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1. Introduction

W e present In this ktter a theoretical reassesam ent of the evaluation of the top
quark production cross section In high-energy hadronic collisions. The top quark
having been found [, B, the com parison between its cbserved production properties
and those expected from the Standard M odelw illbe an in portant probe of the pos-
sble existence of new phenom ena. O ne of the m ost in portant tests to be perfom ed
concems the totalproduction cross section. T his is them ost inclusive quantiy avail-
able, and is a pror the last sensitive to a detailed understanding of the higher
order corrections which in uence the evolution ofthe initialand nalstates. W ithin
Q CD , one expects the perturbative expansion In powers of ¢ ) to be wellbehaved
and to provide an accurate estin ate of the total cross section already at low orders.
In particular, the rst estim ates of the total production cross section using the full
next-to—-Jleading-order NLO ) m atrix elem ents B, ,E] gave an ncrease (relative to the
Bom resul) ofthe order of30% form asses above 100 G €V . T he residual perturbative
Q CD uncertainty, evaluated by varying the renom alization and factorization scales,
was shown to be no larger than 10% . The choice of param etrization for the input
parton densities was also shown to give e ects of this order of m agniude, by using
the available sets.

Tt was pointed out in ref. [§] that logarithm ic contrbutions associated to the
em ission of soft gluons from the nitial state could signi cantly enhance the NLO
result. An independent study of the soft gluon resumm ation In top production has
appeared recently []]. T hese studies are based on the resum m ation form ulae obtained
in the pioneering w orks of refs. [§,[9, [[Q]. U sing these fom ulae forexplicit calculations
requires the choice of a prescription in order to bypass the Landau-polk sihgularity
which is exposed by the Integration ofthe Q CD running coupling over gluon energies
ofthe order of ¢p . In particular it was shown in ref. [§] that, w thin the proposed
form alism , one can get sensible results only by cutting o the soft ghion em ission at
scales below 01 02 m.. The choice made in ref. []] ollow s instead a suggestion
put Prward in ref. [[1]]. A ccording to this prescription the Landau pol appearing in
the M ellin transform of the resum m ed hard cross section should be integrated over
in a principal value sense. It was argued in ref. [[]] that this prescription resuls in
non-perturbative pow ersuppressed am biguities scaling like ocp =0 in thehard scale
Q typical of the process under consideration. The net e ect of gluon resum m ation
evaluated in ref. []] am ounts to an increase by approxin ately 10% ofthe NLO cross
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section.

In a com panion paper [[Jlwe willshow that the approaches of refs. [g, []] overesti-
m ate both the gluon resum m ation contrlbution and the associated non-perturbative
residual uncertainty. This is a consequence of the fact that their resum m ation for-
mulae Introduce unjusti ed factorially grow Ing tem s in the perturbative expansion.
In ref. [[J]we willalso show that a m ore natural prescription exists, in which these
tem s are not present. In the llow ng, we will brde y summ arize the basis of our
critician and the de nition and m ain properties of the new proposed resum m ation
prescription. W e will then present a num erical study indicating that the im pact of
resum m ation on the total top production cross section is of the order of a percent,
much an aller than previously thought. W e willalso show that threshold corrections
due to higher order Coulomb e ects are lkew ise negligble. W e will conclude this
study w ith an updated analysis of the current theoretical uncertainties com ing from
the scale dependence, from the choice of partonic densities and from the value of o .

Tt should be pointed out that this study is perform ed w ithin the strict dom ain of
the Standard M odel. C orrections to the top cross section m uch larger than the Stan—
dard M odel Q CD uncertainties can be cbtained In the presence of new phenom ena.
For a partial list of speci ¢ exam ples, see eg. refs. [[3].

2. Them inim alprescription for the resum m ation

The heavy avour production cross section in the Bom approxin ation is given by
the fomula
% Z 4 ) ) - 2
— dX]_ d.XzF (1;1) (Xl )F 2;3) (XZ) A (13) 3 ; (2 1)

ii3= agaagg ©

X1 X2

where m is the m ass of the heavy quark, and S is the square of the total centreof-
m ass energy. The fiinctions F “%) are the parton densities for parton k i hadron
i, and are evaluated at a scale of the order of the heavy quark massm . Explicit
form ulae for the partonic cross section * can be found for exam plke in ref. §1. The
corresponding N space formula is

z
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where the M ellin transfom s are de ned in the follow ing way

7 7
1 .y . 1 dz
Fy = —Xx F X); N = —7z
0 X 0o Z

N A(z) 2 3)

T he Integration contour lies to the right of all singularities.

W e use the ollow Ing resumm ed form ula

X 1 Zcyptil

2 1 cy, 0

(res) _ @) 23 d3) A @) N .
- Fyi1Fna1 we1'n daN : 24)

1;3= qaiaqi9g

where, in theM S schem e

n = NN gyl sDMN)+0 (51 N) 2 5)
w here o
1 ()= ; ggg;1<>=c—Ag¥s<> 2.6)
F
_ CFh i
FS()=+ 5 2 + @1 2)m@a 2) ; .7
and
b) 12 A 4 F 3-

In ormula @) the strong coupling constant  ; isevaluated at a scale  ofthe orderof
the heavy quark m assm . The factor In Iéij) resum s allthe kading logarithm ic tem s

£ 1" 'N due to soft gluon em ission. The contour in eq. £4) is chosen between
the cuts on the negative N axis and the sinqularity at Iy s logN = 1=2, which isa
Landau polk. W e will call this the m nim al prescription M P). In ref. @] we will
show that this prescription enpys the Hllow ng rem arkable properties:

Tt is accurate at the lrading log Jevel in the threshold lim it.

Ifwe expand the M P formula In powers of (m ), the expansion is asym ptotic
to the ull ormula.

T he power expansion ofthe M P form ula does not have any factorially grow ing
coe clents, and therefore is free of am biguities of the order of powers of =m .
The ambiguiy associated w ith the asym ptotic expansion ofthe M P resumm a-—

tion is exponentially suppressed, being of the ordere B¢ )%,
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W eclain that previous calculations of resum m ation e ects [, [l have a corresponding
pow er expansion w hich doeshave factorially grow Ing tem s. T hese term sare sourious.
T hey arise either from certain approxin ationsperform ed when going from theN space
to the x space form ulae, or from the integration ofthe running coupling constant dow n
to the Landau shgularity.

Ourresult is consistent w ith the ndings of ref. [[4], indicating that no pow er-like
1=0 ambiguiy em erges from the resum m ation ofm ultiple gluon em ission .n D rell{Y an
processes.

A fiull discussion of these issues w ill appear in a com panion paper [13], where we
w ill also study the in plications of this prescrption for D rell{Y an, heavy quark and
£t production in hadronic collisions.

In the present work we w ill report on results cbtained wih curM P formula of
eq. £4), which was in plem ented w ithout any fiirther approxin ation in a num erical
program .

3. Resuls

In this section we present the results obtained for a very heavy quark, and in
particular for the top cross section. F irst of all, we rem ind the reader that large soft
gluon e ects are present not only in the production cross section, but also in the
desp-inelastic processes that are used to determm ine the structure functions. In order
to perform a com plete study of the resum m ation one should therefore use resumm ed
formulae also when tting desp-inelastic scattering data, direct photon production
data, and in generalallphenom ena which are used to constrain the parton densities.
In the present work we w ill assum e that the structure functions have been properly
extracted from data (incluiding the resum m ation e ects) and assess the signi cance of
the resumm ation for heavy avour production. E ects of com parabl size m ay arise
from re tting the structure functions using resum m ed form ulae. O ur conclusions w ill
m ostly be based upon the fact that the resumm ation e ectswe nd are In fact very
an all, and can be neglected.

The in portance of the resumm ation e ects is illustrated In  g. [[] where we plot
the quantities

99 a9 99 + 99 (3 .1)

@ ' @ ' G99 , @@
NLO NLO NLO NLO
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Figure 1: Contribution of gluon resumm ation at order g and higher, r=h-

tive to the NLO resul, for the individual subprocesses and for the total, as a
function of the top m ass in pp collisions at 1.8 TEV .

where isequaltoourM P resumm ed hadronic cross section [24) in which the tem s
oforder Z and ? have been subtracted, and 1o, is the fullhadronic NLO cross
section [}1. In other words, what we display is the relative contribution to the total
cross section com ing from corrections of order higher than those accounted forby the
fUlINLO resul. W e show the resuls forthe ggand gg production channels ssparately,
aswell as for the total. The resuls are shown atp S = 18 TeV asa function of the
top mass n the range 100 < m GV ) < 600. The wide m ass range is chosen for the
0k purpose of illustration. W e chose a comm on renom alization and factorization
scale = m, and parton densities from the CTEQ1 set [[T].

T he plot clearly indicates that the contribution of soft-gluon resum m ation is neg-
liglble, unless the top m ass approaches the total hadronic energy. This result is
consistent w ith the expectation that the soft gluon enhancem ent of the production
cross sections should be relevant only very close to threshold. For a top mass of
175 GeV the increase due to this e ect isbelow 1% . W e also note that the e ect
of resum m ation is potentially m uch larger for the gg channel, because ofthe C, =Cy
enhanoam ent in the exponent of the resumm ation omula (see eq. .§) . Ik tums out,
how ever, that when the gg subprocess becom es in portant (ie. for an all top m asses)
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Figure2: Contribution ofglion resumm ation at order ‘Sl and higher, relative
to the NLO resul, for the individual channels and for the total, as a function
ofthe CM energy in pp collisions.

we are s0 far from threshold that the resumm ation e ect is very sm all. Conversly,
for large m asses, the quark com ponent, which has sn aller resum m ation e ects, dom —

nates.

In g.Pweshow the sam e quantities, at xed top m ass, versustheCM energy. W e
e that at the LHC , w here production is dom inated by the gg initial state, we are far
enough from the hadronic threshold, so that the resumm ation e ects are again sn all.
W e conclude therefore that the e ects of glion resum m ation can be neglected at the
present stage, as they are much an aller than the uncertainties present In the NLO
determ nation. Note that, due to the dom inance of the gg subprocess, the relhtive
In portance ofthe resum m ation e ectsatp S=18Tev is larger in pp ocollisions than
n pp.

B eside the soft gluon am ission e ects, also Coulomb e ectsm ay enhance ordeplete
the cross section near threshold [[§, [[]]. W e have calculated these e ects in the
follow ing way. W e have separated the partonic Bom cross section form ulae into their
colour singlet and octet com ponents

A@9) _— A9 + A g9) 32)
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@ _— @
A = A(8) (3 3)

where ~ @99 can be found i refs. J], and

" #
N 1. 1+ 2 .
1) ( )— P ﬁ —]Ogl— (4+ 4 2 ) 4 4 H (3.4)
where =pl . The Coulom b—resum m ed cross section is given as
ou = ) 4 =@ )
ACL() = 2 () + Yy () : (3.5)
exp( = )) 1 1 exp( 4 =G))

W e do not Include bound state e ects, which, as shown In ref. @], aremuch an aller.
In g.[ we have plotted the hadronic quantity

Coul

(3.6)
NLO)

which (sin ilarly to the case of soft gluon e ects) represents the relative correction due
to the resumm ation of Coulomb e ects not already included Into the NLO resuls.
W e see that these e ects are sin ilar In m agnitude to the soft-gluon e ects, and fully
negligbl at the Tevatron. Since at the LHC we are further away from the threshold
region, we conclude that also there they willbe negligble. T herefore, the follow Ing
estin ates of the top cross section will not inclide neither soft gluon e ects, nor
Coulombic ones. E lectroweak corrections to top production in hadronic collisions
have been considered in refs. [Ll§]. They range from -0.97% to -1.74% of the bom
cross section, for a higgsm ass of 60 and 1000 G &V respectively [[9]. They willalso
not be Included in the llow Ing estin ates.

W e now proceed to review the current theoreticaluncertainties that arise at NLO .
U ncertainties due to unknown higher-order e ects are usually accounted for by vary—
Ing the renom alization ( g ) and factorization ( r) scales. In principle, Independent
variations of the two scales should be considered. In  g. @ we show the scale depen—
dence of the top cross section. Note that there is com pensation of the factorization
scale dependence when the di erent subprocesses are added up. In particular, the
gg and gg factorization scale dependence have opposite behaviour. In fact, it isonly
the com bined scale dependence that can be considered an estin ate of the neglected
sublading corrections. A s a second point, we cbserve that them axin um ofthe cross
section is reached around m =2. T hus, the usual choice ofthe rangem (=2 < < 2m

appears to be particularly justi ed in this case. A sa third point, we observe that the
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Figure 3: Contrlbution of Coulbmb e ects at order = and higher, relative

to the NLO result, for the individual channels and for the total, as a finction
ofthe CM energy in pp collisions.

scale dependence In the cross section goes in the sam e direction for the two scalks,
so that, for the purmpose of estin ating the associated uncertainty, it is su cient to
consider the sin ultaneous variation of gz and 5.

A side from the scale uncertainties, which re ect the lim itations of the perturba-
tive QCD calculation, there are uncertainties associated to our In precise know kedge
of the physical param eters Involved. In particular, the strong coupling constant is
determm ined w ithin a certain accuracy. In the case of top production at the Tevatron,
larger strong couplings tend to give Jarger partonic cross section. H owever, for larger
strong couplings, the A tarelli{P arisi evolution, which occurs along the w ide span in
0?2 from the values at which desp-nelastic tsare performed ( 10 G eV ?) to the top
m ass, softens the quark parton densities, thereby decreasing the cross section. In or-
der to perform a fair estin ate of the uncertainty dueto 4cp , we need sets of parton
densities tted with di erent values of the strong coupling. T he sets of ref. R0]lm eet
ourpurposd]. In g.fwe show the cross section asa function of the strong coupling.

‘Thevaluesof 4 that accom pany the fortran program for the structure fiinction sets of ref. E]
are not consistent w ith the values of 5 quoted there, the di erences being of the order of 1% . In
the present work, we extract the values of s from their quoted values of  usihg the standard
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Figure 5: Top cross section as a function of M z). The dotted line does
not include the variation of the parton densities due to the change in 5.

For com parison we also show the ¢ dependence ifthe parton densities are kept xed.
W e see the ram arkable reduction In the ¢ dependence due to the com pensation of
the rise of the partonic cross section and the decrease of the quark parton densities.

Our results for the top cross section are collected In tables[], B and 3, for values
of the top m ass that span the current uncertainties. W e also show resuls obtained
with with the recent param etrization derived i ref. P4] by including the CDF &t
data. W e stress that the num bers in the table are obtained w ith a standard two—loop
calculation. No resumm ation e ects are ncluded.

O ur manges for the top cross section are thus given by 7:78" 2% pb, 4:75" )7 pb,

2:97" %2 pb form . = 160, 175, 190 G eV respectively, and are adequately tted in this
range by the expression

175 m ¢

) =e s @75 00 3.7)

A sa centralvalue for our determ hnation we have chosen the M RSA? R3] result w ith
R = Fr = M, In association with a value of 5= 0152G eV (Which corresponds to
sM™ ;)= 01113, according to the standard two-Jloop formula @]) . Forthe MRS

sets wih variable , we have used 5 = 0:0994; 140; 190; 253; 328G &V (Which

two-loop omul RII.
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CTEQIM | CTEQ?| MRSA® MRS, variabke , Mj)=
A= r 0:105| 0:110 | 0:115| 0120 | 0425
m. /2 524 507 5.00 478 4 .99 518 534 548
m ¢ 4.96 4 .86 4.75 457 4.76 492 505 516
2m 4 38 4 38 425 413 427 438 447 452
Tabl 1: Totalcross sections orm« =175 GeV at NLO .
CTEQIM | CTEQ?| MRSA® MRS, variable , Mj)=
= 0105 | 0110 | 0115 | 0120 | 0125
m. /2 8.64 8.18 8.19 7.80 817 8.50 831 9.06
m ¢ 8.16 7.85 7.78 745 7.78 8.06 832 8.53
2m ¢ 721 7.08 6.95 6.72 | 697 | 718 | 735 | 748
Tabl 2: Totalcross sections orm « =160 GeV at NLO .
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CTEQIM | CTEQ?| MRSA® MRS, variable , Mj)=
= 0105 | 0110 | 0115 | 0120 | 0125
me /2 326 322 313 3.00 313 324 332 339
m ¢ 3.08 3.08 2.97 2 .87 2.98 307 314 320
2m 2.72 2.77 2.66 259 2.67 2.3 2.78 2.78
Tabl 3: Totalcross sections orm « =190 GeV at NLO .
correspondsto M 5z ) = 0:105; 0:110; 0:115; 0:120; 0:125).

p_

In pp collisionsat S = 2 TeV we obtaln, wih the sam e m ethod, a top cross
section of 105" % pb, 653" % pb, 4:177 %) pb orm . = 160, 175, 190 G &V respec-
tively. T he cross section bands are also shown In g.[§, or S = 18TeV and g.[]
for S = 2 TeV.Because of the high precision of this theoretical prediction, the

m easurem ent of the top cross section could becom e a sensitive probe of new physics
m31 B4

For reference, we also quote the cross section for top production at the LHC .W e

() = 077" 0% nb, orm .= 175GeV and S = 14 TeV . T he error is obtained

w ith the sam e scale and

get
s Variations we used for the Tevatron cross section.
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