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ABsTrACT: The increasingly high accuracy of top-quark studies at the LHC calls for a theoretical
description of t¢ production and decay in terms of exact matrix elements for the full 2 — 6
process that includes the off-shell production and the chain decays of ¢t and ¢V intermediate states,
together with their quantum interference. Corresponding NLO QCD calculations matched to parton
showers are available for the case of dileptonic channels and are implemented in the bb41 Monte
Carlo generator, which is based on the resonance-aware POWHEG method. In this paper, we present
the first NLOPS predictions of this kind for the case of semileptonic channels. In this context, the
interplay of off-shell ¢t + ¢WW production with various other QCD and electroweak subprocesses
that yield the same semileptonic final state is discussed in detail. On the technical side, we improve
the resonance-aware POWHEG procedure by means of new resonance histories based on matrix
elements, which enable a realistic separation of ¢t and tWW contributions. Moreover, we introduce
a general approach which makes it possible to avoid certain spurious terms that arise from the
perturbative expansion of decay widths in any off-shell higher-order calculation, and which are
large enough to jeopardise physical finite-width effects. These methods are implemented in a new
version of the bb41 Monte Carlo generator, which is applicable to all dileptonic and semileptonic
channels, and can be extended to fully hadronic channels. The presented results include a NLOPS
comparison of off-shell against on-shell ¢t + tWW production and decay, where we highlight various
non-trivial aspects related to NLO and parton-shower radiation in leptonic and hadronic top decays.
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1 Introduction

Studies of top-quarks play a key role in the ongoing physics programme of the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC). Measurements in the different top-quark production modes, and especially in the
ubiquitous ¢t production mode, allow for a detailed exploration of top-quark interactions, and a
precise determination of fundamental Standard Model (SM) properties such as the top-quark mass.
At the same time, top-quark—pair production represents a sizeable and challenging background
for countless measurements and searches at the LHC. The sensitivity of such analyses critically
relies on the precision of theoretical predictions for the ¢¢ production cross section, as well as for
a large variety of kinematic distributions depending on the details of the nontrivial signatures that
result from ¢t production and decay. This calls for the highest possible accuracy in the theoretical
description of the production of top-quark pairs and their decays. In fact, the expected sensitivity
of future experimental analyses requires precise theoretical predictions at the level of the full 2 — 6
processes that correspond to ¢ production with dileptonic, semileptonic or fully hadronic decays,
including all relevant off-shell effects, irreducible backgrounds and interferences. Such theoretical
predictions provide a unified description of off-shell ¢¢ and ¢IV single-top production, including
tt—tW interference effects [1, 2].

For the analysis of experimental data, theoretical calculations need to be matched to parton
showers. Monte Carlo generators that match NLO QCD calculations of on-shell ¢¢ production
to parton showers are well established [3—7]. Such tools describe top-quark decays based on
spin-correlated LO matrix elements [8—11] and implement a naive modelling of off-shell effects
according to Breit—-Wigner distributions. The emission of QCD radiation within top decays is
controlled by the parton shower [12, 13], which can dispose of built-in matrix-element corrections
that provide a decent approximation of NLO effects. In the following, tools of this kind are going
to be referred to as on-shell generators. The first generator that matches NNLO QCD calculations!
[20-23] of on-shell ¢¢ production to parton showers was presented in [24, 25].

A generator based on NLO QCD calculations where ¢t production and decay are both described
at NLO in the narrow-width approximation (NWA) [26-28] was presented in [29]. Corresponding
NNLO QCD implementations of the NWA are also available, but only at fixed order [30-34].

Concerning tW single-top production, on-shell NLOPS generators are available in the five-
flavour number scheme (SFNS) [35-37]. In this scheme, the NLO QCD corrections? involve
partonic channels of type gg — ¢t/ ~b, which entail resonant £ topologies that can lead to a double
counting of the ¢t LO cross section. This issue can be avoided through various methods for the
systematic separation of tWW from t¢ production [36, 40—43]. However, such methods are always

1Fixed-order calculations are available also at NLO electroweak (EW) [14—18] and NNLO QCD+NLOEW [19].
2See Ref. [38, 39] for tW production at NLO EW.



subject to a degree of arbitrariness that is either due to ad-hoc prescriptions, violations of gauge
invariance, or to the treatment of interference and off-shell effects.

A fully consistent solution of such issues is provided by calculations where the production and
decays of tt pairs are described in terms of exact matrix elements for the corresponding 2 — 6
process, without relying on the NWA. In this approach, using the complex-mass scheme [44], all
possible 2 — 6 topologies that involve off-shell ¢¢ and ¢tW intermediate states are handled on the
same footing as contributions to subtopologies with off-shell W+ W ~bb states. Corresponding
NLO calculations in the SENS are available at NLO QCD for dileptonic [1, 45-49] as well as
for semileptonic [50] processes.> When performed in the four-flavour number scheme (4FSN),
i.e. treating b-quarks as massive partons, and excluding them from the inital state, such off-shell
calculations provide a unified NLO modelling of ¢t and tW production, with a fully consistent
treatment of ¢f — tW interferences [1].

The matching of off-shell NLO calculations to parton showers was enabled by nontrivial
“resonance-aware” extensions of the standard matching techniques. The first resonance-aware
matching method was proposed in [53] as an extension of the original POWHEG technique [54, 55].
This approach, which will be referred to as the POWHEG-RES approach, is based on a probabilistic
categorisation of events into different “resonance histories”, which correspond to the different
combinations of production and decay subprocess that can contribute to a given off-shell process.
Within each resonance history, POWHEG radiation is generated in a way that preserves the virtuality
of all resonances. In this way, the POWHEG-RES approach guarantees that all resonances have
correct NLO shapes, and also that, in the limit of small decay widths, NLOPS predictions are
consistent with the general factorisation properties of the NWA. An alternative resonance-aware—
matching method based on the MC@NLO [56] framework, was proposed in Ref. [57].

The first NLOPS generator of off-shell ¢t + ¢tWW production and decay, based on the 4FNS
and POWHEG-RES matching, was presented in Ref. [2] for the case of dileptonic final states,
and is available as the bb41 generator in the POWHEG BOXRES package [53]. This generator has
been employed and scrutinised in various experimental studies [S8—60]. In particular, in Ref. [58]
excellent agreement between bb41 and data has been observed in a phase-space region sensitive
to the tt—tW interference. Based on this measurement an extraction of the top-quark width has
been proposed in Ref. [61]. Moreover, bb41 has been applied for the assessment of theoretical
uncertainties in top-mass measurements [62].

In this paper we present a new POWHEG-RES generator for off-shell ¢t + ¢V production with
semileptonic decays in the 4FNS. At LO, this corresponds to the process pp — ¢*1,jjbb, which
receives contributions from a variety of different QCD and EW subprocesses. As we will see, the
tt+tW contribution can be consistently isolated by imposing—at the level of the theoretical process
definition—the presence of a ¢’ pair with consistent quark flavours as for a W — ¢¢’ decay. The
remaining irreducible backgrounds of single-top, VBF, and W Z type can be consistently separated
by selecting topologies that are in one-to-one correspondence with those of the related dileptonic
process. Finally, the process definition needs to be supplemented by the QCD corrections effects
that arise from the ¢’ pair in the final state, for which we are going to use a W+ W ~bb double-pole
approximation (DPA). As we will show, this approach provides a consistent separation of off-shell

3For dileptonic processes also predictions at NLO EW [51] and at NLO QCD with one extra jet [52] are available.



tt+tW production and decay from all other ingredients of pp — ¢#*1/,jjbb, which can be described
using independent tools.

The new semileptonic generator has been implemented in the same framework as the original
dileptonic bb41 generator, where all relevant matrix elements are computed with OpeNLoops [63—
65]. In this framework, we have also introduced the following two methodological novelties, which
are applied both to dileptonic and semileptonic processes.

The first novelty consists of matrix-element—based resonance-history projectors, which super-
sede the naive kinematic projectors used in Ref. [2]. The new projectors make it possible to separate
histories of ¢ and ¢tV types in a reliable way, and to treat POWHEG radiation more consistently in
the case of tW histories. The second novelty is related to spurious terms that arise from the incon-
sistent perturbative treatment of NLO decay widths, I'ny,0, in off-shell calculations. In the context
of the NWA, this issue is rather well know and can be avoided through a systematic perturbative
expansion of terms of the form 1/I'n,0 [27, 28, 66]. In this paper we propose a similar approach
for the case of off-shell calculations, which do not involve explicit 1/I'xp,o terms, but suffer from
the same problem. This method is fully general and should be applied to any off-shell process, both
at fixed-order NLO and NLOPS level. As we will show, in the case of off-shell ¢ + ¢tW production
and decay it plays a quite important role, since spurious effects can be larger than the entire tW
cross section, and similarly large as the NLO corrections to top decays.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sect. 2 we review the POWHEG-RES method in some
detail, introducing the notation that is used in Sects. 3-5. In Sect. 3 we discuss spurious terms and
how to avoid them for off-shell processes at NLO and NLOPS level. The new matrix-element—based
resonance histories are presented in Sect. 4. The treatment of off-shell ¢ + tW production with
semileptonic decays at NLO and NLOPS level is discussed in Sect. 5. In Sect. 6 we introduce
the setup used for the numerical studies of Sects. 7-9, where we investigate the impact of the new
resonance histories (Sect. 7), we study QCD radiation effects associated with hadronic W -decays
(Sect. 8), and we present a tuned comparison of off-shell vs on-shell t£+¢W generators (Sect. 9). We
conclude in Sect. 10, and in the appendices we present kinematic mappings for the new resonance
histories (App. A) as well as technical studies that demonstrate the consistency of our separation of
off-shell ¢t + ¢t production from irreducible backrounds in the semileptonic channel (App. B).

2 The resonance-aware POWHEG method

In this section we review the original POWHEG method and its resonance-aware POWHEG-RES
extension following Refs. [2, 53]. While this review is entirely based on the original literature,
in order to facilitate the discussion of the new features introduced in Sects. 3—5, we adopt a new
notation that gives more emphasis to the interplay between resonance histories and singular regions.



2.1 The original POWHEG method

In the POWHEG approach [54, 55], the QCD radiation that is emitted in a certain hard process is
generated starting from Born-like events with weights*

B(#n) = B(@a) + V() + Y [ Re(®r) A @.1)
ceC

Here ®p describes the Born phase space, and B(®p) is the usual Born weight, while V(®p)
represents the virtual corrections. The real corrections are split into a sum of terms that corresponds
to the various collinear regions for the process at hand. Each collinear region is identified by a
label ¢ € C, where the set C corresponds to all possible regions. Each real-emission contribution
R.(®R,) is constructed in such a way that it contains only the collinear singularity arising from
a specific pair of external partons.> The weights R.(Pr ) are integrated over the phase space
of the unresolved radiation, which is parametrised by ®,,q .. For each collinear sector, the full
real-emission phase space is connected to the Born phase space through a mapping of the form

PR = PR (PB, Prad,c) - (2.2)

These sector-dependent mappings are defined in such a way that, upon integration over ®,,4 . and
PDF renormalisation, the collinear singularities on the rhs of (2.1) undergo a local cancellation in
®p space. To this end, in each collinear sector, ®r . and Py should be connected in a way that is
consistent with the collinear factorisation identity

B(®p) kT e
R (®g..) i [Pc(z) + (9< \/;ﬂ : (2.3)

where

kT,c = kT7c((I)R,c) (24)

is the transverse momentum of the collinear splitting, P.(z), which is proportional to the corre-
sponding splitting function, and z is the relevant momentum fraction. The separation of the real
corrections into sectors is implemented in such a way that

R(Pr) = Y  Re(Tr), (2.5)
ceC
where R(®R) is the full real-emission weight corresponding to the exact squared matrix element
for a given real-emission partonic subprocess.® Note that in (2.5) all R.(®R) terms are evaluated
at the same phase-space point ®r, and not at the sector-dependent points ®g . as in (2.1). This
guarantees that integrating (2.1) over the Born phase space yields the exact NLO cross section for
the process at hand.

4As usual, such weights implicitly involve all relevant NLO squared matrix elements (or interferences) as well as
convolutions with the PDFs, collinear factorisation counterterms, and appropriate normalisation factors for the process
at hand.

SWhile such regions are often called “singular regions”, here and in the following we denote them “collinear
regions” or “collinear sectors” to underline the fact that, in the POWHEG method, such regions/sectors are in one-to-one
correspondence with the possible collinear splittings for a given process.

SFor simplicity, the sum over different real-emission partonic subprocesses is kept implicit in our notation.



In order to fulfill (2.5) one defines
RC((I)R) = wc(d)R) R((I)R) s (26)

where the “projectors” w.(®Pgr) € [0,1] correspond to the probabilities of hitting the various
collinear singularities. More precisely, these projectors should fulfill

> we(®r) =1 and lim  we (Pre) = O - 2.7)

kT c—0

ceC ’

To this end they are defined as
-1
we(Pr) = pe(Pr) [Z pe(Pr)| (2.8)

deC

where p.(Pr) are positive weights proportional to the corresponding collinear singularities of
R(®R). In practice, such weights depend only on the kinematics of the associated collinear
splitting and have the form

pc(q)R) = chou) ((I)rad,c)v 2.9)

where ®,,q . is obtained from ®r by inverting the c-dependent” mapping (2.2). For example, in
the case of a collinear splitting that involves two final-state partons ¢ and 7,

E2F2 -0
Pl (D) = L) 2(1—cos9l-j)] , (2.10)

(Ei + Ej)

where E;, E; and 0;; are the energies and the angular separation of the two partons in the partonic
CM frame, while b is a positive constant.

In the POWHEG approach [54, 55] the matching of NLO calculations to parton showers is
based on the well known formula

R.(Pr
A(QCut) + Z A(kT,c) B(<(I)P]:)) dq)rad,c] ) (21 1)

ceC

do = B(®g)d®p

where the terms between square brackets describe the spectrum of the hardest QCD emission.
The emission probability in each sector is given by the ratio R.(®r, .)/B(®g), and the associated
Sudakov form factor A(kr ) corresponds to the total no-emission probability for radiation harder
than the transverse-momentum (2.4), while A(qcyt) corresponds to the probability of no emission
above the infrared cutoff g..;. The Sudakov form factors are given by

Rc(q)R,c)
A(gr) = exp ! ; /9 (kT.c —qr) B(®p) dq)rad,c] : (2.12)
Events generated according to (2.11)—(2.12) are known as Les Houches events (LHEs) and can
be directly showered. The only requirement for the consistent matching to parton showers is the
vetoing of shower radiation harder than bt ., where the latter variable needs to be defined as in
POWHEG.

(coll)

7Note that the denominator of (2.8) requires various p_,~ ’ (®raq,.’) depending on different @4 /.



2.2 The resonance-aware POWHEG method

For processes that involve resonances, the original version of the POWHEG method [54, 55] can
give rise to serious technical issues and unphysical effects. This is due to the fact that the interplay
of the collinear mappings (2.2) with resonant propagators can lead to violations of the factorisation
identity (2.3). A solution to this problem has been introduced in the resonance-aware extension
of the POWHEG method [53], which will be referred to as the POWHEG-RES method in the
following.

In order to illustrate the problem and the POWHEG-RES [53] solution, let us consider a
mapping P — Pg . that corresponds to the splitting of a massless parton of momentum pg ;; into
a pair of massless partons with total momentum pg ;; = pr; + pr,j. In the collinear limit pg ;;
and pg ;; are identical, while for finite transverse momenta they differ by a shift
pIQ%,ij 2 ”21“,c
2, where PRij = m, (2.13)

and I;; = Ep;j ~ ER ;. In general, the shift Ap;; results in a corresponding difference in the

Apij = DPRij — PB,ij X

hard internal momenta,

Agqr = qri — @B X Apij, (2.14)

where the internal momentum gg 4 is a certain combination of external momenta in the Born phase
space, and gR j is the corresponding combination of momenta that is obtained by undoing the
collinear splitting in the real-emission phase space, i.e. by replacing pr;,pr,; — PRr,ij- As a
consequence, the hard kinematic invariants that contribute to the squared amplitudes on the lhs and
rhs of the factorisation identity (2.3) can differ by

Ey
Eij '

In the case of hard scattering processes, in order to ensure the validity of (2.3) it is sufficient to

AGy = Grp — dBx X 208k - Apij X PR ij (2.15)

require
Agi < 3, (2.16)
which is always fulfilled in the collinear region k%c < &. Instead, in the presence of intermediate

unstable particles, in order to avoid violations of factorisation in the vicinity of resonance peaks,
the shift in the resonance virtuality should be restricted to

A¢® < T, M,, (2.17)

where ¢, M, and I',. are the momentum, mass and width of the unstable particle.
In the original POWHEG approach [54, 55] there is no mechanism that guarantees (2.17), while
the key idea behind the POWHEG-RES method [53] is to use alternative mappings that satisfy

Ag2 =0, (2.18)

thereby avoiding any unphysical effect in the NLOPS modelling of resonant processes. The strategy
of using mappings that preserve the resonance virtualities can be best understood in the narrow-
width approximation (NWA), where the production and decay of unstable particles are factorised
as separate subprocesses, which are connected trough intermediate unstable particles that remain
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Figure 1: Examples of resonance histories for the full process gg — W W ~bb. The three rows
correspond to Born-level and real-emission histories associated with the production subprocesses
gg — tt (diagrams a—), gg — t Wb (diagrams d—f), and gg — ¢ Wb (diagrams g—i). In each
diagram, the blobs correspond to the decomposition of the full process into production and decay
subprocesses according to a specific resonance history. Feynman diagrams have been generated
with FeynGame. [67].

exactly on-shell. For example, let us consider the process gg — tf — W W ~bb, which factorises
into the production subprocess gg — tt and the decay subprocesses t — W*tband £ — Wb,
as illustrated in Fig. la—c. In the presence of QCD radiation, in order to keep the intermediate ¢
and ¢ quarks exactly on-shell, in the ®r . mappings that describe collinear radiation emitted by
the production subprocess (Fig. 1b), the invariant masses of the Wb and Wb systems can be
preserved by handling the corresponding four-momenta as if they were on-shell final-state ¢ and
t momenta. Vice versa, in the case of radiation stemming form a t — Wb decay (Fig. 1c) the
virtuality of the ¢ quark can be preserved by keeping fixed the full four-momentum of the W™ bg
system, as in the case of a pure top-decay process.

In general, in the NWA each process is characterised by a so-called resonance history, which
corresponds to a well-defined combination of subprocesses consisting of a main production sub-
process and a certain number of 1 — 2 decay subprocesses.® The latter can be independent of each

8Note that in [53] such “production subprocesses’ and “decay subprocesses’” are referred to as “production resonances”
and “resonance decays”, while here we prefer to use the term “subprocesses”, since the entities at hand correspond to the
building blocks of a scattering process.



other, or single steps of a decay chain. In the NWA, the resonance history provides the key for the
consistent generation of QCD radiation. In practice, each subprocess radiates as an independent
process, and the momenta of the unstable particles that connect the various subprocesses are always
kept on-shell, i.e. q%w, = q]237r = M?. This is achieved by handling the ¢, momenta on a similar
footing as the external momenta of a hard scattering process.

Let us now move away from the NWA and consider exact NLO calculations of resonant
processes, where finite-width effects are included throughout. In this case, intermediate unstable
particles are no longer exactly on-shell. Moreover, each process with a well-defined initial and
final state can involve multiple resonance histories that interfere with each other. For instance,
the process gg — W W bb involves, in addition to the above mentioned gg — tf resonance
history (Fig. 1a—c), also resonance histories associated with the single-top production subprocesses
gg — t Wb (diagrams d—f), and gg — ¢ Wb (diagrams d—f). In this context, the strategy of the
POWHEG-RES method is based on a probabilistic splitting of the full process into contributions
that are each dominated by a well defined resonance history. In this way, within each resonance
history, the condition (2.18) can be ensured by treating QCD radiation in a way that corresponds to
an off-shell continuation of NWA approach. More explicitly, when unstable particles are off-shell,
ie. q%m # M2, within each resonance history the emission of QCD radiation is organised in
the same way as in corresponding NWA, but using NWA mappings that correspond to unstable
particles with “modified masses” M, — \/g. This automatically guarantees that q%w = q%»r in
the vicinity of each resonance.

At Born level, the splitting into resonance histories is implemented as

B(®s) = Y Bu(®s), with  By(®p) = wy"(@p) B(®p), (2.19)
heH
where the labels » € H correspond to the different histories, i.e. H is the full set of resonance

histories for the process at hand, while w,(LhiSt)(q)B) € [0, 1] denote their phase-space dependent
probabilities. The latter are determined as

his his his
W™ (@g) = p") (dp) [Z p) (D)
h'eH

-1
: (2.20)

where the weights p,(lhiSt)(q)B) should mimic the relative probabilities of the different histories in

the limit of small width. The first implementations of the POWHEG-RES method [2, 53] are based
on resonance weights of the form

4
(hist) M,
pp(PB) = Vi ek (2.21)
Tegh) (q%,'f‘ - 72)2 + F% 72

where the labels » € R(h) correspond to the various resonances that contribute to the history
h, while M,, I';, and gg, = ¢B,(Pp) are, respectively, the rest mass, the width, and the four-
momentum that flows through the propagator of the resonance r. A more realistic implementation
of resonance histories based on Born matrix elements is presented in Sect. 4.2. In general, in the
limit of vanishing decay widths, where all unstable particles go on-shell, any implementation of the



resonance weights should obey

. (hist) 2 ar2
FlTlglo py,(PB) x H o(qp, — M;), (2.22)

which guarantees an exact correspondence of the probabilistic histories (2.20) with the uniquely-
defined resonance histories of the NWA.

For the resonance-aware extension of the POWHEG formula (2.11), the weights (2.1) are split
into different resonance-history contributions as

)= 3 By(®p)  with  By(Pp) = wl" (@) B(@p), (2.23)
heH
using the probabilities (2.20). As for the real-emission probabilities that are used to generate
POWHEG emissions, the splitting (2.5) into collinear sectors is implemented at the level of indi-
vidual resonance histories, i.e. the full real-emission weight is split into

R(® Z Z Ry, o(PR), (2.24)

heHt ceC(h)

where the labels ¢ € C(r) correspond to the various collinear sectors that are consistent with the
resonance history k. Such collinear sectors are in one-to-one correspondence with those for the
on-shell production and decay process with history A in the NWA. More explicitly, the sectors
¢ € C(h) correspond to all possible ways of emitting collinear radiation in the various production or
decay “subprocess” of the history h. As discussed above, the associated ®r . mappings are chosen
in a way that preserves the virtuality of all resonances that belong to the history A. In this respect,
we note that collinear sectors associated with the same collinear splitting but different resonance
histories require, in general, different collinear mappings. Therefore, in order to avoid confusion,
it is convenient to always label collinear sectors that are associated with different histories in a
different way, i.e. all sectors should be labelled in such a way that C(h) N C(h') = @ for b’ # h.

In analogy with (2.6) and (2.8), the contributions of the individual sectors in (2.24) are
constructed as

Rpo(Pr) = wheo(Pr) R(PR), (2.25)
with projectors
-1
whe(PR) = pre(®r) | D D pwe(@r)| (2.26)
heH ¢ eC()
and weights of the form
hi I~

Ph, c(q)R) = pg CSt) (q)R) ,OECOH) (q)rad,c) : 2.27)

Here p£C°11) are the usual collinear weights, with the only difference that, in the case of collinear

splitting stemming from the decay of a resonance, the kinematic variables (T)md a = (EZ, E], éw)

are determined in the rest frame of the relevant resonance. As for the resonance weights p(hISt) (Pr),



in Refs. [2, 53] they have been chosen as

4

(hist) M,

Phe (PR) = 2 _ A 12\2 L T2Af2 ] (2.28)
AL @ e

which is the natural real-emission generalisation of (2.21). In this case, the labels r € R(h,c)
correspond to all resonances that are present in the resonance—collinear history (h, c), while ¢r , =
qr,»(PRr) is the four-momentum associated with a certain resonance. In practice, gr, is the sum
of all final-state momenta that flow through the propagator of the resonance r, including also real
radiation that is emitted by the decay products of the resonance at hand in the collinear sector c.
A matrix-element-based extension of such resonance weights will be presented in Sect. 4.2. In
general, the real-emission resonance weights should always obey

lim o (@n) o [T olak, — M), (2.29)
reR(h,c)

which guarantees an exact correspondence of the probabilistic histories (2.26) with the uniquely-
defined histories of the NWA. Beyond LO, this correspondence is crucial in order to ensure that, in
the limit of small width, the full process factorises into separate production and decay subprocesses
as in the NWA.

In the POWHEG-RES approach [53], the POWHEG formula for the generation of LHEs
assumes the form (2.23)

Rh,c(q)R,c)

A .| | 230
By (®p) d, (2.30)

do = Y Bu(®p)d®p |An(geu) + > An(kre)
heH cec(h)

where B(®p), B(®p) and R(Pg) are split into resonance histories according to (2.19), (2.23)
and (2.24), and LHEs are generated in the same way as in (2.11) but on a history-by-history basis.
Similarly as in (2.12), the relevant Sudakov form factors are given by

Ry (PR
An(gr) =exp | = > /H(kT,c —qr) l%;j’))dq’rad,c : (2.31)
)

ceC(h

For the separation of resonance histories, the POWHEG formula (2.30) relies on the projectors (2.20)
and (2.26), which are constructed in an approximate way. In this respect, we note that such projectors
are only used to split the cross section into separate contributions, while the combination of all such
contributions is consistent with the full B(®g), B(®g) and R(®R) weights, which are based on
the exact matrix elements for the full set of resonant and non-resonant Feynman diagrams for the
process at hand. In particular, the expansion of (2.30) to first order in ag beyond the leading order
is identical to the result of a full NLO calculation.

The resonance-aware description of the hardest radiation can be further improved in a way that
reflects the factorisation of higher-order radiative corrections into production and decay subpro-
cesses in the narrow-width limit. This factorisation property allows one to generate one POWHEG
emission from each production and decay subprocess that belongs to the resonance history of a
given event [2, 29, 53]. Therefore, in this approach, which is dubbed “all radiation” or allrad
option in the POWHEG jargon, a LHE with history A includes up to n(h) POWHEG emissions,
where n(h) is one plus the number of decay subprocesses in the history h. For the bookkeeping
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of these multiple emissions, it is convenient to identify the associated production and decay sub-
processes through history-dependent® labels s € S(h), where S(h) corresponds to the set of all
subprocesses within the history h. In this way, the full set of collinear sectors C(h) can be split
into subsectors C(s) C C(h), where ¢ € C(s) corresponds to collinear radiation emitted within the
subprocess s € S(h), and C(h) = Uses(n) C(s) . With this notation, the allrad extension of the
POWHEG-RES formula reads

5 R ,c(q)R,c)
do = > Buy(®p)d®s [[ [As(gew)+ ZAs(kT,c)md%dﬁ , (232)

heH seS(h) ceC(s)

where each term between squared brackets corresponds to a separate POWHEG emission stemming
from the subprocess s € S(h) of the resonance history h. The Sudakov form factors Ag(gr) are
defined in the same way as in (2.31) but with C(h) replaced by C(s), i.e. including only radiation
stemming from a specific production or decay subprocess. In the POWHEG-RES approach the
®,,q,. radiation phase space is split into soft and hard parts. Similarly as in the original POWHEG
method, this separation is controlled by the so-called hdamp parameter [68], and the POWHEG-RES
formulas (2.30) and (2.32) are used only to generate soft radiation. Instead, hard radiation is emitted
without applying any Sudakov form factor and always as a single hard emission, i.e. disabling the
allrad option. For simplicity, this different treatment of soft and hard radiation is not explicitly
shown in the above formulas.

As for the matching of LHEs to parton showers, in the POWHEG-RES method [53] the
standard matching approach is adapted to the resonance structure of the events. Specifically, for
each LHE, all final-state partons are attributed to a corresponding production or decay subprocess
s € S(h), based on the resonance history A of the event. The parton shower is then instructed
to radiate in each production and decay subprocess in a way that preserves the virtuality of each
resonance. Moreover, in the allrad approach the shower radiation that is emitted in the various
subprocess s is subject to different veto scales, which are given by the transverse momenta of the
corresponding POWHEG emissions.

3 Spurious width effects in off-shell NLO and NLOPS cross sections

The POWHEG-RES method is designed according to the general factorisation properties of higher-
order corrections in the NWA, which must be fulfilled also by off-shell calculations in the limit
of small decay widths. In particular, when decay widths become small, the radiative corrections
should factorise to all orders into contributions associated with the various production and decay
subprocesses. Moreover, upon integration over the full phase space and summation over all possible
decay channels, all decay probabilities must be equal to one. Thus, in the zero-width limit, the total
cross section of the full off-shell process should be identical to the one of the associated production
subprocess.

As pointed out in Refs. [27, 28, 66], this consistency property is not fulfilled by naive fixed-
order implementations of the NWA. However, it can be ensured by means of a rigorous perturbative
treatment of all terms that are inversely proportional to the decay widths of the resonant particles.

9For different histories we use different labels, i.e. S(h) N S(h') = @ for b’ # h.
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In the following, this approach will be dubbed “inverse-width expansion”. Its application in the
context of the NWA is discussed in Sect. 3.1, while in Sect. 3.2 we propose an extension of the
inverse-width expansion to off-shell NLO calculations and their matching to parton showers in the
POWHEG-RES framework.

3.1 Inverse-width expansion in the NWA

For simplicity, let us start with the case of a process that involves the production and decay of a
single resonance. In the NWA, to all orders in perturbation theory, its differential cross section

factorises as

dr
doprodxdec = da?, where I’ = /dF. 3.1

dec
Here o denotes the cross section for the production subprocess, while the integration is over the full
decay phase space, and the sum over different decay channels is implicitly understood. As a result of
this factorisation property, to all orders of perturbation theory the integral of the production xdecay
cross section over the full decay phase space is equal to the production cross section, i.e.

/dUprodXdec = do. (3.2)

dec
Let us now consider NLO calculations in the NWA, where the ingredients of (3.1) can be split into
LO parts and NLO corrections as
dont,0 = dog + doq dl'npo = dlg +dINy, I'nbo =To+1T1y. 3.3)

If the 1/I" term in (3.1) is not expanded, the NLO cross section is given by

=d d d 34
prodxdec 7% Tnro o I'npo oo I'neo G4
and integrating over the decay phase space yields
dr d(r -r r
/ doNEQ = day / MO 4 doy / dweo =T _ o0 4 doy —doy—1— . 35)
P I'neo I'nLo I'nco
dec dec dec
At variance with this naive approach, a consistent perturbative expansion of the inverse decay
width [27],
1 1 F1>
- —(1=-=, (3.6)
I'nro Ty < Lo

and its extension to the full productionxdecay cross section, yields

NLOeyx Iy dl’y dI'y dl’y
/daprodxé)ec = doo <1 - FO> TO + / TO + doy T@ = dog+doy, (3.7)
dec dec dec dec

which is identical to the NLO production cross section, as expected from (3.2). In contrast,
the “unexpanded” implementation (3.4) of the NWA deviates form the “expanded” one by the
contribution

I

dJspurious = —doy , (3.8)
I'nLo
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which violates the factorisation property (3.2) and is thus going to be denoted as “spurious”. Since
this difference between the expanded and unexpanded versions of the NWA is of O(a% ), in principle
one may object that it does not violate (3.2) at NLO, and that it could be regarded as part of the
NLO uncertainty. This perspective would make sense only if it was uncertain whether terms of the
form (3.8) can contribute at NNLO or not. However, this is not the case, since in the perturbative
expansion of (3.2),

/da =dog +doy +doa + ..., (3.9)
dec
it is clear that there is no room for terms that depend on the decay width. This can be easily
understood also in the standard approach, where 1/I'n1,o is kept unexpanded. In this case, the
spurious term (3.8) is exactly cancelled by a corresponding NNLO term,

r
/ dopodaw = dorp——, (3.10)

dec

which consists of the product of the O(a) corrections to dopq and dI'. For these reasons,
the term (3.8) can be regarded as a spurious O(a?) contribution, while the expanded result (3.7)
guarantees a consistent implementation of the corrections to the decay subprocess, in the sense that
the general properties (3.1)—(3.2) of the NWA are fulfilled order by order in perturbation theory.

We note that the consistency of the inclusive NWA cross section could also be guaranteed by
keeping 1/I'n1,0 unexpanded and including the product of the NLO corrections to production and
decay, do1dI'; /T'N1,0, into the NLO calculation. As compared to the inverse-width expansion (3.7),
this alternative approach would yield the same inclusive cross section, but an improved differential
description of NLO radiation in decays. However, its implementation is technically more involved.

Let us now consider the NWA for the production and decay of multiple resonances. In this
case, to all orders in perturbation theory©

dgprodxdec =do H
reR

dr,
1—\ )

T

3.11)

where R is the set of intermediate unstable particles in the process at hand. The naive NLO
implementation of the NWA corresponds to
drr 0
— . 3.12
(H - ) (3.12)

dr
dog + dog
ZT: dr or LrNLO

Instead, extending the expansion to all 1/I", nr,0 terms yields

dr, I,
dog + Z <d00dF ’(1] - dUOF ’;) + doy

NLO
dUprod xdec

1
AL doq
r,0

d NLOexp
prodxdec

(H dFF0> : (3.13)

reER 0

and it is easy to show that, similarly as in (3.7), integrating (3.13) over the decay phase space and

10Tn the following we use a notation corresponding to a single decay channel per resonance. However, all formulas
are also applicable to resonances with more than one decay channel. In general, each dI';- should be understood as the
partial decay width dI';. .,. for a specific decay channel ¢, of the resonance r, while the total decay width corresponds to

FT = Zc,» fdec Fcr'
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summing over all decay channels, yields exactly the NLO cross section for the production process.
In the context of top-quark pair production, this expansion approach was first proposed in Ref. [27]
and was also applied at NLO in Ref. [28], and at NNLO in Ref. [34].

At NLO, the expanded version of the NWA can be related to the unexpanded one through

NLOex ' NLO 0 ! 0
da—prodxgec = (H TF ) do—glr%dxdec - (Z PT> do—grodxdec7 (314)
reER 0 reER 0
where
T,
dopioaxdec = 0o (H . ) (3.15)
reR 0

is the LO cross section evaluated using the LO decay widths as input parameters. Using (3.14) one
can express the spurious contribution for the case of multiple resonances as

_ NLO NLOexp LO
dUspuriouS = dgprodxdec - daprodxdec = 5/‘€spurious dgprodxdec ) (3.16)
where
' NLO rod xdec |
5/‘fspurious = [1 - <H 1—,\7 H%Lo - Z T =, 3.17)
reR 0 reER 0
with
NLO
prodxdec __ dUprodXdec (3.18)
NLO e :
prod xdec

Here we see that the spurious correction factor (3.17) is a simple linear function of the differential
NLO K-factor (3.18) with constant coefficients. Thus, dkspurious should feature a similarly mild
kinematic dependence as the differential K -factor.

In order to estimate the typical size of dKspurious, it is useful to simplify (3.17) by retaining
only O(a?) terms of type dojI',.1 and discarding terms beyond first order in I',.1. This is justified
by the fact that the QCD corrections to production processes are typically significantly bigger as
compared to those for decays. In this approximation one can show that

do
Sispurious = —dT; (Z ’1> , (3.19)

r
reR 0

where the sum between brackets corresponds to the relative effect of the corrections to all decay
subprocesses. For processes that involve ¢t production, possibly in association with other particles,
we have

do 1

P do I
H+Xx . _o9o1ltl | doy
5’€spurious - 2 dog Ft,o ~ +17% doyg ’ (3.20)

which can be a quite significant effect, depending on the size of the K -factor for the production

subprocess. In general, if the corrections to the production subprocess are close to 100%, as in
the case of ttbb production [69], then OKspurious 18 as large as the total NLO correction to all
decay subprocess. Thus, for any processes or kinematic region where do; /doy is large, the NLO
corrections to the involved decays are strongly distorted in the unexpanded NWA.

As we will see in Sect. 9, in the case of ¢t + tW production dKspurious 18 around 7%, which
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exceeds the size of the full tW contribution. Thus, in order to avoid this misleading effect, in the
next section we propose a generalisation of the expansion (3.13) to off-shell calculations.

3.2 Inverse-width expansion in off-shell calculations and POWHEG-RES matching

Let us now consider an off-shell process that involves (or is dominated by) a single resonance
history, i.e. a single production subprocess and a single combination of chain decays.! In the limit
of small widths, the off-shell LO and NLO cross sections tend to the respective NWA cross sections,
i.e.

(NLO 4 (NLO

daoﬁ—shell T, —0 prod xdec *

(3.21)

Thus the inverse-width expansion (3.14) can be easily extended to the off-shell case by replacing
the LO and NLO cross sections in the NWA by their off-shell counterparts. In addition, in order
to ensure that the shapes of the various resonances are perfectly consistent with the corresponding
NLO decay widths, dagf?_shen should be replaced by the Born contribution to the NLO cross
section, which is computed using NLO instead of LO widths as input parameters. For this quantity

we use the symbol dol()%@)_ <hen» and the off-shell extension of the expansion (3.14) is given by

d"i\%—os?;l = (H F;NLO> [dU o el — (Z 11:r1> do ng)—shell] ; (3.22)
rerR "0 rer "0

where R (h) is the set of resonances that occur in the resonance history h. Note that here, at variance

with (3.14), the product of I';, n1,0 /T’y factors is applied both to dJofoLPShell and dogf)f)_sheu since

these two ingredients are both computed using NLO decay widths. By construction, the zero-width

limit of (3.22) is equivalent to (3.14), and is thus consistent with the correct NLO production cross

section.

Now we turn our discussion to an extension of the inverse-width expansion to the matching of
off-shell NLO calculations in the POWHEG-RES framework. The aim of the prescription (3.22) is
to restore the correct normalisation of the cross section, while POWHEG’s emission probabilities,
i.e. the terms between square brackets in (2.30) and (2.32), have no net effect on the normalisation.
Thus, in (2.30) and (2.32) the inverse-width expansion can be restricted to the Bh(CI)B) terms and
implemented, in analogy with (3.22), as

Bp(®p)

r, _ Iy
- 1II fNLO Bu@p)— [ S | Bu(@s)| . (323)
reR(h) 0 reR(h) 0

exp

Since By, (®g) is the contribution of a specific resonance history i € H, its inverse-width expansion
involves the widths of the corresponding resonances € R(h). Here we assume that the relevant
building blocks, B(®g), V(®p) and R(PR), have been constructed as usual, i.e. without inverse-
width expansion, and using NLO widths as input parameters. Thus, all terms in (3.23), including
the Born term By (Pp), are multiplied by the products of I', n1,0 /Iy factors between squared
parentheses. This factor acts also to the virtual and real contributions to B(®g). Moreover it

UThe inverse-width expansion for fixed-order NLO calculations with multiple resonance histories can be implemented
in a similar way as discussed below in the POWHEG-RES framework, namely through a separation of the various
resonance histories.
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resonance history | production subprocess | decay subprocesses | examples
tt pp — tt t— Wb Fig. la—
t— Wb
tW— pp — tW™b t— Wb Fig. 1d—f
tW+ pp = tWTh t— Wb Fig. 1g—i
Z pp — Z/H + bb Z/H — (vl g

Table 1: List of the Born resonance histories for the off-shell dileptonic process (4.1) with corre-
sponding labels and decomposition into production and decay subprocesses. The leptonic W -boson
decays W+ — (T, and W~ — ¢~y are kept implicit.

should be applied also to hard radiation as

- (H PFNLO> Rie ) (@n). (3249

R (@p)
reR 0

exp

where R,(lhjrd)(QR) corresponds to the so-called hard remnant, i.e. real radiation “harder than

hdamp”, which is handled as fixed-order NLO radiation.

As demonstrated in Sect. 9, this inverse-width expansion has a quite significant impact on oft-
shell t¢ + tW production and decay cross sections. In particular, when comparing off-shell against
on-shell ¢t + ¢tW generators, the inverse-width expansion is absolutely crucial in order to avoid
large spurious differences and to identify the remaining small differences that are due to physical
off-shell effects.

4 Off-shell tt + tW production with dileptonic decays

In this section we briefly review the treatment of resonance histories in the original version of
the bb41l generator [2], and we then introduce a new version of bb4l, which implements an
extended set of resonance histories as well as improved resonance projectors based on matrix-
element information, and the inverse-width expansion introduced in Sect. 3.

The bb41 generator describes the family of dileptonic processes

pp — vl " opbb. 4.1)

All process-dependent ingredients for the generation of events, i.e. the terms B, V and R in the
various POWHEG formulas, are based on exact matrix-element input of O(a2a?) at LO and
O(a3a*) at NLO. At Born level, the full process (4.1) involves four different resonance histories,
which are listed in Tab. 1 and correspond to the production subprocesses pp — tt, pp — tW b,
pp — t Wb, andpp — Z/H +bb, together with the respective decay subprocesses. For simplicity,
we will collectively denote the tW b and t Wb histories as tW (or sometimes ¢tV b) histories. In
practice the pp — Z/H + bb subprocess plays a negligible role, and the full process is completely
dominated by the resonance histories of ¢¢ and ¢tV type. The latter are illustrated in Fig. 1, where
leptonic W -boson decays are omitted for simplicity.
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In the dileptonic bb41 generator the inverse-width expansion (3.23)—(3.24) is restricted to
top resonances and is applied, depending on the resonance history, to one or two top quarks.
Thus (3.23) yields correction factors (FtyNLO/Ft,O)”(h) and n(h) (I'y1/T'p) where n(h) is the
history-dependent number of top resonances. As for W resonances, in the dileptonic process (4.1)
they can not give rise to any spurious effects of type (3.17). This is due to the fact that leptonic
W decays do not receive any O(ag) correction. Thus, all matrix elements are evaluated using
I'w Lo throughout as input parameter, and without expanding 1/T'y n1,0. For a discussion of the
inverse-width expansion in the case of semileptonic decays see Sect. 5.2.

4.1 The original bb4l generator

The implementation of the POWHEG-RES approach in the original version of the bb41 genera-
tor [2] is based on a simplified treatment of the resonance structure of the process (4.1). In particular,
instead of the full set of Born resonance histories listed in Tab. 1, only the ¢ and the Z resonance
histories have been considered. The role of the former was to guarantee a correct treatment of all
top resonances, while the Z history was meant to account for non-resonant contributions.

These two resonance histories have been implemented using naive projectors of type (2.21)
and (2.28), including the relevant top, anti-top, W- and Z-boson resonances. In Ref. [2] it was
found that the Z resonance history is suppressed at the sub-percent level. Thus almost all LHEs are
generated according to the ¢t history in the original bb41 generator. This implies that, for almost
all events, POWHEG and shower radiation is emitted in a way that preserves the virtuality of the
W*b and Wb pairs. Moreover, at the LHE level, the allrad approach (2.32) leads to three
“factorised” QCD emissions: one from the ¢f production subprocess plus two extra emissions from
the t — W*hand £ — Wb decays. As discussed in more detail below, this treatment is well
justified only for events of ¢f type, while in the original version of bb41 it is applied also to events
of tW type.

4.2 New bb41-dl generator with improved resonance histories

In this section we present a new version of the bb41 generator that implements new resonance
histories of ¢tWW kind together with a more accurate determination of the resonance history pro-
jectors (2.20) and (2.26), based on matrix-element information. This new version of bb41l will
be referred to as bb41-dl, where “dl” stands for dileptonic, while its single-lepton extension
introduced in Sect. 5 will be called bb41-s1.

At variance with the original bb41, in the new bb41-d1 generator the negligible Z resonance
history is discarded, while the dominant ¢t history is supplemented by the two subdominant reso-
nance histories of tWW type, which were absent in the original version of bb4l. Thus bb41-dl is
based on the full set of resonance histories that dominate the process (4.1) in most regions of the
phase space.

As discussed in Sect. 2.2, in each resonance history the kinematic mappings (2.2) need to be
defined in such a way that collinear QCD radiation does not modify the virtuality of the relevant
resonances. To this end, all mappings associated with the ¢¢ history have been kept as in the original
bb41 generator, while in the case of the tWW ~b (£ Tb) histories novel mappings are used, where
the non-resonant W ~b (W *b) pairs are handled as part of the hard production subprocess, and only
the virtuality of the resonant ¢ () quarks is preserved.
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The most significant difference between the original and the new version of bb41l lies in
the treatment of QCD radiation stemming from events of {W kind. On the one hand, the new
tW histories imply that events of ¢tW kind generate only two POWHEG emission in the allrad
approach: one from the pp — tWb production subprocess and a second one from the decay of the
top resonance. The generation of these two independent POWHEG emissions is justified by the
factorisation properties of QCD radiation in the presence of a top resonance. On the other hand,
in the original approach without ¢tV histories, events of tW kind are treated in the same way as tt
events. In the allrad approach, this leads to a third POWHEG emission that is generated by an
off-shell Wb pair in a way that is not supported by theoretical arguments. In fact, from the viewpoint
of the correct tWW resonance structure, this third emission can violate the consistent ordering of
QCD radiation in the pp — tWb production subprocess. Vice versa, with the new ¢{W resonance
histories, the pp — tWb subprocess leads to a single POWHEG radiation followed by consistently
ordered shower emissions.

For what concerns the implementation of the new resonance histories, in order to assign
realistic ¢t and tW probabilities and to assess the related ambiguities, we have considered two
different types of history projectors: naive projectors of type (2.21) and improved projectors based
on matrix elements.

Naive resonance projectors

As a first option we have considered resonance projectors of the same form (2.20)—(2.21) as in the
original bb41l generator. At Born level, the weight of the ¢t history reads

b
P (@p)| = Wilp)Walpy) (42)

it naive
with
4
M;i
(p* - Mt2)2 + F?MtQ ’
where the top and anti-top momenta are given by p; = py, + pg+ + py, and p; = py +py— +pp,,. In

Wi(p) = (4.3)

the case of W histories, one of the top propagators is absent. At the same time, in the dominant gg
channel, and in the dominant phase-space region for ¢\ production, the gg — W+ ~bb matrix
elements involve an enhanced t-channel propagator that is associated with initial-state ¢ — bb
splittings. In the collinear regions, the virtualities of such enhanced propagators correspond to the
transverse energies of the b-quark spectators that are involved in the initial-state splittings, i.e.

E%yb = mj + pgr,b? or E?r,B = mj +p"2f,5' (4.4)

Thus the weights for the {1 histories are defined as the product of the weights (4.3) for a single
top or anti-top propagator combined with the 1/ E% enhancements form the associated g — bb
splittings, i.e.

2
(hist) g, _ Xmy B (hist) o, _ XMy 4
ptW+ ( B) naive E%b Wt(pt) ’ ptW‘ ( B) naive E?TB Wt(pt) : ( 5)

To be precise, in the resonance weights (4.2) and (4.5) we have also included extra contributions
corresponding to the W and W~ propagators. However, such W contributions are identical for
all considered histories, and thus they cancel out in the resonance projectors (2.8) and (2.20). For
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what concerns (4.5), note that we have introduced a factor y, which can be adjusted in a way
that the relative weights of the ¢t and ¢ histories are in reasonably good agreement with the
corresponding physical cross sections. This is not guaranteed for xy = 1, since the different nature
of the Breit—Wigner and initial-state ¢ — bb enhancements implies the presence of different extra
prefactors in (4.3) and (4.5).

The real-emission resonance weights p,(l}ft) (PR ) that enter (2.27) have been constructed as in
(4.2)—(4.5), but replacing p, — pp + py Or pj — Py + Py in the collinear sectors that involve the
corresponding splittings.

Matrix-element based resonance projectors

For a more accurate separation of the resonance histories of ¢ and ¢tV type we have implemented
improved resonance projectors based on matrix elements.'? To this end, we have split the ¢g and
gluon—gluon Born amplitudes of the full process (4.1) according to their resonance structure as

At = Ay + Agw+ + Agw— + Aren - (4.6)

Here the summands on the rhs correspond to the subsets of Feynman diagrams that contain: two
(anti)top resonances (A7), a single top (Az+) or anti-top (A,yy— ) resonance, and no top resonance
at all (A;em). In general, this splitting is not gauge invariant. However, it ensures a gauge-invariant
separation of double and single-top processes in the phase-space regions that are strongly dominated
by on-shell ¢t or tW production. For the separation of the various resonance histories, we have
employed the corresponding squared matrix elements, i.e.

his
P (@) |y = 1Al

his
P (@) |y = Maw+ 2
Pfﬁésf)(%)!m = | A > 4.7

In this definition of resonance projectors, all non-resonant (i.e. free from any top resonance) effects,
as well as interferences between ¢¢, tWW and non-resonant contributions are neglected under the
assumption that they play only a subleading role. In the following, all non-resonant and interference
contributions will be simply referred to as interference effects, since they are dominated by the
interference between ¢t and tW channels.

In the phase-space regions that are dominated either by ¢t or tWW production, interference
effects are expected to be suppressed. However, in the off-shell phase space that separates the tf
from the tWW dominated regions, interference effects can play a significant role. In this case, the
resonance weights (4.7) may involve a significant ambiguity due to the fact that interference effects
are assigned to the ¢f or ¢tV histories in an uncontrolled way. In order to quantify this ambiguity
we have considered two alternative resonance-history definitions, where the interference effects are

12This strategy was first suggested in [53] but not implemented so far.
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naive matrix-element—based extrapolation
x=1 x=01| ME ME' ME" Ir'y—0
tt | 90.6% 95.3% | 94.2% 93.7%  95.3% 96.0%
tW | 9.4% 4.7% 5.8%  6.3% 6.2%
4.0%
rem —1.5%

Table 2: Relative contributions of different resonance histories to the total LO cross section for
the full processes pp — ¢ vy ¢~y bb at 13 TeV. The first two columns correspond to the “naive”
tt and tW resonance histories defined in (4.2)—(4.5) for two different values of the normalisation
parameter . The last three columns correspond to the matrix-element resonance histories defined
in (4.7)-(4.9). The ME" variant defined in (4.9) involves also a remainder history (“rem”), which
embodies all interference and non-resonant contributions.

explicitly assigned to one of the histories. The first alternative is given by the weights

o (@) = Ml — [ Anwe [ = Ay

P (@) |y = [ 2,

i (@8) |y = [ A1, (4.8)
which effectively assign all interference effects to the ¢¢ history, while the second alternative is
given by

ol (@) |y = 1Al
pgvlli/si)(@B)‘ME" = | A+,
S (@8) [y = A2,
P (@) |y = [Aranl® — [Ail® = [Agw+* — [Agr- 2, 4.9)

where interference effects are excluded from the ¢¢ and tWW histories, and are assigned to an
additional “remainder” history (rem).

For the separation of real emission into resonance histories, the Born weights (4.7) and their
variants (4.8)—(4.9) have been extended to the real-emission phase space according to

hist hist) , &
Phee @)y = 2" (@) |y (4.10)

where the lhs corresponds to the weight that enters (2.27), and the Born events 5370 on the rhs are
defined through special real-to-Born mappings,

Pp. = Ppo(Pr), (4.11)

which are defined in a way that preserves the relative probabilities of ¢ and ¢V histories. This
can not be achieved by inverting the standard collinear mappings, since such mappings can lead to
severe distortions of the virtualities of the enhanced ¢-channel propagators associated with initial-
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state g — bb splittings within tWW ~b (W *b) resonance histories. For this reason we have designed
dedicated real-to-Born mappings (4.11) that simultaneously preserve the virtualities of the resonant
top quarks and W bosons, and also, as far as possible, the transverse energies of the b- or b-quark
emitters, according to the collinear sector at hand. Such mappings can be found in App. A and are
only used for the construction of the resonance weights (4.10).

In order to quantify the ambiguity that is related to the treatment of interference effects, we
have compared the contributions of the various resonance histories defined in (4.2)—(4.5) and (4.7)—
(4.9) to the LO cross section for the full process (4.1). As shown in Tab. 2, the naive resonance
histories (4.2)—(4.5) yield ¢t and tW fractions that are strongly sensitive to the choice of the free
normalisation parameter . At the level of the total cross section, setting x =~ 0.1 yields a reasonable
tW fraction. However, this choice is not guaranteed to provide a consistent ¢£ —tW separation in
the presence of arbitrary cuts and for any differential observable. For this reason, matrix-element
based resonance histories are certainly preferable. In this case, the three different options defined
in (4.7)—(4.9) yield fairly consistent ¢tW fractions, which vary between 5.8% and 6.3%. Comparing
the ME’' and ME” histories, as expected we observe almost identical tW fractions, while the
different treatments of ¢t histories and interference effects give rise to significant deviations in the
corresponding fractions. In the ME" case, the “rem” channel embodies all interference effects,
which turn out to be negative and amount to —1.5%, while the “pure” ¢t channel corresponds to
95.3%. Vice versa, in the ME' case all interference effects are attributed to the ¢¢ channel, which
is thus shifted by about —1.5% as compared to the ME” case. As for the ME case, comparing
against ME"” we observe that the interference effects are shared between the ¢ and tWW channels
with contributions that amount, respectively, to —1.1% and —0.4% of the total LO cross section.

In order to demonstrate that the new matrix-element—based projectors provide a reasonably
well defined separation between t¢ and ¢tV contributions, we have compared the various matrix-
element-based fractions reported in Tab. 2 against an alternative separation based on the I'y — 0
extrapolation (see e.g. [1]) of the LO cross section for the full process (4.1). The key idea is that, in
the limit where the total top-decay width is sent to zero, the ¢ contribution (|.A;;|?) to the integrated
cross section scales like 1/T'7, while tW contributions and t#—tW interferences scale like 1/T.
Thus, the ¢t contribution can be defined in a gauge-invariant way as

o = lim (o : 4.12
q = (&s bbal rﬁgtr) (4.12)
For the LO cross section at 13 TeV, performing a numerical I'; — 0 extrapolation we found
T~ 96.0%,  Tmon=tt _q_ TH 4 0%, (4.13)
Obb4l Obb4l Obb4l

This separation is expected to be equivalent to the one provided by the ME"” resonance histories,
since in both cases the ¢t channel and its complement correspond to the contributions stemming
from |A;|? and | Agan — Ayz|?, respectively. However, contrary to the ME” approach, the definition
of the tt contribution (4.12) involves also the narrow-width limit. Still, the ¢¢ fractions obtained
with the ME” resonance histories and the I'; — 0 extrapolation turn out to agree at the few permil
level. Of course, the same level of agreement is also found between the non-t¢¢ parts in (4.13) and
the combination of the t7¥ and remainder histories of ME" type.

These findings, together with the comparison in Tab. 2, demonstrate that matrix-element—based
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resonance histories provide a sound separation of the full process (4.1) into contributions of ¢¢ and
tW kind. This separation is not exact due to the unavoidable ambiguities that are related to the
assignment of interference effects. However, such ambiguities can be controlled in a systematic
way through the definition of resonance histories, and in the case of the integrated cross section
they turn out to be quite small.

We note in passing that the ¢¢ and ¢V resonance histories of the new bb41 generator may also
be exploited for applications that go beyond the generation of POWHEG radiation. For example,
the fact that LHEs are assigned, by construction, to a specific resonance history!® makes it possible
to split bb41l event samples into ¢t and ¢/ subsamples in a way that bears similarities with the
separation of different processes based on the matrix-element method [70].

Finally, we note that the introduction of resonance histories with independent t¢ and tWW
channels has required some technical improvements in the POWHEG BOXRES integrator. In the
original setup the integrator adaptive sampling grids have been optimised using an average of grids
over all resonance histories weighted by the cross sections in the individual resonance histories.
This strategy works well if the average grid is well suited for all resonance histories that yield
a significant contribution to the total cross section. This is not the case with the new resonance
histories, and with the original integration approach the tW histories feature a poor convergence
already at LO. For this reason, we modified the POWHEG BOX RES integrator such that each resonance
history provides an independent integration grid. In this way, the relative error in the cross section
is each resonance history is roughly the same, and the total relative error is a much steeper function
of the number of calls as compared to the case with only one grid.

5 Off-shell tt + tW production with semileptonic decays

In this section we present the new bb41-s1 version of the bb41 generator, which describes off-shell
tt and tW production with semileptonic decays. This reaction is part of the full process

pp — (Fv55bb, (5.1)

which involves a variety of other QCD and electroweak reactions. As will be discussed in Sect. 5.1,
the contributions associated with ¢¢ and ¢V production can be separated from the remaining
contributions in a way that is free from any significant ambiguity due to interferences. Based on
this observation, which is the outcome of a detailed analysis presented in App. B, we will select the
physics content of the new bb41-s1 generator, i.e. the contributing perturbative orders, partonic
processes and Feynman diagrams, in a way that corresponds to a direct generalisation of the original
bb41-dl generator. The implementation of the bb41-s1 generator is described in Sects. 5.2-5.3.

5.1 Selection of tZ and tW contributions to £*v,jjbb production

The Born cross section for the process (5.1) involves a tower of five different perturbative con-
tributions, which range from O(ada?) to O(ab), and originate from the interplay of scattering
amplitudes of order g‘SleQ, g§e4 and 5. As summarised in Tab. 3, the physics content of the
individual squared Born terms is as follows.

B]f needed, also the individual ¢ and W probabilities can be made available on an event-by-event basis.
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aga™ dominant subprocesses type order
ada? WEbb +2 jets V+HF NNLO
ag a’ tiny interference
tt +tWb tt 4 tW 4FNS LO
gq — tg'b+1 jet t-chanel single-top | 4FNS NLO
adat q7 — th+2jets s-chanel single-top NNLO
W*Z +2 jets with Z — bb 174% NNLO
W55 +2 b-jets VBF NNLO
aé a® tiny interference
. W+Zjj with Z — bb VBS LO
’ W*ZV with Z — bb, V — jj VvV LO

Table 3: Dominant processes in the Born cross section for pp — ¢*1,;7bb at the various orders

o/slfnoz%” for 0 < n < 4. The last two columns indicate, respectively, the corresponding hard

process (without light-jet emissions) and the order in QCD perturbation theory at which it starts

contributing to the pp — ¢*1,5jbb Born cross section. For instance, the vector-boson plus heavy

flavour (V+HF) process pp — W*bb starts contributing at NNLO. See the main text for more

details.

®

(i)

(iii)

The terms of (’)(agoﬂ) represent the leading QCD contributions and originate form squared
matrix elements of order g‘s1 e?. They are dominated by W -boson plus heavy-flavour produc-
tion (WW+HF) in association with two additional light jets, i.e. pp — W*bbjj, where the W
boson decays leptonically.

The terms of O(a%oﬁ) arise from squared matrix elements of order g3 e* as well as from the
interference between matrix elements of order g‘sle2 and €5. Such interferences are strongly
colour-suppressed and are seven orders of magnitude smaller wrt the full O(aZa?) cross
section. The latter is dominated by ¢ and tW production, i.e. pp — W W ~bb, with one
leptonic and one hadronic W -boson decay. Further subleading contributions are listed in

Tab. 3 and are discussed in more detail below and in App. B.

The terms of O(a®) arise from squared matrix elements of order % and represent the lowest
orderin ag. They are dominated by the vector-boson scattering (VBS) process pp — W*Zjj
and the tri-boson production processes pp — W*ZV, with Z — bb and a leptonically
decaying T boson, while in the tri-boson process the vector boson V' = Z, W decays into
two jets.

The additional contributions of O(aZa?) and O(aga®) correspond to pure interferences be-

tween matrix elements of different order. Such interferences are strongly suppressed due (also)
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(d) pp — tj + 2jets (e) pp — tb + 2jets ) pp — W+ Z(bb) + 2jets

t57 + 2b-jet
(o) PP 2 W35+ 2bjets

Figure 2: Representative tree diagrams for various O(a§a4) contributions to pp — (*v,qq bb.
See the main text for more details.

to colour-interference effects. Thus, the contributions (i)—(iii) can be regarded as three separate
processes, and only (ii) is included in bb41-s1, while (i) and (iii) can be described through inde-
pendent generators. The exact physics content of the bb41-s1 generator is defined as the subset of
the ingredients of the full process (5.1), which results from the following three-step selection:

(S1) Only terms of O(aZa*) at LO and O(adat) at NLO are included;

(S2) The two light jets in the final state are required to contain a ¢g pair with quark flavours
consistent with a WT — ¢q’ decay;

(S3) Only LO and NLO topologies that are in one-to-one correspondence with those occurring in
the related dileptonic process (4.1) are included, with the addition, as detailed below, of NLO
QCD corrections associated with the ¢g’ pair.

As discussed below, and in more detail in App. B, this selection is free from possible ambiguities
due to interferences. Moreover it provides a good approximation of the full process (5.1) in phase-
space regions where the invariant mass of the dijet system is not too far from myy, i.e. in the regions
that are usually selected for experimental measurements of ¢¢ and/or tW production.
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Let us first consider the contributions that fulfill the criteria S1 and S2, i.e. the O(a%a?) and
O(ada*) contributions to

pp — Eiygqq’bi) , (5.2)

where in the case of a negatively (positively) charged lepton the ¢’ pair must be consistent with the
decay of a W (W) boson, i.e. ¢q¢ = ud (dii) or c5 (s¢). Note that the selection of this quark-
flavour configuration is infrared safe at NLO. At this order, the process (5.2) involves all possible
contributions and interference effects that can arise from ¢t or tW production with semileptonic
decays. Examples of the corresponding Born diagrams are depicted in Figs. 2a—c, while the
remaining diagrams in Fig. 2, see also Tab. 3, correspond to various other physics processes that
contribute to (5.2) at (’)(a%a4). These include ¢-channel single-top production in the 4FNS at NLO,
i.e. with one extra jet (Fig. 2d), s-channel single-top production at NNLO, i.e. with two extra jets
(Fig. 2e), pp — W Z(bb) at NNLO (Fig. 2f), and W ;j production via vector-boson fusion with
an extra bb pair (Fig. 2g). Formally all these different processes contribute to the same O(a%o/l)
and (’)(a%a‘l) cross section interfering with each other. Thus, in principle, they would have to be
collectively treated as a single off-shell process. However, as shown in detail in App. B, the process
(5.2) can be well approximated as the incoherent sum of two ingredients: on the one side a process
corresponding to off-shell ¢¢ 4+ ¢WW production with interference and, on the other side, all other
processes. In phase-space regions dominated by ¢t + tW production this approximation in fact
holds at the permil level.

Based on this observation, in step S3 of our process definition we select all t£-+tW contributions
and interferences while discarding all other processes. Technically, at NLO this is achieved through
the following two steps: (a) selecting the subset of semileptonic Feynman diagrams that originate
from the full set of diagrams for the dileptonic process (4.1) by replacing a lepton-neutrino pair
with a ¢¢’ pair with the same weak-isospin quantum numbers; (b) adding, as described below,
extra virtual and real-emission contributions associated with the QCD interactions of the g7’ pair.
Schematically, this process definition can be written as

pp — (vl upbb . (5.3)
UF vy — qf
Since it is based on the full set of Feynman diagrams for the dileptonic process, this selection is
guaranteed to be gauge invariant. At the NLO, the same conversion (5.3) is applied also to the
virtual and real corrections.

Regarding the additional NLO corrections that arise when the lepton-neutrino pair is converted
into a g7’ pair, we note that the ¢g' fermionic line, which was originally a leptonic line, couples only
to electroweak bosons and does not exchange any SU(3) colour with the other QCD partons. For this
reason, the NLO corrections that are inherited from the dileptonic process via (5.3) do not interfere
with the additional QCD corrections that result from the interaction of virtual and real gluons
with the g¢’ fermionic line. Based on this observation, we handle these extra QCD corrections
as a separate contribution, which is directly implemented in the POWHEG-RES framework, as
explained in the next section. For efficiency reasons, for the relevant matrix elements we use a
W W ~bb double-pole approximation (DPA), where we include only topologies that involve two
resonant W bosons. This DPA embodies all possible t£ + ¢V contributions to the full process (5.1)
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and provides also an accurate description of the associated off-shell effects. In fact, at LO the DPA
description agrees at the permil level with the bb41-s1 description for all relevant inclusive and
fiducial cross sections and differential distributions. Note that the W1/ ~bb DPA is used only for
the QCD corrections associated with the ¢g' pair, which arises only through the W — ¢g’ decay in
the DPA, while all other NLO QCD ingredients are based on exact oftf-shell matrix elements for the
dileptonic process.

5.2 POWHEG-RES approach for 0£v,qq'bb production

Based on the above process definition, the POWHEG-RES generator for the semileptonic pro-
cess (5.3) can be implemented as an extension of the original bb41-d1 generator. The only missing
ingredient that needs to be supplemented are the QCD corrections associated with the ¢¢’ pair. This
can be achieved by generating dileptonic events with the bb41-d1 generator, and converting them
into semileptonic events according to the extended POWHEG-RES formula

Rppa(Pr,c)

do
BDPA ((I)B) rad,c

dobpa1—s1 = doppai—a1 KWhad AW}nd qcut g Athd k’T c)
CEC(thd)

54

Here doyppa1—a1 corresponds to dileptonic LHEs generated according to the POWHEG-RES for-
mula (2.32) in the allrad mode, which gives rise to up to three POWHEG emissions. Such
dileptonic events should be reinterpreted as semileptonic ones as indicated in (5.3). The real ra-
diation emitted by the resulting ¢¢’ pair is then generated as an extra POWHEG-RES +allrad
emission, handling the ¢’ pair as the decay products of a W resonance. This extra emission is
described by the expression between squared brackets in (5.4), which corresponds to the insertion
of an extra W — ¢q'(+g) decay subprocess into the POWHEG-RES + allrad formula (2.32).
The sum over ¢ € C(Wh,q) accounts for the two collinear sectors in W — ¢q’¢g , and the associated
resonance-aware mappings ensure that the virtuality of the intermediate W boson is preserved.
Note that the W — ¢q’(4¢) subprocess is the same for all ¢t 4 ¢tW histories, thus doppa; —q1 is the
only ingredient that needs to be split into resonance histories.

The R/ Bratioin (5.4) is computed in the DPA as discussed above. More precisely, Rppa (Pr,¢)
consists of all 2 — 7 real-emission topologies of type

pp — Wi(% Eil/)WjF(—> qq g)bb, (5.5)

where the extra gluon is emitted only within the W — ¢g’ decay, while Bppa (®) consists of all
2 — 6 tree topologies of type

pp — WE(= F0)WF (= qf)bb, (5.6)

The argument of Bppa (Pp) corresponds to the original underlying Born event of the dileptonic
process. The DPA is implemented only through a diagrammatic filter that requires the presence
of two W resonances, while we refrain from applying on-shell projections. The Sudakov form
factors Ay, ,, are constructed as in (2.31), but using Rppa/Bppa as emission probabilities.
This approach guarantees an accurate distribution of QCD radiation in the W -decay phase space,
including off-shell effects in the DPA and with an exact treatment of spin correlations.
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By construction, the total probability of the POWHEG emission in (5.4) is equal to one. Thus,
the Sudakov form factors effectively account for the part of the virtual corrections to W — ¢
that cancels against the real corrections. The main effect of the remaining finite part of the virtual
correction is a relative shift of the differential cross section, which corresponds to the overall NLO
correction to the W — ¢g’ branching ratio, while we do not expect any other significant effect from
the virtual corrections. Based on this observation, in (5.4) the finite part of the virtual corrections
to W — qq is accounted for by the matching factor

BR(W — jj)
BRppa1 (W — lv)’
which adapts the normalisation of the bb41-s1 cross section in a way that compensates for the
different branching ratios for hadronic and leptonic W decays. To this end, the denominator and
numerator on the rhs of (5.7) should be chosen consistently with the content of the bb4l-sl
generator, which corresponds to*

Kw, .. = 6.7

F'w_ow

BRbb41(W — ll/) = Ty

6 -1
= [9 + 7Tozs(mw)} ) (5.8)

NLO
and

BRbbzu(W — ]j) =1-3x BRbb41(W — ll/) . 5.9

The matching factor (5.7) guarantees a consistent treatment of hadronic W decays, without any
expansion of 1/I'y nro. As for the treatment of the top-quark width, the semileptonic generator
automatically inherits the inverse-width expansion (3.23)—(3.24) from the dileptonic generator
through (5.4).

We note that the above procedure can be easily extended to ¢t + ¢tW production with fully
hadronic final states. To this end, one should simply handle both hadronic W decays as described
above.

5.3 Implementation of the bb41-sl generator and interface to Pythia8

The semileptonic extension of the bb4l generator is implemented in the form of a bb41l-sl
plugin, which takes dileptonic LHEs generated with bb41-d1l as input and transforms them into
semileptonic events according to (5.4). After reading in dileptonic events, the bb41l-sl plugin
replaces the appropriate lepton and neutrino by a corresponding quark and anti-quark, adds the
latter to the list of valid emitters, and applies the normalisation factor (5.7). Subsequently, up
to one additional POWHEG radiation is emitted from the W — ¢g’ decay. The required Born
and real-emission amplitudes in DPA are evaluated using OpEnLoops [63—65] and its interface to
POWHEG BOX RES.

The LHESs that are generated by bb41-d1 and subsequently processed by the bb41-s1 plugin
are stored in the standard LHE format [71] with the addition of non-standard information that is
needed by the plugin to generate radiation in the W — ¢g’ decays. As in the original version of
bb41, each LHE involves multiple POWHEG emissions that are generated by the various production
and decay subprocesses in the allrad mode. In practice, bb41l-dl (bb41-sl) generates LHEs

“Note that the normalisation of bb41-d1 does not involve any sum over final-state lepton flavours, while the bb41-d1
normalisation involves the sum over both generations of light quarks in the final state.
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containing 6 + n final-state particles with 0 < n < 3 (4). Those POWHEG emissions that originate
from decay suprocesses are linked to the corresponding resonances, whose momenta are also stored
in the LHEs. In addition, in each LHE we also store the kinematics of the associated underlying
Born event ®p. For a reliable calculation of the DPA amplitudes, we also increased the number
of printed digits for kinematic quantities to the maximum available in a 64-bit floating point type.
This is backward compatible with the original POWHEG BOX Les Houches reader.

The consistent matching of radiation generated by bb41l-sl and Pythia8 is guaranteed by
a dedicated shower veto prescription within Pythia8, which is implemented in the language of
UserHooks, in PowhegHooks.h and PowhegHooksBB4L.h. As usual, Pythia is allowed to
shower without restrictions, and each new emission is analysed by the UserHooks code, which
decides whether to veto it or not, based on the presence, the type and the hardness of POWHEG
emissions in the LHE. In the first step PowhegHooksBBA4L . h identifies whether the new emission
is being attached to the production subprocess or to the top or anti-top decay. These three different
kinds of emissions are matched independently of each other, and only to POWHEG emissions of
the same kind. Emissions stemming from the production subprocess are handled by the standard
PowhegHooks .h code, while PowhegHooksBB4L . h takes care of radiation emitted from top decays.
In bb41-s1, hadronically decaying top quarks may generate up to two POWHEG emissions, one
from the ¢t — Wb decay and one from the W — ¢g decay. For what concerns the matching
procedure, the hadronic W decay needs to be handled as a third independent decay subprocess, on
the same footing as the ¢ — Wb and £ — W b decays. This new feature has been implemented
as a extension of the original PowhegHooksBB4L . h algorithm.

6 Setup for numerical studies

In Sects. 7-9 we investigate various features of the original bb41 generator [2], its new version with
matrix-element—improved resonance histories, and its extension to semileptonic final states based
on the bb41-s1 plugin. The required matrix elements are evaluated with OpExLoops [63—65].

Quarks of the first two generations are treated as massless, and the Cabibbo—Kobayashi—
Maskawa matrix is assumed to be trivial. Bottom and top quarks are treated as massive quarks and,
similarly as in the 4FNS, they are excluded form the list of possible initial-state partons. However,
they are included in the loop corrections and are handled as active quarks in the renormalisation of
the strong coupling, for which we use

as(m%) = 0.118. (6.1)

The consistent matching of this b-quark treatment with the PDFs is discussed below.
For the top quark and for W, Z and Higgs bosons the complex-mass scheme [44, 72] is used.
In this approach, particle masses are replaced throughout by the complex-valued parameters

p? = M? —ilym;. (6.2)

The electromagnetic coupling « and the weak mixing angle 6y, are derived from the gauge-boson
masses and the Fermi constant,

G, =1.16585 x 107° GeV ™2, (6.3)
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in the G, scheme, via

z 1
o= (15| s o9
and cos 0y, = pw /. The employed input masses are
my = 80.419 GeV myz = 91.188 GeV GeV ,
my = 172.5 GeV , my = 4.75 GeV ,
mp = 125 GeV . (6.5)

For the gauge bosons we use the NLO QCD widths
N0 = 2.10134 GeV YO — 251080 GeV (6.6)
and for the Higgs boson we use
Ty =4.03 x 1073 GeV . (6.7)

The value of the top-quark width is consistently calculated at NLO QCD from all other input
parameters at the level of the off-shell three-body decays ¢ — f f'b with light fermions £, f’ and a
massive b quark. This yields

L0 = 1.45258 GeV NLO — 1.32733 GeV . (6.8)

Here we also state the LO top width as required for the inverse-width expansion (3.23)-(3.24). To
compute the NLO QCD top-quark widths we employ a numerical routine of the MCFM implementa-
tion of Ref. [28].

All numerical studies are performed for LHC collisions at 13 TeV using the acceptance cuts
described in Sects. 7-8. As PDFs we employ the five-flavour NNPDF 3.1 set with ag = 0.118 [73],
as implemented in the LHAPDF®6 library [74] with LHAPDF id = 303400. The usage of five-flavour
PDFs is motivated by the fact that the typical scales in ¢ production are far above the bottom mass.
However, this choice is not consistent with the fact that the partonic cross sections are evaluated by
treating b quarks as massive and excluding them from the initial state. This different treatment of b
quarks in the PDFs and in the perturbative calculations can be easily compensated by appropriate
O(as) matching factors [75]. At the level of the B(®p) weights for the ¢g and gg channels, these
matching factors can be written as

_ _ 4 ag Q%{

Byg(PB) = Bgg(PB) — 3lrg _In m2 By(®B), 6.9)
— _ 4 ag Q%{ mg

By, (® B, (®p) — =Tr— |In | =+ In{ || Byg(® 6.10
99(PB) — Byg(PB) 3 P50 [n <m% +In 12 99(PB) , (6.10)

where ag is is the five-flavour strong coupling. Here the logarithm of m? /u# cancels the O(as)
contribution of b-quark loops to the evolution of the five-flavour gluon density, while the logarithms
of QQR / mg cancel b-quark loop contributions to the running of aeg from m, to the scale Qr. In the
case of a conventional 4FNS calculation, where b-quark loops are exlcuded or renormalised in the
decoupling scheme, one should set Qr = pr. However, in our case bottom loops are included in
the matrix elements and handled as active contributions to the runnig of ag. Thus in (6.9)—(6.10)
we set Qr = my,.
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We note that in Ref. [2] Qg was set equal to ug due to the erroneous assumption of a decoupling
of b-quark loops in the matrix elements. The effect of replacing Qg = ur by the correct setting
Qr = my amounts to a shift of about —6% in the bb41 inclusive cross section. However it turns
out that, due to an accidental cancellation, this shift is largely compensated by the inverse-width
expansion (3.23)—(3.24) introduced in this paper. Nevertheless, the correct implementation of the
matching factors (6.9)—(6.10) and the inverse-width expansion are crucial for the consistency of the
bb41 cross section. In particular, we note that the above mentioned accidental cancellation can be
spoiled by a different scale choice and/or in differential observables.

For the technical studies presented in this paper, the renormalization and factorization scales
are set to the fixed value®

PR = PF = My . (6.12)

Conventional variations of the QCD scales and PDFs are not considered since the focus of this
paper is on the treatment of NLO radiation and its matching to parton showers in the presence of
off-shell effects.

For the POWHEG BOX parameter hdamp, which defines the region of phase space where NLO
radiation is resummed in the POWHEG method [68], we set

hdamp = my.

This setting yields a transverse-momentum distribution of the top pair that is more consistent with
data at large transverse momenta. In Sects. 7-9 we always use the allrad feature described in
Sect. 2.2, and the inverse-width expansion (3.23)—(3.24) is applied throughout. Regarding the
treatment of resonance histories, in Sect. 7 we compare results obtained with the original histories
described in Sect. 4.1 and the matrix-element—based histories defined in (4.7), while the latter are
used throughout in Sects. 8-9.

All events are showered by Pythia 8.245 with the ATLAS A14 tune. For a consistent matching
of radiation in top decays, we enable both the PowhegHooks.h and PowhegHooksBB4L.h hooks
described in Sect. 5.3. For simplicity we switch off QED emissions, hadronisation, as well as
multiparticle interactions. Using the default procedure to unweight events before showering, we
found a significant fraction of events in which the btilde upper bound was violated, potentially
leading to unphysical distortions of some of the kinematic spectra of the final-state particles To avoid
this problem, we have enabled the ubexcess_correct feature,'® which ensures a fully consistent
unweighting procedure.

15We note in passing that the results of the original bb4l generator presented in Ref. [2] are based on the dynamic scale

1
pr = pr = [(M7 +pp,) (MF +p77)]* (6.11)

where the (anti)top invariant masses and transverse momenta are defined in the underlying Born phase space based on
the particle identities and the full four-momenta of the six (off-shell) decay products of the ¢ system (alternatively, this
scale choice can be applied at the level of physical momenta in the Born and real-emission phase spaces). While this
dynamic scale is not used in this paper, it is still available as default scale choice in the improved version of the bb41l
generator. We also note that, in the new version of bb41, the availability of resonance histories of ¢£ and W type makes
it possible to use different scale choices for events of ¢ and ¢V kind.

The corresponding correction factors for btilde and remnant events are: ub_btilde_corr = 0.9983 and
ub_remn_corr = 0.9969.
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All the event selections in this paper were implemented and all the plots obtained using
Rivet [76].

7 Effects of resonance-history separation

In the POWHEG-RES method, the consistent generation of QCD radiation in the presence of
resonances is guaranteed, as discussed in Sect. 2, by means of a splitting into contributions that are
associated with different resonance histories. In this section, focussing on the bb41 generator for
the dileptonic process pp — eTveu™ D,Lblg, we compare predictions based on the original definition
of resonance histories (OrigH) to the improved resonance histories based on matrix elements
(MeH). As dicussed in Sect. 4, the OrigH and MeH history definitions are characterised by different
probability distributions for the individual resonance histories, as well as different lists of resonance
histories. In particular, the MeH resonance histories include new histories corresponding to tWW
production and decay. The difference between results based on the MeH and OrigH resonance
histories can be regarded as an intrinsic uncertainty of the POWHEG-RES method, which is due
to the ambiguity in the definition of resonance histories in the off-shell regions of phase space. As
we will see, this uncertainty turns out to be very small. Thus, the observed agreement can also be
regarded as a validation of our implementation of the new MeH resonance histories.

7.1 Physics objects and event selection

Since our main focus is on technical aspects of the POWHEG-RES method, in the following com-
parison we use physics objects and selection cuts that are defined at the level of Monte Carlo (MC)
truth. This makes it possible to identify the four-momenta of all partons, including the two neutrinos,
and to reconstruct top resonances unambiguously.

Physics objects — Before applying any cuts we define the four-momenta and the flavour of leptons,
neutrinos and jets as follows.

* Both for leptons and neutrinos we use the full information that is available at MC-truth level:
we identify them according to their charge and flavour, and we use their exact four-momenta
at parton level. Since QED radiation is switched off in Pythia there is no need to recombine
collinear photon radiation off charged leptons.

* Jets are built using the anti-k algorithm [77] with R = 0.5 and are tagged according to their
flavour content at MC-truth level. Jets are categorised into B jets and light jets depending
on the presence of b quarks among their constituents. More precisely, jets containing at least
one b or b quark are classified as B jets and labelled as jp. Jets of type jp are additionally
labelled as ji, and/or jj if they contain at least one b and/or b quark.

Dilepton + B-jet selection (2LB) — We consider events that fulfill the following acceptance cuts
* Two charged leptons with pt > 25GeV and |n| < 2.5.
* Two neutrinos with a combined transverse energy, |pr 5|, larger than 25 GeV.

* At least one B jet with pr > 25GeV and |n| < 2.5.
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This event selection will in the remainder of the manuscript be labelled as 2LLB selection.
Off-shell cut — In order to investigate off-shell effects we also define the following (optional) extra
cut, which forces one of the two top quarks to be off-shell,

Qost-shent = max {|Qr — myl, Qg — myl } > 60GeV.. .

Here @); and )7 denote, respectively, the invariant masses of the reconstructed top and anti-top
quarks. The top and anti-top quarks are reconstructed as follows. We first assemble a collection
of all light jets, also outside of acceptance. Then, for the top quark, we start with the e™v,j,
system and add up to one light jet from the collection to it if it brings its virtuality, ()¢, closer to
my. The anti-top quarks are reconstructed analogously but starting from the p~ 7,73 system. This
reconstruction is done simultaneously for top and anti-top, minimising Q; + Qf — 2m;, and each
light jet from the collection is only used once. If there is only one light jet it is only added once
either to the top or the anti-top systems. The definition of Qg _shen involves two B jets, one of
which is selected by the 2LB cuts, while the other one is used to determine ()of_gnhell €ven if it lies
outside the acceptance region. When imposing the cut (7.1) we only require the presence of at least
two distinct B jets of type j, and jj, one of which must lie within the acceptance cuts. This event
selection is not realistic and only serves the purpose of comparing our predictions in a region with
increased fraction of tW resonance histories.

7.2 Effect of matrix-element-based vs original resonance histories

In the following we compare predictions for pp — eT v p™ Dubl_) obtained with the bb41-d1 genera-
tor using the original resonance-history projectors (OrigH) described in Sect. 4.1 and, alternatively,
the matrix-element—improved histories (MeH) introduced in Sect. 4.2 and defined in (4.7). Since
we always employ the allrad mode, which allows for up to one NLO emission in each production
and decay subprocesses, when using OrigH histories nearly all events,” involve the emission of
up to three POWHEG partons, two of which are gluons radiated by the two final-state b quarks.
In contrast, in the case of MeH histories only events of ¢f kind can give rise to three POWHEG
emissions, while events of tW kind radiate at most two POWHEG partons. In the latter case only
the b quark that originates from the top decay is guaranteed to emit POWHEG radiation, while
the first emission stemming from the other b quark is typically generated at the stage of parton
showering. For this reason, the most significant differences between OrigH and MeH histories are
expected to originate from events of tW kind and in observables that are sensitive to QCD radiation
emitted by b quarks. In particular, significant differences may show up in observables that depend,
either directly or through the acceptance cuts, on the b-jet momenta. Such differences are mostly
expected at the LHE level, where the number of POWHEG emissions depends on the history, while
in complete NLOPS simulations, where the different number of POWHEG emissions is compen-
sated by the parton shower, possible differences between OrigH and MeH histories are expected
to be mitigated. Note also that the choice of resonance histories does not affect observables that
are insensitive to the kinematic distribution of QCD radiation, and for those we anticipate identical
results when using OrigH or MeH histories.

Except for events with Zbb resonance history, which appear at a negligible rate.
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inclusive 2LB 2LB + off-shell
phase space cuts cuts
LHE OrigH 9.672(4) 4.422(3) 0.1908(6)
LHE MeH 9.653(3) 4.411(12) 0.1912(4)
LHE tW fraction 4.31% 3.86% 43.0%
NLOPS | OrigH 9.672(4) 4.419(3) 0.3515(8)
NLOPS | MeH 9.653(3) 4.408(2) 0.3502(5)
NLOPS | tW fraction 4.31% 3.86% 23.3%

Table 4: Cross sections in picobarn for the inclusive phase space (third column), in the presence of
dilepton+B-jet (2LB) cuts (fourth column), and with 2LB cuts in combination with the off-shell cut
Qoff—shell > 60 GeV (fifth column). Predictions based on the original (OrigH) and matrix-element—
based (MeH) resonance histories are compared at the LHE and NLOPS levels. The reported tIWW
fractions are determined using the MeH resonance histories and correspond to the fraction of events
with Wt or W™ history in the respective selections.

In Tab. 4 and Figs. 34 we compare predictions at the LHE and NLOPS levels with the
setup of Sect. 6 and the cuts of Sect. 7.1. In Tab. 4 we present integrated cross sections in three
different phase spaces. In the inclusive phase space (without cuts) we find, as expected, an excellent
agreement for LHE and NLOPS predictions based on the two different resonance histories. This
is a mandatory consistency check, which confirms that resonance-history projectors as well as the
operation of parton showering are unitary. In the presence of dilepton+B-jet cuts (2LB), due to the
sensitivity of the b-jet cut to the radiation emitted by the parton shower, the LHE and NLOPS cross
sections are no longer expected to be identical. However the different behaviour of QCD radiation
induced by the OrigH and MeH resonance histories gives rise to only sub-permil differences in the
2LB cross section. Finally, we find that the additional off-shell cut, Qog_shen > 60 GeV, selects
only about 8% (4%) of the 2LB cross section at the NLOPS (LHE) level, while increasing the
fraction of events with tWW resonance histories from 4.3% to about 23% (43%) at NLOPS (LHE)
level. In this off-shell region, comparing LHE and NLOPS results we observe that the parton shower
leads to a 84% enhancement of the cross section. This can be attributed to the fact that LHE events
with Qo _shel < 60 GeV migrate to the Qo _shenn > 60 GeV region as a result of shower induced
b-jet fragmentation, i.e. via radiation of a light jet that is emitted by the decay products of a top
quark but is not included in the corresponding reconstructed invariant mass, or b-jet contamination.
Given the strong sensitivity to QCD radiation and the high fraction of tWW events, in the off-shell
2LB region we may also expect an enhanced sensitivity to the choice of resonance histories. Indeed,
we observe a difference between OrigH and MeH histories, which remains however at the level of
few permil.

In Figs. 3-4 we investigate the sensitivity of differential distributions to the different definitions
of resonance histories. In particular, we consider the distributions in the transverse momentum of
the lepton pair and in the missing pT, which feature a significant sensitivity to off-shell effects [51]
and may thus be sensitive to the modification of resonance histories. Because the prescription
for resonance-history separation directly affects the emission of POWHEG radiation off final-state
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Figure 3: Differential distributions for pp — e+ueu_z7ub5 with dilepton+B-jet cuts (2LB): com-
parison of LHE and NLOPS predictions with original (OrigH) vs matrix-element-based (MeH)
resonance histories. The lowest frame shows the fraction of events of tW type. See the main text

for more details.

_34_



pp — et vep~7,bb @ 13 TeV

pp — et v~ 7,bb @ 13 TeV

'; [ ‘ T T ‘ T T ‘ T T T T ‘ T T ‘ T T T 1] ETT ‘ L ‘ T T TT ‘ L ‘ T T TT ‘ L ‘ T T TT ‘ T3
> £ 3] £ 3
Y r —— MeHNLOPS | r —— MeHNLOPS ]
2 MeH LHE B MeHLHE  _|
o 1073 = - = = OrigH NLOPS 3 E - = = OrigH NLOPS 3
= e [ - == OrigHLHE 7 L - == OrigHLHE ]
~ . |
< r ]
1074 =
1074 — = = 3
E 2LB cuts: Quff_shet > 60 GeV E [ 2LB cuts: Qoff_shen > 60 GeV i
r POWHEG BOXRES+OpenLoops/bb4l-s1 |__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - 1075 POWHEG BOX RES+0penLoops/bb41l-s1 '__ E—
Ll ‘ Ll ‘ Ll ‘ Ll ‘ Ll ‘ Ll Ll £ il ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ L1l 3
E 2.4 = = E ——
5 o225 = =
~ 2 = N — ~
wn == - = [9p) 3
5 18 ERS E
2 155 —+ MeH E E
12 ~ - OrigH 3 3
bl St e it b i i) Svirinel A St e iari Sl el i AT A e
B 1 % E
£ o5 —F NLOPS 3 2 05 —H NLOPS =
<} E LHE | EIRSS E LHE ] i I
e . N ey g == I 1wl =
S ?"' T 3 é) E | ! i 3
0.95 — — 0.95 —
0'9 Ef\ L1 ‘ | ‘ | | | | L1 17: if Il L1l I | L1l I | ‘ L1l ‘ I | ‘ Il 15
5 %7F E IS E EE
E 0.6 = —+— NLOPS — E —+— NLOPS —
g 05 LHE -3 < LHE =
S o - 2 .
g 03 = =z =
T 02 E = I E T =
L o1E = & E =
2 o E{ L1 ‘ Ll Ll ‘ Ll Ll ‘ Ll ‘ Ll 3 E o) E il ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ Ll L1l ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ L1 3
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Pretu- [GeV] PTver, [GeV]
pp — et v v,bb @13 TeV pp — etV 7,bb @ 13 TeV
% : T ‘ T T TT ‘ L ‘ L ‘ T T TT ‘ L ‘ T T TT ‘ T : % ; ‘\ T ‘ L L ‘ L L ‘ T L T ‘ L T T ‘ T E
L\? - MeH NLOPS L\U —— MeH NLOPS ]
2 MeH LHE 2 MeH LHE -
E 1073 = = = = OrigH NLOPS g 10-2 = = = OrigH NLOPS _J
2 E - OrigHLHE § = -=--OrigHLHE 3
~ N _ [ |
= F E = ]
1074 E 2LBcuts: Qof shenl > 60 GeV — E 2LBcuts: Qoffshen > 60 GeV | ;
F  POWHEGBOXRES+0OpenLoops/bb4l-sl I_ —] r  POWHEGBOXRES+0OpenLoops/bb4l-sl I" ]
: L1 ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ L1 : L 1 1 ‘ L L ‘ L L 1 L 1 ‘ L 1 1 ‘ 1 ]
2} = = B 45
T CE= L ERC I
= 1.8 N e < 35
L 16 = £ .3
o] 4 B = Qo §
2 aap T M ER
“E -+4- OrigH E 1
E = = 0.5 £ 7
0.8 B ‘ I | ‘ L1l ‘ L1l I | I I | Lt 0 E=l Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il L L L | —
E} E B E} E
£ o5 [ —F NLOPS 3 P o5 —H NLOPS
Q E LHE Ee] E LHE
— = YR T - o= — — ] = =S 4
E ! = - ‘-l-h—*—_‘—l_-_, E E B ?"‘HJ'F\_IJ_ =
0.95 - = 095 =
09 B L b b b bl L o9 v My b
5 O7TE = 3 E
E 0.6 = —— NLOPS 3 E
T 05F LHE - B
p E 3 2
<04 = ~
g E _\_\_\_‘—\_
I © = T
%’ 01 & = % L T
o S ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ Ll ‘ L1l ‘ 114 1 1 ‘ L L ‘ L L ‘ | L i 1 1 4
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 10 20 30 40 50
PT,js, [GeV] mjy, [GeV]

Figure 4: Differential distributions for pp — e*v.u™ 1, bb with dilepton+B-jet cuts (2LB) and with
the additional oft-shell cut Qg _shenn > 60 GeV. Same observables and predictions as in Fig. 3.
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b partons, depending on whether or not they originate from top decays, we also examine the
transverse-momentum and invariant-mass spectra of the hardest b jet.

In Fig. 3 we compare LHE and NLOPS predictions with OrigH and MeH resonance histories
in the presence of 2LLB cuts. The upper and the lower panels display absolute predictions and
various ratios, respectively. The NLOPS/LHE ratio, shown in the second panel, is independent of
the choice of the resonance histories, and in the dominant regions of phase space this ratio is close
to one, as expected from the sub-percent NLOPS/LHE agreement of the integrated cross sections
in Tab. 4. In the tails of the pr distributions, shower effects are more important and can reach
+20%. In the invariant mass of the leading b jet the NLOPS/LHE ratio is around 250%. This can
be interpreted as a moderate invariant-mass shift of order 5-10 GeV, which is induced by shower
radiation and translates into a large NLOPS/LHE ratio due to the steepness of the distribution in
mg B

The ratio of distributions based on MeH vs OrigH resonance histories, shown in the third panel
of Fig. 3, features an exceptional level of agreement, i.e. very small sensitivity to the choice of
resonance histories. This holds both at the LHE and NLOPS level, and for all observables, even in
the regions where shower effects are sizeable. For each observable, in the fourth panel we show the
fraction of events of t{WW type. This fraction is determined within the MeH approach as the ratio of
events with tWW ™~ or tW ™ resonance histories with respect to the total. Its kinematic distribution in
Fig. 3 shows that, in the 2B phase space, events of tIV type are most abundant in the region where
the leading b jet is soft.

In Fig. 4 we present the same distributions applying 2LB cuts and the additional cut Qo_ghen >
60 GeV. As a result of this off-shell cut, the fraction of tW events increases by about a factor
eleven (six) and LHE (NLOPS) level, while its kinematic dependence is qualitatively similar as in
the full 2LB phase space. The off-shell cut enhances also shower effects, and the NLOPS/LHE ratio
can reach a factor two in the tails of the pr distributions. As discussed above, this enhancement can
be attributed to a shower-induced migration of events across the off-shell cut at Qg _ghen = 60 GeV.
This interpretation is supported by the fact that the NLOPS/LHE ratio grows with the pt of the
leading b jet, and in the pr j,, tail the ratio of t# over |V events almost doubles when the parton
shower is switched on.

For what concerns the effect of resonance histories, we observe that the ratio of MeH/OrigH
distributions is mostly consistent with one within statistics. The only significant exception is
observed in the small invariant-mass region of the m;,; distribution, where MeH based predictions
are up to 7% below OrigH based ones. This effect can be attributed to the different OrigH/MeH
treatment of POWHEG radiation in events of {W kind. As discussed above, this OrigH/MeH
difference is expected to be mitigated by the parton shower, which is indeed what we observe at
NLOPS level. This interpretation is confirmed by the fact that the effect at hand shows up in the
mjy, region with the highest fraction of ¢V events (see the fourth panel). As expected, the observed
differences at LHE level are strongly mitigated when the parton shower is switched on. Indeed, at
NLOPS level no statistically significant MeH/OrigH difference is observed.

In general, the high level of agreement between MeH vs OrigH resonance histories demonstrates
that the ambiguity associated with the choice of resonance-history projectors represents a very small
source of uncertainty. This finding inspires further confidence in the POWHEG-RES method.
Moreover, the observed agreement can be regarded as a validation of our implementation of the
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new matrix-element based separation of resonance histories.

8 Comparison of dileptonic and semileptonic channels

In this section we discuss predictions of the new bb4l-sl generator for the semileptonic (SL)
process

pp — et v dubb, 8.1)
and compare them to predictions of the bb41-d1 generator for the related dilepton (DL) process
pp — eﬂ@u‘ﬂubl_) , (8.2)

using the new matrix-element—based resonance histories throughout. The above processes are both
dominated by a common pp — W+ W ~bb subprocess with a W+ — etv, leptonic decay,® and
the only difference lies in the hadronic or leptonic nature of the W~ decay,

W= = u or W~ — du. (8.3)

More precisely, upon identification of the leptonic and hadronic W~ decay products, the two
processes are perfectly equivalent at Born level, while all differences arise from the breaking of
the trivial correspondence between hadronic and leptonic W™ decays, which results from QCD
radiation effects in hadronic W decays. Thus, depending on whether a given observable is weakly
or strongly sensitive to such QCD effects, the comparison of bb41-s1 and bb41-dl is expected to
yield, respectively, good agreement or sizeable differences. The former case provides a check of the
mutual consistency of the two generators, while the latter case can be exploited to gain instructive
insights into the origin and the manifestation of QCD radiation effects in various observables.
With these two objectives in mind, in the following we define physics objects and observables in
a way that enables switching between the cases of weak and strong sensitivity to QCD effects that
originate from the fragmentation of jets and/or form their contamination through other sources of
QCD radiation.

8.1 Physics objects, W reconstruction and event selection

In this section we define selection cuts and observables that are designed such as to enable a
consistent comparison of the SL and DL processes (8.1)—(8.2). In particular, we define optimised
W -reconstruction procedures that are based on MC truth and maximise the correspondence between
hadronic and leptonic W-boson decays by minimising the sensitivity of the former to QCD radiation
effects. Such optimised W -boson reconstructions will be enabled and disabled in order to maximise
the consistency of bb41-s1 and bb41-d1 predictions for validation purposes and, alternatively, to
gain insights into the origin and behaviour of QCD radiation effects.

Physics objects and raw reconstruction of W bosons

Light jets are defined with the anti-kT algorithm with R = 0.5. The leptons, neutrinos and B jets
are defined as in Sect. 7.1, and in this Section the labels j; and jj are used for the leading b and b
jets.

81}/ -boson decays should always be understood as off-shell decays.

- 37 —



Leptonic and hadronic W-boson decays are reconstructed as follows. In the DL and SL
channels, the leptonic W+ — e*y, and W~ — w~ 1, decays are reconstructed based on the
particle identity and exact four-momenta of their decay products according to MC truth. In the SL
channel, the hadronic W~ — du decays are required to form two separate jets, which are labelled
as jgv and j2V. The associated W~ bosons are reconstructed by identifying and combining such
jc‘l/V and 72 jets at MC truth level. In the following, this procedure will be referred to as raw W
reconstruction.

Recombination and decontamination of hadronic W bosons

At the Born level, the reconstructed hadronic W~ boson in the SL channel is equivalent to the
leptonic W™ boson in the SL channel. However, this simple correspondence can be largely
obscured by the effect of QCD radiation and jet clustering. In particular, the hadronic W™ mass
peak is expected to be smeared as compared to the leptonic one. This is because the W virtuality
can be either enlarged, if radiation from outside of W™ gets clustered together with jgv and 72V,
or reduced, if the radiation from within W~ escapes the cones of ng and 5%V In order to restore
a high degree of similarity between W~ bosons of leptonic and hadronic type, in the following
we introduce a recombination and decontamination procedure that minimises the effects of QCD
radiation and jet clustering in the reconstruction of hadronic W~ bosons.

Recombination of hadronic W~ bosons — The fragmentation of ng and ng jets can lead to a
significant reduction of the invariant mass of the reconstructed W™ boson. To avoid this effect,
based on MC truth we add to jgv and j2V all missing partons that originate form the W~ — du
decay via NLO radiation or parton showering. Such partons are assigned each to the jet ng or ;W
with the smallest AR distance. This W recombination applies also to partons that are clustered
into b jets, i.e. together with TV -recombination we apply a B-decontamination procedure, which
consists of removing from B jets all gluons and quarks that originate from the W~ — du decay.
These corrections are expected to suppress DL-SL differences in the W ~-mass distribution below
the peak as well as in the efficiency of cuts and in distributions involving jgv, §¥ and B jets.
Decontamination of hadronic W~ bosons — The clustering of QCD radiation originating from
other parts of the process into jgv and j% can significantly increase the invariant mass of the
reconstructed W™~ boson. To avoid this effect, based on MC truth we remove from jgv and 52V all
partons that do not originate from the W~ — du decay. This W-decontamination is combined with
a B-recombination procedure, where all partons that were removed from jc‘l/V and ;¥ are added to
the jp jet that is closest in AR if AR < 0.5. These corrections are expected to suppress DL—SL
differences in the W™ mass distribution above the peak, as well as in the efficiency of cuts and in
distributions involving j(‘l/v, J¥ and B jets.

The combination of these recombination and decontamination procedures amounts to an ap-
proximate reconstruction of the original hard d and @ quarks before the emission of any radiation in
the W™ decay. Thus it is expected to yield a good correspondence between leptonic and hadronic
W decays. Again, we note that the purpose of these idealised recombination and decontamination
procedures is to investigate QCD radiation patterns in a systematic way.
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Acceptance cuts

After the above physics object identification and W -reconstruction procedures, and before imposing
acceptance cuts, we require that the four objects stemming from W -boson decays, i.e. e*v, and
W~ v, or ng §W, are pairwise separated by AR > 0.5. Furthermore, we identify the leading 7,
and j jets, which are required to be two individual jets, i.e. separated by a distance AR > 0.5. In
addition, we require that j;, and j; are at a distance AR > 1 from the four objects stemming from
the decay of the W and W~ bosons.

At this stage we count the number Np of jets of type jp with pr > 25GeV and n < 2.5,
and we split the phase space in two complementary regions with Ng = 1 and Np > 2. Finally,
we apply one of the following two selections, which require the presence within acceptance cuts of
three physics objects corresponding either to a top or an anti-top decay.

Wb selection — We require that the leading j;, and the W™ decay products, i.e. e and v, fulfill
pr > 25GeV and n < 2.5. These three physics objects represent a “top candidate”.

W b selection — We require that the leading j; and the W~ decay products, i.e. 4~ and U ( ng
and j2) in the DL (SL) sample, fulfill p > 25GeV and n < 2.5. These three physics objects
represent an “anti-top candidate”.

8.2 Results

In the following we present comparisons of bb41 predictions in the DL and SL channels for a Wb
and a Wb selection in the regions with Np = 1 and Np > 2. These comparisons are carried out
at the LHE level, i.e. focussing on the effect of the hardest POWHEG emissions.

In Figs. 5-6 we apply a Wb selection and we study various observables that depend on the
constituents of the “leptonic top candidate” e* v, j. In general, since these three objects are treated
in the same way in bb41l-dl and bb41-sl, we expect to observe good agreement. In fact, in
the first five observables of Figs. 5-6 the difference between DL and SL predictions with raw W/
reconstruction (SL raw) never exceeds 2—3%. This holds both in the Ng = 1 and Np > 2 phase
space. Such small differences are due to the interplay of QCD radiation from hadronic W™ decays
with the B jets that enter the acceptance cuts or the observables at hand. This is confirmed by
the fact that the maximum DL-SL difference goes down to 1% when the WW-decontamination and
-recombination corrections (DL dec+rec) are applied. This reduction is clearly visible in the j
mass distribution, where the 2-3% excess in the SL raw prediction is due to radiation stemming
from the hadronic WW-boson decay, which gets clustered into j; increasing its invariant mass. A
similar behaviour is observed in the distribution in 1+, .

As for the distributions in pr .+, prj, and myy+, we observe that SL raw predictions are
already in excellent agreement with DL ones. Applying the dec+rec corrections this agreement
persists. Finally, in the invariant mass of the reconstructed top quark in Fig. 6 we see that SL raw
predictions exceed DL ones by up to 10% in the resonance region. This excess reflects a migration
of events from the Breit—Wigner peak towards higher invariant mass, which is due to radiation from
the hadronic W™ decay that gets clustered into j,. Similarly as for the m, distribution, this effect
disappears when the dec+rec corrections are applied.
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Figure 5: Comparison of bb41 LHE predictions in the dilepton channel (DL) and in the single-lepton
channel with naive W -reconstruction (SL raw) or with W -decontamination and -recombination
corrections (SL dec+rec). The distributions in the pt of the positron and in the pr and the mass
of the leading b-jet are compared in the W™ phase space with Ng = 1 (left column) and Ng > 2
(right column). See more details in the main text.
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Figure 6: Same comparison as in Fig. 5 for the invariant masses of the reconstructed W™ boson,
i.e. my+ = meg+,,, and the invariant masses of the e ™ j; and W j; systems. See more details in
the main text.
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Figure 7: Comparison of bb41 LHE predictions in the the dilepton channel (DL) and in the single-
lepton channel with raw W -reconstruction (SL raw) or with W -decontamination and -recombination
corrections (SL dec+rec). The distributions in the pr and the mass of the leading B-jet and in the
mass of the 1~ j, (DL channel) or j;7j;, (SL channel) systems are compared in the W™ phase space
with Np = 1 (left column) and Np > 2 (right column).
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Figure 8: Similar comparison as in Fig. 7 for the distributions in the invariant masses of the
reconstructed I~ bosons, which correspond either to the ;1 , or the j}i’V §¥ systems, and of the
associated W~ j;, systems. Here in addition to DL, SL raw and SL dec+rec we also show predictions
in the single-lepton channel with only W-decontamination (SL dec only). The central frame shows
the various DL/SL ratios, while the lower frame shows the ratio of SL dec+rec wrt DL with higher
resolution.
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In Figs. 7-8 we apply a Wb selection and we study various observables that depend on the
constituents of the jC‘l/V j}{v Jjp hadronic “anti-top candidate” in the SL channel and its ;ﬁﬁu Jp leptonic
counterpart in the DL channel. In Fig. 7 we show the distributions in the pt and the mass of jj
as well as the invariant mass of the 1™ j; (jgv jp) pair in the DL (SL) channel. In general, due to
the presence of hadronic W~ decays, in the W ~b selection we observe much more pronounced
DL-SL differences as compared to the Wb selection. In the bulk of all distributions, SL raw
predictions feature a deficit of about 10-20% wrt the DL channel. This effect can be attributed to the
fragmentation of light jets from W™ decays, which leads to reduced pt as compared to the decay
products of the leptonic W~ decay, and thus to fewer events passing the acceptance cuts in the SL.
channel. In the tail of the ng Jp mass distribution, above the edge that is located around 150 GeV, we
observe the opposite behaviour, i.e. an excess of SL raw events as compared to DL ones. This can
be attributed to the migration of SL events across the edge as a result of large-angle QCD radiation
that is emitted by the W~ decay and absorbed by j;. When applying dec+rec corrections, all
DL-SL differences are largely suppressed as expected. More precisely, with the only exception of
the suppressed region of small jgv Jp invariant mass, the remaining DL—SL difference is at the level
of 5-8%. This residual mismatch can be attributed to imperfections of the dec+red corrections,
such as the ambiguity in the assignment of large-angle QCD radiation to the individual jgv or ;W
jets.

In Fig. 8 we present the same comparison for the distributions in the invariant masses of the
reconstructed W~ boson and of the anti-top quark. In these observables, the DL-SL differences due
to the kinematic effects of QCD radiation and jet clustering are strongly amplified by the presence
of narrow Breit-Wigner peaks. In the Np = 1 and Np > 2 regions, and for both invariant-mass
distributions, the SL raw predictions feature huge enhancements in the off-shell regions on both
sides of the resonances. Such enhancements are due to two opposite mechanisms, where resonant
events lose invariant mass due to the fragmentation of the jgv or 7 jets or, alternatively, gain
invariant mass due to QCD radiation that does not originate from the hadronic W™ but is clustered
into the jgv or jWV jets. The light-jet clustering mechanism can be reversed by applying the -
decontamination correction (see “SL dec only” curves). As a result, in the high-mass tails the SL.
excesses of up to 100-200% disappear, and the SL cross section goes down to around 10-30%
below the DL one. This deficit can be attributed to the light-jet fragmentation mechanism, which
is also responsible for the huge DL excesses below the Breit—Wigner peaks. These remaining
DL-SL differences are strongly suppressed when the I -decontamination is supplemented by the
W -recombination correction (SL dec+rec). In this case, in the W -mass distribution the shape of
DL and SL predictions become almost identical, and in a broad region around the Breit—-Wigner
peaks we observe a rather constant difference around 5%, similarly as in Fig. 7. An equally good
shape agreement and 5% difference is observed also in the anti-top mass distributions.

In summary, the results of Figs. 5-8 demonstrate the mutual consistency of the bb41-dl and
bb41-s1 versions of the bb41 generator, providing also a qualitative and quantitative picture of the
jet-fragmentation and jet-clustering effects that are responsible for the expected differences between
DL and SL channels.

_44 —



9 Shower effects and comparison against on-shell t£ + tW generators

In this section we turn our interest in the investigation of ¢t + tW production with semileptonic
decays to the parton shower, and we quantify its effect by comparing bb41-s1 predictions at the
LHE and NLO+PS levels. Moreover we compare the bb41-s1 generator against the well established
POWHEG generators that describe ¢t and tW production in the on-shell approximation, namely
the hvq [55] and the STytcn [35] generators.”® This comparison provides quantitative information
on various physics ingredients—such as off-shell and interference effects—that are included at
NLO+PS accuracy in bb41l-s1, while in hvq+ST,tcn they are either absent, or only included at
LO+PS accuracy.

9.1 Differences between on-shell and off-shell generators

As a basis for the comparison of on-shell against off-shell POWHEG generators for ¢t + tW
production with semileptonic decays, in the following we list the main deficits of hvg+STycn Wrt
bb41-s1 in terms of physics ingredients and perturbative accuracy.

e Inbb4l-sl,allt — Wband W — ¢ decays are NLO+PS accurate, i.e. the hardest emission
is based on matrix elements, while in hvq+ST,., such decays are only LO+PS accurate,
i.e. QCD radiation is entirely generated by the parton shower. The resulting differences can be
quite sizeable at the LHE level. However, after parton showering they tend to be rather small.
This is due to fact that shower emissions in ¢ — Wb and W — ¢g’ decays are systematically
improved through matrix-element corrections (MEC) in Pythia.

* The ST, generator describes tW production as a gb — tW hard process with massless
b quarks. This implies that ¢t/ contributions to the phase space with two resolved b jets arise
via pp — tWbreal-emission channels and are only LO+PS accurate. In contrast, in bb41-s1
b-quark mass effects are included throughout, and ¢tW contributions are NLO+PS accurate
in the whole phase space with up to two resolved b jets.

¢ Inbb41l-sl the tt—tWW interference is entirely included at NLO+PS accuracy, while the STytch
generator supports two different treatments of the interference. In the diagram-subtraction
approach (ST, -DS), the interference is included in the pp — tW b real-emission processes,
i.e. with LO+PS accuracy, while in the diagram-removal approach (ST, -DR) it is omitted.
Thus, the difference between ST, -DR and STy, -DS can be regarded as a LO+PS estimate
of the tt—tW interference.

* Inbb41-sl non-resonant effects, i.e. contributions from diagrams that are free from ¢t — bW
sub-topologies, are included throughout at NLO+PS accuracy, while in hvg+ST+cp they are
entirely absent.

» Off-shell effects are exact in bb41l-sl, while the hvq+STyt.n generators employ matrix
elements with on-shell top quarks together with an approximate treatment of off-shell effects,
which consists of re-distributing the invariant masses of top quarks (and their decay products)
according to a Breit—Wigner distribution.
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bb41-sl | hvq+STytcn-DS | hvq+STytch-DR
t — Wband W — qq decays || NLO+PS LO+PS LO+PS
tWb production NLO+PS LO+PS LO+PS
tt—tW interference NLO+PS - LO+PS
off-shell effects NLO+PS approx. approx.
non-resonant contributions NLO+PS - -

Table 5: Summary of the main differences—in terms of physics ingredients and their formal
accuracy—between bb41l and the hvq+ST,.n generators for the cases where STicn is applied
in diagram-subtraction (STytcn-DS) or diagram-removal (STy+.n-DR) mode (see the discussion in
Sect. 9.1). The indicated formal accuracy, NLO+PS or LO+PS, refers to the phase space with two
resolved b jets.

The above differences between hvg+STyycn, and bb41-sl are summarised in a schematic way
in Tab. 5.

9.2 Physics objects and event selection

The comparisons presented in the following subsections are based on a semi-realistic event selection
that is inspired by experimental analyses of ¢t production. In particular, as described in the following,
we focus on semileptonic ¢t signatures with two resolved b jets.

Physics objects and cuts — The event selection consists of the following steps.

* Based on MC truth we identify the charged lepton and the neutrino stemming from the decay
of the W™ boson.2° For both we require pr > 25 GeV, and in the case of the charged lepton
also |n| < 2.5.

» Jets are built using the anti-kr algorithm with R = 0.5 and are categorised into b jets, b jets
and light jets depending on the presence of b quarks among their constituents at MC-truth
level.

» We require (at least) two light jets, plus one b jet and one b jet with pr > 25GeV and
In| < 2.5. In the following the label j, (jj) is used to denote the leading b (b) jet within
acceptance.

Reconstruction of resonances—Certain observables are defined in terms of the W-boson and top-
quark momenta, which are reconstructed as follows.

* The momentum of the leptonically decaying W boson is defined as the sum of the four-
momenta of the corresponding lepton and neutrino (also when |, | > 2.5).

* To reconstruct the hadronic W boson we consider the four hardest light jets within acceptance
and we select the combination of 2 or 3 light jets whose invariant mass is closest to myy .

®These generators are named as the corresponding directories in the POWHEG BOX package [78].
20]n the analysis we use the exact four-momenta of the W decay products. As before, since QED radiation is switched
off in Pythia there is no need to dress charged leptons.
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inclusive phase space et v bbjj fiducial phase space
R=0.5 R=0.2
0[pb] NIZOPS U[pb] NgOPS U[pb] NgOPS

bb4l-sl NLOPS || 57.56(2) 1 16.30(1) 1 14.639(9) 1

bb4l-s1 LHE 57.56(2) 1 16.33(1) 1.002 17.17(1) 1.173
hvq NLOPS || 54.340(9) | 0.944 15.910(6) | 0.976 14.244(6) | 0.973
hvq LHE 54.339(9) | 0.944 17.446(7) | 1.070 18.614(8) | 1.272
STytcn-DR NLOPS || 2.5524(3) | 0.044 0.5249(2) | 0.032 || 0.4683(2) | 0.032
STytcn-DR LHE 2.5524(3) | 0.044 0.3082(1) | 0.019 || 0.3470(1) | 0.024
STytcn-DS NLOPS || 2.5194(3) | 0.044 0.4877(2) | 0.030 || 0.4232(2) | 0.029
STyten-DS LHE 2.51943) | 0.044 0.3002(1) | 0.018 0.3280(1) | 0.022
hvq+STsecn-DR | NLOPS || 56.892(8) | 0.988 16.475(6) | 1.011 14.780(6) | 1.010
hvq +STyecn-DR | LHE 56.893(8) | 0.988 17.754(7) | 1.089 18.961(7) | 1.295
hvg+STuen-DS | NLOPS || 56.859(8) | 0.988 16.398(6) | 1.006 14.667(6) | 1.002
hvq + STyeen-DS | LHE 56.858(8) | 0.988 17.746(7) | 1.089 18.942(7) | 1.294

Table 6: Cross sections for pp — et1,jjbb at 13 TeV in the fully inclusive phase space (columns
3-4) and in the fiducial phase space with two b jets plus two light jets, a lepton and a neutrino,
as defined in Sect. 9.2 (columns 5-8). In the latter case we compare results based on the anti-k1
algorithm with R = 0.5 (columns 5-6) and R = 0.2 (columns 7-8). The various rows report
bb41-s1 predictions at the LHE and NLO+PS level, as well as corresponding hvg+STy;c»,-DR and
hvq+STytcn-DS predictions. In the case of bb41-s1, by default all LHE and NLOPS results include
the inverse-width expansion discussed in Sect. 3. In this comparison all input parameters, QCD
scales, PDFs and branching ratios are chosen consistently with the setup described in Sect. 6.

* The (anti-)top-quark momentum is reconstructed as the sum of the momenta of the recon-
structed (W ™) W boson, plus the (j;) jp jet and up to one of the remaining light jets within
acceptance. The latter is included in case it yields an invariant mass closer to m.

9.3 Integrated cross section

Cross sections obtained with the bb41-s1 and hvq+STy¢cn generators at LHE and NLOPS levels
are reported in Tab. 6. Let us first focus on fully inclusive cross sections. In this case, as expected
from the unitarity of NLO+PS matching, LHE and NLOPS predictions coincide with each other and
correspond exactly to fixed-order NLO. As compared to bb41-s1, the hvq inclusive cross section
features a deficit of 5.6%, which is mainly due to the missing tW contribution. The latter amounts
to 4.4% of the bb41-s1 cross section, both in the DR and DS approach, which points to a very small
tt—tW interference. The combined hvq+STycn prediction lies only 1.2% below bb41-s1. This
small difference can be attributed to bottom-mass effects, off-shell and non-resonant contributions
of O(T'y/my), or to effects that originate from O(ad) differences in the treatment of bottom-loop
contributions to the gluon-PDF, and in the perturbative expansion of 1/T';. In this respect we note
that the consistent expansion of 1/T"; terms up to O(asg), as described in Sect. 3, is mandatory in
order to achieve percent-level agreement between hvq+STyc, and bb41-s1. In particular, we have
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checked that omitting the inverse-width expansion (3.23)—(3.24) in bb41-s1 yields

Obb4l—sl

= 1.074, 9.1)
Thvq +ST no 1/I"; expansion

which corresponds to a difference bigger than the entire ¢tV contribution. Based on the analysis
of Sect. 3, it is clear that a similarly large mismatch would show up also in fiducial cross sections
and differential observables.

Moving to the eTv,.bbjj fiducial phase space, we observe that the bb41-s1 cross section
remains largely independent of shower effects. More precisely, when jet cuts are applied using the
standard jet resolution, R = 0.5, the difference between NLOPS and LHE predictions are at the
permil level. This tiny sensitivity to parton showering is mainly due to the fact that, in bb41-s1,
the hardest QCD emissions from all top-production and -decay subprocesses are entirely controlled
by matrix elements. This is not the case for hvq and STy, where QCD radiation in top decays is
entirely generated by the parton shower. Moreover, in the case of STy, also the hardest radiation
on top of the pp — tWb production process is entirely due to the shower. In the fiducial hvq
cross section such shower effects are around —10% and are most likely dominated by negative
jet-pr shifts resulting from jet fragmentation. As for the STy, fiducial cross section, we observe
that parton showering shifts the LHE result by about +65%. This large positive effect can be
attributed to positive jet-pr shifts resulting from ISR contamination of hard jets. This interpretation
is supported by the fact that the shower sensitivity of the STytcn fiducial cross section is strongly
attenuated when the jet resolution is reduced to R = 0.2, while in the case of hvq its is strongly
enhanced. Note that, for R = 0.2, shower effects become quite significant also in the bb41-sl
fiducial cross section, where they amount to —15%, while their impact in hvq+STy¢cn is around
—23%.

Comparing bb41-s1 to hvq+ST,¢., at the NLOPS level, we find that the percent-level agree-
ment observed in the inclusive cross section persists also in the fiducial phase space, both for
R = 0.5 and R = 0.2. More precisely, when cuts are applied the relative difference wrt bb41-sl
moves form about —1% to +1%. This level of agreement is remarkable, since the fiducial cross
section is sensitive to the modelling of QCD radiation in tWW production and top decays, which
is entirely controlled by Pythia in hvq+STytch. In this respect, we note that Pythia’s matrix-
element corrections play a significant role. We have checked that disabling such corrections shifts
the fiducial hvq+STy¢cn cross section (for R = 0.5) by about —2.5%, while in bb41-s1 the effect
of Pythia’s matrix-element corrections is at the few-permil level. Finally we note that, in the
fiducial region, the DS-DR difference points to interference effects of the order to 10% of the tW
contribution, which amounts to only 2—3 permil of the total fiducial cross section.

9.4 Shower effects in differential distributions

In Figs. 9-11 we investigate the impact of shower effects in the bb41-s1 and hvg+STy¢cn generators
by comparing LHE and NLOPS predictions for various differential distributions that describe the
behaviour of the positron, the leading b and b jet, the leptonically decaying W boson and ¢ quark,
as well as the hadronically decaying W~ boson and ¢ quark. These comparisons are carried out in
the et v bbjj fiducial region, and the decaying W bosons and (anti-)top quarks are reconstructed
as detailed in Sect. 9.2.
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In the positron-rapidity distribution (Fig. 9a) we observe that the NLOPS/LHE ratios for
R = 0.5 and R = 0.2 are nearly independent of 7).+ and behave as in the case of the fiducial cross
section. This holds both for bb41-s1 and hvq+STytcn. A similarly stable behaviour is observed
also in the positron-pr distribution (Fig. 9b), but only for moderate pr .+, while above 100 GeV
shower effects become increasingly sensitive to pp .+. This behaviour is quite similar in bb41-s1
and hvq+STytch. Thus it is probably due to the interplay of ISR with the acceptance cuts, since ISR
is handled in a similar way in the different generators.

The above interpretation is supported by Fig. 9c, where we observe that the NLOPS/LHE
ratios are rather sensitive to the pr of the hardest b jet. In particular, the effect of the shower grows
significantly at large pr. We have checked that the corresponding distribution for the case of the
hardest b jet behaves in a very similar way.

Also the distributions in the masses of the hardest b and b jets behave in a similar way, and in
Fig. 9d we present the one for the b jet. This observable is highly sensitive to the parton shower,
and NLOPS/LHE corrections are completely different in bb41-s1 and hvq+STy¢cn. The reason is
that all bins with m;j, > my are mostly populated by QCD radiation off b quarks, which is modelled
in a different way in the different generators. In the case of hvg+STych, Wwhere QCD radiation off
b quarks is entirely stemming from the parton shower, NLOPS/LHE corrections have a huge impact,
which varies between a factor four and a hundred in the plotted region. In contrast, in bb41-s1,
where the hardest emission is controlled by the matrix elements, NLOPS/LHE corrections are
around a factor 2-3 and roughly constant.

The distributions in the invariant masses of the reconstructed W+ and W~ bosons, Myy+
lept

and Myy,— ., are shown in Figs. 10a—b. In the case of the leptonically decaying W™, apart from
normalisation effects at the level of the fiducial cross section, the invariant-mass distribution is
completely insensitive to QCD radiation. In contrast, the modelling of QCD radiation has an
important impact on the invariant mass of the hadronically decaying W ~. Below resonance,
shower radiation tends to increase the cross section due to jet-fragmentation processes, where QCD
partons escape from the reconstructed W boson. In bb41-s1 such effects are around 20%, while
in hvg+STycn they reach a factor four. The shower tends to increase the cross section also above
the W~ resonance. This can be attributed to the contamination of the reconstructed W~ boson
through ISR or QCD radiation stemming from b quarks. Here the differences between bb41-s1 and
hvqg+STytcn are less dramatic since in both cases the hardest initial-state emission is generated by
POWHEG. The above interpretations of shower effects are consistent with the observed dependence
on the jet radius: when R is reduced from 0.5 to 0.2, jet-fragmentation effects (below resonance)
tend to increase, while jet-contamination effects (above resonance) tend to decrease.

The distributions in the invariant masses of the reconstructed ¢ — W*j, and t — W™ j;

resonances, Mmy,+ and my;, - jp> are shown in Figs. 10c—d. In the case of the t — W3,
lept had

resonance (Fig. 10c), in spite of the leptonic nature of the W™ decay, we observe qualitatively
similar shower effects as for the hadronically decaying W~ (Fig. 10b). In particular, in hvq+STy¢cn
we find sizeable positive shower corrections that tend to increase (decrease) below (above) resonance
when R is reduced from 0.5 to 0.2. Since the involved W boson decays leptonically, this behaviour
must be due to fragmentation and contamination processes that involve the associated b jet. We
note also that, as compared to hvg+STycn, the shower sensitivity of bb41-s1 is much smaller
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Figure 9: Impact of the parton shower for pp — eT1,jjbb at 13 TeV in the fiducial phase space
with two b-jets plus two light jets, a positron and a neutrino, as defined in Sect. 9.2: distributions in
the rapidity of the positron (a), its transverse momentum (b), as well as the transverse momentum of
the hardest I_)—jet (c) and its invariant mass (d). The upper frame shows LHE and NLOPS predictions
of bb41-sl for R = 0.5, while the middle (lower) frames compare the NLOPS/LHE ratios of the
bb41-sl and hvq+STtcn-DS generators for R = 0.5 (R = 0.2).
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Figure 10: Distributions in the reconstructed invariant masses of the leptonically decaying W™+
(a) and hadronically decaying W~ boson (b), as well as of the leptonically decaying top (c) and
hadronically decaying anti-top quark (d). Same acceptance cuts, predictions and ratios as in Fig. 9.
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Figure 11: Distribution in the invariant mass m,+;, of the positron and the hardest b jet. Same
acceptance cuts, predictions and ratios as in Fig. 9.

below resonance, while above resonance it is similar. This suggests that b-jet contamination is
dominated by ISR, which is handled in a similar way in the different generators. Finally, we observe
that shower effects in the invariant-mass distribution of the hadronically decaying anti-top quark
(Fig. 10d) are quite similar as in the case of the leptonically decaying top (Fig. 10c). Thus, the
sizeable shower corrections to the invariant mass of the hadronic W™ (Fig. 10b) seem to have little
impact on the reconstructed mass of the hadronic anti-top. This is most likely due to the fact that,
inside a hadronic ¢ — Wb — jjb decay, the radiation that is emitted from the b quark which
contaminates the reconstructed hadronic W boson (or vice versa) does not have any impact on the
reconstructed top-quark momentum.

Finally, in Fig. 11 we present the distribution in the invariant mass of the positron and the
b jet, i.e. the visible decay products of the leptonically decaying top quark. At LO, this observable
features a kinematic edge at m2, ; = mi — mj}, ~ (152GeV)?, which can be exploited for
top-quark mass measurements or in order to design cuts that suppress backgrounds due to on-shell
top-quark production. In the region above the edge, which is entirely populated by events with QCD
radiation, we observe that bb41-s1 and hvq+STy¢y, are both strongly sensitive to shower radiation.
This suggests that the observed NLOPS/LHE corrections are dominated by ISR, which is handled
in a similar way in the different generators. In the region below the edge, the impact of the shower
is much less pronounced. For R = 0.5, in hvq+STy¢cp, it can reach 20%, while bb41-s1 is largely
insensitive to the parton shower.

9.5 Off-shell vs on-shell generators

In Figs. 12-14 we compare predictions of the off-shell bb41-s1 generator and its on-shell coun-
terparts, hvq+STytcn, for the same set of observables investigated in Sect. 9.4. In addition, in
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order to quantify the relative importance of the ¢t and tWW production modes we also present pure
hvq results, and to assess tt—tW interference effects we compare STycn predictions in diagram-
subtraction (DS) and diagram-removal (DR) mode. Moreover, both for bb41-s1 and hvg+STych,
we present extra ratios that illustrate the effect of the matrix-element corrections that are applied
within Pythia8 when showering top-quark and W -boson decays.

In the lepton-rapidity distribution (Fig. 12a) all ratios between predictions of bb41-s1, hvq,
hvg+STytcn-DR and hvq+ST,.,-DS are nearly constant, and their values are consistent with those
observed at the level of the fiducial cross section. This holds also for the distribution in the positron’s
transverse momentum (Fig. 12b) in the region of moderate pt, while above 100 GeV the DS and DR
prescriptions yield increasingly different cross sections pointing to a sizeable tt—tW interference.
For pr .+ around 300 GeV, the pure hvq prediction lies 4% below bb41-s1, and adding STytcn
in DR mode, i.e. the pure tW contribution, shifts the result by +15%, while switching from DR
to DS mode, i.e. including the interference, results in a shift of —9%, which brings hvq+STytcn
in very good agreement with bb41-sl. When using the DS prescription, the difference between
hvg+STytcn and bb41-s1 is below 1-2% in the entire plotted range. As demonstrated in the second
ratio plot, this excellent consistency is guaranteed also by Pythia’s matrix-element corrections,
whose effect at high pp .+ is around +6% in hvq+ST,tcn and only +2% in bb41-s1. In general, in
all considered distributions the sensitivity of bb41-s1 to Pythia’s matrix-element corrections is
strongly suppressed as compared to hvg+STycn. This is expected, since in bb41-s1 such shower
corrections affect only the second and subsequent emissions.

Also for the distribution in the pr of the hardest b jet, shown in Fig. 12¢, we find agreement at
the few-percent level between hvg+STy.n-DS and bb41-s1. Here the most significant deviation
shows up in the first bin and amounts to only 2%. The relative weight of /W grows from 2% at low
pr to about 4% in the tail, while Pythia’s matrix-element corrections in hvq+STy¢., vary between
+2% and -5% depending on the pr.

The distribution in the invariant mass of the hardest b jet, shown in Fig. 12d, features slightly
larger differences, ranging from —3% to +5%, between hvq+STytcn-DS and bb41-s1. The most
significant deviation is observed in the shape of the m;, distribution between 5 and 25 GeV, and is
most likely due to the different treatment of parton showering in the different generators. In fact, as
discussed in Sect. 9.4, b-mass distributions are extremely sensitive to the parton shower. We also
note that the observed difference between the generators is smaller as compared to the impact of
Pythia’s matrix-element corrections in hvgq+STytch.

In the distributions in the invariant masses of the W™ and W~ bosons (Figs. 13a-b) the relative
weights of the hvq and STytcn contributions are nearly constant. In the case of the leptonically
decaying W™ boson also the relative effect of matrix-element corrections on hvg+STyycpis nearly
constant, while the differences between hvq+STytcn DS and bb41-s1 vary from zero to 5% depend-
ing on myy+. In contrast, for the hadronically decaying W~ boson we find that matrix-element
corrections to hvq+STycn are sizeable and depend on my,— in a way that is consistent with the
behaviour of shower effects in the on-shell generators. Also the difference between bb41-s1 and
hvQ+STtcn, which ranges between —2% and +2%, features a similar kinematic dependence, which
suggests that such difference originates from shower uncertainties. Here it should be stressed that,
in the light of the large magnitude of shower effects in hvq+STy+ch, the percent-level agreement
with bb41-s1 is quite remarkable.
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Figure 12: Comparison of NLOPS predictions of on-shell and off-shell generators for pp —
etv,jjbb at 13 TeV in the fiducial phase space with two b jets plus two light jets, a positron and
a neutrino, as defined in Sect. 9.2: distributions in the rapidity of the positron (a), its transverse
momentum (b), as well as the transverse momentum of the hardest b jet (c) and its invariant mass
(d). The upper frame shows NLOPS predictions of bb41 for R = 0.5. The middle frame shows
ratios wrt bb41-s1 for the case of hvq, hvq+STytcn in DS and DR mode, while the lower frame
shows the ratio of hvq+ST,,-DS and bb41-s1 distributions obtained with default Pythia settings
(dogef) and disabling Pythia’s matrix-element corrections (doyg off )-
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The distributions in the invariant masses of the leptonically decaying ¢ and the hadronically
decaying ¢ quark (Figs. 13c—d) provide interesting insights into the different treatment of top
resonances in bb4l-sl and hvq+STy¢c,. For both distributions, comparing hvq alone to the
combined hvqg+STych prediction, we observe irrespective of the DR or DS modes that the relative
weight of tWW production, which amounts to 3% in the fiducial cross section, is quite sensitive to
the top and anti-top invariant masses: in the vicinity of the (anti-)top resonance it goes down to
2%, while in the off-shell region it increases up to 10% and beyond. This behaviour is due to the
fact that in the regions where ¢ (%) is, respectively, on-shell or off-shell, the relative weight of the
corresponding resonance-free single-top channel, i.e pp — tW ~b (tWTb), is strongly suppressed
or enhanced. Note that in the case of the leptonic ¢-mass distribution the single-top contribution to
the off-shell region is much more pronounced as compared to the hadronic £-mass distribution. This
is most likely due to the fact that QCD radiation effects associated with the hadronic W~ decay
lead to a strong dilution of the reconstructed ¢ resonance, which implies a significant migration of
on-shell ¢t events towards the off-shell regions.

Comparing bb41-s1 to hvq+STych in Figs. 13c—d, in the case of the hadronically decaying
t resonance we observe a qualitatively similar behaviour as for the associated W~ resonance: in the
on-shell region hvg+ST,cn features a deficit, while in the off-shell regions it exceeds bb41-s1 by
up to 10% As discussed above for the W~ -mass distribution, these deviations can be attributed to
parton-shower uncertainties, and the fact that in the ¢-mass distribution they are much more sizeable
is consistent with the fact that shower effects are much bigger than in the W ~-mass distribution (see
Fig. 10b). Note that the same holds also for Pythia’s matrix-element corrections to hvq+STy¢cn,
which behave in a significantly different way on the two sides of the peak. As for the leptonic
t resonance, in the off-shell region below the peak the relative difference between hvq+STytcn
and bb41-s1 turns out to be much more pronounced than in the hadronic ¢ resonance. This is
related to the fact that the leptonic resonance is much steeper due to the absence of dilution effects
stemming from the hadronic W~ decay. In particular, moving form the peak to the neighbouring
bin below the peak, the cross section goes down by a factor four, while in the difference between
hvg+STytcn and bb41-s1 we observe an abrupt change of about —10%, which can be interpreted
as a difference of —2.5% in the number of events that migrate from one bin to the other, as a
result of QCD radiation. We also note that this abrupt change is correlated with a similarly sharp
variation of Pythia’s matrix-element corrections in hvq+ST,.,. This suggests that the significant
shape differences between hvq+STytcn and bb41-s1 may be due to parton-shower uncertainties in
hvqg+STytcn and, given the huge size of shower effects in hvg+STy+ch, the observed agreement with
bb41-s1 is better than one may expect. In this respect, one should also keep in mind that on-shell
generators like hvg+STychare not expected to provide an accurate description of off-shell effects.

Finally, the distribution in the invariant mass of the positron and the b jet, shown in Fig. 14,
features an interesting pattern of off-shell effects. In the region above the kinetic edge at m+ ;, =~
152 GeV, the difference between hvq and bb41-s1 grows quite rapidly, reaching —25% at 300 GeV.
At the same time, the difference between STy predictions in DS and DR mode indicates large
tt—tW interference effects that grow up to 20% in the tail. In spite of these large off-shell effects,
at high m.+ ;, the difference between bb41-sl and hvq+STytcn-DS never exceeds 5%. This is
quite remarkable given that shower effects are around a factor two in the tail (see Fig. 11). In the
region of small m.+ j, , the DR and DS modes of hvq+STy¢cn agree, which indicates negligible tt—
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Figure 13: Distributions in the reconstructed invariant masses of the leptonically decaying W+
(a) and hadronically decaying W~ boson (b), as well as of the leptonically decaying top (c) and
hadronically decaying anti-top quark (d). Same acceptance cuts, predictions and ratios as in Fig. 12.
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Figure 14: Distribution in the invariant mass m.+;, of the positron and the hardest b jet. Same
acceptance cuts, predictions and ratios as in Fig. 12.

tW interference effects. Nevertheless, we observe a deviation between bb41-s1 and hvq+STytch,
which approaches 10% in the first bin. This may be related to the very strong sensitivity of the b-jet
mass to shower radiation in hvq+STycn (see Figs. 9d and 12d).

10 Summary and conclusions

We have presented methodological improvements, new results and tools for the NLOPS description
of off-shell £ + tW production with dileptonic or semileptonic decays at the LHC. In the dileptonic
case, NLOPS predictions of this kind are available through the bb41 generator in Ref. [2], which
is based on exact NLO matrix elements for the full /*v, ¢’ ~,bb production process. This pro-
vides, among others, a unified NLO description of off-shell ¢¢ and ¢t production including their
interference, as well as a NLO accurate description of all involved decay subprocesses. Within
the bb41 generator, the consistent matching of off-shell matrix elements to the parton shower is
guaranteed by the POWHEG-RES method, i.e. the resonance-aware extension of the POWHEG
method. This technique is based on so-called resonance histories, which provide a probabilistic
decomposition of the full off-shell process into separate production and decay subprocesses. Such
resonance histories play a key role in order to guarantees the correct NLO shapes of resonances.
Moreover, they make it possible to associate NLO radiation to specific subprocesses and to generate
one POWHEG emissions from each subprocess, i.e. multiple POWHEG emissions per event.

In this paper we have presented a new version of the dileptonic bb41l generator together
with a new generator that provides the same kind of NLOPS accuracy for the case of off-shell
tt + tW production with semileptonic decays. These new dileptonic and semileptonic generators
are both implemented in the bb41 framework and are called bb41-d1 and bb41-s1, respectively.
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Technically, semileptonic Les Houches events can be generated in an efficient way by re-processing
pre-existing dileptonic events.

The definition of the physics content of the bb41-s1 generator involves nontrivial subtleties,
which are due to the presence of various irreducible backrounds that contribute to the same signature
and interfere with ¢t¢+¢W production. Based on a detailed analysis of such irreducible backgrounds,
we have implemented a theoretical process definition, which guaratees that bb41-s1 includes all
possible ¢t + tW contributions and the ¢tt—tW interference, while all relevant backgrounds—such
as t- and s-channel single-top production processes with extra jet radiation—can be separated and
simluated with independent tools. In practice, we have adopted a process definition based on the
same LO and NLO Feynman diagrams that contribute to the dileptonic process, plus additional
QCD correction effects associated with the hadronic W — ¢¢’ decay at NLO. For the latter we
have adopted a double-pole approximation that retains all Feynman diagrams with subtopologies
of type pp — W W ~bb plus extra radiation.

In addition to the new bb41-s1 generator, we have presented two significant methodological
improvements that are implemented both within bb41-d1 and bb41-s1.

The first improvement deals with spurious effects of O(a%) that arise from the inconsistent
perturbative treatment of decay widths at NLO. In the context of the NWA, this problem is well
known and can be solved by means of a systematic perturbative expansion of terms of the form
1/T'NnLo. Off-shell NLO calculations, whose zero-width limit coincides with the NWA, suffer from
the same problem. However, a direct expansion of 1/I'x1,0 terms is not possible in the off-shell
case, since such terms are not explicitly present. Nevertheless, as we have shown, the inverse-
width expansion can be generalised to NLO calculations for arbitrary off-shell processes and their
matching to parton showers in the POWHEG-RES framework. As we pointed out, in the case of
off-shell ¢t + tW production this inverse-width expansion plays an important role for the consistent
normalisation of total and differential NLO cross section. In fact, if left uncancelled, spurious terms
can shift the cross section by up to 7%, which exceeds the size of the overall off-shell and tW
contributions, and is similarly large as the complete NLO corrections to top decays.

The second methodological improvement concerns the definition of the POWHEG-RES reso-
nance histories for off-shell ¢ + ¢t W production and decays. While the original bb41 generator was
effectively restricted to resonance histories of t¢ type, the new bb41-s1 and bb41-s1 generators
implement also new histories of tW type. In addition, for both types of resonance histories we
have implemented realistic history probabilities based on Born matrix elements. This guarantees
a reliable separation of events that are dominated by ¢t or tW production, and a more consistent
treatment of the hardest QCD radiation for these different types of events. In the case of bb41-d1,
this improved POWHEG-RES implementation was compared to the one of Ref. [2] for several
distributions, finding only minor numerical differences. This suggests that bb41 predictions are
largely free from uncertainties related to technical choices in the definition of resonance histories.

In another technical study we have compared predictions of the bb41-s1 and bb41-dl gen-
erators in a way that highlights those differences that originate from QCD effects associated with
the hadronic W decay in bb41-sl. In particular, we have isolated QCD effects stemming from
jet fragmentation and jet contamination, and we have analysed their impact on various differential
observables.

Finally, we have presented a tuned comparison of bb41l-sl against the on-shell POWHEG
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generators of ¢t and tW production, i.e. hvq and STytcn. In this context, in spite of the deficits
of the on-shell generators in terms of physical content and perturbative accuracy, for several
observables we have observed an unexpected level of agreement. As we have demonstrated, this
good agreement is due also to Pythia’s built-in matrix-element corrections, which promote the
formal accuracy for top and W decays within on-shell generators from LO to approximate NLO.
The most significant deviations between on-shell and off-shell generators arise, among others, from
the tt—tW interference, which is described with NLO accuracy within bb41, while in the on-shell
case it can only be estimated at LO by comparing different version of the ST, generator.

The presented results deal only with selected kinematic distributions that are typically studied in
the context of ¢ production, while we did not investigate more exclusive phase-space regions where
off-shell and tW contributions can be strongly enhanced. In that case, and in general, bb41-d1l
and bb41-s1 are expected to provide more reliable predictions as compared to the on-shell NLOPS
generators.

The methodology developed in this paper is also applicable to off-shell ¢£+¢tW production with
fully hadronic decays, and will make it possible to generate fully inclusive event samples including
dileptonic, semileptonic, and hadronic decays.
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A Real-to-Born kinematic mappings

In this appendix we provide the explicit form of the kinematic mappings that enter the new matrix-
element—based resonance histories presented in Sect. 4.2. The definition of such histories is based
on the weights (4.7), and their alternative versions (4.8)—(4.9). Such weights are defined in the
Born phase space and are extended to the real-emission phase space through real-to-Born kinematic
mappings as specified in (4.10)—(4.11). The goal of these real-to-Born mappings, which transform
real-emission events into Born events,

¢r — B, (A.1)

is to ensure that the accuracy of the ¢t and ¢V Born probabilities, which is guaranteed by the usage
of Born matrix elements, is not spoiled by their extension to the real-emission phase space. To
this end, as discussed in Sect. 4.2, the mappings (A.1) are designed such as to preserve the key
quantities that control the relative probabilities of ¢t and ¢tW histories, namely the virtualities of the
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W+b and Wb systems, as well as the transverse energies of the b or b quarks that are potentially
involved into initial-state g — bb splittings in the case of ¢1¥ production.

The real-to-Born mappings (A.1) are independent of the resonance history and depend only
on the collinear sector c. More precisely, they only depend on whether the emitter is an initial-state
(IS) particle or a final-state (FS) b or b quark. These different cases are discussed in App. A.1 and
A2

A.1 The FS case

In the case of final-state radiation there are only two possible collinear sectors, which correspond
to b — bg or b — bg splittings and can be associated, respectively, to an off-shell ¢+ — ¢*1;bg or
t — ¢~ ybg decay. In the following we refer to this decay as the radiative top decay, for which we
use the charge-independent notation

t — fvbg . (A2)

In the FS case, the real-to-Born mapping (A.1) acts only on the subset of momenta that arise from
the radiative top decay, which is identified according to the actual collinear sector. Such momenta
are labelled as

{11, Db Py} C PR, (A.3)
while for the related momenta of the bg system, the off-shell W boson and the off-shell top quark,
we use the symbols

Pw =D +D,, Dy = PhtDy, Py = D+ Doy (A4)
The real-to-Born FS mapping turns the real-emission momenta (A.3)—(A.4) into the Born momenta
{p1,pvsm} C P, (A5)

and

pw = p+Du, Pt = Pw + Db (A.6)

All external momenta that do not belong to the radiative top system are kept unchanged. Thus, also
the off-shell momentum of the radiating top itself remains unchanged, i.e.

Pt = Dy (A7)
Within the radiating-top system, the real-to-Born mapping can be defined as a transformation

Phg = Db (A.8)

which turns the off-shell real momenum of the bg system into an on-shell b-quark Born momentum.
The three d.o.f. of pj, can be parametrised by its components in the beam direction, pj 5, its magnitude
in the transverse plane, |p'| |, and its angle ¢p; w.r.t. the parent top momentum in the transverse
plane, which obeys

ﬁi,b . ﬁi,t

0 Tt (A9)
P'L0] 1P ]

cos dpy =
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Once py, is fixed, the b-quark energy is givenby Ej, = 1/ |pp|? + m%, and for the W -boson momentum
in the Born phase space we have

PW = Dt — Db = Dy — Db- (A.10)

As discussed in the following, the three d.o.f. of p; are fixed in a way that preserves the W -
boson virtuality, and, if possible, also the transverse energy of the bg system and its direction. For
the W virtuality we always impose

Py = Pt (A.11)
by using
Py = e —po)® = pi+pp — 20 Py = P+ mi — 2p; - py. (A.12)

In terms of [p, p|, p|| 5> and cos ¢y, this yields

Py +mj —2 [Eft \/pﬁb + 1P Lp[? +mi — [P 151 b] cos gue — P, p||,b] =iy, (A.13)

which corresponds to a quadratic equation in pj| 5, with solutions

p’HvtaiEg\/Z

Plo = = > (A.14)
where E! = \/|p/|2 + m2,
a = p?+mi —piy + 200" Il cosdu, ¢ = 2B —pj,, (A.15)
and
A =a®—2(|pLp* +md)e. (A.16)

Between the two solutions in (A.14) we always pick the one where p ;, is closer to pﬂ’bg.

Before fixing p)| ; according to (A.14), i.e. in a way that preserves the W-boson virtuality, when
possible we fix the values of |p'| j| and cos ¢y in a way that preserves the transverse energy and the
direction of the b quark. This is not always possible, since in some cases the latter two conditions
lead to a negative determinant, A < 0, in (A.14). For this reason we set || ;| and cos ¢p; according
to different criteria in the following three cases.

(i) By default we choose |p'| 4| in such a way that the resulting b-quark transverse energy,
Eyp=1/IPLsl?+ mZ, is equal to the one of the original bg system, i.e.

Eiy = Elyy = /[Py, + (h,)? (A.17)

Moreover, we also align the direction of the b quark to the one of the original bg system by

imposing
=/ =/
Plpg Piy
_ o ,bg ;
COS Ppy = COS Py, = 7

=t (A.18)
J_,bg| ‘pJ_,t

These choices are applied to all events for which they yield A > 0. Otherwise we switch to
case (ii) or (iii).

(i) If A < 0 in case (i), then we try to impose only (A.17) and to fix cos ¢y in such a way that
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A = 0, which corresponds to a linear equation in cos ¢p;. These choices are applied to all
events for which they yield a physical direction, i.e. | cos ¢p;| < 1. Otherwise we switch to
case (iii).

(iii) If A = 0yields unphysical solutions with | cos ¢p;| > 1 in case (ii), then we set cos ¢p; = +1,
picking the same sign as the one of the unphysical solution, and we set || ;| such that A = 0,
which is always possible.

Once the b-quark momentum is fixed as described above, the W -momentum is determined as
indicated in (A.10). Finally, the momenta {py, p, } of the W-decay products, are obtained from the
related momenta {p/, p;,} by applying a sequence of two boosts that transform pj;, to its rest frame
and subsequently turn it into pyy .

Note that in the strict soft limit the result of this mapping coincides with the underlying Born
event.

A.2 TheIS case

In the IS case we have implemented real-to-Born mappings that preserve the virtuality of all relevant
W bosons and Wb pairs together with the invariant mass of the virtual b quark that is involved in
the initial-state ¢ — bb splitting in the case of pp — tWb production. To this end, as detailed
below, we have determined the most likely parton-level topology of type

IJ > tWb+ X, (A.19)

where [ and J are the initial-state partons, X is the parton emitted via ISR, ¢ denotes a generic

(off-shell) top or anti-top quark that undergoes a three-body decay, and Wb is the off-shell Wb or

W ~b system with the highest probability of being the non-resonant Wb system resulting from t\Wb

production. In the following, the bottom quark or anti-quark b that belongs to the “non-resonant”

Wb system is referred to as the b spectator, since it corresponds to the b (anti-)quark with the highest

probability of stemming from the initial-state g — bb splitting within a W¢b production subprocess.
The general form of our real-to-Born mappings is

p,b p{]a p;a p/X — Prs Py Pt (A20)

i.e. the momenta of the non-resonant Wb system are kept unchanged. In order to determine the most
likely topology of type (A.19) we consider eight different cases—and corresponding probabilities—
that arise from all possible combinations of the following options.

(i) The initial-state leg that emits ISR? is E = I or £ = J. The corresponding probability is
chosen as

pem™ — % with  cos¢p = % : (A.21)
(1 —cos¢p) PEllPk
(ii) The initial-state leg that undergoes a ¢ — bb splitting is S = I or S = .J. The corresponding
probability is chosen as

po - L (A.22)

12
s — My

2Note that in the POWHEG method the two initial state singular regions are treated together.
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where ¢g is the momentum of the virtual b quark that results from the g — bb splitting, i.e.

pe —p) for S # F,
ds = { ;o (A.23)
pg—p,—px forS=FE.
(iii) The non-resonant Wb system corresponds either to the Wb or to the W ~b system. In order
to discriminate between these two options we make use of the probability

2
pltor) _ i . (A.24)
Wb 2
[(p%,v + pg)2 — mtz] +I'2m?

The most likely topology (A.20) is selected as the one that maximises the combined “probability”

P(em) P(g~>bl_;)
p=-£ _—5_ (A.25)
P(tOP)
Wb
Before we proceed with the definition of our kinematic mapping let us introduce the auxiliary
off-shell momentum

kg = pp =y, (A.26)

where p/; is the momentum of the initial-state leg that radiates, and the auxiliary on-shell momentum
k/Q

Pp=xpip + Ky with = — 12 (A.27)

(Pl + Fp)? — ki
where | E corresponds to the initial-state leg that does not radiate, i.e. |E' = J(I) for E = I(J).

By construction p‘% = (. For the definition of the real-to-Born mappings we consider the following
two cases.

(A) If the ISR emitter and the leg that undergoes the g — bb splitting are different, i.e. E # S,
than the form (A.20) of the mapping automatically guarantees that all external particles that
are connected to the g — bb splitting are kept unchanged. In this case, p'y and p; are turned
into the Born momenta

P = YabPp, Py = Dy +Yyabp — kg, (A.28)

where
k' kb — 20 - K,
ya =~ B TE (A.29)
2 (pt “Pp— kg 'pE)

guarantees that the virtuality of the resonant top quark is preserved, i.e. p? = p/2.

(B) If the ISR emitter is instead the same leg that undergoes the g — bb splitting, i.e. E = S, we
again manipulate the initial-state leg £ and the momentum of the resonant top quark, which
are turned into

Pp = YBPE, P = P+ (yp — Vkp — 2pip. (A.30)

Here, in order to preserve the invariant mass of the virtual b quark in the g — bb splitting,
ie. ¢4 = (ps — pp)? = ¢2, and the virtuality of the resonant top quark, i.e. p? = p%, we
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choose
KB —2py, - K . _ (= Dk - (20, + (y5 — Dkp)
2py, Ky 2p - (v} + (yB — 1)kfp)

where py, is the momentum of the b quark stemming form the decay of the resonant top quark.

Y = ,  (A31)

Finally, in both cases we boost the decay products of the resonant top quark according to the p}, — p,
transformation.

In the soft limit this mapping reproduces the underlying Born kinematics with the soft radiation
removed, and in the collinear limit it reproduces it with the momentum of the collinear radiation
subtracted from the momentum of the emitter.

B The bb4l-s1 definition of semileptonic ¢t + tW production and decay

As discussed in Sect. 5, the physics content of the bb41-s1 generator corresponds to the ingredients
of the full process (5.1) that satisfy the selection criteria S1-S3 (see Sect. 5.1). This selection
captures all possible contributions associated with off-shell ¢t + tW production and decays to
semileptonic final states. Moreover, it is in one-to-one correspondence with the ingredients of
the dileptonic bb41-dl generator, with the addition of QCD effects in W — ¢ decays. In the
following, we present technical studies that justify this process definition at LO and NLO. In doing
so, we focus on the contributions that satisfy S1, i.e. the contributions of order oz%a4 and ago/*, and
we analyse the effect of the selection steps S2 and S3.

The studies presented in this appendix were done with Sherpa [79] for the case of £~ 7,5 jbb
production, while the charge-conjugated process yields qualitative identical results. All predictions
were obtained with the setup of Sect. 6, and requiring two light jets plus either one or more than
one B jet with R = 0.5, pp > 25GeV and |n| < 2.5, as well as a charged lepton with pp > 25 GeV
and || < 2.5, and no cuts on the neutrino.

B.1 Effect of the S2 and S3 selections at LO

In Fig. 15 we present the distribution in the invariant mass of the two light jets in the phase space
with two or more B-jets. The plotted m, ;, range includes a wide region around the W — jj
resonance and extends up to dijet masses of 1 TeV.

The predictions in Fig. 15a correspond to the outcome of the S1 selection, i.e. the off-shell
¢~ 145 jbb production process at O(a%o/*), while in Fig. 15b we show the outcome of the S1+S2
selection steps, which corresponds to off-shell £~ 7,qq’bb production at O(a%o/") with a ¢’ -pair
consistent with a W7 decay, i.e. ud or c5. In Figs. 15a-b we also show the contributions of the
most significant subprocesses, namely off-shell ¢t + tWW production, s- and ¢-channel single-top
production, and W jj production via VBF in association with a bb pair (see Tab. 3 and the discussion
in Sect. 5.1). Here the tt +¢W contribution should be understood as the physics content of bb41-s1
at LO, and is equivalent to the outcome of the S1+S2+S3 selection steps. This contribution is the
same in Fig. 15a and 15b, while in Fig. 15b the single-top and VBF contributions have a smaller
cross section due to the requirement of a ¢’ pair in the final state.
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Figure 15: Contributions of O(aa?) to the distribution in the invariant mass of the two light
jets for off-shell £~ 7;jjbb (a) and ¢~ yqq'bb (b) production in the phase space with Ng > 2
B jets. In both cases, exact off-shell predictions are compared to the individual contributions from
tt + tW production (corresponding to bb41-s1 at LO), ¢- and s-channel single-top production, and
W53 + bb production via VBF. The mid panel shows ratios of individual contributions wrt the full
off-shell process at hand, while the lower panel shows the same ratio for the additive combination
of the tt + tW plus single-top plus VBF production subprocesses.

The absolute predictions in the upper panels of Figs. 15a—b demonstrate that the total cross
section is strongly dominated by the W — jj resonance and is very well approximated by oft-
shell ¢t + tW production and decay, i.e. bb41-s1, which is the only subprocess with a W — jj
resonance. When a ¢q pair is required (Fig. 15b) the bb41l-s1 contribution provides an almost
perfect approximation in a broad region around the resonance, with sub-percent precision for
]mjle — mw| < 30 GeV.

Extra contributions become significant only for m;, ;, 2 130 GeV and can exceed bb41-sl
by more than two orders of magnitude in the off-shell tail. In this highly off-shell regime the
pp — £~ qq bb process is dominated by ¢-channel single-top production, and receives sizeable
contributions also from s-channel single-top production and, at very large dijet masses, also from
the VBF subprocess. As demonstrated in the lower panel of Fig. 15b, the incoherent sum of the

bb41-s1 plus the single-top and the VBF subprocesses agrees with the exact description based on
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off-shell £~ 7,qq'bb matrix elements at the sub-percent level for m;, j, < 150 GeV, and at the level
of 5% in the entire plotted range above 150 GeV. Extending this analysis of the m;, ;, distribution
to the phase space with Np = 1 B-jets (not show here) we found a qualitatively and quantitatively
similar behaviour as in the Np > 2 phase space.

Focussing on the £1,qq'bb signature, in Figs. 1617 the above comparisons are extended to
four different transverse-momentum distribution in the phase-space regions with two light jets plus
Np > 2or Ng =1 B-jets.

For the distributions in the missing pr (Fig. 16a-b), in the pr of the leading B-jet (Fig. 16c—d),
and in the pr of the leading light jet (Fig. 17a-b), the relative weights of the various subprocesses
vary more smoothly as compared to the case of the mj, ;, distribution. At moderate transverse
momenta, the hierarchy of the different contributions is similar as in the W -resonance region of
Fig. 15, while in the high-pr tails the relative importance of the single-top and VBF subprocesses can
increase, depending on the observable. For these three pt distributions we observe a fairly similar
behaviour in the Ng > 2 and Np = 1 regions, and we find that the bb41-s1 contribution agrees
with the full £~ ,qq bb prediction at the level of one percent or better, with the only exception of the
tail of the leading-jet pr distribution, where above 250 GeV the weight of the ¢-channel single-top
subprocess can amount to several percent.

The distribution in the pr of the second light jet, shown in Fig. 17c—d, reveals a somewhat
different picture. In the region with pr ;, < 150 GeV, which contains the bulk of the cross section,
the bb41-s1 contribution still agrees with the fully off-shell description at the sub-percent level.
However, at p ;, ~ 150 GeV the single-top and VBF contributions become rapidly more important,
and at pt ;, > 200 GeV they dominate the entire cross section. We observe that this transition is
due to the abrupt suppression of t¢ + tW production, which goes down by one to two orders of
magnitude within two bins. For this reason, the region above 200 GeV suffers from limited Monte
Carlo statistics.

We investigated a large number of further kinematic distributions and we observed a consistent
picture throughout: whenever single-top and VBF processes are suppressed with respect to ¢t + tW
production, the bb41-s1 contribution agrees with the complete off-shell calculation at or below
the percent level. Moreover generally, the incoherent superposition of ¢ + ¢tW production with the
single-top and VBF subprocesses provides an excellent approximation in the full phase space.

These observations justify the treatment of off-shell ¢¢ + ¢tW production with semileptonic
decays, as defined in bb41-s1, as a separate process, i.e. neglecting interferences with the other
ingredients of pp — £~ 7yqq bb.

B.2 Effect of the S3 selection at NLO

In the order to investigate the consistency of the bb41-s1 process definition beyond LO, we have
extended the studies of Sect. B.1 to the real-emission process

pp — £~ Dpqq bbj . (B.1)

In order to avoid IR divergences, for the additional light jet we require pt j > PT min, and to minimise
the bias due to this technical cut we compare three different variants with pt min = 20 GeV, 5 GeV,
and 1 GeV.
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Figure 16: Off-shell £~ ,qq bb production at O(a%o/l) in the phase space with Np > 2 (left) and
Np = 1 (right) B-jets: distributions in the missing pt (a-b) and in the pr of the leading B-jet
(c—d). Same predictions and ratios as in Fig. 15b.
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Figure 18: Distribution in the dijet invariant mass of the first two light jets for off-shell
¢~ yqq bb+jet production at O(a%o/‘) in the phase space with Nz > 2 (a) and Ng = 1 (b)
B-jets. The precise definition of the dijet mass is given in the main text. Complete off-shell pre-
dictions are compared to the contributions of the most relevant subprocesses: tt + tW production
(i.e. bb41-sl) including (black) or excluding (red) radiation in the W — ¢¢’ decay, and ¢-channel
(purple) plus s-channel (green) single-top production. The upper panels show absolute predictions
with pT min = 20 GeV, while the three lowest panels show the ratio of bb41-s1 wrt the complete
off-shell process for three different values of pr in. The second panel shows the same ratio for
bb41-s1 without radiation in the W — ¢g’ decay and with PT,min = 20 GeV.

The above process corresponds to the real-emission contribution to the outcome of the S1+S2
selection steps, and in the following we investigate the effect of the additional S3 selection, which
isolates the ¢t + ¢tV contribution as define in bb41-s1. In Figs. 18-20 we present the same set of
distributions as in Sect. B.1 in the Np > 2 and Np = 1 regions. Exact off-shell predictions for the
process (B.1) are compared to the contributions of the most relevant subprocesses, which are the
same as in Sect. B.1 with the exception of the VBF subprocess, which turns out to be completely
negligible and is thus omitted. In the case of the ¢ + ¢V subprocess, i.e. bb41-s1, we also show
the effect of disabling QCD radiation in W — ¢g’ decays.

In Fig. 18 we present the distribution in the dijet mass, defined as the invariant mass of the
system of two or three light jets that is closest to my,. For this observable we note that the
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inclusion of radiation in the W — ¢¢’ decay is quite relevant, especially in the region below the W
resonance, where it can increase the differential cross section by up to 30%. In general, for the dijet
mass distribution and for all pr distributions in Figs. 19-20 we find that—for all considered jet-pr
thresholds—the bb41-s1 contribution agrees with the exact off-shell cross section at the 1% level.
In particular, it is interesting to note that also the tail of the distribution in the pt of the second
light jet (Fig. 20c—d) is free from any sizeable contribution beyond the one from bb41-s1. This is
due to the fact that, thanks to the emission of NLO QCD radiation, the abrupt suppression of the
tt + tW cross section observed in Fig. 17¢—d disappears, i.e. tt + ¢tV production can populate the
phase space with two high-pr light jets in a similarly efficient way as the single-top subprocesses.

These findings provide further evidence of the consistency of the process definition adopted
for the bb41-s1 generator.
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