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1 Introduction

W e present in this note an update ofthe predictions for the top quark production cross-

section attheTevatron.Thesepredictionsarebased on two com plem entary ingredients:

1.theevaluation oftheparton-levelcross-sections,carried outin perturbativeQCD with

the inclusion of the fullnext-to-leading-order (NLO) m atrix elem ents [1], possibly

im proved with theresum m ation to allordersofperturbation theory ofclassesoflarge

softlogarithm s[2,3]

2.theproton parton densities(PDFs),which aretypically extracted com paring existing

data with NLO calculationsavailable forthe relevantprocesses,and extrapolated to

therelevantregion ofQ 2 using theNLO evolution equations(m orerecently,accurate

estim atesofthe exactNNLO resultshave also becom e available [4],based on partial

evaluationsofthethree-loop splitting functions).

The num bers we present here are based on the theoreticalfram ework introduced in [5]

and [6],where the com plete NLO calculation ofthe t�tcross-section wasim proved with the

resum m ation ofleading [5]and next-to-leading [6]softlogarithm sappearing atallordersof

perturbation theory.Theintroduction ofresum m ation turnsouttohaveonly a m ild im pact

on the overallrates (the e�ects at NLL are typically ofthe order ofa few percent),but

im provesthestabilityofthepredictionswith respecttochangesoftherenorm alization scales.

W hile no progresshasoccurred since 1998 in the calculation itself,signi�cantdevelopm ent

hastaken placein thedeterm ination ofthePDFs.In addition to m uch im proved data from

HERA,from �xed-targetDIS experim entsatFNAL,and totheim plem entation ofTevatron

jetand W production data in the �ts,progresshasoccurred in the assessm entofthe true

uncertaintiesassociated with theglobal�tstothesedata.Thiswork,which recently received

considerable attention (Giele,Kellerand Kosower[7],CTEQ [8,9],M RST [10],Botje [11],

Alekhin [12]),hasled to setsofPDF param eterizationswhich should provide a m eaningful

estim ate ofthe \1-�" uncertainty deriving from PDFsto be associated to any calculations

ofhard processesin hadroniccollisions.

The introduction ofthese PDF sets \with uncertainties" relaxes the m uch constrained

predictionswhich used to be anchored to prede�ned functionalparam etrizations,and itis

naturalto anticipate that the range ofpredictions for a given hard cross-section willbe

increased.

2 O utline ofthe uncertainty estim ate

W eshortlyoutlineherethedetailsofourcalculation,beforepresentingthenum ericalresults.

Unlessexplicitly denoted as�N LO ,allofourresultsare obtained using the NLL-im proved

form alism ofref.[6].
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2.1 Scale uncertainty

Theevaluation ofthepurely theoreticaluncertainty isbased on thestandard exploration of

thecross-section dependenceon therenorm alization (�R )and factorization (�F )scalesused

intheperturbativecalculation.Inthiswork,wefollow thestandardconvention ofconsidering

the range m top=2 < � < 2m top,setting �R = �F � �. A justi�cation for this choice can

be found in [6],where it was shown that � � m top=2 corresponds to a point ofm inim al

sensitivity,providing a m axim um ofthe cross-section in the range 0:1 < �=m top < 10. In

the range ofm ass consistent with the current data,and forthe two CM energy values of

run Iand run II(1.8 and 1.96 TeV,respectively),therelativescaleuncertainty atNLO isof

theorderof�10% ,independentto good approxim ation of
p
S,m top and PDF sets.In this

region ofparam eters,them axim um valueisobtained for� � m top=2,and them inim um for

� = 2m top. The inclusion ofNLL resum m ation corrections reduces the uncertainty to the

levelofapproxim ately �5% [6]2.Thisisthee�ectofvery sm allNLL correctionstotheNLO

resultforsm allvaluesof�,where the NLO rate islargest,and biggercorrectionsforlarge

�.

Forcom pleteness,we also considered the possibility ofvarying independently the value

ofrenorm alization and factorization scale.Thesewerechosen in therange0:5< �R=�F < 2,

with 0:5< �R ;F =m top < 2.W everi�ed (seelater)thatwithin thisrangetheresultsobtained

using thechoice�R = �F arenotaltered signi�cantly,leading only to asm allincreaseofthe

upperestim ate.

2.2 PD F uncertainty

In the fram ework of[8,9,10],PDFswith uncertaintiescom e in setsofnP D F pairs,where

nP D F isthenum berofparam etersused in the�ts.Each paircorrespondstothe�tobtained

by varying of�1� the value ofthe �t param eter eigenvalues,after diagonalization ofthe

correlation m atrix.By construction,thesystem aticuncertainty obtained fortheobservable

O isgiven by:

�O =
1

2

s
X

i= 1;nP D F

(O i+ � O i� )
2 (1)

where O i� is the value obtained using the PDF set corresponding to the variation ofthe

ith eigenvalue within itserrorrange. The centralvalue ofthe prediciton isobtained using

a reference PDF set,typically labelled with i = 0. W e explore in this work the sets in

the CTEQ6 [9]param eterizations(nC TE Q = 20,corresponding to 40 sets,plus1 reference

set)and in the M RST 2002 [10]com pilation (nM R ST = 15,corresponding to 30 sets,plus

1 reference set). Allsets in the CTEQ com pilation have �s(M Z) =0.118,while those in

2This num ber,as wellas allnum ericalestim ates presented in this docum ent,correspond to the choice

A = 2,whereA isthe param eterintroduced in [6]to param eterizetheuncertainty aboutsubleading higher

orderterm s.In thatpaper,itwasfound thatA = 2 givesa betterestim ateofthehigherorderuncertainties.

A = 0,forexam ple,would reduce the scale dependence to only � 2:5% ,withoutchanging signi�cantly the

centralvalue ofthe resum m ed cross-section
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p
S � = m top=2 � = m top � = 2m top

(GeV) �N LO �res �N LO �res �N LO �res

1800 5.17 5.19 4.87 5.06 4.32 4.69

1960 6.69 6.71 6.31 6.56 5.61 6.11

Table 1: Cross-section predictions(in pb)forthe 1998 M RSR2 PDF and m top =

175 G eV.

the M RST one have �s(M Z) =0.119. The CTEQ sets are labeled asfollows: 6M forthe

defaultset,and 101-140 forthe20 �1� variations.TheM RST setsarelabeled as0 forthe

referenceset,and 1-30 forthe15 �1� variations.In both cases,CTEQ and M RST,weuse

thedefaultvaluesoftoleranceschosen by thetwo groupsto bestrepresenttheuncertainty.

In particular,CTEQ selects�� 2 = 100,whileM RST selects�� 2 = 50.

In addition,we shallalso considerthreesetsobtained by theM RST group in 2001 [13],

where the valuesof�s wasfrozen to �1� from the centralworld average. W e shalllabel

thesesetsasA 01L forthelow-�s (�s(M Z)=0.117)�t[13],A 01H forthehigh-�s (�s(M Z)

=0.121)�t[13],J01 fora �tbased on Tevatron jetdata (� s(M Z)=0.121)[13].

3 R esults

Table1 sum m arizestheresultsobtained with thePDF setsused in 1998,when thework in

ref.[6]appeared.Thenum bersagreewith whatappearsin Table1 ofthatdocum ent.

Table 2 gives the centralvalue and error for the CTEQ sets,for three values ofthe

top m ass (170,175 and 180 GeV) and the two CM energies ofinterest (
p
S = 1800 and

1960 GeV).W e list the results obtained at the three reference values ofthe m ass scale

r� = �=m top = 0:5;1;2.Table3 providesthesam einform ation fortheM RST sets.

Figure 1 shows the contourplotsofthe NLL cross-section when �R and �F are varied

independently.Theregion de�ned bytheobliquesolid linescorrespondsto0:5< �R=�F < 2.

Itshowsthatwithinthisdom aintherangeofNLL ratesiscom patiblewiththerangeobtained

using �R = �F .

In principle oneshould com bine theuncertainty due to PDFsand thatdueto thescale

choicein quadrature.W eprefertoadd them linearly,sincethescaleuncertainty isnotreally

a system aticerrorin thestrictsense.W ethereforequoteourrangeforthetop cross-section

as

�(r� = 2)� �� P D F (r� = 2)< � < �(r� = 1=2)+ �� P D F (r� = 1=2) (2)

Thecorrespondingvaluesaregiven in Table4.Thesim ilarresultsfortheM RST com pilation

areprovided in Table5.

Threecom m entsarein order:
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p
S m top r� �ref(6M ) ��

1800 170 0.5 6.22 0.42

1800 170 1 6.10 0.40

1800 170 2 5.66 0.37

1800 175 0.5 5.29 0.35

1800 175 1 5.19 0.33

1800 175 2 4.81 0.31

1800 180 0.5 4.52 0.29

1800 180 1 4.43 0.28

1800 180 2 4.11 0.26

1960 170 0.5 7.97 0.57

1960 170 1 7.83 0.54

1960 170 2 7.29 0.49

1960 175 0.5 6.82 0.47

1960 175 1 6.70 0.45

1960 175 2 6.23 0.42

1960 180 0.5 5.86 0.40

1960 180 1 5.75 0.38

1960 180 2 5.35 0.35

Table2: Rangeofcross-section predictions(in pb)fortheCTEQ 6 fam ily ofPDFs

ata �xed scaler� = �=m top.�ref refersto thecentralvalue,using the6M set,and

�� istheerror,asde�ned in eq.(1).

4



p
S m top r� �ref(0) ��

1800 170 0.5 6.25 0.19

1800 170 1 6.14 0.18

1800 170 2 5.69 0.17

1800 175 0.5 5.32 0.16

1800 175 1 5.22 0.15

1800 175 2 4.84 0.14

1800 180 0.5 4.54 0.13

1800 180 1 4.45 0.12

1800 180 2 4.12 0.11

1960 170 0.5 8.05 0.27

1960 170 1 7.91 0.26

1960 170 2 7.35 0.24

1960 175 0.5 6.88 0.22

1960 175 1 6.76 0.21

1960 175 2 6.28 0.19

1960 180 0.5 5.89 0.19

1960 180 1 5.79 0.18

1960 180 2 5.38 0.16

Table3: Range ofcross-section predictions(in pb)fortheM RST fam ily ofPDFs

ata �xed scale r� = �=m top. �ref refersto the centralvalue,using the 0 set,and

�� istheerror,asde�ned in eq.(1).

p
S m top �m in �ref(6M ) �m ax

1800 170 5.29 6.10 6.63

1800 175 4.51 5.19 5.64

1800 180 3.85 4.43 4.81

1960 170 6.79 7.83 8.54

1960 175 5.82 6.70 7.30

1960 180 5.00 5.75 6.25

Table 4: Fullrange ofcross-section predictions(in pb)forthe CTEQ 6 fam ily of

PDFs,asde�ned in eq.(2).�ref refersto the choice of6M and � = m top.
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Figure1:ContourplotoftheNLL cross-section,in the�F � �R plane.Theoblique

solid linede�nestheregion 0:5 < �R =�F < 2.

p
S m top �m in �ref(0) �m ax

1800 170 5.52 6.13 6.44

1800 175 4.69 5.21 5.47

1800 180 4.00 4.44 4.67

1960 170 7.11 7.90 8.31

1960 175 6.08 6.76 7.10

1960 180 5.21 5.79 6.08

Table 5: Fullrange ofcross-section predictions (in pb) for the M RST fam ily of

PDFs,asde�ned in eq.(2).�ref refersto the choice ofset0 and � = m top.
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p
S m top �m in (r� = 2,A 01L) �ref(r� = 1,0) �m ax (r� = 0:5,J01)

1800 170 5.48 6.13 6.72

1800 175 4.66 5.21 5.71

1800 180 3.98 4.44 4.86

1960 170 7.04 7.90 8.69

1960 175 6.03 6.76 7.41

1960 180 5.17 5.79 6.34

Table 6: Fullrange ofcross-section predictions (in pb) for the M RST fam ily of

PDFs.�ref refersto the choice of0 and � = m top.r� = �=m top and P D F give the

scale factorand PDF setatwhich the m inim um and m axim um ratesare attained.

1.the uncertainty rangesobtained using the CTEQ sets,fora �xed choice ofscale,are

alm osttwice as large as those forthe M RST sets. W e understand this is the result

ofthedi�erenttolerance criteria used by thetwo groups(seeAppendix B4 of[9]and

Section 6of[10]forsom ediscussion).TheM RST rangeincreaseshoweverifweinclude

in the analsysthe 2001 setswith varying �s . Thisisshown in Table 6. In thiscase

thelowestpredictionsare obtained from the2001 A 01L �t,with the low value of�s

,while the highest prediction com es from the 2001 jet-based J01 �t. After the �s

variation isincluded,theM RST rangebecom escom patiblewith thatofCTEQ’s.

2.the centralvaluesobtained today forthe top cross-section are about3% largerthan

those obtained in 1998. At
p
S = 1:8 TeV and � = m top = 175 GeV we had 5.06 pb

with the set M RSR2 (�s(M Z) =0.119). W e now have 5.19 pb with CTEQ6M ,and

5.21 pb with M RST0.

3.thecontribution ofthePDF system aticsto theuncertainty rangeislarge.In thecase

oftheCTEQ sets,itisoftheorderof6-7% ,largerthan thatduetothechoiceofscale.

This is a result ofthe large sensitivity ofthe top cross-section to the large-x gluon

contentoftheproton,which isstillpoorly known.ForCTEQ thelargestcontribution

to the errorcom esfrom the two sets129 and 1303. Forthese two sets,we �nd the

contribution ofthe gg channelto be respectively 11% and 21% ofthe totalrate. For

com parison,the contributionsofthe q�q production channelforsets129 and 130 are

thesam eto within 1% .In otherwords,thePDF uncertainty on thetop rateism ostly

driven by the poorly known gluon density,whose lum inosity in thiskinem atic range

variesby up to a factorof2 within the1-� PDF range.

W hiletheoverallproduction ratehasalargerelativeuncertainty ofapproxim ately �15% ,it

isim portanttopointoutthattheratioofcross-sectionsat
p
S = 1:96TeV and

p
S = 1:8TeV

isextrem ely stable.In thecase oftheCTEQ sets,forexam ple,we found �(1:96)=�(1:8)=

1:295� 0:015afterscanning overthesetofscalechoicesand for170< m top < 180GeV.The

3Thisisconsistentwith whatfound in a recentstudy ofjetproduciton atthe Tevatron [14].
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p
S m top �m in �ref(6M ) �m ax

1800 170 5.29 6.10 6.72

1800 175 4.51 5.19 5.71

1800 180 3.85 4.43 4.86

1960 170 6.79 7.83 8.69

1960 175 5.82 6.70 7.41

1960 180 5.00 5.75 6.34

Table 7: Fullrange ofcross-section predictions(in pb)forthe com bined study of

CTEQ 6,M RST and M RST with �s variation. The centralvlaues are taken from

CTEQ 6M .Them inim um ratesarisefrom CTEQ 6,whiletheuppervaluesarisefrom

M RST setJ01.Thesenum bersshould bequoted as\BCM N [6],asupdated in [this

paper]."

errorisabout1% . W e therefore considerthe prediction ofthe relative cross-section atthe

two energiesto bea very stableone.

For reference,we collect the fullset ofcross-sections (at
p
S = 1:96 TeV and m top =

175GeV)forallCTEQ setsand scalechoicesinTable8.Here,forthesakeofdocum entation,

weprovidetheNLO ratesand theNLL-im proved onesseparately.

4 C onclusions

W ereiterateherethem ain �ndingsofthisstudy.Theinclusion ofthefullPDF system atics,

m adepossibleby therecentworksofseveralgroups,leadstoam orerealisticestim ateofthe

top cross-section uncertainty. The latestM RST and CTEQ setsgive rise to cross-sections

which are typically 3% largerthan whatobtained with setsavailable atthe tim e ofRun I.

In addition to the increase in rate,the size ofthe uncertainty range hasalso increased,to

a value ofthe orderof�15% ,dom inated by the PDF and �s uncertainties. The leading

source ofPDF uncertainty com esfrom the (lack of)knowledge ofthe gluon lum inosity at

largevaluesofx.Thegg contribution can in factchangethrough the PDF setsby up to a

factorof2(from 10% to20% ofthetotalrateat1.96TeV).W e�nd thattheM RST setsgive

rise to a sm allerPDF uncertainty,a resultwe ascribe to the tightertolerancesrequired by

M RST in de�ning the range ofthe eigenvalues. The M RST uncertainty increaseshowever

to valuesconsistentwith CTEQ’soncethesetsobtained from a �1� changeof�s(M Z) are

included.Thisunderscorestheim portanceofincludingthe�s uncertainty intothePDF �ts

in a m ore system atic fashion.On thesam e footing,the im pactofhigherordercorrections,

aswellasofthe treatm ent ofhighertwist e�ects in the �tting oflow-Q 2 data,m ay need

som em orestudy beforea �naltabulation ofthePDF uncertaintiesisachieved [10].

W e collectin Table 7 our�nalresults. Thissum m ary table includesthe CTEQ6M set
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and � = m top ascentralvalues,and them ostextrem e ratesextracted from Tables4,5 and

6 aslower(with � = 2m top)and uppervalues(with � = m top=2).

In spiteoftheoveralllargeuncertainty,theratio ofcross-sectionsat1.96 and 1.8 TeV is

extrem ely stable,being equalto 1:295� 0:015 overthem assrange170< m top < 180 GeV.
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CTEQ6 � = m top=2 � = m top � = 2m top

�N LO �res �N LO �res �N LO �res

6M 6.81 6.82 6.47 6.70 5.76 6.23

101 6.94 6.95 6.60 6.83 5.88 6.35

102 6.68 6.69 6.35 6.57 5.65 6.11

103 6.79 6.81 6.46 6.69 5.75 6.22

104 6.82 6.83 6.49 6.71 5.78 6.25

105 6.80 6.82 6.47 6.70 5.76 6.23

106 6.81 6.83 6.48 6.70 5.77 6.24

107 6.67 6.69 6.34 6.57 5.64 6.11

108 6.95 6.96 6.61 6.84 5.89 6.36

109 6.89 6.91 6.53 6.77 5.81 6.30

110 6.74 6.75 6.42 6.64 5.73 6.18

111 6.80 6.81 6.47 6.69 5.76 6.22

112 6.81 6.83 6.47 6.70 5.76 6.24

113 6.80 6.82 6.47 6.70 5.77 6.23

114 6.81 6.82 6.47 6.70 5.76 6.23

115 6.80 6.82 6.46 6.69 5.75 6.23

116 6.87 6.88 6.54 6.76 5.82 6.29

117 6.75 6.76 6.41 6.64 5.71 6.18

118 6.92 6.93 6.59 6.81 5.87 6.34

119 6.83 6.84 6.51 6.72 5.80 6.26

120 6.80 6.82 6.46 6.69 5.74 6.23

121 6.75 6.77 6.42 6.64 5.72 6.18

122 6.85 6.87 6.51 6.74 5.79 6.27

123 6.71 6.73 6.38 6.60 5.67 6.14

124 6.68 6.69 6.35 6.57 5.65 6.11

125 6.73 6.74 6.40 6.62 5.69 6.16

126 6.82 6.83 6.48 6.71 5.76 6.24

127 6.85 6.86 6.51 6.74 5.80 6.27

128 6.87 6.88 6.53 6.76 5.82 6.29

129 6.56 6.58 6.28 6.47 5.61 6.03

130 7.36 7.37 6.94 7.21 6.14 6.70

131 6.70 6.71 6.36 6.59 5.66 6.13

132 6.67 6.68 6.34 6.56 5.64 6.11

133 6.63 6.64 6.31 6.52 5.62 6.07

134 6.79 6.80 6.44 6.67 5.73 6.21

135 6.86 6.87 6.52 6.75 5.81 6.28

136 6.86 6.87 6.52 6.75 5.81 6.28

137 6.94 6.95 6.58 6.82 5.84 6.34

138 6.75 6.77 6.43 6.65 5.73 6.19

139 6.83 6.85 6.49 6.72 5.78 6.26

140 6.79 6.80 6.46 6.68 5.75 6.21

Table 8: Fullset ofpredictions for the CTEQ fam ily ofPDFs,and for m top =

175 G eV,at
p
S = 1:96 TeV.�N LO isthe NLO rate,while �res isthe sum ofNLO

and NLL resum m ed,according to [6].Allratesare in pb.
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