Heavy-quark-pair production at lepton colliders at NNNLO in QCD
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We compute the total cross section of heavy-quark-pair production in e+ e− annihilation mediated
by a virtual photon at the next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order (NNNLO) in Quantum Chromodynamics. The result is expressed as a piecewise function defined by several deeply expanded power
series. The result significantly reduces the theoretical uncertainty. For example, for a collision energy of 500GeV, the scale dependence has been reduced from 0.72% at the next-to-next-to-leading
order (NNLO) to 0.15% at the NNNLO, which meets the request by future lepton colliders.

Introduction. — As the heaviest particle in the
Standard Model of particle physics, the top quark plays a
crucial role in both precision Electroweak (EW) physics
and physics beyond the Standard Model [1]. Currently,
the top quark is mainly studied by hadron colliders,
which, for example, determine top-quark mass with uncertainties about 500-600 MeV [2, 3].
Study of the top-quark pair production at future lepton colliders is important to further pin down properties
of the top quark [4–10], due to the substantially cleaner
hadronic environment aspects related to hadronic initial
state radiation. For example, at the International Linear Collider [10], uncertainties of top-quark mass can be
reduced to 50 MeV by measuring top-quark pair production near threshold. While by measuring the cross section
and forward-backward asymmetry for the top-quark pair
production at 500 GeV, form factors for the top quark
couplings to the photon and the Z boson can be determined with relative uncertainties smaller than 0.3%. To
exploit the full potential of future colliders, significant
theoretical effort is required, where one of the most important things is the computation of cross section of toppair production at higher orders in perturbation theory.
Full next-to-leading order (NLO) Chromodynamics
(QCD) correction was first computed in Ref. [11] and
NLO EW effects together with NLO QCD correction
was provided in Ref. [12]. Next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) QCD correction to the total cross section was first obtained in Ref. [13] by Padé approximation based on the results of threshold expansions,
high-energy expansions and small s expansions. Direct
calculation of the cross section and differential distributions at NNLO QCD with full top-mass dependence
was provided in Refs. [14–16]. Recently, it was recomputed purely numerically using the Local-Unitarity
method [17]. At the next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order (NNNLO) level, an exploration study of the total
cross section by Padé approximation can be found in
Ref. [18] which unfortunately cannot provide an reliable
result in physical region. For top-pair production cross
section near threshold, NNNLO QCD correction has been

achieved in Refs. [19, 20]. In Refs. [21, 22], massive form
factors at three loops was obtained, which are building
blocks for complete NNNLO QCD corrections.
In this Letter, we present a full computation of
NNNLO QCD correction to the total cross section of
e+ e− → γ ∗ → tt̄ process mediated by an off-shell photon
(γ ∗ ), valid in the whole physical region. Our computation
is achieved in a semi-numerical way taking advantage of
our newly proposed methods and released tools [23–29].
All integrals including phase-space integrals and loop integrals are expressed as piecewise functions represented
by several deeply expanded power series in the physical
region. As a result, the final cross section can be used
precisely and efficiently. As a by product, we also obtain NNNLO QCD corrections for the production cross
sections of cc̄ and bb̄.
Calculation. — We generate the Feynman amplitudes with qgraf [30], with some sample Feynman diagrams shown in Fig 1. We use our in-house Mathematica
package to deal with Lorentz and color algebras, and express all squared amplitudes as linear combinations of
scalar integrals, which have been mapped to predefined
integral families respectively. Phase-space integrals are
treated in the same manner as loop integrals in our calculation taking advantage of the reverse unitarity [31–
33]. The coefficients of integrals are some simple rational functions of the squared center-of-mass energy s,
squared heavy quark mass m2 , dimensional regulator
 = (4 − D)/2, number of light fermions nl and Nc of
the SU (Nc ) gauge group.
Integration-by-parts (IBP) reduction [34] is used to
express integrals in each family as linear combinations
of a minimal set of so-called master integrals. We realize this by a two-step strategy. At the first step, we
use LiteRed [35] and FiniteFlow [36] to generate and
solve the system of IBP identities based on Laporta’s
algorithm [37] over finite field. A small number (typically 50) of numerical samplings are sufficient for us to
construct the block-triangular relations for target integrals proposed in Ref. [24, 25]. At the second step, we
use these much more efficient block-triangular relations
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FIG. 1: Some sample Feynman diagrams for heavy
quark pair production at NNNLO in QCD.

to obtain large amount (typically 1000) of samplings to
eventually reconstruct the reduction coefficients. In this
work, the two-step strategy typically reduces the computational time by one to two orders, depending on families, compared with the reduction without using blocktriangular relations. We note that this is the first time
the block-triangular relations are used to tackle a physical process.
The master integrals are computed using differential
equations [38] based on power series expansion [39, 40].
The differential equations of master integrals with respect to x = 4m2 /s are constructed using aforementioned IBP reduction. To fix the boundary conditions,
say at an arbitrary regular point x = 4/23, we utilize
the auxiliary mass flow method [23, 26–28] implemented
in AMFlow [29]. With these in hand, we are able to construct a piecewise function for each master integral using
the differential equation solver in AMFlow, as 5 deeply
expanded power series at the following points


1 1 3
x → 0, , , , 1 ,
(1)
4 2 4
where 0, 1/4 and 1 are singular points and 1/2 and 3/4
are regular points. The expansion at each x0 in Eq. (1) is
valid at least in x ∈ (x0 −1/8, x0 +1/8), thus the physical
region x ∈ (0, 1) is fully covered.
As we are working in the bare perturbation theory, we
need to replace bare quantities by renormalized ones before physical results can be obtained. QCD coupling is
renormalized in the MS scheme, and heavy quark mass
and fields are renormalized in the on-shell scheme. Both
coupling renormalization and field renormalization can
be realized by simply multiplying the bare results by
and Z2OS . Heavy quark mass
proper powers of ZαMS
s
renormalization is more complicated because it is not
multiplicatively renormalizable. We replace bare mass
by renormalized mass via mb = mOS + δm, and keep

on-shell condition of external heavy quark momentum
p2 = (mOS )2 untouched. In spirit of perturbation theory, δm is a small quantity and can be expanded to any
desired order. Especially, the expansion for master integrals is achieved by setting up and solving differential
equations with respect to δm. After the expansion of
δm, we can substitute renormalization constants, which
can be found in Ref. [41–43], to obtain final renormalized
cross section. We note that performing renormalization
in this way makes our calculation very systematic, and
at the same time introduces negligible efforts against the
calculation of bare cross section at the highest order in
αs .
Another key technique in our calculation is that the
master integrals are calculated with numerical values of
 and the  dependence is only reconstructed at the cross
section level, as proposed in Ref. [28, 29]. The advantage
of this technique is that we do not need to manipulate
Laurent expansions of  during the intermediate stages
of calculations, which significantly reduces the computational time.
Results. — By combining everything together, we
end up with final result at the NNNLO level, which is
free of ultraviolet and infrared divergences as expected
from the Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg theorem [44, 45]. Our
result of NNNLO cross section is expressed as a piecewise
function of x = 4m2 /s represented by 5 power series, all
expanded to 40 orders, allowing us to obtain at least 10
correct digits in physical region. The expressions can be
found in a computer-readable ancillary file attached to
this Letter.
To provide numerical result for top-quark-pair production, we choose top-quark mass as m = 173.34 GeV
[46], and set all other quarks as massless. Electromagnetic coupling is chosen as a fixed value α = 1/132.2,
and strong coupling αs (µ) is running as a function of
renormalization scale µ, which is computed using the
n =5
RunDec package [47, 48] with input value αs f (mZ =
91.1876 GeV) = 0.1181.
Fig. 2 is shows our result for the total cross section
of tt̄ production, where LO, NLO, NNLO and NNNLO
are shown in black, red, blue and brown respectively.
√
The middle lines correspond to the choice of µ = s for
the renormalization scale, and the upper and lower
√ lines
correspond
to
the
scale
variations
between
µ
=
s/2 and
√
µ = 2 s. It can be found that the NNNLO correction
significantly reduces the scale dependence.
The total cross section for tt̄ production can also expressed in the form
σNNNLO = σLO (1 + ∆1 + ∆2 + ∆3 ),

(2)

where the order αs , αs2 and αs3 corrections ∆1 , ∆2 and
∆3 are displayed in Fig. 3 as functions of the center-ofmass energy, respectively. The smallness of ∆3 confirms
a good convergence of perturbative expansion with respect to αs . In Fig. 4, we further show the reduction
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FIG. 2: Total cross section for tt̄ production.

FIG. 4: Scale dependence of ∆1 , √
∆1 + ∆2 and
∆1 + ∆2 + ∆3 for tt̄ production at s = 500 GeV.
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FIG. 3: ∆1 , ∆2 and ∆3 as functions of the
center-of-mass energy.

FIG. 5: Total cross section for bb̄ production.

of the scale dependence after including O(αs3 ) correction.
√
We vary the
√ renormalization scale between µ = 0.3 s
and µ = 3 s. It turns out that the scale dependence has
been reduced from 0.72% at NNLO to 0.15% at NNNLO
for a collision energy of 500 GeV, which meets the precision requested by, e.g., International Linear Collider [10].
However, the NNNLO result still shows a large scale dependence near the top-quark pair production threshold
due to Coulomb interaction and requires resummation
for further improvement [19, 20, 49].
Our results for bb̄ and cc̄ total cross section are shown
in Figs. 5 and 6, where on-shell heavy-quark mass is chosen as mb = 4.8 GeV and mc = 1.5 GeV, respectively.
We find that theoretical uncertainties are also reduced,
and thus they are useful to describe corresponding processes when experimental precision is improved.
Verification. — Besides free of ultraviolet and infrared divergences, our results have been checked in several other aspects, which we describe in the following.
Our result for tt̄ production at NNLO agrees with that

obtained in Refs. [14, 16]. The three-loop contribution of
our NNNLO result agrees with the latest results for massive form factors [21, 22]. All master integrals involved
in our calculation, obtained by solving differential equations with respect to x with boundary conditions given
at x = 4/23, have been checked by AMFlow at another
phase space point x = 15/16.
The most rigorous check is that we calculate the cross
section in another totally different way and get a perfect
agreement. We calculate the forward scattering amplitude of a virtual photon at 4-loop level without cut, and
then relate its imaginary part to the desired cross section by virtue of optical theorem. Note that using optical theorem could induce massless final states without
any heavy quark, thus we must subtract these contributions from the final results. Similarly, the contribution from four-heavy-quark production needs to be subtracted when we consider the region above its threshold,
i.e. x < 1/4.
Summary. — In this Letter we provide the first
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NNNLO perturbative correction to tt̄ production cross
section at lepton colliders mediated by a virtual photon.
The results can also be applied to the production of cc̄
and bb̄. Our results are obtained by combining several
powerful techniques, including block-triangular relations,
auxiliary mass flow, numerical sampling of , as well as
a novel way to perform renormalization. The calculation
are done in two totally different ways for cross check: one
way is to calculate virtual corrections and real corrections
separately, and the other way is based on optical theorem
to calculate forward scattering amplitude. Our result
significantly reduces theoretical uncertainty, and thus are
useful for future study.
Contributions of top-quark pair production mediated
by a virtual Z boson can also be calculated using the
same strategy presented in this Letter. Therefore, the
complete NNNLO perturbative correction to tt̄ production cross section will be available soon. Besides, our
strategy is applicable for many other processes, which
will be helpful to push the corresponding perturbative
calculation to an unprecedented order.
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