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Abstract

The next-to-leading order analysis for the cross sectiohddroproduction of top quark
pairs close to threshold is presented. Within the framewbmon-relativistic QCD a sig-
nificant enhancement compared to fixed order perturbatieoryhis observed which orig-
inates from the characteristic remnant of tt& deak below production threshold of top
quark pairs. The analysis includes all color singlet anarcottet configurations of top
quark pairs inS-wave states and, for the dominant configurations, it engpkli+order
soft gluon resummation for the hard parton cross sectiormétical results for the Large
Hadron Collider aty/s= 14 TeV and+/s= 10 TeV and also for the Tevatron are presented.
The possibility of a top quark mass measurement from theiamtimass distribution of
top quark pairs is discussed.
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1 Introduction

At the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) the major part of tajpagks are produced in pairs.
Due to the experience gained at the Fermilab Tevatron [1}le@tiuge amount of top quarks to
be produced at LHC the reconstruction of top quarks with gaoamliracy will be possible [2, 3].
A significant fraction of top quark pairs will be produced s#toto threshold. Thus a dedicated
analysis of the production cross section in this regiongsiired which is best performed within
the framework of non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) [4, 5].

The production of top anti-top quark pairs close to the kiagoal threshold has received much
attention in the context of precision measurement of toprlqpaoperties at a future Inter-
national Linear Collider (ILC). Theoretical calculatioasd dedicated experimental analyses
have demonstrated that a precise extraction of the top quasds, its width and the strong
coupling constant is possible [6, 7] at the ILC. The completat-to-next-to-leading order
(NNLO) predictions are available since many years [8]. (Barlier work see e.g [9-12].)
Partial next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL) [13}] and next-to-next-to-next-to-leading
order (NNNLO) [15-17] predictions were evaluated more néige

In contrast to the linear collider, where the physical obakle is the total cross section as a
function of energy, at the hadron collider one considersrkariant mass distribution of the
top quark pairs. Since the expected uncertainty is signifieager than the one anticipated at a
linear collider a next-to-leading order (NLO) analysis istpably sificient. The calculation of
the cross section within the NRQCD framework contains alslimg blocks the hard production
cross section for a top quark pair at threshold and the niativistic Green’s function governing
the dynamics of the would-be boundstate. Both ingrediergtseailable in the literature since
many years. In particular, the hard cross section for thulestt production can be found in
Refs. [18, 19]. In Ref. [18] the NLO formulae were derived tprark or gluon initial states
and a quarkonium in &3 = 0"* color singlet state, plus possibly a parton. The genera,cas
with the heavy quark systen®QQ) in S-wave singletriplet spin state, and color singlettet
configuration is given in Ref. [19], together with the copesding results foP-waves. The
results of Refs. [18, 19] were presented for stable bouteist&or unstable wide resonances it
is convenient to describe the bound state dynamics thro@yleen’s function.

Recently a calculation of top quark threshold hadropradactear threshold has appeared [20].
(For an early discussion along similar lines see [21].) Tagididea of our approach is similar
to the one of Ref. [20]. We aim a detailed study of the top quaokiuction based on NLO cross
section formulae in the NRQCD framework. In our set-up allONkub-processes have been
included, i.e., also those which appear for the first tim@§a?d). Furthermore, the matching
between QCD and NRQCD as performed in Ref. [20] and the ptesgrer is slightly dierent.
Whereas in [20] the matching has been performed for the lvhiére the partonic center-of-
mass energy approaches twice the top quark mass we include the compégtendence on
Sas given in Refs. [18, 19]. Thus, formally, the result of §20] is only valid for top-quark
production where the velocity of both quarks is small. Ondtteer hand, in our approach the
relative velocity has to be small whereas the top-anti-iagrk system can still move with high



velocity. Finally, we perform a soft gluon resummation whanhances the cross section by a
few per cent.

Our paper is organized as follows: In the next Section det#Hilthe formalism used for the
calculation of the NLO cross section are provided. THeas of initial-state radiation and the
hard contribution are discussed in Secfiéon 3 and the softngtesummation is performed in
Sectior 4. The properties of the Green’s function are surz@din Sectionb. In Sectidd 6
the building blocks are combined and numerical resultsHeritvariant mass distribution are
presented. Theory uncertainties due to scale variatioruakdown higher order corrections
are estimated. Summary and conclusions are presentedtinr§éc

2 Theproduction cross section

Let us denote the (quasi) boundstate of a top and anti-tofgkquith spin S and angular mo-
mentumL by T = 23+1L[Jl’8] where the superscripts [1] and [8] denote the singlet andtoct
color states. The production rate is obtained from the prbon cross section of a top quark
pair with invariant mas$? = (p + pp)? and its evolution to a quasi boundstate described by
the non-relativistic QCD. The former is a hard QCD procesa distance~ 1/m and thus
computable within the conventional perturbative expamsiars.

The long-distanceftects responsible for the formation of a narrow boundstaelascribed by
the squared wave function at the origi#(0)|? or, in the language of NRQCD, by the matrix
elements

(('Ty) - (W'Tx)) = NsNe¥(0)% (1)

HereNs=2S+1 andN; = 1,8 denote the number of spin and color degrees of freedongcesp
tively. We are interested in thefiirential distribution d¢/dM which, for narrow resonances
with massMy, is proportional ta5(M — M,). For wide resonances, the case under considera-
tion, it is convenient to convert the factor describing thensover individual resonances into
the non-relativistic Green’s functidn

Yo(0)¥30) |
m = |mG(M+|Ft), (2)

D W) rs(M=Mn) — > Im
n n

with G(M +iT) = GIL8l(P = 0; M +iI}) being the Green'’s function at zero distance for the non-
relativistic Schrodinger equation discussed below. &the typical momentum scale governing
the nonrelativistic top quark systemo (with mw? = M + iy — 2my, andv being the velocity of
top and anti-top quarks) is in the perturbative regime, dediarge top quark width; intro-
duces an additional cufioscale vmdI, the Green’s function can be evaluated perturbatively.
As stated above the present paper is concerned with the girodwf top quark pairs near

LIn the case of color octet states we cannot take[Bq. (2) lliggvat derive a corresponding formula within the
framework of NRQCD.



threshold, thus restricted to states witk 0, i.e. T = 2515581, The contributions to the in-
variant mass distribution with higher angular momentumeateast suppressed b, and thus
of higher order (beyond NLO).

In order to obtain experimentally measurable quantitiestzdron collider the partonicfier-
ential cross sectionadj_t/dM is convoluted with the luminosity function

d.zjj ! ! 2 2

[ I ]( Tud) = . dx1 . dxz fi/p, (X1, u7) fj/p, (X2, p5) 6 (7 — X1 X2) (3)
wherei, j refer to partons inside the hadroRs and P, with the distribution functiond,p,

and fj;p,. The dependence on the factorization sgaleancels in combination with the one
contained in dj_,t/dM. The diferential cross section can thus be written as

d 5 d
O'P1P2 T(S |\/|2) Zf dr LIJ

As usuals’andS denote the partonic and the hadronic center-of-mass esergred, respec-
tively, andt = §/S. The lower limit of ther integration is given by = M2/S. The partonic
differential cross sectionog_,1/dM consists of a factoF that is evaluated in perturbative
QCD, and can be deduced from Refs. [18, 19], and a second,fdwgoimaginary part of the
Green'’s functiorG1-8]

do—lj—)T

d0'|1—>T

(r, 2 M (& M2, ). (4)

M

o 1 ,
(EM4f) = FiinT(§MEuf) 5 ImGEAM iy, (5)

where the superscript of the Green’s function refers to tllercstate ofT. Egs. [4) and[(5)
constitute our master formulae, which contain severakscahd various physics contributions
of different origin in factorized form. In particular, the soft dynics of the parton distribution
and real radiation is contained in the convolutionFef_,t with the parton luminosity, the
boundstate féects are described . Note that at NLO the Green’s functid®-8l(M +iTy)
and the convolution oF with the parton luminosity £ ® F) are individually independent of
the renormalization scaje. Thus we can discuss the two parts separately in the folpivio
Sections. Furthermore, it is simpler to assess the unoégsifor the individual contributions.

Let us at this point make a comment concerning the validitgaf(3), which makes use of the
NRQCD expansion assuming 1, thus being limited to the threshold region. For largeanv
ant masses conventional perturbation theory is appliqakke Refs. [22—-24] and Refs. [25-28]
for recent compilations of the total cross section and [@8afproposal to measure the top-quark
mass from the shape ofddM). In the transition region the predictions from both methade
expected to coincide, as will be discussed below (c.f.[Big. 4

3 Hard cross section

In this Section the ingredients for the NLO corrections ®ltard cross section will be collected,
which are taken from Refs. [18,19]. We parameterize thetfand;_1, representing the hard
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gg_>lso[1,8] gq_>lso[1,8] qq_> 180[1’8] gg_)3sl[1,8] gq_)3sl[1,8] qq_) 381[1’8]
[1,5/2] [1,5/2] [3/4,6] [9/4, 18] [0,32/3] [0,32/3]

Table 1: Normalization factor/jj_,t for each process for [singlet, octet] color statdd; € 3
is used.)

cross section foij — T X (X stands for additional partons in the inclusive cross sasj)idn the
following form:

2,2 (
/a4
FijoT(BMZud) = Nijor —— 0 (l+asﬂr)Ch)

338
CYs(,ur)
T

. (6)

X

61101 -2+ ZE2 (A0) + Aoe(2)

HEI'E(Sgg_)lS[l,B] = 5qa—>3s[8] =1 and zero for all other 2> 1 processes, and= M?/8. The
0 1
guantitiesAc, Anc, andCh, all depend on, j, andT, the functionsA in addition onz.

The codficientsCy, originate from the hard corrections to the production psscé& he functions
A contain the real corrections with collinear parton spigtfrom one of the initial partonisj,
and are governed by the Altarelli-Parisi splitting funaso A, originates from non-collinear
real emission. These individual contributions are mahdégsady in Ref. [18] and the appendix
of Ref. [19], and will be listed in the following. Note, that Eq. [6) we have splitfthe factor
(1+ (as/m)Ch), which we attribute to hard corrections and thus treat asiiphicative factor
to the terms in square brackets.

In Tab.[1 we collect all processes of the tyipe~> T X at NLO which contribute in our analysis
and list the corresponding normalization factavg_.t. Note that the production of a spin
triplet color singlet statéS[ll] via gqor qg scattering is zero up to and including NLO. This is
because in these channels the heavy quarks are producadhigimon splittingg® — tt, which

is only possible if thet is in an octet state.

The codficientsCp are non-vanishing only for the processes which are pressntimlowest
order [18,19]:

Cnlgg— 1St = ’8—20In ‘I\‘A—i +Cr %2— +Ca 1+’1T—22),

Cnlgg— 1Sl = ’8—20In ‘I\‘A—i +Cr %2—5 +Ca 3—;—2),

Chlag—3sP¥l] = ’8—20In ‘I\‘/I—rzz +Ck ”—;—8 +Ca %’+%”2—"742)
—%)nfTF—:L—QGTF, (7)



whereBg = (11/3)Ca—(4/3)ns TE andCg =4/3, CAo=3, TF =1/2, nf =5. The last term in
Cnlaq— 38[18]], arising from non-decoupling of the top quark in the glusogagator, has been
observed and discussed in Ref. [20], see also footnote 3gm P& of Ref. [20]. For the other
processes hard corrections are of higher order,@us zero at NLO:

Chlga— 'S = Crlag — *S*] = Crlgg — *SI¥] = Crlga— *sPP1 =0, (8)

The functionA, is conveniently expressed using Altarelli-Parisi spigtiunctionsP; (2) intro-
duced below [18, 19]

2
In(1-2) 1 M2)| Bo I
1elL8l _ (1_ M
Aclgg— "S5 = (1 z)ng(z){Z[ 17 ]++[1_Z]+In Zﬂ?} 25(1 2)In ek
1 M2 (1-2)?
Adga— 1S40 = SPy(@| (ﬂ? )] >z
Afag—'Si¥ = o,
Afgg— S = o,
1 M2(1-2)?
Adgg— s = 5Pag(@ In #]+T|:z(l—z),
zus
_ In(1-2) 1 M?
3Bl _ (1_ M _
Alaga—"S/"] = (1 Z)qu(Z){Z[ 17 ]++[1—2]+|n[zu$]}+CF(1 2)
2
-T2 )I[ f) (©)

where the conventional plus-distribuﬂﬂ)was employed to regularize the singularityzat 1.
The splitting functiond?;j(2) are given by

Pgg(2 = ZCA[L+1+Z(1 2)-— 2]

1—
Pgg(2 = CF[ﬁ],
Pog@ = Te|Z+(1-27,
Pe(d = 2CF[1iZ—1%Z]. (10)

2 The plus-distribution follows the prescriptioja dz['” (- Z)] f(2) = fo dz'””<l-z>[f(z) f(1)] where f(2)
is an arbitrary test function which is regularat 1. It is reIated to the-prescription used in Ref. [19] by

In"(1— In"(1— In"1(1-p)
[nl(—zZ) i [nl( zZ)]p+ n+1 = 6(1-2).




The functionsA,c are obtained from the non-collinear contributions. Fonginglet states we
have

1ellly _ —Ca 6
Andgg— 1] = 62(1_2)2(1+Z)3[12+1122+24z3—21z4—24z5+9z

—1128+12(—1+522+223+z4+326+227)lnz],

—C
1c[8 A 6 v
Andlgg— *SH] 5202 (1+Z)3[12+ 237 +308 - 217" - 242° + 928 - 62

_2384 (—12+ 602 + 247° + 367" + 602° + 2427)In z] (1%2) ,

Andlga— 1S = —ck % (1-2) (1-In2),
_ 32C
Andlad— 'Sg7] F201-2),
3N2
32B¢

Andag — 180[8]]

N2 z(1-2), (11)

whereBg = (N2 - 4)/(4N;) with N. = 3. Note thatAndgg — lSE)S]] is singular atz= 1, and
regularized by the plus-prescription. For spin tripletesaone obtains

256BF V4

_,3gllly _

Fncl09 = "57] 6CEN2 (1-2)2(1+23
><[2+z+222—4z4—z5+222(5+22+22)lnz,

L, 3gl8ly _ 1 _ _

Andgg— Sy = 362(1_2)2(1+Z)3[108+1532+40022+6523 3567 — 1897
—152z6—29z7+(108z+75622+432z3+704z4+260z5+76z6)|nz],

Andgqg— s = —(1 z)(1+3z)+C——[(1 2)(2+2+27)
+22(1+z)|nz],

Ando =8P = —[or -2+ Ptez+ A7) - 12)

The functionAnJqq — 3ng]] is also defined with the plus-prescription. The leadingalar

behavior of A is given byAna?) “=* —~Ca/(1-2) both forgg— 1SL andqg — 3P, In
the soft limit its behavior is insensitive to the details lo¢ tboundstate and only depends on its
color configuration.

It is instructive to discuss the relation between the noira#ibns of diterent processes lead-
ing to the same boundstate. For instance, the normalizAfipnr (see Tal 1) for the process

gq— 18([)1’8]X is fixed bygg — 18([)1’8], because in the collinear limit this cross section fact®iz
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LoF[ij » THx1® [GeVv 2] | L&F[ij » TEx1® [GeV?

gg— -8 20.7 212 209 632 627 602

gq— S8 ~0.795 -1.74 -2.19 ~199 -436 -547

qq — st 0.00664 000509 000398 | 0.0166 00127 000995
gg— 3st-8 0175 Q127 Q0936 606 426 307

gq— s — 399 168 0279

qq — st — 231 238 236

total: (1So+3S;) | 200  19.6 188 943 881 818

Table 2: The convolutio® F for LHC at the reference poir¥l = 2my, for the production
of color singlet and octet states. The three columns coorespo the scale choicgs = s =

(me, 2m, 4my).

into the corresponding LO process and Byg splitting function. As a consequence the cancel-
lation of the factorization scale dependence happens amhmz? andgqinitiated reactions.
Similarly, the normalization ofq — 38[18] is fixed bygq — 38[1 . In contrast, the processes

qq — 18([)1’8] andgg— 38[11’8] are forbidden at LO, hence the corrections have to be callipe
finite. In comparison to Ref. [20] the combinatioft + Apc include terms that vanish in the
limit z— 1. Furthermore subprocesses that appear for the first titdnig) were neglected in
Ref. [20]. The relative size of these terms will be adresssdvia

Let us now start the numerical analysis. The partonic crestians have to be convoluted
with the parton distribution functions (PDFs) in order toig at the hadronic cross section.
We use the CTEQ6.5 [30] set for the PDFs and tak&My) = 0.118, m; = 1724 GeV and
VS =14 TeV as input values. The running 0@5)(,ur), which is the input for the partonic
cross sections, is evaluated with the helRafDec [31], using the four-loop approximation
of the 8 function. This leads t@(y,) = (0.1077,0.098320.09050) fory, = (m, 2m, 4my).
Furthermore we identify renormalization and factorizatszales s = ).

As stated above, the cross section factors into the conwalfi® F and the Green’s function.
To discuss the relative importance of the various contiamstindividually the results for the
subprocesses without the factor@(M +iI';)/ nf are given in TatiJ2. Note that color-singtet
production is dominated by byg — 18%”. Color-octet production is dominated g — 18([)8]

plus a 25% contribution fromq — 38[18]. The size of the remaining subprocesses (neglected
in Ref. [20]) amounts to five to ten percent and is stronglylescependent. The variation
of u (recallu = us = u,) betweenm; and 4 leads to changes of ® F by +3% and+7%

for the total singlet and octet production, respectivelytiHese channels the real radiation of
partons contains large logarithmic contributions in theONtorrections. In combination with
the rapidly varying parton luminosity these logarithms mak for a major part of the numbers
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quoted in Tabl 2. The origin of these large logarithms canrdeet! to the singular behavior
of the cross section near 1, regularized by plus-distributions. There exists welhbkshed
technology for the resummation of these large logarithmealltorders in perturbation theory.
We will address this issue next.

4  Soft gluon resummation

The parton channels, which exhibit enhancement due to safhgemission argg — 18([)1],

gg— 1SE)8], andqg — 38[18] (see Eqs[{9) and (12)). The relevant logarithms are cosdaoth

in Ac (from initial state radiation) andi¢ (from FSR) and read for the three leading processes:
ﬂz
4CAD1 - 2CA In M2

Athrioglgg — *SH1] ~ CaDe,

2 2
4C|:D1—(2C|:|n(ll\l/l ]+CA]D0—&5(1 )| [ ] (13)

Do——5(1 2 In

2
f
Athriogl99 — 18([)1]] vk

Athriog[99 — 15([)8]]

Athriogldq — 35[18]]

whereD; = [In'(1-2)/(1-2)]. denote the plus-distributions and alpffyM? parts are included
in the definition of threshold logarithm. Whether the th@dgHogarithms are enhanced or not
depends on the behavior of the parton luminosity functicees the kinematical end point p.

To investigate the size of the threshold logarithms, weuatal the contribution of the factor-
ized hard scattering contribution convoluted with the PDFes £ ® F separately for the three
contributions: tree-level, singular and regular termshghard corrections & (as/7)C) are
common to all). The threshold enhanced contributions afieetin Eq. [1B) and correspond
exactly to the terms included in Ref. [20], while regulamtercorrespond to the remainder of
A+ Anc in Egs. [9) and[(T2) without plus distributions. Adr= 2m and VS = 14 TeV we
obtain the following results

o 145+ (4.53+1.68) 4
(L&F)[gg— "Sy7]

14.0+(5.66+1.58) 4 +x10°°GeV?,
13.0+(6.37+1.48) 4

39.3+(16.6+7.26) 4
37.4+(188+6.52)4 {x10°GeV 2
34.4+(20.0+5.83) 4

16.7+(3.50+2.91) 4
16.8+(3.41+356)4 +x107° GeV 2. (14)
16.4+(3.28+3.97) 4

(L®F)[gg— 'SP

(LoF)[qq— S

The three lines correspond to= u; = u, = (M, 2m, 4my). We note that in all three cases the
contribution of the threshold enhanced terms from Eg. (§&nge, although the regular terms
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in the case ofig — 38[18] are of the same order. Technically the matching applied in [R€]
corresponds to neglect all terms which vanish exactly astiwld that is foz =1, i.e. Egs.[(1l1)
and [12) of Sectiohl3. The regular terms in Eql (14), whichehaat been accounted for in the
recent analysis of Ref. [20], are of the same order as the NlbEpsocesses as given in Tab. 2.

Threshold resummation proceeds conveniently in Melliaegp To that end we calculate the
Mellin moments with respect to= M?/§ according to

FLrM2id) = [ dz2 iR M), (15)

Then, the Mellin-space expression for the threshold erddhterms listed in Eq[(13) read (see
also [32,33])

MZ
thrlog[gg—) 15[1]] = 2C,ln N+CAInN(4yE 2In /12
f
M2]) 1 M?
+CA[2§2+27E2—27/EIn[—2D+—ﬁoln —
Ht - My
thr|09[gg_) 18[8]] = thrlog[gg_> 15[8]] +CAINN+Cyye,

2
[gq—3SPl] = 2CLIn?N+Cqln N(47E —2In(M—2]]+CAIn N

thrlo
g 7

M?2 M2
+CF(2§2+2yEZ+2In( JZyEln[ ]]+CA)/E, (16)
:“f “f

where we have kept all dominant terms in the lalyéimit and neglected power suppressed
terms of order IN. yg is the Euler-Mascheroni constame(= 0.577215..).

The resummed expressions (defined in Mi®-scheme) for the individual color structures of
the hard cross sectiofsof Eq. (8) are given by a single exponential in Mellin-spasee(e.qg.
Refs. [33-35])

2
IJ—>T(M ’/Jf)
O

j—

—g.HT(m[2 HE D) AN (ME i) +ONTHINTN), (17)

WhereFI(J N + denotes the tree level term in EQI (6) and the exponents anencoly expressed
as

INAY 7t =INN-g5 () +07 () +..., (18)
whereAd = BoasINN/(4r). To next-to-leading logarithmic (NLL) accuracy the (uaesal) func-
tionsgilj as well as the functiorgzj_)T are relevant in Eq[(18), see Ref. [25] for the extension
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to NNLL accuracy. Explicit expressions are

AP
Jog = [2-2In(1-22)+ 27 In(1-22)],

T o
(1) 2 1)
2 Ag'BL A AL
Jog-T11] ( @ —F)[Zﬂ+ln(1—2/l)]+ﬁln (1-22)
(1) 2\ AL 2\ A0
A M\ Ag K| Ag
_ZTVEIn(l—Z/l)Hn iz Tln(l—z/l)+2In p T/l,
D@
2 2 QQ
It = oot~ g N -24). (19)

where the full dependence pp andy, has been kept. The gluonic expressigijbsandgég_)T

are obtained with the obvious replacem@é}f - Ag). The perturbative expansions of the
anomalous dimensions are universal and well-known. We [&8je

Ay = 4c,
67 5
At(qz) = BCF[(E—Q)CA—énf],
1) _
Dog 4Ca, (20)

and all gluonic quantities are given by multiplymﬂ) by Ca/Ck. We also give explicit results
for the matching functiongﬂ_)T in Eq. (A7),

2 2
999-TI] = 1+;{CA 207+ 2yE —ZyEIn(E] +§,80In E }
0 0 s
Ygg-118] = ggg—>T[1]+?CA7’E,
0 as 5 3 MZ M2
Yog-Ti8] = 1+7{CF 20>+ 2yE +§|n[ﬂ_f2]_27/Eln(E +CaYE ¢ - (21)

For phenomenological applications [37, 38] of soft-gluesummation at the parton level one

introduces an improved (resummed) hard cross sel8%h which is obtained by an inverse

Mellin transformation as follows,

C+ioodN
R X_N

C—ico

+FNES (B M2 ). (22)
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NLO resummed

gg—'si! | 20.7] 21.2| 20.9| 22.0| 23.2| 24.0
gg—* sl | 63.2| 62.7| 60.2| 67.8| 69.7| 70.6
qq—3 st | 23.1| 23.8| 23.6| 23.8| 24.0| 23.6

Table 3: Comparison of the NLO and resummed result of thealation L& F (in 1076 GeV?)
for LHC at the reference poir¥l = 2m,. The three columns correspond to the scale choices
uy = ps = (my, 2my, 4my). The NLO results can also be found in Tab. 2.

Here Fi'}‘:OT is the standard fixed order cross section at NLO in QCD, mminglNLo is the
perturbative truncation at the same ordewyobtained by employing Eq._(L6). That is to say
that for the matching we have fully expanded all formulaeststently toO(as). This adds the
hard codficientsCp of Eq. (7) to the results Eqd._(16) arid(21). In this way, tlyhtrhand
side of Eq.[(2R) reproduces the fixed order results and resoffrgluon d€fects beyond NLO
to NLL accuracy.

In Sectio 6 we employ Eq.(22) for phenomenological preainst by performing the inverse
Mellin transform numerically. To that end, one should ndtattthe treatment of the precise
numerical matching to the exact NLO hard cross section is iemaf choice since dlierent
schemes lead only to fierences which are formally of higher order. We have found tina
application of the resummed result is well justified when kireetic energy of the top-quark
pair is a few GeV or less, see e.g. Ref. [25], where the pretiseerical value is not important.
Another issue concerns the constant terms in[Eq. (21) whiih@metimes modified to include
formally sub-leading (but numerically not insignificangrins, see for instance Ref. [37, 38].
As just explained, in the present analysis we adopt the nahapproach, i.e. we apply Eq.(21)
(including the hard cd@cientsCy of Eq. (#)) and account for all regular terms in Eqg.1(14)
through matching to NLO.

In Tab.[3 we compare the fixed-order NLO and resumed resulteo€bnvolutionL® F. One
observes an enhancement up to about 10% depending on tlesgroc

5 Boundstate corrections

Let us next discuss the boundstate corrections. As mentiabeve, the convolution dfjj_,t
with the parton luminosities provides the normalizatiorited diferential cross section, while
its shape is mainly determined by the non-relativistic @ieéunction. The latter describes
the long-distance evolution of the top quark pair producedrrhreshold. The kinematics of
the produced top quark pair is nonrelativistic, and the dyioa is governed by exchange of
potential gluons leading to the formation of quasi-bouattst. The corresponding potential is

12
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Figure 1: Imaginary part of the Green’s functions for theocainglet (upper solid line) and
color octet (lower solid line) cases as functions of top guavariant mass. For comparison,
also the expansions @ in fixed order up taO(as) with (dashed) and without (dotted line)
I'; are plotted. The imaginary part of the NNLO Green’s functionthe color-singlet case is
shown as dash-dotted line.

given at NLO by

v s\WMy cli8l s
vielg - (’(;2) [1+ sl )(,3 In?+a )] (23)

with C[l = Cg = 4/3 andCl8! = Cr —Ca/2 = —1/6, anda; = (31/9)Ca — (20/9) Tk ns.

The color-singlet Green'’s function feels an attractive&irthe color-octet Green’s function is
governed by repulsion and thus does not develop a boundsthey are both defined as the
solutions of the Schrodinger equations

(-iV)?
{Zm + —mt

For the Green’s function at zero-distance, the NLO resihsvn in a compact form [39] (see
also [14])

+VEA(r)

~(M+ iFt)} Gl M+in) = s9F). (24)

C[l’S]QS(/Jr) m[2
47

gLO+aS—('ur)gNLO+"' ,

GLEM+iry) = GE(P=0;M+ily) = 4

13



1
do = —5-+ L-y©,

ONLO ﬁo[L2 = 2L (40— kD) kp @+ (PO - 3D - 2,0 Oy

+4 4F3(1, 11,1221« 1)] ; al[L _y© +K¢(1)], (25)

iCl1.8] M+il;—2
P ﬂ, p= (MAe—ame (26)
2v m

HereL = In(iy, / (2mv)) andy™ = (M (1—-«) is then-th derivative ofy(2) = ye + (d/d2) InT'(2)
with argument (+ «). The Green’s function in Eq._(25) correctly reproducestaINLO terms

in NRQCD, however, it is not dficient to describe the behavior of the Green’s function in
the vicinity of boundstate poles. It is because the exacitiwnl to the Schrodinger equation
has only single poles in the boundstate end®y ~ [¥(0)2/(Mn,— M —iT}), while Eq. [25)

is an expansion around the LO boundstate poles and thus héiplenpoles of a formG ~
|‘P§]0)(O)|2/(M§,O) — M)X (k = 1,2 at the NLO). However, resummation of this multiple pole®in
single poles is straightforward and well-known. We refeRed. [39] for further details.

with

In Fig.[d we show the imaginary parts of the color singlet aoldicoctet Green'’s functions in
the threshold region. As input we us€>= 1701 GeV, which to NLO accuracy corresponds
tom =1724GeV [1], andl; = 1.36 GeV [40—-42]. At NLO the Green’s function is separately
renormalization scale invariant and we are free to chpsadependent from the hard process.
A well-motivated physical scale jgs = mCras(us) = 3221 GeV which corresponds to twice
the inverse Bohr radius. The correspondingvalue used in Fig.]1 isz(snfzs)(,us) = 0.1401.

It has been observed that the color-singlet Coulomb Grdenstion has a well-convergent

perturbative series for this scale choice [43].

In order to see theffect of Coulomb resummation, we plot for both color statesd¢Hmes:
the full Green’s function (solid line) and the expansion®fn fixed order up taO(as) with
and without top quark width (dashelbtted). The upper three lines in Fid. 1 correspond to
the color singlet case and the lower three to the color oatet orhe color-singlet Green’s
function shows a pronounced peak which corresponds tti tesonance belowr, while for
color octet there is no enhancement. Note that the curven®ofuil octet Green’s function is
very close to the one-loop expansion (taking into accoumfitiite top quark width). Thus for
the color octet state the Coulomb resummatifiect is negligible. In addition, one more line
(dash-dotted) for the color-singlet Green’s function istfdd including the NNLO Coulomb
potential, which is useful to estimate yet unknown bourtdstarrections to the NLO color-
singlet Green'’s function. As input value we again adopt tBedp quark mass [44] given above.
Note that in the absence of full NNLO result for the Greenisdiion and hard correction, this
improved Green’s function would not befRaient for a full NNLO prediction. Nevertheless, the
difference between solid and dash-dotted curves gives anfiodicd the intrinsic uncertainties
of the Green'’s function, which is roughly 10%.
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The expansion o& up toO(as) is obtained from thg o in Eq. (25) as

18] ri
Lime, = |m[i (i , et ['—” —Inv])] +0(). @27
m? 4 v 2

In the zero-width limit ('t — +i0), the color-singlet curve for the expansion exhibits g ste
of heightasCr/8 (for M — 2my), and the color-octet curve formally becomes negative for
v < —a<Cl8l /2 which corresponds tM — 2m;, < 0.23 GeV. Both for the singlet and octet case
the fixed order result withodt; the imaginary part of the Green’s function vanishes belaw 2
The qualitative dierence between the solid and the short-dashed curves wiifleeted in
the comparison of our final results for the invariant masgitigtion with the prediction based
on a fixed order calculation: for the color-singlet curve vibs@rve a sizable excess in the re-
gion below the nominal threshold up to roughly 5 GeV abovethia color-octet case, as a
consequence of the relative smallines€8t, the prediction follows roughly the Born approxi-
mation. Although the color-octet Green'’s function is sf'gxaaintlE/ smaller than the singlet one,
the relatively large hard scattering factG F for 1838] plus3818], which exceeds the one for
the singlet case by roughly a factor four, quickly over-cemgates theftect of the Green’s
functions.

In the present paper we use the analytical result of the Gréamction, which includes theg
correction (i.e. the second term in the square brackets o{Z)) by means of the Rayleigh-
Schrodinger perturbation approach. In Ref. [20] a nuna¢rsolution to Eq.[(24) has been
employed, which resums the corrections to all order. The numerical solution is mordkgta
against scale variation and applicable over a wide range. dlowever, the dierence between
the two approaches is below 2% and formally of higher ordexteiisive studies on higher
order dfect to the color singlet Green’s function exist in the litera (see, e.g., Refs. [8,43]),
including diferent implementations of the Green'’s function. From theeepce collected in
the linear collider studies am production, we expect rather large corrections from thetian

of , for the color singlet Green'’s function of about 20% whichigngicantly bigger than the
estimate from the NNLO Green'’s function mentioned aboveolmntrast to the color-singlet case
the higher order corrections to the color octet Green’stioncare expected to be unimportant
since there is no resonance enhancement and the colficie Cl®! is small.

6 Invariant massdistribution

We are now in the position to combine the results of the priogeSections and discuss the
cross section for the invariant top quark distribution.

In Fig.[2 the invariant mass distributions for LHG/E = 14 TeV) is shown for the three dom-
inant processes. The bands reflect the scale variation afalution£® F which for the
color singlet case amounts to roughtl%. The reduction as compared to Tab. 2 and Hig. 2
is due to a compensation of thedependence after including the sub-leading NLO processes.
Note, however, that the corresponding Green’s functionvshem uncertainty due to the renor-
malization scale variation of about 20% which is well-kndinom top quark production studies

15
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Figure 2: Invariant mass distributions for leading subpeses.gg — 1851’8] (blue and light

green, respectively) angf] — 38[18] (green). For each process the bands take into account scale
variation of the hard cross sections.

in ete™ collisions, consistent with the fllerence between solid and dash-dotted curves inFig. 1
and thus not discussed in Fig. 2. This pattern is also eviemt Fig.[3, where all production
channels as listed in Tdl. 2 are included. The width of theld&nobtained from varying renor-
malization and factorization scales in the hard crossseets described above. The additional
uncertainty from the Green’s function, which we estimat&40r the singlet and below 5% for
the octet case, is not included.

As expected, foM < 2my the production ott pairs is dominated by the singlet contribution.
However, forM > 2m; one observes a strong raise of the octet contributions, riticpkar of
gluon induced subprocess which fdr> 2m; +5 GeV becomes even larger than the correspond-
ing singlet contribution. For the color-octet case the scipendence of the hard scattering
amounts ta:7%. Considering the threshold behavior as shown in EigsdZ3ahis clear, that
the location of the threshold is entirely governed by thedvedr of the color singlet$-wave)
contribution. Thus, as a matter of principle, determining kocation of this step experimen-
tally would allow for a top quark mass measurement, whicloigceptually very dierent from
the one based on the reconstruction of a (colored) singl&kdnahe decay chaibh— Wh In
fact, much of the detailed investigationstothreshold production at a linear collider were per-
formed for this particular relations between the locatibéthe color singlet quasi-boundstate
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Figure 3: Invariant mass distribution including all protlan channels shown in Tabl 2. The
width of the bands reflect the scale dependence of the hatte:isog parts.

pole oftt and the top quarkMS-mass. The absolute normalization of the cross sectialsis
sensitive towards electroweak corrections [45—-49] whiehodi the order of 5% close to thresh-
old. For example, the tference between corrections from a lighty(= 120 GeV) and a heavy
(Mp = 1000 GeV) Higgs boson amounts to roughly 6% [48].

In Fig.[4 the prediction for @¢/dM based on NRQCD is compared with the one obtained
from a fixed order NLO calculation for stable top quarks whlbtained using the program
HVQMNR [50]. As expected from the comparison of solid andtédtcurves in Fid.11, the two
predictions overlap for invariant masses around 355 Ge\ovAl855 GeV relativistic correc-
tions start to become important. From this comparison we dimédditional contribution to
the total cross section far production of roughly 10 pb, which could become of relevaioce
precision measurements. Note that the band of the NRQCBdarediction only contains the
uncertainty from the scale variation ¢f® F whereas the one of the Green’s function (which
can reach up to 20%, see Secfion 5) is not shown.

The analysis of this work has concentrated on the threslegidmn and is applicable fdvl up
360 GeV at most. However, it is obvious, that the overall shaf-/dM will be distorted and
the meanM) shifted to smaller values, which mighffect the global fit of &/dM. In Fig.[3
we present for comparison the NLO prediction fer/dM in the wide range up to 700 GeV.
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Figure 4: Invariant mass distributiomrddM from NRQCD and for a fixed NLO for LHC with

v/s= 14 TeV. The bands are due to scale variation fronto 4m,. For the NRQCD prediction

the additional uncertainty due to the Green'’s functionneated to 20% (5%) for the colour
singlet (octet) contribution is not included.

The distribution reaches quickly its maximum o83b/GeV at around 390 GeV and then falls
off slowly. It is remarkable that its value at 370 GeV is alreadytoo far from the maximum
of the curve and the threshold modifications thfie@ a sizeable part of the distribution.

Although the most detailed top quark studies will be perfednat the LHC at an energy of
14 TeV, a sample of top quarks has been collected at the Bevatproton anti-proton colli-
sions at 196 TeV. Furthermore the first LHC data set will be taken at 1. Teor this reason
we give the results for these two cases, in Higs. @&nd 7. Tdessection in Fid.l6 has the same
characteristic shape as the one in Eig. 3, however, the @lessize is considerably smaller. As
expected, the enhancement at threshold is significantgypemounced for Tevatron where the
colour singlet contribution is very small.

Our analysis confirms the findings of Ref. [20], however, thenarical results for the cross
sections as presented in Hig. 3 are slightly higher thandhresponding corrections of Ref. [20]
which is due to the combinedtect of the soft-gluon resummation, the inclusion of the NLO
sub-processes and thetdrent matching to full QCD.
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Figure 5: Invariant mass distribution-ddM from NLO calculation for LHC withy/s=14 TeV.

7 Summary

A NLO analysis of top quark production near threshold at badolliders has been performed.
The large width of the top quark in combination with the laogatribution from gluon fusion

into a (loose bound) color singlét system leads to a sizable cross section for masses of the
tt system significantly below the nominal threshold. A precissasurement of th#li dis-
tribution in this region which is dominated by the color detgconfiguration could lead to a
top-quark mass determination which does not involve théesyatic uncertainties inherent in
the determination of the mass of a single (colour triple@argu Furthermore, also the shape
of the diferential distribution e-/dM is distorted and the meaiM) shifted towards smaller
values.

The dtects of initial state radiation as well as boundstate ctiols are taken into account in
consistent manner at NLO. As compared to Ref. [20] we inclindecompletes dependence
in the matching condition and also implement all NLO subepsses. We observe a partial
numerical cancellation between these twieets leading to similar predictions as Ref. [20].
Furthermore we perform a soft-gluon resummation and theciside the dominant logarithmi-
cally enhanced higher order terms. This last step stabitlze prediction. However, it enhances
the cross section at most by 10%.
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Figure 6: Invariant mass distributiomrddM for LHC with 4/s=10TeV.

The dfects are more pronounced at the LHC with top production bdomginated by gluon
fusion and less relevant in proton-antiproton collisionwop quarks dominantly in color octet
states. Considering the threshold region (say uMgo= 350 GeV) seperately, an integrated
cross section of 15 pb is obtained, which should be comparégb as derived from the NLO
predictions using a stable top quark and neglegting thatgbrrection. Within this relatively
narrow region the enhancement amounts to roughly a factee thnd a significant shift of the
threshold. Compared to the total cross sectiortfproduction of about 840 pb (obtained using
fixed-order NLO accuracy fqr = m, see, e.g., Ref. [25]), the increase is relatively smathuab
1%. However, in view of the anticipated experimental prieci®f better than 10% thesé&ects
should not be ignored.
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boundstate peak is buried by color-octet production.

Note added

While this article was finished an analytic evaluation oftibial cross section at NLO accuracy
appeared [51], which has been used in Ref. [20] to clarifyettistence of a non-decoupling top
quark dfect overlooked in Ref. [19] (see footnote 3 on page 73 in R&)[
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