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T he theoretical study of nonrelativistic heavy-quark-antiquark system s is am ong the
earliest applications of perturbative quantum cdchrom odynam ics QCD) [L] and has by
now becom e a classical problem . Tts applications to bottom onium R] and top-antitop
B] physics entirely rely on the st principles ofQCD . These system s allow for a m odel
Independent perturbative treatm ent. N onperturbative e ects 4] are wellunder control for
the top-antitop system and, at least w ithin the sum -rule approach, also for bottom onium .
T hism akes heavy-quark-antiquark system s an ideal laboratory to determm ine fiindam ental
param eters of Q CD , such as the strong-coupling constant ¢ and the heavy-quark m asses
m 4. The bottom quark m ass my, is of particular interest, in view of current and future
B -physics experin ents. In the observables em ployed to extract the C abibboK cbayashi-
M askawa m atrix elem ents and to gain desper insight in the nature of CP violation, my
enters as a crucial nput param eter B]. T hus, precise know ledge ofm ,, is essential or the
Interpretation ofthe experim entaldata. O n the otherhand, the top-quark m assm  isone
ofthe key param eters in the precision tests of the standard m odelofthe electrow eak Inter—
actions and in the search fornew physicsat a futuree” e linear collider. Furthem ore, the
study oftt threshold production should even allow usto probe H iggsboson-induced e ects
[6]. Besides is phenom enological in portance, the heavy-quarkonium system is also very
Interesting from the theoretical point of view because it possesses a highly sophisticated
m ultiscale dynam ics and its study dem ands the full power of the e ective- eld-theory
approach. Equipped w ith reliable perturbative results and experin ental data on heavy—
quarkoniim observables, one can test the e ects and structure of the nonperturbative
QCD wvacuum .

The binding energy of the bound state and the value of its wave function at the
origin are am ong the characteristics of the heavy-quarkoniim system that are of pri-
m ary phenom enological interest. The form er determm ines the m ass of the bound-state
resonance, whik the Jatter controls its production and annihilation rates. Recently, the
heavy-quarkoniim spectrum has been com puted through O ( 2m ) [7,8] ncluding the
third-order correction to the Coulomb approxin ation. On the other hand, as for the
wave function at the origih, a complte result is so far only available through O ( 2)
P]. The O ( 2) correction has tumed out to be so sizeabl that the feasbility of an
accurate perturbative analysis was challenged [L0], and it appears indigpensable to gain
11l control over the next order. Only the double-dogarithm ic third-order correction, of
0O ( S n® s), isavailable so far [11]. In this Letter, we take the next step and caloulate the
single-logarithm ic O ( 2 In ) correction. A s a by-product of our analysis, we cbtain the
three-loop anom alous din ensions of the nonrelativistic vector and pssudoscalar currents,
which constitute central ingredients for the renom alization-group in provem ent of the
e ective theory of nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [12{14]. Them ain resuls are given by
Egs. 6), (7), and (10). A s for the calculation, we follow the general approach ofRef. [7]
(see also Ref. [15]). Ik isbased on the nonreltivistic e ective-theory concspt [L6] in is
potentiaINRQCD (ENRQCD ) Incamation [17] In plem ented w ith the threshold-expansion

technigque [18].
Let us focus on two exam ples of param ount phenom enological relevance: the leptonic
decays ofthe (1S) resonance and the threshold production of top quark-antiquark pairs



in e'e annhilation. Both processes are essentially photon m ediated and thus governed
by the electrom agnetic quark current j = g g. W ithin the e ective theory, j has the
follow Ing decom position in temm s of operators constructed from the nonrelativistic quark
and antiquark two-com ponent Pauli spinors and [L6]:
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where isthe renom alization scale, D are the space com ponents of the gauge-covariant
derivative involring the glion elds, and the elljpsis stands for operators of higher m ass
dimension. The W ilson coe cientsc, ( ) and d,( ) may be evalnated as series in ()
and represent the contributions from the hard m odes (W here energy and three-m om entum

scale Ike m 4) that have been integrated out. They are com puted in ullQCD for on-shell
on-threshold extemal (anti)quark elds and are logarithm ic functions of =m . Also
Integrating out the soft (energy and threem om entum scale lke m v, where v is the
heavy-quark velocity) m odes and the potential (energy scales like m qu, whilke three-
m om entum scales lke m 4v) gluons yields the e ective Ham iltonian of pNRQCD , which

contains the potential (anti)quarks and the ultrasoft (energy and three-m om entum scale
likem qu ) gluons as active particles. T he dynam ics of the nonrelativistic potential heavy—
quark-antiquark pair n pNRQ CD is govermed by the corresoonding e ective Schrodinger
equation and its multipole interactions w ith the ultrasoft glions. The e ective-theory
expression for the partialdecay width of (1S) ! 11 reads P]
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with 1% =4 NQZ 23§ 0F=0Cmf)and 1= j10)F=7§ 0)F, whereN_. = 3,Q4 is
the fractional electric charge of quark g, isSomm erfeld’s ne-structure constant, 1 X)
is the ground-state wave function as com puted in pNRQCD, and ¢ (x) isthe Coulomb
solution, w hich incorporates the leading binding e ects and about which the perturbative
expansion of | (X) is constructed. For arbitrary principal quantum number n, we have

NEO)) ¢ - Cy m2=@ n’), where Cy = N7 1)=@N.). Here and in the following,

s () is to be evaluated at the soft nom alization scale s = Cr ( s)mq whenever is
argum ent is om itted. N onperturbative contributions to Eq. (2) are gnored. T he leading
one, due to the gluon condensate of the vacuum , m ay be found in Ref. [19]. Ik is quite
sizeable and out of control for higher resonances. A reliable quantitative estin ate of the
nonperturbative contributionsto Eq. (2) can only be ocbtained through lattice sin ulations.
On the other hand, to kesp the nonperturbative e ects under control, one can em ploy
nonrelativistic sum rules R]based on the globalduality concept.

In the top-quark cass, the nonperturbative e ects are negligble. However, the e ect
of the top—quark total decay width  has to be properly taken into account [B], as it
is relatively large and an ears out the Coulomb-lke resonances below threshold. The
NNLO! analysis of the cross section [L0] show s that only the ground-state pole gives rise

1In the e ectivetheory fram ew ork, one has two expansion param eters, 5 and v, and the corrections



to a prom nent resonance. The value of the nom alized cross section R = e !
t)= €e ! T ) atthe resonance energy is dom inated by the contribution from the
woulde toponium ground-state, which is of the formm
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with R = 6 NQ2j § (0)F=m?2 .). The contrbutions from the higher C oulom b-lke
poles and the continuum are not nclided in Eq. (3), and we postpone the com plte
analysis to a future publication. Tt is understood that appearing in 7° and R° isto
be evaluated at the m ass scale of the respective resonance.

Starting from O ( 2), ¢, ( ) is mfrared (IR) divergent. This divergence arises in the
process of scale ssparation and is canceled aganst the ultraviolt UV ) one ofthee ective-
theory result for the wave function at the origin. In our approach, din ensional reqular-
zation with d= 4 2 spacetine din ensions is used to handle the divergences, and the
form al expressions derived from the Feynm an rules of the e ective theory are understood
In the sense ofthe threshold expansion. T his form ulation ofe ective theory possesses two
crucial virtues: the absence of additional regulator scales and the autom atic m atching of
the contributions from di erent scales. For convenience, we subtract the IR and UV poles
in  according to them odi ed m inin alsubtraction M S) prescription and set = Mg, SO
that ¢, m 4) is devoid of logarithm s. T he latter is known through O ( ﬁ) and reads R0]
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where  is renom alized in the M S scheme, Ca = N, Tg = 1=2, n; is the number of
lightquark avors, and ) isRimmann’s function wih value @)= 1202057:::. To
the order considered, we have d, (n 4) = 1.
The corrections to j § (0)F read
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are classi ed according to the totalpowerof g and v as kading order (LO ), next-to—Jeading order NWLO ),
NNLO,N3LO, etc.
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where ; isthe (i+ 1)-doop coe cient oftheQCD function ( o= 11Cp=12 Trn;=3;::3)
and a; param eterizes the i-loop correction to the Coulomb potential (@; = 31Cx=9
20T n=9;::: R1]). For the processes under consideration, the total soin of the quark—
antiquark pair is S = 1. Neverthelss, we retaln the f1llS dependence, so that our result
is also applicable to processeswith S = 0, such asthe decay ! or the production
process ! & at a future high-energy photon collider, which is dom nated by the S
wave P2]. The corrections through O ( 2) have been derived in Ref. P] for atbitrary n.
The O ( 2]r12 s) correction hasbeen cbtained in Ref. [L1]. In this Letter, we present the
O ( 2In ) correction by specifying the m issing coe cient C; in Eq. (5).

T he origin ofthe logarithm ic corrections is the presence of several scales in the thresh—
old problem . A logarithm ic integral between di erent scales yields a term proportional
to nhv, which becomes In ¢ forbound states that are approxin ately Coulom bic, so that
v/ . Ine ectivetheory calculations, the scale de ning the upper (lower) lin it ofa log—
arithm ic Integral is set to in nity (zero), which inducesa UV (IR) divergence. T hus, the
Jogarithm ic corrections can be identi ed w ith the e ective-theory singularities, which dra-
m atically sin pli es the calculation. O ur analysis prooeeds along the lines ofRef. R3] (see
also Ref. R4]), where sim ilar corrections have been considered for the Q ED bound-state
of positronium . In the calculation, we emply the N°LO e ective Ham iltonian derived
in Ref. [7/] and take into account the retardation e ects due to the chrom oelectric dipolk
Interaction ofthe heavy-quark-antiquark pairw ith the dynam icalultrasoft glions studied
in Refs. [7,25]. O ur result reads
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For the analysis of sum rules and tt threshold production, one needs the extension of
this result to arbitrary n, which, leaving aside the trivial n dependence of j ¢ (0)F, is
given by
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where [ xX)=d'Ih &)=dx", &) isEulkr's function,and g = 0577216:::isEulr’s

constant.
T he structure of the IR sihgularities in the W ilson coe cients can be read o  from
the UV -sihgular part of the e ective-theory result for the wave function at the origin. In

thisway, we nd the dependence ofc,( ) tobe
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where the two— R0] and threeloop anom alous dim ensions of the nonreltivistic vector

current are
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wih S = 1. We rtaln the full S dependence In Egs. (9) and (10) becauss, for S =
0, they give the anom alous dim ension of the nonrelativistic pssudoscalar current ¥ ,
which is relevant for two-photon processes. Note that the S = 0 resul orC; and 2®
corresoonds to the d-din ensional soinor algebra in a reqularization schem e adopted In R6]
for the calculation of the two—Jdoop hard corrections to the two-photon heavy quarkonium
production and annihilation.

Let us now explore the num erical signi cance of our results. Putting everything to—
gether and substituting constants by their approxin ate num erical values, Eq. (2) becom es
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N ote that the NN LO contrbution due to the second tem in the square brackets ofEq. (2)
is Included in the third factor on the right-hand side ofEqg. (11), as the corresponding
appearance of ¢ is of nonrelativistic origin and nom alized at the soft scale. Evaluating
thisushg M ;)= 01185 andmy= 53 G&V [B], we obtain
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where only the logarithm ic N°LO tem s are retained, which is indicated by the prin e on
the subscript. A sim ibar analysisofEq. B) withm .= 1743 G&V yilds

R; R (@1 0244410 + 0438yy10 0196300+ 113 13)

W ithouttheO ( 2In ) tem , the N’LO contrbutions n Egs. (12) and (13) read 0:560
and 0:148, respectively. W e leam the ollow ng: (i) whilke the coe cients n Eqg. (11)

and the analogous series for R; sharply ncrease in m agnitude as we pass from NLO to
NNLO, this disquieting trend discontinues as we m ove on to N3LO; (i) the coe cients
of the known NNLO and N°LO tem s are typically of order 10. These observations
suggest that the m agniude of the coe cient of the m issing non-logarithm ic O ( 2) term
is unlkely to exceed this characteristic bendm ark by far. This term would then be
expected to yield corrections of order 25% and 3% to 1 and R;, respectively. This
provides us w ith an estin ate of the residual uncertainty of our approxin ation as far as
the perturbative Q CD corrections are concemed. M oreover, the absence ofa rapid grow th
ofthe coe cients along w ith the altemating-sign character of the series suggest that the

higher-order corrections are lkely to be below these estin ates. T hese observations can be



substantiated by investigating the scale dependence of ; and R;. In fact, the shifts in
these quantities due to a varation of ¢ by a factor of2 are reduced from 50% and 13% to
19% and 9% , respectively, as we pass from NNLO to N°LO . The latter values are in the
sam e ballpark as the theoretical uncertainties estim ated above. This renders a reliablke
perturbative description of heavy-quarkonium production and annihilation feasble.

To conclude, we com puted the logarithm ically enhanced N3LO corrections to the
heavy-quarkoniim production and annihilation rates. O ur results provide a useful hint
on the general structure of the high-order corrections and open a new persoective for
the theoretical analysis. Together with the O ( 2m q) result for the heavy-quarkonium
soectrum [/,8], they constitute central Ingredients for the high-precision analysis of
sum rules and tt threshold production in €'e and scattering. Calculation of the
rem aining non-logarithm ic N3LO tem appears to bem andatory for reducing the theoret—
icaluncertainty further. A nother challenging problem is to com plete the resum m ation of
the next-tonext-to—-Jdeading logarithm s [L3]. O ur derivation of the threeJoop anom alous
din ension of the nonrelativistic vector current m arks a m a pr step in this direction.
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N ote added:
In a recent paper R7] the nfrared structure of the threedoop corrections to the heavy
quark pair production current was analyzed in the e ective theory framework. On the
basis of this Investigation the next-to-next-to lkading logarithm ic corrections to the heavy
quarkoniim threshold production were partially resumm ed. By expanding this result in
s the O ( 2 In ) correction to the heavy-quarkoniim production and annihilation rates
can be obtalned. The result announced In R7] forthe S = 1 spin-one process agrees w ith
our result forC,,Eqg. (6).
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