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A bstract

W e perform a dedicated study ofthe four-ferm ion production processe� e+ !

�� ���u�dX nearthe W pair-production threshold in view ofthe im portance of

thisprocessfora precisem easurem entoftheW boson m ass.Accuratetheoret-

icalpredictions forthisprocessrequire a system atic treatm entof�nite-width

e�ects. W e use unstable-particle e�ective �eld theory (EFT) to perform an

expansion in thecoupling constants,�W =M W ,and thenon-relativisticvelocity

v ofthe W boson up to next-to-leading order in �W =M W � �ew � v2. W e

�nd that the dom inant theoreticaluncertainty in M W is currently due to an

incom plete treatm ent ofinitial-state radiation. The rem aining uncertainty of

the NLO EFT calculation translatesinto �M W � 10 { 15 M eV,and to about

5 M eV with additionalinputfrom theNLO four-ferm ion calculation in thefull

theory.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0773v2


1 Introduction

The m ass ofthe W gauge boson is a key observable in the search for virtual-particle

e�ectsthrough electroweak precision m easurem ents.Itscurrentvalue,M̂ W = (80:403�

0:029)GeV [1],is determ ined from a com bination ofcontinuum W pair-production at

LEPIIand single-W production atthe Tevatron.1 Further m easurem ents ofsingle-W

production attheLHC should reduce the errorby a factoroftwo.Beyond LHC ithas

been estim ated thatan errorof6M eV could beachieved byoperatingan e� e+ colliderin

thevicinity oftheW pair-production threshold [3].Thisestim ateisbased on statistics

and the perform anceofa future linearcollider,and itassum esthatthe crosssection is

known theoretically to su�cientaccuracy sothatitsm easurem entcan beconverted into

one ofM W . In reality,achieving thisaccuracy isa di�cult theoreticaltask,requiring

the calculation ofloop and radiative corrections. Since the W bosons decay rapidly,

thiscalculation should bedonefora �nalstateofsu�ciently long-lived particles,rather

than foron-shellW pair-production. A system atic treatm ent of�nite-width e�ects is

thereforeneeded.

In thispaperweinvestigatein detailtheinclusive four-ferm ion production process

e� (p1)e
+ (p2)! �� ��� u �d+ X (1)

in thevicinityoftheW pair-production threshold,i.e.fors� (p1+ p2)
2 � 4M 2

W .HereX

denotesan arbitrary avour-singletstate (nothing,photons,gluons,...). No kinem atic

cuts shallbe applied to the �nalstate. In this kinem aticalregim e the process (1) is

prim arily m ediated by the production oftwo resonant,non-relativistic W bosonswith

virtuality oforder

k2 � M 2
W � M 2

W v
2
� MW �W � M 2

W ; (2)

one ofwhich decays into leptons, the other into hadrons. Here we have introduced

the non-relativistic velocity v,and the W decay width �W . W e perform a system atic

expansion ofthetotalcrosssection in thesm allquantities

�ew;
s� 4M 2

W

4M 2
W

� v2;
�W

M W

� �ew; (3)

corresponding to a (re-organized)loop expansion and a kinem atic expansion. Allthree

expansion param etersareofthesam eorder,and forpower-counting purposeswedenote

them collectively as �. Our calculation is accurate at next-to-leading order (NLO).

Note that resonant processes such as (1) are com plicated by the need to account for

thewidth oftheinterm ediateunstableparticlesto avoid kinem aticsingularitiesin their

propagators. The expansion in the electroweak coupling �ew = �=s2w is therefore not

a standard loop expansion. (� denotesthe electrom agnetic coupling,and s2w � sin2�w
with �w theW einberg angle.)

1This value refers to the de�nition ofthe W m ass from a Breit-W igner param eterization with a

running width asitisadopted in the experim entalanalyses.Itisrelated to thepolem assM W used in

thispaperby [2]M̂ W � M W = �2
W
=(2M W )+ O (�3

ew
).
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NLO calculationsoffour-ferm ion production havebeen donealready som etim eago

in thecontinuum (notnearthreshold)in thedouble-poleapproxim ation forthetwo W

propagators[4{6]orwith furthersim pli�cations[7,8].Thisapproxim ation wassupposed

to break down forkinem atic reasonsin the threshold region. Thus,when thisproject

was begun [9],there existed only LO calculations in the threshold region as wellas

studiesofthe e�ectofCoulom b photon exchanges[10,11],rendering the e�ective �eld

theory approach [12{14]them ethod ofchoicefortheNLO calculation.M eanwhileafull

NLO calculation offour-ferm ion production has been perform ed in the com plex m ass

schem e[15,16]withoutany kinem aticapproxim ations,and forthefully di�erentialcross

sectionsin thecontinuum ornearthreshold.Thisisa di�cultcalculation thatrequired

new m ethods for the num ericalevaluation ofone-loop six-point tensor integrals. In

com parison,our approach is com putationally sim ple, resulting in an alm ost analytic

representation ofthe result. The drawback isthatourapproach isnoteasily extended

to di�erentialcross sections. Nevertheless,we believe that a com pletely independent

calculation ofNLO four-ferm ion production isuseful,and we shallcom pare ourresult

to [15]in som e detail. Having a com pact analytic result athand is also usefulforan

investigation oftheoreticaluncertainties. Note that while the fullfour-ferm ion NLO

calculation [15,16]is a prioriofthe sam e accuracy in �W =M W as the NLO e�ective-

theory result,it includes a subset ofhigher order term s in the EFT expansion. W e

discusstherelevanceofthesehigherorderterm sattheend ofthispaper.

The organization ofthe paperisasfollows. In Section 2 we explain ourm ethod of

calculation.W efocuson aspectsofunstable-particlee�ectivetheory thatarespeci�cto

pairproduction nearthreshold and referto[13]forthose,which arein com pleteanalogy

with theline-shapecalculation ofa single resonance.Thesection endswith a listofall

term sthatcontributeto theNLO result.W econstructthee�ective-theory expansion of

thetreeapproxim ation tothefour-ferm ion crosssection in Section 3.Ofcourse,thiscal-

culation can be done nearly autom atically withoutany expansionswith program ssuch

asW hizard [17],Com pHep [18,19]orM adEvent[20,21].Thepurposeofthissection is

to dem onstrate the convergence ofthe expansion towardsthe \exact" tree-levelresult,

and to provide analytic expressionsforthoseterm sthatform partoftheNLO calcula-

tion nearthreshold.In Section 4wecalculatetheradiativecorrectionsrequired atNLO.

These consistofhard loop correctionsto W pair-production and W decay,ofCoulom b

correctionsup to two photon exchanges,and soft-photon corrections.The entire calcu-

lation isdone setting the lightferm ion m assesto zero,which isa good approxim ation

exceptfortheinitial-stateelectrons,whosem assisrelevant,sincethecrosssection isnot

infrared-safe otherwise. In Section 5 we describe how to transform from the m assless,

\partonic" crosssection to the physicalcrosssection with �nite electron m ass,includ-

ing a resum m ation oflargelogarithm sln(s=m 2
e)from initial-stateradiation.Assem bling

thedi�erentpiecesweobtain thefullinclusive NLO four-ferm ion crosssection in term s

ofcom pact analytic and num ericalexpressions. In Section 6 we perform a num erical

evaluation oftheNLO crosssection,estim atethe�nalaccuracy,and com pareourresult

to [15],obtaining very good agreem ent. W e �nd thatthe dom inanttheoreticaluncer-

tainty in M W iscurrently dueto an incom pletetreatm entofinitial-stateradiation.The
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rem aininguncertainty oftheNLO EFT calculation translatesinto�M W � 10{15M eV,

and to about5M eV with additionalinputfrom theNLO four-ferm ion calculation in the

fulltheory. W e conclude in Section 7. Som e ofthe lengthier equations are separated

from them ain textand provided in AppendicesA and B.

2 M ethod ofcalculation

W e extract the inclusive cross section ofthe process (1) from the appropriate cuts of

the e� e+ forward-scattering am plitude. Forinclusive observables,where one integrates

over the virtualities ofthe interm ediate resonances, the propagator singularity poses

no di�culty,ifthe integration contourscan be deform ed su�ciently faraway from the

singularity.Thisisnotpossible,however,forthecalculation oftheline-shapeofasingle

resonance,and forpairproduction nearthreshold (thepairproduction equivalentofthe

resonance region),where the kinem aticsdoesnotallow thisdeform ation.The width of

the resonance becom esa relevantscale,and itm ay be usefulto separate the dynam ics

at this scale from the dynam ics ofthe short distance uctuations at the scale ofthe

resonancem assby constructing an e�ective �eld theory.

2.1 U nstable-particle e�ective theory for pair production near

threshold

Thefollowingform alism resem blesratherclosely theform alism described in [12,13].The

generalization from a scalarto a vector boson resonance isstraightforward. The pair-

production threshold kinem atics im plies a change in powercounting thatisanalogous

to thedi�erencebetween heavy-quark e�ectivetheory and non-relativisticQCD.

In W pair-production theshort-distanceuctuationsaregiven by hard m odes,whose

m om entum com ponentsarealloforderM W .Afterintegrating outthehard m odes,the

forward-scattering am plitudeisgiven by [13]

iA =
X

k;l

Z

d4xhe� e+ jT[iO (k)y
p (0)iO (l)

p (x)]je
� e+ i+

X

k

he� e+ jiO
(k)

4e (0)je
� e+ i: (4)

TheoperatorsO
(l)
p (x)(O

(k)y
p (x))inthe�rstterm ontheright-handsideproduce(destroy)

a pairofnon-relativistic W bosons. The second term accountsforthe rem aining non-

resonant contributions. The m atrix elem ents are to be com puted with the e�ective

Lagrangian discussed below and theoperatorsincludeshort-distancecoe�cientsdueto

thehard uctuations.Notethatthereisnoseparateterm forproduction ofoneresonant

and oneo�-shellW ,sinceforsuch con�gurationstheintegrationsarenottrapped near

thesingularity oftheW propagator.These con�gurationsaree�ectively short-distance

and included in thenon-resonantproduction-decay operatorsO
(k)

4e (0).

The e�ective Lagrangian describes the propagation and interactions of two non-

relativistic,spin-1 �elds
 i
� representing thenearly on-shell(potential)W � m odes;two

setsofcollinear�eldsfortheincom ing electron and positron,respectively;and potential
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and collinearphoton �elds.Thecorrespondingm om entum scalingsin thecenter-of-m ass

fram eare:
potential(p): k0 � MW �;j~kj� MW

p
�

soft(s): k0 � j~kj� MW �

collinear(c): k0 � MW ;k2 � M 2
W �:

(5)

The sm allparam eter � is either the non-relativistic velocity squared, v2, related to

(s� 4M 2
W )=(4M

2
W ),or�W =M W � �ew,since thecharacteristic virtuality isneverpara-

m etrically sm aller than M W �W for an unstable W . The interactions ofthe collinear

m odesare given by soft-collineare�ective theory [22{24]. There isnothing speci�cally

new related to collinearm odesin pairproduction,and we referto [13]forfurtherde-

tails. As far as the next-to-leading order calculation is concerned, the soft-collinear

Lagrangian allowsusto perform thestandard eikonalapproxim ation fortheinteraction

ofsoftphotonswith theenergeticelectron (positron)in thesoftone-loop correction.

The Lagrangian forthe resonance �eldsisgiven by the non-relativistic Lagrangian,

generalized to accountfortheinstability [9,25].Theterm srelevantatNLO are

LN RQ ED =
X

a= �

"


yi
a

 

iD 0 +
~D 2

2M W

�
�

2

!


i
a + 
yi

a

(~D 2 � MW �)
2

8M 3
W


i
a

#

: (6)

Here 
i
+ and 
i

� (i= 1;2;3)are non-relativistic,spin-1 destruction �eldsforparticles

with electric charge � 1,respectively. The interactions with photons is incorporated

through thecovariantderivativeD �

i
� � (@� � ieA�)


i
� .Thee�ective theory doesnot

contain �elds for the other heavy particles in the Standard M odel,the Z and Higgs

bosons,and the top quark. Theirpropagatorsare alwayso�-shellby am ountsoforder

M 2
W and thereforetheire�ectisencoded in theshort-distancem atching coe�cients.In

a generalR �-gauge thisalso appliesto the pseudo-Goldstone (unphysicalHiggs)�elds,

except in ’tHooft-Feynm an gauge � = 1,where the scalarW and unphysicalcharged

pseudo-Goldstone m odeshave m assesM W and can also beresonant.However,the two

degreesoffreedom canceleach other,leading to thesam eLagrangian (6)describing the

threepolarization statesofa m assivespin-1 particle.Thee�ectiveLagrangian hasonly

a U(1)electrom agneticgaugesym m etry asshould beexpected atscalesfarbelow M W .

However,since theshort-distance coe�cientsoftheLagrangian and allotheroperators

aredeterm ined by �xed-orderm atching ofon-shellm atrix elem entsto thefullStandard

M odel,they areindependentofthegaugeparam eterin R �-gaugeby construction.The

often quoted gauge-invarianceproblem sin thetreatm entofunstableparticlesariseonly

ifoneperform sresum m ationsofperturbation theory in gauge-dependentquantitiessuch

aspropagators.

Them atching coe�cient� in ( 6)isobtained from theon-shelltwo-pointfunction of

a transverse W boson.\On-shell" hererefersto thecom plex poledeterm ined from

�s� M̂ 2
W � �WT (�s)= 0 (7)
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with M̂ W any renorm alized m ass param eter,and � W
T (q

2)the renorm alized,transverse

self-energy.Thesolution to thisequation,

�s� M 2
W � iMW �W ; (8)

de�nes the pole m ass and the pole width ofthe W . The m atching coe�cient is then

given by

��
�s� M̂ 2

W

M̂ W

pole schem e
= � i�W : (9)

In therem ainderofthepaper,weadopta renorm alization convention where M̂ W isthe

polem assM W ,in which case� ispurely im aginary.W ith D 0 � MW �,~D
2 � M 2

W �,and

� � M W �,wesee thatthe�rstbilinearterm in (6)consistsofleading-orderoperators,

whilethesecond issuppressed by onefactorof�,and can beregarded asaperturbation.

Accordingly,thepropagatorofthe
� �eldsis

i�ij

k0 �
~k2

2M W
� �

2

: (10)

The e�ective theory naturally leads to a �xed-width form ofthe resonance propaga-

tor. Note thatitwould be su�cientto keep only the one-loop expression for� in the

propagator,and to includehigher-ordercorrectionsperturbatively.

Loop diagram s calculated using the Lagrangian (6)receive contributions from soft

and potentialphotons.2 Sincethepotentialphotonsdo notcorrespond toon-shellparti-

cles,they can beintegrated out,resulting in anon-local(Coulom b)potential,analogous

to potentialnon-relativistic QED [27]. Up to NLO the required PNRQED Lagrangian

is

LPN RQ ED =
X

a= �

"


yi
a

 

iD 0
s +

~@2

2M W

�
�

2

!


i
a + 
yi

a

(~@2 � MW �)
2

8M 3
W


i
a

#

+

Z

d3~r

h



yi

� 

i
�

i

(x + ~r)

�

�
�

r

� h



yj

+ 

j

+

i

(x):

(11)

Only the (m ultipole-expanded)softphoton A 0
s(t;0)appearsin the covariantderivative

D 0
s. The potentialW �eld hassupportin a region � �� 1 in the tim e direction and in

a region � �� 1=2 in each space direction,hence the m easure d4x in the action scalesas

�� 5=2.Togetherwith @0 � � we�nd from thekineticterm that
i� � �3=4.Analogously

we �nd that the non-localCoulom b potentialscales as �=
p
� � �=v. Since we count

� � v2,theCoulom b potentialissuppressed by v,or�1=2,and need notberesum m ed,

in contrastto thecaseoftop-quark pair-production nearthreshold.However,with this

counting the Coulom b enhancem ent introduces an expansion in half-integer powers of

theelectrom agneticcoupling,theone-loop Coulom b correction being a \N 1=2LO" term .

2W hat we call\soft" here,is usually term ed \ultrasoft" in the literature on non-relativistic Q CD.

Therearefurtherm odes(called \soft" there)with m om entum k � M W

p
� [26].In the presentcontext

thesem odescause,forinstance,asm allm odi�cation oftheQ ED Coulom b potentialdueto theone-loop

photon self-energy,butthese e�ectsarebeyond NLO .
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e

e

W

Wγ

e

e

W

WZ

e

e

W

W

νi

Figure1:Diagram scontributing to thetree-levelm atching ofO
(0)
p .

2.2 Production vertex,production-decay verticesand the lead-

ing-order cross section

W e now turn to the production and production-decay operatorsappearing in the rep-

resentation (4) ofthe forward-scattering am plitude. The lowest-dim ension production

operatorm usthave �eld content(�ec2ec1)(

yi

� 

yj

+ ),where the subscriptson the electron

�eldsstand forthetwodi�erentdirection labelsofthecollinear�elds.Theshort-distance

coe�cientsfollow from m atching the expansion ofthe renorm alized on-shellm atrix el-

em ents for e� e+ ! W � W + in the sm allrelative W m om entum to the desired order

in ordinary weak-coupling perturbation theory. The on-shellcondition forthe W lines

im pliesthattheirm om entum satis�esk21 = k22 = �s= M 2
W + M W �,butin aperturbative

m atching calculation thiscondition m ustbeful�lled only to theappropriateorderin �

and �.On thee�ective-theory sideofthem atching equation onealsohastoadd afactor
p
2M W $ � 1=2 with

$ � 1
�

 

1+
M W �+ ~k2

M 2
W

!1=2

(12)

foreach external
 line[13].3 Attree-level,and atleading orderin �,$� 1 = 1.

Thus we are led to consider the tree-level,on-shellW pair-production am plitude

shown in Figure 1. To leading order in the non-relativistic expansion the s-channel

diagram svanish and onlythehelicitycon�guration e�L e
+

R contributes.Thecorresponding

operator(including itstree-levelcoe�cientfunction)reads

O
(0)
p =

��ew

M 2
W

�
�ec2;L

[inj]ec1;L
��



yi

� 

yj

+

�

; (13)

wherewehave introduced thenotation a[ibj]� aibj + ajbi and theunit-vector~n forthe

direction ofthe incom ing electron three-m om entum ~p1. Forcom pletenesswe note that

theem ission ofcollinearphotonsfrom theW orcollinear�eldsofsom eotherdirection,

which leadsto o�-shellpropagators,can beincorporated by adding W ilson linesto the

collinear�elds,im plying the form (�ec2;LW c2
[inj]W y

c1
ec1;L).However,these W ilson lines

willnotbeneeded forourNLO calculation,sincethecollinearloop integralsvanish (see,

however,Section 5).

3This is the well-known (E =M )1=2 factor,which accounts for the norm alization ofnon-relativistic

�elds,generalized to unstable particlesand generalm assrenorm alization conventions.
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�e ee

Ω

e

Ω

O
(0)
p O

†(0)
p

Figure2:Leading-ordere�ective-theory diagram fortheforward-scattering am plitude.

The leading contribution from the potentialregion to the forward-scattering am pli-

tudeisgiven by theexpression

iA
(0)

LR
=

Z

d4xhe�
L
e+
R
jT[iO (0)y

p (0)iO (0)
p (x)]je�

L
e+
R
i: (14)

This corresponds to the one-loop diagram shown in Figure 2,com puted with the ver-

tex (13)and thepropagator(10).W ecan usepowercountingtoestim atethem agnitude

ofthe leading-order am plitude prior to its calculation. W ith eci;L � �1=2,
i
� � �3=4

the production operator scales as O
(0)
p � ��5=2. The integration m easure scales asR

d4x � �� 5=2 in the potentialregion and the externalcollinear states are norm alized

as je� i � �� 1=2,hence A
(0)

LR
� �2�1=2. This expectation is con�rm ed by the explicit

calculation oftheone-loop diagram :

iA
(0)

LR
=
�2�2ew

M 4
W

hp2 � jn[ij]jp1� ihp1 � jn[ij]jp2� i

�

Z
ddr

(2�)d

1
�

r0 � ~r2

2M W
� �

2

� �

E � r0 � ~r2

2M W
� �

2

�

= � 4i��2ew

r

�
E + i�W

M W

: (15)

Here we have de�ned E =
p
s � 2MW . W e adopted the standard helicity notation

jp� i =
1� 5

2
u(p), and used � = � i�W , valid in the pole schem e, in the last line.

The ferm ion energiesare setto M W in the externalspinors. The calculation hasbeen

perform ed by �rst evaluating the r0 integralusing Cauchy’s theorem , and the trace

hp2 � jn[ij]jp1� ihp1 � jn[ij]jp2� i= 16(1� �)M2W .Therem aining j~rjintegralcontains

a lineardivergencethatis,however,rendered �niteby dim ensionalregularization (with

d = 4� 2�)so the d ! 4 lim itcan be taken. The num ericalcom parison of(15)to the

fulltree-levelresult and the convergence ofthe e�ective-theory approxim ation willbe

discussed in Section 3.

Taking theim aginary partof(15)doesnotyield thecrosssection ofthefour-ferm ion

production process (1) with its avour-speci�c �nalstate. At leading order the cor-

rectresultisgiven by m ultiplying theim aginary partwith the leading-orderbranching

fraction product Br(0)(W � ! �� ���)Br
(0)(W + ! u�d) = 1=27. This procedure can be
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W

e
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Figure3:Cutone-loopdiagram scontributingtonon-resonantproduction-decayoperator

m atching.

justi�ed asfollows. The im aginary partofthe non-relativistic propagatorobtained by

cutting an 
 lineisgiven by

Im
1

E �
~k 2

2M W
+

i�
(0)

W

2

= �
�
(0)

W =2
�

E �
~k 2

2M W

�2
+

�
(0)2

W

4

: (16)

Thepropagatorofthe
� lineim plicitlyincludesastringofself-energyinsertions.Taking

theim aginary partam ountsto perform ing allpossible cutsoftheself-energy insertions

whiletheunstableparticleisnotcut[28].To obtain thetotalcrosssection foraavour-

speci�c four-ferm ion �nalstate,only the cutsthrough these speci�c ferm ion lineshave

to be taken into account. At the leading order this am ounts to replacing �
(0)

W
in the

num eratorof(16)by thecorresponding partialwidth,here�
(0)

�� ���
and �

(0)

u �d
,respectively,

while thetotalwidth isretained in thedenom inator.Theleading-ordercrosssection is

therefore

�
(0)

LR
=

1

27s
Im A

(0)

LR
=

4��2

27s4ws
Im

2

4�

s

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

3

5 : (17)

Theunpolarized crosssection isgiven by �
(0)

LR
=4,sincetheotherthreehelicity com bina-

tionsvanish.

The leading contribution from non-resonantproduction-decay operatorsO
(k)

4e to (4)

arisesfrom four-electron operatorsoftheform

O
(k)

4e =
C
(k)

4e

M 2
W

(�ec1�1ec2)(�ec2�2ec1); (18)

where�1,�2 areDiracm atrices.IfC
(k)

4e � �n,thecontribution totheforward-scattering

am plitude scales as �n. This should be com pared to A
(0)

LR
� �2�1=2. The calculation

oftheshort-distancecoe�cientsC
(k)

4e isperform ed in standard �xed-orderperturbation

theory in thefullelectroweak theory.TheW propagatoristhefreepropagator,sincethe

self-energyinsertionsaretreatedperturbatively.Theleadingcontributiontotheforward-

scattering am plitude arises from the one-loop diagram s shown in Figure 3. W e will

calculatetheim aginary partoftheshort-distancecoe�cientsC
(k)

4e by evaluating thecut

8



diagram s.Thecalculation ofcutscorresponding totreeam plitudesism ostconveniently

perform ed in unitary gaugewith W propagator� i(g�� � k�k�=M
2
W )=(k

2� M 2
W + i�).To

leading orderin the expansion in �,the cutone-loop diagram sin Figure3 correspond

to the production cross section oftwo on-shellW bosons directly at threshold,which

vanishes. In fact,from an explicitrepresentation ofthese one-loop diagram sitcan be

seen thattheim aginary partsfrom thehard region vanish in dim ensionalregularization

to allorders in the � expansion. Thus the leading im aginary parts ofC
(k)

4e arise from

two-loop diagram soforder�3.JustastheCoulom b correction theleading non-resonant

(hard)contribution providesanotherN 1=2LO correction relativeto (15).

2.3 C lassi�cation ofcorrections up to N LO

W enow givean overview ofthecontributionstothefour-ferm ion crosssection atN 1=2LO

and NLO.These consist of the short-distance coe�cients of the non-relativistic La-

grangian (11),oftheproduction operatorsO
(k)
p ,and thefour-electron operatorsO

(k)

4e on

theonehand;and correctionsthatarisein calculating them atrix elem entsin (4)within

thee�ective theory on theother.

2.3.1 Short-distance coe� cients in the e� ective Lagrangian

Thee�ectiveLagrangian (11)isalreadycom pletetoNLO.Theonlynon-trivialm atching

coe�cient is �,which follows from the location ofthe W pole,which in turn can be

com puted from the expansion ofthe self-energy [13]. In the pole schem e,we require

the NLO correction to the decay width �W ,de�ned asthe im aginary partofthe pole

location,see(8),(9).Atleading order,� (1) = � i�
(0)

W with4

�
(0)

W =
3

4
�ewM W : (19)

There are electroweak as wellas QCD corrections to the W self-energy. W e shall

countthe strong coupling �s as�
1=2
ew . Thusthe m ixed QCD-electroweak two-loop self-

energy provides a N 1=2LO correction to �,while at NLO we need the self-energy at

orders�2ew and �ew�
2
s. The QCD e�ectsare included by m ultiplying the leading-order

hadronicpartialdecay widthsby theuniversalQCD correction form asslessquarks[29],

�Q CD = 1+
�s

�
+ 1:409

�2s

�2
; (20)

with �s = �s(M W )in the M S schem e. The electroweak correction to the pole-schem e

decay width isdenoted by �
(1;ew )

W
. The explicit expression isgiven in Section 4.1. W e

thereforehave

� (3=2) = � i�
(1=2)

W
= � i

2�s

3�
�
(0)

W
; � (2) = � i�

(1)

W
= � i

�

�
(1;ew )

W
+ 1:409

2�2s

3�2
�
(0)

W

�

:

(21)

4Here the m assesofthe lightferm ionsareneglected,and the CK M m atrix hasbeen setto the unit

m atrix.
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Theseresultsreferto thetotalwidth,which appearsin thepropagatorand theforward-

scattering am plitude.The extraction ofthe avour-speci�c processe� e+ ! �� ��� u �dX

willbediscussed in Section 3.2.

2.3.2 M atching coe� cients ofthe production operators

There are two sortsofcorrectionsrelated to production operators: higher-dim ensional

operatorssuppressed by powersof�,and one-loop correctionsto theoperatorsoflowest

dim ension such as(13).

Thehigher-dim ension production operatorsareoftheform

O
(k)
p =

C (k)

M
2(1+ k)

W

(�eL=R �F (~n;D )eL=R )(

iy

� G(
~D )


jy

+ ); (22)

where�issom ecom bination ofDiracm atricesand F andG arefunctionsofthecovariant

derivativeD acting on the�elds.(Hereand below,wedrop thecollineardirection label

on the electron �elds,whenever they are obvious.) The short-distance coe�cients of

theseoperatorsfollow from theexpansion ofappropriateon-shellam plitudesaround the

threshold.Theexpansion param eterisv � �1=2.However,fortheinclusivecrosssection

there is no interference ofthe v-suppressed operator with the leading one,hence the

correction from higher-dim ension operatorsbeginsatNLO.Fullresultsforthetree-level

m atching oftheN 1=2LO production operatorsaregiven in [9].TheNLO contribution to

theinclusive crosssection iscom puted in Section 3.1.

Theone-loop correction tothem atchingcoe�cientoftheproduction vertex (13)and

the related operatorwith right-handed electronsrequiresto calculate the renorm alized

scattering am plitudes for e�L e
+

R ! W + W � and e�R e
+

L ! W + W � to NLO in ordinary

weak coupling perturbation theory forthem om entum con�guration (p1 + p2)
2 = 4M 2

W ,

i.e.directly atthreshold.ThisgeneratestheNLO production operator

O
(1)
p =

��ew

M 2
W

h

C
(1)

p;LR

�
�eL

[inj]eL
�
+ C

(1)

p;R L

�
�eR 

[inj]eR
�i�



yi

� 

yj

+

�

: (23)

Thecalculation ofthecoe�cientsC
(1)

p;LR
,C

(1)

p;R L
isdiscussed in Section 4.1.Note,however,

thattheone-loop correction C
(1)

p;R L
doesin factnotcontributeto theNLO crosssection,

since there isno leading-ordercontribution from the e�
R
e+
L
helicity initialstate,and no

interference between LR and RL con�gurations.

2.3.3 M atching coe� cients offour-electron operators

As discussed above the leading contributions from the non-resonant production-decay

operators to the im aginary part ofthe forward scattering am plitude arise at N 1=2LO,

where the half-integerscaling arisesfrom the absence ofthe threshold suppression v �

�1=2 presentin theLO crosssection.Thecalculation ofthecut2-loop diagram sam ounts

to the calculation ofthe squared and phase-space integrated m atrix elem entofthe on-

shellprocesses e� e+ ! W � u�d and e� e+ ! �� ���W
+ in ordinary perturbation theory

10



(no \resum m ations" in internalW propagators). This includes contributions ofwhat

isusually called double-resonant(orCC03)diagram s,where one ofthe W propagators

is in fact o�-shell,as wellas genuine single-resonant processes. In the term inology of

them ethod ofregions,thesecorrectionsaregiven by thehard-hard partofthetwo-loop

forward-scattering am plitude.Since they contain alldiagram scontributing to thetree-

levelscatteringprocessese� e+ ! �� ���W
+ ande� e+ ! W � u�d,them atchingcoe�cients

aregaugeinvariant.Sinceonly oneW lineiscutin theN 1=2LO contributions,they can

beviewed assystem aticcorrectionstothenarrow-width approxim ation.Thiscalculation

isperform ed in Section 3.3.

To NLO in the powercounting �2s � �ew we would have to com pute also the NLO

QCD corrections to e� e+ ! W � u�d(+g). The corrections to the \double-resonant"

(CC03) diagram s can be taken into account approxim ately by m ultiplying them with

theone-loop QCD correction tothehadronicdecay width.Thecorrectionstothesingle-

resonantdiagram srequirethefullcalculation.However,weshall�nd thatthecontribu-

tion ofthe single-resonantdiagram sto e� e+ ! W � u�d isnum erically already sm all,so

weneglecttheQCD corrections.

2.3.4 C alculations in the e� ective theory

One-loop diagram s with insertions ofsubleading operators. The contributions in this

classarise from evaluating the �rstterm in (4)atone loop,see Figure 2,butwith one

insertion ofthe subleading bilinearterm sin the Lagrangian (11),which correspond to

kinetic energy and width corrections,or with production operator products O
(0)
p O

(1)
p

and O
(1=2)
p O

(1=2)
p ,where O

(1)
p iseithera higher-dim ension operator(22)orthe one-loop

correction (23). As already m entioned the N 1=2LO products O
(0)
p O

(1=2)
p vanish after

perform ing the angularintegrals. In the calculation discussed further in Section 3 we

actuallyfollow adi�erentapproachanddirectlyexpand thespin-averaged squared m atrix

elem ents ratherthan the am plitude before squaring,which would yield the individual

production vertices.

Coulom b corrections. A single insertion ofthe Coulom b potentialinteraction in the

Lagrangian (11)contributesatN 1=2LO.ToNLO onehastocalculatethedoubleinsertion

intotheleading-orderam plitudefrom O
(0)
p O

(0)
p andasingleinsertion intoO

(0)
p O

(1=2)
p .The

lattervanishesforthetotalcrosssection.Thereisno coupling ofthepotentialphotons

to the collinear electrons and positrons,so there are no Coulom b corrections to the

four-ferm ion operators.TheCoulom b correctionsaregiven in Section 4.2.

NLO corrections from softand collinear photons. To NLO one has to calculate two-

loop diagram s in the e�ective theory arising from the coupling ofthe collinear m odes

and thepotentialW bosonsto thesoftand collinearphotonscontained in theNRQED

Lagrangian (6) and the SCET Lagrangian. The cuts correspond to one-loop virtual

and brem sstrahlung correctionsto theleading-ordercrosssection.In theterm inology of

the m ethod ofregions these are contributions from the soft-potential,the c1-potential

11



and thec2-potentialregions.They correspond to \non-factorizablecorrections" and are

discussed in Section 4.3.

3 Expansion ofthe B orn cross section

Thissection servestwopurposes.First,wecalculateallNLO correctionstofour-ferm ion

production in thee�ectivetheory (EFT)exceptthoserelated to loop corrections,which

willbeadded in Section 4.Second,weinvestigatetheconvergenceofthesuccessiveEFT

approxim ationsto whatisusually referred to astheBorn four-ferm ion production cross

section.Thetwo calculationsarenotexactly thesam e,sincetheim plem entation ofthe

W widthin theBorncrosssection isnotunique.W ede�nethe\exact"Borncrosssection

by the ten tree diagram s fore� e+ ! �� ���u�d,where the W propagatorsare supplied

with a �xed-width prescription. The EFT calculation is done by expanding directly

the forward-scattering am plitude. The relevant loop m om entum regions are either all

hard,orhard and potential. In the latterregions the two W propagatorsand the W

interactionsaredescribed by thenon-relativisticLagrangian.Theall-hard contributions

correspond to them atching and m atrix elem entofthefour-electron operators.

3.1 Expansion in the potentialregion

W e�rstreconsidertheone-loop diagram s(beforecutting)shown in Figure 3,wherethe

loop m om entum isnow assum ed to be in the potentialregion. The forward-scattering

am plitudecorresponding to thesediagram sm ay bewritten as

iA =

Z
ddr

(2�)d
�(E ;r)P(k 1)P(k2); (24)

whereE =
p
s� 2MW ,k1 = M W v+ r,k2 = P � MW v� r,with v� = (1;~0)andP = p1+ p2

thesum oftheinitial-statem om enta.Here�(E ;r)isthesquareoftheo�-shellW pair-

production am plitudeattreelevel,including thenum erator(� g�� + k�k�=k
2)from the

W propagators,and

P(k)=
i

k2 � M 2
W � �WT (k

2)
(25)

isthe fullrenorm alized (transverse)W propagator.5 W riting the am plitude in the full

theory with a resum m ed propagator is contrary to the spirit ofe�ective �eld theory

calculations,where the m atching coe�cients are obtained by �xed-order calculations.

However,thisallowsusto com paretheEFT expansion with thestandard calculation of

the�xed-width Born crosssection.

To see the correspondence with the EFT calculation,we param eterize the W m o-

m entum ask� = M W v
� + r�,where r� isa potentialresidualm om entum (r0 � MW �,

5Thelongitudinalpartofthepropagatoriscancelled by thetransverseprojectorfrom thedecay into

m asslessferm ions.
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~r � MW �
1=2),and expand P(k)in �,including an expansion ofthe self-energy around

M 2
W and in thenum berofloops,

� W
T (k

2)= M 2
W

X

m ;n

�n � (m ;n); (26)

with � = (k2 � M 2
W )=M

2
W and m denoting theloop order.Theresultis

P(r)=
i(1+ � (1;1))

2M W

�

r0 �
~r2

2M W
� � [1]

2

� �
i(r20 � MW �

(2))

4M 2
W

�

r0 �
~r2

2M W
� � [1]

2

�2 + O

�
�

M 2
W

�

; (27)

where,to m ake the notation sim pler,we included the QCD correction � (3=2) from (21)

into� [1]= � (1)+ � (3=2) instead ofexpandingitout,and � (2) = M W (�
(2;0)+ � (1;1)� (1;0)).

Nextweelim inater0 from thenum eratorin (27)by com pleting thesquareand obtain

P(r)=
i

2M W

�

r0 �
~r2

2M W
� � [1]

2

�

�

1+ � (1;1)
�
M W �

[1]+ ~r2

2M 2
W

�

�

i

��
~r2

2M W
+ � [1]

2

�2
� MW �

(2)

�

4M 2
W

�

r0 �
~r2

2M W
� � [1]

2

�2 �
i

4M 2
W

+ O

�
�

M 2
W

�

: (28)

The individualterm snow have a clearinterpretation in the EFT form alism . The �rst

term in thesecond linecorrespondstoasingleinsertion oftheNLO term s{akineticen-

ergy correction and a second-orderwidth correction { in thenon-relativisticLagrangian

(11)into a W line.The localterm ,� i=(4M 2
W ),in the second line issim ilarto a corre-

sponding term in singleresonanceproduction [13],whereitcontributesto a production-

decay vertex at tree level. Here this term leads to potentialloop integrals with only

one or no non-relativistic W propagator,which vanish in dim ensionalregularization.

Thus,we can drop thisterm . In the �rstline of(28)we recognize the non-relativistic

W propagator (10) m ultiplied by a correction to the residue. The residue correction

originates from the expansion ofthe �eld norm alization factor$ de�ned in (12),and

from the derivative ofthe renorm alized one-loop self-energy,� (1;1),atk2 = M 2
W .In an

EFT calculation these residue correctionsare notassociated with the propagator,but

they enterthem atching relationsoftheone-loop and higher-dim ension production and

decay vertices[13].In ordertocom parewith the\exact"Born crosssection,wherethese

term sare included,we keep these residue correctionshere ratherthan in the m atching

calculation ofSection 4.1.

The realpart of� (1;1) depends on the W �eld-renorm alization convention in the

fulltheory. In the following we adopt the on-shellschem e for �eld renorm alization,

Re� (1;1) = 0, and the pole schem e for m ass renorm alization. Since Im � W
T (k

2) =

� k2�
(0)

W
=M W �(k2)atone-loop due to the decay into m assless ferm ions,itfollowsthat
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� (1;1) = � i�
(0)

W
=M W . Furtherm ore,�

(1) = M W �
(1;0) = � i�

(0)

W
and � (2) = M W (�

(2;0)+

� (1;1)� (1;0))= � i�
(1)

W
in thepolem assrenorm alization schem e,which im pliesRe� (2;0) =

(�
(0)

W
=M W )

2,Im � (2;0) = � �
(1)

W
=M W for the renorm alized two-loop self-energy at k2 =

M 2
W .TheQCD correction � (3=2) = � i�

(1=2)

W
can beincluded into � i�

(0)

W
asbefore.

Tocom parewith the\exact"Born crosssection,wewrite(25)in thisrenorm alization

schem e in theform

P(k)= i
k2 � M 2

W � �
(0)

W

2

� iMW

�

k2�
(0)

W
=M 2

W + �
(1)

W

�

�

k2 � M 2
W
� �

(0)

W

2
�2

+ M 2
W

�

k2�
(0)

W
=M 2

W
+ �

(1)

W

�2 + O

�
�

M 2
W

�

: (29)

The�xed-width prescription correspondsto replacing k2�
(0)

W
=M 2

W by �
(0)

W
in thedenom -

inator,butnotin thenum erator,wherethefactorofk2 arisesfrom theintegration over

the two-particle phase space ofthe W decay products. In addition one dropsthe �
(0)

W

2

term s(since they com e from Re� (2;0))and �
(1)

W . Repeating the derivation of(28)with

thism odi�ed expression weobtain

P(k)�xed� width =

h

Eq.(28)with � (2) = � i�
(1)

W
! 0

i

+
�
(0)

W

2

(k2 � M 2
W )

2
+ M 2

W �
(0)

W

2
: (30)

Theadditionalterm ispurely realand doesnotcontributetothecutpropagatorIm P(k)

relevanttothecross-section calculation.W ethereforearriveattheinterestingconclusion

thatthe�xed-width prescription coincideswith theEFT approxim ation in thepotential

region up to the next-to-leading order,ifM W is the pole m ass,up to a trivialterm

related to theone-loop correction �
(1)

W to thepoleschem e decay width.

In the calculation ofthe NLO correction to the forward-scattering am plitude in the

potentialregion,weusetheexpansion (27)in (24),and drop allterm sbeyond NLO.This

already accounts for allNLO corrections from the e�ective Lagrangian,and for som e

corrections from higher-dim ension production operators with tree-levelshort-distance

coe�cients. Further corrections ofthis type com e from the expansion ofthe squared

m atrix elem ent �(E ;r). The square ofthe production am plitude oftwo o�-shellW

bosons depends on four kinem atic invariants,which we m ay choose to be r2,p1 � r,

k21 � M 2
W ,and k22 � M 2

W . This choice isconvenient,since allfourinvariantsare sm all

with respect to M 2
W in the potentialregion. In the expansion of�(E ;r) to NLO,we

m ay furtherapproxim ate r2 by � ~r2,since r0 � ~r2=M W � j~rjand exploitthatP(k1;2)

doesnotdepend on the direction of~r. W e �nd,forthe e�L e
+

R and e�R e
+

L helicity initial

states(theLL and RR com binationsvanish),

�LR (E ;r)= � 64�2�2ew

�

1+

�
11

6
+ 2�2(s)+

38

9
�(s)

�
~r2

M 2
W

�

+ O (�2);

�R L(E ;r)= � 128�2�2ew �
2(s)

~r2

M 2
W

+ O (�2): (31)
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Thefunctions

�(s)= �
3M 2

W (s� 2M 2
Zs

2
w)

s(s� M 2
Z
)

; �(s)= �
6M 2

W M
2
Zs

2
w

s(s� M 2
Z
)

(32)

originate from the s-channelphoton and Z boson propagators. The NLO term s pro-

portionalto ~r2 can be identi�ed with tree-levelproduction operatorproductsO
(0)
p O

(1)
p

and O
(1=2)
p O

(1=2)
p asdiscussed in Section 2.3.In such calculations�(s)and �(s)would be

evaluated ats= 4M 2
W .Herewekeep theexacts-dependence,sincethiscan bedoneat

no calculationalcost.

Notethatthecoe�cientfunctionsofproduction operatorsin theEFT aredeterm ined

by on-shellm atching,which im pliesan expansion ofam plitudesaround thecom plex pole

position �s= M 2
W + M W � ratherthan M

2
W [30,31].The di�erence cannotbe neglected

in NLO calculations.In principle theexpansions(31)could have yielded term ssuch as

k21 � M 2
W ,which should be written as k21 � �s+ MW �. The di�erence k 2

1 � �s cancels

a resonant propagator (possibly giving rise to a production-decay operator m atching

coe�cient),whiletherem aining M W � term m ustbecom bined with othercontributions

to theloop correction to theleading-orderproduction vertex.Thiscom plication can be

ignored here,sincetheexpansion of�(E ;r)isindependentofk 2
1;2 � M 2

W up to NLO.

The NLO correction from the potentialregion isnow obtained by inserting the ex-

pansions(27),(31)into (24)and perform ing theloop integral.Theintegralhasan odd

power-divergencewhich is�nitein dim ensionalregularization.TheLO crosssection has

already been given in (17).TheNLO term sare

�
(1)

LR ;B orn =
4��2

27s4ws

( �
11

6
+ 2�2(s)+

38

9
�(s)

�

Im

" 

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

!3=2#

+ Im

" 
3E

8M W

+
17i�

(0)

W

8M W

! s

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

�

 
�
(0)

W

2

8M 2
W

�
i�

(1)

W

2M W

! s

�
M W

E + i�
(0)

W

#)

;

�
(1)

R L;B orn
=

8��2

27s4ws
�2(s)Im

" 

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

!3=2#

: (33)

Since E =M W � �
(0)

W =M W � � and �
(1)

W =M W � �2 every term issuppressed by � relative

to theleading orderasitshould be.Theunpolarized crosssection isonefourth thesum

oftheLR,RL contributions.Thefactor1/27 com esfrom thetree-levelbranching ratio

forthe�nalstate�� ��� u�din theconversion from theforward-scatteringam plitudetothe

partialcrosssection.Asdiscussed above,when we use thisexpression to com pare with

thestandard Born crosssection in the�xed-width schem e,weset�
(1)

W to zero.W hen we

usetheexpression (33)in thecom pleteNLO calculation including radiativecorrections,
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Figure4:Exam pleofa two-loop diagram with onehard and onepotentialloop.Cut(2)

ispartoftheBorn crosssection,butsubleading asdiscussed in thetext.

we have to keep in m ind that m ultiplying allterm s by the product 1=27 ofleading-

orderbranching fractionsasin (33)isactually notcorrect.Therequired m odi�cation is

discussed in Section 3.2.

In addition to the�-suppressed term sfrom thepotentialregion oftheone-loop dia-

gram sshown in Figure 3,there isanotherNLO contribution from the leading term sof

two-loop diagram swith onehard and onepotentialloop,which m ay also beassociated

with the Born cross section. An exam ple is displayed in Figure 4. Cut (1) does not

correspond to a four-ferm ion �nalstate and m ustbe dropped. Cut(3)correspondsto

theinterferenceofa tree-levelproduction operatorwith therealpartofa hard one-loop

correction to a production operator.Since thes-channeldiagram sdo notcontribute to

theleading-powerproduction operator,thiscutisbeyond NLO.Cut(2)isacontribution

to whatisusually term ed the\Born crosssection" corresponding to theinterference of

single and double resonantdiagram sin the kinem atic region where both ferm ion pairs

have invariant m ass oforder M 2
W . The contribution from this cut is contained in the

im aginarypartsofthehard one-loop correction totheproduction operators.Thethresh-

old suppression ofthe s-channeldiagram sapplieshere aswell,hence thiscontribution

isalso notrelevantatNLO.

3.2 D ecay-w idth correction fortheavour-speci�ccrosssection

Asalready noted,the expression (33)hasto be m odi�ed in orderto take the radiative

correction to thedecay correctly into account.In thissubsection wederivetherequired

m odi�cation ofthe form ula,butnote thatitwillnotbe needed forthe com parison to

theBorn crosssection,whereradiativecorrectionsareexcluded.

To includetheloop correctionsto W decay fortheavour-speci�cfour-ferm ion �nal

state�� ��� u�dwehavetoidentify contributionstotheforward-scatteringam plitudefrom

cuttwo-loop W self-energy insertionsand include only the appropriate cutscontaining

a m uon and m uon-antineutrino or up and anti-down quarks and,possibly,a photon.

Repeatingtheexpansion in thepotentialregion perform ed in Section 3.1forthecutdia-

gram with avour-speci�ccutsselected,one�ndsthatin thepolem assrenorm alization

and on-shell�eld renorm alization schem e adopted here allterm s in the expansion are
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correctly treated by m ultiplying thetotally inclusiveresultby theratio ofleading-order

partialbranching fractions,�
(0)

�� ���
�
(0)

u �d
=[�

(0)

W
]2 = 1=27,exceptforone term involving the

insertion of� (2) = � i�
(1)

W
. In (33)this insertion results in partofthe term involving

�
(1)

W
,and isalso m ultiplied by 1=27. W e therefore have to m odify thisterm to include

theavour-speci�c cutscorrectly.AtNLO wehave to considerdiagram swherei� (2)=2

isinserted in only oneofthetwo W -lines.Cutting thisline producesa contribution to

theim aginary partoftheforward-scattering am plitudeoftheform

Im

�

(� i)
i

�

i� (2)

2

i

�

�

= � Im

�
1

�

� �
� (2)

2

��
1

��
�
1

�

� (2)

2
Im

�
1

�

�

�
1

�

�
Im � (2)

2

�
1

��
(34)

where � isthe inverse propagatorofthe non-relativistic W boson. The �rsttwo term s

correspond to cutting theW lineto theleftand rightofthe� (2) insertion.Theavour-

speci�c�nalstatesareextracted from thesecutsasdiscussed below (16).Thisam ounts

to m ultiplying the NLO correction (33)by the leading-orderbranching ratios,so these

twoterm saretreatedcorrectlybythefactor1=27.Thelastterm correspondstoacuttwo

loop self-energy insertion,whereonly thecutsleading to thedesired �nalstatem ustbe

taken into account.Thereforehere� Im �(2) = �
(1)

W hastobereplaced by �
(1)

�� ���
= �

(1;ew )

�� ���

and �
(1)

u �d
= �

(1;ew )

u �d
+ 1:409

�2s
�2
�
(0)

u �d
,respectively,to obtain the NLO crosssection forthe

four-ferm ion �nalstate.To im plem entthesereplacem ents,notethatthecontribution of

thelastterm in (34)totheforward-scattering am plitudeisoftheform �
(1)

W
=�

(0)

W
Im A (0).

W ecan thereforecom pensatetheincorrecttreatm entoftheavour-speci�ccrosssection

in (33)by subtracting thiscontribution foreach W lineand adding theavour-speci�c

corrections. M ultiplying by the leading-orderbranching fraction forthe second W line

oneobtainstheadditionalNLO correction to thecrosssection,

��
(1)

decay
=

 
�
(1)

�� ���

�
(0)

�� ���

+
�
(1)

u �d

�
(0)

u �d

� 2
�
(1)

W

�
(0)

W

!

�(0): (35)

AtNLO thiscorrection isequivalentto m ultiplying the im aginary partofthe leading-

order(oreven next-to-leading order)forward-scattering am plitudeby theone-loop cor-

rected branching ratios �
(N LO )

�� ���
�
(N LO )

u �d
=[�

(N LO )

W
]2 rather than by 1=27,where �

(N LO )

X
=

�
(0)

X
+ �

(1)

X
.TheNLO partialdecay ratesarecalculated in Section 4.1.

3.3 Expansion in the hard region

W e now considerthe hard contributions,which determ ine the m atching coe�cients of

four-electron production-decay operators.Asalready discussed in Section 2.2,the one-

loopdiagram sshown in Figure3donotprovideim aginarypartsoftheforward-scattering

am plitude. The leading hard contributions originate from the two-loop diagram s in

Figure5.These diagram sareto becalculated in standard perturbation theory with no

width added to theW propagator,butexpanded nearthreshold.Theresultm ustbeof
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Figure5:Two-loop cutdiagram s.Sym m etricdiagram sarenotshown.

order�3,which resultsin aN 1=2LO correction relativetotheleading-ordercrosssection.

Higher-orderterm sin thehard region com efrom higher-orderterm sin theexpansion (in

E =
p
s� 2MW )nearthreshold and from diagram swith m ore hard loops,allofwhich

areN 3=2LO and sm aller.

In thehard region itissim plerto calculatethefour-ferm ion crosssection directly as

thesum overtherelevantcutsoftheforward-scattering am plitudeasshown in Figure5.

NotethatthisincludescuttingW linesaswellasdiagram swithself-energyinsertionsinto

theW propagator.Thiscan beinterpreted asan expansion oftheresum m ed propagator

in thedistribution sense [32,33],such as

M W �W

(k2 � M 2
W )

2 + M 2
W �

2
W

= ��(k2 � M 2
W )+ PV

M W �W

(k2 � M 2
W )

2
+ O

�
�2

M 2
W

�

; (36)

\PV" denoting the principalvalue.The left-hand side arisesfrom cutting ferm ion-loop

insertions into the W propagator,butnotthe W linesitself. Butthe leading term in

the expansion ofthis expression,equivalent to the narrow-width approxim ation,looks

asifa W linewith no self-energy insertionsiscut.

Theprincipal-valueprescription isredundantatN 1=2LO,wherethesingularity in the

integrand islocated atone ofthe integration lim its,and isregularized by dim ensional

regularization,which has to be supplied in any case to regulate infrared divergences

that arise as a consequence offactorizing hard and potentialregions in the threshold

expansion. Asin the potentialregion,the integralsare actually analytically continued

to �nite values, since the divergences are odd power divergences. The result ofthe
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calculation can bewritten as

�
(1=2)

LR ;B orn
=

4�3

27s6ws

"

K h1 + K h2�(s)+ Kh3�
2(s)+

h7X

i= h4

X

f

C
f

i;LR
(s)K

f

i

#

;

�
(1=2)

R L;B orn
=

4�3

27s6ws

"

K h3�
2(s)+

h7X

i= h4

X

f

C
f

i;R L
(s)K

f

i

#

: (37)

Here the �rst sum extends over the diagram s as labelled in Figure 5,the second over

the ferm ions f 2 u;d;�;�� in the internalferm ion loops. The explicit values ofthe

coe�cientsarising from thediagram sh1-h3 are

K h1 = � 2:35493; Kh2 = 3:86286; K h3 = 1:88122: (38)

Thethreecoe�cientscontain thecontribution ofthediagram sh1-h3 shown in Figure 5

and ofthe sym m etric diagram s with self-energy insertions on the lower W line. K h2

containsalso the contribution ofthe com plex conjugate ofh2.The explicitexpressions

ofcoe�cients K
f

i and C
f

i;h
, with h = LR;RL, for the diagram s h4-h7 are given in

Appendix A. Sim ilarto (32)the s-dependence ofthe C
f

i;h arisestrivially from photon

and Z propagators,and we could put s = 4M 2
W at N 1=2LO.Since allother term s in

(37)are energy-independent,we conclude thatthe leading hard contribution resultsin

a constantN 1=2LO shiftofthecrosssection.

Thiscontribution can beinterpreted asarising from a �nalstatewhereoneferm ion

pairoriginatesfrom anearlyon-shellW decay,whiletheotherisproduced non-resonant-

ly,either from a highly virtualW ,or as in the truly single-resonant diagram s h4-h7.

Num ericalinvestigation revealsthatthe contribution from h4-h7 israthersm all,below

0:5% ofthefulltreecrosssection in theenergy range
p
s= 155GeV and 180GeV.Below

155GeV itbecom esnegativeand itsm agnitudegrowsto 4% at150GeV.Thesm allness

ofthe single-resonant contributions is in part due to large cancellations between the

diagram sh4 and h5.

Thecom parison with theBorn crosssection perform ed below showsthattheregion of

validity oftheEFT expansion issigni�cantly enlarged,iftheenergy-dependentN 3=2LO

term s are included. These can only arise from the next-to-leading order term s ofthe

expansion in thehard region (theexpansion in thepotentialregion producesonlyinteger-

power corrections in �). The energy-dependent term s are related to the next orderin

the threshold expansion ofthe cut diagram s in Figure 5. The com putation for the

num erically dom inantdiagram sh1-h3 gives

�
(3=2);a

LR ;B orn =
4�3E

27s6wsM W

�
K a

h1 + K a
h2�(s)+ K a

h3�
2(s)

�
;

�
(3=2);a

R L;B orn =
4�3E

27s6wsM W

K a
h3�

2(s); (39)
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where

K a
h1 = � 5:87912; Ka

h2 = � 19:15095; Ka
h3 = � 6:18662: (40)

OtherN 3=2LO correctionsrelated totheBorn crosssection arisefrom cutthree-loop dia-

gram softhetypeh1-h3,butwith two self-energy insertions,and oftypeh4-h7 with one

insertion. ThisN 3=2LO term is(alm ost)energy-independentand can be param eterized

by

�
(3=2);b

h;B orn
=

4�4

27s8ws

h3X

i= h1

C b
i;h(s)K

b
i: (41)

Thecoe�cientsC b
i;h(s)areequaltothefactorsm ultiplyingK

a
hiin(39)andweom ittedthe

sm allcontributionsfrom h4-h7.Thecalculation ofthenum ericalcoe�cientsK b
i isnon-

trivial,sinceitcontainsproductsofdistributions.A roughestim ateofthesecorrectionsis

�
(3=2);b

h;B orn
� �

(1=2)

h;B orn
�
(0)

W =M W � 0:025�
(1=2)

h
,resulting in an energy-independentcontribution

to the cross section oforder 2fb. The com parison below suggests that actually it is

signi�cantly sm aller.

3.4 C om parison to the four-ferm ion B orn cross section

W ecom parethesuccessive EFT approxim ationsto the four-ferm ion Born crosssection

in the�xed-width schem e.W ediscussonlytheunpolarized crosssection given by (�LR +

�R L)=4.Therelevantterm saregiven in (17),(33),(37),and (39).Theinputparam eters

aretaken to be

M̂ W = 80:403GeV; M Z = 91:188GeV; G � = 1:16637� 10� 5GeV � 2
: (42)

Thepolem assM W isrelated totheon-shellm assthrough therelation (valid to O (�2W ))

M̂ W = M W +
�2W

2M W

; (43)

where

�W =
3

4

�

s2w
M W =

3G �M
3
W

2
p
2�

: (44)

W e use the �ne-structure constantin the G � schem e,� �
p
2G �M

2
W s

2
w=�,and the on-

shellW einberg angle cw = M W =M Z. Inserting (44)into (43),and solving the equation

forM W ,wegetthefollowing poleparam eters:

M W = 80:377GeV; �W = 2:04483GeV: (45)

The value ofthe W width used here is the leading-order decay width (19),excluding

the one-loop QCD correction. This is appropriate for a tree-levelcalculation and en-

sures that the branching ratios add up to one. Correspondingly we set � (2) = 0 in

thee�ective-theory calculation.In Figure 6 we plotthenum ericalresultobtained with
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Figure 6: Successive EFT approxim ations: LO (long-dashed/blue), N 1=2LO (dash-

dotted/red)and NLO (short-dashed/green).Thesolid/black curveisthefullBorn result

com puted with W hizard/Com pHep. The N 3=2LO EFT approxim ation isindistinguish-

ablefrom thefullBorn resulton thescaleofthisplot.

W hizard [17]forthetree-levelcross-section,and thesuccessivee�ective-theory approxi-

m ations.W eused the�xed-width schem ein W hizard and checked thattheresultsfrom

the O’M ega [34],Com pHep [18]and M adGraph [20]m atrix elem ents agree within the

num ericalerroroftheM onte-Carlo integration.Thelargeconstantshiftofabout100fb

by the N 1=2LO correction from the hard region isclearly visible,butthe NLO approx-

im ation is already close to the fullBorn calculation. In Table 1 we perform a m ore

detailed num ericalcom parison,now including also the N 3=2LO approxim ation. (The

m issing energy-independentN 3=2LO term saresetto zero.) W eobservethattheconver-

genceoftheexpansion isvery good closetothethreshold at
p
s� 161GeV,asshould be

expected.Theaccuracy oftheapproxim ation degradesasonem ovesaway from thresh-

old,particularly below threshold,wherethedoubly-resonantpotentialcon�gurationsare

kinem atically suppressed. Ifone aim sat0:5% accuracy ofthe cross section,the NLO

approxim ation su�ces only in a rathernarrow region around threshold. Including the

N 3=2LO term from the �rst correction in the expansion in the hard region leads to a

clear im provem ent both above (� 0:1% at 170 GeV) and below threshold (� 10% at

155 GeV).Theenergy region wherethetargetaccuracy ism etnow coverstheregion of

interestfortheW m assdeterm ination (seeSection 6.4).

4 R adiative corrections

In this section we calculate the NLO contributions that correspond to genuine loop

correctionsto four-ferm ion production.Asoutlined in Section 2.3 thereareseveralsuch
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�(e� e+ ! �� ���u�d)(fb)
p
s[GeV] EFT(LO) EFT(

p
NLO) EFT(NLO) EFT(N

3

2LO) exactBorn

155 101.61 1.62 43.28 31.30 34.43(1)

158 135.43 39.23 67.78 62.50 63.39(2)

161 240.85 148.44 160.45 160.89 160.62(6)

164 406.8 318.1 313.5 318.8 318.3(1)

167 527.8 442.7 420.4 429.7 428.6(2)

170 615.5 533.9 492.9 505.4 505.1(2)

Table1:Com parison ofthenum ericalcom putation ofthefullBorn resultwith W hizard

with successive e�ective-theory approxim ations.

contributions: an electroweak correction to the m atching coe�cient ofthe leading W

pair-production operatorand toW decay;acorrection from potentialphotonsassociated

with the Coulom b force between the slowly m oving W bosons;and soft and collinear

photon e�ects.

4.1 H ard corrections to production and decay

The two hard electroweak correctionsrequired fora NLO calculation are the one-loop

correctionsC
(1)

p;LR and C
(1)

p;R L in theproduction operator(23)and thetwo-loop electroweak

W self-energy � (2),see (21).W ereiterate thatthese areconventionalperturbative cal-

culationsperform ed in a strictexpansion in �ew.In particular,in the’tHooft-Feynm an

gauge,thepropagatorsofthem assivegaugebosonsaresim ply given by � ig��=(k2� M 2)

and theself-energy insertionsaretaken into accountperturbatively.Allferm ionsexcept

forthetop quark aretreated asm assless.

Beforeaddressing thesetwo calculationsseparately,webriey discusstherenorm al-

ization conventions for the param eters and �elds ofthe electroweak standard m odel

(SM ).Fora scattering am plitude,whose tree-levelexpression isproportionalto gnew =

(4��ew)
n=2 = (4��=s2w)

n=2 theone-loop counterterm isgiven by

[tree]

 

� n
�sw

sw
+ n�Ze +

1

2

X

ext

�Zext

!

; (46)

wherethesum extendsoverallexternallines.Asspeci�ed in (42)thethreeindependent

param etersofthe electroweak SM are taken to be the W and Z boson m ass,and the

Ferm iconstantG � (including theelectrom agneticcorrection tom uon decay in theFerm i

theory),while cw � MW =M Z and � � �ews
2
w �

p
2G �M

2
W s

2
w=� are derived quantities.

Sim ilarto the �(M Z)schem e,the G �-schem e forde�ning the electrom agnetic coupling

hasthe advantage thatthe light-ferm ion m assescan be setto zero [35,36]. The coun-

terterm for sw is related to the W -and Z-boson self-energies. In the G � schem e we
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have

�
�sw

sw
+ �Ze =

1

swcw

� A Z
T (0)

M 2
Z

+
� W
T (0)� Re�WT (M

2
W )

2M 2
W

�
�r

2
; (47)

where� W
T isthetransverse self-energy oftheW boson6 and

�r=
�

4�s2w

�

6+
7� 4s2w

2s2w
lnc2w

�

(48)

appearsin theexplicitexpression fortheelectroweak correction to m uon decay,�r (see

e.g.[36]).Forthe�eld-renorm alization counterterm s�Zext fortheexternallinesweuse

the conventionalon-shellschem e for wave-function renorm alization [36]in accordance

with the choice m ade in Section 3.1 forthe renorm alized W propagator. In particular,

fortheW -boson and ferm ion wave-function renorm alization wehave

�ZW = Re
@� W

T (p
2)

@p2

�
�
p2= M 2

W

; �Zf = Re� f(0); (49)

where� f denotestheselfenergy oftheferm ion.(NotethatRe� f(0)= � f(0).) Theon-

shell�eld renorm alization oftheferm ionsensuresthatno further�niterenorm alization

is needed in calculating the scattering am plitude. On the other hand,since we never

considera physicalprocesswith externalW bosons,the renorm alization factorforthe

W �eld ispurely conventional,and our�nalresultisindependentoftheconvention for

�ZW . However,the m atching coe�cient ofthe production operator calculated below

doesdepend on thisconvention.Thedependenceiscancelled by thedependenceof(28)

on � (1;1),the on-shellderivative ofthe renorm alized one-loop self-energy,whose value

dependson �ZW .

4.1.1 Production vertices

The generalm ethod on how to obtain the m atching equationsneeded to determ ine the

short-distancecoe�cientsofproduction operatorshasbeen discussed in [13].ForC
(1)

p;LR

and C
(1)

p;R L we com pute the e�
L=R

e+
R =L

! W � W + scattering am plitude atleading order

in the non-relativistic approxim ation using dim ensionalregularization in d = 4 � 2�

dim ensions. This is com pared to the am plitude obtained with the tree-leveloperator

in the e�ective theory and the m atching coe�cient is determ ined to m ake the results

agree. The m atching coe�cients thus determ ined are gauge invariant by construction

provided thescattering am plitudeiscalculated with theexternalW boson m om enta at

thecom plex poleposition.Them atching prescription also includesan additionalfactor
p
2M W $ � 1=2 [13],asgiven in (12),foreach external
 �eld. However,here we depart

from the \correct" m atching procedure and om itthe factor$ � 1=2,since itwasalready

included in Section 3.1 (seediscussion after(28)).

6In the conventionsused here and in [13]the sum ofthe am putated 1PIgraphsis given by (� i�)

which isthe oppositesign com pared to [36].
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Figure7:Sam plediagram scontributing to them atching oftheproduction operatorO p

atoneloop.

The diagram sforthe e� (p1)e
+ (p2)! W � (k1)W

+ (k2)scattering processare gener-

ated with FeynArts[37]and the algebra isperform ed with FeynCalc [38].Atone loop,

there are 65 two-point diagram s,84 three-point diagram s and 31 four-point diagram s

(generically countingup-typequarks,down typequarks,leptonsand neutrinos),som eof

which areshown in Figure7.Dueto thesim pli�ed kinem atics,m any ofthesediagram s

do notcontribute. In fact,since the one-loop contributions are already suppressed by

�ew � � itissu�cientto take theleading orderin thenon-relativistic expansion ofthe

one-loop diagram sand to setk21,k
2
2 to M

2
W ratherthan to the com plex pole position.

Thus,fortheW m om entaweusek1 = k2 = M W vwhereastheincom inglepton m om enta

can beparam etrized asp1 = (M W ;~p)and p2 = (M W ;� ~p)with j~pj= MW .Thisresults

in two sim pli�cations. First,m any diagram s vanish consistent with the fact that the

tree-levels-channeldiagram sdo notcontribute atleading orderin the non-relativistic

expansion.Second,thenum berofscalespresentin theloop integralsisreduced.Dueto

thesim pli�ed kinem atics,allbox integralscan bereduced to trianglediagram sand the

one-loop correction to the am plitude forthe processe�
L
e+
R
! W � W + takesthe sim ple

form

A W W =
��ew

M 2
W

C
(1)

p;LR
(p1 � p2)� hp2 � j6�3�

�

4+ 6�4�
�

3 jp1� i (50)

expected from (23),with �
�

3;4 denoting the polarization vectors ofthe W bosons. (For

h = RL,theferm ion helicitiesarereversed.) Thescalarcoe�cientsC
(1)

p;h
can beobtained

by projectionsofthe fullam plitude. Thus,we are leftwith the calculation ofa scalar

quantity and standard techniquesforthereduction oftensorand scalarintegralscan be

applied.

In thecom putation ofC
(1)

p;R L allpolescanceland weareleftwith a �niteresult.This

isto beexpected,sincethecorresponding Born term vanishes,asindicated in (13).For

C
(1)

p;LR
,the m atching coe�cient ofthe operator that does not vanish at tree level,the

polesdo notcancel.Afteradding thecounterterm (46)with n = 2,ittakestheform

C
(1)

p;LR =
�

2�

"�

�
1

�2
�

3

2�

� �

�
4M 2

W

�2

�� �

+ c
(1;�n)

p;LR

#

; (51)

where the �nite part c
(1;�n)

p;LR together with the expression for C
(1)

p;R L is given explicitly

in Appendix B. Forthe �nalexpression ofthe m atching coe�cient,the poleshave to
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be subtracted. However,we leave them explicitin orderto dem onstrate theircancella-

tion against(double)polesfrom the softcontribution and polesrelated to initial-state

collinearsingularities.Num erically,

c
(1;�n)

p;LR
= � 10:076+ 0:205i (52)

forM W = 80:377GeV,M Z = 91:188GeV,top-quark m assm t = 174:2GeV and Higgs

m assM H = 115GeV.

Them atchingcoe�cientsC
(1)

p;LR
and C

(1)

p;R L
both haveanon-vanishingim aginarypart.

Taken atfacevalue,thisim aginary partcontributestotheim aginary partoftheforward

scattering am plitudeA and,therefore,to thetotalcrosssection.Denoting by A
(1)

�C
the

NLO contribution to A resulting from C
(1)
p wehave

Im A
(1)

�C
= Im

�
2C (1)

p A
(0)
�
= 2ReC (1)

p Im A
(0)+ 2Im C (1)

p ReA (0): (53)

However,thesecond term in (53)isinduced by cutsthatdo notcorrespond to the�nal

state we are interested in,such asthe Z interm ediate state in the fourth diagram of

Figure7.In fact,atleadingorderin thenon-relativisticexpansion,noneofthediagram s

thatcontributeto thehard m atching coe�cientscontainseithera quark ora m uon.To

obtain theavour-speci�ccrosssection weareconcerned with,wethereforehavetodrop

thesecond term in (53)and in whatfollowsitisalwaysunderstood thatwetakethereal

partofthem atching coe�cientsC
(1)

p;LR
and C

(1)

p;R L
.Recalling thediscussion ofcut(2)at

theend ofSection 3.1,we notethatbeyond NLO thesituation ism orecom plicated,as

som e ofthe cutscontributing to the im aginary partofthe m atching coe�cient C p do

correspond to theavour-speci�ccrosssection weareinterested in.

The contribution to thecrosssection resulting from theNLO correction to the pro-

duction operatorsisobtained by m ultiplying theim aginary partofA
(1)

�C by theleading

orderbranching ratios. The correction to the crosssection forthe e�L e
+

R polarization is

thereforegiven by

��
(1)

hard
=

1

27s
2ReC

(1)

p;LR Im A
(0)

LR : (54)

Because there is no interference ofthe helicities e�
R
e+
L
and e�

L
e+
R
,the coe�cient C

(1)

p;R L

doesnotcontributeatNLO.Introducing theabbreviations

�� = r0 �
~r2

2M W

+ i
�
(0)

W

2
; �+ = E � r0 �

~r2

2M W

+ i
�
(0)

W

2
(55)

for the non-relativistic propagators in the leading-order diagram ,Figure 2,and ~�2 =

�2eE =(4�),wecan rewrite(54)as

��
(1)

hard
=
16�2�2ew

27M 2
W s

Im

�

(� i)~�2�
Z

ddr

(2�)d

1� �

�� �+

�

� 2Re
�

2�

"�

�
1

�2
�

3

2�

� �

�
4M 2

W

�2

� � �

+ c
(1;�n)

p;LR

#

: (56)

The unintegrated form ofthe result is given to m ake the cancellation ofthe �-poles

againstothercontributionscom puted in thefollowing subsectionsm oretransparent.
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Figure8:Diagram scontributing to thevirtualcorrection C
(1)

d;h
atoneloop.

4.1.2 D ecay corrections

Next we discuss the electroweak correction to the m atching coe�cient �. In the pole

m assand on-shell�eld renorm alization schem e� (2;ew ) = � i�(1;ew ) = iM W Im � (2;0).The

cutsofthe 2-loop electroweak W self-energy consistoftwo parts,corresponding to the

virtualand realhard corrections to the W pole decay width. Dealing with the total

crosssection,weonly need thesum ofthesetwo.However,wealso haveto discusshow

to obtain resultsfortheavour-speci�cprocesse+ e� ! �� ��� u �dX .To aid this,wewill

discussthevirtualand realcorrectionsseparately,starting with theform er.

The virtualone-loop correction to the pole-schem e decay width into a single lepton

(l)orquark (h)doubletcan bewritten as

�
(1;virt)

W ;l=h
= 2�

(0)

W ;l=h
ReC

(1)

d;l=h
; (57)

where the tree-levelwidthsin d dim ensionsare �
(0)

W ;l
= �

(0)

�� ���
= �ewM W =12+ O (�)and

�
(0)

W ;h
= �

(0)

u �d
= 3�

(0)

W ;l
. The calculation ofC

(1)

d;h
involves the evaluation ofthe diagram s

depicted in Figure8 with obviousm odi�cationsfortheleptonicdecay.Afteradding the

counterterm (46)with n = 1 weobtain

C
(1)

d;l=h
=

�

2�

"�

�
1

2�2
�

5

4�

� �
M 2

W

�2

�� �

+ Q f
�Q f

�

�
1

�2
�

3

2�

� �

�
M 2

W

�2

�� �

+ c
(1;�n)

d;l=h

#

;

(58)

where for the leptonic (hadronic) decay we have to set the electric charges to Q f =

� 1;�Q f = 0 (Q f = 2=3;�Q f = � 1=3 ).The�nitepartsc
(1;�n)

d;l=h
ofthem atching coe�cients

aregiven explicitly in Appendix B.Num erically,

c
(1;�n)

d;l
= � 2:709� 0:552i; c

(1;�n)

d;h
= � 2:034� 0:597i; (59)

forM W = 80:377GeV,M Z = 91:188GeV,m t= 174:2GeV,and M H = 115GeV.

To thiswe have to add thecorrection due to hard realradiation ofa single photon.

Sincethecorresponding softcorrectionsvanish,thehard realcorrectionsareequivalent

totherealcorrectionsevaluated in thestandard electroweak theory and theircalculation

isstraightforward.W ecom putethebrem sstrahlung diagram sand integratethesquared

am plitude (divided by 2M W )overthe d-dim ensionalphase-space [39]. The expression

thus obtained contains infrared (double) poles which cancelthe poles in (57) and we
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are left with �nite expressions for the avour-speci�c leptonic and hadronic m atching

coe�cients.Including the(two-loop)QCD correction to thehadronicdecay,they read

�
(2)

l
= � i�

(1;ew )

W ;l
;

�
(2)

h
= � i

�

�
(1;ew )

W ;h
+ 1:409

�2s

�2
�
(0)

W ;h

�

;

�
(1;ew )

W ;l=h
= �

(0)

W ;l=h

�

2�

�

2Rec
(1;�n)

d;l=h
+

�
101

12
+
19

2
Q f

�Q f �
7�2

12
�
�2

6
Q f

�Q f

��

: (60)

Strictly speaking,forthecom putation ofthesem atching coe�cientswehaveto expand

around thecom plex pole �sand notaround M 2
W .However,thedi�erencein thewidth is

oforder�3 and thusbeyond NLO [2].

4.2 C oulom b corrections

The exchange ofpotentialphotonswith energy k0 � MW � and three-m om entum ~k �

M W

p
�,shown in Figure9,correspondsto insertionsofthe non-localfour-boson inter-

actionsin the e�ective Lagrangian (11). These insertionscan be sum m ed to allorders

in term softheGreen function G c(~r;~r
0;E )oftheSchr�odingeroperator� ~r 2=M W � �=r

evaluated at~r = ~r0 = 0. Using the representation ofthe Green function given in [40],

weobtain [41]

iA coulom b = � 4i��2ew�

8
<

:

1

2
ln

 

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

!

+  

0

@ 1�
�

2

q

� (E + i�
(0)

W )=M W

1

A

9
=

;
;(61)

where  (x) is Euler’s psi-function,and a subtraction-schem e dependent realconstant

that drops out in the cross section has been om itted. The diagram with no photon

exchange is not included in this expression,since it corresponds to the leading-order

am plitude (15). The logarithm constitutes a �=
p
� �

p
� correction relative to the

leading-orderscattering am plitude (15). The expansion ofthe psi-function in � results

in an expansion in powersof
p
�.Thus,theCoulom b correction up to NLO reads

��
(1)
C oulom b =

4��2

27s4ws
Im

"

�
�

2
ln

 

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

!

+
�2�2

12

s

�
M W

E + i�
(0)

W

#

: (62)
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Figure 10: Soft-photon diagram s in the e�ective theory: Initial-initialstate interfer-

ence(ii),initial-interm ediatestateinterference(im )and interm ediate-interm ediatestate

interference (m m ).Sym m etricdiagram sarenotshown.

Thiscontributesonly to the LR helicity crosssection,since the production operatorat

theverticesin Figure9 istheleading orderone(13).Directly atthreshold (E = 0)the

one-photon exchangeN 1=2LO term (thelogarithm in (62))isoforder5% relativeto the

leading order. Two-photon exchange is only a few-perm ille correction,con�rm ing the

expectation thatCoulom b exchangesdo nothaveto besum m ed to allordersdueto the

large width ofthe W boson. The one and two Coulom b-exchange term s have already

been discussed in [10,11].

4.3 Soft-photon corrections

W e now turn to the radiative correction originating from soft-photon exchange. These

are O (�) contributions to the forward-scattering am plitude, and correspond to two-

loop diagram sin thee�ective theory containing a photon with m om entum com ponents

q0 � j~qj� MW �. The relevant Feynm an rules are given by the coupling ofthe soft

photon to the
� �eldsin thePNRQED Lagrangian (11)and to thecollinearelectrons

and positrons contained in the SCET Lagrangian. The latter is sim ply the eikonal

coupling � ien�, where n� is the direction of the four-m om entum of the electron or

positron.The topologiescontributing to the two-loop forward-scattering am plitude are

shown in Figure10.TheW -boson verticesareleading-orderproduction vertices,hence

atNLO thesoftcorrection appliesonly to theleft-righte� e+ helicity forward-scattering

am plitude.Notethat(m m 2)isnotadouble-countingoftheCoulom b-exchangediagram

in Figure9,sincethetwo diagram sreferto di�erentloop m om entum regions.

It is wellknown that forthe process e� e+ ! W � W + ! f1 �f2f3 �f4 the soft-photon

correctionsrelated to the �nalstate cancelforthe inclusive crosssection [42,43]. The
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diagram softype(im )in Figure10cancelpairwisewhen thesum overincom ingpositrons

and electronsisperform ed.Thesum ofthediagram softheform of(m m 1)and (m m 2)

cancelsaftertheloop integralsareperform ed.Thereforethesum ofalldiagram swhere

a softphoton couplesto an 
 linevanishes.In thee�ectivetheory thiscancellation can

beseen from theoutset,sinceitfollowsfrom theparticularform oftheleading coupling

ofa soft photon to non-relativistic W bosons in the e�ective Lagrangian (11),which

involves only A 0
s(t;0). Since the residualgauge invariance ofthe e�ective Lagrangian

allowsone to setthe tim e-like com ponentofthe photon �eld to zero,atleading order

the
� 
� couplingscan berem oved from theLagrangian.

Therefore the soft-photon correction in the e�ective theory is given by the initial-

initialstate interference diagram s. However,diagram (ii2)leadsto a scaleless integral

which vanishesin dim ensionalregularization,and diagram (ii3)and thesym m etric dia-

gram areproportionalto p21 � 0 and p22 � 0,respectively.Theonly non-zero diagram is

(ii1)and thecorresponding crossed diagram .Thesum ofthetwo diagram sevaluatesto

�A
(1)

soft
=
16�2�2ew

M 2
W

8�� (p1 � p2)(1� �)~�4�
Z

ddr

(2�)d

Z
ddq

(2�)d

�
1

�+

1

(q2 + i�)

1

(� q� p1 + i�)

1

(� q� p2 + i�)

1

(�� � q0)

=
16�2�2ew

M 2
W

�

�
(� i)~�2�

Z
ddr

(2�)d

1� �

�� �+

�

�
1

�2
�
2

�
ln

�

�
2��

�

�

+ 2ln
2

�

�
2��

�

�

+
5�2

12

�

: (63)

The double �-polein (63)cancelsagainstthepolein the hard m atching coe�cient;the

single polecan befactorized into the initial-stateelectron (positron)structure function

asshown in Section 5.Subtractingthepolepartoftheintegrand (63)beforeperform ing

theintegration,oneobtains

�A
(1;�n)

soft
= A

(0)

LR

2�

�

"

ln
2

 

�
8(E + i�

(0)

W )

�

!

� 4ln

 

�
8(E + i�

(0)

W )

�

!

+ 8+
13

24
�2

#

: (64)

Asbefore,ther0 integration hasbeen perform ed by closing ther0 integration contourin

theupperhalf-planeand pickingup thepoleatr0 = E � ~r2=(2M W )+ i�
(0)

W =2.Becauseof

theabsenceofsoftcorrectionsrelated tothe�nalstate,atNLO thesoftcorrectionstothe

avour-speci�cprocess(1)canbeobtainedbym ultiplyingthesofttwo-loopcontributions

to theforward-scattering am plitudeby theleading-orderbranching ratios,thus

��
(1)
soft =

1

27s
Im �A

(1)

soft
: (65)

Asa check,wealso calculated thesoftcorrectionsdirectly fortheprocess(1)and found

agreem entwith thesim plercalculation oftheforward-scattering am plitude.
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arenotshown.

4.4 C ollinear-photon corrections

Finally we consider collinear-photon corrections,corresponding to photon energies of

orderM W ,and photon virtuality oforderM W �W . The four-m om entum ofthe photon

isproportionaltotheinitial-stateelectron orpositron m om entum .Thecollinearphoton

couplings arise from the SCET Lagrangian,while their couplings to the W bosons is

encoded in thecollinearW ilson linesin the production operators.The diagram scorre-

sponding to NLO contributionsare shown in Figure 11. Asdiscussed in [13]allthese

diagram s are scaleless for on-shell,m assless initial-state particles. However,we shall

haveto say m oreaboutcollineare�ectsin Section 5,when weincludetheresum m ation

oflargeinitial-stateradiation logarithm s.

4.5 Sum m ary ofradiative corrections

The radiative correction to the next-to-leading ordercrosssection isgiven by the sum

ofthecorrections(56),(65),(62),(35)com puted in theprevioussections,

�̂
(1)

LR
= ��

(1)
hard + ��

(1)
soft + ��

(1)
C oulom b + ��

(1)
decay : (66)

Recallthat this refers to the e�
L e

+

R helicity initialstate,while there are no radiative

correctionsto the otherhelicity com binationsatNLO.The radiative correction to the

unpolarized crosssection isonefourth oftheLR contribution.

Because ofthe approxim ation m e = 0,the crosssection isnotinfrared-safe,ascan

beseen by sum m ing thefourcontributions.TheCoulom b and decay correctionsarefree

ofinfrared singularities.Forthesum ofthesoft(63)and hard (56)term sweobtain the

following expression:
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: (67)
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The cross section �̂
(1)

LR
is a \partonic" cross section. It should be convoluted with the

electron (positron)distribution function,which containsthe infrared e�ectsassociated

with theelectron m assscale.In thefollowing section wediscusshow thepartoniccross

section istransform ed to theinfrared-�nitephysicalcrosssection.

5 Initial-state radiation

Therem aining�-polesin (67)areassociated with em ission ofphotonscollineartothein-

com ingelectron orpositron,and can befactorized intotheelectron distribution function

�M S

ee ,in term sofwhich thephysicalcrosssection � reads[44,45]

�h(s)=

Z 1

0

dx1

Z 1

0

dx2�
M S

ee (x1)�
M S

ee (x2)�̂
M S

h (x1x2s): (68)

Here �̂M S

h (s)= �h;B orn(s)+ �̂
(1)

h;M S
(s)isourresultfortheNLO helicity-speci�ccrosssection

afteraddingtheBorn crosssection from Section 3and theradiativecorrection from (66)

with the infrared �-polesm inim ally subtracted. The partonic crosssection dependson

the scales Q = fM W ;E ;�W g and the factorization scale �. The electron distribution

function in the M S schem e depends on � and the very-long distance scale m e. The

physicalcross section is independent of� and includes the electron-m ass dependence

up to e�ectssuppressed by powersofm e=Q.By evolving theelectron distribution from

the scale m e to the scale Q,onesum slarge collinearlogarithm s�
n1 ln

n2 (Q 2=m 2
e),with

n1 = 1;:::;1 , n2 = 1;:::;n1 from initial-state radiation of photons to allorders in

perturbation theory. A NLO calculation ofthe partonic cross section should go along

with a next-to-leading logarithm ic approxim ation,where allterm s with n2 = n1 and

n2 = n1 � 1 are sum m ed. Note that here we do not attem pt to sum logarithm s of

M W =�W ,which are less im portant,although the e�ective-theory form alism is ideally

suited forthissum m ation aswell.

Unfortunately thestructurefunctions�LL

ee(x)availablein theliteraturedo notcorre-

spond totheM S schem eand sum onlyleadinglogarithm s�n ln
n
(Q 2=m 2

e).Toconvertour

result�̂M S

h (s)tothisschem eandsum theleading-logarithm icinitial-stateradiatione�ects

weproceed asfollows:�rst,using theexpansion �M S

ee (x)= �(1� x)+ �
M S;(1)
ee (x)+ O (�2),

we com putetheschem e-independentNLO physicalcrosssection withoutsum m ation of

collinearlogarithm s,

�N LOh (s)= �h;B orn(s)+ �̂
(1)

h;M S
(s)+ 2

Z 1

0

dx�M S;(1)
ee (x)�h;B orn(xs): (69)

Then,by com paring thisto thecorresponding equation in theconventionalschem e,

�N LOh (s)= �h;B orn(s)+ �̂
(1)

h;conv
(s)+ 2

Z 1

0

dx�LL;(1)
ee (x)�h;B orn(xs); (70)
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we determ ine �̂
(1)

h;conv
(s),and hence �̂conv

h (s)= �h;B orn(s)+ �̂
(1)

h;conv
(s).Finally,wecalculate

theinitial-stateradiation resum m ed crosssection

�h(s)=

Z 1

0

dx1

Z 1

0

dx2�
LL

ee(x1)�
LL

ee(x2)̂�
conv

h (x1x2s) (71)

in theconventionalschem e fortheelectron (positron)distribution functions.Notethat

sincetheBorn crosssection fortheRL helicity com bination isalready a NLO e�ect,the

schem e conversion m ust be perform ed only forh = LR. Forh = RL we sim ply have

�̂conv

R L (s)= �̂M S

R L(s)= �R L;B orn(s).

Step 1:Calculation ofthe �xed-orderphysicalcrosssection �N LOLR (s). Ratherthan cal-

culating the last term on the right-hand side of(69),we com pute directly the radia-

tive correction to the physicalcrosssection,�
(1)

LR
(s),by converting �̂

(1)

h;M S
(s),where the

collineardivergencesareregulated dim ensionally,into theexpression when theelectron

m assitselfisused astheregulator.

In the presence ofthe new scale m e � �W ;E ;M W there are two new m om entum

regionsthatgive non-zero contributionsto the radiative corrections. They correspond

to hard-collinear photon m om entum (q0 � MW ,q
2 � m2e) and soft-collinear photons

(q0 � �W ,q
2 � m2e�

2
W =M

2
W ).

7 The corresponding loop integrals are scaleless when

m e = 0;form e 6= 0,they supply thedi�erence

�
(1)

LR
(s)� �̂

(1)

LR
= ��

(1)

s-coll
+ ��

(1)

h-coll
: (72)

In otherwords�
(1)

LR
(s)isthe sum ofthe fourcontributionsin (66)plusthose from the

two new m om entum regions.

Only asm allsubsetofalltheradiativecorrection diagram shashard-orsoft-collinear

contributions,nam ely thosecontaining a photon lineconnecting to an externalelectron

orpositron.Thetopologyofthesoft-collinearand hard-collineardiagram sisidenticalto

the(ii)and (im )diagram sin Figure10,and to thediagram sin Figure11,respectively.

Thecalculation isstraightforward.In each region wesim plifytheintegrand byneglecting

allsm allterm s,sincetheleading-orderterm in theexpansion in each region issu�cient.

Thesoft-collinearcorrection is

��
(1)

s-coll
=
16�2�2ew

27M 2
W s

�

�
Im

�

(� i)~�2�
Z

ddr

(2�)d

1� �

�� �+

�

�

�
1

�2
+
2

�
ln

�

�
m e��

�M W

�

� 2ln
2

�

�
m e��

�M W

�

�
3�2

4

��

; (73)

7Theexistenceoftwo collinearm om entum regionsisrelated to thefactthattheW pair-production

threshold region probestheelectron distribution function nearx = 1,wherehard-collinearrealradiation

isinhibited.
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thehard-collinearcorrection
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Thestructureofthelogarithm sm akesitclearthatthetwocontributionsariseeach from

a single scale,� � me�W =M W and � � me,respectively. Adding (66),(73),(74),and

m aking use of(67)resultsin the factorization-schem e independentradiative correction

to thephysicalcrosssection,
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After perform ing the r-integralwe m ay set d to four and obtain a �nite result. As

expected the �-poles have cancelled,but the infrared-sensitivity ofthe cross section is

reected in thelargelogarithm sln(2M W =m e).

Step 2: Calculation of �̂conv

LR (s). Com paring the right-hand sides of(69) and (70),we

obtain theradiativecorrection to theconventional\partonic" crosssection

�̂
(1)

LR ;conv(s)= �
(1)

LR (s)� 2

Z 1

0

dx�LL;(1)
ee (x)�LR ;B orn(xs); (76)

where�
LL;(1)
ee (x)istheO (�)term in theexpansion oftheconventionalelectron structure

function provided in [46,47]. In the notation of[47]we em ploy the structure function

with �exp = �s = �H = �e =
2�

�
(2ln(

p
s=m e)� 1).To calculatethesubtraction term in

(76)itissu�cienttoapproxim ate
p
s= 2M W in theexpression for�e,toset�LR ;B orn(xs)

to theleading-orderBorn term (17)with thereplacem entofE by E � MW (1� x),and

to use�
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ee (x)in thelim itx ! 1,
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�e

4

�
2

[1� x]+
+
3

2
�(1� x)

�

: (77)
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W ethen reintroducetheintegraloverr,and exchangether-and x-integration toobtain

� 2

Z 1

0

dx�LL;(1)
ee (x)�

(0)

LR
(xs)=

�
16�2�2ew

27M 2
W
s
Im

�

(� i)~�2�
Z

ddr

(2�)d

1

�� �+

�e

2

�

2ln

�

�
��

M W

�

+
3

2

��

; (78)

which showsthat �̂conv

LR (s)isfreefrom thelargeelectron m asslogarithm s.To obtain the

�nalform in (78)we have shifted the integration variable r0 to E � r0. Sum m ing (75)

and (78),and perform ing ther-integration,givesthe�nalresultforthenext-to-leading

orderradiativecorrection to theconventional\partonic" crosssection

�̂
(1)

LR ;conv(s)=
4�3

27s4ws
Im

(

(� 1)

s

�
E + i�

(0)

W

M W

�

2ln

�

�
4(E + i�

(0)

W
)

M W

�

+ Re

h

c
(1;�n)

p;LR

i

+
�2

4
+
1

2

�)

+ ��
(1)
C oulom b + ��

(1)
decay : (79)

Step 3:Com putation ofthe resum m ed crosssection. Thesum m ation ofcollinearloga-

rithm sfrom initial-stateradiation iscom pleted by perform ingtheconvolution (71)using

theBorn crosssection and theradiativecorrection (79)togetherwith theelectron struc-

ture functionsfrom [46,47]. Thisconstitutesour�nalresult,which we shalldiscussin

detailin thefollowing section.

6 N LO four-ferm ion production cross section

W e now presentourNLO predictionsforthe totalcrosssection ofthe processe� e+ !

�� ���u�dX and assessthe theoreticalerroron the W -m assm easurem entdue to the un-

certaintiesin thecross-section calculation.

6.1 Input param eters and sum m ation ofW -w idth corrections

In addition totheinputparam eters(42)used forthecom parison ofthetreecrosssection

weuse�s = �M S
s (80:4GeV)= 0:1199 and them asses

m t = 174:2GeV; M H = 115GeV; m e = 0:51099892M eV: (80)

W eusethe�nestructureconstant� in theG � schem eeverywhere including theinitial-

state radiation. W ith these inputparam eterswe obtain from (60)the num ericalvalue

oftheW width to NLO,

�W = 3

�

�
(0)

W ;l
+ �

(1;ew )

W ;l

�

+ 2

�

�
(0)

W ;h
+ �

(1;ew )

W ;h

�

�Q C D = 2:09201GeV: (81)
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Notethatwehavechosen tom ultiply notonlytheleadingorder,butalsotheelectroweak

correction to the hadronic decay by the factor �Q C D de�ned in (20). In the num erical

results below we willresum the fullNLO width (81) in the e�ective-theory propaga-

tor(10),thatiswe do notperform an expansion ofthe propagatorin the perturbative

correctionstothem atchingcoe�cient�.W enow describehow theform ulafortheNLO

crosssection m ustbe m odi�ed to accom plish thissum m ation ofthe width corrections.

Readersnotinterested in thistechnicaldetailm ay m ovedirectly to thenextsubsection.

Leaving � = � i�W unexpanded am ounts to setting �
(1)

W
to zero in the NLO tree

crosssection (33)and to replacing �
(0)

W
by �W whereveritappears.Som ecarehasthen

to be taken in order to obtain the correct cross section for the avour-speci�c four-

ferm ion �nalstatefrom thecalculation oftheforward-scatteringam plitude.Cuttingthe

e�ective-theory propagatorleadsto a factor

M W �W

(r0 �
~r2

2M W
)2 +

�2
W

4

; (82)

analogously to (16). In the directcalculation ofthe four-ferm ion production crosssec-

tion thenum eratorarisesfrom integrating overthetwo-body decay phase space,which

yields the leading-order partialwidth. Hence, we have to m ultiply allcontributions

to the forward-scattering am plitude with two cute�ective-theory propagators(the po-

tentialcontributions in Section 3.1,the Coulom b and soft radiative corrections,and

the contribution from the one-loop correction to the production operator)by a factor

�
(0)

�� ���
�
(0)

u �d
=�2W instead ofthefactor�

(0)

�� ���
�
(0)

u �d
=[�

(0)

W ]2 = 1=27 used in thetreelevelanaly-

sis. In the calculation ofthe m atching coe�cientofthe four-electron production-decay

operatorperform ed in Section 3.3theself-energy insertionson oneofthetwoW linesare

treated perturbatively,and thedecay subprocessisalready correctly included atlowest

order,whiletheotherW ise�ectively treated in thenarrow-width approxim ation

M W �W

(k2 � M 2
W )

2 + M 2
W �

2
W

! �
�W

�W
�(k2 � M 2

W ): (83)

To obtain the correct avour-speci�c �nalstate we therefore have to include a single

prefactor �
(0)

W � ! �� ��
=�W or �

(0)

W + ! u �d
=�W , depending on the W charge. As shown in

Table 2,with these prescriptions the N 3=2LO e�ective-theory approxim ation and the

fullBorn crosssection (in the �xed-width de�nition now using (81))are again in very

good agreem ent,sim ilarto theearliercom parison,whereonly �
(0)

W wasresum m ed in the

propagator.

Asalready m entioned the electroweak radiative correctionsare correctly treated by

m ultiplying theinclusiveforward-scattering am plitudeby �
(0)

W � ! �� ��
�
(0)

W + ! u �d
=�2W ,except

for the correction to W decay itself. These contributions are included by adding the

decay correction

��
(1)

decay =

 
�
(1;ew )

�� ���

�
(0)

�� ���

+
�
(1;ew )

u �d

�
(0)

u �d

!

�
(0) (84)
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�(e� e+ ! �� ���u�d)(fb)
p
s[GeV] EFT Tree(NLO) EFT Tree(N 3=2LO) exactBorn

155 42.25 30.54 33.58(1)

158 65.99 60.83 61.67(2)

161 154.02 154.44 154.19(6)

164 298.6 303.7 303.0(1)

167 400.3 409.3 408.8(2)

170 469.4 481.7 481.7(2)

Table2:Com parison ofthenum ericalcom putation ofthefullBorn resultwith W hizard

with successive e�ective-theory approxim ationsasin Table 1,butnow the NLO decay

width �W asgiven in (81)isused.

instead of(35). The QCD corrections up to order �2s are included in a sim ilar way.

Because ofthe large NLO corrections to the tree cross section and the large e�ect of

ISR,itissensibleto apply theQCD decay correction to thefullNLO electroweak cross

section. This am ounts to m ultiplying �
(0)

u �d
, �

(1;ew )

u �d
by the radiative correction factor

�Q CD asgiven in (20),whereverthey appear,which isconsistentwith the de�nition of

the NLO W width (81). Ifin addition we also account (approxim ately) forthe QCD

decay correction to the non-resonantcontributions from Section 3.3,thisisequivalent

to m ultiplying the entire NLO electroweak cross section by �Q CD and using the QCD

corrected width (81)aswillbedonein thefollowing analysis.

6.2 N LO four-ferm ion production cross section in the e�ective

theory

The convolution ofthe \partonic" cross section with the electron structure functions

contains integrations over partonic center-of-m ass energies far below threshold,where

the e�ective �eld theory approxim ation is not valid. The EFT calculation should be

m atched to a fullcrosssection calculation below som e cm senergy,say
p
s= 155 GeV,

where forthe fullcalculation a Born treatm ent is su�cient,because the cross section

below threshold issm all. Since the N 3=2LO EFT approxim ation to the Born crosssec-

tion providesa very good approxim ation (exceptsigni�cantly below threshold),wehave

found itm ore convenient to replace the EFT approxim ation to the Born crosssection

convoluted according to (71)by the fullISR-im proved Born crosssection asgenerated

by the W hizard program [17]rather than to perform this m atching. To this we add

the NLO radiative correction (79)(replacing the leading-ordercrosssection �(0) by the

fullBorn cross section �Born in the decay correction (84)), which we also convolute

with the electron distribution functions. Here we sim ply cuto� the integration region
p
x1x2s < 155GeV.The dependence on this cut-o� is negligible. Lowering it from
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�(e� e+ ! �� ���u�dX )(fb)
p
s[GeV] Born Born(ISR) NLO NLO(ISR-tree)

158 61.67(2) 45.64(2) 49.19(2) 50.02(2)

[-26.0% ] [-20.2% ] [-18.9% ]

161 154.19(6) 108.60(4) 117.81(5) 120.00(5)

[-29.6% ] [-23.6% ] [-22.2% ]

164 303.0(1) 219.7(1) 234.9(1) 236.8(1)

[-27.5% ] [-22.5% ] [-21.8% ]

167 408.8(2) 310.2(1) 328.2(1) 329.1(1)

[-24.1% ] [-19.7% ] [-19.5% ]

170 481.7(2) 378.4(2) 398.0(2) 398.3(2)

[-21.4% ] [-17.4% ] [-17.3% ]

Table 3:Two NLO im plem entationsofthe e�ective-theory calculation,which di�erby

thetreatm entofinitial-stateradiation com pared tothe\exact" Born crosssection with-

out(second colum n)and with (third colum n)ISR im provem ent.Therelativecorrection

in bracketsisgiven with respectto theBorn crosssection in thesecond colum n.

to 155GeV to 150GeV (140 GeV),changes the cross section at
p
s = 161 GeV from

117:81fb to 117:87fb (117:91fb),while the dependence on the cut-o� for higher cm s

energy iseven sm aller.

OurresultfortheNLO four-ferm ion crosssection isshown in Table3.Theim pactof

radiativecorrectionsisseen by com paring theexactBorn crosssection (second colum n,

identicalto the last colum n in Table 2),the ISR-im proved Born cross section (third

colum n)and the NLO result(fourth colum n). Asiswell-known initial-state radiation

results in a large negative correction (about 25% ). The size ofthe genuine radiative

correction isbestassessed by com paring the\NLO"colum n to the\Born(ISR)"colum n

and thus seen to be about +8% . Given that we aim at a theoreticalaccuracy at the

sub-percentlevel,thisisan im portante�ect.W eshalldiscussbelow,in Section 6.4,an

estim ateoftherem aining uncertainty oftheNLO crosssection.

One uncertainty isrelated to the factthatthe conventionalim plem entation ofISR

sum sonly leading logarithm s,whereasa NLO calculation ofthe partonic crosssection

should be accom panied by a next-to-leading logarithm ic resum m ation. Thus rather

than convolutingthefullNLO partoniccrosssection with thestructurefunctionsasdone

aboveand indicated in (71),onecould equally wellconvoluteonlytheBorn crosssection,

and add the radiative correction without ISR im provem ent,as done in som e previous

NLO calculations[6,15].Although we favourthe �rstoption,thetwo im plem entations

are form ally equivalent, because the di�erence is a next-to-leading logarithm ic term .

W e therefore consider thisdi�erence asan estim ate ofthe uncertainty induced by the
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�(e� e+ ! �� ���u�dX )(fb)
p
s[GeV] Born NLO(EFT) ee4f[15] DPA [15]

161 150.05(6) 104.97(6) 105.71(7) 103.15(7)

170 481.2(2) 373.74(2) 377.1(2) 376.9(2)

Table 4: Com parison ofthe strictelectroweak NLO results (withoutQCD corrections

and ISR resum m ation).

m issing next-to-leading logarithm ic evolution ofthe structure functions. To assessthis

uncertainty,in the�fth colum n ofTable 3 weshow theNLO crosssection based on the

expression

�ISR -tree(s)=

Z 1

0

dx1

Z 1

0

dx2�
LL

ee(x1)�
LL

ee(x2)�Born(x1x2s)+ �̂(1)
conv

(s); (85)

wheretheNLO correction to the\partonic" crosssection,�̂(1)
conv

(s),isgiven in (79)(with

1=27replaced by �
(0)

�� ���
�
(0)

u �d
=�2W ).Thecom parison ofthelastand second-to-lastcolum ns

ofTable 3 shows that the di�erence between the two im plem entations ofISR reaches

alm osttwo percentatthreshold and isthereforem uch largerthan thetargetaccuracy in

the per-m ille range. The di�erence between the two im plem entationsbecom essm aller

athigherenergiesand isnegligible at
p
s = 170 GeV.The im pactofthisdi�erence on

theaccuracy oftheW -m assm easurem entwillbeinvestigated furtherin Section 6.4.

6.3 C om parison to the fullfour-ferm ion calculation

W enow com paretheNLO prediction ofthefour-ferm ion production process(1)obtained

with the e�ective-theory m ethod to the fullNLO calculation perform ed in [15]in the

com plex m ass schem e. Forthis com parison,we adjust our input param eters to those

of[15],

M W = 80:425GeV ; �W = 2:0927GeV ; m t = 178GeV ; �s = 0:1187; (86)

and use �(0) = 1=137:03599911 in the relative radiative corrections as in [15]. W e

�rstcom pare the strictelectroweak NLO calculation,i.e.the crosssection withoutthe

QCD correction �Q CD and withoutinitial-stateradiation beyond the�rst-orderterm .In

the e�ective-theory calculation the corresponding radiative correction isgiven by (75)

om itting the second-orderCoulom b correction and the factor�Q CD in the decay width.

In Table 4 the EFT result and the result of[15]are shown in the colum ns labelled

\NLO(EFT)" and \ee4f",respectively.Forcom parison wealso show theresultsforthe

Born crosssection and in thedouble-poleapproxim ation (\DPA")in theim plem entation

of[6]asquoted in [15]. The m ain observation isthatthe di�erence between the EFT

and thefullfour-ferm ion calculation isonly 0:7% at
p
s= 161 GeV and growsto about

1% at
p
s= 170 GeV.
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�(e� e+ ! �� ���u�dX )(fb)
p
s[GeV] Born(ISR) NLO(EFT) ee4f[15] DPA [15]

161 107.06(4) 117.38(4) 118.12(8) 115.48(7)

170 381.0(2) 399.9(2) 401.8(2) 402.1(2)

Table 5: Com parison ofNLO results with QCD corrections and ISR resum m ation in-

cluded.

Next,in Table5,wecom paretothefullresultincluding theQCD correction and the

resum m ation ofISR corrections with [15]. Here we im plem ent the QCD correction as

in [15]by m ultiplying theentireelectroweak NLO resultby theoverallfactor(1+ �s=�).

Furtherm ore,we include ISR corrections only to the Born cross section as in (85),in

agreem entwith thetreatm entof[15].Again thesecond-orderCoulom b correction isset

tozero,because[15]doesnotincludeanytwo-loope�ects.Asbefore,theTableshowsthe

two NLO calculations,the Born crosssection (now ISR im proved)and the double-pole

approxim ation.Thediscrepancy between theEFT calculation and thefullfour-ferm ion

calculation isaround 0:6% atthreshold.TheEFT approxim ation issigni�cantly better

than the double-pole approxim ation directly atthreshold,while athigherenergiesthe

quality ofthe DPA im proves relative to the EFT approxim ation,since no threshold

expansion isperform ed in theDPA.

6.4 T heoreticalerror ofthe M W determ ination

The W m ass willprobably be determ ined by m easuring the four-ferm ion production

cross section at a few selected cm s energies near the W pair-production threshold.

In this section we estim ate the error on the W m ass from various sources of theo-

reticaluncertainty. To this end we assum e that m easurem ents O i willbe taken at
p
s = 160;161;162;163;164GeV,and at

p
s = 170GeV,and thatthe m easured values

coincidewith ourNLO calculation (labelled \NLO(EFT)" in Table3)corresponding to

theW polem assM W = 80:377GeV.W edenoteby E i(�M W )thecrosssection valuesat

thesix cm senergy pointsforany othertheoreticalcalculation offour-ferm ion production

asa function oftheinputW m ass80:377GeV + �M W ,and determ inethem inim um of

�2(�M W )=

6X

i= 1

(O i� Ei(�M W ))
2

2�2i
: (87)

For sim plicity we assum e that each point carries the sam e weight, so �i � � is an

arbitrary constantofm assdim ension � 2.(W echecked thata m orerealisticassignm ent

�i �
p
O i doesnotlead to signi�cantly di�erentresults.) The value of�M W atwhich

�2(�M W ) attains its m inim um provides an estim ate ofthe di�erence in the m easured

valueofM W duetothedi�erenttheoreticalcrosssection inputs,O iand E i.Forinstance

ifE i(�M W )istheISR-im proved Born crosssection (labelled \Born(ISR)"in Table3),we
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obtain �M W = � 201M eV,which tellsusthatcom paring m easurem entsto a theoretical

calculation withoutthegenuineradiativecorrectionswould resultin avalueofM W which

isabout200M eV toolow.TheNLO calculation isthereforecrucialforan accurateM W

determ ination.Nextweattem ptto estim atewhetheritisaccurateenough.

Treatm ent of initial-state radiation. A look at the last two colum ns of Table 3 re-

veals that two di�erent im plem entation ofISR,which are form ally equivalent at the

leading-logarithm ic level,can lead to di�erences in the predicted cross section of2%

at
p
s = 161GeV,where the sensitivity to M W is largest. W e take this asa m easure

fortheuncertainty caused by them issing next-to-leading logarithm iccorrectionsto the

structure function. To estim ate the erroron M W caused by thisuncertainty,we apply

theprocedurediscussed aboveand �nd

[�M W ]ISR � 31M eV: (88)

Thislargeerrorcould beavoided by m easuring thecrosssection predom inantly around

170GeV ratherthan around 162GeV,butthesensitivity to M W issigni�cantly sm aller

at higher energies (see Figure 12 below). Thus,this error should be elim inated by a

consistenttreatm entoftheelectronstructurefunctionsatthenext-to-leadinglogarithm ic

level,in which allNLL correctionsaretaken into accountby convoluting theNLO cross

section with theNLL structurefunctions.A related e�ectconcernsthechoiceofschem e

and scale ofthe electrom agnetic coupling. The di�erence in the crosssection between

using �(0)and � in theG �-schem e in theradiativecorrection (including,in particular,

initial-stateradiation)isabout1% ,which translatesinto anothererrorofabout15M eV

in theW m ass.Thescaleam biguity ofthecouplingused in initial-stateradiation can be

resolved only in the contextofa next-to-leading logarithm ic resum m ation which takes

the evolution of� between m e and �W into account. On the other hand,the typical

scalesin the short-distance crosssection are atleast�W � 2GeV,so that� in the G�
schem eism oreappropriatethan thelow-energyelectrom agneticcouplingin theradiative

correction to theshort-distancecrosssection,sinceitisnum erically closeto therunning

coupling at2GeV.

Uncalculated corrections to the \partonic" cross section. The leading m issing higher-

orderterm sin theexpansion in � and � areN3=2LO correctionstotheforward-scattering

am plitudefrom four-loop potentialdiagram s(third Coulom b correction),three-loop di-

agram swith two potentialloopsand one softloop (interference ofsingle-Coulom b and

softradiativecorrections),two-loop potentialdiagram swith O (�)m atching coe�cients

orO (�)higher-dim ensionalproduction operators,and theO (�)correction tothem atch-

ing coe�cientsofthe four-electron production-decay operators. The latterisexpected

to be the largest ofthese contributions,in particular since the non-resonant N 1=2LO

contributions are large atthe Born level(� 40% at threshold,see Table1). Presum -

ably,thiscontribution isalso the origin ofthe 0:6% di�erence between the EFT result

\NLO(EFT)" and thefullfour-ferm ion calculation \ee4f" at
p
s= 161GeV in Table5.
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A rough estim ateofthiscorrection to thehelicity-averaged crosssection is

��̂ =
�4

27s8ws
K; (89)

whereK isan s-independentconstantoforder1.(In fact,ifweattributed thedi�erence

between our calculation (\NLO(EFT)") and that of[15](\ee4f") at
p
s = 161GeV

exclusively to thiscontribution,we would obtain K = 0:96.) Thus,we choose K = 1,

add (89)to the \NLO(EFT)" calculation,and m inim ize the �2 function.From thiswe

obtain an error

[�M W ]non� res � 8M eV: (90)

The second largestuncalculated correction to the partonic crosssection isexpected to

com efrom diagram swithsingle-Coulom b exchangeandasoftphotonorahardcorrection

to theproduction vertex.A naiveestim ateofthesum ofthetwo term sis

��̂ =
�̂
(1)

LR � ��
(1)

C oulom b � ��
(1)

decay

�
(0)

LR

��
(1)
C oulom b ; (91)

wherethequantitiesinvolved havebeen de�ned in Section 4.Estim atingthecorrespond-

ing uncertainty on theW m assasbefore,we�nd

[�M W ]Coulom b� (hard+ soft) � � 5M eV: (92)

Adding the two errors we conclude that the uncertainty on M W due to uncalculated

higher-ordere�ectsin thee�ective �eld theory m ethod isabout10� 15M eV.Thus,to

reach a totalerrorof� 6M eV requirestheinclusion ofatleastsom eN3=2LO corrections

in the EFT approach. The larger ofthe two errors estim ated above,due to the elec-

troweak correction to production-decay operator,can berem oved by using thefullNLO

four-ferm ion calculation,wherethiscorrection isincluded.

Sum m ary. The discussion above is sum m arized in Figure 12, where we plot � =

�(s;M W + �M W )=�(s;M W )fordi�erentvaluesof�M W asfunction ofthecm senergy,�

being ourNLO result,\NLO(EFT)".The relative change in the crosssection isshown

asdashed linesfor�M W = � 15;� 30;� 45M eV. The shape ofthese curvesshowsthat

thesensitivity ofthecrosssection totheW m assislargestaround thenom inalthreshold
p
s� 161GeV,asexpected,and rapidly decreasesforlarger

p
s.(Thelossin sensitivity

ispartially com pensated by a largercrosssection,im plying sm allerstatisticalerrorsof

theanticipated experim entaldata.)

Thedark-shaded areain Figure12correspondstotheuncertainty on thecrosssection

from (91),while the light-shaded area adds (linearly) the uncertainty from (89). The

theoreticalerror decreases with
p
s,since �� in (89) is roughly energy-independent,

while� increases.Thelargestcurrentuncertainty is,however,dueto am biguitiesin the

im plem entation ofISR.The solid (red)curve givestheratio ofthetwo di�erentim ple-

m entationsofISR,NLO(EFT)vs.NLO(ISR-tree),bothevaluatedatM W = 80:377GeV.
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Figure 12: W -m ass dependence ofthe totalcross section. Allthe cross sections are

norm alized to �(s;M W = 80:377GeV).Seetextforexplanations.

Asm entioned above,we do notconsiderthisasa fundam entalproblem ,since thisun-

certainty can berem oved with furtherwork on anext-to-leading-logarithm icISR resum -

m ation thatwillberequired form any otherprocessesata high-energy e� e+ collideras

well.

7 C onclusion

W eperform ed a dedicated study offour-ferm ion production neartheW pair-production

threshold in view ofthe im portance ofthis process for an accurate determ ination of

the W -boson m ass. Ourtheoreticalstudy ofradiative and �nite-width correctionswas

m otivated by a corresponding experim entalstudy [3]which showed that the planned

high-lum inosity linearcolliderm ightallow a m easurem entofM W with an errorofonly

6M eV from thethreshold region.Ourcalculation,and thegood agreem entwith thefull

NLO four-ferm ioncrosssection calculationof[15],dem onstratesthataccuratetheoretical

calculationsarefeasibleand availablein thethreshold region.W ith regard to them ass

determ ination,we�nd:

� A resum m ation ofnext-to-leading collinearlogarithm sfrom initial-stateradiation

ism andatory to reducetheerroron M W below the30 M eV level.

42



� TheNLO partoniccross-section calculation in thee�ectivetheoryapproach im plies

aresidualerrorofabout10{15M eV on M W .Thelargestm issing N
3=2LO e�ectis

probably duetotheelectroweak correction tothe(non-resonant)production-decay

vertex,which isincluded in the fullNLO four-ferm ion calculation,and can thus

beelim inated.

Itisforseeable thatboth item scan berem oved,so we conclude thatthere isno funda-

m entaldi�culty in reducing thetheoreticalerrorin theW m assdeterm ination from the

threshold region to about5 M eV.

Thecalculation presented hereisalso the�rstNLO calculation ofa realisticprocess

in unstable-particlee�ectivetheory,since[12,13]discussed thecaseofasingleresonance

in a gauged Yukawa m odel. Com parison of our results for four-ferm ion production

with num ericalintegrations ofthe Born m atrix elem ents and the radiative correction

showsgood convergence oftheEFT expansion,and very good agreem entoncethe�rst

subleading term in each essentialregion (potential/resonant,hard/non-resonant)isin-

cluded. The EFT approach providesa consistenttreatm entof�nite-width e�ectsthat

can in principle be extended system atically to higherorders. Our�nalresultstake the

form ofcom pact analytic form ulae,which has to be com pared to the num ericaland

technicalchallenges[15]ofthefullNLO four-ferm ion crosssection calculation.However,

itshould be m entioned thatourcalculation isrestricted to the inclusive crosssection,

whileam oreexibletreatm entofthe�nal-statephasespaceisobviously desirable.This

requireseitherapplying e�ective-theory m ethodsto four-ferm ion production am plitudes

ratherthan theforward-scatteringam plitude,ortheconsideration ofspeci�ccutssuch as

corresponding to invariant-m assdistributionsthatallow fora sem i-inclusive treatm ent.

Interesting developm entsin thisdirection haverecently been reported fortop-quark pair

production [48].
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A C oe� cients ofnon-resonant contributions

In thisappendix welisttheexplicitexpressionsoftherem ainingcoe�cientsC
f

i;h
and K

f

i

in (37).The functionsC
f

i;h
areknown analytically,and contain allthe s-dependence of

thecrosssection (exceptfortheoverallfactor1=s).They aredeterm ined by thephoton

and Z propagatorsand electroweak couplings.In thelim itofvanishing ferm ion m asses

the only helicity con�gurationscontributing to the crosssection are h = LR ;RL. The

coe�cients K
f

i are s-independent,and result from dim ensionally regularized cut loop
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integrals. Typically the lastintegration isperform ed num erically,afterthe subtraction

ofthesingularterm swhich areintegrated analytically,though som eanalyticresultscan

be obtained. The results given below contain the contribution ofthe diagram s h4-h7

in Figure 5 including their com plex conjugates,except forcut h6,where the com plex

conjugateisthediagram itself,andcuth7,wherethesym m etricdiagram isautom atically

taken into accountby sum m ing overthefouravours.

Only thecon�guration e�
L
e+
R
contributesto thecutdiagram h4:

C
f

h4;LR
= 3M 2

W s
2
w

 

�
Q f

s
+

C L
e C

L
f

s� M 2
Z

!

;

K u
h4 = K

��

h4
= � 0:266477; Kd

h4 = K
�

h4
= 0:190394; (93)

whereQ f and C
L
f =

I3
W ;f

� s2w Q f

sw cw
arethecouplingsofleft-handed ferm ionsto  and Z.Qf

alwaysdenotesthechargeoftheparticle(nottheanti-particle)in unitsofthepositron

charge.Forthecutdiagram h5 wehave

C
f

h5;h
= 9M 4

W s
4
w

 

�
Q f

s2
+

C h
eC

L
f

s(s� M 2
Z)

+
cw

sw

Q fC
h
e

s(s� M 2
Z)

�
cw

sw

C h
e

2
C L
f

(s� M 2
Z)

2

!

;

K u
h5 = K

��

h5
= 0:455244; K d

h5 = K
�

h5
= � 0:455244; (94)

where C LR
e = C L

e and C R L
e = C R

e = � sw
cw
Q e. In this case both left-handed and right-

handed incom ing ferm ions contribute (h = LR;RL), but only left-handed internal

ferm ions.Thecoe�cientsofh6 are

C
f

h6;h
= 9M 4

W s
4
w

 

�
Q f

s
+

C h
eC

L
f

s� M 2
Z

! 2

;

K u
h6 = K d

h6 = K
�

h6
= K

��

h6
= 0:0804075; (95)

whileforh7 weget

C
f

h7;h
= 9M 4

W s
4
w

 
Q f

�Q f

s2
�

Q fC
h
e
�C L
f

s(s� M 2
Z)

�

�Q fC
h
eC

L
f

s(s� M 2
Z)

+
C h
e

2
C L
f
�C L
f

(s� M 2
Z)

2

!

;

K u
h7 = K d

h7 = K
�

h7
= K

��

h7
= 0:0213082; (96)

where Q f; �Q f and C L
f ;

�C L
f are the couplings to  and Z ofthe particles in the sam e

SU(2)doublet(i.e.�;�� and u;d).

B H ard one-loop coe� cients

W egiveheretheexplicitanalyticresultsforthehard one-loop coe�cientsappearing in

Section 4.1.
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B .1 Production vertices

Thegenerale� e+ ! W � W + production operatorweareconcerned with in thisappendix

reads

O p =
��ew

M 2
W

Cp

�
�e[inj]e

��



yi

� 

yj

+

�

; (97)

where Cp = Cp;h isthe hard m atching coe�cientand h = LR;RL refersto the helicity

ofthe incom ing leptons(e�
L
e+
R
ore�

R
e+
L
). Starting with e�

L
e+
R
! W � W + ,the m atching

coe�cientattreelevelisequalto 1,ascan beread o� ( 13).AtNLO wehave

Cp;LR = 1+ C
(1)

p;LR
+ O

�
�2
�
� 1+

�

2�
c
(1)

p;LR
+ O

�
�2
�
; (98)

where C
(1)

p;LR
is the coe�cient in (23). Before renorm alization the NLO short-distance

coe�cientreads
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+
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4
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where allfunctions appearing in the above expression, C0(p
2
1;p

2
2;p

2
3;m

2
1;m

2
2;m

2
3) and

‘(q2;M 2
1;M

2
2),are known analytically and are supplied in Appendix B.3. The coun-

terterm sin theG � schem earecom puted from (46)and aregiven by
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Thefullrenorm alized coe�cientisobtained by adding bareresultand counterterm s

c
(1)

p;LR
= c

(1);bare

p;LR
+ c

(1);ct

p;LR
: (101)

Thepolesofc
(1)

p;LR
aregiven explicitly in (51)and cancelonceonetakesintoaccountsoft

and initial-statecollinearradiation.

Turning to thee�
R
e+
L
! W � W + case,them atching coe�cientC p;R L vanishesattree

level,ascan beseen from (13).TheNLO correction istherefore�nite.W ehave
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whereC
(1)

p;R L isthecoe�cientin (23).W e�nd
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B .2 V irtualcorrections to W decay

Thedecay ofaW boson isim plem ented in thee�ectivetheory analogousto theproduc-

tion [9].Therearedecay operatorswith collinear�eldsdescribing thedecay productsof

thenon-relativisticvectorboson.Fortheavour-speci�cdecaysunderconsideration we

haveup to NLO

O d = �
gew

2
p
M W

�
Cd;l


i
� ��c3;L

i
�c4;L + Cd;h 


i
+ �uc3;L

i
dc4;L

�
: (104)

These operatorswould beneeded forthecalculation ofthee� e+ ! �� ��� u �d scattering

am plitude in the e�ective theory. However,forthe totalcross section (orthe forward

scattering am plitude)thedirectionsc3,c4 ofthedecay productswillbeintegrated over

and,asindicated in (4),there isno need to introduce collinear�elds ��c3;L,�c4;L,�uc3;L
and dc4;L in thee�ective theory.Them atching coe�cientsofthedecay operatorsenter

only indirectly through � (2).The virtualcorrection to theW decay width isrelated to
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the coe�cientfunctionsofthe decay operators. Ignoring QCD corrections,atNLO we

have
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W e give here the explicit results for the electroweak corrections. The unrenorm alized

one-loop correction to theleptonicdecay vertex reads
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and thecorresponding counterterm scom puted from (46)are
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Sim ilarly theNLO barecorrection to thehadronicvertex isgiven by
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and thecorresponding counterterm sare
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B .3 Integrals and auxiliary functions

Theresultsfortheshort-distancecoe�cientsand theircounterterm shave been written

such that allpoles in � are apparent and the rem aining functions are �nite. W e give

here theiranalytic expressions. Asusualthe scalartwo-and three-pointfunctionsare

de�ned by
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and
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Theauxiliary function ‘(k2;m 2
1;m

2
2)used in theexpressionsforthem atching coe�cients

isrelated to thetwo-pointfunction by
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and satis�es ‘(k2;m 2
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whereweintroduced M 2
Z W �

p
M 4

Z
� 4M 2

Z
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W
.Theexplicitresultforthederivativeof

thetwo-pointfunction thatisneeded reads
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Theanalyticexpressionsofthe�nitethree-pointfunctionsappearingin theresultsgiven

in (99){(109)can allbeobtained from
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�

+ 2Li2

�
4M 2

W � M 2
Z

M 2
W � Z

�

+ 2Li2

�
4M 2

W � M 2
Z

M 2
W + Z

�

+ �2

)

;

C0(� M 2
W ;M

2
W ;0;0;M

2
Z;M

2
W )= (118)

�
1

2M 2
W

(

Li2

�

�
M 2

W

M 2
W + 2M 2

Z

�

� Li2

�
M 2

W

M 2
W + 2M 2

Z

�

+ Li2

�
M 2

W

M 2
W � M 2

Z � M 2
Z W

�

� Li2

�

�
M 2

W

M 2
W � M 2

Z � M 2
Z W

�

+ Li2

�
M 2

W

M 2
W � M 2

Z + M 2
Z W

�

� Li2

�

�
M 2

W

M 2
W � M 2

Z + M 2
Z W

�

+
�2

4

)

;

C0(M
2
W ;0;0;M

2
W ;M

2
Z;0)= (119)

1

M 2
W

(

Li2

�
2M 2

W

M 2
Z
+ M 2

Z W

�

+ Li2

�
M 2

Z + M 2
Z W

2M 2
Z

�

�
�2

6

)

;

C0(M
2
W ;� M 2

W ;0;0;0;M
2
Z)= (120)

1

4M 2
W

(

ln

�
2M 2

W

M 2
Z

+ 1

� �

ln

�
2M 2

W

M 2
Z

+ 1

�

� 2i�

�

� Li2

 
M 4

Z

(2M 2
W + M 2

Z)
2

!
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+ 2Li2

�

1�
2M 2

W

M 2
Z

�

+ 2Li2

�
2M 2

W � M 2
Z

2M 2
W
+ M 2

Z

�

� 2Li2

�
M 2

Z � 2M 2
W

2M 2
W
+ M 2

Z

�

+ 6Li2

�
M 2

Z

2M 2
W
+ M 2

Z

�

�
2�2

3

)

;

C0(M
2
W ;0;0;0;0;M

2
Z)= (121)

1

M 2
W

(
1

2
ln

2

�
M 2

W + M 2
Z

M 2
Z

�

� i� ln

�
M 2

W + M 2
Z

M 2
Z

�

+ Li2

�
M 2

Z

M 2
W
+ M 2

Z

�

�
�2

6

)

;

whereweintroduced M W � Z � MW �
p
M 2

W
� M 2

Z
.
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