
ar
X

iv
:0

70
6.

25
69

v2
  [

he
p-

ph
] 

 1
6 

Ja
n 

20
08

CERN-PH-TH/2007-066

LU-TP 07-13

KA-TP-06-2007

DCPT/07/62

IPPP/07/31

SLAC-PUB-12604

C om parative study ofvarious algorithm s for the
m erging ofparton show ers and m atrix elem ents in

hadronic collisions �

J.Alwall1,S.H�oche2,F.Krauss2,N.Lavesson3,L.L�onnblad3,
F.M altoni4,M .L.M angano5,M .M oretti6,C.G.Papadopoulos7,

F.Piccinini8,S.Schum ann9,M .Treccani6,J.W inter9,M .W orek10;11

1 SLAC,USA;
2 IPPP,Durham ,UK;

3 Departm entofTheoreticalPhysics,Lund University,Sweden;
4 CentreforParticlePhysicsand Phenom enology (CP3)

Universit�e CatholiquedeLouvain,Belgium ;
5 CERN,Geneva,Switzerland;

6 Dipartim ento diFisica and INFN,Ferrara,Italy;
7 InstituteofNuclearPhysics,NCSR Dem okritos,Athens,Greece;

8 INFN,Pavia,Italy;
9 Institutf�urTheoretische Physik,TU Dresden,Germ any;

10 ITP,KarlsruheUniversity,Karlsruhe,Germ any;
11 InstituteofPhysics,University ofSilesia,Katowice,Poland.

A bstract

W e com pare di�erent procedures for com bining �xed-order tree-level m atrix-

elem ent generators with parton showers. W e use the case ofW -production atthe

Tevatron and theLHC tocom paredi�erentim plem entationsoftheso-called CK K W

and M LM schem es using di�erent m atrix-elem ent generators and di�erent parton

cascades. W e �nd thatalthough sim ilarresultsare obtained in allcases,there are

im portantdi�erences.
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1 Introduction

Oneofthem oststrikingfeaturesofLHC �nalstateswillbethelargenum berofeventswith

severalhard jets.Finalstateswith 6 jetsfrom t�tdecayswillhavea rateofalm ost1 Hz,

with 10-100 tim esm ore com ing from prom ptQCD processes. The im m ense am ountof

availablephasespace,andthelargeacceptanceofthedetectors,withcalorim eterscovering

aregionofalm ost10unitsofpseudo-rapidity(�),willleadtoproductionandidenti�cation

of�nalstateswith 10 orm orejets.Theseeventswillhideorstrongly m odify allpossible

signalsofnew physics,which involvethechain decay ofheavy coloured particles,such as

squarks,gluinosorthe heavierpartnersofthe top,which appearin little-Higgsm odels.

Being ableto predicttheirfeaturesisthereforeessential.

To achieve this,ourcalculationsneed to describe asaccurately aspossible both the

fullm atrix elem entsforthe underlying hard processes,aswellasthe subsequent devel-

opm ent ofthe hard partons into jets ofhadrons. However,for the com plex �nal-state

topologies we are interested in,no factorization theorem exists to rigorously separate

thesetwo com ponents.Them ain obstacleistheexistence ofseveralhard scales,likethe

jettransverseenergiesand di-jetinvariantm asses,which foragenericm ulti-jeteventwill

span a wide range. This m akes it di�cult to unam biguously separate the com ponents

ofthe event,which belong to the \hard process" (to be calculated using a m ulti-parton

am plitude)from thosedeveloping during itsevolution (described by theparton shower).

A given (n + 1)-jeteventcan beobtained in two ways:from the collinear/soft-radiation

evolution ofan appropriate(n + 1)-parton �nalstate,orfrom an n-parton con�guration

where hard,large-angleem ission during itsevolution leadsto the extra jet.A factoriza-

tion prescription (in this context this is often called a \m atching schem e" or\m erging

schem e")de�nes,on an event-by-eventbasis,which ofthetwo pathsshould befollowed.

Theprim ary goalofa m erging schem eisthereforeto avoid doublecounting (by prevent-

ing som eeventsto appeartwice,onceforeach path),aswellasdead regions(by ensuring

thateach con�guration isgenerated by atleastoneoftheallowed paths).Furtherm ore,a

good m ergingschem ewilloptim izethechoiceofthepath,usingtheone,which guarantees

thebestpossibleapproxim ation to a given kinem atics.Itispossibleto considertherefore

di�erentm erging schem es,allavoiding thedoublecounting and dead regions,butleading

to di�erentresultsin view ofthedi�erentwaysthecalculation isdistributed between the

m atrix elem ent and the shower evolution. As in any factorization schem e,the physics

is independent ofthe separation between phases only ifwe have com plete controlover

the perturbative expansion. Otherwise a residualschem e-dependence isleft. Exploring

di�erent m erging schem es is therefore crucialto assess the system atic uncertainties of

m ulti-jetcalculations.

In this work we present a com prehensive com parison,for W plus m ultijet produc-

tion,ofthree m erging approaches: the CKKW schem e,the L�onnblad schem e,and the

M LM schem e. Ourinvestigation isan evolution and extension ofthe work in [1],where

M renna and Richardson presented im plem entations ofCKKW forHERW IG and the so-

called pseudo-shower alternative to CKKW using PYTHIA,as wellas the results ofan

approach inspired by the M LM -schem e. Ourwork considers the predictions of�ve dif-

ferentcodes,ALPGEN,ARIADNE,HELAC,M ADEVENT and SHERPA.ALPGEN im plem ents

the M LM schem e,and the results shown here are obtained with the HERW IG shower;
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ARIADNE theL�onnblad schem e;HELAC theM LM schem e,butwillshow resultswith the

PYTHIA shower;M ADEVENT uses a variant ofthe M LM schem e,based on the CKKW

param etrization ofthem ultiparton phase-space;SHERPA,�nally,im plem entstheCKKW

schem e. This list ofcodes therefore covers a broad spectrum ofalternative approaches

and,in particular,includesalltheprogram sused asreferenceeventgeneratorsform ultijet

production by theTevatron and LHC experim entalcollaborations;forthose,weshow re-

sultsrelativeto publically availableversions,thereforeproviding valuableinform ation on

thesystem aticsinvolved in thegeneration ofm ultijetcon�gurationsby theexperim ents.

A prelim inary study,lim ited to theALPGEN,ARIADNE and SHERPA codes,waspresented

in [2].

W hile[1]devoted alargee�orttodiscussing theinternalconsistency and validation of

them eging schem es,wereferforthesem oretechnicalaspectsto thepapersdocum enting

theindividualim plem entationsofthem egingalgorithm sin thecodesweuse[3{7],and we

shalllim itourselvesheretoashortreview ofeachim plem entation.W econcentrateinstead

on com parisons am ong physicalobservables,such as cross sections or jet distributions,

which westudy forboth theTevatron and theLHC.Them ain goalisnotan anatom y of

theorigin ofpossibledi�erences,butrathertheillustration oftheirfeaturesand theirsize,

toprovidetheexperim entalistswith aquantitativepictureofsystem aticsassociated tothe

useofthesecodes.W efurtherm oreverifythat,with onlyafew noteworthyexceptions,the

di�erencesam ongtheresultsofthevariouscodesarecom parablein sizewith theintrinsic

system aticsofeach approach,and thereforeconsistentwith a leading-logarithm iclevelof

accuracy. The quantaties we present correspond to experim entalobservables and the

di�erencesbetween the predictionsofthe variouscodesthatwe presentcould therefore

beresolved by com paring with data.

W e begin the paper with a short review ofthe m erging prescriptions and oftheir

im plem entations in the 5 codes. W e then introduce the observables considered forthis

study,and present detailed num ericalresults for both the Tevatron and the LHC.W e

then providewith an assessm entoftheindividualsystem aticsofeach code,and ageneral

discusison ofour�ndings.

2 M erging procedures

In general,thedi�erentm erging proceduresfollow a sim ilarstrategy:

1.A jet m easure is de�ned and allrelevant cross sections including jets are calcu-

lated for the process under consideration. I.e.for the production ofa �nalstate

X in pp-collisions, the cross sections for the processes pp ! X + n jets with

n = 0;1;:::;N = nm ax areevaluated.

2.Hard parton sam plesareproduced with aprobability proportionaltotherespective

totalcrosssection,in a corresponding kinem aticcon�guration following them atrix

elem ent.

3.Theindividualcon�gurationsareaccepted orrejected with adynam ical,kinem atics-

dependentprobability thatincludesboth e�ectsofrunning coupling constantsand
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ofSudakov form factors.In casetheeventisrejected,step 2 isrepeated,i.e.a new

parton sam pleisselected,possibly with a new num berofjets.

4.Theparton showerisinvoked with suitableinitialconditionsforeach ofthelegs.In

som ecases,like,e.g.in theM LM proceduredescribed below,thisstep isperform ed

togetherwith thestep before,i.e.theacceptance/rejection ofthejetcon�guration.

In allcasestheparton showerisconstrained notto produceany extra jet;stated in

otherwords:con�gurationsthatwould fallinto the realm ofm atrix elem entswith

a higherjetm ultiplicity arevetoed in theparton showerstep.

Them erging proceduresdiscussed below di�erm ainly

� in thejetde�nition used in them atrix elem ents;

� in theway theacceptance/rejection ofjetcon�gurationsstem m ing from them atrix

elem entisperform ed;

� and in detailsconcerning the starting conditionsofand the jetvetoing inside the

parton showering.

2.1 C K K W

Them erging prescription proposed in [8,9]isknown astheCKKW schem eand hasbeen

im plem ented in theeventgeneratorSHERPA [10]in fullgenerality [11].

In thisschem e

� theseparation ofthem atrix-elem entand parton-showerdom ainsfordi�erentm ulti-

jetprocessesisachieved through a k? -m easure [12{14],where k? 0 denotesthe in-

ternalseparation cut,also called them erging scale;

� theacceptance/rejection ofjetcon�gurationsproceedsthrough a reweighting ofthe

m atrix elem ents with analyticalSudakov form factorsand factorsdue to di�erent

scalesin �s;

� the starting scale for the parton shower evolution ofeach parton is given by the

scalewhereitappeared �rst;

� a vetoed parton-showeralgorithm isused to guaranteethatno unwanted hard jets

areproduced during jetevolution.

In the originalpaper dealing with e+ e� annihilations into hadrons,[8],it has been

shown explicitly thatin thisapproach the dependence on k? 0 cancelsto NLL accuracy.

Thiscan beachieved bycom biningtheSudakov-reweigthed m atrixelem entswith avetoed

parton showerwith angularordering,subjected to appropriate starting conditions. The

algorithm forthecaseofhadron{hadron collisionshasbeen constructed in analogy tothe

e+ e� case. However,itshould be stressed thatithasnotbeen shown thatthe CKKW

algorithm iscorrectatany logarithm icorderin thiskind ofprocess.
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For hadron-hadron collisions,the internaljet identi�cation ofthe SHERPA-m erging

approach proceedsthrough a k? -schem e,which de�nestwo �nal-stateparticlesto belong

to two di�erentjets,iftheirrelativetransverse m om entum squared

k
2
? ij = 2m infp? i;p? jg

2 [cosh(�i� �j)� cos(�i� �j)]

D 2
(1)

islargerthan the criticalvalue k2
? 0. In addition,the transverse m om entum ofeach jet

hasto belargerthan the m erging scale k? 0.The m agnitude D ,which isoforder1,isa

param eterofthejetalgorithm [15].In ordertocom pletely rely on m atrix elem entsforjet

production allowed by theexternalanalysis,theinternalD should bechosen lessthan or

equalto theD -param eteror,in caseofa cone-jetalgorithm ,theR-param eterem ployed

by theexternalanalysis.

The weight attached to the generated m atrix elem ents consists oftwo com ponents,

a strong-coupling weightand an analyticalSudakov form -factorweight. Fortheirdeter-

m ination,a k? -jet clustering algorithm guided by only physically allowed parton com -

binations is applied on the initialm atrix-elem ent con�gurations. The identi�ed nodal

k? -valuesaretaken asscalesin thestrong-coupling constantsand replacetheprede�ned

choicein theinitialgeneration.TheSudakov weightattached to them atrix elem entsac-

countsforhaving no furtherradiation resolveableatk? 0.TheNLL-Sudakov form factors

em ployed,cf.[12],arede�ned by

� q(Q;Q 0) = exp

8
><

>:
�

QZ

Q 0

dq�q(Q;q)

9
>=

>;
;

� g(Q;Q 0) = exp

8
><

>:
�

QZ

Q 0

dq[�g(Q;q)+ �f(q)]

9
>=

>;
; (2)

where�q;g;f aretheintegrated splitting functionsq! qg,g ! gg and g! q�q,which are

given through

�q(Q;q) =
2CF

�

�s(q)

q

 

ln
Q

q
�
3

4

!

; (3)

�g(Q;q) =
2CA

�

�s(q)

q

 

ln
Q

q
�
11

12

!

; (4)

�f(q) =
N f

3�

�s(q)

q
: (5)

Theycontaintherunningcouplingconstantandthetwoleading,logarithm icallyenhanced

term sin thelim itQ 0 � Q.Thesinglelogarithm icterm s� 3=4 and � 11=12 m ay spoilan

interpretation oftheNLL-Sudakov form factorasanon-branchingprobability.Therefore,

�(Q;q)iscuto�atzero,such that� q;g(Q;Q 0)retainsitspropertytode�netheprobability

forhaving no em ission resolvable atscale Q 0 during the evolution from Q to Q 0. These

factors are used to reweight in accordance to the appearance ofexternalparton lines.

A ratio oftwo Sudakov form factors�(Q;Q 0)=�(q;Q 0)accounts forthe probability of

having no em ission resolvable at Q 0 during the evolution from Q to q. Hence, it is
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em ployed forthereweighting according to internalparton lines.Thelowerlim itistaken

to be Q 0 = k? 0 orQ 0 = D k? 0 forpartonsthatare clustered to a beam orto another

�nalstateparton,respectively.

The sequence of clusterings, stopped after the eventualidenti�cation ofa 2 ! 2

con�guration (the core process),isused to reweightthe m atrix elem ent. M oreover,this

alsogivesashowerhistory,whereasthe2! 2coreprocessde�nesthestartingconditions

forthevetoed shower.Fortheexam pleofan identi�ed pureQCD 2! 2coreprocess,the

fourparton linesleftasa resultofthe com pleted clustering willstarttheirevolution at

thecorresponding hard scale.Subsequently,additionalradiation isem itted from each leg

by evolving undertheconstraintthatany em ission harderthan theseparation cutk? 0 is

vetoed.Thestarting scaleofeach leg isgiven by theinvariantm assofthem otherparton

belonging to theidenti�ed QCD splitting,through which theconsidered parton hasbeen

initially form ed.

Finally,itshouldbenotedthatthealgorithm im plem ented inSHERPA doesthem erging

ofthesequence ofprocessespp! X + n jetswith n = 0;1;:::;N fully autom atically {

theuserisnotrequired to generatethesam plesseparately and m ix them by hand.

2.2 T he D ipole C ascade and C K K W

Them erging prescription developed forthedipolecascade in theARIADNE program [16]

is sim ilar to CKKW ,but di�ers in the way the shower history is constructed,and in

the way the Sudakov form factors are calculated. Also,since the ARIADNE cascade is

ordered in transverse m om entum the treatm ent ofstarting scales is sim pli�ed. Before

going into detailsofthem erging prescription,itisusefulto describe som e detailsofthe

dipolecascade,sinceitisquitedi�erentfrom conventionalparton showers.

The dipole m odel[17,18]asim plem ented in the ARIADNE program isbased around

iterating 2 ! 3 partonic splittings instead ofthe usual1 ! 2 partonic splittings in

a conventionalparton shower. Gluon em ission is m odeled as coherent radiation from

colour{anti-colour charged parton pairs. This has the advantage ofeg.including �rst

order corrections to the m atrix elem ents for e+ e� ! q�q in a naturalway and it also

autom atically includesthecoherencee�ectsm odeled by angularordering in conventional

showers.Theprocessofquark{anti-quark production doesnotcom ein asnaturally,but

can be added [19]. The em issions in the dipole cascade are ordered according to an

invarianttransverse m om entum de�ned as

q
2
?
=
s12s23

s123
; (6)

wheresij isthesquared invariantm assofparton iand j,with theem itted parton having

index 2.

W hen applied to hadronic collisions, the dipole m odeldoes not separate between

initial-and �nal-state gluon radiation. Instead allgluon em issions are treated as com -

ing from �nal-state dipoles [20,21]. To be able to extend the dipole m odelto hadron

collisions,spatially extended coloured objectsare introduced to m odelthe hadron rem -

nants.Dipolesinvolving hadron rem nantsaretreated in a sim ilarm annerto thenorm al

�nal-state dipoles. However,since the hadron rem nantisconsidered to be an extended

object,em issionswith sm allwavelength aresuppressed.Thisism odeled by only allowing
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afraction oftherem nanttotakepartin theem ission.Thefraction thatisresolved during

theem ission isgiven by

a(q? )=

 
�

q?

! �

; (7)

where � isthe inverse size ofthe rem nantand � isthe dim ensionality. These are sem i-

classical param eters, which have no correspondence in conventional parton cascades,

where instead a suppression is obtained by ratios ofquark densities in the backward

evolution. The m ain e�ectisthatthe dipole cascade allowsforhardergluon em issions

in thebeam directions,enabling itto describeproperly eg.forward jetratesm easured at

HERA (seeeg.[22]).

There are two additionalform s ofem issions,which need to be included in the case

ofhadronic collisions. One corresponds to an initialstate g ! q�q [23]. This does not

com e in naturally in the dipole m odel,butisadded by hand in a way sim ilarto thatof

a conventionalinitial-stateparton shower[23].Theothercorrespondsto theinitial-state

q ! gq (with the gluon entering into the hard sub-process),which could be added in a

sim ilarway,butthishasnotyetbeen im plem ented in ARIADNE.

W hen im plem entingCKKW forthedipolecascade[6,24],theprocedureisslightly dif-

ferentfrom whathasbeen described above.Ratherthan usingthestandard k? -algorithm

to cluster the state produced by the m atrix-elem ent generator,a com plete set ofinter-

m ediate partonic states,Si,and the corresponding em ission scales,q? i are constructed,

which correspond to a com pletedipoleshowerhistory.Hence,foreach stateproduced by

them atrix-elem entgenerator,basically thequestion how would ARIADNE have generated

this state isanswered. Note,however,thatthism eans thatonly coloured particlesare

clustered,which di�ersfrom eg.SHERPA,where also the W and itsdecay productsare

involved in theclustering.

TheSudakov form factorsarethen introduced usingtheSudakov veto algorithm .The

idea is that we want to reproduce the Sudakov form factorsused in ARIADNE. This is

doneby perform ing atrialem ission startingfrom each interm ediatestateSiwith q? iasa

starting scale.Iftheem itted parton hasaq? higherthan q? i+ 1 thestateisrejected.This

correspond to keeping the state according to the no-em ission probability in ARIADNE,

which isexactly theSudakov form factor.

It should be noted that for initial-state showers,there are two alternative ways of

de�ning the Sudakov form factor. The de�nition in eq.(2)isused in eg.HERW IG [25],

whileeg.PYTHIA [26,27]usesa form ,which explicitly includesratiosofparton densities.

Although form ally equivalenttoleading logarithm icaccuracy,only thelattercorresponds

exactly to a no-em ission probability,and thisisthe one generated by the Sudakov veto

algorithm . This,however,also m eans that the constructed em issions in this case need

notonly be reweighted by the running �s asin the standard CKKW procedure above,

butalso with ratiosofparton densities,which in the case ofgluon em issionscorrespond

to the suppression due to the extended rem nantsin eq.(7)asexplained in m ore detail

in [6],wherethecom pletealgorithm ispresented.

2.3 T he M LM procedure

Theso-called M LM \m atching" algorithm isdescribed below.
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1.The�rststep isthegeneration ofparton-levelcon�gurationsforall�nal-stateparton

m ultiplicitiesn up toagiven N (W + N partons).They arede�ned by thefollowing

kinem aticalcuts:

p
part

?
> pm in

?
; j�partj< �m ax ; �R jj > R m in ; (8)

wherep
part

?
and �part arethetransversem om entum and pseudo-rapidity ofthe�nal-

statepartons,and �R jj istheirm inim alseparation in the(�;�)plane.Theparam -

eterspm in
?

,�m ax and R m in arecalled generation param eters,and arethesam eforall

n = 1;:::;N .

2.The renorm alization scale is set according to the CKKW prescription. The nec-

essary tree branching structure is de�ned for each event, allowing however only

forbranchings,which are consistent with the colourstructure ofthe event,which

in ALPGEN is extracted from the m atrix-elem ent calculation [28]. For a pair of

�nal-statepartonsiand j,weusethek? -m easurede�ned by

dij = �R 2
ijm in(p

2
? i;p

2
? j); (9)

where�R 2
ij = �� 2

ij + �� 2
ij,whilefora pairofinitial/�nal-statepartonswehave

dij = p2
?
; (10)

i.e.thep2
?
ofthe�nal-stateone.

3.The k? -value at each vertex is used as a scale for the relative power of�s. The

factorization scalefortheparton densitiesisgiven by thehard scaleoftheprocess,

Q 2
0 = m 2

W + p2
? W .Itm ay happen thattheclusteringprocessstopsbeforethelowest-

ordercon�guration isreached.Thisisthecase,e.g.,foran eventlikeu�u ! W c�sg.

Flavour conservation allows only the gluon to be clustered,since u�u ! W c�s is a

LO process,�rstappearing atO (�2
s). In such cases,the hard scale Q 0 isadopted

forallpowersof�s corresponding to thenon-m erged clusters.

4.Eventsarethen showered,using PYTHIA orHERW IG.Theevolution foreach parton

starts atthe scale determ ined by the default PYTHIA and HERW IG algorithm s on

the basis ofthe kinem atics and colour connections ofthe event. The upper veto

cuto� to the showerevolution isgiven by the hard scale ofthe process,Q 0. After

evolution,ajetconealgorithm isapplied tothepartonsproduced in theperturbative

phase ofthe shower. Jets are de�ned by a cone size R clus,a m inim um transverse

energy E clus
?

and a m axim um pseudo-rapidity �clusm ax. These param eters are called

m atching param eters,and should bekeptthesam eforallsam plesn = 0;1;:::;N .

These jetsprovide the starting pointforthe m atching procedure,described in the

next bullet. In the default im plem entation,we take R clus = R m in,�
clus
m ax = �m ax

and E clus
?

= pm in
?

+ m ax(5 GeV;0:2� pm in
?

),butthese can be varied aspartofthe

system aticsassessm ent.To ensure a com plete coverage ofphase space,however,it

isnecessary thatR clus � Rm in,�
clus
m ax � �m ax and E

clus
?

� pm in
?

.
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5.Starting from thehardestparton,thejet,which isclosestto itin (�;�)isselected.

Ifthedistance between theparton and the jetcentroid issm allerthan 1:5� Rclus,

we say thatthe parton and the jetm atch. The m atched jetis rem oved from the

listofjets,and the m atching testforsubsequentpartonsisperform ed. The event

is fully m atched ifeach parton m atches to a jet. Events, which do not m atch,

are rejected. A typicalexam ple iswhen two partonsare so close thatthey cannot

generate independentjets,and therefore cannotm atch. Anotherexam ple iswhen

a parton istoo softto generateitsown jet,again failing m atching.

6.Events from the parton sam ples with n < N ,which survive m atching,are then

required notto have extra jets.Ifthey do,they are rejected,a suppression,which

replacesthe Sudakov reweighting used in the CKKW approach.Thispreventsthe

doublecounting ofevents,which willbepresentin,and m oreaccurately described

by,then+ 1 sam ple.In thecaseofn = N ,eventswith extra jetscan bekeptsince

they willnotbegenerated by sam pleswith highern.Nevertheless,to avoid double

counting,we require thattheirtransverse m om entum be sm allerthan thatofthe

softestofthem atched jets.

W hen alltheresulting sam plesfrom n = 0;:::;N arecom bined,weobtain an inclusive

W +jetssam ple.Theharderthethreshold fortheenergy ofthejetsused in them atching,

E clus
?

,thefewertheeventsrejected bytheextra-jetveto(i.e.sm allerSudakovsuppression),

with abiggerrolegiven totheshowerapproxim ation in theproduction ofjets.Usinglower

thresholdswould instead enhance therole ofthem atrix elem entseven atlowerE ? ,and

lead to largerSudakov suppression,reducing theroleplayed by theshowerin generating

jets.Them atching/rejection algorithm ensuresthatthesetwo com ponentsbalance each

other.Thisalgorithm isencoded in theALPGEN generator[29,30],where evolution with

both HERW IG and PYTHIA are enabled. However,in the fram ework ofthis study,the

parton showerevolution hasbeen perform ed by HERW IG.

2.4 T he M A D EV EN T approach

Theapproach used in M ADG RAPH/M ADEVENT [31,32]isbased on theM LM prescription,

butusesa di�erentjetalgorithm forde�ning the scalesin � s and forthe jetm atching.

The phase-space separation between the di�erent m ulti-jet processes is achieved using

the k? -m easure as in SHERPA (eq.(1) with D = 1),while the Sudakov reweighting is

perform ed by rejecting showered events that do not m atch to the parton-leveljets,as

in ALPGEN. Thisapproach allowsm ore directcom parisons with SHERPA,including the

e�ectsofchanging thek? -cuto� scale.Thedetailsoftheprocedureareasfollows.

M atrix-elem entm ulti-parton eventsareproduced using M ADG RAPH/M ADEVENT ver-

sion 4.1 [33],with a cuto� Q M E
m in in clustered k? .Them ulti-parton statefrom them atrix-

elem entcalculation isclustered according to thek? -algorithm ,butallowing only cluster-

ingsthatarecom patible with theFeynm an diagram softheprocess,which areprovided

to M ADEVENT by M ADG RAPH.Thefactorization scale,i.e.,thescaleused in theparton

densities,istaken to betheclustering m om entum in thelast2! 2 clustering (the\cen-

tralprocess"),usually corresponding to the transverse m ass,m ? ,ofthe W boson. The
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k? -scalesoftheQCD clustering nodesareused asscalesin thecalculation ofthevarious

powersof�s.

As in the ALPGEN procedure, no Sudakov reweighting is perform ed. Instead, the

virtuality-ordered showerofPYTHIA 6.4[34]isused toshowertheevent,with thestarting

scaleoftheshowersetto thefactorization scale.Theshowered (butnotyethadronized)

eventisthen clustered to jetsusing the k? -algorithm with a jetm easure cuto� Q
jet

m in >

Q M E
m in,and them atrix-elem entpartonsarem atched to theresulting jets,in a way,which

di�ersfrom the standard M LM procedure.A parton isconsidered to be m atched to the

closestjetifthejetm easureQ(parton;jet)issm allerthan thecuto� Q
jet

m in.Eventswhere

not allpartons are m atched to jets are rejected. For events with parton m ultiplicity

sm allerthan thehighestm ultiplicity,thenum berofjetsm ustbeequalto thenum berof

partons. Foreventswith the highestm ultiplicity,N jetsare reconstructed,and partons

areconsidered to be m atched ifQ(parton;jet)< Q
parton

N ,the sm allestk? -m easure in the

m atrix-elem entevent.Thism eansthatextra jetsbelow Q
parton

N areallowed,sim ilarly to

theSherpa treatm ent.

Note thatalso the standard M LM schem e with conejetsisim plem ented asan alter-

nativein M ADEVENT and itsPYTHIA interface.

2.5 H ELA C im plem entation ofthe M LM procedure

In HELAC [35,36]wehaveim plem ented theM LM procedureasdescribed above,seesec-

tion 2.3.HELAC generateseventsforallpossibleprocessesathadron and lepton colliders

within theStandard M odeland hasbeen successfully tested with up to10particlesin the

�nalstate[36{38].

Thepartonsfrom them atrix-elem entcalculation arem atched to thejetsconstructed

aftertheparton showering.Theparton-leveleventsaregenerated with a m inim um p? m in

threshold forthepartons,p? j > p? m in,am inim um parton separation,�R jj > R m in,and a

m axim um pseudo-rapidity,j�jj< �m ax.In ordertoextractthenecessary inform ation used

bythek? -reweighting,initial-and �nal-statepartonsareclustered backwardsasdescribed

in section 2.3,whereagain thecolourow inform ation extracted from them atrix-elem ent

calculation is used asa constraint on the allowed clusterings. The k? -m easure,dij,for

pairsofoutgoing partonsisgiven by equation (9)and forpairsofpartonswhere one is

incom ing and one is outgoing by equation (10). Iftwo outgoing partons are clustered,

i.e.dij is m inim al,the resulting parton is again an outgoing parton with p = pi + pj

and adjusted colourow.In thecasewhen incom ing and outgoing partonsareclustered,

the new parton is incom ing and its m om entum is p = pj � pi. As a result we obtain

a chain ofd-values. Forevery node,a factorof�s(dnode)=�s(Q
2
0)is m ultiplied into the

weight ofthe event. For the unclustered vertices as wellas for the scale used in the

parton density functions,the hard scale ofthe process Q 2
0 = m 2

W + p2
? W is used. No

Sudakov reweighting isapplied. The sam ple ofeventsoutput,which isin the latestLes

Houchesevent�leform at[39],isread by theinterfaceto PYTHIA version 6.4 [34],where

thevirtuality-ordered parton showerisconstructed.Foreach event,a conejet-algorithm

isapplied toallpartonsresultingfrom theshowerevolution.Theresultingjetsarede�ned

by E clus
? m in,�

clus
m ax and by a jetcone size R clus. The parton from the parton-levelevent is

then associated to oneoftheconstructed jets.Starting from theparton with thehighest
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p? we select the closest jet(1:5 � Rclus)in the pseudo-rapidity/azim uthal-angle space.

Allsubsequentpartonsarem atched iteratively to jets.Ifthisisim possible,the eventis

rejected. Additionally,forn < N ,m atched eventswith the num berofjetsgreaterthan

n are rejected,whereas forn = N ,i.e.the highest m ultiplicity (in this study,N = 4),

events with extra jets are kept,only ifthey are softer than the N m atched jets. This

procedureprovidesthecom pleteinclusive sam ple.

3 G eneralproperties ofthe event generation for the

study

W epresentin thefollowing sectionssom econcreteexam ples.W econcentrateon thecase

ofW +m ulti-jetproduction,which isoneofthem oststudied �nalstatesbecauseofitsim -

portantroleasabackground to top quark studiesattheTevatron.AttheLHC,W +jets,

aswellasthesim ilarZ+jetsprocesses,willprovidethem ain irreduciblebackgroundsto

signalssuch asm ulti-jetplusm issing transverseenergy,typicalofSupersym m etry and of

otherm anifestations ofnew physics. The understanding ofW +m ulti-jetproduction at

theTevatron isthereforean essentialstep towardsthevalidation and tuning ofthetools

presented here,priorto theirutilization attheLHC.

The CDF and D� experim ents at the Tevatron collider have reported cross-section

m easurem entsforW +m ultijet�nalstates,both from Run I[40{43]and,in prelim inary

form ,from Run II [44]. The Run Iresults typically refer to detector-levelquantities,

and a com parison with theoreticalpredictions requires to process the generated events

through a detectorsim ulation. These testswere perform ed in the contextofthe quoted

analyses,usingtheLO calculationsavailableatthetim e,showingagood agreem ntwithin

thelargestatistical,system aticand theoreticaluncertainties.Theprelim inaryCDF result

from Run II [44]isinstead corrected foralldetectore�ects,and expressed in term sof

true jetenergies. In thisform itistherefore suitable fordirectcom parison with theory

predictions. M easurem ents ofZ+m ultijet rates are also crucial,but su�er from lower

statistics w.r.t.the W case. A Run II m easurem ent ofjet p? spectra in Z+m ultijet

events from D� has been com pared to the predictions ofS HERPA in ref.[45],showing

again a very good agreem ent. Prelim inary CDF results on the spectra ofthe �rst and

second jet in Z+jet events have been com pared against parton-levelNLO results [46].

Forboth theW and Z cases,theforthcom ing analysesofthehigh-statisticssam plenow

available atthe Tevatron willprovide valuable inputsform ore quantitative analyses of

thecodespresented here.

For each ofthe codes,we calculated a large set ofobservables,addressing inclusive

propertiesofthe events (transverse m om entum spectrum ofthe W and ofleading jets)

aswellasgeom etric correlationsbetween the jets. W hatwe presentand discusshere is

a subset ofour studies,which illustrates the m ain features ofthe com parison between

thedi�erentcodesand oftheirown system atics.A prelim inary accountofthese results,

lim ited totheALPGEN,ARIADNE and SHERPA codes,waspresented in [2].M orecom plete

studies ofthe system atics ofeach individualcode have been [3{7]orwillbe presented

elsewhere by therespective authors.

Theexistencein each ofthecodesofparam etersspecifying thedetailsofthem erging
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algorithm spresentsan opportunitytotuneeach codesoastobestdescribethedata.This

tuning should beseen asa prerequisite fora quantitativestudy oftheoveralltheoretical

system atics:afterthetuning isperform ed on a given setof�nalstates(e.g.theW +jets

considered here),the system 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 itwould be advantageousiffuture analysisofTevatron data would provide

uswith spectra corrected fordetectore�ectsin a fashion suitablefora directcom parison

againsttheoreticalpredictions.

Thefollowing two sectionspresentresultsfortheTevatron (p�p collisionsat1.96 TeV)

and forthe LHC (pp at14 TeV).The elem entsofthe analysiscom m on to allcodesare

thefollowing:

� Eventsam ples. Tevatron resultsreferto the com bination ofW+ and W � bosons,

while atthe LHC only W + are considered. Allcodeshave generated parton-level

sam plesaccording to m atrix elem entswith up to 4 �nal-state partons,i.e.N = 4.

Partonsarerestricted to thelight-avoursectorand aretaken to bem assless.The

Yukawa couplings ofthe quarks are neglected. The PDF set CTEQ6L has been

used with �s(m Z)= 0:118.Furtherstandard-m odelparam etersused were:m W =

80:419 GeV,�W = 2:048 GeV,m Z = 91:188 GeV,�Z = 2:446 GeV,the Ferm i

constantG � = 1:16639� 10� 2 GeV � 2,sin2�W = 0:2222 and �EM = 1=132:51.

� Jetde�nitions. Jetswere de�ned using Paige’s GETJET cone-clustering algorithm ,

with a calorim eter segm entation of(��,��) = (0.1,6 �) extended over the range

j�j< 2:5(j�j< 5),andconesizeof0.7(0.4)fortheTevatron(LHC).AttheTevatron

(LHC)we require jetswith E ? > 10 (20)GeV,and pseudo-rapidity j�j< 2 (4:5).

Fortheanalysisofthedi�erentialjetratesdenoted asdi,theTevatron Run IIk? -

algorithm [15]2 wasapplied to all�nal-state particlesful�lling j�j< 2:5 (5). The

k? -m easureused in thealgorihtm isgiven by equations(9)and (10).

In allcases,except the di plots,the analysis is done at the hadron level,but without

includingtheunderlyingevent.Thediplotsweredonetocheck thedetailsofthem erging

and arethereforedone atparton levelto avoid any sm earing e�ectsfrom hadronization.

Forallcodes,the system atic uncertaintiesareinvestigated by varying the m erging scale

and by varying the scale in �s and,forsom e codes,in the parton density functions.For

ALPGEN and HELAC,the scale in �s has been varied only in the �s-reweighting ofthe

m atrix elem ents,while for the others the scale was also varied in the parton cascade.

Notethatvarying thescalein the�nal-stateparton showerswillspoilthetuning doneto

LEP data forthecascades.A consistentway oftesting thescalevariationswould require

retuningofhadronization param eters.However,wedonotexpectastrongdependenceon

the hadronization param etersin the observableswe consider,and no attem ptto retune

hasbeen m ade.

Theparam eterchoicesspeci�c to theindividualcodesareasfollows:

� ALPGEN: The parton-levelm atrix elem ents were generated with ALPGEN [29,30]

and the subsequent evolution used the HERW IG parton shower according to the

2M oreprecisely,weused the im plem entation in the ktclus package[47](IMODE=5,or4211).
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M LM procedure. Version 6.510 ofHERW IG wasused,with itsdefaultshower and

hadronizationparam eters.ThedefaultresultsfortheTevatron (LHC)wereobtained

using parton-levelcuts (see eq.(8))ofpm in
?

= 8 (15)GeV,�m ax = 2:5 (5),R m in =

0:7 (0:4)and m atching de�ned by E clus
?

= 10 (20)GeV,�clusm ax = �m ax and R clus =

R m in.Thevariationsused in theassessm entofthesystem aticscover:

{ di�erentthresholdsforthe de�nition ofjetsused in the m atching:E clus
?

= 20

and 30 GeV fortheTevatron,and E clus
?

= 30 and 40 GeV fortheLHC.These

thresholdswereapplied tothepartonicsam plesproduced with thedefaultgen-

eration cuts,aswellasto partonicsam plesproduced with higherpm in
?

values.

No di�erence wasobserved in theresults,aside from an obviously bettergen-

eration e�ciency in thelattercase.In thefollowing studiesofthesystem atics,

thetwothreshold settingswillbereferred toasALPGEN param etersetsALptX,

whereX labelsthevalueofthethreshold.Studieswith di�erentvaluesofR clus

and R m in werealso perform ed,leading to m arginalchanges,which willnotbe

docum ented here.

{ di�erentrenorm alization scalesattheverticesoftheclustering tree:� = �0=2

and � = 2�0,where�0 isthedefaultk? -value.In thefollowing studiesofthe

system atics,these two settings willbe referred to asALPGEN param etersets

ALscL (for\Low")and ALscH (for\High").

Thepubliclyavailableversion V2.10ofthecodewasused togeneratealltheALPGEN

results.

� ARIADNE: The parton-levelm atrix elem entswere generated with M ADEVENT and

thesubsequentevolution used thedipoleshowerin ARIADNE according to thepro-

cedureoutlined in section 2.2.Hadronization wasperform ed by PYTHIA.

Forthe defaultresults atthe Tevatron (LHC)the parton-levelcuts were p? m in =

10 (20),R jj < 0:5 (0:4)and,in addition,a cuton the m axim um pseudo-rapidity

ofjets,�jm ax = 2:5 (5:0).The variationsused in theassessm entofthe system atics

cover:

{ di�erentvaluesofthem erging scalesp? m in = 20 and 30 GeV fortheTevatron

(30and 40GeV fortheLHC).In thefollowingstudiesofthesystem atics,these

two settingswillbereferred to asARIADNE param etersetsARptX.

{ a change ofthesoftsuppression param etersin eq.(7)from the defaultvalues

of� = 0:6 GeV and � = 1,to � = 0:6 GeV and � = 1:5 (taken from a tuning

to HERA data [48]).Thissetting willbereferred to asARs.

{ di�erentvaluesofthe scale in �s: � = �0=2 and � = 2�0 were used (ARscL

and ARscH).Thisscalechangewasused in �s evaluationsin theprogram .

� HELAC:The parton-levelm atrix elem entswere generated with HELAC [35,36]and

thephasespacegeneration isperform ed by PHEGAS [49].Thesubsequentevolution

used thedefaultvirtuality-ordered showerin PYTHIA 6.4[34]accordingtotheM LM

procedure.Hadronization wasperform ed by PYTHIA.
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In the present study,e+ �e + n jets and e� ��e + n jets sam ples with n = 0;:::;4

havebeen generated forTevatron,whileforLHC predictionsonly e+ �e+ n jets�nal

states have been considered. The num ber ofsubprocesses (i.e.u�d ! e+ �eu�ugg is

onefortheW + + 4 jets)in thosecasesis4,12,94,158 and 620 forn = 0;1;2;3;4

respectively,with thenum berofquark avoursbeing4/5fortheinitial/�nalstates.

The defaultresults forthe Tevatron (LHC) were obtained using parton-levelcuts

ofp? m in = 8 (15)GeV,�m ax = 2:5 (5),R m in = 0:7 (0:4)and m atching de�ned by

E clus
? m in = 10 (20)GeV,�clusm ax = 2 (4:5)and R clus

m in = 0:7 (0:4).The variationsused in

theassessm entofthesystem aticscover:

{ di�erent thresholds forthe de�nition ofjets used in the m atching: E clus
? m in =

30 GeV forthe Tevatron,and E clus
? m in = 40 GeV forthe LHC.In the following

studies ofthe system atics, these two settings willbe referred to as HELAC

param etersetsHELptX,whereX labelsthevalueofthethreshold.

{ di�erentrenorm alization scalesattheverticesoftheclustering tree:� = �0=2

and � = 2�0,where �0 is the default k? -value. In the following studies of

thesystem atics,thesetwo settingswillbereferred toasHELAC param etersets

HELscL and HELscH.

� MADEVENT:Theparton-levelm atrixelem entsweregenerated with M ADEVENT and

thesubsequentevolution used thePYTHIA showeraccording to the m odi�ed M LM

procedurein section 2.4.Hadronization wasperform ed by PYTHIA.

Forthe defaultresults atthe Tevatron (LHC) the value ofthe m erging scale has

been chosen to k? 0 = 10 (20)GeV.The variations used in the assessm ent ofthe

system aticscover:

{ di�erentvaluesofthem ergingscalek? 0 = 20and 30GeV fortheTevatron,and

k? 0 = 30 and 40 GeV fortheLHC.In thefollowing studiesofthesystem atics,

thesetwo settingswillbereferred to asM ADEVENT param etersetsM EktX.

{ di�erentvaluesofthe scalesused in the evaluation of�s,in both the m atrix

elem entgeneration and the parton shower: � = �0=2 and � = 2�0,where �0
isthe defaultk? -value. These two settingswillbe referred to asM ADEVENT

param etersetsM EscL and M EscH.

� SHERPA:Theparton-levelm atrix elem entsused within SHERPA havebeen obtained

from the internalm atrix-elem entgeneratorAM EGIC++ [50]. Parton showering has

been conducted by APACIC++ [51,52]whereas the com bination ofthe m atrix el-

em ents with this parton shower has been accom plished according to the CKKW

procedure3.Thehadronization oftheshowercon�gurationshasbeen perform ed by

PYTHIA 6.214,which hasbeen m adeavailablethrough an internalinterface.

ForthedefaultTevatron (LHC)predictions,thevalueofthem ergingscalehasbeen

chosen to k? 0 = 10 (20)GeV.AllSHERPA predictionsfortheTevatron (LHC)have

3 Beyond the com parison presented here,SHERPA predictions for W + m ulti-jets have already been

validated and studied for Tevatron and LHC energies in [3,4]. Results for the production ofpairs of

W -bosonshavebeen presented in [5].
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been obtained by setting theinternally used D -param eter(cf.eq.(1)in section 2.1)

through D = 0:7 (0:4). Note that,these two choicesdirectly determ ine the gener-

ation ofthe m atrix elem entsin SHERPA. The variationsused in the assessm entof

thesystem aticscover:

{ �rst,di�erentchoicesofthem erging scalek? 0.Valuesof20 and 30 GeV,and

30and 40GeV havebeen used fortheTevatron and theLHC case,respectively.

In the following studies ofthe system atics,these settings willbe referred to

asSHERPA param etersetsSHktX where X labelsthe value ofthe internaljet

scale.

{ and,second,di�erent values ofthe scales used in any evaluation ofthe �s

and theparton distribution functions4.Two caseshave been considered,� =

�0=2 and � = 2�0. The choice ofthe m erging scale isasin the defaultrun,

where�0 denotesthecorrespondingk? -values.In thesubsequentstudiesofthe

system atics these two cases are referred to as SHERPA param eter sets SHscL

and SHscH.Itshould bestressed thatthesescalevariationshavebeen applied

in a very com prehensive m anner,i.e.in both the m atrix-elem entand parton-

showering phaseoftheeventgeneration.

AllSHERPA resultspresented in thiscom parison have been obtained with thepub-

licly availableversion 1.0.10.

4 Tevatron Studies

4.1 Event rates

W e presenthere the com parison am ong inclusive jetrates. These are shown in table 1.

Foreach code,in addition to the defaultnum bers,we presentthe resultsofthe various

individualalternative choices used to assess the system atics uncertainty. In table 2 we

show the \additionaljetfractions",nam ely the rates�(W + n + 1 jets)=�(W + n jets),

once again covering allsystem atic sets ofallcodes. Fig.1,�nally,shows graphically

the cross-section system atic ranges: foreach m ultiplicity,we norm alize the ratesto the

averageofthedefaultvaluesofallthecodes.

Itshould be noted thatthe scale changesin allcodeslead to the largestrate varia-

tions.Thisisreected in thegrowing sizeoftheuncertainty with largerm ultiplicities,a

consequence ofthe higherpowersof�s.A m ore detailed discussion on the e�ectsofthe

scalechangescan befound in section 6.Furtherm orewenotethatthesystem aticranges

ofallcodeshaveregionsofoverlap.

4.2 K inem aticaldistributions

W estartby showing in �g.2 theinclusiveE ? spectra oftheleading 4 jets.Theabsolute

rate predicted by each code is used,in units ofpb/GeV.The relative di�erences with

4Forexam ple,theanalyticalSudakov form factorsused in them atrix-elem entreweighting hencevary

owing to theirintrinsic�s-coupling dependence.
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Code �[tot] �[� 1 jet] �[� 2 jet] �[� 3 jet] �[� 4 jet]

A LPG EN ,def 1933 444 97.1 18.9 3.2

ALpt20 1988 482 87.2 15.5 2.8

ALpt30 2000 491 82.9 12.8 2.1

ALscL 2035 540 135 29.7 5.5

ALscH 1860 377 72.6 12.7 2.0

A R IA D N E,def 2066 477 87.3 13.9 2.0

ARpt20 2038 459 76.6 12.8 1.9

ARpt30 2023 446 67.9 11.3 1.7

ARscL 2087 553 116 21.2 3.6

ARscH 2051 419 67.8 9.5 1.3

ARs 2073 372 80.6 13.2 2.0

H ELA C,def 1960 356 70.8 13.6 2.4

HELpt30 1993 373 68.0 12.5 2.4

HELscL 2028 416 95.0 20.2 3.5

HELscH 1925 324 55.1 9.4 1.4

M A D EV EN T,def 2013 381 69.2 12.6 2.8

M Ekt20 2018 375 66.7 13.3 2.7

M Ekt30 2017 361 64.8 11.1 2.0

M EscL 2013 444 93.6 20.0 4.8

M EscH 1944 336 53.2 8.6 1.7

SH ER PA ,def 1987 494 107 16.6 2.0

SHkt20 1968 465 85.1 12.4 1.5

SHkt30 1982 461 79.2 10.8 1.3

SHscL 1957 584 146 25.2 3.4

SHscH 2008 422 79.8 11.2 1.3

Table 1: Cross sections (in pb) for the inclusive jet rates at the Tevatron,according to the

defaultand alternative settingsofthe variouscodes.
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Code �[� 1]/�[tot] �[� 2]/�[� 1] �[� 3]/�[� 2] �[� 4]/�[� 3]

A LPG EN ,def 0.23 0.22 0.19 0.17

ALpt20 0.24 0.18 0.18 0.18

ALpt30 0.25 0.17 0.15 0.16

ALscL 0.27 0.25 0.22 0.19

ALscH 0.20 0.19 0.17 0.16

A R IA D N E,def 0.23 0.18 0.16 0.15

ARpt20 0.23 0.17 0.17 0.15

ARpt30 0.22 0.15 0.16 0.16

ARscL 0.26 0.21 0.18 0.17

ARscH 0.20 0.16 0.14 0.14

ARs 0.18 0.22 0.16 0.15

H ELA C,def 0.18 0.20 0.19 0.18

HELpt30 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.19

HELscL 0.21 0.23 0.21 0.17

HELscH 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.15

M A D EV EN T,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 EscL 0.22 0.21 0.21 0.24

M EscH 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.20

SH ER PA ,def 0.25 0.22 0.16 0.12

SHkt20 0.24 0.18 0.15 0.12

SHkt30 0.23 0.17 0.14 0.12

SHscL 0.30 0.25 0.17 0.13

SHscH 0.21 0.19 0.14 0.12

Table2:Cross-section ratiosfor(n + 1)=n inclusive jetratesattheTevatron,according to the

defaultand alternative settingsofthe variouscodes.

16



 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

≥ 0 ≥ 1 ≥ 2 ≥ 3 ≥ 4

σ(
W

+
/-
+

≥ 
N

 je
ts

) 
/ <

σ>
Alpgen

Ariadne
Helac

MadEvent
Sherpa

Figure1:Range ofvariation forthe Tevatron cross-section ratesofthe �ve codes,norm alized

to the average value ofthe defaultsettingsforallcodesin each m ultiplicity bin.
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Figure 3: Inclusive � spectra ofthe 4 leading jetsatthe Tevatron. Allcurvesare norm alized

to unitarea.Linesand pointsare asin �g.2.

respecttotheALPGEN results,in this�gureand allother�guresofthissection,areshown

in thelowerin-setsofeach plot,whereforthecodeX weplotthequantity(�(X )� �0)=�0,

�0 being thevaluesoftheALPGEN curves.

Thereisgenerally good agreem entbetween thecodes,exceptforARIADNE,which has

a harderE ? spectra forthe leading two jets.There we also �nd thatSHERPA isslightly

harderthan ALPGEN and HELAC,whileM ADEVENT isslightly softer.

Fig.3 showstheinclusive � spectra oftheleading 4 jets,allnorm alized to unitarea.

Thereisagood agreem entbetween thespectraofALPGEN,HELAC and M ADEVENT,while

ARIADNE and SHERPA spectraappeartobebroader,in particularforthesub-leading jets.

Thisbroadening isexpected forARIADNE since the gluon em issionsthere are essentially

unordered in rapidity,which m eansthattheSudakov form factorsapplied to them atrix-

elem ent-generated statesincludealsoalog1=x resum m ation absentin theotherprogram s.

Fig.4ashowstheinclusivep? distributionoftheW boson,withabsolutenorm alization

in pb/GeV.Thisdistribution reectsin partthebehaviourobserved forthespectrum of

the leading jet,with ARIADNE harder than SHERPA,which,in turn,is slightly harder

than ALPGEN,HELAC and M ADEVENT. The region oflow m om enta,p? W < 50 GeV,

isexpanded in �g.4b. Fig.4c shows the � distribution ofthe leading jet,�1,when its

transverse m om entum is largerthan 50 GeV.The curves are absolutely norm alized,so

thatitis clearhow m uch rate ispredicted by each code to survive thisharder jetcut.

Thej�jseparation between theW and theleadingjetoftheeventabove30GeV isshown
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Figure 4: (a) and (b) p? spectrum ofW � bosonsat the Tevatron (pb/G eV).(c) Inclusive �

spectrum oftheleading jet,forp
jet1

?
> 50 G eV;absolutenorm alization (pb).(d)Pseudo-rapidity

separation between theW and theleading jet,�� = j� W � �jet1j,forp
jet1

?
> 30 G eV,norm alized

to unitarea.Linesand pointsare asin �g.2.

in �g.4d,norm alized to unitarea.Herewe�nd thatA RIADNE hasa broadercorrelation,

whileHELAC and M ADEVENT aresom ewhatm orenarrow than ALPGEN and SHERPA.

In �g.5 we show the m erging scalesdi asobtained from the k? -algorithm ,where di
isthe scale in an eventwhere ijetsare clustered into i� 1 jets. These are parton-level

distributionsand areespecially sensitiveto thebehaviourofthem erging procedureclose

to them erging/m atching scale.Notethatin theplotsshowing thedi�erencethewiggles

stem from both theindividualcodesand from theALPGEN reference.In section 6 below,

thebehaviouroftheindividualcodesistreated separately.

Also shown in �g.5 isthe separation in �R =
p
�� 2 + �� 2 between successive jet

pairsordered in hardness.The�R 12 isdom inated by thetransversal-planeback-to-back

peak at�R 12 = �,whileforlarger�R in allcasesthebehaviourism oredictated by the

correlations in pseudo-rapidity. For these larger values we �nd a weaker correlation in

ARIADNE and SHERPA,which can be expected from theirbroaderrapidity distributions

in �g.3.

Finally,in �g.6weshow H ? ,thescalarsum ofthetransversem om entaofthecharged

lepton,theneutrino and thejets.Thisisa variablein which oneoften doesexperim 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 GeV,
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Figure 7: Range ofvariation for the LHC cross-section rates ofthe �ve codes,norm alized to

the average valueofthe defaultsettingsforallcodesin each m ultiplicity bin.

butathighervalues,asexpected from thedi�erencesin thehardnessofthejetand p? W
spectra,ARIADNE hasa harderspectra than SHERPA and ALPGEN,whileM ADEVENT and

HELAC hasa slightly softerspectra.

5 LH C Studies

5.1 Event rates

Thetables(table3and 4)and �gure(�g.7)ofthissection parallelthoseshown earlierfor

the Tevatron. The largestrate variationsis,sim ilarly to the Tevatron rates,determ ined

by thescalechanges(described in m oredetailin section 6).Them ain featureoftheLHC

resultsisthe signi�cantly largerratespredicted by A RIADNE (see also the discussion of

itssystem atics,section 6.2),which areoutsidethesystem aticsrangesoftheothercodes.

Aside from this and the fact that SHERPA gives a sm aller totalcross section (see also

thelastpartofthediscussion oftheSHERPA system aticsin section 6.5),thecom parison

am ongtheothercodesshowsan excellentconsistency,with apattern ofthedetailssim ilar

to whatseen fortheTevatron.

5.2 K inem aticaldistributions

Following the sam e sequence ofthe Tevatron study,we start by showing in �g.8 the

inclusive E ? spectra ofthe leading 4 jets. The absolute rate predicted by each code is

used,in unitsofpb/GeV.

ExceptforARIADNE,we�nd good agreem entam ong thecodes,with A RIADNE having
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Code �[tot] �[� 1 jet] �[� 2 jet] �[� 3 jet] �[� 4 jet]

A LPG EN ,def 10170 2100 590 171 50

ALpt30 10290 2200 555 155 46

ALpt40 10280 2190 513 136 41

ALscL 10590 2520 790 252 79

ALscH 9870 1810 455 121 33

A R IA D N E,def 10890 3840 1330 384 101

ARpt30 10340 3400 1124 327 88

ARpt40 10090 3180 958 292 83

ARscL 11250 4390 1635 507 154

ARscH 10620 3380 1071 275 69

ARs 11200 3440 1398 438 130

H ELA C,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 A D EV EN T,def 10830 2120 519 137 42

M Ekt30 10080 1750 402 111 37

M Ekt40 9840 1540 311 78.6 22

M EscL 10130 2220 618 186 62

M EscH 10300 1760 384 91.8 27

SH ER PA ,def 8800 2130 574 151 41

SHkt30 8970 2020 481 120 32

SHkt40 9200 1940 436 98.5 24

SHscL 7480 2150 675 205 58

SHscH 10110 2080 489 118 30

Table3:Crosssections(in pb)forthe inclusive jetratesatthe LHC,according to the default

and alternative settingsofthe variouscodes.
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Code �[� 1]/�[tot] �[� 2]/�[� 1] �[� 3]/�[� 2] �[� 4]/�[� 3]

A LPG EN ,def 0.21 0.28 0.29 0.29

ALpt30 0.21 0.25 0.28 0.30

ALpt40 0.21 0.23 0.27 0.30

ALscL 0.24 0.31 0.32 0.31

ALscH 0.18 0.25 0.27 0.27

A R IA D N E,def 0.35 0.35 0.29 0.26

ARpt30 0.33 0.33 0.29 0.27

ARpt40 0.32 0.30 0.30 0.28

ARscL 0.39 0.37 0.31 0.30

ARscH 0.32 0.32 0.26 0.24

ARs 0.31 0.41 0.31 0.30

H ELA C,def 0.17 0.26 0.27 0.31

HELpt40 0.17 0.23 0.28 0.32

HELscL 0.19 0.30 0.30 0.33

HELscH 0.15 0.24 0.24 0.29

M A D EV EN T,def 0.20 0.24 0.26 0.31

M Ekt30 0.17 0.23 0.28 0.33

M Ekt40 0.16 0.20 0.25 0.28

M EscL 0.22 0.27 0.30 0.34

M EscH 0.17 0.22 0.24 0.29

SH ER PA ,def 0.24 0.27 0.26 0.27

SHkt30 0.23 0.24 0.25 0.27

SHkt40 0.21 0.22 0.23 0.24

SHscL 0.29 0.31 0.30 0.28

SHscH 0.21 0.24 0.24 0.25

Table 4: Cross-section ratios for (n + 1)=n inclusive jet rates at the LHC,according to the

defaultand alternative settingsofthe variouscodes.
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Figure8:InclusiveE ? spectra oftheleading 4 jetsattheLHC (pb/G eV).In allcasesthefull

line givestheA LPG EN results,the dashed line givesthe A RIADNE resultsand the \+ ",\x" and

\o" pointsgive theH ELAC,M ADEVENT and SHERPA resultsrespectively.

signi�cantly harder leading jets,while for sub-leading jets the increased rates noted in

�g.7 m ainly com e from lower E ? . Am ong the other codes,HELAC and SHERPA have

consistently som ewhat harder jets than ALPGEN,while M ADEVENT is a bit softer,but

thesedi�erencesarenotaspronounced.

Forthepseudo-rapidity spectraofthejetsin �g.9itisclearthatARIADNE hasam uch

broaderdistribution in allcases.Also SHERPA hasbroaderdistributions,although notas

pronounced,whiletheothercodesarevery consistent.

The p? distribution ofW + bosonsin �g.10 follows the trend ofthe leading-jetE ?

spectra. The di�erences observed in the p? W region below 10 GeV are not due to the

choice ofm erging approach,but are entirely driven by the choice ofshower algorithm .

Noticeforexam plethesim ilarityoftheHELAC and M ADEVENT spectra,and theirpeaking

atlowerptthan theHERW IG spectrum builtinto theALPGEN curve,a resultwellknown

from the com parison ofthe standard PYTHIA and HERW IG generators. Increasing the

transversem om entum oftheleading jetin �g.10a doesnotchangetheconclusionsm uch

for its pseudo-rapidity distribution. Also the rapidity correlation between the leading

jetand the W + followsthe trend found forthe Tevatron,butthe di�erencesare larger,

with a m uch weaker correlation for ARIADNE. Also SHERPA shows a som ewhat weaker

correlation,whileHELAC issom ewhatstrongerthan ALPGEN and M ADEVENT.

Forthedistribution in clustering scalein �g.11,we�nd again thatA RIADNE isby far

thehardest.Theresultsgiven by theothercodesarecom parable,with theonly exception

thatforthed1 distribution,SHERPA givesa som ewhatharderprediction com pared to the

onesm adeby theM LM -based approaches.

24



(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dη
1

(a)

Alpgen
Ariadne

Helac
MadEvent

Sherpa

 0.1

 0.2

η1

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dη
2

(b)

 0.1

 0.2

η2

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dη
3

(c)

 0.1

 0.2

η3

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dη
4

(d)

 0.1

 0.2

η4

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

Figure9:Inclusive� spectra ofthe4 leading jetsattheLHC.Allcurvesarenorm alized to unit

area.Linesand pointsare asin �g.8.
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Figure 10: (a) and (b)p? spectrum ofW + bosonsatthe LHC (pb/G eV).(c) � spectrum of

theleading jet,forp
jet1

?
> 100 G eV;absolutenorm alization (pb).(d)Pseudo-rapidity separation

between theW + and theleading jet,�� = j� W + � �jet1j,forp
jet1

?
> 40 G eV,norm alized to unit

area.Linesand pointsare asin �g.8.

25



(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dl
og

10
(√

d i
/G

eV
)

(a)

Alpgen
Ariadne

Helac
MadEvent

Sherpa

10-2

10-1

100

log10(√d1/GeV)

-1
-0.5

 0
 0.5

 1

 0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5

(b)

log10(√d2/GeV)
 1  1.5  2  2.5

(c)

log10(√d3/GeV)
 1  1.5  2  2.5

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

d∆
R

(d)

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

∆R12

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0  1  2  3  4  5

(e)

∆R23

 1  2  3  4  5

(f)

∆R34

 1  2  3  4  5
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ijetsare clustered into i� 1 jetsusing the k? -algorithm . (d){(f)�R separationsatthe LHC

between jet1 and 2,2 and 3,and 3 and 4. Allcurvesare norm alized to unitarea. Linesand
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Figure12:Thescalarsum ofthetransversem om entum ofthecharged lepton,theneutrinoand

the jetsatthe LHC.Linesand pointsare asin �g.8.
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The�R distributions,in �g. 11,show atlargeseparation a behaviourconsistentwith

the broad rapidity distributions found for SHERPA,and in particular for ARIADNE,in

�g.9.Thisincrease atlarge�R isthen com pensated by a depletion with respectto the

othercodesatsm allseparation.

Thescalartransversem om entum sum in �g.12showssigni�cantly largerdeviationsas

com pared to theresultsfortheTevatron.ARIADNE hasa m uch harderspectra than the

othercodes,whileSHERPA and HELAC areslightly harderthan ALPGEN and M ADEVENT

issigni�cantly softer. Asin the Tevatron case,itisa directreection ofthe di�erences

in the hardness ofthe jet and p? W spectra,although the increased phase space forjet

production attheLHC m akesthep? W contribution lessim portantathigh H ? values.

6 System atic studies

Inthissectionwepresentthesystem aticstudiesofeachofthecodesseparatelyforboththe

Tevatron and theLHC,followed by som egeneralcom m entson di�erencesand sim ilarities

between thecodes.

In allcaseswe have chosen a subsetofthe plotsshown in the previoussections: the

transverse m om entum ofthe W ,the pseudo-rapidity ofthe leading jet,the separation

between the leading and the sub-leading jet,and the di logarithm ic spectra. Asbefore,

allspectra asidefrom p? W arenorm alized to unitintegraloverthedisplayed range.The

variationsoftheinclusivejetcrosssectionshasalready been shown in table1-4and �gs.1

and 7.

To estim ate what system atic error can be expected from each code,the e�ects of

varying them erging scaleand changing thescaleused in thedeterm ination ofthestrong

coupling isstudied (thedetailsforeach codeisdescribed in section 3).Them erging scale

variationsare introduced according to the de�nition in each algorithm sand should lead

to sm allchangesin theresults,although thenonleading term sfrom them atrix elem ents

alwayslead to som eresidualdependenceon them erging scale.In thevariousalgorithm s

di�erentchoiceshavebeen m aderegarding how toestim atetheuncertainty from �s-scale

variationsand thisleadsto slightly di�erentphysicalconsequences.

In the case ofALPGEN and HELAC,the scale changes are only im plem ented in the

strong coupling calculated in them atrix elem entreweighting,butthescalein theshower

rem ains unchanged. This leads to variations ofthe result that are proportionalto the

relevantpowerof�s used in the m atrix elem ent,which m eansthatthe spectra contains

sm alldeviationsbelow them ergingscaleand thatthedeviationsgrow substantially above

them erging scale.

In ARIADNE,M ADEVENT and SHERPA both the scale in the �s-reweighting and the

scalein the�s oftheshowerischanged.In addition tothisthescaleused in theevaluation

oftheparton densitiesisalso changed in SHERPA (thisisdiscussed furtherin section 6.5).

Including the scale variationsin �s in the showerchangesthe fraction ofrejected events

ortheSudakov form factors(depending on which algorithm isused),which m odi�esthe

crosssection in theoppositedirection com pared tothescalechangesin them atrixelem ent

reweighting. Thisleadsto sm allerdeviationsin the resultsabove the m erging scale and

itisalso possibletogetsigni�cantdeviationsin theoppositedirection below them erging

scale,which ism ainly visible in thep? W spectra.
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Figure 13: A LPG EN system atics at the Tevatron. (a) and (b) show the p? spectrum ofthe

W ,(c)showsthe pseudo-rapidity distribution ofthe leading jet,(d)showsthe �R separation

between the two leading jets,and (e){(g)show the di (i= 1;2;3)spectra,wheredi isthe scale

in a parton-leveleventwhereijetsareclustered into i� 1 jetsusing thek? -algorithm .Thefull

lineisthedefaultsettingsofA LPG EN,theshaded area istherangebetween ALscL and ALscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentALpt20 and ALpt30 asde�ned in section 3.
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Figure 14:A LPG EN system aticsatthe LHC.(a)and (b)show the p? spectrum ofthe W ,(c)

showsthepseudo-rapidity distribution oftheleading jet,(d)showsthe�R separation between

the two leading jets,and (e){(g) show the di (i = 1;2;3) spectra,where di is the scale in a

parton-levelevent where ijets are clustered into i� 1 jets using the k? -algorithm . The full

lineisthedefaultsettingsofA LPG EN,theshaded area istherangebetween ALscL and ALscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentALpt30 and ALpt40 asde�ned in section 3.
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6.1 A LPG EN system atics

TheALPGEN distributionsfortheTevatron areshown in �g.13.Thepattern ofvariations

isconsistentwith theexpectations.In thecase ofthep? W spectra,which areplotted in

absolute scales,the largervariationsare due to the change ofscale,with the lowerscale

leading to a harderspectrum . The � 20% e�ectisconsistentwith the scale variation of

�s,which dom inatesthescale variation oftherateoncep? W islargerthan theSudakov

region.Thechangeofm atchingscalesonlyleadstoam inorchangein theregion 0GeV <

p? W < 40 GeV,con�rm ing thestability ofthem erging prescription.

In thecaseoftherapidity spectrum ,wenoticethatthescalechangeleavestheshape

ofthedistribution unaltered,whilesm allchangesappearattheedgesofthe� range.The

di distributionsshow agreem entam ong thevariousoptionswhen
p
di< 10 GeV.Thisis

dueto thefactthattheregion
p
di< 10 GeV isdom inated by theinitial-stateevolution

ofan n = i� 1 parton event,and both the m atching and scale sensitivitiesarereduced.

Notice thatin the ALPGEN prescription the scale forthe shower evolution iskept�xed

when the renorm alization scale ofthe m atrix elem entsischanged,asa way ofexploring

theim pactofa possiblem ism atch between thetwo.

For
p
di > E clus

?
the jettransverse energiesare them selvestypically above E clus

?
,and

the sensitivity to m atching thresholds sm aller than E clus
?

is reduced,since ifthe event

m atched atE clus
?

,itwillalso m atch below that. Here the m ain source ofsystem aticsis

therefore the scale variation,associated to the hard m atrix elem ent calculation for the

n = ijetm ultiplicity. The region 10 <
p
di < E clus

?
isthe transition region between the

dom inance ofthe shower and ofthe m atrix elem ent description ofhard radiation. The

structure observed in thedi distributionsin thisregion reectsthefactthatshowerand

m atrix elem ent em it radiation with a slightly di�erent probability. The selection ofa

m atching threshold,which leadstoe�ectsatthelevelof� 20% and isthereforeconsistent

with a LL accuracy and can beused to tuneto data.

For the LHC,the ALPGEN system atics is shown in �g.14. The com parison ofthe

variousparam eterchoicesissim ilarto whatwe encountered atthe Tevatron,with vari-

ationsin the range of� 20% forthe m atching-scale system atics,and up to 40% forthe

scalesystem atics.Thepattern oftheglitchesin thedi spectra forthedi�erentm atching

thresholdsisalso consistentwith theexplanation provided in thecaseoftheTevatron.

6.2 A R IA D N E system atics

The ARIADNE system aticsforthe Tevatron isshown in �g.15.Since the dipole cascade

by itselfalready includes a m atrix-elem ent correction for the �rst em ission,we see no

dependenceon them erging scalein thep? W ,�jet1 and d1 distributions,which arem ainly

sensitive to leading order corrections. Forthe other distributions,we becom e sensitive

to higher-ordercorrections,and here the pure dipole cascade underestim atesthe m atrix

elem entand also tendsto m ake the leading jetslessback-to-back in azim uth. The �rst

e�ectisexpected forallparton showers,butissom ewhatenhanced in A RIADNE due to

them issing initial-stateq! gq splitting,and ism ostly visiblein thed2 distribution just

below the m erging scale. The second e�ect is clearly visible in the �R 12 distribution,

which isdom inated by low E ? jets.

Thechanging ofthesoftsuppression param eterin ARshasthee�ectofreducing the

30



dσ
/d

p ⊥
W

 (
pb

/G
eV

)

(a)
Ariadne

ARsc
ARpt20
ARpt30

ARs

10-3
10-2
10-1
100
101
102

p⊥ W (GeV)

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0  50  100  150  200  250

dσ
/d

p ⊥
W

 (
pb

/G
eV

)

(b)

2.5
5

10

25
50

100

250

p⊥ W (GeV)

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0  10  20  30  40  50

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dη
1

(c)

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

η1

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5  0  0.5  1  1.5  2

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

d∆
R

12 (d)

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

∆R12

-1
-0.5

 0
 0.5

 1

 0  1  2  3  4  5

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 1.4

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dl
og

10
(√

d 1
/G

eV
)

(e)

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5
log10(√d1/GeV)

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dl
og

10
(√

d 2
/G

eV
)

(f)

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5
log10(√d2/GeV)

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

(1
/σ

)d
σ/

dl
og

10
(√

d 3
/G

eV
)

(g)

-0.4
-0.2

 0
 0.2
 0.4

 0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5
log10(√d3/GeV)

Figure 15: A RIADNE system atics at the Tevatron. The plots are the sam e as in �g.13. The

fullline is the default settings ofA RIADNE,the shaded area is the range between ARscL and

ARscH,while thepointsrepresentARpt20,ARpt30 and ARsasde�ned in section 3.
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Figure16:A RIADNE system aticsattheLHC.Theplotsarethesam easin �g.14.Thefullline

is the default settings ofA RIADNE,the shaded area is the range between ARscL and ARscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentARpt30,ARpt40 and ARsasde�ned in section 3.
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availablephasespaceofgluonradiation,especiallyforlargeE ? andinthebeam directions,

an e�ect,which ism ostly visibleforthehardestem ission and in thep? W distribution.As

forALPGEN,and also fortheothercodes,thechangein scalem ainly a�ectsthehardness

ofthejets,butnotthe�jet1 and the�R 12 distribution.

FortheLHC,theARIADNE system aticsisshown in �g.16.Qualitatively we �nd the

sam ee�ectsasin theTevatron case.In particularwenotethestrong dependenceon the

softsuppression param etersin ARs,and itisclearthatthese have to be adjusted to �t

Tevatron (and HERA)data before any predictionsforthe LHC can be m ade. Itshould

benoted,however,thatwhileeg.thehigh p? W tailin �g.16a forARsisshifted down to

becom parable to the othercodes(cf.�g.10a),the m edium p? W valuesarelessa�ected

and here the di�erencescom pared to the othercodescan be expected to rem ain aftera

retuning.

Thisdi�erenceism ainly dueto thefactthatthedipolecascadein A RIADNE,contrary

to theotherparton showers,isnotbased on standard DGLAP evolution,butalso allows

forevolution,which isunordered in transverse m om entum �a la BFKL5.Thism eansthat

in ARIADNE thereisalso aresum m ation oflogsof1=x besidesthestandard logQ 2 resum -

m ation. Thisshould notbe a large e�ectatthe Tevatron,and the di�erencesthere can

betuned away by changing thesoftsuppression param etersin ARIADNE.However,atthe

LHC wehavequitesm allx-values,x � mW =
p
S < 0:01,which allow foram uch increased

phase space forjetsascom pared to whatisallowed by standard DGLAP evolution. As

a resultone obtainslargerinclusive jetratesasdocum ented in table 3.The sam e e�ect

is found in DIS at HERA,where x is even sm aller as are the typicalscales,Q 2. And

here,allDGLAP-based parton showersfailto reproduce�nal-stateproperties,especially

forward jetrates,whileARIADNE doesa fairly good job.

Itwould beinteresting to com parethem erging schem espresented herealso to HERA

data to see iftheDGLAP based showerwould betterreproducedata when m erged with

higher-orderm atrix elem ents.Thiswould alsoputtheextrapolationstotheLHC on safer

grounds. However,so farthere existsone prelim inary such study forthe ARIADNE case

only [53].

6.3 H ELA C system atics

TheTevatron HELAC distributionsareshown in �g.17.SinceHELAC resultspresented in

thisstudyarebased on theM LM m atchingprescription,weexpecttheHELAC system atics

to follow atleastqualitatively theALPGEN onesand thisisindeed thecase.On theother

hand theusebyHELAC ofPYTHIA,forparton showeringaswellasforhadronization,leads

to di�erencescom pared to theA LPGEN results,where HERW IG isused.Forthe absolute

rates,especially in the m ulti-jet regim e,HELAC seem s to be closer to M ADEVENT that

also usesPYTHIA.

Forthe LHC,the HELAC system atics are shown in �g.18. The system atics follows

a sim ilar pattern com pared to that already discussed for the Tevatron case,with the

expected increase ofup to 40% from scalevariations,dueto thehighercollision energy.

5Thedipoleem ission ofgluonsin A RIADNE areordered in transversem om entum ,butnotin rapidity.

Translated into a conventionalinitial-state evolution,this correspondsto em issionsordered in rapidity

butunordered in transversem om entum .
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Figure 17:H ELAC system aticsatthe Tevatron. The plotsare the sam e asin �g.13. The full

lineisthedefaultsettingsofH ELAC,theshaded areaistherangebetween HELscL and HELscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentHELpt30 asde�ned in section 3.
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Figure 18:H ELAC system aticsatthe LHC.The plotsare the sam e asin �g.14. The fullline

is the default settings ofH ELAC,the shaded area is the range between HELscL and HELscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentHELpt40 asde�ned in section 3.
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Figure19:M ADEVENT system aticsatthe Tevatron.The plotsare the sam e asin �g.13.The

fulllineisthedefaultsettingsofM ADEVENT,theshaded area istherangebetween M EscL and

M EscH,while thepointsrepresentM Ekt20 and M Ekt30 asde�ned in section 3.
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Figure20:M ADEVENT system aticsatthe LHC.The plotsare the sam e asin �g.14.The full

line is the default settings ofM ADEVENT,the shaded area is the range between M EscL and

M EscH,while thepointsrepresentM Ekt30 and M Ekt40 asde�ned in section 3.
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6.4 M A D EV EN T system atics

TheM ADEVENT distributionsfortheTevatron areshown in �g.19.Also here,thevaria-

tionsareconsistentwith theexpectations.Forthep? W spectrum ,thedom inantvariations

aredue to thechange ofscale for�s,with thelowerscale leading to a harderspectrum .

Below thek? -cuto�,wherethedistribution isdeterm ined by theparton showeronly,the

lowerscalegivesthelowerdi�erentialcrosssection.

At Tevatron energies,both the p? W spectrum and the di spectra are relatively sta-

ble with respect to variations ofthe m atching scale. For the di spectra,the variation

in m atching scale gives a dip in the region 10 GeV <
p
di < k? 0,but is reduced for

largerdi. The rapidity and jet-distance spectra show a rem arkable stability underboth

renorm alization-scalechangesand variationsin thecuto� scale.

FortheLHC,thesystem aticsoftheM ADEVENT im plem entation areshown in �g.20.

Thevariationsin renorm alization scalegiveavery sim ilare�ectasfortheTevatron,with

variations up to � 20% on the p? and di spectra. Forvariations in the m atching scale

k? 0,however,the pattern isslightly di�erent. Thiscan be m osteasily understood from

lookingatthedispectra,since,asin theSherpa case,thecuto�scaleisde�ned tobejust

the di,so the transition between the parton-shower and m atrix-elem ent regions is very

sharp.Itisclearfrom thesedistributionsthatthedefaultparton showerofPYTHIA does

notreproducetheshapeofthem atrix elem entsatLHC energieseven forrelatively sm all

k? ,but falls o� m ore sharply. There is therefore a dip in allthe distributions around

logk? 0,which getsm orepronounced forthe higherm ultiplicity distributions,and hence

givesloweroveralljetrates. The p? W distributions,aswellasthe d1 distributions,are

com posed ofallthedi�erentjet-m ultiplicity sam ples,which givessystem atically reduced

hardness ofthe di�erentialcross sections for increased cuto� scales. These e�ects are

clearly visiblealsoin SHERPA,which usesaPYTHIA-likeparton showerand k? asm erging

scale.

6.5 SH ER PA system atics

The system atics of the CKKW algorithm as im plem ented in SHERPA is presented in

�g.21 for the Tevatron case. The e�ect ofvarying the scales in the PDF and strong

coupling evaluations by a factor of0:5 (2:0)is that forthe lower (higher) scale choice,

the W -boson’s p? spectrum becom es harder (softer). For this kind ofobservables the

uncertainties given by scale variations dom inate the ones em erging through variations

ofthe internalseparation cut. Thisism ainly due to a reduced (enhanced)suppression

ofhard-jet radiation through the �s rejection weights. The di�erentialjetrates,d1;2;3,

shown in �g.21e{g,have a m ore pronounced sensitivity on the choice ofthe m erging

scale,leadingtovariationsatthe20% level.In theCKKW approach thisdependencecan

be understood since the k? -m easure intrinsically servesasthe discrim inatorto separate

the m atrix-elem ent and parton-shower regim es. Hence,the largest deviations from the

defaulttypically appearatdi� k? 0.However,theresultsarerem arkably sm ooth,which

leads to the conclusion that the cancellation ofthe dom inant logarithm ic dependence

on the m erging cut is wellachieved. M oreover,considering the pseudo-rapidity ofthe

leading jet and the cone separation ofthe two hardest jets,these distributions show a

very stablebehaviourunderthestudied variations,sincethey areindirectly inuenced by
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Figure21:SHERPA system aticsatthe Tevatron.The plotsare the sam e asin �g.13.The full

line isthedefaultsettingsofSHERPA,the shaded area isthe range between SHscL and SHscH,

whilethe pointsrepresentSHkt20 and SHkt30 asde�ned in section 3.
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Figure22:SHERPA system aticsatthe LHC.Theplotsare the sam e asin �g.14.The fullline

isthedefaultsettingsofSHERPA,theshaded area istherangebetween SHscL and SHscH,while

the pointsrepresentSHkt30 and SHkt40 asde�ned in section 3.
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thecutscaleonly.Thesom ewhatm orepronounced deviation atlow �R 12 isconnected to

phase-spaceregionsofjetsbecom ing closetogether,which isa�ected by thechoiceofthe

m erging scaleand thereforeby itsvariation.Taken together,SHERPA producesconsistent

resultswith relativedi�erencesoftheorderoforlessthan 20% atTevatron energies.

The SHERPA studies ofsystem atics forthe LHC are displayed in �g.22. Com pared

to the Tevatron case,a sim ilar pattern ofvariations is recognized. The p? spectra of

the W + boson show deviationsundercutand scale variationsthatrem ain on the sam e

orderofm agnitude.However,a noticeable di�erence isan enhancem entofuncertainties

in thepredictionsforlow p? .Thisphase-spaceregion isclearly dom inated by theparton

showerevolution,which in the SHERPA treatm entofestim ating uncertaintiesundergoes

scalevariationsin thesam em annerasthem atrix-elem entpart.Therefore,theestim ated

deviations from the default given for low p? are very reasonable and reect 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 x-values that are

lowercom pared to theTevatron scenario.Thepseudo-rapidity oftheleading jetand the

cone separation ofthetwo hardestjetsshow again a stable behaviourunderthe applied

variations,the only slightexception isthe regionsofhigh j�jet1jwhere,using a high k? -

cut,the deviations are atthe 20% level. The e�ectofvarying the scales in the parton

distributionsand strong couplingsnow dom inatestheuncertaintiesin thedi�erentialjet

rates,d1;2;3,which arepresented in �g.22e{g.Thistim e,owing to thelargerphasespace,

forthelow scalechoice,� = �0=2,thespectra becom eup to40% harder,whereas,forthe

high scalechoice,thespectra areup to 20% softer.Thevariation oftheinternalm erging

scale doesnotinduce jum psaround the cutregion,howeverithasto be noted thatfor

higherchoices,e.g.k? 0 = 40 GeV,there isa tendency to predictsofterdistributionsin

the tails com pared to the default. To sum m arize,the extrapolation from Tevatron to

LHC energiesdoesnotyield signi�cantchangesin thepredictionsofuncertaintiesunder

m erging-cutand scalevariations;fortheLHC scenario,they havetobeestim ated slightly

larger,ranging up to 40% .Theresultsareagain consistentand exhibita wellcontrolled

behaviourwhen applying theCKKW approach im plem ented in SHERPA atLHC energies.

Giving a conservative,m ore reliable estim ate,in SHERPA the strategy ofvarying 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 estim ate the im pact ofthe additional

scale variation in the parton density functions,renorm alization-scale variations on its

own have been studied as well. Their results show sm aller deviations wrt.the default

in the observables ofthis study with the interpretation ofpotentially underestim ating

the system atics ofthe m erging approach. Also,then the totalcross sections vary less

and becom e 9095 pb and 8597 pb forthe low-and high-scale choice,respectively. Note

that,owing to the m issing sim ultaneousfactorization-scale variation,theirorderisnow

reversed com pared to SHscL and SHscH,whosevaluesaregiven in table3.M oreover,by

referringtotable4thecross-section ratiosfore.g.�[� 1]/�[tot]now read0:26and0:22forthe

low-and high-scale choice,respectively. Thisonce m ore em phasizesthatthe approach’s

uncertainty m ay beunderestim ated when relying on �s-scalevariationsonly.From table

3 italso can be noted thatthe totalinclusive cross section given by the fullhigh-scale

prediction SHscH is{ unlikeSHERPA’sdefault{ closeto theALPGEN default.In contrast

to theM LM -based approaches,which preferthefactorization scalein them atrix-elem ent

41



evaluation setthroughthetransversem assoftheweakboson,theSHERPA approach m akes

the choice ofem ploying the m erging scale k? 0 instead. This has been m otivated in [9]

and furtherdiscussed in [3].Eventually,itisa good resultthatcom patibility isachieved

underthisadditionalPDF-scale variation forthe totalinclusive crosssections,however

italso clearly stressesthatthereisa non-negligibleresidualdependence on thechoiceof

thefactorization scalein them erging approaches.

6.6 Sum m ary ofthe system atics studies

Starting with thep? W spectra,we�nd a trivial20� 40% e�ectofthescalechanges,with

the lower scale leading to a harder spectrum . In the case ofALPGEN and HELAC,this

only a�ectsthespectrum abovethem atching scale,whileforA RIADNE,M ADEVENT and

SHERPA there is also an e�ect below,as there the scale change is also im plem ented in

the parton shower. Forallthe codesthe change in m erging/m atching scale givese�ects

sm allerthan orofthe orderofthe change in �s scale. ForARIADNE,the change in the

softsuppression param eter(ARs)givesa softerspectrum ,which isexpected asitdirectly

reducesthephasespaceforem itted gluons.

In the �jet1 and �R 12 distributionsthe e�ectsofchanging the scalein �s arenegligi-

ble. In allcases,changing the m erging/m atching scale also hasnegligible e�ectson the

rapidity spectrum ,whilethe�R 12 tendstobecom em orepeaked atsm allvaluesforlarger

m erging/m atching scales,and also slightly lesspeaked at�R 12 = �.Thise�ectislargest

forARIADNE whilealm ostabsentforHELAC.

Finally forthe di distributions we clearly see wiggles ofvarying sizes introduced by

changing them erging scales.

7 C onclusions

Thisdocum entsum m arizesourcom parisonsof�veindependentapproachesto theprob-

lem ofm erging m atrix elem ents and parton showers. The codes under study,ALPGEN,

ARIADNE,HELAC,M ADEVENT and SHERPA,di�erin which m atrix-elem ent generatoris

used,which m erging schem e (CKKW orM LM )isused and thedetailsin theim plem en-

tation oftheseschem es,aswellasin which parton showerisused.

W e �nd that,while the three approaches (CKKW ,L,and M LM ) aim at a sim ula-

tion based on the sam e idea,nam ely describing jetproduction and evolution by m atrix

elem entsand theparton shower,respectively,thecorresponding algorithm sarequitedif-

ferent.Them ain di�erencescan befound in theway in which thecom bination ofSudakov

reweighting ofthem atrix elem entsinteractswith thevetoing ofunwanted jetproduction

inside the parton shower. Thism akesitvery hard to com pare those approachesanalyt-

ically and to form alise the respective leveloftheirlogarithm ic dependence. In addition,

the di�erent showering schem es used by the di�erent m ethodsblurthe picture further.

Forinstancevirtuality ordering with explicitangularvetoesisused in SHERPA aswellas

in theHELAC and M ADEVENT approach em ploy PYTHIA to do theshowering,p? ordering

isthe characteristic feature ofARIADNE,and,through itsusage ofHERW IG itisangular

ordering thatentersinto the ALPGEN m erging approach. However,although the form al

levelofagreem entbetween the codesisnotworked outin thispublication and rem ains
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unclear,theresultspresented in thispublication show areasonably good agreem ent.This

provesthatthe variety ofm ethodsform erging m atrix elem entsand parton showerscan

beem ployed with som econ�dence in vectorboson plusjetproduction.

The com parison also points to di�erences,in absolute rates as wellas in the shape

ofindividualdistributions,which underscore the existence ofan underlying system atic

uncertainty. M ostofthese di�erencesare ata levelthatcan be expected from m erging

tree-levelm atrix elem ents with leading-log parton showers,in the sense that they are

sm allerthan,oroftheorderof,di�erencesfound by m aking astandard changeofscalein

�s.In m ostcasesthedi�erenceswithin each codeareaslargeasthedi�erencesbetween

the codes. And asthe system atics atthe Tevatron is sim ilarto thatatthe LHC,itis

conceivablethatallthecodescan betuned toTevatron datatogiveconsistentpredictions

fortheLHC.To carry outsuch tunings,welook forward to thepublication by CDF and

D�ofthem easured crosssectionsfordistributionssuch asthoseconsidered in thispaper,

fully corrected foralldetectore�ects.
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