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Abstract

T he connection between analytic and M onte C arlo calculations of soft glion
am ission is reanalyzed in light of recent, theoreticaldevelopm ents In resum m a—
tion. An altemative M onte C arlo algorithm is suggested which Incorporates
(1) correctionsbeyond lading order to the show ering and (2) am oothly m erges
w ith the higher order calculation of single, hard parton am ission. In partic—
ular, i is possbl to study Ft properties in heavy boson production for all
values of the boson transverse m om entum w ith a total cross section of NLO
accuracy. The speci ccasesofW , Z and H iggsboson production at the Teva—
tron in Run IT are addressed using a m odi ed version of the PYTHIA M onte

Carlo.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the near future, experin ents at two, high{energy hadron colliders w ill search for
evidence of physics that supersedes the standard m odel. Im portant am ong the tools that
will be used in these searches are showering event generators or showering M onte C arlos
(SM C’s). Am ong the m ost versatile and popular of these are the M onte C arlo’s HERWIG [1'],
ISAJET ], and PYTHIA [3]. SM C'’s are usefil because they accurately describe the em ission
of mulil soft gluons, which is, In e ect, an all orders problem in QCD . However, they
only predict total cross sections to a leading order accuracy, and, thus, can dem onstrate a
sizeable dependence on the choice of scale used for the parton distribution functions D F’s)
or coupling constants (particularly ). A 1so, In general, they do not translate sm oothly into
kinem atic con gurationswhere only one, hard parton isem itted. In distinction to SM C’sare
certain analytic calculationswhich account form ultiple soft glion em ission and higher order
corrections to the hard scattering. T hese resum m ation calculations, however, Integrate out
the kinem atics of the soft gluons, and, thus, are 1im ited in their predictive power. They can,
for exam ple, describe the kinem atics of a heavy gauge boson produced in hadron collision,
but cannot predict the num ber or distrdbution of gts that accom pany it. H owever, searches
fornew physics, either directly or indirectly through carefiilm easurem ents of standard m odel
predictions, often dem and detailed know ledge of kinem atic distrbutions and &t activiy.
Furthem ore, W + gts (@nd Z + Ets) processes are often backgrounds to SU SY or technicolor
signatures, and we dem and a reliable prediction of their properties. The ain of this present
study is to show how the positive features of the analytic resum m ation calculations can be
used to in prove the showering algorithm s.

T he outline of the ram ainder of this paper is as follows. First, we review the parton
shower (Sec. II) and the analytic resumm ation form align s (Sec. III).W e then show how
to m odify the show ing algorithm to Incorporate higher{order corrections to the total cross
section (Sec. IV) . Furthem ore, we show how to correct the soft glion approxin ation m ade

In the showering, so that there is a an ooth transition between the showering and hard



em ission lim is (Sec. V), and we com pare this approach to other work. F inally, we present
num erical results (Sec. VI) forW , Z and H iggs boson production at the Tevatron in Run
ITusing a m odi ed version of PYTHIA, and our conclusions (Sec. VII).

In the ensuing discussion, we focus on the speci ¢ exam ple of W boson production at
a hadron collider, when the W decays Jptonically. The results apply equally wellto ;2

and H iggsbosons (or any heavy, color{sihglkt partick) produced in hadron collisions.

II.PARTON SHOW ERS

SM C'’s are based on the factorization theorem 4], which, roughly, states that physical
cbservables In any sensible gauge theory are the product of short{distance functions and
Jong{distance functions. T he short{distance functions are calculabl In perturoation theory.
The Iong{distance functions are t at a scale, but their evolution to any other scale is also
calculable In perturbation theory.

A standard application ofthe factorization theorem isto describbeW boson production at
app colliderata xed orderin . The production cross section is obtained by convoluting
the partonic subprocesses evaluated at the scale Q with the PDF'/s evaluated at Q. The
partons involved in the hard collision must be su ciently virtual to be resolved inside the
proton, and a natural choice forthe scale Q isQ = My E]. P ror to the hard collision,
however, the partons are not resolvable In the proton (ie. the proton is intact) and have
virtualities at amuch lower scale Q  ofthe order of 1l G €V . T he connection between the par-
tons at the Iow scale Q ¢ and those at the high scale Q is described by the D G LAP evolution
equations [§]. The DG LAP equations nclude the m ost in portant kinem atic con gurations
ofthe splittingsa ! kc, where a;b and ¢ represent di erent types of partons in the hadron
(@;g, etc.). Starting from a measurem ent of the PDF’s at a low scale Qq, a solution of
the DG LAP equations yields the PDF'’s at the hard scale Q . Equivalently, starting wih a
parton ¢ involved in a hard collision, it is also possibl to detem ne probabilistically which

Folittings generated c. In the process of de{evolving parton c back to the valence quarks



In the proton, a num ber of spectator partons (eg. parton b in the branching a ! kc) are
resolved. T hese partons constitute a shower of soft Ets that accom pany the W {boson, and
In uence is kinem atics.

T he shower described above occurs w ith unit probability and does not change the total
cross section rW {boson production calulated at the scale Q [}]. The showering can be
attached to the hard{scattering process based on a probability distribution after the hard
scattering has been selected. O nce kinem atic cuts are applied, the transverse m om entum
and rapidity of the W {boson populate regions never acoessed by the di erential partonic
cross section calculated at a xed order. T his is consistent, since the xed{order calculation
was hclusive (ie,pp ! W + X ) and wasnever Intended to describe the detailed kinem atics
oftheW {boson. The parton shower, In e ect, resolves the structure ofthe nclusive state of
partonsdenoted asX . In practice, the xed order partonic cross section (W ithout showering)
can stillbe used to describe properties of the decay kptons as long as them easurable iswell
de ned (eg., the number of leptons w ith central rapidity and high transverse m om entum ,
but not the distrdbution of rapidity or transverse m om entum ofthe W ).

Here, we review parton showering schem atically. M ore details can be found in Ref. Bl.
F irst, for sim plicity, consider the case of nal state or forward showering, w here the parton
virtuality Q evolves forward to the low scale Q. The basis for developing a probabilistic

picture of nalstate showering isthe D GLAP equation for the fragm entation functions:
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w here PAa! e 1S an unregularized splitting function, . is the coupling tim es color factor,
and isa cuto . The equation can be rew ritten as
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where t= nQ?; wih sin ilar de nitions for t° and t*. T he fiinction
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gives the probability of evolving from the scak 0% = & to Q2 = €% with no resolvable
branchings, and is called the Sudakov form factor. ty is a cuto scale for the showering.
¢ % ocontams all the nfom ation necessary to reconstruct a shower, since it encodes the
change In virtuality ofa parton untila resolvable show ering occurs. Show ering is reduced to
iterative solutions of the equation r= %= ¢ %), where r is a random num ber unifom Iy
distrbuted in the interval 0;1], untila solution ©rQ ° is ound which isbelow a cuto . For
consistency, the cuto should represent the lowest scale of resolvable em ission Q .
For the case of Iniial state radiation, severalm odi cations are necessary. T he fragm en—
tation function is replaced by a parton distribution fiinction, and the evolution proceeds
backwards from a lrge, negative scale P *jto a snall, negative cuto scake P 23 There

are two equivalent form ulations ofbackw ards show ering based on the probabilities
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A fter choosing the change in virtuality, a particular backwards branching is selected
from the probability function based on their relative weights (@ sum m ation over allpossible
branchings a ! Ic is inplied these expressions), and the splitting variabl is chosen by

solving the equation
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where r is a random number. The details of how a fiill shower is reconstructed in the
PYTHIA M onte C arlo, for exam ple, can be found in Ref. E}]. T he structure of the shower can
be com plex: the transverse m om entum ofthe W {boson isbuil up from the whole series of

solittings and boosts, and is known only at the end of the shower, after the nalboost.



The SM C fom ulation outlined above is fairly lndependent ofthe hard scattering process
considered. O nly the initial choice of partons and possibly the high scale di ers. T herefore,
this form alisn can be applied universally to m any di erent scattering problm s. In e ect,
soft gluons are not sensitive to the soeci cs of the hard scattering, only the color charge of

the inocom ing partons.

IIT.ANALYTIC RESUMMATION

At hadron colliders, the partonic cross sections can receive substantial corrections at
higher ordersin . Thisa ectsnot only the totalproduction rate, but also the kinem atics
of the W boson. At lading order ( ), the W {boson hasa (Q2) distrbution :n Q2.
At next{to{lading order, the real em ission of a sihglk gluon generates a contribution to
d =dQ? thatbehavesasQ,? Q2)andQ,? Q2):hQ2=02) whik the kading order, soft,
and virtual corrections are proportional to Q2%). At higher orders, the m ost sihgular
tem s ollow the pattem of Q2 o 2 fmt Q?=02) = L™ V™. The bgarithms
arise from the incom plte cancellation of the virtual and real QCD corrections, but this
cancellation becom es com plete for the Integrated soectrum , where the realglion can becom e
arbitrarily soft and/or collinear to other partons. T he pattem of sihgular term s suggest that
perturbation theory should be perform ed in powers of V" instead of ;. This reorganization
of the perturbative series is called resum m ation.

The rst studies of soft gluon em ission resumm ed the kading logarithm s f11,12], leading
to a suppression of the cross section at sm allQ ¢ . T he suppression underlies the in portance
of including sub{lading logarithm s {I3]. The m ost rigorous approach to the problkm of
m ultiple gluon em ission is the Collins{Soper{Stem an (CSS) fom alian for transverse m o—
mentum resumm ation f14], which resum s all of the in portant logarithm s. This is achieved
after a Fourder transform ation w ith respect to Q + in the varable b, so that the series involv—

ing the delta finction and tem sV " sin pli es to the form ofan exponential. H ence, the soft

gluion em ission is resum m ed or exponentiated in thisb{space form alisn . To bem ore correct,



the Fourer transform ation is the result of expressing the transverse{m om entum conserving
delta finctions % @ F Kr,) In their Fourier representation. A lso, the exponentiation
is acoom plished through the application of the renom alization group equation, not by re—
organizing an In nite sum of temm s. D egpite the successes of the b{space form aliam , there
are several draw backs. M ost notable for the present study is that it integrates out the soft
glion dynam ics and does not have a sin pl physical interpretation.

The CSS fom alisn was used by its authors to predict both the total cross section to
NLO and the kinem atic distrbutions ofthe W {boson to all orders [I§] at hadron colliders.
A sin ilar treatm ent was presented using the AEGM form alism [1§], that does not involve
a Fourier transform , but is evalnated directly In transverse m omentum Qr: space. W hen
evalnated at NLO, the two fom alisn s are equivalent to NNNL order In 4, and agree
with the xed order calculation of the total cross section [L7]. A m ore detailed num erical
com parison of the two predictions can be found in Ref. [18].

Reoently, the AEGM fom alisn has been reinvestigated, and an approxin ation to the
b{ space form alism hasbeen developed in Q r {gpace which retains its predictive features [19]
(see also the recent eprint P()) . T his form ulation doeshave a sin ple, physical interpretation,
and can be used to develop an altemate algorithm for parton showering which includes
higher{order corrections to the hard scattering.

In the b{space fom aliam, the di erential cross section of the W {boson produced in

association w ith soft gluons is:
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In this expression, Q , Q and y describe the kinem atics of the boson V , the function Y is
reqularasQ: ! 0 and corrects for the soft glion approxin ation, and the function § has

the fom :

where
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In these expressions, C;, C, and C3 are constants, H is a function that describes the hard

scattering, and A, B, and C are calculated perturbatively n powers of g:
!Il
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(the rst non{zero tem s in the expansion of A and B are orn = 1). The fiunctions C ©
are the W ilson ocoe cients, and are responsbl for the change In the total production cross
section at higher orders. In fact, € £f) is sinply a rede nition of the parton distribution
finction obtained by convoluting the standard onesw ith an ulraviokt{safe function.
W e ram ove the constantsC;;C, and C 3 from these expressionsby choosing their canonical
values [14], which also rem oves large logarithm s. At leading order, the expression for the

production of an on{shellW {boson sin pli es considerably to:
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where contains physical constants and we ignore the function Y fornow . T he expression
contains two factors, the total cross section at leading order , and a cum ulative probability
function n Q % that describes the transverse m om entum ofthe W {boson (the total integral
over Q2 transom se®?7 to @ ®)). Except for the com plication of the Fourier transfom ,
the tem e 572f (x;b)=f ¢;Q) isanalogousto @Q)f ;0 9= ©Q 9f &;Q) oftheSM C.
Equation (3.1) in b{space has a surprisingly sim ilar structure n Q; {gpace. This is
surprising, since the b{space result depends critically on the conservation of total transverse
momentum . To NLLL accuracy, however, the Q1 space expression agrees exactly w ith the

b{ space expression, and has the form {19]:
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Agalh ignoring Y , we can rew rite this expression as:
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The factor ; isthe totalcross section to a xed order, whilk the rest of the function yields

the probability that the W {boson has a transversem om entum Q.

IV.A MODIFIED SHOW ERING ALGORITHM

The SM C algorithm is based on the evolution equations for fragm entation or parton
distrbution finctions. In fact, the function # i Eq. (3.2) also cbeys an evolution equation
In b{space. G ven the success of the Q + {gpace approach n reproducing the b{gpace resuls,

we are tem pted to rew rite the evolution equation in Q ; {space:

5 (240 4 2 )
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which yields the solution
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Based on the form ofEqg. (3.7) and the above evolution equation, we are led to generalize
the finction @®©)=f x;t) £ &;t%= % ofbackwards showering to ’ V? (the square root
appears because we are considering the evolution of each parton line individually).

For inplem entation In a num erical program , lke PYTHIA, this requires only that we
provide thenew ,modi ed PDF MmPDF) based on theW ilson coe cients. At kading oxder,
the only W ilson coe cient is C l(jO) = 4 (@ 2z), and we reproduce exactly the standard

showering form ulation. ForW {boson production at NLO , the W ilson coe cients C are:
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To NLO , the convolution integrals becom e:

Cc f£)&x )=fix;) 1+

—-ga mﬁmq;w+éa z)ty ®=2z; ) ; “44)

and fy (x; ) isunchanged. The rst tem gives the contribution of an unevolved parton to
the hard scattering, whilke the other two contain contributions from quarks and gluons w ith
higherm om entum fractionsthat split g! ggand g ! qg, respectively.

O ne shoul take care that the Sudakov form factor used in the analytic expressions and

In the SM C's are equivalent. In fact, we nd that:
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where 7z, = (QSET) is an infrared cuto , and we drop tem s of order z, and higher [2:1:]

W hen the integration over the running coupling is included to calculate the full Sudakov
form factor, there is a m ign atch in the argum ent, but this is form ally of higher order. N ote
that the coe cientsA ® and B ) are universalto gg annihilation into a color singlet ob Ect,
Just as the showering Sudakov form factor only know s about the partons and not the details
of the hard scattering. For gg fiision, only the coe cient A ¢ is universal. In general, at
higher orders, the analytic Sudakov is sensitive to the exact hard scattering process.

H owever, the sim ilarity is not com plte. No cuto like z, appears in the analytic calcu—
Jations, nor is this the sam e cuto that appears in the SM C . The expression to the lft is
positive (provided that z, < %), w hilke the analytic expression can becom e negative. T his is
disturbing, since i m eans sublkading logarithm s (oroportionalto B ) are dom nating leading
ones. A lso, the Q1 {gpace Sudakov form factor is expressed directly in term s ofthe Q1 of
the heavy boson. In the SM C’s, the nalQ: isbuilk up from a series of branchings, and

the analogous expression In temm s of the Q ¢ of the heavy boson would be com plicated. W e

are still In the process of quantifying our com parison between the di erent Sudakov form
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factors. N onetheless, we feel that the agreem ent apparent in Eq. (4.5) is com pelling enough
to proceed assum ing the two Sudakov form factors are equivalent. T his becom es in portant
Jater In our num erical results, because we continue to use the standard SM C Sudakov fom
factor in them odi ed show ering, but the analytic expression when correcting the hard em is-
sion. To avoid the regions when the B *) term dom inatesthe A *) tem , we retain only A ¢

In our analytic expression.

V.HARD EM ISSION CORRECTIONS

The SM C and resumm ation formm alism s are tuned to dealw ith kinem atic con gurations
that have logarithm ic enhancements L. For argeQr ’ Q, there are no such enhancem ents,

and a xed order calculation yields the m ost accurate predictions. The region of m edium

n
s

Q1 , however, is not suited to either particular expansion, n ;L™ or
T he problem becom es acute for SM C’s. In the standard in plem entation of SM C'’s, the
highest Q1 is set by the maxinum virtuality allowed, Q = My In our exam ple, so that
the region Q¢ Q is never accessed. However, at Q ¢ Q, the xed order calculation is
preferred and yields a non { zero result, so there isa discontinuity betw een the tw o predictions.
C karly, the SM C underestin ates the gluon radiation wellbeforeQ + /¥ Q ,butthe xed order
calculation m ake equally overestin ate the radiation if extended to the region Q9+ Q.

In the b{space calculation, the sam e sort ofbehavior would occur, exospt that contribu—
tions to the cross section that are not logarithm ically enhanced as Q¢ ! 0 can be added
back order{by{orderin . Thisprocedure corrects for the approxin ationsm ade In deriving
the exponentiation of soft gluon em ission. This correction is denoted Y, or Y¢ in contrast
to the resumm ed term Y,.. Ifthe coe cients A and B are calculated to high{enough accu-
racy, one sees a relatively am ooth transition between Eq. (3.1) and the NLO prediction at
Qr = Q. The situation is even better in the Q ¢ {gpace calculation, since the m atching at
Qr = Q isguaranteed at any order.

T herefore, it is desirable to de ne a function sin flarto Y in the analytic calculations for

11



use in the SM C’s. At LO, Y vanishes, thereby exhlbiting the correct lim iting behavior. At
NLO,Y isthedi erence between the order 4 calculation of W + parton and the resumm ed
W distrbution expanded to order .. The latter is also called the asym ptotic piece. In
application, Y is a positive fiinction, but this ism iskading, since the asym ptotic piece can
benegative. In a SM C, the event weights are positive de nite, and its truncation at a certain
order w ill also be positive. H owever, the fact that the asym ptotic piece becom es negative
isonly a technical point related to the behavior of the Sudakov form factor In the analytic
calculations. Y ism eant to correct for the soft gluon approxin ation m ade in constructing
the Sudakov form factor. Therefore, our de nition ofthe Y piece forthe SM C is sin ply the
order ¢ calculation m inus the single em ission contribution from the showering.

T he approprate correction isderived by review ng Y In the resumm ed calculation, which

has the fom

" #
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T he temm s proportional to Q % are the asym ptotic pieces. To guarantee that only one
em ission has occurred, the asym ptotic piece derived from the showering should be addition—
ally corrected to the probability that this is the hardest scattering in the shower. This is
acocom plished by weighting by the Sudakov form factorexp( S Q ;Q ¢ )=2) for the appropri-
ate transverse m om entum Q ;. T he necessity of weighting by the em ission probability has
been stressed elsew here P31.

Thee ectsofY are calculated by generating the explicit NLO subprocess and correcting
on an event{by {event basis. W e illustrate this explicitly fortheqge® ! W g subprocess. Each
event receives an additionalweight fy before it is acoepted or refected (this is accom plished
In the subroutine PYEVWT already provided in the PYTHIA code for the user to reweight any

process), where fy isde ned as:

A exact A show erP show er .

f ;
! Aexact
€ 0%+ @ 0?7
A cxact = 7
f

Ashower =4dJd (QZZAPAq! q(ZA)+ J (ﬁ):ZB PAq! q(ZB );

Poower=1 exp( S Q;Qr1)=2); 6.3)

and J (?) = §(1 r=0%)=@* 1r’=0?) isa Jaccbian factor. A .. is proportionalto the
exact squared am plitude, and A ghoyer 1S the showering contribution in the collinear I it.
T he presence of Actor P g ow er, Which acoounts for the probability that the parton em ission
occurs at Q ¢, guarantees that the correction vanishes at Q¢+ = Q and cancels the collinear
singularity in the exact squared am plitudewhen Q¢ ! 0. A sim ilar correction is applied to
theqg ! W ¢ subprocess, which can be extracted from Eq. (62).

At this point, it is useful to com pare the schem e outlined above to other approaches
at In proving the showering algorithm . O ne class of corrections is based on phase{scace

solitting, where part of a NLO m atrix elem ent is treated wih LO kinem atics and part
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w ith exclusive NLO kinem atics P4]. The idea is to allow parton showering for one of these
con gurations, and not the other. Particular care m ust be taken not to consider show ering
con gurations already Included in the com plin entary phase{space region. U sually, there is
an adjastable param eter that solits the phase space, and physical observables are sensitive to
the exact choice (see the discussion in Ref. P2] regarding Q ;7). T his schem e is guaranteed
to give the NLO cross section before cuts, but does not necessarily generate the correct
kinem atics.

T he other class of corrections m odi es the showering to reproduce the hard em ission
lim it P5]. W hile this can be accom plished, it does so at the expense of transferring events
from low Q; tohigh Q. There isno attem pt to predict the absolute event rate, but only to
generate the correct event shapes. In som e in plem entations, the high scale ofthe showering
is increased to the m axinum virtuality allowed by the collider energy. This is contrary to
the analytic calculations, where the scale Q = My , for exam ple, appears naturally (n the
choice of constantsC;;C, and C; which elim Inate potentially large Jogarithm s). This schem e
w il generate the correct hard Iim it, but w ill not generate the correct cross section in the
soft lim it.

T he present form ulation contains the positive features ofboth schem es. Phase space is
slit out w ithout any adjustable param eters { which is also true for the corrections outlined
in Ref. R3]), but higher{order corrections are also applied to the show ering algorithm . This is
contained in them odi ed PD F and the Sudakov form factor. Instead of applying corrections
to the showering to reproduce the hard Iim it, corrections are applied to the hard em ission
cross section to avoid double counting w ith the showering. T he corrections allow a sm ooth
transition between the explicit hard em ission and the showering.

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

phenom enoclogical In plem entation of these ideas.
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VI.NUMERICAL RESULTS

W e have applied the showering m odi cations outlined above to three cases of relevance
to the Tevatron In Run II: @) W boson production, () Z boson production, and (c)
standard m odel H iggs boson production with a Higgs boson massmy = 100 GeV.We
have accom plished this by m odifying the PYTHIA M onte Carlo B]. M ost of the previous
discussion applies aln ost exactly to the case of Z boson production. In particular, the
modied PDF used for the showering and the corrections fy are exactly the same. For
H iggs boson production, we use the expressions forA ;B and C presented in Ref. R7]. One
technical point should be noted: we have not yet attem pted to m odify the Sudakov fom
factor in plem ented in PYTHIA. For reweighting events by fy , we use only the A &) term in
the Sudakov form factor w ith a running coupling. For H iggs boson production, A @ = 3.

F irst, wepresent the Q ¢ distrdoution ofthe heavy boson produced at the Tevatron. These
distributions are in good agreem ent w ith analytic calculations, but cannot be predicted
accurately by the standard showering algorithm . Secondly, we present gt properties for
the sam e processes, w hich are not signi cantly altered from the predictions of the standard

show ering algorithm . T hese cannot be predicted by analytic calculations.

A .H eavy Boson P roperties

Here, we present our results on the Q¢ distrlbutions for the bosons ofW , Z , and H iggs
bosons my = 100 G&V) produced at the Tevatron n Run II. Even though we have only
considered kptonic decays oftheW and Z bosons and the decay ofthe H iggsboson, our

nal results represent the total production cross section.

Figure 1 displays the Q; distrbution of the W boson generated using the m odi ed
version of PYTHIA. T he solid line is the fiill distrdboution, w here the dashes and dots show the
Individual contrbutions from the corrected showering and the corrected hard em ission (Y )

piece. Themodied PDF mPDF) is calculated usng CTEQ4M PDF'’s. For reference, we
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show the Q¢ distrdbution using the default version of PYTHIA and CTEQ 4L PDF'’s. Because
them axin um virtuality of the showering is set to the scale M  , the SM C contributions are
suppressed beyond Q¢ My . Notehow theY piece 1llsin the interm ediate Q ¢ region down
to anallQ ; , where showering gives the preferred result. The total cross section predicted
by PYTHIA is (182, 205, 23.60) nb using CTEQ4L, CTEQ4M , and mPDF+Y . The total
increase in rate from LO to NLO is in good agreem ent w ith Ref. 2] atpg = 2TevV.Our
num bers Erp S = 18 TeV alo agree with the CDF and D data B6).

W e do not present a direct com parison w ith the Q¢ distrbution presented in Ref. 2],
since the peak In the region Q 10 G&V, where the buk of the data lies, is determ ned
by non{perturbative functions P§], which generate a prim ordial k; for the partons. I is
Interesting that the mPDF calculation, without Y, yields nearly the sam e rate as usihg
Just the CTEQ4M PDF (21.6 nb vs. 205 nb). This is anticipated by the sm allhess of the
virtual correction in the W ilson coe cients / 2 8. However, this need not be the case
for di erent processes or di erent colliders.

In Fig. 2, we display the sin ilar resuls for Z boson production at the Tevatron in Run
IT. This show s only the true Z contrdbution w ithout any . The results are quite sim ilar to
the W boson cass, and we present them w ithout further comm ent.

T he results for the production ofa Higgsboson with massmy = 100 G€V is shown in
Fig. 3. Here, the correction to the lowest order process is quite large. T he total cross section
predicted by PYTHIA is (0.50, 048, 1.05) pb using CTEQ4L,CTEQ4M , and themPDF+Y .
The nalnumber are in good agreem ent w ith Ref. P9]. There is a noticeable bump in the

nal distribution from the m erging ofthe mPDF and Y contributions. W e feel this is the
result ofam ign atch between the analytic Sudakov form factor and theM onte C arlo one. In
particular, we have not yet successfillly included any contrbutionsbeyond A @, shcewe nd
valies ofQ ¢ where sublkading e ects appear to bem ore in portant than lkading ones. A 1o,
we have used the default PYTHIA value for the prin ordial kr , which detemm ines the location
of the peak In the showering distribution and the existence of the bum p. Ifwe believe that

the non {perturbative fiinction should have the sam e form as the perturbative Sudakov form
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factor, then the prin ordial ky should scale ke C,=Cy; relative to the gqg case 30]. This
m ight wash out the apparent bum p. F Inally, while we have not done so in the present study,
we ocould allow additionalparton showering In Y , provided that no em issions from showering
are harder than the explicit hard em ission. This too would reduce any m isn atch between
the show ering distridbution 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 w ith a m ultiplicative K {factor that
yieldsthe totalNLO rate. F igure 4 show sthe ratio ofthe H iggsboson transverse m om entum
distrbutions calculated from mPDF+Y toCTEQ4L tinesK ® > 2). There are variations
as large as 10% in the In portant regions of an alland mediim Q. O foourss, the e ect is
much lrger orthe large Q ¢+ region where there is aln ost no rate from the standard parton

show ering.

B . Jet properties

In Figs. 5 and 6, we present gt properties for the W and H iggs boson production pro-—
cesses. The results for Z boson production are qualitatively the sam e as for the W boson,
0 we do not present them here.

Jets are de ned using the cone clustering algorithm of the PYTHIA subroutine PYCELL
wih a cone of size R = 05, Er > 15GeV, and j j< 25. ForW boson production In
Fig.5, we present the gt m ultiplicity distrbutions forallQ,Qr < 10G&V,10< Q1 < 20
GeV,and Q1 < 30 G&V .W e com pare the showering predictions usngmPDF (solid line),
CTEQ4M (dashed lne), and CTEQ 4L (dotted line). To study the e ects of the m odi ed
show ering algorithm , we do not include Y , which would increase the N 4 = 1 bin of the
mPDF prediction. A 1l distributions are nom alized to uniy. From Fig. 5, we see that the
predictions have only m inor di erences, which is expected since the W ilson coe cients for
W production are nearly unity.

For the case of H iggs boson production in Fig. 6, we study the regions Q < 25 Ge&V,
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25< Qr < 50GeV,and Q7 < 75 Ge&V . There are m ore noticeable di erences, and m uch
m ore radiation In general than for the W boson case. The higher order PD F’s generate
slightly m ore gt activity and yield sin ilar distrbutions. In general, though, there are no
dram atic changes in the distrbutions. T his isnot too surprising, since the show ering depends
on the ratio ofthem odi ed PD F ’s evaluated at two di erent scales, which isnot as sensitive
to the overall nom alization ofthe PDF'.

From these exam pls, we leam that the use of the m odi ed showering algorithm does
not change the &t properties in a m aprway. O n the other hand, we have not yet m odi ed
the splitting kemels in the Sudakov form factor to account for the coe cientsA @ orB @,

but these higher order temm s should not have a substantiale ect.

VII.CONCLUSIONS

W e have presented a m odi ed, parton showering algorithm that produces the total cross
section and the event shapes beyond the lading order. These m odi cations are based
on the Qr {space resumm ation. The parton showering itself is m odi ed by using a new
PDF (called mPDF) which encodes som e Inform ation about the hard scattering process.
Sin ultaneously, the explicit, hard em ission is included, but only after subtracting out the
contribution already generated by the showering: this correction is called Y . T he presence
of Y yields a snooth transition from the parton showering to single, hard em ission. W e
m odi ed the PYTHIA M onte C arlo to acoount for these corrections, and presented resuls for
W , Z, and H iggs boson production at the Tevatron In Run II.

The schem e works very well at NLO for the cases considered In this study, and the
correct cross sections, transverse m om entum distributions, and gt properties are generated.
W e have com pared our kinem atic distrdoutions to the case when the resuls of the standard
showering are m ultiplied by a constant K {factor to reproduce the NLO cross section. W e

nd variations on the order of10% for an alland m edium transverse m om entum . For H iggs

boson production, a slight m ism atch is present in the transition between showering w ith
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mPDF and the hard correction Y , which probably com es from the approxin ate form ofthe
Sudakov form factor used in our studies.

There are several e ects which still need study. W e have not included the exact dis-
trbutions for the decay of the kptons B1] HrW and Zz production, which are resumm ed
di erently. It is straightforward to Include such e ects. In the theoretical discussion and
num erical results, we have focussed on initial state radiation, but our results should apply
equally well for nal state radiation. The situation is certainly simpler, since nal state
radiation does not require detailed know ledge of the fragm entation functions. A 1so, the case
when color ows from the initialstate to the nalstate requires study. A resumm ed calcula—
tion already exists forthe case ofdesp nelastic scattering B3], and m uch theoretical progress
has been m ade for heavy quark production [(34]. W e believe that the m odi ed showering
schem e outlined in this study generalizes beyond N LO , just as the analytic calculations can
be calculated to any given order. For exam ple, we could include hard W + 2 &t corrections
B2] to Y . For consistency, however, higher order tetms A and B) will also need to be

included in the Sudakov form factor.
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FIG.1.W boson transverse m om entum distrjution.
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Z Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run 11
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FIG .2. Z boson transverse m om entum distribution.
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100 GeV Higgs Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run |1
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FIG . 3. Higgs boson transverse m om entum distrdbution myg = 100 GeV).
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100 GeV Higgs Boson Production at the Tevatron, Run |1
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FIG .4. The ratio of H iggs boson transverse m om entum distribbutions my = 100 G&V) from
them odi ed showering algorithm and from the standard showering algorithm using the CTEQ 4L

PDF.TheCTEQA4L result hasbeen muliplied by a constant K {factor to reproduce the NLO rate.
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FIG.5. Jetmuliplicty in W boson events for di erent Q ¢+ binnings.
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FIG.6. Jet multiplicty in H iggs boson events for di erent Q + binnings.
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