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Abstract

Theconnection between analytic and M onteCarlo calculationsofsoftgluon

em ission isreanalyzed in lightofrecent,theoreticaldevelopm entsin resum m a-

tion. An alternative M onte Carlo algorithm issuggested which incorporates

(1)correctionsbeyond leadingordertotheshoweringand (2)sm oothlym erges

with the higherordercalculation ofsingle,hard parton em ission. In partic-

ular,it is possible to study jet properties in heavy boson production for all

valuesofthe boson transverse m om entum with a totalcrosssection ofNLO

accuracy.Thespeci�ccasesofW ,Z and Higgsboson production attheTeva-

tron in Run IIare addressed using a m odi�ed version ofthe PYTHIA M onte

Carlo.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the near future, experim ents at two, high{energy hadron colliders willsearch for

evidence ofphysics thatsupersedes the standard m odel. Im portantam ong the toolsthat

willbe used in these searches are showering event generators or showering M onte Carlos

(SM C’s).Am ong them ostversatileand popularofthesearetheM onteCarlo’sHERWIG [1],

ISAJET [2],and PYTHIA [3].SM C’sareusefulbecausethey accurately describetheem ission

ofm ultiple soft gluons,which is,in e�ect,an allorders problem in QCD.However,they

only predicttotalcrosssectionsto a leading orderaccuracy,and,thus,can dem onstrate a

sizeabledependenceon thechoiceofscaleused fortheparton distribution functions(PDF’s)

orcouplingconstants(particularly �s).Also,in general,they donottranslatesm oothly into

kinem aticcon�gurationswhereonlyone,hard parton isem itted.In distinction toSM C’sare

certain analyticcalculationswhich accountform ultiplesoftgluon em ission and higherorder

correctionsto thehard scattering.These resum m ation calculations,however,integrateout

thekinem aticsofthesoftgluons,and,thus,arelim ited in theirpredictivepower.They can,

forexam ple,describe the kinem aticsofa heavy gauge boson produced in hadron collision,

butcannotpredictthenum berordistribution ofjetsthataccom pany it.However,searches

fornew physics,eitherdirectlyorindirectlythroughcarefulm easurem entsofstandard m odel

predictions,often dem and detailed knowledge ofkinem atic distributions and jet activity.

Furtherm ore,W +jets(and Z+jets)processesareoften backgroundstoSUSY ortechnicolor

signatures,and wedem and a reliableprediction oftheirproperties.Theaim ofthispresent

study isto show how thepositive featuresoftheanalyticresum m ation calculationscan be

used to im provetheshowering algorithm s.

The outline ofthe rem ainder ofthis paper is as follows. First,we review the parton

shower (Sec. II)and the analytic resum m ation form alism s (Sec. III).W e then show how

to m odify the showing algorithm to incorporate higher{ordercorrectionsto the totalcross

section (Sec.IV).Furtherm ore,weshow how to correctthesoftgluon approxim ation m ade

in the showering, so that there is a sm ooth transition between the showering and hard
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em ission lim its(Sec.V),and we com parethisapproach to otherwork.Finally,we present

num ericalresults(Sec. VI)forW ,Z and Higgsboson production atthe Tevatron in Run

IIusing a m odi�ed version ofPYTHIA,and ourconclusions(Sec.VII).

In the ensuing discussion,we focuson the speci�c exam ple ofW boson production at

a hadron collider,when the W decaysleptonically. The resultsapply equally wellto 
�;Z

and Higgsbosons(orany heavy,color{singletparticle)produced in hadron collisions.

II.PA RT O N SH O W ER S

SM C’s are based on the factorization theorem [4],which,roughly,statesthatphysical

observables in any sensible gauge theory are the product ofshort{distance functions and

long{distancefunctions.Theshort{distancefunctionsarecalculablein perturbation theory.

The long{distance functionsare�tata scale,buttheirevolution to any otherscale isalso

calculablein perturbation theory.

A standard application ofthefactorization theorem istodescribeW boson production at

a p�p colliderata �xed orderin �s.Theproduction crosssection isobtained by convoluting

the partonic subprocesses evaluated at the scale Q with the PDF’s evaluated at Q. The

partonsinvolved in the hard collision m ustbe su�ciently virtualto be resolved inside the

proton,and a naturalchoice for the scale Q is Q = M W [5]. Prior to the hard collision,

however,the partonsare notresolvable in the proton (i.e. the proton isintact)and have

virtualitiesatam uch lowerscaleQ 0 oftheorderof1GeV.Theconnection between thepar-

tonsatthelow scaleQ 0 and thoseatthehigh scaleQ isdescribed by theDGLAP evolution

equations[6].TheDGLAP equationsinclude them ostim portantkinem atic con�gurations

ofthesplittingsa ! bc,wherea;band crepresentdi�erenttypesofpartonsin thehadron

(q;g,etc.). Starting from a m easurem ent ofthe PDF’s at a low scale Q 0,a solution of

the DGLAP equationsyieldsthe PDF’satthe hard scale Q.Equivalently,starting with a

parton cinvolved in a hard collision,itisalso possibleto determ ineprobabilistically which

splittings generated c. In the process ofde{evolving parton c back to the valence quarks
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in the proton,a num berofspectatorpartons(e.g. parton b in the branching a ! bc)are

resolved.These partonsconstitutea showerofsoftjetsthataccom pany theW {boson,and

in
uenceitskinem atics.

Theshowerdescribed aboveoccurswith unitprobability and doesnotchangethetotal

crosssection forW {boson production calculated atthe scale Q [7]. The showering can be

attached to the hard{scattering processbased on a probability distribution after the hard

scattering hasbeen selected. Once kinem atic cuts are applied,the transverse m om entum

and rapidity ofthe W {boson populate regions never accessed by the di�erentialpartonic

crosssection calculated ata �xed order.Thisisconsistent,sincethe�xed{ordercalculation

wasinclusive(i.e.,p�p! W + X )and wasneverintended todescribethedetailed kinem atics

oftheW {boson.Theparton shower,in e�ect,resolvesthestructureoftheinclusivestateof

partonsdenoted asX .In practice,the�xed orderpartoniccrosssection (withoutshowering)

can stillbeused todescribepropertiesofthedecay leptonsaslongasthem easurableiswell

de�ned (e.g.,the num berofleptonswith centralrapidity and high transverse m om entum ,

butnotthedistribution ofrapidity ortransversem om entum oftheW ).

Here,we review parton showering schem atically. M ore detailscan be found in Ref.[8].

First,forsim plicity,considerthecaseof�nalstateorforward showering,wheretheparton

virtuality Q evolves forward to the low scale Q 0. The basisfordeveloping a probabilistic

pictureof�nalstateshowering istheDGLAP equation forthefragm entation functions:

Q
@

@Q
D a(x;Q)=

Z
1� �

x

dz

z

�abc(z;Q)

�
P̂a! bc(z)D b(x=z;Q)

�D a(x;Q)

Z
1� �

x

dz
�abc(z;Q)

�
P̂a! bc(z); (2.1)

where P̂a! bc isan unregularized splitting function,�abc isthe coupling tim es colorfactor,

and � isa cuto�.Theequation can berewritten as

�(Q)
@

@lnQ 2
(D a(x;Q)=�(Q))=

Z
1

x

dz

z

�abc(z;Q)

2�
P̂a! bc(z)D b(x=z;Q)

or,afterintegrating both sidesoftheexpression,

D a(x;t
0)= D a(x;t)�(t

0)+

Z t

t0

Z
1

x

dt
00
dz

z

�(t0)

�(t00)

�abc(z;t
00)

2�
P̂a! bc(z)D b(x=z;t

00); (2.2)

4



wheret= lnQ 2;with sim ilarde�nitionsfort0and t00.Thefunction

�(t0)= exp

 

�

Z t0

t0

Z
1� �

�

dt
00
dz
�abc(z;t

00)

2�
P̂a! bc(z)

!

(2.3)

gives the probability ofevolving from the scale Q 02 = et
0

to Q 2
0
= et0 with no resolvable

branchings,and is called the Sudakov form factor. t0 is a cuto� scale for the showering.

�(t0) contains allthe inform ation necessary to reconstruct a shower,since it encodes the

changein virtuality ofaparton untila resolvableshowering occurs.Showering isreduced to

iterative solutionsoftheequation r= �(t0)=�(t00),where r isa random num beruniform ly

distributed in theinterval[0;1],untila solution forQ 0isfound which isbelow a cuto�.For

consistency,thecuto� should representthelowestscaleofresolvableem ission Q 0.

Forthecaseofinitialstateradiation,severalm odi�cationsarenecessary.Thefragm en-

tation function is replaced by a parton distribution function,and the evolution proceeds

backwardsfrom a large,negativescale�jQ 2jto a sm all,negativecuto� scale�jQ 2
0
j.There

aretwo equivalentform ulationsofbackwardsshowering based on theprobabilities

exp

 

�

Z t

t0

Z
1� �

�

dt
00
dz
�abc(z;t

00)

2�
P̂a! bc(z)

x0fa(x
0;t0)

xfb(x;t
0)

!

;x
0= x=z [9]; (2.4)

and

�(t0)

fb(x;t
0)

fa(x;t
00)

�(t00)
[10]: (2.5)

After choosing the change in virtuality,a particular backwards branching is selected

from theprobability function based on theirrelativeweights(a sum m ation overallpossible

branchings a ! bc is im plied these expressions),and the splitting variable is chosen by

solving theequation

Z
x=x0

�

dz

z
P̂a! bc(z)f(x=z;t

0)= r

Z
1� �

�

dz

z
P̂a! bc(z)f(x=z;t

0); (2.6)

where r is a random num ber. The details ofhow a fullshower is reconstructed in the

PYTHIA M onteCarlo,forexam ple,can befound in Ref.[3].Thestructureoftheshowercan

becom plex:thetransversem om entum oftheW {boson isbuiltup from thewholeseriesof

splittingsand boosts,and isknown only attheend oftheshower,afterthe�nalboost.
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TheSM C form ulation outlined aboveisfairly independentofthehard scatteringprocess

considered.Only theinitialchoiceofpartonsand possibly thehigh scaledi�ers.Therefore,

thisform alism can be applied universally to m any di�erentscattering problem s. In e�ect,

softgluonsarenotsensitive to thespeci�csofthehard scattering,only thecolorchargeof

theincom ing partons.

III.A N A LY T IC R ESU M M AT IO N

At hadron colliders,the partonic cross sections can receive substantialcorrections at

higherordersin �s.Thisa�ectsnotonly thetotalproduction rate,butalso thekinem atics

ofthe W boson. At leading order (�0s),the W {boson has a �(Q2
T) distribution in Q 2

T.

At next{to{leading order,the realem ission ofa single gluon generates a contribution to

d�=dQ 2
T thatbehavesasQ

� 2

T �s(Q
2
T)and Q

� 2

T �s(Q
2
T)ln(Q

2=Q 2
T)whiletheleadingorder,soft,

and virtualcorrections are proportionalto ��(Q2
T). At higher orders,the m ost singular

term s follow the pattern of�s(Q
2
T)

n
P

2n� 1
m = 0

ln
m
(Q 2=Q 2

T) = �nsL
m � V n. The logarithm s

arise from the incom plete cancellation ofthe virtualand realQCD corrections,but this

cancellation becom escom pletefortheintegrated spectrum ,wheretherealgluon can becom e

arbitrarily softand/orcollineartootherpartons.Thepattern ofsingularterm ssuggestthat

perturbation theory should beperform ed in powersofV n instead of�ns.Thisreorganization

oftheperturbativeseriesiscalled resum m ation.

The�rststudiesofsoftgluon em ission resum m ed theleading logarithm s[11,12],leading

to a suppression ofthecrosssection atsm allQ T.Thesuppression underliestheim portance

ofincluding sub{leading logarithm s [13]. The m ost rigorous approach to the problem of

m ultiple gluon em ission isthe Collins{Soper{Sterm an (CSS)form alism fortransverse m o-

m entum resum m ation [14],which resum sallofthe im portantlogarithm s.Thisisachieved

afteraFouriertransform ation with respecttoQ T in thevariableb,so thattheseriesinvolv-

ingthedeltafunction and term sV n sim pli�estotheform ofan exponential.Hence,thesoft

gluon em ission isresum m ed orexponentiated in thisb{spaceform alism .Tobem orecorrect,
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theFouriertransform ation istheresultofexpressing thetransverse{m om entum conserving

delta functions �(2)(~Q T �
P ~kTi)in theirFourierrepresentation. Also,the exponentiation

isaccom plished through the application ofthe renorm alization group equation,notby re-

organizing an in�nite sum ofterm s. Despite the successes ofthe b{space form alism ,there

areseveraldrawbacks.M ostnotableforthepresentstudy isthatitintegratesoutthesoft

gluon dynam icsand doesnothavea sim plephysicalinterpretation.

The CSS form alism was used by its authors to predict both the totalcross section to

NLO and thekinem aticdistributionsoftheW {boson to allorders[15]athadron colliders.

A sim ilartreatm entwaspresented using the AEGM form alism [16],thatdoesnotinvolve

a Fourier transform ,but is evaluated directly in transverse m om entum Q T space. W hen

evaluated at NLO,the two form alism s are equivalent to NNNL order in �s, and agree

with the �xed ordercalculation ofthe totalcrosssection [17]. A m ore detailed num erical

com parison ofthetwo predictionscan befound in Ref.[18].

Recently,the AEGM form alism hasbeen reinvestigated,and an approxim ation to the

b{spaceform alism hasbeen developed in Q T{spacewhich retainsitspredictivefeatures[19]

(seealsotherecenteprint[20]).Thisform ulation doeshaveasim ple,physicalinterpretation,

and can be used to develop an alternate algorithm for parton showering which includes

higher{ordercorrectionsto thehard scattering.

In the b{space form alism , the di�erentialcross section ofthe W {boson produced in

association with softgluonsis:

d�(h1h2 ! V (� )X )

dQ 2dQ 2
T dy

=
1

(2�)2

Z

d
2
be

i~b�~Q T fW (b;Q;x1;x2)+ Y (Q T;Q;x1;x2): (3.1)

In thisexpression,Q,Q T and y describe the kinem aticsofthe boson V ,the function Y is

regularasQ T ! 0 and correctsforthe softgluon approxim ation,and the function fW has

theform :

fW = e
� S(b;Q )

 

C 
 f

!

(x1;b)

 

C 
 f

!

(x2;b)H (Q;y); (3.2)

where
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S(b;Q;C1;C2)=

Z
C 2

2
Q 2

C 2

1
=b2

d��2

��2

"

ln

 
C 2
2
Q 2

��2

!

A(�s(��))+ B (�s(��))

#

; (3.3)

and

�

Cjl
 fl=h1

�

(x1;�)=

Z
1

x1

d�1

�1
Cjl(

x1

�1
;C1;C2;� = C 3=b)fl=h1(�1;� = C 3=b): (3.4)

In these expressions,C1,C2 and C3 are constants,H isa function thatdescribesthe hard

scattering,and A,B ,and C arecalculated perturbatively in powersof�s:

(A;B ;C)=

1X

n= 0

 
�s(�)

�

! n

(A;B ;C)(n)

(the �rstnon{zero term sin the expansion ofA and B are forn = 1). The functionsC (n)

aretheW ilson coe�cients,and areresponsibleforthechangein thetotalproduction cross

section athigherorders.In fact,(C 
 f)issim ply a rede�nition oftheparton distribution

function obtained by convoluting thestandard oneswith an ultraviolet{safefunction.

W erem ovetheconstantsC1;C2 andC3 from theseexpressionsbychoosingtheircanonical

values [14],which also rem oves large logarithm s. Atleading order,the expression forthe

production ofan on{shellW {boson sim pli�esconsiderably to:

d�(h1h2 ! W X )

dQ 2
T

= �0

Z
d2b

(2�)2
e
i~b�~Q T e

� S(b;Q ) f(x1;b)f(x2;b)

f(x1;Q)f(x2;Q)
; (3.5)

�0 = �

Z
dx1

x1
f(x1;Q)f(x2;Q);

where � containsphysicalconstantsand we ignorethefunction Y fornow.Theexpression

containstwofactors,thetotalcrosssection atleadingorder�0,and acum ulativeprobability

function in Q 2
T thatdescribesthetransversem om entum oftheW {boson (thetotalintegral

overQ 2
T transform sei

~b�~Q T to �(2)(~b)).Exceptforthecom plication oftheFouriertransform ,

theterm e� S=2f(x;b)=f(x;Q)isanalogousto �(Q)f(x;Q 0)=�(Q 0)f(x;Q)oftheSM C.

Equation (3.1) in b{space has a surprisingly sim ilar structure in Q T{space. This is

surprising,sincetheb{spaceresultdependscritically on theconservation oftotaltransverse

m om entum . To NLLL accuracy,however,the Q T space expression agreesexactly with the

b{spaceexpression,and hastheform [19]:
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d�(h1h2 ! V (� )X )

dQ 2dQ 2
T dy

=
d

dQ 2
T

fW (Q T;Q;x1;x2)+ Y (Q T;Q;x1;x2): (3.6)

Again ignoring Y ,wecan rewritethisexpression as:

�(h1h2 ! W X )

dQ 2
T

= �1

 
d

dQ 2
T

"

e
� S(Q T ;Q )

(C 
 f)(x1;Q T)(C 
 f)(x2;Q T)

(C 
 f)(x1;Q)(C 
 f)(x2;Q)

#!

; (3.7)

�1 = �

Z
dx1

x1
(C 
 f)(x1;Q)(C 
 f)(x2;Q):

Thefactor�1 isthetotalcrosssection to a �xed order,whiletherestofthefunction yields

theprobability thattheW {boson hasa transverse m om entum Q T.

IV .A M O D IFIED SH O W ER IN G A LG O R IT H M

The SM C algorithm is based on the evolution equations for fragm entation or parton

distribution functions.In fact,thefunction fW in Eq.(3.2)alsoobeysan evolution equation

in b{space.Given thesuccessoftheQ T{spaceapproach in reproducing theb{spaceresults,

wearetem pted to rewritetheevolution equation in Q T{space:

@

@lnQ 2

fW (Q T;Q;x1;x2)= �

( Z Q 2

Q 2

T

d�2

�2
A + B

)

fW (Q T;Q;x1;x2); (4.1)

which yieldsthesolution

fW (Q T;Q;x1;x2)= exp

 

�

Z Q 2

Q 2

T

d�2

�2

"

A ln(
Q 2

�2
)+ B

#!

fW (Q T;Q T;x1;x2): (4.2)

Based on the form ofEq. (3.7)and the above evolution equation,we are led to generalize

the function �(t)=f(x;t)� f(x;t0)=�(t0)ofbackwardsshowering to

q

fW (the square root

appearsbecauseweareconsidering theevolution ofeach parton lineindividually).

For im plem entation in a num ericalprogram ,like PYTHIA,this requires only that we

providethenew,m odi�ed PDF (m PDF)based on theW ilson coe�cients.Atleading order,

the only W ilson coe�cient is C
(0)

ij = �ij�(1� z),and we reproduce exactly the standard

showering form ulation.ForW {boson production atNLO,theW ilson coe�cientsC are:
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C
(1)

jk = �jk

�
2

3
(1� z)+

1

3
(�2 � 8)�(1� z)

�

;C
(1)

jg =
1

2
z(1� z): (4.3)

To NLO,theconvolution integralsbecom e:

(C 
 fi)(x;�)= fi(x;�)

 

1+
�s(�)

�

1

3
(�2 � 8)

!

+
�s(�)

�

Z
1

x

dz

z

�
2

3
(1� z)fi(x=z;�)+

1

2
(1� z)fg(x=z;�)

�

; (4.4)

and fg(x;�)isunchanged.The �rstterm givesthe contribution ofan unevolved parton to

thehard scattering,whiletheothertwo contain contributionsfrom quarksand gluonswith

higherm om entum fractionsthatsplitq! qg and g ! q�q,respectively.

Oneshould takecarethattheSudakov form factorused in theanalyticexpressionsand

in theSM C’sareequivalent.In fact,we�nd that:

Z
1� zm

zm

dzCF

 
1+ z2

1� z

!

= CF

 

ln

�
1� zm

zm

�2

� 3=2(1� 2zm )

!

’ A
(1)ln(Q 2

=Q
2

T)+ B
(1)
; (4.5)

where zm =
Q T

(Q + Q T )
is an infrared cuto�,and we drop term s oforder zm and higher [21].

W hen the integration over the running coupling is included to calculate the fullSudakov

form factor,thereisa m ism atch in theargum ent,butthisisform ally ofhigherorder.Note

thatthecoe�cientsA (1) and B (1) areuniversaltoq�qannihilation into acolorsingletobject,

justastheshowering Sudakov form factoronly knowsaboutthepartonsand notthedetails

ofthe hard scattering. Forgg fusion,only the coe�cient A (1) isuniversal. In general,at

higherorders,theanalyticSudakov issensitive to theexacthard scattering process.

However,thesim ilarity isnotcom plete.No cuto� likezm appearsin theanalyticcalcu-

lations,noristhisthe sam e cuto� thatappearsin the SM C.The expression to the leftis

positive(provided thatzm < 1

2
),whiletheanalyticexpression can becom enegative.Thisis

disturbing,sinceitm eanssubleadinglogarithm s(proportionaltoB )aredom inatingleading

ones. Also,the Q T{space Sudakov form factorisexpressed directly in term softhe Q T of

the heavy boson. In the SM C’s,the �nalQ T isbuiltup from a series ofbranchings,and

theanalogousexpression in term softheQ T oftheheavy boson would becom plicated.W e

are stillin the process ofquantifying ourcom parison between the di�erentSudakov form
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factors.Nonetheless,wefeelthattheagreem entapparentin Eq.(4.5)iscom pelling enough

to proceed assum ing thetwo Sudakov form factorsareequivalent.Thisbecom esim portant

laterin ournum ericalresults,becausewecontinueto usethestandard SM C Sudakov form

factorin them odi�ed showering,buttheanalyticexpression when correctingthehard em is-

sion.To avoid theregionswhen theB (1) term dom inatestheA (1) term ,weretain only A (1)

in ouranalyticexpression.

V .H A R D EM ISSIO N C O R R EC T IO N S

TheSM C and resum m ation form alism saretuned to dealwith kinem aticcon�gurations

thathavelogarithm icenhancem entsL.ForlargeQ T ’ Q,thereareno such enhancem ents,

and a �xed ordercalculation yieldsthe m ostaccurate predictions. The region ofm edium

Q T,however,isnotsuited to eitherparticularexpansion,in �
n
sL

m or�ns.

The problem becom esacute forSM C’s. In the standard im plem entation ofSM C’s,the

highest Q T is set by the m axim um virtuality allowed,Q = M W in our exam ple,so that

the region Q T � Q isneveraccessed. However,atQ T � Q,the �xed ordercalculation is

preferred andyieldsanon{zeroresult,sothereisadiscontinuitybetween thetwopredictions.

Clearly,theSM C underestim atesthegluon radiation wellbeforeQ T ’ Q,butthe�xed order

calculation m akeequally overestim ate theradiation ifextended to theregion Q T � Q.

In theb{spacecalculation,thesam esortofbehaviorwould occur,exceptthatcontribu-

tionsto the crosssection thatare notlogarithm ically enhanced asQ T ! 0 can be added

back order{by{orderin �s.Thisprocedurecorrectsfortheapproxim ationsm adein deriving

the exponentiation ofsoftgluon em ission. Thiscorrection isdenoted Y ,orYf in contrast

to the resum m ed term Yr.Ifthe coe�cientsA and B arecalculated to high{enough accu-

racy,one seesa relatively sm ooth transition between Eq.(3.1)and the NLO prediction at

Q T = Q. The situation iseven betterin the Q T{space calculation,since the m atching at

Q T = Q isguaranteed atany order.

Therefore,itisdesirableto de�nea function sim ilarto Y in theanalyticcalculationsfor
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usein theSM C’s.AtLO,Y vanishes,thereby exhibiting thecorrectlim iting behavior.At

NLO,Y isthedi�erencebetween theorder�s calculation ofW +parton and theresum m ed

fW distribution expanded to order �s. The latter is also called the asym ptotic piece. In

application,Y isa positive function,butthisism isleading,since theasym ptotic piece can

benegative.In aSM C,theeventweightsarepositivede�nite,and itstruncation atacertain

orderwillalso be positive. However,the factthatthe asym ptotic piece becom esnegative

isonly a technicalpointrelated to thebehaviorofthe Sudakov form factorin theanalytic

calculations. Y ism eantto correctforthe softgluon approxim ation m ade in constructing

theSudakov form factor.Therefore,ourde�nition oftheY piecefortheSM C issim ply the

order�s calculation m inusthesingleem ission contribution from theshowering.

Theappropriatecorrection isderived byreviewingY in theresum m ed calculation,which

hastheform

Y (Q T;Q;x1;x2)=

Z
1

x1

d�1

�1

Z
1

x2

d�2

�2

1X

n= 1

"
�s(Q)

�

#n

fa(�1;Q)R
(n)

ab (Q T;Q;
x1

�1
;
x2

�2
)fb(�2;Q): (5.1)

ThefunctionsR at�rstorderin �s are:

R
(1)

q�q = CF

(̂t� Q 2)2 + (̂u � Q 2)2

t̂̂u
�(̂s+ t̂+ û � Q

2)�
1

Q 2
T

P̂q! q(zB )�(1� zA )� (A $ B );

R
(1)

gq =
1

2

(̂s+ t̂)2 + (̂t+ û)2

� ŝû
�(̂s+ t̂+ û� Q

2)�
1

Q 2
T

P̂g! q(zB )�(1� zA );

and

R
(1)

qg =
1

2

(̂s+ û)2 + (̂t+ û)2

� ŝ̂t
�(̂s+ t̂+ û � Q

2)�
1

Q 2
T

P̂g! q(zA)�(1� zB );

with

t̂=Q
2 = 1� 1=zB

q

1+ Q 2
T=Q

2;̂u=Q 2 = 1� 1=zA

q

1+ Q 2
T=Q

2;

P̂q! q(z)= CF

 
1+ z2

1� z

!

;P̂g! q(z)=
1

2

h

z
2 + (1� z)2

i

: (5.2)
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The term sproportionalto Q � 2

T are the asym ptotic pieces. To guarantee thatonly one

em ission hasoccurred,theasym ptoticpiecederived from theshowering should beaddition-

ally corrected to the probability thatthisisthe hardestscattering in the shower. This is

accom plished by weighting by theSudakov form factorexp(�S(Q;Q T)=2)fortheappropri-

ate transverse m om entum Q T. The necessity ofweighting by the em ission probability has

been stressed elsewhere [23].

Thee�ectsofY arecalculated by generatingtheexplicitNLO subprocessand correcting

on an event{by{eventbasis.W eillustratethisexplicitly fortheq�q0! W gsubprocess.Each

eventreceivesan additionalweightfY beforeitisaccepted orrejected (thisisaccom plished

in thesubroutinePYEVWT already provided in thePYTHIA codefortheuserto reweightany

process),wherefY isde�ned as:

fY �
A exact� A show erPshow er

A exact

;

A exact=
(̂t� Q 2)2 + (̂u � Q 2)2

t̂̂u
;

A show er = J (̂t)=zA P̂q! q(zA)+ J (̂u)=zB P̂q! q(zB );

Pshow er = 1� exp(�S(Q;Q T)=2); (5.3)

and J (r2)= ŝ(1� r2=Q 2)=(r2 � 1

2
r2=Q 2)isa Jacobian factor.A exact isproportionalto the

exact squared am plitude,and A show er is the showering contribution in the collinear lim it.

Thepresence offactorPshow er,which accountsfortheprobability thattheparton em ission

occursatQ T,guaranteesthatthe correction vanishesatQ T = Q and cancelsthe collinear

singularity in theexactsquared am plitudewhen Q T ! 0.A sim ilarcorrection isapplied to

theqg ! W q0subprocess,which can beextracted from Eq.(5.2).

At this point,it is usefulto com pare the schem e outlined above to other approaches

at im proving the showering algorithm . One class ofcorrections is based on phase{space

splitting,where part ofa NLO m atrix elem ent is treated with LO kinem atics and part

13



with exclusive NLO kinem atics[24].Theidea isto allow parton showering foroneofthese

con�gurations,and nottheother.Particularcarem ustbetaken notto considershowering

con�gurationsalready included in thecom plim entary phase{space region.Usually,thereis

an adjustableparam eterthatsplitsthephasespace,and physicalobservablesaresensitiveto

theexactchoice(seethediscussion in Ref.[22]regarding Q
sep

T ).Thisschem e isguaranteed

to give the NLO cross section before cuts,but does not necessarily generate the correct

kinem atics.

The other class ofcorrections m odi�es the showering to reproduce the hard em ission

lim it[25].W hile thiscan be accom plished,itdoesso attheexpense oftransferring events

from low Q T tohigh Q T.Thereisnoattem pttopredicttheabsoluteeventrate,butonly to

generatethecorrecteventshapes.In som eim plem entations,thehigh scaleoftheshowering

isincreased to the m axim um virtuality allowed by the colliderenergy. Thisiscontrary to

the analytic calculations,where the scale Q = M W ,forexam ple,appearsnaturally (in the

choiceofconstantsC1;C2 and C3 which elim inatepotentiallylargelogarithm s).Thisschem e

willgenerate the correct hard lim it,butwillnotgenerate the correctcross section in the

softlim it.

The presentform ulation containsthe positive featuresofboth schem es. Phase space is

split(butwithoutany adjustableparam eters{which isalsotrueforthecorrectionsoutlined

inRef.[23]),buthigher{ordercorrectionsarealsoapplied totheshoweringalgorithm .Thisis

contained in them odi�ed PDF and theSudakov form factor.Instead ofapplyingcorrections

to the showering to reproduce the hard lim it,correctionsare applied to the hard em ission

crosssection to avoid doublecounting with theshowering.The correctionsallow a sm ooth

transition between theexplicithard em ission and theshowering.

So far,the discussion has been theoretical. In the next section,we dem onstrate the

phenom enologicalim plem entation oftheseideas.
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V I.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e have applied the showering m odi�cationsoutlined above to three casesofrelevance

to the Tevatron in Run II:(a) W boson production, (b) Z boson production, and (c)

standard m odelHiggs boson production with a Higgs boson m ass m H = 100 GeV.W e

have accom plished this by m odifying the PYTHIA M onte Carlo [3]. M ost ofthe previous

discussion applies alm ost exactly to the case ofZ boson production. In particular,the

m odi�ed PDF used for the showering and the corrections fY are exactly the sam e. For

Higgsboson production,weusetheexpressionsforA;B and C presented in Ref.[27].One

technicalpointshould be noted: we have notyetattem pted to m odify the Sudakov form

factorim plem ented in PYTHIA.Forreweighting eventsby fY ,we use only the A
(1) term in

theSudakov form factorwith a running coupling.ForHiggsboson production,A (1) = 3.

First,wepresenttheQ T distribution oftheheavybosonproduced attheTevatron.These

distributions are in good agreem ent with analytic calculations, but cannot be predicted

accurately by the standard showering algorithm . Secondly,we present jet properties for

thesam eprocesses,which arenotsigni�cantly altered from thepredictionsofthestandard

showering algorithm .Thesecannotbepredicted by analyticcalculations.

A .H eavy B oson P roperties

Here,wepresentourresultson theQ T distributionsforthebosonsofW ,Z,and Higgs

bosons(m H = 100 GeV)produced atthe Tevatron in Run II.Even though we have only

considered leptonicdecaysoftheW and Z bosonsand the

 decay oftheHiggsboson,our

�nalresultsrepresentthetotalproduction crosssection.

Figure 1 displays the Q T distribution ofthe W boson generated using the m odi�ed

version ofPYTHIA.Thesolid lineisthefulldistribution,wherethedashesand dotsshow the

individualcontributionsfrom thecorrected showering and thecorrected hard em ission (Y )

piece. The m odi�ed PDF (m PDF)iscalculated using CTEQ4M PDF’s. Forreference,we
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show theQ T distribution using thedefaultversion ofPYTHIA and CTEQ4L PDF’s.Because

them axim um virtuality oftheshowering issetto thescaleM W ,theSM C contributionsare

suppressed beyond Q T ’ M W .Notehow theY piece�llsintheinterm ediateQ T region down

to sm allQ T,where showering givesthe preferred result. The totalcrosssection predicted

by PYTHIA is(18.2,20.5,23.60)nb using CTEQ4L,CTEQ4M ,and m PDF+Y . The total

increase in ratefrom LO to NLO isin good agreem entwith Ref.[22]at
p
S = 2 TeV.Our

num bersfor
p
S = 1:8 TeV also agreewith theCDF and D� data [26].

W e do notpresenta directcom parison with the Q T distribution presented in Ref.[22],

since the peak in the region Q T � 10 GeV,where the bulk ofthe data lies,isdeterm ined

by non{perturbative functions [28],which generate a prim ordialkT forthe partons. It is

interesting that the m PDF calculation,without Y ,yields nearly the sam e rate as using

justthe CTEQ4M PDF (21.6 nb vs. 20.5 nb). Thisisanticipated by the sm allnessofthe

virtualcorrection in the W ilson coe�cients/ � 2 � 8. However,thisneed notbe the case

fordi�erentprocessesordi�erentcolliders.

In Fig.2,we display thesim ilarresultsforZ boson production attheTevatron in Run

II.Thisshowsonly thetrueZ contribution withoutany 
�.Theresultsarequitesim ilarto

theW boson case,and wepresentthem withoutfurthercom m ent.

The resultsforthe production ofa Higgsboson with m assm H = 100 GeV isshown in

Fig.3.Here,thecorrection tothelowestorderprocessisquitelarge.Thetotalcrosssection

predicted by PYTHIA is(0.50,0.48,1.05)pb using CTEQ4L,CTEQ4M ,and them PDF+Y .

The �nalnum berarein good agreem entwith Ref.[29].There isa noticeable bum p in the

�naldistribution from the m erging ofthe m PDF and Y contributions. W e feelthisisthe

resultofam ism atch between theanalyticSudakov form factorand theM onteCarloone.In

particular,wehavenotyetsuccessfully included anycontributionsbeyond A (1),sincewe�nd

valuesofQ T wheresubleading e�ectsappeartobem oreim portantthan leading ones.Also,

wehaveused thedefaultPYTHIA valuefortheprim ordialkT,which determ inesthelocation

ofthepeak in theshowering distribution and theexistence ofthebum p.Ifwebelieve that

thenon{perturbativefunction should havethesam eform astheperturbativeSudakov form
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factor,then the prim ordialkT should scale like CA=CF relative to the q�q case [30]. This

m ightwash outtheapparentbum p.Finally,whilewehavenotdonesoin thepresentstudy,

wecould allow additionalparton showering in Y ,provided thatnoem issionsfrom showering

are harderthan the explicithard em ission. Thistoo would reduce any m ism atch between

theshowering distribution and Y .

It is interesting to know if the kinem atic distributions for the heavy bosons can be

reproduced using the standard showering algorithm s with a m ultiplicative K {factor that

yieldsthetotalNLO rate.Figure4showstheratiooftheHiggsboson transversem om entum

distributionscalculated from m PDF+Y to CTEQ4L tim esK (K >
� 2).Therearevariations

aslargeas10% in the im portantregionsofsm alland m edium Q T.Ofcourse,the e�ectis

m uch largerforthelargeQ T region wherethereisalm ostno ratefrom thestandard parton

showering.

B .Jet properties

In Figs.5 and 6,we presentjetpropertiesforthe W and Higgsboson production pro-

cesses. The resultsforZ boson production are qualitatively the sam e asforthe W boson,

so wedo notpresentthem here.

Jets are de�ned using the cone clustering algorithm ofthe PYTHIA subroutine PYCELL

with a cone ofsize R = 0:5,E T > 15 GeV,and j�j< 2:5. For W boson production in

Fig.5,wepresentthejetm ultiplicity distributionsforallQ T,Q T < 10 GeV,10< Q T < 20

GeV,and Q T < 30 GeV.W e com pare the showering predictionsusing m PDF (solid line),

CTEQ4M (dashed line),and CTEQ4L (dotted line). To study the e�ectsofthe m odi�ed

showering algorithm ,we do not include Y ,which would increase the N jet = 1 bin ofthe

m PDF prediction. Alldistributionsare norm alized to unity. From Fig.5,we see thatthe

predictionshave only m inordi�erences,which isexpected since the W ilson coe�cientsfor

W production arenearly unity.

Forthe case ofHiggsboson production in Fig.6,we study the regionsQ T < 25 GeV,

17



25 < Q T < 50 GeV,and Q T < 75 GeV.There are m ore noticeable di�erences,and m uch

m ore radiation in generalthan for the W boson case. The higher order PDF’s generate

slightly m ore jetactivity and yield sim ilardistributions. In general,though,there are no

dram aticchangesinthedistributions.Thisisnottoosurprising,sincetheshoweringdepends

on theratioofthem odi�ed PDF’sevaluated attwodi�erentscales,which isnotassensitive

to theoverallnorm alization ofthePDF.

From these exam ples,we learn thatthe use ofthe m odi�ed showering algorithm does

notchangethejetpropertiesin a m ajorway.On theotherhand,wehavenotyetm odi�ed

thesplitting kernelsin theSudakov form factorto accountforthecoe�cientsA (2) orB (2),

butthesehigherorderterm sshould nothavea substantiale�ect.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavepresented a m odi�ed,parton showering algorithm thatproducesthetotalcross

section and the event shapes beyond the leading order. These m odi�cations are based

on the Q T{space resum m ation. The parton showering itselfis m odi�ed by using a new

PDF (called m PDF) which encodes som e inform ation about the hard scattering process.

Sim ultaneously,the explicit,hard em ission isincluded,butonly aftersubtracting outthe

contribution already generated by the showering:thiscorrection iscalled Y .The presence

ofY yields a sm ooth transition from the parton showering to single,hard em ission. W e

m odi�ed thePYTHIA M onteCarlo to accountforthesecorrections,and presented resultsfor

W ,Z,and Higgsboson production attheTevatron in Run II.

The schem e works very wellat NLO for the cases considered in this study,and the

correctcrosssections,transversem om entum distributions,and jetpropertiesaregenerated.

W ehavecom pared ourkinem aticdistributionsto thecasewhen theresultsofthestandard

showering are m ultiplied by a constantK {factorto reproduce the NLO crosssection. W e

�nd variationson theorderof10% forsm alland m edium transversem om entum .ForHiggs

boson production,a slight m ism atch is present in the transition between showering with
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m PDF and thehard correction Y ,which probably com esfrom theapproxim ateform ofthe

Sudakov form factorused in ourstudies.

There are severale�ects which stillneed study. W e have not included the exact dis-

tributionsforthe decay ofthe leptons[31]forW and Z production,which are resum m ed

di�erently. It isstraightforward to include such e�ects. In the theoreticaldiscussion and

num ericalresults,we have focussed on initialstate radiation,butourresultsshould apply

equally wellfor �nalstate radiation. The situation is certainly sim pler,since �nalstate

radiation doesnotrequiredetailed knowledgeofthefragm entation functions.Also,thecase

when color
owsfrom theinitialstatetothe�nalstaterequiresstudy.A resum m ed calcula-

tion alreadyexistsforthecaseofdeep inelasticscattering[33],and m uch theoreticalprogress

has been m ade forheavy quark production [34]. W e believe that the m odi�ed showering

schem eoutlined in thisstudy generalizesbeyond NLO,justastheanalyticcalculationscan

becalculated to any given order.Forexam ple,wecould includehard W + 2 jetcorrections

[32]to Y . For consistency,however,higher order term s (A and B ) willalso need to be

included in theSudakov form factor.
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FIGURES

W Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run II
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FIG .1. W boson transversem om entum distribution.
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Z Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run II
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FIG .2. Z boson transversem om entum distribution.
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100 GeV Higgs Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run II
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FIG .3. Higgsboson transverse m om entum distribution (m H = 100 G eV).
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100 GeV Higgs Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run II
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FIG .4. The ratio ofHiggs boson transverse m om entum distributions(m H = 100 G eV) from

the m odi�ed showering algorithm and from the standard showering algorithm using theCTEQ 4L

PDF.TheCTEQ 4L resulthasbeen m ultiplied by a constantK {factorto reproducetheNLO rate.

26



All QT QT<10 GeV

10<QT<20 GeV

Njets

20<QT<30 GeV

Njets

MPDF

4M

4L

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0 2 4 6 8 10

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0 2 4 6 8 10

FIG .5. Jetm ultiplicity in W boson eventsfordi�erentQ T binnings.
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All QT QT<25 GeV

25<QT<50 GeV

Njets

50<QT<75 GeV

Njets

MPDF

4M

4L

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0 2 4 6 8 10

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0 2 4 6 8 10

FIG .6. Jetm ultiplicity in Higgsboson eventsfordi�erentQ T binnings.
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