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E xpressions for Sudakov form factors for heavy quarks are presented. T hey are used to construct
resumm ed Bt rates for up to our gts in €' e annihilation. The coe cients of leading and next—
to—-leading logarithm ic corrections, m andatory for a com bination w ith higher orderm atrix elem ents,
are evaluated up to second order In .

PACS numbers: 12.38Bx, 1238Cy, 13.66Bc, 14.65Fy

The om ation of Ets is the m ost prom inent feature of perturbative QCD in €' e annihilation into hadrons. Jets
can be visualized as large portions of hadronic energy or, equivalently, as a set of hadrons con ned to an angular
region in the detector. In the past, this qualitative de nition was replaced by quantitatively precise schem esto de ne
and m easure Fts, such as the cone algorithm s of the W einberg{Stem an [l] type or clustering algorithm s, eg. the
Jade [Z,13] or the Durham scheme (k; scheme) [4]. A re nement of the latter one is provided by the Cam bridge
algorithm [B]. W ithin the context of this paper, how ever, the D urham and the C am bridge algorithm s are equivalent
and they w illbe referred to ask, algorithm . A clistering according to the relative transverse m om enta has a num ber
of properties that m inin ize the e ect of hadronization corrections and allow an exponentiation of leading (LL) and
next-to—leading logarithm s WLL) [4,l6] stemm Ing from soft and collinear em ission of secondary partons.

E quipped w ith a precise £t de nition the determm nation of £t production cross sections and their intrinsic properties
is one of the traditional tools to Investigate the structure of the strong interaction and to deduce is findam ental
param eters. In the past decade, precision m easurem ents, especially in €" e annihilation, have established both the
gauge group structure underlying QCD [4,14,19,110,111] and the running of its coupling constant ¢ over a w ide range
of scales [14]. In a sim ilar way, also the quark m asses should vary w ith the scale.

A typical strategy to determ ine the m ass of, say, the bottom quark at the centreofmass (cm .) energy of the
collider is to com pare the ratio of three—gt production cross sections for heavy and light quarks [13,114,115,116,117].
At Pt resolution scales below the m ass of the quark, ie. for gluons em itted by the quark w ith a relative transverse
momentum k; snallerthan them ass, the collinear divergences are reqgularized by the quark m ass. In this region m ass
e ects are enhanced by logarithm s In (m p,=k, ), Increasing the signi cance of the m easurem ent. Indeed, this leadsto a
m ultiscale problem since in this kinem atical region also Jarge logarithm s In ( s=k, ) appear such that both logarithm s
need to be resumm ed sim ultaneously. A solution to a som ew hat sim ilar two-scale problem , nam ely for the average
sub gt m ultiplicities in two-and three—gt events in €" e annhilation was given in 39].

T hese Jarge lIogarithm s can be deduced by inspection ofthe corresponding splitting fiinctions form assive quarks [14,
19,120, 121l, 124] and of the boundaries for their integration over the energy fractions of the outgoing particles. The
resulting integrated splitting functions exhbit the LL and NLL behaviour, and resumm ation is achieved by m eans
of Sudakov form factors. Jet rates can then be expressed, up to NLL accuracy, via the Integrated splitting fiinctions
and the corresponding Sudakov form factors obtained from them . Follow ing the work of Catani et al [], the
resum m ation of such logarithm sw illbe discussed in this paper for the case ofheavy quark production. Furthem ore,
the corresponding LL and NLL coe cients w illbe calculated. T hese coe cients are m andatory for the com bination
w ith next+to-Jeading order calculations of the three—gt rate, nvolving heavy quarks in €' e annihilation [13,[123,124,
28,126,127, 124, 129]. In fact, they exhibit the correct logarithm ic behaviour and thus provide a good estim ate for
the size of m ass e ects. Such a m atching procedure was rst de ned for event shapes n [3(], and later applications
inclide the m atching of xed-order and resum m ed expressions for the our—gt rate in e* e anniilation into m assless
quarks 31,132]. A sin ilar schem e for the m atching of treeJevel m atrix elem ents w ith resum m ed expressions in the
fram ew ork of M onte C arlo event generators fore" e processes was suggested in [33] and extended to general collision
types in [34]. Finally, m ass e ects are brie y highlighted for the case of two—and three—gt events both for bottom
quarks at LEP 1 energies and for top quarks at a potential linear collider operating at cm . energies of 500 G&V .
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To obtain expressions for the splitting function of the processa ! b)) + cfo,), which Involesm assive particks,
we use the Pllow ng Sudakov param etrization

2+2
P S UL

z 2n  p
e 0 "
1 z2n P

P, = zp

p, = @ Z)P"'q? +

wherep andn are light-like vectors: p* = n? = 0, and g, isthe spacelke transversem omentum ,p g=n = 0,
wih g = ﬁ > 0. Furthem ore, g= . The quasitcollinear lim it, as discussed In [L9], is obtained by rescaling g
and m through g ! gandm ! m,respectively. Taking the linit ! 0, and keeping only term s of order 1= 2 in
the squared m atrix elem ent we reproduce their result. It should be stressed, how ever, that this result is independent
ofthe ratio g=m . In the lim it discussed above, the squared am plitude at the treedevel ful Is a factorization form ula,
and i also contains naturally thetwo lmitsg m and g m asparticular cases.

For the splitting process

Q! Q@)+ g ; @)
Q being a heavy quark, p? = m ?, the squared m atrix elem ent factorizes as
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w here the unregularized spin-averaged splitting function m D = 4 2 dinmensions is given by
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Analogously, ortheg ! Q (1) + Q (o) branching a sin ilar factorization form ula holds, where
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A s expected, these splitting fiinctions m atch the m assless splitting finctions in the Imitm ! 0 org? xed. Fially,
fortheg ! g1)+ g2) branching
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In the above equations, Cr = 4=3 and Cp = 3 are the structure constants of SU (3) In the findam ental and adpint
representation, respectively, and Tr = 1=2 isthe nom alization of its generators. Forthe purposes ofthis investigation,
how ever, the splitting functions can be taken In D = 4 dim ensions.

A cocounting for the num ber nél;h) of active Iight or heavy ferm ions (quarks), respectively, Py, can be replaced by
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w here the sum runsoveralln f(h) avours ofheavy quarks. Form assless particles the corresponding integrated splitting

functions or branching probabilities yield
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T he Sudakov form factors, which yield the probability for a parton experiencing no em ission of a secondary parton
betw een transversem om entum scalesQ down to Q ¢, read
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The fact that the above equations [@) and [@) are for m assless particles only is re ected by the \propagator-lke"
structure 1=q. Tn contrast, for m assive particles the propagator tem is given by 1= + (1 zfm?]1®drQ ! Qg,
and by I=gf + m?]Hrg! QQ instead. In order to com pensate or this we de ne the integrated splitting fiinctions
nvolving heavy quarks through
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W ritten in such a fashion, the Sudakov form factor for m assive quarks is obtained by a m ere replacem ent of the
integrated splitting fiinction according to Eq. [@). Sin ilarly, for every heavy quark Q occurring in a splittingg ! QQ,
the Integrated splitting function ¢ ism odi ed correspondingly. In accordance w ith these replacem ents the running
coupling constant ¢ changesasw ell, since the num ber ofactive quarks changesw hen passing a heavy quark threshold.
T he Integrated splitting fiinctions and the corresponding Sudakov form factors can be em ployed to calculate m ulti-
Ftratesin e’ e annihilation in the k, schem es. In both schem es, the ¥t resolution param etery;y is given by
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where s = Q2 is the cm . energy squared of the colliding electrons. For m assive particles, it m ight be m ore suitable
to replace the energies w ith the absolute values of the threem om enta In order to identify the relative transverse
m om entum properly, ie.
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H owever for our discussion this di erence is sublading only.

R ates for tw o~ three—, and four—gt events can be expressed by the Integrated splitting finctions and the Sudakov
form factors as

Ry, = [ o Q00T ;
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where Q g now plays the role of the Bt resolution scake in the k,; algorithm , Q3 = yeu:Q?, and Q isthecm . energy of
the colliding " e . Single— avour &t rates in Eq. {IJ) are de ned from the avour of the prin ary vertex, ie. events
w ith gluon splitting Into heavy quarks where the ghion hasbeen em itted o prin ary light quarks are not included in
the heavy Ft ratesbut would be considered In the £t rates for light quarks.

In order to catch which kind of logarithm ic corrections are resumm ed w ith these expressions it is illistrative to
study the above form ulae in the kinem atical regin e such that Q m Q0. Expanding in powers of g, Ft rates
can be form ally expressed as
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where the coe cients C}S) are polynom ials of order 1in Ly = In (I1=yoye) and Ly, = M@ ?=Q3). At the given NLL

accuracy it is su cient to treat the running of  to st oxder (one-loop),
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A tematively, instead of using the transverse m om entum g as the scale for ¢ in the Sudakov form factors, the
expression show ng up in the propagatortem s, ie. ¢+ (1 zfm? orthe heavy quark splittingQ ! Qg,orcf + m?
for the gluon splitting into two heavy quarksg ! QQ, can be chosen. H owever, this is a sublading e ect.

The coe cients forthe rstorderin ¢ are given by
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all coe cients for higher gt m ultiplicities being 0. For second order ¢ wih n active avours at the high scale, the
LL and NLL coe cients read
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FIG.1l: E ectofabmassof5 GeV on the single- avour two-and three—gt rate at LEP 1 energies as a function of the gt
resolution param eter in the D urham schem e. In the left plot thise ect is treated through the full inclusion ofm asses into the
splitting finction, see Eq. [[0), whereas in the plot on the right hand side this e ect is m odeled through the dead cone, see
Eq. [@.
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Tem s (n n 1) In the NLL coe cients are due to the combined e ect ofthe gluon splitting Into m assive quarks

and of the munning of ¢ below the threshold of the heavy quarks, w th a corresponding change In the num ber of
active avours. W ith our de nition of ft rates w ith prim ary quarks the gt rates add up to one at NLL accuracy.
T his statem ent is cbviously realized in the result above orderby order in 5.

T he corresponding m assless result [4] is obtained from Egs. [[@) and [8) by setting L, ! 0. Notice that Egs. [[7)
and [[8) are valid only form Q¢ and thereforem ! 0 doesnot reproduce the correct lin i, w hich hasto be an ooth
as given by Eq.[[3). Let us also mention that ©rQ & m there is a strong cancellation of leading logarithm s and
therefore subleading e ects becom e m ore pronounced.

An approxin ateway of ncludingm asse ects in m assless calculations, that is som etim esused, isthe \dead cone" [34]
approxin ation. T he dead cone relies on the observation that, at lkading logarithm ic order, there is no radiation of
soft and collinear glhionso heavy quarks. Thise ect can be easily understood from the splitting fiinction in Eq. (@).
Forqg (1 z)m the splitting fiinction is not any m ore enhanced at z ! 1. This can be expressed via them odi ed
Integrated splitting function

g:c:(Q jgm)= o Q;gm = 0)+ 2Cr I mg m q : 19)

To obtain this resul the m assless splitting finction hasbeen used, which is integrated w ith the additional constraint
z> 1 o=m .W e also compare our results w ith this approxin ation.

The impact of mass e ects can be highlighted by two exam ples, namely by the e ect of the bmass n et e
annihilation at the Z pole and by the e ect of the tm ass at a potential linear collider operating at a cm . energy of
500GeV. W ithmyp,=5GeV,M; = 912GeV,and M z)= 0:118,thee ect ofthebm assat the Z polk on the two-
and three—gt rates is depicted in Fig.[l. C learly, using the fiillm assive splitting filnction, the onset ofm ass e ects in
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FIG.2: Thee ect ofa tmass 0of 175 G&V on the sihgle- avour two- and three—gt rate as a function of the gt resolution
param eter, at a potential linear collider operating at cm . energies of 500 GeV . Again, In the left plot this e ect is treated
through the fill inclusion of m asses into the splitting fiinction, see Eq. [[0), whereas in the plot on the right hand side this
e ect ism odeled through the dead cone, see Eq. 3.

the ¥t rates is not abrupt as in the dead cone case and becom es visble m uch earlier. A Iready at the rather m odest
value of the £t resolution param eters ofyo,r = 0:004, the two—ft rate, ncluding m ass e ects, is enhanced by roughly
% with respect to the m assless case, whereas the three—ft rate is decreased by roughly 3:5% . For even sn aller £t
resolution param eters, the two—ft rate experiences an Increasing enhancem ent, whereas the m assive three—ft rate
starts being larger than the m assless one at values of the £t resolution param eters of the order of yeut 0001. The
curves have been obtained by num erical integration of Eq. [[3). Furthem ore, in order to obtain physical resul the
branching probabilities have been set to one whenever they exceed one or to zero w henever they becom e negative.

W hile in the case of bottom quarks at LEP 1 energies the overall e ect of the quark m ass is at the few per-cent
level, this e ect becom es trem endous for top quarks at a potential linear collider operating at 500 G &V ; see Fig. O.
Ow Ing to the size ofm ass e ects, the di erence between the LL treatm ent through the dead cone and the m1lINLL
result becom es visble, re ecting the fact that Q m and the respective logarithm s canceling each other. In other
words, for this case a full xed-order treatm ent ism andatory.

In this paper Sudakov form factors involring heavy quarks have been em ployed to estin ate the size of their m ass
e ects in Ft rates n e" e annhilation into hadrons. These e ects are sizeable and therefore observable in the
experim entally relevant region. In addition, the coe cients for the lading logarithm s, both in the Ft resolution
param eter and in the quark m ass, have been deduced up to second order in . They are m andatory for the
com bination wih xed-order calculationsofthe two— three—and four—gt rates, and resum m ed expressions as obtained
by Sudakov form factors. The m atching between xed-order calculations and resumm ed results w illbe presented in
a forthocom ing article.

A cknow ledgm ents

T he authorswant to acknow ledge nancialsupport from the EC 5th Fram ew ork P rogram m e under contract num bers
HPMF-€T-2000-00989 G R.) and HPM F-€T2002-01663 K .). T he authors are gratefiil for stin ulating discussions
wih S.Catani, B.W ebberand M L .M angano. Valiable comm ents from J.Fuster and K . H am acher conceming the
experim ental situation are also acknow ledged. Special thanks to S. Vascotto for carefully reading the m anuscript.
G R .acknow ledges also partial support from G eneralitat Valenciana under grant CT ID IB /2002/24 and M CyT under
grants FPA 2001-3031 and BFM 2002-00568.

[l1 G .Stem an and S.W einberg, Phys.Rev.Lett. 39 (1977) 1436.
R1W .Barteletal. JADE Collaboration], Z.Phys.C 33 (1986) 23.
B] S.Bethkeet al. JADE Collaboration], Phys.Lett.B 213 (1988) 235.



@l s.

Catani, Y .L.D okshitzer, M .0 Isson, G . Tumock and B.R .W ebber, Phys. Lett.B 269 (1991) 432.

Bl1Y .L.Dokshizer, G .D .Leder, S.M orettiand B.R .W ebber, JHEP 9708 (1997) 001 arX i hep-ph/9707323].

Bls.
[71P.
Bl P.
BlP.

Catani, CERN-TH -6281-91

Abreu et al. DELPHICollaboration], Phys.Lett.B 255 (1991) 466.
Abreu etal. DELPHICollaboration], Z.Phys.C 59 (1993) 357.
Abreu et al. DELPHICollaboration], Phys.Lett.B 414 (1997) 401.

[10] G .Abbiendietal. PPAL Collaboration], Eur.Phys.J.C 20 (2001) 601 arX ivhep-ex/0101044].

Q11A.
121 s.

Heisteretal. ALEPH Collaboration], CERN -EP /2002-029, subm itted to Eur.Phys.J.C .
Bethke, J.Phys.G 26 (2000) R27 arX ivhep-ex/0004021]].

[13] G .Rodrigo, A . Santam aria and M . S.Bilnky, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79 (1997) 193 arX ivhep-ph/9703358].

[l4]1 P.Abreu et al. DELPHICollaboration], Phys.Lett.B 418 (1998) 430.

[15] A .Brandenburg, P.N .Burrows, D .M uller, N .0 ishiand P.Uwer, Phys. Lett. B 468 (1999) 168 @arX ivhep-ph/9905495].

[l6] R .Barate et al. ALEPH Collaboration], Eur.Phys.J.C 18 (2000) 1 arX ivhep-ex/0008013].

[l7] G .Abbiendiet al. PPAL Collaboration], Eur.Phys.J.C 21 (2001) 411 arX ivhep-ex/0105046].

[18] Y .L.D okshitzer, V.A .Khoze and S. I.Troian, Phys.Rev.D 53 (1996) 89 [arX ivhep-ph/9506425].

[L9] S.Catani, S.D ittm ajer and Z . Trocsanyi, Phys. Lett.B 500 (2001) 149 arX ivhep-ph/0011222].

RO] M .Cacciariand S.Catani, NucLPhys.B 617 (2001) 253 arX ivhep-ph/0107138].

R1] S.Catani, S.D ittm ajer, M .H . Seym our and Z . Trocsanyi, Nucl. Phys.B 627 (2002) 189 [arX ivhep-ph/0201036].

P2] M .Cacciariand E .G ardi, NucL Phys.B 664 (2003) 299 arX ivhep-ph/0301047].

R3] G .Rodrigo, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl. 54A (1997) 60 arX ivhep-ph/9609213].

R41M . S. Bilenky, S. Cabrera, J. Fuster, S. M arti, G. Rodrigo and A . Santam ardia, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 114006
arX ivhep-ph/9807489].

R5] G .Rodrigo, M .S.Biknky and A . Santam aria, Nucl Phys.B 554 (1999) 257 arX ivhep-ph/9905276].

R6] P.Nason and C .0 leari, Phys. Lett.B 407 (1997) 57 [arX ivhep-ph/9705295].

R7]1 P.Nason and C .0 leari, NucL. Phys.B 521 (1998) 237 arX ivhep-ph/9709360].

P8] W .Bemreuther, A . Brandenburg and P.Uwer, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79 (1997) 189 arX ivhep-ph/9703305].

R9] A .Brandenburg and P.Uwer, NucLPhys.B 515 (1998) 279 [arX ivhep-ph/9708350].

B0] S.Catani, L. Trentadue, G . Tumock and B.R .W ebber, NucL Phys.B 407 (1993) 3.

B1l] L.J.D ixon and A . Signer, Phys.Rev.D 56 (1997) 4031 arX ivhep—ph/9706285].

B2] Z.Nagy and Z . Trocsanyi, Phys.Rev.D 59 (1999) 014020 [E rratum <bid.D 62 (2000) 099902] [arX ivhep-ph/9806317].

B3] S.Catani, F.K rauss, R .Kuhn and B.R .W ebber, JHEP 0111 (2001) 063 arX ivhepph/0109231].

B4] F.Krauss, JHEP 0208 (2002) 015 ArX ivhep-ph/0205283].

B5] S.Catani, B.R .W ebber, Y .L.D okshitzer and F . F lorani, Nucl. Phys.B 383 (1992) 419.

B6]1Y .L.Dokshizer,V.A .Khozeand S.I.Troian, J.Phys.G 17 (1991) 1602.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707323
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0101044
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0004021
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703358
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905495
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0008013
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0105046
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506425
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011222
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0107138
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201036
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301047
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9609213
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807489
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905276
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9705295
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709360
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703305
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9708350
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9706285
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806317
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0109231
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0205283

	Acknowledgments
	References

