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Abstract

The consequences of application of new set of criteria,@seg in our previous works, for
the improvement of a jet energy calibration accuracy withphocessp — v + jet + X" at
Tevatron and for a reduction of background events coniohudre studied. The efficiencies of
the used selection criteria are estimated. The distribstaf these events ovét” andr’* are
presented. The features ofy %4 jet” events in the central calorimeter region of the DO detector
(In| <0.7) are investigated.

It is also shown that the samples ofy 4 jet” events, selected with the cuts used for the
jet energy calibration, may have the statistics sufficiemtdetermining the gluon distribution
function of a proton in the region @f x 10~3 <2 < 1.0 and the values of)? by one order higher
than that reached in the experiments at HERA.

Monte Carlo events produced by the PYTHIA 5.7 generator aeel fior this aim.
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1. INTRODUCTION.

Setting an absolute energy scale for a jet, detected mowgtlyalronic and electromagnetic
calorimeters (HCAL and ECAL), is an important task for amgyor pp collider experiment (see
e.g. [1-8)).

The main goal of this work is to find out the selection critdoa“pp — ~+ + jet + X”
events (we shall use in what follows the abbreviation + jet” for them) that would lead to
the most precise determination of the transverse momenfunjat (i.e. 2°“") via assigning a
photon ;" to a signal produced by a jet. Our study is based on the- %et” events generated
by using PYTHIA 5.7 [[9]. Their analysis was done on the “paetilevel” (in the terminology
of [1]), i.e. without inclusion of detector effects. The anation provided by this generator
is analyzed to track starting from the parton level (whenggmaphoton balance is supposed to
take place in a case of initial state radiation absence)aastiple sources that may lead to the
P, — P/¢ disbalance in a final state. We use here the methods appli#@}H[18] (see also
[20]) and [Z21], [22] for analogous task at LHC energy. Theresponding cuts on physical
variables, introduced il [10]=[17], are applied here. Tlefficiency is estimated at the particle
level of simulation at Tevatron energy with account of DOsdédr geometry.

We consider here the case of the Tevatron Run Il luminasity 1032 em=2s71. It will
be shown below that its value is quite sufficient for selagtime event samples of large enough
volume for application strict cuts as well as of new physi@iables introduced in10]E[17].

Section 2 is a short introduction into the physics connevtid the discussed problem.
General features of v+ jet” processes are presented here. We review the possibleesonirc
the P,” and P,’* disbalance and the ways of selecting those events wherdigialance has a
minimal value on the particle level.

In Section 3.1 we give the definitions are given for the trense momenta of different
physical objects that we suppose to be important for stugihe physics connected with a jet
calibration procedure. Values of these transverse monesiéa into theP,-balance equation that
reflects the totaP, conservation law for thgp-collision event as a whole.

Section 3.2 describes the criteria we have chosen to select fet” events for the jet
energy calibration procedure. The “cluster” (or mini—jstjppression criterionH %) which
was formulated in an evident form in our previous publicasigI0]-[18] is used her& (Its
important role for selection of events with a good balanc®,dfand P,’** will be illustrated in
Sections 5-8.§ These clusters have a physical meaning of a part of anotieexigerimentally
measurable quantity, introduced [nJ10]18] for the fiigt¢, namely, the sum dP; of those
particles that areutof the “y + jet” system (denoted aB,**") and aredetectabldn the whole
pseudorapidity; region covered by the detectér The vector and scalar forms of the tofal
balance equation, used for the—event as a whole, are given in Sections 3.1 and 3.3 resplgctive

Another new thing is a use of a new physical object, propotsedia [10]-[18] and named
an “isolated jet”. This jet is contained in the cone of raditis- 0.7 in then — ¢ space and does
not have any noticeablB, activity in some ring around. The width of this ring is takenbe of
AR = 0.3 (or approximately of the width of 3 calorimeter towers). ther words, we will select
a class of events having a totgl activity inside the ring around this “isolated jet” with#n— 5%

We use here, as in[IL3]=[118], for most application the PY Thltkefault jetfinder LUCELL as well as UA1 taken
from the CMS program of fast simulation CMSJET][24] for defipjets in an event.

2The analogous third jet cut threshold$. (varying from 20 to 8GeV’) for improving a single jet energy resolu-
tion in di-jet events were used in29].

3n| < 4.2 for DO



of jet P,. It will be shown in Sections 6, 7 and Appendix 2 that the nundi@vents with such a
clean topological structure would not be small at Tevatmergy andZ = 1032 cm 2571,

Section 4 is devoted to the estimation of a size of a non-titkrneutrino contribution to
a jet. The correlation of the upper cut value, imposed dits* 4, with the mean value o, of
neutrinos belonging to the jét is considered. The detailed results of this section arespted
in the tables of Appendix 1. They also include the ratios @f ¢gfuonic eventgg — ¢ + v
containing the information about the gluon distributioside a proton. In the same tables the
expected number of events (&t,, = 300 pb—!) having charm ¢) and beauty) quarks in the
initial state of the gluonic subprocess are also given.

Since the jet energy calibration is rather a practical trmacademic task, in all the follow-
ing sections we present the rates obtained with the cutsngafyom strict to weak because their
choice would be a matter of step-by-step statistics catiacturing the data taking.

Section 5 includes the results of studying the dependentteohitial state radiation (ISR)
P;-spectrum on the cut imposed on the clustr¢P, %) and on the angle between the trans-
verse momenta vectors of a jet and a photon. We also preserdattds for four different types of
“~ + jet” events, in which jet fits completely in one definite regiortlud calorimeter: in Central
Calorimeter (CC) withn| < 0.7 or in Intercryostat Calorimeter (IC) with7 < |n| < 1.8 orin End
Calorimeter (EC) with .8 < |n| < 2.5 or, finally, in Forward Calorimeter (FC) with5 < |n| < 4.2.

In Section 6 our analysis is concentrated on thet*1 jet” events having a jet entirely
contained within the central calorimeter region. The deljgeice of spectra of different physical
variables® (and among them those appearing in fidalance equation of event as a whole) on
P2l is shown there.

The dependence of the number of events ffgs = 300 pb~') on P&k as well as the
dependence on it of the fractionaP,” — P,”*)/P,” dishalance is studied in Section 7. The
details of this study are presented in the tables of Appehtivat together with the corresponding
Figs. 10-12 can serve to justify the variables and cutsdiuired in Section 3.

In Section 8 we present an estimation of the efficiency of hemknd suppression (that was
one of the main guidelines to establish the selection rutepgsed in Section 3) for different
numerical values of cuts.

The importance of the simultaneous use of the above-mesttioew parameters,&es.
and %% and also of the “isolated jet” criterion for background stggsion (as well as for
improving the value of thé,” and P,”*" balance) is demonstrated in Tables 8—11 of Section 8 as
well as in the tables of Appendix 3 for variol%’ intervals.

The tables of Appendix 3 include a fractional disbalanceies(P,” — P,”*")/P,” that are
found with an additional (as compared with tables of Apperi@jiaccount of the?,”** cut. They
contain the final anfirst mainresult (as they include the background contribution) ofsiudy of
setting an absolute scale of a jet energy at the particlé deefmmed by generation with PYTHIA.

Section 9 contains theecond mairresult of our study of 4 + jet” events at Tevatron
energy. Here we investigate a possibility of using the saamepde of the topologically clean
“~v + jet” events, obtained with the described cuts, for determiniregggluon distribution in a
proton (as it was done earlier for LHC energy [inl[18],][20]h€eTkinematic plot presented here
shows what a region of and@? variables can be covered at Tevatron energies with a suificie
number of events for this aim. The comparison with the kinnagions covered by other

4see (7) for definition
Smostly those that have a strong influence on fhé& — P,’“' balance in an event.



experiments where parton distributions were studied © sti®wn in the same plot (see Fig. 17).

About the Summary. We tried to write it in a way allowing a dwded reader, who is
interested in result rather than in method, to pass dir¢gatityafter this sentence.

Since the results presented here were obtained with the BPX Sirhulation, we are plan-
ning to carry out analogous estimations with another evenetator like HERWIG, for example,
in subsequent papers.

2. GENERALITIES OF THE “ v + jet” PROCESS.

Useful variables are introduced here for studying theieef§ on the initial and final state radiation
basing on the simulation in the framework of PYTHIA. Othé&at$ of non-perturbative nature like pri-
mordial partonk , effect, parton-to-jet hadronization that may lead & — P,’¢! disbalance within the
physical models used in PYTHIA are also discussed.

2.1 Leading order picture.

The idea of absolute jet energy scale setting calibratigmheans of the physical process“—

v+ jet+ X" was realized many times in different experiments (see [&r8 references therein).
It is based on the parton picture where two parta@gsof ¢g), supposed to be moving in differ-
ent colliding nucleons with zero transverse momenta (wepect to the beam line), produce a
photon called the “direct photon”. This process is descrimg the leading order (LO) Feynman
diagrams shown in Fig. 4for the “Compton-like” subprocess

q9 = q -+ (1a)
and for the “annihilation” subprocess

qq — g+ 7. (10)

As the initial partons were supposed to have zero transweoseenta ; of the “y+parton”
system produced in the final state should be also equal tpizerone can write the following,
balance equation for photon and final parton

Pt’y+part — Ptﬂf + Ptpart = 0. (2)

One could expect that the transverse momentum of the jetipeatby the final state partoq @r

g) with P,»*"" = —P.” will be close in magnitude with a reasonable precision totthesverse
momentum of the final state photon, i.®,* ~ —P.?. Thus, in principle, having a well-
calibrated photon energy scale one can determine a jetyeseate. That is the a main idea of the
procedure. But a more detailed analysis leads to some é&satgreded to be taken into account
and to a photon—je®; balance equation in a more complex form.

(b)

Fig. 1: Some of the leading order Feynman diagrams for dpecton production.

Sfor the explanation of the numeration of lines see Secti@n 2.



2.2 Initial state radiation.

Since we believe in the perturbation theory, the leadingo(dO) picture described above is
expected to be dominant and determine the main contribtidme cross section. The Next-to-
Leading Order (NLO) approximation (see some of the NLO diatg in Figs. 2 and 4) introduces
some deviations from a rather straightforward LO-motiddtiea of a jet energy calibration. A
gluon radiated in the initial state (ISR), as it is seen froig. 2, can have its own non-zero
transverse momentu?'“" = P,'5% -£ 0. Apart of a problem of appearance of extra jets (or
mini-jets and clusters), that will be discussed in whatda#, it leads to the non-zero transverse
momenta of partons that appear in the initial state of furetaai2 — 2 QCD subprocesses (1a)
and (1b). As a result of the transverse momentum consentitése arises a disbalance between
the transverse momenta of a phot@f and of a partor?,”*"* produced in the fundamental— 2
process + 6 — 7 + 8 shown in Fig. 2 (and in Fig. 3) and thus, finally, the disbaéahetween
P," and P, of a jet produced by this parton.

Fig. 2: Some of Feynman diagrams of direct photon produdticiuding gluon radiation in the initial state.

Following [13]-[17] and[[25] we choose the modulus of theteesum of the transverse
momentum vector®,® andP.® of the incoming inte2 — 2 fundamental QCD subprocesses
546 — 7+ 8 partons (lines 5 and 6 in Fig. 2) and the sum of their modulusvagjuantitative
measures

Pt5+6 — |Pt5 —|— Pte‘, Pt56 - |Pt5‘ —|— ‘Pt6| (3)
to estimate the”, disbalance caused by ISRThe modulus of the vector sum
Pt'y-i-jet _ |Pt-y + Ptjet‘ (4)

was also used as an estimator of the final skatdisbalance in the ¥+ jet” system in [IB]-[17].

The numerical notations in the Feynman diagrams (showngs.Hi and 2) and in formula
(3) are chosen to be in correspondence with those used irYthid A event listing for description
of the parton—parton subprocess displayed schematicafligi 3. The “ISR” block describes the
initial state radiation process that can take place befedundamental hargl — 2 process.

3 5 7
—_— b —
ISR 2 —> 2
4 S 2
e — ' —

gy,

Fig. 3: PYTHIA “diagram” of 2 — 2 process (5+6>7+8) following the block (3+4+5+6) of initial state radiation
(ISR), drawn here to illustrate the PYTHIA event listinganfation.

"The variableP,’ "¢ was used in analysis i [ILOJ=[13].



2.3 Final state radiation.

Let us consider fundamental subprocesses in which therm iisitnal state radiation but instead
final state radiation (FSR) takes place. These subprocessetescribed in the quantum field
theory by the NLO diagrams like those shown in Hif. 4. It isaclthat appearance of an extra
gluon leg in the final state may lead to appearance of additjets (or clusters) in an event as it
happens in the case of ISR described above. So, to supprRgefadifesting itself as some extra
jets or clusters) the same tools as for reducing ISR shoultsed. But due to the string model of
fragmentation used in PYTHIA it is much more difficult to degubasing on the PYTHIA event
listing information the variables (analogous to (3) and (4)describe the disbalance between
P, of a jet parent parton ang,”. That is why, keeping in mind a close analogy of the physical
pictures of ISR and FSR (see Fifk. 2 &hd 4), we shall condentréhe following sections on the
initial state radiation supposing it to serve in some sess& @uantum field theory perturbative
model of the final state radiation mechanism.

Fig. 4: Some of Feynman diagrams of direct photon produdtioluding gluon radiation in the final state.

2.4 Primordial parton k; effect.

Now after considering the disbalance sources connectddtiét perturbative corrections to the
leading order diagrams let us mention the physical effects mon-perturbative nature. A pos-
sible non-zero value of the intrinsic transverse partonaig} inside a colliding proton may be
another source of the,” and P**"* disbalance in the final state. Nowadays this effect can be
described mainly in the phenomenological way. Its reasienaddue is supposed to lead to the
valuek;, < 1.0 GeV/c. Sometimes in the literature a total effect of ISR and of thignsic parton
transverse momentum is denoted by a common synipolMere we follow the approach and the
phenomenological model used in PYTHIA where these two ssuof theP,” and /¢ disbal-
ance, having different nature, perturbative and non-pleative, can be switched on separately by
different keys’. In what follows we shall keep the value bfmainly to be fixed by the PYTHIA
default value(k;) = 0.44 GeV/c. The dependence of the disbalance betwBénand P’ on
possible variation of; was discussed in detail ih’J[7,119]. The general conclusiomfthere is
that any variation of:;; within reasonable boundaries (as well as slightly beyoedhdoes not
produce a large effect in the case when the initial statetiddi is switched on. The latter makes
a dominant contribution.

2.5 Parton-to-jet hadronization.

Another non-perturbative effect that leads to thé — P,’* disbalance is connected with hadroniza-
tion (or fragmentation into hadrons) of the parton produodatie fundamental — 2 subprocess
into a jet. The hadronization of a parton into a jet is desatilm PYTHIA within the Lund string
fragmentation model. The mean values of the fractigial” — P,>* ') / p,*"**" disbalance is
presented in the tables of Appendix 2 for UA1 jetfinding aitjon. Is is seen that a hadronization
effect has a sizable contribution int8,” — P’ disbalance.

8variables MSTP(61) for ISR and PARP(91), PARP(93), MSTR({®Lintrinsic parton transverse momentum
(seell®])




3. CHOICE OF MEASURABLE PHYSICAL VARIABLES FOR THE “ + + jet” PRO-
CESS AND THE CUTS FOR BACKGROUND REDUCTION.

The classification of different physical objects that pap@ate in “y + jet” events and that may
give a noticeable contribution into the tot&-balance in an event as a whole is done.

Two new physical observables, namely,of a cluster andF; of all detectable particles beyond
“~ + jet” system, as well as the definition of isolated jet, proposedstudying P,” — P,’¢ disbalance in
[LO]-[L7], are discussed.

The selection cuts for physical observables af+ jet” events are given.

The P;-balance equation for the event as a whole is written in gcldem that allow to express the
P," — PJ¢ disbalance in terms of the considered physical variables.

Apart from (1a) and (1b), other QCD subprocesses with largescsections, by orders of
magnitude larger than the cross sections of (1a) and (1b)als® lead to highP; photons and
jets in final state. So, we face the problem of selecting signat- jet” events from a large QCD
background. Here we shall discuss a choice of physical bl@sathat would be useful, under
some cuts on their values, for separation of the desiralleegses with direct photony(*"")
from the background events. A possibtg™ —candidate” may originate from the’, », w and
K? meson decays or may be caused by a bremsstrahlung photorearddgctron (see Section
8).

We take the DO ECAL size to be limited py<2.5 and the calorimeter to be limited by
In| < 4.2 and to consist of CC, IC, EC, FC parts, where- —in (tan (0/2)) is a pseudorapidity
defined in terms of a polar anglecounted from the beam line. In a plane transverse to the beam
line the azimuthal angle defines directions dP;’** andP,".

3.1 Measurable physical variables and thé’; vector balance equation.

In pp — v + jet + X events we are going to study the main physical object will begh P, jet
to be detected in thg)| < 4.2 region and a direct photon registered by the ECAL upjtec 2.5.
In these events there will be a set of particles mainly cabydakam remnants, i.e. by spectator
parton fragments, that are flying mostly in the direction aba-instrumented volumeér( > 4.2)
in the detector. Let us denote the total transverse momeottimese non-observable particlés (
as

S pPl=pP/2 (5)

1€|n[>4.2

Among the particles witly)| < 4.2 there may also be neutrinos. We shall denote their total
momentum as

> Py, =Py (6)

i€|n|<d.2

A sum of transverse momenta of these two kinds of non-dettectarticles will be denoted as
Ptmzss 9:
Ptmiss _ Pt(y) + Pt‘n|>4'2. 7)

A high-energy jet may also contain neutrinos that may canpgra of the total jet energy.
The average values of this energy can be estimated from dagiomu

9This value is a part of true missing in an experiment that includes the detector effects (se2]]1,



From the total jet transverse momentity’®® we shall separate the part that, in principle,
can be detected in the ECAL+HCAL calorimeter system andemtlnon system. Let us denote
this detectable part &°® (small “j"!). So, we shall present the total jet transversementum
P.’** as a sum of three parts:

1. Pt‘(’j)t, containing the contribution of neutrinos that belong ®jtt, i.e. a non-detectable
part of jetP; (i - neutrino):
PtJet Z Pt(z/ (8)

ieJet

2. Pt"et containing the contribution of jet muonsRy’** (i - muon):

Pl = > P (9)

ieJet

These muons make a weak signal in the calorimeter but thenggrcan be measured, in
principle, in the muon system (in the region|gf < 2.5 in the case of DO geometry). Due to the
absence of the muon system and the tracker beyonththe 2.5 region, there exists a part of
P,7¢ caused by muons wity| > 2.5. We denote this part aB,/¢ It is non-detectable

(s |m|>2.5) "
part and can be considered as an analogdé{gj)f.

As for both points 1 and 2, let us say in advance that the estmaf the average values
of neutrino and muon contributions 1’ (see Section 4 and Tables 1-3 of Appendix 1) have
shown that they are quite small: ab@&u0% of (P,”*"),;; is due to neutrinos and abouB3% of
(P, is due to muons where:fl” means averaging over all events including those without
neutrinos and/or muons in jets. So, they together may cauz®ximately abou6.63% of the
P, andP’¢" disbalance if muon signal is lost.

3. Finally, as we have mentioned before, we B&" to denote the part dP;’* which

includes all detectable particles of thej&t i.e. the sum of?, of jet particles that may produce a
signal in the calorimeter:@/o) and muon systemuj:

P = Pyl + Py, <25, (10)

calo)

Jet

Thus, in the general case we can write for gnsalues:

PtJet P jet 4 Pt + Pt " |n,u|>2 5)- (11)

In the case opp — v + jet + X events the particles detected in fiye< 4.2 region may
originate from the fundamental subprocesses (1a) and ¢tlgsponding to LO diagrams shown
in Fig. 1, as well as from the processes corresponding to Nia@rdms (like those in Figs. 2, 4
that include ISR and FSR), and also from the “underlyingre\#], of course.

So, for any event we separate the particles in|the< 4.2 region into two subsystems.

The first one consists of the particles belonging to the-“Jet” system (here Jet” denotes the
jet with the highesP,, greater30 GeV/c, having the total transverse momentityi /' (large
“Jet”, see (4)). The second subsystem involves all ott@ip@rticles beyond they + Jet” sys-
tem in the region, covered by the detector, {:g.< 4.2. The total transverse momentum of this
O-system are denoted &“ and it is a sum of?, of additional mini-jets (or clusters) ang of
single hadrons, photons and leptons in thie< 4.2 region. Since a part of neutrinos are also
present among these leptons, the differendeqf, andPtJ ° gives us the transverse momentum

10we shall consider the issue of charged particles contahuwtiith smallP; into the total jetP; while discussing
the results of the full GEANT simulation (with account of timagnetic field effect) in our forthcoming papers.



Pi() = Puu) — Poiy n7]<4.2, (12)

carried out by the neutrinos that do not belong to the jet leitantained in thé;| < 4.2 region.

We denote byP,** a part of P,© that can be measured, in principle, in the detector. Thus,
P.°“ is a sum ofP, of other mini-jets or, generally, clusters (with“** smaller than?,”*") and
P, of single hadrongi), photons {) and electronsd) with |n| < 4.2 and muonsy) with |n*| <2.5
that are out of the 4 + jet” system. For simplicity these mini-jets and clusters wa talled
“clusters”!l. So, for our % + jet” eventsP;*" is the following sum (alkh, ~, e, u} & Jet):

P2 = Py 4 Py + P ™ + Py + Pe(l a0l <4.2. (13)

And thus, finally, we have:

P.? =P + Py + Pif), 505 (14)

With these notations we come to the following vector fofrm][@Bthe P;- conservation law for
the “y + Jet” event (wherey is a direct photon) as a whole (supposing that the jet anditbtop
are contained in the corresponding detectable regions):

Pt’y + PtJEt + Pto + Pt‘n|>4'2 =0 (15)

with last three terms defined correspondingly by (11), (1) &) respectively.

3.2 Definition of selection cuts for physical variables.

1. We shall select the events with one jet and oné “candidate” (in what follows we shall
designate it as and call the “photon” for brevity)? with

P >40GeV/e and P’ > 30 GeV/e. (16)

In the simulation the ECAL signal is considered as a candittata direct photon if it fits inside
one DO calorimeter tower having si2d x 0.1 in then — ¢ space.

For most of our applications in Sections 4, 5 and 6 mainly th&HA jetfinding algorithm
LUCELL will be used*®. The jet cone radius R in the— ¢ space counted from the jet initiator
cell (ic) is taken to ber;. = ((An)? + (A¢)H)Y2 =0.7.

2. To suppress the contribution of background processesta. select mostly the events with
“isolated” direct photons and to discard the events wittefgikhotons” (that may originate as
~4r-candidates from meson decays, for instance), we restrict

a) the value of the scalar sum Bf of hadrons and other particles surrounding a “photon”
within a cone ofR], , = ((An)? + (A¢)?)'/? = 0.7 (“absolute isolation cut’}*

isol
Y P'= PP < Pt (17)
1ER

IAs was already mentioned in Introduction, these clustezsf@und by the LUCELL jetfinder with the same
value of the cone radius as for je8¢/*s* = Ri°t = (.7.

2only in Section 8, devoted to the backgrounds, we shall deyfét-candidate byy

13Comparison with the UA1 and UA2 jetfinding algorithms wassereted in[19_15,16]

“we have found that/B ratio with R}, , = 0.7 is in about 1.5 times better than with] , = 0.4 what is

180 180

accompanied by onl¥0% of additional loss of the number of signal events.



b) the value of a fraction (“fractional isolation cut”)

Y PP =€ < el (18)
1€ER
3. We accept only the events having no charged tracks (fem}tiwith P, > 5 GeV/c within the
R = 0.4 cone around the?"-candidate.

4. To suppress the background events with photons res@ilingr’, n, w and K2 meson decays,
we require the absence of a highhadron in the tower containing thé"-candidate:

Pldr <7 GeV/e. (19)

At the PYTHIA level of simulation this cut may effectivelyka into account the imposing of
an upper cut on the HCAL energy in the cells behind the ECAlnaligells fired by the direct
photon. In real experimental conditions one can requiré @ahfiaction of the photon energy,
deposited in ECAL to be greater than some vakié(95 — 0.96 as it is now at DO).

5. We select the events with the vecRy’“' being “back-to-back” to the vectd®,” (in the plane
transverse to the beam line) withix defined by the equation:

Py, jety = 180° £ Ag, (20)

whereg,, ;o) is the angle between the” and P,/ vectors:P P’ = P, P,7" - cos(¢, jen)),
P = |P|, P’ = |P.’|. The cased\¢ < 17°,11° 6° are considered in this paper(is
approximately one DO calorimeter tower sizesn

6. As we have already mentioned in Section 3.1, one can expasbnable results of the jet
energy calibration procedure modeling and subsequentigaizalization only if one uses a set
of selected events with smal”*** (see (7) and{25)). So, we also use the following cut:

P < Py (21)

The aim of the event selection with sm&l™*** is quite obvious: we need a set of events with a
reducedP,”’® uncertainty due to a possible presence of a non-detectabtielp contribution to
ajet and due to the terdi,/">*? (see (7) and(25)).

The influence o, 7455 on the selection of events with a reduced value of the total gl
neutrino contribution intd®,’* is studied in Section 4.

7. The initial and final state radiations (ISR and FSR) maifieemselves most clearly as some
final state mini-jets or clusters activity. To suppress &, immpose a new cut condition that was
not formulated in an evident form in previous experiments:clioose the + + jet” events that
do not have any other jet-like or cluster high activity by selecting the events with the values
of Pt (the cluster coné s (n, ) = 0.7), being lower than some threshoﬁf}% value, i.e.
we select the events with

P < PGy (22)

(P2t = 15,10, 5 GeV/c are most effective as will be shown in Sections 6-8). Herepintrast
to [I3]-[17], the clusters are found by one and the same ¢tfihUCELL while three different
jetfinders UA1, UA2 and LUCELL are used to find the j&{* > 30 GeV/c) in the event.

8. Now we pass to another new quantity (proposed also for tthietifine in [13]-[17]) that can
be measured at the experiment. We limit the value of the nusdofl the vector sum dP; of all
particles, except those of they % jet” system, that fit into the regiop| < 4.2 covered by the
ECAL and HCAL, i.e., we limit the signal in the cells “beyontktjet and photon” region by the



following cut:

=P < Po%L In'|<4.2. (23)

>, Py

¢ Jet,y—dir

The importance of?;%{, and P,¢;. for selection of events with a good balance ®f and
P/ and for the background reduction will be demonstrated irtiGes 7 and 8.

Below the set of selection cuts 1 — 8 will be referred to asé8wbn 1”. The last two of
them, 7 and 8, are new criteria]13] not used in previous eéxpnts.

9. In addition to them one more new object, introducedin A7) and named an “iso-
lated jet”, will be used in our analysis. i.e. we shall reqtiine presence of a “clean enough” (in
the sense of limited, activity) region inside the ring oA R = 0.3 width (or approximately of a
size of three calorimeter towers) around the jet. Followiimg picture, we restrict the ratio of the
scalar sum of transverse momenta of particles belongingdaing, i.e.

P it = e < € where P = Y|P (24)
1€0.7<R<1.0

()" is chosen to bé — 5%, see Sections 7 and 8).
The set of cuts 1 — 9 will be called in what follows “Selectidn 2

The exact values of the cut paramet&§et,., b, €, Pt Pt will be specified
below, since they may be different, for instance, for vasif\l' intervals (being looser for higher
P).

3.3 The scalar form of the P, balance equation and the jet energy calibration procedure.
Let us rewrite the basif;-balance equatiofiL(1L5) of Section 3.1 with the notatiom®duced here
in the scalar form more suitable for the following applicats:

Pt'y o PtJet

X = (1 —cosA¢)+ P,(O+n>4.2)/P/, (25)

WherePt(O+77 > 42) = (Pto + Pt|m>4'2)) . l’lJet with l’lJet = PtJet/PtJet.

As will be shown in Section 7, the first term on the right-haioe ©f equation[(25), i.e(.1 —
cosA¢) is negligibly small as compared with the second téfrand tends to decrease fast with
growing P,”*. So, in this case the main contribution to tRedisbalance in the + + jet” system
is caused by the teri,(O+n > 4.2)/P,".

P,’¢ can be easily expressed from equatlad (25) through:
PtJet = - Ptfy (26)

with « defined asa = cosA¢ — P,(O+n > 4.2)/P,.

Having defined in every selected evéii® from equation[[26) one can determine calibra-
tion coefficients{C;} via minimizing of a standard deviation of the function:

F =

Nevent Jet _ i pic 2
Z <Pt Zz:l CZPt ) (27)

APtJet

Jj=1

15in a case of Selection 1



In this expressionV, is a number of calorimeter layet§ P, is energy deposition in the-th
calorimeter layer and P,”* is the error onP,”** caused by uncertainty in (A«) and uncertainty
due to limited accuracy aP,” determination{AP,”) 7. So, one can write (seE{26)):

AP = Aa® AP (28)

Obtained in this way the calibration coefficiedtS;} in the selected + + jet” events for
every bin ofp’** and calorimete,’* then should be applied to energy depositions in each layer
P,¢ of a found jet in any event to reconstruct a jet transverse emtum at the particle level The
accuracy of such a reconstruction will directly depend anabcuracy of the coefficien{s”; }.

The latter, in their turn, are caused by the errond?,’** (see [2I7)).

Having determined relatively perfectly a photon energyestize A P,”, the AP,”* uncer-
tainty will be mainly defined byAa (namely by termP,(O+n > 4.2)/P,” of equation[(Zb)).

Jet

4. ESTIMATION OF A NON-DETECTABLE PART OF P,’“* AND P,""** SPECTRA.

It is shown that by imposing an upper cut on the missing trarseymomentur®, ™ < 10 GeV/c
one can reduce the correction to the measurable paPéf' due to neutrino contribution down to the
value ofA,, = (Pt‘(]j)t>au events = 0.1 GeV/cin all intervals of P,”.

In Section 3.1 we have divided the transverse momentum df ageP,”, into two parts,

a detectablé’’* and non-detectable’* — P,/*"), consisting off/5f and P, .., 5 (see (11)).

In the same way, according to equation (15), we divided t#estrerse momentu® of “other
particles”, that are out of" + jet system, into a detectable pd2f* and a non-detectable part

consisting of the sum af,;, andP,{), , .., 5 (see (15))

We shall estimate here what part Bf’** may be carried out by non-detectable particles
(mainly neutrinos originating from weak decay$)

We shall consider the case of switched-on decays'oind K* mesons®. Herer® and
K* meson decays are allowed inside the solenoid volume withahel radius?z = 80 cm and
the distance from the interaction vertex to Endcap alongtaeis L = 130 ¢m (DO geometry).

For this aim we shall use the bank of the signak-jet” events, i.e. caused by subprocesses
(1a) and (1b), generated for thré¥' intervals: 40 < P,” < 50, 70 < P,” < 90 and90 < P,” <
140 GeV/c and selected with conditions (16)—(23) (Selection 1) areddliowing cut values:

Ptiéng =1 GeV/C, 6AC/'UT = 7%7 A¢< 1707 PtCCl'TIL]sﬂt" =30 G@V/C- (29)

Here the cutP,&¥st = 30 GeV/c has the meaning of a very weak restriction on mini-jets or
clusters activity. No restriction was imposed on & value. The results of analysis of these
events, based on the application of LUCELL jetfinder, ars@néed in Figl15.

16N, = 8 at DO (4 for ECAL and 4 for HCAL).

For instance, in the central region of DO calorimetef & 0.9) electron/photon energy resolution can be written
througho /E = 23%/+/(E) ® 20%/E & 0.4%.

80ther possibility, based on the usage of artificial neurélvoeks (ANN), was also considered (séel[27] and
[28]). In this approach one can obtain a better energy résolwf the reconstructed jet but it requires a bigger
statistics for ANN training. The calibration coefficiert§’; } in this case will be replaced by set of ANN weights
{w;;} and function[(2I7) — by a more complicated expression.

BIn 7] and [26] it was shown that main source of hihneutrinos in background processes Hfé¢ decays,
which also contair™ that in its turn may fake direct photons.

20According to the PYTHIA default agreementt and K+ mesons are stable.
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Fig. 5: a)P,™*® spectra in all events; k,™*** spectra in events having jets with non-zé?oneutrinos, i.e.
Pilsi > 0; c) P{;) spectra and their mean values dependence on the valué$!pf. in variousP,” (~ P,”")
intervals. 7+ and K+ meson decays are allowed inside the solenoi®cf 80 cm andL = 130 cm (P& =
30 GeV/¢).



The first row of Fig[® contain®,™** spectra in the 4 + jet” events for differentP,”
intervals and demonstrates (to a good accuracy) theiripghotdependence oR,”.

In the second row of Figl5 we present the spectr&,df** for those events (denoted as
Pt‘(’j)t > 0) which contain jets having neutrinos, i.e. having a nomzfé(lf)t component of,”*".
These figures show a very weak dependence of & spectrum on the direct photaR”
Comparison of the number of entries in the second row ploE@f3 with those in the first row
allows to conclude that the part of events with the jet haviregnon-zero neutrinos contribution
is aboutl5 — 18%.

The effect of imposing generdh, ;s in each event of our sample is shown in the third
row of Fig.[3. The upper cub,Zi. = 1000 GeV/c means the absence of any upper limit for
Pt‘(’j)t. The most important illustrative fact that in the absenceamy restriction onP,™** the
total neutrinoP; inside the jet averaged over all events can be as Iargle{gfsz 0.32 GeV/c
at90 < P,7 < 140 GeV/e GeV/c (see the right-hand plot of the third row in F[g. 5). In the
40 < P’¢ < 50 GeV/c interval, we have already a very small mean vaIueDg{f)t equal to
0.12 GeV/c even without imposing any,/i%.. From the same plots of the third row of Flig. 5 we
see that with generaP,/si5s = 10 GeV//c the average correction due to neutrino contribution is
0.1 GeV/cin all three intervals of,".

At the same time, as it was demonstrated_id [17] [26],ahiessentially reduces the
admixture of thee*-events, in whicke®, mainly originating from théV* — e*1 weak decays,
may fake the direct photon signal. These events are chamteby big values of?,™** (it is
higher, on the average, by about one order of magnitude thereisignal 49" + jet” events)
that may worsen the jet calibration accuracy.

The situation, analogous to neutrino, holds formg)t contribution.

The detailed information about the values of non-detee ef averaged over all events

(no cut onP,"™"** was used) as well as about meBnvalues of muons belonging to je{u?g{;ﬁ

is presented in Tables 1-3 of Appendix 1 for the sample of tsvefth jets which are entirely
contained in the central region of the calorimeter«{| < 0.7) and found by UA1 jetfinder. In
these tables the ratio of the number of events with non-qug‘) to the total number of events is

denoted byR*$’/¢! and the ratio of the number of events with non-zé’{éj’)t to the total number

event
of events is denoted hig"<’¢".

The quantityP,™* in events withF,/s] > 0 is denoted in these tables &%, and is

given there for three?,” intervals (0 < P,” < 50, 70 < P, < 90 and90 < P,” < 140) and
Pt = 30,20,15,10,5 GeV/c) &

5. EVENT RATES FOR DIFFERENT F;” AND 7 INTERVALS.

The number of 4 + jet” events distribution ove®,” and” is shown here. It is found that in each
interval of theAP,” = 10 GeV/c width the rates decrease by a factor more than 2. The numberesfts
with jets which transverse momentum are completely (or $itraccuracy) contained in CC, IC, EC and
FC regions are presented in Tab@db, 6 for integrated lursilyd.;,,; = 300 pb~".

2INote that the values af,™** andPtTgSJSet in the plots of Fig[b are slightly different from those of Agmix 1
as the numbers in from Fifll 5 were found for events in the whple 4.2 region.



5.1 Dependence of distribution of the number of events on thidack-to-back” angle ¢, jer
and on P,/F,

The definitions of the physical variables introduced in B@st 2 and 3 allow to study a possible
way to select the events with a go&' and P,” balance. Here we shall be interested to get (by
help of PYTHIA generator and the theoretical models thgréhie form of the spectrum of the
variableP,56 (see (3)) (which is approximately proportional>” up to the value of intrinsic
parton transverse momentukp inside a proton) at different values é{”. For this aim four
samples of 4 + jet” events were generated by using PYTHIA with 2 QCD subproeg$$a)
and (1b) being included simultaneously. In what follows \kalkcall these events as “signal
events”. The generations were done with the values of theHtXparameter CKIN(3)}& p ")
equal to 20, 25, 35 and 45¢V/c in order to cover four?,” intervals: 40-50, 50-70, 70-90 and
90-140GeV /¢, respectively?. Each sample in these” intervals had a size df - 10° events.
The cross sections for the two subprocesses were found ® digemn in Tabl€ll.

Table 1: The cross sections (imicrobarns) of theqg — ¢+~ andgg — g + v subprocesses for fout,” intervals.
Subprocess pmn (GeV/c)
type 20 ‘ 25 ‘ 35 ‘ 45
q9 — q -+ 0.971072 | 4781072 | 1.36107° | 4.9510~*
q7 — g+~ || 0.20107% | 0.96102 | 0.35107% | 1.5610~*
Total 1.17.10~2? | 5.751072 | 1.72107% | 6.51:10~*

For our analysis we used Selection 1 (see (16)—(23)) anddailnes of cut parameters (32).

In Fig.[@ we present thé,56 spectra for two most illustrative cases Bf intervals40 <

P," <50 GeV/c (two upper plots) and0 < P,” <90 GeV/c (two bottom plots). The distributions
of the number of events for the integrated luminodity, = 300 pb~" in different P,56 intervals
and for different “back-to-back” angle intervatg, ;.;) = 180° £ A¢ (A¢ < 17° and6® as well
as without any restriction on\¢, i.e. for the wholep interval A¢ < 180°) 2 are given there.
The LUCELL jetfinder was used for determination of jets andstérs**. Left column of Fig[®
correspond td,"“s* < 30 GeV/cand serve as an illustration since it is rather a weak cutitongd
while right column of Fig[l correspond to a more restricgedection cut?,&v = 5 GeV/c.

Tabled? anf13 show the number of eventsi{gat = 300 pb~!) left after application dif-
ferent cuts on the angla¢ for two values of ¢k, In the case of weak restrictioR, " <
30 GeV/c we can see that for thé0 < P,” < 50 GeV/c interval about 7% of events are
concentrated in thé\¢ < 17° range, while 4% of events are in thé\¢ < 6° range. As for
70 < P,” <90 GeV/c: about 864 of events have\g < 17° and 504 of them haveA¢ < 6°.

A tendency of distributions of the number of signal + jet” events to be very rapidly
concentrated in a rather narrow back-to-back angle intekva< 17° as P,” grows becomes
more distinct with a more restrictive cut on the clusker From TabldB we see that in the first
interval40 < P, < 50 GeV/c more thard9% of the events, selected with sl = 5GeV/c,
haveA¢ < 17°, while 76% of them are in the\¢ < 6° range. It should be mentioned that after
application of cutP,&tsh = 5 GeV/c only about40% of events remain as compared with a case
of P&t = 30 GeV/e. For70 < P, < 90 GeV/c more thard0% of the events, subject to the
cut P&t — 5 GeV/c, haveAp < 6°. It means that while suppressing cluster or mini-jet ativi

22(,) was taken to be fixed at the PYTHIA default value, {l,) = 0.44 GeV/c

23The valueA¢ = 6° approximately coincides with one DO HCAL tower size in thelane.

2“More details connected with UA1 jetfinder application canftxend in Section 7 and Appendix 2 for a jet
contained in CC region.
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Fig. 6: A dependence of the number of eventsl{at; = 300 pb~') on A¢,nax andPtCC“,‘th for two P,” intervals:
40 < P,7 < 50 GeV/c¢ for two upper plots and0 < P,” < 90 GeV/c¢ for two bottom plots.

Table 2: A dependence of the number of event&\an,, ... and onP,” for L;,, = 300 pb~ !,
Péust = 30 GeV/e.

Pt56 A¢ma:p
(GeV/e) || 180° | 17° [ 11° [ 6
40 -50 110691 82913 68921 | 44830
50-70 71075 55132 45716 | 29692
70-90 14853 12727 10919 7418
90 - 140 5887 5534 4974 3655

Table 3: A dependence of the number of event®\en,, ... and onP,” for L;,; = 300 pb~!,
Pt = 5 GeV/e.

P56 APmaz
(GeV/c) 180° | 17° | 11° | 6°
40— 50 37576] 37235 35473] 27025
50 — 70 19056| 19017| 18651| 15149
70-90 3773| 3773| 3755| 3387
90 — 140 1525| 1525| 1524| 1468




by imposingP,&st = 5 GeV/c we can select the sample of events with a clean “back-to?back
(within 17° in ¢) topology ofy and jet orientatior®.

Thus one can conclude that PYTHIA simulation predicts thdeatron energies most of
the “y + jet” events (more tham5%) may have the vecto®,” and P’ being back-to-back
within A¢ < 17° after imposingP, & = 30 GeV/c. The cutP g = 5 GeV/c significantly
improves this tendenc3.

It is worth mentioning that this picture reflects the preidics of one of the generators based
on the approximate LO values for the cross section. It mapgh# the next-to-leading order or
soft physicg’ effects are included.

From Fig.[6 one can see that in the case when there are natiesisionP, ! the P,56
spectrum becomes a bit wider for larger value$0f

At the same time, one can conclude from the comparison ofeftright upper plots that
the width of the most populated part of thg56 (or P,/%) spectrum reduces by about%@vith
restrictinngCl%. So, for A¢,.. = 17° we see that it drops fromi < P,56 <20 GeV/c for
Pdust =30 GeV/cto a narrower interval odi<P,56<10 — 12 GeV/c for the P&t = 5 GeV/c.
At higher P,” intervals (two bottom plots) for the same valde,,.., = 17° the reduction factor
of the P,56 spectrum width is more than two (frofic P,56 < 30 GeV/c for P&t = 30 GeV/c
to 0 < P56 <12 — 15 GeV/c for P& = 5 GeV/c).

Thus, we can summarize that the PYTHIA generator predict;erease in theP,
spectrum with growing’,” and this increase can be substantially reduced by imposesjrctive
cut on Pt 28 Unfortunately,P,/*" cannot be completely suppresseddy and P,<“*! cuts
alone?®. That is why we prefer to use th balance equation for the event as a whole (see
equations[(I5) and_(25) of Sections 3.1 and 3.3), i.e. anteguthat takes into account the
ISR and FSR effects, rather than balance equation (2) fatainental processes (1a) and (1b) as
discussed in Section 234

ISR

5.2 P, andn” dependence of event rates.

Here we shall present the number of events for diffef@ntand” intervals as predicted
by PYTHIA simulation with weak cuts defined mostly by (32) witnly change o, &%k value
from 30 to 10GeV/e. The lines of Tabl€l4 correspond 1§ intervals and the columns tgy
intervals. The last column of this table contains the totmhber of events (at;,, = 300 pb~!) in
the whole ECAL»-region|n”| < 2.5 for a givenP,” interval. We see that the number of events
decreases fast with growing” (by more than 5% for each subsequent interval).

5.3 Estimation of “y + jet” event rates for different calorimeter regions.

Since a jet is a wide-spread object, #i€ dependence of rates for differet” intervals will
be presented in a different way than in Section 5.2. NamelpleB[bEL include the rates of

clust

ZUnfortunately, as it will be discussed below and is seengnliit does not mean th& (1. allows to suppress
completely the ISR. (see also the event spectra 8/&t* in Fig. 7 of the following Section 6.)

26A growth of P, produces the same effect, as is seen from Tébles Pland 3 dié\d#monstrated in more detail
in Section 6 and Appendix 2.

2"\We thank E. Pilon and J. Ph. Jouliet for the information almew Tevatron data on this subject and for clarifying
the importance of NLO corrections and soft physics effects.

28for more details see Sections 6 and 7

29In Sections 7, 8 the effect of the additiorfap:;;, will be discussed.

30In Section 6 we shall study a behavior of each term that eqieatgon [Z5) in order to find the criteria that would
allow to select events with a good balancet and P,/ .



Table 4: Rates fof.;,; = 300 pb~! for different 2, intervals and)” (P&

clust

Ur —

10 GeV/candAg < 17°).

P |nY| intervals all Y
(GeV/c) || 0.0-0.4] 0.4-0.7] 0.7-1.1| 1.1-1.4] 1.4-1.8] 1.8-2.1] 2.1-2.5| 0.0-2.5
40-50 || 10978| 11232| 10604| 10337| 9662| 8051| 5806| 66679
50 - 60 4483 | 4210| 4489| 3938| 3624| 2814| 1562| 25121
60-70 2028 | 1732| 1890| 1587| 1442 984 607 || 10270
70-80 949 931 937 753 637 392 170 4770
80-90 508 513 469 363 309 180 62 2405
90 -100 302 287 252 201 149 80 25 1295
100 -120 285 280 257 189 125 61 11 1207
120 -140 134 121 98 63 38 9 1 465

[ 40-140 ] 19662] 19302] 18992| 17427] 15986] 12571]

8245 || 112216]

Table 5: Selection 1AP,7' / P7¢* = 0.00 (P

clust __
cuT —

10GeV/e, Ap < 17° andLi,, = 300 pb~1).

[ P | CC [CCoIC] IC [IC—CC,EC ] EC| EC—IC,FC || FC | FC—EC |
20—50 || 9965 | 13719 | 8152 22225 617 8854 554 1912
50-60 || 4009 | 5597 | 3104 8791 207 2766 109 | 413
60— 70 || 1754 | 2515 1339 3615 71 979 14 93
70—-80 || 930 1195 651 1503 21 348 1 23
80-90 || 503 596 328 811 9 136 0 6
90— 100 || 283 352 165 421 3 59 0 1

100 — 120|| 263 351 137 389 2 37 0 0
120 — 140| 118 143 50 142 1 7 0 0
[ 40— 140 [ 17822] 24462 || 13927] 37988 | 930| 13184 | 678] 2448 |

Table 6: Selection 1AP,“" /P7¢" < 0.05 (P

clust __
cuT —

10GeV/e, Ap < 17° andLi,, = 300 pb~1).

| PR | cc [cCc—IC| IC |IC—CC,EC | EC | EC—ICFC | FC | FC—EC |
40-50 [ 17951 5733 | 20631 9746 4174 5296 1280 1186
50-60 || 7466 | 2141 | 8313 3583 1403 1570 253 269
60—70 || 3405 | 863 3553 1401 492 558 39 68
70-80 || 1699 426 1667 577 179 190 6 17
80-90 || 902 197 838 301 75 71 3 4
90-100 || 528 107 440 146 31 31 0 0
100 -120| 537 98 384 142 19 20 0 0
120 -140[ 223 37 143 48 5 3 0 0

| 40-140 || 32701| 9603 | 35971 15943 || 6377 7738 || 1582 1545 |




events (;,; = 300 pb~?) for differentn’* intervals, covered by the central, intercryostat, end and
forward (CC, IC, EC and FC) parts of the calorimeter and féfedént P, (~ P,’*") intervals.

No restrictions on other parameters are used. The first colinTable 5C'C' gives the
number of events with the jets (found by the LUCELL jetfindialgorithm of PYTHIA), all
particles of which are comprised entirely (2003 in the CC part and there is@% sharing of
P (AP’ = () between the CC and the neighboring IC part of the calorimdtee second
columns of the table§’C' — IC contain the number of events in whidh of a jet is shared
between the CC and IC regions. The same sequence of restratinditions takes place in the
next columns. Thus, th&C', EC and F'C columns include the number of events with jets entirely
contained in these regions, while th&' — IC, F'C' column gives the number of events where the
jet covers both the EC and IC or EC and FC regions. From thetestave can see what number of
events can be, in principle, most suitable for the preciserjergy absolute scale setting, carried
out separately for the CC, EC and FC parts of the calorimetdiffierentP,” intervals.

The selection cuts are as in (32) bR = 10 GeV/c

Less restrictive conditions, when up i of the jet P, are allowed to be shared between
the CC, EC and FC parts of the calorimeter, is given in TeblEabledd anfl6 correspond to the
case of Selection ¥.

From last summarizing line of Tabld 5 we see that for the erntiterval40 < P,” <
140 GeV/c PYTHIA predicts around 18000 events for CC and around 10@dtsvfor EC at
integrated luminosity.;,,, = 300 pb—".

6. INFLUENCE OF THE P PARAMETER ON THE PHOTON AND JET P, BAL-
ANCE AND ON THE INITIAL STATE RADIATION SUPPRESSION.

The influence oPtgl%f} parameter (defining the upper limit of, of clusters or mini-jets in the
event) on the variables characterizing the” — P,/ balance is studied.

In this section we shall study the specific sample of eventsidered in the previous section
that may be most suitable for the jet energy calibration@@IC region, with jets entirely (100)
contained in this region, i.e. havin§Osharing ofP,’* 23 with IC. Below we shall call theriCC-
events” The P,” spectrum for this particular set of events faf.s: = 10 GeV/c was presented
in the first column (CC) of Tablgl 5. Here we shall use threeedéffit jetfinders, LUCELL from
PYTHIA and UA1, UA2 from CMSJETI[Z4]. Thé,<“! distributions for generated events found
by the all three jetfinders in tw®,” intervals,40 < P,” <50 GeV/cand 70 < P,” <90 GeV/e,
are shown in Fig. 7 foP,&k = 30 GeV/candAg < 17°.

It is interesting to note an evident similarity of ti“** spectra withP,56 spectra shown
in Fig. 6 (see also Figs. 8, 9), what support our intuitiveyme of ISR and cluster connection
described in Section 2.2.

Here we shall study in more detail correlation/@f'“* with P, mentioned above. The
averaged value of intrinsic parton transverse momentuirbeifixed at(k;) = 0.44 GeV/c.

The banks of 1-jet 4 + jet” events gained from the results of PYTHIA generatiors of 0°
signal “y + jet” events in each of fouP,” intervals (40-50, 50-70, 70-90, 90-140eV//c) 3*

31at the particle level of simulation!

32The cost of passing to Selection 2 (defined in Section 3.2 sith< 3%) is a reduction of the number of events
by factor equal to 2.

33at the PYTHIA particle level of simulation

34they were discussed in Section 5

ISR




will be used here. The observables defined in Sections 3.B.2ndill be restricted here by cuts
of Selection 1 (16)—(23) and the cut parameters defined by (32

We have chosen two of these intervals to illustrate the infleeof theP, &', parameter on
the distributions of physical variables, that enter theabeé equatio (25). These distributions
are shown in Figl1840 < P,” < 50 GeV/c) and Fig[® {0 < P,” < 90 GeV/¢). In these
figures, in addition to three variablé356, pn>42 pout already explained in Sections 2.2, 3.1
and 3.2, we present distributions of two other variablé&8)+n > 4.2) and(1 — cosA¢), which
define the right-hand side of the,” — P’ balance equatiofiL{R5). The distribution of thget
back-to-back anglé\¢ (see (22)) is also presented in FigH1s, 9.
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Fig. 7: P,c™st distribution in “y + jet” events from twoP,” intervals: (a}l0 < P, < 50 GeV/c and
(b) 70 < P,” < 90 GeV/c with the same cuP, 2 = 30 GeV/c (Ap < 17°).

The ISR describing variablB,56 (defined by (3)) and both components of (deé (28));
cosAg) andP,(O+n > 4.2)/ P, as well ag”,"* andA¢, show a tendency to become smaller (the
mean values and the widths) with the restriction of the ufipeton the P,“*! value (see Fig§l 8,
@). It means that a jet energy calibration accuracy may as&evith decreasing,2:r., which
justifies the intuitive choice of this new variable in Senti®. The origin of this improvement
becomes clear from th&,56 density plot, which demonstrates a decreas&6f (or P,/°)
values with decrease @¢:~. In Section 2.3 we gave arguments why it may also influence FSR

Comparison of Fid8 (for40 < P,” < 50 GeV/¢) and Fig[® (for 70 < P,” < 90 GeV/c)
also shows that the values Af» as a degree of back-to-backness of the photon an@ pctors
in the ¢-plane decreases with increasify. At the same timeP,>“* and P,’*# distributions
become slightly wider. It is also seen that th&'>*? distribution practically does not depend on
Pt'y andPtclust 35.

It should be mentioned that the results presented in Elgad@avere obtained with the
LUCELL jetfinder of PYTHIA®S,

35see also Appendix 2 and Fig. 2 ‘
36The results obtained with all jetfinders afl” — P,’¢* balance will be discussed in Section 7 in more detail.
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7. DEPENDENCE OF THE P,-DISBALANCE IN THE “ ~ + jet” SYSTEM ON P!
and P2, PARAMETERS.

It is shown that with Selection 2 (that leads to about twickition of the number of evem&event
for P,Y <70 GeV/c and to abouBB0 — 40% loss of them aP,” > 70 GeV/c) one can select at the particle
level the events with a value of the fractiorfd@,” — P,”°)/P,” disbalance better than%. The number
of events (afl;,; = 300 pb—') and other characteristics of ¥ + jet” events are presented in tables of
Appendix 2 for intervall0 < P,” < 140 GeV/c.

Earlier we have introduced physical variables for studyingt+ jet” events (Section 3) and
discussed what cuts for them may lead to a decrease in thelalisle ofP,” and P,”*!. One can
make these cuts to be tighter if more events would be cotlatiieing data taking.

Here we shall study in detail the dependence offthdisbalance in the v + jet” system
on P& and P2t . values. For this aim we shall use the same samples of eveirtsSagtion
5 that were generated by using PYTHIA with 2 QCD subprocefls®sand (1b) and collected to
cover threeP,” intervals: 40-50, 70-90, 90-148-V/c.

The normalized event distributions ov@r,” — P,”¢) / P,” for two most illustrativeP,” in-
tervals40 < P,” <50 and70 < P,” <90 GeV/c are shown for a case &f¢ < 17° in Fig.[I0 in
different plots for three jetfinders LUCELL, UA1 and UA2. T8eeplots demonstrate the depen-
dence of the mean and mean square deviation@tg\ﬁ} value.

More details onP, %% dependence of different important features of + jet” events are
presented in tables of Appendix 2. They include the inforomeabout a topology of events and
mean values of most important variables that charactétize- P,” disbalance.

This information can be useful as a model guideline whildgrering jet energy calibra-
tion procedure and also may serve for fine tuning of PYTHIAapaeters while comparing its
predictions with the collected real data.

Appendix 2 contains the tables for events wigfi varying within three intervals40 <
P <50, 70 < P," <90 and90 < P,” < 140 GeV/c. A¢ is limited there byA¢ < 17°. Tables
1-3 correspond to the events passed Selection 1 with a jetifou UA1 algorithm. Tables 4—6
correspond to the events passed Selection 2. The lattersaltoselect events with the "isolated
jet”, i.e. events with the totaP, activity in the AR = 0.3 ring around the jet not exceediij of
jet P, (see Section 3.%.

The columns in all tables correspond to five different valoksut parameter, s =
30, 20, 15, 10 and5 GeV/c. The upper lines contain the expected numh¥ts.,, of “CC
events” (i.e. the number of signah “+ jet” events in which the jet is entirely fitted into the CC
region of the calorimeter; see Section 5) for the integratednosity L;,,, = 300 pb—1.

In the next four lines of the tables we put the value®ab, Ao, P, andP,/">*2 defined
by formulae (3), (22), (24) and (5) respectively and avedageer the events selected with a
chosenP, &t value.

From the tables we see that the valuesPdf6, Ag, P,°"* decrease fast with decreasing
Pdust while the averaged values &f">4? show very weak dependence on it (practically con-
stant).

The following three lines present the average values of #r@bles(P,” — P"*™") /P,

(P —pPry /B, (P —P,”) /P (here EJet) that serve as measures of fedishalance in
37In contrast to the case of LHC energies, where we requireciacBon 2¢/¢t < 6 — 8% for 40 < P,” < 50

(see[25]), at Tevatron energies, due to I&ssctivity in the space beyond the jet, one can impose theeighit
et < 3%.




the "y + parton” and “y + jet” systems as well as a measure of the parton-to-hadrons (Jet)
fragmentation effect.

The lines 9, 10 include the averaged values"diO +n > 4.2)/F;” and (1 — cos(Ag))
quantities that appear on the right-hand sideRpf — P’ balance equatiofi.{R5).

After application of cutA¢ < 17° the value of(1 — cos(A¢)) becomes smaller than the
value of (P,(O+n > 4.2)/P,”) in the case of Selection 1 and tends to decrease faster vty gr
ing energy. So, we can again conclude that the main conibinito the P, disbalance in the
“~ + jet” system, as defined by equatidn]25), comes from the @@+ > 4.2)/P,”. With
Selection 2 the contribution df?,(O+7 > 4.2)/P,”) reduces with growing’,““* to the level of
(1 — cos(A¢)) and even to smaller values.

We have estimated separately the contributions of two t&fls n?et andP/">*2 . pJet
that enter?,(O+n > 4.2) (seel2b)).

Firstly from tables it is easily seen th&!">*? has practically the same value in &)’
intervals and it does not depend neither/op nor onP,““** values being equal 2 GeV/c up to
a good precisior®,

A mean value of P;/">*? . n7et| contribution does not exceed 0.15 GeV/c and a width
(RMS) of the corresponding distribution contributes omly — 12% to the total width of the
P,(O+n > 4.2) distribution. So, a mean and a width Bf(O+n > 4.2) are caused mainly by
measurable teri®,© - n’et 3°, Below in this section the cuts on the valueRf* is applied to
select events with bettg?,” and P’“ balance.

The following two lines contain the averaged values of tl@dard deviations(Db|y, J])
and o (Dbly, part]) of (P — P,”)/P)(= Dbly, J]) and (P,” — PP*") /P, (= Db|y,part]) re-
spectively. These two variables drop approximately by aboti (and even more fo,” >
70 GeV/c) with restricting fromP, %t = 30 GeV/cto 5 GeV/c for all P,” intervals.

The last lines of the tables present the number of generated<left after cuts.

Two features are clearly seen from these taffles

(1) in events withA¢ < 17° the fractional disbalance on tparton-photorevel (P,"—P,»*"") / P,
reduces to aboit% (or even less) after imposing““*' < 10 GeV/c. It means thaP, % =
10 GeV/cis really effective for ISR suppression as it was supposekition 3.1.

(2) parton-to-jethadronization/fragmentation effect, that includes alS&Fcan be estimated by
the value of the following ratioP,” — P,>**)/ P,”. It always has a negative value. It means
that a jet loses some part of the parent parton transverseemtamP,**". It is seen that in
the case of Selection 1 this effect gives a big contributiso P, and P’ disbalance even
after application o>, = 10 GeV/c. The value of the fractiondlP,” — P,*"*) / P,” disbal-
ance does not vary strongly witR % in the cases of Selections 2 and 3.

We also see from the tables that more restrictive cuts on lisergableP,**! lead to a
decrease in the values 6§56 variable (non-observable one) that serves, according)ia&3a
measure of the initial state radiation transverse momer®drif, i.e. of the main source of the
P, disbalance in the fundamental— 2 subprocesses (1a) and (1b). Thus, variatio®,gf.;.
from 30 GeV/cto 5 GeV/c (for A¢p < 17°) leads to suppression of tHe56 value (or P,'5%)
approximately byl0% for 40 < P,” < 50 GeV/c and by~ 60% for P,” > 90 GeV/c.

38_et us emphasize that it is a prediction of PYTHIA.

39A contribution ofPt(O,,) andPta_’WbM) (seelI®)) in the selected event samples is a negligiblylsmal

49As was shown in[[19,15] a transition frothg < 180° to A¢ < 17° supposed to be most effective in low”
intervals, does not affect tHg”,” — P,”*') / P,” disbalance strongly as compared with “jet isolation” ciia or cut
on Ptclust andPtout




In the first two intervals withP,” < 90 GeV/c the decrease iR,/ leads to some decrease
inthe(P,” — P,”)/ P, ratio (see Tables 1,2 of Appendix 2 and Fig. 10). In the ca$é ef P,” <
140 GeV/c the mean value ofP,”—P,”)/P,” drops from4.2% to 1.1% (see Table 3 of Appendix
2). After we pass to Selection 2 (Table 4—6 of Appendix 2) th&balance becomes of thé&;
level and smaller but at the cost of statistics loss (by ahout 60%). Tables 4—6 clearly show
the prediction of PYTHIA about the best level of jet calilioat precision that can be achieved
after application of Selection 2.

Thus, to summarize the results presented in tables of App2nde want to underline that
only after imposing the jet isolation requirement (see &alsl—-6 of Appendix 2) the mean values
of P, and P,’*' disbalance, i.e.(P,”— P,”)/P,”, for all P,” intervals are contained inside the
1% window for anyP,c“st < 20 GeV/c. The reduction of?,'“*! leads to lower values of mean
square deviations of the photon-partdi[v, part] and of photon-jeDb|~, J] balances.

The Selection 2 (with?,&v = 10 GeV/c, for instance) leaves after its application the
following number of events with jetsntirely containedsee Section Sh the CC regiorat L;,,;, =
300 pb~:

(1) about 4000 ford0 < P,” < 50 GeV/c, (2) about 3000 fob0 < P,” < 70 GeV /e,
(3) about 850 fofi70 < P,” < 90 GeV/c and (4) about 500 for th&) < P,” < 140 GeV/c.

So, we can say that Selections 2, besides improvingRie— P,’“* balance value, is also
important for selecting events with a clean jet topology fordising the confidence level of a jet
determination.

Up to now we have been studying the influence of Fi{&";. parameter on the balance. Let
us see, in analogy with FifJL0, what effect is produced§, variation®..

If we P2 =5 GeV/c, keepingP,“* practically unbound by?,¢vs = 30 GeV/c, then,
as can be seen from Figl11, the mean and RMS values ¢fife- P,”)/P,” in the case of the
LUCELL algorithm for40 < P,” < 50 GeV/c decrease from3.6% to 1.3% and from14.5% to
7.1%, respectively. Foff0 < P,” < 90 GeV/c the mean and RMS values drop froh$% to
0.7% and from11.5% to 3.7% respectively. From these plots we also may conclude thaitiam
of P2 improves theP,-disbalance, in fact, almost in the same way as the variaid?.v:.

It is not surprising as the clustét activity is a part of theP,*** activity.

The influence of the?.&y,» variation on the distribution of ;" — R7)/P, is shown in
Fig.[I2 for Selection 1 with the fixed valugZs. = 10 GeV/c. In this case the mean value
of (P — PR7)/P, drops from3.2% to 1.3% for LUCELL and from2.7% to 1.3% for UA2
algorithms for thel0 < P,” < 50 GeV/c interval. At the same time RMS value changes from
12% to 7% for all algorithms. For interval0 < P,” < 90 Gel//c the mean value of fractional
disbalanceé P,” — P,”)/ P,” decrease to t0.2 — 1.4% at P2 =10 GeV/c and to less then%
at P2 = 5 GeV/c. Simultaneously, RMS decreases to abvats for all three jetfinders.

More detailed study of;&, influence on théP,"—P,’*") / P, disbalance will be continued
in the following Section 8 (see also Appendix 3).

So, we conclude basing on the analysis of PYTHIA simulatisa (hnodel) that the new cuts
P2 and P2it. introduced in Section 3 as well as introduction of a new oljee “isolated
jet”, are found as those that may be very efficient tools torowe the jet calibration accuracy.
Their combined usage for this aim and for the background raggmon will be a subject of a
further more detailed study in Section 8.

“This variable enters into the expressiBr(O +n > 4.2)/P,”, which makes a dominant contribution to the
right-hand side of?, balance equatior?(), as we mentioned above.
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8. ESTIMATION OF BACKGROUND SUPPRESSION CUTS EFFICIENCY.

The relative efficiency of “hadronic” cuts that are added tpHotonic” ones, used to suppress the
background in the case of inclusive photon measuremenstiimaed at the particle level. It is shown
that an imposing of new cuts af of “clusters” (Ptgl“US%) and on P; activity in the region out of 4 +
jet” system (P,24%,) and also an application of “jet isolation” criterion woul@llow to achieve further
(after “photonic” cuts) fourteen-fold background suppsésn at the cost of four-fold loss of the signal
“y 4T 4 jet” events.

It is also shown that the imposing 524, P, together with a usage of jet isolation criterion

would lead to a substantial improvement Bf” — P,’¢! balance.

The potentially dangerous role of a new source of backgraonthe signal % %" + jet” events
caused by hard bremsstrahlung photong (- brem”) is demonstrated. It is shown that at Tevatron
energy this new irreducible background may be compatiblewat?;” intervals with ther® contribution
and it may grow faster witt,” increasing than the latter one.

To estimate an efficiency of the selection criteria propaseskection 3.2 we carried out the
simulation®? with a mixture of all QCD and SM subprocesses with large ceessions existing
in PYTHIA 43, The events caused by this set of the subprocesses may gisgeeablackground to
the “y4" + jet” signal events defined by the subprocesses (1a) and{1at were also included
in this simulation.

Three generations with the above-mentioned set of subpsesavere performed. Each of
them was done with a different value pf*" parameter® that defines a minimal value @
appearing in the final state of a hatd— 2 parton level fundamental subprocess in the case of
ISR absence. These values weré™ = 40,70 and 100 GeV/c. By 40 million events were
generated for each ¢f"" value. The cross sections of the above-mentioned submesdsfine
the rates of corresponding physical events and thus appsanulation as weight factors.

We selected4%"-candidate +1 jet” events containing oné"-candidate (denoted in what
follows as”) and one jet, found by LUCELL, witiP’** > 30 GeV/c. Here and below, as we
work at the PYTHIA particle level of simulation, speakingoaih they?"-candidate we actually
mean, apart from?", a set of particles like electrons, bremsstrahlung phoémasalso photons
from neutral meson decays that may be registered in one D@ater tower of the\n x A¢ =
0.1 x 0.1 size.

Here we consider a set of 17 cuts that are separated into tsubsphotonic” cuts and 11
“hadronic” ones. The first subset consists of the cuts ussdlext an isolated photon candidate
in someP,” interval. The second one includes the cuts connected maithjets and clusters
and are used to select events having one “isolated jet” amiteli P, activity out of “5 + jet”
system.

The used cuts are listed in Talile 7. To give an idea about gisisical meaning and
importance we have done an estimation of their possibleanfia on the signal-to-background
ratiosS/B. The letter were calculated after application of each cheiffvalues are presented in
Table[8 for a case of the most illustrative intermediaterirgtkof event generation with """ =
70 GeV/c. In this table the number in each line corresponds to the murmbthe cut in Table
[A. Three important lines of Tablé 8 are darkened becausewtidye often referenced to while

42PYTHIA 5.7 version with default CTEQ2L parameterizatiorstriucture functions is used here.

43IsuB=1, 2, 11-20, 28-31, 53, 68 (in notations of PYTHIA)

441SUB=29 and 14 in PYTHIA. A contribution of another possibleO channelyg — ¢v (ISUB=115) was found
to be still negligible even at Tevatron energies.

45CKIN(3) in PYTHIA



discussing the following Tablé$[@311.

The efficienciest f f5z) (with their errors) in Tabl&l8 are defined as a ratio of the neimb
of signal (background) events that passed under a cut (Itelfhe number of the preselected
events (1st cut of this table).

Table 7: List of the applied cuts (will be used also in Tabld&EB.

1.a) P,” > 40 GeV/e, b) P/ > 30 GeV/e, 9. Ap < 17%

¢) 7| < 2.5, d) Pt < 7 GeV/e*; 10. P, | P,Y < 0.10;
2. B < 5GeV/e, €1 < 15%; 11. Pt < 20 GeV /¢
3.5 > pmm 12. P < 15 GeV /¢
4. Pl <1 GeV/er; 13. Pt < 10 GeV/e
5. P*"<2GeV/e, € < 5%; 14. P < 20 GeV/c;
6. Njet < 3; 15. P°" < 15 GeV/c;
7. Njet < 2; 16. P°" < 10 GeV/c;
8. Njet = 1; 17. &t < 3%.

* maximal P, of a hadron in the ECAL cell containingy”-candidate;
xx A scalar sum of?, in the ring: P,*""™(R = 0.4) — P,°*™(R = 0.2).

Line number 1 of Tabl€]7 makes primary preselection. It idekiand specifies our first
general cut (16) of Section 3.2 as well as the cut connectddEG AL geometry and the cut (19)
that excludes/?"-candidates accompanied by hadrons.

Line number 2 of Tablgl7 fixes the values Bf;;/, ande},,, that, according to (17) and
(18), define the isolation parametersjof

The third cut selects the events containiffy -candidates with?; higher thanp ™" (=
CKIN(3)) threshold'®. We impose the third cut to select the samples of events®ith> 40, 70
and100 GeV/c as ISR may smear the sharp kinematical cutoff defined'By/ N (3) [9]. This
cut reflects an experimental viewpoint when one is intecegtehow many events with4"-
candidates are contained in some definite interva?,of

The forth cut restricts a value @t = P52, — P ,, whereP,°" is a sum ofP; of

all ECAL cells contained in the cone of t?le radiBsaround the cell fired by¢"-candidatel[34],
[35].

The fifth cut makes tighter the isolation criteria withih= 0.7 than those imposed onto
~4r-candidate in the second line of Tafble 7.

The cuts considered up to now, apart from general presetectit?’* > 30 GeV//c used
in the first line of Tabl€l7, were connected with photon s&&ct‘photonic” cuts). Before we go
further, some words of caution must be said here. Firstlyvwamrt to emphasize that the starting
numbers of the signalS() and backgroundR) events (first line of TablEl8) may be specific only
for PYTHIA generator and for the way of preparing primary gdes of the signal and background
events described above. So, we want to underline here thatahting values of and B in the
first columns of Tabl€l8 are model dependent.

But nevertheless, for our aim of investigation of efficiemfynew cuts 11-17 (seé& [110]-
[L7]) the important thing here is that we can use these stantiodel numbers of- and B-events
for studying a further relative influence of these cutsSg ratio.

The cuts 6-9 are connected with the selection of events gavity one jet and the defini-
tion of jet-photon spatial orientation iftplane. The 9-th cut selects the events with jet and photon

46see PYTHIA manual]9]
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Fig. 13: Distribution of events oveP,™"** in events with energetie*‘s appearing as direct photon candidates for
the casesP,© > 70 GeV/c and P,° > 100 GeV/c (here are used events satisfying cuts 1-5 of Table 7).

transverse momenta being “back-to-back” to each otheriplane within the angle interval of
the Ap = 17° size?.

In line 10 we used the cut oR,™** to reduce a background contribution from the elec-
troweak subprocesseg — ¢ + W= andq ¢ — g+ W= with the subsequent decily* — e*v
that leads to a substanti&™* value. It is clear from the distributions ové&¥™** for two P,
intervals presented in Fif.113 (compare with [Elg. 5). Onesmmfrom the last column of Table
8 “e*” that the cut onP,™** reduces strongly (in about 4 times) the number of eventsaaing
e* as direct photon candidate.

Table 8: Values of significance and efficienciesjfgr = 70 GeV/c.

lcut]]| S | B | Effs%) | Effs%) |S/B| & |
1 39340 | 1247005| 100.0Gt 0.00 | 100.00Q: 0.000 | 0.03 | 17562
2 36611| 51473 | 93.06t 0.68 | 4.128+ 0.019 | 0.71 | 4402
3 29903| 18170 | 76.01-0.58 | 1.45A4 0.011 | 1.65 | 2038
4 26426| 11458 | 67.1A4 0.53 | 0.919£0.009 | 2.31 | 1736
5 23830 7504 60.54 0.50 | 0.602: 0.007 | 3.18 | 1568
6 23788| 7406 60.474 0.50 | 0.594f 0.007 | 3.21 | 1554
7 23334| 6780 59.3H0.49 | 0.544£ 0.007 | 3.44 | 1460
8 19386| 4136 49.28+ 0.43 | 0.332-0.005 | 4.69 | 1142
9 18290| 3506 46.49- 0.42 | 0.28H0.005 | 5.22 | 796
10 || 18022| 3418 4584 0.41 | 0.274-0.005 | 5.27 | 210
11 | 15812| 2600 40.19- 0.38 | 0.208+ 0.004 | 6.08 | 176
12 || 13702 1998 34.83: 0.35 | 0.160: 0.004 | 6.86 | 130
13 || 10724| 1328 27.26£ 0.30 | 0.106t 0.003 | 8.08 88
14 || 10636| 1302 27.04£ 0.30 | 0.104£ 0.003 | 8.17 86
15 || 10240| 1230 26.03£ 0.29 | 0.099t 0.003 | 8.33 84
16 8608 984 21.88+ 0.26 | 0.079t 0.003 | 8.75 64
17 6266 622 15.93 0.22 | 0.050Gt 0.002 | 10.07| 52

(¥) The background®) does not include the contribution from the™ events” (i.e. in whiche* fakey-candidate)
that is shown separately in the right-hand coluraf™

Moving further we see from Tablg 8 that the cuts 11-16 of TEbteduce the values of
Pt and P,°** down to the values less thai) Gel//c. The 17-th cut of Tabl€l7 imposes

47j.e. within the size of three calorimeter cells




the jet isolation requirement. It leaves only the eventfiyéts having the sum aF; in a ring
surrounding a jet to be less thaft of P,’¢. From comparison of the numbers in 10-th and
17-th lines we make the important conclusion that all these outs (11-17), despite of model
dependent nature of startirity B value in line 10, may, in principle, lead to the following afbo
two-fold improvement of5/ B ratio. This improvement is reached by reducing Ehectivity out

of “4 4+ 1 jet” system.

It is also rather interesting to mention thhe total effect of “hadronic cuts” 6-17 for the
case ofp " = 70 GeV/c consists of about twelve-fold decrease of background itmrtion at
the cost of less than four-fold loss of signal events (whsitilte in about 3.2 times growth of
S/ B ratio). So, in this sense, we may conclude that from the viewpoirtt/d? ratio a study of
“~+ jet” events may be more preferable as compared with a case okiaelphoton production.

Table[® includes the numbers of signal and background elefhta three generated event
samples after application of cuts 1-16 and 1-17. They amengor all three intervals of,”.
Tabled® andl8 are complementary to each other. The summadigbté[8 is presented in the
middle sectiong ™" = 70 GeV/c) of Table[® where the line “Preselected” corresponds to the
cut 1 of Tabldl and, respectively, to the line number 1 of @@gbresented above. The line “After
cuts” corresponds to the line 16 of Table 8 and line “+jetasioh” corresponds to the line 17 of
Tablel3.

Table 9: Number of signal and background events remained @its.

A man

Dl ~ ~ photons from the mesons

(GeV/e) Cuts direct| brem ™ | n | w [ K et
Preselected| 18056 | 14466 | 152927 | 56379 | 17292 | 14318 | 2890

40 After cuts || 6238 | 686 824 396 112 104 24

+jetisol. || 3094 | 264 338 150 40 44 14
Preselecteq|39340| 63982 | 761926| 269666 | 87932 | 63499 (17562

70 After cuts || 8608 | 424 320 146 58 36 64

+jetisol. || 6266 | 262 206 90 40 24 52
Preselected| 56764 |111512| 970710| 346349 | 117816| 91416 | 38872

100 After cuts |[11452| 280 124 92 24 24 136

+jetisol. || 9672 | 204 92 64 24 20 120

Table 10: EfficiencyS/ B ratio and significance values in the selected events witlebigolation cut.

[ o @eviel S | B | Effs(%) | Effs(%) [S/B] S/VB]
40 6238 | 2122 | 34.55:0.51 | 0.83H-0.018 | 2.9 135.4
70 8608 | 984 | 21.88+ 0.26 | 0.0794+ 0.003| 8.8 274.4
100 11452 | 544 | 20.17+£0.21| 0.0334+:0.001| 21.1 | 491.0

Table 11: EfficiencyS/ B ratio and significance values in the selected events witis¢ddtion cut.

[ s/ @Gevie)| S | B | Effs%) | Effs(%) [S/B] S/VB ]
40 3094 | 836 | 17.14-0.33 | 0.3240.011 | 3.7 107.0
70 6266 | 622 | 15.9340.22| 0.0504+0.002| 10.1 | 251.2
100 9672 | 404 | 17.044+0.19| 0.0254+0.001| 23.9 | 481.2

Tablel® is done to show in more detail the origin@f -candidates. The numbers in the-
direct” column correspond to the respective numbers of signalteveft in each ofP,” intervals



after application of the cuts defined in lines 1, 16 and 17 d&fid& (and column S5” of Table
B). Analogously the numbers in the “- brem” column of Tabld® correspond to the numbers of
events with the photons radiated from quarks participatirtge hard interactions. Columns 5-8
of Table[® illustrate the numbers of the “ mes” events with photons originating frond, 7, w
and K meson decays. In a case®f >70 GeV/c the total numbers of background events, i.e.
a sum over the numbers presented in columns 4-8 of Thble Shaven in the lines 1, 16 and 17
of column “B” of Table[d. The other lines of Tablé 9 fgr™" = 40 and 100 GeV/c have the
meaning analogous to that described above & = 70 GeV/c.

The last column of Tabld 9 shows the number of preselecteutewvéthe*.

The numbers in Tabl€s1L0 (without jet isolation cut) litHyet isolation cut) accumu-
late in a compact form the final information of Tablgs [[1- 9. §Hoar example, the columns
and B of the line that corresponds fd"* = 70 GeV//c contain the total numbers of the selected
signal and background events taken at the level of 16-thTgdbie[TD) and 17-th (for Tabledl1)
cuts from Tablé&.

Itis seen from TablE10 that in the case of Selection 1 the g3 grows from 2.9 to 21.1
while P,” increases fronP,” > 40 GeV/cto P,” > 100 GeV/c interval.

The jet isolation requirement (cut 17 from Table 7) notidgamproves the situation at low
P,” (see Tabl&1). After application of this criterion the \ahf S/ B increases from 2.9 to 3.7
atP,” > 40 GeV/c and only from 21.1t0 23.9 &@,” > 100 GeV//c. Remember on this occasion
the conclusion that the sample of events selected with @erierhas a tendency to contain more
events with an isolated jet &7 increase4®.

Let us underline here that, in contrast to other types of iazknd, % — brem” background
has an irreducible nature. Thus, the numberof‘brem” events should be carefully estimated
for eachP,” interval using the particle level of simulation in the framuk of event generator
like PYTHIA. They are also have to be taken into account inegkpental analysis of the prompt
photon production data at high energies.

Tabled TP anfi13 shows the relative contributions of fundeah€CD subprocesses (hav-
ing the largest cross sections) — qg, q¢ — qq, g9 — qg andgg — gg *° that define the main
production of % —brem” and ‘vy—mes” background in event samples selected with criteria 1-13
of TableT in three?,” intervals.

Accepting the results of simulation with PYTHIA, we founadin the event listing analysis
that in the main part of selected = brem” events these photons are produced in the final state
of the fundamenta? — 2 subprocess®. Namely, they are mostly radiated from the outgoing
guarks in the case of the first three sets of subprocesgsges (g9, q¢ — gq andgg — ¢q). They
may also appear as a result of string breaking in a final sfatg 6+ ¢g scattering. But this
subprocess, naturally, gives a small contribution irite+*jet” events production.

It may be noted also from the first two columns of Talblgs 12[dhthat the most of 4 —
brem” and “y—mes” background event9)0% at least) originate fromg — ¢g andg;q; — ¢:q;,
¢:¢; — q;q; subprocesses. Tables 12 13 show also a tendency ofsimgyé¢lae contribution
from the subprocesgq;, — ¢iq; andq;¢; — ¢;¢; (given in the second columns of tables) with
growing P,”.

The values of signal-to-background ratios in TalblddID,réloatained without any detec-
tor effects. But these numbers can be noticeably incredsee fake into account information

48see Sections 5-7 and Appendix 2
49SUB=11, 12, 28, 53 and 68 (s€é [9])
50.e. from lines 7, 8 in Fig. 3



Table 13: Relative contribution (i

Table 12: Relative contribution (in per cents) of differ€@&D subprocesses into the “brem” events production.

P fundamental QCD subprocess
(Gev/e) | a9 = q9 | 99— aq | 99 = a7 | 99 — 99
40-70 || 62.1+-6.6 | 31.8+-4.0| 3.3+:1.0 | 2.8+0.9
70-100|| 52.3+7.7 | 42.4+6.4 | 3.8+1.4 | 1.5+0.9
> 100 || 41.8+6.0| 56.9+7.2 | 1.3+£0.7 —

n per cents) of differ@ED subprocesses into the“mes” events production.

P fundamental QCD subprocess
(GeV/e) | q9— a9 | 99— qq | 99 = a7 | 99 = 99
40-70 || 59.3+:5.2 | 34.8t3.5| 2.9+0.7 | 2.4+0.7
70-100|| 48.6£8.0 | 47.3-7.8| 0.5+:0.5 | 0.5+0.5
> 100 || 41.8t6.4 | 53.9£7.6 | 1.8£0.9 | 0.7+0.5

from the preshower detectdh. First of all, photons in the signah“+ jet” events have the distri-
bution over number of preshower 3-dimensiotfatiustersN. >, different from one for photon
candidates in the QCD background events. Selection efti@srior the signal and background
events after application of the ct)®, < 1 is shown in FigCI¥ fotn?| < 0.9. Relatively big

numbers of N2 . in the QCD background may be explained by the facts that besits we

have a contribution from events with multiphoton decays,dt? andw mesons and that despite
the strong isolation criteria photon candidates from thekgeound events still have a hadron

accompaniment.

Additional rejection can be obtained after analysis of gpelistributions among the strips
of each of three single layer clusters (SLC). They are agdiarent for the signal and back-
ground events. As parameters for the discrimination ondadenthe energy weighted widths of
three SLC’s and ratios of energy deposited in the hotteigt wirthe total energy of SLC cluster
Emer | Bsro. The selection efficiencies for singlés and#?’s (as a most difficult case from the

strp
point of view of discrimination) are presented in Higl 5

Thus, the total effect of data analysis in the preshoweratietean lead to additional in-

crease in the/ B of order of3 — 4 >4,

From Tabled® £711 we have seen that the cuts listed in Tablavin@ rather moderate
values of P2t and P,%.,) allow to suppress the major part of the background eventse T
influence of these two cuts on:

(a) the number of selected events (fof,;, = 300 pb—1);

(b) the signal-to-background ratiy B;

(c) the mean value of = (P, — P,”*)/ P, and its standard deviation valaéF')

is presented in Tables 1-12 of Appendix 3 for their variatioa wide range.
Let us emphasize that the tables of Appendix 3 include, inrashto Appendix 2, the re-

SICentral (CPS) and forward (FPS) preshower detectors aceglka|n| < 1.1 and1.2 < || < 2.5, respectively,
and have a similar 3-layered architecture with set of tridagscintillator strips in every layer.

52pecause they are built from 3 layers rotated in the spacerg smgles with respect to each other

53A consideration of the full QCD background left after ouresstion cuts (see cuts— 16 of Table[T plus re-
quirementN;® . < 1 above) is very difficult because of a pure statistics. Obslipshould decreasey“— mes”
background selection due to the, ‘K, w events” contribution and probably due to an admixture ofrbadgccom-
paniment aroun¢g-candidates in those events.

S4these factors are caused mainly by the single photon safeetiiciency and?,” interval.
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sults obtained after analyzing three generated samplssriled in the beginning of this section)
of signal and backgroundvents. These events were selected with the cuts of [hble 7.

Namely, the cuts 1-10 of Tallé 7 were applied for preselecifd'y + 1 jet” events. The
jets in these events as well as clusters were found by uselypbae jetfinder LUCELL (for the
wholen region|n’¢t| < 4.2).

Tables 1-4 of Appendix 3 correspond to the simulation witt” = 40 GeV/c. Anal-
ogously, the values gf " = 70 GeV/c andp[™™ = 100 GeV/c were used for Tables 5-8
and Tables 9-12 respectively. The rows and columns of Tdbl#R illustrate, respectively, the
influence of P, %k and P,2¢.,- on the quantities mentioned above in the points (a), (b), (c)

First of all, we see from Tables 2, 6 and 10 of Appendix 3 thabtceable reduction of
the background take place while moving along the table dgiafrom the right-hand bottom
corner to the left-hand upper one, i.e. with reinforciRgys. and P,%",. So, we see that for
p ™™ = 40 GeV/c the value ofS/B ratio changes in the table cells along the diagonal from
S/B = 2.2 (in the case of no limits on these two variables),staB = 2.9 for the cell with
Pdust — 10 GeV/cand P2 = 10 GeV/c. Analogously, forp " = 100 GeV/c the value of

S/ B changes in the same table cells from 10.0 to 29.5 (see TaléA@pendix 3)°°.

The second observation from Appendix 3. The restrictio®@f. and P,%. improves
the calibration accuracy. Table 3 shows that in the inteB/at- 40 Gel//c the mean value of the
fraction (= (P,"—P,”*")/P,") decreases from 0.049 (the bottom right-hand corner) to40@?2
the table cell withP,&¥ = 10 GeV/c and P&, = 10 GeV/c. At the same time, the both cuts
lead to a noticeable decrease of the Gaussian wi@#h (see Table 4 and also Tables 8, 12). For
instance, fop " = 40 GeV/c o(F) drops by about a factor of two: from 0.159 to 0.080. It
should be also noted that Tables 4, 8 and 12 demonstratetrety fixed value o, further
improvement ins(F) can be achieved by limiting?,*** (e.g. in line with P& = 10 GeV/c
o(F) drops by a factor of 2 with variation @f,°* from 1000 to 5 GeV//c).

The explanation is simple. The balance equatioh (25) cestaiterms on the right-hand
side (L — cosA¢) andP,(O+n > 4.2)/P,. The first one is negligibly small in a case of Selection
1 and tends to decrease with growiRg (see tables in Appendix 2). So, we see that in this case
the main source of the disbalance in equatiah (25) is the f&f+n > 4.2)/P,”. This term can
be diminished by decreasirfg activity beyond the jet, i.e. by decreasifg™.

The behavior of the number of selected events (fgr, = 300pb—!), the mean values
of F = (P7— P’ /P, and its standard deviation(F) as a function ofP,2.. (with fixed
Pdust — 10 GeV/c) are also displayed in Fi1L6 for events with non-isolatefi-hand column)
and isolated jets (right-hand column, see also Tables 18+2ppendix 3).

Thus, we can conclude that application of two criteria imlnged in Section 3.2, i.é2 &5
and P2, results in two important consequences: significant bamligd reduction and essen-
tial improvement of the calibration accuracy.

The numbers of events (fdy;,,, = 300 pb~!) for diﬁerentPfCl“Us% and P2 are given in
the cells of Tables 1, 5 and 9 of Appendix 3. One can see thatwith such strict?,¢s. and
P2t values as, for examplea() GeV/c for both we would have a sufficient number of events
(about 100 000, 7 000 and 1 300 fBf" > 40 GeV/c, P,7 > 70 GeV/candP,” > 100 GeV/c,
respectively) with low background contaminatidfy B = 2.9, 8.8 and21.1) and a good accuracy
of the P,7 — P,7¢ balance:F' = 2.4%, 1.5% and1.2%, respectively, for the case of Selection 1.

In addition, we also present Tables 13—-24 of Appendix 3. Tdmytain the information

clust out

SSeven better results produces a combined application afgércuts?, &% = 5 GeV/candP&gr = 5 GeV/c
(see Appendix 3)
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analogous to that in Tables 1 — 12 but for the case of isolatsdwithe’ < 3%. From these
tables we see that with the same clté}s. = P2, = 10 GeV/c one can expect about

47 000, 5 000 and 1000 events B > 40 GeV/c, P,7 > 70 GeV/c andP,Y > 100 GeV/e,
respectively, with a much more better fractio®il — P,”¢ balance:F = 0.5%, 0.7% and0.1%.

Let us mention that all these PYTHIA results give us an iniibiceof a tendency and may
serve as a guideline for further full GEANT simulation thaiwd allow to come to a final con-
clusion.

To conclude this section we would like to stress, firstlyttlaa is seen from Tabl€$ 9, the
“~ —brem” background defines a dominant part of the total backgro@r can see from Table
thatr® contribution being about the same as-* brem” at p "™ > 40 GeV/c becomes three
times less than+' — brem” contribution atp ™" > 100 GeV/c. We would like to emphasize here
that this is a strong prediction of the PYTHIA generator thad to be compared with predictions
of another generator like HERWIG, for example.

Secondly, we would like to mention also that, as it is seemfi@bledB anfl9, the photon

isolation and selection cuts 1-6, usually used in the stddgatusive photon production (see,
for instance,[[33],[134],[[35]), increase ti$ B ratio up to 3.20 only (fol?,” > 70 GeV/c). The



other cuts 6-17, that select events with a clear"jet” topology and limitedP, activity beyond
“~ 4 jet” system, lead to quite a significant improvement®B ratio by a factor of three (to
S/B = 10.07).

The numbers in the tables of Appendix 3 were obtained witkugion of the contribu-
tion from the background events. The tables show that tleiount does not spoil theP,” —
P/¢ palance in the event samples preselected with the cuts T THbI]. The estimation of the
number of these background events would be important foglinen distribution determination
(see Section 9).

9. “~+jet” EVENT RATE ESTIMATION FOR GLUON DISTRIBUTION DETERMI-
NATION AT THE TEVATRON RUN II.

The number of # + jet” events suitable for measurement of gluon distribution iiifedent = and
@ ? intervals at Run Il is estimated. It is shown that with,, = 3 fb—! it would be possible to collect
about one million of these events. This number would allogot@r a new kinematical area not studied in
any previous experiment({® <z < 1.0 with 1.6 - 10% < Q% < 2-10* (GeV/c)?). This area in the region
of smallz > 10~3 has@? by about one order of magnitude higher than reached at HER# no

As many of theoretical predictions for production of newtjgdes (Higgs, SUSY) at the
Tevatron are based on model estimations of the gluon demsitsvior at low: and high@?, the
measurement of the proton gluon density for this kinemaggian directly in Tevatron experi-
ments would be obviously useful. One of the promising chenfoe this measurement, as was
shown in [30], is a highP; direct photon productiopp(p) — %" + X. The region of high
P,, reached by UA1[31], UA2[132], CDH[33] and D0 [34] extendstopP, ~ 80 GelV//c and
recently up toP, = 105 GeV//c [35]. These data together with the later ones (see refesence
[B7]-[45] and recent E706]46] and UAB [47] results) give qportunity for tuning the form of
gluon distribution (se€ [38]142][48]). The rates andrmsted cross sections of inclusive direct
photon production at the LHC were given In[30] (see alsd)49]

Here for the same aim we shall consider the propgss %" + 1 Jet + X defined in the
leading order by two QCD subprocesses (1a) and (1b) (forrarpatal results se&€ [50], [51]).

Apart from the advantages, discussed in Section 8 in cormmesith the background sup-
pression (see alsb [62]-[58]), the®" + 1 Jet” final state may be easier for physical analysis
than inclusive photon production procesg’™ + X" if we shall look at this problem from the
viewpoint of extraction of information on the gluon distiion in a proton. Indeed, in the case
of inclusive direct photon production the cross sectioniveig as an integral over the products
of a fundamenta — 2 parton subprocess cross sections and the correspondito pkstri-
bution functionsf, (z,, @*) (a = quark or gluon), while in the case pf — %" + 1 Jet + X
for P,/ > 30GeV/c (i.e. in the region wherek; smearing effects®® are not important, see
[43]) the cross section is expressed directly in terms afettistributions (see, for example,[41]):

do , o
dmdmdP? aJa a» s — b d ’ 30
dnidn,d P ;b To fo(Ta, Q%) p fo(ap, Q )dt (ab— cd) 0)

where
Tap = Pi/V/s- (exp(£m) + exp(£ms)). 31)

The designation used above are as the following= 77, 7, = n’%; P, = P,”; a,b =
q,7,9;¢,d=q,q,g,v. Formulal(3D) and the knowledge @f 7 distributions allow the gluon dis-

56This terminology is different from ours, used in Sections1@ 4, as we denote by:;” only the value of parton
intrinsic transverse momentum.



tribution f,(z, @*) to be determined after account of selection efficienciegefsrandy?” —candidates
as well as after subtraction of the background contributigfh after the used selection cuts 1-13
of Table[T (as it was discussed in Section 8 keeping in hasdgthysical application).

In the previous sections a lot of details connected with thectire and topology of these
events and the features of objects appearing in them werasdied. Now with this information
in mind we are in position to discuss an application of the + jet” event samples, selected
with the previously proposed cuts, for estimating the rafdte gluon-based subprocess (1a) in
differentz and@? intervals.

Table[I% shows percentage of “Compton-like” subproces} (@maounting to100% to-
gether with (1b)) in the samples of events selected with @l-(22) of Section 3.2 faP, sk =
10 GeV/c for different P, andr’** intervals: Central (CC)|(’“| < 0.7) °7, Intercryostat (IC)
0.7<|n’**| < 1.8 and End (EC).8 < |r’*!| < 2.5 parts of calorimeter. We see that the contribution
of Compton-like subprocess grows by abbdut 6% with |’¢!| enlarging and drops with growing
P (~ P, in the sample of the events collected with the duts 13 of TablelT).

Table 14: The percentage of Compton-like proeggs— v + q.

Calorimeter P interval GeV/c)
part | 40-50] 50-70] 70-90] 90-140
CcC 84 80 74 68
IC 85 82 76 70
EC 89 85 82 73

In Table[IH we present distribution of the number of everds #ine caused by theg —
v + ¢ subprocess, in various intervals of t9é(= (P,”)?) *® andz (defined according td{B1)).
These events have passed the following c&$‘{ was not limited):

P >40GeV/e, || <25, B >30GeV/e, |’ <42, P >7GeV/e,
Pl =4 GeV/e, €pp = T%, Ap < 17°, PEwst = 10 GeV/c. (32)

Table 15: Number ofy g — %" + ¢ events at differenf)? andz intervals forL;,; = 3 fb—".

Q? x values of a parton All z
(GeV/c)? [.001—.005.006—.01] 01—.05].05—.1] 1—5] 5—1.] .001—1.
1600-2500 8582 56288| 245157| 115870| 203018| 3647 632563
2500-4900 371 13514 119305 64412| 119889, 3196 320688
4900-8100 0 204 17865 13514| 26364 1059 59007
8100-19600 0 0 3838 5623| 11539 548 21549

1033 807

The analogous information for events with the charmed cgiarkhe initial stateyjc —
v¥m 4 cis presented in Tab[ell6. The simulation of the proggsss %" + b has shown that
the rates for thé-quark are 8 — 10 times smaller than for thquark. These event rates are also
given in Appendix 1 for differenf,” intervals in the lines denoted byevents(c/b)" °°.

S’see also tables of Appendix 1 containing lin@8sub/all”

S8see([9]
59Analogous estimation for LHC energy was donelinl [18] dndl [59]



Table 16: Number ofy ¢ — 7" + ¢ events at differenf)? andz intervals forL;,; = 3 fo—!.

Q? x values of a parton All =
(GeV/c)? [ 001 —.005 | .005— .01 [ .01—.05] .05—1].1—5].5—1 |.00l—1.
1600-2500 264 2318 21236| 11758| 14172 58 49805
2500-4900 13 332 9522 6193| 7785 40 23885
4900-8100 0 4 914 1055| 1648 16 3637
8100-19600 0 0 142 329 612 8 1092
78 419

Fig. 17 shows in the widely used
R (x, Q?) kinematic plot (se€[60] and also
3 | in [43]) what area can be covered by
5 studying the process ¢ — ~ + ¢ at
Tevatron. The distribution of number
of events in this area is given by Ta-
ble[I3. From this figure and Tadlgl15 it
becomes clear that with integrated lumi-
nosity L;; = 3 fb~! it would be possi-
ble to study the gluon distribution with
O = 10 Gev a good statistics of + + jet” events in

i the region of107% < z < 1.0 with Q?
by about one order of magnitude higher
HERA fixed than reached at HERA now. It is worth
target emphasizing that extension of the exper-

, imentally reachable region at the Teva-
S T Y EE YD AT R tron to the region of lower)? overlap-
ping with the area covered by HERA
would also be of great interest.

ot M = 100 GeV

[
I

y = 4 2 0 2

Fig. 17: The(z, Q?) kinematic region for studyingp — v + Jet process at Tevatron Run I1.

10. SUMMARY.

We have done an attempt here to consider, following [10]};[f& physics of highP, direct
photon and jet associative production in proton-antipratollisions basing on the predictions of
PYTHIA generator and the models implemented there. Thikwaay be useful for two practical
goals: for absolute jet energy scale determination and leoorgdistribution measurement at
Tevatron energy.

The detailed information provided in the PYTHIA event liggs allows to track the origin of
different particles (like photons) and of objects (likestlers and jets) that appear in the final state.
So, the aims of this work was to explore at the particle lesehach as possible this information
for finding out what effect may be produced by new variablesppsed in[[10]-£[17] for selection
of “v + jet” events, and the cuts on them for solution of the mentionedalpractical tasks.



For the first problem of the jet energy determination an irtgeartask is to select the events
that may be caused (with a high probability) by ¢ie— ¢g + v andgg — ¢ + v fundamental
parton subprocesses of direct photon production. To takeaiccount a possible effect of initial
state radiation (its spectra are presented in diffe/@ntintervals in Section 5) we used here
the P;-balance equation (see{15)) written for an event as a wHoklalows to expressP,” —
P/ fractional disbalance (sele25)) through new variahles{Id] that describe th&, activity
outof “~ + jet” system. They areP,>* and P,<“*!, i.e. P, of mini-jets or clusters that are
additional to the main jet in event. The latter is the mossiblie” part of P,

The sources of the?,” — P’ disbalance are investigated. It is shown that the limitatib
P, of clusters, i.e 2,%**!, can help to decrease this disbalance. Analogously, thitation of P,
activity of all detectable particlesif| < 4.2) beyond the % + jet” system, i.e.P,°, also leads
to a noticeableP,” — P’** disbalance reduction (see Sections 7,8).

It is demonstrated that in the events selected by means aiitsineous restriction from
above of theP,““s! and P,°** activity the values of?,” and P’ are well balanced with each
other. The samples of thesey % jet” events gained in this way are of a large enough volume
for the jet energy scale determination in the interak P,” < 140 GeV//c (see Tables 1-12 of
Appendix 3).

It is worth mentioning that the most effect for improvemehty’ and P’¢* balance can
be reached by applying additionally the jet isolation ciite defined in[[ID]+[1l7]. As it can be
seen from Tables 13—-18 of Appendix 2 and Tables 13-24 of Aqliged) the application of this
criterion allows to select the events having ti’ — P’“' disbalance at the particle level less
than1%. Definitely, the detector effects may worsen the balancerdehation due to a limited
accuracy of the experimental measurenfént

We present also PYTHIA predictions for the dependence oflisteibutions of the number
of selected 4 + jet” events onP,” andr’* (see Section 5 and also tables of Appendix 2 with
account ofP,““s* variation).

The corrections to a jeP, the measurable values &1’ that have take into account the
contribution from neutrinos belonging to a jet are preserite different P,”*(~ P, for the
selected eventdntervals in the tables of Appendix 1. It is shown in Sectiothdt a cut on
P, <10 GeV/c allows to reduce the neutrino contribution to the valuglqﬁj)t)au cvents =
0.1 GeV/e.

At the same time, as it is shown inJ26], and discussed in 8ed@i(see alsd [17]), this
cut noticeably decreases the number of the backgretirglvents in whiche* (produced in the
W+ — e*r weak decay) may be registered as direct photon.

The possibility of the background events (caused by QCD md&sses ofg, gg, ¢q Scat-
tering) suppression was studied in Section 8. Basing onrttieduced selection criteria that
include 17 cuts (see Tallé 7 of Section 8), the backgroungrespion relative factors and the
values of signal event selection efficiencies are estim@ieel TableElB=11).

It is shown that after applying the first 6 “photonic” cutsgthmay be used, for example,
for selecting events with inclusive photon production aedd toS/B ratio equal to3.2 for
P > 70 GeV/c, see Tabl¢l8) the use of the next 11 “hadronic” cuts of TRbleay head to
further essential improvement 6f B ratio (by factor of 3.2 for the sam@” > 70 GeV/c where
S/B becomed0.1.

60we are planning to present the results of full GEANT simwlativith the following digitization and reconstruc-
tion of signals by using the corresponding DO packages ifidtibcoming papers.




It is important to underline that this improvement is aclkeigby applying “hadronic” cuts
that select the events having cleary + jet” topology at the particle level and also having
rather “clean” area (in a sense of limité{l activity) beyond a % + jet” system. In this sense
and taking into account the fact that these “hadronic” ce&sllto an essential improvement of
P, — P/° balance, one may say that the cuts®fi“*’ and P,°“, considered here, do act quite
effectively to select the events caused by leading ordgrdias (see Fig. 1) and do suppress the
contribution of NLO diagrams, presented in Figs. 2, 4.

The consideration of the cuts, connected with detectocesfée.g., based the preshower
usage) may lead to further noticeable improvemerft/a@® ratio.

Another interesting predictions of PYTHIA is about the daamt contribution of 4-brem”
events into the total background at Tevatron energy, as sm|lvaady mentioned in Section 8 (see
also [17] and[[Z6]). As the+-brem” background has irreducible nature its careful estiom is
an important task and requires the analogous estimatidnamibther generator.

To finish the discussion of the jet calibration study let usities that the main results on
this subject are summed up in Tables 1-12 (Selection 1) an24lEelection 2 with jet isolation
criterion) of Appendix 3 and Fid._16.

It should be emphasized that numbers presented in all nmettitables and figures were
found within the PYTHIA particle level of simulation. Theyay depend on the used generator
and on the particular choice of a long set of its paraméteas well as they may change after
account of the results of the full GEANT-based simulation.

It is also shown that the samples of the + jet” events, gained with the cuts used for
the jet energy calibration, can provide an information ahlg also for determining the gluon
distribution inside a proton in the kinematic region (seg Bi7) that includes values as small as
accessible at HERAT61],162], but at much higligt values (by about one order of magnitude):
1073 <z < 1.0with 1.6 - 10° < Q* < 210" (GeV/c)?. The number of events, based on the
gluonic process (1a), that may be collected with, = 3 fb~! in different2- andQ?- intervals
of this new kinematic region for this goal are presented ibldd% (all quarks included) and in
Table[I® (only for charm quarks).
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Appendix 1

Selection 1. ¢y jery = 180° £ 17°. UAL algorithm. L;,, = 300 pb~'.

Table 1: 40 < P,” < 50 GeV/ec.

[ Rdm [ s [ 2 [ 15 ] 10 ;
Pt 42.646 | 42.460 | 42.410 | 42.564 | 42.912
p7¢_pJet 0.127 0.127 0.131 0.133 0.105
I 0.129 0.128 0.133 0.135 0.106
RVSIet 0.171 0.170 0.169 0.166 0.152
Pl 0.153 0.153 0.158 0.157 0.113
RHETel 0.148 0.146 0.146 0.144 0.126
PSS 2.088 2.083 2.096 2.105 2.101
P 2.366 2.370 2.383 2.403 2.310
Nevent ) 964 926 865 723 348
Nevent ) 100 94 90 70 34
29sub/all 0.85 0.85 0.84 0.84 0.83
Entries 10493 10144 9472 7992 4421
Table 2: 70 < P,” <90 GeV/c.
I ER 20 | 15 | 10 5
P 72.873 | 74.375 | 75.239 | 75.968 | 76.353
P _piet 0.257 0.259 0.272 0.250 0.245
Pl 0.259 0.262 0.275 0.253 0.248
RVETet 0.182 0.176 0.177 0.175 0.173
I 0.184 0.181 0.186 0.168 0.174
RHETel 0.172 0.169 0.171 0.172 0.165
PSS 2.178 2.182 2.196 2.168 2.190
P 3.092 3.123 3.179 3.118 3.089
Nevenit 129 108 91 64 30
Nevent ) 22 18 13 9 2
29sub/all 0.77 0.76 0.76 0.75 0.72
Entries 13641 11613 9892 7495 3845
Table 3: 90 < P,” < 140 GeV/ec.
IR ED 20 15 | 10 5
P 101.878 | 103.159 | 103.988 | 104.565 | 104.615
pfe_pict 0.331 0.330 0.319 0.312 0.317
Pl 0.334 0.333 0.321 0.315 0.320
RUETet 0.190 0.188 0.187 0.185 0.179
I 0.272 0.283 0.272 0.280 0.309
RHETel 0.181 0.180 0.175 0.170 0.163
PSS 2.186 2.197 2.193 2.195 2.201
P 3.339 3.339 3.276 3.238 3.345
Nevent (. 51 40 32 22 9
Neveni ) 6 5 4 2 1
29sub/all 0.70 0.70 0.69 0.68 0.66
Entries 14058 11806 9997 7439 3673
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Appendix 2

Pt <4 GeV/e, € <%,

Gyjery = 180° £ 17°. UAL algorithm. L;,, = 300 pb~ L.

Table 4: Selection 1. 40 < P,” < 50 GeV/c.

[ Par [ s [ » [ 5 [ w0 5
Nevent 12915 12486 11659 9837 5442
P;56 10.1 9.6 8.9 7.9 6.2
A 5.9 5.8 5.6 5.1 3.9
Pt 7.6 7.3 6.8 6.1 4.6
p,In>42 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
(P—PP*) /P || 0.0120 | 0.0155 | 0.0147 | 0.0116 | 0.0071
(P,7—PP "y /P,7 || -0.0291 | -0.0291 | -0.0296 | -0.0275 | -0.0213
(P —P7)/P7 || 0.0363 | 0.0400 | 0.0400 | 0.0357 | 0.0266
P, (Of>5)/P,7 || 0.0279 | 0.0319 | 0.0325 | 0.0293 | 0.0226
1 — cos(Ag) 0.0084 | 0.0081 | 0.0076 | 0.0064 | 0.0040
o(Dbly, J]) 0.1531 | 0.1414 | 0.1298 | 0.1142 | 0.0904
o (Db, part]) 0.1957 | 0.1831 | 0.1667 | 0.1424 | 0.1105
Entries 10493 10144 9472 7992 4421
Table 5: Selection 1. 70 < P, < 90 GeV/c.
[ P [ 30 | 20 15 | 10 5
Nevent 2414 2055 1751 1327 631
P,56 14.7 12.5 11.0 9.1 6.8
Ao 5.4 4.7 4.2 3.4 2.3
Pt 12.5 10.4 8.9 7.0 4.9
p,n>42 1.9 1.9 2.0 2.0 2.0
(P7—PP")/P,7 || 0.0328 | 0.0184 | 0.0118 | 0.0067 | 0.0038
(P,7—PP /P, | -0.0411 | -0.0310 | -0.0244 | -0.0192 | -0.0151
(P —P7y/PY || 0.0642 | 0.0440 | 0.0325 | 0.0233 | 0.0171
P,(O+>5)/P,7 || 0.0570 | 0.0382 | 0.0279 | 0.0203 | 0.0156
1 — cos(A9) 0.0073 | 0.0058 | 0.0046 | 0.0030 | 0.0014
o(Dbly, J]) 0.1518 | 0.1207 | 0.1015 | 0.0812 | 0.0624
o (Db[y, part]) 0.1789 | 0.1467 | 0.1268 | 0.1048 | 0.0843
Entries 13641 11613 9892 7495 3845
Table 6: Selection 1. 90 < P,” < 140 GeV/c.
[ P [ 30 | 20 15 | 10 5
Nevent 1242 1043 885 669 333
P,56 15.0 12.7 11.2 9.4 7.0
Ao 4.5 3.7 3.2 2.5 1.8
PO 13.2 10.6 9.0 7.1 5.0
p,In>42 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9
(P7—PP“Ty /P, || 0.0102 | 0.0045 | 0.0014 | 0.0007 | 0.0003
(P,7—PF* ) /P, || -0.0382 | -0.0276 | -0.0221 | -0.0160 | -0.0121
(P —P7)/P” || 0.0417 | 0.0286 | 0.0213 | 0.0153 | 0.0112
P,(Of>5)/P;, || 0.0363 | 0.0248 | 0.0185 | 0.0136 | 0.0103
1 — cos(A9) 0.0054 | 0.0038 | 0.0028 | 0.0018 | 0.0009
o(Db[y, J]) 0.1154 | 0.0896 | 0.0753 | 0.0605 | 0.0479
o(Db[y, part]) 0.1359 | 0.1111 | 0.0981 | 0.0861 | 0.0677
Entries 26759 22471 19068 14411 7163

*Number of events (Nevent) is given in this and in the following tables for integrated luminosity L;,; = 300 pb—1.




Table 7: Selection 2. 40 < P,” < 50 GeV/c (¢7t < 3%.

[ Pdr [ » [ » [ 15 [ 10 [ 5
Nevent 5189 5043 4804 4222 2689
P56 9.4 8.9 8.4 74 5.9
A 55 5.4 5.3 138 38
p,ow 7.0 6.7 6.3 5.6 4.3
p,n>42 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
(P—PP /P || -0.0237 | -0.0179 | -0.0143 | -0.0126 | -0.0085
(P,7—pP>y/P,7 || -0.0078 | -0.0094 | -0.0105 | -0.0135 | -0.0125
(P —P,7)/P7 || -0.0163 | -0.0088 | -0.0043 | 0.0001 | 0.0032
P,(O+>5)/P,7 || -0.0238 | -0.0161 | -0.0111 | -0.0058 | -0.0005
1 — cos(A9) 0.0076 | 0.0074 | 0.0069 | 0.0059 | 0.0038
o(Dbly, J]) 0.1531 | 0.1373 | 0.1253 | 0.1082 | 0.0878
o (Db[y, part]) 0.1814 | 0.1661 | 0.1515 | 0.1251 | 0.1028
Entries 1216 4097 3903 3430 2185
Table 8: Selection 2. 70 < P,” < 90 GeV/c (e7t < 3%.
[ Pgir [ 30 20 [ 15 | 10 | 5
Nevent 1262 1152 1038 849 505
P56 12.7 11.3 10.1 8.7 6.7
A 4.7 13 3.9 32 2.3
PVt 10.0 8.8 7.8 6.4 4.7
p,In>42 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
(PP /P || -0.0056 | -0.0074 | -0.0080 | -0.0055 | -0.0007
(P,7—PF* ) /P, || -0.0126 | -0.0135 | -0.0137 | -0.0120 | -0.0124
(P —PRy/P7 || 0.0054 | 0.0042 | 0.0039 | 0.0049 | 0.0098
P,(O+>5)/P,” || -0.0006 | -0.0007 | -0.0001 | 0.0022 | 0.0083
I — cos(Ad) 0.0060 | 0.0050 | 0.0040 | 0.0027 | 0.0014
o (Db, J]) 0.1207 | 0.1012 | 0.0897 | 0.0743 | 0.0620
o(Db[y, part]) 0.1442 | 0.1212 | 0.1083 | 0.0937 | 0.0806
Entries 7128 6507 5366 4794 2852
Table 9: Selection 2. 90 < P,” < 140 GeV/c (/¢ < 3%.
[ Pt [ 30 20 15 | 10 [ 5
Nevent 797 711 632 511 288
P56 134 11.6 10.4 8.9 6.9
A 1.0 34 2.9 2.4 1.8
p,ow 10.9 9.2 8.0 6.6 4.8
p,In>42 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9
(P—P /P, || -0.0100 | -0.0101 | -0.0092 | -0.0062 | -0.0018
(P,7—pP>y /P, || -0.0160 | -0.0149 | -0.0137 | -0.0118 | -0.0105
(P —PR7Yy/P7 || 0.0045 | 0.0036 | 0.0034 | 0.0047 | 0.0077
P,(O+>5)/P,7 || 0.0000 | 0.0004 | 0.0010 | 0.0031 | 0.0069
1 — cos(AQ) 0.0045 | 0.0033 | 0.0024 | 0.0016 | 0.0008
o(Dbly, J]) 0.0934 | 0.0764 | 0.0668 | 0.0552 | 0.0456
o (Db[y, part]) 0.1145 | 0.0956 | 0.0872 | 0.0763 | 0.0624
Entries 17161 15309 13613 11009 6200
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Appendix 3

A mian

p™" =40
Pt <2 GeV/e, € <5%, A¢=17° (Selection 1)

GeV/e

Table 1: Number of signal and background events (per Li,; = 300 pb~1).

P Py 2y (GeV/e)

(GeV/c) 5 [ 10 [ 15 [ 20 [ 30 | 1000
5 40000 59000 62000 62000 62000 62000
10 50000 96000 112000 115000 115000 | 115000
15 52000 105000 132000 141000 143000 | 143000
20 53000 107000 139000 153000 158000 | 159000
30 53000 109000 143000 159000 170000 | 173000

Table 2: S/B.

Py Pigu; (GeVe)

(GeV/c) 5 | 10 15 | 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 36£03]34+02 [ 3402 [ 3402 [ 34£02 [ 34%02
10 3302 29+ 01 | 28+ 0.1 | 28+ 0.1 | 2.8+ 0.1 | 28+ 0.1
15 32+ 02| 2701 | 25 0.1 | 25+ 0.1 | 25+ 0.1 | 25+ 0.1
20 31+ 0.2 | 0.0+ 0.0 | 24+ 0.1 | 24+ 0.1 | 2.4+ 0.1 | 24+ 0.1
30 31+ 0.2 | 26+ 0.1 | 23 0.1 | 23+ 0.1 | 22+ 0.1 | 22+ 0.1

Table 3: (F), F = (P,)-P,7*)/P,7.

B Pigu; (GeVe)

(GeV/e) 5 [ 10 15 [ 20 30 [ 1000
5 0.012 0.020 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.023
10 0.011 0.024 0.032 0.034 0.035 0.035
15 0.011 0.025 0.035 0.040 0.042 0.043
20 0.011 0.025 0.036 0.041 0.046 0.046
30 0.011 0.025 0.035 0.042 0.047 0.049

Table 4: o(F), F = (P,7-P,’*")/P,.

Pyt Py ot (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 [ 10 15 [ 20 30 [ 1000
5 0.053 0.070 0.074 0.074 0.075 0.076
10 0.054 0.080 0.095 0.099 0.101 0.102
15 0.055 0.082 0.104 0.115 0.121 0.121
20 0.055 0.083 0.108 0.123 0.135 0.137
30 0.055 0.083 0.109 0.127 0.150 0.159
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pin =170 GeV/c
P <2 GeV/e, € < 5%, A¢p=17° (Selection 1)

Table 5: Number of signal and background events (per L;n: = 300 pb’l).

Pt P i (GeV/e)
(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 2900 4500 4700 4700 4700 4700
10 3600 7100 8500 8900 9000 9000
15 3800 7700 10100 11200 11800 11800
20 3800 7900 10600 12300 13600 13700
30 3800 8000 10900 12900 15400 16000
Table 6: S/B.
Pt Piou; (GeVe)
(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 11.1+ 1.1 | 10.3+= 0.8 | 10.3£ 0.8 | 10.2+ 0.8 | 10.14+ 0.8 | 10.0£ 0.8

10 10.1£0.9 | 88+ 0.5 | 83+ 04 | 8204 | 81£04 | 8104

15 9808 | 82£05 | 74£04 | 7.1£03 | 6.8+0.3 | 6.8+£0.3

20 9.4+ 08 | 7904 | 7003 | 65£03 | 6.1£0.2 | 6.1£0.2

30 93£08 | 7.6£04 | 6.6£03 | 6.0£0.2 | 54+ 0.2 | 52+ 0.2

Table 7: (F), F = (P—P,’*")/P,]7.

Bt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 0.008 0.014 0.016 0.016 0.016 0.016
10 0.008 0.015 0.020 0.023 0.024 0.024
15 0.008 0.015 0.022 0.027 0.031 0.031
20 0.007 0.014 0.022 0.028 0.037 0.039
30 0.007 0.014 0.022 0.029 0.043 0.052

Table 8: o(F), F = (P—P,’*")/P].

Bt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 0.031 0.042 0.045 0.046 0.046 0.046
10 0.032 0.048 0.058 0.062 0.064 0.064
15 0.032 0.049 0.063 0.072 0.078 0.078
20 0.032 0.050 0.065 0.078 0.089 0.090
30 0.032 0.050 0.066 0.080 0.099 0.102




P = 100

Pt <2 GeV/e, € <5%, A¢=17° (Selection 1)

GeV/e

Table 9: Number of signal and background events (per L;,¢ = 300 pb—1).

P Py ¢yt (GeV/c)
(GeV/e) 5 [ 10 [ 15] 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 510 820 870 870 870 870
10 630 1270 1560 1630 1650 1650
15 650 1380 1830 2050 2150 2150
20 660 1410 1930 2260 2520 2560
30 670 1430 1970 2370 2870 3060
Table 10: S/B.
Pt Pi oyt (GeV/e)
(GeV/e) 5 [ 10 [ 15 [ 20 30 | 1000
5 29.5+ 4.0 | 26.5F 2.7 | 25.3F 2.5 | 24.9+ 2.4 | 24.9+ 2.4 | 245+ 2.3
10 26.9F 3.1 | 223 1.7 | 20.1£ 1.3 | 19.0F 1.2 | 18.7£ 1.2 | 187+ 1.2
15 245+ 2.7 | 202% 1.4 | 17.1£ 1.0 | 15.7£ 0.8 | 14.9£ 0.8 | 14.9% 0.8
20 23.6% 2.5 | 18.6E 1.2 | 155+ 0.8 | 13.7£ 0.7 | 12.3£ 0.5 | 12.1£ 0.5
30 231+ 25 | 183+ 1.2 | 14.7£ 0.8 | 12.7£ 0.6 | 10.8+ 0.4 | 10.0% 0.4
Table 11: (F), F = (P)—P,’)/P7.
(GeV/c) 5 10 | 15 [ 20 [ 30 [ 1000 |
5 0.007 0.012 0.013 0.013 0.013 0.013
10 0.007 0.012 0.017 0.018 0.019 0.019
15 0.007 0.012 0.017 0.021 0.024 0.024
20 0.007 0.012 0.017 0.022 0.027 0.029
30 0.007 0.012 0.017 0.022 0.030 0.038
Table 12: o(F), F = (P,7—P,”*)/P,7.
P Py ¢yt (GeV/c)
(GeV/e) 5 10 15 20 30 1000
5 0.022 0.031 0.034 0.034 0.034 0.034
10 0.023 0.035 0.042 0.044 0.045 0.045
15 0.023 0.035 0.045 0.052 0.055 0.055
20 0.023 0.036 0.046 0.055 0.061 0.061
30 0.023 0.036 0.047 0.057 0.066 0.067




P =40 GeV/c
P <2 GeV/e, € <5%, Ap=17°, & <3% (Selection 2)

Table 13: Number of signal and background events (per L;n: = 300 pbil).

Pt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 23000 33000 34000 34000 34000 34000
10 27000 47000 53000 54000 54000 54000
15 28000 50000 60000 63000 63000 63000
20 28000 51000 62000 66000 68000 68000
30 28000 51000 63000 68000 72000 73000

Table 14: S/B.

Ptclust Pt out (GGV/C)

cut cut

(GeV/<) 5 [ 10 [ 15 [ 20 [ 30 [ 1000

5 4.0+04 | 41+ 04 | 41£04 | 4104 | 4.0+ 04 4.0+ 04

10 39£04 | 3.7£03 | 3.6£0.3 | 3.6£0.2 | 3.6 0.2 3.6+ 0.2

15 3.804 | 34+ 0.2 | 3.2+ 0.2 | 3.2+ 0.2 | 3.2+ 0.2 3.2+ 0.2

20 3.8£04 | 0.0+£0.0 | 3.2+0.2 | 3.1+ 0.2 | 3.0£0.2 3.1+£ 0.2

30 3.8+04 | 34+ 0.2 | 3.1£0.2 | 3.0£0.2 | 294+ 0.2 2.8+ 0.2

Table 15: (F), F = (P,—P,’*")/P].

Pt Pigu; (GeVe)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 [ 15 [ 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 0.006 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008
10 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.003 0.003 0.003
15 0.006 0.006 0.003 0.003 0.001 0.001
20 0.006 0.006 0.003 0.000 20.002 ~0.003
30 0.006 0.006 0.003 0.001 ~0.005 ~0.006

Table 16: o(F), F = (P,7-P,”*")/P.

Bt Piout (GeV/c)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 [ 15 [ 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 0.050 0.066 0.069 0.069 0.069 0.069
10 0.052 0.074 0.086 0.089 0.090 0.090
15 0.051 0.075 0.095 0.102 0.107 0.107
20 0.052 0.075 0.097 0.109 0.120 0.123
30 0.052 0.075 0.008 0.113 0.136 0.147




pin =170 GeV/c
P <2 GeVe, € <5%, Ap=17°, & <3% (Selection 2)

Table 17: Number of signal and background events (per L;n: = 300 pbil).

Bt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 2300 3400 3600 3600 3600 3600
10 2800 5000 5800 6000 6000 6000
15 2900 5300 6700 7200 7400 7400
20 2900 5400 6900 7700 8200 8300
30 2900 5500 7000 8000 9000 9200

Table 18: S/B.

P! Py 2t (GeV/e)
(GeV/<) 5 [ 10 [ 15 [ 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 11.8+ 1.3 [ 11.6+ L1 [ 114+ 1.0 [ 113+ 1.0 | 113+ 1.0 | ILI+ 1.0

10 11.0+ 1.1 | 10.1£0.8 | 9.5£ 0.6 | 9.3£0.6 | 9.3+0.6 | 9.3+ 0.6

15 109+ 1.1 | 9.6+ 0.7 | 9.0£ 0.6 | 86+ 0.5 | 84£ 0.5 | 84£0.5

20 10.6+1.1 | 93+ 06 | 85+ 05 | 81£05 | 75604 | 74+04

30 10.5£1.0 | 9.1£06 | 8205 | 7.6£04 | 6.8+0.3 | 6.6+ 0.3

Table 19: (F), F = (P,—P,’*")/P,7.

Bt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 0.006 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009
10 0.006 0.007 0.008 0.009 0.009 0.009
15 0.005 0.007 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009
20 0.005 0.006 0.008 0.009 0.010 0.010
30 0.005 0.006 0.008 0.009 0.010 0.010

Table 20: o(F), F = (P,7-P,”*)/P.

Bt P i (GeV/e)

(GeV/e) 5 | 10 | 15 | 20 | 30 | 1000
5 0.031 0.040 0.043 0.043 0.043 0.043
10 0.031 0.046 0.054 0.057 0.058 0.058
15 0.031 0.047 0.059 0.066 0.069 0.069
20 0.031 0.047 0.060 0.071 0.078 0.078
30 0.032 0.047 0.061 0.073 0.086 0.088




P = 100

GeV/e

B <2 GeVe, € <5%, Ap=1T7°, ¢ < 3% (Selection 2)

Table 21: Number of signal and background events (per Lin; = 300 pb~1).

P Py gyt (GeV/c)
(GeV/c) 5 [ 10 [ 15] 20 [ 30 [ 1000
5 460 720 760 760 760 760
10 560 1060 1250 1300 1300 1300
15 580 1130 1440 1570 1620 1620
20 530 1150 1490 1700 1830 1840
30 580 1160 1520 1750 2020 2090
Table 22: S/B.
P Py 2y (GeV/e)
(GeV/e) 5 [ 10 [ 15 [ 20 | 30 [ 1000
5 31.9% 4.7 | 27.6% 3.0 | 26.6E 2.8 | 26.0E 2.7 | 26.0& 2.7 | 25.5% 2.7
10 31141 | 239€2.2 | 224 1.7 | 21.7£ 1.6 | 21.5£ 1.6 | 21.4E 1.6
15 295+ 3.7 | 226 1.8 | 19.1£ 1.3 | 182£ 1.2 | 17.6£ 1.1 | 17.5£ 1.1
20 287%3.6 | 215+ 1.5 | 175+ 1.1 | 15.9£ 0.9 | 14.7£ 0.8 | 14.6% 0.8
30 281% 3.5 | 20.9€ 1.6 | 16.6£ 1.0 | 14.7£ 0.8 | 12.9£ 0.6 | 12.3£ 0.6
Table 23: (F), F = (P,)—P,’*")/P,7.
(GeV/c) 5 10 [ 15 [ 20 | 30 [ 1000 |
5 0.006 0.009 0.010 0.010 0.010 0.010
10 0.006 0.009 0.010 0.011 0.011 0.011
15 0.006 0.008 0.010 0.011 0.011 0.011
20 0.006 0.008 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.011
30 0.006 0.008 0.009 0.010 0.011 0.011
Table 24: o(F), F = (P,7—P,”*")/P,7.
P Py ¢yt (GeV/c)
(GeV/c) 5 10 15 20 30 1000
5 0.022 0.030 0.032 0.032 0.033 0.033
10 0.023 0.033 0.040 0.042 0.042 0.042
15 0.023 0.034 0.043 0.048 0.050 0.050
20 0.023 0.035 0.044 0.051 0.056 0.056
30 0.023 0.035 0.044 0.053 0.060 0.060
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