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Abstract: Measuring vector-boson scattering beyond the fully-leptonic final state is be-
coming possible at the LHC, which demands to have a solid control on the theory predictions
for all final states of this class of processes. In this work we present a full off-shell leading-
order calculation for the process pp → ℓ+νℓ+4j in two fiducial regions which are particularly
relevant for its experimental measurement. In addition to the fully electroweak order, i.e.
O(α6), we complement our results with O(αsα

5) and O(α2
sα

4) for inclusive predictions. At
O(α6) we present for the first time a systematic treatment of the process in double-pole ap-
proximation and we perform a detailed study of its range of validity by considering inclusive
and differential predictions compared to the full off-shell calculation.
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1 Introduction

The importance of vector-boson scattering (VBS) processes is well established in the particle
physics community, as confirmed by the great attention that they have already received in
the past. The interest in VBS is motivated by its high sensitivity to the electroweak (EW)
sector of the standard model (SM), which offers a unique chance to study the EW symmetry
breaking mechanism and the SM as a whole. This will further corroborate our knowledge
of the SM or point to new physics effects. All that explains why a huge effort has been put
into trying to observe VBS by the experimental community at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC), despite its high background and relatively low cross section compared to other LHC
reactions. In view of the upcoming full Run-3 dataset and of the future high-luminosity
(HL) stage of the LHC, a better understanding of VBS processes will be possible. Not only
will more accurate VBS measurements be provided in the fully leptonic final state, but also
data for all final states will become available.

The ATLAS and CMS collaborations have already performed many studies on VBS pro-
cesses in the fully leptonic final states for all classes of VBS. More precisely, that includes
measurements of same-sign W [1–6], WZ [7–10], ZZ [11–14], Wγ [15–17], and Zγ [18–23]
scattering, together with an observation of W+W− [24, 25] scattering. Even first mea-
surements of cross sections for the scattering of polarised same-sign W bosons have been
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performed [26]. More recently, searches for VBS in the semi-leptonic final state have been
pursued as well, to achieve an understanding of the process as comprehensive as possible.
Searches for EW di-boson production with semi-leptonic final states in association with a
high-mass di-jet system have been conducted by ATLAS [27] and CMS [28], while just a few
years ago a first evidence of semi-leptonic VBS processes has been reported by CMS [29].

One of the main goals of the rich programme aiming at precise and accurate mea-
surements for VBS is constraining new physics effects, to which these processes are very
sensitive, since they offer a direct test of the triple and quartic gauge-boson interactions as
well as the vector-boson couplings to the Higgs boson. SM effective field theory (SMEFT)
has nowadays become a standard tool to study effects beyond the SM (BSM) and set limits
on anomalous gauge couplings, which would be captured starting from dimension-6 and
dimension-8 operators. Many studies within and outside the SMEFT framework have been
carried out in the last decade in the context of VBS, for instance in Refs. [30–36].

Along with this tremendous effort from the experimental community to perform such
difficult measurements, a considerable amount of work has been done over the last two
decades to improve theory predictions. This turned out to be a challenging task, owing
to the high-multiplicity final state and the complex resonance structure of the process.
For quite some time next-to-leading-order (NLO) QCD corrections to the EW production
(containing the genuine VBS process) have been computed [37–42] and matched to parton
showers [43–49]. On top of that, NLO QCD corrections to the QCD background have been
calculated [50–55] and complemented by parton-shower-matched computations [56]. At this
order of accuracy, VBS can be obtained by many different programs like VBFNLO [57], or
proper event generators like MadGraph5_aMC@NLO [58, 59], Sherpa [60], and POWHEG-
BOX [61–63]. It is worth mentioning that QCD corrections were originally obtained in the
VBS approximation, where s-channel diagrams as well as the interference of t- and u-channel
diagrams are neglected. Some studies on the quality of this approximation have been per-
formed for instance in Refs. [41, 64]. More recently, NLO EW corrections to fully leptonic
VBS have been addressed [65–68] without relying on any approximation, and in Ref. [69]
an event generator for same-sign W-boson scattering within the POWHEG framework has
been constructed, which matches NLO EW corrections to a QED parton shower and inter-
faces them to a QCD parton shower. Besides NLO QCD and EW corrections, all possible
NLO contributions of O(αn

s α
m) with n+m = 7 have been evaluated in Ref. [70] for W+W+

scattering and in Ref. [71] for VBS into a pair of Z bosons. A more recent line of research
focuses on the definition of polarised cross sections for VBS processes to disentangle the rate
of production of longitudinally polarised vector bosons. Polarised scattering processes are
indeed extremely important and desirable to be measured, owing to their high sensitivity
to EW symmetry breaking and BSM effects. Some results, where a definition of polarised
cross section based on the pole approximation [72, 73] was employed, were obtained for
VBS at LO in Refs. [74–76].

In the context of precise VBS predictions for the LHC, most of the theory efforts have
been directed so far to fully leptonic final states. That is justified both by the simpler
structure of the process as compared to the ones involving at least one hadronically de-
caying vector boson, and by their phenomenological relevance in experiments. Now that

– 2 –



projections on the HL-LHC operation expect to collect measurements for semi-leptonic or
even fully-hadronic final states (see for instance Refs. [77, 78] and references therein), the
corresponding theory calculations will be needed soon. In Ref. [79] three out of five LO con-
tributions to pp → ℓ+νℓ + 4j have been calculated, i.e. O(α6), O(α2

sα
4) and O(α4

sα
2), for

each of which also top-resonant backgrounds were taken into account. In Refs. [44, 49] the
O(αsα

6) corrections to pp → W+W−jj and pp → W+Zjj were calculated for semi-leptonic
final states and matched to QCD parton showers. In this paper we calculate the O(α6)

for pp → ℓ+νℓ + 4j for two different fiducial regions, which are inspired by recent ATLAS
and CMS studies [29, 80]. Furthermore, we provide results for the integrated cross sections
at O(α2

sα
4) and O(αsα

5) in the same fiducial regions. The main goal of this manuscript,
however, is to provide a double-pole approximation (DPA) for general processes and to
assess the quality of such an approximation for semi-leptonic VBS.

This paper is organised as follows: A detailed description of the full off-shell calculation
is carried out in Section 2. In Section 3 the main result of this manuscript is presented: a
systematic prescription to compute predictions in a DPA for arbitrary processes involving
two or three resonant vector bosons is outlined in full generality. The quality of this
approximation is discussed in detail in Section 4 for the case of semi-leptonic VBS. Full
off-shell results for the fiducial cross section for the three LO contributions are presented
in Section 4.4. Moreover, pole-approximated results are discussed and compared to the full
off-shell calculation at the inclusive level for the purely EW LO, i.e. O(α6). A differential
analysis of the accuracy of the DPA is then performed in Section 4.5 by considering the
impact of the approximation on VBS-relevant observables.

2 Description of the calculation

In this article we investigate the process

pp → ℓ+νℓ + 4j (2.1)

at the LHC. Using g and gs to denote the EW and strong coupling constants, respectively,
the amplitude for the process in Eq. (2.1) receives contributions at O(g6), O(gsg

5), O(g2s g
4),

O(g3s g
3), and O(g4s g

2). At the squared-amplitude level also five different leading-order (LO)
contributions are present, namely O(α6), O(αsα

5), O(α2
sα

4), O(α3
sα

3), and O(α4
sα

2), once
all interference terms are properly accounted for. Note that all orders except the highest
and lowest in α include interferences,

O(α6) = O(g6) · O(g6),

O(αsα
5) = O(gsg

5) · O(gsg
5) +O(g6) · O(g2s g

4),

O(α2
sα

4) = O(g2s g
4) · O(g2s g

4) +O(gsg
5) · O(g3s g

3) +O(g6) · O(g4s g
2),

O(α3
sα

3) = O(g3s g
3) · O(g3s g

3) +O(g2s g
4) · O(g4s g

2),

O(α4
sα

2) = O(g4s g
2) · O(g4s g

2),

(2.2)

where each order is shown as a sum of squared orders (first term) and possible interferences
(second/third term). We note that orders with an odd power in gs can only exist for partonic
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channels with an external gluon. That practically means that amplitudes at O(gsg
5) can

be constructed only when exactly one external photon and one gluon are present, whereas
the O(g3s g

3) can appear with either one external photon and three external gluons, or one
external photon, one external gluon and one internal gluon. The O(α6), O(α2

sα
4), and

O(α4
sα

2) were already computed in a previous work [79].

2.1 Fully EW contribution

In this paper we focus on the fully EW LO contribution at O(α6). Indeed, this order is
the only one that genuinely contains the semi-leptonic VBS signal we are interested in, and
all other contributions should be considered as background. As a first step, we provide an
independent calculation of the O(α6) by fully accounting for off-shell effects. We perform all
calculations with the in-house program MoCaNLO, a multichannel Monte Carlo integrator
that has already proven suitable for the evaluation of processes with high-multiplicity final
states and an intricate resonance structure, like the one discussed in this article. The code
is interfaced with RECOLA [81, 82], which we use to evaluate all appearing tree-level SM
matrix elements. The calculation described in this section serves as a baseline for the core
results of this manuscript, which assess the quality of the double-pole approximation for
this process for the first time, and which are described in the following section.

Our exact calculation for the O(α6) includes all resonant and non-resonant contribu-
tions, together with diagrams involving the Higgs boson. For all unstable particles, the
complex-mass scheme is used [72, 83–85], resulting in complex input values for the EW
boson masses and the EW mixing angle θw:

µ2
V = M2

V − iΓV MV (V = W,Z) , cos2 θw =
µ2
W

µ2
Z

. (2.3)

With four jets in the final state, which are defined at LO only in terms of quarks,
the reaction in Eq. (2.1) can be initiated at O(α6) only by a quark-pair-induced or by a
γγ-induced channel. Both channels have been included in our results. Since we do not
treat photons in the final state as jets, no partonic channel involving final-state photons
contributes to the LO definition of our process. Moreover, at O(α6) no gluon can appear,
neither in the initial nor in the final state.

In line with previous VBS calculations, we neglect quark mixing and use a unit quark-
mixing matrix. Owing to the unitarity of the latter, this approximation only affects s-
channel diagrams at LO, which are anyway suppressed with respect to other contributions
(see for instance Ref. [67]).

We discard all partonic channels involving external b quarks; contributions with a
bottom quark in the initial state are suppressed by their PDFs, while bottom quarks in
the final states can induce top-quark resonances, which would overwhelm the genuine VBS
signal. To avoid the contamination of our signal by top-quark background, we simply drop
these contributions throughout by assuming a perfect b-jet tagging and veto.

For semi-leptonic VBS the number of partonic channels and the respective diagram
topologies to be considered is much larger than for fully-leptonic VBS processes, which were
computed in Refs. [66, 68, 70, 86]. The characteristic VBS topology consists of t-channel
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Figure 1: Sample diagrams for the three classes of VBS topologies contributing to the
reaction in Eq. (2.1).
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ū
d
νµ

µ+

d

W

W

W−

W+

H

(a) VBF with H → W+W−

c̄
c

d̄

u

ū
u
νµ

µ+

Z
Z

W+

W+ H

(b) Higgs strahlung with H → ZZ

Figure 2: Sample diagrams contributing at O(α6) mediated by a Higgs decaying into a
pair of gauge bosons.

diagrams where two quark lines radiate off two vector bosons with space-like momenta,
which scatter into two vector bosons with time-like momenta, as exemplified by Figs. 1a–1c.
Since in Eq. (2.1) only one boson decays leptonically and is forced to be a W+ boson, the
two time-like vector bosons can be a W+W+ (Fig. 1a), a W+Z (Fig. 1b) and a W+W− pair
(Fig. 1c). In addition to scattering processes through triple or quartic gauge interactions, a
W+W− and ZZ pair can also be produced via the decay of an s-channel Higgs boson, which
can originate from a vector-boson-fusion (VBF) or Higgs-strahlung mechanism (see Fig. 2a
and Fig. 2b, respectively). In the context of a full calculation, on top of the VBS signal all
background topologies of the same order must be accounted for. Non-VBS-like t-channel
diagrams are present, and can include zero (Fig. 3a), one (Fig. 3b), and two (Fig. 3c)
vector-boson resonances. Finally, s-channel diagrams, where the two incoming quarks are
connected by a fermion line, are also allowed for some partonic processes. Within these
channels, topologies involving triple gauge-boson production represent a relevant part of
the irreducible EW background, as illustrated in Fig. 4. Owing to charge-conservation
constraints, only four kinds of gauge-boson triplets can be produced, namely W+W+W−

(Fig. 4a), W+ZZ (Fig. 4b), W+W−Z (Fig. 4c), and W+W−W− (Fig. 4d). Their production
can occur via Higgs-strahlung topologies (Fig. 2b), or by simply connecting three, two, or
only one gauge boson to the incoming fermion line. In the latter case, the reaction proceeds
via non-abelian gauge interactions, where an s-channel gauge boson decays into three gauge
bosons directly through a quartic vertex, or with a two-step decay chain mediated by triple
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Figure 3: Sample diagrams contributing at O(α6) for non-VBS topologies involving zero,
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ū
d
νµ

µ+

W−

W−

W+

(d) W+W−W− production

Figure 4: Sample diagrams of triple gauge-boson production for all combinations allowed
by charge conservation, where the blob stands both for abelian and non-abelian production
mechanisms.

gauge couplings.

2.2 Background contributions and their resonance structure

Furthermore, we evaluated the process in Eq. (2.1) at two more perturbative orders, namely
O(αsα

5) and O(α2
sα

4). This allows us to further compare the relative size of the fully LO
EW contribution with some of the αs-enhanced terms. Nevertheless, the new amplitudes
entering at these orders do not contain VBS topologies but rather contribute as a back-
ground.

As is clear from Eq. (2.2), the O(αsα
5) receives two kinds of contributions. The first

one arises from the product of amplitudes of the same O(gsg
5), which requires an incoming
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photon and an external gluon, either as initial- or final-state particle. The second con-
tribution to this order is a genuine interference of amplitudes of different coupling orders,
i.e. O(g6) and O(g2s g

4). In both cases, diagrams with two s-channel vector bosons are
present and, as for the fully EW O(α6), most of the physics can be captured by a double-
pole approximation (DPA), where the momenta of the two vector-boson resonances are set
on shell (as described in the next section). A pole-approximated computation for this or-
der confirms such a physical intuition, with the off-shell and on-shell calculations differing
by roughly 1% at the integrated level for our definition of the fiducial region (presented
in Section 4.2). Still, when inspecting results for the individual partonic channels, differ-
ences up to ∼ 50% can be found. Since these large discrepancies affect channels with a
tiny relative contribution to the full cross section, the PA works reasonably well, but one
should question its reliability for the O(αsα

5) when considering different selection cuts. For
this reason and owing to its limited phenomenological relevance, we refrain from showing
pole-approximated results for this contribution and just present numbers for the integrated
cross section in Section 4.4.

One may wonder whether the DPA can also properly describe the O(α2
sα

4) contribution,
since doubly-resonant terms also appear at this order. However, in this case the DPA leads
to differences from the off-shell calculation at the integrated level of roughly 30–40%, which
can reach more than 70% when the comparison is done for single partonic channels. This
outcome suggests that a large fraction of the background receives a sizeable contribution
from singly-resonant topologies.

We first notice that, among the three different kinds of squared amplitudes entering at
O(α2

sα
4), as shown in Eq. (2.2), only the first one can develop double poles. The second

term interferes amplitudes belonging to O(gsg
5) and O(g3s g

3). Since the O(gsg
5) can just

arise from amplitudes with one external photon and a single external gluon, only amplitudes
of O(g3s g

3) with one internal and one external gluon contribute, which can have at most one
s-channel resonance. Similarly, for the third term the interference of O(g6) and O(g4s g

2)

only allows for O(g4s g
2) amplitudes with two internal gluons, which can again be at most

singly resonant.
Doubly-resonant contributions for O(α2

sα
4) can therefore just be generated when com-

puting the square of amplitudes of the same order, i.e. O(g2s g
4). The largest contribution

results from processes with two external gluons, so that the quality of the DPA for this
order should be judged on the basis of its ability to correctly describe these channels. By
construction, the VBS cuts that we use suppress the QCD background. As a consequence,
many doubly-resonant contributions of O(g2s g

4) do not favour two tagging jets needed to
pass the cuts (for examples see Fig. 5). On the other hand, there are singly-resonant dia-
grams (see Fig. 6) involving vector bosons or photons in the t channel, which are similarly
enhanced as the VBS signal for small momentum transfer, |t| ≪ M2

V, and thus contribute
a sizeable fraction of the cross section at O(α2

sα
4). For the less important contributions

originating from amplitudes with no external gluons similar arguments apply (see Fig. 7
for examples of doubly- and singly-resonant diagrams for these channels). Therefore, we
do not present pole-approximated results for the O(α2

sα
4) contribution but only provide

numbers for the integrated cross section of the off-shell calculation in Section 4.4.
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3 Pole approximation

After having discussed in Section 2 the full off-shell calculation of the process in Eq. (2.1),
we now introduce a double-pole approximation [72, 73] for the O(α6). At this order, the
DPA requires to take into account only those diagrams where at least two specified bosons
can become resonant. Technically, this is achieved by using some features of RECOLA [81,
82] to select contributions involving specific resonances. In this section we present this
approximation in its full generality, without considering a particular set of selection cuts.
Simplifications of the general case owing to a particular choice of a fiducial phase-space
region (defined in Section 4.2) are illustrated in Section 4.3.

For convenience and to set up some notation, we recall here some formulae that are
at the core of the pole approximation (PA). We restrict ourselves to the LO case, which
features only factorisable contributions,1 and that is the only one relevant for this work.
Indeed, at LO we can always write the amplitude M for a process of interest as

M =
R(kr1, . . . , k

r
nr
)

[(kr1)
2 −M2

1 ] · · · [(krnr
)2 −M2

nr
]
+N (kr1, . . . , k

r
nr
) , (3.1)

where the residue R summarises all contributions developing resonant parts in the nr res-
onance momenta krjr , with 1 ≤ jr ≤ nr. The propagators of the nr resonances, which
have been singled out from R, are written in terms of the real resonance masses Mjr . The
additional contribution N accounts for all diagrams which are resonant in nr − 1 or less
resonance momenta.

The PA is based on the pole scheme [85, 89, 90], which provides a prescription to
separate in a gauge-invariant way the resonant and non-resonant contributions in M. The
key idea is to use the gauge invariance of the location of the poles of the resonant propagators
and of the amplitude residue at the poles, i.e. of R evaluated with on-shell kinematics
(krjr)

2 = M2
jr

. This allows us to rewrite M in terms of separately gauge-invariant terms,

M =
R(k̂r1, . . . , k̂

r
nr
)

[(kr1)
2 − µ2

1] · · · [(krnr
)2 − µ2

nr
]
+ δR(kr1, . . . , k

r
nr
) +N (kr1, . . . , k

r
nr
) , (3.2)

where µ2
jr

, defined in Eq. (2.3), gives the gauge-invariant positions of the resonant propa-
gator poles. Since only the residue of the multiple poles and not R itself is gauge invariant,
the quantity R has to be computed with on-shell momenta k̂rjr . Finally, the term δR, which
if combined with N is also gauge invariant, is required so that the full expression of M is
recovered.

Starting from Eq. (3.2), the pole-approximated amplitude MPA is obtained by dropping
the contributions δR+N , which contain less resonances than the leading term. They are
suppressed with respect to the leading resonant contributions by a factor ΓV /MV ∼ α (for
V = Z or W) in quantities that are inclusive in the decay products of all the nr resonances.
The LO expression for MPA is then obtained as the first term of Eq. (3.2):

MLO
PA =

RLO(k̂r1, . . . , k̂
r
nr
)

[(kr1)
2 − µ2

1] · · · [(krnr
)2 − µ2

nr
]
. (3.3)

1At higher orders, non-factorisable corrections appear [73, 85, 87, 88], with a more complicated structure
than the one summarized here.
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It is worth reminding here that a crucial feature of the PA is that the off-shell momenta krjr
are used for the propagators’ denominator of the resonances, while the on-shell momenta
k̂rjr for the evaluation of R. Moreover, the off-shell momenta are also used in the definition
of physical observables and at the level of the event selection.

Starting from Eq. (3.3), which defines the standard LO PA, the PA for the semi-leptonic
VBS considered here requires some special features, which to our knowledge are needed to
be systematically taken into account for the first time:

1. Multiple PAs for a single channel. It is possible that a single partonic channel may
need multiple PAs to approximate the off-shell matrix element properly. To illustrate
the idea we consider the partonic channel ud̄ → ℓ+νℓūdud̄, which requires at least the
following DPAs:

(a) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(ūd)ud̄ – “semi-leptonic opposite-sign WW VBS,”

(b) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)dd̄ – “semi-leptonic WZ VBS,”

(c) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(dd̄)uū – “semi-leptonic WZ VBS,”

(d) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
+(ud̄)ūd – “semi-leptonic same-sign WW VBS,”

(e) ud̄ → ℓ+νℓZ(ūu)Z(dd̄) – “fully-hadronic ZZ VBS,”

(f) ud̄ → ℓ+νℓW
−(ūd)W+(ud̄) – “fully-hadronic opposite-sign WW VBS,”

where in our notation particles arising from the decay of an on-shell gauge boson
are enclosed in parentheses, which means the shorthand W+(ℓ+νℓ) denotes the decay
W+ → ℓ+νℓ with the W+ treated on shell in the PA. Note that the list of contributions
reported above is not complete, and the full set of DPAs that can appear is discussed
in Section 3.1, where we present a systematic way of computing a DPA for the process
given Eq. (2.1).

2. “Nested” PAs. We refer to a PA as “nested” if some of the resonant propagators share
one or more final-state momenta, meaning they are not independent. Continuing
with the illustrative channel ud̄ → ℓ+νℓūdud̄, we can write down a nested PA with a
resonant Higgs and a resonant W− boson as shown in the diagram of Fig. 2b. The
Higgs boson is produced in ud̄ → Hud̄ (VBF Higgs production and/or associated
Higgs production) and subsequently decays as H → ℓ+νℓW

−, in which the W− boson
is produced resonantly and in turn decays hadronically as W− → ūd. It is clear that
the momenta of the resonant Higgs and the W− boson are not independent, which is
also reflected in the fact that diagrammatically the Higgs-boson decay H → ℓ+νℓW

−

is “nested” between its production in ud̄ → Hud̄ and the W-boson decay W− → ūd.

Technically, nested PAs require to take into account a more complicated diagram
selection at the level of the matrix-element generation, since the nested part of the
reaction (the decay of the Higgs boson H → ℓ+νℓW

− in our example) can be attributed
both to the “production” and the “decay” part of the process. This refined diagram
selection has been implemented and made available in RECOLA v1.4.4. Another
complication arising for nested PAs is the on-shell projection, which becomes more
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involved due to two or more particles, whose momenta are not independent, required
being on shell. We describe a general on-shell projection that can be applied with an
arbitrary number of resonances, with and without nesting, in Section 3.2.

3. Overcounting higher-resonant contributions. In general, it is possible that some pole-
approximated matrix elements, where the momenta for all resonances required by
the approximation have been set on shell, feature additional propagators that can
become resonant. To be more explicit, using again our illustrative channel, each DPA
in item 1 includes a triply-resonant contribution. By listing the set of triple-pole
approximations (TPA) in the same order of the DPA list presented in item 1, we
have:

(a) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(ūd)W+(ud̄),

(b) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)Z(dd̄),

(c) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(dd̄)Z(uū),

(d) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
+(ud̄)W−(ūd),

(e) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(ūu)Z(dd̄),

(f) ud̄ → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(ūd)W+(ud̄).

It is clear that by simply summing over the set of DPAs in item 1, the two distinct
TPAs that appear in the list above are counted three times. Section 3.1.1 explains a
systematic handling of this overcounting issue in more detail.

4. Singularities. As mentioned at the beginning of Section 2, our calculation is performed
with a prescription in which massive unstable particles have complex masses, which
regulate the phase-space singularities when resonances become on shell. Within a
pole approximation, however, the decay widths entering the definition of the complex
masses are usually kept only in resonant propagator denominators, while they are set
to zero everywhere else. This is needed to preserve gauge invariance, since the on-
shell projection maps the resonances’ invariants to their real masses when replacing
{krj}

nr
j=1 → {k̂rj}

nr
j=1 in R in Eq. (3.3). Unfortunately, whenever we have a matrix

element in DPA that contains an additional propagator that can become resonant,
this procedure reintroduces phase-space singularities that were cured by non-zero
decay widths.

This complication, which arises in all partonic channels whose DPAs contain TPAs,
requires to use non-zero decay widths in all parts of the pole-approximated amplitude
in order to be able to numerically evaluate these problematic contributions. Even
if not explicitly needed, we decided to adopt this choice throughout our calculation,
and therefore also for those partonic channels whose DPAs do not develop additional
resonant propagators. That means we obtain our results in the complex-mass scheme
defined by Eq. (2.3) also when using the PA, and not just for the fully off-shell com-
putation. Even though this is known to formally break gauge invariance, we have
verified that the numerical impact of this choice at the level of the fiducial cross
section is statistically irrelevant and therefore under good numerical control.
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3.1 A systematic double-pole approximation for pp → ℓ+νℓ + 4j

Our aim here is to write down a systematic DPA of the process defined in Eq. (2.1). This
is a matter of assigning two bosons from the set {W+,W−,Z,H} to the given final state
by considering all possible 1 → 2 and 1 → 4 decays. For 1 → 4 decays we may have nested
resonances, but we only need to consider decays of heavier bosons into lighter ones, which
means the decays H → W+W−, H → ZZ and Z → W+W−. All other combinations decay
a lighter boson into heavier ones, which prevents the propagators of the inner resonance
and of one of its decay products from being simultaneously on shell. Moreover, decays of
the type 1 → 3 are not possible at O(α6) owing to the absence of gluons and photons in
the final state. In the case of the Higgs boson we also neglect decays of the type 1 → 2,
which are suppressed by the Yukawa coupling of the Higgs boson to fermions.

Given these organising principles, we divide all DPAs into five classes, depending on
whether the two final-state leptons are assigned to a resonance (semi-leptonic DPA) or not
(fully hadronic DPA), whether only particle pairs are set on shell (DPA with 1 → 2 decays)
or also one group of four final-state particles is assigned to a resonance (DPA with 1 → 4

decay), and finally whether the two resonances are nested or not. Therefore, we have the
“semi-leptonic DPAs with 1 → 2 decays,” which include all VBS diagrams,

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
+(jj)jj, (3.4a)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(jj)jj, (3.4b)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(jj)jj, (3.4c)

the “semi-leptonic DPAs with 1 → 4 decay”, involving Higgs-strahlung configurations or
di-boson-like topologies, where one boson further decays into a gauge-boson pair,

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)H(jjjj), pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(jjjj), (3.4d)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(jjjj), (3.4e)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓjj)Z(jj), (3.4f)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓjj)W
−(jj), (3.4g)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓjj)W
+(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓjj)W

+(jj), (3.4h)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓjj)Z(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓjj)Z(jj), (3.4i)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓjj)W
−(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓjj)W

−(jj), (3.4j)

the “semi-leptonic DPAs with nested 1 → 4 decay”, whose on-shell requirements mostly
select vector-boson-fusion diagrams,

pp → H(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)jj, pp → Z(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)jj. (3.4k)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓW
−(jj))jj, pp → Z(ℓ+νℓW

−(jj))jj, (3.4l)
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the “fully hadronic DPAs with 1 → 2 decays”, comprising diagrams for the production of a
gauge-boson pair together with a ℓ+νℓ pair,

pp → ℓ+νℓW
−(jj)W+(jj), (3.4m)

pp → ℓ+νℓW
−(jj)Z(jj), (3.4n)

pp → ℓ+νℓW
−(jj)W−(jj), (3.4o)

pp → ℓ+νℓZ(jj)Z(jj), (3.4p)

and finally the “fully hadronic DPAs with nested 1 → 4 decay”, selecting diagrams for the
production of a Higgs or Z boson accompanied by a ℓ+νℓ pair,

pp → ℓ+νℓH(W
+(jj)jj), pp → ℓ+νℓZ(W

+(jj)jj), (3.4q)

pp → ℓ+νℓH(Z(jj)jj), (3.4r)

pp → ℓ+νℓH(W
−(jj)jj), pp → ℓ+νℓZ(W

−(jj)jj). (3.4s)

Clearly, depending on the charges and the flavours of the particles present at LO, some
classes of DPAs are not allowed for some partonic processes. Moreover, within a given
class, not all combinations are possible. Therefore, our first step is to identify for each
partonic channel contributing to the process in Eq. (2.1) how many and which DPAs from
the list above are needed to properly approximate the channel itself. Channels where no
DPA is possible are simply discarded.

3.1.1 Overcounting of higher-resonant contributions

As outlined at the beginning of this section, by summing up the allowed DPA contributions
from Eq. (3.4) for a given partonic channel we can overcount triply-resonant contribu-
tions contained in DPAs. The only DPAs never affected by this issue are the ones listed
in Eqs. (3.4e)–(3.4g), owing to the relation MW < MZ, which prevents an on-shell W bo-
son from decaying into another on-shell boson. All other DPAs can potentially contain
triply-resonant contributions, whenever the charge and the flavour of the two partons not
assigned to an on-shell resonance allow for that. We can group these TPA contributions
into unnested TPAs, which include genuine triple vector-boson production processes,

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
+(jj)W−(jj), (3.5a)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(jj)Z(jj), (3.5b)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)W
−(jj)W−(jj), (3.5c)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(jj)Z(jj), (3.5d)
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and nested TPAs, which mostly comprise Higgs-strahlung topologies and di-boson contri-
butions with a Z boson further decaying into a gauge boson and two fermions,

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)H(W
+(jj)jj), pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(W

+(jj)jj), (3.5e)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)H(Z(jj)jj), (3.5f)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)H(W
−(jj)jj), pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(W

−(jj)jj), (3.5g)

pp → H(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)W
+(jj), pp → Z(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)W

+(jj), (3.5h)

pp → H(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)Z(jj), pp → Z(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)Z(jj), (3.5i)

pp → H(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)W
−(jj), pp → Z(W+(ℓ+νℓ)jj)W

−(jj), (3.5j)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓW
−(jj))W+(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓW

−(jj))W+(jj), (3.5k)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓW
−(jj))Z(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓW

−(jj))Z(jj), (3.5l)

pp → H(ℓ+νℓW
−(jj))W−(jj), pp → Z(ℓ+νℓW

−(jj))W−(jj). (3.5m)

It turns out that each of these TPA contributions is contained in three different DPAs (as
illustrated in detail in Table 1), which leads to an overcounting factor of two. Therefore,
to avoid this overcounting, for each partonic channel one has to subtract from the sum of
all required DPAs the corresponding TPA twice. This practical rule holds true also for the
cases in Eqs. (3.5c) and (3.5d), where the overcounting is a bit more involved. Indeed, for
these TPAs we can distinguish between two cases, namely where the vector-boson decays
are either distinguishable or indistinguishable.

To illustrate how that works, we focus on the TPA in Eq. (3.5d). We consider the par-
tonic channel pp → ℓ+νℓuūdd̄, which is part of Eq. (3.5d), i.e. pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)Z(dd̄),
and has distinguishable decays. For this channel we find the following DPAs

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)dd̄, (3.6a)

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(dd̄)uū, (3.6b)

pp → ℓ+νℓZ(dd̄)Z(uū), (3.6c)

where each of them contains the TPA of interest once. This can be read off Table 1, where
these DPAs are referred to as Eq. (3.4b) for the first contribution, again as Eq. (3.4b) for the
second contribution and finally as Eq. (3.4p) for the third contribution. In this final-state
configuration the overcounting factor of two naturally arises. In the case of indistinguishable
decays, we can consider for instance the partonic channel pp → ℓ+νℓuūuū, where our TPA
reads pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)Z(uū), and where we find the following two DPAs

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(uū)uū, (3.7a)

pp → ℓ+νℓZ(uū)Z(uū), (3.7b)

which again contain our TPA once each. If we label the indistinguishable particles with
indices, then the sum of squared matrix elements for Eq. (3.7a) is identical to

1

2

∣∣M(
pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(u1ū1)u2ū2

)∣∣2 + 1

2

∣∣M(
pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)Z(u2ū2)u1ū1

)∣∣2, (3.8)
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TPA DPA1 DPA2 DPA3

3.5a 3.4a 3.4c 3.4m
3.5b 3.4c 3.4b 3.4n
3.5c 3.4c 3.4c 3.4o
3.5d 3.4b 3.4b 3.4p

(a)

TPA DPA1 DPA2 DPA3

3.5e 3.4a 3.4d 3.4q
3.5f 3.4b 3.4d 3.4r
3.5g 3.4c 3.4d 3.4s

(b)

TPA DPA1 DPA2 DPA3

3.5h 3.4a 3.4k 3.4h
3.5i 3.4b 3.4k 3.4i
3.5j 3.4c 3.4k 3.4j

(c)

TPA DPA1 DPA2 DPA3

3.5k 3.4l 3.4m 3.4h
3.5l 3.4l 3.4n 3.4i
3.5m 3.4l 3.4o 3.4j

(d)

Table 1: Overcounting of TPA contributions in DPAs. The left-most column of each table
reports the equation number of the TPAs listed in Eq. (3.5), and the following equation
numbers in the same line list the DPAs that contain that TPA. Every TPA is contained
three times in the sum of all DPAs and thus has to be subtracted twice.

where the symmetry factors arise from the possibility to attribute to the resonant Z boson
the two indistinguishable quark pairs (u1ū1) and (u2ū2). If we consider the squared matrix
element for Eq. (3.7b), we can immediately realise that an identical symmetry factor is
needed, due to the two indistinguishable resonant Z bosons. Therefore, since we have three
different DPA squared-matrix-element contributions with the same symmetry factors, we
find again that the corresponding TPA is counted three times.

3.2 A general on-shell projection

A PA always requires a mapping of the n off-shell momenta, {ki}ni=1, which are computed
for each phase-space point by the phase-space generator, to on-shell momenta, {k̂i}ni=1, in
which the desired resonances’ momenta are on shell and all other momenta modified as little
as possible. The on-shell momenta are then used for the evaluation of the pole-approximated
amplitude MPA, as made clear in Eq. (3.3).

Therefore, we need to define a mapping

{ki}ni=1 7→ {k̂i}ni=1, (3.9)

which fulfils a minimal set of requirements:

• the external masses are unchanged, meaning k2i = k̂2i = m2
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n;
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• the internal s-channel resonances required by the PA are on shell, meaning that for
each of these resonances j, 1 ≤ j ≤ nr, we need

(
k̂rj

)2
=

∑
i∈Rj

k̂i

2

= M2
j , (3.10)

with Rj the set of indices labelling final-state particles which are decay products of
the resonance j, which has real mass Mj ;

• as many quantities (angles, invariants) as possible, which are not constrained by the
equations given above, should be preserved.

These conditions do not uniquely define a mapping, and consequently allow for different on-
shell projections. Differences in the results driven by the usage of different projections are
expected to be subleading within the accuracy of the PA procedure itself. By making use of
this residual freedom in the definition of the mapping, we construct an on-shell-projection
algorithm which is flexible enough to preserve as many invariants as possible, and, on top
of that, fully general and applicable also to the case of nested PAs, introduced in Section 3.

Terminology In the general case the algorithm has to go through N steps, where N =

nr + ns is determined by the number of resonances nr to be set on shell and the number of
invariants ns to be preserved. By default we require

√
ŝ to be preserved by the projection,

so that ns is at least one, and let the user preserve more invariants if needed. If a single
resonance is produced directly from the incoming particles without any additional particle,
e.g. Drell–Yan lepton-pair production at LO or Higgs-boson production in µ+µ− scattering,
the on-shell condition for this resonance and the preservation of the partonic centre-of-mass
energy lead to two incompatible equations for the same invariant. In that case we enforce the
on-shell condition for the first resonance and accordingly modify the initial-state momenta
p1 and p2 so that s = (p̂1 + p̂2)

2 = M2
1 ; the remaining part of the algorithm automatically

restores momentum conservation, p̂1 + p̂2 =
∑n

i=1 k̂i.
In the following we make the description of our general on-shell projection more concrete

by referring to a specific process, namely Higgs production in vector-boson fusion,

uc → H(ℓ1ν2W
−(u3d̄4))u5c6, (3.11)

in which we added indices to the final-state particles that are referenced in the discussion
below. This example is a case of a DPA (nr = 2) that is sufficiently general for the
description of the concepts of this section.

The algorithm described below makes use of the concept of a generalised resonance,
which is a set of final-state particles labelled by their indices

R = {i1, i2, . . . , im}, (3.12)

with m > 1 so that R contains at least two elements. A generalised resonance represents
either a proper resonance, whose momentum we want to project on shell, or a set of final-
state particles, whose invariant mass computed with off-shell momenta we want to preserve
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throughout the projection procedure. The algorithm treats the two cases on the same
footing, since the only difference among the two lies in the value to which the invariant is
projected, namely a constant real number or a dynamical quantity, respectively. For the
example in Eq. (3.11), we could choose the following generalised resonances,

R1 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}, (3.13a)

R2 = {1, 2, 3, 4}, (3.13b)

R3 = {3, 4}, (3.13c)

R4 = {1, 2}, (3.13d)

R5 = {5, 6}, (3.13e)

which represent the partonic centre of mass, R1, the invariant of the off-shell W− boson
formed by particles 3 and 4, R3, and the invariant of particles 5 and 6, R5, all of which we
want to preserve. Furthermore, R2 represents the invariant of the Higgs boson and R4 the
invariant of the W+ boson, which we want to project on shell.

Next, we introduce spectators, which are similar to generalised resonances, but contain
exactly one index,

Li = {i}, (3.14)

and therefore consist of a single-particle state with a given index i. As it will become clear
below, spectators naturally represent stopping conditions for an algorithm that, starting
from production level, follows the decay chain of all intermediate particles until final states
are reached. In the example of Eq. (3.11), we have

L1 = {1}, L2 = {2}, L3 = {3}, L4 = {4}, L5 = {5}, L6 = {6}, (3.15)

namely one spectator for each final-state particle.
Each generalised resonance Rl must decay into either (nested) generalised resonances

and/or spectators, and this information is encoded in the list of decay sets Dl,

Rl → Dl = {D1
l , D

2
l , . . . , D

d
l }, (3.16)

whose elements Dk
l in turn can be either generalised resonances R or spectators L. For

every generalised resonance in a decay set Dl, there has to be another decay set Dm with
m > l so that eventually all spectators are contained in a decay set. In our example we
have the following decay sets:

R1 → D1 = {R2, R5}, (3.17a)

R2 → D2 = {R3, R4}, (3.17b)

R3 → D3 = {L3, L4}, (3.17c)

R4 → D4 = {L1, L2}, (3.17d)

R5 → D5 = {L5, L6}, (3.17e)

where D1 describes the production process of the Higgs boson (R2) and the two-jet system
(R5), whose subsequent decay into the two spectators L5 and L6 is enclosed in D5. Then,
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D2 denotes the subsequent Higgs decay into a W+ (R3) and a W− (R4) boson, each of
which decays into the spectators collected in D3 and D4, respectively.

Finally, each generalised resonance Rk has an associated value Sk that fixes the corre-
sponding invariant after on-shell projection:

Sk =

∑
r∈Rk

k̂r

2

, (3.18)

and these values are either determined by the PA (and set to the corresponding squared
masses of the resonances) or by the phase-space generator, if the corresponding invariant
should be preserved. For spectators, a similar condition holds,

m2
i =

∑
r∈Li

k̂r

2

= k̂2i , (3.19)

where the sum always runs over exactly one element. Since generalised resonances and
spectators are also decay sets, we can rewrite Eq. (3.18) and Eq. (3.19) together in the
following equation,

S(D) =

(∑
r∈D

k̂r

)2

, (3.20)

where S(Rk) = Sk and S(Lk) = m2
k. In our example we have

S1 = s123456, S2 = M2
H, S3 = M2

W, S4 = s12, S5 = s56, (3.21)

which instructs the algorithm to preserve the centre-of-mass energy, to project the Higgs
and the W+ boson on shell, and to preserve the W−-boson invariant and the invariant of
particles 5 and 6.

Initialisation We now introduce the concept of resonance information, which is the data
the algorithm needs to generate the on-shell-projected momenta. More precisely, we define
the resonance information as the ordered list{

Sl, Rl → Dl

}N
l=1

(3.22)

of N generalised resonances, whose corresponding invariants should be set to the value Sl,
and which decay into the objects represented by the elements of Dl = {D1

l , D
2
l , . . . , D

dl
l },

where dl defines the number of decay products for the generalised resonance Rl.
The ordering in Eq. (3.22) according to the index l is important, since it corresponds

to the way the algorithm proceeds: if i, j ∈ N, then either Rj+i ⊂ Rj or Rj+i ∩ Rj = ∅.
In other words: generalised resonances that are processed later are either fully nested in
previous resonances, or completely disjoint from them (if they are branches from different
decay sets). To summarise the resonance information that we chose for Eq. (3.11) in the
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previous paragraphs, we have:

S1 = s123456, R1 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} → D1 = {R2, R5},
S2 = M2

H, R2 = {1, 2, 3, 4} → D2 = {R3, R4},
S3 = M2

W, R3 = {3, 4} → D3 = {L3, L4},
S4 = s12, R4 = {1, 2} → D4 = {L1, L2},
S5 = s56, R5 = {5, 6} → D5 = {L5, L6}.

(3.23)

Note that S2, representing the Higgs decay, comes after S1, because the Higgs on-shell
momentum is computed at ℓ = 1. On the other hand, S2 comes before S3 and S4, which
describe the decays of the two W bosons, whose projected momenta are generated at step
ℓ = 2. Notice that S5 could come at any place after S1, and that S2 and S3 could safely be
swapped. Apart from this freedom, the ordering is fixed.

On-shell projection The on-shell-projection algorithm loops over the entries of the res-
onance information from l = 1 to l = N . At each step l it uses the previously constructed
on-shell momentum k̂rl corresponding to the generalised resonance Rl (input) and generates
the on-shell-projected momenta corresponding to each element Dk

l of the decay set Dl (out-
put). The decay set Dk

l is either a spectator, Dk
l = Li, and then the on-shell momentum k̂i

for the final state i has been constructed, or it is another generalised resonance, Dk
l = Rm.

In the latter case the algorithm constructs the momentum of a nested resonance which
eventually decays into spectators in a later step m > l.

At each step, first, the off-shell momenta pj corresponding to the decay set Dl are
constructed,

pj =
∑
i∈Dj

l

ki, (3.24)

together with the off-shell momentum of the generalised resonance:

krl =

dl∑
j=1

pj . (3.25)

Then we boost the momenta pj into their centre-of-mass frame using the pure boost Λ(krl ),
so that q̃j = Λ(krl )pj and

dl∑
j=1

Λ(krl ) pj =

dl∑
j=1

q̃j =

(
El

0⃗

)
, (3.26)

where El denotes the corresponding centre-of-mass energy. Because the three-momenta
{⃗̃qj}dlj=1 add up to zero in Eq. (3.26), we are free to rescale them by the same factor α,
without destroying spatial-momentum conservation. This freedom is used to enforce the
condition in Eq. (3.18) for all generalised resonances and spectators in the list Dl, which
yields an equation for α, √

S(Rl) =

dl∑
j=1

√
S(Dj

l ) + α2⃗̃q 2
j , (3.27)
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from which we choose the solution closest to 1. We point out that, in the previous equation,
the energies of the on-shell-projected elements of the decay set on the right-hand side have
to sum to

√
S(Rl) and not El, to consistently match on-shell-projection conditions enforced

at previous iterations. In every step l it is possible that Eq. (3.27) has no solution, and this
is always the case when the on-shell conditions conflict with relations among invariants.
In Eq. (3.11), for example, step l = 2 imposes the constraint

MH > MW +
√
s12, (3.28)

but if
√
s12, given by the phase-space generator, is too large, then the on-shell projection

is not possible. In those cases where an on-shell projection can not be constructed, the
phase-space point is simply discarded, i.e. the projected matrix element is set to zero.

If instead a value of α is found, we boost the new on-shell momenta qj back to the
laboratory frame. In order to enforce local momentum conservation with respect to the
previously computed on-shell momentum k̂rl of Rl, this is done using an inverse boost
Λ−1(k̂rl ) constructed using k̂rl instead of krl . Therefore, the step l of the algorithm can
deliver two kinds of momenta. If j is a spectator, then Dj

l = Li = {i}, with index i the
only element of the set, and

k̂i = Λ−1(k̂rl )

(√
m2

i + α2⃗̃q 2
j

α⃗̃qj

)
(3.29)

is the final on-shell-projected momentum for the particle with index i. Instead, if j denotes
a generalised resonance (which must decay further), then Dj

l = Ri, with i identifying one
of the generalised resonances, and

Pi = Λ−1(k̂rl )

(√
Si + α2⃗̃q 2

j

α⃗̃qj

)
(3.30)

is the momentum of a nested resonance, which will be needed in a step i > l of the algorithm.
We note that the construction of the decay momenta, Eqs. (3.26), (3.29) and (3.30),

are a generalisation of some of the ingredients used in the on-shell projection presented
in Ref. [86]. Here Eq. (3.27) is the genuinely new feature allowing us to generate on-shell
projections for arbitrary pole approximations.

Preservation of invariants As mentioned at the beginning of this section, our algorithm
also offers the freedom to preserve some invariants to reduce the impact of the on-shell
projection in deforming the off-shell phase-space points. This is done by a proper definition
of the resonance information, which must be specified to initialise the algorithm. In Table 2
we report the choice that is used to produce the results in Section 4. We denote with V

all heavy vector bosons, i.e. V ∈ {W,Z}, and with B all heavy scalar or vector bosons,
i.e. B ∈ {H,W,Z}. Our choice of preserved invariants is quite natural when one looks at
the different PAs: we pair together leptons or quarks that do not directly result from an
on-shell projected resonance at a given step of the decay chain. The only case that needs
clarification is the DPA with the decay B → q1q2q3q4. In this case we always pair together
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DPA equation Projected/preserved invariants

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)V (q1q2)q3q4 (3.4a)–(3.4c) ŝℓ+νℓ
= M2

W ŝ12 = M2
V s34 –

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)B(q1q2q3q4) (3.4d)–(3.4e) ŝℓ+νℓ
= M2

W ŝ1234 = M2
B s12 s34

pp → B(ℓ+νℓq1q2)V (q3q4) (3.4f)–(3.4j) ŝℓ+νℓ12 = M2
B ŝ34 = M2

V sℓ+νℓ
s12

pp → V (W+(ℓ+νℓ)q1q2)q3q4 (3.4k) ŝℓ+νℓ12 = M2
V ŝℓ+νℓ

= M2
W s12 s34

pp → V (ℓ+νℓW
−(q1q2))q3q4 (3.4l) ŝℓ+νℓ12 = M2

V ŝ12 = M2
W sℓ+νℓ

s34
pp → ℓ+νℓV1(q1q2)V2(q3q4) (3.4m)–(3.4p) ŝ12 = M2

V1
ŝ34 = M2

V2
sℓ+νℓ

–
pp → ℓ+νℓB(V (q1q2)q3q4) (3.4q)–(3.4s) ŝ1234 = M2

B ŝ12 = M2
V sℓ+νℓ

s34

TPA equation Projected/preserved invariants

pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)V1(q1q2)V2(q3q4) (3.5a)–(3.5d) ŝℓ+νℓ
= M2

W ŝ12 = M2
V1

ŝ34 = M2
V2

–
pp → W+(ℓ+νℓ)B(V (q1q2)q3q4) (3.5e)–(3.5g) ŝℓ+νℓ

= M2
W ŝ1234 = M2

B ŝ12 = M2
V s34

pp → B(W+(ℓ+νℓ)q1q2)V (q3q4) (3.5h)–(3.5j) ŝℓ+νℓ12 = M2
B ŝℓ+νℓ

= M2
W ŝ34 = M2

V s12
pp → B(ℓ+νℓW

−(q1q2))V (q3q4) (3.5k)–(3.5m) ŝℓ+νℓ12 = M2
B ŝ12 = M2

W ŝ34 = M2
V sℓ+νℓ

Table 2: Choice of projected and preserved invariants for the PAs given in Section 3.1
and used to calculate the results in Section 4. Whenever invariants are given in the form
ŝ = M2

R, they are projected to the mass of the resonance R, otherwise their off-shell value
is preserved, ŝ = s, as discussed in Section 3.2. The indices of the invariants s... refer to
the corresponding quarks in the final state as indicated in column 1.

quarks belonging to the same generation, preferring combinations where the quarks q1 and
q2 have total electric charge +1, −1 or 0 (in this order). This is motivated by the fact
that the contributions involving resonant W bosons are usually larger than those involving
resonant Z bosons. While we could have always fixed two resonances for all DPAs and one
resonance for all TPAs, this was not needed in some cases for the setups considered in the
paper.

4 Numerical results

To be specific, we consider for the numerical analysis of this section the µ+νµ final state,
i.e. we compute the process

pp → µ+νµ + 4j. (4.1)

Since we neglect the charged-lepton mass, our results hold as well for all other lepton
flavours, whenever they are treated as massless (as usually done with the electron).

4.1 Input parameters

Our setup is designed for an LHC run at a centre-of-mass (CM) energy of 13TeV. We use
the NNLO NNPDF3.1luxQED PDF set with αs(MZ) = 0.118 [91] via LHAPDF [92] in the
NF = 5 fixed-flavour scheme for all predictions. The initial-state collinear splittings are
treated by the MS redefinition of the PDFs.

The central renormalisation and factorisation scales are chosen as the geometric average
of the transverse momenta of the tag jets j1 and j2

µcentral
R = µcentral

F =
√
pT,j1 · pT,j2 , (4.2)
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where the precise definition of tag jets, namely the ones originating from the scattered
incoming partons for a typical VBS signal, is given in Section 4.2. Based on this central
scale, we perform a 7-point scale variation of both the renormalisation and factorisation
scale, meaning we calculate the observables for the pairs(

µR/µ
central
R , µF/µ

central
F

)
= {(0.5, 0.5), (0.5, 1), (1, 0.5), (1, 1), (1, 2), (2, 1), (2, 2)} (4.3)

of renormalisation and factorisation scales and use the resulting envelope to estimate the
perturbative (QCD) scale uncertainty. It worth mentioning already at this point that a 7-
point scale variation is strictly performed only for the estimate of the LO QCD uncertainties
of the fully off-shell O(α2

sα
4) and O(αsα

5). Indeed, since the O(α6) contribution just
depends on the factorisation scale, the 7-point scale variation boils down to a 3-point scale
variation in this case.

The masses and widths of the massive gauge bosons are taken from the PDG review
2020 [93],

MOS
Z = 91.1876GeV, ΓOS

Z = 2.4952GeV,

MOS
W = 80.379GeV, ΓOS

W = 2.085GeV,
(4.4a)

and furthermore we set

mt = 173GeV, Γt = 0GeV,

MH = 125GeV, ΓH = 4.07× 10−3GeV.
(4.4b)

Without any resonant top quarks in the considered processes, we can set the top-quark
width to zero. The Higgs-boson width is taken from Ref. [94]. From the measured on-shell
(OS) values of the masses and widths of the weak vector bosons V = W,Z, we obtain the
corresponding pole quantities used in the calculation [95],

MV =
MOS

V√
1 + (ΓOS

V /MOS
V )2

, ΓV =
ΓOS
V√

1 + (ΓOS
V /MOS

V )2
. (4.5)

The pole quantities are then used to initialise complex masses for the unstable particles, as
required in the complex-mass scheme [72, 83–85]. As a consequence, the EW mixing angle
and the related couplings are also complex valued.

We employ the Gµ scheme [73] to define the electromagnetic coupling, which fixes the
EW coupling α using the Fermi constant Gµ as input parameter via

α =

√
2

π
GµM

2
W

(
1−

M2
W

M2
Z

)
with Gµ = 1.16638× 10−5GeV−2 (4.6)

from the real pole masses.
Our calculation is performed in the 5-flavour scheme, where the bottom quark is treated

as massless. As already motivated in Section 2, we exclude all partonic channels with
final-state bottom quarks by assuming a perfect bottom-jet veto. The contribution of the
remaining channels with bottom quarks only in the initial state has been neglected. Indeed
we verified numerically that this contribution is below 10−5 at O(α6) and at the level of
10−3 (therefore comparable with our numerical accuracy, see Table 3) at O(α2

sα
4) for the

setups considered in this paper.
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4.2 Event selection

The event selection used for this analysis is inspired by the CMS and ATLAS measurements
of opposite-sign W-boson-pair production [29, 80] and previous works of some of us on
VBS [66, 68]. In our LO definition of the process in Eq. (4.1), where photons are not
considered as jets and therefore can not appear in the final state of any partonic channel,
the reconstruction of physical objects significantly simplifies. QCD partons (quarks, anti-
quarks, gluons) are clustered into jets using the anti-kT algorithm [96]. Only partons with
rapidity |y| < 5 are considered for recombination, while particles with larger |y| are assumed
to be lost in the beam pipe. The rapidity y and the transverse momentum pT of a particle
are defined as

y =
1

2
ln

E + pz
E − pz

, pT =
√
p2x + p2y, (4.7)

where E is the energy of the particle, pz the component of its momentum along the beam
axis, and px, py the components perpendicular to the beam axis.

The anti-muon has to fulfil

pT,µ > 30GeV, |yµ| < 2.4, (4.8)

while the missing transverse momentum is required to satisfy

pT,miss > 30GeV (4.9)

and is computed as the transverse part of the neutrino momentum at Monte Carlo-truth
level, i.e. pT,miss = pT,νµ . Furthermore the transverse mass of the W boson is bounded by
an upper threshold,

MW
T =

√
2pT,µ · pT,νµ(1− cos∆ϕµνµ) < 185GeV. (4.10)

The partons are independently clustered with a resolution radius of firstly R = 0.4,
and secondly of R = 0.8. The resulting objects are called AK4 and AK8 jets, respectively.
AK4 jets must fulfil the conditions

pT,jAK4 > 30GeV, |yjAK4 | < 4.7. (4.11)

In the set of AK8 jets there must be either none (a) or one (b) that fulfils the conditions

pT,jAK8 > 200GeV, |yjAK8 | < 2.4, 40GeV < MjAK8 < 250GeV, (4.12)

otherwise the event is discarded. The first case (a) with no AK8 jet and at least four AK4
jets defines the resolved category, while the second case (b) with exactly one AK8 jet and
at least two AK4 jets defines the boosted category. To remove most of the overlap of AK4
and AK8 jets in the boosted category we demand that

∆R (jAK4, jAK8) > 0.8 (4.13)

for every AK4 jet. The distance ∆Rij for two objects i and j is defined as

∆Rij =
√
(∆ϕij)2 + (∆yij)2 (4.14)
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with the azimuthal-angle difference ∆ϕij = min(|ϕi − ϕj |, 2π − |ϕi − ϕj |) and the rapidity
difference ∆yij = yi − yj .

In both categories the two AK4 jets with highest invariant mass, called tag jets, must
obey

Mj1j2 > 500GeV, |∆yj1j2 | > 2.5. (4.15)

Furthermore, the tag jet with largest transverse momentum must satisfy

pT,j1 > 50GeV. (4.16)

Finally, we define the hadronically decaying vector boson mass MV as the invariant mass
either of the two AK4 jets that are not tag jets and whose invariant mass is the closest to
85GeV in the resolved category (a) or of the AK8 jet in the boosted category (b). This
invariant mass must fulfil

65GeV < MV < 105GeV (a) and 70GeV < MV < 115GeV (b) (4.17)

in the resolved and boosted category, respectively.

4.3 Pole approximation in a VBS-like acceptance region

For both setups presented in Section 4.2 the PAs of each partonic channel contribut-
ing to our reaction simplify with respect to the general and systematic case discussed
in Section 3.1. This is due to the cuts on the invariant mass of the tag jets, Mj1j2 , given in
Eq. (4.15), and the invariant mass MV of the pair of jets identified with the hadronic decay
of the vector boson, Eq. (4.17).

By its definition in Eq. (3.3), a PA describes the corresponding fully off-shell matrix
element best where its resonances are on shell. In this region of phase space, which we
denote as Ω, a decent on-shell projection results in on-shell momenta k̂i that deform the
off-shell momenta ki as little as possible. Therefore, if the definition of the fiducial phase-
space region is such that Ω is cut out, the application of the pole approximation is not
justified.

We use this consistency argument to determine which PAs from the list in Eq. (3.4) to
include or not. This leaves the PAs given in Eqs. (3.4a)–(3.4c) (that we sometimes denote
as sl-dpa category) and only the Higgs-resonant contribution from Eq. (3.4l) (also referred
to as sl-dpa-h in the following). All dropped contributions from Eq. (3.4) fall in three
categories:

1. One resonance R decaying into four quarks: R → q1q2q3q4. This concerns the PAs
in Eqs. (3.4d) and (3.4e), which contain the unnested decays H,Z,W− → jjjj, and in
Eqs. (3.4q)–(3.4s), which contain the decays H/Z → V jj with V further decaying into
two jets, i.e. V → jj.

For these processes the cut Mj1j2 > 500GeV on the tag jets leads to the kinematical
constraint

√
s1234 > Mj1j2 > 500GeV, (4.18)
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on the off-shell invariant s1234 of the four quarks. Since the on-shell projection sets
ŝ1234 = M2

H, M2
Z, or M2

W, the phase-space region Ω, in which s1234 ≈ ŝ1234, is cut
out. In other words, phase-space points that pass the tag-jet cut are always deformed
heavily, in the sense |(s1234 − ŝ1234)/ΓB| ≫ 1, which requires these contributions to
be dropped.

2. Two resonances R1 and R2, each containing two quarks in its decay products: R1 →
q1q2 (or R1 → µ+νµq1q2) and R2 → q3q4. This concerns Eqs. (3.4f)–(3.4j) and (3.4m)–
(3.4p). For these processes we can distinguish two scenarios:

(a) “correct” identification. This occurs when the invariant MV from Eq. (4.17)
corresponds to either the one of the quark pair q1q2 or q3q4. Then the invariant
Mj1j2 corresponds to either the one of the quark pair q3q4 or q1q2, respectively,
implying that the region Ω is cut out, as discussed in the first category.

(b) “incorrect” identification. This occurs in the remaining cases, namely when the
invariant MV corresponds to either q1q3, q1q4, q2q3, or q2q4. Then the invariant
Mj1j2 corresponds to either the quark pair q2q4, q2q3, q1q4, or q1q3, respectively.
Since both cuts act on invariants different from the ones set on shell, the phase-
space region Ω is not necessarily cut out. However, by calculating these PAs we
find that they are suppressed with respect to the ones in Eqs. (3.4a)–(3.4c) by
several orders of magnitude, from which we conclude that the contribution from
Ω is negligible.

3. Only two quarks from a resonance associated to a 4-fermion decay: R → µ+νµq1q2.
This concerns Eqs. (3.4k) and (3.4l).

In the case of Eq. (3.4k) the W+ boson from the resonant Higgs decay H → W+W− is
set on shell, so that the W− boson is off shell. We can again consider a correct and an
incorrect identification. For the correct identification, the phase-space region Ω is cut
out by the constraint Eq. (4.17a) on MV , which forces the W− boson to be on shell.
For the incorrect identification, we again find contributions from Ω suppressed by
several orders of magnitude. When the Higgs boson is replaced by a Z boson, i.e.
Z → W+W−, the suppression is even more enhanced, because the Z-boson mass
forces the W− boson further off shell.

In the case of Eq. (3.4l) the W− boson from the Higgs decay H → W+W− is set
on shell and thus with a correct identification Ω is not cut out. Therefore this con-
tribution is included. We note again that the corresponding case with the decay
Z → W+W− is suppressed and not included in our results.

Once the contributions listed above are dropped, the overcounting described in Sec-
tion 3.1.1 must be adjusted accordingly. By looking at Table 1, we see that the triply-
resonant contributions in Eqs. (3.5a)–(3.5d) (sometimes also denoted as vvv-tpa category)
are double-counted. Therefore they have to be subtracted once, instead of twice as in the
general case. For the other cases listed in Table 1 there is no overcounting and therefore
the TPA contributions in Eqs. (3.5e)–(3.5m) must not be subtracted.
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resolved-setup boosted-setup

Order σoff shell [fb] ∆ [%] σoff shell [fb] ∆ [%]

O(α6) 9.042(1)+9.0%
−7.7% 22.8 2.5070(4)+11.6%

−9.6% 21.0

O(αsα
5) 0.2952(1)+17.2%

−13.5% 0.7 0.06920(5)+19.3%
−14.9% 0.6

O(α2
sα

4) 30.334(5)+36.7%
−24.7% 76.5 9.338(3)+39.1%

−25.9% 78.4

sum 39.673(5)+30.2%
−20.8% 100.0 11.914(3)+33.2%

−22.4% 100.0

Table 3: Fully off-shell LO cross sections (in fb) for the reaction pp → µ+νµ + 4j, where
the three different perturbative contributions considered in this paper are shown in separate
lines. The results are presented both in the resolved (second and third column) and in the
boosted (fourth and fifth column) setup as defined in Section 4.2. Scale uncertainties are
shown as percentages, while integration errors are given in parentheses. The third and fifth
columns report the contribution ∆ in percentage of the specific perturbative order to the
full result, given by the sum of the three orders and shown in the last line.

4.4 Fiducial cross sections

In this section we present results at the integrated level for the reaction in Eq. (4.1) for both
of the two setups introduced in Section 4.2. In Table 3 we show values for the integrated
cross section computed for the three LO contributions discussed in Section 2, namely O(α6),
O(αsα

5), and O(α2
sα

4).
Together with numerical uncertainties given in parentheses, theoretical uncertainties

are estimated by a 7-point scale-variation envelope. For the O(α6) results the cross section
has no dependence on the renormalisation scale and thus QCD scale uncertainties are simply
obtained by varying the factorisation scale. This procedure practically results in a 3-point
scale variation. Since the main goal of this manuscript is not to improve on the perturbative
QCD accuracy, we just present scale uncertainties in Table 3, but we refrain from showing
them elsewhere and especially in the differential results discussed in the next section.

In the third and fifth columns of Table 3 we report the percentages of each calculated
order to their sum, shown in the last row. As expected, the O(α2

sα
4) is dominating the cross

section, with the LO EW contribution containing the VBS signal just amounting to 22.8%

and 21.0% in the resolved and boosted setup, respectively. In both cases, the interference
contribution O(αsα

5) amounts to less than 1% and is therefore completely negligible from
a phenomenological point of view.

In Table 4 we report the LO EW results compared to their PA, obtained as described
in Sections 3 and 4.3. We can immediately see that in both the resolved and the boosted
setup the PA describes the fully off-shell result pretty accurately at the integrated level,
with differences within ∼ 1%, as visible in the third column of Table 4. The underesti-
mation of the full result is explained by keeping in mind that the DPA discards diagrams
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σoff shell [fb] σPA [fb] δPA [%]

resolved-setup 9.042(1) 8.9379(7) −1.15

boosted-setup 2.5070(4) 2.4799(3) −1.08

Table 4: LO EW cross sections (in fb) in the resolved and boosted setup as defined
in Section 4.2 for the reaction pp → µ+νµ+4j. In the first column the fully off-shell result,
σoff shell, is presented, while in the second column the corresponding outcome in PA, σPA, is
reported. Integration errors are shown in parentheses. The last column lists the accuracy
of the approximation in terms of the relative difference δPA (in percentage) between the
pole-approximated and off-shell results, defined as δPA = (σPA − σoff shell)/σoff shell.

corresponding to single and non-resonant topologies, which at LO give positive contribu-
tions at the squared-amplitude level, if one neglects tiny interference terms. Also the size
of the relative difference δPA between the full and the approximated cross section is well
understood. Indeed, off-shell effects which are not covered by the PA are expected to be of
the order of O(ΓV /MV ) ≲ 3% (with V = Z,W) for the two EW gauge bosons [85]. Since
the fiducial cross sections in the considered setups are largely inclusive in the decay prod-
ucts of the resonances, the quality of the PA meets our expectations for both categories.
Larger differences can appear in particular phase-space regions where non-resonant effects
start to become relevant. These effects are discussed in the next section, when considering
differential results.

In Table 5 we present results for the integrated cross sections σ(i)
PA for the individual PA

categories that have been included in our calculation according to the consistency criteria
outlined in Section 4.3. Their percentage contributions to the complete pole-approximated
prediction σPA are reported in the third and fifth columns for the resolved and boosted se-
tups, respectively. One immediately notices that the bulk of the PA arises from the sl-dpa
category in Eqs. (3.4a)–(3.4c), which includes the sum of all partonic channels for which a
semi-leptonic DPA with 1 → 2 decays is allowed, i.e. the genuine VBS contributions. For
this category, we also show in the first lines of the table the individual contributions of the
different VBS processes, namely W+W− of Eq. (3.4c), which is the largest one, W+W+

of Eq. (3.4a), and W+Z of Eq. (3.4b). The dominance of the sl-dpa contribution is even
more enhanced in the boosted setup, where the selection cuts further reduce the impor-
tance of diagrams with a nested Higgs resonance, accounted for in the sl-dpa-h category
of Eq. (3.4l). This suppression can mostly be attributed to the transverse momentum cut
acting on the fat jet of Eq. (4.12): whenever a Higgs boson is set on shell, the energy of the
two gauge bosons into which it decays is constrained, and so is the transverse momentum
of the possibly reconstructed fat jet arising from one of them. Nevertheless, the inclusion
of the sl-dpa-h category is crucial to achieve a complete DPA of the fully off-shell result.
Indeed, if the pole-approximated cross section just included the sl-dpa contribution, the
quality of the PA would degrade from δPA = −1.15% to δPA = −4.28% for the resolved
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resolved-setup boosted-setup

Category σ
(i)
PA [fb] ∆ [%] σ

(i)
PA [fb] ∆ [%]

sl-dpa (W+W−) 3.9697(5) 44.41 1.1225(2) 45.26

sl-dpa (W+W+) 3.0497(5) 34.12 0.9243(2) 37.27

sl-dpa (W+Z) 1.6359(2) 18.30 0.38597(6) 15.56

sl-dpa 8.6552(4) 96.83 2.4328(3) 98.10

sl-dpa-h 0.28472(3) 3.19 0.047063(8) 1.90

vvv-tpa −0.002090(2) 0.02 −1.30(2)× 10−6 −0.05× 10−4

σPA = Σiσ
(i)
PA 8.9379(7) 100 2.4799(3) 100

Table 5: Integrated cross sections σ
(i)
PA (in fb) for the individual PA categories to the

reaction pp → µ+νµ + 4j which are considered in our calculation according to the criteria
outlined in Section 4.3. From the third to the fifth line, cross sections for the different
VBS processes contributing to sl-dpa (giving the sum of the three in the sixth row) are
separately shown. The result for the full PA is reported as a reference in the last line and
can be recovered by summing the cross sections from the sixth to the eighth line. Results
are presented both in the resolved (second and third column) and in the boosted (fourth and
fifth column) setup as defined in Section 4.2. Integration errors are given in parentheses.
The third and fifth columns provide the percentage contribution ∆ of the specific PA to
the full pole-approximated result.

setup, and from δPA = −1.08% to δPA = −2.96% for the boosted one.
The Higgs contribution captured by the sl-dpa-h category can be further compared

to the sl-dpa (W+W−) cross section, which contributes to the same final state. We see that
the sl-dpa-h result amounts to only δHiggs ∼ 7% and δHiggs ∼ 4% of the sl-dpa (W+W−)

one in the resolved and boosted setup, respectively. The first of these numbers can be
compared with the much larger Higgs contribution of ∼ 25% that was found in Ref. [68] (see
Table 7) for W+W− scattering with fully leptonic final states. While this difference can be
partially attributed to the different nature of the process (fully leptonic versus semi-leptonic
final states), it results, in particular, from the definition of the fiducial regions. While
in Ref. [68] no invariant-mass cuts were applied, the invariant-mass cut on the hadronically
decaying vector boson in Eq. (4.17a) suppresses configurations where the Higgs boson and
the leptonically decaying W+ boson are simultaneously on shell, as discussed in Section 4.3.
Since the sl-dpa-h category just describes configurations where the W− and the Higgs
boson are on shell, the missing contribution with on-shell W+ and Higgs bosons roughly
provides a factor of two, raising δHiggs for semi-leptonic VBS from ∼ 7% to ∼ 14%, thus
rendering this fraction much closer to the result of Ref. [68].
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sl-dpa sl-dpa-h vvv-tpa
Partonic channel σoff shell [ab] σPA [ab] δPA [%] ∆ [%] ∆ [%] ∆ [%]

ud̄ → µ+νµss̄cc̄ 0.1701(5) 0.168(1) −1.07 143.30 0.23 −43.53

dū → µ+νµssc̄c̄ 0.0868(3) 0.0856(9) −1.45 178.36 0.22 −78.58

uū → µ+νµsss̄c̄ 0.0574(1) 0.0560(2) −2.38 153.86 0.18 −54.05

Table 6: Selection of some partonic channels for which the overcounting problem de-
scribed in Section 3.1.1 is numerically sizable. The second and the third columns report
the integrated cross sections in ab in the resolved setup for the off-shell σoff shell and pole-
approximated σPA calculation, respectively. Integration errors are given in parentheses.
The results for each partonic channel are obtained by summing over the two channels that
are related by interchanging u ↔ c and d ↔ s, and by reweighting them by the appropriate
PDF factors. In the fourth column the quality of the PA, δPA = (σPA−σoff shell)/σoff shell, is
shown in percentage. The last three columns present the percentage contribution ∆ to σPA

of the three different PA categories used for the results of this and the following section.

As a concluding remark, we observe that the impact of the vvv-tpa of Eqs. (3.5a)–
(3.5d) is numerically irrelevant for both setups at the integrated level, when all partonic
channels contributing to pp → µ+νµ + 4j are summed over. Nevertheless, their inclusion
is indispensable to achieve for all partonic channels a theoretically consistent PA which
avoids overcounting problems, as described in Section 3.1.1. This is explicitly illustrated
in Table 6, where exemplary partonic channels are shown, for which the overcounting of
resonant phase-space configurations is numerically sizable. One can see from the fifth
column of the table that for these channels the sl-dpa alone overshoots the off-shell pre-
diction (shown in the second column), and the sl-dpa-h category (in the sixth column)
just provides a small and positive contribution. One definitely needs to subtract the dou-
ble counting of triply-resonant contributions to restore the quality of the PA individually
for each partonic channel (see values of δPA in fourth column), which otherwise would be
degraded to δPA ∼ 42%, ∼ 76%, and ∼ 50%, respectively, for the three channels in the
different rows of the table.

4.5 Differential distributions

In this section we study the quality of the PA for the LO EW contribution to the pro-
cess in Eq. (4.1) at differential level by examining some distributions which are especially
relevant for VBS. All plots have the following structure. In the main panel the LO EW
cross sections are presented for the fully off-shell (blue curve) and pole-approximated (red
curve) results, named LO and LOPA. Differences between the two are highlighted in a
first ratio panel, showing the prediction for the PA normalised to the LO EW one. In the
main panel we also include some of the individual pole-approximated contributions used
in our calculation, as described in Section 4.3, to the full LOPA prediction, which are then
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Figure 8: Distributions in the azimuthal-angle difference between the two tag jets for the
resolved (left) and boosted (right) categories.

presented altogether with the same line colour in a second ratio panel. Therein the PA is
shown again with a red curve, used for normalisation. Then we report the sum sl-dpa of
the semi-leptonic DPA contributions in Eqs. (3.4a)–(3.4c) with a green curve, the Higgs-
resonant contribution sl-dpa-h in Eq. (3.4l) with an orange curve, and the sum vvv-tpa of
TPA contributions in Eqs. (3.5a)–(3.5d) with a magenta curve. Furthermore, we subdivide
the sl-dpa category to show the contributions from W+W− VBS of Eq. (3.4c) in lime,
W+W+ VBS of Eq. (3.4a) in cyan, and W+Z VBS of Eq. (3.4b) in violet. In all pictures
of this section, results in the resolved and boosted categories are shown on the left and on
the right side, respectively, for the same observables (whenever possible) or for observables
that are related in the two setups.

We start our discussion by considering a set of distributions involving the two tag jets,
namely the two jets which are supposed to originate from the scattering of the incoming
QCD partons for a typical VBS signature. More precisely, we let j1 and j2 denote the
leading and subleading tag jet, respectively.

Information on the correlation of the two tag jets are typically obtained from the cosine
of their angular distance cos θj1j2 and the azimuthal-angle separation ∆ϕj1j2 . In Fig. 8
the distribution in the latter observable is presented. For the resolved setup the cross
section shows a maximum when the two jets are maximally azimuthally separated, as
already observed in WZ scattering in the fully-leptonic final state [66]. In this region the
pole-approximated result differs from the full calculation by less than 1%, with slightly
larger differences up to ∼ 2.5% when moving to smaller angular distances. In the boosted
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category, the PA reproduces the off-shell results within roughly 1% over the full spectrum,
but the peak of the distribution is reached at values smaller than ∆ϕj1j2 = 180◦, namely
around ∆ϕj1j2 ∼ 140◦. This behaviour can be traced back to the transverse-momentum
cut of Eq. (4.12) on the reconstructed fat jet. Indeed, in the resolved setup the jet system
arising from the hadronically decaying vector boson is unconstrained, but for an invariant
mass cut, which does not force the jets in any direction. Conversely, in the boosted setup
the fat jet is required to have a relatively high transverse momentum that also affects the
directions of the two tag jets in the overall momentum balance and causes them to prefer
kinematic configurations at ∆ϕj1j2 lower than 180◦, as compared to the resolved case.

The different contributions entering the pole-approximated results show some general
features, which are also present in other observables discussed later in this paper. In line
with the results for the integrated cross sections in Table 5, we observe that the sl-dpa
essentially accounts for the entire LOPA result, especially in the boosted regime, where the
sl-dpa-h category is further suppressed by the transverse-momentum cut of Eq. (4.12),
as discussed in the previous section. As far as the individual PAs of the sl-dpa category
are concerned, for most of the observables considered here the respective curves reflect the
hierarchy of the contributions already manifest at the inclusive level (see Table 5) over the
full spectrum, with a clear dominance of the W+W− VBS. Moreover, the vvv-tpa result,
already negligible at the integrated level, amounts to a flat correction with no visible shape
effects in all distributions shown in this manuscript. For the azimuthal-angle separation
∆ϕj1j2 we can see, especially in the resolved regime, that contributions from a resonant
Higgs boson appear as expected for small azimuthal separations of the tag jets, but they
completely vanish for larger separation values.

In Figs. 9 and 10 we consider two distributions in the invariant mass Mj1j2 and in the
rapidity difference ∆yj1j2 of the two tag jets. These quantities are strongly correlated and
are typically used to enhance the VBS signature with proper cuts [see Eq. (4.15)]. In Fig. 9
we see that, despite the different overall normalisation factor, the results for Mj1j2 are fairly
similar in the two cut categories both in terms of the shape of the distributions and in the
agreement between the LO and LOPA curves, whose difference is always well within 1.5%.
This suggests that for Mj1j2 doubly-resonant topologies dominate the cross section over the
full fiducial phase space. The situation is partly different for ∆yj1j2 in Fig. 10. Starting from
differences between the off-shell and pole-approximated results of ∼ 1% in the bulk of the
distribution (where the observable shows a maximum around ∆yj1j2 ∼ 4), the description
of the PA improves even further at larger values. Indeed, for large rapidity separations of
the two tag jets, VBS topologies are known to become more and more relevant, and for
those configurations doubly-resonant diagrams should capture most of the physics. In the
boosted setup this holds true up to values of ∆yj1j2 ∼ 7.2, beyond which the PA starts
overestimating the full calculation; however, this difference is not statistically significant
and within a Monte Carlo uncertainty of similar size.

We continue our discussion by considering two more distributions for the leading tag
jet j1. In Fig. 11 the distribution in its rapidity yj1 shows the typical VBS shape, with two
symmetric peaks around zero, where a local minimum is present. This behaviour is nicely
captured by all of the three PAs contributing to the sl-dpa category. As far as the complete
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Figure 9: Distributions in the invariant mass of the two tag jets for the resolved (left) and
boosted (right) categories.
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Figure 10: Distributions in the rapidity difference between the two tag jets for the resolved
(left) and boosted (right) categories.
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Figure 11: Distributions in the rapidity of the leading tag jet for the resolved (left) and
boosted (right) categories.

pole-approximated result is concerned, for the resolved setup we observe differences in the
LO and LOPA curves of ∼ 1% in the central region of the distribution, which slightly get
smaller reaching ∼ 0.5% around |yj1 | ∼ 4.5. In the boosted setup, on the other hand, we still
see deviations from this behaviour at large rapidity values, where the pole-approximated
curve overshoots the LO result. This is, however, not statistically significant, consistently
with what observed for ∆yj1j2 . Higgs-resonant contributions from the sl-dpa-h category
tend to contribute more in the central rapidity region, especially for the boosted setup,
where they amount to 3–5% of the full LOPA.

The distribution in the transverse momentum pT,j1 of the leading tag jet is shown
in Fig. 12. In the resolved category, the PA describes very well the observable in the
low-transverse-momentum region close to pT,j1 ∼ 50GeV [see cut in Eq. (4.16)] within
0.5% and gets progressively larger at high transverse momentum, even exceeding 2%. A
similar trend is observed in the boosted setup, with the exception of the low transverse-
momentum region, where the pole-approximated result exceeds the off-shell calculation by
1%. This phase-space region is correlated to the one of high tag-jet rapidity, but also of
low invariant masses of the hadronically decaying vector boson, discussed in the following,
where a statistically significant overshooting of the PA is also visible in Fig. 13. For the
distribution in pT,j1 , we also see that Higgs-resonant diagrams play a role at low transverse
momentum: the sl-dpa-h result is peaked around pT,j1 ∼ 180GeV and pT,j1 ∼ 400GeV
in the resolved and boosted setup, respectively, where it contributes up to 5% to the full
pole-approximated prediction. For higher pT,j1 , the sl-dpa-h curve drops much faster than
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Figure 12: Distributions in the transverse momentum of the leading tag jet for the resolved
(left) and boosted (right) categories.

the other pole-approximated results, and its contribution to the full LOPA quickly becomes
negligible.

We now consider two observables which are related to the hadronically decaying vector
boson. Its properties can be assessed via the two non-tag AK4 jets satisfying the invariant-
mass condition in Eq. (4.17a) for the resolved category (that are referred to in the following
as jV,1 and jV,2 for the leading and subleading one, respectively), or via the fat AK8 jet jAK8,
whose invariant mass is also constrained by Eq. (4.17b), for the boosted category. In Fig. 13
we present the distribution in the invariant mass MjV,1jV,2 of the two jets jV,1 and jV,2 for
the resolved category, and MjAK8 of the fat AK8 jet jAK8 for the boosted one. As discussed
in Section 2, for a semi-leptonic VBS-like signature the pair of the two time-like vector
bosons can comprise a W+W+, a W+Z, and a W+W− pair, with only one W+ boson in
each pair decaying leptonically. That explains why the distributions in MjV,1jV,2 and MjAK8

are enhanced both at MW and at MZ, with a larger cross section for the former value. This
picture is further confirmed by the position of the single peak of the curves showing the
separate pole-approximated contributions to sl-dpa. When looking at the full LOPA, we
see that, around the two resonant peaks, the PA clearly provides the best description of
the observable, with deviations from the LO result of roughly 0.5%. Away from the two
resonant regions, the quality of the approximation is bound to degrade. Indeed, between
the two peaks the PA underestimates the off-shell result by up to 5%, while above the
MZ pole even up to 20–25% for far off-shell values of MjV,1jV,2 ∼ MjAK8 ∼ 105GeV. Below
the MW pole, the situation is reversed, and the PA overestimates the correct result by
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Figure 13: Distributions in the invariant mass of the two jets arising from the hadronically
decaying vector boson for the resolved category (left) and of the fat jet for the boosted
category (right).

approximately 5% for MjV,1jV,2 ∼ 70GeV in the resolved setup, and by almost 15% for
MjAK8 ∼ 70GeV in the boosted case. We remind here that small invariant masses MjV,1jV,2

and MjAK8 appear to be correlated with small transverse momenta and invariant masses of
the tag jets. As expected from the PA requirements, the sl-dpa-h curve is also peaked at
the MW pole, but with a much smaller cross section as compared to the sl-dpa case. Its
relative contribution slighlty increases when moving down to the lower off-shell tail, where
for the resolved setup it reaches a non-negligible 5% on the pole-approximated prediction.

In Fig. 14 the transverse momentum pT,jV,1
of the leading jet jV,1 for the resolved setup

and pT,jAK8
of the fat jet jAK8 for the boosted one are considered. For the resolved category,

the distribution in the transverse momentum of jV,1 drops more steeply in the range between
300 and 450GeV. Above pT,jV,1

∼ 300GeV also the accuracy of the PA becomes worse,
signalling the increasing relevance of non-resonant contributions. Actually, in this region
the cuts progressively exclude the doubly-resonant contributions, which can be understood
as follows. The invariant mass of the jet pair and their transverse momenta are related by
the equation [93]:

M2
jV,1jV,2

= 2pT,jV,1
pT,jV,2

(cosh∆yjV,1jV,2 − cos∆ϕjV,1jV,2) . (4.19)

For small values of ∆yjV,1jV,2 and ∆ϕjV,1jV,2 , we are allowed to perform a Taylor expansion
to obtain the approximate relation:

M2
jV,1jV,2

∼ pT,jV,1
pT,jV,2

∆R2
jV,1,jV,2

, (4.20)
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Figure 14: Distributions in the transverse momentum of the leading jet arising from the
hadronically decaying vector boson for the resolved category (left) and of the fat jet for the
boosted category (right).

which provides a good approximation even for ∆R ∼ 0.8. The momentum of the subleading
jet is bounded from below by the first cut in Eq. (4.11). For pT,jV,1

≳ 200GeV, the ∆R

distance of the two AK4 jets must be at least equal to the jet-clustering radius R = 0.8 of
the AK8 jets, since otherwise they would be clustered to an AK8 jet and the event would
not contribute to the resolved category. Thus we obtain from Eq. (4.20) approximative
upper bounds on the transverse momentum of the leading jet resulting from the decay of
a vector boson, specifically pT,jV,1

≲ 336GeV and pT,jV,1
≲ 433GeV for jets resulting from

on-shell W and Z bosons by setting MjV,1jV,2 = MW and MjV,1jV,2 = MZ, respectively. This
explains the steeper drop of the distributions for the W+W− and W+W+ DPAs starting
near pT,jV,1

∼ 310GeV and for the W+Z DPA near pT,jV,1
∼ 410GeV. Owing to the

larger mass of the Z boson the fraction of the W+Z DPA is enhanced over those of the
W+W− and W+W+ DPAs in the interval 290GeV < pT,jV,1

< 450GeV. As far as the
quality of the PA is concerned, we see for the resolved setup that differences between the
LO and LOPA curves start from 0.5% in the low-energy region and remain below 2% until
values of pT,jV,1

∼ 200GeV, where then larger deviations are observed. In the boosted
category, the PA describes the pT,jAK8

fairly well and discrepancies from the full result
remain below 2% even for relatively high transverse-mometum values of pT,jAK8

∼ 800GeV.
As already observed for the distribution in the transverse momentum of the leading tag
jet in the boosted category, for this observable the PA overestimates the LO result in
the first bin of the distribution, even though with deviations below 0.5%. Higgs-resonant
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Figure 15: Distributions in the transverse mass of the leptonically decaying W+ boson for
the resolved (left) and boosted (right) categories.

topologies accounted for by the sl-dpa-h category are again relevant only at low transverse
momentum, as already discussed for the other transverse-momentum observables in Fig. 12.

We present in Figs. 15 and 16 two observables related to the leptonically decaying W+

boson. In Fig. 15 the distribution in its transverse mass MW+

T , defined as in Eq. (4.10),
is shown. In both the resolved and the boosted categories, the behaviour of the pole-
approximated curves is similar: the PA describes very accurately the off-shell result within
1–2% up to values of MW+

T ∼ MW, where the well-known Jacobian peak [97], which plays
a central role in the measurement of the W-boson mass at the hadron collider, is clearly
visible. All the three PAs entering the sl-dpa category correctly reproduce this peak and,
up to a different normalisation, have the same shape all over the MW+

T spectrum. For values
above the peak, off-shell contributions become more and more dominant and we observe an
increasing degradation of the PA, with differences reaching 50% already at MW+

T ∼ 140GeV
in the resolved setup. The sl-dpa-h contribution amounts to 20% and 10% in the resolved
and boosted setup, respectively, of the full pole-approximated prediction for low transverse-
mass values, but vanishes at MW+

T ∼ 45GeV. This can be easily explained by looking closer
at the on-shell projection in Eq. (3.4l): since the Higgs boson and the hadronically decaying
W− boson are set on shell, the invariant mass of the leptonically decaying W+ boson is
forced to an off-shell value of roughly √

sW+ ≲ 45GeV, in agreement with the end point of
the distribution for the sl-dpa-h contribution.

In Fig. 16 we consider the distribution in the transverse momentum of the anti-muon
pT,µ+ , which owes its importance to the fact that the anti-muon is the only final-state
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Figure 16: Distributions in the transverse momentum of the anti-muon for the resolved
(left) and boosted (right) categories.

particle that can be measured in a clean way for a semi-leptonic VBS signature. In the very
first bin, the PA and the LO result are very close and just differ by a negative 0.7% and
0.5% in the resolved and boosted categories, respectively. Indeed, in this low transverse-
momentum region, and specifically for pTµ+ ∼ MW/2, a finer binning would allow to observe
again a Jacobian peak of the distribution, in the vicinity of which on-shell contributions
dominate the cross section. Then the agreement between the LO and LOPA curves slightly
get worse reaching 2% in the resolved setup and 1.7% in the boosted one starting from
roughly pT,µ+ ∼ 200GeV. As for other transverse-momentum distributions, we see also for
this observable how the sl-dpa-h contribution impacts the overall LOPA result only for
low values, while it drops steeply when moving to higher values. Decays into energetic
anti-muons are indeed disfavoured by the small off-shell invariant-mass value to which the
PA constrains the W+ boson, as discussed above.

In Fig. 17 we show the distribution in the invariant mass of the two vector bosons
entering a VBS signal, of which one decays leptonically and the other one into the two
non-tag AK4 jets satisfying the invariant-mass condition in Eq. (4.17a) for the resolved
category and into the fat AK8 jet jAK8 for the boosted category. We refer to the observable
as Mµ+νµjV,1jV,2

and Mµ+νµjAK8
for the resolved and boosted category, respectively. The

same observable is presented in Fig. 17 twice: in the upper part the distributions are shown
for values up to 1TeV, while in the lower part a restricted range of values is selected.
Above roughly 2MW, the off-shell curves are well described by the PA, whose accuracy
remains below 2% even for very high invariant-mass values. On the other hand, below 2MW

– 38 –



10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

d
/d

M
+

j 1j
2 [

fb
/G

eV
]

p p + j j j j, s = 13 TeV, resolved_setup

LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)
LOsl dpa h
LO
LOPA

0.8
0.9
1.0
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4

ra
tio

 [/
LO

]

LO LOPA

200 400 600 800 1000
M + j1Vj2V [GeV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ra
tio

 [/
LO

PA
]

LOPA
LOsl dpa
LOsl dpa h

LOvvv tpa
LOsl dpa(W+W )

LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

d
/d

M
+

j AK
8 [

fb
/G

eV
]

p p + j j j j, s = 13 TeV, boosted_setup

LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)
LOsl dpa h
LO
LOPA

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ra
tio

 [/
LO

]

LO LOPA

200 400 600 800 1000
M + jAK8 [GeV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ra
tio

 [/
LO

PA
]

LOPA
LOsl dpa
LOsl dpa h

LOvvv tpa
LOsl dpa(W+W )

LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)

10 8

10 6

10 4

10 2

d
/d

M
+

j 1j
2 [

fb
/G

eV
]

p p + j j j j, s = 13 TeV, resolved_setup
LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)
LOsl dpa h
LO
LOPA

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

ra
tio

 [/
LO

]

LO LOPA

105 110 115 120 125
M + j1Vj2V [GeV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

ra
tio

 [/
LO

PA
]

LOPA
LOsl dpa

LOsl dpa h
LOvvv tpa

LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)

LOsl dpa(W+Z)

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

d
/d

M
+

j AK
8 [

fb
/G

eV
]

p p + j j j j, s = 13 TeV, boosted_setup
LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)
LOsl dpa h
LO
LOPA

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

ra
tio

 [/
LO

]

LO LOPA

105 110 115 120 125
M + jAK8 [GeV]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ra
tio

 [/
LO

PA
]

LOPA
LOsl dpa
LOsl dpa h
LOvvv tpa

LOsl dpa(W+W )
LOsl dpa(W+W+)
LOsl dpa(W+Z)

Figure 17: Distributions in invariant mass of the two VBS-like vector bosons for the
resolved (left) and boosted (right) categories. The upper plots show the distributions for
values up to 1TeV, while in the lower ones the same observable is presented in a restricted
range of values centered around the Higgs resonance.
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Figure 18: Distributions in the Zeppenfeld variable of the charged lepton for the resolved
(left) and boosted (right) categories.

both categories show how the PA substantially fails in providing a good description of the
observables. This can be better seen by looking at the lower plots of Fig. 17. The phase-
space regions around the Higgs resonance, i.e. Mµ+νµjV,1jV,2

∼ MH and Mµ+νµjAK8
∼ MH,

are entirely captured by the sl-dpa-h category, which still deviates from the off-shell result
by a negative 8% and 5%, respectively, in the two setups. This difference results from
singly-resonant contributions, i.e. contributions where the Higgs boson is resonant but all
other bosons are allowed to be off shell.2 Then, for yet lower invariant-mass values, the
pole-approximated predictions become even worse and overestimate the off-shell results by
several hundred percent in the boosted setup, as expected when probing genuinely non-
resonant regions of phase space.

In Fig. 18 the distribution in the Zeppenfeld variable zµ+ [4, 29, 98] for the anti-muon,
defined as

zµ+ =
yµ+ − 1

2 (yj1 + yj2)

|yj1 − yj2 |
(4.21)

is shown. As is clear from its definition, this observable describes the relative position

2We explicitly verified this statement by comparing the DPA of the dominating partonic channel du →
H(µ+νµW

−(c̄s))ud with the single-pole approximation for the Higgs boson, i.e. du → H(µ+νµc̄s)ud. The
differences of −8% and −5% in the resolved and boosted setup, respectively, are larger than ΓW/MW and
explained by singly-resonant contributions. In the DPA the hadronically decaying W− boson is on shell,
and thus the invariant of the W+ boson is restricted by ŝW+ ≤ (MH −MW)2 and far away from M2

W. In
a PA where the W− boson is not set on shell the previous restriction is relaxed, and allows the W+-boson
propagator to get closer to its pole, without the W− boson being too far off shell.
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in rapidity of the charged lepton with respect to the tag jets. For zµ+ = 0, where the
distribution is peaked, the anti-muon rapidity is yµ+ = 1

2 (yj1 + yj2), i.e. equal to the
arithmetic average of the two tag-jet rapidities. This goes along with the picture that, for
VBS-like signatures, the charged lepton is produced between the two tag jets. For values
away from zero (in Fig. 18 we just show positive values of zµ+) the distribution steeply
decreases, being already strongly suppressed at values of zµ+ ∼ 0.5, which correspond to
yµ+ ∼ yj1 or ∼ yj2 (if yj1 > yj2 or yj2 > yj1 , respectively), namely to the anti-muon being
close to the tag jet with the larger rapidity in the event. Comparing the PA with the
full calculation, we see that the doubly-resonant contributions can account for most of
the physics over the full range of the observable, with deviations from the off-shell results
constantly around 1%, where the distribution is sizeable. If we look at the separate PAs,
we notice that the relative importance of the sl-dpa-h category is significant only for small
values of zµ+ . Around zµ+ ∼ 0.85 we also observe that the W+Z contribution to the sl-dpa
category exceeds the W+W+ one.

5 Conclusions

In this work we studied the process pp → ℓ+νℓ + 4j, which includes semi-leptonic VBS
signatures as well as various sources of irreducible background. We have performed a
full off-shell LO calculation for three perturbative contributions, namely O(α6), O(αsα

5),
and O(α2

sα
4). All resonant and non-resonant effects, together with interference terms,

have been exactly retained. All partonic channels including the photon-induced ones have
been considered with the exception of the bottom-initiated ones. These terms are indeed
suppressed by the bottom PDFs. We also excluded channels with bottom quarks in the final
state, assuming a perfect b-jet tagging and veto, to avoid contaminations from processes
with a resonant top quark. For all three LO contributions we presented results for the
inclusive cross sections. For the purely electroweak LO, i.e. O(α6), which is the only one
allowing for a genuine VBS signal, we carried out a more detailed study by inspecting
many differential distributions. All of the results of this paper have been obtained in two
different fiducial regions, namely the resolved and boosted setups, which are inspired by
recent ATLAS and CMS studies [29, 80] and are tuned to semi-leptonic VBS searches.

The calculation of the LO electroweak contribution has also been performed in the
double-pole approximation. To our knowledge, this is the first time a pole approximation
is applied to such a complicated process, which required to account for many new features
and issues. A systematic treatment of semi-leptonic VBS in the pole approximation has
been devised, which is able to deal with nested decays in a fully general way. For that
purpose, a new and flexible on-shell projection has been developed. To achieve a proper
description of all partonic channels at the inclusive level, another crucial problem to be
considered has been the subtraction of the overcounting of resonant regions by overlapping
pole approximations.

This powerful machinery has then been applied to semi-leptonic VBS for the two fidu-
cial setups of interest. We carefully described how our formalism simplifies in this case,
and we outlined some general criteria that should be taken into account when applying
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our systematic pole approximation in a fiducial region defined by a specific set of cuts.
Our pole-approximated results describe the inclusive cross section very well, by underesti-
mating the full off-shell calculation by only roughly 1% both in the resolved and boosted
setup. To reach this level of agreement the inclusion of doubly-resonant contributions in-
volving an on-shell Higgs boson turned out to be essential. At the differential level our
LO double-pole approximation behaves as expected. For observables that are inclusive in
the decay products of the resonant vector bosons, as the ones related to tag jets, the pole-
approximated result differs from the full off-shell one by 1–3% over the entire spectrum. For
other distributions, like the one in the invariant mass of the hadronically decaying vector
boson or the transverse mass of the leptonically decaying W+ boson, the pole approxima-
tion provides a perfect description of the resonant regions, except near the Higgs resonance
where deviations of 5–8% appear owing to enhanced singly-resonant contributions. As one
would expect, larger deviations from the complete off-shell calculation are observed where
non-resonant configurations become sizeable, namely away from resonant peaks or in the
high-energy tails of some distributions.

With this work we have obtained an independent calculation for semi-leptonic VBS,
that up to now has received little attention from the theory community, but that might soon
become a relevant piece of the rich search programme at the LHC. We have also provided
an entirely new study of the capability of a LO pole approximation to capture the physics
of such a process, whose high-multiplicity and non-trivial resonance structure render the
calculation challenging. Our results are a crucial step forward in view of applications of
the pole approximation to further LHC processes, and pave the way to extensions of our
formalism at NLO, which is the minimal accuracy requirement of any theoretical calculation
nowadays.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge financial support by the German Federal Ministry for Education and Re-
search (BMBF) under contract no. 05H21WWCAA and the German Research Foundation
(DFG) under reference number DE 623/8-1.

References

[1] ATLAS collaboration, Evidence for Electroweak Production of W±W±jj in pp Collisions at√
s = 8TeV with the ATLAS Detector, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 141803 [1405.6241].

[2] CMS collaboration, Study of vector boson scattering and search for new physics in events
with two same-sign leptons and two jets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 051801 [1410.6315].

[3] ATLAS collaboration, Measurement of W±W± vector-boson scattering and limits on
anomalous quartic gauge couplings with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 012007
[1611.02428].

[4] CMS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of same-sign W boson pairs in the
two jet and two same-sign lepton final state in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 081801 [1709.05822].

– 42 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.141803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.6241
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.051801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6315
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.012007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.02428
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.081801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.05822


[5] ATLAS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of a same-sign W boson pair in
association with two jets in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 161801 [1906.03203].

[6] ATLAS collaboration, Measurement and interpretation of same-sign W boson pair
production in association with two jets in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS

detector, JHEP 04 (2024) 026 [2312.00420].

[7] ATLAS collaboration, Observation of electroweak W±Z boson pair production in association
with two jets in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Lett. B 793

(2019) 469 [1812.09740].

[8] CMS collaboration, Measurement of electroweak WZ boson production and search for new
physics in WZ + two jets events in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 795 (2019)

281 [1901.04060].

[9] CMS collaboration, Measurements of production cross sections of WZ and same-sign WW
boson pairs in association with two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys.

Lett. B 809 (2020) 135710 [2005.01173].

[10] ATLAS collaboration, Measurements of electroweak W±Z boson pair production in
association with two jets in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

2403.15296.

[11] CMS collaboration, Measurement of vector boson scattering and constraints on anomalous
quartic couplings from events with four leptons and two jets in proton–proton collisions at√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 774 (2017) 682 [1708.02812].

[12] ATLAS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of two jets and a Z-boson pair,
Nature Phys. 19 (2023) 237 [2004.10612].

[13] CMS collaboration, Evidence for electroweak production of four charged leptons and two jets
in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 812 (2021) 135992 [2008.07013].

[14] ATLAS collaboration, Differential cross-section measurements of the production of four
charged leptons in association with two jets using the ATLAS detector, JHEP 01 (2024) 004
[2308.12324].

[15] CMS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of Wγ with two jets in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 811 (2020) 135988 [2008.10521].

[16] CMS collaboration, Measurement of the electroweak production of Wγ in association with
two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) 032017

[2212.12592].

[17] ATLAS collaboration, Fiducial and differential cross-section measurements of electroweak
Wγjj production in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, 2403.02809.

[18] ATLAS collaboration, Evidence for electroweak production of two jets in association with a
Zγ pair in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Lett. B 803 (2020)

135341 [1910.09503].

[19] CMS collaboration, Measurement of the cross section for electroweak production of a Z
boson, a photon and two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV and constraints on

anomalous quartic couplings, JHEP 06 (2020) 076 [2002.09902].

– 43 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.161801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.161801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.03203
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2024)026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.00420
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.09740
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.04060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135710
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135710
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.01173
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.15296
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.10.020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.02812
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-022-01757-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.10612
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135992
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07013
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2024)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135988
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.10521
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.032017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.12592
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.02809
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135341
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09503
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)076
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.09902


[20] CMS collaboration, Measurement of the electroweak production of Zγ and two jets in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV and constraints on anomalous quartic gauge

couplings, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 072001 [2106.11082].

[21] ATLAS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of two jets in association with
an isolated photon and missing transverse momentum, and search for a Higgs boson decaying
into invisible particles at 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) 105
[2109.00925].

[22] ATLAS collaboration, Measurement of electroweak Z(νν)γjj production and limits on
anomalous quartic gauge couplings in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

JHEP 06 (2023) 082 [2208.12741].

[23] ATLAS collaboration, Measurement of the cross-sections of the electroweak and total
production of a Zγ pair in association with two jets in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with the

ATLAS detector, Phys. Lett. B 846 (2023) 138222 [2305.19142].

[24] CMS collaboration, Observation of electroweak W+W− pair production in association with
two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 841 (2023) 137495

[2205.05711].

[25] ATLAS collaboration, Observation of electroweak production of W+W− in association with
jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the ATLAS Detector, 2403.04869.

[26] CMS collaboration, Measurements of production cross sections of polarized same-sign W
boson pairs in association with two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys.

Lett. B 812 (2021) 136018 [2009.09429].

[27] ATLAS collaboration, Search for the electroweak diboson production in association with a
high-mass dijet system in semileptonic final states in pp collisions at

√
s = 13TeV with the

ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 032007 [1905.07714].

[28] CMS collaboration, Search for anomalous electroweak production of vector boson pairs in
association with two jets in proton-proton collisions at 13TeV, Phys. Lett. B 798 (2019)
134985 [1905.07445].

[29] CMS collaboration, Evidence for WW/WZ vector boson scattering in the decay channel ℓνqq
produced in association with two jets in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13TeV, Phys. Lett.

B 834 (2022) 137438 [2112.05259].

[30] R.L. Delgado et al., Production of vector resonances at the LHC via WZ-scattering: a
unitarized EChL analysis, JHEP 11 (2017) 098 [1707.04580].

[31] R. Gomez-Ambrosio, Studies of Dimension-Six EFT effects in Vector Boson Scattering, Eur.
Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 389 [1809.04189].

[32] R.L. Delgado, C. Garcia-Garcia and M.J. Herrero, Dynamical vector resonances from the
EChL in VBS at the LHC: the WW case, JHEP 11 (2019) 065 [1907.11957].

[33] J.Y. Araz, S. Banerjee, R.S. Gupta and M. Spannowsky, Precision SMEFT bounds from the
VBF Higgs at high transverse momentum, JHEP 04 (2021) 125 [2011.03555].

[34] A. Dedes, P. Kozów and M. Szleper, Standard model EFT effects in vector-boson scattering
at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 013003 [2011.07367].

[35] J.J. Ethier, R. Gomez-Ambrosio, G. Magni and J. Rojo, SMEFT analysis of vector boson
scattering and diboson data from the LHC Run II, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 560
[2101.03180].

– 44 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.072001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.11082
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09878-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00925
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)082
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.12741
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138222
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.19142
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137495
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05711
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.04869
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.136018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.136018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.09429
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.032007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.07714
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134985
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134985
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.07445
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137438
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137438
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05259
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04580
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6893-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6893-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04189
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)065
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11957
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)125
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.03555
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.013003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07367
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09347-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.03180


[36] R. Bellan et al., A sensitivity study of VBS and diboson WW to dimension-6 EFT operators
at the LHC, JHEP 05 (2022) 039 [2108.03199].

[37] B. Jäger, C. Oleari and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to W+W−

production via vector-boson fusion, JHEP 07 (2006) 015 [hep-ph/0603177].

[38] B. Jäger, C. Oleari and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to Z boson
pair production via vector-boson fusion, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 113006 [hep-ph/0604200].

[39] G. Bozzi, B. Jäger, C. Oleari and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to
W+Z and W−Z production via vector-boson fusion, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 073004
[hep-ph/0701105].

[40] B. Jäger, C. Oleari and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD corrections to W+W+jj

and W−W−jj production via weak-boson fusion, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 034022
[0907.0580].

[41] A. Denner, L. Hošeková and S. Kallweit, NLO QCD corrections to W+W+jj production in
vector-boson fusion at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 114014 [1209.2389].

[42] M. Rauch, Vector-Boson Fusion and Vector-Boson Scattering, 1610.08420.

[43] B. Jäger and G. Zanderighi, NLO corrections to electroweak and QCD production of W+W+

plus two jets in the POWHEGBOX, JHEP 11 (2011) 055 [1108.0864].

[44] B. Jäger and G. Zanderighi, Electroweak W+W−jj prodution at NLO in QCD matched with
parton shower in the POWHEG-BOX, JHEP 04 (2013) 024 [1301.1695].

[45] B. Jäger, A. Karlberg and G. Zanderighi, Electroweak ZZjj production in the Standard
Model and beyond in the POWHEG-BOX V2, JHEP 03 (2014) 141 [1312.3252].

[46] M. Rauch and S. Plätzer, Parton Shower Matching Systematics in Vector-Boson-Fusion WW
Production, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 293 [1605.07851].

[47] M. Rauch and S. Plätzer, Parton-shower Effects in Vector-Boson-Fusion Processes, PoS
DIS2016 (2016) 076 [1607.00159].

[48] B. Jäger, A. Karlberg and J. Scheller, Parton-shower effects in electroweak WZjj production
at the next-to-leading order of QCD, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 226 [1812.05118].

[49] B. Jäger, A. Karlberg and S. Reinhardt, QCD effects in electroweak WZjj production at
current and future hadron colliders, Eur. Phys. J. C 84 (2024) 587 [2403.12192].

[50] T. Melia, K. Melnikov, R. Röntsch and G. Zanderighi, Next-to-leading order QCD
predictions for W+W+jj production at the LHC, JHEP 12 (2010) 053 [1007.5313].

[51] T. Melia, K. Melnikov, R. Röntsch and G. Zanderighi, NLO QCD corrections for W+W−

pair production in association with two jets at hadron colliders, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011)
114043 [1104.2327].

[52] N. Greiner et al., NLO QCD corrections to the production of W+W− plus two jets at the
LHC, Phys. Lett. B 713 (2012) 277 [1202.6004].

[53] F. Campanario, M. Kerner, L.D. Ninh and D. Zeppenfeld, WZ Production in Association
with Two Jets at Next-to-Leading Order in QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 052003
[1305.1623].

[54] F. Campanario, M. Kerner, L.D. Ninh and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD
corrections to ZZ production in association with two jets, JHEP 07 (2014) 148 [1405.3972].

– 45 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)039
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.03199
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/07/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603177
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.113006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0604200
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.073004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0701105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.034022
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.0580
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.114014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2389
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08420
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)055
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.0864
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1695
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2014)141
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.3252
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4860-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.07851
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.265.0076
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.265.0076
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00159
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6736-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05118
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12920-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.12192
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2010)053
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.5313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.114043
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.114043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.06.027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.6004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.052003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1623
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)148
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3972


[55] F. Campanario, M. Kerner, L.D. Ninh and D. Zeppenfeld, Next-to-leading order QCD
corrections to Wγ production in association with two jets, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 2882
[1402.0505].

[56] T. Melia, P. Nason, R. Röntsch and G. Zanderighi, W+W−, WZ and ZZ production in the
POWHEG BOX, JHEP 11 (2011) 078 [1107.5051].

[57] J. Baglio et al., Release Note - VBFNLO 2.7.0, 1404.3940.

[58] T. Stelzer and W.F. Long, Automatic generation of tree level helicity amplitudes, Comput.
Phys. Commun. 81 (1994) 357 [hep-ph/9401258].

[59] J. Alwall et al., The automated computation of tree-level and next-to-leading order
differential cross sections, and their matching to parton shower simulations, JHEP 07 (2014)
079 [1405.0301].

[60] Sherpa collaboration, Event Generation with Sherpa 2.2, SciPost Phys. 7 (2019) 034
[1905.09127].

[61] P. Nason, A new method for combining NLO QCD with shower Monte Carlo algorithms,
JHEP 11 (2004) 040 [hep-ph/0409146].

[62] S. Frixione, P. Nason and C. Oleari, Matching NLO QCD computations with Parton Shower
simulations: the POWHEG method, JHEP 11 (2007) 070 [0709.2092].

[63] S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari and E. Re, A general framework for implementing NLO
calculations in shower Monte Carlo programs: the POWHEG BOX, JHEP 06 (2010) 043
[1002.2581].

[64] A. Ballestrero et al., Precise predictions for same-sign W-boson scattering at the LHC, Eur.
Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 671 [1803.07943].

[65] B. Biedermann, A. Denner and M. Pellen, Large electroweak corrections to vector-boson
scattering at the Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 261801 [1611.02951].

[66] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, P. Maierhöfer, M. Pellen and C. Schwan, QCD and electroweak
corrections to WZ scattering at the LHC, JHEP 06 (2019) 067 [1904.00882].

[67] A. Denner, R. Franken, M. Pellen and T. Schmidt, NLO QCD and EW corrections to
vector-boson scattering into ZZ at the LHC, JHEP 11 (2020) 110 [2009.00411].

[68] A. Denner, R. Franken, T. Schmidt and C. Schwan, NLO QCD and EW corrections to
vector-boson scattering into W+W− at the LHC, JHEP 06 (2022) 098 [2202.10844].

[69] M. Chiesa, A. Denner, J.-N. Lang and M. Pellen, An event generator for same-sign W-boson
scattering at the LHC including electroweak corrections, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 788
[1906.01863].

[70] B. Biedermann, A. Denner and M. Pellen, Complete NLO corrections to W+W+ scattering
and its irreducible background at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2017) 124 [1708.00268].

[71] A. Denner, R. Franken, M. Pellen and T. Schmidt, Full NLO predictions for vector-boson
scattering into Z bosons and its irreducible background at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2021) 228
[2107.10688].

[72] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and L.H. Wieders, Electroweak corrections to
charged-current e+e− → 4 fermion processes: Technical details and further results, Nucl.
Phys. B 724 (2005) 247 [hep-ph/0505042].

– 46 –

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2882-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.0505
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)078
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.5051
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3940
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-4655(94)90084-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-4655(94)90084-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401258
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)079
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0301
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.3.034
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09127
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/040
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0409146
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/11/070
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2092
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.2581
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6136-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6136-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.07943
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.261801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.02951
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2019)067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.00882
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)110
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.00411
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.10844
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7290-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.01863
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)124
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00268
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)228
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.10688
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.09.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505042


[73] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, Electroweak radiative corrections to
e+e− → WW → 4 fermions in double pole approximation: The RACOONWW approach,
Nucl. Phys. B 587 (2000) 67 [hep-ph/0006307].

[74] A. Ballestrero, E. Maina and G. Pelliccioli, Different polarization definitions in same-sign
WW scattering at the LHC, Phys. Lett. B 811 (2020) 135856 [2007.07133].

[75] A. Ballestrero, E. Maina and G. Pelliccioli, W boson polarization in vector boson scattering
at the LHC, JHEP 03 (2018) 170 [1710.09339].

[76] A. Ballestrero, E. Maina and G. Pelliccioli, Polarized vector boson scattering in the fully
leptonic WZ and ZZ channels at the LHC, JHEP 09 (2019) 087 [1907.04722].

[77] R. Covarelli, M. Pellen and M. Zaro, Vector-Boson scattering at the LHC: Unraveling the
electroweak sector, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 36 (2021) 2130009 [2102.10991].

[78] D. Buarque Franzosi et al., Vector boson scattering processes: Status and prospects, Rev.
Phys. 8 (2022) 100071 [2106.01393].

[79] A. Ballestrero, G. Bevilacqua and E. Maina, A complete parton level analysis of boson-boson
scattering and electroweak symmetry breaking in ℓ ν + four jets production at the LHC, JHEP
05 (2009) 015 [0812.5084].

[80] ATLAS collaboration, Prospective study of vector boson scattering in WZ fully leptonic final
state at HL-LHC, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2018-023.

[81] S. Actis, A. Denner, L. Hofer, A. Scharf and S. Uccirati, Recursive generation of one-loop
amplitudes in the Standard Model, JHEP 04 (2013) 037 [1211.6316].

[82] S. Actis et al., RECOLA: REcursive Computation of One-Loop Amplitudes, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 214 (2017) 140 [1605.01090].

[83] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, M. Roth and D. Wackeroth, Predictions for all processes
e+e− → 4 fermions + γ, Nucl. Phys. B 560 (1999) 33 [hep-ph/9904472].

[84] A. Denner and S. Dittmaier, The complex-mass scheme for perturbative calculations with
unstable particles, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 160 (2006) 22 [hep-ph/0605312].

[85] A. Denner and S. Dittmaier, Electroweak Radiative Corrections for Collider Physics, Phys.
Rept. 864 (2020) 1 [1912.06823].

[86] A. Denner and G. Pelliccioli, NLO EW and QCD corrections to polarized ZZ production in
the four-charged-lepton channel at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2021) 097 [2107.06579].

[87] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and M. Roth, Non-factorizable photonic corrections to
e+e− →WW→ 4 fermions, Nucl. Phys. B 519 (1998) 39 [hep-ph/9710521].

[88] S. Dittmaier, A. Huss and C. Schwinn, Mixed QCD-electroweak O(αsα) corrections to
Drell-Yan processes in the resonance region: pole approximation and non-factorizable
corrections, Nucl. Phys. B 885 (2014) 318 [1403.3216].

[89] R.G. Stuart, Gauge invariance, analyticity and physical observables at the Z0 resonance,
Phys. Lett. B 262 (1991) 113.

[90] A. Aeppli, G.J. van Oldenborgh and D. Wyler, Unstable particles in one loop calculations,
Nucl. Phys. B 428 (1994) 126 [hep-ph/9312212].

[91] NNPDF collaboration, Illuminating the photon content of the proton within a global PDF
analysis, SciPost Phys. 5 (2018) 008 [1712.07053].

– 47 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00511-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0006307
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135856
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07133
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)170
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09339
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2019)087
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04722
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X2130009X
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.10991
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revip.2022.100071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.revip.2022.100071
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.01393
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/05/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/05/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.5084
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6316
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.01.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01090
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00437-X
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904472
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2006.09.025
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.04.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06823
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06579
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00046-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.05.027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.3216
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(91)90653-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90195-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9312212
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.5.1.008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07053


[92] A. Buckley et al., LHAPDF6: parton density access in the LHC precision era, Eur. Phys. J.
C 75 (2015) 132 [1412.7420].

[93] Particle Data Group collaboration, Review of Particle Physics, PTEP 2020 (2020)
083C01.

[94] LHC Higgs Cross Section Working Group collaboration, Handbook of LHC Higgs
Cross Sections: 3. Higgs Properties, 1307.1347.

[95] D.Y. Bardin, A. Leike, T. Riemann and M. Sachwitz, Energy Dependent Width Effects in
e+ e− Annihilation Near the Z Boson Pole, Phys. Lett. B 206 (1988) 539.

[96] M. Cacciari, G.P. Salam and G. Soyez, The anti-kt jet clustering algorithm, JHEP 04 (2008)
063 [0802.1189].

[97] J. Smith, W.L. van Neerven and J.A.M. Vermaseren, The Transverse Mass and Width of the
W Boson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983) 1738.

[98] F. Schissler and D. Zeppenfeld, Parton Shower Effects on W and Z Production via Vector
Boson Fusion at NLO QCD, JHEP 04 (2013) 057 [1302.2884].

– 48 –

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3318-8
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3318-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7420
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.1347
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91627-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/063
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/063
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1738
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)057
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.2884

	Introduction
	Description of the calculation
	Fully EW contribution
	Background contributions and their resonance structure

	Pole approximation
	A systematic double-pole approximation for pp -> l+ vl + 4j
	Overcounting of higher-resonant contributions

	A general on-shell projection

	Numerical results
	Input parameters
	Event selection
	Pole approximation in a VBS-like acceptance region
	Fiducial cross sections
	Differential distributions

	Conclusions

