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A bstract

R ecent calculations ofheavy quark cross sectionsnear threshold at next-to-next-to—
leading order have found second-order corrections as large as  rst-order ones. W e
analyse long-distance contributions to the heavy quark potential in m om entum and
coordinate gpace and dem onstrate that long-distance contributions in m om entum
space are suppressed as SCD =g°. W e then show that the ong-distance sensitivity
of order ¢c¢p ¥ Introduced by the Fourder transform to coordinate space cancels
to all orders in perturbation theory w ith long-distance contributions to the heavy
quark pokem ass. This kradsusto de nea subtraction schem e { the botential sub-
traction schem e’ { in which Jarge corrections to the heavy quark potential and the
Yotentialsubtracted’ quark m ass are absent. W e com pute the twoJoop relation
of the potentialsubtracted quark m ass to the M S quark m ass. W e anticipate that
threshold calculations expressed in temm s of the schem e Introduced here exhibit
In proved convergence properties.
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1. M otivation

Heavy quark production near threshold through virtual photons or Z bosons is very
sensitive to the quark m ass and thereforem ay allow us to detem Ine heavy quark m asses
precisely. Recently, the two-Joop corrections to the colour Coulomb potential {Ij] and
to the m atching relation between the relativistic and non—relativistic vector current [,
3] were cbtained. The two together provide the necessary input to com pute heavy
quark properties near threshold in next-to-next-toJeading order NN LO ). In this context
NN LO ' m eans that all corrections to the Bom cross section oforder ( =v)" ¥ forany
n and k = 0;1;2 are taken Into account, where v is the an all relative velocity of the
two quarks in their centreofm ass frame and ¢ is the strong ocoupling. @A dditional
logarithm s of v are not w ritten explicitly.)

NNLO calculationshave now been com pleted for top-antitop production near thresh—
od [, §], for bottom onium threshold sum ruls [§,7]] and for quarkonium energy levels
Bl. In allthree casesthe NNLO correction is as large as the next-to-Jeading order (NLO )
correction, which suggests that a perturbative treatm ent has already reached is lim its.
In case oftt production the NN LO correction shifts the location ofthe cross section peak
position by about 1G &V, which inplies an uncertainty in m . of about 0:5G &V, if the
threshold cross section is used as a m easuraem ent of the top quark m ass. This resul is
unexpected, In particular asthe relevant physical scale isgiven by Cg s m v)m =2 15—
20G eV at which perturbation theory should work.

Follow ing a di erent line of Investigation, the Coulom b potential in m om entum and
in coordinate space is analysed n [§, 10]. I is ound (see also [11]) that the e ective
couplings de ned by the two versions of the potential are related by a rapidly divergent
series, the origin of which is a Iong-distance contribution of relative order ,cpr. This
Jeadsto largenum erdicaldi erences in di erent, but consistent at NN LO , In plem entations
ofthe Coulomb potential in cross section calculations. T he authors of [§,10Q] conclude, in
agreem ent w ith the evidence from the NNLO tt and Ido com putations m entioned above,
that there is a Jarge and irreducible uncertainty that a ects the threshold region. This
would lad to rather gloom y prospects as to our ability to constrain the bottom and,
eventually, the top quark m ass.

In thispaperwe show that despite these evidences perturbation theory doesnot (yet)
fafland that the actualuncertainties can be sm aller than those indicated by #,8,7,9,101.
Ourmain point is that, contrary to intuition, the notion of a quark pole m ass, which
hasbeen im plicit in the discussion above, is In fact lnadequate for accurate calculations
of heavy quark cross sections near threshold. The argum ent goes as follow s:

W e st analyse (Sect. 2) the heavy quark potential V (g) In m om entum space and

nd that long-distance contributions have a relative suppression ( ocp=q)*. Hence the
potential In m om entum space is better behaved than the potential in coordinate space.
K now ing that the Iong-distance contrbution of relative order ¢p r to the potentialin
coordinate space enters only through the Fourder transform , we can elim nate it by re—
stricting the Fourier transform to > ¢ for som e factorisation scale ¢ which satis es
ocp < ¢ < mv.Thisde nesa subtracted potentialV (r; ¢), from which large pertur-



bative corrections are elin lnated (Sect. 3). The Schrodinger equation takes its conven—
tional form only if the pole quark m ass de nition is assum ed. T he Schrodinger equation
form ulated w ith the subtracted potential contains a residualmassterm m (¢). Asa
consequence the input param eter for threshold calculations in temn s of the subtracted
potential isnot m e but mpes ( £) = Mpoke m ( ¢). It is known that the pole m ass
also receives long-distance contrbutions oforder ocp [12,13] and it was noted already
in [I3]that they are related to the Coulomb contribution to the selfenergy. T he crucial
point is that the long distance sensitivity of order 4cp In the coordinate space poten—
tialor, equivalently, m ( ¢) cancels to allorders In perturbation theory w ith the leading
Iong-distance sensitivity in the pol mass (Sect. 4). Hence the botentialsubtracted’
massmypg ( £) can be related to m ore conventional (long-distance insensitive) m assde —
nitions by a weltbehaved perturbative expansion. T he two-Joop relation to theM S m ass
de nition can be trivially 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 tem sofmyps ( ¢) and the subtracted potentialV (r; ¢) rather than the pole
m ass and the ordinary Coulomb potential. O ne can then determ nempg ( ¢) and relate
it reliably to m ;5. The dependence on the factorisation scale ¢ cancels in this process.

2. The potential in m om entum space

The static potential In coordinate space, V (r), is de ned in term s of a W ilson loop
W (;T) of spatial extension » and temporal extension T with T ! 1 {4, 15, 16].
In this lim it W @;T) exp( iTV (r)). The potential in m om entum space, V (), is
the Fourier transform of V (r). Weuse r = Fjand g = FJ) One can compute
the potential directly in m om entum space from the on-shell quark-antiquark scattering
am plitude (divided by i) at m om entum transfer g in the 1lim it of static quarksm ! 1
and proEcted on the coloursinglkt sector. In addition one has to change the sign of
the 1 prescription of som e of the antiquark propagators n som e diagram s (such asD;
below ), so that the integration over zero-com ponents of loop m om entum can always be
done w ithout encountering quark poles In the upper halfplane. T he quark poles am ount
to iterations of the potential, but do not give a contribution to the potential itselfil
The potential is infrared (IR) nite’ and ultraviokt (UV) nite affer renom alisa-
tion of the coupling. In this Section we ask how sensitive the Feynm an integrals that
contrbute to them om entum space potentialare to the IR regions of loop m om entum n—
tegrations. T he reason is that these regions give rise to Jarge corrections in higher orders
in perturbation theory through IR renom alns (see {12, 13] fr references). Note that
we are not concemed w ith the long-distance behaviour of the potentialat g ocp s Ut

W e rem ark that in the threshold expansion of Feynm an integrals t_l-]'] the static potential and is
generalisation are generated by integrating out soft quarksand gluonsw ith energy and three-m om entum
of orderm v together w ith potentialglions w ith energy of orderm v? and threem om entum oforderm v.

°W e are aware of the analysis of Ii(_;], which can be Interpreted as a statem ent to the contrary. In
our opinion, the interpretation of the divergences discussed in [16] deserves further consideration.
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Figure 1: O nedoop corrections to the heavy quark potential.

w ith the leading power corrections of orm ( ¢cp=3)*, which correct the perturbative
Coulomb potentialwhen g is still large compared to  gcp -

Consider rst the oneJdoop corrections to the potential (see Fig. 1) in din ensional
regularisation. In Feynm an gauge D 3 is zero. The colour CZ-tem cancels in the sum
D;+ D;,.D i, are Iogarithm ically IR divergent. This IR divergence is cancelled by the
(logarithm ic) scaleless integralsD 4,5, whose only e ect is to convert the IR singularity In
D i, Into a UV sihgularity, which can be absorbed into a renom alisation of . Hence,
we are keft wih the IR nite parts of (the C, Cr part of) D, and D 4, which yield the
weltknown one-loop correction to the potential {15, 16]. D¢ is given in tem s of the
glion selfenergy at o —shell extemalm om entum . For an all loop m om entum k, the
Integral scales as

Z
1ok §
g k?qf
and gives rise to a contrbution of order J.,=¢ from the region k ocp relative to
the tree diagram which scales as 1= . T he integral relevant forD , is
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wherev= (1;0) andv g= 0. To nd the kading Infrared contrloution, which is left
over after the IR divergence is cancelled as described above, we expand the Integrand
In k around k = 0 and around k + g= 0. The Integrals in each tem of the expansion
depend only on the vector v. Henoe, In a reqularisation schem e that preserves Lorentz
Invariance allodd tem svanish becausev g= 0. The Iong-distance contribution is again
of relative order ., = . (NNote that we are only concemed with IR contributions that
are connected w ith the lJarge-order behaviour of perturbative expansions.)

T his argum ent generalises to an arbitrary diagram . Because v g= 0 and because
there is no other kinem atic Invarant linear In g, it follow s from Lorentz invariance that
the leading power correction to the potential in m om entum space cannot be 4cp=q,



but has to be quadratic:
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ghe In plication jg that the expansion of the potential in the ooup]jngr'f’. s (@) diverges as
nIn 5@t 2(ao)nh® @ " 'wiha=land o= (@1 2n,=3)=@ ) the
rst coe cient of the —function. A lnear IR power correction would have led toa = 2
and, hence, a m ore rapidly divergent perturbative relation. The param eter b ram ains
undetem ined by the above analysis, but does not In uence the power behaviour.

3. The potential in coordinate space

Consider now the potential In coordinate space, de ned by the Fourier transform

Z 3

V (r) = "V @: @)

@)
Note that In the W ilson loop de nition of the potential n coordinate space there is a
(divergent) constant related to the sslfenergy of the static sources. This r-independent
term is usually discarded when one refers to the static potential, and it is also dis-
carded, when V (r) isde ned in temn s of the Fourier integral above. In w hat follow s the
Interpretation of this constant plays an in portant role.
To see that the potential in coordinate space ism ore sensitive to long distances than
the potential in m om entum space, it is enough to take the tree approxin ation to V (Q)
and to calculate
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It ©llow s that the leading power correction is linearin gcp r':
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(g isEulr's constant.) The inp]j%atjon is that the expansion of the coordinate space
potentialin . ®r) divergesas .1, s ®r)°t? L(a)"nh® S ==r)*?

wih a = 2, much faster than the expansion of the potential In m om entum space. Note
that in absolute tem s the IR contrbution is a constant oforder gcp .

T he rapidly divergent behaviour of the coordinate space potential hasbeen noted in
fi1] and is discussed in detailin [@, 10]. W hat we add here is the cbservation that the
linearpow er correction and, by in plication, the rapid divergence originatesonly from the
Fourier transform to coordinate space and is not present In the potential In m om entum

3In thispaper . ( ) denotes the coupling de ned in the M S scheme.



goace. Knowing this we can subtract the lading long-distance contrbution and the
leading divergent behaviour com pltely by restricting the Fourer integralto §i> ¢
wih ¢ a factorisation scale which wem ake m ore precise Jater. The resul w illbe called
the “ubtracted potential V (r; ¢). The subtraction tem s can be evaluated order by
order n ¢ given V () to that order. The relevant calculation will be done in Sect. 5.
To be preciss, we w rite

Vg )=V E+2mI(f) (7)
w here 7
(- 1 Faog. ®)
mis 2 e p
X £

To subtract the leading long-distance contribution of order 4cp, i is legitim ate to
replace €% by 1 in the Fourier transom and we use this for the de nition of the
subtraction tem . W e now de ne the botential subtracted’ @ S) quark m ass param eter
as

Mps( £) = Mpoe m (¢): 9)

In tem s of the subtracted potential and the P S m ass the G reen function is detem ined
from the Schrodinger-type equation

" #

2
————+V (@ ) E GcwE)= “@); (10)
Mps( £)

and it is in portant that the non-relativistic energy isde ned asE = P s Z2mpgs( £),
w ith s the centreofm ass energy, as com pared to the usualde nition ~ s 2m pok- The
equation above is the conventional Schrodinger equation, but with a Yesidual’ m ass
term If: The subtracted potentialV (r; ¢), which contains the residual m ass, does not
su er from large loop corrections associated w ith the leading asym ptotic behaviour of
its perturbative expansion.

D espite this fact we have not yet gained anything, because the large loop corrections
have only been hidden in the contrloution m (¢) tomps( ¢). The crucial point is
this: W hen m 0 is expressed In temm s of a Short-distance’ m ass param eter such as the
M Smassm w5 through a perturbative series, this perturbative series also has large loop
corrections {12, 13]. The large perturbative corrections absorbed Into m ( ¢) cancel
exactly with Jarge perturoative corrections to the pole m ass. T he argum ent is given in
the follow ng Section. Hence one can rst determm Ine the PS m ass from the threshold
cross section w ithout encountering large corrections, because of the subtraction In the
potential. O ne can then relate the PS m ass to the M S m ass, again w ithout encountering

‘W e have replaced m pole by mps ( £) also in the kinetic energy term in the Schrodinger equation.
The di erence to using the polemass is m=m r?, ie. of higher order in 1=m . Since other tem s of
order 1=m are neglcted in the Schrodinger equation, the replacem ent ofm e by mps ( £) is Jasti ed.
TIf one chooses the P S m ass as the m ass de nition and derives the Schrodinger equation from Feynm an
diagram s, the kinetic energy temm is divided by the PS m ass by construction. An additional nie
renom alization of the kinetic energy term can be neglected in the present context.



large corrections related to the asym ptotic behaviour of perturbative expansions. In this
way, one can, in principle, detem ine theM S m ass from threshold cross sections to better
accuracy than the pole m ass, the use of which is in plied by the unsubtracted potential.
Conversely, one can begin wih my5, compute the PS m ass and predict the threshold
behaviour. T he perturbative relation betiween the PS m ass and the M S m ass is given 1
Sect. 5.

Onem ay ask why we do not suggest to avoid using the coordinate space potentialand
to work w ith them om entum space potentialdirectly. T he reason is that the Schrodinger
equation for the Coulomb G reen function G: (©;E) In momentum space contains the

Integration .
3

VERGe @ KE); 11)
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w hich contains exactly the sam e leading long-distance sensitivity as the Fourder integral
@), because e* may be replaced by 1 as far as the lading power in  gcp r is con-
cemed, cf. @) . Hence the problem one encounters w ith the unsubtracted coordinate
Soace potential enters In m om entum goace when one solves the Schrodinger equation.
How large can r be? W e shall see below that the expansion of m ( ¢) is naturally
expressed In term s of S ( ¢). Perturbativiy hence requires ¢ > gcp . The scalke rel-
evant to the potential is 1I=r m v. Since the subtraction should a ect the potential
only at distances larger than the physical scale of the process described by the poten—
tjalwqe require also ¢ < mv. There is another way to arrive at this constraint. If

v= 1 4mf)ole
v ! 0)oforder (m (¢)=mVv?))*. These tem s are anall if m ( ¢) is sm all com pared
to scal m v¢ of binding energies of a Coulomb system . Counting v and using

m (¢) £ syOnearrivesagain at ¢ < mv.

=s is expanded In tetm s of mpg ( ), one generates singular tem s (as

4. Cancellation of long-distance contributions w ith the pole m ass

Expressing the pokmass in term softheM Smassand m (¢) asa seriesin 4, we can
W rite " #
X X

Mps(g)=Mpee W (g)=M 1+ 1 27! £ s oY 12)

n=0 n=0

whereM = mygmygs).Both seriesdiverge asr,, 5 s, (ao)nhPwitha= 2.W enow
show that thisbehaviour cancels in the di erence in (12). Because this divergence arises
from Iong-distance sensitivity of order ocp In the Feynm an diagram s that contribute
to the two serdes, it is enough to show that the corresponding linears IR behaviour of the
Feynm an integrands cancels to all orders In perturbation theory in the di erence. The
rem aining long-distance contrbutions to the di erence are of order J.,=M and the
corresoonding divergent behaviour has only a = 1. This establishes that the PS m ass
can be reliably related to the M S m ass.

°A loop integgalthat behaves as  d*k=k* forem allk iscalkd logarithm ically IR sensitive, an integral
that behavesas d?k=k>® linearly IR sensitive etc..




Sihce we are only concemed w ith infrared behaviour we m ay work w ih unrenor-
m alissd quantities which di er from M S renom alissd quantities only by pure UV sub—
tractions. R adiative corrections to the pol m ass are given by the sslfenergy, evaluated
atp’ =m’ .t m  mpe mo= %:mpob, where m , is the baremass and ° the
unrenom alised selfenergy’, Consider the cancellation at the 1-loop order. As long
as we are interested only in the lading behaviour at sm all loop m om entum , we can

approxin ate the one-loop contrbution to  ° by

Z 4
. d'q (Ot 6+ my) ,
ic ! ic ; @13

Fgﬁ (2 )4 ((p+ q)2 m%)q2p2=mg Fgﬁ (2 )4 (V q+l)€q+l) ( )

setting p = m (v. At this order one need not distinguish between m . and m( in the
Integrand. Taking the Integration over ¢, in the upper half plane, we obtain
12 Pg 4 cp

2 2y

2 &g 1

; (14)

which is exactly the leading-order contribution to m ( ¢), cf. @), oramallg. Thus the
Feynm an integrands of the integrals contrbuting to M ry and sy canceleach other in
the infrared region of an all g. N ote that the leading Infrared behaviour can be cbtained

by replacing )

v g+ i
in {13). In other words, the relevant IR behaviour is obtained from setting gy = 0 st
and then from the an allg behaviour of the rem aining three-dim ensional integral.

T he denom nator of an on-shell heavy quark propagator with momentum m v+ 1lis
v 1+%=0@m). To dem onstrate the IR cancellation in higherJdoop order, we consider

rst the static approxin ation, in which the denom nator is smpli ed to v 1 and the

glion coupling to heavy quarks by v . Hence the Feynm an rules reduce to those
In plicit in the de nition of the potential. The static approxin ation inplies that we
consider all Joop m om enta s all com pared tom and take the rsttem in an expansion
In I=m . W e show that the leading IR contrbutions of order 4cp to the polemass in
this approxin ation cancel exactly w ith those to the coordinate space potential. At the
end ofthis Section, we address the question of what happens, when one includes further
term s In the expansion of the heavy quark propagator n 1and the region 1 m, In
w hich the propagator cannot be expanded.

A general sslfenergy diagram in the static approxin ation can be written as (see
F igure Za)

' i w9 13)

T S (1) ! _ (16)
@ )t v o+ i

m=1 =1
where the lne mom enta 1 are lnear combinations of the loop mom enta k, and S (L)
contains no heavy quark propagators. Consider any one-particlke irreducble (1PI) sub—

graph contained entirely In S at xed, non-zero, extemalm om entum . Such subgraphs

8T he selfenergy is given by the oneparticle irreducible two-point diagram s divided by ( i).
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Figure 2: (@) Structure of an arbitrary selfenergy diagram . (o,c) Som e 2-loop exam ples. The
double line denoctes the static approxin ation.

are IR nite and at m ost quadratically IR sensitive. It follow s that any subgraph that
can give rise to linearly IR sensitive Integrals must contain at least one heavy quark
propagatorwih v ;1! 0. Let us calla sslfenergy diagram (ir)reducible if it contains
(does not contain) a sslfenergy subgraph.

C onsider irreducble diagram s such as the diagram depicted in FigureZb rst. Trre-
ducbl diagram s are IR nite on m assshell and none of the heavy quark line m cm enta
coincide. The kading IR behaviour is obtained by lktting one ofthe v 1= 1 go to
zero and by neglkecting P in the other propagators. This can be summ arised as the
substitution

bl 1 R ¥ 1
! (i) & 4} —: @7)

v o+ i v o+ i

=1 =1 i=1;16 7

Inatem with (v 4} change one loop integration variable to g= 1k, ). The delta-
function kills the ¢ integral and sets ¢y = 0 in the Integrand. One can Interpret (1)
as cutting the diagram at any heavy quark propagator. This gives rise to N fourpoint
diagram s, to be integrated w ith &= )3, and i is easy to see that the resul m atches
exactly with contrbutionsto m ( ¢). For exam ple, the diagram of Figure Zb cancels
w ith the contrbution to m (¢) from D, + 2 D i;n Figure'l. The signs and i’s work
out correctly and the factor 1=2 in @) com es from the fact that we have 1 {@7) but
one factor 1=2 ) from the fourdin ensional integration m easure.

One may be concemed about the fact that after sstting ¢ = 0, the Integrals be-
com e IR divergent and that hence the leading-order IR approxin ation (17) m ay not be
su cient for Inearly IR sensitive contrloutions. The IR divergences are just the IR diver-
gences In Individual contributions to the potentialm entioned in Sect. 2, which cancel in
com binations such asD, + 2 L. M oreover, the next term In the am all-oop m om entum
expansion of the integrand is quadratically IR sensitive as shown in Sect. 2, and this is
enough to guarantee that (17) is legitin ate.

Onem ay also be concemed about the fact that application of (I']) does not lead to
D , literally, but to an integrand which di ers from @) in that the two factorsofv  k have



di erent i prescriptions. However, in Sect. 2 we have shown that lnearly IR sensitive
contributions origihate only from the IR behaviour of the Fourier integral. Hence we
should consider g an allat xed k orboth g and k am all sin ultaneously (out not an all
k at xed q), In which case the potential pinch singularity is not a problem .

T he situation ism ore com plicated for reducible diagram s such asthe one in F iguredc.
For reducihble diagram s som e of the heavy quark line m om enta coincide and cutting such
a quark line in the sense discussed above lads to oneparticke reducible contributions
to the potential, i. e. to lJower-order contributions to the potential m ultiplied by on-—
shell renom alisation of the extemal kgs. O s in Figurel, is an exam plk. M oreover,
reducble diagram s are IR divergent when evaluated on-shell, while M is IR nite.
This is related to the fact that M isnot given by % . butby %=mpole- To m ake
the IR niteness explicit, the contributions from reducble diagramsto M should be
com bined w ith contrlbutions at the sam e order in perturbation theory that arise from

expanding %=mpole n M :

@ @
0 _ o0 + 0 . + 0 .
=m0 P=mo P=mo @e $=mo P=mo @p F=mo

1 0 2@2 0.
+§ $=m o @$=m0+ ceee

(18)
T his expansion reproduces precisely the com binatorial structure of selfenergy subgraphs
In reducibl diagram s. C ombining the various tem s on the level of integrands, the re—
sulting integralis IR nite. M oreover, after this cancellation allheavy quark propagators
have di erent m om enta and one can again use 7). The tut’ diagram sthen cancelagain
w ith diagram s to the potential.

Let us illustrate this for the diagram ofF igureZc. A coording to (1§) we combine the
diagram w ith the product of 1-loop contributions to the second tem -'_7: on the right hand
side of (18). T his gives the Bllow ing contribution to M :

n #
L2 diky d'ky 1 1
“ eye)y v wv k+tk) KK KV k
L2 diky dky 1
= 9% TR REVEw 19)
@) @ )kikiv kv (+k)v k
nw #
1% &g 7 d%k 2 1
oS ( Dg +
2 @) SR KEFV KW O Kk+tgiv B
12 #g 1 1
= = 4> p+D,

2 @2 )»i 2

To arrive at the last two lines we have used {I7)). Shhce 1=2 L is the on—hell wave
finction renom alisation fora singl extermalquark kg tin es the kading-order potential,

"Further tem s contribute only at 3-loop order and beyond.



we cbtain the desired cancellation with IR contrdbutions to the potential. T he exam ple
and the structure of (I8) m ake it transparent how the IR cancellation for reducble
diagram s extends to all orders.

Let us retum to the validity of the static approxin ation. Consider rst the contri-
butions to the pok mass from the region of loop m om entum where allm om enta are
an all com pared tom . A Il heavy quark propagators can be expanded about the static
Iim it. T he corrections to the static approxin ation are suppressed by at least one power
of Joop m om entum divided by m . This In plies a suppression of long-distance sensitivity
by a factor of gcp=m relative to the lrading temm . Since the lading tem is already
Inear n  gcp, we conclude that if the heavy quark line m om entum is sn all, it is suf-

cient to keep only the leading term in the expansion of the propagator. C onsider now
the contributions from the region of loop m om entum where som e loop m om enta are of
orderm and others (at least one) are an all com pared to m . The hard subgraphs w ith
loop m om entum of orderm reduce to local interactions of form (L=m )¢ with respect to
the anall oop momenta 1 ocp - One obtains contrbutions suppressed by powers
of gcp=m unlkssk < 1. Hence we need to consider only hard selfenergy and vertex
subgraphs. The e ect of these subgraphs is to renom alise the coe cients ofthe ¥ Ag
and Y@y Interaction tem s in the non-relativistic e ective Lagrangian, from which the
potential isderived. In the standard nom alisation ofthe non-relativistic Lagrangian the
coe cients of these operators are 1 to all orders in perturbation theory. &t follow s that
the hard subgraphs have no e ect on the IR cancellation, or, in other words, they are
In plicitly taken into account through the coe cient fiinctions of the interaction tem s
in the non—relativistic Lagrangian w hich enter the calculation of the Coulom b potential.

5. Relation to the M S m ass de nition

Tt is straightforward to work out the m ass subtraction m ( ¢) from known results on
the potential In m om entum space:
2 |3

s @) s@) o

4CF s(q) +a
2

V)= — 414
g

20)

wih a; asih () and a, = 6341402 66:3542n¢ + 1246n% {l]. From the de nition @)
one obtains

" 1

C 2
m(n=cr= g 2O bh h— 2 (1)
()!2 ) ! ) ) Pord
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+ 1 a, falpy+bg h— 2 +4¥ h'— 4h—+8 ;
wherelpy = 4 = 11 2ns=3 andb = @ )> ;= 102 38n:=3. Note that the

logarithm s disappearwhen the coupling isnom alised at the scale ¢, which follow s from
the fact that the potential isphysicaland independent of . At = 1-15G€&V,atypical
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scale relevant or bottom quarks, the third-order term already exceeds the second-order
term . This is not a point of concem as the serdes expansion of m ( ¢) is expected
to behave badly and we are interested only In the combinationsV (r) + 2 m ( ¢) and
M poke m ( ¢), both of which have better behaved series expansions. T he subtracted
Coulomb potentialV (r)+ 2 m ( ¢) at lrading order In ¢ is given by
(
V (r) = M 1 E ﬁ cr ©2)
r s(r)

wih ,= e E=r. To see the num erical e ect of the subtraction, we choose the values
r= 1=Q0G&V) and = 3G&V (s = 5) aswoul be appropriate to tt production and
com pare the subtracted and unsubtracted C oulomb potential. T he result, ncluding the
know n higher-order corrections, is

8 | 9
C s\ r < s\ r s(r 2 =
V(g ¢)= Fi() . 086+ O:l6¥+ 1364 (x) + o (23)
r : .
as com pared to
8 | 9
C S r < s r s r "2 =
V (r) = Fi()_u 12922 | 5503 SEJR ST (24)
r . ’

T he convergence ofthe series is In proved and the strength ofthe potential is reduced. For
bottom system s one cbserves a sim ilar e ect, although the requirement that ¢ > gcp
does not allow us to choose fr asamnallaswe would like.

Sihce the relation of the pole mass to the M S mass is known only to second order
18], wecan onlymakeuse of m ( ¢) to second order to express the potential-subtracted

massMps ( £) = Mpoe m ( ¢) In term s ofM mys Mmys). The result is
(

4 s M ) f
m =M 1+ —— 1 —
ps( ) 3 v
] " " #! # )
2 2
s M ) f f
+ K — a — 2 + ; 25
M 1 by M2 25)
f:]-V-[ I.E’S rgs
0 133 | 1344 1:04n¢
1=25 128 | 1207 0:95n¢
1=5 107 | 81927 0:73n¢
1=4 1 8207 0:68n¢
1=3 089 | 71465 0:61n¢
Tablk 1: First and second-order (in ¢ M )= ) coe cients in the relation between the P S

m ass and theM S mass {25). For ;= 0 the PS m ass coincides w ith the pole m ass.
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whereK = 1344 1:04n; fromd [I§]and a; = 1033 1:d1n:.Num erical values for the

rst and second-order coe cients for various values of (=M are given in Tablk'. For
an allvaluesof (=M asrekvant to ttproduction the series is not very di erent from the
series for the pole m ass, re ecting the fact that at this order both serdes still converge
well. In absolute temm s the di erence between the pok and PS m assm ay still am ount
to several hundred M &V, which is signi cant close to threshold. In fact the e ect of
the subtraction is far from am all on the potential even for tt production as ilustrated
by @3) above, because ¢ has to be compared to the scalem (v=2 m. (=2 in case of
the potential. For ratios of (=M that may be contem plated for bottom quarks near
threshold the second-order coe cient in (45} is already considerably sm aller than the
one in the relation of m . to M and the convergence of the series expansion is in —
proved. This lends support to the hypothesis that the IR cancellations between m o
and m ( ¢) ooccur not only asym ptotically but already at second-order. Eq. £3) and
(€5) taken together suggest that threshold calculations at NNLO fom ulated in tem s of
the subtracted potential and the P S m ass exhibit reduced NNLO corrections and that
the PS m ass can indeed be reliably related to the M S m ass.

6. Conclusion

In this paperwe proposed that perturbative calculations of heavy quark properties near
threshold should not use the pol m ass but a subtracted m ass together wih a sub—
tracted potential. T his elin inates one source of Jarge corrections in perturbation theory,
related to an allm om entum contrlbutions, although we cannot exclide large corrections
due to other reasons. T he num erical estin ates presented above suggest, however, that
the convergence is ndeed im proved. W e em phasise that the potentialsubtracted m ass
is gauge-invariant, because it is derived from the pole m ass and an Integral over the
mom entum goace potential, both of which are gauge-invarant.

The crucial point is that heavy quark cross sections near threshold are in fact less
sensitive to Jong distances than the quark pole m ass param eter. This follow s from the
cbservation that the Coulomb potential in m om entum space is less sensitive to long dis—
tances than the potential in coordnate space and that the large perturbative corrections
to the potential in coordinate space cancel to allorders In perturbation theory w ith those
to the pole m ass, because of an exact cancellation of the an allm om entum behaviour
of the respective Feynm an integrals. That the pol m ass is not relevant for physical
quantities nvolving top quarks is quite obvious, because the width of order 1:5G &V
provides an intrinsic cuto fr long-distance e ects [L9]. In particular, the location of
the resonance-like peak in the production cross section is not a direct m easure of the top
quark pol m ass despite the fact that top quarks do not hadronise. Tt is however lss
cbvious that the polem ass isnot even relkevant for (quasi) stable quarks near threshold.

M aking use of the results of [|] we derived the m ass subtraction term to order 3

S

and the relation between the potentialsubtracted (P S) m ass and the M S m ass to order

8N ote thatm s Mpoe) isused in {_l-§‘] and the di erent nom alisation point forthe quark m assa ects
the second order coe cient in the relation tom .-
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2. These relations provide the link with other physical quantities involving heavy

quarks. In particular, they allow us to detemm ine directly the bottom and top M S
m asses from bottom oniim sum rules and the tt cross section, thus cbviating large NN LO

corrections that appear when these quantities are expressed In tem s of pole m asses
@4,5,4,7]. Onemay hope that this leads to m ore accurate quark m ass detemm nations
than forthepolem asses, whose accuracy is Iim ited to order cp by long-distance e ects
fl2,13] independent of the process utilised to determ ine them . W e w ill report on these
applications in a forthcom ing publication.

O ne cannot use theM S m asses them selves for threshold problem s, because they di er
from the pole m asses by an am ount of orderm . This causes singular temm s of order
( =v?)* to appear in perturbative expansions. T he allorder resum m ation ofthese tem s
Jleads one back to the polem ass. It is necessary to introduce a factorisation scale ¢ and
to choose am assde nition (the PS m ass) that di ers from the polem assby an am ount
an aller than the typicalenergies ofa Coulom b system , whilk at the sam e tin e not being
too sensitive to con nem ent e ects. This leads to a linear dependence on the subtraction
scale :. The use of a heavy quark mass with a linear factorisation scale dependence
has been repeatedly advocated by Bigiet al. (see [I3] and the review R0). I R1]a
m ass subtraction tem () (the analogue ofour m ( ¢)) is derived to order ﬁ from
certain integrals over the spectral densities of heavy-light quark currents. This m ass
subtraction di ers from (B) already at order . This does not in ply an inconsistency,
since the necessary requiram 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 the heavy quark Coulomb potential ism ost natural (and technically sin plest)
not only or threshold problam s nvolving two heavy quarks, since, as observed in [{13],
the leading Jong-distance sensitive contribution to the pol m ass is in fact conceptually
related to the Coulomb interaction.

Note added: A fter this paper was com pleted, we received Ref. 2], which addresses re-
lated questions. T he authors also note that linear IR sensitivity cancels In 2m o+ V (1)
and dem onstrate this at the 1-Joop order.
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