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A bstract:W e presenta �rstcom putation ofthe next-to-next-to-leading order(NNLO )

Q CD cross-section at the LHC for the production of four leptons from a Higgs boson

decaying into W bosons. W e study the cross-section for a m assvalue ofM h = 165G eV ;

around thisvalue a Standard M odelHiggsboson decaysalm ostexclusively into W -pairs.

W e apply allnom inalexperim entalcuts on the �nalstate leptons and the associated jet

activity and study the m agnitude ofhigher order e�ects up to NNLO on allkinem atic

variableswhich are constrained by experim entalcuts. W e �nd thatthe m agnitude ofthe

higherordercorrectionsvariessigni�cantly with thesignalselection cuts.Asa m ain result

we give the value ofthe cross-section at NNLO with allselection cuts envisaged for the

search ofthe Higgsboson.
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1.Introduction

Thesearch fortheHiggsboson willbeoneofthem ajorexperim entalactivitiesattheLarge

Hadron Collider. The AT LA S and C M S detectorsatthe LH C are designed to discover a

Higgs boson with a m assup to about1TeV. The experim entalsignals ofa Higgs boson

havebeen studied in detailduringthelastyears.Thesestudiesindicatethata5� discovery

ofa Standard M odel(SM )Higgsboson could bepossible overthe entire m assrange with

an integrated lum inosity ofabout30fb�1 (see,forexam ple,[1]).

In the m assregionsbelow � 155G eV and above � 180G eV the m ain detection chan-

nels are H ! 

 and H ! ZZ ! 4‘,where narrow invariant m ass peaks can be recon-

structed from isolated photonsand leptons. In the region between 155G eV and 180G eV

the Higgsboson decaysalm ostexclusively into a pairofnearly on-shellW bosons,which

subsequently decay to jetsorlepton-neutrino pairs.

The discovery ofa Higgs boson in this m ass range was for a long tim e regarded as

very di�cult. The hadronic and sem i-leptonic channels are not viable for the discovery

because ofthe overwhelm ing Q CD jet background. The leptonic channelwith two iso-

lated charged leptonsand large m issing transverse energy providesa m uch cleanersignal,

however,because ofthe undetected neutrinosin the �nalstate no narrow m asspeak can

be reconstructed. The absence ofthe latter could be com pensated by the large cross-

section [2{6]ifthe dom inant backgrounds ofnon-resonant pp ! W W and pp ! t�t pro-

duction were reduced signi�cantly. Before any selection cuts are applied,the top-quark

background cross-section isabout45 tim esand theW -pairbackground cross-section about

6 tim es larger than the signalcross-section [7]. G ood selection criteria to reduce these

backgroundswerenotfound easily;itwasbelieved forsom etim e thata Higgsboson with

a m assin thisrange could rem ain undetected atthe LHC.

In 1996,Dittm arand Dreiner[8]studied the e�ectsofspin correlationsand the m ass

ofthe resonant and non-resonant W W system . For signalevents they observed that the

opening angle �‘‘ between the leptons in the plane transverse to the beam axis tendsto

be sm all;in addition,the transverse m om entum (pT)spectrum ofthe charged leptons is

som ewhat sensitive to the Higgs-boson 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 jet activity,

they proposed to reject events where jets have a large pT. W ith these basic selection

criteria,it has been concluded that a discovery in the channelH ! W W ! ‘�‘� with

‘= e;�;� (! ‘��)fora Higgsm assfrom 155G eV to 180G eV isindeed possible [8],even

with only a few fb�1 ofintegrated lum inosity [7].

The ratio of the Higgs signalcross-section to the cross-section for the background

processesafterthe application ofsuch cutsisestim ated to range between 1 :1 and 2 :1,

depending on the precise value of the Higgs boson m ass. The tuning of the selection

cutswhich leadsto these spectacularratios[7,8]isbased on a thorough analysisofm any

kinem atic distributions for both signaland background processes. The required cross-

sectionswerecalculated [9{11]usingaleading-orderparton showerM onte-Carlo sim ulation

com bined with re-weighting m ethods,in an attem pt to e�ectively incorporate the e�ects
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ofhigherorderQ CD corrections[12,13].

A precise knowledge ofthe cross-sections and the e�ciency ofthe selection cuts is

particularly im portantin thisdiscovery channelbecauseoftwo reasons:

(i)Thecutsreducethecross-section forthesignalby oneorderofm agnitudeand the

background by alm ostthreeordersofm agnitude;asm alluncertainty in thee�ciency could

resultin a m oresigni�cantuncertainty in the signalto background (S=B )ratio.

(ii)Unlike otherm assregionswherea resonance m asspeak can bereconstructed,the

m easurem entoftheHiggsboson m asswillrely on thepreciseknowledgeofboth thesignal

cross-section and distributionsofkinem atic observables[9].

The inclusive cross-section for the production ofa Higgs boson at the LHC receives

large corrections atnext-to-leading-order (NLO )[2,3]and sm aller butsigni�cant correc-

tionsatnext-to-next-to-leading-order(NNLO )[4{6]in Q CD.Itisbelieved thatcorrections

beyond NNLO aresm all,asindicated by recently com puted leading logarithm ic contribu-

tionsatNNNLO [14,15]and resum m ation [16{19].

The com putation ofdi�erentialcross-sections beyond NLO is challenging. The �rst

NNLO di�erentialdistribution fora colliderprocesswascom puted in 2003 [21,22]. Fully

di�erentialcross-sectionshaveappeared soon afterand a signi�cantnum berofnew results

hasbeen published [23{29].Thecross-section fortheproduction ofaHiggsboson viagluon

fusion pp ! H wasthe�rstexam pleofsuch a calculation fora hadron colliderprocess[30].

An application ofthisresultwastheNNLO prediction forthedi-photon Higgssignalcross-

section attheLHC [31].Recently,a M onte-Carlo program forthesam epurpose,based on

a di�erentm ethod forcom puting NNLO cross-sections,hasbeen presented in [24].

Com parisons ofthe NNLO results with those ofthe event generators PYTHIA and

M C@ NLO [33{35]forthedi-photon signal[12,32]showed that,in m ostcases,higherorder

e�ects can be wellapproxim ated by m ultiplying the predictions ofthe generators with

theK -factorfortheinclusivecross-section.However,thecutsforthedi-photon signalare

m ild and donotaltersigni�cantly theshapeofkinem aticdistributions,whilethereduction

ofthe Higgs boson cross-section by selection cutslike the onesdiscussed above isdrastic

in the pp ! H ! W W ! ‘�‘� channel. The distributions of kinem atic observables

after selection cuts m ay have very di�erent properties than the corresponding inclusive

distributions. An exam ple for this behavior can be found in the study of the jet-veto

at NNLO [20,31]. Additionalevidence is shown by re-weighting leading-order M onte-

Carlo generator events with K -factors to account for higher order e�ects in kinem atic

distributions ofthe Higgs boson [12,13]. From these observations it becom es clear that

itisessentialto com pute kinem atic distributionsofthe �nal-state leptonsand the signal

cross-section with allexperim entalcutsapplied atNNLO in Q CD.

In Ref.[31],theNNLO M onte-Carlo program FEH iP waspublished.FEH iP com putes

di�erentialcross-sections for Higgs boson production via gluon fusion and includes a se-

lection function forapplying experim entalcutson the di-photon �nalstate.In thispaper

we extend FEH iP to include the m atrix-elem ents forthe decay ofthe Higgsboson in the

pp ! H ! W W ! ‘�‘� channeland a selection function forthe leptonic �nal-state. In

addition,wehave parallelized theevaluation ofdistinctcontributionsto thecross-section.

Theresultsofourpapercom prisekinem aticdistributionsofthe�nalstateleptonsaswellas
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thecross-section forpp ! H ! W W ! ‘�‘� atnext-to-next-leading orderofperturbative

Q CD,taking into accountallselection cutsatparton level.

2.T he N N LO M onte-C arlo program FEH iP

FEH iP com putes phase-space integrals with arbitrary selection cuts and infrared diver-

gencesdueto unresolved single ordoublerealradiation [29].TheNNLO m atrix-elem ents

forHiggsboson production in gluon fusion are rendered num erically integrable,by apply-

ing a sectordecom position algorithm [29,36,37],splitting thephase-spaceinto sectorswith

a sim pli�ed infrared structure.

In thispaper,we extend FEH iP to the pp ! H ! W W ! ‘�‘� decay channel. This

requiresthe decay m atrix-elem entsforH ! W W ! ‘�‘� and a selection function forthe

fourleptonsin the�nalstate.

Therearetwo m ethodsto com bine the varioussectorsinto the�nalresult:

(i) W e can add up the integrands for allsectors before perform ing a M onte-Carlo

integration;thishastheadvantage thatlargecancellationsam ong sectorsdo notspoilthe

accuracy ofthe num ericalintegration. The drawback ofthisapproach isthateach sector

exhibitsa di�erentsingularity structure;theadaptation ofthe integration to thepeaksof

the com bined integrand isthen com plicated.

(ii)W ecan integrateeach sectorindependently and add up theresultsattheend.The

integrandsforeach sectorare now sim pler,butlarge cancellationsbetween positively and

negatively valued sectorsm ay spoilthe statisticalaccuracy ofthe�nalresult.

In Ref.[31]itwasfound thatadding the sectors together before integration resulted

in a betterperform ancefora single(notdecaying)Higgsboson orthephoton pairas�nal

states. In a non-parallelcom putation (which was su�cient),the alternative to integrate

the sectorsseparately wasslow.

In ourcurrentcalculation,theexperim entalcutsrejecta large partofthetotalcross-

section,and a very good sam pling ofthe phase-space is required. This is prohibitively

slow forthesum ofthesectors.W ehavem odi�ed FEH iP in orderto integrateeach sector

separately. W e have found that the M onte-Carlo adaptation in each sector is excellent.

W e did notencounter large cancellations am ong sectors;the cross-sections for individual

sectorswere usually ofthe sam e orderofm agnitudeasthe �nalresult.

W ehaveperform ed atwo-fold parallelization ofFEH iP.First,each sectorisintegrated

on a dedicated setofindependentprocessorunits.Second,each sectorm ay beintegrated

in parallelon up to 64 CPUs using a program based on the algorithm PV EG A S [39].

The parallelization ofsectordecom position forthe com putation in thispaperservesasa

successfulprototype exam ple forotherfutureapplicationsofthem ethod.

3.Selection cuts and physicalparam eters

In the following we describe the experim entalcuts which we use in our studies. These

cuts are required to isolate the Higgs signalfrom the background, as discussed in the

introduction. W e keep the values ofthe cut param eters as close as possible to the ones
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described in Refs[7,9]and in the C M S Physics TechnicalDesign Report[1]. These cuts

are m otivated by the originalstudy of[8],butarenotidentical.

Asa �rstselection two isolated leptons(electronsorm uons)with oppositechargeand

high transverse m om entum pT arerequired.Such leptonsm ainly originate from decaysof

electro-weak gaugebosons.In orderto rejectDrell-Yan Z-production events,theseleptons

should not be back-to-back in the plane transverse to the beam axis and their invariant

m ass should be wellbelow the Z m ass. Furtherm ore,som e m issing transverse energy is

required. After applying these selection criteria the rem aining sam ple is dom inated by

events which contain a pair ofcharged leptons originating from the decay ofW s,either

from the signalorfrom the m ain backgrounds. The param eterswe considerforthis�rst

selection (pre-selection cuts)are:

1. both charged leptons should have a transverse m om entum ofpT > 20G eV and a

pseudorapidity j�j< 2;

2. thedi-lepton m assshould beM ‘‘ < 80G eV ;

3. them issing energy in the event,E m iss
T ,hasto exceed 20G eV 1;

4. the opening angle �‘‘ between the two leptons in the transverse plane should be

sm allerthan 135�.

Following this pre-selection,further kinem atic cuts exploit the di�erent dynam ics in

signaland background : (i) W -pairs from top-quark decays are usually accom panied by

jets,thereforeajet-veto can strongly reducethet�tbackground;(ii)spin correlationslead to

a sm allopening angleforsignalevents,in contrastto thenon-resonantW -pairproduction,

and (iii)forthesignaltheobservablelepton transversem om entum spectrashow aJacobian

peak-like structurewhich dependson the Higgsm ass.

W e consider the following m ore stringent experim entalcuts,which are designed to

isolate theHiggssignal(signalcuts):

1. the charged leptons should have a transverse m om entum of pT > 25G eV and a

pseudorapidity j�j< 2;

2. these leptons m ust be isolated from hadrons; the hadronic energy within a cone

ofR = 0:4 around each lepton m ust not exceed 10% ofthe corresponding lepton

transverse m om entum ;

3. thedi-lepton m assshould fallinto therange12G eV < M ‘‘ < 40G eV .Thelowercut

reducespotentialbackgroundsfrom b-resonances;

1
W e com pute E

m iss
T from the m om enta ofthe neutrinos. In a realexperim ent this variable m ust be

com puted di�erently.O ne possibility isto com pute itby balancing the pT ofthe visible leptons.Thisisa

relatively accurate approach when a jet-veto isapplied,since itforbidsany large jetactivity in the central

region. W e have observed that de�ning E
m iss
T from the m om enta ofthe neutrinos or the m om enta ofthe

visible leptons yields results which di�er by less than 3% at NLO when allother cuts for signalselection

are applied.
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4. them issing transverseenergy in the event,E m iss
T

,hasto exceed 50G eV ;

5. the opening angle �‘‘ between the two leptons in the transverse plane should be

sm allerthan 45�;

6. there should beno jetwith a transverse m om entum largerthan 25G eV 2 and pseu-

dorapidity j�j < 2:5. Jets are found using a cone algorithm with a cone size of

R = 0:4;

7. theharderlepton isrequired to have 30G eV < p
lept

T
< 55G eV .

In whatfollowswestudy aHiggsboson with am assvalueM h = 165G eV ;thewidth of

theHiggsboson iscom puted tobe0:254G eV usingtheprogram HDECAY [41].TheHiggs

propagatoristreated in thenarrow width approxim ation.By com paring with M CFM [42],

which includesa Breit-W ignerdistribution fortheHiggspropagator,wefound thatatLO

and NLO thisisaccuratewithin 2% .W ehavesetM W = 80:41G eV and takeinto account

�nite width e�ects forthe W bosons;we set� W = 2:06G eV . The m assofthe top-quark

is set to M tt= 175G eV . FEH iP calculates the Higgs boson cross-section in the in�nite

top-quark m assapproxim ation,buttheresultisnorm alized to theBorn cross-section with

the exact top-quark m ass dependence (the b-quark contribution to the Born am plitude

is neglected). W e are using the M RST2001 [43]at LO and the M RST2004 [44]parton

distribution functionsatNLO and NNLO .

Allcross-sections which we presentin the restofthe paper,correspond to one �nal-

state lepton com bination,e.g. pp ! H + X ! W + W � + X ! e+ e� ��� + X . In order

to obtain the cross-sections for com binations oflepton �nal-states ourresults need to be

m ultiplied with a factor 4 for all(e;�) com binations and with a factor 9 for all(e;�;�)

com binations 3.

In thiswork we only study the production ofa Higgsboson in gluon fusion,without

considering the weak boson fusion process [45,46]. W e also do not consider the e�ect of

electroweak corrections to the production [47]or the decay ofthe Higgs boson [48]. The

processpp ! ZZ ! ‘�‘� and interferencee�ectswillbethesubjectofafuturepublication.

In Section 5 we shallpresentthe cross-section forboth the pre-selection cutsand the

signalcuts.

4.M agnitude ofQ C D corrections for kinem atic distributions

In this Section we study the cross-section through NNLO ,applying a cut on only one

kinem atic variableata tim e.In allplotsofthisSection,weconsidera typicalvariation of

the renorm alization (�R)and factorization scale (�F)sim ultaneously,in the range
M h

2
<

� = �R = �F < 2M h.Theinclusive cross-section forpp ! H + X ! ‘�‘� + X isgiven in

Table 1.TheK -factorsfortheinclusive cross-section,

2
In [7]a cut on the un-corrected transverse energy and a jet sub-structure param eter are used which

correspondsto a jettransverse-energy cutofabout25G eV .
3
W e do notconsiderthe decay ofthe � leptons.
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�(fb) LO NLO NNLO

� =
M h

2
152:63� 0:06 270:61� 0:25 301:23� 1:19

� = 2M h 103:89� 0:04 199:76� 0:17 255:06� 0:81

Table 1:Thecross-section through NNLO with no experim entalcutsapplied.

K (N )N LO (�)=
�(N )N LO (�)

�LO (�)
; (4.1)

range from 1.77 to 1.92 atNLO and from 1.97 to 2.45 atNNLO ,depending on the scale

choice 4.

Itisim portantto com pare the perturbative expansionsforthe inclusive cross-section

and di�erentialHiggs boson observables. W e �nd m any kinem atic distributions which

exhibita di�erentperturbative pattern than the inclusive cross-section. W e presenthere

integrated di�erentialdistributions

�(X )=

Z
X @�

@x
dx;

the resultfora bin x 2 [X 1;X 2]can beobtained from thedi�erence

�(x 2 [X 1;X 2])= �(X 2)� �(X 1):

Figure 1: O n the left plot,the cross-section to produce a Higgs boson vetoing events with jets

in the centralregion j�j< 2:5 and p
jet

T
> pvetoT (no other cut is applied). O n the right plot,the

K -factor as a function ofpvetoT . The dashed horizontallines correspond to the NLO and NNLO

K -factors for the inclusive cross-section. The verticalsolid line denotes the value ofpvetoT in the

signalcutsofSection 3.

4
Note thatthe K -factor is often de�ned in the literature as the ratio ofthe NLO or the NNLO cross-

section ata scale � overthe LO cross-section ata �xed scale � 0 (e.g. �0 = M h).Since we allow with our

de�nition in Eq.4.1 both num eratorand denom inatorto vary,a large scale variation ofthe K -factordoes

notnecessarily indicate a big scale variation ofthe NLO orthe NNLO cross-section in the num erator.
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In Fig.1 we re-consider the e�ect of the veto on jets with transverse m om entum

p
jet

T
> pveto

T
(see also [20,30]). Here,we only veto centraljets with rapidity j�j< 2:5,

while allevents with jets at larger 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 contributions depends strongly on pveto
T

. The NNLO cross-section

increases m ore rapidly than the NLO by relaxing the veto. Fig.1 dem onstratesthatthe

largeNLO and NNLO correctionsm ustbeattributed to contributionsfrom jetswith large

ratherthan sm alltransverse m om entum .

In orderto reduce the pp ! t�tbackground,itis required to choose a sm allvalue of

pveto
T

.Aswe decrease the value ofthe allowed jettransverse energy,the scale uncertainty

at NNLO decreases. At around pveto
T

= 20G eV the di�erence of the cross-section at

� = 2M h and � =
M h

2
changes sign. In this kinem atic region logarithm ic contributions

log(pveto
T

)from softradiation beyond NNLO should also be exam ined [20]. However,the

sm allscale uncertainty atNNLO and the sm allm agnitudeofthe correctionssuggestthat

such logarithm shave a m ild e�ect.

Figure 2: O n the left plot, the cross-section for events where the hardest visible lepton has

transversem om entum 30G eV < p
lepton

T
< pcutT ;m ax.O n the rightplot,the K -factorasa function of

pcutT ;m ax (no othercutisapplied). The dashed horizontallinescorrespond to the NLO and NNLO

K -factorsforthe inclusive cross-section.The verticalsolid line denotesthe value ofpcutT ;m ax in the

signalcutsofSection 3.

In Fig.2weshow thecross-section aftertherequirem entthatthetransversem om entum

ofthe hardest visible lepton is restricted to the interval30G eV < p
lepton

T
< pcutT;m ax. In

Ref.[7]theupperboundary oftheallowed region waschosen aspcutT;m ax = 55G eV .AtLO ,

only � 1% ofthe hardestvisible leptonshave transverse m om entum ofp
lepton

T
> 55G eV .

However,at NLO (NNLO ) about� 13(19)% ofthe events lie above this cut. Thus the

choice pcut
T;m ax

= 55G eV rem oves regions ofthe phase-space that are only populated at

NLO and NNLO .W e observe thatthe NLO and NNLO K -factorsare sm allerbelow this

cut.In addition,thescaleuncertainty dropsbelow 12% atNNLO ,whilethecorresponding

scale uncertainty fortheinclusive cross-section is17% .
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Figure 3: O n the left plot,the cross-section for visible leptons with an angle on the transverse

plane�‘‘ < �cut
‘‘
.O n therightplot,theK -factorasafunction of�cut

‘‘
(noothercutisapplied).The

dashed horizontallinescorrespond to theNLO and NNLO K -factorsfortheinclusivecross-section.

The verticalsolid line denotesthe valueof�cut
‘‘

in the signalcutsofSection 3.

A powerfuldiscrim inating variablebetween thesignaland thepp ! W W background

istheopeningangle�‘‘ between thetwo visibleleptonsin theplanetransverseto thebeam

axis.In Fig.3 we plotthe cross-section foreventswith �‘‘ < �cut
‘‘

5.W e observe thatthe

NLO and especially theNNLO correctionsaresigni�cantly largerforsm allangles�‘‘.For

�cut
‘‘

= 40� the NNLO K -factor is � 2:27(2:70) for � =
M h

2
(2M h). The corresponding

K -factor forthe inclusive cross-section is� 1:97(2:45). The NNLO scale uncertainty for

�cut
‘‘

= 40� is18:5% ,while forthe inclusive cross-section itis� 17% . Thusthe envisaged

cutat�cut
‘‘

� 45� enhancescontributionswith large perturbativecorrections.

Thedecay oftheW bosonsproduceslargem issingtransverseenergy,E m iss
T

.In Fig4we

plotthecross-section forE m iss
T > E cut

T;m iss.Atleadingorder,therearenocontributionsfrom

E m iss
T > M W . This region ofthe phase-space requires that the Higgs system is boosted

with additionalradiation at NLO and NNLO .The contribution from E m iss
T > 80G eV ,

for � =
M h

2
,am ounts to 0:7% at LO ,� 14% at NLO and � 16% at NNLO .The scale

variation for this region ofthe phase-space is 60% at NLO (essentially LO ) and 49% at

NNLO (essentially NLO ).By requiring very large m issing transverse energy,we enhance

thesigni�canceoftheabovephase-spaceregion;theK -factorstend toincreasewith respect

to theinclusive cross-section.

In Fig.5weplotthecross-section foreventswith alepton invariantm assin theinterval

12G eV < M ‘‘ < M cut
‘‘

. W e notice that the cross-section has a perturbative convergence

with K -factors and scale variation very sim ilarto the onesforthe inclusive cross-section

forallchoicesofM cut
‘‘

.

W ehavenow studied thekinem aticbehaviorofthecross-section through NNLO forall

variableswhich aresubjectto signi�cantexperim entalcutsin orderto optim izethesignal

5
W enotethatthedistribution oftheopening angleatNNLO ,using thecodeof[24],hasbeen presented

atthe LesHouchesworkshop in June 2007 [49].Q ualitatively ourresultsare sim ilar.
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Figure 4: O n the left plot,the cross-section for events with m issing transverse energy E m iss
T >

E cut
T ;m iss,where E

m iss
T iscom puted asthe transversem om entum ofthe neutrino pair.O n the right

plot,the K -factorasa function ofE cut
T ;m iss (no othercutisapplied). The dashed horizontallines

correspond to theNLO and NNLO K -factorsfortheinclusivecross-section.Theverticalsolid line

denotesthe valueofE cut
T ;m iss in the signalcutsofSection 3.

Figure 5:O n theleftplot,thecross-section foreventswith visiblelepton invariantm ass12G eV <

M ‘‘ < M cut
‘‘

.O n the rightplot,the K -factorasa function ofM cut
‘‘

(no othercutisapplied).The

dashed horizontallinescorrespond to theNLO and NNLO K -factorsfortheinclusivecross-section.

to background ratio.A geom etricalcuton isolating the leptonsfrom hadrons(partonsin

ourcase)rejectsvery few events(� 1� 2% ).

W e have found that the cuts discussed above can change individually the K -factors

and thescalevariation ofthecross-section.In thenextSection wewillcom putethecross-

section afterapplying allthe cutswhich are described in Section 3.
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5.Signalcross-section at the LH C

W e presentnow them ain resultsofourpaper,which arethecross-sectionsfortheexperi-

m entalcutsand param etersofSection 3.

In Table2 weshow thecross-section forthepre-selection cuts,which do notim posea

jet-veto,forthreechoicesof�R = �F = �:

The scale variation is � 37% at LO ,� 30% at NLO ,and � 17% at NNLO .This is a

�(fb) LO NLO NNLO

� =
M h

2
71:63� 0:07 126:95� 0:13 140:73� 0:45

� = M h 59:40� 0:06 108:42� 0:15 130:01� 0:36

� = 2M h 49:56� 0:05 94:33� 0:13 119:28� 0:26

Table 2:Cross-section through NNLO forthe pre-selection cutsofSection 3.

sim ilarscale-variation asforthe inclusive cross-section in Table 1. The K -factorsforthe

accepted cross-section arealso very sim ilarto theK -factorsfortheinclusivecross-section.

Thepre-selection cutsa�ectonly m ildly theperturbativeconvergence ofthecross-section.

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

�(fb) LO NLO NNLO

� =
M h

2
21:002� 0:021 22:47� 0:11 18:45� 0:54

� = M h 17:413� 0:017 21:07� 0:11 18:75� 0:37

� = 2M h 14:529� 0:014 19:50� 0:10 19:01� 0:27

Table 3:Cross-section through NNLO forthe signalcutsofSection 3.

observe thattheNLO and NNLO K -factorsaresm allin com parison to thecorresponding

K -factors forthe inclusive cross-section. The relative m agnitude ofthe NLO and NNLO

correctionswith respectto LO issim ilarto theobserved K -factorsin Fig.1 fora jet-veto

value around � 20G eV .In addition,the scale variation isalso sm allatNNLO (ofsim ilar

m agintudeasthestatisticalerrorofournum ericalintegration);thisisagain sim ilarto the

pattern observed in Fig.1 forsm allvaluesofthe jet-veto.

The jet-veto enhances the signi�cance ofsoft gluon radiation and a resum m ation of

large logarithm sm ay benecessary.W e investigate the dependence ofthe cross-section on

the jet-veto in Fig.6,where we have com puted the cross-section with allsignalcuts of

Section 3 and fordi�erentvaluesofthejet-veto pvetoT .W e�nd thatthesignalcross-section

at NNLO and a jet-veto value pvetoT = 40G eV is only 13% larger than the cross-section

for pveto
T

= 25G eV when �R = �F =
M h

2
. Ifwe do not apply any other cuts except the

jet-veto,the corresponding increase isalm ostdouble � 25% .Therefore,we conclude that

both the jet-veto and the othercutsconstrain centraljetsto low transverse m om entum .

Thecross-section in Table3 forthesignalcutsdem onstratesa m uch betterperturba-

tive behaviorthan the inclusive cross-section. However,before we conclude thatwe have

obtained a very precise prediction forthe signalcross-section we would like to investigate

{ 10 {



Figure 6: The cross-section forthe signalcutsvarying the value ofthe jet-veto. The increase in

the cross-section by relaxing the jet-veto is slower than in Fig.1. O ther cuts in addition to the

jet-veto restrictthe pT ofcentraljetsto sm allvalues.

furtherthe im portance ofresum m ation e�ects. W e com puted the average transverse m o-

m entum ofthe Higgs boson to be < pHT > cuts� 15G eV at NNLO for �F = �R =
M h

2
.

Thecorresponding average fortheinclusive cross-section is< pH
T
> � 48G eV .Logarithm s

log(pH
T )could therefore have a largerim pacton the accepted cross-section with thesignal

cutsthan theinclusive cross-section.

Theexistenceoflargelogarithm iccorrectionsisnotm anifestby varying therenorm al-

ization and factorization scalesasshown in Table3.To investigate thisaspectthoroughly,

we com pute in Table 4 the cross-section with the signalcutsofSection 3 forindependent

valuesof�R and �F in theinterval

h
M h

4
;2M h

i

.Thescalevariation in thisintervalisrather

sm all.W enotethatthecorresponding scalevariation fortheinclusivecross-section in the

sm allerinterval

h
M h

2
;2M h

i

is� 17% .

W e can quantify thee�ectofpT logarithm sand theneed forresum m ation com paring

our NLO and NNLO predictions with the prediction from the parton-shower generator

M C@ NLO [35,50].A com parison oftheaccepted cross-sectionswith thecutsofSection 3

is not im m ediately possible,since the spin correlations in the H ! W W ! ‘�‘� decay

are nottreated fully in HERW IG [34]. However,a sim ilar com parison hasbeen m ade in

[12]fortheHiggsboson cross-section when only a jet-veto isapplied atpveto
T

= 30G eV .It

was found thatthe M C@ NLO resultis� 26% sm aller than the NLO .The NNLO result

issm allerthan NLO by only about� 9% .Ifone norm alizesthe M C@ NLO to the NNLO

inclusive cross-section,theaccepted cross-sectionsforM C@ NLO and NNLO afterthejet-
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�(fb) �F =
M h

4
�F =

M h

2
�F = M h �F = 2M h

�R = 2M h 17:89� 0:27 18:27� 0:29 18:97� 0:29 19:01� 0:27

�R = M h 18:68� 0:90 18:33� 0:40 18:75� 0:37 19:87� 0:42

�R =
M h

2
18:84� 0:60 18:45� 0:54 17:52� 0:93 18:10� 0:63

�R =
M h

4
16:82� 0:94 18:40� 1:00 16:06� 0:94 15:45� 0:98

Table 4: NNLO cross-section for the signalcuts and independent values ofthe renorm alization

scale�R and the factorization scale�F.

veto are close; it was found in [12]that the M C@ NLO e�ciency is � 51% , while the

NNLO e�ciency is� 54% .W enotethatthee�ectofresum m ation in com parision to NLO

calculations forpp ! H ! W W hasbeen studied in [51],however the cutsapplied there

did notincludea jet-veto.

O ur NNLO result,which is very close to NLO ,exhibits a rem arkable stability with

varying the renorm alization and factorization scales;this alludes,without proving it,to

sm allnum ericalcoe�cients oflogarithm ic term s. In addition,in the presence ofthe jet-

veto only, the M C@ 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 pT radiation. In a

hypothetical\M C@ NNLO " calculation the di�erence to our NNLO result could be even

sm aller.However,in orderto verify thisintuition,a betterunderstanding ofresum m ation

e�ectsin the presenceofallexperim entalcutsisindispensable.

It is interesting to investigate whether a \loosening" ofthe experim entalcuts could

alter the perturbative behavior of the cross-section. Changes in the experim entalcuts

in
uence the background cross-sections m ore signi�cantly than the signalcross-section.

G iven the com plexity ofthe com bined background pp ! t�tand pp ! W W processes,it

appearsto usthatthereislittlefreedom form ajorchangeswithoutspoiling theestim ated

S=B ratio in [9].W e apply thefollowing changesto thesignalcutsofSection 3:

� apply a lessrestrictive jet-veto pveto
T

= 35G eV ;

� requiresm allerEm issT > 45G eV ;

� allow a largerlepton invariantm ass12G eV < M‘‘ < 45G eV ;

� allow largerlepton angles�‘‘ < 60�;

� do notrestricttheuppervalue ofthe pT ofthe hardestlepton,p
lepton

T
> 30G eV .

For these new cuts the average m om entum ofthe Higgs boson is only by little larger,

< pH
T
> � 18G eV .W e�nd thenew cross-section in Table5.W e�nd onceagain very sm all

NNLO correctionswith respectto theNLO cross-section.Thescalevariation isvery sm all

and rem ainscom parable to ourM onte-Carlo integration error.

The NNLO K -factorforthe cross-section with the signalcutsofTable 3 is 0:9� 1:3

depending on the scale choices. O ne m ustbe carefulifthisK -factorisapplied to rescale

the resultofa leading orderparton-showergenerator. AtLO in �xed orderperturbation
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�(fb) LO NLO NNLO

� =
M h

2
28:811� 0:028 35:81� 0:22 32:48� 0:52

� = M h 23:884� 0:023 32:53� 0:16 31:59� 0:38

� = 2M h 19:933� 0:019 29:53� 0:15 31:45� 0:26

Table 5:Cross-section through NNLO forloose signalcuts.

theory,alleventshaveHiggspT = 0;a jet-veto hasa 100% e�ciency.Parton-showerevent

generatorsproducean extended pT spectrum ,and haveasigni�cantly sm allere�ciency;for

exam ple,the e�ciency ofPythia [33]with a jet-veto atp veto
T

= 30G eV isabout50% [12].

Theappropriate factorforre-weighting LO eventgeneratorsis:

K N N LO �
e�ciency(LO )

e�ciency(M C)

Thisfactoryieldsqualitatively sim ilarresultsasin Refs[12,13].However,wehavenotyet

m adea consistentcom parison ofourNNLO resultforthesignalcross-section and existing

predictionsfrom studiesbased on re-weighting [12,13].

6.C onclusions

W ehaveperform ed a �rstcalculation ofkinem aticdistributionsand thecross-section with

experim entalcuts in NNLO Q CD for the process pp ! H ! W W ! ‘�‘�. For this

purpose,wehaveextended theM onte-Carlo program FEH iP [31],by includingthem atrix-

elem entsforthe decay ofthe Higgsboson and parallelizing theevaluation ofsectors[38].

W ehaveobserved thatm any kinem aticdistributionsexhibitK -factorsand scalevaria-

tionswhich arequalitatively di�erentthan in theinclusivecross-section.Asaconsequence,

only when m ild (pre-selection)cutsareapplied thecross-section receiveslargeperturbative

correctionsthrough NNLO asforthe inclusive cross-section.In contrast,forthe selection

cuts which are designed to isolate the Higgs boson signalfrom the background,we �nd

sm allNNLO corrections and a very good stability with varying the renorm alization and

factorization scales.

The experim entalcuts restrict the phase-space to events with sm alltransverse m o-

m entum fortheHiggsboson.Thee�ectofresum m ation should beinvestigated thoroughly

in future works. However, large logarithm s do not becom e m anifest when varying the

renorm alization and factorization scales,and the e�cienciesatNNLO and M C@ NLO for

a typicaljet-veto cutdi�erby lessthan 6% .

W e �nd thatthe NNLO K -factorsforthe signalcross-section afterthe application of

selection cuts are very di�erent than the K -factor for the inclusive cross-section. W hen

the NNLO K -factors,which we have com puted here,are used to re-weight leading order

eventgenerators,the large ratio between the e�ciencies ofthe �xed orderLO resultand

the prediction ofthe generatorsshould also betaken into account.
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