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1. Introduction

In itsm inin alversion, the Standard M odelofparticle interactions requires a com plex scalar
weak-isospin doublet to spontaneously break the electro-weak gauge symm etry. T hree of
its four original degrees of freedom transform into the longitudinalm odes oftheW — and
Z gauge bosons while the fourth m anifests itself as a neutral scalar eld, the H iggs boson.
Y ukaw a-type couplings between the H iggs eld and the ferm ions generate gauge invariant
m asses for the ferm ions.

T here is no strong theoretical reason to believe that the m inin al version of the Stan—
dard M odel is iIndeed realized in nature. Extended m odels give rise to several H iggs parti-
cles which can be electrically charged or neutraland which can be even or odd under CP
nversion.

T hem ost appealing extension of the Standard M odel, at them om ent, is the M inin al
Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ), which basically doubles the eld content of the
Standard M odel and requires two H iggs doublets for the generation of the particle m asses.
Thisresults in ve physical H iggs bosons: three neutral (h;H ;A ) and two charged (H ).
hand H areCP-even whilke A isCP-odd (for a review seeRef.ﬂ]).

To date, no H iggs boson has been observed in nature, in spite of great e orts that
have been m ade at particle accelerators, especially at the Large E lectron Positron collider
(LEP) atCERN.Thenull results lead to lower lim its on them ass of possible H iggs bosons.
For a scalar H iggs boson in the fram ework of the m inin al Standard M odel, this Iim it is
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My 1144G eV at95% CL.A ssum ing theM SSM , the 1lin it for a neutral scalar H iggs goes
down to about 91G &V .The 95% CL lin it on a CP-odd H iggs boson, the sub fct of this
paper, is around 92G &V E].

TheLargeH adron C ollider (LHC ) atCERN isscheduled to com m ence taking data In the
year 2007. Tt will be a proton-proton collider w ith a center ofm ass energy ofp s= 14Te&V
and has been designed speci cally to search for H iggs bosons. For all relevant values of
the H iggs boson m ass and m ost kinds of H iggs bosons in various m odels, the ghion-gluon
production m ode w il be of the greatest in portance both for discovery and for m easuring
the H iggs boson m ass. For CP-even H iggs bosons, the theoretical prediction is now fairly
well under control, having been calculated to nexttonextto-leading order (NNLO ) in the
strong coupling constant E,E].

In this paper, we use the technigues of R ef. [E,E,] to evaluate the production rate for
a pseudo-scalar H iggs boson to the sam e accuracy, ie., to next-to-next-to-Jeading order in
QCD .W ework in the heavy—top lin it, using an e ective lagrangian for the interaction of
the pseudo-scalar H iggs boson w ith the gluons. A s in the case of the scalar H iggs boson,
this does not restrict the validity of the results to the H iggsm ass region wellbelow 2M . if
one factors in the fi1ll top m ass dependence at leading order [E 1.

In the e ective lagrangian approach, the m assive top-quark loop that m ediates the
coupling between the H iggs and the constituents of the initial state hadrons, reduces to
e ective vertices w ith known coe cient functions. W hat rem ains to be com puted at NNLO
are 2! 1 processes up to two loops,2 ! 2 up to one loop,and 2! 3 at tree level, w here
all intemal particles are m assless, and all external particles are taken on-shell (pf = 0 for
quarks and glions, q2 =M zf for the H iggs).

W e note that we do not consider contributions from virtual particles in extended
theories in this paper. W e also do not consider the e ect of b quark loops at this order,
which can be In portant for exam ple In theM SSM ,when the coupling isenhanced by a large
value of tan . For light quarks, like the b, the e ective Jagrangian cannot be form ulated
and one must perform a true threeJloop calculation at this order. That calculation is
beyond the current state of the art.

NLO corrections to this processwere evaluated in R ef. [ﬂ,]and found to bevery sin ilar
in size to theNLO e ects for scalarH iggs production. W e nd thatthisisalso trueatNNLO :
The K factors at NNLO for the scalar and the pseudo-scalar are com parable. T hism eans
in tum that the production rate for pseudo-scalar H iggs bosons is fairly well under control.
T hough still sizable, the NNLO term in the perturbative series is signi cantly sm aller than
the NLO temm and still higher order e ects are presum ably negligble. A ccordingly, the
unphysical dependence of the cross section on the renom alization and factorization scales
is reasonably am all, allow iIng for a prediction of the total rate w ith errors of the order of,
or below , the expected experim ental precision.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In the second section, we describe our theoretical
fram ew ork ,, including the e ective lJagrangian, its W ilson coe cients and the renomm aliza—
tion of its operators, and our prescription for handling Levi€ wvita tensors and 5. In the
third section, we brie y discuss the m atrix elam ent calculations and the calculation of the
partonic cross sections. In section 4, we present our results for the partonic cross sections.
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T he result for pseudo-scalar production is very sin ilar to that for scalar production and
the expression for the di erence between the two is quite com pact. T he full expression is
presented in the appendix. In section 5 we com pute the hadronic cross section by folding
In the parton distributions and nally we present our conclusions.

2. Theoretical setup

In principle, the whole theoretical background is laid out very clearly in Ref. E]. N ever-
theless, ket us review the necessary ingredients for our calculation.

W e assum e that the pseudo-scalar H iggs boson, A , couples only to top quarks, t. The
interaction vertex is given by

A
Lag= Ige—Mtst; (2.1)
v

where g; is a coupling constant that depends on the speci ¢ theory under consideration.
In the M SSM , for exam ple, one has g- = cot , where tan is the standard ratio of the
vacuum expectation values of the two H ggs elds.

T he coupling of A to two gluons is then m ediated by a top quark loop. In the heavy-top

lin it, this interaction can be described by an e ective lJagrangian [91:

ah i
Lagg= Gr— Cr Ol +CP0% ;

X ) (22)

oP=c2c* ; o0f=0¢ 9 59

G? istheglion el strength tensor,and G? is itsdual:

Ge = G% (23)
A 1l quantities in these equations are to be understood a% bare quantities in the e ective
theory of vem assless avors. T husthe sum over quarks ( q) n Eqg. ) does not include

the top quark. C }13 and C }23 are coe cient functions that can be evaluated perturbatively.
Onem ay de ne renom alized operators and coe cient functions as follow s:

X2 X2

T he renom alization m atrix Z is given by @]

4 o 5
Z11=12 _; Z12=——+0(3); 2.5)

Zo=0; Zop=ZysZs;
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w ith

7 -1 s 0 s 2 02 1 3
— ——+ — 2 5 +0(3):
11 2 102 38
0= - S0 g 1= 37 —ne 7
3 3
(26)
21 11 5
ZS8,=1+ — = =4+ =nf +0(2);
s 6 36 ° )
4
7z8=1 —S§+O(§),

where n¢ is the num ber of Iight (ie.m assless In our approach) quark avors. In our num er-
ical analysis below ,we willalvays assumengs = 5. 2 _ and Z; 4 are the renom alization
constants of the strong coupling and the singlet axial current, respectively. Z?° isa nite
renom alization constant that w ill be discussed below .

T he coe cient functions are process independent and have been evaluated in the con-

text of pseudo-scalar H iggs decay to NNLO E]:

C 2 v0(Y;
1( s) T (s) .
5 2 1 1 2 5 ( -)
Co( s)= — 3 Zh—g +0(3);
where M  is the pole m ass of the top quark.
Them atrix elem ents to be evaluated have the form
107 + C00i= C1Z2 13 HOTi+ (C1Z12+ CoZo)H05i; (2.8)

with 0Pi  hab{® X H i, where a and b lJabel the two partons in the initial state, and X
denotes an arbitrary num ber of partons in the nalstate. W e need to evaluate the square
of thism atrix elem ent up to O ( 4.

S

@) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: Sam ple diagram s for FO™® i. H igher orders are obtained by dressing these diagram sw ith
additional quarks and gluons, both virtualand real.

O“? generates vertices which couple two or three glions to the pseudo-scalar H iggs
(the ggggA -vertex vanishesdue to the Jacobi=dentity of the structure functions of SU (3)).
T hus, the diagram s related to er‘? iare the sam e as in the scalar H iggs case (cf.Ref. [@ D.
A sam ple of typical diagram s is shown in FJgEl H igher order contributions are obtained
by dressing these diagram sw ith additionalglions and quarks, either as virtualparticles, or

{41



S
(c) d)

Figure 2: Sam ple diagram s for 105 i as required up to NNLO .

as real particles in the nalstate. T he actual results for these diagram s are di erent from
the ones in the scalar case, of course, due to the di erent Feynm an rules corresponding to
G G andG G

As for 05 i, since its prefactor in Eq.@) is of order g, it is only required to one
order less than 07 i. Diagram s contrdbuting to HO5 i for the di erent subprocesses are
shown in FJgE They appear In Interference term s w ith the corresponding diagram s of
FO”lB i (see Fjg.ﬂ). At NNLO , the square of diagram (c) is the only potential contribution
to the process arising solely through O“% . It vanishes, however, In the I it that the light
quarks are m assless.

W hen evaluating the diagram s, the presence of the m anifestly 4-dim ensional Levi-
Civita tensor in 0% aswellas the 5 in 05 requires special care. W e strictly ollow the
strategy outlined in Ref.[@]. Thism eans that rst we replace

i
5! 3 : (29)

Since we need to evaluate squared am plitudes, there w illalw ays be exactly two Levi€ wita
tensors In our expressions. T hisallow s us to express them In term s ofm etric tensors, w hich
can be Interpreted as d-din ensional ob fcts:

]
= gdlggg'= 9999 +9gggyg i (2.10)
w here, as indicated, the brackets around the upper indices Indicate that their positions are
to be anti-sym m etrized while the lower indices ram ain xed. A 1l further calculations (ie.,
Integrations, contraction of indices and spinor algebra) can be perform ed in d din ensions.
T his procedure is slightly di erent from that ofRef. [], but we have checked that it gives

)

2)! Furthem ore, we have

the sam e result for the pseudo-scalar H iggs decay up to O (
com puted the two-oop virtual corrections for our process in both approaches and obtained
dentical results.

The nite renom alization constant 7 55, introduced in Eq. (@), is determ ined by re-
quiring that the one-loop character of the operator relation of the axialanom aly ispreserved

also at higher orders:
Oy= ——071: (2.11)

Note that 0'; and 0", denote renomm alized operators here, asde ned in Eq. (@).

W e thank M . Steinhauser for providing us w ith unpublished intem ediate results concerning R ef. ﬂ 1.
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3. M ethods of evaluation

3.1 V irtual corrections

Potential subprocesses are gg ! A and gg ! A . It tums out, however, that the latter
does not contribute at NNLO . T he diagram s needed are tw o—-loop vertices w ith one m assive
and two m assless external legs.

For their evaluation, we use the technique of Ref. ] that has already been applied
successfully to the evaluation of the virtual correction to scalar H iggs production E]. This
m eans that the two-loop vertex diagram s are rstm apped onto threeloop propagator dia—
gram s by interpreting them assless external lines (gluons or quarks) as part of an additional
loop. The resulting Integrals, including tensor structures, can be treated by m eans of the
Integration-by-parts algorithm ofR ef. [@ ]. In particular, we can use the FORM [@ ] program
MINCER [E] as the basis of an algebraic program that reduces all integrals encountered
to a set of m aster integrals [E]. T he analytic expressions for the latter have been known
for a long tim e @]. N ote that a generalized version of the m ethod of R ef. [@] has been
constructed in R ef. [E].

3.2 Single real em ission

The radiation of one additional parton has to be evaluated up to onedoop level. The
contrbuting processes are gg ! Ag,gg ! Agq,gg ! Ag,and gqg ! Ag. The one-
loop m atrix elam ents have been evaluated to all orders in the dim ensional regularization
param eter = (4 d)=2. A fter interfering w ith the treedevel am plitude, the squared m atrix
elem ent can be integrated over single-em ission phase space to obtain the contribution to
the partonic cross section in closed analytic form . T he interference of bare operators 07
and 0% is of order . Nonethelss, operator 05 contributes to the single real em ission
cross section through operator m ixing since Z 1, is of order 1= . The Feynm an rules, loop
Integrals and phase space integration have allbeen in plem ented In FORM program s.

3.3 D ouble real em ission

W e need the treelevel expressions for the processesgg ! Agg,gg ! Agg, 99 ! Agg,
aq! Agg,qq! Agg,andqg ! Aqgg (and the corresponding charged conjigated processes).
T he squared m atrix elem ents can be evaluated straghtforwardly nd= 4 2 gpacetime
din ensionsw ith the help of FORM. T he result is a rather lJarge expression of several thousand
term s which m ust then be Integrated over phase space.

T he phase gpace for doubl real em ission is quite com plicated and we perform the
integration in the m ethod ofR ef. E]. T hat is, the m atrix elem ent and the phase space are
expanded n tem sof (1  x),wherex = M Zf=é. The result is a pow er series expansion in
(1 x)and In(1 x) (At NNLO , the highest power of the logarithm is ]n3(1 x)) for the
double realem ission contribution to the hadronic cross section. If one were to com pute all
term s In the series, this would be an exact result.

In fact, a truncated series is su cient for obtaining the NNLO cross section to very
high num erical precision. In this case, one obtains a cancellation of infrared singularities
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by expanding the other contributions to the partonic cross section (single real em ission,
m ass factorization ; the dependence of the virtualterm son x issmply / (1 X)) to the
same order in (1 x) as the double real em ission term . In Ref.[E], we com puted scalar
H iggs boson production to order (1  x)'® and arrived at a prediction for the hadronic cross
section that is phenom enologically equivalent to one based on the closed analytic form of
the partonic cross section that has recently becom e available [E ]. This com es as no great
surprise. T he functions which contribute to the closed analytic form can allbe expanded
In tetm sof (1  x). For exam ple, the dilogarithm can be represented as

| 2% a4 x)n 1

Lh(x)= — — - n(1 x) : (3.1)
6 i n n

Furthem ore, steeply falling parton distributions ensure that the threshold region dom i-
nates and that convergence in (1  x) is quite rapid.

A Ithough the truncated serdes leads to a physical result that isby allm eans equivalent
to the exact expression, the approach of expanding in (1 x) can be taken farther. If the
expansion can be evaluated up to su ciently high order in (1 x), one can actually invert
the serdes and obtain the partonic cross section In closed analytic form . T his is due to the
fact that only a 1im ited num ber of functions appear in this closed form representation: log—
arithm s, dilogarithm s, and trilogarithm s of various argum ents, m ultiplied by 1=x, 1=(1+ x)
and (1 x)";n = 1;0;1;2;3. Taking the functions which appear in the result for the
D rellY an cross section ] and these possible factors, one nds that carrying out the ex—
pansion to order (1 x)96 should su ce to allow inversion of the series. In fact, we have
carried out the expansion to order (1 x)lOO so that we could over-determm ine the system .
A's a check, this procedure has also been carried out for the scalar H iggs boson ], and
com plete agreem ent w ith the result of R ef. @]was found.

It is Interesting to observe that the task of inverting the serdes is m uch sim pler when
one exam ines only the di erence between the scalar and pseudo-scalar cases since they are
already very sin ilar at the level of squared am plitudes. The di erence m ay be inverted
w ith less than twenty term s.

4. Partonic results

A s noted above, the partonic cross sections for scalar and pseudo-scalar H iggs production
are very sin ilar, so that m any temm s cancel in the di erence between the two. Thus, the
partonic cross section for pseudo-scalar H iggs production can be expressed conveniently in
term s of the known scalar H Iggs boson cross section (w ith m odi ed nomm alization) plus a
rem ainder. For this purpose, we w rite

o = 0 ab 3 2 fH ;Aqg; a;b2 fg;q;99; (4.1)

where ", is the cross section for the process ab ! + X . a and b label the partons in
the initial state, m eans either a scalar (H ) or pseudo-scalar (A ) H iggs boson, and X

{74



denotes any num ber of quarks or gluons in the nalstate. In the nom alization factors,we
keep the full top m ass dependence:

b 2

0 _ ﬁ _S 2 L+ (1 )£ (g )]

H 556 H H H ; o
P_

o 2Gp 2 o )2 A

A T 256 St a A ’ = M PR

where G 1664 10 °GeV ?,and g has been introduced in Eq. €4). The oneloop
function appearing in Eq.(@) isde ned by

arc%jnzis‘l:; , 1;
O T Cun (43)
7 1—191: 1 ; < :

For com pleteness, we note that in the heavy-top lim it, the nom alization factors approach
the values

p
0 Mt!I 1 2Gy . 0 Mt!I 1 2Gr , . (44)
5o 576 A o5 P

T he kinem atic term s are w ritten as a perturbative expansion:

s 0@

T he results for scalar H iggs production up to NNLO ( = H ) can beﬁaundjnRefs.[@

3.4

W ith the help of these expressions, the corresponding results for the pseudo-scalar
H iggs production cross section can be written in a rather com pact form . At NLO , the
result has been evaliated som e tin e ago [],[§1:
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Them ain result of this paper are the NNLO termsin g . We nd:

@) 2) 1939 19 . ) ’
gon ()= gy (X)+ Ta1 ngtJr 2 (1 x)+ 6D1(x)
(12x  6x%°+ 6x°) (1l x) 9x In’(x)
3 (10 x 13x%x%+ 4x3  2x%) (154 189x + 24x%+ 11x°)
+ = n(x)+
2 1 x 4
+ 13 ZJH + 2 a )+ 2 N (x)+ x In(x)
n — — X — X X X X
£ 16 3°° 2 3
(1 11x+ 10x?) in 1+ 1]H
;ow = —+ —kt;
6 2 g Bt
2) 2) (4 4x + 2X2) 28 2 (4.7)
g (X) ggn (X)F 3 hl x) 5 X In® (x)
22+ 30x  x%) (337 382x + 51x?)
n(x)+ ’
3 18
@ xy= P x) o4 n?(x) + 16 6+ 11x) In(x) + 8 (37 40x+ 3x2);
aep T qoH 27 27 27 !
@ y= Pk 32 n?(x)+ 32 (3+ 8x%) In(x)
agp 1T o 27 27
, 10 11 9x? %)+ 32 In(x) 1o 1 x?)
— X X X n — X X — X M
27 £ 27 27 ’
2 )= D) Dxmle)+ 224 3x) D)+ oAl 12x+ x2);
afa X) = g X 9 X X 9 X X 5 X+ X7);
where ¢ T 2M?), , (n) isRimann’s function (, = 2=6 = 164483 :::,

3= 120206 :::)and D, (x) " (1 x)=(1 x)L .0fcourseonemustchangeMyz ! M 4
wherever it appears In s - For the sake of com pleteness, we list the full result for g
jnApp.El. The di erence an can be expanded readily in term s of (1 x) in
order to bring it to a form consistent w ith the results of R ef. E].

Theonly contribution that originates from the presence of the (renomm alized!) operator
0, is the tetn 5, In the equations above. W e obtain it by com puting the interference of
diagram (a) In Fjg. w ith diagram (a) of FJgE A Yfematively, it can be derived from
Eq.({@1]) by using the LO result or ge :
4

(C1C2) 'ng , — 1l x)= —— Clz — 1 x) ; (4 8)
which leads to the sam e result for , as above. This provides a welcom e check on the

nom alization of the contribution from O,.

5. H adronic results

In com plete analogy to scalar H iggs production, one has to convolute the partonic rate

w ith the proper parton distribution functions, In order to arrive at a physical prediction

for the hadronic production rate:
x 2, %

hih, (8) = d ”
ab 0 a

Lax,

fa=h1 (Xa)fb=h2( =X3) Aab(§= s ): (5.1)
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A consistent NNLO hadronic result requires not only a NNLO partonic cross section, but
also PDFs that have been evaluated at NNLO . Strictly speaking, such a set of PDFs is not
yet available, because the NNLO evolution equation is not fully known. Nevertheless, we
use an approxin ate set of PDFs [@ ], based on approxin ations to the evolution equation @]
derived from the available m om ents of the structure functions [@]. At lower order, we use
the corresponding lower order PDF's 21]1.

0 a(pp-A+X) [pb] a(pp— A+X) [pb]
: Run I
g~=1

100}

1
50t .. N T
W T
10 F ——NNLO el
i NLO e
..... LO Tty

2|
0L b L e L el b b e b b e b L
100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 10 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300
M, [GeV] M, [GeV]
@) (b)

F igure 3: Totalcross section for inclusive production of pseudo-scalarH iggsbosons (A ) at (a) the
LHC ( s= 14TeV)and (b) Tevatron Run II (p s= 2Te&V ). The coupling constant for the coupling
of A to top quarks is such that gr = 1. T he cross section for other values of g. (eg.,gr = cot In
the M SSM ) can be obtained by scaling the curves w ith 3.7 .

Ll ndaiea 1
1022 g=1 LHC
10 ¢

1 v
4l ——NNLO o
10 " NLO
eeeee |LO
10-27””\””\”\\\HHMH\\HH\HH\HH\HH?

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
M, [GeV]

Figure 4: Total cross section for nclusive production of pseudo-scalar H iggs bosons (A ) at the
LHC ( s= 14TeV),as in Fjg.E for a lJarger m ass range. The cusp is an e ect of the top-quark
threshod.
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o(pp -~ A+X) [pb]

160 N A T — 1 [ 7 T T T ™1 [T | | 117
I LHC =y 1 ‘ ‘ N
M, E1ISGeV
120 ‘

~g=1 ]
100 [
o L

Figure 5: Scale dependence of the cross section foran M 5 = 115 G &V pseudo-scalar H iggs boson
atthe LHC ( s= 14TeV) (@) varying 5 = r, ) varying ¢, r = M and (c) varying &,
F = M A .

a(pp—A+X) [pb]

] ]
P Runlb - PR
35 P M,=115GeV |
3 bho S0 8=l ]
25
2 L
15 f
1 L
. | BN |
025 05 1 2 34025 05 1 2 34025 05 1 2 34
WM, /M, H/M
@) (b) (©)

Figure 6: Sameastg.E for the Tevatron Run IT (p5= 2TeV ).

F jg.E, show s the total cross section asa function of the pseudo-scalar H iggs boson m ass,
M A ,at (@) theLHC,and (b) Tevatron Run IT. Fjg.g show s the curves for the LHC over a
larger m ass range. T he renom alization and factorization scales have been settoM » . The
cusp In Fjgﬂ is a leading order e ect caused by the tt threshod, cf.Eq. ). Sihcewedo
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not want to specify a particular extension of the Standard M odel, we choose the coupling
of the pseudo-scalar H iggs to the top quarks such thatgr = 1 (cf.Eq. )). The totalcross
section scales w ith 7§, so that the actual num bers can be easily obtained from the ones
shown in the gure. A s already noted, the behavior of the corrections is very sin ilar to
the ones for scalar H iggs production: The NNLO corrections are signi cantly an aller than
the NLO corrections, indicating a nicely converging result with uncertainties well under
control.
This is further a m ed in Figs.4|and ¢} which show the variation of the cross section

w ith the renom alization and factorization scales fora xed HiggsmassM p = 115G e&V.
The scales are varied between M =4 and 4M  : in sub-panels (a), the renom alization
scale and the factorization scale are denti ed and varied sinm ultaneously; in sub-panels
(b), the renom alization scale y is dentied with M , , and  is varied, whilk in sub-
panels (c), r = M is xed and g isvaried. O ne observes a clear reduction of the scale
dependence at NNLO w ith respect to NLO .C om pared to the LO curve, there isa signi cant
relative in provem ent in the scale variation, while the absolute ranges of variation at LO
and NNLO are com parable. It is also clear that the scale dependence is dom inated by
renom alization scale dependence; factorization scale dependence is quite small. U sing
the rather conservative range of M 5 =4 < < 4M , , one arrives at an uncertainty in
from scale variation of about 30% ( 65% ) at LO, 30% ( 50% ) NLO, and less than

20% ( 25% ) atNNLO fortheLHC (num bers in brackets for Tevatron R un II). Varying
between M =2 and 2M p results in a variation of of 20% ( 40% )atLo, 15% ( 25%)
at NLO ,and lessthan 10% ( 15% ) atNNLO.

6. Conclusions

T he hadronic cross section for the production of a pseudo-scalar H iggs boson has been
calculated atNNLO In QCD .W e nd that the corrections are sin ilar to the scalar case, both
In theirm agnitude and in their uncertainty due to scale dependence. W hile thisuncertainty
is still rather large, it seem s that the NNLO calculation yields a reliable prediction for the
total rate.

N ote Added: Aswe completed this m anuscript, we becam e aware of a sin ilar paper
by A nastasiou and M e]mkov ]. W e have com pared results for the partonic cross sections
and nd com plete agreem ent.

A cknow ledgm ents. R V H.thanks the H igh Energy T heory group at Brookhaven Na-
tional Laboratory, where part of this work has been done, for hogpitality. The work of
W B K .was supported by the U S.D epartm ent of Energy under C ontract No. DE-AC 02—
98CH10886.

A . Analytic results

In this appendix, the analytic expressions for the partonic cross section of pseudo-scalar
H iggs production at NNLO are listed. Note that using the formulas of Egs. (@) and
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(4.]), one can transform these expressions into the corresponding ones for scalar H iggs
production .

AtNLO ﬁ, E ], the result for the gluon-glion sub-process is

L®)= (6+6 2) (1 x)+ 12D1(x) (24x 12x°+ 12x°) (1 x)

For the quark-gluon channelone nds

(1) (8 8x+ 4x2)]n (4 4x+ 2x2)]n 3 6x+ x*)

and for the quark {antiquark channel

(1) 32 3
aa X) > (1 x) & 3)
T he contributions from di erent sub-processes at NNLO are w ritten as
(2) A
aa = am T DE am 7 (A 4)

where n¢ is the num ber of light (ie., m assless in our approach) quark avors.

For the subprocess w ith two gluons in the initial state, we nd
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N 741 139 165 9

)= e e e @)
101 351
? 33 2 7 3 Do(X)-l- [139 90 Z]DI(X) 33D2(X)+ 72D3(X)

(144x  72x°+ 72x°)I> (1 x) (297 381lx+ 348x° 330x°)In?(l x)
9 (31 30x+ 93x% 94x3+ 31x%)
2

n’(1 x)n(x)

1 x
(2027 2735x + 2182x?  2583x°) 5 5
1 + (180x 90x“+ 90x”), In(l x)
(88 211x+ 312x% 365x° + 187x%)
3 nh(l x)h(x)
1 x
(7+ 3x+ 19x%%> 3x%x> 19x*+ 9x°) 5
ndl x)h*x)
1 %2
1 6x 13x%%> 6x°+ x%) ,
36 n(l x)Lip(l x)
1+ x
1+ 2x+ 3x%+ 2x> + x*) _ 5
18 n(l x)Li(l x%)
1+ x
9 (24 38x+ 8x%+ 54x°> 19x*+ 9x°)
- Ll x)
2 1 %2
9 (27+ 35x+ 75x° 29x°> 18x*+ 6x°) | 1 x)
_ Li
2 1 x? X
91+ 2x+ 3x%+ 24x>+ 16x%) 5
- L@ x%)
8 1+ x
9(1+ 2x+ 3x° 8x> 8x%) 1 x?)
— Li R
8 1+ x %2
9 (7+ ld4x+ 21x%+ 8x>+ 4x%) . 1 x , 1 x
— L1 L1
2 1+ x 1+ x 1+ x
3 (317 398x 87x%+ 300x> 121x%) |
- L1 x)
4 1 x
9 (11+ 31x+ 59x° 25x° 65x*+ 11x°) .
Z Ll x)n(x)
2 1 %2
(42 + 36x 63x° 33x7) | o, 9(5+ 10x+ 15x% 2x%) | 5
Li(l x°)+ — Li(l x7)In(x)
4 4 1+ x
321+ 23x+ 41x?  37x7  d4x*+ 4x5)
— In” (x)
4 1 x?
3(154 365x+ 675x?  827x>+ 374x%)
= n®(x)
8 1 x
1 (2213 5599x + 6603x%> 7003x°> + 4342x%) )
— X
8 1 x
(9 2x+ 27x% 34x3>+ 9x%) (16309 20611x + 23819x° 22749x>)
9 > (x)
1 x 48
3 5 5 351 5 3
71 (319 277x+ 233x 363x7) » 7 2x x4+ x7) 3
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and

£ 689 y 5 .5 T
X) = — — — X

99R 72 £ 327 ¢ °3

14 10

) 2 2 Dox) ?Dl(XH' 2D 5 (x)

2 2 3 2 8 2 2
+ 56 12x+ 3x" 17x)HDA x)+ Sk xR D)

(922 294x + 249%% 1570%°)

1 x)
108
217+ Tx+ 21x?  61x7+ 25x%)
- x)In(x)
9 1 x
8 2 2 16 2 .
§(x+ X )N x)h(1l x)+ F(X+ x°)n(l x)Li(1l x)
2+ 14x+ 17x%) (2 34x 31x?%) . 1 x)
Li(l x) Li
6 12 X
1 (68 302x+ 21x%+ 227x°>+ 4x%)
- L1 x)
36 1 x
(2 50x 47><2)L_(l )
X X
12 ®
2+ 6x+ 9x?%) 4 1 (68+ 100x + 69x% 351x°+ 132x*)
n°x)+ — In®(x)
72 72 1 x
1 (1282 382x+ 117x% 3041x7 + 2384x*) 8 5
nh(x) —x+x%),2hx)
216 1 x 3
(12707 606x + 1641x? 17774x>) 2 5 5
-8 12x+ 3x 17x7) 2
1296 9
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For the quark-gluon channel, we have:

367
qu(><)=§(2 2x+ x°)In° (1 x)
(2592 2278x 111x? 288x°) , (642 + 190x + 553x%?%) _,
(@1 x) n"1 x)n(x)
36 18
(23887 17388x 2538x% 784x>) 50 5
— (2 2x+x%), Il x)
162 9
(1665 2040x + 174x%? 400x%) 438+ 21x + 39x?) 5
+ > n(1l x)hx)+ 5 n(l x)h"(x)

2
5(46+ 298x + 139x°)I(l %)L x) 22+ 2x+ x°)I(l =)Ll x°)

2 . (302 + 474x + 339x%) . 1 x)
— (42 142x x°)Liz(1 x) Li
9 9 X
2+ 2%+ x° 2+ 2%+ x° 1 2
( X+ X )Li3(l <2) ( X+ X )L.l3 ( X“)
2 2 %2
5 . X . 1 x
42+ 2x+ x%) Li Li
1+ x 1+ x
(979 144x 215x%%+ 52x°) | (142 + 374x + 245%%)
L1 =x)+ Ly x)In(x)
18 9
(166 + 222x + 33x? + 4x°)_ 5 5 , 5
+ o Li(l x)+ 22+ 2x+ xX*)In(x)Li(1 x%)
(133+ 202x + 115x%?%) _ 5 (837 1296x + 234x* 226%x°) ,
+ n’ (x) In“ (x)
27 54
(22042 32040x 5847x% 2464x3) (194 + 222x + 213x%) )
X
324 9 2
(173719 156324x 12687 x> 6148x3)+ (1071  710x 130x% 144x3)
1944 18 z
311(2 x4 x2)
_— X X
18 :
@ 7)
and
F (2 2x+ x2) 5
g (X) = 15 1 x)
13 16x + 9x? 4 4x+ 2x?
( 9X *Nna x) 2 X9 Dl x)hx) @ 38)
2 2x+x%)_, (29 38x+ 19x?) (265 418x + 179%?)
P N n(x)+ :
9 27 162
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and

and

For the scattering of two dentical quarks,we nd

A 32 2\ .2 16 2y+.2
oA (x) = ?(3 2x  x°)In“ (1 x) ?(4+ Ix+ x°)In“(1 x)In(x)
4 38
+ 5(17 12x  5x°)In(1l  x)+ 5(12 8x 5x°)lh(l x)h(x)
8 2 2 32 2 .
+§(4+ Idx+ x°)In(1 x)In"(X) 3(4+ dx+ x°)In(1 x)Li(1
® 2 2%+ LB x) —(50+ 46x + 13x2)Li L)
— X+ x°)Li X — X xX“)L 1L
27 ? 27 ?
8 P 16 P
§(6 4x x°)Lih(1 x)+ E(l9+ 17x+ 5x°)Li(1 x)Ih(x)
8 2y+.3 4 24\ .2
+ —(19+ 17x+ 5x° ) In"(x) — (18 10x 9x°)In"(x)
81 27
2 5 16 5
5(129 212x  69x°)In(x)+ 3(4+ dx + x°) o In(x)
4

2 32 2
+ —( 86+ 53x+ 33x°)+ — (3 2x X7) »
27 9

3 2x xH)MN’(1 x) ?(4+ 4x + x*)I% (1 x)n(x)

-+ 4x+ )1 x)h%x) —@+ 4x+ x )l x)Lib(1
1
s axs 2y )
9 X
8 2 . 8 2 .
5(6 dx X)Ll x)+ 5(4+ dx+ x“)Lb(l x)h(x)
4 2y 1.3 8 2y 1.2
+§(4+ x4+ x°)In" (x) 5(3 2x  x°)In"(x)
5(43 68x 29x° )In(x)+ 3(4+ Ix + X°) , In(x)
2 5 32 5
5(61 d6x 15x7)+ 3(3 2X  X7) o

CFIqu (x)= 0:

{174

(A 10)

(A 11)

A 12)



For quark {antiquark scattering (sam e quark avor), we have

A 32 2 3,12 16 2\ 1.2
- (x) = a(l4+ 2lx  48x°+ 13x )In“(1 x) E(4+ Ix+ x°)In“ (1 x)In(x)

4

+ 5775+ 892x 1351x%°% + 384x°)In(1  x)
8

+ E(76+ 72x  189x°+ 64x°)In(l  x)Ih(x)

8 2 2 32 2 .
+ 5(4+ I1x+ x“*)In(1l x)In"(x) 3(4+ dx+ x°)In(1l x)Lb(1l x)

40 P 8 P 1 x)
— 2+ 2x+ x°)Liz3(1 x) —=(18+ 18x+ 5x“)Liz
27 9 X
10 . 5 2 . 1 x?)
+ — 2+ 2x+ X)Ll x°)+ =2+ 2x+ xX°)Li
27 9 x2
8 5 1 x ) 1 x
+ —(2+ 2x+ x°) Li Li
27 1+ x 1+ x

8 5 3. 16 o
5(12+ 30x  93x 26X )L (1 x)+ ?(7+ Tx+ 2x° )Lk (1 x)Ih(x)

8 2 34 2 2 4 247 1 2
— 2x+ x“+ 6xX° )L (1 x%) 5(2+ 2x+ x°)Lh(1 x°)In(x)

27
E 2 3 E 2 3 2
+ 27(5+ 5x+ x°)In” (x) 81(27+ 27x  8l1x“+ 44x7)In" (X)
2 5 3 16 5
+ 5(9 1064x + 2111 x 768x ) In(x)+ E(4+ dx+ xX°) » In(x)

20 5 3 16 5 3
+ 5(101 462x + 520x 159%x7) + a(ll+ 93x 147x"+ 43x7) »
(A 13)

and

. 32(1 x)? 16(3 9x+ 12x?  4x7)
qqA(X)=781 nh(l x) o1 n(x)

8(41 11lx+ 111x% 41x3) )
243 )

(A 14)

In the expressions above, we have denti ed the renomm alization and the factorization
scale with the Higgs boson mass, g = ¢ = M. The dependence on these scales is
logarithm ic and can readily be reconstructed by em ploying scale invariance of the total

partonic cross section.

R eferences

[L]JF.Gunion,H E.Haber,G L.Kane,S.Dawson, The Higgs Hunter’s G uide,
A ddisonW esky, Reading 1990.

[2] See http://lephiggs.web.cern.ch/LEPHIGGS/www/Welcome.html for updates.
31 R V .Harlander,W B .K igore,Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 201801.

[4] C.Anastasiou,K .M elnikov, hep-ph/0207004.

{ 18 {



[5] R V.Harlander, Phys. Lett. B 492 (2000) 74.

[6]1W B.K igore, proceedings of the International C onference on H igh Energy Physics
(ICHEP '02), Am sterdam , July 24-31, 2002 [heph/0208143].

[71M .Spira,A .D puadi, D .G raudenz,PM . Zerwas,Nucl Phys. B 453 (1995) 17;
Phys. Lett. B 318 (1993) 347.

BIRP.Kau man,W .Scha er,Phys.Rev.D 49 (1994) 551.
O] K G .Chetyrkin,B A .Knihl,M . Steinhauser,W A .Bardeen,Nucl Phys.B 535 (1998) 3.

[l10] R V.Harlander,W B.Kigore,Phys.Rev.D 64 (2001) 013015;
S.Catanip .de Florian,M .G razzini,|J. H ioh Energy Phys. 05 (2001) 029

[11] SA .Larin, heph/9302240;Phys. Lett. B 303 (1993) 113.
[12] PA .Bakov,V A . Sm imov,Phys. Lett. B 477 (2000) 367.

[13] F V.Tkachov,Phys. Lett.B 100 (1981) 65;
K G .Chetyrkin,F V . Tkachov,Nucl Phys.B 192 (1981) 159.

[14] JA M .Vem aseren,m ath-ph/0010025.

[15] SA .Larin,F V .Tkachov,JA M .Vem aseren, NIKHEF-H /91-18, Am sterdam , 1991 (see also
http://www.nikhef.nl/~form/).

[16] R J.Gonsalves,Phys.Rev.D 28 (1983) 1542;
G.Kramer,B.Lampe,Z.Phys.C 34 (1987) 497; erratum ibid.42 (1989) 504;
T .M atsuura, SC .van derM arck,W L.van Neerven,Nucl Phys.B 319 (1989) 570.

[17] R .Hamberg, T .M atsuura and W L.van Neerven,Nucl Phys. B 359 (1991) 343
[18]AD.Martin,R G .Roberts, W J.Stirling,R S.Thome,Phys. Lett. B 531 (216) 2002.
[19]W L.van Neerven,A .Vogt, Phys. Lett. B 490 (2000) 111.

[20] A .Retey,JA M .Vem aseren,Nucl Phys. B 604 (281) 2001;
SA.Larin, T .van R ithergen, JA M .Vem aseren Nucl. Phys. B 427 (41) 1994;
SA .Larin,P.Nogueira, T .van R ithergen, JA M .Vem aseren Nucl Phys.B 492 (338) 1997.

[21]A D .Martin,R G .Roberts, W J.Stirling,R S.Thome,Eur. Phys. J.C 23 (2002) 73

[22] C .Anastasiou,K .M elnikov, hepph/0208115.

{19 {


http://jhep.sissa.it/stdsearch?paper=05%282001%29025

