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A bstract
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ties In the extraction of the proton parton densities.
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1 Introduction

W e present In this note an update of the predictions for the top quark production cross—
section at the Tevatron. T hese predictions are based on two com plem entary ingredients:

1. the evaluation of the parton-level cross-sections, carried out In perturbative Q CD w ith
the Inclusion of the fill next-to-leading-order NLO ) m atrix elem ents [1'], possbly
In proved w ith the resum m ation to all orders of perturbation theory of classes of large
soft Jogarithm s @, 3]

2. the proton parton densities PD F's), which are typically extracted com paring existing
data wih NLO calculations availabl for the relevant processes, and extrapolated to
the relevant region of Q ? using the NLO evolution equations (m ore recently, accurate
estin ates of the exact NNLO resuls have also becom e available E4], based on partial
evaluations of the three-loop splitting fuinctions).

The numbers we present here are based on the theoretical fram ework introduced in [_-3]
and [g], where the com plkte NLO calculation of the tt cross-section was in proved w ith the
resum m ation of lading H] and next-to-Jeading G] soft Jogarithm s appearing at all orders of
perturbation theory. T he introduction of resum m ation tums out to have only a m ild in pact
on the overall rates (the e ects at NLL are typically of the order of a few percent), but
In proves the stability ofthe predictionsw ith respect to changes ofthe renomm alization scales.
W hilke no progress has occurred since 1998 in the calculation itself, signi cant developm ent
has taken place in the determm ination ofthe PD F's. In addition to much in proved data from
HERA, from xed-targetD IS experin entsat FNA L, and to the In plem entation of Tevatron
Bt and W production data In the ts, progress has occurred in the assesan ent of the true
uncertainties associated w ith the global tsto thessdata. Thiswork, which recently received
considerab’ke attention G ¥k, K eller and K osower 1], CTEQ [, 9], MRST [l0], Bot® 1],
Akkhin {IZ]), has ked to sets of PDF param eterizations which should provide a m eaningfiil
estin ate of the \1- " uncertainty deriving from PDF s to be associated to any calculations
of hard processes in hadronic collisions.

The Introduction of these PDF sets \w ith uncertainties" relaxes the much constrained
predictions which used to be anchored to prede ned finctional param etrizations, and it is
natural to anticipate that the range of predictions for a given hard cross-section will be
ncreased.

2 Outline of the uncertainty estim ate

W e shortly outline here the details of our calculation, before presenting the num erical resukts.
Unless explicitly denoted as y 1o, @all of our results are obtained using the N LL-m proved
form alisn of ref. (1.



2.1 Scale uncertainty

T he evaluation ofthe purely theoretical uncertainty isbased on the standard exploration of
the cross-section dependence on the renom alization ( g ) and factorization ( r) scalesused
In the perturbative calculation. In thiswork, we follow the standard convention ofconsidering
the range m =2 < < 2Ny, sStting g = 7 . A Justi cation for this choice can
be found in [§], where it was shown that m =2 corresponds to a point of m inin al
sensitivity, providing a m axinum of the crosssection in the range 01 < =m, < 10. In
the range of m ass consistent w ith the current data, and for the two CM energy values of
run Tand run IT (1.8 and 1.96 TeV , repectively), the re]ati@gca]e uncertainty at NLO isof
the order of 10% , ndependent to good approxin ation of S, m ¢, and PDF sets. In this
region of param eters, the m axin um value is cbtained for m =2, and them nimum for
= 2m . The nclusion of NLL resumm ation corrections reduces the uncertainty to the
level ofapproxin ately 5% [Bf. Thisisthee ect ofvery sn allNLL corrections to the NLO
resul for an all values of , where the NLO rate is largest, and bigger corrections for large

For com plkteness, we also considered the possibility of varying independently the value
of renom alization and factorization scale. Thess were chosen In the range 05 < g= 5 < 2,
with 05< grgp=m, < 2. W everi ed (see Jater) that w ithin this range the results obtained
using the choice gz = r arenot alered signi cantly, lrading only to a an all ncrease ofthe
upper estin ate.

22 PDF uncertainty

In the fram ework of §, 9, 10], PDFs w ith uncertainties com e in sets of nppr pairs, where
Nppr iSthe number of param etersused in the ts. Each pair corresponds to the t ocbtained
by varying of 1 the value of the t param eter eigenvalues, after diagonalization of the
correlation m atrix. By construction, the system atic uncertainty obtained for the cbservable
O isgiven by:

0O =

15 —=x%
> ©u 05 )2 1)

=1lmnppr

where O; is the value cbtained using the PDF st corresoonding to the variation of the
ith elgenvalue w ithin is error range. The central value of the prediciton is cbtained using
a reference PDF set, typically labelled wih i = 0. W e explore in this work the sets in
the CTEQ 6 [Q] param eterizations (crro = 20, corresponding to 40 sets, plus 1 reference
set) and in the M RST 2002 [I3] com pilation (y rsr = 15, corresponding to 30 sets, plus
1 reference set). All sets in the CTEQ com pilation have (M ;) =0118, whilk thoss In

2This num ber, as well as all num erical estin ates presented in this docum ent, correspond to the choice
A = 2,where A is the param eter introduced In f§] to param eterize the uncertainty about subleading higher
order termm s. In that paper, it was found that A = 2 gives a better estim ate of the higher order uncertainties.
A = 0, for exam ple, would reduce the scale dependence to only 2:5% , without changing signi cantly the
central value of the resum m ed cross-section



n
P=
S = M p=2 = My = 2M o

(G v ) N LO res N LO res N LO res
1800 517 519 | 487 506|432 4 .69
1960 6.69 6.71| 631 656 | 561 6.11

Table 1: Crosssection predictions (in pb) for the 1998 M RSR2 PDF and m yp =
175 G&v.

the MRST onehave (M 3z) =0119. The CTEQ sets are labeled as follows: 6M  for the
default set, and 101140 forthe 20 1 varations. TheM RST sets are labeled as 0 forthe
reference set, and 130 forthe 15 1 varations. In both cases, CTEQ and M RST , we use
the default values of tokrances chosen by the two groups to best represent the uncertainty.
In particular, CTEQ selcts 2= 100, whileM RST selcts 2= 50.

In addition, we shall also consider three sets obtained by the M RST group in 2001 [13],
where the values of § was frozen to 1 from the centralworld average. W e shall label
these setsasA 01L forthelow— 4 ( M ;) =0117) t [13],A01H forthehigh- ¢ ( M ;)
=0.J121) t [3],J01 ra tbased on Tevatron gtdata ( s M ;) =0.121) I3].

3 Resuls

Tablk 1 sum m arizes the results obtained with the PDF sets used in 1998, when the work in
ref. [6] appeared. T he num bers agree w ith what appears in Tabl 1 of that docum ent.

Table [2 gives the central value and error for the CTEQ sets, for thzﬁe_values of the
top mass (170, 175 and 180 G&V) and the two CM energies of nterest ( S = 1800 and
1960 G&V). W e list the results cbtained at the three reference values of the m ass scale
r = =M= 05;1;2. Tab]e:? provides the sam e infom ation forthe M RST sets.

F igure 1, show s the contour plots of the NLL crosssection when  and r are varid
Independently. T he region de ned by the oblique solid lines correspondsto 05 < z= § < 2.
Tt show sthatw ithin thisdom ain the range ofN LL rates is com patiblew ith the range cbtained
using g = .

In principle one should com bine the uncertainty due to PD F' s and that due to the scale
choice In quadrature. W e prefer to add them linearly, since the scale uncertainty isnot really
a system atic ervor in the strict sense. W e therefore quote our range for the top cross-section
as

T = 2) ppr (£ = 2)< < (r=1=2)+ ppr (£ = 1=2) @)

T he corresponding values are given in Tablk4. T he sim ilar results fortheM R ST com pilation
are provided in Tabk 5.

T hree comm ents are in order:



TS e T | (M)

1800 170 05| 622 042
1800 170 1 640 040
1800 170 2 5.66 037
1800 175 05]529 035
1800 175 1 519 033
1800 175 2 481 031
1800 180 05| 452 029
1800 180 1 443 028
1800 180 2 411 026
1960 170 05| 7.97 057
1960 170 1 783 054
1960 170 2 729 049
1960 175 05| 682 047
1960 175 1 6.70 045
1960 175 2 623 042
1960 180 05| 586 040
1960 180 1 5.75 038
1960 180 2 535 035

Table 2: Range of cross-section predictions (in pb) orthe CTEQ 6 fam ily of PDF's
ata xedscaler = =Myyp. rer refersto the centralvalue, using the 6M  set, and
is the error, as de ned i eq. (L).



e
S m top r ref (0)

1800 170 05| 625 019
1800 170 1 6.14 0.18
1800 170 2 5.69 0.17
1800 175 05| 532 0.16
1800 175 1 522 015
1800 175 2 484 014
1800 180 05| 454 013
1800 180 1 445 0.12
1800 180 2 412 011
1960 170 05| 8.05 027
1960 170 1 7.91 026
1960 170 2 735 024
1960 175 05| 6.88 022
1960 175 1 6.76 021
1960 175 2 628 019
1960 180 05| 589 0.19
1960 180 1 5.79 0.18
1960 180 2 5.38 0.16

Tabl 3: Range of cross—section predictions (n pb) fortheM RST fam ily of PDF's
ata xedscaler = =Miyyp. rer refers to the central value, using the 0 set, and
is the error, as de ned in 9. (1:_):.

e
S m top m in ref (6M ) m ax

1800 170 | 529 6.10 6.63
1800 175 | 451 519 5.64
1800 180 | 3.85 443 481
1960 170 | 6.79 7.83 8.54
1960 175 | 582 6.70 730
1960 180 | 5.00 5.75 625

Tabl 4: Full range of cross—section predictions (in pb) for the CTEQ 6 fam ily of
PDFs, asde ned In 9. (2:). rer refersto the choice of 6M and = m .
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Figure 1: Contourplot ofthe NLL cross-section, in the r plane. T he cblique
solid line de nesthe region 05< g= ¢ < 2.

n
o
S mtop m in ref (O) m ax

1800 170 | 552 6.13 644
1800 175 | 4.69 521 547
1800 180 | 4.00 444 4.67
1960 170 | 7.11 7.90 831
1960 175 | 6.08 6.76 710
1960 180 | 521 5.79 6.08

Tabl 5: Full range of cross—section predictions (in pb) for the M RST fam ily of
PDFs, asde ned In 9. @). rer refersto the choice of set 0 and = m .



s Mepp | min @ =2,A01L) L@@ =1,0) na @ = 05,301)
1800 170 548 613 6.72
1800 175 466 521 571
1800 180 3.98 444 4 86
1960 170 7.04 7.90 8.69
1960 175 6.03 6.76 741
1960 180 517 5.79 634

Tabl 6: Full range of cross—section predictions (in pb) for the M RST fam ily of
PDFs. o refersto the choice of 0 and = myp.r = =Myp and PD F give the
scale factor and PDF set at which them inimum and m axinum rates are attained.

1. the uncertainty ranges obtained using the CTEQ sets, ora xed choice of scale, are
aln ost twice as large as those for the M RST sets. W e understand this is the result
of the di erent tolerance criteria used by the two groups (see A ppendix B4 of f] and
Section 6 of [10] for som e discussion) . TheM R ST range Increases how ever ifwe include
in the analsys the 2001 sets with varying . . This is shown In Tabl'§. In this case
the lowest predictions are obtained from the 2001 A 01L t, with the low value of
, while the highest prediction com es from the 2001 fFtdbased JO01 t. After the |
variation is lncluded, the M RST range becom es com patiole w ith that of CTEQ ’s.

2. the central values obtained Igogay for the top cross-section are about 3% larger than
those obtained In 1998. At S = 18 TeV and = myyp = 175G€V we had 5.06 pb
wih the st MRSR2 ( ;M z) =0119). We now have 519 pb wih CTEQ 6M , and
521 pb wih MRSTO.

3. the contrbution ofthe PDF system atics to the uncertainty range is large. In the case
ofthe CTEQ sets, it is ofthe order of 6-7% , Jarger than that due to the choice of scale.
This is a result of the lJarge sensitivity of the top crosssection to the largex glion
content of the proton, which is stillpoorly known. For CTEQ the largest contribution
to the error com es from the two sets 129 and 130:_3:. For these two sets, we nd the
contribution of the gg channel to be respectively 11% and 21% ofthe total rate. For
com parison, the contributions of the gg production channel for sets 129 and 130 are
the sam e to w thin 1% . In otherwords, the PD F uncertainty on the top rate ism ostly
driven by the poorly known gluon densiy, whose um nosity in this kinem atic range
varies by up to a factor of 2 within the 1- PDF range.

W hile the overall production rate has a large relative uno%;téjnty of approxin ?)tg]y 15% , it
is In portant to point out that the ratio of cross-sectionsat S = 196TeV and S = 18Te&V
is extrem ely stable. In the case ofthe CTEQ sets, orexam ple, we found (1:96)= (18) =
1295 02015 after scanning over the set of scale choicesand ©r170 < m ¢, < 180 GeV .The

3This is consistent w ith what fund in a recent study of Ft produciton at the Tevatron @-ﬁ]



e
S m top m in ref (6M ) m ax

1800 170 | 529 6.10 6.72
1800 175 | 451 519 5.71
1800 180 | 3.85 443 486
1960 170 | 6.79 7.83 8.69
1960 175 | 582 6.70 741
1960 180 | 5.00 5.75 6.34

Tabl 7: Full range of cross—section predictions (in pb) for the combined study of
CTEQ6,MRST and MRST wih ¢ variation. The central vlaues are taken from

CTEQ6M .Them ninum ratesarise from CTEQ 6, while the uppervalues arise from

M RST st J01. T hese num bers should be quoted as\BCM N [_6], asupdated In fthis
paper]."

error is about 1% . W e therefore consider the prediction of the relative cross-section at the
tw o energies to be a very stabl one.

P_

For reference, we collect the full set of crosssections @t S = 1:96 TeV and m ¢ =
175G eV) rallCTEQ setsand scale choices in Tab]elg . Here, forthe sake ofdocum entation,
we provide the NLO rates and the N LL-in proved ones ssparately.

4 Conclusions

W e reiterate here them ain ndings ofthis study. T he Inclusion ofthe ullPD F system atics,
m ade possibl by the recent works of several groups, leads to a m ore realistic estin ate ofthe
top cross—section uncertainty. The Jatest M RST and CTEQ sets give rise to cross—sections
which are typically 3% larger than what obtained w ith sets available at the tin e ofRun I.
In addition to the increase In rate, the size of the uncertainty range has also increased, to
a value of the order of 15% , dom inated by the PDF and ¢ uncertainties. The lkading
source of PDF uncertainty com es from the (lack of) know ledge of the gluon lum inosiy at
large values of x. The gg contribution can in fact change through the PDF sstsby up to a
factorof2 (from 10% to 20% ofthetotalrateat 196 TeV).W e nd thattheM RST setsgive
rise to a analler PDF uncertainty, a result we ascribe to the tighter tolerances required by
M RST in de ning the range of the eigenvalues. The M RST uncertainty increases however
to values consistent w ith CTEQ ’s once the sets obtained from a 1 changeof (M ;) are
Included. T hisunderscores the in portance of including the ¢ uncertainty ntothe PDF ts
In a m ore system atic fashion. On the sam e footing, the im pact of higher order corrections,
as well as of the treatm ent of higher twist e ects in the tting of Jow-Q 2 data, m ay need
som e m ore study before a nal tabulation of the PD F uncertainties is achieved f[10].

W e collect in Tabk 7} our nal results. This summ ary tabl includes the CTEQ €M set



and = m, as centralvalues, and the m ost extrem e rates extracted from Tables', § and
g aslower With = 2m,) and uppervalues Wih = myE=2).

In spite of the overall large uncertainty, the ratio of cross-sectionsat 1.96 and 1.8 TeV is
extrem ely stable, being equalto 1295 0015 over themass range 170 < m ¢, < 180 G &€V .
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CTEQ®6 = M p=2 = M p = 2m

N LO res N LO res N LO res
oM 6.81 682 | 647 6.70 | 5.76 623
101 6.94 695 | 6.60 6.83 | 588 635
102 6.68 669 | 635 657 | 565 611
103 6.79 681 | 646 6.69 | 5.75 622
104 6.82 6.83 | 649 6.71 | 5.78 625
105 6.80 682 | 647 6.70 | 5.76 623
106 681 683 | 648 6.70 | 5.77 624
107 6.67 669 | 634 657 | 564 611
108 6.95 696 | 661 6.84 | 589 636
109 6.89 691 | 653 6.77 | 581 630
110 6.74 6.75 | 642 6.64 | 5.73 6.18
111 6.80 681 | 647 6.69 | 5.76 622
112 681 683 | 647 6.70 | 5.76 624
113 6.80 682 | 647 6.70 | 5.77 623
114 6.81 682 | 647 6.70 | 5.76 623
115 6.80 6.82 | 646 6.69 | 5.75 623
116 6.87 6.88 | 654 6.76 | 582 629
117 6.75 6.76 | 641 664|571 6.18
118 6.92 693 | 6,59 6.81 | 587 634
119 6.83 6.84 | 651 6.72 | 5.80 626
120 6.80 6.82 | 646 6.69 | 5.74 623
121 6.75 6.77 | 642 6.64 | 5.72 6.18
122 6.85 687 | 651 6.74 | 5.79 627
123 6.71 6.73 | 638 6.60 | 5.67 6.14
124 6.68 669 | 635 657 | 565 611
125 6.73 6.74 | 640 6.62 | 5.69 6.16
126 6.82 6.83 | 648 6.71 | 5.76 624
127 6.85 686 | 651 6.74 | 580 627
128 6.87 6.88 | 653 6.76 | 582 629
129 6.56 658 | 628 647 | 561 6.03
130 736 737 | 694 721 | 614 6.70
131 6.70 6.71 | 636 659 | 566 613
132 6.67 668 | 634 656 | 5.64 611
133 6.63 664 | 631 652 | 562 6.07
134 6.79 680 | 644 6.67 | 5.73 621
135 6.86 6.87 | 652 6.75| 581 628
136 6.86 6.87 | 652 6.75| 581 628
137 6.94 695 | 6.58 6.82 | 584 6.34
138 6.75 6.77 | 643 6.65| 5.73 619
139 6.83 685 | 649 6.72 | 5.78 626
140 6.79 6.80 | 646 6.68 | 5.75 621

Table 8: Full set of predictions for the CTEQ fam ily of PDF's, and form o, =

175GevV,at S = 196TeV.

and NLL resumm ed, according to EG]. A1l rates are In pb.

N1Lo istheNLO rate, whik ,es isthe sum ofNLO
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