CERN-PH-TH /2007-066
LU-TP 0713
KA-TP-06-2007
DCPT/07/62
PPP/07/31
SLAC-PUB-12604

C om parative study of various algorithm s for the
m erging of parton show ers and m x elem ents in
hadronic collisions

J.Awall, S.Hoche?,F.Krauss, N . Lavesson®, L. Lonnblad?,
F.M altoni*,M L.M angano5,M .M orett?,C G .Papadopou]os7,
F.Picchint, s. Schum ann’,M . Treccan®, J.W inter’,M .W orek'08!

LSLAC,USA;
2 IPPP,Durham ,UK ;
3 D epartm ent of T heoretical Physics, Lund U niversity, Sweden;
* Centre for Particle Physics and Phenom enology (CP 3)
U niversite C atholique de Louvain, Belgium ;
°> CERN, G eneva, Sw itzerland;
® D jpartin ento diFisica and INFN , Ferrara, Ttaly;
7 Thstitute of Nuclear Physics, NC SR D em okritos, A thens, G reece;
® INFN ,Pavia, Ttaly;
° Institut fur T heoretische Physik, TU D resden, G em any;
10 1T P, K arlsruhe U niversity, K arlsruhe, G em any;
1 Mstitnte of Physics, U niversity of Silesia, K atow ice, Poland.

A bstract

arXiv:0706.2569v2 [hep-ph] 16 Jan 2008

W e com pare di erent procedures for com bining xed-order treedevel m atrix—
elem ent generators w ith parton showers. W e use the case of W production at the
Tevatron and the LHC to com paredi erent In plem entations of the socalled CKK W
and M LM schem es using di erent m atrix-elem ent generators and di erent parton
cascades. W e nd that although sin ilar results are obtained in all cases, there are
In portant di erences.
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1 Introduction

O neofthem ost strking featuresof LHC nalstatesw illbe the lJarge num ber of eventsw ith
several hard ts. Finalstates with 6 gts from ttdecayswillhave a rate ofalmost 1 H z,
with 10-100 tim es m ore com ing from prom pt QCD processes. The Imm ense am ount of
available phase space, and the large acceptance of the detectors, w ith calorim eters covering
a region ofalm ost 10 units of pseudo+rapidity ( ),w illlead to production and denti cation
of nalstateswith 10 orm ore gts. T hese events w ill hide or strongly m odify all possible
signals of new physics, which involve the chain decay of heavy coloured particles, such as
squarks, gluinos or the heavier partners of the top, which appear In littleH iggs m odels.
Being able to predict their features is therefore essential.

To achieve this, our calculations need to describe as accurately as possible both the
full m atrix elam ents for the underlying hard processes, as well as the subsequent devel-
opm ent of the hard partons into Fts of hadrons. However, for the com plex nalstate
topologies we are interested in, no factorization theorem exists to rigorously separate
these two com ponents. Them ain obstacle is the existence of several hard scales, like the
£t transverse energies and di=gt nvariant m asses, which for a generic m ulti-=gt event w ill
Span a wide range. This m akes it di cult to unam biguously separate the com ponents
of the event, which belong to the \hard process" (to be calculated using a m ultiparton
am plitude) from those developing during its evolution (described by the parton shower).
A given (n + 1)—ft event can be obtained in two ways: from the collinear/soft+radiation
evolution of an appropriate (n + 1)Pparton nalstate, or from an n-parton con guration
where hard, lJarge-angle am ission during its evolution leads to the extra gt. A factoriza-
tion prescription (In this context this is often called a \m atching schem e" or \m erging
schem ") de nes, on an eventby-event basis, which of the two paths should be followed.
T he prim ary goalofa m erging schem e is therefore to avoid double counting (by prevent—
ing som e events to appear tw ice, once for each path),aswellasdead regions (by ensuring
that each con guration is generated by at least one of the allow ed paths). Furthem ore, a
good m erging schem e w ill optim ize the choice of the path, using the one, w hich guarantees
the best possble approxin ation to a given kinem atics. It is possible to consider therefore
di erent m erging schem es, allavoiding the double counting and dead regions, but leading
to di erent results In view of the di erent ways the calculation is distributed between the
m atrix elem ent and the shower evolution. A s in any factorization schem e, the physics
is independent of the ssparation between phases only if we have com plete control over
the perturbative expansion. O therw ise a residual schem edependence is left. Exploring
di erent m erging schem es is therefore crucial to assess the system atic uncertainties of
m ulti=pt calculations.

In this work we present a com prehensive com parison, for W plus m ultigt produc—
tion, of three m erging approaches: the CKKW scham e, the Lonnblad schem e, and the
M LM schem e. O ur Investigation is an evolution and extension of the work in [1], where
M renna and R ichardson presented in plem entations of CKKW for HErRw G and the so-
called pseudo—shower altemative to CKKW usihg PYTHR , as well as the results of an
approach ingpired by the M LM -schem e. O ur work considers the predictions of wve dif-
ferent codes, ALPGEN ,ARADNE, HELAC ,MADEVENT and SHERPA . ALPGEN In plam ents
the M LM schem e, and the results shown here are ocbtained with the HErRw It shower;



ARI®DNE the Lonnblad schem e; HELAC theM LM schem e, but will show results w ith the
PYTHIRR shower; MADEVENT uses a variant of the M LM scheam e, based on the CKKW
param etrization of the m ultiparton phase—space; SHERPA , nally, In plem ents the CKKW
schem e. This list of codes therefore covers a broad spectrum of altemative approaches
and, In particular, includes all the program sused as reference event generators form ultigt
production by the Tevatron and LHC experin ental collaborations; for those, we show re-
sults relative to publically available versions, therefore providing valuable inform ation on
the systam atics Involved In the generation of m ultifet con gurations by the experim ents.
A prelim nary study, lin ited to the ALPGEN ,ARIADNE and SHERPA codes, was presented
n 2]

W hile [1]devoted a lJarge e ort to discussing the intemal consistency and validation of
the m eging schem es, we refer for these m ore technical aspects to the papers docum enting
the individual m plem entations of them eging algorithm s in the codesweuse [3{7],and we
shall lim it ourselves here to a short review ofeach In plem entation. W e concentrate instead
on com parisons am ong physical obsaervables, such as cross sections or gt distrbutions,
which we study for both the Tevatron and the LHC . Them ain goal is not an anatom y of
the origin ofpossible di erences, but rather the illustration of their features and their size,
to provide the experim entalistsw ith a quantitative picture of systam atics associated to the
use of these codes. W e furthemm ore verify that,w ith only a few notew orthy exceptions, the
di erences am ong the results of the various codes are com parable In size w ith the intrinsic
system atics of each approach, and therefore consistent w ith a leading-logarithm ic level of
accuracy. The quantaties we present correspond to experin ental observables and the
di erences between the predictions of the various codes that we present could therefore
be resolved by com paring w ith data.

W e begin the paper with a short review of the m erging prescriptions and of their
In plam entations in the 5 codes. W e then introduce the observables considered for this
study, and present detailed num erical results for both the Tevatron and the LHC . W e
then provide w ith an assesan ent of the individual system atics of each code, and a general
discusison of our ndings.

2 M erging procedures
In general, the di erent m erging procedures follow a sim ilar strategy:

1. A Bt measure is de ned and all relevant cross sections including gts are calcu-
lated for the process under consideration. Ie. for the production of a nal state
X In pp-collisions, the cross sections for the processes pp ! X + n gts with
n= 0;1;:::;N = n,.x are evaluated.

2. Hard parton sam ples are produced w ith a probability proportional to the respective
total cross section, In a corresponding kinem atic con guration follow Ing the m atrix
elem ent.

3. The individualcon gurationsare accepted orrejected w ith a dynam ical, kinem atics—
dependent probability that includes both e ects of running coupling constants and



of Sudakov form factors. In case the event is rejected, step 2 is repeated, ie.a new
parton sam ple is selected, possibly w ith a new num ber of fts.

4. The parton shower is Invoked w ith suitable initial conditions for each of the legs. In
som e cases, ke, eg.in theM LM procedure described below , this step is perform ed
together w ith the step before, ie. the acceptance/refction of the Bt con guration.
In all cases the parton shower is constrained not to produce any extra Et; stated in
other words: con gurations that would f2all nto the realn of m atrix elem ents w ith
a higher £t m ultiplicity are vetoed in the parton shower step.

T he m erging procedures discussed below di erm anly
in the Bt de nition usaed In the m atrix elem ents;

n the way the acceptance/rejction of gt con gurations stemm ing from them atrix
elem ent is perform ed;

and In details conceming the starting conditions of and the gt vetoing inside the
parton show ering.

21 CKEKW

T he m erging prescription proposed in [8,9]isknown asthe CKKW schem e and has been
In plem ented in the event generator SHERPA [10] In full generality [11].
In this schem e

the separation of them atrix-elem ent and parton-show er dom ains fordi erentm ulti-
Bt processes is achieved through a k. -m easure [12{14], where k, ; denotes the in-
temal separation cut, also called the m erging scale;

the acceptance/refction of £t con gurations proceeds through a rew eighting of the
m atrix elam ents w ith analytical Sudakov form factors and factors due to di erent
scalesin g;

the starting scale for the parton shower evolution of each parton is given by the
scale where it appeared  rst;

a vetoed parton-shower algorithm is used to guarantee that no unwanted hard Fts
are produced during gt evolution.

In the origial paper dealing with €' e annihilations into hadrons, [8], it has been
shown explicitly that in this approach the dependence on k, cancels to NLL accuracy.
T his can be achieved by com bining the Sudakov—rew eigthed m atrix elem entsw ith a vetoed
parton shower w ith angular ordering, sub gcted to appropriate starting conditions. T he
algorithm for the case of hadron {hadron collisions has been constructed in analogy to the
e'e case. However, it should be stresssd that it has not been shown that the CKKW
algorithm is correct at any logarithm ic order In this kind of process.



For hadron-hadron collisions, the intemal £t denti cation of the SHERPA -m erging
approach proceeds through a k, -schem e, which de nestwo nalstate particles to belong
to two di erent Ets, if their relative transverse m om entum squared

o lcosh( 3) cos( )]
D2

k?2ij= 2minfp; i;p; 49 (1)
is Jarger than the critical value kZ ,. Th addition, the transverse m om entum of each %t
has to be larger than them erging scale k; . Them agnitude D ,which isoforder 1, isa
param eter of the ptalgorithm [15]. In order to com pletely rely on m atrix elem ents for &t
production allowed by the external analysis, the intermalD should be chosen less than or
equal to the D sparam eter or, In case of a cone—gt algorithm , the R jparam eter em ployed
by the extermal analysis.

The weight attached to the generated m atrix elem ents consists of two com ponents,
a strong-coupling weight and an analytical Sudakov form -factor weight. For their deter-
m dnation, a k, =gt clustering algorithm guided by only physically allowed parton com —
binations is applied on the nitial m atrix-elem ent con gurations. The denti ed nodal
k, walues are taken as scales In the strong-coupling constants and replace the prede ned
choice in the initial generation. T he Sudakov weight attached to them atrix elem ents ac—
counts for having no further radiation resolveable at k, . The NLL-Sudakov form factors
em ployed, cf. [12], are de ned by
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where ., are the integrated splitting functionsgq ! qg,g! ggandg! gg,whih are
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T hey contain the running coupling constant and the tw o leading, logarithm ically enhanced
term s In the lim £ Qg Q . The single bgarithm icterm s 3=4 and 11=12m ay spoilan
interpretation of the N LL-Sudakov form factor as a non-branching probability. T herefore,
(@ ;g)iscuto atzero,such that 45(Q ;Q ) retains itsproperty to de ne the probability
for having no em ission resolvable at scale Q ¢ during the evolution from Q to Q. These
factors are used to reweight In accordance to the appearance of external parton lines.
A ratio of two Sudakov form factors (Q ;0 )= (q;Q o) accounts for the probability of
having no em ission resolvable at Q, during the evolution from Q to g. Hence, it is



em ployed for the rew eighting according to intemal parton lines. T he lower lim it is taken
tobeQy= kg 0rQg= D k;y for partons that are clustered to a beam or to another
nal state parton, respectively.

The ssquence of clusterings, stopped after the eventual denti cation ofa 2 ! 2
con guration (the core process), is usad to reweight the m atrix elem ent. M oreover, this
also gives a shower history, whereas the 2 ! 2 core process de nes the starting conditions
for the vetoed shower. For the exam ple ofan denti ed pureQCD 2! 2 core process, the
four parton lines left as a result of the com pleted clustering w ill start their evolution at
the corresponding hard scale. Subsequently, additional radiation is em itted from each leg
by evolving under the constraint that any am ission harder than the ssparation cut k»( is
vetoed. T he starting scale of each leg is given by the invariant m ass of the m other parton
belonging to the denti ed Q CD gplitting, through which the considered parton has been
nitially form ed.

F inally, it should be noted that thealgorithm in plem ented in SHERPA doesthem erging
of the sequence of processespp ! X + n tswithn= 0;1; :::;N fully autom atically {
the user is not required to generate the sam ples separately and m ix them by hand.

2.2 TheDipole Cascade and CKKW

T he m erging prescription developed for the dipole cascade in the ARRDNE program [16]
is sin iar to CKKW , but di ers in the way the shower history is constructed, and in
the way the Sudakov form factors are calculated. A lso, since the ARBDNE cascade is
ordered in transverse m om entum the treatm ent of starting scales is sin pli ed. Before
going into details of the m erging prescription, it is usefiil to describe som e details of the
dipole cascade, since it is quite di erent from conventional parton show ers.

The dipolemodel [17,18] as In plam ented in the ARIRDNE program is based around
iterating 2 ! 3 partonic splittings instead of the usual 1 ! 2 partonic splittings in
a conventional parton shower. G luon em ission is m odeled as coherent radiation from
colour{anti-colour charged parton pairs. This has the advantage of eg. including st
order corrections to the matrix elements fore'e ! gg In a natural way and it also
autom atically includes the coherence e ectsm odeled by angular ordering in conventional
show ers. T he process of quark {anti-quark production does not com e In as naturally, but
can be added [19]. The em issions In the dipole cascade are ordered according to an
Invariant transverse m om entum de ned as

q?z _ 512523; 6)

S123

w here s;4 is the squared nvariantm ass of parton iand j, w ith the em itted parton having
ndex 2.

W hen applied to hadronic collisions, the dipole m odel does not ssparate between
nitial-and nalstate gluon radiation. Tnstead all gluon em issions are treated as com —
Ing from nalstate dipoles [20,21]. To be able to extend the dipole m odel to hadron
collisions, gpatially extended coloured ob fcts are introduced to m odel the hadron rem —
nants. D poles involving hadron rem nants are treated in a sin ibrm anner to the nom al

nalstate dipoles. However, since the hadron rem nant is considered to be an extended
ob Fct, em issions w ith an allwavelength are suppressed. T his ism odeled by only allow ing



a fraction of the ram nant to take part in the em ission. T he fraction that is resolved during
the am ission is given by |

alp)= — ; (7)

P

where is the inverse size of the ram nant and  is the din ensionality. T hese are sam i-
classical param eters, which have no correspondence in conventional parton cascades,
where Instead a suppression is obtained by ratios of quark densities in the backward
evolution. Them ain e ect is that the dipole cascade allow s for harder gluon am issions
in the beam directions, enabling it to describe properly eg. forward gt ratesm easured at
HERA (seeeg. [22)).

T here are two additional form s of em issions, which need to be included in the case
of hadronic collisions. O ne corresponds to an nitial state g ! gg [23]. This does not
com e In naturally In the dipole m odel, but is added by hand In a way sin ilar to that of
a conventional nitialstate parton shower [23]. T he other corresponds to the initialstate
g ! ggq (with the glion entering into the hard sub-process), which could be added in a
sin ilar way, but this has not yet been in plem ented In ARRDNE.

W hen In plem enting CKKW for the dipole cascade [6,24 ], the procedure is slightly dif-
ferent from what hasbeen described above. R ather than using the standard k. -algorithm
to cluster the state produced by the m atrix-elem ent generator, a com plete set of Inter—
m ediate partonic states, S;, and the corresponding em ission scales, & ; are constructed,
which correspond to a com plete dipole shower history. H ence, for each state produced by
the m atrix-elem ent generator, basically the question how would ARIADNE have generated
this state is answered. Note, however, that this m eans that only coloured particles are
clustered, which di ers from eg. SHERPA , where also the W and its decay products are
nvolved in the clustering.

T he Sudakov form factors are then introduced using the Sudakov veto algorithm . T he
dea is that we want to reproduce the Sudakov form factors used In AR®RDNE. This is
done by perform Ing a trialem ission starting from each interm ediate state S; with ¢ ; asa
starting scale. If the em itted parton hasa g higher than o ;, ; the state isrefcted. This
correspond to keeping the state according to the no-em ission probability in ARRDNE,
which is exactly the Sudakov form factor.

Tt should be noted that for initialstate showers, there are two altemative ways of
de ning the Sudakov form factor. The de nition in eg. (Q) isused In eg. HERW G [25],
while eg.PYTHR [26,27]uses a form , which explicitly includes ratios of parton densities.
A Ithough form ally equivalent to leading logarithm ic accuracy, only the latter corresponds
exactly to a no-am ission probability, and this is the one generated by the Sudakov veto
algorithm . This, however, also m eans that the constructed em issions In this case need
not only be reweighted by the running 4 as in the standard CKKW procedure above,
but also w ith ratios of parton densities, which In the case of gluon am issions correspond
to the suppression due to the extended rem nants In eg. (1) as explained in m ore detail
in [6], where the com plete algorithm is presented.

23 TheM LM procedure
The socalled M LM \m atching" algorithm is described below .



1. The rststep isthegeneration of parton-levelcon gurationsforall nalstateparton
multiplicitiesn up toagiven N (W + N partons). They arede ned by the follow Ing
kinem atical cuts:

p[;art>plj?jn; jpartj< max 7 Rjj>ijn; (8)

where pfart and . are the transverse m om entum and pseudo—rapidity of the nal-
state partons,and R ,; istheirm inin alseparation in the ( ; ) plane. The param -
eters ) no . and R, 4 are called generation param eters, and are the sam e forall
n=1;:::;N .

2. The renom alization scale is set according to the CKKW prescription. The nec-
essary tree branching structure is de ned for each event, allow ing however only
for branchings, which are consistent w ith the colour structure of the event, which
in ALPGEN 1is extracted from the m atrix-elem ent calculation [28]. For a pair of

nalstate partons iand j, we use the k; m easure de ned by

diy= R Lmin(p,ip; ) ; 9)
where R §,= 5+  {,while forapairof nitial/ nakstate partons we have
dij= 15 ; (10)

ie.thep? of the nalstate one.

3. The k;, value at each vertex is used as a scale for the relative power of . The
factorization scale for the parton densities is given by the hard scale of the process,
QZ=m2 +pl, .Itmay happen that the clustering process stops before the low est—
order con guration is reached. T his is the case, eg., for an event lkkeuu ! W csg.
F lavour conservation allow s only the ghion to be clustered, shceuu ! W cs isa
LO process, rst appearing at O ( ﬁ). In such cases, the hard scale Q is adopted
forallpowers of 4 corresponding to the non-m erged clusters.

4. Events are then showered, using PYTHTA or HERW G . T he evolution for each parton
starts at the scale determ ned by the default PYTHR and HERW Iz algorithm s on
the basis of the kinem atics and colour connections of the event. T he upper veto
cuto to the shower evolution is given by the hard scale of the process, Q o. A fter
evolution,a gt ocone algorithm isapplied to the partonsproduced in the perturbative
phase of the shower. Jets are de ned by a cone size R .5, @ m InInum transverse
energy ES and a maxinum pseudorapidity SES. These param eters are called

m atching param eters, and should be kept the sam e forallsamplesn = 0;1; :::;N .

T hese Pts provide the starting point for the m atching procedure, described in the

next bullet. In the default inplm entation, we take Reys = Rums 025 =  nax

and ES = gl + max(5Gev ;02 B™),but these can be varied as part of the
system atics assesan ent. To ensure a com plete coverage of phase space, how ever, it

isnecessary thatRepns  Roms 528 naxand ESHS g,



5. Starting from the hardest parton, the gt, which isclosest to it in ( ; ) is selected.
If the distance between the parton and the gt centroid isanaller than 15  Ruus,
we say that the parton and the gt match. The matched gt is ram oved from the
list of gts, and the m atching test for subssquent partons is perform ed. T he event
is fully m atched if each parton m atches to a gt. Events, which do not m atch,
are repcted. A typical exam ple is when two partons are so close that they cannot
generate Independent gts, and therefore cannot m atch. A nother exam ple is when
a parton is too soft to generate its own gt, again failing m atching.

6. Events from the parton sam ples with n < N , which survive m atching, are then
required not to have extra gts. If they do, they are rejected, a suppression, which
replaces the Sudakov rew eighting used in the CKKW approach. T his prevents the
double counting of events, which w ill be present in, and m ore accurately described
by,then+ 1 sam ple. In the case of n = N , events w ith extra Pgts can be kept since
they w ill not be generated by sam ples w ith higher n. N evertheless, to avoid double
counting, we require that their transverse m om entum be an aller than that of the
softest of the m atched Ets.

W hen all the resulting sam ples from n = 0; :::;N are com bined, we obtain an inclisive
W + etssam ple. T he harder the threshold for the energy of the gtsused In them atching,
E ¥, the few er the events refcted by the extra—gt veto (ie. am aller Sudakov suppression ),
w ith a bigger role given to the show er approxin ation in the production of gts. U sing lower
thresholds would instead enhance the role of the m atrix elem ents even at lower E, , and
lead to larger Sudakov suppression, reducing the role played by the shower in generating
Fts. Them atching/refction algorithm ensures that these two com ponents balance each
other. This algorithm is encoded in the ALPGEN generator [29,30], where evolution w ith
both HERW It and PYTHRR are enabled. However, In the fram ework of this study, the
parton show er evolution has been perform ed by HERW IG .

24 TheM ADEVENT approach

The approach used N M ADGRAPH/M ADEVENT [31,32]isbased on theM LM prescription,
but uses a di erent gt algorithm for de ning the scales n ¢ and for the Bt m atching.
T he phase-space separation between the di erent m ulti-gt processes is achieved using
the k, -m easure as In SHERPA (eq. () with D = 1), while the Sudakov reweighting is
perform ed by refcting showered events that do not m atch to the parton-level fts, as
In ALpGEN. This approach allow s m ore direct com parisons w ith SHERPA , ncluding the
e ects of changing the k, cuto scale. T he details of the procedure are as follow s.

M atrix-elem ent m ultiparton events are produced using M ADGRAPH/M ADEVENT ver—
sion 41 [33],with acuto Q! in clustered k, . Them ultiparton state from them atrix-
elem ent calculation is clustered according to the k, -algorithm , but allow ing only cluster—
ings that are com patible w ith the Feynm an diagram s of the process, which are provided
toMADEVENT by MADGRAPH . T he factorization scale, ie., the scale used in the parton
densities, is taken to be the clustering m om entum in the Jast 2 ! 2 clustering (the \cen-
tral process" ), usually corresponding to the transverse mass, m, ,of the W boson. The



k, scales of the Q CD clustering nodes are usad as scales in the calculation of the various
powers of .

As In the ALPGEN procedure, no Sudakov reweighting is perform ed. Tnstead, the
virtuality-ordered shower of PYTHA 6.4 [34]isused to shower the event, w ith the starting
scale of the shower set to the factorization scale. T he showered (but not yet hadronized)
event is then clustered to pts using the k., algorithm with a Bt measure cuto Q ffn >
QME , and the m atrix-elem ent partons are m atched to the resulting Fts, In a way, which
di ers from the standard M LM procedure. A parton is considered to bem atched to the
closest gt if the Bt m easure Q (parton; gt) is an aller than the cuto Q ﬁn . Events where
not all partons are m atched to Fts are repcted. For events w ith parton m ultiplicity
an aller than the highest m ultiplicity, the num ber of tsm ust be equal to the num ber of
partons. For events w ith the highest m ultiplicity, N Fts are reconstructed, and partons
are considered to be m atched ifQ (parton;gt) < Q5" the am allest k, -m easure : the
m atrix-elem ent event. This m eans that extra Fts below Q™" are allowed, sin ilarly to
the Sherpa treatm ent.

N ote that also the standard M LM schem e w ith cone gts is In plem ented as an alter—
native N M ADEVENT and itsPYTHRA interface.

2.5 HELAC In plem entation of the M LM procedure

In HELAC [35,36]we have in plam ented the M LM procedure as described above, see sec—

tion[2.3. HELAC generates events for all possible processes at hadron and Jepton colliders

w ithin the Standard M odel and has been successfully tested w ith up to 10 particles in the
nal state [36{38].

T he partons from the m atrix-elem ent calculation are m atched to the gts constructed
after the parton showering. T he parton-level events are generated with am Inimum .y i
threshold for the partons,p; § > Pomn,aMm Ninum parton separation, R 45> Ryp,and a
m aximum pseudorapdity, j 1J< nax. In order to extract the necessary nform ation used
by the k, reweighting, nitial-and nalstate partons are clustered backw ards asdescribed
in section [2.3, w here again the colour ow inform ation extracted from them atrix-elem ent
calculation is used as a constraint on the allowed clusterings. The k, -m easure, d;4, for
pairs of outgoing partons is given by equation (J) and for pairs of partons where one is
ncom ing and one is outgoing by equation (Id). If two outgoing partons are clustered,
le. dj; is m nim al, the resulting parton is again an outgoing parton wih p = p; + py
and adjasted colour ow . In the case when incom Ing and outgoing partons are clustered,
the new parton is incom ing and itsmomentum is p = p; . Asa result we obtain
a chain of d=alues. For every node, a factor of ¢ (dyege)= (O S) ismultiplied into the
welght of the event. For the unclustered vertices as well as for the scale used in the
parton density functions, the hard scale of the process Q2 = m2 + p?, isusd. No
Sudakov reweighting is applied. T he sam ple of events output, which is in the latest Les
Houches event le form at [39], is read by the Interface to PYTH R version 6.4 [34], where
the virtuality-ordered parton shower is constructed. For each event, a cone fFtalgorithm
isapplied to allpartons resulting from the shower evolution. T he resulting Etsarede ned
by ESYS  CUS and by a Ft cone size R ,s. The parton from the parton-level event is

?min’/ max

then associated to one of the constructed fts. Starting from the parton w ith the highest



P, we sslect the closest Bt (15 Rews) In the pseudo-rapidity/azim uthalangle space.
A 11 subsequent partons are m atched iteratively to gts. If this is in possible, the event is
refcted. Additionally, forn < N , m atched events w ith the num ber of Fts greater than
n are refcted, whereas forn = N , ie. the highest m ultiplicity (in this study, N = 4),
events w ith extra Fts are kept, only if they are softer than the N matched fts. This
procedure provides the com plete inclusive sam ple.

3 G eneral properties of the event generation for the
study

W e present in the follow Ing sections som e concrete exam ples. W e concentrate on the case
of W + m ulti=gt production, which isone of them ost studied nalstatesbecause of its m —
portant role as a background to top quark studies at the Tevatron. Atthe LHC ,W + Fts,
aswell as the sin ilar Z + fts processes, w ill provide the m ain irreducible backgrounds to
signals such asm ulti-t plusm issing transverse energy, typical of Supersym m etry and of
other m anifestations of new physics. T he understanding of W + m ulti-=gt production at
the Tevatron is therefore an essential step towards the validation and tuning of the tools
presented here, prior to their utilization at the LHC .

The CDF and D experim ents at the Tevatron collider have reported cross-section
m easuram ents for W + multipt nal states, both from Run I [40{43]and, In prelim nary
form , from Run IT [44]. The Run I results typically refer to detector-level quantities,
and a com parison w ith theoretical predictions requires to process the generated events
through a detector sim ulation. T hese tests were perform ed in the context of the quoted
analyses, using the LO calculations available at the tin e, show Ing a good agreem nt w ithin
the large statistical, system atic and theoretical uncertainties. T he prelim inary CD F result
from Run IT [44]is instead corrected for all detector e ects, and expressed in term s of
true gt energies. In this form it is therefore suitable for direct com parison w ith theory
predictions. M easurem ents of Z + m ultipt rates are also crucial, but su er from lower
statistics w rt. the W case. A Run II measuram ent of Bt p, spectra in 72 + multipt
events from D has been com pared to the predictions of S HERPA In ref. [45], show Ing
again a very good agreem ent. Prelim lnary CDF results on the spectra of the rst and
second gt In Z2 + Bt events have been com pared against parton—-level NLO results [46].
Forboth theW and Z cases, the forthcom ing analyses of the high-statistics sam ple now
available at the Tevatron w ill provide valuable inputs for m ore quantitative analyses of
the codes presented here.

For each of the codes, we calculated a lJarge set of obsarvables, addressing inclusive
properties of the events (transverse m om entum spectrum of the W and of leading Fts)
as well as geom etric correlations between the gts. W hat we present and discuss here is
a subset of our studies, which illustrates the m ain features of the com parison between
the di erent codes and of their own system atics. A prelin nary account of these results,
1in ited to the ALPGEN ,ARIADNE and SHERPA codes,was presented in [2]. M ore com plete
studies of the systam atics of each individual code have been [3{7] or w ill be presented
elsew here by the respective authors.

T he existence In each of the codes of param eters specifying the details of the m erging
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algorithm s presents an opportunity to tune each code so as to best describe thedata. This
tuning should be seen as a prerequisite for a quantitative study of the overall theoretical
system atics: after the tuning is perform ed on a given set of nalstates (eg.theW + gts
considered here), the systam atics for other observables or for the extrapolation to the
LHC can be obtained by com paring the di erence in extrapolation between the various
codes. Here it would be advantageous if fiiture analysis of Tevatron data would provide
us w ith spectra corrected for detector e ects in a fashion suitable for a direct com parison
against theoretical predictions.

T he follow Ing two sections present results for the Tevatron (pp collisions at 1.96 TeV )
and for the LHC (pp at 14 TeV ). T he elam ents of the analysis comm on to all codes are
the follow iIng:

Event sam plks. Tevatron results refer to the com bination of W© and W  bosons,
while at the LHC only W * are considered. A 1l codes have generated parton-level
sam ples according to m atrix elem ents w ith up to 4 nalstate partons, ie.N = 4.
Partons are restricted to the light— avour sector and are taken to bem assless. T he
Yukawa couplings of the quarks are neglected. The PDF st CTEQ 6L, has been
used with g (my )= 0:118. Further standard-m odel param eters used were: my =
80419 Gev, y = 2048 GeV,m, = 911838 Gev, , = 2446 G&V, the Fam i
constant G = 1:16639 1F Gev 2 ,sin® 4 = 02222 and gy = 1=132:51.

Jet de nitions. Jets were de ned using Paige’s GETJET cone-clistering algorithm ,
with a calorin eter segm entation of ( , )= (01,6 ) extended over the range
J < 25 (j j< 5),and cone size of 0.7 (0.4) for the Tevatron (LHC ).A tthe Tevatron
(LHC ) we require ptswith E, > 10 (20) G&V , and pseudorapidity j j< 2 (45).
For the analysis of the di erential gt rates denoted asd;, the Tevatron Run IT k; -
algorithm [15@ was applied to all nalstate particles ful lling j j< 25 (5). The
k, -m easure used in the algorihtm is given by equations (9) and (I0).

In all cases, except the d; plots, the analysis is done at the hadron level, but w ithout
Including the underlying event. T he d; plots were done to check the details of them erging
and are therefore done at parton level to avoid any sm earing e ects from hadronization.
For all codes, the systam atic uncertainties are investigated by varying the m erging scale
and by varying the scale in 4 and, for som e codes, In the parton density functions. For
ALPGEN and HELAC, the scale in 4 has been varied only In the seweighting of the
m atrix elem ents, while for the others the scale was also varied in the parton cascade.
N ote that varying the scale in the nalstate parton showers w ill spoil the tuning done to
LEP data for the cascades. A consistent way of testing the scale variations would require
retuning of hadronization param eters. H ow ever, we do not expect a strong dependence on
the hadronization param eters in the obsarvables we consider, and no attem pt to retune
has been m ade.
T he param eter choices speci ¢ to the individual codes are as follow s:

APGEN : The parton-level m atrix elem ents were generated with ALpGEN [29,30]
and the subssquent evolution used the HERW It parton shower according to the

°M ore precisely, we used the in plem entation in the ktclus package [47] (IMODE=5, or 4211).
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M LM procedure. Version 6.510 of HERW It was used, w ith its default shower and
hadronization param eters. T hedefaultresults for the Tevatron (LHC ) were obtained
using parton-level cuts (see e3.(8)) ofp‘;”'n =8 (15 GeV, nax = 25 5),Rpun =
077 (04) and m atching de ned by E§™¢ = 10 (20) Gev, 85 = ., and Ry =

Ry i - The variations used In the assesan ent of the system atics cover:

{ di erent threshods for the de nition of Fts used In them atching: E $™° = 20
and 30 G &V for the Tevatron, and E $5 = 30 and 40 Ge&V for the LHC . These
threshodswere applied to the partonic sam ples produced w ith the default gen—
eration cuts, as well as to partonic sam ples produced w ith higher o} 1 values.
No di erence was obsarved in the results, aside from an obviously better gen—
eration e ciency in the latter case. In the follow Ing studies of the system atics,
the two threshold settingsw illbe referred to asA LPGEN param eter setsA LptX ,
where X labels the value of the threshold. Studies w ith di erent values ofR .y
and R, n were also perform ed, leading to m arginal changes, which w ill not be
docum ented here.

{ di erent renom alization scales at the vertices of the clustering tree: = (=2
and = 2 ,,where , isthedefault k, value. In the follow ing studies of the
system atics, these two settings w ill be referred to as ALPGEN param eter sets
ALscLh (for\Low") and ALscH (for \H igh").

T he publicly available version V 2.10 of the codewasused to generate allthe ALPGEN
results.

R®BDNE: The parton-level m atrix elam ents were generated with M ADEVENT and
the subsequent evolution used the dipol shower n ARRDNE according to the pro-
cedure outlined in section [27. H adronization was perform ed by PYTHT .

For the default results at the Tevatron (LHC ) the parton—-level cuts were P i =
10 (20),R 45 < 05 (04) and, in addition, a cut on the m axinum pseudo-rapidity
of BtsS, jnax = 25 (50). The variations ussd In the assesan ent of the systam atics
cover:

{ di erent values of them erging scales P>, n = 20 and 30 G €&V for the Tevatron
(30 and 40 G &V forthe LHC ). In the follow ing studies of the systeam atics, these
w o settings w ill be referred to as ARIADNE param eter sets AR ptX .

{ a change of the soft suppression param eters n eg. (1) from the default values
of =06GeVand = 1,to = 06Ge&V and = 15 (taken from a tuning
to HERA data [48]). This setting w ill be referred to asAR s.

{ dierent valuesof thescalein s: = (=2and = 2 [ were used (AR scL
and ARscH ). This scale changewasused In ¢ evaluations in the program .

H1ac: The parton-level m atrix elem ents were generated with Herac [35,36]and
the phase space generation is perform ed by PHEGA S [49]. T he subsaquent evolution
used the default virtuality-ordered shower in PYTHRR 64 [34]according to theM LM
procedure. H adronization was perform ed by PYTHTA .
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In the present study, €” .+ n ptsand e .+ n ptssampleswith n = 0;:::;4
have been generated for Tevatron, whilk for LHC predictionsonly € .+ n gts nal
states have been considersd. The num ber of subprocesses (ie.ud ! € . uugg is
one fortheW * + 4 Jts) In those cases is 4,12, 94,158 and 620 forn = 0;1;2;3;4

regpectively, w ith the num ber of quark avoursbeing 4/5 for the initial/ nal states.

T he default results for the Tevatron (LHC ) were obtained using parton—level cuts
ofPorim = 8 (15)GeV, pnax = 25 (5),Rpun = 0:7 (04) and m atching de ned by
ESHS = 10 (20)Gev, M5 =2 (45)and REMS = 0:7 (04). The variations used In

the assesan ent of the system atics cover:

{ di erent threshods for the de nition of fts used in the matching: E 25 =

?m in

30 GeV for the Tevatron, and ESYS. = 40 GeV for the LHC . In the ©llow ing

studies of the systam atics, these two settings w ill be referred to as HELAC
param eter sets HELptX , where X Iabels the value of the threshod.

{ di erent renomm alization scales at the vertices of the clustering tree: = (=2
and = 2 o,where , is the defaul k, wvalue. In the follow ng studies of
the systam atics, these two settings w illbe referred to asHELAC param eter sets
HELscL and HELscH .

MiDEVENT : T he parton—levelm atrix elem entswere generated with M ADEVENT and
the subsequent evolution used the PYTHRR shower according to them odi ed M LM
procedure in section [2.4. H adronization was performed by PYTHT .

For the default results at the Tevatron (LHC ) the valie of the m erging scale has
been chosen to k, o = 10 (20) G&V . The variations used in the assesan ent of the
system atics cover:

{ di erentvaluesofthem erging scalek, o = 20 and 30 G €V for the Tevatron,and
k, o= 30and 40 G&V forthe LHC . In the follow ing studies of the systam atics,
these two settings w ill be referred to asM ADEVENT param eter setsM EktX .

{ di erent values of the scales used iIn the evaluation of ., In both the m atrix
elem ent generation and the parton shower: = ¢=2and = 2 ,,where |
is the default k, value. These two settings w ill be referred to asM ADEVENT
param eter setsM Escl and M EscH .

8ERPA : T he parton-levelm atrix elem ents used w ithin SHERPA have been obtained
from the intemalm atrix-elem ent generator AMEG I+ + [50]. Parton showering has
been conducted by Apacc++ [51,52] whereas the com bination of the m atrix el-
em ents w ith this parton shower has been accom plished according to the CKKW
procedurea . The hadronization of the shower con gurations has been perform ed by
PyTHR 6.214,which hasbeen m ade available through an intemal interface.

For the default Tevatron (LHC ) predictions, the value of them erging scale hasbeen
chosen to k, o = 10 (20) G&V .A1lSHERPA predictions for the Tevatron (LHC ) have

3 Beyond the com parison presented here, SEERPA predictions for W +m ulti-fts have already been
validated and studied for Tevatron and LHC energies in [3,4]. Results for the production of pairs of
W -“oosons have been presented In [5].
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been obtained by setting the intemally used D -param eter (cf. eg. (1) In section [2.])
through D = 0{7 (04). Note that, these two choices directly determ ine the gener-
ation of the m atrix elem ents In SHERPA . T he variations used in the assesan ent of
the systam atics cover:

{ 1rst,di erent choices of the m erging scale k, . Values of 20 and 30 G €V , and
30 and 40 G €V have been usad for the Tevatron and the LHC case, respectively.
In the follow ing studies of the system atics, these settings w ill be referred to
as SHERPA param eter sets SHktX where X labels the value of the ntermal gt
scale.

{ and, second, di erent values of the scales used in any evaluation of the
and the parton distribution ﬁmctionﬂ. Two cases have been considered, =
0=2 and = 2 . The choice of the m erging scale is as In the default run,
where , denotes the corresponding k, <valies. In the subsaquent studies of the
system atics these two cases are referred to as SHERPA param eter sets SH scl
and SH scH . Tt should be stressed that these scale variations have been applied
In a very com prehensive m anner, ie. in both the m atrix-elem ent and parton-
show ering phase of the event generation.

A1l SHERPA results presented in this com parison have been obtained with the pub—
licly available version 1.0.10.

4 Tevatron Studies

41 Event rates

W e present here the com parison am ong inclusive ft rates. These are shown in table[dl.
For each code, in addition to the default num bers, we present the results of the various
individual altemative choices used to assess the system atics uncertainty. In tabke[Qd we
show the \additional gt fractions", namely therates (W + n+ 1 Bts)= W + n Fts),
once again covering all system atic sets of all codes. Fig.[d, nally, shows graphically
the cross—section system atic ranges: for each m ultiplicity, we nom alize the rates to the
average of the default values of all the codes.

Tt should be noted that the scale changes in all codes lead to the largest rate varia—
tions. This is re ected In the grow ing size of the uncertainty w ith larger m ultiplicities, a
consequence of the higher powers of . A m ore detailed discussion on the e ects of the
scale changes can be found in section [d. Furthem ore we note that the system atic ranges
of all codes have regions of overlap.

4.2 K inem atical distributions

W e start by showing n g.[d the inclusive E, spectra of the leading 4 fts. The absolute
rate predicted by each code is used, In units of pb/G &V . The relative di erences w ith

“For exam ple, the analytical Sudakov form factors used in the m atrix-elem ent rew eighting hence vary
ow Ing to their intrinsic s-coupling dependence.
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Code fot] [ 1 Rt] [ 2$t] [ 38l [ 4 F]
A LPGEN ,def 1933 444 97.1 18.9 3.2
ALpt20 1988 482 872 155 28
ALpt30 2000 491 829 128 21
A LscL 2035 540 135 29.7 55
ALscH 1860 377 726 12.7 2.0
ARIADNE,def 2066 477 87.3 139 2.0
AR pt20 2038 459 766 128 19
AR pt30 2023 446 679 113 1.7
AR sl 2087 553 116 212 36
AR scH 2051 419 67.8 95 13
ARSs 2073 372 806 132 20
HeErLac ,def 1960 356 70 .8 13.6 24
HELpt30 1993 373 68.0 125 24
HELscL 2028 416 950 202 35
HELscH 1925 324 551 94 14
M ADEVENT ,def| 2013 381 69.2 12.6 2.8
M Ekt20 2018 375 66.7 133 2.7
M Ekt30 2017 361 64.3 111 20
M Escl, 2013 444 936 200 48
M E scH 1944 336 532 8.6 1.7
SHERPA ,def 1987 494 107 16.6 2.0
SH kt20 1968 465 851 124 15
SH kt30 1982 461 792 108 13
SH scL, 1957 584 146 252 34
SH scH 2008 422 79.8 112 13

Table 1: Cross sections (in pb) for the inclusive gt rates at the Tevatron, according to the
default and altemative settings of the various codes.
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C ode [11/ Teot] (21, T1] (31 T 2] (41, T3]
A LPGEN ,def 0.23 0.22 0.19 0.17
ALpt20 0.24 0.18 0.18 0.18
ALpt30 025 0.17 015 0.16
ALscL 027 0.25 0.22 0.19
A LscH 020 0.19 0.17 0.16
ARIADNE ,def 0.23 0.18 0.16 0.15
AR pt20 023 0.17 0.17 0.15
ARpt30 022 0.15 0.16 0.16
AR L 026 021 0.18 0.17
AR scH 020 0.16 0.14 0.14
ARs 0.18 0.22 0.16 0.15
HELac ,def 0.18 0.20 0.19 0.18
HELpt30 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.19
HELscL 021 023 0.21 0.17
HELscH 017 047 0.17 0.15
M ADEVENT ,def 0.19 0.18 0.18 0.22
M Ekt20 0.19 0.18 0.20 0.20
M Ekt30 0.18 0.18 0.17 0.18
M E sl 022 021 0.21 024
M E scH 017 0.16 0.16 020
SHERPA ,def 0.25 0.22 0.16 0.12
SH kt20 024 0.18 0.15 0.12
SH kt30 023 0.17 014 012
SH scL 0.30 025 0.17 0.13
SH scH 021 0.19 014 012

Table 2: Crosssection ratios for (n + 1)=n inclusive gt rates at the Tevatron, according to the
default and altemative settings of the various codes.
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Figure 1: Range of variation for the Tevatron cross-section rates of the ve codes, norm alized
to the average value of the default settings for all codes in each m ultiplicity bin.

1 T T IA| T ] 101 C
= L pgen ] = F
% 10 (@ Ariadne ------- 13 100 b
O 10k Helac + 4 O i
2 1 MadEvent ] 8 10tk
=~ 107 F e < [
T o e 4 o ] 50102 F
Y 10% 1 Y
< 1 B 3L
38 103 b g 10 F
: i ———= i ] 1t
0'8 F 0.000L600000000000 0 0'8 E
05 E é%agiifxixfixx*i?xixxx ] 05 E
gt ] ] ] ] E gt
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200
Eqy (GeV) Eq, (GeV)
10° T T T
— < . af
8 8.1
g g3 0F
= = 10° 3
[ E _4
w w 107 g
3 2 5
E § 10°}
1
05 F
0F
05 EF
0
E s (GeV) Eq, (GeV)

Figure 2: Inclusive E, spectra of the leading 4 Fts at the Tevatron (pb/G &V ). In all cases the
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and \o" points give the HELAC ,M ADEVENT and SHERPA results, respectively.

17



O 4 T T T T T T T 04 T T T T T T T
- 03} @ % 5 1 o
jo jo
o °
8 02} . Alpgen 4 8
o [0 Ariadne ------- °
2 o1l Helac  + 1 a
: MadEvent X
I Sherpa ©
0.4 — f i i i i —
02 b o
0 e s e & T
Fr o & =& Righ=R an ] T o 3
:8% E | | | | | | | E
-2 <15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2
N1
o <
oy oy
8 g
9] 9]
B=3 B=3
o o
4 4

Figure 3: Inclusive gpectra of the 4 leading Fts at the Tevatron. A 1l curves are norm alized
to unit area. Lines and pointsareas in  g.[2.

regpect to the ALPGEN results, in this gureand allother guresofthis section, are shown
in the lower in—sets of each plot, where forthe code X weplotthequantity ( (X ) )= o,
o being the values of the ALPGEN curves.

T here is generally good agreem ent between the codes, except fOr ARIADNE , which has
a harder E, gpectra for the leading two Fts. There we also nd that SHERPA is slightly
harder than ALPGEN and HELAC ,while M ADEVENT is slightly softer.

Fig.[d show s the nclusive  spectra of the Jleading 4 Fts, allnom alized to unit area.
T here is a good agreem ent betw een the spectra of ALPGEN ,HELAC and M ADEVENT ,while
ARBRDNE and SHERPA spectra appear to be broader, in particular for the sub-leading fts.
T his broadening is expected for ARIRDNE since the gluon eam issions there are essentially
unordered In rapidity, which m eans that the Sudakov form factors applied to the m atrix—
elem entgenerated states include also a Jog 1=x resum m ation absent in the other program s.

F ig[4a show s the Inclusive p, distrdbution oftheW boson,w ith absolute norm alization
n pb/G eV . This distribution re ects in part the behaviour observed for the gpectrum of
the leading #t, with ARBRDNE harder than SHERPA, which, In tum, is slightly harder
than ALPGEN, HELAC and MaADEVENT. The region of ow momenta, p.y < 50 G&V,
is expanded in g.[db. Fi.[dc shows the distdbution of the leading gt, ., when its
transverse m om entum is Jarger than 50 G €V . T he curves are absolutely nomm alized, so
that it is clear how much rate is predicted by each code to survive this harder gt cut.
The j jseparation between theW and the leading gt of the event above 30 G €V is shown
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Figure 4: (a) and (b) p> spectrum of W  bosons at the Tevatron (pb/G €V ). (c) Inclusive
spectrum of the leading Ft, forpfd> 50 G &V ; absolute nomm alization (pb). (d) P seudo-rapidity
Separation between the W and the leading t, = j y #t1J, for pget1> 30 G eV ,nom alized
to unit area. Lines and pointsareas in  g.[2.

in g.[4d, nom alized to unit area. Herewe nd that ARIRDNE has a broader correlation,
while HELAC and M ADEVENT are som ewhat m ore narrow than ALPGEN and SHERPA .

In g.[dwe show them erging scales d; as cbtained from the k, -algorithm , w here d;
is the scale in an event where i gts are clustered Into 1 1 Fts. These are parton—level
distrbutions and are especially sensitive to the behaviour of the m erging procedure close
to the m erging/m atching scale. N ote that in the plots show ing the di erence the w iggles
stem from both the individual codes and from the ALPGEN reference. In section |6 below ,
the behaviour of the Individual codes is treated sepa}gatey.

Also shown in g.[H is the sgparation In R = 2+ 2 between successive gt
pairs ordered in hardness. The R i, isdom inated by the transversalplane back-to-back
peak at R 1, = ,while for larger R in allcases the behaviour ism ore dictated by the
correlations in pseudorapidity. For these larger values we nd a weaker correlation In
ARM®DNE and SHERPA , which can be expected from their broader rapidity distributions
n g.03.

Finally,n g.ldweshow H, ,the scalar sum of the transversem om enta of the charged
lepton, the neutrino and the gts. This is a variable in which one often does experim ental
cuts In searches for new phenom ena and is not expected to be very sensitive to the
particulars in the m erging schem es. The results show good agreem ent below 100 G &V,
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but at higher values, as expected from the di erences in the hardness of the gt and p; y
Spectra, ARIADNE has a harder spectra than SHERPA and ALPGEN ,whileM ADEVENT and
HELAC has a slightly softer spectra.

5 LHC Studies

5.1 Event rates

T he tables (tabk[d and[d) and gure ( g.[d) of this section parallel those shown earlier for
the Tevatron. T he lJargest rate variations is, sin ilarly to the Tevatron rates, determ ined
by the scale changes (described in m ore detail in section[d). Them ain feature ofthe LHC

results is the signi cantly larger rates predicted by ARIRDNE (see also the discussion of
its systam atics, section [6.2), which are outside the systan atics ranges of the other codes.
A sde from this and the fact that SHERPA gives a sm aller total cross section (see also
the last part of the discussion of the SHERPA systam atics In section [6.), the com parison
am ong the other codes show s an excellent consistency, w ith a pattem of the details sim ilar
to what seen for the Tevatron.

5.2 K inem atical distributions

Follow ing the sam e sequence of the Tevatron study, we start by showing In g.[8 the
Inclusive E, spectra of the leading 4 Fts. The absolute rate predicted by each code is
used, In units of pb/G &V .

Except for ARBRDNE ,we nd good agreem ent am ong the codes, w ith ARIRDNE having
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Code ot] [ 1 pt] [ 2F8t] [ 38l [ 4 Fl
A LPGEN ,def 10170 2100 590 171 50
A Lpt30 10290 2200 555 155 46
ALpt40 10280 2190 513 136 41
ALscL 10590 2520 790 252 79
AT scH 9870 1810 455 121 33
ARIADNE, def 10890 3840 1330 384 101
AR pt30 10340 3400 1124 327 88
ARpt40 10090 3180 958 292 83
AR sl 11250 4390 1635 507 154
AR scH 10620 3380 1071 275 69
ARs 11200 3440 1398 438 130
HELAC ,def 10050 1680 442 118 36
HELpt40 10150 1760 412 116 37
HELscL 10340 1980 585 174 57
HELscH 9820 1470 347 84 24
M ADEVENT ,def| 10830 2120 519 137 42
M Ekt30 10080 1750 402 111 37
M Ekt40 9840 1540 311 78.6 22
M E scl 10130 2220 618 186 62
M E scH 10300 1760 384 91.8 27
SHERPA ,def 8800 2130 574 151 41
SH kt30 8970 2020 481 120 32
SH kt40 9200 1940 436 98.5 24
SH scL, 7480 2150 675 205 58
SH scH 10110 2080 489 118 30

Table 3: Cross sections (in pb) for the inclusive £t rates at the LHC , according to the default
and altemative settings of the various codes.
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C ode [ 11/ Teot] (21, T1] (31 T 2] (41, T3]
A LPGEN ,def 0.21 0.28 0.29 0.29
ALpt30 021 025 0.28 0.30
A Lpt40 021 023 027 030
A LscL 024 031 032 031
A LscH 0.18 025 027 027
ARIADNE ,def 0.35 0.35 0.29 0.26
ARpt30 033 033 029 027
AR pt40 032 030 030 0.28
AR sl 039 037 031 030
AR scH 032 032 0.26 024
ARSs 031 041 031 030
HEeLAC ,def 0.17 0.26 0.27 0.31
HELpt40 017 023 0.28 032
HELscL 019 030 030 033
HELscH 015 024 024 029
M ADEVENT,def 0.20 0.24 0.26 0.31
M Ekt30 017 023 028 033
M Ekt40 0.16 0.20 025 028
M E scL, 022 027 030 034
M E scH 017 022 0.24 029
SHERPA ,def 0.24 0.27 0.26 0.27
SH kt30 023 0.24 025 027
SH kt40 021 022 023 024
SH scL, 029 031 030 028
SH scH 021 0.24 0.24 025

Table 4: Crosssection ratios for (n + 1)=n inclusive gt rates at the LHC , according to the
default and altemative settings of the various codes.
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signi cantly harder leading Fts, whilk for sub-Jeading fts the ncreased rates noted in

g.Mmainly come from lower E, . Among the other codes, HELAC and SHERPA have
consistently som ewhat harder jts than ALpGEN, while M ADEVENT is a bit softer, but
these di erences are not as pronounced.

For the pssudorapidity spectra ofthe tsin g.l9 it isclear that ARIRDNE hasamuch
broader distrdbution in all cases. A 1so SHERPA has broader distributions, although not as
pronounced , w hile the other codes are very consistent.

The p, distrdbbution of W © bosons In  g. follow s the trend of the leading—ft E,
spectra. The di erences observed in the p.y region below 10 G &V are not due to the
choice of m erging approach, but are entirely driven by the choice of shower algorithm .
N otice for exam ple the sin ilarity ofthe HELAC and M ADEVENT spectra, and their peaking
at lower pt than the HErRW I spectrum built nto the ALPGEN curve, a result well known
from the com parison of the standard PYyTH® and HERW I generators. Increasing the
transverse m om entum of the leading £t n  g.[I0a does not change the conclusions m uch
for its pseudorapidity distribution. A lso the rapidity correlation between the leading
Ftand the W ¥ follow s the trend found for the Tevatron, but the di erences are lJarger,
with a much weaker correlation for ARRDNE. Also SHERPA show s a som ew hat weaker
correlation, while HELAC is som ew hat stronger than ALPGEN and M ADEVENT .

For the distrbution in clustering scale n g.[1dl,we nd again that ARBDNE isby far
the hardest. T he results given by the other codes are com parable, w ith the only exception
that for the d; distribution, SHERPA gives a som ew hat harder prediction com pared to the
onesm ade by the M LM -based approaches.
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The R distrbutions, in g. [1], show at Jarge separation a behaviour consistent w ith

the broad rapidity distrlbutions found for SHERPA , and in particular for ARIRDNE, In

g.[d. This ncrease at lJarge R is then com pensated by a depletion w ith respect to the
other codes at an all separation.

T he scalar transversem om entum sum in  g.[12 show s signi cantly largerdeviations as
com pared to the results for the Tevatron. ARRDNE has a much harder spectra than the
other codes, while SHERPA and HELAC are slightly harder than ALPGEN and M ADEVENT
is signi cantly softer. A s in the Tevatron case, it is a direct re ection of the di erences
In the hardness of the gt and p,y spectra, although the increased phase space for gt
production at the LHC m akes the p,y contribution less in portant at high H ., values.

6 System atic studies

In this section we present the systam atic studies ofeach of the codes separately forboth the
Tevatron and the LHC , followed by som e general com m ents on di erences and sin ilarities
between the codes.

In all cases we have chosen a subset of the plots shown in the previous sections: the
transverse m om entum of the W , the pseudo+apidity of the leading Et, the separation
between the leading and the sub—-leading Ft, and the d; logarithm ic spectra. A s before,
all spectra aside from p,y are nom alized to unit integral over the displayed range. T he
variations of the inclusive Pt cross sections has already been shown in table[lHd and gs.[
and [2.

To estim ate what systam atic error can be expected from each code, the e ects of
varying the m erging scale and changing the scale used in the determ ination of the strong
coupling is studied (the details for each code is described in section[d). Them erging scale
variations are Introduced according to the de nition In each algorithm s and should lead
to an all changes in the results, although the nonleading tem s from the m atrix elem ents
always lead to som e residual dependence on the m erging scale. Tn the various algorithm s
di erent choices have been m ade regarding how to estin ate the uncertainty from g —=scale
variations and this leads to slightly di erent physical consequences.

In the case of ALPGEN and HELAC, the scale changes are only inplam ented In the
strong coupling calculated in the m atrix elem ent rew eighting, but the scale in the shower
ram ains unchanged. This leads to variations of the result that are proportional to the
relevant power of ¢ used in the m atrix elem ent, which m eans that the spectra contains
an alldeviationsbelow them erging scale and that the deviations grow substantially above
the m erging scale.

In ARIRDNE, MADEVENT and SHERPA both the scale In the Ieweighting and the
scale In the ¢ ofthe shower ischanged. Tn addition to this the scale used in the evaluation
of the parton densities is also changed in SHERPA (this isdiscussed further in section [6.3).
Including the scale variations in ¢ In the shower changes the fraction of refcted events
or the Sudakov form factors (depending on which algorithm isused), which m odi es the
cross section in the opposite direction com pared to the scale changes in them atrix elem ent
rew eighting. T his leads to an aller deviations in the results above the m erging scale and
it is also possible to get signi cant deviations in the opposite direction below them erging
scale, which ismainly visble in the p,y spectra.
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1 gtsusing the k, algorithm . The full

line is the default settings of ALPGEN , the shaded area is the range between A Lscl, and ALscH ,
w hile the points represent A Lpt20 and A Lpt30 asde ned in section [3.
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6.1 ALPGEN system atics

The ALPGEN distributions for the Tevatron are shown in  g.[13. T he pattern of variations
is consistent w ith the expectations. In the case of the p,y spectra, which are plotted In
absolute scales, the larger variations are due to the change of scale, w ith the lower scale
leading to a harder specttum . The 20% e ect is consistent w ith the scale variation of

s, which dom inates the scale vardation of the rate once p,y  is larger than the Sudakov
region. T he change ofm atching scales only leads to am nor change in the region 0 G €V <
Py < 40 GeV ,con m ing the stability of the m erging prescription.

In the case of the rapidity spectrum , we notice that the scale change leaves the shape
of the distrdbution unaltered, while sm all changes appear at the edges ofthe range. The
d; distribbutions show agream ent am ong the various options when = d; < 10 G &V . This is
due to the fact that the region = d; < 10 G eV isdom inated by the hitialkstate evolution
ofann= 1 1 parton event, and both the m atching and scale sensitivities are reduced.
Notice that in the ALPGEN prescription the scale for the shower evolution is kept xed
when the renom alization scale of the m atrix elem ents is changed, as a way of exploring
the In pgc_tofa possible m iam atch between the two.

For d; > ES"° the ¥t transverse energies are then selves typically above E S, and
the sensitivity to m atching thresholds smaller than E$™° is reduced, since if the event
m atched at E S8, it will also m atch below that. Here the m ain source of system atics is
therefore the scale variation, associated_to the hard m atrix elem ent calculation for the
n = i ftmuliplicity. The region 10 < = d; < E ¥ is the transition region between the
dom inance of the shower and of the m atrix elem ent description of hard radiation. The
structure observed in the d; distributions in this region re ects the fact that shower and
m atrix elem ent em it radiation with a slightly di erent probability. The selection of a
m atching threshold,which leadsto e ectsat the levelof 20% and is therefore consistent
with a LL accuracy and can be usad to tune to data.

For the LHC, the ALPGEN systam atics is shown In g.[14. The com parison of the
various param eter choices is sim ilar to what we encountered at the Tevatron, w ith vari-
ations in the range of 20% for the m atching—scale systam atics, and up to 40% for the
scale system atics. T he pattem of the glitches in the d; spectra for the di erent m atching
thresholds is also consistent w ith the explanation provided in the case of the Tevatron.

6.2 ARIADNE system atics

The ARIRDNE systam atics for the Tevatron is shown in  g.[I3. Since the dipole cascade
by itself already includes a m atrix-elem ent correction for the st em ission, we see no
dependence on them erging scale n the p,y , +u and d; distrdbutions, which arem ainly
sensitive to leading order corrections. For the other distributions, we becom e sensitive
to higher-order corrections, and here the pure dipole cascade underestim ates the m atrix
elem ent and also tends to m ake the leading Fts less back-toback in azinuth. The rst
e ect is expected for all parton showers, but is som ew hat enhanced In ARRDNE due to
them issing nitialstate g ! gqg splitting, and ism ostly visible In the d, distribution jast
below the m erging scale. The second e ect is clearly visble n the R ;, distribution,
which isdom inated by low E, FEts.

T he changing of the soft suppression param eter In AR s has the e ect of reducing the
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Figure 16: ARIRDNE system aticsat the LHC .Thepbtsarethesameasin g.[I4. The full Ine
is the default settings of ARIRDNE , the shaded area is the range between AR scL and AR scH ,
while the points represent AR pt30, AR pt40 and AR s as de ned in section [3.
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available phase space of gluon radiation, especially for large E , and in thelbeam directions,
an e ect,which ism ostly visible for the hardest em ission and in thep,y distribution. A s
for ALPGEN , and also for the other codes, the change in scalem ainly a ects the hardness
of the gts,but not the 4y and the R ;; distribution.

For the LHC ,the ARIRDNE system atics is shown in g.[1d. Qualitatively we nd the
sam e e ects as in the Tevatron case. In particular we note the strong dependence on the
soft suppression param eters in AR s, and it is clear that these have to be adjusted to t
Tevatron (and HERA ) data before any predictions for the LHC can be m ade. Tt should
be noted, however, that while eg. thehigh p,y tailin g.[18a for AR s is shifted down to
be com parable to the other codes (cf. g.[I0a), themedium p,y valies are less a ected
and here the di erences com pared to the other codes can be expected to ram ain after a
retuning.

Thisdi erence ism ainly due to the fact that the dipole cascade in ARRDNE , contrary
to the other parton show ers, is not based on standard DG LA P evolution, but also allow s
for evolution, which is unordered in transverse m om entum a Ja BFK Lﬁ Thism eans that
in ARBDNE there is also a resum m ation of logs of 1=x besides the standard logQ ? resum —
m ation. This should not be a lJarge e ect at the Tevatron, and the di erences there can
be tuned away by changing the soft suppressfgrlparam eters n ARADNE . However, at the
LHC we have quite an all xvalues, x my = S < 0:01,which allow fora m uch Increased
phase space for gts as com pared to what is allowed by standard DG LAP evolution. A's
a result one obtains larger inclusive gt rates as docum ented in table[3. The same e ect
is found In DIS at HERA , where x is even an aller as are the typical scales, 0?. And
here, allD G LA PJased parton showers fail to reproduce nalstate properties, especially
forward gt rates, while ARRDNE does a fairly good pb.

Tt would be Interesting to com pare them erging schem es presented here also to HERA
data to see if the DG LAP basad shower would better reproduce data when m erged w ith
higherorderm atrix elam ents. T hiswould also put the extrapolations to the LHC on safer
grounds. However, so far there exists one prelim inary such study for the ARADNE case
only [531].

6.3 HELAC system atics

The Tevatron HELAC distrbbutions are shown In  g.[17. Slhce HELAC results presented in
this study are based on theM LM m atching prescription, we expect the HELAC systam atics
to ollow at least qualitatively the ALPGEN ones and this is indeed the case. O n the other
hand theuse by HELAC 0fPYTHT , for parton showering aswellas for hadronization, leads
to di erences com pared to the A LPGEN results, where HERW G is used. For the absolute
rates, especially in the multi-t regim e, HELAC seam s to be closer to M ADEVENT that
also uses PYTHRA .

For the LHC , the HELAC systam atics are shown In  g.[18. The systam atics follow s
a sin ilar pattem com pared to that already discussed for the Tevatron case, with the
expected Increase of up to 40% from scale variations, due to the higher collision energy.

5T he dipole em ission of gluons in ARIRDNE are ordered in transverse m om entum , but not in rapidity.
Translated Into a conventional initialstate evolution, this corresponds to em issions ordered In rapidity
but unordered in transverse m om entum .
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Figure 17: HELAC system atics at the Tevatron. The plots are the same as in  g.[I3. The full
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Figure 19: MADEVENT system atics at the Tevatron. The plots are the same as in  g.[I3. The
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Figure 20: MADEVENT systam atics at the LHC . The plots are the same as in  g.[I4. The full
line is the default settings of M ADEVENT , the shaded area is the range between M Escl. and
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64 MADEVENT system atics

TheM aDEVENT distrdbutions for the Tevatron are shown in  g.[19d. A Iso here, the varia—
tions are consistent w ith the expectations. Forthep,y spectrum , thedom inant variations
are due to the change of scale for ¢, with the lower scale leading to a harder spectrum .
Below the k, <cuto ,where the distrbbution is determ ined by the parton shower only, the
lower scale gives the Jower di erential cross section.

At Tevatron energies, both the p,; Spectrum and the d; spectra are relatively sta-—
ble with respect to variations of the m atching scale. For the d; spectra, the variation
in matching scale gives a dip I the region 10 G&V < = d; < k,q, but is reduced for
larger d;. The rapidity and ptdistance spectra show a rem arkable stability under both
renom alization-scale changes and variations in the cuto scale.

For the LHC , the systam atics of the M ADEVENT in plam entation are shown in  g.[20.
T he variations in renomm alization scale give a very sim ilar e ect as for the Tevatron, w ith
variations up to 20% on the p and d; spectra. For variations in the m atching scale
k> o, however, the pattem is slightly di erent. This can be m ost easily understood from
looking at the d; spectra, since, as in the Sherpa case, the cuto scale isde ned to be just
the d;, so the transition between the parton-shower and m atrix-elam ent regions is very
sharp. It is clear from these distributions that the default parton shower of PYTHA does
not reproduce the shape of them atrix elem ents at LHC energies even for relatively an all
k, , but 2lls 0 more sharply. There is therefore a dip in all the distrbutions around
logk, g, which gets m ore pronounced for the higher m ultiplicity distributions, and hence
gives lower overall gt rates. The p,y distrbutions, as well as the d; distributions, are
com posed of all the di erent Bt ultiplicity sam ples, which gives systaem atically reduced
hardness of the di erential cross sections for increased cuto scales. These e ects are
clearly visble also in SHERPA ,which usesa Py TH I -like parton shower and k, asm erging
scale.

6.5 SHERPA system atics

The systam atics of the CKKW algorithm as implamented In SHERPA is presented in

g.[21 for the Tevatron case. The e ect of varying the scales in the PDF and strong
coupling evaluations by a factor of 05 (2:0) is that for the lower (higher) scale choice,
the W boson’s p, gpectrum becom es harder (softer). For this kind of observables the
uncertainties given by scale variations dom inate the ones em erging through variations
of the intermal ssparation cut. This ism ainly due to a reduced (enhanced) suppression
of hard—t radiation through the . rejction weights. The di erential Et rates, di,3,
shown in g.[2Ik{g, have a m ore pronounced sensitivity on the choice of the m erging
scale, leading to variations at the 20% level. Tn the CKKW approach this dependence can
be understood since the k, -m easure Intrinsically serves as the discrim inator to separate
the m atrix-elam ent and parton-shower regin es. Hence, the largest deviations from the
default typically appear atd; k. However, the results are ram arkably am ooth, which
leads to the conclusion that the cancellation of the dom inant logarithm ic dependence
on the m erging cut is well achieved. M oreover, considering the pssudorapidity of the
leading et and the cone separation of the two hardest gts, these distributions show a
very stable behaviour under the studied variations, since they are indirectly In uenced by
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Figure 21: SHERPA system atics at the Tevatron. The plots are the same as in  g.[I3. The full
line is the default settings of SHERPA , the shaded area is the range between SH scl, and SH scH ,

w hile the points represent SHkt20 and SHkt30 as de ned in section [3.

39



10° ¢ : : - : . 1000 . : . .
< Lo erpa 1 <
3 10°F @@ SHsc === § 3 °00
9 1otL SHkt30 + 1 9 250
a2 o SHkt40 % i g
% 10° % 100
g 10_1 E g 50
= 2 =
B 102 F 5 2
0.4 | | | | | 0.4 | | | |
02 E & 3 02 E 3
O-N{XX*N‘**x**xX;i = < + 1 0_XXXXXXX***¥¥*¢¢*¥¥*¢XXX*
:8421 b ] 1 |St XXX %% X * :8421 E ] ] ! | E
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 10 20 30 40 50
Pow (GeV) Pow (GeV)

(1/o)daldn,
(1/0)doldAR

. 1.2 T T T . . 25 T T T
> > 4 >
) CI) (0
Q Q 49 @ A
— N [5gd
o o o
z =z 1 =2 -
S S 4 S
=) =) o
i} i) i} .
S o 12
o) o} o)
2 = 1 = ]
o ) 4 °
) A k)
04 1 ' ' - 04 F '
0.2 | s 0.2 [, 02 : ;
_0_8 | T IR K -O_(Z) *XX;x;*XX+;¢;;;;;;;+:;+ -0_(2) *kxk;++;;;;;;;+;;;;;;; ;;
-04 E ! ! ! = -04 E ! ! i -04 k& ! i X M
0.5 1 15 2 2.5 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 0.5 1 15 2 2.5
log;o(Vd,/GeV) log;o(Vd,/GeV) log;o(Vd3/GeV)

Figure 22: SHERPA system atics at the LHC . The plots are the same as in  g.[I4. The full Ine
is the default settings of SHERPA , the shaded area is the range between SH sc, and SH scH ,while
the points represent SHkt30 and SHkt40 as de ned in section [3.
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the cut scale only. T he som ew hatm ore pronounced deviation at low R 1, isconnected to
phase-space regions of gts becom Ing close together, which isa ected by the choice of the
m erging scale and therefore by its variation. Taken together, SHERPA produces consistent
results w ith relative di erences of the order of or less than 20% at Tevatron energies.
The SHERPA studies of systam atics for the LHC are displayed in  g.[24. Com pared
to the Tevatron case, a sin ilar pattem of variations is recognized. The p, spectra of
the W © boson show deviations under cut and scale variations that rem ain on the sam e
order of m agnitude. H owever, a noticeable di erence is an enhancam ent of uncertainties
In the predictions for low p, . T his phase—space region is clearly dom inated by the parton
shower evolution, which In the SHERPA treatm ent of estin ating uncertainties undergoes
scale vardations in the sam e m anner as the m atrix-elem ent part. T herefore, the estin ated
deviations from the default given for low p, are very reasonable and re ect intrinsic
uncertainties underlying the parton showering. For the LHC case, the e ect is larger,
since the evolution is dictated by steeply rising parton densities at xvalies that are
Jow er com pared to the Tevatron scenario. T he pseudorapidity of the leading gt and the
cone separation of the two hardest fts show again a stable behaviour under the applied
variations, the only slight exception is the regions of high j + jwhere, using a high k; -
cut, the deviations are at the 20% level. The e ect of varying the scales in the parton
distributions and strong couplings now dom inates the uncertainties in the di erential &t
rates, d; »5,which are presented in - g.[22e{g. This tin e, ow ing to the larger phase space,
for the Iow scale choice, = (=2, the spectra becom e up to 40% harder, w hereas, for the
high scale choice, the spectra are up to 20% softer. T he variation of the intermalm erging
scale does not Induce jum ps around the cut region, however it has to be noted that for
higher choices, eg. k; ; = 40 G &V, there is a tendency to predict softer distributions in
the tails com pared to the default. To summ arize, the extrapolation from Tevatron to
LHC energies does not yield signi cant changes in the predictions of uncertainties under
m erging-cut and scale variations; for the LH C scenardo, they have to be estin ated slightly
larger, ranging up to 40% . T he results are again consistent and exhibit a well controlled
behaviour when applying the CKKW approach im plem ented in SHERPA at LHC energies.
G ving a conservative, m ore reliable estin ate, in SHERPA the strategy of varying the
scales in the strong coupling together with the scales in the parton densities has been
chosen to assess its system atics. So, to better estin ate the in pact of the additional
scale variation in the parton density functions, renomm alization-scale variations on its
own have been studied as well. Their results show am aller deviations wrt. the default
In the obsarvables of this study with the interpretation of potentially underestin ating
the systam atics of the m erging approach. A lso, then the total cross sections vary less
and becom e 9095 pb and 8597 pb for the low —and high-scale choice, respectively. Note
that, ow ing to the m issing sin ultaneous factorization-scale variation, their order is now
reversed com pared to SH scL and SH scH , w hose values are given in tablk[3. M oreover, by
referring to tableld the cross-section ratios foreg. [ 1/ ™Y now read 026 and 022 forthe
Jow —and high-scale choice, regpectively. T his once m ore em phasizes that the approach’s
uncertainty m ay be underestin ated when relying on g -scale variationsonly. From table
3 it also can be noted that the total inclusive cross section given by the full high-scale
prediction SH scH is { unlke SHERPA 'sdefault { close to the ALPGEN default. In contrast
to the M LM -based approaches, w hich prefer the factorization scale in the m atrix-elem ent
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evaluation set through the transversem ass of the weak boson, the SHERPA approach m akes
the choice of em ploying the m erging scale k, ¢ Instead. This has been m otivated in [9]
and further discussed In [3]. Eventually, it is a good result that com patibility is achieved
under this additional PD F-scale variation for the total inclusive cross sections, how ever
it also clearly stresses that there is a non-negligible residual dependence on the choice of
the factorization scale in the m erging approaches.

6.6 Summ ary of the system atics studies

Starting with thep,y spectra,we nd a trivial20 40% e ect of the scale changes, w ith
the lower scale leading to a harder spectrum . In the case of ALPGEN and HELAC, this
only a ects the spectrum above the m atching scale, while for ARRDNE,MADEVENT and
SHERPA there is also an e ect below , as there the scale change is also In plem ented in
the parton shower. For all the codes the change in m erging/m atching scale gives e ects
an aller than or of the order of the change In ¢ scale. For ARRDNE, the change in the
soft suppression param eter (AR s) gives a softer spectrum , which is expected as it directly
reduces the phase space for am itted gluons.

In the 4y and R ;, distrbutions the e ects of changing the scale In ¢ are negligi-
ble. In all cases, changing the m erging/m atching scale also has negligible e ects on the
rapidity spectrum ,while the R 1, tends to becom em ore peaked at an all values for larger
m erging/m atching scales, and also slightly lesspeaked at R ;, = . Thise ect is largest
for ARBDNE while alm ost absent for HELAC .

Finally for the d; distrbbutions we clearly see w iggles of varying sizes introduced by
changing the m erging scales.

7 Conclusions

T his docum ent sum m arizes our com parisons of ve independent approaches to the prob-
lem of m erging m atrix elem ents and parton showers. The codes under study, ALPGEN,
ARBDNE, HELAC,MADEVENT and SHERPA ,di er In which m atrix-elem ent generator is
used, which m erging scheme (CKKW orM LM ) isused and the details in the Im plam en—
tation of these scham es, aswell as In which parton shower is used.

W e nd that, while the three approaches (CKKW ,L,and M LM ) ain at a simula-
tion based on the sam e idea, nam ely describing £t production and evolution by m atrix
elem ents and the parton show er, respectively, the corresponding algorithm s are quite dif-
ferent. Them ain di erences can be found in theway in which the com bination of Sudakov
rew eighting of the m atrix elem ents interacts w ith the vetoing of unwanted gt production
inside the parton shower. Thism akes it very hard to com pare those approaches analyt-
ically and to form alise the respective level of their logarithm ic dependence. Tn addition,
the di erent showering schem es used by the di erent m ethods blur the picture further.
For instance virtuality ordering w ith explicit angular vetoes isused in SHERPA aswellas
in theHELAC and M ADEVENT approach em ploy PYTHRA to do the showering, p, ordering
is the characteristic feature of ARIRDNE, and, through its usage of HErRW I it is angular
ordering that enters Into the ALPGEN m erging approach. However, although the form al
level of agreem ent between the codes is not worked out in this publication and rem ains
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unclear, the results presented in this publication show a reasonably good agreem ent. T his
proves that the variety ofm ethods for m erging m atrix elem ents and parton show ers can
be em ployed w ith som e con dence in vector boson plus gt production.

T he com parison also points to di erences, In absolute rates as well as in the shape
of Individual distrbutions, which underscore the existence of an underlying system atic
uncertainty. M ost of these di erences are at a level that can be expected from m erging
treedevel m atrix elem ents w ith leading—log parton showers, In the sense that they are
am aller than, or of the order of, di erences found by m aking a standard change of scale in

s. In m ost cases the di erences w ithin each code are as large as the di erences between
the codes. And as the systam atics at the Tevatron is sim ilar to that at the LHC, it is
conceivable that all the codes can be tuned to Tevatron data to give consistent predictions
for the LHC . To carry out such tunings, we look forward to the publication by CDF and
D ofthem easured cross sections for distributions such as those considered in this paper,
fully corrected for alldetector e ects.
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