
1 INTRODUCTION

Azimuthal di-jet correlations with parton branching TMD
distributions

A. Bermudez Martineza and F. Hautmannb,c,d

aDeutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Notkestr. 85, 22607 Hamburg, Germany
bCERN, Theoretical Physics Department, CH 1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland

cElementaire Deeltjes Fysica, Universiteit Antwerpen, B 2020 Antwerpen, Belgium
dRAL, Chilton OX11 0QX and University of Oxford, Oxford OX1 3PU, UK

Presented at DIS2022: XXIX International Workshop on Deep-Inelastic Scattering and Related
Subjects, Santiago de Compostela, Spain, May 2-6 2022

CERN-TH-2022-137 DESY-22-135

Abstract

The parton branching formulation of TMD evolution has recently been used to make predic-
tions for jet observables at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), including perturbative match-
ing at next-to-leading order (NLO). This contribution presents results for the azimuthal ∆φ
correlations in events with di-jets at large transverse momentum. It focuses on the back-to-
back region of large ∆φ and discusses prospects for detailed studies of QCD dynamics in
this region at the LHC.

1 Introduction

Azimuthal correlations between two jets have been measured at the LHC by the ATLAS and CMS
collaborations [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. A detailed understanding of these correlations is important for
studies of the Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) sector of the Standard Model (SM) and searches
for Beyond-the-SM (BSM) scenarios with di-jet signatures.

At leading order (LO) in the strong coupling αs, two jets are produced back-to-back, i.e., with
azimuthal angle∆φ = π. Deviations from this configuration measure higher-order QCD radiation.
In the region near ∆φ = π this is primarily soft gluon radiation, while in the region of small ∆φ
it is primarily hard QCD radiation. Since initial-state parton radiation moves the jets away from
the ∆φ = π region, it is relevant to investigate the influence of transverse momentum recoils in
the QCD showers [6, 7, 8], taken into account via transverse momentum dependent (TMD) [9]
parton distributions, on the description of the ∆φ measurements.

In this article we discuss this by using the Parton Branching (PB) approach [10, 11] to TMD
distributions. This approach has successfully been used at next-to-leading order (NLO) to ex-
tract TMD parton distributions [12] from precision deep-inelastic data [13] using xFitter [14, 15]
(results are available from the repository [16, 17]). It has also been successfully used to make
predictions for Drell-Yan transverse momentum spectra both at the LHC [18] and in lower energy
experiments [19]. We here apply this approach to di-jet production, presenting results from the
work in Ref. [20]. We compute predictions for di-jet azimuthal correlations, using the PB TMD
evolution matched with NLO perturbative matrix elements.
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3 DI-JET AZIMUTHAL DISTRIBUTIONS

In the region near the back-to-back configuration the QCD Sudakov process depends on the soft
function [21]. Unlike the case of Drell-Yan di-lepton production, factorization breaking effects [22,
23, 24] can arise in the case of di-jets due to long-timescales soft-gluon correlations between initial
and final states. We examine the possibility of investigating these effects with high transverse
momentum jets at the LHC.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we briefly describe the main elements of the PB
TMD calculation at NLO. In Sec. 3 we illustrate the results for di-jet azimuthal distributions, and
compare them with LHC experimental measurements. Conclusions are given in Sec.4.

2 NLO matching with PB TMD

The PB approach [10, 11] provides evolution equations for TMD distributions in terms of Sudakov
form factors and splitting probabilities, and a corresponding TMD parton shower in a backward
evolution scheme. PB TMD distributions and parton showers are implemented in the Monte Carlo
event generator CASCADE3 [25].

A method to match TMD evolution with NLO perturbative matrix elements has been de-
veloped for the case of the Drell-Yan process in Refs. [18, 19] using the framework of MAD-
GRAPH5_AMC@NLO [26]. We next apply this method to the case of the jet production pro-
cess [20], matching PB TMD distributions and parton showers with di-jet NLO matrix elements
from MADGRAPH5_AMC@NLO. Further details on the NLO matching method with PB TMD are
given in Ref. [27], where a comparison of MCatNLO+CASCADE3 [25] and MCatNLO+HERWIG6
[28] matching is performed.

Fig. 1 illustrates the result of applying the matching method. It shows the differential distribu-
tion in the azimuthal angle ∆φ between the two leading jets as obtained from the calculations at
fixed NLO (blue curve), at the (unphysical) level including the subtraction terms from the match-
ing (LHE level, green curve), and after inclusion of PB TMDs (red curve). We observe the rising
cross section of the fixed NLO calculation towards large ∆φ (corresponding to the divergent be-
havior of the NLO calculation in the back-to-back configuration), the decay towards large ∆φ
once the subtraction terms are included, and the smooth prediction once the TMD distributions
and showers are included.

3 Di-jet azimuthal distributions

We now use the method of the previous section to compute NLO-matched PB TMD predictions for
di-jet distributions in the phase space of the CMS measurements [4, 5].

We consider selection cuts for leading jets with transverse momentum pT > 200 GeV and
pT > 1000 GeV. With this event selection one is able to explore TMD dynamical effects over a
broad range both in the transverse momentum of the TMD distribution, set by the pT imbalance
between the jets, and in its evolution scale, set by the hard scale of the event, e.g. the leading jet
pT . In particular, in a neighborhood of order 0.1 rad from∆φ = π, the pT imbalance ranges from
a few ten GeV for the highest pT jets down to few GeV. At large pT imbalance, the evolution of
the transverse momentum is dominated by perturbative contributions to the evolution kernels and
can be explored through directly measurable jets, while at lower pT imbalance both perturbative
and non-perturbative components can be investigated.
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Figure 1: Azimuthal ∆φ distributions obtained from the fixed NLO calculation
(MCatNLO(fNLO)), the (unphysical) LHE level (MCatNLO(LHE)), and after inclusion
of PB TMDs (MCatNLO+CAS3) [20].

In Fig. 2 we report the NLO-matched PB TMD results (labelled MCatNLO+CAS3), together
with CMS data [4, 5] and collinear shower calculations from MCatNLO+PYTHIA8 [29]. The shape
of the∆φ distribution is different between the TMD and collinear shower calculations, emphasiz-
ing the relevance of the detailed dynamics of QCD shower evolution. The uncertainty bands on the
MCatNLO+CAS3 predictions are obtained from scale variations and TMD uncertainties [20]. The
uncertainty bands on the MCatNLO+PYTHIA8 predictions are obtained from scale and associated
shower variations according to the method of [30] together with the guidelines of [31]. For the
MCatNLO+PYTHIA8 calculation the effect of multi-parton interactions (MPI) is also shown, using
the parameters of the tune CUETP8M1 [32]. For leading jet pT > 200 GeV, the MPI effect is not
large.

MCatNLO+CAS3 describes the measurements well at large and intermediate∆φ. In the decor-
related region at low ∆φ a deficit is observed. This is due to missing higher-order contributions
from multiple QCD emissions beyond NLO. To take these contributions into account, one needs
to go beyond the framework of the present calculation, for example by employing TMD multi-jet
merging techniques [33, 34].

In Fig. 3 we focus on the large ∆φ region of nearly back-to-back jets. This region is of special
interest, as possible factorization-breaking effects have long been conjectured to arise for back-to-
back jets due to soft-gluon interactions between initial and final states. We see from Fig. 3 that
the measurements are well described by the MCatNLO+CAS3 predictions. Only in the highest bin
(∆φ > 179o) a deviation of about 10% is observed. Detailed phenomenological studies in this
region are warranted, using fine binning in angle.

As discussed in Ref. [27], further insight may be gained from the combined analysis of ∆φ
correlations in di-jet and Z-boson + jet events. At low pT the boson-jet state is more strongly
correlated azimuthally than the jet-jet state, while for pT far above the electroweak scale the be-
haviors become more similar. This can be connected to features of the partonic initial-state and
final-state radiation in the boson-jet and jet-jet cases. Initial-state and final-state radiation (see
the recent studies [35, 36] in the Z + jet process) may give rise to color interferences and poten-
tial factorization-breaking effects [22, 24, 37]. If so, different breaking patterns can be expected

3



3 DI-JET AZIMUTHAL DISTRIBUTIONS

b
b

b
b

b
b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b
b Data

MCatNLO+CAS3(Scale7pt)
MCatNLO+P8(Scale7pt) noMPI
MCatNLO+P8(Scale7pt) MPI

10−2

10−1

1

CMS, 13 TeV, pp → two jets, 200 < pleading
T < 300 GeV

1 σ
dσ

d∆
φ

12
[r

ad
−

1 ]

b b b b b b b b b b b b b b b b b b

1.6 1.8 2 2.2 2.4 2.6 2.8 3
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4

∆φ12 [rad]

M
C

/D
at

a

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b

b Data
MCatNLO+CAS3(Scale7pt)
MCatNLO+P8(Scale7pt) noMPI
MCatNLO+P8(Scale7pt) MPI

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

0.09

CMS, 13 TeV, ∆φ12 inclusive 2-jet, 200 < pleading
T < 300 GeV

1 σ
dσ

d∆
φ

12
[d

eg
−

1 ]

b b b b b b b b b b

170 172 174 176 178 180
0.8

0.85
0.9

0.95
1

1.05
1.1

1.15

∆φ12 [deg]
M

C
/D

at
a

Figure 2: Azimuthal correlation over a wide ∆φ range (left) and in the back-to-back
region (right) [20]. CMS data [4, 5] are compared with results from MCatNLO+PYTHIA8
and MCatNLO+CAS3.
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Figure 3: Azimuthal correlation in the back-to-back region for leading jet pT > 200
GeV (left) and pT > 1000 GeV (right) as measured by CMS [5] compared with predic-
tions from MCatNLO+CAS3 [20]. Shown are the uncertainties coming from the scale
variation as well as the uncertainties coming from the TMD.
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Figure 4: Impact of the transverse momentum qT scale in the running coupling at large
∆φ [20]. As discussed in the text, the qT scale is used in the result Set 2, not in the
result Set 1.

for strong and weak azimuthal correlations, influencing differently the boson-jet and jet-jet cases.
Systematic measurements of di-jet and Z-boson + jet distributions are thus proposed [27], scan-
ning the phase space from low transverse momenta pT ≈O(100 GeV) to high transverse momenta
pT ≈O(1000 GeV).

Fig. 4 illustrates another aspect of the QCD dynamics in the back-to-back region, namely, the
sensitivity to soft-gluon angular ordering [38, 39, 40, 41] in the TMD evolution [11, 42]. The
MCatNLO+CAS3 curves labelled Set1 and Set 2 in Fig. 4 refer to two sets of PB TMD distribu-
tions [12] differing by the scale in the QCD running coupling: Set 2 fulfills the soft-gluon angular
ordering conditions by using the transverse momentum emitted at each branching as a scale for αs,
while Set 1 uses the branching scale as a scale for αs, as in DGLAP ordered evolution. We see that
the shape of the azimuthal correlation is sensitive to angular ordering effects in the back-to-back
region. Set 2 provides a better description of the measurements in this region.

4 Conclusion

In this article we have discussed predictions from PB TMD parton showers for final state ob-
servables in jet production at the LHC, focusing on the azimuthal correlations of jets with large
transverse momenta.

The PB TMD shower matched with NLO calculations provides a good description of experi-
mental measurements of di-jet production at the LHC in the correlation region of high azimuthal
separations ∆φ between the jets, down to the region of intermediate ∆φ. The shape of the ∆φ
distribution is sensitive to the detailed dynamics of the shower evolution. We have studied effects
of TMD versus collinear shower and of soft-gluon angular ordering.

In the back-to-back region near ∆φ = π, potential factorization breaking contributions can
arise due to colored final states. We have discussed that these effects can be explored through
future dedicated measurements with large-pT jets and fine binning in ∆φ.

In the decorrelated region of low ∆φ, we observe a deficit in the predictions due to missing
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higher-order contributions from multiple QCD emissions beyond NLO. Including multiple emis-
sions requires further methodologies, for instance multi-jet merging [34], which have not yet
been applied here.

Given the observed sensitivity of the ∆φ distribution to angular ordering, it will be of inter-
est to include recent developments of TMD branching such as the parton distribution fits with
angular-ordered resolution scale [43]. Also, it will be relevant to investigate the role of the re-
cently proposed branching with TMD splitting functions [44] on the azimuthal asymmetries.
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