arXiv:2204.05770v1 [hep-ph] 12 Apr 2022

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP TTP22-021, P3H-22-035

Non-factorisable contribution to t-channel
single-top production

Christian Brgnnum-Hansen,?® Kirill Melnikov,* Jérémie Quarroz,® Chiara
Signorile-Signorile,%* Chen-Yu Wang®
@ Institute for Theoretical Particle Physics, KIT, Karlsruhe, Germany
b Institute for Astroparticle Physics, KIT, Karlsruhe, Germany
E-mail: christian.broennum-hansen@kit.edu, kirill.melnikov@kit.edu,

jeremie.quarroz@kit.edu, chiara.signorile-signorile@kit.edu

ABSTRACT: We compute the non-factorisable O(a?) corrections to t-channel single-top
quark production at the LHC. These peculiar corrections arise because of interactions be-
tween the heavy- and the light-quark lines and appear for the very first time at next-to-
next-to-leading order in perturbative QCD. We find that the non-factorisable corrections
change the single-top production cross section and the relevant kinematic distributions in
this process by about half a percent.
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1 Introduction

Studies of top quarks are important for the exploration of the Standard Model (SM) and in
searches for its extensions. With a mass of more than 170 GeV, the top quark is the heaviest
elementary particle of the SM and has an exceptionally strong coupling to the Higgs boson.
These special features of top quarks make it plausible that they play a particular role
in the underlying mechanism of electroweak symmetry breaking and may have significant
couplings to heavy New Physics.

The large top-quark mass is the reason behind its short lifetime which, in fact, is so
short that, once produced, top quarks decay before hadronising into mesons and baryons.



This has many interesting consequences including the fact that the information about top-
quark polarisation is passed to its decay products offering an opportunity to study this
aspect of QCD without non-perturbative contamination.

At the LHC, top quarks are mainly produced in pairs via strong interactions. Theoret-
ical predictions for tt pair production are very advanced and include next-to-leading-order
(NLO) QCD [1] and electroweak corrections [2], soft gluon resummation [3-7], and total
and fully differential next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) QCD corrections [8-11] in the
narrow-width approximation.

Top quarks can also be produced via electroweak interactions; this mechanism is re-
ferred to as single-top production. Interestingly, rates for single-top production at the LHC
are quite significant. In fact, the single-top quark production cross section is smaller than
the ¢t production cross section by only about a factor of four. However, since the pp — tt
cross section at the LHC is large, of the order of a nanobarn, rates for single-top production
turn out to be very high as well. As a result, there is a well-developed experimental program
for studying single-top production at the LHC that focuses on inferring information about
the top-quark width [12], mass [13] and polarisation [14], as well as using this process to
constrain possible anomalous couplings in the tWb vertex [15, 16]. Studies of single-top
production are also used to constrain the CKM matrix element Vj, which has been mea-
sured both at the Tevatron [17| and at the LHC [18]. Finally, single-top production can be
used to provide interesting probes of parton distribution functions (PDFs). For example,
comparison of single-top and single-anti-top production cross sections can be used to con-
strain ratios of up- and down-quark distribution functions at fairly large values of Bjorken
z [19-21].

Single top quarks are produced in hadron collisions in three distinct ways that are
conventionally referred to as channels. The ¢t-channel production refers to a process where
a W boson is exchanged between two quark lines and a top quark is produced on one of
them as the result of the flavour-changing tWb interaction. The s-channel production refers
to a process where a virtual W boson is first created in the collisions of light quarks and
later decays into a top quark and an anti-bottom quark. The associated production refers
to a process where an off-shell bottom quark is produced and then decays into a top quark
and a W boson.

Among the three channels, t-channel production is responsible for about 70% of the
single-top production cross section. Because of that, this contribution has been carefully
scrutinised in the Standard Model. In particular, NLO QCD and NNLO QCD corrections
to t-channel single-top production were computed in Refs. [22-27] and Refs. [28-31], re-
spectively. Typically, the inclusive cross section for single-top production changes by about
2-3 percent at next-to-leading order! and by 1-3 percent at next-to-next-to-leading order.
The reason behind the smallness of these corrections is the proximity of single-top produc-
tion and deep-inelastic scattering processes which means that a bulk of QCD corrections is
absorbed into PDFs by virtue of the fitting process. This proximity is destroyed if selection

'For certain parton distribution functions, the NLO QCD corrections to single-top production cross
section can be more significant, see e.g. Ref. [31].



cuts are applied to the final state that are not inclusive with respect to QCD radiation.
Indeed, once this is done both NLO and NNLO QCD corrections become larger and can
reach O(10%) in certain kinematic distributions [31].

It is interesting to remark that the above results [28-31] were obtained in the so-called
factorisation approximation that neglects the dynamical crosstalk between the two quark
lines. This was done for the following reason: although the two incoming or outgoing
quarks can interact by exchanging a gluon already at NLO, it is easy to see that such a
contribution does not affect the production cross section at this order because of colour
conservation. However, such non-factorisable corrections start contributing at NNLO but
they are colour-suppressed relative to factorisable contributions. Conversely, it was recently
argued [32] that these non-factorisable contributions could be enhanced by a factor 72 due
to the Glauber phase [33, 34|, which would compensate for the colour suppression. In
fact, explicit computations of non-factorisable corrections performed in Ref. [32] for Higgs
production in weak boson fusion proved the existence of such an enhancement factor.

The non-factorisable contributions are quite peculiar. Indeed, they are ultraviolet finite
and thus do not require any renormalisation. In addition, as we will show later, they are
entirely Abelian, at least at NNLO, which implies a remarkable simplification in their
infrared structure. Moreover, they do not contain collinear singularities since, in physical
gauges, collinear singularities originate from the emission and absorption of a real or virtual
gluon by the same on-shell particle and for the non-factorisable corrections this is impossible
because of their definition. As a consequence, all infrared divergences that may appear in
non-factorisable corrections are of soft origin and, in dimensional regularisation, correspond
to at most double poles in the regulator.

We also expect that virtual effects play a more important role in non-factorisable cor-
rections than the real-emission contributions. This is because the enhancement of the
non-factorisable corrections by a Glauber phase is a virtual effect that, in principle, does
not require scattering to occur and, hence, remains present also at zero momentum transfer
where the cross section is the largest. Indeed, no scattering means no real radiation so we
expect that real-emission contributions are, naturally, less important.

Very recently, the two-loop non-factorisable contributions to single-top production were
computed in Ref. [35]. The results of that reference are, however, not complete since two
additional contributions — double-real emissions and virtual corrections to the single-real
emission — are required to compute infrared-finite cross sections and kinematic distributions.
In this paper we complete the calculation of non-factorisable corrections to the single-top
production by computing the two remaining NNLO contributions and, for the first time,
provide physical results for non-factorisable corrections to this process.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the notation and describe
the set-up of the calculation. We proceed in Sec. 3 with the treatment of the infrared
singularities that affect both the real radiation and the virtual corrections. In Sec. 4 we
briefly discuss the calculation of the real and virtual amplitudes. Phenomenological results
are reported in Sec. 5. We conclude in Sec. 6.
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Figure 1: Examples of diagrams contributing to NNLO QCD corrections to single-top
production. The diagram on the left is part of the factorisable corrections as the two quark
lines interact solely through the exchange of a colourless W boson. On the right, the quark
lines are additionally connected by the exchange of two gluons. We classify the latter as a
non-factorisable diagram.

2 Colour decomposition of non-factorisable contributions and their sin-
gular limits

We mentioned in the introduction that non-factorisable contributions are, effectively, Abelian
and that this simplifies their calculation significantly. In this section we explain this point
in detail.

2.1 Elastic process

We start with the discussion of the colour decomposition of the relevant partonic processes.
Consider single-top production in the ¢-channel

].q + 2 — 3q’ + 44 s (21)

where by iy we refer to a parton of type f with momentum p;. Since this process is
mediated by a W boson, there is no colour transfer between the two fermion lines. To make
this explicit, we use the colour-space formalism? and write the Born amplitude as

<C’M0(1q, 2b7 3q’7 4t)> = 5(3301 504(32 AO(llp 2b7 3q’ y 4t) y (22)

where Ag is the colour-stripped amplitude.

In order to compute the NNLO QCD corrections to the process in Eq. (2.1), we need
the expression for the corresponding one- and two-loop amplitudes. We begin with the
former and write it as

A5

(c| M1 (14,25, 34, 41)) = 5

(66301 Ocqcn Al(ltI’ 2y, SQ’74t) + tggCltg4CQ Bl(lq’ 2h, 3¢/ 475)) )
(2.3)
where A; describes emissions and absorptions of virtual gluons by the same fermion line
and B refers to a one-loop amplitude that describes interactions between light- and heavy-
fermion lines. Also, #{; are matrix elements of the SU(3) generators and as = a;(p) is the
renormalised strong coupling constant in the MS scheme (see Appendix A for details). It is

2The colour-space formalism is reviewed in Ref. [36].



this last amplitude that is of interest to us, as it contributes to non-factorisable corrections.
The B; amplitude is ultraviolet-finite but infrared-divergent; the infrared divergence is
described by the following formula

Bl(lqv 2ba 3q’a4t) — I]_(E) AO(]-Q) 21)7 3q’74t) + Bl,ﬁn(1q7 2b)3q’)4t) ) (24)
where .
D1 -P4P2-P3 .
I(e) = 11 (1,4, 2p, 3,7, 44; € :[log<>—|—2m]. 2.5
1(e) = Ii(1, ¢ At €) = - PaE— (2.5)

We can write the two-loop amplitude in a similar manner. First, we define the non-
factorisable contribution to the amplitude as follows

Qg

2 1 a 1 a
(el Ma(1q, 2, 34, 41)) = (g) ( 5t s 518 s Bg(1q,2b,3q,,4t)>, (2.6)

where ellipses stand for factorisable contributions as well as contributions that vanish upon
interference with the tree-level amplitude, Eq. (2.2). The non-factorisable amplitude By is
infrared-divergent; these divergences can be written in the following way

I3 (e)
2
+ BQ,ﬁn(lqa 2b7 3q’7 4t) .

B2(1qa 2, 3q’7 4t) = AO(lqa 2, 3(1’7 4t) + 10 (5) Bl(lqa 2, 3(1’7 4t>

(2.7)

We stress that the finite contributions to By arise from the two last terms. Hence, to obtain
By gy in Eq. (2.7), we require the one-loop amplitude By to O(e).

To compute the cross section, we need a particular combination of these elastic ampli-
tudes. We require

IMi1(1g, 25, 3¢, 40) 2 + 2Re [M§(1g, 26, 347, 4¢) Ma(1q, 25, 37, 41)]
N?-1 (as
4 2

nf

2
) [~ Re [13(0)] 140(14, 26,351, 402 + | B (1, 20,3, 4)
+ 2Re [11(€) A5(1q: 25, 3¢/, 4¢) B1(1q, 25, 3, 4¢)]
+ 2Re [A5 (14,25, 3¢ 41) Basin(1g, 25, 3, 41)] ]

(2.8)

where N = 3 is the number of colours. We can now manipulate Eq. (2.8) to make all the
divergences explicit and expose terms that contribute through O(e®). We obtain

‘Ml(lq, Qb, 3q/, 4t)‘?1f + 2Re [Mé(lq, Qb, 3q/7 475)./\/12(1(1, 21), 3q’74t)]
_N?-1 (as
N 4 2

nf

2
) [2 (Re [T1(€)])? | 4oLy, 20,37, 4012 + | B sn (120, 31, 40)

(2.9)
+ 4Re [I1(€)] Re [Af(14, 25, 3¢, 4¢) B1sin(1q, 25, 3¢5 4t)]

+ 2Re [A§(1q, 26, 3¢/, 4¢) Ba,fin(1g, 25, 3¢/, 4¢)]

It follows that the first term contains a 1/€? divergence, the third a 1/e divergence and the
remaining two terms are finite.



2.2 Single-real emission contributions

Similarly, the tree-level amplitude for the single-emission process
lg+ 2y = 34 +4¢ + 5y, (2.10)

reads

<C|M0(1qa2ba3q’a4t;5g)> = YGsb te 5C402A0L(1qa2b73q’a4t§5g)

cacy

(2.11)
+ tiic2603cl Ag(]'(b 2b7 3q’7 4t; 59) ’

where A% and Aéq are colour-stripped amplitudes that describe gluon emission off the light-
and heavy-quark lines respectively. Here and in the following gy is the bare coupling con-
stant.®> The soft limits of these colour-ordered amplitudes are relevant for the construction
of subtraction terms. To describe them, we introduce the eikonal current

ik = P T (2.12)
bi Pk Pj- Dk
and its contraction with the polarisation vector of a gluon with momentum k
Ekpd! (i, 5; k) = J(i, 55 k, ex) - (2.13)
Then, we write
S5 A5 (14,26, 34,443 54) = J(3,1;5,5) Ao(1g, 26, 347, 44) (2.14)

S5 A(I){(1Q7 2b7 Sq/v 4ta 59) = J(47 27 57 55) AO(lqa 2b7 3q’> 4t) .

Here we have introduced the operator S;, which extracts the leading singular behaviour in
the soft limit p; — 0 of the function it acts upon.

We will also need the one-loop contribution to the amplitude of the process in Eq. (2.10).
Its colour decomposition reads

Qg
<C’M1(1q7 2b> 3q’a 4t; 5g)> gsb (2 ) |:tg§0156462 AlL( ) + tg46253301 A{I(5g)

1

+ 3 {ta tcz)}cdcl cqc2 B (5 )+ 5 [ta7t05]C301 cqc2 B (5 ) (215)
1

+5 {ta £} ce Tosey B (59) + 5 B %] eyes tesen B (54)|.

In Eq. (2.15) we split the full amplitude into colour-stripped amplitudes that describe
emissions by light- and heavy-quark lines separately. For each of the quark lines, we have
also split the amplitudes into colour-symmetric and colour-antisymmetric parts, indicated
with superscripts s and a respectively. The colour-symmetric ones are purely Abelian and

3We stress that in this paper we have used a, to indicate the renormalised coupling constant and
suppressed its dependence on the scale p, while g5 is the bare coupling.



the colour-antisymmetric ones are sensitive to the non-Abelian nature of QCD, including
contributions due to the gluon self-coupling. Note that we have suppressed the dependence
of the amplitudes A; and By on the quark momenta but kept their dependences on the
final-state gluon momentum.

It is now straightforward to contract this amplitude with the tree-level amplitude of the
single-emission process given in Eq. (2.11). Singling out the non-factorisable contributions,
we obtain

2Re[M(1q, 25, 3¢, 4e: 59) M1 (14, 2, 3¢/, 445 54) ] ¢
N2 -1 <%
4 2

(2.16)

= &2, ) (A*(5,) Bi¥(5,) + Al (5,) Bi(5,) + c.c.).
It follows from the definition of the colour-stripped amplitudes in Eq. (2.15) that non-
factorisable contributions are fully determined by Abelian amplitudes.

We are now able to discuss divergences and singular limits of non-factorisable ampli-
tudes. Infrared divergences of symmetric amplitudes BfL(H) do not depend on the fact that
an additional gluon is emitted and, therefore, can still be described by the factor I; shown
in Eq. (2.5). We find

B (14,29,30,40350) = L) Ay (14,20, 3¢, 465 59) + Byl (14,24, 35, 443 5) . (2.17)

In addition to the infrared-divergent contribution to the one-loop, single-emission ampli-
tude, we require its soft limit. Again, thanks to the Abelian nature of the amplitudes that
contribute to non-factorisable corrections, we can write

Ss B{E (14,25, 37,415 54) = J(3,1;5,€5) B1(1g, 25, 3¢ 41)

. (2.18)
S5 Bf (1q: 267 3q’7 4t; 59) = J(47 27 57 55) Bl(1q7 2b7 3q’a 4t) .
Hence,
Ss {2Re [MG (14,25, 347, 463 59) M (g, 20, 397, 413 5)] } (2.19)
2 ]\[2 - 1 Oés . *
=~ (%) Biknt (19 25, 3> 415 59) 2Re [A5 (14, 25, 35, 41) Br(1g, 25,34, 41)]

where the eikonal factor reads

: Aij Pi * Dj
Eiknt (14, 2, 307, 465 kg) = JH(3, 1K), (4, 2; k) = J , 2.20
nf ( q q' =t g) ( ) u( ) Z (i o) (p; ) ( )
i€[1,3]
J€[2,4]
with A;; = +1 if both ¢ and j are either incoming or outgoing, and A;; = —1 otherwise.

2.3 Double-real emission amplitudes

The double-emission process describes the radiation of two real gluons. We parametrise
this process as follows
1q+2b — 3q’ +4t+5g+6g s (221)



and write the amplitude as
<C|M0(1Qv 2p, 3q’7 4y; 5ga 6g)> =

1 1
gg,b §{t65’t66}c3c1 50402 ASL(E)gv 69) + 5[7565, t06]6361 60462 ASL(597 65])

1 Cc5 4C6 sH 1 Cc5 4C6 aH (222)
+§{t 7t }646256301 AO (5g76g)+§[t 7t ]046256301 AO (59?69)

+ %, 1%, B9 (5,,6,) +t%, 1%, BSOT(5,,6,)].

C3C1 "C4C2 C3C1 "C4C2

Similarly to Eq. (2.15), we split the full amplitude into amplitudes for emissions by light- and
heavy-quark lines. However, there are additional contributions when one gluon is emitted
off the light-quark line and the other off the heavy-quark line. Again, the colour-symmetric
parts are purely Abelian and the colour-antisymmetric ones are present because of the non-
Abelian nature of QCD. Finally, we note that we have suppressed the dependence of the
colour-stripped amplitudes on the quark momenta.

It is straightforward to compute the non-factorisable contributions to the square of the
double-real emission amplitude shown in Eq. (2.22). We account for contributions such
that each gluon is emitted and absorbed by a different quark line and find

N?Z -1
MO(]- 521773 ’)415;5 56 ) _g;l -
’ q q g g} b 4 (223)

(AO (54, 64) ASH*(5,,6,) + B3 (5,,6,) BS-51*(5,.6,) +c.c.> ,

where the sum over colours has been performed and the sum over polarisations of all final-
state quarks and gluons is assumed.

It follows from Eq. (2.23) that since the non-factorisable contributions depend on par-
ticular combinations of colour-stripped amplitudes, they have peculiar properties. First,
these contributions only depend on the Abelian parts of the amplitudes. Second, since
only interference terms appear in Eq. (2.23), there are no collinear singularities in the
non-factorisable contributions.

We will need the single-soft limit of the double-real emission amplitude. Considering
ps — 0 as an example, we obtain the following soft limits of the colour-stripped amplitudes

Se BYFM (14,25, 34/, 44359, 64) = J(4,2;6,66) AF (14,25, 347, 4¢3 54)
Se BEF™ (14,25, 34,443 54, 64) = J(3,1;6,66) A (14,25, 3,443 54) » (2.2

Se A§E (14, 20,347,445 54,64) = J(3,1;6,66) AY (14, 26, 347, 445 54)

( ) =J(4, ) A )

Se AFT (14,25, 34, 443 54,64) = J & (14,20, 34,445,

2; 6,86
Hence,

N2 —

2 1.
SG |M0(]—q7 2b7 3q’7 4t7 597 69)‘nf = _g;{b Elknf(]-Q) 2b7 3q’74t; 69)

(2.25)
X [AOL(]'Qa 21)’ 3q/a 4t7 59) AOH*(]'qa 21)’ 3q’a 4t7 59) + C‘C‘J N



We also need the double-soft limits of the colour-stripped amplitudes. We make use of the
fact that in an Abelian theory soft limits of amplitudes fully factorise. Therefore, we obtain

S5S6 By (54,6,) = J(3,1;5,5) J(4,2;6,6) Ao(1g, 20, 3y, 41)

S5S6 BV (54,6,) = J(3,1;6,86) J(4,2;5,€5) Ao(1g, 25, 3y, 41) (2.26)
S5S6 AgF(54,64) = J(3,1;6,6) J(3,1;5,5) Ao(1g, 26, 3475 41)
S5S6 A (54,64) = J(4,2;6,26) J(4,2;5,5) Ao(1g, 26, 3¢, 44) -

The double-soft limit of the non-factorisable contribution to the amplitude follows imme-
diately. We find

5556 ‘Mﬂ(lqv 2b7 3(1’7 4t7 597 69)|I21f = g;{b (N2 - 1) |A0(1Q7 267 Sq’v 4t)‘2

‘ . (2.27)
X Elknf(lqv 2p, 3q/a 4¢; 59) Elknf(lip 2p, 3q'> 4y 69) .

3 Construction of the subtraction terms

We can use the results of the previous section to extract singularities from non-factorisable
contributions to single-top production. For the sake of definiteness, we focus on the total
cross section, but the described procedure applies verbatim to any infrared-safe observable.

3.1 Double-real cross section

We start by considering the process in Eq. (2.21), which we will refer to as the double-real
contribution. To describe how the corresponding cross section can be computed, we make
use of the notation introduced in Ref. [37] and define the function

6
FIIJII{/I (1(17 2177 3q’7 4t; 5g; 69) :N/dLlp834 (27T)d 5(d) (pl —|—p2 — sz> (3 1)

=3 .
< [ Mo (14,2030 4655,6,) % -

Here dLipss, is the Lorentz-invariant phase space of the two final state fermions and N
includes spin and colour averaging factors, A" = 1/(4N?). The total cross section can be
obtained by integrating over the phase space of the two gluons, 5, and 64, and including
the appropriate symmetry factor. We write

1
2s - ohly = 2'/[olpg,] [dpe] FP, (1¢+ 25, 37,443 5g,64)

= <Fﬂ1{4 (1q72b73q’74t;59769) > )

(3.2)

where s = 2p; - py is the partonic centre-of-mass energy squared. The phase space element
[dp] is defined as in Ref. [37] and reads

dd—lp

m 0(Ewmax — Ep) , (3.3)

[dp] =

where E,.x is a parameter that should be equal to or greater than the maximal energy that
a final-state parton can reach according to momentum conservation. In the present paper we



use Fyax = v/$/2. The matrix element appearing in Eq. (3.1) develops singularities when
at least one gluon becomes soft. As we have already mentioned, no collinear divergences
affect non-factorisable corrections since they are, essentially, the interference contributions.
In order to preserve the fully differential nature of the calculation, we need to regulate and
extract soft singularities without integrating over the resolved part of phase space. To do
so, we introduce the identity

(FP (1gs 26, 3, 443 59, 64) ) = (5586 F'ir (g, 25, 347, 4¢3 54, 64) )
+2(S6 (I — S5) F'y (g, 26, 3¢, 443 5, 64) ) (3.4)
+((I = S5) (I — S6) F1 (14+ 26, 347,445 54, 64) ) -

The first term corresponds to the double-soft limit, the second one to the single-soft limit.
The last term gives the hard contribution where all singularities are regulated. Note that
these terms are symmetric under the exchange of the two gluons due to the factorisation
in Eq. (2.27) and the integration in Eq. (3.1).

The fully regulated term can be computed numerically in four dimensions without
further ado. However, we still need to treat the soft-divergent terms. When soft operators
act on Ffjlf/l they impact both the squared matrix element and the momentum conserving
delta function in its definition. The latter becomes independent of the soft momenta.
The single- and double-soft limits of the double-real, non-factorisable matrix elements are
given in Eqgs. (2.25) and (2.27), respectively. In both cases, the matrix element factorises
into the universal structure Eikyf, defined in Eq. (2.20), and a lower multiplicity matrix
element, which does not depend on the soft radiation. We can then integrate over the
unresolved momenta without affecting the kinematics of the resolved partons. We perform
this integration using dimensional regularisation, i.e. in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions. To present
the result of the integration, we find it convenient to define the function
Qs <2Em(erX

gg,b / [dpk] Eiknf(ltp 2, 3(1’ y 4y kg)

—2¢
= % " ) an(1q72b,3q’>4t§6) . (35)

The function Kyu¢(€) = Kng(1g, 25, 34,45 €) can be found in Appendix B where it is com-
puted up to O(e®) terms. We now extract the soft divergences and write

as\2 N2 =1 (2Ema\ 5,
25 OpR = (ﬂ) SN2 ( p > (Kne(€) Fin(1gs 25,34, 41))
g\ N2 =1 (2Ena\ ~ 3.6
() (PR (R0 (- 0 Rl 23 5y) )

(I = S5)(I — S6) Fisa(1g 2.3, 41:5.6,)).

In the above equation we have introduced a function to describe the tree-level process,
. 2
Fium (1q72b>3q/,4t) :N/dLlpS34 (2m)@ 5@ (p1+p2—p3—p4) ‘M(] (1q,2b,3q/,4t) ‘ . (3.7)

We stress that in Eq. (3.6) the function Ky¢(€) appears inside angular brackets emphasising
its dependence on the kinematics of hard particles. We also introduced a non-factorisable,

~10 -



single-gluon emission contribution ﬁﬁ{/[ The tilde stresses that this contribution is defined
in terms of colour-stripped amplitudes

5
FP3i(1g, 26,34, 465 5) ZN/dLiP534 (2m)* 51 (pl +p2 — ZPz) (3.8)
i=3 :

x gib (AF* (14,25, 3¢. 443 59) AY (14, 25, 3¢, 443 54) + c.C.)

This distinction is useful because such interference terms emerge from soft limits of higher-
multiplicity amplitudes, but otherwise do not contribute to non-factorisable corrections due
to colour conservation.

3.2 Real-virtual cross section

A similar calculation can be performed for the real-virtual contribution to the single-top
production cross section, which refers to the one-loop, non-factorisable corrections to the
process in Eq. (2.10). By analogy with Eq. (3.1), we define

5
FBY (L2030 455 :N/ dLipsy, (2m)" 69 (py +p2 = > i) (3.9)
=3 .

X 2Re| MG(1, 25,34, 443 59) M (1, 20,34 4435 f
n

We obtain the real-virtual cross section by integrating Ff\f, over the phase space of the
gluon 5,. Again, thanks to the fact that the non-factorisable corrections are, effectively,
Abelian and no collinear singularities are present, we can extract all singularities related to
the emitted gluon by simply subtracting its soft limit. The real-virtual contribution reads

25 - ORY :/[dp5] FRY (14,2, 34,44 59)

= (S5 (19, 26, 3¢ 443 59) ) + (1 — S5) FN (1gs 26, 37, 445 59) ) - (3.10)

The first term is soft-divergent in the radiation phase space, and the corresponding sin-
gularities become manifest once the integration over [dps] is performed. The second term
is soft-regulated. We notice that both contributions contain explicit poles in €, stemming
from M which appears in the definition of Ff}\f, We first analyse the soft-divergent term.
Using the results in Eqs. (2.19) and (3.5) we extract and integrate the soft factor, which
multiplies a four-point, one-loop contribution. In order to make all divergences explicit, we
exploit Eq. (2.4) and obtain

<S5 Fﬂl\fl (1452, 3¢/, 4¢3 5g)> =
(as)Q N2 -1 (QEmaX

—2¢
) <an(€) Re[Il(E)] FLM(1q72bv3¢I"4t)> (3.11)

21 N? 1
Qe 2 N2 —1 (2B ux —2¢ .
B (27;> 2 ( Na > <an(€) Fﬂv,ﬁn(lqubygq’y4t)> s
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where the last term is proportional to the finite remainder of the single-virtual correction
to the elastic process, Eq. (2.1). In particular, we have introduced

FLV fin(1g> 20, 3q’v4t) = N/dLiPS34 (27T)d 5@ (Pl +Dp2 — D3 —P4) ( )
3.12

x 2Re[A;;(1q,2b,3q/,4t)Bl,ﬁn(1q,2b,3q,,4t)] ,

which is free of singularities, both explicit and implicit.

We now turn to the soft-regulated term in the second line of Eq. (3.10). According
to Egs. (2.16) and (2.17), it only contains explicit poles and can be cast into the following
form

((I— SS)Ff\f/(lqv2b’3q”4t;5g)> =

as N -1 rnf
(%) 2 <Re['[1(€)] (I_ 55) FLM(1q72b73q’74t,5g)> (313)
as\ N? -1 .
+ <%> 4 <(I B 85) FL\f/,ﬁn(]‘(p 2[)) 3q’74t; 5g)> 5

with ﬁf{d(lq, 25, 3¢/, 44;54) given in Eq. (3.8). The last contribution in the above equation is
related to the finite remainder of the one-loop, five-point amplitude through the definition

F ﬁn(1Q72ba3q 74t, N/dLlpS34 27‘1’) 5( )(pl + p2 — Zpl)
=3
* 3.14
x 625 (A5 (14,20, 3,403 5) B (1,20, 37,443 5) (3.14)

A (14,20, 340,443 50) B (14, 20, 3¢, 413 5) + c.c.)

We note that the finite remainders B1 fin and Bflén require a dedicated calculation that is
discussed in Sec. 4.2.

3.3 Double-virtual cross section

In the previous sections we constructed subtraction terms for the double-real and the real-
virtual contributions to the cross section, org and ogry respectively. These subtraction
terms were integrated over the unresolved phase space resulting in 1/e poles. Moreover,
we isolated the divergent part of the real-virtual amplitude and made all the singularities
affecting this contribution explicit. These € poles have to cancel against € poles in the
double-virtual contributions, which follow from Eq. (2.9). The double-virtual cross section
can be written as

25 - oyvy = {Fy (1gs 26, 34 4¢))

=N / dLipsy, (2r)4 6 (p1 +p2 —p3 — p4)

X {‘M1(1q72b73q’74t)‘121f + 2Re [MS(lqy2ba3(1’74t)M2((1q72b>3q'74t)} f} (3 15)
n .

- (52) T [ (1) R 205, 40)

2<Re [11(6)] Ff\lc/,ﬁn(I(I72b73q'74t > < VVﬁn 1q72b73f1'74t)>:| )
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where the first term in the square brackets collects all 1/€2 poles, the second contribution
only contains 1/e poles, while the last term is finite. We note that Ff\f, an 18 defined in

Eq. (3.12) and that Fv\r}{,’ﬁn reads

@%ﬂ%%ﬁwMZN/ﬂwm@ﬂ”@m+m—m—m)

3.1
) . (3.16)
% 4 |Brn(1g, 2 34, 41)] +2Re[AO(1q,26,3q,,4t)32,ﬁn(1q,2b,3q,,4t)] .

3.4 Pole cancellation

To obtain a manifestly finite expression for the non-factorisable contribution to the total
cross section we need to sum the results in Egs. (3.6), (3.11), (3.13) and (3.15). It is
convenient to write this sum as the combination of three different terms corresponding to
final states with different resolved multiplicities. We write

(29)
nf

(19)

ont = 0,¢ Fo + cr((zg), (3.17)

n

where

2 - 029 — (I — S5)(I — S6) F{y (14, 25, 3475 443 59, 64) ) (3.18)

is the fully regulated double-real emission contribution. It can be directly implemented in

(19)

a numerical program. In order to present the single-real emission contribution, o ", and

the elastic contribution, or(l(f)g), we introduce the following function

2Emax
L

—2e
W(1q725,3q/,4t) = ( > an(lq,Qb,3q1,4t;6) - Re[Il(lq, 2b,3q/,4t;6)] . (3.19)

We point out that VW does not contain any e pole. In fact, the first term in the e-expansion
of Ky describes a soft, wide-angle emission and assumes a simple form

1 p1~p4p2'p3> 0
Kur(10, 25, 30, 4g;€) = = log [ L PAP27P3 ) | 5 0y 3.20
(1420304 6) = g(m_mpyp4 (©) (3.20)

Such a pole is cancelled by the singularities arising from single-virtual corrections. In
particular, using Eq. (2.5), we find

Knt(1g, 2,3, 415 €) — Re[I1(1q, 25, 3, 4us€)] = O(%) . (3.21)

The single-real emission contribution, which corresponds to the sum of Eq. (3.13) and the
second term in Eq. (3.6), is then equal to

25009 — _(OY NI g o 8 ) — S5) PR (1, 20,3y A
S Unf - <%) 9 <W( q» b73q’7 t)( - 5) LM( q» b,3q’a ta5g)> (3 22)
as\ N2 -1 ~ '
+ <i) 4 <(I - 85)Fﬁl\f/,ﬁn(1q72bv3q’74t35g)> :
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It is free of both explicit and implicit singularities. Finally, the finite, elastic contribution
becomes

as\2 N2 -1
2s - 0-1(1%(]) = <ﬁ) 27 <W2(1Q7 2b7 3(]’7 4t) FLM(1Q7 2b7 3q’74t)>

2 N2 -1
- (%) <W Los 20,30 40) B (L. 20,341, 40)) (3.23)

()

As a final remark in this sect1on7 it is worth noting that in the entire procedure described

(1g:26, 34, 4¢)) -

here, the only amplitude which must be expanded to O(e) is Bi(14, 2p, 34, 4¢) as it is needed
to extract the two-loop finite remainder Bj g, (14, 2p, 347, 4¢) in Eq. (2.7).

4 Amplitude calculation

In this section we discuss the calculation of the amplitudes needed to compute the non-
factorisable cross-section defined in Eq. (3.17). The obtention of the three tree-level ampli-
tudes is shortly described, followed by the one- and two-loop amplitudes.

4.1 Tree-level amplitudes

To compute real-emission amplitudes we generate the relevant diagrams with QGRAF [38]
and process them in FORM [39, 40]. As single-top production is facilitated by the exchange
of a W boson, all massless quarks that appear in these amplitudes are left-handed. This
can be seen at the diagram level by using the anti-commutativity of ~5 to move the spin
projectors Pr = %(1 — 75) from the W vertices to the incoming massless fermions. Using

standard bracket notation from spinor helicity formalism,* we write
Pru(p;)) =ur(pi) =i, for light-like p;. (4.1)

This fixes the helicity of the three massless external fermions, while the outgoing massive
top quark can be both left- and right-handed. By decomposing the momentum of the top

quark into two massless momenta

2
my
= 4.2
pq = P4 + M - pa n (4.2)
the massive Dirac-conjugate spinor can be written as
_ m
— d = [4° : 4.3
p) = (14 (atnl and (o) = ]+ s (o (13)
With these definitions we can write tree-level helicity amplitudes as
giv b
A ( 2b73q’? )_m<34 >[21] B
W
9 (4.4)
Ao(1f 28305, 4f) = - i (3m) 21
( b>3q4 ") = t— <n4b>

4For a review of spinor-helicity formalism, see e.g. Ref. [41]. For the case of massive fermions, see also
Ref. [42].
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b

Figure 2: Examples of diagrams contributing to amplitudes B{L(5,) (left) and B5H (5,)
(right) as defined through colour decomposition in Eq. (2.15).

where t = (p; — p3)? and gy = 2myy /v is the weak coupling constant defined through the
W boson mass, myy, and the Higgs field vacuum expectation value, v. By choosing n = ps,
we can force the latter amplitude to vanish; this, in turn yields more compact results for
higher-multiplicity amplitudes. The tree-level amplitudes have been cross-checked against
MadGraph5_aMCONLO [43].

4.2 Loop amplitudes

We computed the non-factorisable four-point, one-loop amplitude Bi(14,2p,34,4:) defined
in Eq. (2.3), in an earlier paper [35]. This amplitude enters the present calculation in both
the real-virtual and double-virtual cross sections, see Egs. (3.10) and (3.15) respectively.
We note that O(e) terms are only required for the latter for which we use the results
obtained numerically for a fixed grid of phase space points in Ref. [35]. For the real-
virtual contribution, amplitudes through O(e") are needed. To evaluate them, we rely on
QCDLoops [44, 45] for efficient and precise computation of one-loop integrals.

The real-virtual contribution to the cross section also depends on the one-loop, five-
point amplitude M (14,2p,34,44;54) defined in Eq. (2.15). The relevant colour-stripped
amplitudes involve a gluon exchange between the fermion lines as well as a gluon emission.
The non-factorisable contribution to the cross section comes from interference between
diagrams where the final-state gluon is emitted and absorbed by different fermion lines.
Diagrams with a non-Abelian gluon vertex do not contribute to the cross section due to
colour conservation, cf. Eq. (2.16). For a straightforward extraction of the non-factorisable
contribution, we calculate amplitudes for gluon emission from each of the two quark lines
separately, BfL and BfH . In Figure 2 we present example diagrams for these two ampli-
tudes.

A total of 24 diagrams contribute to B;¥ and BjH. We generate them with QGRAF and
process using FORM. We restrict external momenta to four dimensions, while loop momenta
are considered to be d-dimensional. Hence, the amplitude contains chains of Dirac matrices
with d-dimensional indices between four-dimensional spinors. The extra-dimensional part
can be extracted by decomposing the matrices in four- and (—2¢)-dimensional parts, v* =
v"* + 4", Indices with bars are restricted to four dimensions and indices with tilde are
(—2¢)-dimensional. Spinor chains involving indices living in extra-dimensional space are
projected on to tensors consisting solely of metric tensors restricted to the (—2¢)-dimensional
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subspace. As an example, we write

0y (pa) V"7 wn(p2) = W (pa) vy un(p2) + 9™ U (pa)up(p2) - (4.5)

After this procedure is applied, all spinor chains involve objects with four-dimensional
indices so that helicity amplitudes can be computed straightforwardly. As we already men-
tioned, due to the W boson vertex all massless fermions are left-handed, hence there is a
total of four helicity configurations. The step of dimension splitting and helicity configura-
tion projection is handled by the FORM library spinney [46].

At this stage Bf* and B;¥ can be written as linear combinations of Feynman integrals,
1, weighted by coefficients c. We write

BfX ZZCSlT I5Zk;:“1. k#r +ZZC4ZT I4Zkﬂl,,,k#r]’ (4.6)

where X = L, H and index ¢ labels the integral topology. The coefficients acquire de-
pendence on space-time dimension because of the dimension-splitting procedure described
above. For brevity, we have suppressed their dependence on kinematic invariants, four-
dimensional spinor structures, and the electroweak coupling. The integrals I, ; include
pentagons (n = 5) of up to rank 3 and boxes (n = 4) of up to rank 2. We write

4k Tk
Tk - k] = / y Hfl_l , (4.7)
(2m)¢ 12y Dig
where D;; = (k — qu)2 — mil and the g;; are given by sums of external momenta. The

propagator masses m; j are zero, Mmg, or My .

The most complicated integrals in Eq. (4.6) are tensor pentagon integrals of rank 3. We
reduce them to boxes of rank 2 and scalar pentagons by expanding the integrand numerator
using the van Neerven-Vermaseren (vNV) basis [47]. We note that up to rank 3, pentagon
integrals are free of rational terms [48] and the expansion of the loop momentum in four
dimensions is sufficient to obtain correct results in the d — 4 limit. Hence, we expand the
loop momentum as

4

k= Z(k -qi) vl (4.8)

i=1

where we have used the fact that scalar products of vNV basis vectors v; and propagator
momenta ¢; satisfy v; - ¢; = d;5. The scalar products (k- ¢;) can be written in terms of
kinematic invariants and inverse propagators. We also note that vZ-Q # 0. Applying this
procedure, we obtain

Bi¥ = 20510 fsﬁZZczm ) Lag[kH - - KH]
7
+ZZCM VIsalk K 3 850(€) o
i

~16 —



where we introduced the shorthand notation I,, ;[1] = I, ;. At this stage we are left with
scalar pentagon integrals and tensor integrals with at most four propagators. Up to finite
order in €, scalar pentagon integrals can be rewritten as boxes [49]. The rest of the calcula-
tion employs the Passarino-Veltman reduction [50] that allows us to express the amplitude
through scalar integrals. We obtain

BiX =) i@ I+ > ey Isi+ Y é3i(e) o + Oe) . (4.10)

After reduction the amplitude can be written in terms of 109 scalar box, triangle, and
bubble integrals. By switching to a basis with finite box integrals, the complexity of the
integral coeflicients reduces drastically. We construct this basis following the ideas presented
in Ref. [51]. As an example of this basis change, we consider one of the box integrals

I —/ Ak ! (4.11)
b (2m)® k2(k — p1)%2(k — p1 — p2)?(k — p1 — p2 + p5)? '

that is infrared-divergent and the leading divergence is the second-degree € pole. These

singularities develop when one of the propagators goes on shell, for example when k£ — 0
or k — p1.

We can regulate these singularities by introducing an appropriate numerator in the
integrand. A suitable numerator insertion vanishes in the limits where the propagators
that develop singularities go on shell. For the integral in Eq. (4.11) we use the following
insertion

tr <(—P1)(k —p)k—p, —}7’2)(?50 = —s12 (812 + 515 — S34) + (s12 + S15 — s34) k7

(4.12)
— (s12 — 534) (k — p1)* + (512 + 515) (k — p1 — p2)? — s12 (k — p1 — pa +p5)? .

We introduced p = y#p,,, as well as the usual Mandelstam variables s;; = (p; + )\ijpj)Q with
Aij = 1 if the partons i and j are both incoming or outgoing and \;; = —1 otherwise. With
this, we define the finite box integral

JEL i ((p) = p) (K= p, —p)@y)
(2m)d k2(k — p1)?(k — p1 — p2)?(k — p1 — p2 + p5)?

It is clear from Eq. (4.12) that the finite box is a linear combination of the divergent box and

Fyq =

5

=0(Y). (4.13)

four triangle integrals. Replacing all divergent boxes in the integral basis with their finite
counter-parts therefore changes the triangle coefficients while leaving the box coefficients
unchanged (up to an overall kinematic factor). Hence, we obtain

BiX = Z Chi Fui+ Z ey Isi + Z &5,4(€) Ini + O(e) - (4.14)

We note that the most complicated coefficients in the amplitude appear in front of
the finite box integrals. However, since these integrals are finite we can set € — 0 in their
coefficients. Furthermore, since in this basis €2 poles only appear in triangle integrals,
their coeflicients must be simple. In fact, after the procedure described above is applied, the
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triangle integral coefficients either become independent of space-time dimension or simply
vanish. We note that due to the fact that the amplitude that we compute is UV-finite, the
sum of bubble integrals is finite as well.

One of the challenges in computing the real-virtual contribution to the cross section
is that we need to compute the amplitude in the limit when the emitted gluon is soft.
To improve numerical stability in the evaluation of the amplitudes, we write the integral
coefficients in terms of the kinematic invariants

2
512, 823, 01 =834 — 812, O2 = S45 —Mm;, 03 =515 . (4.15)

In the limit where the emitted gluon goes soft, ps — 0, the d-variables vanish. Because of
that, large cancellations in the integral coefficients can be avoided.

We have checked the real-virtual amplitude in several ways. First, we compared its e
poles with expectations shown in Eq. (2.17). We have also checked the factorisation in the
limit where the emitted gluon goes soft, cf. Eq. (2.19).

As a final remark, we note that the two-loop amplitude which is needed for the double-
virtual contribution was computed in a previous paper [35]. We used those results for the
gb — ¢'t channel and obtained the contribution of the b — @t channel through the
crossing symmetry, p; <> —p3. We note that no additional master integrals are required
since after crossing the amplitude can be mapped back to the basis of master integrals using
integration-by-parts identities.

5 Results

In this section we discuss the phenomenology of the non-factorisable corrections to single-top
production at the LHC. Our starting point is the conventional formula for the differential
cross section

doppo x4t = Z/ day dxo fi(z1, pr) fi(z2, pr) doijo x4 (21, 22) , (5.1)
i,j
where we sum over partons that participate in the hard scattering.

We take the CKM matrix to be an identity matrix and work in the five-flavour scheme.
The top quark in the final state is produced in the collisions of a bottom quark from a
proton and a virtual W boson. Overall, the cross section in Eq. (5.1) receives contributions
from processes with i(j) = b and j(i) = u, ¢, d, 5.

We consider proton-proton collisions at 13 TeV and use the PDF set CT14 in the compu-
tation. We obtain the leading-order cross sections and distributions using the leading-order
PDFs CT14_10 and the NNLO non-factorisable contribution using the CT14_nnlo PDF set.
The strong coupling constant is provided by the CT14_nnlo PDF set; numerically it evalu-
ates to ag(myz) = 0.118. As the input parameters, we use the vacuum expectation value of
the Higgs field, v = 246.2 GeV, the mass of the W boson, my = 80.379 GeV, and the pole
mass of the top quark, m; = 173.0 GeV.
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Figure 3: Distribution of the top-quark transverse momentum. The LO distribution is
marked with a blue, solid line, while the red, dashed line corresponds to our predictions
for the LO+NNLO distribution at 1 = my. The scale is variated between p = m;/2 and
p = 2my. The green, dotted line corresponds to the scale p = 40 GeV. The lower pane
shows the ratio of non-factorisable corrections to the LO distribution. See text for further

details.

The non-factorisable NNLO QCD correction to the single-top production cross section

is found to be

2
Opp— X+t Oés(,U,R)
—_— . . .2
e 11796+026<0'108> : (5.2)

where the first term on the right-hand side is the LO cross section and the second is the
NNLO non-factorisable correction.” To compute the cross sections shown in Eq. (5.2), we
have set the factorisation scale to pup = my.

We note however, that since the non-factorisable contributions are absent at NLO
due to colour conservation, we do not have any indication of an optimal scale choice. To
emphasise this point, we have left the dependence on the renormalisation scale explicit in
Eq. (5.2). We note that the value of the strong coupling constant used there, as = 0.108,
corresponds to ug = m; and for this choice of the scale the non-factorisable correction is
about 0.2% of the LO cross section .

"We stress one more time that the LO cross section in Eq. (5.2) is computed with the LO PDFs and the
NNLO correction is computed with the NNLO PDFs.
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MR = Myt MR:4OG€V
P owo (pb) | olko (Pb)  nnwo (%] | oBio (PD)  dxneo (%)
0GeV  118.01 | 0.26100¢ 0.22700s | 0.40 0.34
20 GeV  115.09 | 0.26700s  0.23700s | 0.41 0.36
40 GeV  109.56 | 0.27700¢ 0.25 005 | 0.43 0.39
60 GeV  104.63 | 0.28700¢ 0.26 005 | 0.43 0.41

Table 1: Dependence of the non-factorisable corrections on the top-quark transverse mo-
mentum. The factorisation scale is fixed to up = m;. In the third column, the non-
factorisable cross sections are evaluated at pp = my with sub- and super-scripts indicating
the scale variation, m;/2 and 2m; respectively. The penultimate column describes the
non-factorisable corrections at up = 40 GeV. For each scale choice, we report the relative
impact, dNnpo, of the non-factorisable contributions with respect to the LO cross section.

However, it is unclear whether pr r = m; is the right choice for the scales. Indeed, a
typical momentum transfer in ¢-channel single-top production is ~ 40 GeV since this is the
value for which the top-quark transverse momentum distribution is maximal. If we choose
ur = 40GeV, the non-factorisable corrections to the leading-order cross section become
0.35%. We note that this result is in line with the recently published finite part of the
virtual contribution [35], which was found to be around 0.5% for the same scale choice.

In what follows, we take up = pur = p, choose u = m; as the central scale and
estimate the scale uncertainty by increasing and decreasing p by a factor of 2. As we
already mentioned, even if we do not consider this choice to be optimal, it does facilitate a
comparison with the literature, as it was used in several studies of factorisable corrections to
single-top production [28, 31]. In addition for a more realistic assessment of the magnitude
of non-factorisable corrections, we also show their impact for u = 40 GeV.

We first present results for the top-quark transverse momentum distribution, see Fig-
ure 3. It follows that non-factorisable corrections are p' -dependent; they are relatively
small and negative at low values of the transverse momentum, vanish at p’ ~ O(50 GeV)
and reach O(2%) at p!, ~ 200 GeV. This behaviour is compatible with the fact that virtual
contributions are negative in the same p! interval [35] and, as we explained in the intro-
duction, virtual contributions to non-factorisable corrections are expected to be dominant.
We note that shapes of factorisable and non-factorisable corrections to the p’ distribu-
tion are similar but, typically, the factorisable ones are larger by a factor between 3 and
10, (see Figure 11 in Ref. [31]). However, it follows from the same figure, that the fac-
torisable corrections vanish around pi ~ 30 GeV whereas the non-factorisable ones vanish
around pi ~ 50 GeV. Hence, the non-factorisable corrections are, in fact, comparable to
the factorisable ones in the region around the mazimum of the p! distribution.

In Table 1 we report the LO cross sections and the corresponding NNLO corrections for
different cuts on the minimal top-quark transverse momentum. We fixed the factorisation
scale to up = my and inspect different renormalisation scales. For ur = m¢, we notice that,
while the LO cross section decreases by O(11%) if the p’ cut increases from 0 to 60 GeV,
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the non-factorisable contribution to the cross section increases by O(8%). To understand
the relative importance of factorisable and non-factorisable NNLO corrections, we note
that factorisable corrections were computed to be about —0.7% of the NLO cross section
for similar choices of scales and parton distribution functions (see Table 7 in Ref. [31]).5
If we compare this result with the fourth column of Table 1 we conclude that the impact
of non-factorisable corrections is smaller than, but quite comparable to, the factorisable
corrections. At ur = 40 GeV, the NNLO non-factorisable corrections increase by O(8%)
by imposing a lower cut of 60 GeV on the transverse momentum of the top quark.

The top-quark rapidity distribution is shown in the left pane of Fig. 4. The (relative)
non-factorisable corrections are fairly flat in the interval |y;| < 2.5 and change the leading-
order rapidity distribution by O(0.25%). For larger rapidity values, the corrections decrease
rapidly and change sign at |y;| ~ 3. It follows from Ref. [31]| that the factorisable correc-
tions to the top-quark rapidity distribution change the sign earlier, at around |y,| = 1.2.
Again, for such rapidity values, the non-factorisable and factorisable corrections are quite
comparable.

We turn to the analysis of the impact of non-factorisable corrections on jet observables
in single-top production. We use the k;-algorithm [52] to define jets. Jets are required to
have transverse momenta larger than 30 GeV and a radius R = 0.4.

In Fig. 4b we show the impact of non-factorisable corrections on the leading-jet rapidity
distribution. The correction is about 0.5% at small rapidities, |y;je;| < 2. Similar to the
case of the top-quark rapidity distribution, the correction to leading-jet rapidity decreases
and changes sign at around |yje| ~ 3.5.

In Fig. 5 we show the transverse momentum distribution of the leading jet (left pane)
and the distribution of the sum of the top and jets’ transverse momenta,

Njet
Hy=p+) pi™" (5.3)
=1

In Eq. (5.3) njet is the number of reconstructed jets in an event. The corrections to the
leading-jet transverse momentum distributions change sign around 50 GeV, are negative for
smaller pft values and grow to about 1.2 percent at pft ~ 140 GeV. The distribution of
the sum of transverse momenta H is affected by the non-factorisable corrections in a similar
way.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have computed the non-factorisable corrections to t-channel single-top
production at the LHC. This contribution, being colour-suppressed and computationally
challenging, was neglected in all the previous studies of NNLO QCD corrections to single-top
production in spite of the recent indication that a peculiar enhancement of such corrections
due to remnants of the Glauber phase is possible [32].

SComputations in Ref. [31] were performed for proton-proton collisions at 14 TeV.
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Figure 4: Distributions of the absolute value of the top-quark rapidity (left) and of the
leading-jet rapidity (right). LO distributions are marked with a blue, solid line, while red,
dashed lines correspond to our predictions for LO4+NNLO distributions at g = m;. The
scale is variated between u = my;/2 and p = 2my. The green, dotted line corresponds to
the scale u = 40 GeV. Lower panes show the ratio of non-factorisable corrections to LO
distributions. See text for further details.

sl ool : 59

— : o e ]

= 826 ] ;5“0 338 | i

© 824 1 ] I

= ! C ax1 337

= 822 = )

= 10° 820 S50

: 2 1 1 =3 x 1 336

i ===_L0 ... 100 110 = — LO 160 170

3 == LO+NNLO non-fact. = == LO+NNLO non-fact.

5 = 40 Gev 2

D) 1 =40 GeV € 2% 102{ seve =10 GeV

Scale variation m /2 to 2m, Scale variation m: /2 to 2m;
Q
=
3
% 1.00%
2
2 0.50%
; £ 0.00% —
e : ———
3
T T T T T T Z T T T T T T T T T
Z
40 60 80 100 120 140 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240
P [ GeV ] H[GeV)

(a) Distribution of the leading-jet transverse mo- (b) Distribution of the sum of transverse mo-
mentum. menta H.

Figure 5: Distributions of the leading-jet transverse momentum (left) and of sum of trans-
verse momenta H defined in Eq. (5.3) (right). LO distributions are marked with a blue,
solid line, while red, dashed lines correspond to our predictions for LO4+NNLO distribu-
tions at u = my. The scale is variated between p = my/2 and p = 2my. The green, dotted
line corresponds to the scale yn = 40 GeV. Lower panes show the ratio of non-factorisable
corrections to LO distributions. See text for further details.

We have shown how to overcome the technical challenges related to the computation
of virtual, non-factorisable corrections in Ref. [35]. In this paper we completed the calcula-
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tion of these corrections by including double-real and real-virtual contributions required to
obtain the infrared-finite cross section. We have discussed the calculation of the relevant
tree- and one-loop amplitudes needed for the computation of non-factorisable corrections.
Because of the large number of mass scales that appear in the computation of one-loop
amplitudes required for the real-virtual non-factorisable contribution, its reduction to mas-
ter integrals, and its stable and efficient numerical evaluation turn out to be non-trivial.
We discussed how to address these problems and pointed out that it is beneficial to choose
infrared-finite combinations of boxes and triangles as master integrals.

We have explicitly shown that the non-factorisable corrections are not affected by the
non-Abelian nature of QCD and are free of collinear singularities. We have constructed
subtraction terms that make the cancellation of infra-red singularities in arbitrary infrared-
safe observables explicit.

We have studied a number of kinematic distributions relevant for the single-top pro-
duction process as well as the inclusive cross section. We have found that non-factorisable
corrections are smaller than, but quite comparable to, the factorisable ones. Since the
choice of the proper renormalisation scale in the non-factorisable corrections is an open
issue, the actual magnitude of these corrections is uncertain. We estimate that they can
reach O0(0.4%) in case of the inclusive cross section and O(1 — 2%) for some kinematic
distributions. Another interesting point is that for many distributions the non-factorisable
corrections do not reduce to an overall renormalisation of the leading-order distributions.
Thus, if a percent-level precision in single-top studies can be reached, the non-factorisable
effects will have to be taken into account.
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A Renormalisation

Since the non-factorisable NLO QCD corrections vanish due to colour conservation, there
is no UV divergences at NNLO. Nevertheless, the coupling is renormalised in MS scheme
to zeroth order in perturbative QCD

2
95 c
4577;_ = O‘ls:)are = p*Scas (p) (A1)

where Se = exp (eyg) /(47)¢ and v ~ 0.57721 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

B Integrated counterterms

In this section we describe the calculation of the single-soft integrated counterterms. As
explained in the main body of the paper, it is important for treating the infrared singularities
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that originate from the real radiation. We have previously defined the function K (e)
through the following integral

—2€
> an(lqa2ba3q’a4t;€) . (B]‘)

i o [ 2Emax

Again, we stress that the coupling g, appearing on the left-hand side of Eq. (B.1) is the
bare coupling constant, while on the right-hand side a; is the coupling renormalised at the

scale p. The latter is obtained by using the prescription in Appendix A. Moreover, we have
defined

\ii Di - Di
Eikut (14, 26, 347, 415 k) = Y J
e ¢ g Z (pi - o) (pj - PE)
1€[1,3]
je2.4] (B.2)
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We note that the above expression involves two different structures: eikonal factors that
depend on the four-momenta of two massless partons, and eikonal factors that depend
on the four-momenta of one massive and one massless parton. The integration over the
unresolved radiation is different in the two cases.

Before proceeding with the details of the calculation, we quote the final result in order
to highlight its simplicity. The result reads
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where 8 = /1 —mZ/E} and p;; = p;-p;/(E;E;). To simplify the discussion, it is convenient
to define a function I that contains all the information about integration over angles of
the emitted gluon. We write
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where p = p/E,. We present the results for the functions I for the three relevant cases
below.
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B.1 One massive and one massless emitter - arbitrary angle

We consider the case when one emitter is massless, p? = 0, and the other is massive,
p? = m?. The function Iq reads

Io=—2470 470 4 0 (), (B.5)
€

where the different terms reads

Eqp;
70 =2]og (W> ’
my

IO>_._2[ikg2(1;:§)4-1g(lffﬂ) o (1PM6> (B.6)
+Lm@—1ﬁ})+L 1— pis ]

The explicit expressions for Z(O) and Z(V) agree with the results in Ref. [54].

B.2 One massive and one massless emitter - back-to-back kinematics

The previous result simplifies when the two emitters are back-to-back. We consider the case
of one massless and one massive emitter, p? =0 and p?l = m?, in the case when p; + py = 0.
The function I reads

1 1
1922“B<2—62—% (B.7)

28 T?(1—¢) 2/
X [B(_€’1_6)+1+BF(2—26) o F <1,1—6,2—2 1+5>] (B.8)

B.3 Two massless emitters - arbitrary angles

When the two emitters are massless, the result reads (see e.g. Ref. [37])
1 ..
mz—ﬂwﬁwLLLf,—%). (B.9)
€
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