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A bstract:W e addressthe issue ofsingle top production in association with a W boson

at the Large Hadron Collider,in particularhow to obtain an accurate description in the

faceofthetop pairproduction background given thatthetwo processesinterferewith each

other.W estresstheadvantagesofan M C@ NLO description,and �nd thatforcutsused to

isolatethesignal,itm akessensetoconsiderW tasawell-de�ned production processin that

the interference with t�tproduction is sm all,and the cross-section ofthe form er is above

thescalevariation uncertainty associated with thelatter.W ealso considerthecasewhere

both W tand t�tproduction are backgrounds to a third process (Higgs boson production

followed by decay to a W boson pair),and �nd in thiscontextthatinterferenceissuescan

also beneglected.W ediscussthegeneralization ofourresultsto othersituations,aided by

a com parison between the M C@ NLO approach and a calculation ofthe W W b�b�nalstate

m atched to a parton shower.
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1.Introduction

Top physicsisan active research area,notleastbecausethem assofthetop quark isclose

to thescaleofelectroweak sym m etry breaking.G iven thatoneexpectstheoriesbeyond the

Standard M odel(SM )to explain thissym m etry breaking,itfollowsthatthetop sectorisa

potentially sensitive probeofnew physicse�ects.Top quark production isalso ofinterest

within the SM ,forprecision m easurem entsofm assesand couplings,and asa background

to otherprocesses.

Singletop physics(in which ator�tisproduced withoutitsaccom panying antiparticle)

isofparticularinterest,given thatthe LO processesare allpurely electroweak in nature.

The corresponding diagram s are shown in �gure 1,and there are three distinct produc-

tion m odes. The �rst two are conventionally referred to as the s-and t-channelm odes

(depending on the nature ofthe exchanged W boson),and have been recently identi�ed

(in com bination) at the Tevatron [1,2]. The third m ode is that ofW tproduction,and

is distinguished by the presence ofa W boson accom panying the single top quark in the

�nalstate.Itscross-section israthertoo sm allto beobserved attheTevatron,butm akes

up about20% ofthe totalsingle top cross-section atthe LHC,whilstthe s-channelm ode

becom esnegligible.

Itisdesirableto isolate W tproduction fora num berofreasons.Firstly,itissensitive

to new physics e�ects which m odify the W tb vertex ofthe Standard M odel,but not to
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Figure 1:ThethreeSM singletop production m odes,shown atLO :(1)s-channelproduction;(2)

t-channelproduction;(3)W tproduction.Double linesrepresentthe top quark.

e�ective 4-ferm ion interactions(which m ainly a�ectthes-and t-channelm odes).Thus,it

isin principlea di�erenttestofBSM theories(see e.g.[3]fora m odel-independentanaly-

sis).Secondly,ito�erscom plem entary inform ation on theW tbvertex within theStandard

M odel(e.g.thevalueoftheCK M m atrix elem entVtb in connection with thepossibility of

a fourth generation [4,5,6,7,8]).Furtherm ore,W tproduction isa background to m any

processes,including both neutraland charged Higgsboson production.In such casesone

m ustevaluate thesum oftop pairproduction and W tproduction asa background,and it

isim portantthatthisbedone consistently.

The cross-sectionsforsingle top production in the s-and t-channelm odeshave been

calculated at NLO in Q CD in [9,10,11,12],with decay e�ects studied in [13,14,15].

Recently,the t-channelm ode was calculated at NLO in the four-
avor schem e,in which

initialstatebquarksaregenerated from gluon splitting[16].TheW tcross-section was�rst

considered in [17],and hasalso been calculated atNLO in Q CD [18,19].Furtherm oreall

three production m odeshave been im plem ented in the M C@ NLO software fram ework for

com biningNLO m atrix elem entswith aparton showeralgorithm [20,21,22],includingspin

correlationsin thetop decay productsusing them ethod outlined in [23]1.Thisconstitutes

the state ofthe artforthe description ofsingle top physics2,com bining the reduction of

theoreticalsystem atic uncertaintieswhich resultfrom adopting an NLO description ofthe

hard eventwith thehigh m ultiplicity,hadron-leveleventsresulting from theparton shower

algorithm .Thelattercan furtherm orebeinterfaced with detectorsim ulations.

The calculation ofthe W t m ode at NLO is non-trivial(and its im plem entation in

M C@ NLO is no exception),as discussed in [22],due to the factthatthe W tproduction

process (at NLO ) interferes with t�tproduction (at LO ),with decay ofthe �t(or tquark

in the case ofW �tproduction). Itbecom esunclearwhetheritism eaningfulto de�ne W t

production as a separate signalin its own right,or whether one should instead consider

com bining W t and t�t production,i.e. only consider given �nalstates com prised ofW

bosons(ortheirdecay products)and bquarks.Thelatterapproach haspracticalproblem s

1
Fora recentstudy ofspin correlationsin single top production,see [24].

2
The s- and t-channelprocesses at NLO were very recently interfaced with a parton shower in the

POW HEG fram ework [25].
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ofitsown,and thequestion arisesofhow to obtain thetheoretically m ostaccuratedescrip-

tion ofW tproduction. In [22]two de�nitionsofthe W tm ode were given,such thatthe

di�erence between them m easures the interference between W tand t�tproduction. This

interference is notguaranteed to be sm allover allofphase space,butby com paring the

resultsobtained from thetwo codesitispossibleto ascertain whetherornotitm akessense

to beconsidering W tproduction asan independentprocess.Thisproblem isnotexplicitly

encountered in previous analyses ofthe W tm ode by experim entalcollaborations,which

use LO M onte Carlo descriptions(based on the �ve 
avor schem e,in which b quarksare

presentin the initialstate).

Theaim ofthispaperisto furtherinvestigate thesequestions,and to investigate var-

ious strategies ofhow to theoretically describe the W t m ode. There are two issues to

consider:the reduction ofinterference between W tand t�tproduction (i.e.to whatextent

the form er is well-de�ned),and furtherm ore whether W tcan be e�ciently isolated as a

signalorreduced asa background.Theanswerto both ofthese questionsdependson the

experim entalcutsapplied.However,they are related issuesin the sense thatcutsused to

isolate theW tsignalwillalso in
uencetheinterference between W tand t�tproduction.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we recall the interference

problem between theW tand t�tproduction processes.In section 3weconsidertheisolation

ofW tproduction as a signal,and show that forfairly loose cuts the W tcross-section is

visibleabovethescaledependenceofthet�tbackground,and thatinterferencebetween the

two processesissm all.In section 4 weconsiderthecaseofW tproduction asa background

to a third process,thatofa Higgsboson decaying to a b�bpair,and show thatin thiscase

interference e�ects are also sm all,such that one m ay consider W t and t�t production as

distinctbackground processes.In section 5weexam ineanotherapproach fordescribingW t

production,nam ely thatofconsistently com bining W tand t�t-like diagram s,and consider

the relative m erits with respect to the M C@ NLO calculation. W e discuss our results in

section 6 and conclude.

2.Interference problem

AtNLO in Q CD,theW tm ode(shown atLO in �gure1)includesthecorrectionsshown in

�gure2.Such diagram scan also bethoughtofastheproduction ofa top quark pair,with

Figure 2: A subset ofdiagram s contributing to W t production at NLO ,consisting oftop pair

production,with weak decay ofoneofthe �nalstatetop particles.
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decay ofthe �t(ortquark in thecaseofsingle antitop production in association with a W

boson).A problem then occursifthe invariantm assofthe �nalstate W bsystem isclose

to the top m ass,in that the propagator for the interm ediate top particle becom es large.

M orespeci�cally,theW tand t�tcross-sectionsarewell-de�ned atLO ,with �W t< �t�t.The

NLO correction to W t,including the diagram sshown in �gure 2,then representsa huge

correction,e�ectively underm ining the perturbative description ofthe W tm ode. There

are two m ain viewpointsforhow to dealwith thisproblem .

The�rst,and at�rstsightthem osttheoretically rigorousapproach,istoconcludethat

W tproduction doesnotexist,and thatitsstatusasan independentproduction processis

an accidentofperturbation theory atleading order.O nethen considersgiven �nalstates,

and sum sallpossible Feynm an diagram s to a given order in �S and �E W which lead to

those �nalstates.In thiscase the relevant�nalstatesare W W band W W bb,i.e.whereb

m ay denote (anti-)bottom quarksasappropriate3,and W W denotesW + W � .Disregard-

ing otherbackgrounds,theW W bstate receivescontributionsfrom LO W tproduction (as

depicted in �gure 1,following decay ofthe top),whereas W W bb receives contributions

from NLO W t graphs as wellas LO t�t graphs. However,the use ofthe term s W t (or

t�t)production doesnotreally m ake sense in thisviewpoint,asonly given �nalstatesare

physically m eaningful.Although thisapproach naturally incorporatesinterference e�ects,

itsu�ersfrom severe phenom enologicaland technicalproblem sin practice. In particular,

correctionsto theW W bb�nalstatearising from NLO Q CD contributionsto t�tproduction

(followed by decay ofboth top particles)have notbeen com puted in the above superposi-

tion ofW tand t�t.However,these correctionsare known to belarge fort�tproduction (as

we willsee),signi�cantly lim iting the accuracy ofthedescription ifthey arenotincluded.

There are also practicalreasonswhy separation ofW tand t�tproduction isuseful. If

one is trying to isolate single top production as a signal,one wishes to e�ciently obtain

sam ples ofM onte Carlo events corresponding to this signal. Ifone only has a toolfor

generating thecom bination ofsingleand top pairproduction,m ostofthegenerated events

willfailthesignalcuts,such thateventgeneration e�ciency fortheW W b�nalstateislow.

These problem sm otivate a second viewpoint,nam ely thatone isallowed to consider

W tas a well-de�ned process,subjectto adequate cuts. This relies upon the observation

that when cuts are applied to isolate the W W b �nalstate,interference e�ects m ay be

sm allin practice. Thusone m ay considerthem ,forpracticalpurposes,asarising from t�t

production with no subsequent interference between single top and top pair production.

To bem orespeci�c,letussplitthefullNLO correctionsto theLO W tam plitudeinto two

partsasfollows:

A W t= A 1 + A 2; (2.1)

3
This assum es a calculationalfram ework in which initialstate b quarks are present (i.e. a �ve 
avor

num berschem e forthe parton densities).The discussion ism odi�ed in a four
avorschem e,in which allb

quarksare generated explicitly from gluon splittings,aswe willsee laterin the paper.
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where the �rst term on the right-hand side contains diagram s with only one top quark

(eitherrealorvirtual),and the second term correspondsto the diagram sin �gure 2 con-

taining two top particles in an interm ediate state. The squared am plitude is then given

by

jA W tj
2 / jA 1j

2 + 2Re[A
y

1
A 2]+ jA 2j

2
: (2.2)

O necan choosetointerpretthe�rstterm to beapartoftheW tproduction process(which

hasawell-de�ned NLO Q CD correction),and thethird term tobeduetoLO t�tproduction.

Thisinterpretation isonly m eaningfulprovided the interference term 2Re[A
y

1
A 2]issm all,

and whetherornotthisisthecasedependsstrongly on thecutsapplied.W ewillseelater

in thepaperthatcutsthataretypically used to isolatetheW tm odeatLO do reducethe

interference term occurring atNLO ,and thusthenotion ofa W tproduction processwith

a well-de�ned NLO correction doesindeed m ake sense. Ifsuch cutsare used,the process

ofconsistently considering the W tsignalplust�tbackground then am ountsto generating

separately sam ples ofW tand t�tevents (at LO or NLO as desired)and adding together

theresults.Sim ilarconsiderationsapply ifW tand t�tproduction areboth backgroundsto

a third production process,provided the isolation cuts associated with the third process

are such as to renderthe interference between W tand t�tsm all. The advantages ofsuch

an approach are obvious:

� O necan e�ciently generateboth W tand t�teventsup to NLO forusein an analysis,

ofparticularadvantage when W tisthesignal.

� NLO corrections can be included in both processes i.e. one has separate K -factors

foreach,greatly increasing thetheoreticalaccuracy ofthedescription.

� PreviousanalysesofW tproduction atLO can alsobeconsistently perform ed atNLO ,

provided (asisindeed usually thecase)thattheLO cutsreducetheinterferenceterm

with t�tproduction.

Theidea ofW tproduction asa well-de�ned processatNLO isnotnew.Indeed,every

previous calculation ofW t production beyond LO (including those analyses which only

include tree leveldiagram s) has had to de�ne som e prescription for dealing with the in-

terference problem [18,19]. These approacheswere com pared in detailin [22],and we do

notrepeatthe discussion here. Also in [22],two de�nitionsofW tproduction were given

in the contextofa fullparton showerapproach atNLO .These de�nitionswere called di-

agram rem oval(DR)and diagram subtraction (DS),wheretheform errem ovesresonantt�t

e�ectsfrom W tattheam plitudelevel(by notincluding thediagram sof�gure2),and the

latter at the cross-section level. The di�erence then in essence m easuresthe interference

between t�tand W tproduction4. Furtherm ore,both ofthese de�nitionsare im plem ented

in theM C@ NLO eventgenerator(see[26]fortechnicalinform ation).By runningthesam e

analysiswith both the DR and DS codes,one isableto check whetherinterference e�ects

are a problem fora given setofanalysiscuts,ornot.

4
The readerm ay worry aboutviolation ofgauge invariance.Thisisdiscussed atlength in [22].
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Ifindeed theinterferencehasbeen shown to besm all,then onehassucceeded in sepa-

ratingthesignalplusbackground ofW W band W W bb�nalstatesintotwonon-overlapping

parts,which wem ay callW t-likeand t�t-like signatures.Thisseparation ofthe�nalstates

is,as stated clearly above,dependent on cuts. W here such cuts are used,however,the

W tand t�tseparation isa very good (and,im portantly,quanti�able)approxim ation to the

underlying physics.

Successfulisolation ofthe W t m ode requires not only that the interference with t�t

is reduced,butalso that a good signalto background ratio can be obtained. For exam -

ple,it has not yet been shown whether the size ofthe W t cross-section is such that it

can be signi�cantly observed relative to the system atic uncertainty associated with the t�t

background.Thisisthe subjectofthe following section.

3.Isolating the W tsignal

In thissection we investigate whetheritism eaningfulto describe a signalofW tproduc-

tion above a background oft�tproduction.W e require two criteria to be satis�ed.Firstly,

that the interference between W tand t�tproduction can be neglected,as can be checked

by com paring results obtained with DR and DS.Secondly,that the W t cross-section is

largerthan the scale variation associated with the t�tresult.The latterisan indication of

whethertheidenti�cation ofW tism eaningfulgiven thesystem aticerrorsassociated with

the (potentially large)background,and willnotbesatis�ed forgeneric cuts.

G iven thatweareonly consideringinterferenceaspectsofW tproduction in thispaper,

we neglect allbackgrounds apart from top pair production. In m ore realistic analyses,

further cuts should be applied,but one does not expect these to weaken any separation

of W t and t�t that has been achieved with looser cuts. M otivated by previous studies

(e.g.[27]),we considerthe following cuts:

W tsignalcuts

1. Thepresenceofexactly 1 bjetwith pT > 50 G eV and j�j< 2:5.No otherbjetswith

pT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5.

2. The presence ofexactly 2 light 
avor jets with pT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5. In

addition,theirinvariantm assshould satisfy 55 G eV< m j1j2 < 85 G eV.

3. The presence ofexactly 1 isolated lepton with pT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5. The

lepton should satisfy �R > 0:4 with respectto thetwo lightjetsand thebjet,where

R isthe distance in the(�;�)plane.

4. Them issing transverse energy should satisfy E m iss
T > 25 G eV.

These cutsare designed to isolate sem ileptonic decaysofthe two W bosons,one ofwhich

com esfrom thedecay ofthetop quark in W t.Thesearecleanerthan fully hadronicdecays
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(due to backgrounds),but with a cross-section sizeable enough so that studies are pos-

sible with early LHC data. Preference for the sem i-leptonic decay m ode com es from the

presence ofthe isolated lepton,and the m issing transverse energy requirem ent(stem m ing

from the presence ofa neutrino in the �nalstate). M oreover,one expects m ost W t-like

events to have only one hard b jet whereas t�tevents have two b jets at LO parton level.

Hence,therequirem entofexactly onehard bjetin the�nalstatesigni�cantly reducesthe

t�tbackground,and also (aswe shallsee)the interference between W tand t�tproduction.

Thelatterisnotsurprising,asithasalready been shown thatatransversem om entum veto

on thesecond hardestbjetreducesvery e�ciently theinterferencebetween singletop and

top pairproduction [19,22]. A cuton the num berofb jetsofgiven pT is clearly closely

related to the notion ofa veto on additionalb jets.In practice,there willbe a num berof

W t-like events due to t�tproduction,where one ofthe b jets in t�tis either too softto be

detected,orhasbeen m isidenti�ed asa lightjet.

In orderto m odelsuch e�ects,we apply the above cuts fora num berofchoices ofb

tagging e�ciency e b and lightjetrejection raterlj.Thatis,bjetsarekeptwith a probabil-

ity eb,and otherwisetaken to belightjets.Sim ilarly,lightjetsarekeptwith a probability

1� 1=rlj (using the conventionalde�nition ofthe rejection rate),and otherwise taken to

bebjets.W eassum ethesam ee�cienciesforevery jet.Thism ay notbethem ostrealistic

m odel,butthe hopeisthatconsidering di�erentvaluesforeb and rlj adequately explores

the system atic uncertainty due to these e�ects. The choicescan be found in table 1. W e

also show resultswith eb = 1 and rlj = 104,i.e.a defaultM onteCarlo calculation without

btagging e�ectsorlightjetrejection included.

Thecuton the invariantm assofthelightjetpairhelpsto discrim inate both W tand

t�t production from other backgrounds. However,it also helps reduce t�t relative to W t

production,asitrequiresthattheinvariantm assofthelightjetpairlieswithin a window

oftheW m assi.e.thatthetwo lightjetsresultfrom thedecay ofa W boson.G iven that

therearem orejetson averagein top pairproduction,thechancethatthetwo jetsentering

the cutshave both arisen from the sam eW boson issm aller.

Theabove cutsare reasonably loose,particularly given thatm ostpT and � cutsarise

from detector constraints. Extra cuts would in practice be used to tighten the signalto

background ratio.However,ouraim hereism erely to show thateven forcutsthatarenot

particularly strict,a clean separation ofW tand t�tproduction can be found. Additional

cutsaim ed atenhancing the signalshould then furtherreducethe interference.

Thecross-sectionsthatresultafterapplication oftheabovecutsareshown in table1.

Allresultshavebeen obtained usingatop m assand width ofm t= 170:9 G eV and �t= 1:4

G eV respectively. The W m ass and width are M W = 80:42 G eV and �W = 2:141 G eV.

W eusetheM RST2002 NLO parton densities[28].By default,renorm alization and factor-

ization scalesare setto �F = �R = m t.Thecross-sectionshave been obtained forstrictly

W tproduction,and then m ultiplied by a factor oftwo to account for �tproduction. The
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eb rlj �D RW t/pb �D SW t/pb �t�t/pb

1.0 104 1:206+ 0:039
�0:017 1:189+ 0:021

�0:010 5:61+ 0:74
�0:54

0.6 30 0:717+ 0:020
�0:014 0:696+ 0:020

�0:005 4:29+ 0:45
�0:46

0.6 200 0:748+ 0:014
�0:011 0:726+ 0:014

�0:007 4:36+ 0:56
�0:42

0.4 300 0:505
+ 0:026
�0:009 0:494

+ 0:008
�0:008 3:31

+ 0:40
�0:37

0.4 2000 0:512+ 0:011
�0:010 0:503+ 0:001

�0:007 3:35+ 0:37
�0:38

Table 1:Cross-sections,subjecttothecutsoutlined in thetext,forW tand t�tproduction,obtained

usingM C@ NLO .Thesingletop resultsareobtained usingboth diagram rem oval(DR)and diagram

subtraction (DS),and correspond to both top orantitop quarksin the �nalstate. Q uoted errors

aredue to scalevariation by a factoroftwo.

uncertaintiesquoted correspond to varying thecom m on renorm alization and factorization

scale in the range m t=2 < � < 2m t.From thetable,onem ay note the following:

� The DR and DS resultsagree to within around 3% in allcases,which is sim ilarto

the uncertainty in each result due to scale variation5. Thus,the interference term

between W tand t�tproduction indeed appearsto besm all.

� TheW tcross-section islargerthan theuncertainty on thet�tcross-section duetoscale

variation.Thus,the W tsignaliswell-de�ned and visible above thet�tbackground.

As stressed above,both ofthese properties are needed before one can sensibly claim to

be able to isolate W tproduction. Also,they are dependenton the cutsapplied,and the

abovecutsareafairly m inim alchoicesuch thatboth oftheserequirem entscan besatis�ed.

Although DR and DS agreeatthetotalcross-section level,itisalsoim portanttoverify

theagreem entin kinem atic distributions.Thisispossiblegiven thatboth DR and DS are

de�ned in a parton showercontext atthe fully exclusive leveli.e. locally in phase space.

Asexam ples,in �gures3-5 we show the transverse m om entum and rapidity distributions

ofthe lightjets,b jetand isolated lepton entering the cutsde�ned above. O ne seesthat

agreem entisobtained within statisticaluncertainties,in addition to theagreem entwithin

scale uncertaintiesnoted above.

O nem ustalsoconsiderdistributionsforvariouschoicesofbtagginge�ciency and light

jetrejection rate. O fthese,the form erhasa potentially dam aging e�ecton the ability of

jetcutsto reducetheW t-t�tinterference,astheserely on cutting outeventswith a second

hard b jet. The transverse m om entum and rapidity distributionsfor the light and b jets

are shown,forallfournon-trivialchoicesofeb and rlj given in table 1,in �gures6-7.

5
Slightly m ore scale variation is observed if the factorization and renorm alization scales are varied

independently from each other.W echecked thatthisdoesnotinvalidatethefactthattheW tcross-section

islargerthan the scale variation uncertainty ofthetop pairproduction result,when �F and �R are varied

such thattheirratio isneverm ore than 2.
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Figure 3:The transversem om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity (b)distributionsofthelightjetsin

W tproduction (subject to the cuts outlined in the text),shown for both diagram rem oval(DR)

and diagram subtraction (DS).The b-tagging e�ciency and light jet rejection rate are given by

eb = 0:6 and rlj= 30 respectively. Uncertaintiesare statistical,and the verticalaxishasarbitrary

norm alization.
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Figure 4: The transverse m om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity (b)distributionsofthe hard b jet

in W tproduction (subjectto thecutsoutlined in thetext),shown forboth diagram rem oval(DR)

and diagram subtraction (DS).The b-tagging e�ciency and light jet rejection rate are given by

eb = 0:6 and rlj= 30 respectively. Uncertaintiesare statistical,and the verticalaxishasarbitrary

norm alization.

O ne sees good agreem ent between the DR and DS results for allchoices ofeb and

rlj and alldistributions.Thus,the above cutsdo isolate W tproduction in a well-de�ned

sense. Note thatthe ratio ofthe W tand t�tcross-sections is’ 1 :4:7 (before accounting

for b-tagging e�ciency and light jet rejection). The above,however,is a rough analysis

designed to addressinterference issues.Additionalobservablescan be used to furtheren-

hance the signalwithoutdim inishing the cross-section too m uch (see e.g.[27]). However,
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lepton in W tproduction (subjectto thecutsoutlined in thetext),shown forboth diagram rem oval

(DR)and diagram subtraction (DS).The b-tagging e�ciency and lightjetrejection ratearegiven
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Figure 6:The transversem om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity (b)distributionsofthelightjetsin

W tproduction,shown forvariouschoicesofb-tagging e�ciency e b and lightjetrejection rate rlj

(norm alized to the �rstchoice). Results are shown for both diagram rem oval(DR) and diagram

subtraction (DS).

itisencouraging thateven withouta highly optim ized signalto background ratio,theW t

signaliswell-de�ned.

Thee�ectofbtagging e�ciency and light-jetrejection ratecan befurtherappreciated

by looking at�gure8,which showstheaverage num berofband lightjetsperevent(satis-

fying thedetectorcutspT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5,butbeforethefullW tsignalcutshave

been applied)before and afterreshu�ing due to non-triviale b and rlj.O ne seesthatthe
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Figure 7: The transverse m om entum (a) and pseudo-rapidity (b) distributions ofthe b jet in

W tproduction,shown forvariouschoicesofb-tagging e�ciency e b and lightjetrejection rate rlj

(norm alized to the �rstchoice). Results are shown for both diagram rem oval(DR) and diagram

subtraction (DS).

average num berofb jetsisslightly below one forW tproduction,even before reshu�ing.

G iven thata hard bjetisrequired by thesignalcuts,thism akestheW tcross-section m ore

sensitiveto btagging e�ciency than thatoftop pairproduction,ascan beseen directly in

table 1.
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Figure 8: The average num ber oflight and b jets before (left-hand bins) and after (right-hand

bins)reshu�ing due to b-tagging e�ciency and light-jetrejection rate. The W tresultshave been

obtained using diagram rem oval(DR).

In �gure9weshow thetotalnum berofjets(lightplusbjets)passingthedetectorcuts.

O neclearly seesthattop pairproduction hashigherjetm ultiplicitieson average,hencethe

e�cacy ofthe signalcutsin selecting W tproduction. Furtherm ore,there isa non-trivial
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fraction ofeventswith �veorm orehard jets.This,com bined with thefactthatthesignal

cutsrequirethreejets,suggeststhata parton showerfram ework (ratherthan a �xed order

m atrix elem ent)isindeed m oreappropriatefordescribingW tproduction,given thelim ited

num berofpartonsin presently available �xed orderm atrix elem entcalculations.Thereis

anotherreason why a parton showerfram ework ism oreappropriate,nam ely thatonedoes

notnecessarily trusta �xed orderm atrix elem entdescription ofem itted partonsatlower

transverse m om enta,such as those (’ 25 G eV) involved in the jetveto cuts (see section

5.1 of[22]fora discussion related to thispoint).

A com m entisin orderregarding theuseofa sequentialcutm ethod in orderto isolate

the W t signal,when recent experim entalanalyses rely m ore heavily on m ethods based

on neuralnetworks,boosted decision trees(BDT)and m atrix elem entm ethods(e.g. the

recentdiscovery ofsingletop production attheTevatron [1,2]).Itisvery likely thatsuch

m ethods willbe applied at the LHC in order to isolate W tproduction. For exam ple,a

sam ple analysis(atLO plusparton showerlevel)ispresented by the ATLAS experim ent

in [27],alongsideatraditionalsequentialcutanalysis.Itisnotalwaysclearhow system atic

uncertainties in M onte Carlo m odels propagate through such analyses,including in this

case the uncertainty attached with separating W tand t�t. The safest way to proceed,in

caseswhere there isany doubt,isto repeata given analysiswhich dependson the use of

M C@ NLO forW tproduction using both theDR and DS options.

4.W tproduction as a background to H ! W W

In the previous section,we have shown that it is possible to isolate W tproduction as a

signal. However,this is notthe only context in which W tproduction occurs -one m ust

also consideritasa background to otherproduction processes.In such cases(and assug-

gested by the resultsofthe previoussection),one wishesto use asaccurate a description

ofthe background as possible,which strongly m otivates the use ofM C@ NLO .However,
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one m ustcheck in such a case thatthis description is well-de�ned,nam ely that DR and

DS agreeforthecutsused to isolatethesignalofinterest.Ifthisturnsoutto betrue,one

m ay reliably estim atethetop background to theproduction processofinterestby com bin-

ingsam plesoft�tand W tevents(correspondingtoan incoherentsum ofthehard processes).

In thissection,weconsideran exam pleofW tand t�tasbackgroundstoathird process,

thatofHiggs boson production with subsequentdecay to a pairofW bosons. Thisisof

topicalinterest,given thattheH ! W + W � decay m odedom inatesforinterm ediateHiggs

boson m asses150 G eV . m H . 180 G eV,m aking thisthe only viable discovery channel

in thiswindow.Furtherm ore,thedom inantbackground isfrom top pairproduction (with

singletop processesalso signi�cant),thusthisisan excellentexam pleto illustrate theuse

ofW tproduction asa background.O uraim hereisnotto presenta detailed phenom eno-

logicalstudy ofHiggs boson production (see p.110 of[27]foran up-to-date experim ental

study),butratherto exam inewhetherM C@ NLO can beused to reliably estim atetheW t

background.

In orderto m inim ize Q CD jetbackgrounds,itiscom m on to considerthe case where

both W bosonsstem m ing from theHiggsboson decay leptonically i.e.

H ! W
+
W

� ! l
+

1
��1l

�

2
�2; (4.1)

where li is either an electron or m uon, and �i its corresponding neutrino. Then spin

correlationscan beused toe�ciently isolatethesignalagainsttop-related backgrounds[29]

(see also [30,31,32,33,34,35]).M otivated by [34,35,36],we use the following exam ple

cutsto isolate the Higgssignal:

H iggs signalcuts

1. Therem ustbetwo opposite sign leptonssatisfying pT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5.

2. Theinvariantm assofthecharged lepton pairshould satisfy 12 G eV< m ll< 40 G eV.

3. The azim uthalangle between the leptons (i.e. the angle in the transverse plane)

should belessthan �=4.

4. Thelepton with the highestpT should satisfy 30 G eV< pT < 55 G eV.

5. Therem ustbea m issing transverseenergy ofatleast50 G eV.

6. Therem ustbeno jets(i.e.eitherborlightjets)with pT > 25 G eV and j�j< 2:5.

M ore sophisticated cutsrequire isolation ofthe leptonsfrom hadronic activity,aswellas

tuning ofthe variousparam etersintroduced above.However,asin section 3,we choose a

reasonably m inim alsetofcutsassociated with the signalofinterest.Conclusionsreached

about whether the W tbackground can be well-de�ned willthen apply in m ore realistic

analyses.
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Process �N LO /fb

h ! W W 81.8 � 0.4

t�t 12.25 � 0.3

W t(DR) 6.91 � 0.06

W t(DS) 6.89 � 0.07

Table 2: Cross-sectionsobtained using M C@ NLO forthe H ! W + W � signalcutsdescribed in

the text,where the W bosonscan decay to electronsorm uons. Note thatthe W tresultsinclude

both top orantitop quarksin the �nalstate.Uncertaintiescorrespond to statisticalerrorsonly.

O ftheabovecuts,thejetveto (i.e.cutnum ber6)isparticularly e�ective in reducing

the background from top quark production,either singly or in pairs. O ne could again

consider various b tagging e�ciencies e b and light jet rejection rates rlj,but given that

the jetveto appliesto the totalnum berofjets,these willbeirrelevantin ouranalysis.In

the resultsthatfollow we use parton densities,aswellastop and W m assesand widths,

asdescribed in section 3. O urdefaultfactorization and renorm alization scale choices are

again �R = �F = m t,and we allow electronsorm uonsin thedecay ofthe W bosons.

Forthe above choice ofsignalcuts,the Higgssignalcross-section is(using M C@ NLO

with a renorm alization and factorization scaleequalto theHiggsm ass)81.8 fb fora Higgs

boson m ass m H = 165 G eV.This is com parable to the corresponding �gure presented

in [34,35],although slightly higherduetotherequirem entin thatpaperthattheleptonsbe

isolated from hadronicactivity6.Aftercuts,thebackgroundsdueto top quark production

aresom ewhatsm allerthan thebackground from non-resonantW pairproduction [29],but

arestillsigni�cant.O urresultsforthetop pairand W tbackgroundsareshown in table2.

O neseesthattheW tbackground ism orethan halfthesizeofthetop pairbackground.

That these are sim ilar in m agnitude is not surprising,given the jet veto involved in the

selection cuts. Im portantly,the DR and DS results forW tproduction agree wellwithin

statisticaluncertainties(wechecked thatthesearelargerin thiscasethan theuncertainty

thatresultsfrom varyingthecom m on renorm alization and factorization scaleby afactorof

two).Asin section 3,itisim portantto check thatkinem atic distributionsalso agree well

when calculated with both DR and DS.Som eexam plesareshown in �gures10-11,nam ely

the transverse and absolute pseudo-rapidity distributions ofthe two �nalstate leptons.

O neseesthatthe DR and DS resultsagree closely within statisticaluncertainties.

W e have seen so far that when top production occurs as a background to a given

process(nam ely Higgsboson production with subsequentdecay to W bosons),one isstill

able to de�neW tproduction asa separate background subjectto the cutsused to isolate

the signal.Thism eansthatin evaluating the com bined background from top production,

6
To obtain the above num ber one m ust include spin correlations in the decay of the Higgs boson,

particularly given the cuton the azim uthalangle between the lepton pair. These are notim plem ented in

the latestpublic release ofHERW IG ,hence we use the unreleased version referred to in [34,35].
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Figure 10: The transverse m om entum (a)and absolute pseudo-rapidity (b) distributions ofthe

lepton from the top quark in W t production subject to the Higgs signalcuts described in the

text,obtained using DR (black)and DS (blue). Uncertainties(indicated by the verticalbars)are

statistical,and the verticalaxisshowsarbitrary units.
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Figure 11: The transverse m om entum (a)and absolute pseudo-rapidity (b) distributions ofthe

lepton from the W boson in W tproduction subjectto the Higgssignalcutsdescribed in the text,

obtained using DR (black)and DS (blue).Uncertaintiesarestatistical,and theverticalaxisshows

arbitrary units.

t�tproduction and W teventscan be generated separately,and the resultsadded together

withouthaving to worry aboutinterference e�ects.

Som erem arksarein orderregarding how m any oftheabovestatem entscan begener-

alized to otherprocessesto which top production isa signi�cantbackground.Therearea

num berofpossibilitiesin general:

� Top pairand W tproduction are com parable in cross-section,and a signi�cantfrac-
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tion ofthe signalcross-section,but such that the interference between W t and t�t

production issm all.Thisisthecase considered above.

� Top pairand W tproduction arecom parablein cross-section,and asigni�cantfraction

ofthe signalcross-section,such that the interference is not sm all. W e discuss this

case in m ore detailbelow.

� Top pairand W tproduction arecom parablein size,and theirsum isan insigni�cant

fraction ofthe signal. O ne does not have to worry about interference in this case,

given thattop pairproduction itselfisnota signi�cantbackground.

� Top pair production is a signi�cant background, but W t production has a m uch

lower cross-section. In generalin this scenario interference between W t and t�t is

non-negligible,butowing to the sm allsize ofthe W tcross-section isirrelevant. W e

willseean exam pleofthisin thefollowing section,when t�titselfisconsidered asthe

signal.

Asisclearfrom the above categorization,one need only worry ifthe second situation oc-

curs.Thisnaturally presentstwo options.Eitheronecan �nd an alternativeto separating

W tand t�tproduction in orderto estim ate the background,orone can take the di�erence

between DR and DS as a m easure ofsystem atic uncertainty. Ifthis latter uncertainty is

large,one concludesthatitdoesnotm ake sense to think ofW tand t�tasseparate back-

grounds. However,it seem s likely that this latter situation only occurs in a m inority of

cases,given thatm ostofthe tim e one is trying to reduce both W tand t�tproduction as

backgrounds. G iven the t�t cross-section is generically larger than the W t cross-section,

any successfulreduction ofthetop pairbackground willusually rendertheW tinterference

insigni�cant.

Ultim ately,oneexpectstheM C@ NLO calculation forthesum ofW tand t�tproduction

to beagood approxim ation in m any cases.O nem ay worry in caseswheretop backgrounds

rem ain large,and the signalcuts do notdecrease the ratio oftop pairto single top pro-

duction. Ifin doubt,one m ay run the DR and DS codes separately,and thus quantify

the system atic uncertainty due to interference e�ects. W hether or not this uncertainty

issigni�cantdependson the process,and also on the othersystem atic uncertainties(e.g.

scale variation)involved.

5.C om parison w ith W W bb

In the previoussections,we saw thatone can indeed recoverW tasa well-de�ned process

at the LHC,when trying to isolate and m easure its properties. W e also found that this

was the case when single and top pair production were considered as backgrounds to a

third process,nam ely Higgs boson production with subsequentdecay ofthe latter into a

W boson pair. The analysis in both cases relied upon two things. Firstly,that one has

a way ofquantifying the e�ectofinterference between W tand t�tproduction (such asthe

DR and DS codesofM C@ NLO ).Thesystem atic uncertainty dueto interference can then
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be m eaningfully com pared with other uncertainties in the problem (such as that due to

scale variation or statisticaluncertainty ofthe DR or DS results),in order to determ ine

whethertheW tm odem akessense.Secondly,thatthisinterferencecan bereduced through

adequate cuts.

Nevertheless,W t production is not strictly well-de�ned over allofphase space. In

regions were the invariant m ass ofpossible W b pairs not com ing from the prim ary top

approaches the top m ass,the di�erence between DR and DS is potentially large. It can

thusbeobjected thatitisquestionableto try to considerW tand t�tasseparatescattering

processes,and to only consider given �nalstates (which are well-de�ned). W e consider

such an approach in thissection.

In thecalculationalfram ework adopted in previoussections(i.e.in which initialstate

bquarksarepresent),the�nalstatesrelevantto thecoherentsum ofW tand t�tproduction

areW W band W W bb,asdiscussed in section 1.O uraim isto calculatethetop quark con-

tributionsto these�nalstates,and com paretheresultswith thedescription ofthesum of

theW tand t�tprocessesobtained in theprevioussections.Thus,wedo notconsiderother

processeswhich contributeto these�nalstates(such asnon-resonantW pairproduction).

In orderto obtain reliable predictions,one m ustcom bine the W W band W W bb�nal

states,and preferably interface the output to a parton shower. This raises a num ber of

technicalchallenges(fora detailed discussion in a sim ilarcontextto thispaper,see [37]).

O nem ustavoid thedouble-counting thatresultsfrom thepresenceofinitialstatebquarks,

and diagram sin which bquark pairsareproduced by gluon splitting (see[38]fora discus-

sion in the contextofM onte Carlo generators).Furtherm ore,one m ustapply a m atching

procedure (e.g. CK K W [39]orM LM [40])owing to the presence ofNLO realcorrections

to the LO W tprocess(i.e. W W bb correctionsto W W b). How to do thisusing presently

available toolsisnotclear,given thatin sem ileptonic decaysofthetwo W bosons,notall

ofthe �nalstate partonsare ofQ CD origin.

In ordertocircum ventthesedi�culties,weconsiderin thissection a�xed 
avorschem e

in which thebottom quark parton density isnotpresent.Allinitialstatebquarksentering

the hard interaction are then explicitly generated from gluon splitting,asshown (forLO

W tproduction)in �gure 12(a)7. In thisapproach,there isno W W b�nalstate,thusthe

LO contribution to top quark backgrounds com es from the W W bb state (and the W t-t�t

interferenceisaleadingordere�ect).Thiscontainstwogauge-invariantsubsetsofdiagram s

containing interm ediatetop quarksin thenarrow-width approxim ation:(i)singly-resonant

diagram s containing one interm ediate top quark,such as that shown in �gure 12(a);(ii)

doubly-resonantdiagram scontaining two interm ediate top quarks,such asthatshown in

�gure 12(b). The form er could na��vely be interpreted as (LO ) W t production,and the

latter constitute top pair production. However,allinterference e�ects are now included,

7
A sim ilarcalculation wasconsidered in [41],which studied correctionsto thenarrow width approxim a-

tion.
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such thatthedistinction between W tand t�tproduction isnotconsidered.

(a) (b)

Figure 12:(a)Singly and (b)doubly resonantcontributionsto theW W bb�nalstate,whereallb

quarksareexplicitly produced via gluon splitting.

Theresultingcalculation fortheW W bb�nalstatecan beinterfaced toaparton shower

withoutworryingaboutdoublecountingissues,dueeithertobparton densities(sincethese

arenolongerpresent)orm atrix elem entm atching.Regardingthelatter,thereisnodouble

counting between the shower and the m atrix elem ent,because in the four 
avor schem e

there isno lower ordertree levelm atrix elem entthat,when showered,leadsto a W W bb

�nalstate (this is not true in the �ve 
avor schem e,in which W W b can shower to give

W W bb). There are also no furtherm atching issues,due to the lack ofa collinear singu-

larity associated with the two �nalstate b quarks. This would be the case even ifthe b

quarksweretreated asm assless,asin therelevantFeynm an diagram sthereisnevera �nal

statebquark pairresulting from a gluon splitting.Therequired tree-levelm atrix elem ents

can be calculated (including fullspin correlationsin the decay ofthe top and W bosons)

using M adG raph [42,43].W ethen interfacethesewith HERW IG [44]i.e.thesam eparton

showerthathasbeen used in theM C@ NLO results.

Havingconstructed acalculation in which W tand top pairproduction areboth present

inclusive ofallnecessary interference e�ects,we now investigate the propertiesofthisde-

scription,including its potentialaccuracy. O ur strategy is as follows. W e �rst generate

pseudo-data fortop production with t�t-likesignalcuts,obtained using M C@ NLO by com -

biningeventsam plesfrom t�tand W tproduction.Next,wecom paretheW W bbdescription

to this,and evaluate the K -factor which is necessary to norm alize the resultsofthisap-

proach to the pseudo-data. Then we consider W t-like cuts,and see how the K -factor

needed to norm alize the �nalstate analysisto the M C@ NLO data com pareswith the re-

sult using t�tsignalcuts. Ifit is the sam e,one m ay argue that it m akes sense to m odel

the com bination ofW tand t�tproduction using a tree levelapproach norm alized to data.

If,however,the K -factor isnotthe sam e forW t-like cuts(oratleastsim ilar),thisisan

argum entin favorofseparating outW tand t�tproduction asseparateproduction processes

in theirown right,each with a separate K -factor.

{ 18 {



Process �N LO /pb

W t(DR) 4:27+ 0:3
�0:3

W t(DS) 3:41+ 0:06
�0:01

t�t 93:8+ 10
�11

Total(DR) 98:1
+ 10

�11

Total(DS) 97:2+ 10
�11

Table 3: Cross-sections obtained with M C@ NLO for W t and t�t production,using the top pair

production signalcutsofsection 5.1. Uncertaintiescorrespond to variation ofthe com m on renor-

m alization and factorization scaleby a factoroftwo.

The above exercise,whilst som ewhat academ ic (since it does not include additional

backgroundsdueto othersingle top production m odesornon-top related standard m odel

processes)isausefulplayground forinvestigatingsystem aticuncertaintyduetointerference

between W tand t�tproduction.By com paring the resultsfrom both calculations,we will

beableto discussand clarify therelative advantagesand disadvantagesofeach approach.

In the following section,we discussthegeneration ofthe top pseudo-data.

5.1 P seudo-data for top pair production w ith t�tselection cuts

W eform a sam pleofpseudo-databy runningM C@ NLO forboth theW tand t�tproduction

channels,and com bining the eventsam ples.W e include spin correlationsin the decaysof

the top quarks (and W bosons), and the W t results are run using both DR and DS.

Param eter choices,parton densities etc. are chosen as in previous sections. M otivated

by [27],the following cuts are applied in order to isolate the top pair production cross-

section,afterrequiring sem i-leptonic decay ofthe two W bosons:

t�tsignalcuts

1. Therem ustbeonelepton (electron orm uon)with pT > 20 G eV.

2. Them issing transverse energy isrequired to satisfy E m iss

T
> 20 G eV.

3. Therem ustbeatleastfourjetswith pT > 20 G eV.

4. Therem ustbeatleastthree jetswith pT > 40 G eV.

5. Leptonsand jetsm ustsatisfy thepseudo-rapidity cutsj�j< 2:5.

The cross-sections forW tproduction and t�tproduction are collected in table 3,together

with theirtotal. Note thatthe cutsused to isolate the t�tsignaldo notreduce the inter-

ference with W tproduction,asevidenced by the factthatthe DR and DS cross-sections

in table3 di�erby around 25% .However,when com bining theeventsam ples,thet�tcom -

ponentism uch largerthan the W tcom ponent,so thatthe system atic uncertainty dueto

interference between W tand t�thas a negligible e�ect. The two com bined cross-sections

di�erby lessthan 0.9% ,which isclearly m uch lessthan thesystem atic uncertainty dueto
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scale variation. Furtherm ore,the totalW tcross-section islessthan the scale-variation of

the t�tcross-section.Thus,itisquestionable whetherW tproduction isa signi�cantback-

ground atall,letalonewhetheram biguitiesdueto interferencee�ectsaresigni�cant.O ne

m ay further check that the latter e�ects are sm allby com paring kinem atic distributions

in the two com bined eventsam ples.Asexam ples,the transverse m om entum and pseudo-

rapidity distributionsofthe�nalstatelepton areshown in �gure13.O neseesthatindeed

thedi�erencebetween theresultsforthetotaloftop pairand W tproduction iswellwithin

statisticaluncertainties,although the pureW tresultsdi�ersom ewhatin shapeaswellas

norm alization.
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Figure 13:The transversem om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity (b)distributionsofthe �nalstate

lepton arising from com bining M C@ NLO event sam ples for W t and t�t production,subject to t�t

signalcuts described in the text. Results are shown for the cases in which the W t sam ple is

obtained using DR (black),and DS (blue).Uncertaintiesarestatistical,and theverticalaxisshows

arbitrary units. Also shown are the pure W tresults,m ultiplied by a constantfactorso as to be

visible on the sam escale.

In the following subsections,we com pare a tree-level(plusparton shower)�nalstate

analysis to this pseudo-data. Ideally,one should com pare both the M C@ NLO and the

tree-levelapproach to realdata. Since these are not available,the analysis here allows

one,atleastto som edegree,to com paretherelativeadvantagesand disadvantagesofeach

approach.W e begin by describing in m ore detailthe tree levelcalculation.

5.2 Tree levelanalysis of�nalstates

In thissection wedescribethetreelevelcalculation oftheW W bb�nalstate.Asexplained

in theprevioussection,when consideringalldiagram scontributingtothis�nalstate,oneis

restricted to a tree-levelcalculation,asthefullNLO am plitudesforproduction and decay

ofthe relevant top quark interm ediate states are not known. G iven that the aim ofthis

paperisto addresstheissueofinterferencee�ectsin singleand doubletop production,we

considerhereonly thosediagram scontributing to theW W bbstatethathaveinterm ediate
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top quark resonances(eithersingle ordouble).

O ur calculation works as follows. Events are sim ulated using M adG raph8 for the

process

pp ! W
+
W

�
b�b; (5.1)

where p denotes the proton. As explained in the previous section,initialstate b quarks

are not present,so as to avoid double counting and m atching issues. To be consistent,

we use the top quark width as calculated by M adG raph using the m asses given above,

which isfound to be�t= 1:407 G eV.Thedecay to �nalstate leptonsand partonsisalso

presentin theM adG raph events,so thatspin correlationsofdecay productsare included.

In both calculations,the W boson width issetto 2.141G eV,and the branching ratio for

sem ileptonic decaysis24/81.

The eventoutputfrom M adG raph isinterfaced to HERW IG ,whose parton showeris

also used in M C@ NLO .Theresultisthen a consistentcalculation oftheW W bb�nalstate,

with both interferenceand showere�ectsincluded.Using defaultparam etersand scalesas

described previously,theresultforthet�tcross-section is

�
t�tcuts
tree

= 65:0+ 9:6
�11:2 pb; (5.2)

where the superscriptt�tdenotes thattop pair production signalcuts are applied,rather

than thatonly t�tinterm ediatestatesareconsidered (which is,ofcourse,notm eaningfulin

thisapproach). The quoted uncertainty stem sfrom varying the com m on renorm alization

and factorization scale by a factor oftwo,and one sees that this uncertainty is sizeable.

From this result and the M C@ NLO cross-section given in table 3, one m ay de�ne the

K -factorasthe ratio ofthe centralvaluesofthecross-sections9,i.e.

K
t�tcuts
W t+ t�t=

�t
�tcuts
N LO

�t
�tcuts
tree

=

(

1:508� 0:012 (DR)

1:494� 0:012 (DS)
; (5.3)

where the num erator is the M C@ NLO com bined cross-section for the sum ofW tand t�t

cross-section,obtained using t�tsignalcuts (see section 5.1). Note that the DR and DS

results are indistinguishable within statisticaluncertainties,as expected from the results

oftable 1.

The lepton transverse m om entum and pseudo-rapidity distributions from both the

M adgraph and M C@ NLO calculations are shown in �gure 14. O ne observes som e m inor

di�erencein shapebetween thetreeleveland NLO analyses,which suggeststhatnorm aliz-

ing theLO resultsvia a K -factorisa som ewhatlim ited approxim ation.Thelattercan be

8
Note that M adG raph includes a m ass for the b quarks (m b = 4:7 G eV) in the hard m atrix elem ent,

which hasnotbeen included in the M C@ NLO calculation.W e do notexpectthisto alterourconclusions.
9
Note thatwe use the sam e parton densitiesforboth thetree leveland M C@ NLO calculations.Thisis

in contrast to som e other de�nitionsofthe K -factor in which LO and NLO partons are used for LO and

NLO calculationsrespectively.Thisdoesnota�ectourconclusions.
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m oreclearly seen in �gure15 which showstheratios,bin by bin,oftheleptonictransverse

m om entum and pseudo-rapidity distributionsobtained in both approaches.
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Figure 14:The transversem om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity (b)distributionsofthe �nalstate

lepton arising from com bining M C@ NLO event sam ples for W t and t�t production,subject to t�t

signalcutsdescribed in thetext(black).Also shown istheresultfrom theconsistenttreelevelplus

parton showerapproach discussed in the text. Uncertainties are statistical,and the verticalaxis

showsarbitrary units.
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Figure 15:Theratio ofnorm alized distributionsin transversem om entum (a)and pseudo-rapidity

(b) ofthe �nalstate lepton,from the M C@ NLO and M adG raph (plus HERW IG ) com putations,

forthe top pairproduction signalcutsdiscussed in the text.Uncertaintiesarestatistical.

Having norm alized the tree levelcalculation to the M C@ NLO pseudo-data using top

pairproduction signalcuts,onem ay then investigate whathappensfortheW t-likesignal

cuts ofsection 3. G iven that these depend separately on the num ber ofb jets and the

num ber oflight jets,the K -factor for these cuts (de�ned analogously to eq.(5.3)) will
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eb rlj K D R K D S

1 104 1:349� 0:024 1:345� 0:028

0.6 30 1:367� 0:028 1:362� 0:028

0.6 200 1:308� 0:026 1:302� 0:026

0.4 300 1:357� 0:032 1:353� 0:032

0.4 2000 1:345� 0:032 1:342� 0:032

Table 4:K -factorsnorm alizing the treelevelW W bb(plusparton shower)calculation to the sum

ofW tand t�tproduction obtained using M C@ NLO ,forthe W tsignalcutsdescribed in section 3.

Results are shown for both DR and DS,and for a range ofb-tagging e�ciencies e b and light jet

rejection ratesrlj.The quoted uncertaintiesarestatistical.

potentially depend on theb-tagging e�ciency e b and thelightjetrejection raterlj.Results

areshown in table4,wheretheK -factorshavebeen obtained astheratio ofcross-sections

from theM C@ NLO and M adG raph (plusHERW IG )com putations.Theform erresultsde-

pend upon whetherDR orDS isused forthe W tchannel(although we have already seen

in section 3 thatthisisa m inore�ect),thusresultsare presented forboth choices. From

thetable,oneseesthattheK -factordoesnotdepend on whetherDS orDR isused i.e.the

results for each choice of(eb;rlj)are equalwithin statisticaluncertainties. However,the

K -factordoesdepend slightlyupon thelightjetrejection raterlj and b tagginge�ciencye b.

O ne m ightindeed expecteach calculation (i.e. the M C@ NLO approach and the tree

levelplus parton shower analysis) to depend on the b-tagging e�ciency and/or light jet

rejection rate,due to the fact thatthe cuts involve separate restrictions on the num bers

ofb and lightjets. However,the sensitivity ofthe K -factor to rlj and eb m eansthatthe

two calculations are not a�ected in the sam e way. This is notsurprising,given that the

M C@ NLO calculation hasinitialstate bquarkswhereasthe tree levelplusparton shower

analysishasallb quarksgenerated from gluon splitting. The hard m atrix elem entin the

lattercalculation hasatleasttwo bquarksin it,whereastheform erm ay haveonly a single

bquark.This,coupled with therequirem entofonehard bjetand twolightjetsin thesignal

cuts,m eansthatthe sensitivity ofthe two calculations to the lightjetrejection rate will

bedi�erent.Thatthisisnota largee�ectcan beseen by com paring �gure16 and �gure8,

which show theaveragenum berofband lightjetsbeforeand aftershu�ing in thetwo ap-

proaches.TheM adG raph plotof�gure16 showsthatthereisnota substantialdi�erence

in thenum berofborlightjetspassing thedetectorcutsbetween thetreelevelcalculation

and the�ve
avorschem eadopted in M C@ NLO .W hetherornotoneincludesinitialstate

bquarksisultim ately am atterofchoice,in thatboth schem esareperturbativelyconsistent.

M ore signi�cantly,the K -factor for the W tsignalcuts is not the sam e as for the t�t

production cutsbutisnotably lower(by � 15% ).Notethatthisdi�erenceissigni�cantin

thesensethatitislargerthan thescalevariation uncertainty associated with thetotalW t

plust�tcross-section (� 10% ).ThattheK -factorislowerthan thatfort�tsignalcutsisnot
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Figure 16:Theaveragenum berofband lightjetsbefore(two left-m ostbins)and after(two right-

m ostbins)reshu�ing due to b-tagging e�ciency and light-jetrejection rate.Resultsare obtained

from the M adG raph plusHERW IG calculation,forthe W tsignalcuts.

surprising given thatprevious NLO calculations ofthe W tm ode [19,18](both ofwhich

give som e procedureforde�ning the W tprocess)also �nd thatthe K -factorforpureW t

production is lower than that for t�t. Thus,when signalcuts are used to isolate the W t

signal,oneexpectsthattheK -factorwhich norm alizesthesum ofW tand t�tisalsoreduced.

O ne m ay also evaluate a sim ilarK -factorforthe Higgssignalcutsused in section 4.

Thisgivessom eindication ofhow wellthebackground to H ! W W dueto top production

isestim ated,and can becalculated sim ilarly to the resultforthe W t-like signalcuts.W e

generateeventsfortheprocessofeq.(5.1),includingtheleptonicdecaysofboth W bosons,

so thatspin correlationsareincluded (notethatthisisparticularly im portantfortheHiggs

signalcuts,because they include a restriction on the azim uthalangle between the lepton

pair).Thebranchingratiofortheleptonic�nalstateis4/81.Next,theeventsareinterfaced

with HERW IG asbefore,and the K -factoristhen found to be

K
H cuts

W t+ t�t
=
�H cuts

N LO

�H cuts

tree

= 1:98� 0:07; (5.4)

where the cross-sections on the right-hand side denote the M C@ NLO and M adgraph re-

sults for the top production background,and the quoted uncertainty is statistical. The

W tcom ponentoftheM C@ NLO calculation isobtained using diagram rem oval.Notethat

the resultishigherthan the corresponding resultforthe t�tcuts,and again isoutside the

scalevariation uncertainty associated with thelatter.Theform erproperty can bepartially

explained from the factthatthe signalcutsinvolve a strong veto on any jetspassing the

detector constraints. Som e ofthe di�erence in K -factor can then be related to the dis-

tribution ofb and lightjetspassing the detector cutsin the two calculations (and before

additionalcutshavebeen applied).Theseareshown in �gure17.Thedi�erencesbetween

theM adG raph (plusHERW IG )and M C@ NLO calculationsareasexpected.In �gure17(a)

oneseesthattherearelesseventswith no bjetsin theM adG raph calculation,presum ably
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Figure 17: Distributionsofthe num berof(a)b jets;(b)lightjetspassing the detectorcuts,for

the sum ofW tand t�tproduction with fully leptonic decaysofthe W bosons. Results are shown

forperfectbtagging e�ciency and lightjetrejection rate(i.e.e b = 1 and rlj = 104).

due to the factthata four
avor schem e hasbeen used so thatthere are always atleast

two b quarks in the �nalstate. However,there are less events with no light jets in the

M C@ NLO calculation,due to the factthatthe NLO m atrix elem entcreatesharderlight

jetson average,which are m ore likely to passthe detectorcuts.These two e�ectsm odify

the K -factor in opposite directions,but the net result is that the M C@ NLO calculation

hasm oreeventswith nojetsthan doestheM adG raph calculation {3.6% ratherthan 3.2% .

To sum m arize,the above resultsim ply thatthe M C@ NLO description ofthe sum of

the t�t and W tcross-sections is not related to the tree levelplus parton shower analysis

by a sim ple rescaling. The question then is which is the optim aldescription,that gives

the m ost accurate com parison to data. The advantage ofthe tree levelanalysis is that

itconsistently com binesthe W tand t�tprocessesso thatany issuesregarding the correct

inclusion ofinterference e�ects are no longer present. However, this would seem to be

the only advantage. The M C@ NLO approach on the other hand bene�tsfrom the usual

advantages ofcom bining a NLO m atrix elem ent with a parton shower i.e. reduced scale

uncertainty,and correct treatm ent ofthe �rst NLO em ission. The latter contributes to

shape di�erencesin distributions,which have indeed been observed above10.Finally,itis

clearly advantageous,given thedi�erencesobserved above,to havetwo separateK -factors

forwhatare essentially two di�erentprocesses.

6.D iscussion

In this paper we have addressed the issue ofW t production at the LHC,focussing on

whether or not it m akes sense to consider this as a production process in its own right.

10
Thereisalso a resum m ation oflogarithm s� O (ln(m t=m b))when a bparton density isused.However,

these are notexpected to be im portant,asfound in [16].
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A theoreticalam biguity arisesdue to interference between W tand t�tproduction,i.e.the

sam e Feynm an diagram scontribute to each process. In the �ve 
avorschem e in which a

bottom quark parton density isused,thisinterference occursatNLO and beyond in W t

(wheretherelevantdiagram scan beinterpreted asLO top pairproduction,with decay of

theantitop).Furtherm ore,in orderto testwhich solutionsto thisproblem areviablein an

experim entalsetting,onem ustinterfacethehard m atrix elem entwith a parton showeral-

gorithm ,necessitating theuseofM C@ NLO .Theproblem sofim plem entingW tproduction

weredealtwith in [22],and theresulting softwarecontainstwo de�nitionsoftheW tm ode

such that the di�erence between them provides a m easure ofthe system atic uncertainty

due to interference e�ects. The aim ofthis paper has been to extend the results ofthat

paper,by furtherinvestigating the circum stancesin which such a toolcan be used in the

contextofa realistic analysis.

Therearetwo m ain contextsin which calculation oftheW tm odeisnecessary.Firstly,

there isthe isolation ofW tproduction asa signal,which we considered in section 3. W e

applied basic cutsdesigned to isolate thissignal,and obtained resultsusing both the DR

and DS optionsin M C@ NLO .Thesewerefound togivevery sim ilarresults,agreeingwithin

othersystem aticuncertainties(e.g.scalevariation).Im portantly,thisagreem entpersisted

in kinem atic distributionsand forallchoices ofb-tagging e�ciency e b. Furtherm ore,the

W tcross-section wasfound tobelargerthan thescalevariation associated with thetop pair

production cross-section (also evaluated using M C@ NLO ),a feature which is dependent

on thechoiceofsignalcuts.O nly ifthelatterproperty issatis�ed isittruly m eaningfulto

addressthe W tsignal,and thatthisisindeed the case forfairly prim itive cutsisencour-

aging. Thisisparticularly true given the hope thatW tproduction can be observed with

early LHC data (see e.g.[27]),in which case one doesnotwantto have to pay too m uch

ofa penalty in the W tcross-section in orderto strengthen the signalto background ratio

with respectto top pairproduction.

The second m ain context in which W tproduction occurs is when both this and top

pairproduction arebackgroundsto athird process.W econsidered such a casein section 4,

whereourexam plesignalwasHiggsboson production with subsequentdecay toaW boson

pair.W e found that,forthe cutsused to isolate thissignal,the cross-section fortop pair

production iscom parable with thatofW tproduction (i.e. within a factor’ 2). Thus,it

isim perative in such a case thatW tproduction be taken into account. Furtherm ore,the

DR and DS resultsagreed very wellwith each other,and certainly well-within scale vari-

ation uncertainties.Theagreem entextended to kinem atic distributions,and we showed a

coupleofexam ples.Thequestion then rem ainsofwhetheronehasto worry aboutinterfer-

ence between W tand t�tproduction forotherpossiblesignals,and we discussed a num ber

ofpossibilities. The m ost generaladvice that can be given is that ifthere is any doubt

over the validity ofseparating W t and t�t production,a given analysis can be repeated

with DR and DS in orderto estim atethesystem aticuncertainty involved.Thism ustthen

becom pared with otheruncertaintiesin orderto gaugewhetherornottheanalysisisvalid.
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Thepossibility rem ainshoweverofnottrying to separateW tand t�tproduction atall,

and alwaysattem pting toincludeallFeynm an diagram sin aconsistentcalculation ofgiven

�nalstates.W ediscussed such an approach in section 5,in which weinterfaced a treelevel

calculation ofthe W W bb�nalstate (in which allinitialstate bquarkswere generated via

gluon splittings)with the HERW IG parton showeralgorithm i.e.the sam e parton shower

thatisused in M C@ NLO .W enorm alized thiscalculation to theM C@ NLO resultsforcuts

used to isolatethetop pairproduction signal.W ethen evaluated corresponding K -factors

forW tsignalcuts,and found thatthefactorneeded wasdi�erentto thatobtained forthe

top pairproduction cuts,indicating thatonecalculation isnota straightforward rescaling

ofthe other.Thiswasfurthercon�rm ed by the K factorforthe Higgssignalcuts,which

was di�erent again,and large (’ 2). These results are not surprising,given the di�er-

ence between thetwo approaches,and raisethequestion ofwhich istherightapproach to

adopt.O necould claim ofcoursethattheM C@ NLO calculation,in neglecting interference

e�ects,is
awed.O r,thattheestim ate ofsystem aticuncertainty provided by theDR and

DS codes is not a good estim ate,however this can be obtained. W e believe that such a

viewpointisunduly pessim istic,forseveralreasons.

Firstly,the factthatthe M C@ NLO approach neglects interference diagram s(i.e. di-

agram s with a top pairinterm ediate state,where the invariantm assofthe antitop isfar

o�-shell),whilst an approxim ation,seem s to be a very good approxim ation throughout

m uch ofthe phase space. The evidence ispresented,through num erousexam plesoftotal

cross-sections and kinem atic distributions,in this paper. Furtherm ore,any �xed order

calculation isan approxim ation to theunderlying physics,and onem ustcarefully consider

ofa num berofalternatives which gives the bestapproxim ation. The tree levelapproach

described above,whilstaconsistentcom bination ofFeynm an diagram s,su�ersfrom alarge

scale uncertainty,asistypicalofLO calculations. G iven also the factthatthe K -factors

forthetwo setsofcutsalso di�eroutsidethisuncertainty,itseem snaturalto concedethat

M C@ NLO provides a better approxim ation ofthe underlying physics than the tree level

calculation m atched to a parton shower.

Such a conclusion is fortunate also for practicaland technicalreasons. It is clearly

better,ifW tand t�tcan beseparated,to have thepossibility to norm alize each separately

to data. Thisallows greater 
exibility in estim ating the top quark backgroundsto other

processes.Furtherm ore,in searching forsingletop production itisusefulto have a m eans

ofe�ciently generating eventswhich passW t-like signalcuts.M C@ NLO providesa solu-

tion to thisproblem ,in thatitcleanly separatesW tand t�tproduction asfarasrunning is

concerned.

To conclude,wehavecritically exam ined whetheronecan separateW tand t�tproduc-

tion in a num berofcontexts.Itseem sperfectly possibleto try to isolateW tproduction as

a signalattheLHC,and existing LO analysescan bepro�tably generalized to NLO using

M C@ NLO .
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