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A bstract

W e presentupdated predictionsforthe totalproduction crosssection oftop-quark pairsat

the Tevatron and atthe LHC,and,atthe LHC,ofheavy-quark pairswith m ass in the range

0:5� 2TeV.Fort�tproduction attheLHC wealsopresentresultsat
p
S = 10TeV,in view ofthe

expected acceleratorconditionsduringtheforthcom ing2008run.O urresultsareaccurateatthe

levelofnext-to-leading orderin �S,and ofnext-to-leading threshold logarithm s(NLO + NLL).

W e adoptthe m ostrecentparam etrizationsofparton distribution functions,and com pute the

corresponding uncertainties. W e study the dependence ofthe resultson the top m ass,and we

assessthe im pactofm issing higher-ordercorrectionsby independentvariationsoffactorisation

and renorm alisation scales.

�
O n leave ofabsence from INFN,Sezione diG enova,G enoa,Italy.
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1 Top production

O ne ofthe �rsttasks ofthe Large Hadron Collider(LHC)experim entswhen,later in 2008,they

willstarttakingdata,willbeto re-discovertheStandard M odel.Thiswillservethedoublepurpose

ofm aking sure thatthe detectors are wellunderstood and work properly,aswellasofim proving

the precision ofpreviousm easurem ents. W ith a predicted crosssection fortop quark pairsabout

a hundred tim es larger than at the Ferm ilab Tevatron,and a m uch higherdesign lum inosity,the

LHC ispoised to becom e a real\top factory" [1]. Thiswillallow forbetterm easurem entsofthe

m assand the crosssection. The form erisexpected to be m easured with an ultim ate uncertainty

below 1 G eV [1,2](to be com pared with the m ostrecentdeterm ination from the Tevatron,m t =

172:6� 0:8� 1:1 G eV [3]).Thecrosssection isexpected to bem easured within a yearwith a 15%

accuracy,and eventually with an accuracy probably lim ited only by the knowledge ofthe LHC

lum inosity,expected to reach a precision ofa few percent[4].

Experim entalm easurem entsofthetotalcrosssection attheTevatron [5,6]areusually com pared to

predictions[8,9]com piled afew yearsago1.Thesepredictionsm adeuseofthenext-to-leading order

(NLO )calculationsof[11],and ofthesoft-gluon next-to-leading-log (NLL)threshold resum m ation

results obtained in [12,13]and [14]respectively. Som e logarithm ic contributions oforder higher

than NLL havebeen included in theresultsofref.[9,15]and subsequentpapers.In thisway,while

a com plete NNLO calculation isstillunavailable (the�rstingredients,two loop virtualcorrections

in the ultrarelativistic lim it [16,17], fully m assive results for the two-loop contribution in the

quark-quark channel[18,19]and forthe one-loop-squared contributions [20,21],realem ission at

one loop [22],have been recently obtained),som e NNLO contributionsoforder�4
S
,ofsoftorigin,

can be obtained through an expansion and truncation ofthe Sudakov exponent. M ore recently,

while this paper was being com pleted,the �nalingredients required for a com plete resum m ation

ofsoft-gluon next-to-next-to-leading logarithm s(NNLL)havebeen calculated [23],and therelative

im pacton the totalcrosssectionswasexplored.

A key feature ofour m ost recent study in [8]was an extensive exploration ofthe theoreticalun-

certaintiesa�ecting theprediction.Thee�ectoftheindependentvariationsofrenorm alisation and

offactorisation scales,which is the custom ary way to assess the im pactofunknown higher-order

contributions,wasexplored in detail.Parton distribution function sets(PDFs)providingam ean to

estim ate the associated uncertainty [24]were also used.Itwasdeterm ined in [8]thata signi�cant

fraction ofthe overall� 10 � 13% uncertainty in p�p production at the Tevatron was originating

from thePDFs,though higherorderswerealso contributing a fairshare.Thisresultshould now be

revisited on a num berofcounts. First,new PDF setswith errors,CTEQ 6.5 [25],M RST2006nnlo

[26]and CTEQ 6.6 [27]haveappeared in thepastfew years.Itislegitim atetowonderifthey m ight

com e with a reduced uncertainty. Second,a sim ilarly carefuljob ofestim ating the theoreticalun-

certaintiesforthebestavailableprediction should bem adefortheLHC too.Third,sincethem ost

recentTevatron m easurem entspointto a lowerm assthan thecentralvaluem t= 175 G eV used in

[8],itisusefulto producenum ericalpredictionsforan updated valueofthetop m ass.Notethatan

analysisofthe t�tcrosssection hasrecently been perform ed in [27]. Thisstudy,carried outatthe

�xed-order,NLO level,focuseson the correlationsofthe top crosssection with otherobservables,

analyzed asa function ofthe PDF sets.

1
The precision ofthe crosssection experim entalm easurem entshasrecently becom e su� ciently good thatextrac-

tionsofthe top m assby com paring the m easured crosssection with the calculated value have becom e possible,and

have been perform ed [10].
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W e shallpresentourresultsin theform

� = �(central)
+ �� �+

� �� ��

+ �� P D F +

� �� P D F �
; (1)

where �(central)is our bestprediction,and �� �� and �� P D F � quantify the uncertainties due to

higherperturbativeordersand PDF choices,asspeci�ed in whatfollows.

In orderto stream linethecalculation oftheoveralluncertainty (unknown higherordersand PDFs)

we m odify slightly the m ethod em ployed in ref.[8]and proceed asfollows.

� O urbestprediction �(central)iscom puted by setting the renorm alisation and factorisation

scales equalto m t,and with the centralPDF set (within a given PDF error fam ily). The

crosssection iscalculated to NLO + NLL accuracy,exactly asin ref.[8].

� Theuncertainty on higherordersisestim ated by varying thefactorisation and therenorm al-

isation scales �F and �R independently around a centralscale set by the top m ass m t. W e

de�netheratios

�F = �F=m t; �R = �R =m t; (2)

and we allow them to vary in the regions 0:5 � �F;�R � 2,with the condition that 0:5 �

�F=�R � 2. Thism eansthatnone ofthe ratios�F=m t,�R =m t and �F=�R can be largerthan

two orsm aller than one-half,in ordernotto have in the perturbative expansion logarithm s

ofargum ents larger than a chosen (adm ittedly arbitrary) am ount. W ithin this region the

NLO + NLL crosssection isevaluated2,and used to com pute3

�� �+ = m ax
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

; (3)

�� �� = � m in
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

: (4)

Allcrosssections in these form ulae are evaluated with the centralPDF set(thus,�(1;1)�

�(central)here).W e also introducethe sym bols

Scales+ = �(central)+ �� �+ (5)

Scales� = �(central)� �� �� (6)

which we shallusein thefollowing.

By doingsowehaveestablished avariation intervalofthecrosssection thatcan beconsidered

asareasonableestim ateoftheuncertainty dueto unknown higherorders.Itshould benoted,

however,thatsuch an uncertainty should by no m eansbeconsidered asdistributed according

to som eprobability law (forinstance,with a G aussian distribution)around thecentralvalue.

In fact,itism ore sim ilarto a system atic than to a statisticaluncertainty. Thism eansthat

furtherarbitrary choices willhave to be m ade in order to assign a ‘con�dence level’to this

interval.

� M odern PDF sets com e with a procedure to evaluate the propagation oftheir uncertainty

onto a given physicalobservable. Thisisdone by exploring the e�ectofusing,along with a

2
A NLL resum m ation function with independentrenorm alisation and factorisation scalesisgiven explicitly in [28].

3
The quantities� ��+ and � ��� are positive forallchoicesoftop m assand scaleswe have considered.
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‘central’PDF set,a num berofothersets(usually 40 forthe CTEQ fam ily PDFs,30 forthe

M RST fam ily ones)and properly com bining their di�erences. According to the CTEQ and

M RST Collaborations,the resulting uncertainty should roughly representa 90% con�dence

level.W ehavechosen to follow theprescription by Nadolsky and Sullivan [29],and determ ine

asym m etric uncertaintiesin the form

�� P D F + =

s
X

i

�

m ax

h

�(set+ i)� �(set0);�(set� i)� �(set0);0

i�2

; (7)

�� P D F � =

s
X

i

�

m ax

h

�(set0)� �(set+ i);�(set0)� �(set� i);0

i�2

: (8)

whereallcrosssectionsare evaluated with

�F = 1; �R = 1: (9)

In eqs.(7)and (8),set0 representsthe centralset,and the sum srun overallpairsofPDFs

in the given PDF error set. For each pair,we denote by set+ i and set� i the positive and

negative displacem entm em berofthe pair.W e also introduce thesym bols

PDFs+ = �(central)+ �� P D F + (10)

PDFs� = �(central)� �� P D F � (11)

which we shallusein thefollowing.

To facilitate the determ ination oftheoreticalcross section corresponding to m ass values di�erent

than thecurrentbest�t,weprovideourresultsin theform ofthecoe�cientsoftheparam etrization

�(m t)= A + B (m t� 171)+ C (m t� 171)2 + D (m t� 171)3 : (12)

Theparam eterswere�tted to theexactresultsin therange150 � m t� 190 G eV,with a precision

ofthe orderof1-2 perm ille. The A coe�cient hasbeen �xed equalto the crosssection atm t =

171 G eV.The �t param eters are given in table 1 and table 3, for the Tevatron and the LHC

respectively4.

Foreach PDF setwe have listed separately the ‘central’value (scales= m t,centralPDF set)and

them axim um and them inim um found by varying thescalesaccording to theaboveprocedureand

evaluating the asym m etric PDFsuncertainties. The m ain e�ectsofthe di�erentPDFsand ofthe

uncertaintiescan ofcourse be read o� directly from the A coe�cient,which correspondsto the t �t

crosssection evaluated atm t= 171 G eV.Thedisplay ofresultsobtained with m any di�erentPDF

sets,both very recent and older,is m eant to allow for an easy estim ate ofthe variation (or lack

thereof)ofthecrosssection predictionsasa consequence ofevolving parton distribution functions

sets.

W esum m ariseherewhatm ightbeconsidered our\best" predictionsfort�tproduction attheLHC,

atm t= 171 G eV:

�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV ;CTEQ 6:5)= 908

+ 82(9:0% )

� 85(9:3% )
(scales)

+ 30(3:3% )

� 29(3:2% )
(PDFs) pb (13)

4
SincetheLHC isscheduled to run in 2008 ata centreofm assenergy of10 TeV,wehavealso provided predictions

forthisenergy in table2,in thecasea m easurem entofthetotalcrosssection oftop production should provepossible.

4



Tevatron,p�p at
p
s= 1960 G eV A (pb) B (pb/G eV) C (pb/G eV 2) D (pb/G eV 3)

CTEQ 6M

Central 7.59 -0.237 4.39 � 10� 3 -6.32 � 10� 5

Scales+ 7.89 -0.247 4.60 � 10� 3 -6.66 � 10� 5

Scales� 7.07 -0.221 4.11 � 10� 3 -5.92 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 8.26 -0.260 4.86 � 10� 3 -7.02 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.12 -0.222 4.08 � 10� 3 -5.82 � 10� 5

CTEQ 6.1

Central 7.77 -0.244 4.53 � 10� 3 -6.51 � 10� 5

Scales+ 8.08 -0.254 4.74 � 10� 3 -6.86 � 10� 5

Scales� 7.23 -0.227 4.23 � 10� 3 -6.09 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 8.53 -0.269 5.04 � 10� 3 -7.27 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.20 -0.224 4.12 � 10� 3 -5.87 � 10� 5

CTEQ 6.5

Central 7.61 -0.237 4.38 � 10� 3 -6.28 � 10� 5

Scales+ 7.90 -0.247 4.58 � 10� 3 -6.61 � 10� 5

Scales� 7.08 -0.221 4.10 � 10� 3 -5.89 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 8.14 -0.256 4.78 � 10� 3 -6.91 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.24 -0.224 4.11 � 10� 3 -5.85 � 10� 5

CTEQ 6.6

Central 7.48 -0.233 4.32 � 10� 3 -6.20 � 10� 5

Scales+ 7.77 -0.243 4.52 � 10� 3 -6.53 � 10� 5

Scales� 6.96 -0.218 4.04 � 10� 3 -5.80 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 7.99 -0.251 4.70 � 10� 3 -6.79 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.09 -0.220 4.02 � 10� 3 -5.72 � 10� 5

M RST2001E

Central 7.66 -0.242 4.53 � 10� 3 -6.60 � 10� 5

Scales+ 7.97 -0.252 4.75 � 10� 3 -6.98 � 10� 5

Scales� 7.13 -0.225 4.24 � 10� 3 -6.17 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 7.94 -0.252 4.75 � 10� 3 -6.95 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.44 -0.233 4.35 � 10� 3 -6.31 � 10� 5

M RST2004nlo Central 7.99 -0.253 4.77 � 10� 3 -6.95 � 10� 5

M RST2006nnlo

Central 7.93 -0.253 4.76 � 10� 3 -6.92 � 10� 5

Scales+ 8.27 -0.264 5.00 � 10� 3 -7.33 � 10� 5

Scales� 7.37 -0.235 4.44 � 10� 3 -6.45 � 10� 5

PDFs+ 8.17 -0.261 4.93 � 10� 3 -7.19 � 10� 5

PDFs� 7.73 -0.245 4.61 � 10� 3 -6.68 � 10� 5

Table1:Coe�cientsoftheparam etrization �(m t)= A + B (m t� 171)+ C (m t� 171)
2+ D (m t� 171)

3

forthe NLO + NLL t�tcrosssection (picobarn)atthe Tevatron,forvariousPDF sets.The�tm ust

notbeused outsidetherange150 � m t� 190 G eV.ThequantitiesScales� and PDFs� arede�ned

in eqs.(5),(6),(10),and (11).
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LHC,pp at
p
s= 10 TeV A (pb) B (pb/G eV) C (pb/G eV 2) D (pb/G eV 3)

CTEQ 6M

Central 425 -12.1 0.211 -2.89 � 10� 3

Scales+ 462 -13.2 0.232 -3.20 � 10� 3

Scales� 386 -10.9 0.189 -2.58 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 445 -12.5 0.216 -2.94 � 10� 3

PDFs� 406 -11.7 0.205 -2.82 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.1

Central 428 -12.1 0.211 -2.87 � 10� 3

Scales+ 465 -13.2 0.232 -3.19 � 10� 3

Scales� 389 -10.9 0.189 -2.57 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 450 -12.5 0.216 -2.93 � 10� 3

PDFs� 406 -11.6 0.205 -2.81 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.5

Central 414 -11.7 0.205 -2.79 � 10� 3

Scales+ 450 -12.9 0.226 -3.09 � 10� 3

Scales� 376 -10.6 0.184 -2.50 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 434 -12.2 0.211 -2.85 � 10� 3

PDFs� 396 -11.3 0.199 -2.72 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.6

Central 414 -11.8 0.206 -2.81 � 10� 3

Scales+ 451 -12.9 0.227 -3.12 � 10� 3

Scales� 376 -10.6 0.185 -2.51 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 433 -12.2 0.211 -2.86 � 10� 3

PDFs� 396 -11.4 0.200 -2.75 � 10� 3

M RST2001E

Central 446 -12.6 0.217 -2.94 � 10� 3

Scales+ 486 -13.8 0.240 -3.27 � 10� 3

Scales� 405 -11.3 0.195 -2.63 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 457 -12.8 0.220 -2.97 � 10� 3

PDFs� 439 -12.4 0.216 -2.92 � 10� 3

M RST2004nlo Central 455 -12.8 0.221 -2.99 � 10� 3

M RST2006nnlo

Central 446 -12.5 0.216 -2.92 � 10� 3

Scales+ 486 -13.7 0.238 -3.24 � 10� 3

Scales� 404 -11.3 0.194 -2.60 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 454 -12.7 0.218 -2.93 � 10� 3

PDFs� 438 -12.3 0.214 -2.89 � 10� 3

Table2:Coe�cientsoftheparam etrization �(m t)= A + B (m t� 171)+ C (m t� 171)
2+ D (m t� 171)

3

for the NLO + NLL t�t cross section (picobarn) at the LHC with
p
s = 10 TeV,for various PDF

sets.The�tm ustnotbeused outsidetherange150 � m t� 190 G eV.ThequantitiesScales� and

PDFs� are de�ned in eqs.(5),(6),(10),and (11).

6



LHC,pp at
p
s= 14 TeV A (pb) B (pb/G eV) C (pb/G eV 2) D (pb/G eV 3)

CTEQ 6M

Central 933 -25.3 0.423 -5.60 � 10� 3

Scales+ 1018 -27.7 0.468 -6.22 � 10� 3

Scales� 846 -22.8 0.379 -4.99 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 962 -25.8 0.432 -5.73 � 10� 3

PDFs� 903 -24.6 0.413 -5.44 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.1

Central 934 -25.2 0.421 -5.56 � 10� 3

Scales+ 1019 -27.7 0.466 -6.19 � 10� 3

Scales� 847 -22.7 0.377 -4.95 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 965 -25.8 0.430 -5.70 � 10� 3

PDFs� 902 -24.5 0.411 -5.40 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.5

Central 908 -24.5 0.411 -5.46 � 10� 3

Scales+ 990 -26.9 0.455 -6.08 � 10� 3

Scales� 823 -22.1 0.368 -4.87 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 938 -25.2 0.420 -5.57 � 10� 3

PDFs� 879 -23.9 0.401 -5.29 � 10� 3

CTEQ 6.6

Central 911 -24.7 0.413 -5.47 � 10� 3

Scales+ 993 -27.1 0.457 -6.09 � 10� 3

Scales� 826 -22.2 0.370 -4.87 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 939 -25.2 0.422 -5.58 � 10� 3

PDFs� 881 -24.0 0.404 -5.36 � 10� 3

M RST2001E

Central 965 -25.9 0.429 -5.63 � 10� 3

Scales+ 1054 -28.4 0.475 -6.27 � 10� 3

Scales� 874 -23.3 0.384 -5.00 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 981 -26.2 0.434 -5.68 � 10� 3

PDFs� 954 -25.6 0.426 -5.57 � 10� 3

M RST2004nlo Central 982 -26.3 0.436 -5.72 � 10� 3

M RST2006nnlo

Central 961 -25.7 0.426 -5.58 � 10� 3

Scales+ 1050 -28.3 0.472 -6.21 � 10� 3

Scales� 870 -23.1 0.381 -4.96 � 10� 3

PDFs+ 972 -25.9 0.428 -5.62 � 10� 3

PDFs� 949 -25.4 0.422 -5.53 � 10� 3

Table3:Coe�cientsoftheparam etrization �(m t)= A + B (m t� 171)+ C (m t� 171)
2+ D (m t� 171)

3

forthe NLO + NLL t�tcrosssection (picobarn)atthe LHC,forvariousPDF sets.The�tm ustnot

beused outsidetherange150 � m t� 190 G eV.ThequantitiesScales� and PDFs� arede�ned in

eqs.(5),(6),(10),and (11).
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�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 961

+ 89(9:2% )

� 91(9:4% )
(scales)

+ 11(1:1% )

� 12(1:2% )
(PDFs) pb

(14)

Note that we quote separately the results for M RST and CTEQ ,since they are not fully consis-

tent.Forreference,we also give herethe pure�xed-orderresults(i.e.,withoutincluding threshold

resum m ation)attheNLO and theLO

�
N LO

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;CTEQ 6:5)= 875

+ 102(11:6% )

� 100(11:5% )
(scales)

+ 30(3:4% )

� 29(3:3% )
(PDFs) pb (15)

�
LO

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;CTEQ 6:5)= 583

+ 165(28:2% )

� 120(20:7% )
(scales)

+ 20(3:4% )

� 19(3:3% )
(PDFs) pb (16)

�
N LO

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 927

+ 109(11:7% )

� 107(11:5% )
(scales)

+ 11(1:2% )

� 12(1:3% )
(PDFs) pb (17)

�
LO

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 616

+ 172(27:9% )

� 126(20:5% )
(scales)

+ 7:3(1:2% )

� 7:8(1:3% )
(PDFs) pb (18)

W e have decided notto com bine thescalesand PDFsuncertaintiesinto a singleerror.Thereason

forrefraining from doing so isthatthe scalesuncertainty (and,to som e extent,probably also the

PDFsone)isnotfully characterised in statisticalterm s.Asa consequence,additionalhypotheses

willbeneeded in ordertocom binethetwouncertaintiesintoasingleprobability density function for

theresulting crosssection,with wellde�ned con�dencelevels.Furtherdiscussionson theinterplay

between scalesand PDFsuncertaintiescan befound in Appendix A.

W e �nally presentour\best" predictionsfort�tproduction attheTevatron,atm t= 171 G eV:

�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(Tev;m t= 171 G eV ;CTEQ 6:5)= 7:61

+ 0:30(3:9% )

� 0:53(6:9% )
(scales)

+ 0:53(7% )

� 0:36(4:8% )
(PDFs) pb (19)

�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(Tev;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 7:93

+ 0:34(4:3% )

� 0:56(7:1% )
(scales)

+ 0:24(3:1% )

� 0:20(2:5% )
(PDFs) pb:

(20)

AsdonefortheLHC in eqs.(15){(18),we also reportthe NLO and LO results:

�
N LO

t�t
(Tev;m t= 171 G eV;CTEQ 6:5)= 7:35

+ 0:38(5:1% )

� 0:80(10:9% )
(scales)

+ 0:49(6:6% )

� 0:34(4:6% )
(PDFs) pb (21)

�
LO

t�t (Tev;m t= 171 G eV ;CTEQ 6:5)= 5:92
+ 2:34(39:5% )

� 1:54(26:1% )
(scales)

+ 0:32(5:5% )

� 0:24(4:1% )
(PDFs) pb (22)

�
N LO

t�t
(Tev;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 7:62

+ 0:45(5:9% )

� 0:88(11:6% )
(scales)

+ 0:23(3% )

� 0:18(2:4% )
(PDFs) pb (23)

�
LO

t�t
(Tev;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 6:05

+ 2:47(40:8% )

� 1:61(26:6% )
(scales)

+ 0:16(2:6% )

� 0:13(2:1% )
(PDFs) pb:(24)

2 D iscussion ofthe t�tcross section results at the LH C

Forallparam eterchoiceswehaveconsidered,thescalesuncertaintiesa�ectingthet�tcrosssection at

theLHC arem uch largerthan those dueto PDFs.In thissection,we thereforefocuson exploring

the e�ect ofthe NLL resum m ation on the cross section. W e can do so by com paring the NLO

prediction atm t= 171 G eV,and itsuncertainty dueto scalesvariationsasdescribed above,in the
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NLO and NLO + NLL approxim ationsrespectively.W e�nd thatthe‘central’prediction isincreased

by lessthan 4% ,and the scalesuncertainty isonly very m ildly a�ected,going from � 11:5% in the

NLO case to � 9% in the NLO + NLL one. This points to a relatively m inor im pact ofthreshold

resum m ation on theLHC crosssection,asexpected asaconsequenceoftherelatively largedistance

ofthet�tproduction threshold from theLHC centreofm assenergy (forcom parison,theuncertainty

attheTevatron isalm osthalved when going from NLO to NLO + NLL).O neshould also notethat,

again contrary to the Tevatron case,exploring independent scale variations has a non-negligible

e�ect: keeping �R = �F (asdone e.g. in ref.[27])would resultin an uncertainty estim ate forthe

NLO + NLL case ofonly + 7

� 5% . W e rem ind the reader that the fact PDF �ts are perform ed with

�R = �F does not force us to use �R = �F in the cross section. In fact an independentvariation

ofthe two scales in ourm atched calculation leadsto variations in the resultthatare beyond the

NLO + NLL approxim ation. Itisthus legitim ate to add this independentvariation to the sources

ofuncertainties. It then turns out that the �R 6= �F approach leads to a m uch larger variation.

W e thusconclude thatthere m ay be accidentalcancellation in the scale variation when one keeps

�R = �F,leading to an unreliably sm allestim ate oftheerror.

Anotherim portantelem entin theassessm entofthesystem aticsrelated to theresum m ation isthe

estim ate oftheim pactofbeyond-NLL corrections.To param etrize thesecorrections,a constantA

wasintroduced in [13](wherem ore detailsaboutitsrole are given):

Cij ! Cij

�

1�
A

N + A � 1

�

; ij= q�q;gg : (25)

Cij here represents the N -independent term ofthe M ellin transform ofthe NLO partonic cross

section. The replacem ent in the previousequation gives vanishing �rstm om ents,isirrelevantfor

largeN ,and doesnotintroducepoleson therealN axis.Di�erentchoicesofA giveriseto di�erent

resum m ed crosssections,allconsistentwith each otheratthe NLL leveland NNLL level5. They

therefore param etrize the possible exponentiation of �nite, non-logarithm ic term s appearing at

ordershigherthan NLO .Itwasnoticed already in [13]thatthechoiceA = 0 wasleading to a scale

dependencetypically a factoroftwo sm allerthan wasobtained with A = 2.Forthe sake ofbeing

conservative,we therefore selected A = 2 in oursubsequentphenom enologicalanalysis[8],aswell

asin theresultspresented in theprevioussection.W ewould liketo reiterateherethisobservation,

by showing the resultsthat we would have obtained atthe LHC ifwe had chosen A = 0. In the

case ofthe CTEQ 6.5 PDF,and m t = 171 G eV,the scale dependence obtained by varying �F and

�R independently is:

�
N LO + N LL(A = 0)

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV ;CTEQ 6:5)= 945

+ 95(10% )

� 85(9:0% )
(scales) pb [�F 6= �R ]; (26)

which isapproxim ately 5% largerthan the value obtained with A = 2,a variation consistentwith

theestim ated uncertainty.Ifwe had chosen to set�F = �R ,theresultwould have been:

�
N LO + N LL(A = 0)

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;CTEQ 6:5)= 945

+ 19(2% )

� 7(0:7% )
(scales) pb [�F = �R ]: (27)

Noticethatthecom bination ofA = 0 and �R = �F leadsto a dram aticreduction oftheuncertainty.

In particular,the reduction issigni�cantalso with respectto the A = 2,�R = �F case,discussed

above. The choice A = 0 and �R = �F is whatwas used in the recent analysis ofthe resum m ed

5
Changing A correspondsto vary term ssuppressed by powersofN ,which cannotbe determ ined within the soft

gluon approxim ation.
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NNLL crosssection of[23],leading to a sim ilaruncertainty,atthe2% level.W econcludethatitis

notasyetclearwhetherthe im provem entfound in [23]isa genuine reduction ofthe uncertainty,

thatwould survivetheindependentvariation of�R and �F and with theintroduction ofaparam eter

sim ilarto ourA.

W ealso notethattheresum m ed NLO + NLL resultsquoted in ref.[23]di�erfrom oursto theextent

ofa few percent. W e have checked thatthisisnotdue to the choice m ade in [23]oflim iting the

contribution ofNLL resum m ation to a t�tm assrangeneartheproduction threshold,and using only

theNLO resultabovesuch range(contrary to whatstated in [23],wedo notperform them atching

in this way,but follow instead the procedure detailed in [13]). Rather,the sm alldiscrepancy is

due to the m isleading way in which eq.(25)ispresented in [13],and in which itwas accordingly

interpreted and used in [23]. There isin facta m ism atch in the M ellin N argum entappearing in

the expression ofcoe�cient C ij used in eqs. (54) and (58) of[13],with N + 1 being the correct

argum ent ofthe resum m ation function,rather than N . The num ericalim plem entation ofthese

relations,in [13]and in thispaper,areneverthelessconsistent,and equivalentto a shiftN ! N + 1

in (25).An erratum to clarify thisissuehasbeen subm itted for[13].

Another issue we wish to com m ent on is the relative size ofthe scale and the PDFs uncertainty.

Itwasobserved in [8]thatthe latterwasim portant,and alm ostdom inant,atthe Tevatron. This

appearsnotto bethecaseanym oreattheLHC:again according to theproceduredescribed above,

at m t = 171 G eV we �nd uncertainties of the order of � 3% with CTEQ 6.5 and � 1:5% with

M RST2006nnlo and M RST2001E.The m ain reason forthisim provem ent isthatatthe LHC the

rangeofx valuesforthe partonsrelevantto top production ism uch sm allerthan attheTevatron,

and falls in a region where the experim entalknowledge ofboth quark and gluon PDFs is m uch

betterconstrained by data.Itisworth noting thatthecentralresultsgiven by thesetwo PDF sets,

di�ering by about6% ,are notfully com patible,despite (orbecause of)the apparently very sm all

estim ated uncertainty. W e also pointoutthe M RST and CTEQ use di�erentconventions forthe

Tolerance param eter;the consequence ofthisisthat,had the two collaborations followed exactly

the sam e �tting procedure,the PDF uncertainty resulting from using an M RST fam ily setwould

stillbea factorofabout
p
2 sm allerthan thatobtained with a CTEQ set.

W hile the PDFsuncertainty isprobably stillsom ewhatunderestim ated,asshown by the partially

con
icting centralvaluesofCTEQ 6.5 and M RST2006nnlo,itisprobably safeto concludethat,the

very interesting progresswith theNNLL resum m ation [23]notwithstanding,a de�nitiveassessm ent

ofourunderstandingofthet�tcrosssection attheLHC willhaveto waitforthefull,m assiveNNLO

calculation.

3 Very heavy ferm ion production

W enow presentproduction ratesforapairofferm ions(belongingtothefundam entalrepresentation

ofSU (3)colour)heavier than top,using the sam e com putationsdescribed forthe t�tcrosssections.

W e shallgenerically denote such ferm ion pair by T �T. These particles arise naturally in BSM

theorieswith strongly-coupled dynam ics;they can beofdi�erentspecies,which can forexam plebe

classi�ed according to theirtransform ation propertiesunderSU(2)L
 SU(2)R 
 U(1).Asfaraspair

production isconcerned,however,thesedetailsarelargely irrelevant,sincethisprocessisexpected

to be dom inated by Q CD e�ects,and thisisthe reason why we can apply ourNLO + NLL,NLO ,

and LO resultstothecom putationsofT �T rates.In doingso,weshallneglectpossiblecontributions
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m T NLO + NLL NLO LO

0.5 4006
+ 232(5:8% )

� 276(6:9% )

+ 466(11:7% )

� 332(8:3% )
3802

+ 342(9% )

� 421(11:1% )

+ 455(12:0% )

� 322(8:5% )
2726

+ 876(32:1% )

� 618(22:7% )

+ 314(11:5% )

� 221(8:1% )

0.6 1429
+ 76:3(5:3% )

� 93:2(6:5% )

+ 195(13:7% )

� 134(9:4% )
1352

+ 116(8:6% )

� 148(11:0% )

+ 188(14:0% )

� 129(9:5% )
980:7

+ 319(32:5% )

� 225(22:9% )

+ 130(13:3% )

� 88:7(9:1% )

0.7 577:6
+ 28:7(5% )

� 36:0(6:2% )

+ 89:0(15:4% )

� 59:6(10:3% )
545:1

+ 44:9(8:2% )

� 59:3(10:9% )

+ 85:5(15:7% )

� 57:0(10:5% )
399:1

+ 131(32:9% )

� 92:1(23:1% )

+ 59:0(14:8% )

� 39:2(9:8% )

0.8 256:0
+ 12:0(4:7% )

� 15:4(6% )

+ 43:4(17% )

� 28:4(11:1% )
241:0

+ 19:3(8% )

� 26:1(10:8% )

+ 41:4(17:2% )

� 27:0(11:2% )
177:8

+ 58:9(33:1% )

� 41:3(23:2% )

+ 28:5(16:1% )

� 18:6(10:5% )

0.9 121:7
+ 5:41(4:4% )

� 7:06(5:8% )

+ 22:3(18:4% )

� 14:4(11:8% )
114:3

+ 8:95(7:8% )

� 12:3(10:8% )

+ 21:2(18:5% )

� 13:5(11:9% )
84:71

+ 28:3(33:4% )

� 19:8(23:4% )

+ 14:6(17:2% )

� 9:32(11% )

1.0 61:12
+ 2:59(4:2% )

� 3:45(5:6% )

+ 12:0(19:6% )

� 7:58(12:4% )
57:25

+ 4:42(7:7% )

� 6:17(10:8% )

+ 11:3(19:7% )

� 7:11(12:4% )
42:57

+ 14:3(33:7% )

� 10:0(23:5% )

+ 7:75(18:2% )

� 4:88(11:5% )

1.1 32:05
+ 1:32(4:1% )

� 1:76(5:5% )

+ 6:68(20:8% )

� 4:15(13% )
29:94

+ 2:29(7:7% )

� 3:24(10:8% )

+ 6:25(20:9% )

� 3:88(12:9% )
22:31

+ 7:56(33:9% )

� 5:28(23:6% )

+ 4:28(19:2% )

� 2:66(11:9% )

1.2 17:41
+ 0:706(4:1% )

� 0:939(5:4% )

+ 3:83(22% )

� 2:35(13:5% )
16:23

+ 1:24(7:6% )

� 1:76(10:9% )

+ 3:57(22% )

� 2:18(13:4% )
12:10

+ 4:13(34:2% )

� 2:88(23:8% )

+ 2:43(20:1% )

� 1:50(12:4% )

1.3 9:737
+ 0:388(4% )

� 0:516(5:3% )

+ 2:25(23:2% )

� 1:36(14% )
9:049

+ 0:693(7:7% )

� 0:989(10:9% )

+ 2:09(23:1% )

� 1:26(13:9% )
6:745

+ 2:32(34:4% )

� 1:61(23:9% )

+ 1:42(21:1% )

� 0:864(12:8% )

1.4 5:578
+ 0:218(3:9% )

� 0:291(5:2% )

+ 1:36(24:3% )

� 0:810(14:5% )
5:169

+ 0:398(7:7% )

� 0:569(11% )

+ 1:25(24:2% )

� 0:745(14:4% )
3:848

+ 1:34(34:7% )

� 0:927(24:1% )

+ 0:850(22:1% )

� 0:511(13:3% )

1.5 3:260
+ 0:126(3:9% )

� 0:168(5:2% )

+ 0:833(25:5% )

� 0:492(15:1% )
3:012

+ 0:235(7:8% )

� 0:335(11:1% )

+ 0:763(25:3% )

� 0:450(14:9% )
2:238

+ 0:783(35% )

� 0:543(24:2% )

+ 0:518(23:1% )

� 0:309(13:8% )

1.6 1:938
+ 0:074(3:8% )

� 0:099(5:1% )

+ 0:520(26:8% )

� 0:304(15:7% )
1:785

+ 0:141(7:9% )

� 0:200(11:2% )

+ 0:474(26:5% )

� 0:277(15:5% )
1:323

+ 0:467(35:3% )

� 0:323(24:4% )

+ 0:321(24:3% )

� 0:190(14:4% )

1.7 1:169
+ 0:044(3:7% )

� 0:059(5:1% )

+ 0:329(28:2% )

� 0:191(16:3% )
1:073

+ 0:086(8% )

� 0:122(11:4% )

+ 0:299(27:8% )

� 0:173(16:1% )
0:793

+ 0:282(35:6% )

� 0:195(24:6% )

+ 0:202(25:5% )

� 0:119(15% )

1.8 0:714
+ 0:026(3:7% )

� 0:036(5% )

+ 0:212(29:6% )

� 0:123(17:2% )
0:653

+ 0:053(8:2% )

� 0:075(11:5% )

+ 0:191(29:2% )

� 0:109(16:8% )
0:480

+ 0:173(35:9% )

� 0:119(24:7% )

+ 0:129(26:9% )

� 0:075(15:7% )

1.9 0:440
+ 0:016(3:7% )

� 0:022(5% )

+ 0:137(31:2% )

� 0:078(17:7% )
0:401

+ 0:033(8:4% )

� 0:047(11:7% )

+ 0:123(30:8% )

� 0:070(17:5% )
0:294

+ 0:107(36:3% )

� 0:073(24:9% )

+ 0:083(28:3% )

� 0:048(16:4% )

2.0 0:274
+ 0:010(3:6% )

� 0:013(5% )

+ 0:090(32:9% )

� 0:051(18:6% )
0:248

+ 0:021(8:5% )

� 0:029(11:8% )

+ 0:080(32:4% )

� 0:045(18:3% )
0:181

+ 0:066(36:6% )

� 0:045(25:1% )

+ 0:054(30% )

� 0:031(17:3% )

Table4:Crosssections(in fb)fortheproduction ofT �T pairsattheLHC,com puted with CTEQ 6.5

PDFs.The m assofthe heavy ferm ion T isexpressed in TeV.Foreach entry ofthe table,we give

thecentralvalue ofthecrosssection,with thescale and PDF uncertainties.

ofnon-SM interm ediate statesresulting from e.g.a q�q annihilation.O uraim istherefore notthat

ofproviding a com plete phenom enologicalstudy ofT �T crosssectionsatthe LHC,butratherthat

ofassessing the scale and PDF uncertaintiesa�ecting the Q CD contribution to the production of

heavy ferm ion pairs. In whatfollow,we shallconsiderthe m assrange 0.5 TeV� m T � 2 TeV for

theheavy ferm ion.

O urresultsare presented in tables4 and 5.A few com m entsare in order.

� The scale dependence of the NLO + NLL cross section is sm all for all values of mT, and

decreases m onotonically with increasing m T. This is to be expected,since the heavier the

ferm ion,the closerthe kinem aticsisto the threshold.

� ThescaledependenceoftheNLO crosssection startsby decreasing,butthen tendstoincrease

with increasing m T.Thisisthesignalofthenecessity ofincluding threshold corrections.O n

theotherhand,thescale dependenceoftheLO crosssection isalwaysextrem ely large.This

factm ustbetaken into properaccountifan estim ateoftheK factorisneeded.In particular,

one m ust precisely understand which hard scale is used in a LO com putation (e.g. in a

standard parton-showerM onte Carlo).

� TherelativePDF uncertaintyisextrem elylargein thecaseofCTEQ 6.5.W hen M RST2006nnlo
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m T NLO + NLL NLO LO

0.5 4462
+ 267:4(6% )

� 314:0(7% )

+ 197:4(4:4% )

� 172:6(3:9% )
4236

+ 392:9(9:3% )

� 480:5(11:3% )

+ 191:9(4:5% )

� 167:7(4% )
3017

+ 988:3(32:8% )

� 694:6(23% )

+ 132:0(4:4% )

� 115:9(3:8% )

0.6 1599
+ 88:7(5:5% )

� 107:0(6:7% )

+ 81:2(5:1% )

� 70:1(4:4% )
1513

+ 134:9(8:9% )

� 170:9(11:3% )

+ 78:2(5:2% )

� 67:5(4:5% )
1089

+ 362:9(33:3% )

� 253:8(23:3% )

+ 53:8(4:9% )

� 46:6(4:3% )

0.7 648:8
+ 33:7(5:2% )

� 41:6(6:4% )

+ 36:3(5:6% )

� 31:0(4:8% )
611:9

+ 52:9(8:6% )

� 68:9(11:3% )

+ 34:7(5:7% )

� 29:6(4:8% )
444:0

+ 145:0(33:8% )

� 104:5(23:5% )

+ 23:9(5:4% )

� 20:4(4:6% )

0.8 288:2
+ 14:1(4:9% )

� 17:8(6:2% )

+ 17:3(6% )

� 14:6(5:1% )
271:0

+ 22:9(8:4% )

� 30:5(11:2% )

+ 16:4(6:1% )

� 13:9(5:1% )
198:0

+ 67:5(34:1% )

� 46:9(23:7% )

+ 11:4(5:7% )

� 9:57(4:8% )

0.9 137:2
+ 6:42(4:7% )

� 8:21(6% )

+ 8:72(6:4% )

� 7:28(5:3% )
128:6

+ 10:7(8:3% )

� 14:5(11:3% )

+ 8:23(6:4% )

� 6:85(5:3% )
94:34

+ 32:5(34:4% )

� 22:5(23:9% )

+ 5:74(6:1% )

� 4:72(5% )

1.0 68:97
+ 3:09(4:5% )

� 4:02(5:8% )

+ 4:61(6:7% )

� 3:77(5:5% )
64:48

+ 5:30(8:2% )

� 7:27(11:3% )

+ 4:32(6:7% )

� 3:52(5:5% )
47:43

+ 16:5(34:8% )

� 11:4(24% )

+ 3:05(6:4% )

� 2:44(5:1% )

1.1 36:21
+ 1:56(4:3% )

� 2:06(5:7% )

+ 2:53(7% )

� 2:03(5:6% )
33:75

+ 2:76(8:2% )

� 3:82(11:3% )

+ 2:37(7% )

� 1:88(5:6% )
24:87

+ 8:72(35% )

� 6:02(24:2% )

+ 1:69(6:8% )

� 1:31(5:3% )

1.2 19:69
+ 0:824(4:2% )

� 1:10(5:6% )

+ 1:44(7:3% )

� 1:12(5:7% )
18:30

+ 1:49(8:2% )

� 2:08(11:4% )

+ 1:35(7:4% )

� 1:04(5:7% )
13:50

+ 4:77(35:3% )

� 3:29(24:4% )

+ 0:987(7:3% )

� 0:734(5:4% )

1.3 11:03
+ 0:449(4:1% )

� 0:604(5:5% )

+ 0:857(7:8% )

� 0:642(5:8% )
10:22

+ 0:837(8:2% )

� 1:17(11:5% )

+ 0:802(7:9% )

� 0:593(5:8% )
7:533

+ 2:68(35:6% )

� 1:85(24:5% )

+ 0:597(7:9% )

� 0:425(5:6% )

1.4 6:324
+ 0:252(4% )

� 0:341(5:4% )

+ 0:524(8:3% )

� 0:377(6% )
5:843

+ 0:482(8:3% )

� 0:674(11:5% )

+ 0:492(8:4% )

� 0:348(6% )
4:303

+ 1:55(35:9% )

� 1:06(24:7% )

+ 0:372(8:7% )

� 0:253(5:9% )

1.5 3:702
+ 0:145(3:9% )

� 0:197(5:3% )

+ 0:329(8:9% )

� 0:227(6:1% )
3:409

+ 0:284(8:3% )

� 0:397(11:6% )

+ 0:310(9:1% )

� 0:210(6:2% )
2:506

+ 0:908(36:2% )

� 0:622(24:8% )

+ 0:238(9:5% )

� 0:155(6:2% )

1.6 2:203
+ 0:085(3:8% )

� 0:116(5:3% )

+ 0:211(9:6% )

� 0:140(6:3% )
2:022

+ 0:171(8:5% )

� 0:238(11:8% )

+ 0:199(9:9% )

� 0:130(6:4% )
1:483

+ 0:542(36:5% )

� 0:370(25% )

+ 0:155(10:4% )

� 0:097(6:5% )

1.7 1:330
+ 0:051(3:8% )

� 0:069(5:2% )

+ 0:138(10:4% )

� 0:088(6:6% )
1:217

+ 0:104(8:6% )

� 0:145(11:9% )

+ 0:131(10:7% )

� 0:082(6:7% )
0:890

+ 0:328(36:8% )

� 0:224(25:1% )

+ 0:102(11:5% )

� 0:061(6:9% )

1.8 0:813
+ 0:031(3:8% )

� 0:042(5:2% )

+ 0:091(11:2% )

� 0:056(6:9% )
0:741

+ 0:065(8:8% )

� 0:089(12:1% )

+ 0:087(11:7% )

� 0:052(7% )
0:540

+ 0:201(37:2% )

� 0:137(25:3% )

+ 0:068(12:6% )

� 0:039(7:3% )

1.9 0:502
+ 0:019(3:7% )

� 0:026(5:1% )

+ 0:061(12:2% )

� 0:036(7:2% )
0:455

+ 0:041(8:9% )

� 0:056(12:2% )

+ 0:058(12:8% )

� 0:034(7:4% )
0:330

+ 0:124(37:5% )

� 0:084(25:5% )

+ 0:046(13:8% )

� 0:026(7:8% )

2.0 0:312
+ 0:012(3:7% )

� 0:016(5:1% )

+ 0:041(13:2% )

� 0:023(7:5% )
0:282

+ 0:026(9:1% )

� 0:035(12:4% )

+ 0:039(13:9% )

� 0:022(7:8% )
0:204

+ 0:077(37:9% )

� 0:052(25:7% )

+ 0:031(15% )

� 0:017(8:2% )

Table 5: Cross sections (in fb) for the production of T �T pairs at the LHC, com puted with

M RST2006nnlo PDFs. The m ass of the heavy ferm ion T is expressed in TeV.For each entry

ofthe table,wegive the centralvalueofthecrosssection,with thescale and PDF uncertainties.
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sets are used,that uncertainty is sm aller by a factor ofabout 2{3,consistently with what

already observed in the case oftop production. By and large,the PDF uncertainty a�ects

equally theNLO + NLL,theNLO ,and theLO crosssections.Atthelargestm T valuesconsid-

ered here,itpreventsonefrom giving a preciseprediction even in thecase oftheNLO + NLL

com putation. It willtherefore be highly desirable to m easure the PDFs at the LHC for

interm ediate-and large-x regions,using e.g.low-m ass�nalstatesproduced atlargerapidity.

4 C onclusions

In this paper we have produced and tabulated updated predictions for the next-to-leading order

plus next-to-leading log resum m ed (NLO + NLL) cross sections for t�tproduction at the Tevatron

and attheLHC.Q CD crosssectionsforheavy ferm ion production atthe LHC are also given.

Thetheoreticaluncertaintiesdueto unknown higherordersand to theim perfectknowledge ofthe

parton distribution function sets are explored in detailand also tabulated. NLO and LO results

are also given,forreference and com parison.

Them ain resultsfort�tproduction attheLHC (
p
S = 14 TeV)are thefollowing:

�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV ;CTEQ 6:5)= 908

+ 82(9:0% )

� 85(9:3% )
(scales)

+ 30(3:3% )

� 29(3:2% )
(PDFs) pb (28)

�
N LO + N LL

t�t
(LHC;m t= 171 G eV;M RST2006nnlo)= 961

+ 89(9:2% )

� 91(9:4% )
(scales)

+ 11(1:1% )

� 12(1:2% )
(PDFs) pb

(29)

Crosssections obtained with two ofthe m ostrecentPDF sets are given,since they appearto be

only partially com patible within theirrespective uncertainties.

Finally,wenotethatref.[23]recently produced an approxim ated NNLO crosssection by truncating

a soft-gluon NNLL resum m ed calculation to order�4s. Theirphenom enologicalanalysis produces

crosssectionsfortheLHC with extrem ely sm allscalesuncertainty,oforder2-3% ,sensibly sm aller

than ours.W ehaveargued in section.2 thatsuch a sm alluncertainty also arisesattheNLO + NLL

levelby requiring the factorization and renorm alization scales to be equal. It willtherefore be

interesting to verify whether such reduced scale dependence found in [23]survives a test with

independentscales,thusshowingagenuineim provem entduetotheadded NNLO term s,orwhether

itisan intrinsic consequence ofkeeping the scalesequal.

N ote added

After this work was com pleted, a new study of the t�t cross section at the Tevatron and LHC

appeared in ref.[30].
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A O n scale and PD F uncertainties

Thede�nitionswehave adopted in eqs.(3)and (4)forscale ofuncertainty,and in eqs.(7)and (8)

for PDF uncertainty, are by no m eans unique. In this section, we shallbrie
y illustrate other

choices.

The possibility ofm aking di�erentchoicesstem sfrom the observation thatscale and PDF uncer-

taintieshave to becom bined in orderto obtain an estim ate oftheoveralluncertainty a�ecting the

crosssection.Theway in which thiscom bination isto beperform ed isatpresentunclear,given the

factthatneitherthe scale uncertainty northe PDF uncertainty (the latterowing to the factthat

PDF errorsetsarederived in violation ofthe�� 2 = 1 rule)follow the lawsofstatisticalerrors.

Scale uncertainty can in generalbewritten as

�� �+ = �

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

� �(1;1); (30)

�� �� = �(1;1)� �

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

; (31)

wheredi�erentprescriptionscan bedevised forthe determ ination of(�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

)and of

(�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

).AsfarasPDF uncertainty isconcerned,one alwaysm akesuseof

��P D F + (�F;�R )=

s
X

i

�

m ax

h

�(set+ i)� �(set0);�(set� i)� �(set0);0

i�2

; (32)

��P D F � (�F;�R )=

s
X

i

�

m ax

h

�(set0)� �(set+ i);�(set0)� �(set� i);0

i�2

; (33)

and then de�nes

�� P D F + = ��P D F +

�

��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

�

; (34)

�� P D F � = ��P D F �

�

��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

�

; (35)

whereagain thevaluesof(��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

)and of(��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

)atwhich ther.h.s.oftheseequations

are evaluated are a m atterofchoice.

W e lim itourselvesto give fourexam ples.

A) O urdefaultchoice,illustrated in sect.1 and which givesrise to the resultspresented in this

paper,isequivalentto solving

m ax
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

= �

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

� �(1;1); (36)

m in
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

= �

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

� �(1;1); (37)

for(�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

)and (�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

),which are then used in eqs.(30)and (31).The PDF

uncertainty isde�ned by setting

�

��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

�

= (1;1);

�

��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

�

= (1;1): (38)
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B) Thescaleuncertainty isde�ned in thesam eway asdonein item A).ForthePDF uncertainty,

we set

�

��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

�

=

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

;

�

��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

�

=

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

: (39)

with (�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

)and (�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

)com puted again asin eqs.(36)and (37).

C) W e �rstsolve

m ax
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )+ ��P D F + (�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

=

�

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

+ ��P D F +

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

� �(1;1); (40)

m in
f�F ;�R g

h

�(�F;�R )� ��P D F � (�F;�R )� �(1;1)

i

=

�

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

� ��P D F �

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

� �(1;1); (41)

for (�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

) and (�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

). These values are then used to determ ine the scale

uncertainty according to eqs.(3)and (4),and thePDF uncertainty by setting

�

��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

�

=

�

�
(m ax)
F

;�
(m ax)
R

�

;

�

��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

�

=

�

�
(m in)
F

;�
(m in)
R

�

; (42)

which are then used in eqs(34)and (35).

D) The scale uncertainty isde�ned in the sam e way asdone in item A).For PDF uncertainty,

we solve

m ax
f�F ;�R g

h

��P D F + (�F;�R )

i

= ��P D F +

�

��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

�

; (43)

m ax
f�F ;�R g

h

��P D F � (�F;�R )

i

= ��P D F �

�

��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

�

; (44)

for(��
(m ax)
F

;��
(m ax)
R

)and (��
(m in)
F

;��
(m in)
R

),which are then used in eqs(34)and (35).

Item sB)-D)follow thesam elogic,nam ely �ndingtheabsolutem axim um and m inim um ofthecross

section,by variouscom binationsofscaleand PDF uncertainties.In thissense,itisnotfullyjusti�ed

to quote these two uncertaintiesseparately,although itisstillconvenientforbookkeeping. These

approaches stem from the observation that,in a hadroproduction Q CD com putation, unknown

higher orders also enter the determ ination ofthe PDFs,and one is therefore entitled to use the

fullinform ation on thePDF uncertainty in thedeterm ination ofthescaledependence.In fact,the

three m ethodsgive very sim ilarresults,with D)being the m ostconservative,i.e. resulting in the

largestoverallcrosssection uncertainty.

O n the other hand,by following the procedure outlined in item A),one is able to better assess

the separate dependence upon scales and PDFs. Itshould be observed that,while the quantities

��P D F � (�F;�R ) depend on �F and �R roughly in the sam e way as the cross sections �(�F;�R ),the

ratios

��P D F � (�F;�R )

.

�(�F;�R ) (45)
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are extrem ely stable with respect to variations of�F and �R . This im plies that the relative PDF

uncertainty on thecentralvalue ofthe crosssection,thatis

�� P D F �

.

�(1;1) (46)

is basically identicalto any ofthose in eq.(45),ifone follows item A).This is not the case for

item s B){D);the relative uncertainty due to �� P D F + (�� P D F � ) tends to be larger (sm aller) than

thatcom puted according to item A).

The consideration above led us to prefer the procedure of item A) for the com putation of the

results presented in this paper. This has also the advantage that it renders the calculation less

dem anding from thepointofview ofCPU tim e.W e conclude by stressing thatfortop production

theproceduresofitem sB){D)would have given sim ilarresultsasthatofitem A).
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