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Abstract

This dissertation addresses a topic that I have worked on over the past decade: the automation of
next-to-leading order electroweak corrections in the Standard Model of particle physics. After intro-
ducing the basic concepts and techniques of next-to-leading order QCD calculations that underpin
the MADGRAPHS_AMCQ@NLO framework, I present a few key features relevant to the automated next-
to-leading order electroweak contributions to short-distance cross sections, with an emphasis on the
mixed QCD and electroweak coupling expansions. These include the FKS subtraction, the renor-
malization and electroweak input parameter schemes, and the complex mass scheme for dealing with
unstable particles. Issues related to the initial or final photons and leptons are also discussed. Two
remaining challenges are highlighted if one wishes to go beyond next-to-leading order computations.
Some phenomenological applications at the LHC are given to demonstrate the relevance of electroweak

corrections at colliders. Finally, an outlook on future studies concludes the dissertation.
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Résumé

Cette thése traite d’un sujet sur lequel j’ai travaillé au cours de la derniere décennie : 'automatisation
des corrections électrofaibles d’ordre supérieur (NLO) dans le Modele Standard de la physique des par-
ticules. Apres avoir introduit les concepts et techniques de base des calculs d’ordre supérieur (NLO) en
QCD qui sous-tendent le cadre MADGRAPHS_AMC@NLO, je présente quelques caractéristiques clés per-
tinentes aux contributions électrofaibles automatisées d’ordre supérieur aux sections efficaces & courte
distance, en mettant ’accent sur les expansions en couplage mixte QCD et électrofaible. Celles-ci
incluent la soustraction FKS, les schémas de renormalisation et des parametres d’entrée électrofaibles,
ainsi que le schéma de masse complexe pour traiter les particules instables. Les problemes liés aux pho-
tons et leptons initiaux ou finaux sont également discutés. Deux défis majeurs sont soulignés pour ceux
qui souhaitent aller au-dela des calculs d’ordre supérieur. Quelques applications phénoménologiques
au LHC sont présentées pour démontrer la pertinence des corrections électrofaibles dans les collisions

de particules. Enfin, une perspective sur les études futures conclut cette these.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

An important and elegant guideline for advancing physics is the pursuit of unification. The idea behind
unification is that, from an aesthetic and philosophical perspective, the vast diversity of phenomena
observed in Nature is governed by a few simple, fundamental physics laws. This approach offers
deep insights and connections between seemingly unrelated theories or phenomena, expanding our
knowledge and leading to entirely new predictions. Historically, Newton’s theory of gravity unifies
terrestrial and celestial motion. Maxwell’s equations reveal that electricity and magnetism are two
sides of the same coin, now known as the electromagnetic force. KEinstein’s special relativity unifies
space and time into a single framework, spacetime. A more recent example is the unification of
the electromagnetic and weak interactions into the electroweak (EW) interaction by Glashow [1],
Weinberg [2], and Salam [3]. This is now known as the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics,
which also incorporates the theory of the strong interaction, Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [4-8].
Each unification has revolutionized our understanding of Nature. There is no reason for the pursuit
of unification to end here.

In the past decades, especially in the pre-Large Hadron Collider (LHC) era, many believed that the
path toward energies beyond the EW scale, around 100 GeV, was clear. At a few TeV, supersymmetry
was expected to show up to unify bosons and fermions. At 10'® GeV, the strong and EW forces could
merge into a single force in a grand unified theory. Finally, at the Planck scale of 10'? GeV, a quantum
gravity theory—often called a Theory of Everything—might unify the gravitational force with the other
three fundamental forces.

Although the SM of particle physics is a highly successful theory for describing the strong and
EW interactions among subatomic particles, withstanding almost all experimental tests, there are
many plausible clues—beyond aesthetics arguments like unification—that suggest the SM is merely a
low-energy effective theory of a yet-unknown, more fundamental framework. However, despite the
completion of over half of LHC Run III and an integrated luminosity exceeding 180 fb~! at 13.6
TeV in proton-proton (pp) collisions, the discovery of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM)

remains elusive. This could be due either to a higher characteristic BSM energy scale than previously
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anticipated, placing it beyond the reach of the LHC, or to BSM signals that are particularly difficult
to detect in direct searches. While it is currently unclear which of these two scenarios reflects reality,
each suggests a different long-term strategy. In the first case, probing larger particle mass scales
would require higher collider energies, whereas in the second, accumulating more data and reducing
systematic uncertainties would be crucial. In both cases, indirect searches may play a significant role.

To understand and interpret experiments, theorists must continually improve both the scope and
precision of their calculations. Scope has two main aspects. The first is the ability of computational
tools to efficiently handle the matrix elements for processes in both the SM and new physics models.
The second involves enabling fully realistic final-state simulations by combining these matrix elements
with general-purpose parton shower Monte Carlo (PSMC) programs. Precision, in most applications,
refers to calculating higher order quantum radiative corrections in perturbation theory. These quantum

corrections generally encompass three types of computations (or their combinations).

e Fixed order: A truncated series expansion of small coupling constants, such as the strong cou-

pling constant o and the EW or QED coupling constant «, within the matrix elements;

e Resummation: An all-order calculation of certain universal terms (e.g., logarithms or 72 terms)

using renormalization group equations;

e Parton shower: A numerical simulation that models the successive emission of radiation, such as

quarks, gluons, or photons, from an energetic parton using Markov Chain Monte Carlo methods.

In the following, I will focus solely on fixed-order calculations, although the other two topics have
been the subject of extensive research over the past decades and warrant separate discussions.

Given the significant numerical value of as and the critical role of hadron collision physics in the
LHC era, QCD corrections have been particularly prominent over the last decades. Fully differential
next-to-leading order (NLO) results in «g, along with their matching to parton showers, have be-
come standard and can now be automatically calculated using several public programs (see,e.g., the
review [9]), even for processes with complex final states. Additionally, with customized approaches,
increasingly more next-to-NLO (NNLO) [10,11] and even next-to-NNLO (N3LO) [1225] predictions
are becoming available for key low-multiplicity processes, with varying levels of inclusiveness (also see
the reviews [11,26,127]).

EW corrections, which account for quantum radiative effects involving weak and electromagnetic
interactions, have become increasingly important to consider in full generality. First, based on the
values of ay ~ 0.1 and o ~ 0.01, one can expect that the sizes of NNLO QCD and NLO EW corrections
are numerically comparable. Second, LHC measurements have reached deeper into the multi-TeV

region, which has never been explored before, and would be particularly sensitive to BSM effects if

*For proton-initiated processes, such as those at the LHC, another crucial fact in determining the precision of
perturbative calculations is the parton distribution functions of proton. Their energy-scale evolution and extraction
from experimental data require inputs from higher-order quantum corrections. However, this will not be discussed in

this context.
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BSM physics is realized as described in the first scenario. In this region, the naive scaling behavior
of a could actually be violated, leading EW corrections to grow faster than their QCD counterparts
due to the presence of the so-called EW Sudakov logarithms [28-33], a point I will discuss later in
section ] Unlike in QCD, EW Sudakov logarithms cannot be fully eliminated even in sufficiently
inclusive observables because the initial state (e.g., protons at the LHC) is not a singlet under the
weak SU(2); gauge group.

Furthermore, an electron-positron (e~e™) collider has been prioritized for studying EW, Higgs,
and top quark physics in the future of particle physics following the LHC [35]. In this context, the
incorporation of EW corrections in physics simulations is crucial. A particularly significant example
is the large electromagnetic logarithm from initial photon radiation due to the tiny electron mass,
which highlights the prominent role of EW corrections at e~e™ colliders. While it is clear that the
decision to conduct a fully-fledged higher-order computation for a given observable must be made
after careful consideration of the benefits versus costs, increasing precision in theoretical predictions
is always advantageous.

The combination of the necessity for NLO EW corrections and the demand for flexibility and ap-
plicability to arbitrary processes makes automation a natural solution, significantly reducing resource
costs. This is particularly compelling given the remarkable success of automation in QCD, where NLO
results are now produced on a massive scale and form the backbone of the ATLAS and CMS proton-
proton event simulations. While automation of NLO EW corrections is not yet as comprehensive
as in QCD, steady progress has been made in automating both one-loop and real-emission contribu-
tions. Collaborative efforts in this direction include tools such as GOSAM [36,37] in conjunction with
MADDIPOLE [38,[39] or SHERPA [40-42], as well as OPENLOOPS [43-45| and RECOLA [46-48] working
alongside SHERPA or private phase-space integrators, and MADGRAPH5_AMC@NLO (MG5_AMC for
short henceforth) [49,(50]. Recent results produced by these tools clearly demonstrate how automation
enables the tackling of complex problems that would be impractical to solve using traditional methods.

This dissertation explores the development and implementation of computational tools that au-
tomate the calculation of EW corrections, primarily within the MG5_AMC framework. I will discuss
both the theoretical foundations and phenomenological applications relevant to the LHC and future
colliders. The dissertation synthesizes lectures and talks I have given, along with several publications
I co-authored in recent years. Specifically, the following co-authored publications form the basis of

this work:

e “The automation of next-to-leading order electroweak calculations”
R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, D. Pagani, H.-S. Shao and M. Zaro
JHEP 1807, 185 (2018), [arXiv:1804.10017 [hep-ph]].

e “RIP Hbb: How other Higgs production modes conspire to kill a rare signal at the

"Due to the presence of EW Sudakov logarithms, EW corrections are also considered necessary in dark matter indirect
detection [34].
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LHC”
D. Pagani, H.-S. Shao and M. Zaro
JHEP, 2011, 036 (2020), [arXiv:2005.10277 [hep-ph]].

e “Automated EW corrections with isolated photons: ttv, ttyy and tvyj as case studies”
D. Pagani, H.-S. Shao, 1. Tsinikos and M. Zaro
JHEP, 2109, 155 (2021), [arXiv:2106.02059 [hep-ph]].

e “The complete NLO corrections to dijet hadroproduction”
R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, D. Pagani, H.-S. Shao and M. Zaro
JHEP 1704, 076 (2017) [arXiv:1612.06548 [hep-ph]].

e “Electroweak and QCD corrections to top-pair hadroproduction in association with
heavy bosons”
S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, D. Pagani, H.-S. Shao and M. Zaro
JHEP 1506, 184 (2015), [arXiv:1504.03446]hep-ph]].

e “The automated computation of tree-level and next-to-leading order differential
cross sections, and their matching to parton shower simulations”
J. Alwall, R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer, H.-S. Shao, T. Stelzer,
P. Torrielli and M. Zaro
JHEP 1407, 079 (2014), [arXiv:1405.0301 [hep-ph]].

The last paper serves as the standard reference for the MG5_AMC framework, while the first paper is
the main reference for the development of NLO EW corrections within the same framework.

As a disclaimer, this dissertation does not aim to provide a comprehensive overview of the topic,
particularly given the existence of a recent, excellent review on EW corrections [51] and a standard
reference [52]. Due to the vastness of the background material, I will briefly outline the main char-
acteristics and primarily focus on the techniques pertinent to the realization of NLO EW automation
within the MG5_AMC framework.

The remaining context is organized as follows. Chapter 2] introduces the basic concepts and
techniques for NLO QCD computations within the MG5_aAMC framework. Chapter [3| presents the key
features of the automated computations of NLO short-distance cross sections in the context of mixed
QCD and EW coupling expansions, highlighting some remaining issues. To exemplify the relevance
of NLO EW corrections for collider physics, Chapter [4] examines NLO EW corrections across a wide
range of processes at the LHC and explores subleading NLO terms with varying impacts through

representative examples. Finally, Chapter [5]| provides an outlook for future studies.



Chapter 2

Next-to-Leading Order QCD

Calculations in a Nutshell

2.1 General structure

Following the notation used in refs. [49,50,/53}54], let us consider a generic 2 — n process, with its
partonic subprocess denoted as 717y — I3 - - - Z,, 12, where the identity of the ith particle is represented
by Z;. The subprocess can be expressed as an ordered list r = (Zy, ..., Z,+2). The 4-momentum of the
external particle Z; is denoted as k;, with momentum conservation expressed as ki + ko = 2?232 k;.
The set of all possible subprocesses forms a space R, with r € R,,. We denote the ultraviolet (UV)
renormalized f-loop helicity amplitude for the subprocess r as A(”’[)(T). For simplicity, we restrict
ourselves to the special case where the LO features only one coupling order and only QCD corrections
are considered in this chapter. For a more general case, we refer interested readers to Chapter

At NLO, in addition to the 2 — n subprocesses, we also need to consider the 2 — n + 1 real-
emission partonic processes, forming a set denoted as R,+1. In the context of QCD corrections, this
involves adding a light parton in the final states of the subprocesses in R,,. Without loss of generality,

(B)

we can assume there are n; ’ massless, strongly interacting particles in the Born-like processes, which

implies there can be at most n(LR) = n(LB) + 1 light jets in the real contribution. In this scenario, it is
well known that the NLO QCD accurate cross section at a P; P, collider in collinear factorization can

be written as

o(NLO QCD)  _ Z /dxldf@féfl)(ml, M%«“)fg:b)(l?nu%“) [(3(3) (r) + &) (T)}
r€ERn

P P . .
+ 3 [dndea i @i o) [600) + 6T, (21.0)
TERn.H
where 1 (z2) is the longitudinal momentum fraction of the parton Z; (Z3) inside the beam particle P;
(P2), ép) (z,p%) is the parton distribution function (PDF) for the parton Z inside the initial particle

P, and up is the factorization scale. In the case of a fixed-energy lepton beam, without considering
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initial photon radiation, fép) (z, %) can also simply be equal to §(1 — x). The partonic cross sections
X (r) for Born (X = B), virtual (X = V), and real (X = R) contributions can be obtained from

the phase space integrated amplitude squared (also known as matrix elements):

e

cB ) = / d(bn;{[(r)/\/l("’o)(r), (2.1.2)
n{®)

V() = / dpn L M), (2.1.3)
(B)

M) = / d¢n+1;\7/(LT)M(”“’O)(r), (2.1.4)

. . (B) .
where N (r) is the final state symmetry factor, d¢,, is the n-body phase space measure, and J"z " is
the measurement function that ensures the presence of at least n(LB) light jets. The amplitude squared
can be obtained from [

2

1 1
(7’L70) — - - (n,o)
M) 2sw(zl)w(12);m’“4 ()] (2.1.5)
spin
1 1 .
(n,1) - - - (n,0) (n,1)
M) 25 w(Th)w(Iz) %2% {‘A (r) AT (r) }, (2.1.6)
spin
1 1 2
(n+1,0) I S S (nt1,0)
M 2sw<zl>w<zz>§m)““ Clie (2.1.7)
spin

where the Mandelstam variable s = (ky 4 k2)? = 2k; - k2, and w(Z) represents the product of spin and
color degrees of freedom for particle Z. While the presence of the jet function J n” ensures that the
n-body phase space integration in the Born and virtual processes is finite, infrared (IR) singularities—
commonly referred to as soft and/or collinear divergences—still arise in both the loop integration
of the one-loop amplitude A (r) and the (n + 1)-body phase space integration in the real cross
section () (r), necessitating regularization. To simultaneously regularize the UV and IR divergences—
where the former appears only in the unrenormalized one-loop amplitude—a customary choice is to
use dimensional regularization [55,56], which respects Lorentz and gauge invariance. However, several
variants of dimensional regularization schemes exist (see table I in ref. |57] for instance). In the
conventional dimensional regularization (CDR) scheme with d = 4 —2e dimensions, the average factors
are given by w(q) = w(q) = 2N, = 6 and w(g) = 2(1 — €)(N? — 1) = 16(1 — ¢). If initial collinear
QCD radiation is allowed, we need to renormalize the PDF in the QCD-improved parton model using
collinear factorization, denoted as the partonic cross section ¢FPF)(r) in eq.(2.1.1), with its concrete
expression provided later in eq.. Thanks to the validity of Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg (KLN)

theorem [58,|59] and factorization, the combination of the virtual, real, and PDF contributions in

*We have assumed that the initial particles are massless.
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eq.(2.1.1)) is free of any IR divergences. In fact, this statement can be generalized to any IR-safe
observables [60].

Since the computations of Born cross sections are widely acknowledged to be well established, we
will introduce the general concepts for calculating real and virtual corrections. We follow the standard
paradigm of treating the real and virtual parts separately. However, it is worth mentioning that some
novel approaches within a non-standard paradigm have been proposed in the literature, where real
and virtual contributions are treated on equal footing. One such innovative idea is the local unitarity
approach [61,/62]. The code based on the local unitarity construction has successfully produced the

first previously unknown cross section, namely the two-loop light-by-light scattering [63].

2.2 Real corrections

Analytical calculations of real radiative corrections are generally infeasible unless one focuses on fully
inclusive quantities, such as total cross sections or decay widths of simple processes. For fully differ-
ential results, numerical approaches must be employed. In particular, multi-dimensional phase space
integration typically relies on adaptive Monte Carlo importance sampling methods. This necessi-
tates flexible, process-independent procedures that facilitate numerical evaluations of real-emission
contributions without any regulators in the regular phase-space regions. Two fundamentally different
solutions have been proposed in the literature: the phase-space slicing and IR subtraction approaches.
Both methods leverage the universal factorization properties of squared amplitudes and the phase
space measure in the soft or collinear regions of gauge theories.

In slicing approaches, the (n + 1)-body phase space integral in eq. are divided into singular
and regular regions using technical slicing cut parameters. The real cross section in the regular
regions can be numerically integrated in d = 4 dimensions, while the one-body d-dimensional phase
space integral in the soft or collinear regions must be carried out analytically. This is feasible only
by taking the slicing cut parameters to be very small in both the phase space measure and the real
matrix element, in conjunction with an n-body phase space Monte Carlo integration. Each phase
space region is integrated individually, and only their sum reproduces the full phase-space integral
in the asymptotic limit as the slicing cut parameters approach zero. However, there is a trade-off
between residual dependencies on the cut parameters and increasing numerical integration errors as
the slicing cuts decrease. Therefore, in practice, one must search for a plateau in the integrated results
while accounting for numerical integration errors by adjusting the slicing cut parameters. The typical
slicing approaches include one-cutoff [64-66] and two-cutoff [67] methods. We will not introduce them
here, but we refer interested readers to the corresponding references.

On the other hand, the IR subtraction method relies on constructing simple counterterms that
allow for analytic integration over one-body unresolved phase space in d dimensions. Ideally, these
counterterms should locally match the IR behavior of the real matrix element in the (n + 1)-body

phase space integral, ensuring that the numerical integration over d¢, 11 of the difference between the
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real matrix element and the subtraction counterterms in d = 4 is manageable. These are referred to
as local counterterms. To recover the original real contributions, we must add back the phase-space
integrated counterterms. Thus, the original local counterterms must be simple enough to allow for
analytical integration over the singular regions within dimensional regularization, at least for the one-
body unresolved phase space of a real emission particle. This singular analytical integration can be
performed once and for all in a process-independent manner. The two widely adopted NLO subtraction
methods were originally proposed by Frixione, Kunszt, and Signer (FKS) [68,/69], and by Catani and
Seymour [70}|71], respectively. They are commonly referred to as the FKS and dipole subtraction
schemes. The former is inspired by the cancellation of collinear divergences, while the latter originates
from the cancellation of soft divergences. The recoil schemes, which determine the mapping between
the original (n + 1)-body phase space and the phase space for counterterms, involve all external
particles (i.e., globally) in the FKS scheme and one parton (i.e., locally) in the dipole method. Both
approaches are effective for processes involving both simple and complicated elementary particles.
Initially devised for massless colored particles, they have been generalized to include massive colored
elementary particles [53}[72,/73] and quarkonia [54}74.[75]. These methods have also been implemented
in various public computer codes [38,53.|76H79).

IR subtraction methods outperform slicing approaches for at least two reasons. First, the former
do not involve any approximations, whereas the phase-space integrals in the singular regions of slicing
approaches are typically approximated using the leading terms in the expansions of the small cut pa-
rameters. Second, sliced phase-space integrals suffer from large logarithms of small cutoff parameters,
which are expected to numerically cancel when combining all integration regions. On the other hand,
these cancellations are significantly mitigated in subtraction methods, as they occur only between the
local counterterms and the real matrix element at the level of individual phase space points. Conse-
quently, subtraction techniques serve as the backbone of contemporary NLO automation codes. Since
real emission computations in the MG5_aAMC framework are based on the FKS subtraction, we will

describe the method in the following section, largely following the discussions in refs. [53}54].

2.2.1 FKS subtraction

For any given r € R, 11, we can always reorder the final-state particles so that the final massless quarks,

antiquarks, and gluons are indexed by 3 < ¢ < n(LR) + 2, while the strongly interacting particles are

indexed by n;y < j < nS:R) + nyg + 2, where ny = 1,2, 3 corresponds to hadron-hadron, lepton-hadron,
and lepton-lepton collisions, respectively. ng represents the number of massive colored partons in the
final state. The key idea in the FKS subtraction is to introduce a set of ordered pairs, referred to as

the set of FKS pairs, via

(R) (R)

Prxs(r) = {G.0)[3<i<nf®+2,m <<l 4nyt2,i#),

MOy m8” y oo if KD 50 or K —0 or k| Ej}. (2.2.1)
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This implies that a pair of particles belongs to the set of FKS pairs if they induce soft or collinear
singularities (or both) in the (n + 1)-body real matrix elements. It is important to note that k‘jQ —
0 (where k:? is the energy component of the four-momentum £kj;) is irrelevant when j = 1,2. In
the calculation of an NLO cross section within the FKS formalism, each pair belonging to Prks(r)
corresponds to a set of subtractions for these soft and collinear singularities.

In the FKS formalism, we multiply the real emission matrix elements by the partition function
Si;, which partitions the phase space into different kinematic regions, each containing at most one
soft and one collinear singularity. The partitioning is achieved through the introduction of a set of

positive-definite functions
Sij(r),  (4,4) € Prxs(r), (2.2.2)

where the argument r € R,,1; indicates that we can choose different S functions for different subpro-

cesses. As described in ref. [53], S;; is defined in various regions as follows:

Z Sij(r) = 1,

(4,3)€Pris(r)

%0
jirgSij(r) = hij (M), if mi:\/k?:mj:,/k]zzo,
e i F

Kil[k;
klzolglOSZ](T’) = G, if 7, = g, with 0 < Cij <1 and ; Cij = 1,

(4,7)EPrks(r)
lim Sij(T‘) = 0 V{k I} #{i,j} with (k,l) € Ppxs(r) N mpr=m; =0,
lim Sij(r) = 0 Vk with Zj, =g and 31 with (k,l) € Prks(r) V (I, k) € Prks(r).
kp—0

(2.2.3)

In other words, S;; approaches zero in all regions of the phase space where the real emission matrix
elements diverge, except in cases where particle ¢ is soft, or particles ¢ and j are collinear. The
functions h;j(z) introduced in eq.([2.2.3) are defined for 0 < z < 1 and possess the following properties:

hij(z) = 1, if np<j<2, (2.2.4)
hij(z) = h(z), if 3<j< nS:R) +ng+2, (2.2.5)

with h(z) being a positive-definite function such that

limh(z) =1, limh(z)=0, h(z)+h(l—2)=1. (2.2.6)

z—0 z—1
The specific construction of the partition function S;; is not crucial for our discussion. Its imple-
mentation in MADFKS, a module in MG5_AMC, can be found in section 5.2 of ref. [53]. It is worth
mentioning that the idea of using partition functions to separate IR singularities in real matrix ele-

ments has been extended in several subtraction methods [80-85] for NNLO computations.
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The IR-divergence-subtracted real cross sections can be formulated in the center-of-mass frame of

the incoming partons:

ky = ‘f(l,o,o, 1), ko= ‘f(l,o,o,—n. (2.2.7)

In this frame, for each pair (¢,j) € Prks(r), we can introduce the variables §; and y;;, where

E) = \fg (2.2.8)
];Z;E] = k k il Yij - (229)

Thus, &; represents the rescaled energy of the FKS parton 7, while y;; denotes the cosine of the angle
(B)

between the FKS parton 4 and its sister 5. The soft and collinear singularities of Sy (r) M ™ +1:0) () L

correspond to § = 0 and y;; = 1, respectively. The IR-divergence locally subtracted partonic cross

section is

Hs() = Y k), (2.2.10)
(4,§)€Ppks(r)

where c}z.(f%KS(r) is
(R) 1 1 Jn(B)
~(R Tii nt1, L
G;irrs(r) = /dﬁidyijd%d@f(?“) <&)C (1 — y¢j>5 ((1 — yig)EE M O)(T))Sij( )N(r) - (2.2.11)

The variable ¢; is the azimuthal direction of the FKS parton. The quantity d;ﬁ (r) is the reduced

n-body phase space obtained via the following relation:

1—c b (17N, it j<2
d o — 1—26d ; 1— 2 —ed i'dQ(Q_Ze) S o
¢ +1(T) 57, § ( yzy) y] 1 (471')3_26 >< k? +k] d¢ (7«]@2 )7 lf ] Z 3’] #Z
= %A (1 — y) " dy AT agl (r). (2.2.12)

The reduced phase space measure has the following limits:

1—e€
Py S 1 .
é‘lllgl() d¢ ]( ) = Wd(bn(r\") s if m; = 0, (2213)
) gl A (r78H), if j<2
lim dg’ = — if m;j=m;=0.(2.2.14
Jm, gy (r) (dm)s—2 * ’“Oljo’“ﬂ Ao (&%), it j>3 0 AL mi=my=0.(22.14)
where
Ti = (Il,...,Xi,...,Zj,...,Zn+3), (2215)
Tj@iﬁ« - (Ila‘~'7Xi7'"7Ij®’i7"'71n+3)7 (2216)
PO = (T Doy Ky Tass) (2.2.17)
TQ@’M; = (IlszEB% s 7Xia s 7In+3) ’ (2218)
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such that 7%, ri®ix, ri®ik ¢ Ro. ™ in eq.(2.2.15) represents a reduced partonic process obtained by
simply removing parton i from the original list r. Similarly, /€ in eq.(2.2.16)) is constructed by

removing parton ¢ and replacing parton j with one whose identity is Zjq;. The definitions of the

processes r1®% and r2®i in eqs.(2.2.17) and ([2.2.18), respectively, are similar to 7/ but in these

cases, the anti-identity of parton ¢, Z;, is used instead. In d = 4 dimensions, we can simply set € = 0
and dQEz) = dy;. The distributions entering eq.(2.2.11]) are defined as follows, for any test functions

() and g():
Emax Emax A _ &
/O d&if (&) <€z) = /0 a: L&) f(Oga(fC“t &) (2.2.19)
1 1 ) L
/_1 dyij9(Yij) <1 _13/ij>5 = /_1 dyijg(yw) g(ll)_(a;z” 1+9) ; (2.2.20)
where

n+3 2
Emax = 1 — = (Z mk) : (2.2.21)

and O() is the Heaviside theta function. In egs.(2.2.19) and (2.2.20)), ., and § are free parameters,

that can be chosen in the ranges

0< fcut S 5max; 0< 6 S 2. (2222)

Different values of £.,; and 6 could be chosen for each FKS sector (i,j) € Prks(r) when computing
&Z(f%KS(r). In MADFKS [53], a common value &, is used for all (i, 7) pairs. The same value of ¢
(6 = 07) is applied to the initial state collinear singularities (i,7) € Prks(r),j < 2, while another
value of § (§ = dp) is used for the final state collinear singularities (4,j) € Prks(r),j > 3. Now, we

can introduce the quantity in d = 4 dimensions

n'B)
J"L
Sii(ri&n i) = ((1 —yz'j)ff/\/l("“’o)(r))&]( )N( )dgoZ oY (r), (2.2.23)
so that
5(F) 1 1 €V dE dus
ngFKS() /<§z) (1_%>6Ez]('raglayzj)dgzdyz]- (2224)

If we expand the plus distributions, we have
A(R) S & 1)O(yis — 1+ 6
1],FKS( r) € — g (r; &, yzj) ij ("”75’“ ) (yw +9)
7 Z

— %5 (r; anij) (Eeut = &) + 245 (150, 1)O(Ceur — &)O(y3j — 1 +0) |d&idys
_ &(E)(T) _ &i(f)(r) (S)( )—i—U(SC)(T). (2.2.25)

ij
The first term in the integrand, called “events”, contributes to the original partonic real cross section

sy = Y 6P, (2.2.26)

(4,5)€Pris(r)
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while the remaining three terms are local subtraction counterterms, which are called “collinear coun-
terevent” (X = (), “soft counterevent” (X = S§), and “soft-collinear counterevent” (X = CS),

respectively. The sums of the counterterms over the FKS pairs can be similarly defined as
i = 3 ), x=c80s (2.2.27)
(1,5)€Prrs(r)

The collinear and soft-collinear local counterterms can be derived from the collinear limit of the

real-emission matrix elements

lim (1= i) )M (1)S;(r) = égzuzﬁsipé%??}‘(l — &, MO (35
killk; T
€ C 7,
2 LG Q) (1= GIM O (IO, (2.2.28)
EAE?CD)
j - nI) et 27
4 1-— o
lim (1= g ) MO @IS, (r) = Zg2u®—h(1 =) PEE D) (2, MO0 (5
killk; '

4 1—2z ~(n .
+—giut ——h(1 - 2) (IQ;D)( )M (17938 (2.2.20)

_a(GeD)
ij
=30\ o 52

where 7 denotes the antiparticle of the particle ¢ and g5 = A4mas. Py QCD) "~(z,€) is the unregularized
Altarelli-Parisi kernel [86] in QCD for z < 1 in d = 4—2¢ dimensions that can be found in the literature
(see, e.g., eqs.(D.15-D.18) in ref. [53]). The quantities Q(Q(i ) and QZ I* ) are given in egs.(D.3-D.10)
of ref. [53]. The reduced matrix element is defined as [53,68]

~ (n 1 1 zy nO (nO) AT
A0 (i@iky -t A ra®R) A0) (i@t Y 2.2.30
R RN, (%) 2:2:30)
spin

where the spinor-helicity formalism takes the conventions of ref. [87]. The notation .Ag? 0) represents
the helicity amplitude with the helicity of the parton j @ ¢ being +. The sum with a tilde indicates
a summation over the color and spin of the external states, excluding the spin of the particle j & .
The A(QCD) term vanishes upon integrating the azimuthal variable d¢; of the parton ¢. In eq.,
we assume k; = (1 — z) (k; + k;j) and k; = z (k; + k;). This assumption applies specifically to the

initial-state collinear singularities (m <j<2)

i(ri&i1) = (4) 626 [ P2 (1= 6, 0) M0 (750 4 ALRCP)|
nB)

SOl dipidepy (1784, (2.2.31)
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and to the final state collinear singularities (3 < j < n(LR) +2,5 #1)

4 1—2zh(l-2) QCD), n iPiX QCD
Si(r€,1) = i )393 - [Pz(jzj@i)<(z’O)M( 0 pii%) 4 A )]

n(B)
nr

NG

For the soft-collinear counterparts, we need to take & — 0 and z — 1 on the right-hand side (r.h.s) of

dgide, (r7 @) | (2.2.32)

the above two equations. The soft local counterterm is

(B)
S . n J"L .
V(1 0,i5) = (4@3(1—%)( Jim MO () e N deidon(r). (2:233)

The soft limit of the real matrix element has the eikonal form

n(LR> +ng+2

2k - k .
lim €2 M +1.0) — 2 li Stk ki (n,0) d 2.2.34
&liﬂo &M (r) 9s klZ: gilino K, - kiky - ki MQCD,kz(T ), (2.2.34)
SW=Ng
k,l#i,k<l
where the color-linked Born matrix element is defined as
n 1 2-6 o .
ML) = =55 sz 2 A )Gacn (@) Gaco @A) (2:2.3)

23w Il

color
spin

In the above equation, dy; is the Kronecker delta function, QQCD (Z) represents the QCD color generator

associated with the particle 7

Gacp(T) = {t"Yazr, (Yoo, (T T€3,3.8 (2.2.36)

with ¢ and T* being the SU(3) generators in the fundamental and adjoint representations, respectively.
We take the final quark or initial antiquark as 3, while the initial quark and final antiquark are taken as
3. The matrix element of the adjoint representation is Tg = —ifape With fap. being the anti-symmetric
structure constants of SU(3).

In order to recover the original NLO cross section, we must reintroduce the elements that were
subtracted from the real emission contribution; these are our integrated counterterms. The soft
integrated counterterm is given by

(B) 1 png 420l png 42

A~ J"L Qs 5(mg,m mip,m n, 1
5 (r) = /d%( )N(r\)% Z Z (5121 e +51£l * 0) Mggc(g,kz(r&‘) , (2:2.37)
k=n 1=k

where the pole and finite parts of the eikonal integrals &, (m’“’m’) and &, (mk’ml)

can be found in appendix
A of ref. [53]. The collinear renormalization of initial PDFS leads to

®)
5(PDF) ;. (QCD)(, K(QCD > / Ao, (rE®H SN Oy n,0) (i
k’z’ﬂ[/l smax ( iIk (Z’ ) Ik d)n )N(Th\) 27'(_ (T )

(2.2.38)
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with 1/é = 1/e + log (47) — vg and g being the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The four dimensional
regularized Altarelli-Parisi splitting kernels in QCD are

B
“ ’ (1—2)+

The subtraction scheme-dependent function K(E?CD) (2) is zero for MS PDFs. It is important to note
that eq.(2.2.38) implies &% € R,,; otherwise, the matrix element of the reduced Born process is

zero. The sum of the collinear, soft-collinear, and PDF counterterms, all associated with collinear

+7qep(@)dan 6(1 — 2). (2.2.39)

divergences, yields

5O () — 55O (r) + 6PPD (1) = 69 (1) 1 650 (1) + 6D () (2.2.40)

sing.

where we have decomposed into a singular term

(B)

(B) n; '42
~(C) as J"L X (47T)6 M2 61 gcu (n,0) (,.%
Oging. (1) = /dcf)n( )27r/\/’(r?) k;} 1= <Q%s> ; [VQCD(Ik)+CQCD(Ik)10g< (k,é) )] MWD ()
(2.2.41)
a finite n-body contribution
n 2 2
FIN / doy(r ;X;j\]/ ){ log<QES> Z (’YQCD(ZIC)—FQCQCD(II@) 10g(§cut))
k=ny
(B) 4o o0
k
+ kzzg {’VQCD(Ik) 10g<2Q ><WQCD(L@)—QCQCD(Ik)10g<€cut \/§)>
2Cqcp(Zi) (1 2k 1 2 7)1 2k MO (i
+200en(i) (log* (2] ~ 082(6u) ) — qe0(@) 0 5E )| ),
(2.2.42)

and a finite contribution with a degenerated (n 4 1)-body phase space

2 'Emax .
A0 - e[ (2) ms(5) 2 (52) )
opin () kgn:/o g & CO 2 + 3 .

CD CD CD
x&PRCD (11— 6,0) - <5 ) &P (1 - £,0) - KD (1 - gi)}

(B)

Jne
/ dgsp (k& )N(ri)ﬁ MO0) (kST (2.2.43)

We have introduced the dimensional regularization scale p and the Ellis-Sexton scale Qgs [88]. The
QCD Casimir factors are
Cp, if T€3,3

(2.2.44)
Cyp, if T€8

Cqen(Z) = {
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The QCD collinear anomalous dimensions are

30, if T=gq,q
Yqep(Z) = { %CA 2y, i T :Z “, (2.2.45)
with Tp = % and ng being the number of massless quark flavors, and
. %—% Cr, if T=gq,q
Tqen(Z) = 22y BT, i Tog (2.2.46)
P{S}CD)’K (2,0) is the e part of the d = 4 — 2¢ dimensional unregularized Altarelli-Parisi splitting
kernels
PRz e) = PROP<(2,0) + PP (2,0). (2.2.47)
Finally, the total sum of the integrated FKS and PDF counterterms is given by
6D = 59) + 6 () - 650 (r) + PP ), (2.2.48)

The original NLO cross section in the FKS subtraction scheme, as given in eq.(2.1.1)), can be

rewritten as

A0 Q) 57 [ dardaa ) o1, i 5 ) [5200) + 60
TERR
+ > [ dmdaa fi (o, 1) S5 (. ) [0 () + 6 ()] (2:2.49)
r€Rn+1

Although the Born, virtual, FKS counterevents, and events in eq. can be integrated separately
after pole cancellation, it is preferable to integrate them together, as noted in ref. [49], in order to
reduce the probability of mis-binning and thereby enhances the numerical stability of the final result.
Additionally, the number of FKS pairs defined in eq., which scales as n(LR) (n(LR) +mnyr), can often

be significantly reduced by exploiting the symmetries arising from identical final-state particles [53].

2.3 Virtual corrections

The second essential ingredient in an NLO calculation is the UV renormalized one-loop amplitude
AU (), or its interference with the Born amplitude M1 (r) in the Born kinematics r € R,,. The
key quantities that need to be computed are the one-loop UV-unrenormalized amplitude .A%n ) (r) and
the tree-like UV renormalization amplitude A™UY) (r), i.e.,

A(n’l)(T) :Aglrl)(r)_FA(anv)(r)‘ (231)

While the computation of the latter can be performed similarly to that of the Born amplitude A(:0) (r)

using the usual UV renormalization Feynman rules, the former requires addressing one-loop Feynman
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integrals, which can be both UV and IR divergent and thus necessitate regulators. In dimensional
regularization, loop calculations are conducted in d = 4 —2¢e dimensions of spacetime. The convergence
of loop integrals depends on the choice of d: UV-divergent integrals are manageable only when Rd < 4,
while TR-divergent integrals are well defined for Rd > 4. The structure of loop integrals permits
analytic continuation to arbitrary complex values of d, enabling regularization of integrals with UV
and IR singularities, with the limit d — 4 (or ¢ — 0) limit taken safely. However, for loop integrals
that are both UV and IR divergent, this continuation becomes more subtle, as no value of d exists for
which those integrals are finite. In such cases, ref. [89] provides arguments for their proper analytic
continuation.

For the one-loop UV-unrenormalized amplitude, it is a simple collection of one-loop Feynman

diagrams

AP = e, (23.2)

diagrams
where C(r) denotes the contribution of a single one-loop Feynman diagram after loop integration, with
implicit dependence of spin, color, and Lorentz indices. A standard technique for evaluating C(r) is
the Feynman integral reduction procedure (such as the Passarino-Veltman reduction [90]). This means
that all one-loop integrals can be algebraically reduced to a set of standard scalar integrals with at

most four loop propagators in the limit as d approaches 4. In other words, we have

c(r) = RedlC(r)] =Y a(@)T ™Y +R(C), (23.3)
i

where the one-loop scalar integrals ji(Red) are independent of C. The function R depends on external
momenta and internal/external masses and may equal zero. Importantly, as its name suggests, unlike
one-loop scalar integrals that generally depend on logarithms or dilogarithms, R depends solely on
a rational function of the Lorentz invariant scalar products of external momenta and masses. The
essence of any reduction procedure is that it is an algebraic operation determining the coefficients ¢;
and R. The remaining task is to evaluate the basis integrals Ji(Red), which are significantly simpler
than any C(r) and can be expressed in terms of logarithms and dilogarithms, as pioneered by 't Hooft
and Veltman [91]. As the notation {.]L-(Red)} suggests, different reduction procedures may utilize
different sets of one-loop scalar integrals.

It is not restrictive to express C(r) in the following form:
_ N
C(r)y = /ddz = ) (2.3.4)

where the denominators of the loop propagators are defined as

Di = ((+p)° - M}, 0<i<N-L (2.3.5)

Here, p; represents a linear combination of the external momenta flowing into the loop, and M; denotes

the mass of the particle in the ith loop line. We use the capital M to differentiate between the masses
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of loop and external particles. Furthermore, for any 4-dimensional quantity X, its d-dimensional
counterpart is denoted by X, while its (—2¢)-dimensional part is denoted by X. In this context, the d-
dimensional loop momentum # can be decomposed into a 4-dimensional part £ and a (—2¢)-dimensional

part @,z’.e.,
0 = (+/ (2.3.6)

with ¢- ¢ = 0. Similar decompositions apply to the Dirac matrices ¥# and the metric tensor g"”. In
general, p; can either be a d-dimensional quantity when working in CDR or a 4-dimensional one in
the 't Hooft-Veltman regularization scheme (see the difference in table I of ref. [57]). For numerical
computations, it is more convenient to work in the latter, so we use p; instead of p; in eq.(2.3.5)).

The numerator function N (¢) in eq.(2.3.4) is process-dependent and can be quite complex. How-
ever, it can always be expressed as a polynomial in the loop momentum /. In automated approaches
that rely on numerical methods, handling the non-integer dimensions required by dimensional regu-
larization poses obvious challenges. Thus, it is convenient to define the purely 4-dimensional part of
the numerator function as:

N({) = lim N

0 (@}Z—w,w—w#,gW—mW'

(2.3.7)

The quantity N(¢) does not involve non-integer dimensions and can therefore be treated using the
standard computational techniques. The (—2¢)-dimensional counterpart is simply given by the differ-

ence

N, i) = N(@) —N(). (2.3.8)

This implies that C(r) can be decomposed into two components:

C(T) = CHOH*R2 (T) + CR2 (’I"), (239)
where
z N(¢)
non— = ddgf = = ; 2.3.1
Comrs(r) = [l (233.10)
_ N, 0)
C = [dW—r 2.3.11
pz(r) / DoD:---Dn-1 ( )

The second term, Crg, (), represents the rational term of type Ry following the nomenclature used in
ref. [92]. Refs. [9394] demonstrate that Ry rational terms of IR origin cancel in the UV-unrenormalized
scattering amplitude ./481 ’1)(r) and arise only from wave-function renormalization constants. Conse-
quently, only the Rp rational terms of UV origin need to be calculated. Based on this observation, it
was shown in ref. [92] that the Ry rational terms can be derived from a tree-level amplitude using a
finite and universal set of theory-dependent Feynman rules, which can be established once and for all

in each given theory. For instance, the Ry Feynman rules in QCD [95], the SM [96H98|, Higgs effective
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field theory [20,199], and minimal supersymmetric SM [100] are well documented in the literature.
Nowadays, for any given model, the Feynman rules for Ry terms can be automatically derived using
NLoCr [101], a module of the Mathematica package FEYNRULES [|102,(103]. This approach intro-
duces no additional complexities and maintains a computational workload that is negligible compared
to that required for the 4-dimensional part Cyon—g,. Therefore, it is the most widely used method in

modern tools. This results in the computation of a tree-level Ry amplitude A" %2)(r):

AR () = " Cp,(r), (2.3.12)

diagrams

whose complexity is anyhow comparable to that of the UV renormalization amplitude AUV) (r). The

UV-unrenormalized one-loop amplitude can also be expressed as:

ATV = ATY e () + AER (1) (2.3.13)
with
AG m ) =Y Coonera(r). (2.3.14)
diagrams

After separating out the Ry term, we still need to evaluate the non-Rs part Chon—pg, () using an

integral reduction procedure:
C(T) = Red[cnon—Rg (7')] + CR2 (7") (2.3.15)

Since the pioneer work by Passarino and Veltman [90], numerous one-loop reduction methods have
been proposed in the literature. These methods can be broadly classified into three categories: tensor-
integral reduction (TIR) [90,104-117], integrand-level reduction [118-122], and generalized unitarity
reduction [123-126]. While it is not necessary to discuss each method in detail here, it is worthwhile
to provide brief comments on each approach.

As the name suggests, TIR methods perform reductions for tensor integrals, since the numerator

can be expressed in the following form:

Tmax T

Ny = S ol T e (2.3.16)
r=0 =1

(n,1)

The tensor integrals in Ay’

Ry take the form:
_ PHL L PR
/dde _ (2.3.17)

where the rank r should not be confused with a partonic process r. In TIR, one employs a set

of identities derived from Lorentz variance, translation invariance, integration by parts, and other

principles, which allow us to reduce the tensor integrals to those with fewer denominators or lower rank.
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However, solving these identities requires the inversion of certain matrices, such as Gram or (modified)
Cayley matrices. The numerically stability of the system can become an issue if the determinants of
these matrices approach zero. In such cases, different iterative solutions to the reduction equations
that avoid these instabilities are available, as implemented in COLLIER [127] based on the work of
ref. |113].

The best-known integrand-level reduction method is the OPP method, named after its authors
Ossola, Papadopoulos, and Pittau [118]. The main idea of the OPP method is to expand the numerator
function N(¢) in terms of the denominators Do, ..., Dy_1. Due to the dimensionality of £, N(¢) can

be decomposed into 4-dimensional denominators D; = (¢ + p;)> — M? = D; — 72 as follows:

N-1
N(f) = > [dioi1i2i3+dioi1i2i3(€)] II o
=0

0<ip<i1<izg<ig<N-—1

N-1
+ E : [Cioiliz + éZ'01'12‘2 (E)] H D;
0<ip<i1<ig<N-—1 1=0
i#£i40,i1,i2

R N-1
+ Z [bioil + bioil (E)] H D;
=0

0<ip<ii<N—-1

130,81
N-1
+ Z [aio + @iy (0)] H D;
0<ip<N—-1 =0
i#io
N—-1
+P0) I D (2.3.18)

1=

The terms proportional to the coeflicients ci, ¢, 3, a, and P vanish upon integration over d%¢; these are
referred to as spurious terms. The functional forms of ¢ in these spurious coefficients are established
and utilized in ref. [118] for any renormalizable theory. In principle, one can derive these spurious
coefficients as well as the f-independent coefficients d, ¢, b, a by solving the master equation
using a sufficient number of numerical complex values of ¢ for each phase space point. Notably, this
operation can be conducted at the amplitude or amplitude squared level instead of on a diagram-by-
diagram basis. However, the resulting system of algebraic equations can be quite large, prompting
various strategies for efficient resolution in the literature. The original approach proposed in ref. [118]
involves selecting specific values of ¢ to systematically set 4, 3, 2, or 1 of the possible denominators
D; to zero. This transforms the system of equations into a block-triangular form, facilitating a
sequential solution: first solving for the coefficients of all possible 4-point functions, followed by the
coefficients for all 3-point functions, and so on. This method can be further optimized [120,(122]. To
match the dimensionality of denominators, one must replace all 4-dimensional denominators D; with
their d-dimensional counterparts D; on the r.h.s of eq.. This yields the cut-constructive (cc)
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numerator:

NCC(E’ 52) = N(E)‘rhs of eq.,Di—>Di : (2319)

Here, N(¢) on the r.h.s refers to the expression replaced from the r.h.s of eq.(2.3.18]). The difference

between the two numerators gives rise to the rational terms of type Ry [92]:

_ Ng, (€,0%)
c = [ qdp—m\57 2.3.20
n() = [ateg e (2320)
where
Ng,(6,0%) = N(l) — Neo(t, 0%). (2.3.21)
The cc term is given by:
n NCC 9 ~2
Coc(r) = [ d¥W—=—= (L4
DoDy - Dy
- 1
= digivigis | AU =—sa—e——a—
Z ot 3/ DioDilDizDig

0<ip<i1<t2<i3<N—1

— 1
L A% ——
+ Z Cigiviz / DiODilDz’g

0<ip<i1<ig<N-—1

— 1
+ Z bioil/dde' D

0<ip<i;<N-—1 o
—1
+ > aio/ddé . (2.3.22)
0<ip<N-—1 Di
The non-Ry term is then:
Chon—Ry(r) = Cec(r) +Cry (7). (2.3.23)

Similar to Re, R; rational terms arise only in the presence of 1/e poles of UV origin, which can be
understood from the TIR reduction of one-loop integrals [113]. Consequently, these terms can be
easily identified through simple power counting. The R; terms can always be computed alongside the
cc terms. The OPP reduction algorithm has been implemented in various numerical tools, including
CurToous [128], SAMURALI [121], and NinJA [129].

The generalized unitarity methods are extensions of tree-level on-shell techniques to the one-loop
case. They exploit multiple branch cuts to place one or more internal loop particles on-shell. Con-
sequently, the one-loop amplitude can be fully determined by these on-shell conditions. Generalized
unitarity methods are closely related to the OPP reduction; for instance, ref. [125] demonstrated that
the coefficients of the scalar one-loop integrals in the OPP reduction can be entirely determined in

terms of on-shell tree-level amplitudes with complex external momenta. The generalized unitarity
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based efforts have primarily focus on studies of processes involving high-multiplicity final states at
NLO in QCD. However, they have yet to be generalized to scenarios involving massive loop particles.

After reduction, the final task is to evaluate the one-loop scalar integrals ji(Red). In the d — 4
limit, these integrals can take a special form, as seen on the r.h.s of eq., with 1 < N <4 and
N(f) =1 (also see eq.(2:3:22)). Depending on the value of N, they are typically referred to as scalar
N-point functions/integrals, where the term “scalar” indicates that the numerator function is unity.

The integral ji(Red) generally exhibits a Laurent expansion in the dimensional regulator e:

+oo
VAR N A (2.3.24)

i
l=-2

For all possible cases, the analytic expressions for jl.(?ed) with [ < 0 are known in the literature. These

expressions can be written in terms of logarithms and dilogarithms, regardless of whether the masses
of the loop particles are real or complex. They have been implemented in several public numerical
codes [127,/130(137].

2.4 The MapGraru5_aMCaNLO framework

MG5_aMC [49], the successor to MADGRAPHS [138] and AMC@NLO [139-141], is a single comprehen-
sive framework that automates the computation of both LO, either tree-level or loop-induced [142],
and NLO accurate (differential) cross sections, including their matching to parton shower programs
via the MC@NLO method [143]. The code is designed to be flexible, enabling calculations that can
be performed even by those who are not familiar with quantum field theory. In this sense, it provides
all the necessary elements for studies in the SM and BSM phenomenology. In particular, MG5_AMC
employs the FKS subtraction method, which is automated in the MADFKS module [53] E| for ad-
dressing IR singularities in real emission contributions (cf. eq.). The computations of one-loop
amplitudes are conducted in the MADLOOP module [49,{145], which dynamically switches between two
integral-reduction techniques: TIR and integrand-level reduction (such as OPP). For matching NLO
QCD computations with parton showers, the MC@QNLO formalism is utilized. H Finally, inclusive sam-
ples that are accurate at the NLO QCD level but span many jet multiplicities can be obtained using
the Frederix-Frixione (FxFx) merging method [148]. Let us describe the MADLoOOP and MADFKS
modules in more detail.

MADLOOP employs an original method for generating one-loop Feynman diagrams by leveraging
the existing tree-level diagram generation algorithm in MG5_AMC. This approach directly generates

the so-called L-cut diagrams, which represent loop diagrams with exactly one loop propagator cut

"The resonance treatment in FKS subtraction has been updated in MADFKS since the study of ref. [144].
#The MC@NLO implementation yields both positive and negative weights. The fraction of negative weights deter-
mines the effective statistics. To reduce the number of negative weight events, two variants of the original MC@NLO

formalism, known as MC@QNLO-A and Born spreading, have been proposed in ref. [146] and ref. [147|, respectively.
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open. It effectively transforms the one-loop diagrams into tree-level diagrams but with two additional
final-state particles compared to the original loop process. Significant improvements have been made
in MADLOOP5 [138] compared to its predecessor MADLoOOP4 [145]. The efficiency of loop numerator
generation has been enhanced through an in-house implementation of the OPENLOOPS idea [43], en-
abling for dynamic switching between interfaces for three different integrand-level reduction programs:
CutTooLs [128], SAMURAI [121], and NINJA [129,(149], and four distinct TIR codes: PJFRY++ [150],
IrREGI [49151], GOLEMO95 [133], and COLLIER [127]. This is critical for improving the procedure for fix-
ing numerically unstable loop-integral reductions, which are detected by newly designed self-diagnostic
numerical stability tests. Another key feature of MADLOOP5 is its flexibility. The introduction of the
ALOHA module [152], which allows for the on-the-fly generation of HELAS routines [153] within any
model in the Universal Feynman Output (UFO) format [154,155], enables broad applicability to BSM
physics. Furthermore, MADLOOP5 allows users to select specific contributions from the full one-loop
matrix element, such as restricting the allowed particle content, requiring certain propagators, or
choosing any arbitrary gauge-invariant subset of diagrams. As long as the input UFO model contains
the relevant information, the corresponding UV and Ry counterterm contributions will be accurately
accounted for. Communication between MADLOOP and MADFKS is handled via the Binoth Les
Houches accord [1564{157].

The FKS subtraction formalism in MADFKS has evolved from its original version [53] to the
current implementation in MG5_AMC. These improvements are summarized in section 2.4.1 of ref. [49].
Briefly, the complete set of the bookkeeping real emission processes, R,+1, is now generated more
efficiently by considering all possible Z;q; — Z;Z; branchings, based on the underlying Born processes
Ry EI In MG5_AMC, MADFKS maps real emission processes R,+1 to Born processes R, in contrast
to the original implementation. This allows adaptive importance sampling techniques to randomly
select a real-emission process and an FKS pair, enhancing efficiency in complex processes and offering
advantages when matching to parton showers. Since evaluating virtual matrix elements is usually
the slowest part, MADFKS uses a “virtual trick” when integrating the one-loop contribution (see
section 2.4.3 of ref. [49]). This method reduces the fraction of phase space points when MADLOOP
must be called by approximating the virtual matrix element as a constant times the Born matrix
element over a phase-space grid. The difference between the exact virtual matrix element and this
approximation is added back in, but the number of phase space points needed for this integration is
significantly smaller. The constant and the fraction of MADLOOP calls are dynamically updated using
the information gathered by the numerical integrator during previous iterations.

The building blocks of MG5_AMC parametrize cross sections in a theory- and process-independent
way, with theory- and process-specific information provided at runtime, fully under the user’s con-

trol. Specifically, information about the theory, such as particle content and interactions, is provided

$In this way, certain IR-finite real partonic processes might not be included in an NLO run in MG5_AMC but can
be straightforwardly incorporated as a separate LO run. An example of this is the NLO QCD calculation of inclusive
Higgs boson hadroproduction (pp — h+ X) in the infinite top-quark mass limit, where the real partonic process qg — hg
is IR finite.
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in the form of a UFO model. Most models can be automatically constructed from the Lagrangian
using tools like FEYNRULES and NLOCT, the latter being crucial for embedding the UV and Rs
counterterms necessary for one-loop computations. Over the last decade, numerous efforts have ex-
tended the MG5_AMC framework to perform various BSM studies at NLO QCD accuracy [158-197].
These studies showcase the flexibility of the framework, because they necessitate the support of many
novel aspects absent in the SM, such as non-renormalizable operators [1744/176,/187,/192], Majorana
fermions [165,/190], and spin-2 particles [172], and of infrequently occurring phenomena in the SM
like the strategies for overcoming problems posed to NLO computations by the presence of narrow

resonance(s) in a theory with a sufficiently rich particle spectrum [190].



Chapter 3

Automation of Electroweak Radiative

Corrections

The automation of the calculation of EW radiative corrections is still ongoing. The methods are funda-
mentally similar to those used for QCD corrections, with some necessary modifications. However, the
complexity increases due to the mixing of QCD and EW corrections, the larger number of contributing
terms, the presence of multiple and diverse mass scales, the chiral structure of EW interactions, and

the instability of many SM particles.

3.1 Generalities

When considering perturbative corrections, it is important to recognize that we typically consider
an expansion based on a single quantity, such as a coupling constant in a fixed-order computation.
However, this is just a specific case of a broader scenario where the expansion occurs simultaneously
in two or more couplings, all treated as small parameters. This is referred to as a mixed-coupling
expansion. While there is often a clear numerical hierarchy among these couplings, such as ag > a,
the mixed-coupling scenario is not merely academic. As we will demonstrate, there are cases where it
becomes necessary to address it.

To explore a generic mixed-coupling expansion in a concrete way, let us consider a generic observ-
able ¥ (e.g., a cross section for a given scattering process) that receives contributions from processes
involving both QCD and EW interactions. While the specific nature of these interactions is not cru-
cial, what matters for our discussion is that ¥ generally depends on multiple coupling constants. Let

us assume the observable (s, o) admits the following Taylor expansion in the couplings [49,50]:

+o00 A(ko)+p
Z(aSa a) = ags (ko)ac(ko) Z Z Ek0+p,qasA(k0)+p_qaq
p=0 ¢q=0

= E(LO) (0437 a) + E(NLO) (Oés, Oé) Tt ) (311)

24
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where we have identified the (N)LO contribution L((NEO) with the p = 0 (1) terms, i.e.,

A(ko)
SEO (q,,q) = afsko)getko) Z Sko anA(ko)*qaq

q=0

= Ypoy -+ EL0ag) i1 (3.1.2)
A(ko)-l—l

E(NLO) (Oés,Oé) _ ags(ko)ac(ko) Z Ek0+1,qa?(k0)+l_qaq
q=0
= XNLOy F -+ ENLOA(y) 10 (3.1.3)

The non-negative integers ko, cs(ko), c(ko), and A(kg) are observable-dependent quantities, with the
constraint ko = cs(ko) +c(ko) +A(kg). A particular example is the cross section for dijet hadroproduc-
tion given in ref. [198], where kg = A(ko) = 2 and c¢5(ko) = ¢(ko) = 0. In a well-behaved perturbative

series, where the coefficients ¥, , are of the same order, we observe the hierarchies
Z:NI’LOZ' > ZNPLOZ'+17 v /L.vpa (314)

due to a5 > a, and
ENPLO'L Z ENP‘HLOW v i7p7 (315)

due to the perturbativity as < 1. In real situations, however, such hierarchies may be violated, and
I will give a few examples in Chapter The hierarchy eq. suggests that we identify Yn»1,0,
as the leading (i = 1) or ith-leading (¢ > 1) term of the NPLO contribution to the observable X. It
is customary to refer to Xn1,0, and Xnro, as the NLO QCD and NLO EW corrections, respectively,
while ¥n1,0, with ¢ > 3 are called subleading NLO corrections, as they are typically expected to be
numerically subdominant compared to the first, based on the considerations of eq.. Figure
summarizes our discussion thus far. These discussions are not limited to QCD and EW corrections
and can be easily generalized to other interactions and more than two couplings.

While the interpretation of ¥np0, is generally straightforward, it is somehow misleading when
talking about NLO EW and subleading NLO contributions. At one loop, there is no clear-cut way
to define purely EW contributions on a diagrammatic basis, aside from the last term Xnr0 Alkg)t2"
For example, in the case of g¢ — gq contributing to the dijet process at NLO EW O(a2a), both
one-loop virtual and real emission contributions exist, as shown in figure (3.2 Broadly, the middle
diagram of that figure can be identified as representing EW real-emission corrections to the O(a?)
Born contribution LO; (i.e., the red arrow from LO; to NLOg in figure , because the photon is
cut. On the other hand, the diagram on the right shows QCD real-emission corrections to the LO»
(O(as)) contribution, corresponding to the blue arrow from LO2 to NLO in figure 3.1)), as indicated
by the gluon being cut. Additionally, the one-loop virtual diagram on the left of figure [3.2] cannot be
interpreted as either arrow in figure [3.1] since its underlying Born process is ambiguous. This suggests
that, although being useful in a technical sense, separating QCD and EW corrections are not always

physically meaningful. In general, both must be considered simultaneously to obtain a sensible and
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LO ‘ ‘ ‘
B YAECA
HONONORENS

NLO QCD NLO EW Subleading NLO

Figure 3.1: A graphical illustration of QCD (blue, right-to-left arrows) and EW (red, left-to-right
arrows) corrections to a generic process. FEach circle represents a specific contribution at a fixed
order in terms of the QCD and EW coupling constants, while the black ellipses indicate the potential

presence of additional cross section contributions. See the text for details.

NLO-accurate result. Moreover, NLO; (i > 2) can receive contributions from heavy-boson radiation
(HBR), such as in the second diagram in figure where the photon + is replaced by a Z boson.
Although heavy-boson virtual diagrams (e.g., replacing v with Z in the first diagram of figure
are always included in NLO EW and subleading NLO corrections, HBR in real emission is typically
excluded from conventional NLO EW corrections since it contributes at LO to a different final state. In
other words, HBR itself is IR finite. For example, in the dijet case, HBR corresponds to LO dijet plus
heavy-boson associated production, rather than NLO EW radiative corrections to the dijet process. In

the following, to be precise, we exclude HBR from NLO corrections unless explicitly stated otherwise.

q / q q / q q / q

Q
0000000

0000QQ0Q
S
0000000

0000QQ0Q
Sl
b}

0000QQ0Q
@

q / q q

Figure 3.2: Forward scattering graphs for one-loop (left) and real-emission (middle and right) gg — qq
contributions to dijet production at NLO EW (NLO, O(a?a)). The dashed lines represent Cutkosky

cuts.

3.2 FKS subtraction in mixed QCD and EW coupling expansions

From the perspective of IR divergences, only photon emission in NLO EW calculations can lead
to singularities in phase space, as other bosons (Higgs, W+, Z) are massive. In this regard, the IR

singularities in NLO QCD corrections already represent the worst-case scenario due to the non-Abelian
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nature of QCD. Thus, the FKS subtraction for EW corrections can largely follow a literal translation
of its formulation in QCD, by taking the Abelian limits. At NLO and in the soft or collinear limit,

this generally amounts to the following substitutions:

gs = e, as—a, Qqcp(Z) — Qrw(Z), Ca—0, Cr— (e(2))*, Tr— NT)(e(T))?,
(3.2.1)
where e = v/4ra, e(T) is the electric charge of particle Z in units of the positron charge, N.(Z) is the
number of colors of particle Z (for instance, N.(Z) = 1 if Z € 1, and N.(Z) =3 if T € 3,3). The EW
charge generator QEW (Z), the counterpart of the QCD color generator QQCD (Z), is a scalar operator
defined as

Qew(T) = (-1)°Pe(D), (3.2.2)
where
(1) = 0, 7 is a final particle ‘ (3.2.3)
1, Z is an initial particle

Now, we will explicitly formulate the FKS subtraction in the mixed QCD and EW coupling expansion,
largely following section 3 in ref. [50].

Let us first explicitly introduce the powers of coupling dependence in amplitudes and matrix
elements. For any process » € R,,, we write the tree-level amplitudes and matrix elements as:

AEZ;))) (r) o< gget, MEZ,?)) (r) < afa?, Vp,q€N. (3.2.4)

We can define the similar expressions for r € R,41 and for the one-loop case. At N'LO, the matrix

elements always satisfy p + g = ko +[. The matrix elements defined in egs.(2.1.5)), (2.1.6]), and (2.1.7)

can be generalized accordingly to

1 1

(n,0) _
M(pg) (T’) = %m Cozlorplzm (&w)p(s(%)qémod(m+P272)05mod(q1+q2,2)0
spin g1,q2
n,0 n,0
X (2 - 5p1p26q1q2) R {Agpl,z;l)(T)’Agpz,;Q)(T)*} ) p+q = ko, (3.2.5)
(n,l) o 1 1
M (1) = 25 w(Z1)w(Zs) Cozlorg:pz 0(p1trz 0 m1ta2 ) Omod(p1+p2,2)00mod (g1+42,2)0
spin q1,q2
n,0 n,1 *
X5(p1+¢11+2)(p2+q2)2§R {Agm,;ﬂ(r)AEpQ,;z)(T) } 5 pP+q= ko + 1, (326)
(n+1,0) 1 1
A % (L) (T2) g(;r plz:m O(rrtp2), 0 a1taz ) Omod(pi+p2,2)00mod (g1 +42,2)0
spin g1,q2

X (2 = Op1pa0ig,) R {AE;‘j;;?) (T)AEZ;;;(;)(N*} : p+aq=ko+1. (3.2.7)
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The additional average factors in CDR are w(¢*) = 2N.(¢*) = 2 for charged leptons £*, and w(7y) =
2(1 — €)N.(y) = 2(1 — €) for photons. Similarly, the color-linked Born matrix element in eq.(2.2.35)

can be written as

(n,0) . 1 2 — 6kl
M(p#}),QCD’k[(T) = _%W (%rp;pz 5(1’1+P2) (5( q1+<12) (5mod(p1+p2 2)0(5m0d(q1+q2 2)0
spin g1,q2
X (2 = 0p1p0grg2) B {Agm G )Qaen (Zr)- QQCD(IZ)AEPQ ;2)(7“) } , (3.2.8)

where we also have p + ¢ = kg. Obviously, if Z € 1, we have QQCD (7) = 0. The charge-linked Born

matrix element can then be expressed as

n,0 2 - 5kl
MEP Q)) EW, wlr) = —g; Z Z J PLEP2)p ql;qQ)qémOd(Pl+p2,2)06m0d(41+q2,2)0
color p1,p2
spin gi1,g2
(n,0) = (n,0) *
x (2 - 51’11725(11@) R {A(pl q1) ( )Qew (Zk)- QEVV(Il)-A(p2 q2)(7“) }
(—1) @I (2 — 5y )e(T)e(T) M0 (), p+q=kFky.  (3.2.9)

(p,9)
The counterpart of eq.(2.2.30)) can now be read as

- (n0 . 1 1 zy
MEp,q)),ij(rﬁB h o= 25 w(Z1)w(Zz) { Z 25 1+'[’2) 1;”12)q(smOd(Pl+p272)05m0d(q1+q272)0
colorp N
spin qi:qj
n,0 i n,0) AN
* (2= 0pip20g1a:) Agphzl),-&-( T )A(m q2),— (r e A) } : (3.2.10)

For any given process r € R,41, the final particles are reordered in such a way that the final
(R) + 2. while the
+ ng + 2. In this context, we typically

massless charged or colored fermions, photons, and gluons are indexed as 3 < i < nj
charged or colored particles are indexed as n;y < j < n(LR)
have n; = 1 for hadron-hadron, lepton-hadron, and lepton-lepton collisions, unless the initial partons
are both color- and charge-neutral, such as neutrinos and photons. [[| The definitions of FKS pairs
Prks(r) and the partition function S;; remain unchanged, where, in particular, the jet measurement
function J™. ~ treats all colored or charged fermions, photons, and gluons in a democratic manner.
The entire discussion in section [2.2.1| remains valid up to the explicit expressions for the local

counterterms, if we apply the following substitutions

S0 (15 & yig) = Lipg)ij (1€ vig), MUOTEO(r) MU0 gy

(p.9)
~(R R ~(X ~ (X ~ ~(X
ks () = 600 eks(D), G0 > a0 (), e @) el () (3.211)

“For instance, ny = 2 for neutrino deep inelastic scattering in neutrino-hadron collisions, and n; = 3 for coherent

photon-photon scattering processes in ultraperipheral high-energy collisions of protons and/or nuclei [199;/200].
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in eqs.(2.2.23), [@2.24), £-2.25), @.2.26), [2.2.27), and (2.2.33).

In particular, the collinear and

soft-collinear local counterterms in eqs.(2.2.28) and ([2.2.29)) become

Tim (1= yif)E2M (1) S5 (r)

killk;
Eli‘r‘%l (1 — yij)&? MEZ;)LO)(T)SM(T)
i||vg

The EW/ QED Altarelli-Parisi splitting functions PI(kEX )< (z,€) and the EW/QED @ kernels QI* ’

and QI I* _

+ €22 Py

+ gs 2651
EwW
+ € u2€§z Qé—;@{) (

4 2 261_

2 2 (QCD),<
gsu EgiPZj@ng (

7gsu

4 59 91—z EW),< n,0)
+- 62u . ——h(1- Z)PZ(jIjezi (2, e)M(

_l’_

+-—e
s

A 1
g?u%

4 2M261

SR - 2)

;h(l

(n,0 TV
i,q) (TJEB ﬁ«)

— &i, )M

nO)

(1_§Z7 ) (p,g—1

QCD (n,0)
(1 B @)M(p 1,),ij

)(Tj@z’?)

(751

(QCD)
_A(p 1,9),ij

gz) (n 0)

(pyg—1),ij
=AEW)

(p,g—1),ij

(rIEThY, (3.2.12)

]_nI7"')27

CD), ,
I h(1 - )P gm)

(r7°54)
(p,g—1) (T]@M\)
~(n,0)

CD
e (2) (p—1,q),ij

i
IT., (,rj Z‘z\)

=A(QCD)
(p—1,q),3j

—2) Q(I?%%Z(z)/\/l( ,0)

(p,q—1)ij

z

(r799403.2.13)

(EW)
*A(p q—1),ij

=30\ 1254

i

are obtained by substituting their QCD counterparts using the replacement rules in

eq. - The non-zero unregularized EW splitting functions are given by:

PIVIS(z6) = No(T) (e()? (22 + (1 - 2)% — 2e2(1 — 2)) (3.2.14)
PO = @ (A - =), 3215
Pz 0 = (e(@) (H(lz_z)Q - ez) : (3.2.16)
The non-vanishing EW Q kernels are:
QE() = ANUT) (e(T))’ 2(1 - 2), (3:2.17)
QU (2) ) (3.2.18)
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The spin-correlated terms AEQ Dq)) E and qu )1) . vanish after integration over the azimuthal variable

dp;. The collinear counterterms in eqgs.(2.2.31)) and (2.2.32)) need to be amended as

4 (QCD). < (n0) . jai (QCD)
Dp.a)ij(1:&i: 1) = ( 47r)3€i {9§ [sz@;zj (1= &, 0)MD ) (75 + A(p—l,qmz‘j}
W), n, TaY R A%
+e’ [P(E zI)j<(1 —&is O)Mgw?)fl)(?a]@ ﬁ«) - Agiqf)l),ij} }
n{®
S depidgby, (17O, if ny <j<2, (3.2.19)
4 1-2zh(1-2) (QoD). < (n0) [, j@ii (QCD)
Lpa)is(1:6in 1) = 4n)? 2 > {gs [PI T (2, O)M(p—l,q) () + A(P—l,‘I)vij
2 | p(EW),< (n,0) i X (EW)
te [PI'Zj@z‘ (Z’O)/\/l(m—l)(rjEB i) T A(pvq—l),ij}}
(B)
"L ik . . (R) ..
N( ] didey, (r7V0Y), if3<j<n;” +2,j#1. (3.2.20)

The soft limit of the real matrix element (analogous to eq.(2.2.34])) is given by:

n(LR> +ng+2

2
(n+1,0), \ _ . §ikr - Ky (n,0) - (n,0) 4
lrg &M =2 <51ilino k. - kiky - kz> [ggM(p,l,q),QCD,kl(r*‘) t ezM(p,qfl),Ew,kz(m 7

5 —0 (p (])
k,l:nl

ki, k<l
(3.2.21)

Regarding the integrated counterterms, we can write the new forms explicitly. The soft integrated
counterterm (cf. eq.(2.2.37))) is given by

(B) [nL )+nH+2 "(L )+nH+2

R J"L s(mg,my M ,my
)= [amt | 2 X (& eel)

k=nr
Qs pyg(n0) S PICO) i
% (%M(p—l,qmcnkz(r )+ o Mgy pwm(” )>

The PDF counterterm (see eq.(2.2.38))) becomes

(PDF) (. QCD) (QcD) ki J Y a, (n0) [ keviy
00 = 3 [ (R0 KR [an i T ey
k= nr gmax
(EW) (EW) I a (n,0) i
. k:EBi,‘i‘ et n k@i,i&
+kZ | (TP 0~ KL ) [ M) 0,
nr
(3.2.22)

The EW regularized splitting kernels are obtained from the unregularized ones via (the counterpart

of eq.(2.2.39))

(1—2)PFV<(z,0)
(1—2)4

Py (2,0) = + vEW (@)dap 6(1 — 2). (3.2.23)
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The sum of collinear, soft-collinear, and PDF counterterms is (cf. eq.(2.2.40))

(C (SC . (PDF ~(C) ~(Cyn) ~(Cyn+1)
Uéw)z) (r) = U((p,q)) (r) + U((pvq) )(T) = T(p,q),sing.\" (r) + T (), pin(T) + U(p,q),FIN(T) ) (3.2.24)
where
(B) n( )+2 . €
&©) ) = [ den(r) Jn s dm)” (N1
(p.q),sing. "IN () I‘ —o\ Q%) e
O 7T C T.)1 §C2’Ltt8 M(n,O) &&
15, [7acp(Zk) + Cacp(Zi) log 4(k0)2 1.0
o Eouts (m0) /%
tor ['YEW(Ik) + OEW(Ik)10g<4(k2)2>:| Mipainy (™) s (3.2.25)
5 a J"L 2
S (pa). o / den (r 2 1% T*‘){ <QEs) Z <7QCD Zy) +20QCD(Ik)10g(€cut))
n?) 2
00 2/€0
Ii) — 1 — Tr) — 2 Ii) 1
+ kz_g [VQCD( k) Og<2Q%s> (’VQCD( 1) — 2Cqcp (Zi) Og(émf))

0

+200en(@) (tog* (2 ) - o6 ) - 27QCD<Ik>log(2¢k§ﬂ }Mézﬂq) )

2

.« Jn(LB) 2
Jr/dd’n(ﬁ‘)%w{ 10g<QES> Z <’YEW(Ilc)+2CEW(Ilc)10g(fcut)
n{?) 12
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k=3
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and

§ 2 bmax 1 0 log(&;)
Sl () = gn:/ﬁ dé"{[(@) 1g<2ul>+2( & )]

x&PLY DI (1 - ,0) - (5) &PLAODI<(1 — g, 0) - K2 <1—&>}
(B)

iy JL T o n, iy
" / A6n(rH) Sy 2 Mt )

o3 [ {[(E) () -+ (52)]

1
XGPS (1= €, 0) — (5) &GP (1 - €,0) — gwgku_@)}

(B)

J"L o -
ki g (n,0) kD%
/ S G NG Mg (). (3.2.27)

The EW Casimir factors and anomalous dimensions are

Cew(Z) = (e(2))?, (3.2.28)
3@, if Ty

W)= { LIy NAT) ) i T (3:2.29)
C oo (B @y, if T4

Tew(Z) = { _%szzquNc(I/) @), i T—r : (3.2.30)

In the collinear anomalous dimensions, the sum over Z’ accounts for all massless charged leptons and
massless quarks, which can indeed be generalized to include all charged massless fermions. |I| Therefore,

the sum of the integrated FKS and PDF counterterms is given by

(1) NE) (©) . (S0) . (PDF)

Tpa)Fis(T) = 00, 0(1) + 6,0 (r) =00, 5 (r) + 6, 0 (). (3.2.31)
The NLO correction term at O(aka?) is given by
NLO P P A%
oNLO) ZR / dedea 3y (w1, 15 f102) (22, 1) 500 (7)
rERR
+ Z dxida f( PO (2, 12) 152 (29, 1) [6(R) (r)+ o) (r)|(3.2.32)
142 1, HEp Zs 2, Up (p,q),FKS (p q),FKS 2.
TE€Rn+1

where E ()1)( ) is defined in eq.(2.1.3), by substituting M) (r) with MEZ}’;)) (r) on the r.h.s.

fNote that the introduction of new massless bosonic degrees of freedom, such as a massless scalar, in the theory may
exhibit different IR structures (see,e.g., ref. [201]). Hence, we only consider gluons and photons are massless bosons in
this context.
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3.3 Renormalization and input-parameter schemes

The UV renormalization is essential for canceling UV singularities in higher-order calculations. The
renormalizability of non-Abelian gauge theories with spontaneous symmetry breaking—and thus of the
SM-was first proven by 't Hooft and Veltman [55,202+204]. To define a renormalization scheme, it
is necessary to select a set of independent input parameters. While there is significant freedom in
choosing these parameters, it is convenient to fix the renormalization constants by imposing renor-
malization conditions directly on the parameters in the physical basis. This typically involves fixing
the renormalized masses of the gauge bosons W+, Z, the Higgs boson h, and the fermions f to the
locations of the poles of their propagators. The UV renormalization counterterms are chosen such
that the finite renormalized parameters equal the physical parameters in all orders of perturbation
theory. This approach is known as the on-shell (OS) renormalization scheme in the literature [205].
In order to illustrate this further, let us consider the propagator, or two-point Green function, of

a particle with mass M and virtuality p?, which diverges when p? — M?:

Go?) = =i [P = M +307)] ", (3:3.1)
where My is the bare mass of the particle, and Y(p?) represents one or more loops of the two-point
one-particle-irreducible (1PI) contribution. The subscript “D” indicates that the propagator results
from the Dyson summation of the geometric series of multiple insertions of ¥(p?) in the two-point
Green function. In general, there is an imaginary part in the denominator of eq. stemming from
¥(p?), which prevents the propagator from diverging in the limit p? — M?2, as the virtuality must
remain real. However, by effectively setting the pole mass of the propagator to be different from the
corresponding Lagrangian mass parameter, one might violate gauge invariance [206-209]. Equation

(3.3.1) suggests an alternative (potentially gauge-violating) way for the propagator:

Gr(p?) = —i [p? — M? +iTM] ", (3.3.2)

where M is the OS mass, and T is the total decay width of the particle. Equations (3.3.1)) and ([3.3.2))

can be related via the OS mass renormalization condition:

MZ — RYy(M?) = M?, (3.3.3)
~———
=iM?
and the optical theorem:
ILy(M?) =TM. (3.3.4)

Here, we identify the one-loop 1PI ¥(p?) in eq.(3.3.1)) as the unrenormalized self-energy function (hence

the subscript “U”). For the OS wavefunction renormalization, we have:

Z=1+ %((fpzzU(pZO (3.3.5)

p2=M2

=—67
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This admits the following Taylor expansion around p? = M?:
RS (p?) = SM? — (p? — M2)6Z + O ((p2 - M2)2) . (3.3.6)
It yields the renormalized two-point self energy function:
SO (%) = Sy (p?) — M2 + (p* — M?)52, (3.3.7)

which satisfies the following renormalization conditions:

ReO%(ar2) = o, (3.3.8)
- 1 (08) 2y _
Thus, we can rewrite eq.(3.3.1]) as:
-1
Gp(?) = —i [2(* = M) + 50V 7). (3.3.10)

In the SM, their generalization to vectors and fermions can be found in eq.(3.7) of ref. [52], for instance.
The OS condition simplifies practical calculations since we do not need to consider one-loop diagrams
with loops attached to an external leg only. We will revisit these equations when discussing complex
renormalization in the complex-mass scheme in section [3.4, An important point to stress is that in
the OS scheme, all mass and wavefunction renormalization constants are real. H

Regarding the electroweak coupling oo = €?/(47), it is mainly renormalized in three different ways

in the literature:

e «(0) scheme: In this scheme, the renormalized « is fixed in such a way that it coincides with the
value measured in the Thomson (i.e., zero photon momentum) limit. In this limit, all higher-
order corrections to Compton scattering vanish, making the lowest-order QED cross section,
known as the Thomson cross section, exact in all orders of perturbation theory. Here, the
electric charge e renormalization constant (recalling eg = Z.e = (1 + §Z,)e, where ¢y is the bare

electric charge) is given by

Z
5700 = 1 ) B AU (3.3.11)
e - 9 2 2 3 ..
Op - cw My

where My (Myy) is the OS mass of the Z (W*) boson, sy and ¢y are sine and cosine of the

Weinberg (or weak mixing) angle, related by cf, = M7, /M2, and Z%VlTVQ)(pZ) is the unrenormal-

ized transverse part of the two-point V; V5 1PI function. 5Z§a(0)) depends on the masses of all

#To be more precise, due to the possible presence of an imaginary part from interactions, such as the complex phase
in the CKM matrix, what we really need to apply to the two-point self-energy functions in the OS scheme is the operator
R, which only removes the imaginary absorptive part of the loop function [52|. An even more precise definition of R can
be found in footnote 29 of ref. [50].
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charged fermions, particularly the perturbatively problematic light quark masses. In the Thom-
son limit, the masses of all fermion cannot be neglected. The input value of « in the scheme is
approximately a(0) ~ 1/137.035999084(21) [210].

a(M32) scheme: This alternative scheme was firstly introduced in refs. [211,212], where the value
of o is chosen as a(M%). The effective value of a(M%) is obtained from the renormalization-

group running from the Thomson limit to the Z pole:

a(0
a(Mz) = T o A(a()M%), (3.3.12)
where [213]
o7 (v?) REGP(M3)
Aa(ME) = Y —r | T ar | (3.3.13)
I=t"q 2 Z
p =
T+t

Here, Egy 7)’I(p2) represents the unrenormalized one-loop transverse photon self-energy function
with Z as the loop particle. The sum in eq.(3.3.13) runs over all charged leptons and quarks

except the top quark. The electric charge renormalization constant becomes
2 1
525 M2) _ 5 7(a©) _ SAa(M3). (3.3.14)

MZ) does not involve light quark and

In contrast to the «(0) scheme, the counterterm 5Z§a
lepton mass, allowing all quark and lepton masses except the top quark to be safely set to
zero. The quark or hadron contribution in Aa(M?2) is essentially non-perturbative and should
be determined either from experimental data using dispersion relations [212] or from lattice
calculations. The numerical value of a(M2) is around 1/128.94. Using a similar equation as
eq.(3-3.13), one can define a(p%) at any scale ug other than up = 0 and ug = Myz. It is

important not to confuse a(u%) with « in the MS scheme.

G, scheme: This scheme offers the possibility to absorb the universal top-mass enhanced correc-
tion to the EW p parameter [214]. The transition from «(0) to G, (the Fermi constant deduced
from muon decay) is governed by the quantity Ar [52,)215-217] via

_ VEG MR (M — M3)

G, e =a(0) (14 Ar) + 0(a?), (3.3.15)
Z
where
YA ww ww ww
A L e G (2Pen)  surt o) | sie o) - Surt o0
Op? o %, M2 M3, M3,
(v2)
(V) (0) 7 — 452

Cw <U,T a W 2
2— 6 1 . 3.3.16
T +4mgv< T OgCW) (3.3.16)
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The charge renormalization constant in this scheme is
1
5289 = 57(0) _ SO (3.3.17)

The G, scheme corresponds to an « value at the EW scale, similar to the oz(M%) scheme, where

ag, ~ 1/132.183. This scheme is also insensitive to the light quark and lepton masses.

Among these three schemes, it is advisable to use the a(0) scheme for on-shell external photons, the
(M%) scheme for off-shell internal photons, and the G, scheme for couplings involving W+ and Z
bosons. Both oz(M%) and G, schemes are appropriate for other cases. For incoherent initial photons
in hadronic collisions or final-state photons as parts of electromagnetic showers, it has been suggested
to use either the (M%) or G, scheme (see, e.g., section 4.3.3 in ref. [51] or ref. [218]). While one
scheme may be better than another, they formally yield the same NLO expression; their only difference
lies in higher-order corrections. Although still under debate, the difference between schemes can be
viewed as a means to estimate missing higher order in o when there is no clear preference among «
schemes. Since we typically do not perform scale evolution for o as we do for a,, we cannot use the
traditional approach of varying the renormalization scale in « to estimate the missing higher order.
Finally, a hybrid scheme that combines two or more a renormalization schemes is certainly possible,
as demonstrated in ref. [219] for processes involving isolated final photon(s).

Analogous to the strong coupling ay, one can also define a in the MS scheme (see, e.g. section

5.1.2 in ref. [51] or section 5 in ref. [220]). The charge renormalization constant in the MS scheme is

(MS) _ _ S A )2
0Z¢ a7 2 3 ;

A=

+ O — g los fi+ 3 O(ME —ph) (=3 ) N (o) lox 435

T—t—q
where the sum runs over all charged leptons and quarks, including the top quark. Similar to ay, the
light leptons and quarks are renormalized in the MS scheme, while the heavy degrees of freedom are
subtracted at the zero momentum transfer to ensure decoupling. We can relate the MS coupling to

a(0) via

(MS) .2y — (0) 3.3.19
oM (1) A () ( )

with
AaMS)(42) = 2 (526(6“(0)) - 5Z§MS)). (3.3.20)

At one-loop level, the difference for up = My is
a(0) | 5

2at02) - Ba(aa) = " | 5 S @) e - g+ froge | =2 (B Trowdh ).
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This gives us a(m)(M%) ~ 1/127.955. By construction, the MS scheme is purely a short-distance
scheme, making it insensitive to the masses of light fermions. However, this scheme is rarely used in
practical NLO EW computations.

In the SM, EW radiative corrections affect the Higgs potential in such a way that its minimum
is shifted. To correct for this shift, one introduces a counterterm to the vacuum expectation value
(vev) of the Higgs field, determined in such a way that the renormalized vev v corresponds to the
actual minimum of the effective Higgs potential. The renormalization condition for the renormalized

one-point function of the Higgs boson h is

M =1 45t =0, (3.3.22)

)

where 0t is the renormalization constant for the tadpole, and ng is the unrenormalized 1PI one-
point function. This condition ensures that we do not need to calculate any one-particle reducible
tadpole diagrams. Depending on how dt enters the counterterm structures of the Lagrangian, several
different tadpole schemes exist. Since the final physical predictions do not depend on the tadpole
scheme, in MG5_AMC [50], we simply use the tadpole scheme initially proposed in ref. [52], referred
to as the parameter-renormalized tadpole scheme in ref. [51]. In this scheme, all bare masses are
gauge-dependent, as they are connected to the gauge-independent bare parameters of the Lagrangian
through gauge-dependent tadpole terms. This results in a gauge-dependent representation of the S-
matrix in terms of bare parameters. However, this gauge dependence cancels in physical quantities
when all parameters are defined using OS renormalization conditions. The gauge dependence of the
counterterms results arises from momentum-independent tadpole contributions, which cancel in the
OS scheme. Conversely, when some parameters are renormalized using the MS scheme, the extra
tadpole contributions do not cancel, leading to potential gauge dependence in the S-matrix. This
issue becomes relevant in extensions of the SM, such as the Two-Higgs-Doublet Model, where some
parameters are typically renormalized within the MS scheme (see, e.g. ref. [221]). An alternative
tadpole scheme to address this issue has recently been proposed in refs. [222}223)].

For scattering processes at high-energy colliders, the renormalization of the quark-mixing Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix [224,225] in the SM is practically irrelevant. In higher-order
corrections, neglecting the quark masses other than the top quark and possibly the bottom quark is
a good approximation. Therefore, I will refrain from discussing it here, and instead refer interested
readers to refs. [51,/52] for details on the CKM matrix renormalization and related issues.

The renormalization constants of derived quantities, such as the Weinberg angle or Yukawa cou-
plings, should be expressed in terms of the input parameters (like My and My for the Weinberg angle
and the fermion masses for the Yukawa couplings). As a result, they are no longer free parameters.
For instance, the MS renormalized Yukawa coupling would not be consistent with the OS renormal-
ization of the corresponding fermion mass in a NLO EW calculation. Similarly, introducing sy as an
independent parameter alongside My, and My, either by assigning it an arbitrary value or by using

the sine of the effective weak mixing angle measured at the Z pole from LEP, generally breaks gauge
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invariance, disrupts gauge anomaly cancellations, and would yield completely incorrect results, even
at LO.

Finally, as already pointed out in section the UV renormalization counterterms should be
contained in the UFO model in order to enable NLO computations in MG5_aAMC.

3.4 Complex-mass scheme

The presence of unstable short-lived particles complicates perturbative computations in quantum field
theory. This issue becomes particularly pronounced for NLO EW calculations in the SM, as all short-
lived particles—such as W= and Z bosons, and the top quark-have their width-to-mass ratio I'/M ~
O(a) ﬁ This effectively leads to O(«) corrections in scattering amplitudes. The situation is further
complicated by the fact that contributions from such particles can potentially spoil gauge invariance
and unitarity; thus, their proper treatment may necessitate relaxing strict fixed-order accuracy. Among
various solutions to this problem, the so-called complex-mass (CM) scheme [226}227] stands out. In
the CM scheme, NLO calculations deliver accurate results across the entire phase space, i.e., in both
on-shell and off-shell regions, provided the decay widths are at least NLO-accurate. Moreover, the
CM scheme preserves essential properties of the S-matrix, such as gauge invariance and perturbative
unitarity [228,229|. Therefore, the CM scheme is the strategy of choice in MG5_AMC for dealing with
unstable particles, and I will limit the discussion to it in this dissertation.

As explained in section the Dyson-summation in the propagator provides a regularization to
allow us to study the kinematically dominant resonant or on-shell region, since otherwise scattering

amplitudes diverge when p?> — M?2. The core idea of the CM scheme stems from the observation that
the form eq.(3.3.1]) implies a complex pole p*:

PP-M;+2(P)=0 = p*=M*—ilM, (3.4.1)

where M and T are usually called the pole mass and width respectively, to differentiate them from the
OS mass M and width I defined in section The pole mass can be related to the OS mass [206,209]
as follows:

M? = M?* +T? + 0(a®) = M? + O(a?) (3.4.2)

with I'/M ~ O(a). In particular, for W* and Z bosons in the SM, the conversion typically takes the
following form [206},209,230-233]:

_ M _
M= r=—— . (3.4.3)

V1t R

An appealing feature of the pole position p? is that it remains unchanged under renormalization. In
contrast, the OS mass becomes gauge dependent at the two-loop order [206,1208,[231,234]. The CM

$The Higgs boson presents a more complex scenario; its dominant decay channel h — bb also features O(«) at the
lowest order, but is further suppressed by MZ/MZ. This makes other decay channels, like h — gg, also significant.
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scheme provides a framework that does not alter the theory but rearranges the perturbative expansion.
This fact has been throughly utilized in the implementation and validation of the CM scheme in
MG5_AMC, which provides a systematic test suite for checking its implementation (see appendix E.1
in ref. [50]). In the CM scheme, the renormalization conditions of the theory are modified to yield
complex-valued renormalized parameters, including the masses of unstable particles and a subset of
coupling constants. At the NLO, however, extending the OS renormalization condition (cf. section
to complex renormalization in the CM scheme presents many subtleties (see,e.g., section 5 in ref. [50]).
In the following, I will limit myself to discussing the pragmatic concerns of the implementation in
MG5_AMC, closely following section 5 of ref. [50].

The complex pole of the propagator in eq. suggests that for any unstable particle field, we

can define a complex mass m, whose square is simply the complex pole
m? = M? —iT' M. (3.4.4)

All derived parameters must be expressed in terms of the complex m and other independent input
parameters, thereby potentially acquiring an imaginary part. In the SM, these parameters can include
sw,cw, Yukawa couplings, and the Fermi constant G, in the oz(M%) scheme or ag, in the G, scheme.

At NLO, the OS renormalization condition egs.(3.3.3), (3.3.5), and (3.3.7) should be replaced with

the complex renormalization condition in the CM scheme:

MZ —Yy(m?) = m?=M?—iTM, (3.4.5)
——’
=ém?
oy (p?)

_ g 92u\P) 7 3.4.6
z I | (3.4.6)

—

=—0z

STV = Su(?) - om? + (P — m?)dz. (3.4.7)

Equations (3.3.8) and (3.3.9)) generalize to:

R (m?) = o, (3.4.8)
: 1 cM

We adhere to the convention that lowercase and uppercase symbols (m and z versus M and Z) repre-
sent the (complex) mass and wavefunction renormalization in the CM and OS schemes, respectively.
These definitions, along with those relevant to coupling renormalization (which mirror the OS renor-
malization but replace OS masses with complex masses and omit the R operator), ensure that by
working in the CM scheme, one can proceed analogously to other renormalization schemes.

The complex renormalization condition implies, in particular, the necessity of evaluating massive-
particle self-energies at p> = m? = M? —i['M. Due to the presence of the additional negative
imaginary part, analytical continuation might lead one to compute logarithms or any other multi-

valued function in Riemann sheets different from the first. It is important to note that the first
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Riemann sheet requires the continuation of 3p? > 0. Such continuation, however, is rather non-trivial
even for the one-loop two-point function at NLO. To circumvent this issue, what is customary done
in the literature (see,e.g., the discussion in section 6.6.3 of ref. [51]) is to Taylor expand Xy (p? = m?)
around p? = M?+i0%, allowing the new one-loop self-energy function and its derivative to be evaluated
in the first Riemann sheet as usually done. However, this procedure poses three possible issues. First,
Yu(p? = m?) is approximated using its Taylor expansion up to NLO, meaning that higher-order
expansion terms formally contributing to NNLO and beyond are ignored. Second, the pure Taylor
expansion is insufficient for contributions with a branch point (such as logarithms) at p? = M2 +i0%;
the missing term due to the branch point must be added back manually; otherwise, it yields incorrect
result at NLO accuracy. Finally, in a general theory with large-width particles (which is not the
case in the SM), the Taylor expansion approximation fails in general, as elucidated in section 5.3 of
ref. [50]. To tackle the problem, a general method for the analytic continuation of two-point functions
for arbitrary complex momentum variables and masses, based on trajectories in the complex plane,
called the trajectory method, was proposed in ref. [50]. This is the strategy adopted in the MG5_AMC
framework and now also constitutes an extension of the UFO format [155]. We refer interested readers
to section 5.3 of ref. [50] for the method and appendix E.2 of that paper for algorithms to implement
the method in code.

As mentioned earlier, derived couplings can potentially acquire an imaginary part in the CM
scheme due to the complex renormalization. This is particularly true for « or e. The imaginary
part of e is not a free input parameter but is determined by the charge renormalization constant in
an iterative manner. However, the presence of complex phase in « spoils the IR cancellation in the
context of NLO computations, as clearly illustrated in section 5.4 of ref. |[50]. Thus, we need to find
a way to eliminate the complex phase of a. It is important to point out that the imaginary part of
a in the «(0) scheme is entirely due to the spurious terms, as the charge renormalization constant
only involves self-energy functions at zero momentum transfer (cf. eq.), which do not develop
imaginary parts for real internal masses. Therefore, the imaginary parts in « are of formal two-loop
order. Following this reasoning, we conclude that it is consistent within NLO accuracy to set the
imaginary part in « to zero. The situation does not change in other o schemes, as described in section
In the case of the G, scheme, o should be calculated from the real values of GG;, and the masses
of W* and Z bosons. To avoid the spurious terms of O(«a) in a, there are several solutions, such
as taking the absolute value or the real part of o in terms of complex masses or using real masses
directly. However, any such solution is not particularly appealing, as it might spoil a gauge relation
through higher-order terms. Alternatively, one can also turn G, into a complex value in such a way
that ag, is real by using complex masses directly. Nevertheless, all these variants differ only at the
order beyond NLO. Therefore, the imaginary part of the renormalized charge is generally considered
irrelevant in a one-loop calculation, but it must be taken into account at the two-loop level. Thus, a
full-fledged CM scheme at NNLO (and beyond) is still absent.

Finally, before closing this section, I wish to emphasize that in the context of a CM scheme based
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calculation, it is always possible to impose OS renormalization conditions on potentially unstable
particles, provided that these particles only appear in the final state and not as intermediate resonances
that may go on-shell. This seemingly trivial statement crucially depends on a correct interpretation
of the operator ® and the complex conjugate. I will not repeat the arguments here but refer readers

to section 5.5 in ref. [50].

3.5 Photon and lepton parton distribution functions

The photon PDF of the proton is instrumental in making precise predictions of photon-initiated
processes at the LHC. In NLO EW calculations, it becomes an indispensable ingredient, as the photon
density in the proton is roughly at O(«) of the quark densities. Although @ < 1, the photon cannot be
considered as a pure perturbative object since it generally mixes with hadrons, such as vector mesons, a
known phenomenon referred to as the resolved photon in ep physics. Before 2016, the available photon
PDF sets in global PDF fits were either plagued by large uncertainties or relied on phenomenological
models. The situation regarding photon PDF determination was drastically improved with the advent
of the photon PDF determination based on a novel approach dubbed LUXQED in 2016 [235]. This
approach is based on the observation that the virtual photon exchanged between the electron and
proton in ep collisions can be viewed as being emitted by either the electron in the proton target
frame or by the proton in the rest frame of the electron. This allows us to relate the photon PDF
to the proton structure functions, which have been precisely measured in various nuclear physics

experiments. In the usual MS scheme, the photon PDF can be written as [235]

1 Ldz [ 7125 402 o [ PEW (2 0)  202m2 g;
a:fw(p)(a:,u%) :m(ﬂ%)/ Z{ﬂzm% 07 (a(@%)) el ( )+ v g (7,Q2)
z 1=z

(e(q))? @’ z

- (507) | Gt 2 (£08) [+ 0Gen),

(3.5.1)

where m, is the mass of the proton, and F2(p ) and F jgp ) are the proton structure functions in ep

scattering. From egs.(3.2.16)) and (3.2.23]), we have

PY(0) 14+ (1=2)? (35.2)

(e(q)) z
Equation (3.5.1) is accurate up to O(«), with the missing higher-order corrections at O(aas) and

O(a?), the latter two corrections being given in ref. [236]. To determine fv(p ) (z, u%), one must include

the elastic component of the proton structure functions, which corresponds to the elastic scattering
ep — ep, where the Bjorken xg; is located at 1. Furthermore, it is also important to include the low
photon virtuality Q? or the photoproduction data. The LUXQED approach leads to a photon PDF
determination with a relative error below 2% for 107* < 2 < 0.1 and below 3% for 107 < z < 0.5,

with a precision approximately 40 times better than previous determinations. Such an extremely
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accurate photon PDF is sufficient for the LHC physics. Nowadays, all major PDF sets that include
photon PDF's have adopted the LUXQED approach.

Following a similar idea, the charged lepton PDFs of the proton can also be determined from
the same proton structure functions [237]. E] The relation between the MS lepton PDFs and the
structure functions is, however, more complex. I will not present the equation explicitly here but refer
to eq.(2.25) in ref. [237]. Compared to the photon PDF, the lepton PDFs are further suppressed by
an additional O(«) factor, leading to the common belief that their phenomenological importance is
secondary. However, they turn out to be relevant in some BSM studies, such as resonant lepto-quark
production [239).

While the numerical impact is usually marginal, I want to stress that it is important to include O(«)
corrections in the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP) evolution of PDFs [86,240-
242| to achieve full NLO EW accuracy. The inclusion of photon and O(«) corrections in scale evolution,
along with possibly charged lepton contributions in the proton, should impact all quark and antiquark
PDFs, as well as the gluon PDF. Several global-fit PDF sets available through LHAPDF6 [243] have
included the photon PDF and O(«) QED corrections.

We conclude this section with an aside regarding lepton structure functions for precision physics
programs at future lepton colliders. At lepton colliders, a well known fact is that radiative corrections
from collinear electromagnetic emission off leptons can be quite large due to the presence of large
logarithms stemming from the hierarchy between the tiny lepton mass and the hard scale at high
energies. Such collinear logarithms are ubiquitous at lepton colliders and must therefore be resummed.
While there are no unique ways to perform the resummation m a conventional approach is to define
the lepton structure functions, the analogue of proton PDFs, and to resum the collinear logarithms
by solving the DGLAP evolution equations. This task involves determining the initial conditions and
then solving the coupled evolution equations. To match NLO EW accuracy, LO plus leading logarithm
(LO+LL) is insufficient. Therefore, the structure functions of the electron/positron féei)(a:, p3) with
T = (*,7,q,G4 (¢ # t) have been advanced from LO+LL [250-253] known in the 1990s to NLO
plus next-to-leading logarithmic (NLO+NLL) accuracy recently [254-257]. Note that in the context
of lepton structure functions, (N)LO refers to the order of the initial conditions at the initial scale
(typically the lepton mass), while (N)LL indicates the accuracy of their scale evolution. The only
non-null initial condition at LO for the electron structure functions is e™, which has fée_)(x, m?) =
dz7e-0(1—2x)+O(cr). The photon receives a non-zero contribution starting at O(«), while other partons
are non-zero only beyond NLO at the initial scale. However, all the partons can be generated by the
evolution equations at sufficiently high scales. Automated computations of NLO EW corrections in
the MG5_AMC for e"et colliders [257] take into account effects from both the structure functions
and the beamstrahlung, with the latter accounting for collective phenomena in the beam dynamics

of accelerators. Unlike proton PDFs, the electron PDF peaks sharply at * = 1 due to the Dirac

TAn earlier attempt on determining lepton PDFs can be found in ref. [238].
I Alternative resummation techniques, such as QED parton showers [244-246}246-249|, will not be discussed here.
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delta function fe(fi)(x,mz). Consequently, the numerical implementation must address at least two
aspects to avoid degrading numerical accuracy. For the evaluation of the electron PDF, analytical
ingredients in the region x ~ 1 must be computed. Additionally, due to dominant contribution at
x — 1 in e"et collisions, phase space generation—a convolution of the matrix elements with the
electron PDF-must be carefully redesigned. This issue exists already at LO [258], but becomes more
severe at NLO, particularly in the context of FKS subtraction. For the latter, explained in appendix
C of ref. [257|, the issue arises from how the initial z; and zy are generated. The original treatment
based on the so-called event projection method [141}/143] works only if both incoming partons have
distributions in x1 and z2 that are not Dirac delta function alike, which is suitable for matching NLO
computations to the hadronic parton shower in cases of initial backward evolution. This has been
remedied by abandoning event projection for the FKS sectors relevant to cases where ny < j < 2
and the branching 7; — 7;5;Z; is a QED one. Finally, there has been progress in determining the
muon PDFs, which target a future high-energy muon collider. In particular, fé“ j(m, ,u%) are known
at NLO+NLL for partons being photons, charged (anti)leptons, (anti)quarks, and gluons [259], and
for 7 additionally being weak bosons at LO+LL [260-262]. In ref. [262], polarization effects have also

been studied.

3.6 Isolated final photons and dressed leptons

Photons and leptons can be regarded both as particles that enter the short-distance process and as
observable (or taggable) objects, a point that has already been throughly discussed in ref. [198]. T will
limit myself here to summarizing the conclusions of that paper. The key point is that short-distance
photons and massless leptons can be identified with the corresponding taggable objects only up to
a certain NLO;, term, beyond which (i.e. for NLO;, i > ip) this identification leads to IR-unsafe
observables. Typically, the value of ig is process dependent, resulting in IR unsafety manifesting in
the third- or even the second-leading NLO contribution. In the case of the second-leading NLO term
(NLO3), one can work around this issue using the a/(0) scheme. The solution, applicable for the usual

inclusive processes in hadronic collisions, proposed in ref. [198] is as follows:
1. Short-distance photons and massless charged leptons are not taggable objects.
2. A taggable photon is a photon that emerges from a fragmentation process.

3. A taggable massless lepton is either a lepton that emerges from a fragmentation process or a
dressed lepton, defined as an object whose four-momentum matches that of a very narrow jet

that containing the short-distance lepton.

4. These rules imply that photons and massless charged leptons must be treated on the same footing

as gluons and quarks in short-distance computations (i.e., the democratic approach).
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5. Short-distance computations should be performed in MS-like EW renormalization schemes, such
as the G, or a(M%) ones, regardless of the initial- and final-state particle contents of the process

of interest.

We refer to this approach as the fragmentation function approach. In addition to being completely
general and compatible with established procedures, working with fragmentation functions has the
appealing feature of aligning QCD and QED within a similar framework, and of rendering concep-
tually alike treatments of initial- and final-state photons. The necessary theoretical framework for
implementing fragmentation functions in the MG5_aAMC framework has been presented in ref. [50].
In particular, the FKS subtraction formalism with fragmentation has been derived in that paper.
Unfortunately, the determinations of non-perturbative fragmentation functions for tagged photons is
plagued by large uncertainties (if known), and they can only be measured (if at all) for sufficiently
large momentum fractions.

While the solution based on the concept of fragmentation functions has not been fully exploited
yet, alternative but simpler solutions indeed exist in the literature. For instance, with the photon iso-
lation algorithm [263], NLO computations for processes with final tagged photon(s) can be achieved
by invoking the mixed-scheme approach [219], which is based on the idea that « should be renormal-
ized in the «(0) scheme only for the final-state isolated photons, while other EW interactions should
be renormalized in the a(M%) or G, scheme. This procedure has been automated in the MG5_AMC
framework. In this approach, concerning the purely QED part of NLO EW corrections, besides effects
that are formally beyond NLO and related to the scale evolution of fragmentation functions, a calcu-
lation performed in a MS-like renormalization scheme employing the photon fragmentation function
leads to the same result as a calculation performed in the «(0)-scheme with isolated-photons [19§].
As mentioned earlier, this solution is valid only up to a certain NLO;, term, where ¢y > 2 for cases in-
volving both isolated photons and (democratic-)jets or dressed leptons (see section 2.2.3 in ref. [219]).

Let me elaborate a bit more on this. Consider a general process involving n, isolated photons:
pp — n’y’}’iso + X. (361)

In this case, we should have («(0))"™ in the matrix elements, while for the rest, we should use « either
in the a(M%) or G, scheme. The substitution @ — «(0) occurs only globally, which is important
for maintaining gauge invariance and IR cancellation. However, using the «(0) scheme also implies
that the standard procedure for generating real-radiation diagrams should be amended. In partic-
ular, since the final-state photon in a diagram coincides with a physical observable object, i.e.the
isolated-photon, final-state QED branching vis, — ff should be vetoed, where f is a massless charged
fermion. Therefore, the definition of the FKS counterterms should also be modified (see section 2.2.2

in ref. |219]), which amounts to defining

Caw (Yiso) = YEW (Viso) = Vw (Viso) = 0 (3.6.2)
. ~(Cn
in UEp,q)?FIN(T) (cf. eq.(3.2.26)).
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A second example that has been explored is the use of the photon-to-jet conversion function in the
context of NLO EW corrections for processes with jets in the final state, which involves contributions
from low-virtuality photons |264]. The conversion function is similar to jet fragmentation functions.
However, the long-distance contributions to the conversion function must be extracted from experi-
mental data, which are not yet available. Therefore, an ansatz based on the dispersion relations for
the R ratio of the cross sections o(e”e™ — hadrons)/o(e”e™ — p~pu™) is adopted in ref. [264].

On the other hand, for the purpose of collinear safety, massless charged leptons can either be treated
as part of a jet in the democratic jet clustering procedure or as a dressed object through photon re-
combination. In the latter case, a collinear lepton-photon system is treated as a quasi-particle, also
known as a dressed lepton. For final-state electrons, photon recombination is automatically incorpo-
rated during their experimental reconstruction from electromagnetic showers detected by calorimeters.
Conversely, due to its greater mass compared to the electron and its relatively long lifetime in particle
physics, the muon can be observed directly as a bare lepton from its track in the muon chamber.
To match theoretical calculations with experiments, the mass of the muon must be retained in per-
turbative calculations to regularize collinear singularities. However, this introduces potentially large
collinear logarithms from final-state radiation. To mitigate significant final-state radiation corrections,
the muon is sometimes reconstructed as a dressed muon via photon recombination. The advantage of
using dressed leptons instead of bare leptons is that collinear logarithms cancel out, leaving the cross

section largely independent of the lepton mass.

3.7 Process generation in MapGraru5_ AMCQNLO

Along with the publication of the paper [50], we released a major upgrade of the MG5_AMC code
to enable complete NLO calculations (including QCD, EW, and subleading corrections) for arbitrary
processes [ in the SM and is capable of handling mixed-coupling expansions in general. The code is
also compatible with other theories, such as the SM effective field theory (SMEFT), provided NLO-
compatible UFO models.

The process generation syntax in MG5_AMC for a NLO QCD and EW computation may read as

follows:

MG5_aMC> set complex._mass_scheme True
MG5_aMC> import model myNLOmodel_w_qcd_ged
MG5_aMC> generate p1 P2 > P3 P4 P5 P6 @S=Dpay aEW=mp., [QCD QED]

with p; m being (multi)particles that belong to the particle spectrum of the NLO model

**Strictly speaking, this statement only applies to processes with not-too-high particle multiplicity, given the limita-
tions of computing resources. This consideration does not cover loop-induced processes. Features related to fragmentation
functions have not been released yet. Therefore, in the context of this dissertation, when we refer to a similar statement,
it should be interpreted in a loose sense.

“pi can also be a tagged photon 7iso within the a(0) scheme, as discussed in section In this case, one would have
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myNLOmodel _w_qcd_ged, a placeholder specified by the user. The syntax above implies calculating the
following LO and NLO contributions @

LO: afa?,  p < npax, q < Mpay p+q=ko, (3.7.1)
NLO : ool p<mpax+1, ¢<mpax+1, pH+qg=ko+1. (3.7.2)

We point out that the largest power of a5 in eq.(3.7.2)) is exactly one unit larger than its LO counterpart
in eq. due to the presence of the keyword [QCD] in the process generation command. This
instructs the code to consider all possible Feynman diagrams that contribute to the virtual/real matrix
elements with two additional QCD vertices compared to those present at LO. Similarly, the keyword
[QED] determines the largest power of a appearing at the NLO level is myax + 1, as shown in eq..
The keyword [QED] is purely conventional. It implies that both electromagnetic and weak effects @
i.e., the complete O(a) corrections, are included, as long as they are supported by the model. In this
sense, the keywords QCD and QED are better interpreted as the couplings gs (or ) and e (or «) rather
than the particles in the vertices. Either keyword can be omitted to ensure backward compatibility
of MG5_AMC. The values of ny,x and my.y, can be freely set by the user, and the keywords aS=nj.yx
and aEW=my., can both be omitted. In such cases, MG5_AMC generates the process with the smallest
possible power of the QED coupling « at LO, following the hierarchy a < ag. Finally, we note that
the first command line, “set complex mass_scheme True”, instructs the code to use the CM scheme,
provided that the model supports it. The default value is False.

Because IR safety in NLO EW computations is non-trivial, it is worth commenting on how to
define Born processes R, = {p1 p2 > p3 p4 p5 pe} using the multiparticle definition in MG5_AMC, as

shown in the following command lines:

MG5_aMC> define p
MG5_aMC> define j

gdd uu ss”cc”bba

gdd uu” ss” cc” bbb’ a

They define the two multiparticles p and j. While multiparticle names can be freely chosen, in practice
the two most commonly used ones—p and j—are conventionally associated with the incoming hadrons
and outgoing jets, respectively. These names help to define the parton components of these objects.
To ensure IR safety in EW corrections, the photon a must be included in the definitions of p and j.
For charged massless leptons, this depends on the specific processes and which terms are considered,
even when the lepton PDF's are set to zero. In particular, for photon-induced Born processes, at least

one charged lepton-induced process must be included to ensure the correct implementation of collinear

p: = lal, first introduced in ref. [219].
(n,0)
(p,q)
gFe? (p < Dpax, ¢ < Mpax) via QCD=Npax QED=my.x, and/or the LO matrix-element-level MEZ’;))) (r) coupling orders g2Pe?d
(2p < npax, 2¢ < Mpax) via QCD"2=npax QED~2=mp.y, consistent with the original convention in MG5_AMC.

$¥The separation of electromagnetic and weak effects is not always legitimate. In processes involving W+ at LO, this

HInstead of using aS and aEW, one can also specify the Born amplitude-level A (r) coupling order constraint

separation can break gauge invariance. Conversely, in other processes, such as those with tth [265] or ¢£Z [266] final

states, the division poses no issue.
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Processes without jets Processes with jets

Physical objects
PDF(qg) PDF(qgy) PDF(qg) PDF(qg7)

. _ _ P=9¢g p=q9ga Jjlg)lv,
1=1 p=qg P=qga

j=4aq¢g j=aq¢g massive particles
. . . _ . . p=aga jlagv) L v,
1 =2 inconsistent p = q g a inconsistent . .
j=qga massive particles

agal jgl),v,

1 >3 inconsistent p = q g a inconsistent . _
qg massive particles

. g
Il
)

Table 3.1: Recommendations for defining the multiparticles p and j in computations of the NLO
corrections given in eq. in MG5_AMC to ensure IR safety. q stands for all the massless quarks
and anti-quarks in the model, g is the gluon, a is the photon, and 1 encompasses all massless charged-
leptons (e.g., 1 = e+ e- mu+ mu- ta+ ta-). In the rightmost column, j, v, I, and v refer to jets,
photons, charged leptons, and neutrinos, respectively. The symbols ¢ and g denote light (anti)quarks
and gluons. The table is same as table 4 in ref. [50].

subtraction counterterms. In conclusion, whenever computing the following NLO corrections:
ZNLQF,C + ...+ ENLOia 0<k<i—1, 1<:< A(k’o) + 2 (3.7.3)

we recommend defining the multiparticles p and j as summarized in table where “jets” in the
table refers to democratic jets. In the table, “PDF(qg)” denotes PDF sets limited to light (anti)quarks
and gluons, while “PDF(qgy)” includes photons in addition to light (anti)quark and gluons. When
PDF sets feature non-zero charged-lepton distributions, these (anti)leptons must always be included
in the definition of p.

In order to validate our implementation in MG5_AMC, extensive cross-checks at both the matrix-
element and cross-section levels have been carried out across dozens of processes. These include
numerous self-consistency checks as well as cross-checks with other independent calculations. In par-
ticular, the virtual matrix elements and (integrated/differential) cross sections have been compared
with those from other groups for four lepton production processes during the Les Houches Workshop
on “Physics at TeV Colliders” in 2017 (see section 7 of the first chapter in ref. [9]), and for tth during

the same workshop in 2015 [267]. Perfect agreement among the different groups was achieved.
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3.8 Going beyond

In a somewhat loose sense, the automation of the fixed-order NLO computations with both QCD
and EW radiative corrections has been established, at least for inclusive reactions in pp and e~ e™
collisions. It is time to look ahead. Beyond NLO, two prominent issues need to be addressed in the
context of EW corrections: the resummation of EW Sudakov logarithms and the matching to parton

shower Monte Carlo programs. I will discuss these in this section before closing the chapter.

3.8.1 EW Sudakov logarithms

It has long been known that at sufficiently high energies relative to the internal and external particle
masses, perturbative computations suffer from large Sudakov or high-energy logarithms [268]. This is
generally true in gauge theories, including the SM. In the context of EW corrections in the SM, Sudakov
logarithms appear in the form of % log? ]3—‘; (double logarithm) and % log % (single logarithm),
where @) is the typical energy scale of the considered process. These logarithms enhance the size
of the EW corrections when Q* > MZ,. Unlike in QCD (or QED), where the soft-collinear double
logarithms and soft single logarithms cancel out between virtual and real corrections, and where the
remaining collinear single logarithms are absorbed into PDFs and/or fragmentation functions, HBR
contributions in the EW corrections are usually not considered. This omission is justified, as the
masses of the W* and Z bosons provide an IR cutoff, and HBR can be experimentally reconstructed
to a large extent. The separation of HBR from the EW corrections renders the EW corrections very
significant in the multi-TeV kinematic regime, resulting in corrections on the order of tens of percent.

At the one-loop level, the double and single EW logarithms stemming from soft and/or collinear
limits in the virtual amplitudes can be expressed in a universal form, as derived in refs. [32,33] for
the broken phase of the SM. This universal form is valid only in the Sudakov regime, where, using
the same notation previously presented, all Mandelstam invariants for any Born-like process r € R,

should satisfy
2
|s| = '[(—1)S(Ik)kk + (—1)5@0/@} ‘ > M2, Yk, 1<k<l<n+2, (3.8.1)

where s(Z) has been defined in eq.(3.2.3). In the EW leading (power) approximation (EWLA), without

mass-suppressed contributions, the one-loop EW Sudakov amplitude can be generically expressed as
1 ,0 ~ .
Al Al = >0 AT (7) Apwra (7, 7). (3.8.2)
Feﬁn(r)
Here, Agwra (7, ) contains the EW Sudakov logarithms expressed as follows:

|5kt
M2’

[0 Sk-l
L(Jsul, M?) = 2 10g? 241

= log” T (3.8.3)

«
l(|skl|7 MQ) = E log

where M can be My, My, My, or Mz. The double logarithms L(|sy|, M?) arise from loop diagrams

where soft—collinear gauge bosons are exchanged between pairs of external legs. In contrast, the single
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logarithms I(|sy|, M?) originate from three sources: subleading soft-collinear, collinear, and parameter
renormalization. The set of new 2 — n processes R, (r) is constructed as follows: it begins with the
set {r}. For any two external particles (Zy,Z;) in r (considering their spin/helicity dependence, as the
same identity with different helicities might belong to different representations of SU(2)z), apply the
SU(2)1, generator to obtain three possible combinations: (i’k,Il), (Ik,fl), and (fk,fl), where 7 is the
SU(2)y, partner of Z. It is understood that if Z is an SU(2), singlet, then Z = Z. Substituting Zj, and Z;
in r with their partners yields three new processes. If these processes are allowed by conservation laws,
they are added to the set R (r). This procedure iterates until all possible processes are exhausted. In
this context, while all external particles in the original process r (r € R,,) are physical, the external
particles of 7 with 7 € 7~€n(7’) may involve unphysical degrees of freedom, such as Goldstone bosons,
because the longitudinal modes of W* and Z bosons are identified as the corresponding Goldstone
bosons using the Goldstone-boson equivalence theorem, which holds in high-energy limits.

Since the one-loop structure of EW logarithms is rather simple and involves only Born-like am-
plitudes, it is appealing from a practical standpoint to use EW Sudakov logarithms as a means to
approximate EW corrections in the Sudakov regime, rather than conducting full-fledged but CPU-
expensive NLO computations. Consequently, one-loop EW Sudakov logarithmic results have been
implemented in several generators: ALPGEN [269], @ MCFM [271], SHERPA [272], MG5_aAMC [273],
and OPENLOOPS [274]. In particular, ref. [273] revises the original formalism to include the logarithms
of two invariants, L(|sg|, |skr|) and I(|sk], |skrir]), enabling the approximation to be valid even in cases
where |sy| > |spr| > M7,. However, there are limitations to using the one-loop EW logarithms to
approximate full NLO EW computations, which are inherently superior when feasible. Firstly, the
EW logarithmic formalism does not account for the mass-suppressed logarithms, which may have a
different structure. Consequently, the derived EW logarithm approximation cannot be applied to
mass-suppressed processes, such as Higgs boson production in vector boson fusion or Higgs-strahlung
off a vector boson. [F¥| Secondly, the applicability of the EW logarithmic approximation strictly relies
on the validity of the condition expressed in eq.. In processes involving unstable particles and
their subsequent decays, this condition cannot be fulfilled, as the invariant masses of the decay prod-
ucts dominate in the resonant regions of the unstable particles. In other words, processes that include
unstable particles and their decays cannot be treated under this approximation. Moreover, even in
the high energy limit, there are also exceptions where cross sections are not primarily dominated by
the Sudakov regime. For example, in Drell-Yan-like processes [213,276], cross sections receive sub-
stantial contributions in the Regge limit, where the Mandelstam variable ¢ = s13 remains small while
s = s12 becomes large compared to the EW scale. Overall, a careful assessment of the quality of the

high-energy logarithmic approximation always requires comparison with full NLO results.

19The original reference of ALPGEN is ref. [270].
***The latter case is, however, more involved. As pointed out in ref. [274], the amplitude for the transversely polarized

Z boson is mass-suppressed, whereas that for the longitudinally polarized Z boson is not (cf. figure 19 in ref. [274]).
Nevertheless, the EW Sudakov logarithmic approximation remains valid when the spin of the Z boson is summed, as
illustrated in figure 5 of ref. [275].
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On the other hand, detailed knowledge of the EW high-energy logarithms should aid in their
resummation, allowing us to go beyond NLO calculations. For leading logarithms (LL), these can
be resummed simply via exponentiation [277]. For next-to-leading logarithms (NLL), the resummed
results have been conjectured to be calculable using renormalization group equations [278/279]. Based
on soft—collinear effective theory (SCET) [280-283], a general method for resumming these logarithms
in the unbroken phase of the SM has been developed in refs. [284]285]. With the approach, it is feasible
to obtain resummed EW corrections for all hard scattering processes that are not mass-suppressed
and do not involve intermediate resonances at NLL order [286-288]. Recently, this method has been

implemented in a Monte Carlo integration code based on RECOLA [289)].

3.8.2 Matching to parton showers

In order to extend the scope of NLO computations, it is desirable to combine parton-level perturbative
calculations with particle-level parton shower Monte Carlo (PSMC) simulations, which have proven
extremely useful for NLO QCD in LHC physics. Analogous to the NLO QCD case, a consistent
combination of these calculations is highly non-trivial and must be carefully devised to avoid double
counting and maintain NLO accuracy. However, a general solution for mixed QCD and EW corrections
is still absent in the literature. A prominent challenge arises in assigning color flows for the LO; (1 <
i < A(kp)+1) terms, as these typically result from amplitude interferences rather than from squaring
the same amplitudes. The kinematics and color structure of the hard process from matrix elements
provides the necessary initial conditions in a PSMC to generate a shower. Both a QCD shower on top
of LO; and a QED shower on top of LO;_; contribute to the NLO; corrections when 1 < i < A(kg)+2.
To address this issue, a method for assigning color flows in interferences has been proposed in ref. [290].
Additionally, several approximated methods have been introduced in the literature [291-296]. These
methods often disregard real emission from matrix elements at NLO2 and include the (partial) virtual
EW corrections by amending the ingredients in NLO QCD matched to parton shower calculations.
For example, ref. [296] utilizes EW Sudakov logarithms to approximate virtual corrections, while
refs. [291H295] apply the IR subtracted virtual matrix elements in the dipole subtraction scheme. All
of these approaches employ the MCQNLO-type matching scheme. For processes with A(ky) = 0,
exact matching of NLO QCD and EW corrections to parton shower is possible in a manner analogous
to that implemented for NLO QCD. For instance, within the POWHEG approach [297,298], matching
has been performed for Drell-Yan-like processes [299-303], diboson production [304], and same-sign
W-boson scattering [305].

Finally, I would like to comment on an issue regarding the matching at e~ e™ colliders. As afore-
mentioned in section the phase space generation of momenta for NLO EW corrections in e~ e™
collisions does not rely on event projection. However, this new generation is not compatible with an
MC@NLO-type matching for the initial-state QED shower if the QED shower in a PSMC operates
in the same way as it does in hadronic collisions. In such cases, the matching between NLO EW

computations and parton showers at e~e™ colliders would present an additional challenge.



Chapter 4

Relevance of Electroweak Corrections
in Collider Physics

In this chapter, I will discuss the relevance of EW corrections for understanding the physics at the
LHC. My aim is not to be exhaustive but rather selective, as this topic has been studied for decades
and a vast amount of results exists in the literature. Reviewing each one individually would be tedious.

Instead, I believe this chapter will be more engaging if I illustrate my points with specific examples.

4.1 NLO EW corrections

We begin by presenting some illustrative NLO EW results from ref. [50] to showcase the typical sizes of
the EW corrections for processes at the LHC. The goal of this section is to demonstrate the capabilities
of full NLO EW automation in MG5_aAMC. To facilitate direct comparisons among the processes, the
same minimal conditions will be imposed on all of them

Before discussing the results, let me first specify the setup for our calculations. We work in the
5-quark flavor scheme, where all fermion masses, except the top quark ¢, are set to zero, and the CKM
matrix is taken to be the identity. Additionally, the fine-structure constant « is renormalized in the
G, scheme (cf. section with

G, = 1.16639 x 107° GeV 2. (4.1.1)

In addition, we use a standard UFO model loop_qcd_ged_sm_Gmu in the MG5_aMC framework. This
model includes all UV and Ry counterterms for NLO QCD and EW corrections in the SM. It is
compatible with both the OS (cf. section and the CM (cf. section schemes, as well as their
mix, for all massive and unstable particles, namely the W=, Z, h bosons, and the top quark ¢. To avoid
violating the unitarity of the S-matrix, all external particles, whether massive or massless, should be
treated as stable (i.e., undecayed) particles. Thus, external particles are always renormalized in the

OS scheme, and their widths (if non-zero) should be set to zero. If an intermediate particle has a

o1
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(non-)zero width, it will be renormalized in the (CM) OS scheme. Therefore, we must avoid scenarios
where an external particle can be on-shell in an intermediate propagator. In such cases, we must decay
the external particle and introduce a (at least NLO-accurate) width for it. In this section, prior to

process generation, we execute the following commands:

MG5_aMC> set complex_mass_scheme true

MG5_aMC> import model loop_qcd_ged_sm_Gmu
MG5_aMC> define p
MG5_aMC> define j

gdd uu ss”cc”bba

gdd  uu” ss”cc” bbb a

We have included the photon a, the gluon g, and the massless (anti)quarks in the multiparticles p and
j as outlined in section Since we are only interested in the NLOg (i.e. NLO EW) term in this
section, we do not necessarily include the charged leptons in p and j (see table .

Let us consider the LHC Run II case in pp collisions at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. We
adopt the input parameters listed in table The pole masses and widths of the W= and Z bosons
have been converted from their OS masses and widths using eq.. As explained above, the widths
of external particles must be set to zero. Therefore, if a W* (or Z) boson is in the final state, we first
use eq. to obtain its OS mass and then set its width to zero. Because the Higgs width is very

small in the SM, we use a zero width in all processes except for the following two:
pp = et vejj, pp—etejj, (4.1.2)

These two processes receive contributions from a subset of one-loop diagrams that feature an s-channel
Higgs boson propagator. At NLOg, their Born diagrams do not include Higgs propagators. Therefore,
even with a zero Higgs width, the virtual matrix elements remain integrable. In this sense, we use a
non-zero Higgs width in eq.(#.1.2)) solely to improve the behavior of the numerical integration. The
PDFs used are the central ones from the LUXged plus PDFALHC15 nnlo 100 set [235,|306], which are
accessible via LHAPDFG6. The «a; value at 91.1876 GeV is reported in table The renormalization

and factorization scales are set as

Hr 1 [ 5 5
]

where the sum runs over all final-state partons. I would like to point out that we do not vary scales and
PDFs here, but if one wishes to do so, they can be easily obtained without additional computational
cost in MG5_aMC.

In order to ensure that the cross sections are defined in an IR-safe manner, we must introduce

fiducial cuts. We adopt minimal selection cuts on the final particles as follows:

e Photon recombination: As pointed out in section [3.6] we define the dressed charged fermions
through the photon recombination procedure. Specifically, all photons are recombined with the

closed charged fermion according to ARy, if ARy, < 0.1.



CHAPTER 4. RELEVANCE OF ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS IN COLLIDER PHYSICS

e Cuts on charged dressed leptons: Charged dressed leptons, denoted as ¢*, are required to
satisfy pr(#*) > 10 GeV and |n(¢*)| < 2.5. For any pair of oppositely signed and same-flavor
leptons, we impose the cuts ARy+,~ > 0.4 and my+,— > 30 GeV.

e Cuts on jets: Jets, denoted as j, are reconstructed from gluons, (dressed) (anti)quarks, and
(uncombined) photons using the anti-kr clustering algorithm [307] in FASTJET [308,309] with
the jet radius of R = 0.4. They must satisfy pr(j) > 30 GeV and |n(j)| < 4.5.

We report the leading LO (LO;) and second-leading NLO (NLO2, NLO EW) integrated cross
sections for 24 processes in table with the above setup. The relative fractions of Ynro,/21L0,
can be found in the last column of table which are visualized in figure The generation
syntax for computing the reported cross sections in MG5_AMC is provided in the second column of
table For inclusive cross sections, NLO EW corrections typically reduce LO; cross sections by
a few percent (usually below 5%) for most processes. This reduction reflects the fact that NLOg
corrections are largely negative due to virtual contributions for fairly inclusive observables. The
absolute values of the EW corrections tend to increase with the number of final-state particles, and it
is observed that corrections are generally larger for bosons than for fermions. Some W+ production
processes are exceptions, exhibiting positive EW corrections. For example, pp — WTW W™ and
pp — hZW T receive +6.2% and +1.6% corrections, respectively, driven by photon-quark induced real
emissions. A similar observation applies to the process pp — eTven™ v, (En10,/ZL0, = +3.67%),
which is dominated by WTW ™ resonances. Conversely, the largest negative corrections are seen
in Higgs and/or Z-related processes, with corrections on the order of —10%, and the largest being
pp — hhW ™, which sees corrections nearing —13%. It may be unsurprising that EW corrections are
larger in processes with greater momentum transfer and more final-state bosons, given the influence
of EW Sudakov logarithms and photon-induced processes. As a result, the size of EW corrections to
integrated cross sections may depend heavily on the imposed kinematic cuts and is typically much

larger in differential distributions—especially in high-energy tails, as demonstrated in figure I

Parameter value ‘ Parameter value
a&i 132.292 | a,(91.18762 GeV?) 0.118
My 80.358 T'w 2.0843
My 91.1535 T, 2.49427
M, 173.34 I 1.3691
M, 125.0 Iy, 0.00407

Table 4.1: Parameters used in NLO EW calculations. All masses and widths are expressed in units
of GeV, which has been suppressed for brevity. In some processes, widths are set to zero (see text
for details).



CHAPTER 4. RELEVANCE OF ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS IN COLLIDER PHYSICS

refrain from presenting additional differential distributions here and instead refer interested readers
to the discussions in section 6.2 of ref. [50]. Finally, I point out that only the physical cross sections,
rather than the relative fractions ¥nro0,/X10,, are physical. The values for Y10, and corrections
YNLO, can vary depending on the choice of renormalization scheme (e.g., a( M%) versus G,,) and/or
renormalization and factorization scales. These differences are reduced only when comparing absolute
cross sections from LO to NLO, as demonstrated in ref. [310]. While the reduction in scale uncertainty
is well-known in NLO QCD computations, the dependence on the o renormalization scheme is unique

to higher-order EW computations.
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Figure 4.1: A summary of NLO EW corrections relative to LO; cross sections for 24 LHC processes.
The green, red, and blue dashed horizontal lines represent corrections of £1%, £5%, and £10%,
respectively. The specific values are also provided in the last column of table .
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(Hardest) Higgs boson pT
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Figure 4.2: Transverse momentum distributions of the hardest Higgs boson in the processes pp —
hhW™ (red), pp — hhZ (yellow), pp — hWTZ (green), and pp — hZZ (blue) at LO; (dashed)
and NLO2+LO; (solid). The lower inset displays the ratios (Xxpo, + X00,)/Y1L0,. Some of the
histograms in the main frame are rescaled, as indicated in the legend, to enhance visibility. The plot

is from ref. [50].

Finally, one may wonder whether current LHC data already demonstrate the necessity of systemat-
ically including NLO EW corrections. The answer is yes. An example is provided in ref. [311], which
compares the NLO QCD+EW calculation, performed by the SHERPA+OPENLOOPS group, for the
cross sections ratio o(pp — Z + jets)/o(pp — 7 + jets) with CMS measurement [312] in pp collisions
at 8 TeV. The comparison, shown in figure [£.3] is done for the ratio as a function of the transverse
momentum of the Z or . The results indicate an improved agreement between data and theory when
EW corrections are included. Thus, the inclusion of EW corrections at the LHC is no longer just an

academic exercise.
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Figure 4.3: Transverse momentum distribution of the cross section ratio for the processes pp — Z+jets
and pp — v + jets at 8 TeV. The CMS data is sourced from ref. [312], and the plot is taken from

ref. .
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4.2 Subleading NLO corrections

In this section, I will discuss the subleading NLO corrections, i.e., NLO; with ¢ > 2. Based on the naive
power counting of the couplings o and «, these corrections are expected to be subdominant compared
to NLO; (NLO QCD) and NLOs (NLO EW) corrections (cf. eq.(3.1.4))). Here, I will demonstrate
when subleading NLO terms should be considered. Specifically, I will highlight a few interesting cases
where the naive hierarchy in eq. breaks down.

4.2.1 Subleading NLO corrections are small

My first example is Higgs boson production in association with a top quark pair, t¢, at the LHC:
pp — tth. (4.2.1)

This process is crucial for directly probing the top-Higgs Yukawa coupling y; and has been observed by
both ATLAS [313] and CMS [314]. On the precision calculation side, the NLO QCD corrections [315-
318] have been known for more than two decades. NLO QCD matching to PSMC [139,319,320]
has also been available for quite some time. NLO weak [265] and EW [310}/321] corrections were
calculated early in the development of NLO EW automation. Further refinements to the cross section
include off-shell effects [322(326], soft-gluon threshold logarithm resummation [327-331], Coulomb
resummation [332], and approximated NNLO QCD corrections [333].

Using the same setup as in section [4.1] the complete NLO result for this process was first obtained
in ref. [50] with the following MG5_AMC generation command:

MG5_aMC> generate p p > t t~ h aS=2 aEW=3 [QCD QED]

Using the notations introduced in section we have ko = 3, c¢s(ko) = 0, c(ko) = 1, and A(kg) = 2,

meaning the process includes three LO terms
Yo, (0(efa)), Sro, (0(ase?),  Tro, (O(a?)), (4.2.2)
and four NLO terms
SxLo; (O(ada)),  Snro, (0(aZa?)), Enro, (O(asa®)), Envo, (0(ah). (4.2.3)

The inclusive cross sections at each order are displayed in the second column of table for pp
collisions at 13 TeV. As expected from the simple power counting of the couplings, all contributions
except LO; and NLO; are small. The NLO terms follow the hierarchy in equation (3.1.4). However,
the LO terms deviate from this hierarchy because the LOs term is too small. This results from the
lack of interference between the quark-antiquark-initiated QCD and QED diagrams due to color. The
only partonic channels contributing at LOs are yg — tth and bb — tth, where the photon PDF is
suppressed by O(«), as explained in section and the bottom quark PDF is suppressed by its

heavy mass. On the other hand, at NLO, color no longer plays a similar role for the quark-antiquark



CHAPTER 4. RELEVANCE OF ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS IN COLLIDER PHYSICS

pp — tth pp — ttZ pp — W™

SLo, (1071 pb)  3.4483+£0.0003  5.0463 &+ 0.0003  2.4116 % 0.0001
SL0,/SL0, (%) +0.406 £ 0.001  —0.691 & 0.001  +0.000 % 0.000
YL0s/Sro, (%) 40.702 £ 0.001  +2.259 + 0.001  +0.962 £ 0.000
SNLOy /S0, (%) +28.847 + 0.020 +44.809 + 0.028  +49.504 + 0.015
SNLOy/SLo, (%)  +1.794 +0.005  —0.846 + 0.004  —4.541 + 0.003
SNLos /Lo, (%) +0.483 £ 0.008  +0.845 + 0.003 +12.242 + 0.014
SNLos/Sro, (%) +0.044 £ 0.000  —0.082 + 0.000  +0.017 + 0.003

—~

N — — —

Table 4.3: Cross sections for the tf+ B processes, where B = h, Z, W™, are calculated using the setup
described in section The quoted uncertainties are purely statistical, arising from the Monte Carlo

integration over the phase space.

channels. This observation remains true at the differential level (see, e.g., figure 13 in ref. [50] or the

results for dijet hadroproduction in ref. [198]).

4.2.2 Subleading NLO corrections become comparable

An example of subleading NLO terms comparable to the NLO EW term I present here is the Z boson

production in association with a top quark pair:
pp — ttZ. (4.2.4)

This process often serves as a background for the tth process at the LHC. In MG5_AMC, the complete

NLO calculation for this process can be generated using the following command:
MG5_aMC> generate p p > t t~ z aS=2 aEW=3 [QCD QED]

Like the pp — tth process, there are 3 LO and 4 NLO contributions, with their inclusive cross sections
shown in the third column of table The complete NLO result was first reported in ref. [50]. As in
the tth case, the fact that only yg- (yg — t£Z) and bb-initiated (bb — t£Z) partonic channels contribute
to LOy makes ¥1,0, particularly small. However, unlike in the ¢th case, we observe that Ynro, is of
the same order as Ynp0, but with an opposite sign. This results from accidental cancellations at
NLOs in the current setup, although such cancellations depend on the renormalization scheme. For
example, using the a(M%) scheme, ¥n10,/310, decreases to around —4%, as shown in ref. [310].
There are certainly many similar examples in the literature where subleading NLO terms cancel
with NLO EW corrections. For instance, in pp — ttviso [219], the sum of LOg, LO3, and NLOg largely
cancels the impact of the NLOy term (see able 2 in ref. [219]). Another example worth mentioning is
triple jet hadroproduction [334], where ¥n1,0, was found to largely cancel with ¥i,0,, but only when

the leading jet has a transverse momentum greater than 2 TeV (see table 2 in ref. [334]). T must
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emphasize again that such cancellations are fragile and may vary depending on the specific setup of
the calculations. Therefore, it is always advisable to check all subleading LO and NLO contributions

whenever possible.

4.2.3 Subleading NLO corrections surpass NLO EW corrections

An interesting example that showcases how subleading NLO terms can be larger than NLO EW
corrections is the process pp — ttW™T. The complete NLO can be generated as:

MG5_aMC> generate p p > t t~ w+ aS=2 aEW=3 [QCD QED]

in MG5_AMC. The charge-conjugate process pp — ttW ™ can be calculated similarly. In this case,
there are 3 LO and 4 NLO terms to be computed. NLO EW and complete NLO corrections for this
process were first reported in ref. [310] and ref. [335], respectively. The inclusive cross sections for
pp — ttW™ are listed in the last column of table using the same setup defined in section
For this process, there are no vg or bb initiated subprocesses, so ¥1,0, is exactly zero. Additionally,
YNLO; is significantly larger than Ynr0, in absolute terms. The former contributes approximately
+12% relative to LO;, whereas the latter contributes only —4.5% of ¥1,0,. XNL0, is of typical size for
an NLO EW correction, while ¥n1,0, is anomalously large. This can be understood by the opening of
new channels at NLOj3. Specifically, tW ™ — tW ™ subdiagrams in the real emission contribution give
rise to the process pp — ttW™*j at NLOj3 (depicted in figure , which are enhanced as highlighted in
ref. [336]. These new channels are physical, and thus the enhancement persists regardless of changes

to the calculational setup.

g

Figure 4.4: The tW+ — tW™ scattering subgraphs contributing to pp — t#tW™ at NLO3. The inset
shows the possible subdiagrams for tW=*+ — tWT.

Large quantum corrections due to new channels opening at higher order are not unique to NLO

EW calculations. In fact, this phenomenon occurs in many known examples of higher-order QCD
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corrections. A classical example is pp — ViVa with ViVo = yv,vZ, ZZ, WTW~. The gg — V1V
partonic channels only contribute at NNLO QCD and beyond, but not at LO or NLO, often leading
to sizable NNLO QCD corrections. In some cases, new channels at higher order can result in giant K

factors, which we will discuss further in section [4.3

4.2.4 Subleading NLO corrections as the primary quantum corrections

Finally, there are instances when we need to reverse the hierarchy described in eq.(3.1.4):

EnrLo; S ENPLOLs VLD (4.2.5)

A known example of such kind is the vector-boson scattering (VBS) processes [337-342], particularly
when dedicated VBS event selections are applied. Let us consider the same-sign W W™ VBS process

as a concrete example. Its Born process is defined as:
pp — € vty g (4.2.6)

In this case, we have kg = 6, c¢s(ko) = 0, c(ko) = 4, and A(kg) = 2. Consequently, there are three LO
terms:

Yro, (0(a2a?), Zro, (O(asa®)), Siro, (0(af)), (4.2.7)

and four NLO terms:
Eneo, (O(agal)),  Iawo, (0(aZa’)),  Snro, (O(asa®)),  Inwo, (O(ah)). (4.2.8)
This process can also be generated within MG5_AMC as follows:

MG5_aMC> generate p p > e+ ve mu+ vm j j aS=2 aEW=6 [QCD QED]

NLO QCD corrections have been calculated in ref. [343]. However, the complete NLO computation
is quite CPU intensive. Therefore, I will utilize the results from ref. [338], which were calculated
by the RECOLA group. Sample Born-level Feynman diagrams for the partonic subprocess ud —

eTvept v ud are displayed in figure The first five diagrams contribute to Agg”g))

the last diagram contributes to Ag’f)) (r) o< g2e*. The first three diagrams in the top row represent

(r) o< €5, while

the genuine VBS process of interest. Specifically, their longitudinal modes probe the unitarity of the
scattering amplitude, which is protected by the Higgs mechanism in the SM, or alternatively, the
unitarity violation effects introduced by any BSM theories. The diagrams in figures and lead
to a three-vector-boson final state, which we wish to suppress. Additionally, contributions from QCD-
induced diagrams, such as that shown in figure should also be vetoed. The latter two types of
diagrams are referred to as the EW-induced and QCD-induced irreducible backgrounds, respectively.
The signal we aim to probe originates from the VBS-like topologies.

In order to enhance signal purity, typical VBS event selections must be applied. Following section

3.1 in ref. [338], these selections are:
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Figure 4.5: Representative Born-level Feynman diagrams for same-sign WTW ™ production at the
LHC. The diagrams are taken from ref. [33§].

Photon recombination: Dressed charged fermions are defined through a photon recombination

procedure. All photons are recombined with the nearest charged fermion if ARy, < 0.1 and
In(v, f)l <5.

Cuts on charged dressed leptons: Charged dressed leptons, denoted as ¢+ = e™, u™, must
satisfy pr(¢T) > 20 GeV, |y(¢T)| < 2.5, and ARy+,+ > 0.3.

Cuts on neutrinos: The missing transverse energy is required to fulfill E7 miss = |D7 miss| > 40

GeV, where pr miss is the vector sum of the transverse momenta of the two neutrinos.

Cuts on jets: Jets j are reconstructed from gluons and (dressed) (anti)quarks using the anti-kz
clustering algorithm with a jet radius of R = 0.4. A QCD parton system after recombination is
classified as a jet if it meets the criteria pr(j) > 30 GeV, |y(j)| < 4.5, and AR+ > 0.3.

VBS cuts: The two leading jets must satisfy m;; > 500 GeV and |Ay;;| > 2.5.

In particular, the last VBS cuts enhance the signal purity by suppressing both the EW-induced
and QCD-induced backgrounds (see, e.g., ref. [343] for a detailed study). For the remainder of the

calculational setup, I refer to section 3.1 in ref. [338].

Due to the event selection cuts, Y10, becomes the dominant LO contribution, accounting for 87%

of the total LO cross section as shown in table In contrast, 310, contributes approximately 10%

of the LO cross section, while 31,0, is suppressed due to the color structure of the interferences. These
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2L0;,

Y10, /ELos

Y1L0,/ZL0,

ENLO, /EL0s

YNLO,/ZL0,

ENLOs/EL0y

ENLOL/EL0y

1.4178 tb

+12.15 %

+3.40 %

—0.44 %

-0.02 %

—4.01 %

-15.30 %

Table 4.4: Cross sections for the pp — eTveu™v,jj process in pp collisions at 13 TeV. The values are
taken from ref. [338].

interferences arise only when diagrams with different quark flows between the initial and final states
are multiplied together. For example, in figure the contraction of the QCD-induced diagram
(see figure with the VBS diagrams (top row) vanishes due to the color structure, whereas the
corresponding contraction with the EW background diagrams (see figures and yields a non-
zero interference contribution at order O(asa®). Consequently, rather than normalizing to X10,, we
have taken the ratio over X0, in table

At NLO, the O(«) correction to Y104, namely Xnpo,, results in the dominant quantum correc-
tion, amounting to —15.30%. This can be understood primarily by considering the EW Sudakov
logarithms [337]. The second-largest NLO correction, contributing —4.01% with respect to Xpo,,
comes from NLOjs. The remaining NLO corrections are negligible. Photon-induced processes have
not been included in the NLO terms; if they were, ¥n1.0,/XL0; Would become —13.55% using the
LUXQED photon PDF, while the other NLO terms would remain unchanged. Overall, the NLO
corrections approximately follow the reverse hierarchy given in eq..

4.3 Giant K factors

My final example is the Higgs boson production in association with a bottom quark pair, pp — bbh,
which illustrates how NLO EW corrections can sometimes yield giant K factors when new channels
open up. The bbh production process is well known for directly probing the bottom-Higgs Yukawa
coupling v, complementing the extraction of y, based on the decay h — bb. However, it is also affected
by significant irreducible backgrounds from other Higgs production channels, which I will elucidate in
the following. Representative Feynman diagrams can be found in figure 4.6

The first complete NLO calculation was carried out in ref. [344] using MG5_AMC within the 4-quark

flavor number (4FS) scheme. The Born process is given by

pp — bbh. (4.3.1)

To generate the complete NLO calculation in MG5_AMC, one can execute the following commands:

MG5_aMC>
MG5_aMC>
MG5_aMC>
MG5_aMC>

set complex_mass_scheme true

import model loop_qcd_qed_sm_Gmu_4FS-with_b_mass
define p=gdd  uu” s s” cc a

generate p p > b b™ h aS=2 akEWw=3 [QCD QED]
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()

Figure 4.6: Sample Feynman diagrams appearing in the complete NLO calculation for pp — bbh pro-
duction. The thick, medium-thick, and thin solid lines represent top, bottom, and light (anti)quarks,
respectively. The dashed lines denote the Higgs boson, the curly lines indicate gluons, and the wiggly
lines represent the weak bosons (W= and Z). The red, violet, green, and yellow bullets correspond to
bbh, tth, hZ Z, and hW W~ interactions, respectively. The figure is adapted from ref. [344].

The NLO UFO model loop_qcd_qged_sm Gmu_4FS-with b mass [|is used for the complete NLO calcu-
lations in the 4FS scheme and the G, scheme. Note that since we keep the mass of the bottom quark
in the 4FS scheme, the bottom (anti)quark is not included in the PDF definition. In this process, we
have ko = 3, ¢s(ko) = 0, c(ko) = 1, and A(ko) = 2, as defined in section There are three LO
terms:

Yo, (0(efa)), Tro, (0(asa?)), Tro, (0(a?)), (4.3.2)

*Strictly speaking, it represents the UFO model loop_qcd_qged_sm_Gmu_4FS with the restrict_with_ b mass.dat re-

striction card applied, where the latter serves as a restriction card within the model.
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and four NLO terms:
2NLO; (O(aga)), YNLO, (O(OZEOZQ))a YNLOs (0(043043)), YNLO, ((’)(a4)). (4.3.3)

By considering complete NLO predictions, new topologies emerge alongside the genuine bbh con-
tribution, which is proportional to yg at LO; (e.g., the Born diagrams shown in figures and [4.6b)).

These contributions are summarized in table Let me explain them one by one:

e The LO; originates solely from the genuine bbh production via gluon-gluon fusion (see diagram
D and quark-antiquark annihilation (see diagram . This term is proportional to yg. At
the LHC, the gluon-gluon fusion channel is dominant due to the size of the partonic luminosity.

Photon-induced partonic channels are present in LO2 and LOs.

e At LOs3, a new topology arises, namely the Zh associated production, where the Z boson subse-
quently decays into a bb pair (illustrated in figure . Since the Z boson is typically on-shell,
the LO3 contribution is not expected to be suppressed relative to LO; by a factor of a?/a2. At
the differential level, events from LO; and LO3 populate very different phase space regions. The
Zh topology, which features the hZ Z coupling rather than yp, also appears at NLO3 and NLOy.
The two orders can be viewed as NLO QCD and EW corrections to LOg3 respectively.

e NLO; (NLO QCD) receives a contribution from an additional topology. The gg — bbh Born
diagrams (like that in figure interfere with gluon-fusion Higgs production at one-loop with
an additional emission of a bottom-quark pair (see diagram , denoted as “ggF 4 bb”. This
interference leads to a term proportional to ypy:, where the top-Higgs Yukawa coupling y; is
significantly larger than y [345]. In fact, the square of ggF + bb contributes to a NNLO QCD
term (i.e., NNLO;, following the same convention as in section featuring y?. The vy
term is non-negligible compared to the term proportional to yg originating from genuine bbh
production, and the y? term at NNLO QCD is much larger than the yg contribution. Both the
ypy: and y? terms have been calculated at NLO QCD [346]. If at least one b-jet is required, the
Yy term is around —20% of the yg term, while the 3? term is even four times larger than the
ylf contribution. The interference contribution from ggF + bb is also present at NLO,, where the
bottom-quark pair arises from a photon or Z-boson propagator instead of the gluon propagator
shown in figure Other ypy; terms at NLO2 can be induced by the interference between
one-loop diagrams (such as the one in figure and the gg — bbh Born diagrams. Similarly,
one-loop diagrams (like figure induced by the AW W~ vertex can interfere with gg — bbh
at NLOas. |I| Additionally, one-loop diagrams for di-Higgs production, where a Higgs boson

TAn interesting aspect of the gg — bbh process involves the so-called anomalous thresholds, or leading Landau
singularities, as discussed in refs. [347}1348| in the context of one-loop diagrams, such as figure [4.6e} but with an s-channel
gluon attached to the box loop. These anomalous thresholds occur when M}, > 2Myw , a condition not satisfied in the SM.
The Landau singularities can be mitigated by incorporating the widths of the internal loop particles. Identifying these
anomalous thresholds in the S-matrix is essential for unambiguously establishing genuine resonances and understanding

the analyticity of the S-matrix [349]. Their impact on other LHC processes has been explored in ref. [350].
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Order Topologies Order Topologies
LO; (O(a?a)) | gg,qq — bbh NLO; (O(a2a)) | bbh, ggE=+bb
LO2 (O(asa?)) | vg — bbh NLOs (O(a2a?)) | bbh, ggF + bb
G — Zh(Z — bb) | NLO3 (O(asa? Zh, VBF
LO; (0(a%) | 1077 217 =2 00 | XL (Ol
qq,yy — bbh NLO4 (O(a®)) Zh, VBF

Table 4.5: Topologies of the pp — bbh process at LO (left), with specified initial states, and at NLO
(right). The term proportional to 3y, at NLO;, arising from the interference between the bbh and
ggF + bb topologies, has been excluded from the calculation.

subsequently decays into bb, can also interfere with the Born gg — bbh diagrams, contributing
to NLOs.

e The vector-boson fusion (VBS) topology, illustrated in diagram emerges at NLOj in the
real emission contribution, where an initial gluon splits into a bottom quark pair. These t-
channel diagrams can potentially lead to a very large NLOg3 contribution with distinct differential
distributions compared to other contributions. If the initial gluon is replaced with a photon, a

similar VBF topology contributes at NLOy.

In general, EW corrections can induce sensitivity to any other SM EW interactions, particularly in
the case of the Higgs boson, affecting interactions different from y; that have much larger coupling
constants. Thus, all perturbative orders are in principle non-negligible and exhibit different shapes at
the differential level.

In order to be clear and specific, let me present some physical results for the process in pp collisions
at the LHC with a center-of-mass energy of 14 TeV. The results are taken from ref. [344]. Using the
new notations introduced in section 2.3 and the setup specified in section 3.1 of the paper, I present
the transverse momentum distributions of the Higgs boson in figure @ In all cases, the NLOqcp
term (red curve), which is the sum of ¥1,0, and Xnr0,, is close to the NLOgcp+gw term (blue curve),
which includes ¥1,0,, ¥NL0,, and ¥Xn1,0,. This indicates that the NLO2 contribution does not yield a
giant K factor. Conversely, the LO (green curve) and NLO,y (black curve) contributions are highly
sensitive to the imposed cuts. Note that, according to section 2.3 in ref. [344], LO corresponds to
the sum of all three LO blobs, while NLO,; is the sum of the three LO contributions and four NLO
contributions. Therefore, the enhanced contributions when comparing LO with LOgcp (from LOy),
NLOqcp, or NLOgcp+Ew arise from the Zh topology. Meanwhile, the VBEF topology is only included
in NLO,). For the minimal cuts requiring at least one b jet in the events, figure [£.7a] shows that both
the Zh and VBF topologies produce giant K factors, enhancing the NLOgcp+gw cross section by an
order of magnitude at pp(h) ~ 250 GeV. The contributions from the Zh topology can be mitigated by
vetoing the second b jet, as evidenced by comparing the green curves in figures and [4.7a] This can

be understood since the two b quarks from the decay of the Z boson are primarily produced centrally.



CHAPTER 4. RELEVANCE OF ELECTROWEAK CORRECTIONS IN COLLIDER PHYSICS

In contrast, for events from the VBF topology, the two bottom quarks originate from an initial gluon
splitting, with a significant chance that one b (anti)quark has a rapidity too large to be detected. To
remove the Zh contribution, one can also reconstruct two b jets and impose the invariant mass cuts on
them. For the VBF topology, a light jet veto can effectively suppress its contribution. This distinction
is clearer when comparing the black curves in the right plots with those in the left plots of figure

In conclusion, even when not aimed at improving the precision of theoretical results, NLO EW
radiative corrections should not be overlooked, as they can significantly affect predictions by intro-
ducing new channels that change the order of magnitude. Identifying these corrections can sometimes
be challenging. In the case of bbh, while the Zh topology is straightforward to recognize, the VBF
contribution is less obvious, as it represents a higher-order radiative correction effect. The occur-
rence of giant K factors is not a novel phenomenon exclusive to EW corrections; several examples in
the context of QCD have been documented in the literature, demonstrating substantial higher-order
corrections. Notable cases include Z boson production in association with a jet and quarkonium
hadroproduction. Dedicated methods have been proposed to address these significant QCD radiative

corrections, as discussed in ref. [351] for Z+jet and ref. [352] for quarkonium.
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Figure 4.7: Transverse momentum distributions of the Higgs boson in the process pp — bbh at the 14
TeV LHC. The top row corresponds to the case where IN;, > 1, while the bottom row is for N;, = 1.
The right plots include a light-jet veto. The figure is from ref. ||



Chapter 5

Outlook

The discovery of a Higgs boson with a mass of approximately 125 GeV at the CERN LHC has funda-
mentally shifted the perspective of particle physics. Alongside the null results from direct and indirect
searches for BSM phenomena at colliders and other experiments, all tests of strong and EW interac-
tions described by the SM have passed without indicating the need for any BSM effects. This suggests
that, while many observed particle phenomena remain poorly understood, they can be explained
within the framework of the SM. Consequently, any potential BSM effects that may be accessible
to current and future experiments are likely to be challenging to detect, as new particles are either
heavy or interact weakly with SM particles. In this context, precision has become paramount in both
experimental analyses and theoretical predictions. Improving the precision of theoretical calculations
by incorporating more perturbative corrections, including EW radiative corrections, is essential for
the success of current and future collider programs. Unlike traditional methods of exploring physics
on a case-by-case basis, automation through advanced computational techniques allows researchers
to systematically analyze experimental data and explore new ideas. This capability enables the gen-
eration of comprehensive insights and results much more efficiently across a wide range of scenarios,
particularly in the LHC era, where thousands of physicists conduct numerous analyses every day.
The dissertation reports a step forward in this direction, specifically the automation of EW cor-
rection computations within the MG5_AMC framework. It introduces established techniques and
highlights the key features that underpin NLO calculations performed by MG5_aMC in the context
of quantum corrections arising from both QCD and EW interactions in the SM. To illustrate the phe-
nomenological relevance of EW corrections at the LHC, I first present the NLO EW corrections to the
integrated cross sections for a variety of processes at the 13 TeV LHC. While the typical size of these
corrections ranges from a few percent to more than 10%, making them comparable to NNLO QCD
corrections, they can be enhanced through various mechanisms. Several known examples demonstrat-
ing these enhancements are provided in this dissertation. From a phenomenological perspective, one
of the most intriguing findings of this study is that the numerical effects of various subleading terms

are often challenging to predict using simple power counting arguments based on the hierarchy of the
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couplings.

The primary application of this new development in the near future will be the systematic compu-
tation of QCD+EW corrections for processes of interest, as is gradually being observed in the current
LHC data analyses. However, there are a couple of limitations in the current implementation that
need to be addressed in the future. The most pressing issue is to enable particle level predictions by
matching the complete NLO calculations to PSMC simulations, including both QCD and QED, as
well as weak-boson parton showers. This would make the complete NLO results directly applicable
to low-level experimental data analysis, such as in correcting detector efficiencies. Secondly, given
the interesting challenges posed by tagged photons and leptons, exploring the fragmentation function
approach in the context of full QCD and EW corrections in MG5_AMC would be valuable. This ex-
ploration could start with theoretically motivated functions associated with photons and leptons to
be extracted from experimental data. Moreover, applications in BSM theories, either in UV-complete
models or effective field theories, require careful consideration of renormalization and the appropriate
choice of input parameter schemes. Finally, the automation of EW Sudakov logarithm resummation
up to NLL accuracy would be essential for the physics at the future colliders, such as a multi-TeV
muon collider or a 100 TeV pp collider.

In order to fully explore the physics potential of the LHC, we must look ahead. Firstly, the LHC
has proven to be a highly versatile machine. In addition to its role in precision tests of the SM and
searches for BSM physics via inclusive hard reactions, it hosts extensive heavy-ion programs aimed
at studying new phenomena, such as soft physics, small-x physics, and collective effects. A notable
example is photon-photon physics, which can lead to novel BSM and SM investigations in ultrape-
ripheral collisions at the LHC. Another area of my research focuses on the physics of quarkonium,
where quarkonium serves as an intriguing probe for studying largely unexplored aspects of the strong
interaction. Extending the capabilities of the MG5_aMC framework to encompass these cases will

form a part of my research in the coming years.
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