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A bstract

W ecom putetheO (�s)Q CD correctionsto charged triplevectorboson production

ata hadron collider,i.e.the processespp ! ZZW � + X and pp ! W � W � W � + X .

Interm ediateHiggsboson exchangee�ects,spin correlationsfrom leptonicvectorboson

decays,and o�-shellcontributionsarealltaken into account.Resultsareim plem ented

in a fully 
exible M onte Carlo program thatallowsforan easy custom ization ofkine-

m aticalcutsand variation ofthefactorization and renorm alization scales.W eanalyze

the dependence of the di�erentialcross sections under scale variations and present

distributionswheretheQ CD correctionsstrongly m odify the leading-orderresults.
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1 Introduction

W ith the advent ofdata from the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC),phenom eno-

logicalstudiesand interpretation ofthe data willrequire precise theoreticalpredictionsfor

both signaland background processes. The calculation ofhigher-orderterm s in the QCD

perturbation seriesthusbecom esan even m oreim portantissuethan atpresent.

Triplevectorboson production processesareofparticularinterestbecausethey aresen-

sitiveto quarticelectroweak couplingsand they area Standard M odelbackground form any

new-physicssearches,characterized by severalleptonsin the�nalstate.Recently,theQCD

corrections for pp ! W + W � Z + X ,ZZZ + X ,W + W � W + + X and ZZW + + X have

appeared in the literature [1{3]. W ith K -factors ranging from 1.5 to 2 at the LHC and

a strong phase-space dependence,they show a behavior which is sim ilar to that found in

di-boson production in hadronic collisions,where QCD correctionshave been known fora

long tim e[4{6].Thus,thesenext-to-leading order(NLO)calculationsneed to betaken into

accountforevery phenom enologicalstudy involvingtriplevectorboson production processes

atthe LHC.However,since vectorbosonsare identi�ed via theirleptonic decay products,

the calculationsshould include the leptonic decays. Furtherm ore,interm ediate Higgscon-

tributionsare notnegligible since they can enhance the crosssection signi�cantly and lead

to dram aticchangesin theshapesofdistributionsforcertain observables.

In thispaperwecom putethenext-to-leadingorderQCD correctionstothefourprocesses

pp! ZZW � + X ,ZZW + + X ,W + W � W + + X and W � W + W � + X ,with subsequentdecay

ofthe vectorbosonsinto �nal-state leptons. Allspin correlationsinvolved in vectorboson

decays,thee�ectsduetointerm ediateHiggsboson exchangeand o�-shellcontributionshave

been correctly taken into account.Two ofthefourprocesses,nam ely pp! ZZW � + X and

pp! W � W + W � + X havebeen com puted forthe�rsttim ehere.Theothertwo processes

have�rstbeen presented in Ref.[3],albeitwithoutleptonicdecaysand withoutHiggsboson

exchangecontributions.

The results ofour calculations have been im plem ented in a fully 
exible M onte Carlo

program ,producingtotaland di�erentialcrosssectionsatNLO aswellasLesHouchesevent

�lesattree level. In thispaper,we willalwaysreferto a pp collider,having LHC in m ind.

However,in the program VBFNLO,which willbe publicly available in the near future [7],

protonscan easily bereplaced by anti-protonswith a sim plechangein an input�le.

Ourpaperisorganized asfollows:in Sec.2,wediscusstheorganization ofthecalculation,

thedi�erentcontributionsto theleading order(LO)and NLO crosssection and wedescribe

thecheckswhich wehaveperform ed.In Sec.3,resultsarepresented forcharged tripleboson

production attheLHC.W ediscusstherenorm alization-and factorization-scaledependence

and furthershow som esam pledistributionswith strongly phase-spacedependentK -factors.

Finally,in Sec.4,wegiveourconclusions.
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2 C alculationaldetails

Thecalculation fortheprocessespresented in thispaperhasbeen perform ed in com plete

analogy to the calculation for W + W � Z + X ,with leptonic decays,described in Ref.[2].

In the following,the di�erent contributions to LO and NLO cross sections are discussed

in detail. Furtherm ore,the testswhich we have perform ed to check the consistency ofour

resultsaredescribed.

2.1 Tree-levelcontributions

W ehaveevaluated thefullsetofFeynm an diagram sforthedi�erent�nalstates

ZZW
+

pp! ‘
�
1 ‘

+
1 ‘

�
2 ‘

+
2 �‘3 ‘

+
3 + X ; (2.1)

ZZW
�

pp! ‘
�
1 ‘

+
1 ‘

�
2 ‘

+
2 ‘

�
3 ��‘3 + X ; (2.2)

W
+
W

�
W

+
pp! �‘1 ‘

+
1 ‘

�
2 ��‘2 �‘3 ‘

+
3 + X ; (2.3)

W
�
W

+
W

�
pp! ‘

�
1 ��‘1 �‘2 ‘

+
2 ‘

�
3 ��‘3 + X ; (2.4)

usingthehelicity am plitudem ethod described in Ref.[8].Allferm ion m asse�ectshavebeen

neglected. The indiceson the lepton pairsindicate thatdi�erentgenerationsare assum ed

for the decay products ofthe three vector bosons,i.e.interference term s due to identical

leptons in the �nalstate have been neglected. At LO,there are 209 diagram s for ZZW

production and 85 diagram sforW W W production.

a) ZW

W

Z

+ W
H

Z

Z

W

+ W

Z, γ

Z, γ

+ ...

b)

W

Z, γ

W

Z, γ

+ ... c)

Z, γ

Z, γ

W

+ ...

Figure1:A selection ofFeynm an diagram sfortree-levelZZW production.

Thetree-leveldiagram scan begrouped into threedistincttopologies:

a) The �rstone(see Fig.1a)containsalldiagram swhere thereisonly onevectorboson

attached to thequark line,decaying furtherinto 6 leptons.
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b) The second topology (see Fig.1b) com prises alldiagram s where exactly two vector

bosonsare attached to the quark line and then decay into two and fourleptons,re-

spectively.

c) The third one (see Fig.1c)consistsofalldiagram swhere allthe three vectorbosons

areattached to thequark line.

Thesetopologiesgiveriseto di�erentone-loop contributionsaswillbediscussed later.

ThepartsoftheFeynm an diagram sthatdescribethevectorbosonsdecayingintoleptons

can beseen ase�ectivepolarization vectors,com puted onlyonceand used fordi�erentquark


avor
ow.Forexam ple,forZZW + production,thetwo di�erentsubprocessesu �d ! 5‘+ �

and �sc! 5‘+ � (with an anti-quark,�s,having thesam em om entum astheup-quark in the

�rstcase,andidentical�dandcm om enta)sharethesam ee�ectivepolarizationvectors.These

e�ective polarization vectors are com puted num erically atthe beginning ofthe evaluation

ofthefullm atrix elem ents,ata given phasespacepoint,and reused whereverthey appear.

Thisreducesthe am ountoftim e spentin the calculation ofthe tree-levelm atrix elem ents

signi�cantly.

In the calculation ofleptonic tensors,specialcare has to be taken in the treatm ent of

�nite-width e�ectsin m assive vectorboson propagators. In ourcode,we use the m odi�ed

com plex-m ass schem e as im plem ented in MadGraph,that is we globally replace m 2
V
with

m 2
V
� im V �V ,whilekeeping a realvalueforsin

2�W [14].

W hen interm ediate Higgsboson exchange e�ectsareincluded,particularcare isneeded

in the generation ofthe phase space,since,forsm allHiggsboson m asses (100{300 GeV),

the Higgsboson width isvery narrow. A Breit-W ignerm apping isneeded forthe e�cient

generation ofthisresonance.In thecaseofW W W production therearetwodistinctW + W �

pairswhich can beproduced from Higgsboson decay whiletheHiggsresonanceappearsonly

oncein W W Z and ZZW production.ForW W W production we,therefore,havegenerated

the1! 3 boson phasespaceusing Dalitzplotvariableswhich allow forsim ultaneousBreit-

W ignerm appingsoftwodi�erentinvariantdi-boson m assesand thusthetwodi�erentHiggs

resonances.Thisprocedureisvery im portantforgood M onteCarlostatisticssincetheHiggs

boson contributionscan enhancetheLO W + W � W + + X production crosssection by up to

a factorof5 and theNLO W + W � W + + X production crosssection by alm osta factorof4

asshown in Table1.

2.2 R eal-em ission contributions

The totalNLO cross section is given by the sum ofthe realem ission contributions,the

virtualcontributionsand a collinearterm ,a �nite rem nantafterthe initial-state collinear

singularitiesare absorbed into the parton distribution functions(pdfs). The realem ission

and virtualcontributionsareseparately infrared divergentin D = 4 dim ensions.In orderto

dealwith thesedivergences,dim ensionalreduction (D = 4� 2�)hasbeen used and weapply

thedipolesubtraction schem ein theform alism proposed by Cataniand Seym our[9].Exact
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Higgsboson m ass[GeV] �LO [fb] �N LO [fb]

60 0:1133� 0:0002 0:2141� 0:0003

120 0:2256� 0:0002 0:3589� 0:0004

160 0:5964� 0:0010 0:8360� 0:0016

180 0:4553� 0:0007 0:6568� 0:0009

Table1: LO and NLO crosssectionsfortheprocesspp! �‘1 ‘
+
1 ‘

�
2 ��‘2 �‘3 ‘

+
3 + X attheLHC,

within the cutsofEq.(3.3),forscales�F = �R = 3m W and forfourdi�erentHiggsboson

m asses. The quoted uncertainties on the cross sections represent M onte Carlo statistical

errorsonly.

a)

Z, γ

Z, γ

W

+

W

γ,Z

W

Z, γ

+ ZW

W

Z

+ ...

b)

Z, γ

Z, γ

W

+

Z, γ

Z, γ

W

+ ...

Figure2:Sam pleofreal-em ission diagram sforZZW production.

expressions for the dipoles as wellas for the �nite collinear rem nants have already been

presented in Ref.[3]. The real-em ission m atrix elem ents can be divided into two di�erent

classes:

a) Diagram s where the em itted particle is a �nal-state gluon (see Fig. 2a,where the

crossesrepresentpossiblegluon-vertex insertions)

b) Diagram swhere the em itted particle isa �nal-state quark,and a gluon ispresentin

theinitialstate(seeFig.2b).Thesediagram scan beobtained by a sim plecrossing of

thediagram softhepreviousclass.Aswillbeshown in Sec.3,thesediagram sshow a

strongerscaledependenceandareresponsibleforlargeK -factorsinm anydistributions.

Thepre-calculation oftheleptonictensors,ase�ectivepolarization vectors,already applied

fortheLO m atrix elem ents,leadshereto an even largerincreasein theevaluation speed.
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2.3 V irtualcontributions

a)

b) + + +

c) + + + 5 others

Figure3:Thethreeone-loop topologiesappearing in thecalculation ofthevirtualcontribu-

tions.

One-loop correctionsto the tree-leveldiagram sofFig.1 can be organized according to

thethreetopologiesencountered attree-level:

a) One-loop correctionsto thediagram swith a singleweak boson attached to thequark

line,as in Fig.1a,give rise to sim ple vertex corrections,as illustrated in the corre-

spondingFig.3a.Thistypeofcorrectionsexactlyfactorizeson thecorrespondingBorn

am plitude.

b) Virtualcorrectionsto thediagram swith topology asin Fig.1b giveriseto thevirtual

diagram sillustrated in Fig.3b.Thesum ofthefourvirtualcontributionsalongaquark

linewillbecalled \boxlinecontribution" in thefollowing.

c) One-loop correctionsto thediagram swith topology asin Fig.1cgiveriseto them ost

com plicated topology,Fig.3c,whereself-energy,vertex,box and pentagon corrections

appear. The sum ofallthe virtualcontributions along a quark line willbe called

\pentlinecontribution" in thefollowing.

Sincethereareonlythreecolored partonsin thereal-em ission diagram s,allinfrared singular-

itiesappearing in thevirtualcontribution factorizeon theBorn am plitude.In conventional
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dim ensionalregularization thevirtualam plitudeisthen given by 1

M V = ~M V +
�s

4�
CF

�
4��2

s

� �

�(1+ �)

�

�
2

�2
�
3

�
� 8+

4�2

3

�

M B ; (2.5)

where M B is the Born am plitude,s the square ofthe partonic center-of-m ass energy and
~M V isthe�nitecontribution from thesum ofalltheone-loop diagram s.

The boxline and pentline contributions have essentially the sam e analytic expressions

found in thecalculation ofQCD NLO correctionsin vectorboson fusion processes,qq! V qq

and qq! V V qq,discussed in Refs.[10]and [11]respectively,apartfrom crossinga�nal-state

quark to theinitialstate,and perform ing then an analyticcontinuation.

Todealwiththe�niteboxlinecontribution,wehaveusedtheresultsobtainedbyaslightly

m odi�ed version ofthe boxline routine discussed in Ref.[10].Thisroutine im plem entsthe

Passarino-Veltm an tensorreduction [12]and leadsto quitestableresults.

Thepentlinereduction needsa m orestablereduction procedure.W ehaveim plem ented

them ethod proposed byDennerand Dittm aier[13].In addition,wehaveim plem ented anew

calculation ofthepentlinecontributionswhich reusesinterm ediateresultsfordi�erentvector

boson polarizations.W e have checked these resultswith the pentline routinescom puted in

Ref.[11],aftercrossing and analyticcontinuation.Thenew pentlinesubroutinesturn outto

be4.5tim esfasterandnum ericallym orestablethantheoldcode.Fornon-exceptionalphase-

space points,we found agreem ent forthe two di�erent codes at the 10� 8 level. However,

even with theincrease in speed,thispartofthecodeisstillquiteslow.Therefore,wehave

applied atrick,already used in Ref.[2],toreducethecontribution ofthepentagon diagram s:

we have splitthe e�ective polarization vector�
�

V
ofa vectorboson ofm om entum qV into a

term proportionalto them om entum itselfand a rem ainder~�
�

V

�
�

V
= xV q

�

V
+ ~�

�

V
: (2.6)

Thecontractionofthepentlinecontribution withthecom ponentalignedalongq
�

V
reducesthe

pentlineitselfto thedi�erenceofboxlinecontributions.Thereforeitispossibleto shiftpart

ofthe pentline contribution to thelesstim e-consum ing boxline contributionsand calculate

therem aining sm allerpentlinecontribution (theoneobtained with thecontraction with ~�
�

V
)

with less statistics,withoutchanging the overallM onte Carlo statisticalerrorofthe total

NLO result[11].In practicewehavechosen

~�V � (qZ1
+ qZ2

)= 0 ) xV =
�V � (qZ1

+ qZ2
)

qV � (qZ1
+ qZ2

)
(2.7)

forZZW production and

~�V � (qW 1
+ qW 2

+ qW 3
)= 0 ) xV =

�V � (qW 1
+ qW 2

+ qW 3
)

qV � (qW 1
+ qW 2

+ qW 3
)

(2.8)

fortheW W W case.

1 Usingdim ensionalreduction instead,oneneedstoreplace� 8M B by� 7M B ,butthisdi�erenceisexactly

com pensated by an analogousreplacem entin < I(�)> ,the integralofthe real-em ission counter-term .
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2.4 C hecks

Forallthetriplebosonproduction processes,wehaveperform ed num erouschecksonthe�nal

results.Allm atrixelem entsin theLO and in thereal-em ission calculation havebeen checked

individually againstMadGraph and agreeatthe10� 15 level.In addition,we have com pared

the LO cross sections against MadEvent [14]and HELAC [15]and �nd agreem ent within

the statisticalaccuracy ofthe M onte Carlo runs (0.5% for HELAC and 1% for MadEvent).

Furtherm ore,we have im plem ented W ard identity tests for the virtualcontributions and

checked the cancellation ofdivergencesin the realem ission againsttheircounter-term s,as

given by Cataniand Seym our[9].

Asa �naland very im portanttest,we have m ade a com parison with the already pub-

lished resultsfortheproduction ofon-shellgaugebosonswithoutleptonicdecaysofRef.[3].

Since the authorsofthispaperhave notincluded Higgsboson exchange and leptonic spin

correlationsin theircalculation,we have neglected these contribution too,i.e.we have ne-

glected theFeynm an graphswith Higgsboson exchangeand non-resonantcontributionsand

we have used the narrow-width approxim ation forvectorboson decay. In Tables2 and 3,

Scale program �LO [fb] �N LO [fb]

1=2� (3 m Z) VBFNLO 20:42� 0:03 43:02� 0:08

Ref.[3] 20:2� 0:1 43:0� 0:2

2m Z + m W VBFNLO 20:30� 0:03 39:87� 0:08

Ref.[3] 20:2� 0:1 40:4� 0:2

(3 m Z) VBFNLO 20:24� 0:03 39:86� 0:07

Ref.[3] 20:0� 0:1 39:7� 0:2

2� (3 m Z) VBFNLO 20:03� 0:03 37:39� 0:07

Ref.[3] 19:7� 0:1 37:8� 0:2

Table2: Com parison between ourresultsand theonesofRef.[3]forZZW + + X production.

Allparam etersand settingsaretaken from Ref.[3].

we show the com parison between the two sets ofresults,for di�erent factorization- and

renorm alization-scale choices,here taken to be equal. Our NLO results agree at the 1%

level,which issatisfactory,given thesam e levelofagreem entfortheLO crosssectionsand

thesizeoftheM onteCarlo errors.

3 R esults

The calculations described in the previous section have been im plem ented in a fully


exible parton-levelM onte Carlo program ,VBFNLO,which originally wasdeveloped forthe

prediction ofNLO QCD corrections to vector boson fusion processes. The various triple
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Scale program �LO [fb] �N LO [fb]

1=2� (3 m Z) VBFNLO 82:7� 0:1 152:5� 0:3

Ref.[3] 82:7� 0:5 153:2� 0:6

3m W VBFNLO 82:8� 0:1 145:2� 0:3

Ref.[3] 82:5� 0:5 146:2� 0:6

(3 m Z) VBFNLO 82:8� 0:1 143:8� 0:3

Ref.[3] 81:4� 0:5 144:5� 0:6

2� (3 m Z) VBFNLO 82:4� 0:1 136:8� 0:3

Ref.[3] 81:8� 0:5 139:1� 0:6

Table 3: Com parison between our results and the ones ofRef.[3]for W + W � W + + X

production.Allparam etersand settingsaretaken from Ref.[3].

vector boson production options willbe m ade publicly available soon [7]. The program

allowsforthecalculation ofcrosssectionsand distributionsin eitherpp,p�p or �p�p collisions

ofarbitrary centerofm assenergy.In thefollowing,wepresentresultson ZZW and W W W

production attheLHC,i.e.forpp collisionsat
p
s= 14 TeV.

Thedefaultelectroweak param etersused in allplotsare

m W = 80:419 GeV m Z = 91:188 GeV

G F = 1:16639� 10� 5 GeV � 2
m H = 120 GeV: (3.1)

Two other variables,�� 1 = 132:507 and sin2(�W ) = 0:22225,are calculated in the pro-

gram using LO electroweak relations.W ehaveused theCTEQ6M parton distribution with

�s(m Z)= 0:118atNLO and CTEQ6L1 fortheLO calculation [16].Allferm ionsaretreated

as m assless and we do not consider contributions involving bottom and top quarks. The

CKM m atrix is approxim ated by a unit m atrix throughout. The W -and Z-boson widths

have been calculated in theprogram via tree-levelform ulaswith oneloop QCD corrections

forthe hadronic widths. ForHiggsboson decays,approxim ate form ulasare used which in-

corporate running bottom -quark m asse�ects and o�-shelle�ects in Higgsdecays to weak

bosons.Form H = 120 GeV,theresulting widthsare

�W = 2:0994 GeV ; �Z = 2:5096 GeV ; �H = 0:004411 GeV : (3.2)

In ourcalculations,the fullleptonic �nalstate isavailable and hence we determ ine cross

sectionsforrealisticacceptancecutsontheleptons.ForW W W production,onlyacutonthe

transverse m om entum and the rapidity ofthe �nal-state charged leptonshasbeen applied.

ForZZW production we require,in addition,thatthe invariantm assofany com bination

oftwo charged leptons,m ‘‘,to be larger than 15 GeV,in order to avoid virtual-photon

singularitiesin 
� ! ‘+ ‘� atlow m ‘‘.Speci�cally,werequire

pT‘ > 10 GeV; jy‘j< 2:5; m ‘‘ > 15 GeV (only forZZW ): (3.3)
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ZZW-

Figure 4: Scale dependence ofthe LO and NLO cross section for 5 charged lepton �nal

stateswithin the cutsofEq.(3.3). Leftpanel:variation ofthe renorm alization and/orthe

factorization scale forZZW + + X production. Rightpanel: sam e asin the leftpanelbut

forZZW � + X production.

Allresults given below have been calculated forthree di�erentlepton fam iliesin the �nal

state,i.e.interferenceterm sdueto identicalparticleshavebeen neglected.Phenom enologi-

cally m oreinteresting arethecasesof�nalstateswith electronsand/orm uons.Considering

decaysofthethreevectorbosonsinto two generationsofleptonseach,theresultsforthree

distinctgenerationsneed to bem ultiplied by a com binatorialfactoroffour.Thistakesinto

accountthepresenceoftwo identicalvectorbosons(ZZ and W � W � ,respectively)and the

corresponding sym m etry factorof1=2 which would appearwhen considering on-shellweak

boson production.These factorsareincluded in all�gures.

In Figs.4 and 5, the factorization- (�F ) and renorm alization-scale (�R) dependence

ofthe LO and the totalNLO cross section is shown for allthe di�erent processes under

investigation.AtLO,thereisnorenorm alization-scaledependence,sincetriplevectorboson

production isa purely electroweak process.Therefore,thescalevariation isonly dueto the

variation ofthefactorization scalein theparton distribution functions.Thesm allvariation

at LO can thus be explained by the fact that the pdfs are determ ined in a Feynm an-x

range ofsm allfactorization scale dependence. At NLO,the dependence on the scales is

m ore com plicated. Since the factorization-scale dependence isquite sm all,the dependence

undervariation of� = �R = �F isalm ostcom pletely dom inated by thedependence on the

renorm alization scaleand showstheexpected �s(�)dependence,i.e.thebiggerthereference

scale,thesm allerthescaledependence.

Foram oredetailed analysis,thedi�erentcontributionstothetotalNLO crosssection are
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Figure 5: Scale dependence ofthe LO and NLO cross section for 3 charged lepton �nal

stateswithin the cutsofEq.(3.3). Leftpanel: variation ofthe renorm alization and/orthe

factorization scale forW + W � W + + X production. Rightpanel: sam e asin the leftpanel

butforW � W + W � + X production.

shown in Fig.6,fortheexam pleofZZW + + X production.A qualitatively sim ilarbehavior

isfound foralltriple vectorboson processesinvestigated here. In the leftpanelofFig.6,

the �nite partofthe virtualcontributions(the ~M V term in Eq.(2.5)),com bined with the

Born squared term s(including the LO contribution),show a rem arkably sm alldependence

under sim ultaneous variation ofthe renorm alization and the factorization scale. This can

be understood by a com parison with the factorization-scale induced LO variation given in

Fig.4.Undervariation of�F ,the virtualcontribution showsthe sam e behaviorasthe LO

crosssection,which m eansthatthecrosssection decreasesforsm allscales.Undervariation

of�R,on theotherhand,the�nitepartofthevirtualcontribution increasesforsm allscales,

due to theincrease in �s.These two opposing behaviorscancelto som e extentand lead to

theobserved curvein Fig.6.

Forthesubtracted real-em ission contributionsand the�nitecollinearrem nants,theana-

lysisofthescaledependence issom ewhatm oreinvolved,sincethe�nitecollinearrem nants

depend non-trivially both on thefactorization and on therenorm alization scale.M oreover,

thesecontributionsincludegluon-induced subprocesseslikeug ! ZZW + din addition tothe

quark-induced onessuch asu�d ! ZZW + g. In the rightpanelofFig.6,the real-em ission

contributions and the �nite collinear rem nants are therefore separately shown for each of

theseclassesofsubprocesses.

In the �nite collinear rem nants,the quark-and gluon-induced contributions show op-

posite behaviorundervariation ofthe scale. Dueto these cancellations,the resulting scale
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Figure6:Scaledependenceofthedi�erentcontributionsoftheNLO crosssection forpp!

ZZW + + X production attheLHC within thecutsofEq.(3.3).

dependenceand thesizeoftheiroverallcontribution isvery sm all.Thereal-em ission contri-

butionsarisingfrom thequark-induced subprocessesshow asim ilarscaledependenceand are

alm ostconstantforthescalesshown here.A com paratively largescalevariation isobserved

in the real-em ission term s ofthe gluon-induced contributions. These are also responsible

forthe large scale dependence ofthe overallreal-em ission term in the leftpanelofFig.6.

Thisisnotsurprising since gluon-initiated subprocessesopen up forthe�rsttim eatNLO,

and therefore,aLO-typescaledependenceisexpected.Gluon-induced subprocessesarealso

responsibleforalargefractionoftheK -factor.Forinstance,theK -factorforZZW + produc-

tion at�F = �R = 3m W is2.1,whereasthe K -factorwithoutgluon-initiated subprocesses

only am ountsto 1.5.

In ouranalysis,we have also checked otherscale choices,such asthe invariant3-vector

boson m assorthe m inim alE T ofthe three vectorbosons. W e could not�nd an im proved

scale dependence,however,either in the cross section or in the distributions. This again

can be understood since the dom inating scale dependence com es from the gluon-induced

subprocesses,which haveto beconsidered asLO processes.

For allprocesses studied,we have found a strong phase-space dependence ofthe size

ofNLO corrections. Thus, di�erentialK -factors, de�ned as the ratio ofNLO over LO

di�erentialdistributions,

K (x)=
d�N LO =dx

d�LO =dx
; (3.4)

can show a considerable variation. In the left panelofFig.7,for instance,the invariant

ZZ m assdistribution in ZZW + + X production isshown fora Higgsboson m assofm H =
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Figure7:Di�erentialcrosssection fortheZZ invariantm assin ZZW + + X production at

theLHC.TheHiggsboson m assused in theplotism H = 170 GeV while�F = �R = 3m W .

Theratio ofthetwo distributions,de�ning thedi�erentialK -factorasgiven in Eq.(3.4),is

shown in theright-hand panel.

170 GeV.HeretheHiggsboson contribution givesriseto thenarrow peak ataboutm Z Z =

170 GeV.At tree level,the only Feynm an graph with a Higgs boson exchange is the one

depicted in Fig.1a,wheretheHiggsboson decaysinto two Z bosons.Thisgraph dom inates

nearM Z Z = m H . In the rightpanel,we have plotted the di�erentialK -factor. Since the

QCD corrections to the Higgs boson-contribution itselfincrease the cross section only by

about30% [17],there is a pronounced dip in the di�erentialK -factorataboutthe Higgs

boson m ass.

In Figs.8 and 9,wegivetwo m oreexam plesofthephase-spacedependence oftheNLO

corrections for W + W � W + + X production at m H = 120 GeV.In Fig.8,the transverse-

m om entum distribution and theK -factorofthehighest-pT charged lepton areshown while

Fig.9 showsthe sam e forthe charged lepton oflowest-pT.Variation ofthe K -factorup to

70% isobserved forthehighest-pT lepton while forthelowest-pT lepton we have variations

up to30% when considering \inclusive" eventsam ples.ThispT-dependenceoftheK -factors

can be traced to the kinem aticsofthe real-em ission contributions. The rise ism ostly due

to eventswith high pT jetswhich arerecoiling againsttheleptons.Im posing a veto on jets

with pT > 50 GeV leadsto a fairly 
atK -factorwhich,in addition,iscloseto unity forthe

lepton pT distributions(curveslabeled \with jetveto" in Figs.8 and 9).Sim ilare�ectshad

previously been observed forvectorboson pairproduction attheLHC [5].

13



0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0.02

0 40 80 120 160 200

d 
σ/

 d
p T

le
p,

 m
ax

 [f
b/

G
eV

]

pTlep, max
 [GeV]

NLO

LO

µR = µF = 3 mW

W+W-W+

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

40 80 120 160 200

K
-f

ac
to

r

pTlep, max
 [GeV]

µR = µF = 3 mW

W+W-W+

with jet veto

inclusive
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asde�ned in Eq.(3.4),areshown forinclusiveeventswithoutjetcutsand also fora veto on
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4 C onclusions

Thesim ulation oftriplevectorboson production attheLHC isim portantfortworeasons.

Theseprocessesarea Standard M odelbackground fornew-physicssearcheswhich arechar-

acterized by m ulti-lepton �nalstates,and secondly they aresensitiveto quarticelectroweak

couplings. In thispaper,we have presented �rstresultsforthe fullNLO di�erentialcross

sections forW W W and ZZW production,with allspin correlations from leptonic vector

boson decays,interm ediate Higgs boson-exchange e�ects and o�-shellcontributions taken

into account.Resultsarecollected in a fully 
exibleM onteCarlo program ,VBFNLO [7].

W hen varying thefactorization and therenorm alization scale� = �F = �R up and down

by a factorof2 around the reference scale � = 3m W ,we have found a scale dependence

ofabout 5% for the LO cross section and ofsom ewhat less than 10% for the NLO cross

section,for W W W production. For the ZZW case,the LO scale dependence is around

1% ,whereasthedependence oftheNLO crosssection isaround 13% .These variationsare

in the expected range for the NLO scale dependence,while the LO variations have to be

considered anom alouslysm all,duetotheabsenceofinitial-stategluon-induced subprocesses.

The large K -factors(oforder2 and even largerin som e phase-space regions)dem onstrate

theim portanceofincluding theNLO QCD correctionson top oftheLO predictions.

Thedi�erentialK -factorsforseveraldistributionsforboth oftheseprocessesarehighly

dependenton theHiggsboson m ass.In generalweobservethatthelargerthecontributions
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asde�ned in Eq.(3.4),areshown forinclusiveeventswithoutjetcutsand also fora veto on
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from the Higgsboson are,the sm alleristhe K -factor. In the case ofthe W + W � W + + X

production,with �F = �R = 3m W ,forexam ple,theK -factordecreasesfrom 1.6 fora Higgs

boson m assof120 GeV to 1.4 fora Higgsboson m assof150 GeV.Atthesam etim etheLO

crosssection increasesby m ore than a factorof2. Therefore,in allsim ulations,the Higgs

boson contribution has to be taken into account in order to obtain a valid prediction for

the crosssections and the K -factors. Besides these large K -factors,we have also found a

strong phase-spacedependence ofthesizeoftheNLO correctionswhich showsthata m ere

m ultiplication ofdistributionsby an overallK -factorisnotsu�cient.
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