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ABSTRACT: We investigate the effects of the bottom-quark induced processes on the doubly
polarized cross sections of W W ™ pair production at the LHC. The method to extract the
on-shell single-top contribution is provided. Results for phenomenological and experimental
analyses are given at next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD+EW accuracy, with the leading
contribution from the gluon-gluon and photon-photon fusion included. We found that the
contribution of the bottom-quark induced processes, after the subtraction of the on-shell
tW channel, is largest for the doubly longitudinal polarization, being at the level of 9%
and 13% (compared to the NLO value of the light-quark contribution, for integrated cross
section) for two cut setups, with and without a jet veto, respectively. A bound of the tW
interference is calculated for various kinematic distributions, showing that this interference
effect is, in general, smaller for the no jet veto case.
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1 Introduction

With more and more data, measurements at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiments
are expanding from unpolarized results to include polarized ones. Spin-dependent observ-
ables not only help us to test quantum field theory and the Standard Model (SM) at a
deeper level, but also provide more leverage to search for new physics.

In this direction, the top quark, the heaviest known particle with spin 1/2, and the W+
and Z bosons, the heaviest detected gauge bosons with spin 1, are the objects of interest.
Due to their short lifetime (about 1072° s for all of them), their intermediate helicity states
cannot be directly observed. However, different helicity states leave different footprints on
the kinematic distributions of the decay products, thereby providing us a path toward the
separation of different helicity contributions.

Perhaps, more interesting are the spin correlations of these particles when being si-
multaneously produced. Collisions at the LHC provide an ideal, yet realistic, laboratory
for these studies. Recently, quantum entanglement of the top quark and its anti-partner,
an intrinsic quantum property associated with spin, has been observed in tf production at
ATLAS [1] and CMS [2].

Polarization observables in diboson production processes have attracted attention since
LEP, where the doubly longitudinal polarization fraction was measured for the first time in
WTW ™ pair production [3]. The longitudinal polarization is of particular interest because
of its connection to the electroweak (EW) symmetry breaking.

The initial efforts at LEP laid the ground for new studies at the LHC, which fortunately
provides us with more options. We can now study, not only W W™ pairs but also ZZ and



W=*Z pairs, for inclusive event selection. Even more opportunities open up when VV'jj
(with V.V’ = W=+, 2 ) final states are considered, where same-sign WEW= pairs can be
produced. First measurements of joint-polarized cross sections in W*Z, ZZ, and same-sign
WEW =54 have been reported in [4, 5] (ATLAS), [6] (ATLAS), and [7] (CMS), respectively.

In parallel, active theoretical efforts to provide more precise theoretical predictions
including next-to-leading order (NLO) QCD and EW corrections have been going on. Fixed-
order results for doubly-polarized cross sections for ZZ [8], W*Z [9-11], WHW ™ [12-14]
have been obtained at NLO including both QCD and EW corrections for fully leptonic
decays. Next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) QCD results for WHW~ were provided
in [15], taking into account the light quark induced processes (without the bottom quark
contribution). Semileptonic final state has been considered in [16] for the case of WZ at
NLO QCD.

Going beyond the fixed order, new results in [17] show that it is now possible to simulate
polarized events, for multi-boson production processes, at the precision level of approximate
fixed-order NLO QCD corrections matched with parton shower using the Monte-Carlo gen-
erator SHERPA. In addition, the above full NLO QCD calculations in ZZ [8], W*Z [9],
WTW~ [12] have been implemented in the POWHEG-BOX framework [18], thereby incor-
porating parton-shower effects. Very recently, polarized ZZ pairs via gluon fusion have been
generated using the combination of FeynRules and MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [19], allowing
for another option of realistic simulation.

In this paper, we make additional steps for the W+ W~ production with fully leptonic
decays, exploring the interplay with top quark production. In the recent works [12-14] at
NLO, the polarized W W ™ pairs from the tW are excluded as usually done in ATLAS and
CMS analyses, because the tW contribution is large and can be separated (to some extent,
up to an unkown interference effect usually assumed to be small). At NNLO, W+W~—
pairs can come from the ¢ production channel as well, which overwhelms other W W~
production mechanisms. The NNLO QCD calculation in [15] therefore also excludes the
tW and tt contributions.

In measurements, the top-quark contributions are separated using sophisticated tech-
niques such as b-tagging, kinematic-separation variables, etc. In simulation, additional
options are available such as on-shell top quark selection. These different techniques com-
plement each other. The removal of the tW contribution as done in [12-14] (and ¢t in [15]) is
too rough, because they removed also W™ W™ pairs of non-tW origin, which are produced
by the bottom-quark induced processes. In this paper, we use the on-shell technique to
remove only the WHW ™ pairs of the tW origin, where the top-quark is required to be on-
shell. This kind of calculation has been done for the unpolarized events, see e.g. Ref. |20, 21]
for removing the on-shell ¢t events in the tW production analysis, and e.g. Ref. [22] for
removing the on-shell tH ~ events in the W H~ production analysis in the minimal super-
symmetric standard model. In this work, the subtraction is done for individual polarized
pairs, for the first time (to the best of our knowledge).

Indeed, even for the case of unpolarized W+ W = pair production, we are not aware of
any NLO theoretical work taking into account the bottom-quark induced processes with
the on-shell tW production subtracted. In [23, 24|, the bottom-quark induced processes are



neglected assuming a perfect b tagging efficiency. In [25], the by processes are included, but
the on-shell tWW contribution was not subtracted. It was pointed out in [24] (where one of
us is an author, see Section 3.6 there) that the contribution of the bottom-quark induced
processes is very small after the subtraction of the on-shell tW production. This was an
additional argument for neglecting the bottom-induced processes.

The context is different this time as we are considering now polarized cross sections, and
there is a new motivation for studying the bottom-quark induced processes. It was very
recently observed in [13, 14] that the leading-order (LO) bb contribution to the doubly-
longitudinal (LL) polarized cross section is rather large, about +15% of the NLO QCD
prediction (using the cut setup of [14]). This effect comes from the top-quark mass in the
t-channel propagator. Notice that the W W~ pairs from the LO bb annihilation are of non-
tW origin. Because of this large LO effect, one must consider the NLO corrections. At NLO
QCD, the bg induced subprocess comes into play, which generates both tW and non-tW
originated W W™ pairs (the same for by process in NLO EW corrections). Our strategy
is first to include the full bg and by processes as usually done for any NLO calculation. In
addition, the on-shell tW contribution in these processes are separately calculated. After
the subtraction of this contribution, we will get the NLO corrections from b-quark induced
processes for the case of non-tW originated W W™ pairs.

To provide experimental colleagues with more information for their analyses, we will
present our results for two different analyses: with and without the tW contribution. In
addition, we will consider two setups: with and without a jet veto. It is interesting to
notice that ATLAS used a jet veto in their recent analysis [26], while CMS [27] did not.
An estimate for the bound of the tW interference effects will be provided. We will then be
able to compare the magnitude of this effect between the two cut setups.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we define the polarized cross
sections. The new tW contribution is shortly described in Section 3, leaving all technical
calculation details for Appendix A. Numerical results are presented in Section 4, where
integrated cross sections and a few representative kinematic distributions are discussed.
Additional kinematic distributions important for polarization extraction are provided in
Appendix B. Finally, we conclude in Section 5.

2 Doubly-polarized cross sections

The process of interest reads
p(kr) +p(k2) — eF(ks) + ve(ka) + p~ (ks) + Tu(ke) + X, (2.1)

where the final state leptons can be created dominantly from the electroweak gauge bosons,
namely the W+, Z, 4. Some representative Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 1.

The focus of this work is to extract the contribution of the intermediate on-shell (OS)
WTW ™ system to this process. As in the previous works (see e.g. [8, 9, 11-14]), we use
the double-pole approximation (DPA) [28-30] to define this contribution.

The idea of the DPA is to select only the doubly-resonant diagrams (i.e. diagrams
(a) and (b) in Fig. 1). However, these diagrams do not form a gauge invariant group



Figure 1: Some representative Feynman diagrams at Born level, including the doubly-
resonant contribution (a, b) and non-doubly-resonant ones (c).

in the general case of off-shell momenta. The second ingredient of the DPA is then an

on-shell mapping, which defines a set of on-shell momenta from the off-shell ones. The

DPA amplitudes, a product of the WTW ™ production amplitude and the W — etu,,

W™ — p~ v, decay amplitudes, are calculated using the on-shell momenta. The results are

gauge invariant because the individual production and decay processes are gauge invariant.
More specifically, the DPA amplitudes are defined as, at leading order (LO):
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where q1 = ks + k4, g0 = ks + kg, My, and Iy, are the physical mass and width of the
gauge boson Vj, and A; are the polarization indices of the gauge bosons. The helicity
indices of the initial-state quarks and final-state leptons are implicit, meaning that the full
helicity amplitude on the Lh.s. Ag%_fgf,xz_m stands for AE%?];/%)XQ_AZ(U@ Og¢ 011+ 0l Ols, O,
with g, 04 being the helicity indices of the initial-state quarks; oy,, 01,, 015, 07, of the
AQQ—>V1V2 (0177 Gq),

014, 01,). The squared amplitude then

final-state leptons. Correspondingly, on the r.h.s. we have Aqq—>V1V2
AV1—>1112 A}_,/lo_ﬂlb((jl?ab) AV2—>l3l4 _ AL%—>1314(
automatically includes correlations between different helicity states of the final leptons.
This is the key difference between the DPA and the narrow-width approximation where
spin correlations are neglected.

The momenta denoted with a hat, l;:i, are the OS momenta, obtained via an OS mapping
as above mentioned. This mapping is not unique, however the differences between different
choices are very small, of order al'y/(mMy) [30], hence of no practical importance. In
this work, we use the same OS mappings as in Ref. [8, 14]. A necessary condition for the
existence of OS mappings is that the invariant mass of the four-lepton system must be
greater than 2Myy, which is required at LO and NLO.

As usual, from Eq. (2.2), we then separate the unpolarized cross section into the LL,
LT, TL, TT, and interference terms. Here, L and T mean longitudinal and transverse
polarization modes, respectively. The transverse polarization is the coherent sum (i.e.
interference is included) of the transverse-left and transverse-right polarizations.



For the NLO QCD and EW corrections, the definition of double-pole amplitudes need
include the virtual corrections, the gluon/photon induced and radiation processes. This
issue has been fully discussed in Ref. [13, 14], hence there is no need to repeat it here.

The new contribution of this work is to calculate the NLO QCD and EW corrections
to the subprocess bb — WTW~— — et vep” Uy, where, differently from the similar processes
of the first two generations (which have been calculated in Ref. [13, 14|), there is a tW
contribution occurring at NLO. This is the topic of the next section.

3 The tW contribution
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Figure 2: Bottom-quark induced processes at NLO QCD: virtual corrections (a), real-
gluon emission (b) and bottom emission (c,d), where (d) is the tWW contribution. Similar
diagrams occur for the NLO EW corrections, where the gluon is replaced by the photon.

It was observed in Ref. [13, 14] that the LO bb contribution is rather large for the LL
cross section, about 15% of the NLO cross section [14]. This poses a question on the size
of the NLO corrections of this subprocess.

The NLO QCD corrections are divided into two groups: bb and bg induced corrections.
The former includes the virtual and real gluon emission contributions (groups (a) and (b)
in Fig. 2), while the latter has an extra b-quark emission in the final state (groups (c) and
(d) in Fig. 2). Similar classification is done for the NLO EW corrections, where the gluon
is replaced by the photon (or W/Z for the virtual corrections).

By now, in most ATLAS and CMS analyses of the WW process, the tW channel is
part of the background. We will therefore consider two scenarios: with and without the
tW contribution. Subtracting the tWW will remove both the resolved and unresolved bottom
quark contribution of the tW origin. The signal includes the WW diagrams ((a), (b), and
(c) of Fig. 2) and the interference between diagrams (c) and (d) of Fig. 2.

This interference term cannot be calculated in a gauge-invariant way '. However, its
bound can be estimated as follows. Since this interference effect occurs only in the bg
(for QCD corrections) and by (EW corrections) processes, we consider only the bg and by
processes (b here can be the bottom or anti-bottom quark). We first calculate the full
(including WW, tW and their interference) result, then subtract from this the on-shell tW
contribution. There remains the sum of the WW and the interference contributions, named

' A method was proposed in Ref. [21] to estimate the interference effect from the difference between the
on-shell subtraction and diagram removal results. This is not gauge invariant because the diagram removal
result is not gauge invariant



FTw-int 10 the following (the hat symbol is to indicate this is a bound). Since there is no
method to separate the interference term from the WW one in a gauge-invariant way, we
therefore interpret the absolute value of 6w.int as the bound of the interference effect. We
will keep the sign to show that it can be negative.

Technically, using the dipole-subtraction method [31, 32|, 6rw.ins includes a contribu-
tion from the so-called (n + 1)-particle part (where the extra b-radiation amplitudes and
subtraction terms are added) and the corresponding PK-operator term (where the inte-
grated part and PDF counterterms are included). Note that the virtual corrections and the
I-operator (or endpoint) terms (groups (a) and (b)) do not contribute to the tW interference
term.

In this work, we have to calculate the on-shell tW contribution to the individual po-
larized cross sections. To achieve this, one has to implement a proper on-shell mapping, to
ensure that the intermediate top quark and the two W bosons are all on-shell. Details of
this new piece of calculation are provided in Appendix A.

It is worth noting that Ref. [13] provided results for the full off-shell unpolarized NLO
EW cross sections including the tW contribution. Since the DPA results are very close to
the full off-shell ones, a rough comparison will be possible for the case of unpolarized cross
section.

4 Numerical results

We employ here the identical input parameters and renormalization schemes (for QCD and
EW corrections) as in our previous investigations [11, 33]. Note that m, = 4.7 GeV for
the loop-induced gluon gluon contribution, otherwise the bottom quark is massless. The
top-quark parameters are m; = 173 GeV, I'y = 1.42 GeV. We discuss numerical results for
the LHC at 13 TeV center-of-mass energy. The factorization and renormalization scales
are chosen at a fixed value up = pr = My, where My = 80.385 GeV. For the parton
distribution functions, we use the Hessian set LUXqed17_plus_PDF4LHC15_nnlo_30 [34-43]
via the library LHAPDF6 [44]. For the PDF counterterms, the DIS scheme (see e.g. [45])
has been used in the calculation of the NLO EW corrections. We have checked that the
difference compared to the MS scheme (see e.g. [45]) is negligible.

For subprocesses with a real photon emission, we do lepton-photon recombination to
define a dressed lepton before applying real analysis cuts. Momentum of a dressed lepton
is defined as pj, = p; + p, if AR((,7) = \/(An)? + (A¢)? < 0.1, i.e. when the photon is
close enough to the bare lepton. In case two charged leptons meet this requirement, the one
nearest to the photon is selected. The only photons that can undergo this recombination
are those with |y,| < 5; otherwise, they are considered as to have been lost in the beam
pipe. The letter ¢ can be either e or u and p here denotes a momentum vector in the
laboratory (LAB) frame.

As in [12, 14|, we apply the ATLAS fiducial phase-space cuts which are defined as
follows.

YesVeto setup:



pre > 27GeV,  Drmiss > 20GeV,  |n| < 2.5, me, > 55 GeV,
jet veto (no jets with pp; > 35GeV and |n;| < 4.5). (4.1)

Note that the jet here, in the context of a NLO calculation, can be a light quark, a bottom
quark or a gluon. This set of cuts has been adapted from the ATLAS analysis [26].
NoVeto setup:

The same cut setup as above, but without the jet veto.

A jet veto is usually used to reduce the top-quark backgrounds, with the cost of an
increase in the theoretical prediction uncertainty [46]. In the CMS W™ W™ analyses pre-
sented in Ref. [27], a jet veto is not applied. In addition to these cuts, the requirement of
my > 2Myy, as above mentioned, is imposed in our code to ensure that the events with two
on-shell W bosons are available. Moreover, for the on-shell tW contribution, another cut
of mpy > my + My (invariant mass of the four leptons and the bottom quark) is required,
see Eq. (A.6).

Numerical results for polarized cross sections will be presented for the W W center-of-
mass frame, called WW frame for short. Here, we define a few quantities before presenting
our finding. Since our goal is to examine the corrections resulting from the bottom-quark
driven processes, we therefore isolate the bottom contributions from the other ones as:

e oNop is defined as the total of the cross sections from the light-quark (¢ = u,d, ¢, s)
induced processes as well as gg and vy processes. The light-quark induced cross
sections incorporate both the NLO QCD and NLO EW corrections calculated in [14].
The gg and v+ contributions are computed at LO only (see to [14]). We note that the
NLO corrections to the v+ are very small for all the polarized cross sections, hence
can be safely neglected.

e ovesTw includes onog and the total cross section at NLO QCD and EW from the
bottom-quark induced processes.

® onoTW 1S equal to oyesTw after subtracting the on-shell tW contribution.
® O07w.int, defined in Subsection 3, is the bound of the W interference.

In the following subsections, numerical results for the integrated polarized cross sections
and their differential ones are discussed.

Before that, a few words on the comparison with [13] are of benefit for the reader.
Without the bottom-quark induced processes, the integrated cross sections of this work
(which are identical to [14]) agree very well with ones of [13] at LO, with the differences
all less than 0.07% for all polarized cases, using the numerical input of [13]. Including
the NLO EW corrections, our NLO results are a bit smaller, with the differences (with
respect to [13]) of —0.01%, —0.1%, —0.1%, —0.4%, and —0.3% for the LL, LT, TL, TT, and
unpolarized cases, respectively. We do not yet understand the origin of the —0.4% difference



for the T'T case. However, this tiny discrepancy is completely negligible compared to other
sources of uncertainties, e.g. the scale uncertainties. Taking into account the bottom-quark
induced contribution, Ref. [13] provides NLO EW results only for the case of full off-shell
unpolarized cross section. They obtained +2.54% for the NLO EW correction (including
the tW contribution), while our corresponding DPA result reads +2.61%. This level of
agreement is satisfactory, given that the difference between the DPA and the full off-shell
results is about —3.5% at LO and —3.3% at NLO EW, using the setup of Ref. [13] (see
Table 1 there).

The numerical results of this work are obtained using our in-house computer program
MulBos (MultiBoson production), which has been used for our previous papers [10, 11, 14].
The ingredients of this program include the helicity amplitudes for the production and decay
processes, generated by FeynArt [47] and FormCalc [48], an in-house library for one-loop
integrals named Looplnts. The tensor one-loop integrals are calculated using the standard
technique of Passarino-Veltman reduction [49], while the scalar integrals are computed as
in [50-52]. The phase space integration is done using the Monte-Carlo integrator BASES
[53], with the help of useful resonance mapping routines publicly available in VBFNLO [54].
For other details of the NLO QCD+EW calculations, the reader is referred to |11, 14].

4.1 Integrated polarized cross sections

We first present results for the unpolarized and four polarized (LL, LT, TL, TT) integrated
cross sections in Table 1. The polarization interference (denoted Pol-int), calculated by
subtracting the polarized cross sections from the unpolarized one, is shown in the bottom
row. Besides the three defined cross sections, onoB, OvesTW and onoTw, With their statistical
and scale uncertainties, we show some ratios. We choose to normalize new effects to the
oNoB to quantify various bottom-induced corrections. The LO bb contributions is quantified
by a K-factor, K l?l’zo = (oNoB —i—a{;l—)o) /oNop for unpolarized and each polarized cross sections.
Similarly for the NLO contribution to the b-induced processes, we give also the K-factors
defined as: KnoTw = UNOTW/UNOB; Kyestw = UYesTW/O'NoB' The interference effect is
quantified by 5TW—int = orw.int/0NoB- The last three columns of Table 1, we give the
corresponding polarization fractions fx; = oxi/0x Unpol. With X = NoB, NoTW, YesTW
and ¢ = Unpol., LL, LT, TL, TT, Pol-int.

In Table 1, the scale uncertainties are calculated using the usual seven-point method.
The central scale is up = g = po = My . The seven scale points are (up, ur) = (ito, jlo)
with ¢ = 0.5,1,2 and j = 0.5, 1,2, with the constraint of i/j < 4 and j/i < 4 to avoid wide-
separated scales. The relative uncertainties are then defined as A_ = [min; ;(o (3o, jpo)) —
o (ko po)l/o (1o, o) and Ay = [max; j(o(iro,jpo)) — o(po, f10)l/o (ko o). These scale
uncertainties are provided for the NLO cross sections.

The results are interesting. We found that the bottom-quark induced correction at
NLOQCDEW to the unpolarized cross section is small, being +1%, when the single-top
contribution has been subtracted, confirming the result of Ref. [24]. This correction is also
very small for the T'T cross section, which is the largest contribution to the unpolarized cross
section. The correction is largest for the LL cross section, being +9%, which is significantly



oNoB [fb] oNoTw [fb] ovesTw [ | KO [ KNoTW | KvesTW [STW-int [%]|fNoB [%]|fNoTw [%]| FyesTw [%]
Unpol. [218.47(3)+22%1220.50(3) T2 1% 1266.12(3) 3. 7% | 1.02| 1.01 1.22 —0.75 100 100 100
WiWp | 14.34738% | 1550712% | 29.8870-2% | 115] 1.00 | 2.08 —4.41 6.6 7.1 11.2
whwy| 2479t 19% | 95 3171-0% | 3474F13% 1104| 1.02 1.40 —1.64 11.3 11.5 13.1
wiwp| 25.47t21% 25.997 8% 35.42745% | 1.04| 1.02 1.39 —1.59 11.7 11.8 13.3
W Wy [152.59(3) T2 2% |152.67(3) T2 2% 166.19(3) T3 9% | 1.00| 1.00 1.09 —0.19 69.8 69.2 62.5
Pol-int 1.27(4) 0.93(4) —0.12(4) | -—| -- - - 0.6 0.4 0.0

Table 1: Integrated unpolarized and doubly polarized cross sections in fb calculated in the WW
frame for the process pp — WTW~ — etv.u v, + X with the YesVeto setup. The statistical
uncertainties (in parenthesis) are displayed on the final digits of the central prediction when signif-
icant. Seven-point scale uncertainty is also provided for the cross sections as sub- and superscripts
in percent.

different from the LO prediction of +15% found in [13, 14]. The LO bb results are also
shown in Table 1 so that we can appreciate the changes from LO to NLOQCDEW. For the
TL and LT cases, the NLO corrections are the same, of about +2%.

If the single-top contribution is included in the analysis, then the values of the unpolar-
ized and polarized cross sections change drastically. The bottom-quark induced correction
now reads +108%, +40%, +39%, +9% for the LL, LT, TL, TT cross sections, respectively,
leading to a large correction of +22% for the unpolarized case.

These large corrections naturally lead us to the question on the size of the tW in-
terference effects. As discussed in Section 3, this interference term cannot be calculated,
but its bound (named 5Tw_int) can be computed and is shown in Table 1. We found that
STw_int = —4.42% for the LL cross section, and significantly smaller (in absolute value)
for the other polarizations. This effect is rather large and would have an impact on the
measurement of the LL polarized cross section, if the single-top contribution is subtracted.

In Table 2 we show in more detail the bottom-quark induced contributions at LO

and NLO. The NLO results are calculated in two scenarios: with and without single-top

contribution. The bound of the single-top interference 6rw.int = J%OTW is now

split into QCD and EW parts. The results show that the QCD bg process is completely
NoTW
by

that the LL cross section is largest (in absolute value) for the bg process. This explains why

NoTW
+ Ty

dominant, while the EW contribution o is negligible. The surprising result here is
the single-top interference is so large for the LL polarization.

The same results for the NoVeto setup are shown in Table 3 and Table 4. Compared to
the YesVeto setup, the NLO unpolarized cross sections onoB, ONoTW, OYesTW illCrease by a
factor of 1.5, 1.5, 2.3, respectively. These factors differ for different polarizations, being 1.3,
1.4, 2.8 for LL; 1.7, 1.8, 3.2 for L'T; 1.7, 1.8, 3.1 for TL; 1.5, 1.5, 1.9 for TT. It is interesting
to notice that the tW interference for the LL case changes from —4.4% to +1.1% when the



L0 [fb]|gNOTW [fp]|5YesTW [f] o.i\TgoTW [b] O.B(gesTW [tb] oll;lonw [£b] o.l\)(’?sTW [£b]
Unpol. | 3.94 | 2.03(1) | 47.65(1) | —1.62(1) | 42.66(1) | —0.01 1.34
wiw;| 212 1.25 15.54 —0.63 13.50 —0.00 0.16
wiws| 0.96 0.52 9.95 —0.40 8.84 —0.00 0.17
wiw;| 0.96 0.52 9.95 —0.40 8.85 —0.00 0.17
wiws| 0.36 0.07 13.60 —0.29 12.45 —0.00 0.78
Interf. | —0.46 | —0.34(1) | —1.39(1) | 0.11(1) | —0.98(1) 0.00 0.04

Table 2: Integrated cross sections at LO and NLO for the b induced processes for the YesVeto
setup. The QCD bg and EW by induced processes are separately provided for a better understanding
of the origin of the tW-interference effects. Very small values are rounded to zero at the chosen

precision level.

Table 4: The same as Table 2, but for the NoVeto setup.

jet veto is removed.

In conclusion, from the integrated cross section results, we see that, in order to keep all

~10 -

oNoB [fb] onoTw [fb] ovesTw [D] | K5O | KNoTwW | KvesTW [STW-int [%]|fNoB [%]|fNoTw [%]| FyesTw [%]
Unpol. [327.94(4)5-4%1334.17(2) 517 620.13(4) T5-3% | 1.01| 1.02 1.89 0.62 100 100 100
wiwp | 18.68T51% | 21.041) 13 0% |83.66(1) 0% [ 111] 1.13 4.48 1.04 5.7 6.3 13.5
Wiw | 43.33769% | aa.86(1) TS L% [110.18(1) 9 3%  1.02| 1.04 | 254 1.12 13.2 13.4 17.8
whw | 44.22(1)T82% 1 45.77(1) T5 2% |l111.06(1) T2 0%  1.02| 1.03 2.51 1.12 13.5 13.7 17.9
W Wy [221.43(3)T5:3% 222.80(3) 1537 321.82(3) T T-2% | 1.00| 1.01 1.45 0.43 67.5 66.7 51.9
Pol-int 0.28(5) —0.30(5) ~-6.60(5) | -——| —- - - 0.1 —0.1 1.1
Table 3: The same as Table 1, but for the NoVeto setup.
10 [1b]|oNTW [f]|oYesTW [fb] NI [f] | XesTW [fp]| gNTW [y o ¥esTW [
Unpol. | 3.93 | 6.23(2) | 202.19(2) | 1.91(2) | 278.89(2) | 0.13 9.11
whwo| 212 2.36(1) 64.98(1) 0.18 62.07(1) 0.01 0.75
wiws| 096 | 1.53(1) | 66.85(1) | 0.46(1) | 64.62(1) 0.02 1.18
whwo| 096 | 1.54(1) | 66.83(1) | 0.48(1) | 64.60(1) 0.02 1.18
wiws| 036 | 1.38(1) | 100.40(1) | 0.88(1) | 94.30(1) 0.08 5.68
Interf. | —0.46 | —0.58(3) | —6.88(3) | —0.09(2) | —6.70(3) | —0.00 0.31
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Figure 3: Distributions in cos )" for the YesVeto (left) and NoVeto (right) setups. The
angle is calculated in the V'V center-of-mass system (more details are provided in the
text), hence denoted with the V'V superscript. The big panel shows the absolute values
of the NoTW cross sections. The small panels, from top to bottom, are the EW tW-
interference bound, the QCD tW-interference bound, the ratio of oxoTw/0NoB, the ratio
of oyesTW/ONoB, the normalized shapes of the distributions shown in the big panel.

the interference effects small, the best choice is the NoVeto setup. This conclusion will be
supported by almost all differential distributions, except for the case of the cos(/V'")
will be shown in the next section. Including the ¢tW contribution changes the polarization

fractions (the last three columns of Table 1 and Table 3) violantly, in particular for the LL

, as

case.

4.2 Kinematic distributions

The effect from b-quark induced processes on the doubly longitudinal polarization is also
interesting when considering differential cross sections. In Fig. 3, we present the distribu-
tions in COS(GXVW). The left plot shows the distributions with the YesVeto setup, while
the right plot shows the distributions with NoVeto setup. Here, HXVW is defined as the
angle between the momentum vectors of the positron (p,+) and the W boson (py+).
The positron momentum is calculated in the rest frame of the W™ boson, while the W
momentum is defined in the WW frame. The top panels of Fig. 3 display the absolute
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. 3 but for the transverse momentum of the W.

values of the unpolarized and polarized cross sections, denoted as onoTw, which include
all contributions except the on-shell ¢t channel. The polarization interference effect is the
difference between the unpolarized (black) and the polarization sum (pink) lines.

On the next two small panels, we show the ¢tW-inteference effect (Grw.int) of the EW
and QCD contributions separately. For the YesVeto case, both EW and QCD contributions
are mostly negative across the whole range of cos(6)'W). The QCD contribution to the LL
polarization is the most negative, it however is less than 10% in magnitude and distributed
rather evenly over the range. The distributions are rather different for the NoVeto case.
Both EW and QCD contributions can be positive and close to zero for | cos(83¥WV)| < 0.75,
but grow increasingly significant at the two edges. In particular, EW and QCD contributions
to TL, TT polarizations are positive while those to LT, LL are negative at the edges. There
is a cancellation between the negative and positive contributions, that explains the small
and positive value of the tW-interference term in the integrated cross sections for the
NoVeto case. We also remark that the polarization interference is small for both YesVeto
and NoVeto setups, and is smaller for the latter one. This interference is not always small,
see e.g. the A¢, , distribution in Fig. 7.

The two following panels display the two respective K-factors (KnoTw, KyesTw) as
function of cos(A)VW). As inferred from the graphs, the K-factor for the polarization (TT)
is nearly flat and close to one across the range. It is more interesting for the three other

polarizations, especially the LL one. The Knorw is less than one for cos(0VW) < —0.85

- 12 —



since the tW-interference is more negative in this region. It is however slightly over 1.0
for the rest. It is more striking for the YesTW plot. The K-factor is larger than two and
stands out from the other polarizations. Similarly for the case of NoVeto setup, however
the K-factors of the doubly longitudinal polarization are even larger than the YesVeto case.
Its maximum reaches 7 around cos(6¥WV) = —0.8 for the YesTW result.

In the bottom panels of the cos(8Y'"W) distributions, we display the normalized distri-
butions from the top panel where the integrated cross sections are all normalized to unity,
to highlight the shape differences.

We will now discuss the transverse momentum distributions of the W7 in Fig. 4. The
distributions are presented similarly to the cos(3VWV) distributions, with YesVeto setup on
the left and NoVeto setup on the right. The ¢tW-inteference effects of the EW contributions
(&%W_int) for all polarizations are not interesting, they are close to zero and show a slight
dependence on pry+. However 6%?\,]_)mt in the YesVeto case is more interesting. While
the TT polarization does not depend on pp -+, the mix polarizations (TL, LT) show a
similar dependence and the LL polarization exhibits a strongest dependence. In particular,
the QCD contribution to the tW-inteference effect for LL polarization is negative and and
starting from ppy+ > 50 GeV it falls down rapidly and reaches —20% at ppy+ ~ 200 GeV.
This behavior of &%?V]_Dint does not occur for the NoVeto setup, and the tW-interference is
much smaller there. The smallness of this interference in the NoVeto case is also visible
for all distributions displayed in Appendix B. This result suggests that the NoVeto setup
seems to be a better choice for precise polarization measurements.

The dependence of the two K-factors (Knorw, KyesTw) for the LL polarization is also
interesting. The Knorw line curves down and peaks around ppy+ = 125 GeV (150 GeV)
for YesVeto (NoVeto), while, including the on-shell tW contribution, Kyesrw increases fast
with pp -+ for both cut setups.

We have a technical note here. To have a smooth plot for the tW-interference is not
easy as it is the result of a subtraction of two huge numbers whose values are very close.
One can see this from the fluctuations in the distributions, in particular Fig. 4 and Fig. 8.
In order to obtain the shapes as shown in this paper, we have doubled the statistics (for
both individual runs and the number of random seeds) for the components contributing to
the tW-interference. Specifically, 20 random seeds, each with 224 random points (for the
(n + 1) QCD components, 222 for the corresponding EW) have been used to calculate the
tW-interference distributions. Usually, choosing 10 random seeds with 222 QCD points is
enough to have nice distributions.

Finally, additional kinematic distributions, which are important for polarization sepa-

ration, are provided in Appendix B.

5 Conclusions
In this work, we have calculated the bottom-quark induced contribution to the doubly

polarized cross sections of W W™ pair production at the LHC using a fully leptonic decay
mode at NLO QCD+EW level.
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After the subtraction of the on-shell tW production, this contribution is very small
(1% for the YesVeto setup, 2% for NoVeto) for the integrated unpolarized cross section,
in agreement with the result of Ref. [24]. However, this effect is not equal on the four
polarized cross sections. While being negligible for the T'T polarization, it is largest for
the LL case, at 9% (13%) for the YesVeto (NoVeto) setup. Beyond the integrated results,
differential cross sections for individual polarizations have been presented and discussed,
showing a distinct shape of the bottom-quark induced contribution to the LL polarization
in some distributions. The magnitude of this effect can be large, e.g. reaching 30% at
pr,w ~ 100 GeV. These results show that the LL polarization is more sensitive to the
third-generation quark contribution.

For completeness, the corresponding results keeping the tWW contribution have also been
provided. As expected, the polarization fractions change drastically compared to the tW-
subtracted analysis, in particular for the LL mode. As above, the kinematic distributions
show a distinct shape and more pronounced magnitude of the bottom and top quark effects
on the LL polarization.

In addition, we have computed a bound of the tW interference and found that it
can reach —4.4% (41.0%) for the integrated LL cross section for the YesVeto (NoVeto)
setup. For the kinematic distributions presented in this paper, this interference effect is
negligible for NLO EW corrections, being less than 1% in absolute value. For NLO QCD
case, it can however be very large at some phase space regions, reaching —20% level for
the LL polarization. Remarkably, we found that the tW interference effect is significantly
smaller for the NoVeto setup in comparison to the YesVeto one, for almost all differential
distributions, except for the case of cos(d?V") angular distribution where the interference
is large at the edges for both cut setups. One should be careful about this effect when
subtracting the tW contribution in precision measurements.

A Details of the tW calculation

As discussed in Section 3, the tW contribution occurs at NLO QCD in the process bg —
e vep” ,b and at NLO EW in the process by — etveu~17,b. Here the notation b stands for
either the bottom or anti-bottom quark. These contributions can be calculated in a gauge
invariant way by requiring that three particles, including a top quark and two W bosons,
in the intermediate states must be on-shell. The on-shell {WW process then reads (we show
the bg process as an example, the by calculation is similar)

b(k1) + g(k2) = tpe)W ™ (pw—) = W (o)W ()b — " (ka)ve(ka)n™ (ks)v,(ke)b(kr). (A1)

The unpolarized amplitude at LO then reads (The DPA is applied for the tW ™~ pro-
duction. An additional W pole occurs due to the subsequent top-quark decay.):

3 2

_ 1 - . i oA
Abg—ntW —4lb B Abg—>tW ki,s 7)\ Atﬁw b ki,s 7)\
(ODrs " =g GGy 2 (LA™ (st Aa) AT s )
1,N2= St=
AP e v (i, M)A 7 (ki M), (A.2)
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where s¢, A\, Ay are the helicity indices of the top quark, W+, W, respectively. As usual,
the propagator factor is calculated using the off-shell momenta as

Qi =p; —mi +imly, Qj =pj — My +iMwTw (j =W, W), (A.3)

with py+ = k3 + ka, pw- = ks + ke, pr = pw+ + k7.

In Eq. (A.2), it is important to notice that all the helicity amplitude factors must
be calculated using the on-shell momenta denoted with a hat, k; (with ¢ = 1,7). These
momenta satisfy the following constraints:

k2 =0, (k3 4 ka)? = (ks + ke)? = M3, (k3 + ks + k7)? = m2, (A.4)
which is solvable when the off-shell momenta pass these cuts

(ks + k4 + ks + k6)2 > 4MI%V7 (A.5)
(ks + kg + ks + ke + k‘7)2 > (my + Mw)Q. (A.6)

The on-shell momenta k; are then computed as follows. In the first step, the on-shell
momenta for the bg — tW™ process are calculated using Eqgs. (A.1) and (A.2) of Ref. [55]
(which followed [30]). The key point here is that the p; and py,— are calculated in the
tW center-of-mass system, and the spatial direction of p; is chosen to be the same as the
original off-shell direction, i.e. ]5;5 = ¢p; with ¢ being a real number.

In the second step, the on-shell momenta of the two decays t(p;) — et (k3)ve(ka)b(k7)
and W~ (py-) — p (ks)vu(ke) are calculated using the mapping described in [8]. The
decay-product momenta satisfy

(/233 + kg + E7)2 = m?, (A.7)
(ks + k¢)? = ME,. (A.8)

At the final step, the these momenta must be given in the the tW center-of-mass system.

Notice that the momenta of the top-decay product are denoted with a bar, not a
hat. This is because the lepton momenta do not satisfy the on-shell W constraint, namely
<I_€3 + 1_44)2 %+ M%V To impose this additional constraint, we then boost the momenta ks,
k4, k7 to the top-quark rest frame, then split the final state into two particles:

Pw+ = ];33 + E4, Dy = ];77. (A.Q)

We then repeat the above first step to obtain the on-shell momenta py -+ and pp. The
on-shell momenta of the decay W (py+) — et (ks)ve(ks) are then calculated as described
in the second step. Finally, these momenta are boosted from the top-quark rest frame to
the tW center-of-mass system.

From Eq. (A.2), we then select the W; w,, Wg W, W;f W, W; W, squared am-
plitudes to calculate the polarized cross sections.
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Figure 5: Same as Fig. 3 but for the cos(f,+ ,-) variable.

B Additional kinematic distributions

We provide here additional kinematic distributions, with the same notation, format, and
color code as the ones presented in Section 4.2. All kinematic variables (X axis) are cal-
culated in the laboratory frame. The distribution in cos(f.+ ,-), the angle between the
two leptons, is shown in Fig. 5. The distribution in the rapidity separation between the
positron and the W=, |Ayy - o+ | = [ye+ — yw-|, is presented in Fig. 6. The distribution in
the azimuthal-angle separation between the positron and the muon is displayed in Fig. 7.

Finally, the positron’s transverse momentum distribution is given in Fig. 8.
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