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1. Introduction

The H ggsboson [1]is a fundam ental ingredient of the Standard M odel (SM ), but it
has not yet been observed.

D irect searches at LEP inply a Iower Imit of My > 1123 GeV (at 95% CL)
[2]lon themassM y ofthe SM H iggsboson. G lobalSM  ts to electrow eak precision
m easurem ents favour a light Higgs M 5 < 200 G&V) [3]. The combiation of the
prelin nary H iggs boson search results of the four LEP experin ents [4, 5] show s an
excess of candidates, which m ay indicate the production of a SM H iggs boson w ith
amassnear 115 G eV .The nalanalysis of the LEP data is expected soon, but it is
unlikely that it can substantially change these results.

A fter the end of the LEP physics programm e, the search for the H iggs boson
w ill be carried out at hadron colliders. D gpending on the lum inosity delivered to the
CDF and D 0 detectors during the forthcom ing Run 1T, the Tevatron experin ents can
yield evidence for a Higgsboson with M 5 < 180 G&V and m ay be abl to discover
(atthe 5 level) aHiggsbosonwith My < 130GeV [6]. AttheLHC,the SM H iggs
boson can be discovered over the full m ass range up to M 4 1 Tev after a few
years of running [7].

T he dom Inant m echanian for SM H iggs boson production at hadron colliders is
gluon {gluon fusion through a heavy-quark (top-quark) loop [8]. A t the Tevatron, this
production m echanism leads to about 65% of the total cross section for producing a
Higgsboson In themassrangeM 5y = 100200 GeV [6]. At the LHC [9], gg fusion
exceeds all the other production channels by a factor decreasing from 8 to 5 when
My increases from 100 to 200 G&V .W hen My approaches 1 TeV, gg fusion still
provides about 50% of the total production cross section.

QCD radiative corrections at nextto-leading order (NLO ) to gg-fusion were
com puted and found to be large [10, 11, 12]. Since approxim ate evaluations [13] of
higher-order termm s suggest that theire ect can stillbe sizeable, the evaluation of the
nexttonext—+to-leading order (NN LO ) corrections is highly desirable.

In this paper, we perform a rst step towards the com plete NNLO calculation.
W euse the recently evaluated [14 ]tw o-Joop am plitude fortheprocessgg ! H and the
soft-gluon factorization formulae [15,16,17, 18] for the bram sstrah lung subprocesses
gg! Hgandgg ! H gg;H gg,and we com pute the soft and virtual contribbutions to
the NN LO partonic cross section. W e also discuss all-order resum m ation of sof-glion
contrlbutions to nextto-next-to-leading logarithm ic (NN LL ) accuracy.

W e use the approxin ation M My ,where M ; is the m ass of the top quark.
T he results of the NLO calculation in Ref. [12] show that this is a good num erical
approxin ation [13] of the full NLLO correction, provided the exact dependence on
M4 =M ; is lncluded in the leading-order (LO ) term . W e can thus assum e that the
ImiM,. My contihues to be a good num erical approxin ation at NNLO .

T he hadronic cross section for H iggsboson production is obtained by convoluting



the perturbative partonic cross sections w ith the parton distributions of the colliding
hadrons. Besides the partonic cross sections, the other key ingredients of the NNLO

calculation are the NNLO parton distributions. Even though their NNLO evolution
kemels are not fully available, som e of their M ellin m om ents have been com puted
[19]and, from these, approxim ated kemels have been constructed [20]. R ecently, the
new M RST [21]sets ofdistrbutions becam e avaibble’, including the (approxin ated)
NN LO densities, which allow s an evaluation of the hadronic cross section to (aln ost
full) NNLO accuracy.

W e use cur NNLO result for the partonic cross sections and the M RST parton
distrbutions at NNLO to com pute the H iggs boson production cross section at the
LHC . In this paper, we do not present num erical results for Run IT at the Tevatron.
Tnclusive production of H iggs boson through gluon {glion fiision is phenom enologi-
cally less relevant at the Tevatron: it is not regarded as a m ain discovery channel,
because of the large Q CD background [6].

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sect. 2 we de ne the softvirtual approx-
In ation for the cross section and present our result for the corresponding NNLO
coe clent. In Sect. 3 we discuss softgluon resumm ation for H iggs production at
NNLL accuracy, and we also consider the dom inant contrlbutions of collinear origin.
Tn Sect. 4 we present the quantitative e ect of the com puted NNLO corrections for
SM H iggsboson production at the LHC .F inally, in Sect. 5 we present our conclusions
and we comm ent on H iggs boson production beyond the SM .

2.QCD cross section at NN LO

W e consider the collision of two hadrons h; and h, with centre-ofm ass energy = s.
T he inclusive cross section for the production of the SM H iggs boson can be w ritten
as

X Z Z 4
(SiM )= dxy dxy fan, (%17 7 ) fon, (%27 3)  dz z
ap O 0 X1X2
02Gan(zi s( g)ME= 2 M{=1); (2.1)
where =M If=s,and 7 and g arefactorization and renom alization scales, respec-

tively. T he parton densities of the colliding hadrons are denoted by f.;, (x; 2 ) and
the subscript a labels the type of m assless partons (a = g;¢ ;G , with N di erent

avours of light quarks). W e use parton densities as de ned in the M S factorization
schem e.

YW e thank J. Stirling for providing us w ith the new set of distributions.



From Eqg. (2.1) the cross section ", for the partonic subprocessab! H + X at
the centre-ofm ass energy §= x;x;5= M ? =z is

1
"o (&M ) = 3 M2 Gap(z)= 02z Ga(z); (22)

where the term 1=8 corresponds to the ux factor and leads to an overall z factor.
T he Bom-level cross section  and the hard coe cient function G _, arise from the
phase—space integral of the m atrix elem ents squared.

T he incom ing partons a ;b couple to the H iggs boson through heavy-quark loops
and, therefore, , and G ,, also depend on them assesM o of the heavy quarks. The
Bom-level contrbbution  is [8]

Gp X aM 2
0= —P=7 Ag

288~ 27 M 2

T 23)

where Gy = 1:16639 10° GeV ? is the Femm i constant, and the am plitude A, is

given by
3 h i
Agx)= =x 1+ (1 x)f (x) ;
g
3 2ot
2 arcsin® = ; X 1
X
f(x)zg 1 1+ 1 X ) 24)
: - h—p— i ;x< 1
4 1 1 X

In the follow ing we lin it ourselves to considering the case of a single heavy quark,
the top quark,and N = 5 lightquark avours. W ealwaysuseM M= 176 G&V)
to denote the on-shell pole m ass of the top quark.

The coe cient function G ., In Eqg. (2.1) is com putable in QCD perturbation
theory according to the expansion

Xl S( 2) ! (n)
n
Gan(Zi s ()My=2Mi=2)= 3(3) =GgeMi=iMi= D)
n=0
3 2 2
(%) M2 M
= HDGL @ G ]
R F
4 2 2 2
(&) M7 M
S\ R (2) H - H 5y .
T 2 Gab ’ 2 7/ 2 +O( s)/ (2-5)
R F
w here the (scale-independent) LO contribution is
), _
G ()= ag gy (1 2): (2.6)

The NLO coe cients G SO) are known. Their calculation w ith the exact depen-
dence on M was performed in Ref. [12]. In the largeM . lin it (ie. neglecting



corrections that vanish when M y =M ! 0) the result is [10, 11]

11 33 2N 2
G ZMy= g Mi=z2)= ( z) 5+ 6 (2)+Tf1n—§ + 12D,
F
M 2 1 M 2 n 11 (1
+6D0]Il §+Pgr§g(z):|n( 22% H 6 Z _( Z§,
F Z g 1 z 2 z
2.7)
1 1 zfMZ 2 1 z¥
Gég)(z,MIf:ﬁ,M;:é):Equ(z)Jn — By 2 — (28)
F
321 =z
Gy (2M = ZM§= ] =§(7Z§, GleMi=3iMi=12)=0; (29)

where (n)istheR iam ann zeta-fliinction ( 2)= ?=6= 1%645:::, (3)= 1202:::),
and we have de ned

Di(z) _— : (2.10)

1+ (1 z¥

reg 4
ng (z)= 6 2+ z(1 z) ; Py (z)= 57 ; (2.11)

N |-

and, m ore precisely, ngg (z) is the regular part (ie. after subtracting the 1=(1  z)
soft singularity) of Py, (z).
In Egs. (2.7){(29) we can dentify three kinds of contrdbutions:

Soft and virtual corrections, which involve only the gg channel and give rise
to the (1 z)and D term s In Eq. (2.7). These are the m ost singular tem s
when z ! 1.

Purely-collinear logarithm ic contributions, which are controlled by the reqular
part of the A rarelli{Parisi splitting kemels (see Egs. (2.7), (2.8)). The argu-
m ent of the collinear logarithm corresponds to the m axinum valie (&, _,

(1  z¥M ?=z) of the transverse mom entum ¢ of the H iggs boson. These
contrbutions give the next—=to-dom inant singular termm swhen z ! 1.

H ard contributions, which are present in all partonic channels and lead to nite
corrections In the Imitz ! 1 .



T he term s proportional to the distributions D ;(z) and (1 z) can be used to
de ne what we call the softw/irtual (SV ) approxin ation. In this approxin ation only
the gg channel contributes and we have

11 33 2N 2
Ga' EME=iME=i)= s (1 2) Z+6 @+———h—
F
M2
+ 6Dy n—* + 12D, : (2.12)

2
F

The SV tem sare certainly the dom inant contributions to the cross section in the
kinem atic region near threshold ( = M}f =3 1).At xed s, thism eansthat the SV
temm s certainly dom inate in the case of heavy H iggs bosons. H owever, these tem s
can give the dom inant e ect even long before the threshold region in the hadronic
cross section is actually approached. This is a consequence of the fact that the
partonic cross section ” (§;M HZ ) has to be convoluted w ith the parton densities, and
the QCD evolution of the Jatter sizeably reduces the energy that is available in the
partonic hard-scattering subprocess. T hus, the partonic cross section * (8;M 2 ) (or
the coe cient function G (z)) in the factorization form ula (2.1) is typically evalnated
m uch closer to thresholdd than the hadronic cross section. ITn other words, the parton
densities are large at am all x and are strongly suppressed at lJarge x (typically, when
x! 1,f(x; ?) (1 x)with > 3and > 6 forvalence quarks and sea-quarks or
gluons, respectively); after integration over them , the dom inant value of the square
of the partonic centre-ofm ass energy h8i = hx;x,1s is therefore substantially an aller
than the corresponding hadronic value s. Note, also, that this e ect is enhanced, in
gluon-dom nated processes, by the stronger suppression of the gluon density at large
x . In the case of H ggsboson production at the LHC , these features w ere em phasized
In Ref. [13], where the authors pointed out that the SV approxin ation gives a good
num erical approxin ation (see also Sect. 4) of the com plete NLO correctionsdown to
Jow values (M 4 100 G &V ) of the H iggs boson m ass.

The NNLO coe cients G So) are not yet known. Their com putation, including
their exact dependence on M , is certainly very di cult, since it requires the evalu—
ation of threeloop Feynm an diagram s.

T he com putation is certainly m ore feasible in the largeM . lim it, where one can
exploit the e ective-agrangian approach introduced in Ref. [22] and developed up
to O ( é ) In Refs. [23, 13]. U sing this approach, the contribution of the heavy-quark
Joop is embodied by an e ective vertex, thus reducing by one the num ber of loop
Integrals to be explicitly carried out.

W ithin the e ective-agrangian fom alism , an in portant step has recently been
perform ed by Harlander [14], who has evaluated the two—-loop am plitude for the pro-
cessgg ! H by usingdin ensionalregularization nd= 4 2 spacetin edin ensions.
T he two-loop am plituide haspolesofthe type 1= " withn = 4;3;2;1. The coe cients



of the poles of ordern = 4;3;2 had been predicted in Ref. [24]. T he agreem ent [25]
w ith this prediction is a non-trivial check of H arlander’s result.

To com pute the NNLO cross section, the two—loop am plitude for the process
gg ! H hastobe combined w ith the phase—space integrals of the squares of the one-
Joopm atrix elem ent for the processgg ! H g and of the tree—levelm atrix elem ents for
the processesgg ! Hggand gg ! H gg. W e have com puted these m atrix elem ents
In the Iim itwhere the nalstate partonsare soft, by using the one-loop and tree-level
factorization form ulae derived in Refs. [15,16]and Refs. [17, 18], respectively. T hen,
w e have carried out the phasespace integrals by using the technique of Ref. [26]. The
result contains -poles and nite term s. The -poles (including the single pole 1= )
exactly cancel those in the two—-doop am plitude [14 ], thus providing a non—trivial cross—
check of our and Harlander’s results. The ram aining nite term s give the com plete
soft and virtual contributions to the NNLO cross section.

D etails of our calculation w ill be presented elsew here [27]. In this paperwe lim it
ourselves to presenting the nal result. W e obtain the follow ng soft and virtual

contributions to the NNLO coe cient function G éé) :

"

11399 133 9 165
Gog ™ ziM g= M= )= (1 2t — @) 5 @ 3
19 2 M2 1189 5 5
+ —+ =N h—S+ N —— = (2)+= (3)
8 3 M { 144 3 6
33 2N ) 2 M 2
+ th_g 18 (2)A—
48 2 z
169 171 19 M 2
+ -t — (3) _Nf+ (33 2Nf) (2) In >
4 2 6 p F
465 13 M2
+ —+ —N¢ —(33 2Ng) (2) In >
8 3 2
"
101 351 14 165 M2
+ 0 — + (2) —_— (3)+ Nf E 2 (2) + T _Nf In >
F
#
3 M 2 2 133 5 M 2
~(33 M )h—E h—+ = 45 (2) -N¢ h—
2 2 2 2 3 2
" #
10 , M2 M2 M 2
+ Dl 133 90 (2) —Nf+ 36 In —2+ (33 2Nf) 2n > 3In >
3 F F R
M2
H
+ D, 33+ 2Nt + 108 In—;
F
+ 72Ds : (213)

N ote that our result iIn Eq. (2.13) gives the com plete soft contributions (all the
termm s proportional to the distrbutions D ;(z)) to the NNLO coe cient functions



G ;i) (z). It also gives the com plete virtual contribution (the term proportional to

(1 z)) to thegg channel. The expression In Eq. (2.13) is an approxin ation of the
exact NNLO calculation in the sense that it di ers from G ;i)(z) by tem s that are
lssshgularwhen z ! 1. M ore precisely, in the lJargez lin it we have (see Sect. (3))

Gy 2) GG @)I=0m’ z)) ; (214)

G¥z)=0m 1 =z) ; (2.15)

Go(z)/ 1 z)+0(@ =2h1l z); ¢¥@=0(1 21T 2z)
(2.16)

Note also that, unlke the NLO term G ., (z), the NNLO coe cient function
G ;i) (z) is not independent of M  In the largeM . lin it. The virtual contribution
in Eq. (213) contains a tem , proportional to InM ?=M ?, that derives from the
Integration of the heavy-quark degrees of freedom in the e ective lagrangian [23,131].

Ourresult n Eq. (2.13) can be usefiil as a non-trivial check of a fiture com plete
calculation at NNLO . It can also be usad to extend the accuracy of the soft=gluon
resumm ation form alisn to NNLL order (see Sect. 3).

A s previously discussed, the SV approxin ation tums out to be a good num er—
ical approxin ation of the full NLO correction for H iggs boson production at the
LHC.Thus, the NNLO SV result In Eg. (2.13) can also be exploited to obtain an
approxin ate num erical estim ate of the com plete NNLO correction (see Sect. 4).

3. Softgluon resumm ation at NN LL accuracy

T he soft (and virtual) contrdoutions 2 2D, (z) (withm 2n 1) to the coe cient
function G g4 (z) can be summed to all orders in QCD perturbation theory. U sing
the softgluon resumm ation form ulae that are known at present, we can check the
coe clents of som e of the soft contributions presented In Eqg. (2.13). The ram aining
coe clents can then be used to extend the accuracy of the resum m ation form ulae to
NNLL order. Both points are discussed in this section.

The form alisn to system atically perform softgluon resumm ation for processes
nitiated by gg annihilation and gg fusion was set up in Refs. [28, 29, 30, 31]. Soft-
gluon resumm ation has to be carried out In the M ellin (or N -m om ent) space. The
N -m om ents Gy of the coe cient function G (z) are de ned by

Gy dz 2% *G(z) : (3.1)
0
Tn N -m om ent gpace the soft (or threshold) region z ! 1 corresponds to the lim it
N ! 1 ,and the distributions D, (z) lead to logarithm ic contributions, D, (z) !
" "N . The singular contrbutions in the largeN Iin it can be organized in the



follow ing allorder resum m ation form ula:
Gagm = Cagl s(2)Mg=2MF=3) §(s(2)Mi=g;M{=2)+0@AN)
(32)

The radiative factor |, enbodies all the large contrbutions N due to soft radi-
ation. T he function Egg( s) contains all the tem s that are constant in the largeN
Iim it and has a perturbative expansion analogous to Eq. (2.5):

Egg( s ( é)MH=§7M‘$= §)=
Xl
s (

Coo MZ=2MZ=2) : (33)
n=1
T hese constant term s are due to virtual contributions, and the perturbative coe —
clents E;z) are thus directly related to the coe cients of the contrdbution propor-
tionalto (1  z) i Gy (z). The term O (1=N ) on the right-hand side of Eq. (32)
denotes all the contributions that are suppressed by som e power of 1=N (m odulo
N enhancament) when N ! 1 .
The radiative factor | for H iggs boson production has the follow ng general
expression [28, 29, 321:

Slsthmi=2mi=0= J(s(hmi=2mi=1)

S (s yM =2 (3.4)

Each tem g em bodies the e ect of softgluon radiation em itted collinearly to the
Initialstate partons and depends on both the factorization schem e and the factor-
ization scale . In theM S factorization schem e we have the exponentiated result

Z
B g(EyMi=2Mi=2)= exp dz ——— — A, ( (@)
0

nZ; N1 1Z(1z)2M§dq2 O

2
F

2

S (2)
—= APy

S

3

AP+ o0 (9 (36)
T he factor I(ant) is Independent of the factorization scale and schem e and contains
the contrlbution of soft-gluion em ission at large angles w ith respect to the direction
of the colliding gluons. Tt can also be written In exponentiated form as

) Hzl ZN 1 1 O
S (s MEi=2)= exp dz ——— Du (s(Q zfM 2)) ; (3.7)
0



w here the function Dy ( g) for H iggs production has the follow ing perturbative ex—
pansion:

Dy(s)= — DS +0(2): (3.8)

The coe cients A 4 and A @) fially control soft-glion resumm ation up to next—
to-leading logarithm ic (NLL ) accuracy [28,29,32]. In the case of a generic incom ing
parton a, they are given by

aY=c,; aP=-CK ; (39)

whereC, = Cr = 4=3 ifa= g;gand C, = C, 3 ifa = g,while the coe cient K
is the sam e both for quarks and for gluons [33, 30, 34]and it is given by

67 2 5
— —N¢ : (3.10)

K =C, —
2 18 6 9

E xpanding the resum m ation formula (32) up to O ( g) and transform ing the result
back to z-space, it is straightforward to check that we correctly obtain the soft

(1)sv

contributions, D (z) and D (z), to G, (z) In Eq. (2.12). By com parison w ith the

1)

virtual term n Eq. (2.12),we can also extract the coe cjentc_;g in Eg. (33):
— 11 33 2Ng 2
ng(M§=§;M§=§)=7+6 (2)+T]n—§ : (3411)

F

Then,we can expand the resum m ation formula (32) up to O ( g),and we can com —
pare the result with our NNLO softwvirtual calculation in Eg. (2.13). It is straight—
forward to check that the know ledge ofAél) ;A 52) and E;) predicts the coe cients
ofD5(z);Ds(z)and D1 (z) in Gég)sv (z),and that the prediction fully agrees w ith our
result n Eq. (2.13).

T he com parison® at O ( g) and our calculation oftheD g term 1n Eg. (2.13) also
allow s us to extract the (so far unknown) coe cient D }(12) that controls sofgluon

resumm ation at NNLL order. W e obtain

o ., 101 11 7 14 2
=cC — @2)+= (3) +CaN: — = (2) (312)

D — +
i A 27 3()2 27 3

N ote that the corresponding NN LL coe cient for the D rell{Yan process [35]di ers

from D IEZ) by the sim ple replacem ent of colour factors Cr ! C, . This could have
straightforw ardly been predicted from the general structure of the soft—factorization
formulae at O ( é) (see Sect. 5 of Ref. [16] and the Appendix of Ref. [18]). The
exact expression of the ram aining NNLL coe cient A f;) is still unknown, but an
approxin ate num erical estin ate can be found in Ref. [35].

(2)

W e can also extract the virtual coe cient C_gg

in Eq. (33).



The integrals over z and ¢ i Egs. (3.5) and (3.7) can be carried out to any
required logarithm ic accuracy (see Refs. [32, 35]) and used for phenom enological
analyses. Quantitative studies of softgluon resumm ation e ects for H iggs boson
production are left to fiture investigations.

3.1 Collinear—im proved resum m ation

InRef. [13]K ram er, Laenen and Spira (K LS) exploited the resum m ation form alian to
obtain approxin ate expressions forthe NN LO corrections to H iggsboson production.
T heir resum m ation form ula isa sin pli ed version of Eq. (3.2) that includes only the

—(1) . .
1.c ™" and the rstorder coe cient , in

rst-order coe cients (the coe cients A
the expression of the running coupling s(g?)). Therefore, the NNLO expressions
obtained In Ref. [13] correctly predict only the coe cients of the contributions D 3
and D , to the soft and virtual coe cient function G éé)sv n Eqg. (2.13).

KLS also pointed out [13] that the resumm ation form alisn can be extended to
Include subdom inant contributions in the lJargez Iim it. T hese contributions are the
term s proportionalto powersof n(1  z) that appear in Gy (z) (see,eg.,Eq. (2.7)).
In N -m om ent space, they lead to contributions of the type Ni In* N ,which are usually
(and consistently) neglected w ithin the soft and virtual approxim ation (ie. in the
TmitN ! 1 ).

W e agree with KLS that the highest power®* of n(1  z) at the n-th perturba-
tive order, namely, ™ (1  z) in Gy (2) (or, equivalently, the tem 2 ™ 'N
nG g;iN ), can correctly and consistently be in plam ented in the allorder resumm a—
tion formula (32). The key observation [13] is that these term s have a collinear
origin. They arise from the transverse-m om entum evolution of initialstate collinear
radiation up to the maxinum value of g pem itted by kinem atics. Tn the large-
z lin it, the maxinum value is ¢, ., 1 2, which is very di erent from
the typical hard scale M If of the process. The large transversem om entum region
(1 zfM? < & < M2 is thus repponsble for the leading n(1  z)-enhancem ent.
T he resum m ation form alisn correctly em bodies the transversem om entum evolution
of soft radiation up to the kinem atical lin it (1 ~ zfM 2 (see Eq. (35)). T herefore,
the leading collinear enhancem ent can be taken into account by supplem enting the
Integrand in Eq. (3.5) with the regular (ie. non-soft) part of the A ftarelli{Parisi
splitting function (see Eqg. (2.11)). Both for the gg annihilation (D rell{Yan process)
and gg fusion (H iggs production) channels, we can sin ply perform the follow ing
replacam ent on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5):

2Nt 2N 1
(1) (1) N 1 _
1 ~ Aa ! ﬁAa + Z EP;:(;(Z)—
AR |
e 2t alPyo@a?) (313)
z

*A s for lower powers, K LS acknow ledge [13] that their result is not com plete.
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H aving perform ed the replacem ent ofEq. (3.13) In  § ,we can Insert itsensuing
oollinear—im proved expression n Eq. (32). The resumm ed expression for the N
m om ents of the coe cient function G 44;y can then be expanded in powers of 5 In
the largeN Iin it by consistently com puting and keeping all the temm s of the type

g gNi n*" 'N . Transom Ing the result back to z-space, this procedure gives the
soft and virtual contributions to G ég) (z) plus its lrading subdom inant correction (the
contrbution proportionalto n®* *(1  z))whenz ! 1.

W enam e softwirtualcollinear (SVC ) approxin ation this in proved version of the

SV expressions in Egs. (2.12) and (2.13). W e nd

1)sve 2_ 2 2_ 2
G (zMij=3gMI=

i 5 =G4 J=ZIMi=2) 12m@ z); (314)

2)svce 2
G (z;M ;=

e MZi=2)=GPV zMi=2Mi=2) 72XWQ z) : (315)

T he coe cient of In(1 z) In Eqg. (3.14) correctly reproduces that obtained by the
exact NLO expression in Eq. (2.7). The coe cient of In 3(1 z) In Eq. (3.15) agrees
w ith that com puted In Ref. [13].

T he num erical study ofR ef. [13]show sthat thee ect ofthe contribbution In(1  z)
atNLO isnot an all (see also Sect. 4), In particular at low values of the H iggs boson
m ass. T herefore, in our estim ate (Sect. 4) of the NNLO corrections to H iggs boson
production at the LHC , we consider both the SV approxin ation in Eq. (2.13) and
the SVC approxin ation in Eq. (3.15). In the gg partonic channel we thus neglect
NNLO of the type

Gz) G (z)=0m*1 z)); (3.16)

N ote, how ever, that the coe cient function of the gq channel still contains con—
tribbutions proportionalto n(1  z)atNLO (seeEq. (28))and to IT (1  z)atNNLO
(s2e Eg. (215)). W e do not consider the latter. At low values of the H iggs boson
m ass their e ect is an all, because the parton density um inosity of the gg channel
is an aller than that of the gg channel. The e ect increases by increasing the H iggs
boson m ass.

4. N um erical results at the LHC

Tn this section we study the phenom enological im pact of the higherorder QCD cor-
rections on the production of the SM H iggs boson at the LHC, ie. proton{proton
collisions a\tp s= 14 TeV .W e recall that we include the exact dependence on M ; in
the Bom—level cross section o (see Eqg. (2.3)), while the coe cient function G ., (z)
is evaluated in the largeM . approxin ation. At NLO [12, 13] this is a very good
num erical approxin ation when M M, and it is still accurate to better than
10 whenM 4 <1 Tev.
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Unless otherw ise stated, cross sections are com puted using the new M R ST 2000
[21] sets of parton distributions, w ith densities and coupling constant evaluated at
each corresponding order, ie. using LO distrdbbutions and l-loop ¢ for the LO
cross section, and so forth. The corresponding values of SC)D (sMyz))are 04132
(0.1253),022 (01175) and 0:187 Ge&v (0.1161), at 1-doop, 2-loop and 3-loop order,
regoectively. In the NNLO case we use the ‘central’ set of M R ST 2000, obtained
from a global t of data (desp inelastic scattering, D rell{Yan production and gt
E. distrdbution) by using the approxin ate NNLO evolution kemels presented in
Ref. [20]. The result we refer to as NNLO SV (SVC ) corresponds to the sum of
the LO and exact NLO (including the gg and gg channels) contributions plus the
SV (SVC) corrections at NNLO , given in Eqg. (2.13) (Eg. (3.15)). The LO and
NLO results obtained by using the CTEQ 5 distrdbutions [36] are very sim ilar to
the ones com puted with the M R ST 2000 sets (the di erences are an aller than the
uncertainties arising, for instance, from scale dependence). T herefore, we w ill not
show those results !.

T he com parison between di erent sets of parton distrlbbutions, how ever, cannot
be regarded asa way to quantitatively estin ate the uncertainty on the parton distri-
butions. T he theoretical and experin ental errors that a ect present determ inations
of the parton distrlbutions are typically larger [38] than the di erences between the
parton distribution sets provided by di erent groups [21,36,37]. In the case of H iggs
boson production atthe LHC , the study ofthe CTEQ C ollaboration [39 Jrecom m ends
an uncertainty of about 10% on the corresponding gluon{glion and quark{glon
parton lum inosities.

W ebegin the presentation ofour resultsby show Ing in F' ig.1 the scale dependence
of the cross section for the production ofa Higgsboson with My = 115G &V.The
scale dependence is analysad by varying the factorization and renom alization scales
by a factor of 4 up and down from the default value M iy . The plt on the left
corresoonds to the sin ultaneous variation ofboth scales, » = g = My ,whereas
the plots In the centre and on the right correspond, respectively, to the results of
the Independent variation of the factorization or renom alization scale, keeping the
other scale xead at the default value.

A s expected from the QCD running of g, the cross sections typically decrease
when { Increases around the characteristic hard scaleM 5 . In the case of variations
of 7, we obsarve the opposite behaviour. In fact, the cross sections are mainly
sensitive to partons w ith m om entum fraction x 10 2, and in this x-range scaling
violation of the parton densities is (m oderately) positive. A s a result, the scale
dependence is m ostly driven by the renomm alization scale, because the low estorder
contrlbution to the process is proportional to g, a (relatively) high power of 5.

{Largerdeviations (fr instance, the NLO cross section increasesby  10% ©HrM 4 = 100 200
G &V ) appear when com paring to the G RV 98 distributions [37], where both the gluon distrbution
and the valueof (M ; ) aredi erent from those of M RST 2000 and CTEQ 5.
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Figure 1: Scale dependence of the H iggs production cross section forM g = 115 GeV at
LO,NLO,NNLO-SV and NNLO-SVC.

Figure 1 show s that the scale dependence is reduced when higher-order correc-
tions are Included and, in the case of the factorization-scale dependence, a m axin um
appearsat NNLO -SV and NNLO -SVC , show Ing the im proved stability of the result.
A Iso note that there is an Increase In the scale dependence when going from NNLO -
SV toNNLO -SVC .This isdue to the fact that the dom nant collinear term s included
In the SVC approxin ation give a sizeable contribution and are scale-independent (see
Egs. (3.14) and (3.15)), so their e ect cannot be com pensated by scale variations.
Sim ilar results are obtained for higher m asses, w ith a reduction in the scale depen-
dence when approaching high m ass values.

The inpact of higherorder corrections is usually studied by com puting K —
factors, de ned as the ratio of the cross section evaluated at each corresponding
order over the LO result. The K -factors are shown in Fig. 2 where the bands ac-
count for the “theoretical uncertainty’ due to the scale dependence, quanti ed by
using the m InImum and m axinum valies of the cross sections when the scales g
and  are varied (sinultaneously and independently, as In Fig. 1) in the range
05 iR F 2. The LO result that nomm alizes the K -factors is com puted at
the default scaleM y in allcases.

T heploton the lkeft-hand side of F ig. 2 show s the uncertainty at .LO and com pares
the exact NLO result with the NLO SV and NLO -SVC approxin ations. In the case
of Iight H iggs production, the NLO -SV approxin ation tends to underestin ate the
exact result by about 15 to 20% ,whereas the NLO -SVC approxin ation only slightly
overestin ates it, show ing the num erical im portance of the term In(1 z) added in
the SVC approxin ation. Nevertheless, all the results agree w ithin the theoretical
bands: this con m s the validity of the largez approxin ation to estin ate higher-
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Figure 2: K “factors for H iggs production for the fullNLO result and the NLO -SV ,NLO -
SVC,NNLO-SV and NNLO -SVC approxin ations.

order corrections, and, In particular, allow s us to assum e that a sim ilar situation
occurs at NN LO . A s expected, the agreem ent between the three results in proves for
larger m asses.

T he right-hand side of Fig. 2 show s the SV and SVC results at NNLO . Again,
the SVC band sits higher than the SV one, the ratio of the corresponding cross
sections being aln ost the sam e as the one at NLO , as shown in the inset plot. The
contrbution from non-leading temm s n* (1 z), with k < 3 (which are not under
control w ithin the SVC approxin ation), is not included, but it is expected to be
num erically less in portant®.

A siswellknown, the custom ary procedure (thatwe also are using) of varying the
scales to estin ate the theoretical uncertainty can only give a lower 1im it on the “rue’
uncertainty. This is well dem onstrated by Fig. 2, which show s no overlap between
the LO and NLO bands. However, the NLO and NNLO bands do overlap, thus
suggesting that the perturbative expansion begins to converge from NNLO . Note
also that the size of the NNLO bands is an aller than that of the NLO bands: the
scale dependence at NNLO is an aller than at NLO .

C onsidering the results obtained atNLO , it isreasonable to expect the ullINN LO
K —factor to lie nside the SV and SVC bands, and m ost probably, closer to the SVC
one. In particular, for a light Higgsboson M 4 < 200 G &V ), this expectation would
corresoond to an increase of 15 to 25% with respect to the full NLO result, ie. a

X1 e have tried to add a term ]r12(l z) w ith a coe cient as large as that of the termm ]r13(1 z),
nding only a sm all (about 5% ) m odi cation.

14



factor of about 22 to 2.4 with respect to the LO result. Taking into account that
the NLO result increases the LO cross section by about 90% our result anticipates a
good convergence of the perturbative series.

B
50.0 \ MRST2000 4

a(pb)

0.1 1 1 1 1
200 400 600 800 1000

M, (GeV)

Figure 3: Cross section for H iggs boson production at the LHC in the NNLO -SV and
NNLO -SVC approxin ations.

In Fig. 3 we present the NNLO-SV and SVC cross sections as a function of
the Higgs m ass and incliding the corresponding uncertainty bands com puted as
de ned above. To facilitate the com parison w ith other calculations and m ore re ned
predictions, we report the values of the cross sections for the production of a H iggs
bosonwihM y = 115G &V .TheNNLO -SVC band correspondsto = 43:51-58.56 pb
(5013 pb at the default scales), the NNLO SV to = 37:734569 pb (41.66 pb at
the default scales), whereas for the fullNLO it is = 34:14-48.48 pb (4037 pb at
the default scales).

Finally we want to quantify the e ect of the (approxim ated) NNLO parton dis-
tributions in the gluonic channel. Th Fig. 4 we study this e ect for the NNLO -8V
result at My = 115 G &V, by pltting the cross section as a function of the scale.
W e use di erent com binations of NNLO and NLO parton distributions and coupling
constant expressions. T he inset plot show s the ratio R of the di erent results w ith
respect to the one obtained by using NNLO distributions and 3-loop . The use
of NNLO distrbutions and 3-loop ¢ reduces the NNLO cross section by 10% w ith
respect to the result that would be obtained ifNLO distribbutionsand 2 loop s were
used. Sihce thevaluesof (M z ) from M R ST 2000 are very sin ilar at 2 and 3 loops
and the typical scale of the process isnot far from M ; , the e ect ofgoing from 2 to
3 Joops ¢ amounts to only 1=3 of the 10% change. T he biggest e ect com es from
the di erence in the distrbbutions, m ostly due to the decrease of the NNLO gluon
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Figure 4: Cross section for H iggs production withM g = 115G &V com puted usingdi erent
NLO and NNLO parton distributions and coupling constant.

density at anallx [21]. Sin ilar results are obtained In the SVC approxin ation and
for di erent m asses.

5. Conclusions

In thispaperw e have studied theQ CD corrections to H iggsboson production through
gluon {gluon fusion in hadronic collisions, w ithin the fram ework of the largeM . ap-
proxin ation. Usihg a recent result for the two-loop correction to the gg ! H
am plitude [14]and the softfactorization form ulae for soft-glion am ission at O ( g )
[15,16,17,18]we have evaluated the soft and virtualQ CD correction to this process
at NNLO (SV approxin ation). W e have also considered [13] the leading n’a z)
contribution from the collinear region (SVC approxin ation). O ur result for the co—
e cient G @%)SV In Eq. (213) is consistent w ith the present know ledge of softgluon
resumm ation at NLL accuracy; it also allows us to x the NNLL coe cient D IEZ) n
Eg. (3.8).

W e have then studied the phenom enological in pact of our results at the LHC by
using the (approxin ate) NNLO setM R ST 2000 of parton distrbbutions [21]. W e have
shown that the exact NLO result lies In between the NLO -SV approxin ation and
the NLO SV C approxin ation, the latter being a better num erical approxin ation in
the case of Iow values of the H iggs boson m ass. C om paring the results in the SV and
SVC approxin ations at NNLO fora light Higgs (M 5 < 200 G &V ), we estin ate that
the NNLO correction w ill increase the NLO result between 15 and 25% .
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T he results presented here are a rst consistent (though approxin ate) estim ate
of Q CD corrections to H iggs boson production through gg fusion at NNLO and w ill
eventually be a stringent check of a future fullNNLO calculation.

In this paper we have only considered the production of the SM H iggs boson.
The M Inim al Supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel (M SSM ) leads to
two CP-even neutral H iggs bosons [1]. They are produced by gg fusion through
loops of heavy quarks (top, bottom ) and squarks. For an allvalues (tan < 5) of the
M SSM param etertan ,theNLO QCD corrections to thisproduction m echanisn are
com parable (to better than 10% ) [12,40, 9]to those for SM H iggs boson production.
T herefore, the NNLO K —factors com puted in this paper could also be applicable to
M SSM H iggs boson production.

N ote added : T he calculation of the soft and virtualNN LO corrections to H iggs
boson production has independently been perform ed in Ref.[41]. The m ethod used
In Ref.[41]isdi erent from ours. T he analytical results fully agree.
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