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ABSTRACT

Data on W + D-meson and W + c-jet hadroproduction have recently started
to be included in at least some of the parton distribution function fits, mainly
because of their potential to constrain the strange quark content of the proton.
In this contribution we present predictions for W + D-meson and W + c-jet
production with NLO QCD accuracy matched to parton shower. We show how
including the latter effects, as well as hadronization, beam remnant and multiple
parton interaction effects present in Shower Monte Carlo codes, is fundamental
to provide consistent comparisons with the current experimental data by the
ATLAS and CMS collaborations, as required for non-biased extractions of the
strange and antistrange quark PDFs.
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Introduction The strangeness content of the proton is constrained, at present, mainly
thanks to Drell-Yan (+ jets) data at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and older ((v+ )
+ A) deep inelastic scattering data, with large uncertainties [1, 2, 3]. The W + single
charm hadroproduction process presents important sensitivity to the strange sea, due to
the fact that, among the four parton-level subprocesses contributing to it at leading order
(LO), two involve strange quarks as initial states: 5¢ — Wte, sg — W—e. On the other
hand, the other two involve down quarks as initial states: dg — W¥é, dg — W—e, and
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represent an additional relevant contribution due to quark-flavour mixing, considering that
the V.4 element of the Vegy matrix is far from being null. It is fundamental to include
off-diagonal CKM effects, to properly estimate the s — § asymmetry. The latter is predicted
by the theory [4], but its magnitude is currently unknown. Data collected so far have not
pointed to a large asymmetry and many parton distribution function (PDF) fits are still
obtained under the assumption of a null asymmetry. Some recent PDF fits, however, allow
for an asymmetry (see e.g. Ref. [5]). At next-to-leading order (NLO) additional initial
state channels open up, providing additional sensitivity to light quark and gluon PDFs,
while limiting the direct sensitivity to s and § quarks.

At hadron colliders, W + single charm hadroproduction is investigated and measured
in two channels: W 4 D-meson and W + c-jet, with W decaying leptonically. In both
channels W+ and W~ events are collected and analysed separately. Experimental data
were reported at both Tevatron, by the CDF [6, 7] and DO [8] collaborations, and at the
LHC, by the ATLAS [9], CMS [10, 11, 12] and LHCb [13] collaborations. The fiducial cuts
differ analysis by analysis. In general the c-jet undergoes larger transverse momentum cuts
than the D-meson (i.e. pr, c—jet > 20 — 25 GeV vs. pr p >5—8 GeV).

In the most recent analyses events are classified as either “Opposite Sign” (OS), when
the selected D-meson (or c-jet) and charged lepton ¢ from W-boson decay have charges of
opposite sign, or “Same Sign” (SS), when the selected D-meson (or c-jet) and ¢ have charges
of the same sign. In order to minimize the backgrounds, in particular the W=*cé one, (OS
- SS) fiducial inclusive and differential cross sections do/d|ny| are then provided. Extensive
comparisons of experimental data for these observables to theory predictions including NLO
QCD + Shower Monte Carlo (SMC) effects, obtained through POWHEL [14], which uses
as a basis the Powheg NLO + Parton Shower (PS) matching scheme [15] as implemented
in POWHEG BOX [16], in association with matrix elements obtained with the HELAC-NLO
package [17], and is interfaced to PYTHIAR [18] to describe SMC effects beyond the first
radiative emission, are reported in Ref. [14]. The POWHEL implementation includes quark
flavour mixing effects, treats the charm quark as a massive particle, and preserves the
correlations among heavy-quark masses, PDFs and as(My), as well as spin-correlations in
W-boson decays. A comparable level of data/theory agreement is achieved for both the
ATLAS and CMS analyses of Ref. [9, 11]. The agreement of theory predictions with the
(W 4+ W) data is slightly better than for the W~ and W™ cases considered separately.
Further distributions (e.g. pr, and pr p) have started to be considered only in the most
recent analyses and can be useful for testing and comparing the reliability, advantages and
shortcomings of theoretical approaches using different assumptions/inputs/accuracy.

Relevance of SMC effects To illustrate the relevance of parton shower effects, it is
worth focusing on the SS contribution to the fiducial cross section. Among the subprocesses
entering W + ¢ production at NLO QCD accuracy, there are some that contribute to the
SS cross section, i.e. the NLO real corrections ud — Wcé and ud — W~ cé. Further
contributions to the SS cross section come from g — cc¢ splittings in the parton shower.
The latter may amount to some percent [14], i.e. the same order of magnitude of NNLO scale
uncertainties [19]. The overall size of the SS contribution amounts to up to O(10%) of the
(OS - SS) cross-section, implying that one can not neglect it, i.e. one cannot approximate the
SS contribution as null, when comparing theory predictions with the (OS - SS) experimental



LHE Partonic Process | o035 [ph] ‘ ad [pb] ‘ o [ph
Wte + X 62(1) 70(1) | 7.8(4)
W-e+ X 66(1) 731 | 7.3(4)
Wie + X 128(2) | 143(2) | 15.1(6)

W+ e 20.1(1) LA(D) | Ls(D)
W-ee 0.0(1) 0.9(1) | 0.9(1)
W*ee 0.1(2) 23(2) | 24(2)

Process | o™ [b] | 008 (0] | oS P Process | o0 pb] | 090 [pb] | o5 (o)
Wte + X 19.2(3) 20.4(3) 1.19(6) Wte + X 31.8(4) 32.9(4) 1.06(6)
W=e + X 20.7(3) 21.7(3) | 0.93(6) W-e+ X 34.6(4) 35.3(4) | 0.67(4)

Wtee 0.05(6) 0.68(4) | 0.63(4) Wtee 0.03(6) 0.78(4) | 0.75(4)

W-ee -0.03(4) 0.36(3) | 0.39(3) W~ ee 0.03(4) 0.41(3) | 0.38(3)

Figure 1: Separate OS and SS contributions to the POWHEL + PyTHIAS fiducial inclusive
(OS - SS) cross sections for the W* 4 D*(2010)F-meson CMS analysis of Ref. [11] (upper
panel), the W+ + DT-meson (lower left panel) and the W + c-jet (lower right panel)
ATLAS analysis of Ref. [9]. Together with the inclusive fiducial W*e¢+ X and W—c+ X
contributions, the contribution due to the real NLO W#¢¢ corrections already incorporated
into the inclusive fiducial cross sections is also shown explicitly. See Ref. [14] for more detail.

data. The size of the SS contribution relative to the (OS - SS) one depends on the analysis
cuts, and is more pronounced for the D-meson analyses (looser pr cuts) than for the c-jet
analyses, and for higher center-of-mass energies, as can be seen comparing among each other
the tables in the panels of Fig. 1.

Differences between theory predictions with different tunes, corresponding to different
values of the parameters encoding multiple parton interaction (MPI) and beam remnant
effects, amount to O(10%), which is the same order of magnitude of NLO scale uncertainties.
This is shown in the left panel of Fig. 2 in case of the W* + D*(2010)F inclusive fiducial
cross sections after cuts of the CMS analysis of Ref. [11] and in the right panel of Fig. 2 in
case of the do/d|n,+| distribution, respectively. These theory predictions and experimental
data can be useful to constrain those PDFs whose uncertainty is currently larger than scale
uncertainties. At NLO the uncertainty due to seven-point scale variation reaches ~ O(10)%,
whereas at NNLO it amounts to few % [19].

Conclusions On the one hand, properly accounting for MPI and beam remnant effects
when comparing theory predictions to W + ¢ data in PDF fits is fundamental given the size
of these effects, as follows from the results of our study. On the other hand, PS effects, which
reduce the (OS - SS) fiducial cross sections incorporating them compared to the fixed-order
case, should also be accounted for when comparing theory predictions with experimental
data in fits of PDFs at fixed order, either by including them in theory predictions, or by
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Figure 2: Left: inclusive (OS - SS) fiducial cross sections by POWHEL + PYTHIAS, using
two different PYTHIA8 tunes (Monash and ATLAS A14) and different PDFs as input vs.
CMS WT¥ + D*(2010)* experimental data. Right: |n+| fiducial distribution by POWHEL
+ PYTHIA8 with two different PYTHIAS8 tunes (Monash and ATLAS A14) vs. CMS W+
+ D*(2010)~ experimental data. See Ref. [14] for more detail.

correcting the data to the fixed-order level. Otherwise, when using fixed-order QCD theory
predictions to compare to particle level data including parton shower effects, one risks
to underestimate the strange content of the proton. Additionally, one might reasonably
expect that including effects due to NLO electroweak (EW) corrections would reduce the
theoretical cross sections presented in this work by very few percent. EW effects affect also
the shower development. The study of the latter is left for future work. For the future we
foresee strange sea determinations using as a basis either theory predictions including all
the aforementioned effects, or experimental data properly corrected for them.
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