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A bstract

Recentcalculationsofheavy quarkcrosssectionsnearthreshold atnext-to-next-to-

leading orderhave found second-ordercorrectionsaslarge as� rst-orderones.W e

analyselong-distancecontributionstotheheavy quarkpotentialin m om entum and

coordinate space and dem onstrate thatlong-distance contributionsin m om entum

spacearesuppressed as�2Q CD =~q
2.W ethen show thatthelong-distancesensitivity

oforder �Q CD~r introduced by the Fourier transform to coordinate space cancels

to allordersin perturbation theory with long-distance contributionsto the heavy

quark polem ass.Thisleadsusto de� nea subtraction schem e{ the‘potentialsub-

traction schem e’{ in which largecorrectionsto theheavy quark potentialand the

‘potential-subtracted’quark m ass are absent. W e com pute the two-loop relation

ofthepotential-subtracted quark m assto theM S quark m ass.W eanticipate that

threshold calculations expressed in term s ofthe schem e introduced here exhibit

im proved convergence properties.
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1. M otivation

Heavy quark production near threshold through virtualphotons or Z bosons is very

sensitivetothequark m assand thereforem ay allow ustodeterm ineheavy quark m asses

precisely. Recently,the two-loop corrections to the colour Coulom b potential[1]and

to the m atching relation between the relativistic and non-relativistic vectorcurrent[2,

3]were obtained. The two together provide the necessary input to com pute heavy

quarkpropertiesnearthreshold in next-to-next-to-leadingorder(NNLO).In thiscontext

‘NNLO’m eansthatallcorrectionsto theBorn crosssection oforder(�s=v)
n �ks forany

n and k = 0;1;2 are taken into account,where v is the sm allrelative velocity ofthe

two quarks in their centre-of-m ass fram e and �s is the strong coupling. (Additional

logarithm sofv arenotwritten explicitly.)

NNLO calculationshavenow been com pleted fortop-anti-topproduction nearthresh-

old [4,5],forbottom onium threshold sum rules[6,7]and forquarkonium energy levels

[8].In allthreecasestheNNLO correction isaslargeasthenext-to-leadingorder(NLO)

correction,which suggeststhata perturbative treatm enthasalready reached itslim its.

In caseoft�tproduction theNNLO correction shiftsthelocation ofthecrosssection peak

position by about1GeV,which im plies an uncertainty in m t ofabout0:5GeV,ifthe

threshold crosssection isused asa m easurem entofthe top quark m ass. Thisresultis

unexpected,in particularastherelevantphysicalscaleisgiven byCF �s(m tv)m t=2� 15-

20GeV atwhich perturbation theory should work.

Following a di�erentlineofinvestigation,theCoulom b potentialin m om entum and

in coordinate space isanalysed in [9,10]. It is found (see also [11])thatthe e�ective

couplingsde�ned by thetwo versionsofthepotentialarerelated by a rapidly divergent

series,the origin ofwhich isa long-distance contribution ofrelative order�Q CD r.This

leadstolargenum ericaldi�erencesindi�erent,butconsistentatNNLO,im plem entations

oftheCoulom b potentialin crosssection calculations.Theauthorsof[9,10]conclude,in

agreem entwith theevidence from theNNLO t�tand b�bcom putationsm entioned above,

thatthere isa large and irreducible uncertainty thata�ectsthe threshold region.This

would lead to rather gloom y prospects as to our ability to constrain the bottom and,

eventually,thetop quark m ass.

In thispaperweshow thatdespitetheseevidencesperturbation theorydoesnot(yet)

failandthattheactualuncertaintiescanbesm allerthanthoseindicated by[4,5,7,9,10].

Ourm ain pointis that,contrary to intuition,the notion ofa quark pole m ass,which

hasbeen im plicitin thediscussion above,isin factinadequateforaccuratecalculations

ofheavy quark crosssectionsnearthreshold.Theargum entgoesasfollows:

W e �rstanalyse (Sect.2)the heavy quark potential ~V (~q)in m om entum space and

�nd thatlong-distancecontributionshave a relative suppression (� Q CD=~q)
2.Hence the

potentialin m om entum space isbetterbehaved than thepotentialin coordinatespace.

Knowing thatthelong-distancecontribution ofrelativeorder�Q CD r to thepotentialin

coordinate space entersonly through the Fouriertransform ,we can elim inate itby re-

stricting theFouriertransform to j~qj> �f forsom efactorisation scale�f which satis�es

�Q CD < �f < m v.Thisde�nesasubtracted potentialV (r;�f),from which largepertur-
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bative correctionsare elim inated (Sect.3).The Schr�odingerequation takesitsconven-

tionalform only ifthepolequark m assde�nition isassum ed.TheSchr�odingerequation

form ulated with the subtracted potentialcontainsa residualm assterm �m (�f). Asa

consequence the inputparam eterforthreshold calculationsin term softhe subtracted

potentialisnotm pole butm PS(�f)= m pole � �m (�f). Itisknown thatthe pole m ass

also receiveslong-distancecontributionsoforder�Q CD [12,13]and itwasnoted already

in [13]thatthey arerelated to theCoulom b contribution to theself-energy.Thecrucial

pointisthatthe long distance sensitivity oforder�Q CD in the coordinatespace poten-

tialor,equivalently,�m (�f)cancelstoallordersin perturbation theory with theleading

long-distance sensitivity in the pole m ass (Sect.4). Hence the ‘potential-subtracted’

m assm PS(�f)can berelated to m oreconventional(long-distanceinsensitive)m assde�-

nitionsby awell-behaved perturbativeexpansion.Thetwo-loop relation totheM S m ass

de�nition can betrivially obtained (Sect.5).

It follows from this argum ent that one can avoid large perturbative corrections as

were found in the NNLO calculations m entioned above by form ulating the threshold

problem in term sofm PS(�f)and thesubtracted potentialV (r;�f)ratherthan thepole

m assand theordinary Coulom b potential.Onecan then determ inem PS(�f)and relate

itreliably to m
M S
.Thedependenceon thefactorisation scale�f cancelsin thisprocess.

2. T he potentialin m om entum space

The static potentialin coordinate space, V (r),is de�ned in term s ofa W ilson loop

W C (~r;T) ofspatialextension ~r and tem poralextension T with T ! 1 [14,15,16].

In this lim it W C (~r;T) � exp(�iTV (r)). The potentialin m om entum space, ~V (q),is

the Fourier transform of V (r). (W e use r = j~rjand q = j~qj.) One can com pute

thepotentialdirectly in m om entum spacefrom theon-shellquark-anti-quark scattering

am plitude (divided by i)atm om entum transfer~q in the lim itofstatic quarksm ! 1

and projected on the colour-singlet sector. In addition one has to change the sign of

thei�-prescription ofsom eoftheanti-quark propagatorsin som ediagram s(such asD1

below),so thattheintegration overzero-com ponentsofloop m om entum can alwaysbe

donewithoutencountering quark polesin theupperhalfplane.Thequark polesam ount

to iterationsofthepotential,butdo notgivea contribution to thepotentialitself.1

The potentialis infrared (IR) �nite2 and ultraviolet (UV) �nite after renorm alisa-

tion ofthe coupling. In this Section we ask how sensitive the Feynm an integralsthat

contributetothem om entum spacepotentialaretotheIR regionsofloop m om entum in-

tegrations.Thereason isthattheseregionsgiverisetolargecorrectionsin higherorders

in perturbation theory through IR renorm alons(see [12,13]forreferences). Note that

wearenotconcerned with thelong-distancebehaviourofthepotentialatq� �Q CD,but

1W e rem ark that in the threshold expansion ofFeynm an integrals[17]the static potentialand its

generalisation aregenerated by integratingoutsoftquarksand gluonswith energyand three-m om entum

oforderm v togetherwith potentialgluonswith energy oforderm v2 and three-m om entum oforderm v.
2W e are aware ofthe analysisof[16],which can be interpreted asa statem entto the contrary. In

ouropinion,the interpretation ofthe divergencesdiscussed in [16]deservesfurtherconsideration.
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Figure1:O ne-loop correctionsto the heavy quark potential.

with the leading power corrections ofform (�Q CD=q)
k,which correct the perturbative

Coulom b potentialwhen q isstilllargecom pared to �Q CD.

Consider �rst the one-loop corrections to the potential(see Fig.1) in dim ensional

regularisation. In Feynm an gauge D 3 iszero. The colourC
2
F -term cancels in the sum

D 1 + D 2.D 1;2 are logarithm ically IR divergent. ThisIR divergence iscancelled by the

(logarithm ic)scalelessintegralsD 4;5,whoseonly e�ectistoconverttheIR singularity in

D 1;2 into a UV singularity,which can beabsorbed into a renorm alisation of�s.Hence,

we are leftwith the IR �nite partsof(the C ACF -partof)D 2 and D 6,which yield the

well-known one-loop correction to the potential[15,16]. D 6 is given in term s ofthe

gluon self-energy ato�-shellexternalm om entum ~q. Forsm allloop m om entum k,the

integralscalesas

D 6 �
1

q4

Z

d
4
k

q2

k2q2
(1)

and givesrise to a contribution oforder�2
Q CD=q

2 from the region k � �Q CD relative to

thetreediagram which scalesas1=q2.TheintegralrelevantforD 2 is

Z

d
4
k

1

k2(k+ q)2(v� k)2
; (2)

where v = (1;~0)and v� q = 0. To �nd the leading infrared contribution,which isleft

over afterthe IR divergence is cancelled asdescribed above,we expand the integrand

in k around k = 0 and around k + q = 0. The integralsin each term ofthe expansion

depend only on the vectorv. Hence,in a regularisation schem e thatpreservesLorentz

invarianceallodd term svanish becausev� q= 0.Thelong-distancecontribution isagain

ofrelativeorder�2
Q CD=q

2.(Notethatweareonly concerned with IR contributionsthat

areconnected with thelarge-orderbehaviourofperturbativeexpansions.)

Thisargum entgeneralises to an arbitrary diagram . Because v� q = 0 and because

thereisno otherkinem atic invariantlinearin q,itfollowsfrom Lorentzinvariancethat

the leading power correction to the potentialin m om entum space cannot be �Q CD =q,
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buthasto bequadratic:

~V (q)= �
4�CF �s(q)

q2

 

1+
�s(q)

4�

�
31

3
�
10nf

9

�

+ :::+ const�
�2
Q CD

q2
+ :::

!

: (3)

Theim plication isthattheexpansion ofthepotentialin thecoupling3 �s(q)divergesas
P

n rn�s(q)
n+ 1 �

P

n(�a�0)
nn!nb�s(q)

n+ 1 with a = 1 and �0 = �(11� 2nf=3)=(4�)the

�rstcoe�cientofthe�-function.A linearIR powercorrection would have led to a = 2

and,hence,a m ore rapidly divergent perturbative relation. The param eter b rem ains

undeterm ined by theaboveanalysis,butdoesnotinuencethepowerbehaviour.

3. T he potentialin coordinate space

Considernow thepotentialin coordinatespace,de�ned by theFouriertransform

V (r)=

Z
d3~q

(2�)3
e
i~q�~r ~V (q): (4)

Note thatin the W ilson loop de�nition ofthe potentialin coordinate space there isa

(divergent)constantrelated to theself-energy ofthestaticsources.Thisr-independent

term is usually discarded when one refers to the static potential,and it is also dis-

carded,when V (r)isde�ned in term softheFourierintegralabove.In whatfollowsthe

interpretation ofthisconstantplaysan im portantrole.

To seethatthepotentialin coordinatespaceism oresensitiveto long distancesthan

the potentialin m om entum space,itisenough to take the tree approxim ation to ~V (q)

and to calculate

Z

j~qj< � Q C D

d3~q

(2�)3
e
i~q�~r

 

�
4�CF �s

q2

!

= �
2CF �s

�
�Q CD + O (�3

Q CDr
2): (5)

Itfollowsthattheleading powercorrection islinearin �Q CD r:

V (r)= �
CF �s(e

� E =r)

r

 

1+
�s(e

� E =r)

4�

�
31

3
�
10nf

9

�

+ :::+ const� �Q CD r+ :::

!

:

(6)

(E isEuler’sconstant.) The im plication isthatthe expansion ofthe coordinatespace

potentialin �s(e
� E r) diverges as

P

n rn�s(e
� E r)n+ 1 �

P

n(�a�0)
nn!nb�s(e

� E =r)n+ 1

with a = 2,m uch fasterthan theexpansion ofthepotentialin m om entum space.Note

thatin absoluteterm stheIR contribution isa constantoforder�Q CD.

Therapidly divergentbehaviourofthecoordinatespacepotentialhasbeen noted in

[11]and isdiscussed in detailin [9,10]. W hatwe add here isthe observation thatthe

linearpowercorrection and,byim plication,therapid divergenceoriginatesonlyfrom the

Fouriertransform to coordinatespaceand isnotpresentin thepotentialin m om entum

3In thispaper�s(�)denotesthe coupling de�ned in the M S schem e.
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space. Knowing this we can subtract the leading long-distance contribution and the

leading divergent behaviour com pletely by restricting the Fourierintegralto j~qj> �f

with �f a factorisation scalewhich wem akem orepreciselater.Theresultwillbecalled

the ‘subtracted potential’V (r;�f). The subtraction term s can be evaluated order by

orderin �s given ~V (q)to thatorder. The relevantcalculation willbe done in Sect.5.

To beprecise,wewrite

V (r;�f)= V (r)+ 2�m (�f); (7)

where

�m (�f)= �
1

2

Z

j~qj< �f

d3~q

(2�)3
~V (q): (8)

To subtract the leading long-distance contribution oforder �Q CD,it is legitim ate to

replace ei~q�~r by 1 in the Fourier transform and we use this for the de�nition ofthe

subtraction term .W enow de�nethe‘potentialsubtracted’(PS)quark m assparam eter

as

m PS(�f)= m pole � �m (�f): (9)

In term softhesubtracted potentialand thePS m asstheGreen function isdeterm ined

from theSchr�odinger-type equation

"

�
r 2

m PS(�f)
+ V (r;�f)� E

#

G C (~r;E )= �
(3)(~r); (10)

and itisim portantthatthe non-relativistic energy isde�ned asE =
p
s� 2m PS(�f),

with s thecentre-of-m assenergy,ascom pared to theusualde�nition
p
s� 2m pole.The

equation above is the conventionalSchr�odinger equation, but with a ‘residual’m ass

term .4 The subtracted potentialV (r;�f),which contains the residualm ass,does not

su�er from large loop corrections associated with the leading asym ptotic behaviour of

itsperturbativeexpansion.

Despitethisfactwehavenotyetgained anything,becausethelargeloop corrections

have only been hidden in the contribution �m (�f) to m PS(�f). The crucialpoint is

this:W hen m pole isexpressed in term sofa ‘short-distance’m assparam etersuch asthe

M S m assm
M S

through a perturbativeseries,thisperturbativeseriesalso haslargeloop

corrections [12,13]. The large perturbative corrections absorbed into �m (�f) cancel

exactly with large perturbative correctionsto the pole m ass. The argum entisgiven in

the following Section. Hence one can �rst determ ine the PS m ass from the threshold

crosssection withoutencountering large corrections,because ofthe subtraction in the

potential.Onecan then relatethePS m asstotheM S m ass,again withoutencountering

4W e have replaced m pole by m PS(�f)also in the kinetic energy term in the Schr�odingerequation.

The di�erence to using the pole m assis �m =m r 2,i.e. ofhigher orderin 1=m . Since other term s of

order1=m areneglected in theSchr�odingerequation,the replacem entofm pole by m PS(�f)isjusti�ed.

Ifone choosesthe PS m assasthe m assde�nition and derivesthe Schr�odingerequation from Feynm an

diagram s,the kinetic energy term is divided by the PS m ass by construction. An additional�nite

renorm alization ofthe kinetic energy term can be neglected in the presentcontext.
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largecorrectionsrelated totheasym ptoticbehaviourofperturbativeexpansions.In this

way,onecan,in principle,determ inetheM S m assfrom threshold crosssectionstobetter

accuracy than thepolem ass,theuseofwhich isim plied by theunsubtracted potential.

Conversely,one can begin with m
M S
,com pute the PS m assand predict the threshold

behaviour.Theperturbativerelation between thePS m assand theM S m assisgiven in

Sect.5.

Onem ayaskwhy wedonotsuggesttoavoid usingthecoordinatespacepotentialand

towork with them om entum spacepotentialdirectly.Thereason isthattheSchr�odinger

equation for the Coulom b Green function ~G C (~p;E ) in m om entum space contains the

integration
Z

d3k

(2�)3
~V (~k)~G C (~p� ~k;E ); (11)

which containsexactly thesam eleading long-distancesensitivity astheFourierintegral

(4),because ei~q�~r m ay be replaced by 1 as far as the leading power in �Q CD r is con-

cerned,cf.(8). Hence the problem one encounters with the unsubtracted coordinate

spacepotentialentersin m om entum spacewhen onesolvestheSchr�odingerequation.

How largecan �f be? W eshallseebelow thattheexpansion of�m (�f)isnaturally

expressed in term sof�s(�f). Perturbativity hence requires�f > �Q CD . The scale rel-

evant to the potentialis 1=r � m v. Since the subtraction should a�ect the potential

only atdistanceslargerthan the physicalscale ofthe processdescribed by the poten-

tialwe require also �f < m v. There is another way to arrive at this constraint. If

v =
q

1� 4m 2
pole=s is expanded in term s ofm PS(�),one generates singular term s (as

v ! 0)oforder(�m (�f)=(m v
2))k. These term sare sm allif�m (�f)issm allcom pared

to scale m v2 ofbinding energies ofa Coulom b system . Counting �s � v and using

�m (�f)� �f�s,onearrivesagain at�f < m v.

4. C ancellation oflong-distance contributions w ith the pole m ass

Expressing thepolem assin term softheM S m assand �m (�f)asa seriesin �s,wecan

write

m PS(�f)= m pole � �m (�f)= M

"

1+
X

n= 0

rn�
n+ 1
s

#

� �f
X

n= 0

sn�
n+ 1
s ; (12)

whereM = m
M S
(m

M S
).Both seriesdivergeasrn;sn � (�a�0)

nn!nb with a = 2.W enow

show thatthisbehaviourcancelsin thedi�erencein (12).Becausethisdivergencearises

from long-distance sensitivity oforder�Q CD in the Feynm an diagram sthatcontribute

tothetwoseries,itisenough toshow thatthecorrespondinglinear5 IR behaviourofthe

Feynm an integrandscancelsto allordersin perturbation theory in the di�erence. The

rem aining long-distance contributions to the di�erence are oforder � 2
Q CD =M and the

corresponding divergent behaviourhasonly a = 1. Thisestablishes thatthe PS m ass

can bereliably related to theM S m ass.

5A loop integralthatbehavesas
R
d4k=k4 forsm allk iscalled logarithm icallyIR sensitive,an integral

thatbehavesas
R
d4k=k3 linearly IR sensitiveetc..
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Since we are only concerned with infrared behaviour we m ay work with unrenor-

m alised quantitieswhich di�erfrom M S renorm alised quantitiesonly by pure UV sub-

tractions.Radiativecorrectionsto thepolem assaregiven by theself-energy,evaluated

atp2 = m 2
pole: �m � m pole � m 0 = �0

j6p= m pole
,where m 0 isthe bare m ass and �0 the

unrenorm alised self-energy.6 Consider the cancellation at the 1-loop order. As long

as we are interested only in the leading behaviour at sm allloop m om entum ,we can

approxim atetheone-loop contribution to �0 by

� iCF g
2
s

Z
d4q

(2�)4

�(6p+ 6q+ m 0)�

((p+ q)2 � m 2
0)q

2

�
�
�
p2= m 2

0

�! �iCF g
2
s

Z
d4q

(2�)4

1

(v� q+ i�)(q2 + i�)
;(13)

setting p = m 0v. Atthisorderone need notdistinguish between m pole and m 0 in the

integrand.Taking theintegration overq0 in theupperhalfplane,weobtain

�
1

2

Z
d3~q

(2�)3

4�CF �s

�~q2
; (14)

which isexactly theleading-ordercontribution to �m (�f),cf.(8),forsm all~q.Thusthe

Feynm an integrandsoftheintegralscontributing to M r0 and �fs0 canceleach otherin

theinfrared region ofsm allq.Notethattheleading infrared behaviourcan beobtained

by replacing
1

v� q+ i�
�! �i��(v� q) (15)

in (13). In otherwords,the relevantIR behaviourisobtained from setting q0 = 0 �rst

and then from thesm all-~q behaviouroftherem aining three-dim ensionalintegral.

The denom inatorofan on-shellheavy quark propagatorwith m om entum m v+ lis

v � l+ l2=(2m ). To dem onstrate the IR cancellation in higher-loop order,we consider

�rst the static approxim ation,in which the denom inator is sim pli�ed to v � land the

gluon coupling � to heavy quarks by v�. Hence the Feynm an rules reduce to those

im plicit in the de�nition ofthe potential. The static approxim ation im plies that we

considerallloop m om enta sm allcom pared to m and takethe�rstterm in an expansion

in 1=m . W e show thatthe leading IR contributionsoforder�Q CD to the pole m assin

thisapproxim ation cancelexactly with those to the coordinate space potential. Atthe

end ofthisSection,weaddressthequestion ofwhathappens,when oneincludesfurther

term s in the expansion ofthe heavy quark propagator in land the region l� m ,in

which thepropagatorcannotbeexpanded.

A generalself-energy diagram in the static approxim ation can be written as (see

Figure2a)
Z LY

m = 1

d4km

(2�)4
S(li)

NY

i= 1

1

v� li+ i�
(16)

where the line m om enta li are linear com binations ofthe loop m om enta km and S(li)

containsno heavy quark propagators. Considerany one-particle irreducible (1PI)sub-

graph contained entirely in S at�xed,non-zero,externalm om entum . Such subgraphs

6The self-energy isgiven by the one-particleirreducibletwo-pointdiagram sdivided by (� i).
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Figure2:(a)Structureofan arbitrary self-energy diagram .(b,c)Som e2-loop exam ples.The

doubleline denotesthe static approxim ation.

are IR �nite and atm ostquadratically IR sensitive. Itfollowsthatany subgraph that

can give rise to linearly IR sensitive integrals m ust contain at least one heavy quark

propagatorwith v� li! 0.Letuscalla self-energy diagram (ir-)reducibleifitcontains

(doesnotcontain)a self-energy subgraph.

Considerirreducible diagram ssuch asthediagram depicted in Figure2b �rst.Irre-

duciblediagram sareIR �niteon m ass-shelland noneoftheheavy quark linem om enta

coincide. The leading IR behaviour is obtained by letting one ofthe v � li = l0i go to

zero and by neglecting l0i in the other propagators. This can be sum m arised as the

substitution
NY

i= 1

1

v� li+ i�
�!

NX

j= 1

(�i�)�(v� lj)

NY

i= 1;i6= j

1

v� li+ i�
: (17)

In a term with �(v� lj)change one loop integration variable to q = lj(km ). The delta-

function kills the q0 integraland sets q0 = 0 in the integrand. One can interpret (17)

ascutting the diagram atany heavy quark propagator.Thisgivesrise to N four-point

diagram s,to beintegrated with d3~q=(2�)3,and itiseasy to seethattheresultm atches

exactly with contributions to �m (�f). Forexam ple,the diagram ofFigure 2b cancels

with the contribution to �m (�f)from D 2 + 2� D4 in Figure 1. The signsand i’swork

outcorrectly and the factor1=2 in (8)com esfrom the factthatwe have � in (17)but

onefactor1=(2�)from thefour-dim ensionalintegration m easure.

One m ay be concerned about the fact that after setting q0 = 0,the integrals be-

com eIR divergentand thathencetheleading-orderIR approxim ation (17)m ay notbe

su�cientforlinearlyIR sensitivecontributions.TheIR divergencesarejusttheIR diver-

gencesin individualcontributionsto thepotentialm entioned in Sect.2,which cancelin

com binationssuch asD 2+ 2� D4.M oreover,thenextterm in thesm all-loop m om entum

expansion ofthe integrand isquadratically IR sensitive asshown in Sect.2,and thisis

enough to guaranteethat(17)islegitim ate.

One m ay also beconcerned aboutthe factthatapplication of(17)doesnotlead to

D 2 literally,buttoan integrand which di�ersfrom (2)in thatthetwofactorsofv� k have

8



di�erenti�-prescriptions. However,in Sect. 2 we have shown thatlinearly IR sensitive

contributions originate only from the IR behaviour ofthe Fourier integral. Hence we

should considerq sm allat�xed k orboth q and k sm allsim ultaneously (butnotsm all

k at�xed q),in which casethepotentialpinch singularity isnota problem .

Thesituation ism orecom plicated forreduciblediagram ssuch astheonein Figure2c.

Forreduciblediagram ssom eoftheheavy quark linem om enta coincideand cutting such

a quark line in the sense discussed above leads to one-particle reducible contributions

to the potential,i.e. to lower-order contributions to the potentialm ultiplied by on-

shellrenorm alisation ofthe externallegs. (D 5 in Figure 1 is an exam ple.) M oreover,

reducible diagram s are IR divergent when evaluated on-shell,while �M is IR �nite.

Thisisrelated to the factthat�M isnotgiven by � 0
j6p= m 0

butby �0
j6p= m pole

. To m ake

the IR �niteness explicit,the contributionsfrom reducible diagram sto �M should be

com bined with contributions atthe sam e orderin perturbation theory thatarise from

expanding �0
j6p= m pole

in �M :

�0
j6p= m pole

= �0
j6p= m 0

+ �0
j6p= m 0

@�0

@6p
j6p= m 0

+ �0
j6p= m 0

 
@�0

@6p
j6p= m 0

! 2

+
1

2

�

�0
j6p= m 0

�2 @2�0

@6p2
j6p= m 0

+ :::: (18)

Thisexpansion reproducesprecisely thecom binatorialstructureofself-energy subgraphs

in reducible diagram s. Com bining the variousterm son the levelofintegrands,the re-

sultingintegralisIR �nite.M oreover,afterthiscancellation allheavy quark propagators

havedi�erentm om entaand onecan again use(17).The‘cut’diagram sthen cancelagain

with diagram sto thepotential.

Letusillustratethisforthediagram ofFigure2c.According to (18)wecom binethe

diagram with theproductof1-loop contributionsto thesecond term 7 on therighthand

sideof(18).Thisgivesthefollowing contribution to �M :

�g
4
s

Z
d4k1

(2�)4
d4k2

(2�)4

"
1

k21 k
2
2 (v� k1)

2v� (k1 + k2)
�

1

k21 k
2
2 (v� k1)

2v� k2

#

= g
4
s

Z
d4k1

(2�)4

d4k2

(2�)4

1

k21 k
2
2 v� k1v� (k1 + k2)v� k2

(19)

�! �
1

2

Z
d3~q

(2�)3
(�i)g4s

Z
d4k

(2�)4

"
�2

k2q2(v� k)2
+

1

k2(k+ q)2(v� k)2

#

= �
1

2

Z
d3~q

(2�)3

1

i

�

4�
1

2
� D5 + D 1

�

:

To arrive atthe last two lines we have used (17). Since 1=2� D5 is the on-shellwave

function renorm alisation forasingleexternalquark legtim estheleading-orderpotential,

7Furtherterm scontributeonly at3-loop orderand beyond.
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weobtain thedesired cancellation with IR contributionsto thepotential.Theexam ple

and the structure of(18) m ake it transparent how the IR cancellation for reducible

diagram sextendsto allorders.

Letusreturn to the validity ofthe static approxim ation. Consider�rstthe contri-

butions to the pole m ass from the region ofloop m om entum where allm om enta are

sm allcom pared to m . Allheavy quark propagatorscan be expanded aboutthe static

lim it.Thecorrectionsto thestaticapproxim ation aresuppressed by atleastonepower

ofloop m om entum divided by m .Thisim pliesa suppression oflong-distancesensitivity

by a factorof�Q CD=m relative to the leading term . Since the leading term isalready

linearin �Q CD ,we conclude thatifthe heavy quark line m om entum issm all,itissuf-

�cientto keep only theleading term in theexpansion ofthe propagator.Considernow

the contributionsfrom the region ofloop m om entum where som e loop m om enta are of

orderm and others(atleastone)are sm allcom pared to m . The hard subgraphswith

loop m om entum oforderm reduceto localinteractionsofform (li=m )
k with respectto

the sm allloop m om enta li � �Q CD. One obtains contributions suppressed by powers

of�Q CD =m unless k < 1. Hence we need to consideronly hard self-energy and vertex

subgraphs.Thee�ectofthesesubgraphsisto renorm alisethecoe�cientsofthe y A 0

and  y@0 interaction term sin thenon-relativistice�ectiveLagrangian,from which the

potentialisderived.In thestandard norm alisation ofthenon-relativisticLagrangian the

coe�cientsofthese operatorsare1 to allordersin perturbation theory.Itfollowsthat

the hard subgraphshave no e�ecton the IR cancellation,or,in otherwords,they are

im plicitly taken into accountthrough the coe�cientfunctionsofthe interaction term s

in thenon-relativisticLagrangian which enterthecalculation oftheCoulom b potential.

5. R elation to the M S m ass de�nition

It is straightforward to work outthe m ass subtraction �m (�f) from known results on

thepotentialin m om entum space:

~V (~q)= �
4�CF �s(~q)

~q2

2

41+ a1
�s(~q)

4�
+ a2

 
�s(~q)

4�

! 2
3

5 (20)

with a1 asin (3)and a2 = 634:402� 66:3542nf + 1:246n2f [1]. From the de�nition (8)

oneobtains

�m (�f)=
CF �s(�)

�
�f

"

1+
�s(�)

4�

 

a1 � b0

 

ln
�2f

�2
� 2

! !

(21)

+

 
�s(�)

4�

! 2  

a2 � f2a1b0 + b1g

 

ln
�2f

�2
� 2

!

+ b
2
0

 

ln
2
�2f

�2
� 4ln

�2f

�2
+ 8

! ! #

;

where b0 = �4��0 = 11� 2nf=3 and b1 = �(4�)2�1 = 102� 38nf=3. Note that the

logarithm sdisappearwhen thecouplingisnorm alised atthescale�f,which followsfrom

thefactthatthepotentialisphysicaland independentof�.At�f = 1-1:5GeV,atypical
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scalerelevantforbottom quarks,thethird-orderterm already exceedsthesecond-order

term . This is not a point ofconcern as the series expansion of�m (�f) is expected

to behave badly and we are interested only in the com binations V (r)+ 2�m (�f) and

m pole � �m (�f),both ofwhich have betterbehaved seriesexpansions. The subtracted

Coulom b potentialV (r)+ 2�m (�f)atleading orderin �s isgiven by

V (r)= �
CF �s(�r)

r

(

1�
2

�

�s(�f)

�s(�r)
�fr

)

(22)

with �r = e� E =r. To see the num ericale�ectofthe subtraction,we choose the values

r= 1=(20GeV)and �f = 3GeV (nf = 5)aswould beappropriateto t�tproduction and

com parethesubtracted and unsubtracted Coulom b potential.Theresult,including the

known higher-ordercorrections,is

V (r;�f)= �
CF �s(�r)

r

8
<

:
0:86+ 0:16

�s(�r)

�
+ 13:64

 
�s(�r)

�

! 2

+ :::

9
=

;
; (23)

ascom pared to

V (r)= �
CF �s(�r)

r

8
<

:
1+ 1:19

�s(�r)

�
+ 32:93

 
�s(�r)

�

! 2

+ :::

9
=

;
: (24)

Theconvergenceoftheseriesisim proved andthestrengthofthepotentialisreduced.For

bottom system soneobservesa sim ilare�ect,although therequirem entthat�f > �Q CD

doesnotallow usto choose�fr assm allaswewould like.

Since the relation ofthe pole m ass to the M S m assis known only to second order

[18],wecan only m akeuseof�m (�f)tosecond ordertoexpressthepotential-subtracted

m assm PS(�f)= m pole � �m (�f)in term sofM � m
M S
(m

M S
).Theresultis

m PS(�f)= M

(

1+
4�s(M )

3�

�

1�
�f

M

�

+

 
�s(M )

�

! 2 "

K �
�f

3M

 

a1 � b0

"

ln
�2f

M 2
� 2

#! #

+ :::

)

; (25)

�f=M rPS1 rPS2

0 1:33 13:44� 1:04nf

1=25 1:28 12:07� 0:95nf

1=5 1:07 8:927� 0:73nf

1=4 1 8:207� 0:68nf

1=3 0:89 7:165� 0:61nf

Table 1: First and second-order (in �s(M )=�) coe� cients in the relation between the PS

m assand the M S m ass(25).For�f = 0 the PS m asscoincideswith the polem ass.
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whereK = 13:44� 1:04nf from
8 [18]and a1 = 10:33� 1:11nf.Num ericalvaluesforthe

�rstand second-ordercoe�cientsforvariousvaluesof� f=M are given in Table 1. For

sm allvaluesof�f=M asrelevanttot�tproduction theseriesisnotvery di�erentfrom the

seriesforthe pole m ass,reecting the factthatatthisorderboth seriesstillconverge

well. In absolute term sthe di�erence between the pole and PS m assm ay stillam ount

to severalhundred M eV,which is signi�cant close to threshold. In fact the e�ect of

the subtraction isfarfrom sm allon the potentialeven fort�tproduction asillustrated

by (23)above,because �f hasto be com pared to the scale m tv=2 � m t�s=2 in case of

the potential. For ratios of�f=M that m ay be contem plated for bottom quarks near

threshold the second-order coe�cient in (25) is already considerably sm aller than the

one in the relation ofm pole to M and the convergence ofthe series expansion is im -

proved. This lends supportto the hypothesis thatthe IR cancellations between m pole

and �m (�f) occur not only asym ptotically but already atsecond-order. Eq.(23)and

(25)taken togethersuggestthatthreshold calculationsatNNLO form ulated in term sof

the subtracted potentialand the PS m assexhibitreduced NNLO correctionsand that

thePS m asscan indeed bereliably related to theM S m ass.

6. C onclusion

In thispaperweproposed thatperturbativecalculationsofheavy quark propertiesnear

threshold should not use the pole m ass but a subtracted m ass together with a sub-

tracted potential.Thiselim inatesonesourceoflargecorrectionsin perturbation theory,

related to sm allm om entum contributions,although wecannotexcludelargecorrections

due to otherreasons. The num ericalestim atespresented above suggest,however,that

the convergence isindeed im proved. W e em phasise thatthe potential-subtracted m ass

is gauge-invariant,because it is derived from the pole m ass and an integralover the

m om entum spacepotential,both ofwhich aregauge-invariant.

The crucialpointis thatheavy quark cross sections nearthreshold are in factless

sensitive to long distancesthan the quark pole m assparam eter. Thisfollowsfrom the

observation thattheCoulom b potentialin m om entum spaceislesssensitiveto long dis-

tancesthan thepotentialin coordinatespaceand thatthelargeperturbativecorrections

tothepotentialin coordinatespacecanceltoallordersin perturbation theorywith those

to the pole m ass,because ofan exact cancellation ofthe sm allm om entum behaviour

ofthe respective Feynm an integrals. That the pole m ass is not relevant for physical

quantities involving top quarks is quite obvious,because the width oforder 1:5GeV

providesan intrinsic cut-o� forlong-distance e�ects[19]. In particular,the location of

theresonance-likepeak in theproduction crosssection isnotadirectm easureofthetop

quark pole m ass despite the factthattop quarks do nothadronise. Itis however less

obviousthatthepolem assisnoteven relevantfor(quasi-)stablequarksnearthreshold.

M aking use ofthe results of[1]we derived the m ass subtraction term to order �3s
and therelation between thepotential-subtracted (PS)m assand theM S m assto order

8Notethatm
M S

(m pole)isused in [18]and thedi�erentnorm alisation pointforthequark m assa�ects

the second ordercoe�cientin the relation to m pole.
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�2s. These relations provide the link with other physical quantities involving heavy

quarks. In particular, they allow us to determ ine directly the bottom and top M S

m assesfrom bottom onium sum rulesand thet�tcrosssection,thusobviatinglargeNNLO

corrections that appear when these quantities are expressed in term s ofpole m asses

[4,5,6,7].One m ay hope thatthisleadsto m ore accurate quark m assdeterm inations

than forthepolem asses,whoseaccuracyislim ited toorder�Q CD bylong-distancee�ects

[12,13]independentoftheprocessutilised to determ ine them .W ewillreporton these

applicationsin a forthcom ing publication.

OnecannotusetheM S m assesthem selvesforthreshold problem s,becausetheydi�er

from the pole m assesby an am ountoforderm �s. Thiscausessingularterm soforder

(�s=v
2)k toappearin perturbativeexpansions.Theall-orderresum m ation oftheseterm s

leadsoneback to thepolem ass.Itisnecessary to introducea factorisation scale�f and

to choosea m assde�nition (thePS m ass)thatdi�ersfrom thepolem assby an am ount

sm allerthan thetypicalenergiesofa Coulom b system ,whileatthesam etim enotbeing

toosensitivetocon�nem ente�ects.Thisleadstoalineardependenceon thesubtraction

scale �f. The use ofa heavy quark m ass with a linearfactorisation scale dependence

hasbeen repeatedly advocated by Bigietal. (see [13]and the review [20]). In [21]a

m asssubtraction term ��(� f)(the analogue ofour�m (�f))isderived to order�2s from

certain integrals over the spectraldensities ofheavy-light quark currents. This m ass

subtraction di�ersfrom (8)already atorder�s. Thisdoesnotim ply an inconsistency,

since the necessary requirem ent is only that the long-distance sensitive regions cancel

asym ptotically in large orders. On the other hand,it seem s to us that a subtraction

based on theheavy quark Coulom b potentialism ostnatural(and technically sim plest)

notonly forthreshold problem sinvolving two heavy quarks,since,asobserved in [13],

theleading long-distancesensitive contribution to thepolem assisin factconceptually

related to theCoulom b interaction.

Note added:Afterthispaperwascom pleted,we received Ref.[22],which addressesre-

lated questions.TheauthorsalsonotethatlinearIR sensitivity cancelsin 2m pole+ V (r)

and dem onstratethisatthe1-loop order.
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