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Abstract. Measurements of single top quark production are presepegthrmed using CMS data collected in
2011 and 2012 at centre-of-mass energies of 7 and 8 TeV. Tiss sections for the electroweak production
of single top quarks in thechannel and in association with W-bosons is measured ancktults are used to
place constraints on the CKM matrix eleméfy.

1 Introduction ment of the single top quark cross section allows a direct
measurement d¥y,|. Furthermore, single top quark pro-

Besides the dominant production of top quarks in pairsduction is sensitive to new physics, like anomalous cou-

through the strong interaction top quarks can also be proplings, additional heavy quarks, heavy bosons like W’ or

duced singly through charged-current electroweak interthe charged Higgs. In the following recent results from

actions. Due to the large top-quark mass, these process&sMsS [3] on thet-channel and tW production are pre-

are well suited to test the predictions of the standard modekented.

(SM) of particle physics and to search for new phenomena.

Measurements of the single top quark production cross

section also provide a direct determination of the magni-

tude of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix 2 t-channel production

elementVy|.

Single top quark production was observed in proton- )

antiproton collisions at the Tevatron collider with a ceatr At VS =7 TeV the CMS collaboration has threehannel

of-mass energy of 1.96 TeV![1]. The cross section in- C0SS section gnalysees; [4], one rglauvely simple analysis

creases by a factor of 20 (27) at the Large Hadron Colliderthelny-analysis, and two multivariate analyses, the BDT

(LHC) running atys = 7 TeV (+s = 8 TeV) with respect and NN analysis. Théy;|-analysis exp!qlts the recon-

to the Tevatron. structed top mass and tiehannel specific angular dis-

In the standard model three types of electroweak sin-tfibution of the light quark recoil jeg’, which goes in
gle top quark production channels exist: t-channel and sihe forwargbackward dllrectlon. Th.e most critical back—.
channel processes, and W-associated single top quark pr@rounds are modeled in a data-driven way. Hence, this
duction (tW). The dominant contribution to the cross sec-analysis is straightforward, robust and has little model de
tion is expected to be from the t-channel process. WhilePendence. In the second approach, maximum precision us-
at the Tevatron tW production is negligible, it gives the iNg multivariate techniquesis aimed for. First, the sigoal
second largest contribution to the cross section at thd?ackground discrimination is optimized by exploiting the
LHC. The s-channel production cross section is very smallfull event characteristics predicted by the SM. Secondly,
at the LHC compared to the other two single top chan-Systematic uncertainties are constrained by simultarigous
nels. At approximate NLO and for a top-quark mass of analysing regions with substantial signal content and re-
m = 1725GeV/c, a t-channel production cross sec- gions with negligible signal. As this approach is highly
tion of oh7TeV _ 66.228 pb at vs = 7TeV and of complex, two independent analyses have been conducted.

theTev oo After checking that the results of the three analyses are

= 87.6"32 pb at /s = 8 TeV, respectively, is pre- . \ .
t-ch. Iy . . ' . __consistent with each other all three results are combined
dicted, while for W-associated single top quark production ", . . )
9 P P using the best linear unbiased estimator, BLUE [5], to get

a cross section o™ = 157+12 pp at /s = 7 TeV . . .
w -12 P Vs a slightly improved final result.

2
and ofol;?"® = 22418 pb at v/s = 8 TeV, respectively, _
: The|nj|-analysis has also been used to measuré¢-the
channel cross section afs = 8 TeV [6]. Due to the higher
center of mass energy and due to the more severe pile-up

is predicted|[2].
As the single top quark cross section is proportional to

conditions some adjustments had to be made when moving

8e-mail: Jeannine.Wagner-Kuhr@kit.edu from 7 TeV to 8 TeV.

the square of the CKM matrix elemejvy,| the measure-



http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4348v1

EPJ Web of Conferences

2.1 Event selection CMS\s=7TeV  L=td7®’
600 — Muon, "2-jets 1-btag" e Data
B t-channel

tt, s-channel, tW
Bl W/Z + jets, Diboson
QCD multijet

Events

In all analysed-channel events, where the W-boson de-
cays leptonically in either a muon or an electron and the
corresponding neutrino are considered. The events are
triggered with a single muon trigger and an electrbsjet 300
trigger, respectively. Exactly one isolated muon or elec-
tron in the central region and with a transverse momentum
p: above 20 and 30 Ge¥ is required, respectively. Due 100
to this isolation requirement multijet QCD background is o
strongly reduced. Then, at least two reconstructed jets 08 06 04 02 0 02 04 ONGN gjt U:
with p; above 30 GeV, whereof at least one jet is tagged as P
b-jet are required. This b-tagging requirement reduces th
background from Wlight events strongly and after this
cut W+bb background is one of the most important back-
grounds. To further reduce multijet QCD background a

cut on either the transverse mass of the W-boson or the

missing transverse enery is applied. In thgl-analysis OMS
two additional cuts are applied. Here, exactly two jets are ;"
required whereof one jet is b-tagged and the reconstructed
top quark mass has to be in a window around the true top  ,,,
quark mass: 130 Ge¥? < my,, < 220 GeVc?. In the 8 20
TeV |n;|-analysis some cuts have been hardened dueto the
more severe pile-up conditions. Furthermore, as top quark

500

400

%igurel. NN discriminator output distribution of the 7 TeV anal-
ysis in the 2-jets, 1-tag category after scaling the singdlthe
background contributions to the best fit result.
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pair events are the largest background in the 8 TeV analy- 60 Boivoson
sis, not only Wjets and multijet QCD events but also top 0 Oaco
quark pair events are modeled in a data-driven way. 2
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2.2 Signal and background modeling
The signal, single top quarkchannel events, as well as Figure 2. Reconstructed top quark mass of the 8 TeV analysis
also the other single top quark processes are modeled usdter applying a cut on the recoil jdi(| > 2.0) to enhance the
ing the NLO Monte Carlo (MC) generator POWHEG [7] signal purity.

and Pythial[8] for the hadronization. ¥jets, Z+jets and

top quark pair events are modeled using Madgraph [9]

MC together with Pythia and dibosn events are modeled ) )
with Pythia. Multijet QCD background is in all analy- Catégories (0-tag categories) are used to check the mod-

ses modeled with data. The shape is obtained from dat§!iN9 Of the Wrjets background and it has been checked
with a loose lepton selection, and the normalization is ob-that not only the input variables to the MV analyses yield
tained from a fit to either the transverse mass distribu-9°0d agreement between data and MC but also the MV

tion of the W-boson or to the missing transverse energy_discriminators itself. In the fully Bayesian statisticafer-

The Iy |-analysis extracts the Wets event yield and the ence the-channel signal strength is extracted simultane-

shape from the data in the sideband of the reconstructe@Usly by using either the BDT or NN discriminator output
top quark mass. In this sideband region, single top quark” thetwo signal enrlch_ed categories ar_ld the categories en-
events are negeligible. To get thedfiits yield and shape fiched in top quark pair production (2-jets, 2-tags; 3sjets
other backgrounds like top quark pair and multijet QCD 2-120S; 4-jets, /2-tags) and simultaneously for the muon
production are subtracted. In the 8 TeV analysis, top quark”‘”d electron channel. This enhances the signal acceptance
pair production is the dominant background. To deal with and allows to constrain systematic uncertainties in situ.

this the|n;|-analysis uses a sideband region strongly en-  In thenj|-analysis the-channel signal strength is ob-
riched with top pair events, namely 3-jet events where twotained from a likelihood fit to the sensitive variabig |.

jets are tagged as b-jets, to model the shape of top paif he largest uncertainties in all three 7 TeV analyses are
production. due to the Wjets modeling, due to b-tagging and due

to theoretical uncertainties. Summing up the indidual un-
certainties a total relative uncertainty of about 10% is ex-
pected for the multivariate analyses.

In the multivariate (MV) analyses categories are defined In Figure[l as an example the NN discriminator is pre-
according to the number of reconstructed jets and the numsented in the 2-jets, 1-tag category of the 7 TeV analysis
ber of identified b-jets. Categories with substantial signa after scaling the singal and the background contributions
content (2-jets, 1-tag and 3-jets, 1-tag) as well as with negto the best fit result. It is clearly visible, that withouit
ligible singnal content are defined. Thetight enriched  channel single top quark production the prediction would

2.3 Signal extraction
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Table 1. Measured-channel production cross section at 7 TeV and 8 TeV.

t-channel cross section [pb]

7TeV
7751 70.0 + 6.0 (stat.)+ 6.5 (syst.)+ 3.6 (theor.)+ 1.5 (lumi.)

NN 681+ 4.1 (stat.)+ 3.4 (syst.y33 (theor.)+ 1.5 (lumi.)
BDT  66.6+ 4.0 (stat.)+ 3.3 (syst.J33 (theor.)+ 1.5 (lumi.)
Comb. 672+ 3.7 (stat.)+ 3.0 (syst.)x 3.5 (theor.)+ 1.5 (lumi.)

8 TeV
il 80.1 + 5.7 (stat.)x 11.0 (syst.)+ 4.0 (lumi.)
_ t-channel single top quark production 3 W_aS SOC | atEd S | n g Ie to p q U ar k
a N T T T T 7] :
S L 1 production
© 102 = ¥ o Sdbfbj e

COF.75f "

Using 7 TeV data, two analyses to search for W-associated
single top quark production (tW) have been performed by
the CMS collaboration [10]. The reference analysis is a
multivariate analysis using Boosted Decision trees and the
second analysis is a simple and robust cut-based analysis
to give confidence in the result of the more sophisticated
MV analysis.

1 O F p # NLO QCD (5 flavour scheme)
F 4 — theory uncertainty {scale @ PDF)

Campbell, Fraderix, Malloni, Tramentanc, JHEP 10 (2009) 042

1 | NLO#NNLL QCD
= theory uncentainty {scale  ® PDF)

Kicionakis, Phys.Rev.D 83 (2011) 091503
—l —

0o 2 4 6 8
Vs [Tev]

3.1 Event selection

Figure 3. t-channel cross section as a function of the center of

Both tW analyses use the dilepton channel, where the
mass energy.

two W-bosons decay leptonically in muons or electrons.
To trigger the events dilepton triggers are used and ex-
actly two isolated leptons in the central region and with

not describe the data. The reconstructed top quark mas@ > 20 GeV/c are required. Cuts on the invariant dilep-
of the 8 TeV analysis after applying a cut on the recoil jet ton mass are applied to reject low invariant mass Drell-Yan
(Inj/| > 2.0) to enhance the signal purity is shown in Fig- events and events with a real Z-boson. To further reduce
ure[2. As one would expect for single top quark events, athe background from Zjets events (but also from multi-

prominent peak around the top quark mass is visible.  jet QCD events) a cut on the missing transverse energy is
applied in theee anduu channels. Furthermore, one or

two reconstructed central jets with > 30 GeV/c are re-
2.4 Results quired, whereof at least one jet is b-tagged. To reduce top
quark pair background, events that have additional pw

The measuretichannel production cross sections at 7 TeV b-taggeq !ets are rgjectedl. In the simple cut-based asalysi
one additional cut is applied. Here, the scalar sum of the

and 8 TeV are given in Tablg 1. The measured cross sect— 2 of the two lent the iet d th
tions at 7 TeV of the three analyses are well consistent with ransverse momenta of the two leptons, the Jets, and he

each other and the combination using BLUE yields a crosg"'SSINg transverse energy Is r_eq_uwed to be above 60 Gev
section ofrT® = 67.2+6.1 pb with a relative uncertainty in theeu-channel, where no missing transverse energy cut

t—ch. i i i i
of 9.1%. This measured cross section is in good agree'-s applied. After all these cuts the dominant background is

ment with the SM prediction of{"/T® = 66.226 pb. At top quark pair production
8 TeV a cross section af¥'$ = 80.1 + 130pb is mea-
sured which is also well consistent with the SM prediction. 3.2 Modeling of signal and backgrounds

All the measured-channel single top quark cross sections Sinal k and back d q
from CMS are summarized in Figuké 3, where the cross Ingle tqp quark and background processes are generate
as described for thiechannel analyses.

section as a function of the center of mass energy is pre= . .
sented gysp Due to the interence of tW and top quark pair pro-
' duction the definition of tW poses conceptual issues and

The measured single top cross section is then used h this analysis the diagram removal (DR) scheme to de-
measure the CKM matrix elemefty|. Assuming|Vyl, y 9

fine tW is used. In the DR scheme all NLO tW diagrams
Visl < Vil yields [fi, Viol = yfoten /oty = 1.020+  that are doubly resonant are excluded from the tW defi-
0.046 (exp.}+ 0.017 (theor.), wherd,, is the left-handed nition. Differences of the DR scheme and the alternative
vector coupling at the Wtb vertex. Assuming fy, the diagram subtraction (DS) scheme, in which thfeaten-

SM value of 1 and exploiting a Feldman-Cousins approachtial cross section is modified with a gauge-invariant sub-
yields the confidence intervald® < |Vy,| < 1at95% C.L..  traction term, that locally cancels the contribution of top
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quark pair production, are accounted for in the systematic
uncertainties.

In studies it was found that in high-pileup scenarios
the missing transverse energy for Z events is not prop-
erly modeled by the simulation. To deal with this missing
transverse energy dependent data-to-MC scale factors are
determined in events from the Z resonance and are then
applied to the selected+fets MC events. In both anal-
yses a signal region and two control regions strongly en-
hanced with top quark pair events are used. The signal re-
gion contains events with exactly one b-tagged jet, while
the top quark pair control regions contain events with two
jets whereof either one or both are b-tagged. By perfom- a0
ring a simultaneous fit to the data in the signal and in the 80 100 120 140 150 180 500
top quark pair control regions top quark pair background p, of the system [GeV]
is constrained.

CMS,\s =7 TeV, 4.9 fb™

Data
Cliw
I
B Z/y*+jets
[ other

i Systematic

350

Events / 6.67 GeV

Figure5. Transverse momentum of the reconstructed tW-system

3.3 Signal extraction in the signal region (1-jet, 1-tag).

In general there is no single variable that separates well

between top-quark pair production and tW production. Toregions are used in the statistical inference. In both anal-
increase the separation power in the signal region foufyses systematic uncertainties are constrained insitu. The
variables that have some ability to separate between tojargest uncertainties are here due to the uncertainty of the

quark pair and tW production are combined in a BDT. jet energy scale and due to theoretical uncertainties.
Those variables arelt, defined as the scalar sum of the

leptons, jet, and missing transverse energy, the transvers
momentum of the reconstructed tW-system, phef the 34 Results
leading jet, and the azimuthal angle between the missing
transverse energy vector and the closest lepton.

CMS,\s = 7 TeV, 4.9 b
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H, [GeV] Figure 6. BDT putput in the signal region (1-jet, 1-tag) after

scaling the signal and background compositions to the beest fi
Figure 4. Hg, the scalar sum of the leptons, jet and missing result.
transverse energy, in the signal region (1-jet, 1-tag).

In Figure[® the BDT output distribution in the signal

Figure[4 showsHr and Figurdb the transverse mo- region is presented after scaling the signal and background
mentum of the tW-system in the singal region. Here, contributions to the best fit result. It is clearly visible,
the MC prediction is scaled to the luminosity of the data. that without tW-production the data would not be well de-
Good agreement between data and MC is obtained. scribed by the prediction. Tallé 2 summarizes the results

Inthe BDT analysis, a simultaneous fit to the BDT out- of the two analyses using 7 TeV data. The expected sen-
puts of the three lepton channels in the signal region and taitivity of both analyses is aboves3 The observed sig-
the yield in the top-quark pair control regions of the three nificance of the BDT analysis is@o, while for the first
lepton channels is performed. In case of the cut-basedime also a simple cut-based analysis yields an observed
analysis only the rates of the signal and the two controlsignificance of above 8. The measured cross sections
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Table 2. Expected and observed significance for tW-roduction tagyetlith the measured tW cross section at 7 TeV.

BDT-analysis cut-based analysis

Expected sensitivity e 32+090
Observed Sensitivity R Yoy 350
Measured cross section ‘Bpb 15+ 5pb

for W-associated single top quark production are in goodmultivariate analysis and this evidence has been confirmed

agreement with the approximate NNLO SM prediction of with a simple cut-based analysis. The next step will be the

o™ = 15712 pp. ultimate establishment of this channel and more detailed
Also the measured tW cross section can be used taneasurements.

determine the CKM matrix elemeifi¥y|. The result of

|th| = "O—tW/O-F\}V = 101t8%2 (eXp)tggi (theor.) is with References
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