorization scheme in Eq. (25). To
complete the calculation of the fragmentation contribution to the LP factorization formula
in Eq. (43), we only need to calculate the infrared-safe cross section for ¢qqg — t +t. We
denote the momenta of ¢, ¢ and the fragmenting top quark by ki, ko and p, respectively.
The Mandelstam variables are § = (k; + ko), £ = (k; — p)? and @ = (ks — p)®. In both the
hybrid prescription and the ZMTQ prescription, we set M; = 0 in the cross section. The
corresponding averaged matrix element at LO is

+4%), (45)

In the double differential cross section in the transverse momentum pr and rapidity ¢ of the
top quark in the ¢g center-of-momentum frame, the integral over the ¢ + ¢ phase space is
over-constrained. We convert the extra d-function into a d-function of z using p = P/z:

2T
952

2
s <

d2 &qq—ntf
dp7 dg

(p=P/z) = (1+tanhzg))5<z—2c:oshyjPT/\/§>, (46)
where Pr and ¢ are the transverse momentum and the rapidity of the Higgs boson in the
qq center-of-momentum frame. The integral over z in Eq. (43) is then trivial. Inserting the
MS fragmentation function in Eq. (21) into Eq. (43) and integrating over z, we obtain the
fragmentation contribution

! 25 2,2
dz d°0y5t41 - a2y A
0 2 d;qu;rt (p=P/2) Disn(z, 1) = 75 7T(;2(1 + tanh? §)
T
e 1, 0SNG PR+ G VS (V5 — 2cosh g Pr)
&2 o8 .
4 M; B

(47)

(1—¢)V5 (Vs —2coshi Pr) }
cosh? ) P2 + V5 (V5 — 2cosh iy Pr) J

The logarithm of 1/M? becomes a mass singularity in the limit M; — 0.

C. Direct contribution

The direct contribution to the LO cross section for qg — Htt is the first term on the right
side of Eq. (43). The infrared-safe cross section is defined in Eq. (44b). The subtraction
term can be calculated in Eq. (47) by setting (; — 0. The other term is the differential
cross section dz&qqﬁ mt/dP2dg, which can be calculated from the two Feynman diagrams in
Fig. 7. The averaged matrix element can be expressed as

M = IMZ, + IME, + M, + M, (48)

where \./\/l|12J is the product of the amplitude for Feynman diagram ¢ and the complex con-
jugate of the amplitude for Feynman diagram j, averaged over initial spins and colors and
summed over final spins and colors. We can express the differential cross section as

6 gqm <d2&aa d%ab>
- )

4
dP2dy dp2dy T dpdg (49)
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where the superscripts have the same meaning as the subscripts in Eq. (48).

The 3-body phase space integral can be expressed as an iterated integral over the phase
space of the Higgs and the 2-body phase space of tt. We denote the momenta of ¢, ¢, and
the Higgs by k1, ks and P, respectively. A convenient set of Lorentz invariants is

§= (k1 + k), (50a)
31 = (k1 + ko — P)?, (50Db)
Y = (k- P)(ks - P). (50¢)

Making use of Lorentz invariance, we can evaluate the t¢f 2-body phase-space integral in
the rest frame of ¢, with the Higgs momentum in the z direction. We set My = 0 in the
calculation of d, which greatly simplifies the phase-space integration. The individual terms
in the differential cross section in Eq. (49) are

an-ij — Oég th Clj(§ Y) lo (\/§+ V <§1 B 4Mt2 )2
AP2dj ~ 367 8%5,(5 — ;)4 81, 377508 A2

+DY(3, 51, Y)/511/31 — 4M2} (51)

The functions C¥ and DV are polynomials in the Lorentz invariants 8, §;, and Y and in M?.
In the contribution to the cross section from diagram a, the functions are

€ = 851(5 - 51 [(5

— 5
D™ = —5(5 — §)%(8”
+16 M7 [85:(5 —

CI>>

1) —8Y] — 8851 M7 [51(5—81)* —8Y(5+28)], (52a)
81+ 80 +8Y (8% — 53%5, — 557 + &%)
2

— 5
— 6
51) —2Y(8° + 6585 + §7)] . (52b)

S
1)
In the contribution to the cross section from the interference between diagrams a and b, the
functions are

C* =885 M7 [3(58— 81)° — 8Ysl} + 16331M [(8—38)*—8Y],
4

—8 M} [851(5— 81)* —4Y(8° + 4585, + §7)] . (53a)

Substituting Egs. (51) into Eq. (49) and subtracting the fragmentation term in Eq. (47), we
obtain the infrared-safe differential cross section for qqg — H + tt.
The only mass singularity in Eq. (51) is in the C** term. The singular part is

2
an.aa 2y <\/§_1+ \/31—4Mt2>
T2~ 25A NV |:(§ — §1)2 — 8Y:| log 3 . (54)
APFAY | gutar T 3678 (§—5) 4 M;

The logarithm of 1/M? becomes a mass singularity in the limit M; — 0. By using Y/(5 —
51)? = (1 — tanh®§) /16, we see that the coefficient of the mass smgulamty is the same as in
the fragmentation term in Eq. (47). The differential cross section d? G gttt/ APFdy defined
by the subtraction in Eq. (44b) is therefore infrared safe.

27



D. Results

We now compare the LP factorization formula at LO with the complete LO result for
the contribution to inclusive Higgs production at a 100 TeV pp collider from the specific
partonic process qq — Htt. Our goal is not to give quantitative predictions for Higgs
production in pp collisions, which is dominated by gg — Htt and gqg — Htt, but rather to
estimate the minimum Higgs transverse momentum Pr above which the LP factorization
formula is reliable. Neither do we consider the top-quark initiated process, which might
have non-ignorable contribution [36]. A thorough treatment of the Higgs Pr distribution in
pp collisions using the LP factorization formula at LO will be presented in a future work.

We consider the double differential cross section in the transverse momentum Pr and
rapidity y of the Higgs. The LP factorization formula at LO for the contribution from
q7 — Htt is given in Eq. (36). The rapidity y of the Higgs in the pp center-of-momentum
frame is related to its rapidity g in the qq center-of-momentum frame by

o1
y=y+ 5 log(zq/xs), (55)

where z, and x, are the longitudinal momentum fractions of the colliding partons from the
protons A and B. We use the fragmentation function for ¢ — H in the MS factorization
scheme in Eq. (43), and we consider both the ZMTQ and hybrid factorization prescriptions.
We do not consider the resummation of large logarithms, so the ¢ — H fragmentation
function depends only linearly on the logarithm of the fragmentation scale .

In Fig. 8, we compare the complete LO result for the transverse momentum distribution of
the Higgs boson at rapidity y = 0, which is given in Appendix B, with three approximations:
the complete LO cross section with My = 0, the LP factorization formula at LO using the
ZMTQ prescription, and the LP factorization formula at LO using the hybrid prescription.
The MS scheme is used for the ¢ — H fragmentation function. We consider pp collisions
with center-of-mass energy /s = 100 TeV. We use CTEQ6.6M parton distributions [37] and
as(Myz) = 0.13, both with ny = 5. We choose the factorization scale and the fragmentation

scale to both be u = /P2 + M%. The four curves in Fig. 8 are

complete LO: complete LO cross section with M; = 173 GeV and My = 125 GeV.
e complete LO (My = 0): complete LO cross section with M; = 173 GeV and My = 0.

e LPat LO (ZMTQ): LP factorization formula at LO using the ZMTQ prescription in
which M; = 0 in the infrared-safe cross section for ¢q¢ — t +t and My = M, = 0 in
the infrared-safe cross section for qq — H + tt.

e LP at LO (hybrid): LP factorization formula at LO using the hybrid prescription in
which M; = 0 in the infrared-safe cross section for qg — t +t and My = 0 and
M, = 173 GeV in the infrared-safe cross section for qg — H + tt.

In both the ZMTQ and hybrid prescriptions, the masses in the t — H fragmentation function
are Mg = 125 GeV and M, = 173 GeV.

Fig. 8 shows that the LP factorization formula with the ZMTQ and hybrid prescriptions
both give increasingly good approximations to the complete LO result at large Pr, with the
errors decreasing to below 5% for Pr > 600 GeV. In contrast, the fractional error for the
complete LO result with a massless Higgs does not go to zero at large Pr. The reason is
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FIG. 8. Differential cross section for inclusive Higgs production at central rapidity from the parton
process qq — ttH at a 100 TeV pp collider as a function of the Higgs transverse momentum Pr.
The complete LO result (solid curve) is compared to three approximations: the complete LO with
My = 0 (dot-dashed curve), the LP factorization at LO using the ZMTQ prescription (dashed
curve), and the LP factorization at LO using the hybrid prescription (dotted curve). The LP
factorization results are calculated using the fragmentation function for ¢ — H in the MS scheme.

that when the complete LO result in Appendix B is expanded in powers of the softer scale
Qs (Mpy or M) divided by the harder scale Qg (Pr or \/E), the leading-power term includes
2 3 h?§ P2 $ (Vs —2coshg P
OéSyA2<1+tanh2g){log 82 —10gcos y2T+<t\/g(\/g coshy T)
36 7S 4 M; 4 cosh?  P? (v/5 — 2cosh g Pp)/V/5
(1 —¢)V3 (V5 —2coshy Pr) }
cosh®§ P2+ V5 (V5 —2cosh g Pr) J’

where ¢, = M%/(4M?). Setting My = 0 in this expression leads to an error of order
M3, /M? that does not decrease with increasing Pr. Therefore the complete LO result with
My = 0 does not converge to the complete LO result at large Pr. The expression in curly
brackets in Eq. (56) differs from that in the fragmentation contribution in Eq. (47) only by
a logarithm whose argument depends on §, Pr, and ¢ but does not depend on My or M,.
Consequently, the terms suppressed by only M% /M2 cancel in the infrared-safe cross section
for g7 — H + tt, which is defined in Eq. (37) by subtracting the fragmentation contribution
from the complete LO result. Therefore, setting My = 0 in this infrared-safe cross section
only gives errors of order M% /P2

In Fig. 9, we show the fractional errors for five approximations to the complete LO
differential cross section as functions of Pr. The fractional error is the difference between

2
t

(56)

29



| v N
i : e
1 . ..
L S
s ..
0.2p ) ~. |
. 1 [ 5.5.-
1 L -
1 A ~eL
— 1 D .—.—.___..
o 1
LA N ]
g \‘ ’.~~.... .
'-og ‘\ .--..‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘iiiii““ Ahtasassssennncannnnncnnsnnannnann
T ‘ —_____————_-- ________________
L \ U S
\ - -
\~__—" -
_0 1 ///
’ 7
s
s
’
’
’
4
/
L/ ‘ ‘
0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Pr (TeV)

FIG. 9. Fractional error in the differential cross section for inclusive Higgs production with five
approximations: complete LO with My = 0 (dot-dashed curve), LP factorization at LO using
the ZMTQ prescription (dashed curves), and LP factorization at LO using the hybrid prescription
(dotted curves). The LP factorization results are calculated using the fragmentation function for
t — H in the MS scheme (thicker curves) and in the IMC scheme (thinner curves).

the approximate result and the complete LO result divided by the complete LO result. The
fractional error does not go to zero at large Pr for the complete LO result with My = 0, but
it does go to zero for the LP factorization results at LO with either the ZMTQ or hybrid
prescriptions and with either the MS or IMC schemes. For both the MS and IMC schemes,
the LP factorization cross section approaches the complete LO cross section from below with
the ZMTQ prescription and from above with the hybrid prescription. The convergence to
zero is faster for the MS scheme than for the IMC scheme. Thus the more physical phase
space constraints in the IMC fragmentation function does not lead to faster convergence.
In the MS scheme, the fractional errors at large Pr for both factorization prescriptions are
numerically consistent with the simple estimate M7 /P2. The predicted fractional errors
are order M% /P? with the hybrid prescription, but they are order M?/P# with the ZMTQ
prescription. For the ZMTQ prescription, the fractional error is considerably smaller than
the simple estimate M?/P2. Tt is interesting that the ZMTQ prescription, in which the top-
quark mass is set to zero in the infrared-safe cross section for qg — H + tt, gives essentially

the same numerical convergence to the complete LO result as the hybrid prescription, despite
having a parametrically larger error.
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VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have presented the leading-power (LP) factorization formula for Higgs production
with transverse momentum Pr much larger than the mass My of the Higgs. In hard-
scattering cross sections for Higgs production, all terms with the leading power of 1/PZ
are expressed as convolutions of infrared-safe cross sections for producing a fragmenting
parton and fragmentation functions that give the distribution of longitudinal momentum
of the Higgs in the jet produced by the fragmenting parton. The LP factorization formula
separates the scales Pr and My, with all the dependence on Pr being in the infrared-safe
cross sections and all the dependence on My being in the fragmentation functions. The
errors in the LP factorization formula are order M% /P2

The fragmentation functions for Higgs production can be calculated diagrammatically
as expansions in powers of coupling constants. In contrast to the fragmentation functions
for hadron production in QCD, the fragmentation functions for Higgs production are com-
pletely perturbative. The fragmentation functions for W and Z into Higgs and for top
quark into Higgs were calculated at LO in the Standard Model coupling constants using two
factorization schemes: the MS scheme and the invariant-mass cutoff (IMC) scheme. The
MS scheme can be defined to all orders in the coupling constants, while the IMC scheme is
defined only at LO. In the IMC scheme, the factorization scale y has a physical interpreta-
tion as the maximum invariant mass of a jet that includes the Higgs. If the factorization
scale is much larger than My, the IMC fragmentation function with factorization scale pu
can be approximated by the corresponding MS fragmentation function with a factorization
scale p/4/z(1 — z) multiplied by a constant that is different for W, Z into Higgs and for top
quark into Higgs. The fragmentation functions satisfy evolutions equations that can be used
to sum leading logarithms of /My to all orders in the coupling constants. The splitting
functions in the evolution equations can be calculated perturbatively. Leading logarithms of
Pr/Mp in the cross section can be summed to all orders by choosing the fragmentation scale
1 to be of order Pr. The summation of these logarithms can improve upon the accuracy of
fixed-order calculations.

The infrared-safe cross sections can be calculated diagrammatically order-by-order in the
coupling constants by subtracting mass singularities from the hard-scattering cross sections.
This procedure was carried out explicitly for the LP factorization formula for q¢ — Htt
at LO. We considered three factorization prescriptions for the infrared-safe cross sections:
the massive-top-quark (MTQ) prescription, the zero-mass-top-quark (ZMTQ) prescription,
and a hybrid prescription. The fractional errors are order M% /P2 for the MTQ and hybrid
prescriptions and order M2/P? for the ZMTQ prescription. The ZMTQ and hybrid pre-
scriptions have the advantage of a simple relation between the momenta of the fragmenting
top quark and the Higgs: p = P/z, where P is light-like. In the ZMTQ prescription, the only
scale in the infrared-safe cross sections is the transverse momentum pz of the fragmenting
parton, which greatly simplifies the calculation of higher-order corrections.

The LP factorization formula was illustrated by calculating the contribution to Higgs
production at a 100 TeV pp collider from the subprocess q¢ — Htt. The LP factorization
formula at LO was compared to the complete LO result for the Pr distribution at central
rapidity. The fractional error in the LP factorization formula decreases at large Pr like 1/ P2.
For the ZMTQ and hybrid prescriptions using the ¢ — H fragmentation function in the MS
scheme, the fractional error decreases to less than 5% for Pr < 600 GeV. The fractional errors
are larger for the t — H fragmentation function in the IMC scheme. Thus the physical phase-
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space constraints in the IMC fragmentation function do not lead to faster convergence with
Pr. With the MS fragmentation function, the fractional error for the ZMTQ prescription
is numerically approximately equal to that for the hybrid prescription. This is surprising
given that the theoretical error for the ZMTQ prescription is parametrically larger: order
M2/ P} compared to M3 /P# for the hybrid prescription. The smaller theoretical error in
the hybrid prescription is obtained by taking into account the top quark mass in some of the
infrared-safe cross sections, which makes the calculations much more difficult. Our results
for the specific subprocess qq — Htt suggest that the smaller theoretical error may not be
worth the additional calculational effort.

We have calculated the infrared-safe cross sections in the LP factorization formula at LO
only for the hard-scattering process qq — Htt. It is straightforward to calculate the infrared-
safe cross sections for the other hard-scattering processes at order a,y?, such as gg — Htt.
The only fragmentation function that is needed in order to subtract the mass singularities
is the t — H fragmentation function at LO, which we have calculated in this paper. A
phenomenologically relevant application of the LP factorization formula at LO to inclusive
Higgs production in association with a tf pair requires that these other subprocesses be
included. It would be interesting to compare the errors in such a calculation for the ZMTQ
and hybrid factorization prescriptions. If the errors are numerically comparable for ZMTQ in
spite of being parametrically larger, it would further strengthen the case for using the ZMTQ
prescription at higher orders. Significantly more calculational effort would be required to
apply the LP factorization formula to inclusive Higgs production in association with a tf
pair at NLO. The advantage over the complete NLO calculation is that the theoretical errors
could be further decreased by using the evolution equations for the fragmentation functions
to sum the leading logarithms of Pr/Mp.

The LP factorization formula can also be applied to inclusive Higgs production without ¢t.
The most important couplings of Higgs Pr below the ¢t threshold are its couplings to gluons
in the effective field theory (HEFT) obtained by integrating out top quark loops. In the LP
factorization formula at LO, the only fragmentation function is the H — H fragmentation,
which is given by the delta function in Eq. (11). The infrared-safe cross sections are just the
hard-scattering cross sections with My set to zero. Thus the LP factorization formula at
LO is just the cross section for producing a massless Higgs. The LP factorization formula
at NLO involves the LO fragmentation function for ¢ — H, which comes from the tree-
level process g* — Hg through the HEFT vertex that couples the Higgs to two gluons.
Some of the infrared-safe cross sections at this order must be obtained by the subtraction
of mass singularities. The LP factorization formula at N?LO in HEFT would be much more
difficult to calculate. The complete N2LO cross section in HEFT as a function of Pr has
already been calculated [9, 10]. The fractional error of the LP factorization formula at N*LO
relative to the complete N?LO cross section is order M /P2. Given that the applicability of
the LP factorization formula in HEFT is limited to Pr below the top-quark-pair threshold,
logarithms of Pr/Mpg cannot be very large. Thus the LP factorization formula at N*LO in
HEFT cannot improve significantly upon the accuracy of the complete N2LO calculation in
HEFT by summing logarithms. However it does have the advantage of greater simplicity
provided by the separation of the scales Pr and Mpy. Thus it may provide physical insights
into the results of the complete N2LO calculation.

Factorization theorems for inclusive quarkonium production at large Pr have been ex-
tended to the next-to-leading power (NLP) in 1/P% [27-29, 31]. The NLP factorization
formula involves new production mechanisms called double-parton fragmentation, in which
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the quarkonium is produced in a jet that results from the hadronization of two collinear par-
tons produced in a hard collision. The NLP factorization formula for inclusive quarkonium
production in QCD can be adapted straightforwardly to inclusive Higgs production in the
Standard Model. For Pr above the top-quark-pair threshold, double-parton fragmentation
first enters at LO, which is order a?y?, through the fragmentation function for t¢ — H.
The fractional error in the NLP factorization formula is order My, /P#. The simple estimate
Mj; ) P} decreases to about 6% at Pr = 250 GeV. Thus the NLP factorization formula could
be useful even at the Large Hadron Collider.

The LP factorization formula could be useful for quantifying the effects of physics beyond
the Standard Model on Higgs production at large Pr [38-41]. The new physics would
modify both the fragmentation functions and the infrared-safe cross sections. This could be
important if the fraction of the cross section for Higgs production from new physics is much
larger at large transverse momentum.
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Appendix A: Feynman rules for fragmentation functions

Fragmentation functions can be calculated using Feynman rules derived by Collins and
Soper in 1981 [34]. The fragmentation function is expressed as the sum of all possible cut
diagrams of a particular form. The diagrams have an eikonal line that extends from the
vertex of a local operator on the left side of the cut to the vertex of a local operator on
the right side. The virtual parton lines attached to the operator vertices are connected to
the fragmented particle through ordinary field theory interactions, with possibly additional
parton lines attached to the eikonal line. The cut passes through the eikonal line, the line
for the fragmented particle, and possibly additional lines that correspond to additional final-
state particles. Example of cut diagrams for producing a Higgs boson are shown in Figures 1
and 3. In these figures, there is a Higgs line that ends on each side of the cut. It is not
drawn as passing through the cut to emphasize that its momentum is not integrated over,
unlike the other cut parton lines.

The Feynman rules for the cut diagrams are relatively simple [34]. The 4-momentum K of
the fragmenting parton enters the diagram through the operator vertex on the left side of the
eikonal line and it exits through the operator on the right side. Some of that momentum flows
through the virtual partons attached to the operator vertex and the remainder flows through
the eikonal line. The fragmented particle, which in this case is a Higgs, has a specified 4-
momentum P. The longitudinal momentum fraction z of the Higgs is z = P-n/K -n, where
n is a light-like 4-vector. The fragmentation function depends on K only through z.

The local operator vertices in the Feynman diagram are connected by an eikonal line.
The propagator for the eikonal line is i/(q-n+i€), where ¢ is the momentum flowing through
the eikonal line. The Feynman rule for the cut eikonal line is 275(g-n). In QCD, the eikonal
factor is an operator that corresponds to a path-ordered exponential of gluon fields in an
appropriate color representation. Thus there are diagrams with eikonal vertices at which
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gluon lines attach to the eikonal line. A gluon attached to the eikonal line has a Lorentz
index [ and color-octet index c. In a gluon fragmentation function, the propagator for an
eikonal line carrying momentum ¢ on the left side of the cut is i09¢/(q - n + ie) and the
Feynman rule for the eikonal vertex on the left side of the cut is g, f°*n®, where d and
e are the color-octet indices to the left and right of the propagator or vertex. In a quark
fragmentation function, the propagator for an eikonal line carrying momentum ¢ on the left
side of the cut is id;;/(g.n + i€) and the Feynman rule for the eikonal vertex on the left side
of the cut is z'gsTjCinﬁ , where ¢ and j are the color-triplet indices to the left and right of the
propagator or vertex.

For a gluon fragmentation function, the local operators in the definition of the fragmenta-
tion function are n"Ggu, where Gf’w is the gluon field strength. The Feynman diagrams can
be rearranged in such a way that the operator creates only a single virtual-gluon line [34].
The operator vertex at the left end of the eikonal line is labelled by a Lorentz index p and
an color-octet index c. If the single virtual-gluon line attached to that operator has outgoing
momentum ¢, Lorentz index «, and color-octet index a, the Feynman rule for the operator
vertex is

—i(K - n g"* — g'n)5. (A1)

The operator vertex at the right end of the eikonal line is labelled by a Lorentz index v
and a color-octet index c¢. The gluon fragmentation function is the sum of all cut diagrams
contracted with [34]

ZD_3

(N2 —1)(D — 2)27K -n

where N, is the number of quark colors, D is the number of spacetime dimensions, and d and
e are the color-octet indices of the cut eikonal propagator. The factors in the denominator
include the N? — 1 color states and the D — 2 physical spin states of a gluon. The factor of
2P=3 arises from an integral over a transverse momentum.

For a quark fragmentation function in QCD, the local operators in the definition of the
fragmentation function are the quark field operator ¢) and its hermitian conjugate. The
operator vertex at the left end of the eikonal line can be labelled by a Dirac index and
a color-triplet index, but it is more convenient to leave those indices implicit. The quark
fragmentation function is the trace in Dirac indices and in color-triplet indices of the sum
of all cut diagrams multiplied by [34]

(_g'm/)éde’ (AQ)

ZD—S

SNCWK.nn Y (A3)

The factors in the denominator include the N, color states and the 2 physical spin states
of a quark. The suppressed Dirac indices of the matrix n - v are contracted with a Dirac
index of the propagator of the virtual quark created by the operator vertex on the left and
a Dirac index of the propagator of the virtual quark absorbed by the operator vertex on the
right. There is also an implicit unit color matrix in Eq. (A3) whose color-triplet indices are
contracted with those of the cut eikonal line.

For a weak vector boson fragmentation function, the local operators in the definition of
the fragmentation function are n?F,,, where Fy, is the field strength for the vector boson.
The Feynman rule for the operator vertex is the same as in Eq. (A1), except that the color
factor 9°¢ is omitted. The fragmentation function is the sum of all cut diagrams contracted

with a factor that can be obtained from Eq. (A2) by omitting the factors §9¢ /(N2 — 1).
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Appendix B: Complete LO result for qqg — Htt

In this appendix, we present the complete LO cross section for qqg — Htt. The two
Feynman diagrams are shown in Figure 7, and they are labelled a and b. We denote the
momenta of the ¢, ¢ and H by ki, ks and P, respectively. We express the cross section in
terms of the following Lorentz invariants

5= (ki + ko), (B1)
§1 — (k’l + kg - P)z, (B2)
Y = (ki - P)(ky - P). (B3)

We also use the notation \(a, b, c) = a® + b* + ¢* — 2ab — 2ac — 2bc.
The complete LO result for process for qg — Htt can be expressed in the same manner

as in Eq. (49): , , ,
Cogorin _, (Lom | dor (B4)
dP2dg dP2dy * dP2dg )

The contribution to the cross section from diagram a is

d*o o3y
dP2dj ~ 367 53 N/2(3, 41, M)

[(5— 8+ M2)3)” + (8 — AM2) /2 \V2(5, 5, M2)]?

A[M7 351 + MPA(3, 51, M3)]
81781 — M) N2(3, 8, M)
M%Ig‘gl + MtQ)\(§7 SAla MIZ:[)

x{caa(g, 1,Y) 84 log

—D*(58,51,Y) (B5)

The functions C** and D** are polynomials in the Lorentz invariants §, $;, and Y and in
the masses M? and M%. They can be expanded in powers of M%:

C*(5,51,Y) =Y _Co(5,5,Y)(Mp)", (B6a)

D*(8,5,Y) = > Da(3,5,Y)(M})". (B6b)

The expansion coefficients for C**(8, §1,Y) are

Co*=(5—51)"[(8—51)* —8M81] —8Y (5 — &) [(5§ — 81)> — 8MP(5+251)], (BTa)
O = —(3—81) [(8 — 81)%(8 + 381) + 8M} (28> + 3551 — 38})] (B7b)

+8Y [(8 — 81)(8 — 381) — 8MP(25 — §1)], (B7c)
C3* =4 [8(28% — 88 — 87) + M (88° — 255, + 657)] +8Y (8 — 35, +8M}), (B7d)
C3* = 4(25 + 8,)(81 — 2M?) — 8Y, (B7e)
C3* = — (54 35)), (B7f)
Cs" =1, (B7g)

The expansion coefficients for D**($,$,,Y") are

D§* = MP5(5 — §1)* [8° — 6851 + &7 — 16M} 5]
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—8Y MP(5—8)* [8° — 5§2§1 — 557 + 8} — AMP(8° + 655, + §7)] , (B8a)
D™ =23(5 — 51)* [851(

$1(8 = 81)% — 2M73(58% — 4881 + §7) — AM;(8° — 288 — 757)]
—8Y [551(5 — §1)%(25 + 81) — AMP (5" — 35%8; + 105°57 — 357 + §7)
+16M (5 + 51)°], (B8b)
D3 = —5[2851(8 — §1)(25 + 81) — M (75" — 285°3; — 545787 + 20887 — 957)
—32M; (8 + 857 — 287)] 4+ 16Y [35,(28° — 355, + §7)
—MP(38% — 8°81 + 887 + 35}) + 12M(5 + 51)°], (B8c)
D5 =43 [8°51(5 + 381) — M7(28° — 65°8; — 2857 — 487) — 4M[ (35 — 51)(8 + &1)]
—8Y [551(25 + 81) — AMP(8° + 851 + &) + 16D} (5 + 81)] (B8d)
D = —5[2851(28 4 81) — MP(78* — 1088 — 957) — 160, (25 + §1)]
—8Y M2 (8 + 8, — 4M}), (BSe)
D = 25(85; — 2M25 — 4M}), (BS8f)
D = M?23, (B8g)
The contribution to the cross section from the interference between diagrams a and b is
d*o® 0y}
dP2dy 367838, (8 — &1 + MZ) N5/2(3, 8, M7)
[(5— 81 4+ MZ)3)% + (8 — AM2)V2 \2(3, 5, M2)]?

ab/a 2 s &
X{C (5,81, Y) 5 51 log 4[M12{§§1+M2>\( S1, M)

+D(8,8,, V)82 (8, — AMP)V? (3 — 5, + ME)AY2(3, &, Mg)}, (B9)

The functions C% and D% are polynomials in the Lorentz invariants 3, 5;, and Y and in
the masses M? and M?%. They can be expanded in powers of M% as in Eqs. (B6). The
expansion coefficients for C*"(3, 8,,Y) are
C3b = 8MP2(5 — 51)"(5 4+ 2M?) — 64Y M2 (5 — 31)%(5, + 2M?), (B10a)
O = —2(5 — 81)% [8(8 — 51)% + 2M2(95% — 2385, + 87) + 160, (3 + 25,)]
+16Y [(5 — 81)%(5 4 281) — 2MP(8” + 655, — 357) + 16M;'(5 4+ §1)] , (B10Ob)
O3> =4[8(5 — 81)> + 2MP (5 + 81)(95% — 5381 + 287) + 8M,(8* + 387)]

—32Y [§% + 28] — 2M[5 + 4M] (B10c)
O3> = —4[8° — 3887 + 2M7(95% + 455, + 357) + 8M,' (5 + 251)]
+16Y [§ + 28, — 2M7] (B10d)
O3 = 4(5% — 58, + 4AM?2(25 + &) + 4M}), (B10e)
CP = —2(s 4 2M?), (B10f)
The expansion coefficients for D*"(3,5,,Y) are

+§1) — AM7 (8% 4 485 + §7)], (Blla)
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