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Abstract:W e present a rst com putation of the nexttonextto-Jleading order (NN LO )
QCD cross—section at the LHC for the production of four lptons from a H iggs boson
decaying Into W bosons. W e study the cross—section for a m ass value ofM , = 165G &V ;
around this value a Standard M odel H iggs boson decays alm ost exclusively into W —pairs.
W e apply all nom inal experim ental cuts on the nal state leptons and the associated Ft
activity and study the m agnitude of higher order e ects up to NNLO on all kinem atic
variables which are constrained by experin ental cuts. W e nd that the m agnitude of the
higher order corrections varies signi cantly w ith the signal selection cuts. Asam ain result
we give the value of the crosssection at NNLO with all selection cuts envisaged for the
search of the H iggs boson.
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1. Introduction

T he search for the H iggs boson w illbe one of them a pr experim ental activities at the Large
Hadron Collider. The ATLA S and CM S detectors at the LHC are designed to discover a
H iggs boson w ith a m ass up to about 1 TeV . The experin ental signals of a H iggs boson
have been studied in detailduring the last years. T hese studies indicate thata 5 discovery
of a Standard M odel (SM ) H iggs boson could be possible over the entire m ass range w ith
an integrated lum inosity of about 30fb * (see, for exam ple, [1]).

In them ass regionsbelow 155G &V and above 180G &V them ain detection chan—
nels are H ! and H ! 2Z ! 4, where narrow Invariant m ass peaks can be recon-
structed from isolated photons and leptons. In the region between 155G &V and 180G &V
the H iggs boson decays aln ost exclusively into a pair of nearly onshellW bosons, which
subsequently decay to Ets or lepton-neutrino pairs.

T he discovery of a H Iggs boson in this m ass range was for a long tin e regarded as
very di cult. The hadronic and sem iHeptonic channels are not viable for the discovery
because of the overwhelm Ing QCD Ft background. The leptonic channel with two iso-
lated charged leptons and large m issing transverse energy provides a m uch cleaner signal,
how ever, because of the undetected neutrinos in the nal state no narrow m ass peak can
be reconstructed. The absence of the latter could be com pensated by the large cross—
section [2{6] if the dom inant backgrounds of non<esonantpp ! W W and pp ! tt pro-
duction were reduced signi cantly. Before any selection cuts are applied, the top-quark
background cross—section is about 45 tim es and the W -pair background cross-section about
6 tim es larger than the signal cross—section [7]. G ood selection criteria to reduce these
backgrounds w ere not found easily; it was believed for som e tim e that a H iggs boson w ith
am ass in this range could rem ain undetected at the LHC .

In 1996, D ittm ar and D reiner [8] studied the e ects of spin correlations and the m ass
of the resonant and non—resonant W W system . For signal events they observed that the
opening angle . between the leptons in the plane transverse to the beam axis tends to
be sn all; in addition, the transverse m om entum (pr ) spectrum of the charged leptons is
som ew hat sensitive to the H iggsboson m ass. In contrast, the lepton angle .. for the
background tends to be large and can be used as a discrim Inating variable. In order
to reduce the large top-pair background, which is characterized by strong gt activity,
they proposed to rejpct events where ts have a large pr . W ith these basic selection
criteria, it has been concluded that a discovery in the channelH ! WwW ! “* ‘ with
‘f=e; ; (7 ) fora Higgsm ass from 155G &V to 180G &V is indeed possible [8], even
with only a few o ! of integrated lum inosity [7].

The ratio of the H iggs signal cross-section to the cross-section for the background
processes after the application of such cuts is estim ated to range between 1 :1 and 2 :1,
depending on the precise value of the Higgs boson mass. The tuning of the selection
cuts which leads to these spectacular ratios [7,8] is based on a thorough analysis ofm any
kinem atic distribbutions for both signal and background processes. The required cross—
sectionswere calculated [9{11]using a leading-order parton showerM onte€ arlo sim ulation
com bined w ith reweighting m ethods, In an attem pt to e ectively incorporate the e ects
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of higher order Q CD corrections [12,131].

A precise know ledge of the cross—sections and the e ciency of the selection cuts is
particularly in portant in this discovery channel because of two reasons:

(1) T he cuts reduce the cross-section for the signalby one order of m agnitude and the
background by an ost three orders ofm agnitude; a an alluncertainty in the e ciency could
result in a m ore signi cant uncertainty in the signal to background (S=B ) ratio.

(i1) Unlke other m ass regions w here a resonance m ass peak can be reconstructed, the
m easuram ent of the H iggs boson m ass w ill rely on the precise know ledge of both the signal
cross-section and distributions of kinem atic observables [9].

T he inclusive cross—section for the production of a H iggs boson at the LHC receives
large corrections at next-to-Jeading-order (NLO ) [2,3]and an aller but signi cant correc-
tions at nexttonextto-leading-order (NNLO ) [4{6]in Q CD . It is believed that corrections
beyond NNLO are an all, as indicated by recently com puted leading logarithm ic contribu-—
tions at NNNLO [14,15]and resumm ation [16{19].

T he com putation of di erential cross-sections beyond NLO is challenging. The rst
NNLO di erential distrbution for a collider process was com puted in 2003 [21,22]. Fully
di erential cross—sections have appeared soon after and a signi cant num ber of new results
hasbeen published [23{29]. T he cross-section for the production ofa H iggs boson via ghion
fusion pp ! H wasthe rstexam ple of such a calculation for a hadron collider process [30].
An application of this resultwas the NN LO prediction for the diphoton H iggs signal cross—-
section at the LHC [31]. Recently, a M onte€ arlo program for the sam e purpose, based on
a di erent m ethod for com puting NNLO cross—sections, has been presented in [24].

C om parisons of the NNLO results w ith those of the event generators PYTHIA and
M C@NLO [33{35]for thediphoton signal[12,32] showed that, in m ost cases, higher order
e ects can be well approxin ated by m ultiplying the predictions of the generators w ith
the K -factor for the inclusive cross-section. H ow ever, the cuts for the diphoton signalare
m id and do not alter signi cantly the shape ofkinem atic distributions, w hile the reduction
of the H Iggs boson cross-section by selection cuts like the ones discussed above is drastic
inthepp! H ! WwW ! “ ‘ channel. The distributions of kinem atic observables
after selection cuts m ay have very di erent properties than the corresponding inclusive
distrbbutions. An exam ple for this behavior can be found in the study of the Ftweto
at NNLO [20,31]. Additional evidence is shown by reweighting leading-order M onte-
Carlo generator events with K -factors to account for higher order e ects in kinem atic
distributions of the H iggs boson [12,13]. From these observations it becom es clear that
it is essential to com pute kinem atic distrdbbutions of the nalstate leptons and the signal
cross—section w ith all experim ental cuts applied at NNLO n QCD .

InRef. [31], theNNLO M onte€ arlo program FEH iP waspublished. FEH iP com putes
di erential cross-sections for H iggs boson production via gluon fusion and includes a se-
lection function for applying experim ental cuts on the diphoton nalstate. In this paper
we extend FEH P to include the m atrix-elam ents for the decay of the H iggs boson In the
pe! H! WwW ! * * channeland a selection function for the leptonic nalstate. In
addition, we have parallelized the evaluation of distinct contrlbutions to the cross—section.
T he results of our paper com prise kinem atic distrbutionsofthe nalstate leptonsaswellas
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the crosssection forpp ! H! WW ! * ‘ atnexttonextldeading order of perturbative
QCD, taking Into account all selection cuts at parton level.

2. The NNLO M onteCarlo program FEH iP

FEH P com putes phasespace integrals w ith arbitrary selection cuts and infrared diver—
gences due to unresolved single or doubl real radiation [29]. The NNLO m atrix-elem ents
for H iggs boson production in gluon fusion are rendered num erically integrable, by apply—
Ing a sector decom position algorithm [29,36,37], splitting the phase-space Into sectors w ith
a sin pli ed nfrared structure.

In this paper,we extend FEHP tothepp ! H! WW ! * * decay channel. This
requires the decay m atrixelementsforH ! WW ! ‘ ‘ and a selection function for the
four leptons in the nalstate.

T here are two m ethods to com bine the various sectors into the nalresult:

(1) W e can add up the integrands for all sectors before perform ing a M onte€ arlo
integration; this has the advantage that lJarge cancellations am ong sectors do not spoil the
accuracy of the num erical integration. T he draw back of this approach is that each sector
exhibits a di erent singularity structure; the adaptation of the integration to the peaks of
the com bined Integrand is then com plicated.

(i) W e can integrate each sector independently and add up the results at theend. T he
Integrands for each sector are now sin pler, but large cancellations between positively and
negatively valued sectorsm ay spoil the statistical accuracy of the nalresult.

In Ref. [31] it was found that adding the sectors together before integration resulted
In a better perform ance for a single (not decaying) H iggs boson or the photon pairas nal
states. In a non-parallel com putation (which was su cient), the altemative to Integrate
the sectors separately was slow .

In our current calculation, the experin ental cuts refct a Jarge part of the total cross-
section, and a very good sam pling of the phase-space is required. This is prohbitively
slow for the sum of the sectors. W e havem odi ed FEH P in order to integrate each sector
separately. W e have found that the M onte€ arlo adaptation in each sector is excellent.
W e did not encounter large cancellations am ong sectors; the cross—sections for individual
sectors were usually of the sam e order of m agnitude as the nalresult.

W e have perform ed a two-fold parallelization of FEH iP . F irst, each sector is iIntegrated
on a dedicated set of independent processor units. Second, each sector m ay be integrated
In parallel on up to 64 CPUs using a program based on the algorithm PVEGA S [39].
T he parallelization of sector decom position for the com putation in this paper serves as a
successfill prototype exam ple for other future applications of the m ethod.

3. Selection cuts and physical param eters

In the follow Ing we describe the experin ental cuts which we use In our studies. These
cuts are required to isolate the H iggs signal from the background, as discussed In the
introduction. W e keep the values of the cut param eters as close as possible to the ones
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described In Refs [7,9] and in the CM S Physics Technical D esign Report [1]. T hese cuts
are m otivated by the original study of [8], but are not dentical.

Asa rstselection two isolated leptons (electrons or m uons) w ith opposite charge and
high transverse m om entum pr are required. Such leptonsm ainly originate from decays of
electro-w eak gauge bosons. In order to rect D rellY an Z-production events, these leptons
should not be back+toback in the plane transverse to the beam axis and their nvariant
m ass should be well below the Z m ass. Furthem ore, som e m issing transverse energy is
required. A frer applying these selection criteria the rem aining sam ple is dom nated by
events which contain a pair of charged leptons originating from the decay of W s, either
from the signal or from the m ain backgrounds. T he param eters we consider for this rst
selection (pre—selection cuts) are:

1. both charged leptons should have a transverse m om entum of pr > 20G &V and a
pseudorapidity j j< 2;

2. the diepton m ass should beM .. < 80G &V ;
3. them issing energy in theevent,E?jss,hasto exceed 20G &V 1;

4. the opening angle . between the two leptons in the transverse plane should be
am aller than 135 .

Follow ing this pre-selection, further kinem atic cuts exploit the di erent dynam ics in
signal and background : (i) W pairs from top-quark decays are usually accom panied by
ets, therefore a ptveto can strongly reduce the tt background; (ii) spin correlations lead to
a an allopening angle for signalevents, in contrast to the non+resonantW -pair production,
and (iii) for the signalthe observable lepton transversem om entum spectra show a Jacobian
peak-like structure which depends on the H ggsm ass.

W e consider the follow Ing m ore stringent experim ental cuts, which are designed to
isolate the H iggs signal (signal cuts):

1. the charged lptons should have a transverse mom entum of pr > 25G &V and a
pseudorapdity j j< 2;

2. these leptons must be isolated from hadrons; the hadronic energy within a cone
of R = 04 around each Jpton must not exceed 10% of the corresponding lepton
transverse m om entum ;

3. thedidepton m ass should fall into therange 12G &V < M «» < 40G eV . The lower cut
reduces potential backgrounds from b-resonances;

'W e com pute E T 55 from the m om enta of the neutrinos. In a real experin ent this variable m ust be
com puted di erently. O ne possibility is to com pute it by balancing the pr of the visble leptons. This is a
relatively accurate approach when a gt-veto is applied, since it forbids any large gt activity in the central
region. W e have observed that de ning E7 55 from the m om enta of the neutrinos or the m om enta of the
visble leptons yields results which di er by less than 3% at NLO when all other cuts for signal selection

are applied.
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4. them issing transverse energy In the event,E?jss,hasto exceed 50G eV ;

5. the opening angle .. between the two leptons in the transverse plane should be
an aller than 45 ;

2 and pseu-—

6. there should be no gt with a transverse m om entum larger than 25G &V
dorapdity j j< 25. Jets are found using a cone algorithm with a cone size of

R =0%4;
7. the harder Jepton is required to have 30G &V < p]TePt< 55G &V .

In what follow swe study a H iggsboson w ith am assvalueM , = 165G &V ;thew idth of
the H ggs boson is com puted to be 0:2254G &V using the program HDECAY [41]. TheH iggs
propagator is treated in the narrow w idth approxin ation. By com paringw ith M CFM [42],
w hich includes a BreitW igner distribution for the H iggs propagator, we found that at LO
and NLO this isaccurate within 2% . W ehave setM 3y = 80:41G eV and take Into account

nite width e ects for the W bosons;we set y = 2:06G eV . Them ass of the top-quark
issettoMit= 175G&V . FEH P calculates the H iggs boson cross—section in the in nite
top-quark m ass approxin ation, but the result is nomm alized to the B om cross—section w ith
the exact top-quark m ass dependence (the b-quark contrbution to the Bom am plitude
is neglected). W e are using the M RST 2001 [43] at LO and the M RST 2004 [44] parton
distrbution functionsat NLO and NNLO .

A 11 cross—sections which we present in the rest of the paper, correspond to one nal-
state lepton combination, eg. pp ! H+ X ! W W + X ! €e'e + X . In order
to obtain the cross—sections for com binations of lepton nalstates our results need to be
multiplied with a factor 4 for all (e; ) combinations and with a factor 9 for all (e; ; )
com binations 3.

In thiswork we only study the production of a H iggs boson In gluon fiision, w ithout
considering the weak boson fusion process [45,46]. W e also do not consider the e ect of
electrow eak corrections to the production [47] or the decay of the H iggs boson [48]. The
processpp ! ZZ ! ‘Y ‘ and Interference e ectsw illbe the sub ct of a future publication.

In Section 5 we shall present the cross—section for both the pre—selction cuts and the
signal cuts.

4. M agnitude of Q CD corrections for kinem atic distributions

In this Section we study the cross-section through NNLO , applying a cut on only one
kinem atic variable at a tin e. In all plots of this Section, we consider a typical variation of
the renom alization ( r ) and factorization scale ( r) sin ultaneously, In the range MT}‘
+ X isgiven in

<

V)

= r= f < 2My.The hclusive crosssection forpp ! H + X !
Tabl 1. The K -factors for the ilnclusive cross-section,

>In [7]a cut on the un-corrected transverse energy and a Ft sub-structure param eter are used which
corresponds to a et transverse-energy cut of about 25G &V .
*W e do not consder the decay of the Ieptons.
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(fo) LO NLO NNLO
MTh 15263 006 | 27061 025 | 30123 1:19
=2My | 10389 004 | 19976 0:17 | 25506 081

Table 1: The crosssection through NNLO w ith no experin ental cuts applied.

()
Kawnwo ()= e ; (4.1)
o ()

range from 1.77 to 192 at NLO and from 197 to 245 at NNLO , depending on the scale
choice 4.

It is In portant to com pare the perturbative expansions for the inclisive cross—section
and di erential H iggs boson observables. W e nd many kinem atic distrbbutions which
exhibit a di erent perturbative pattemn than the inclusive cross-section. W e present here
integrated di erential distributions

Z
X )= ' @—dX;
@x

the result fora bin x 2 [X 1;X 5] can be obtained from the di erence

x2 K1 X2D)= X2) X1):

pp> H+X->WW+X-etvev+X pp>H+X>WN+Xoeverv+X
] W |

: MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO

300— MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO —
8 1 My/2 € pg = pp £ 2 My

My/2 < pg = iy < 2 My NNLO ] [ M, = 165 GeV
25 —
FoMy=165GVv 777/ T pTTTTTmmmmmssssmmomsooemmooooooomooooooo
250 —
L Y r NNLO
L | Q L
"o
— b
2 N o]
& 2001 ] PECdoooIIziziiziz
4
) B ke AT e AR
NLO < T
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0“’:"(’\‘\{“\\\\\\\\\\\ \

NLO
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Figure 1: On the kft plt, the cross—section to produce a H Iggs boson vetoing events w ith Fts
n the central region j j< 2:5 and p:rE PIe® (no other cut is applied). On the right plbt, the
K -factor as a function of pi**. The dashed horizontal lines correspond to the NLO and NNLO
K -factors for the inclusive crosssection. T he vertical solid line denotes the value of pj*™ in the
signal cuts of Section 3.

‘N ote that the K —factor is often de ned in the literature as the ratio of the NLO or the NNLO cross-
section at a scale over the LO cross—section ata xed scale ¢ (eg. o= My). Slhcewe allow with our
de nition in Eq. 4.1 both num erator and denom inator to vary, a large scale variation of the K -factor does
not necessarily indicate a big scale variation of the NLO or the NNLO cross-section in the num erator.
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In Fig. 1 we reconsider the e ect of the veto on Fts with transverse m om entum
pTJEt > p‘T’eto (see also [20,30]). Here, we only veto central gts w ith rapdity j j< 235,
while all events with Pts at Jarger rapidity are accepted. Jets are de ned using a cone
algorithm [40] with a cone size R = 0#4. W e observe that the relative m agnitude of
the NLO and NNLO contrbutions depends strongly on p‘T’eto. The NNLO cross—section
ncreases m ore rapidly than the NLO by relaxing the veto. Fig. 1 dem onstrates that the
large NLO and NNLO correctionsm ust be attributed to contributions from gtsw ith large
rather than am all transverse m om entum .

In order to reduce the pp ! tt background, it is required to choose a am all value of
p‘T’eto . A swe decrease the value of the allowed Pt transverse energy, the scale uncertainty
at NNLO decreases. At around p‘T’eto = 20G eV the di erence of the crosssection at

= 2My and = MT*‘ changes sign. In this kinem atic region logarithm ic contributions
]og(p‘T’eto) from soft radiation beyond NNLO should also be exam ined [20]. H owever, the
an all scale uncertainty at NNLO and the sm allm agnitude of the corrections suggest that
such logarithm s have a m id e ect.

pp > H+X->WW+X->etvev+X ppoH+X->WW+X-etvev+X
e T T T
300 — MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO — . [ MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO '
P My/RSpp=pp SR My ] L Mu/2 S pp = S 2 M,
r My = 185 GeV NNLO 4 L M, = 185 GeV
B0 lepton 5 Gey > F P > 30 GeV
> R R IR
/,/,l.,v.:,:‘g;gg:?:o.o.‘.mmAMAAé?oAA‘nAA‘ o 250 e -
200 — ZASRKLE 9 ]
— B b , 7 /
2 \ >
[ -
F 2 L
o 150 z 20k 1
3 0B 5 4
//// ' LR
4 KRR
100 1 v AR N S N
K ..mw(\\\\\\\‘{{\
XIRIIRLRALN ,
RIS 10
1.5 PR 7
50 — P 1
. P O I R T R PRI U
40 80 80 100 120 40 60 80 100 120
cut cut
P1max [GeV] P max [GeV]

Figure 2: On the left plt, the crosssection for events where the hardest visble lepton has

transverse m om entum 30G &V < p%epton < pgu;tn ax - On the right plot, the K “factor as a function of

p%Ll;1 .x (no other cut is applied). The dashed horizontal lines correspond to the NLO and NNLO
K -factors for the inclusive cross-section. T he vertical solid line denotes the value of pSUt _ in the

T m ax
signal cuts of Section 3.

In Fig.2we show the cross-section after the requirem ent that the transversem om entum

of the hardest visble lepton is restricted to the interval 30G eV < p]TePton < pPt - In

Ref. [7] the upper boundary of the allowed region was chosen as p%u; ax = O5GEV.ALLO,

only 1% of the hardest visble leptons have transverse m om entum of p]Teptorl > 55G eV .

However, at NLO (NNLO ) about 13(19)% of the events lie above this cut. T hus the
choice p%u; ax = 595G eV rem oves regions of the phasespace that are only populated at
NLO and NNLO .W e observe that the NLO and NNLO K —factors are am aller below this
cut. In addition, the scale uncertainty dropsbelow 12% at NNLO ,while the corresponding

scale uncertainty for the inclusive cross—section is 17% .
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pp>H+X->WW+X-etvev +X pp> H+X->WW+X-evev+X
— T ] S A B S B

MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO :
My/2 S pp = pe S 2 My
M, = 165 GeV

300 — MRST2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO NNLO
[ My/2 S pp=pp<2My
b M, = 165 GeV

200 —

o [fb]
(ONLO /10

TR
TEERRIRRIEEIL

ST e tete o0 202026202022 0. 4
RN
A LO

a

100

Figure 3: On the left plt, the crosssection for visble leptons w ith an angle on the transverse
plane .. < $U%. On therightplot,theK —-factorasa fiinction of $U* (no othercut isapplied). T he
dashed horizontal lines correspond to the NLO and NNLO K -factors for the inclisive cross-section.
T he vertical solid line denotes the valie of $U* in the signal cuts of Section 3.

A powerfulldiscrin nating variable between the signaland thepp ! W W background
isthe opening angle .. between the two visble leptons in the plane transverse to the beam
axis. In Fig. 3 we plot the cross-section for events with .. < S 3. W e observe that the
NLO and especially the NNLO corrections are signi cantly larger for an allangles ... For

Ut — 40 the NNLO K —factor is 227 (2:70) for = MT*‘ (2M ). The corresponding
K —factor for the inclusive crosssection is 197 (2:45). The NNLO scale uncertainty for

Ut = 40 is 18:5% , while for the inclusive cross-section it is  17% . T hus the envisaged
cutat U 45 enhances contributions w ith Jarge perturbative corrections.

T hedecay oftheW bosons produces largem issing transverse energy, E 1 S InFigdwe
plot the cross-section forE 7 B> R %‘ﬁ iss+ At leading order, there are no contributions from
E7 ™ > My . This region of the phasespace requires that the H iggs system is boosted
with additional radiation at NLO and NNLO . The contrdoution from EJ* > 80GeV,
for = MTh,amountsto 0:7% at LO, 14% at NLO and 16% at NNLO . The scale
variation for this region of the phasespace is 60% at NLO (essentially LO ) and 49% at
NNLO (essentially NLO ). By requiring very large m issing transverse energy, we enhance
the signi cance of the above phasespace region ; the K -factors tend to Increase w ith respect
to the inclusive cross-section.

In Fig.5 weplot the cross-section for eventsw ith a lepton nvariantm ass in the nterval
12GeV < M .. < M TU%, W e notice that the cross-section has a perturbative convergence
w ith K “factors and scale variation very sin ilar to the ones for the inclusive cross-section
for all choices of M Pt

W e have now studied the kinem atic behavior of the crosssection through NNLO forall

variables which are sub Fct to signi cant experim ental cuts in order to optim ize the signal

°W e note that the distrbution of the opening angle at NN LO ,using the code of [24], has been presented
at the Les H ouches workshop in June 2007 [49]. Q ualitatively our results are sin ilar.
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ppoH+X>WW+X-efvev+X pp>H+X>WW+X-sefvev+X

T T e 40 [T e e e
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My/2 € g = g € 2 My 1 [ My/2Sup=pmps2M,
M, = 165 GeV i 35— M, = 165 GeV
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cut cut
Ermiss [GeV] Epmiss [GeV]

Figure 4: On the keft plt, the crosssection for events w ith m issing transverse energy EI 5 >
E ‘T:uﬂﬁ iosr Where EI'  is com puted as the transverse m om entum of the neutrino pair. O n the right
plt, the K Hfactor as a function of EY; ;. (no other cut is applied). The dashed horizontal lines
correspond to the NLO and NNLO K —factors for the inclisive cross—section. T he vertical solid line
denotes the value of E 4% . in the signal cuts of Section 3.
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Figure 5: O n the keft plt, the cross-section for eventsw ith visble lepton invariantm ass12G &V <
M .. < M ', On the right plot, the K “factor as a function of M ' (no other cut is applied). The
dashed horizontal lines correspond to the NLO and NNLO K -factors for the inclusive cross—section.

to background ratio. A geom etrical cut on isolating the leptons from hadrons (partons in
our case) repctsvery few events (1 2% ).

W e have found that the cuts discussed above can change individually the K —factors
and the scale variation of the cross—section. In the next Section we w ill com pute the cross—
section after applying all the cuts which are describbed in Section 3.
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5. Signal cross—section at the LHC

W e present now them ain results of our paper, which are the cross—sections for the experi-
m ental cuts and param eters of Section 3.
In Table 2 we show the cross—section for the pre—selction cuts, which do not im pose a

Bteto, for three choicesof g = ¢ =

T he scale variation is 37% at LO, 30% at NLO, and 17% at NNLO .Thisisa
() LO NLO NNLO
= %2 | 7163 00712695 0:3 | 14073 045
=My | 5940 006 | 10842 0:15| 13001 036
=2My | 4956 0:05| 94333 0:13 | 11928 026

Table 2: Crosssection through NNLO for the preselkction cuts of Section 3.

sin ilar scalevariation as for the Inclusive cross-section in Table 1. The K —factors for the
accepted cross-section are also very sin ilar to the K —factors for the inclusive cross-section.
T he pre—selection cuts a ect only m ildly the perturbative convergence of the cross-section.

W e nd a very di erent behavior when the signal cuts are applied (Table 3). W e

(o) LO NLO NNLO

= MT}‘ 21002 0021 | 2247 0:11 | 1845 0:54
=My | 17413 02017 | 2107 O0:d1 | 1875 037
=2My | 14529 0014 | 1950 0:10 | 1901 027

Table 3: Crosssection through NNLO for the signal cuts of Section 3.

observe that the NLO and NNLO K -factors are sn all in com parison to the corresponding
K —factors for the inclusive cross-section. T he relative m agnitude of the NLO and NNLO
corrections w ith respect to LO is sim ilar to the observed K —“factors in Fig. 1 for a gtwveto
20G eV . In addition, the scale variation is also snallat NNLO (of sim ilar
m agintude as the statistical error of our num erical Integration); this is again sin ilar to the
pattem observed in Fig. 1 for sm all values of the ftweto.

The pt=veto enhances the signi cance of soft gluion radiation and a resumm ation of

value around

large logarithm s m ay be necessary. W e Investigate the dependence of the cross-section on
the gtveto In Fig. 6, where we have com puted the cross-section w ith all signal cuts of
Section 3 and fordi erent values of the gtweto p%eto . W e nd that the signal cross-section

at NNLO and a Ftveto value p‘T’eto = 40G eV is only 13% larger than the cross-section
for p‘T’eto = 25Ge&V when g = ¢ = MTh If we do not apply any other cuts except the

Bt=eto, the corresponding Increase is aln ost double  25% . T herefore, we conclude that

both the gt=eto and the other cuts constrain central Fts to low transverse m om entum .
T he cross—section in Tabl 3 for the signal cuts dem onstrates a m uch better perturba-

tive behavior than the Inclisive cross—section. H owever, before we conclude that we have

obtained a very precise prediction for the signal cross-section we would lke to investigate

{ 10 {



pp > H+X>WW+X->evewv+X

: T T T T | T T T T | T T T T | T T T T | T T T T | T T T T :
26— —
24— —
— 22— _
Q r i
b B ]
e L -
© 20— —
18— MRSTR2001 LO, MRST2004 NLO/NNLO —
- Mr = My = Mp/2 -
- M, = 165 GeV .
16 L all other cuts _
C_1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 L]

25.0 _27.5 30.0 32.5 35.0 37.5 40.0

pr° [GeV]

Figure 6: The cross—section for the signal cuts varying the value of the gtseto. T he increase in
the cross—section by relaxing the ptwveto is slower than in Fig. 1. O ther cuts in addition to the
ptveto restrict the pr of central $ts to am all values.

further the In portance of resum m ation e ects. W e com puted the average transverse m o—
mentum of the Higgs boson to be < pp > s 15G€eV at NNLO for p = g = MT}‘
T he corresponding average for the inclisive cross-section is < plg > 48G eV . Logarithm s
Jog(plgI ) could therefore have a larger in pact on the accepted cross—section with the signal
cuts than the nclisive cross-section.

T he existence of large logarithm ic corrections is notm anifest by varying the renom al-
ization and factorization scales as shown in Table 3. To investigate this aspect thoroughly,
we com pute in Table 4 the cross-sgetion w ith the signal cuts of Section 3 for independent
valuesof g and r In the interval MTh ;2M 1, . The scale variation in this interval is rather
an all. W e note fhat the cgrresponding scale vardation for the inclusive cross-section in the
amaller interval “2;2M, s 17% .

W e can quantify the e ect of pr logarithm s and the need for resum m ation com paring
our NLO and NNLO predictions with the prediction from the parton-shower generator
MC@NLO [35,50]. A com parison of the accepted cross-sections w ith the cuts of Section 3
is not mm ediately possble, since the spin correlations in the H ! WW ! “ ‘ decay
are not treated fully n HERW IG [34]. However, a sin ilar com parison has been m ade in
[12] for the H Iggs boson cross-section when only a ftveto is applied at pi=® = 30G eV . It
was found that the M C@NLO result is 26% amaller than the NLO . The NNLO result
is am aller than NLO by only about 9% . If one nom alizes the M CANLO to the NNLO
inclusive cross—section, the accepted cross—sections forM CA@NLO and NNLO after the gt-
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F= =3 F=My F=2MhH

i
=
>
=
B

P =
R My || 1789 027 | 1827 029 | 1897 029 | 1901 027
R=Mp 1868 090 | 18:33 040 | 18775 037 | 1987 042

Mn
R 4

bb|

1884 0060 | 1845 054 | 1752 093 | 18:10 063
16:82 094 | 1840 100 | 1606 094 | 1545 098

Table 4: NNLO cross—section for the signal cuts and independent values of the renom alization
scale r and the factorization scale .

veto are close; it was found in [12] that the M CA@NLO e ciency is 51% , while the
NNLO e cincy is  54% . W e note that the e ect of resum m ation in com parision to NLO
calculations forpp ! H ! W W has been studied in [51], however the cuts applied there
did not include a Ft=veto.

Our NNLO result, which is very close to NLO , exhibits a rem arkable stability w ith
varying the renomm alization and factorization scales; this alludes, w ithout proving it, to
an all num erical coe cients of logarithm ic term s. In addition, in the presence of the pt-
veto only, the MCE@NLO and NNLO e ciencies are not very di erent suggesting that
the NNLO result has captured to a large extend the e ect of low pr radiation. In a
hypothetical \M C@NNLO " calculation the di erence to our NNLO result could be even
an aller. H owever, in order to verify this intuition, a better understanding of resum m ation
e ects In the presence of all experin ental cuts is indispensable.

Tt is interesting to investigate whether a \loosening" of the experim ental cuts could
alter the perturbative behavior of the crosssection. Changes in the experim ental cuts
In uence the background cross—sections m ore signi cantly than the signal cross-section.
G ven the com plexity of the com bined background pp ! ttand pp ! W W processes, it
appears to us that there is little freedom form a pr changes w ithout spoiling the estin ated
S=B ratio in [9]. W e apply the follow ing changes to the signal cuts of Section 3:

apply a less restrictive jtveto g = 35G eV ;

require sm aller EF 5 > 45G eV ;

allow a larger lepton invariantm ass 12G eV < M.. < 45G &V ;

allow lrger lepton angles .« < 60 ;

do not restrict the upper value of the @ of the hardest lepton, p]Teptorl > 30Gev.

For these new cuts the average m om entum of the H iggs boson is only by little larger,
< p¥ > 18G&V.W e ndthenew crosssection in Table 5. W e nd once again very sm all
NNLO corrections w ith respect to the NLO cross—section. T he scale variation is very sm all
and rem ains com parable to our M onte€ arlo integration ervor.

The NNLO K —factor for the cross—section w ith the signalcuts of Table 3is 09 13
depending on the scale choices. O ne m ust be careful if this K -factor is applied to rescale
the result of a leading order parton-shower generator. At LO In xed order perturbation
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(o) LO NLO NNLO

= MT}‘ 28811 0028 | 3581 022 | 3248 052
=My | 23884 0023 3253 0:d6 | 3159 038
=2My | 19933 0019 | 2953 0:15| 3145 026

Table 5: Crosssection through NNLO for loose signal cuts.

theory, allevents have H ggspr = 0;a ptveto hasa 100% e ciency. Parton-show er event

generators produce an extended pr spectrum ,and have a signi cantly an allere ciency; for

exam ple, the e clency of Pythia [33]with a Btwveto atp ‘T’eto = 30G &V isabout 50% [12].
T he appropriate factor for reweighting LO event generators is:

e ciency (LO )

K
NNLO e clencyM C)

T his factor yields qualitatively sin ilar resultsas in Refs [12,13]. H ow ever, we have not yet
m ade a consistent com parison of our NNLO result for the signal cross—section and existing
predictions from studies based on re-weighting [12,13].

6. Conclusions

W e have perform ed a rst calculation of kinem atic distribbutions and the cross-section w ith
experin ental cuts in NNLO QCD for the processpp ! H ! ww ! “ ‘ . For this
purpose, w e have extended the M onte€ arlo program FEH P [31], by including the m atrix—
elam ents for the decay of the H iggs boson and parallelizing the evaluation of sectors [38].

W e have observed thatm any kinem atic distrbbutions exhibit K -factors and scale varia—
tionswhich are qualitatively di erent than in the inclusive cross-section. A sa consequence,
only when m id (pre—selection) cuts are applied the cross—section receives large perturbative
corrections through NNLO as for the inclusive cross—section. In contrast, for the selection
cuts which are designed to isolate the H iggs boson signal from the background, we nd
am all NNLO corrections and a very good stability w ith varying the renom alization and
factorization scales.

T he experin ental cuts restrict the phase-space to events w ith sm all transverse m o-
m entum for the H iggsboson. The e ect of resum m ation should be Investigated thoroughly
n future works. However, large logarithm s do not becom e m anifest when varying the
renomm alization and factorization scales, and the e ciencies at NNLO and M CRNLO for
a typical pt=eto cut di er by less than 6% .

W e nd that the NNLO K —factors for the signal cross—section after the application of
selection cuts are very di erent than the K -factor for the inclisive cross-section. W hen
the NNLO K —factors, which we have com puted here, are used to reweight leading order
event generators, the large ratio between the e ciencies of the xed order LO result and
the prediction of the generators should also be taken into account.
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