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In this equation ΦB and ΦR denote the phase space for the Born cross section and real correction
R(ΦR ), respectively. The size of the O(αs ) factor scales with the NLO K-factor. For all the final
states we studied so far we checked the ratios of the LHE and NLO predictions and found agreement
within at most several per cent. We show two representative comparisons in Fig. 1, where we show
the first application of the POWHEG method to the process pp → tt̄ → e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X. The
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The t-quark plays a special role in the physics programs of modern colliders such as the TeVatron or LHC. Many aspects of this special status were discussed extensively in the literature. Here
we mention only two interesting, yet unexplained facts that could be accidental or hints of some
deeper underlying physics. One is that the t-quark is the heaviest one among the known fundamental fermions with Yukawa coupling yt = 1 within statistical uncertainty of the measurements [1].
The other is that the geometric mean of the mass of the t-quark and that of the Z-boson is equal
to the mass of the recently discovered boson at the LHC [2, 3] within statistical uncertainty of the
measurements. While these interesting observations wait for explanations, it appears clear that the
t-quark plays an essential role in Higgs and beyond Standard Model physics.
Presently, there is a wealth of measurements ongoing at the LHC experiments targeting important characteristics related to the t-quark (such as production cross section, mass, width, t-t̄ mass
difference, charge, charge asymmetry, anomalous couplings etc.). In the future the coupling of the
t-quark to Standard Model (SM) bosons will be measured, as well as it will be used as a discovery
tool for possible new physics beyond the SM. All these measurements will require precision predictions for t t̄ + hard X final states, where X denotes a SM boson, or more complex hard object, such
as a b b̄-pair, or 2 jets. In our project [4] we set the goal of providing a framework for generating
events according to the Les Houches accord (LHE’s) [5] for such final states. The advantage of the
LHE’s is that those can be used in a shower Monte Carlo (SMC) program to generate events at the
hadron level which give distributions formally correct at the next-to-leading order (NLO) accuracy
in perturbation theory.
In order to construct a generic interface between SMC’s and cross sections at the NLO accuracy, we have chosen to combine the HELAC-NLO [6] (for NLO computations) and POWHEG (for
the matching of NLO with parton shower) [7, 8] approaches as implemented in the HELAC-NLO
[9] and POWHEG-BOX [10] codes, respectively. There are already several applications of this combined framework PowHel to the processes pp → t t̄ + jet [11], pp → t t̄ + H [12], pp → t t̄ + Z
[13, 14] and pp → t t̄ +W ± [15].
There are some advantages of such an approach as compared to making predictions at the
NLO accuracy. As we generate events at the hadron level, the predictions are clearly closer to what
is measured in experiments, and a realistic experimental analysis becomes feasible. The t-quarks
decay almost immediately, only their decay products are detected. Also the parton shower can have
a significant effect, especially in Sudakov-regions. For the user event generation with PowHel is
faster than running an NLO code, but we also deliver the events on request.
There is also an important advantage of the POWHEG method used for the NLO + PS matching. One can prove that the formal accuracy of a differential distribution for an observable O
obtained from the LHE’s is
Z
h
i
dσLHE dσNLO
=
+ O(αs ) dΦR R(ΦR ) δ (O(ΦR ) − O) − δ (O(ΦB ) − O) .
(1)
dO
dO
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Figure 1: Distributions of a) transverse momentum of the b-quark, b) rapidity of the b-quark, c) transverse
momentum of the muon, d) ∆R-separation of the positron and the muon in pp → tt̄ → e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X.
The insets below each plot show the predictions NLO/PowHel with error bars representing the statistical
uncertainty of the LHE’s.

predictions at the NLO accuracy are taken from Ref. [16], while the LHE’s were generated by
PowHel using the same set of parameters. The computation uses complex masses, thus allowing
for including spin-correlations and the complete off-shell effects at NLO accuracy.
Once the agreement between the predictions from the LHE’s and at NLO is established, one
can use the LHE’s for studying the effect of the parton shower (PS) as well as that of the full
SMC. For this purpose we use the last version of the SMC programs, PYTHIA 6.426 [17] and
HERWIG 6.520 [18]. In order to study the effect of the PS, one can use the SMC’s for letting the
heavy particles decay and then switch on or off the PS. Similarly, in order to study the effect of
hadronization one can use the SMC for the decays and PS and then switching on or off hadronization. We can select hadronic or leptonic decays of the t-quarks. In the former case the hadrons
are combined into jets. For jet reconstruction we use the anti-k⊥ algorithm [19] as implemented in
FastJet [20].
For demonstrating the listed options, we choose the process pp → tt̄ → e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X
and for observable the ∆R-separation of the positron-muon pair (∆Re+ µ − ). For this process at
vanishing transverse momentum of the b-quarks or vanishing invariant mass of the b b̄-pair the
Born cross section becomes singular (our b-quarks are massless). While this can never happen
3
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in a LO computation due to the selection cuts, it is a problem in the POWHEG method because
the selection cuts can only be applied after event generation. The traditional way of treating this
problem is the introduction of a generation cut [21]. We use p⊥, b ≥ 2 GeV for both the anti-b and
b-quark and a cut mb b̄ ≥ 1 GeV. With these cuts the LO cross section becomes finite.
Taking into account that physical cuts should always be well above the technical ones, we
consider the following set of physical cuts:
1. Each jet is required to have transverse momentum p⊥, j > 20 GeV and pseudorapidity |η j | <
5, otherwise it is not counted among the jets.

3. We require at least one b-jet and one b̄-jet.

4. Each charged lepton is required to have p⊥, ` > 20 GeV and |η` | < 2.5, otherwise it is not
counted among the leptons.
5. We require at least one charged lepton and one charged anti-lepton, that are isolated from all
jets by requiring ∆R(`, j) > 0.4 (1.2) in the azimuthal angle–pseudorapidity plane. If there
are more leptons that pass cut 4, those are kept without isolation from the jets.
6. We require a minimum missing transverse momentum /p⊥ > 30 GeV.
These cuts present some modifications with respect to those in Ref. [16] providing predictions at
the NLO accuracy.
In Fig. 2 we show four different plots for the chosen observable. For making these predictions
we used the value mt = 173.2 GeV for the t-quark mass [22]. Correspondingly, we use ΓNLO
=
t
1.32 GeV. While the b-quark masses were set zero in generating the hard-scattering amplitudes,
these were kept to their default values implemented in PYTHIA in the SMC evolution to B-hadrons.
Quark masses in HERWIG were set to the same values as in PYTHIA default. In the configuration of
the SMC, for all other mass and width parameters, including light quark masses, we used the default
values already implemented. We use the CTEQ6.6m parton distribution functions from LHAPDF
with Λ5 = 226 MeV and strong coupling αs computed with 2-loop running. The renormalisation
and factorisation scales were set equal to mt .
First, in Fig. 2.a we compare the predictions obtained from the LHE’s with two different ways
of generation: the dotted line is obtained from on-shell t t̄ -events with decays of the t-quarks
performed by PYTHIA, while the solid line is obtained from the LHE’s of the process pp → tt̄ →
e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X with full information of spin-correlations and off-shell effects at NLO accuracy.
We find significant, up to 20 %, effect due mainly to the spin-correlations below ∆Re+ µ − < 2π (the
off-shell effects are small [23]).
Second, in Fig. 2.b we compare the predictions obtained from the LHE’s (dotted line) and after
full SMC with PYTHIA (solid line) for the process pp → tt̄ → e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X. We find that the
effect of the PS (mainly) and of the hadronization (to less extent, but not shown separately here) is
an almost uniform 30 % decrease of the cross section. Thus the SMC has a significant effect that
should be taken into account in comparisons with data.
Third, in Fig. 2.c we compare the predictions after full SMC with two different ways of generation: the dotted line is obtained from on-shell t t̄ -events, while the solid line is obtained from the
4
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2. Each of the jets satisfying the 1st condition, to be classified as a b- or b̄-jet, is required to
have |ηb | < 3, due to the geometry of the tracking system.
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Figure 2: Distributions of ∆R-separation of the positron and the muon. For a detailed explanation see the
text. The insets below each plot show the ratio of the predictions.

process pp → tt̄ → e+ νe µ − ν̄µ bb̄ + X. We see that the effect of the spin-correlations and off-shell
effects seen at the LHE’s is only slightly changed by the SMC.
Finally, in Fig. 2.d we study the effect of various SMC programs: the untuned version of
PYTHIA (denoted by PY1, the solid line), providing a virtuality ordered PS, and a version tuned
to the Perugia 2011 set of values [24], one of the most recent tunes, providing a p⊥ -ordered PS,
updated on the basis of recent LHC data (denoted by PY2, the dotted line). The dashed line was
obtained by using HERWIG-6.520 (denoted by HW). While the two PYTHIA-versions give very
similar predictions, HERWIG gives smaller cross sections by up to 15 % at small separations.
With Fig. 2 we only intended to present the many options one can study with the events generated by PowHel. More detailed analysis for this process is in preparation. We made similar studies
for other processes involving the hadroproduction of a t t̄ -pair in association with some hard SM
boson. In general we found that the effect of the PS is often significant and has to be taken into
account when comparison to data is performed.
We expect that our LHE’s available at our web page [25] constitute a useful starting point for
performing an analysis for final states involving a t t̄ -pair at hadron colliders. For generating events
with other values of the (physical and non-physical) parameters the PowHel code, also available
on the web page, can be downloaded, or we can provide the events on request.
5

PoS(LL2012)057

[fb/GeV]

Ratio

dσ
d∆R(e+ ,µ− )

[fb/GeV]

t t̄ + hard X hadroproduction with PowHel

t t̄ + hard X hadroproduction with PowHel

Zoltán Trócsányi

References
[1] J. Beringer et al. [Particle Data Group Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 86, 010001 (2012).
[2] G. Aad et al. [ATLAS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 716, 1 (2012) [arXiv:1207.7214 [hep-ex]].
[3] S. Chatrchyan et al. [CMS Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 716, 30 (2012) [arXiv:1207.7235 [hep-ex]].
[4] M. V. Garzelli, A. Kardos and Z. Trocsanyi, PoS (EPS-HEP2011), 282 (2011) [arXiv:1111.1446
[hep-ph]].
[5] J. Alwall et al., Comput. Phys. Commun. 176, 300 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0609017].

[7] P. Nason, JHEP 0411, 040 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ph/0409146].
[8] S. Frixione, P. Nason and C. Oleari, JHEP 0711, 070 (2007) [arXiv:0709.2092].
[9] G. Bevilacqua et al., arXiv:1110.1499.
[10] S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari and E. Re, JHEP 1006, 043 (2010) [arXiv:1002.2581].
[11] A. Kardos, C.G. Papadopoulos and Z. Trocsanyi, Phys. Lett. B 705, 76 (2011) [arXiv:1101.2672].
[12] M. V. Garzelli, A. Kardos, C. G. Papadopoulos and Z. Trocsanyi, Europhys. Lett. 96, 11001 (2011)
[arXiv:1108.0387].
[13] A. Kardos, Z. Trocsanyi and C. Papadopoulos, Phys. Rev. D 85, 054015 (2012) [arXiv:1111.0610
[hep-ph]].
[14] M. V. Garzelli, A. Kardos, C. G. Papadopoulos and Z. Trocsanyi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 074022 (2012)
[arXiv:1111.1444 [hep-ph]].
[15] M. V. Garzelli, A. Kardos, C. G. Papadopoulos and Z. Trocsanyi, arXiv:1208.2665 [hep-ph].
[16] G. Bevilacqua, M. Czakon, A. van Hameren, C. G. Papadopoulos and M. Worek, JHEP 1102, 083
(2011) [arXiv:1012.4230 [hep-ph]].
[17] T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna and P. Z. Skands, JHEP 0605, 026 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0603175].
[18] G. Corcella et al., arXiv:hep-ph/0210213.
[19] M. Cacciari, G. P. Salam and G. Soyez, JHEP 0804, 063 (2008) [arXiv:0802.1189 [hep-ph]].
[20] M. Cacciari, G. P. Salam and G. Soyez, Eur. Phys. J. C 72, 1896 (2012) [arXiv:1111.6097 [hep-ph]].
[21] S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari and E. Re, JHEP 1101, 095 (2011) [arXiv:1009.5594 [hep-ph]].
[22] Tevatron Electroweak Working Group and CDF and D0 Collaborations, arXiv:1107.5255 [hep-ex].
[23] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, S. Kallweit and S. Pozzorini, arXiv:1208.4053 [hep-ph].
[24] P. Z. Skands, Phys. Rev. D 82, 074018 (2010) [arXiv:1005.3457 [hep-ph]].
[25] http://www.grid.kfki.hu/twiki/bin/view/DbTheory/WebHome

6

PoS(LL2012)057

[6] G. Bevilacqua et al.. Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 205-206, 211 (2010) [arXiv:1007.4918].

