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Itisusefulto describe a leading orderparton showerasthesolution ofa linearequation that

speci�es how the state ofthe partonsevolves. Thisdescription involvesan essentialapprox-

im ation ofa strong ordering ofvirtualities as the shower progresses from a hard interaction

to softerinteractions. Ifthisisto be the only approxim ation,then the partonsshould carry

color and spin and quantum interference graphs should be included. W e explain how the

evolution equation forthiskind ofa showercan be form ulated.W e discussbrie
y oure�orts

to im plem entthisevolution equation num erically.

1 Introduction

Theevolution ofa parton showercan beunderstood asanum ericalsolution ofa linearevolution

equation ofthe form1
�
��(t)

�

= U(t;t0)
�
��(t0)

�

(1)

with

U(t;t0)= N (t;t0)+

Z
t

t0

d� U(t;�)H I(�)N (�;t0) : (2)

Here
�
��(t)

�

describesthesystem at\showertim e" t,whereincreasing tdenotesincreasingly soft

interactions.Thestateattim etisrelated to thestateatan earliertim et0 by a linearevolution

operatorU(t;t0).Theevolution equation (2)iswritten usingan operatorN (t;t0)thatrepresents

theprobability forthesystem to gofrom tim et0to tim etwith nosplittingand anotheroperator
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H I(�)thatrepresentsa parton splitting to two partons.Thusthesystem eithergoesfrom t0 to

twith no splitting orelseitgoesfrom t0 to an interm ediatetim e� with no splitting,then splits

attim e �,then evolves from � to twith the fullevolution operator,possibly involving further

splittings.

In the sim plestsortofshower,each parton carriesa m om entum p,so thatm partonscarry

m om enta fp1;p2;:::;pm g � fpgm . W e can denote the state in which there m partons with

m om enta fpgm by
�
�fpgm

�

. Then a generalstate
�
��
�

is a linear com bination ofbasis states
�
�fpgm

�

,with
�

fpgm

�
��
�

representing the probability for there to be m partons with m om enta

fpgm . W hen the splitting operator H I(�) acts on an m -parton state
�
�fpgm

�

,it produces an

m + 1 parton state with a de� niteprobability

�

fp̂gm + 1

�
�H I(�)

�
�fpgm

�

:

Thereisacertain am ountoffreedom in specifyingH I(�),butoneisconstrained by thestructure

ofthe underlying quantum theory in the lim it that the virtuality ofthe new pair ofdaughter

partonsapproacheszero.In thissim plestsortofshower,thebasisstates
�
�fpgm

�

areeigenstates

ofthe no-splitting operatorN (t;t0),

N (t;t0)
�
�fpgm

�

= � (t;t0;fpgm )
�
�fpgm

�

: (3)

Theeigenvalue � (t;t0;fpgm )istheSudakov factor

� (t;t0;fpgm )= exp

�

�

Z
t

t0

d�
1

(m + 1)!

Z
�

dfp̂gm + 1

��

fp̂gm + 1

�
�H I(�)

�
�fpgm

�
�

: (4)

Theintegrand
1

(m + 1)!

Z
�

dfp̂gm + 1

��

fp̂gm + 1

�
�H I(�)

�
�fpgm

�

isthetotalprobabilityforthegiven statetosplitattim e�.Then � (t;t0;fpgm )istheprobability

forthestate notto splitbetween tim est0 and t.

2 T he parton show er in quantum chrom odynam ics

So far,Ihave described a fairly generalstructure fora parton shower. Thisdescription m ight

apply,for exam ple,to Pythia.2 The style ofthe description sketched above em phasizes that

we are using a de� nite linear evolution equation,so thatwe can bring the fullpoweroflinear

algebra to bearon the problem asneeded.Atthispoint,we need to expand the description so

thatitcan encom passesquantum interference,spin,and colorin quantum chrom odynam ics.1

Toincludequantum interference,thedescription should bebased on thequantum am plitude.

Thequantum am plitudedependson the spinsand colorsofthepartons,so we startwith

M (fp;fgm )
ca;cb;c1;:::;cm
sa;sb;s1;:::;sm

:

Here,forhadron-hadron scattering,the partonscarry labelsa;b;1;� � � ;m and each parton has

a m om entum p,a 
 avorf,a spin index s and a colorindex c.The array M can be thoughtof

asa vectorin spin and colorspace,
�
�M (fp;fgm )

�

:

The cross section for a possibly spin and color dependent observable F ,including the proper

factorsfortheparton distribution functionsand forthenum berofcolorstatesnc ofeach parton,

is

�[F ]=
X

m

1

m !

Z
�

dfp;fgm
�fa=A (�a;�

2

F
)fb=B (�b;�

2

F
)

4nc(a)nc(b)2�a�bpA � pB

�



M (fp;fgm )
�
�F (fp;fgm )

�
�M (fp;fgm )

�

:

(5)



W e rewrite �[F ]in theform ofa trace overthecolor
 spin space,

�[F ]=
X

m

1

m !

Z
�

dfp;fgm
�

Trf�(fp;fgm )F (fp;fgm )g ; (6)

where

�(fp;fgm )=
�
�M (fp;fgm )

�fa=A (�a;�
2

F
)fb=B (�b;�

2

F
)

4nc(a)nc(b)2�a�bpA � pB




M (fp;fgm )
�
� : (7)

Thus� isthe density operatorin color
 spin space. W e can expand �(fp;fgm )in basisstates
�
�fs;cgm

�

forthe color
 spin space,

�(fp;fgm )=
X

s;c

X

s0;c0

�
�fs;cgm

�

�(fp;f;s0;c0;s;cgm )



fs
0
;c
0
gm

�
� : (8)

Thus �(fp;f;s0;c0;s;cgm ) is the density m atrix. It is this m atrix,with variable num bers of

partons m , that is the basic object that evolves in a parton shower. In analogy with the

notation used in theintroduction,we consider�to bea vectorwith

�(fp;f;s0;c0;s;cgm )=
�

fp;f;s
0
;c
0
;s;cgm

�
��
�

: (9)

Noticethateach parton isdescribed by itsm om entum ,its
 avor,two spin indices,and two color

indices.

W ith this form ulation,we can de� ne1 a splitting operator H I(t) based on the behavior of

the am plitude when two partons becom e collinear or one becom es soft. This gives a shower

evolution equation oftheform (2).However,in generaltheno-splitting operatorN (t;t0)isnow

a m atrix in the colorspace.

3 Issues ofim plem entation

A parton showerprogram like Pythia2 startswith a state
�
��(t0)

�

with justa few partonsand

producesstates
�
�fp̂;f̂gm

�

with m any partonsata� nalshowertim etf.A parton showerprogram

could also reporta weight w for the state. The weight tim es the probability to produce state

fp̂;f̂gm is
�

fp̂;f̂gm
�
�U(tf;t0)

�
��(t0)

�

: (10)

How can the evolution equation discussed above beim plem ented asa com puterprogram ? The

evolution equation,solved iteratively,producesresultsexpressed asintegrals,soonecould sim ply

perform theintegrationsby num ericalM onteCarlo integration,producing eventsand accom pa-

nying weights.However,fora large num berofsplittingsitislikely thatthe 
 uctuationsin the

weightsare too large forthism oststraightforward m ethod to bepractical.

To proceed,we need to m ake som e further approxim ations,with the understanding that

any approxim ationsshould allow one to approach the exactsolution ofthe evolution equation

by using a sequence of approxim ations that becom e m ore and m ore exact as one proceeds,

presum ably atthecostofrequiring m ore and m ore com puterpower.

The base approxim ation isto average overspinsand take the leading colorapproxim ation,

1=N 2

c
! 0,where N c = 3 is the num berofcolors. W ith these approxim ations,we � nd3 that

the evolution equation hasthe properform to be im plem ented asa M arkov process. In term s

ofnum ericalintegration,thism eansthatthe integralsare nested and one can take the weights

to be1.

Next,we need to putspin back.4 W e assum e thatthe � nalm easurem entfunction doesnot

m easureparton spin.However,thespin statesofinterm ediatepartonscan in
 uencetheangular



distributionsofsplittings.Ifweusethespin-averaged showerto generateevents,then theprob-

ability to generatea given showerhistory iswrongby theratio ofthesplitting probabilitieswith

spin to those withoutspin.W e can take thatratio to be a weightthataccom paniesthe event.

Following an insightofCollins,5 we� nd thatthespin weightfactorcan becalculated e� ciently,

using com putationalresourcesthatare linearin the num berofpartons.(H erw ig incorporates

som e spin e� ectsusing a related m ethod.6)Possibly,forreasonsofnum ericalconvergence,one

should include the spin exactly for the � rst N splittings,then average over spins for further

splittings. Then the exact result is approxim ated m ore and m ore closely as we take N to be

large.

Finally, we need to put color back. This is m ore com plicated than putting spin back.

W e expect to use a base approxim ation that is m uch less restrictive than the leading color

approxim ation but that stillallows e� cient com putation. There is a di� erence between the

exactH Iand theapproxim ateone.Thisdi� erencewould beincluded perturbatively atwhatever

orderisneeded to obtain an accurate result.O urwork on colorisin progress.
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