arXiv:1206.1745v1 [hep-ph] 8 Jun 2012

Matrix Elements with Vetoes in the CASCADE Monte Carlo Event Generator

M. Deak^{1,2}, F. Hautmann^3, H. Jung^{4,5} and K. Kutak^6

1IFT-UAM/CSIC, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, E-28049 Madrid 2Universidade de Santiago de Compostela, E-15782 Santiago de Compostela 3Theoretical Physics, University of Oxford, Oxford OX1 3NP 4Deutsches Elektronen Synchrotron, D-22603 Hamburg 5CERN, Physics Department, CH-1211 Geneva 23 6Instytut Fizyki Jadrowej im H. Niewodniczanskiego, PL 31-342 Krakow

We illustrate a study based on a veto technique to match parton showers and matrix elements in the Cascade Monte Carlo event generator, and present a numerical application to gluon matrix elements for jet production.

Contributed at the Workshop DIS2012, University of Bonn, March 2012

Baseline studies of final states containing multiple jets at the Large Hadron Collider use Monte Carlo event generators — see e.g. [1] for a recent review — based on collinear evolution of parton showers combined with hard matrix elements. These are either high-multiplicity treelevel matrix elements [2], or next-to-leading-order matrix elements [3] including virtual emission processes, or possibly, in the future, a combination of both [4, 5]. The parton showers take into account collinear small-angle QCD radiation, while the matrix elements take into account hard large-angle radiation.

When the longitudinal momentum fractions involved in the production of jets become small, however, new effects on jet final states arise from noncollinear corrections to parton branching processes [6], due to soft but finite-angle multi-gluon emission. An example of this occurs at the LHC when jets are produced at increasingly high rapidities [7]. In order to take these corrections into account one needs [8] transverse-momentum dependent showering algorithms coupled [9] to hard matrix elements at fixed transverse momentum.

The Cascade Monte Carlo event generator [10] provides an implementation of this framework. Applications of this to hard production in the LHC forward region [11] have been investigated in [12], where studies of forward-central jet correlations have been proposed. First LHC measurements of jets at wide rapidity separations have appeared in [13, 14]. The approach of Cascade is based on a small-x expansion, so that in order to apply it to the highest jet p_⊥ it is relevant to match it with perturbative fixed-order terms. In this article we describe a study based on a vetoing procedure to combine shower and matrix element contributions to jet production. The technique discussed is one of the elements needed to improve the accuracy of Cascade at high transverse momenta.

To illustrate this, we focus on the partonic qq̄ production process in the gg^∗ channel. This can occur by direct production from gluon-gluon annihilation or by decay g → qq̄ following elastic gluon scattering. When the quarks have small relative transverse momentum the two mechanisms are effectively of the same order in the strong coupling. The question of properly simulating these processes also arises in the case of collinear shower Monte Carlo; but the case of the transverse momentum dependent shower involves an additional (semi)hard scale set by the off-shellness of the incoming parton. Different behaviors may be expected depending on the ratio |k^2|/μ^2, where |k^2| is the off-shellness and μ^2 is the merging scale used for combining the different production processes. An approach to treat this is based on the subtractive method [15] (see [16] and [17] for further applications of the method). An analysis along these lines is reported in [18]. In this article we describe the result of another type of calculation [12], based on introducing a veto on g → qq̄ splitting above a given transverse momentum scale μ =p^{(V )}_⊥ . In this calculation the gluonic matrix element is combined with the vetoed branching, and added to the hard production contribution.

Figure 1: The effect of the veto at forward (top) and central (bottom) rapidities: (left) partonlevel; (right) jet-level.

In Fig. 1 we consider the kinematic region [12] for production of jets at forward and central rapidities, and we examine numerically the effect of the veto on the gluon scattering contribution both at the level of final state partons and at the level of reconstructed jets. We see that in both cases the shape of transverse spectra is changed by the veto. In Fig. 2 we include all partonic channels, in the same kinematic region, combining the previous contribution with hard production. Then the shape of the transverse distribution is not changed much as an effect of the veto, while this results into a change in normalization. For reference we also include the result from the Pythia Monte Carlo generator [19] used in the LHC tune Z1 [20].

Figure 2: Comparison of transverse momentum spectra at forward (top) and central (bottom) rapidities: (left) parton-level; (right) jet-level.

In summary, the study discussed in this contribution introduces vetoed decays coupled with finite-k_⊥ matrix elements as an approach to matching in the case of transverse momentum dependent parton showers. This is one of the ingredients to extend results of the Cascade Monte Carlo generator toward higher p_⊥ jets. Other physical effects will also be important in this region. One is the behavior of the gluon distribution for large x at transverse momentum dependent level. At present this is not very well constrained in fits to experimental data [21]. Another is the inclusion of subleading quark contributions [22] to the evolution of the small-x parton shower. In the intermediate to low p_⊥ range, studies of the associated mini-jet energy flow [12, 23] as a function of rapidity and azimuthal distance will be helpful to investigate showering and possibly gluon rescattering [24] effects. We expect this to be relevant especially to analyze multiple parton interactions [25] and their role in multi-jet production at the LHC.

Acknowledgments. We thank the conveners for the invitation and excellent organization of the meeting.

References

[1] S. Höche, SLAC preprint SLAC-PUB-14498 (2011).

[2] J. Alwall et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 53 (2008) 473.

[3] P. Nason and B.R. Webber, arXiv:1202.1251 [hep-ph].

[4] C.W. Bauer, F.J. Tackmann and J. Thaler, JHEP 0812 (2008) 010; JHEP 0812 (2008) 011. [5] N. Lavesson and L. Lönnblad, JHEP 0812 (2008) 070.

[6] F. Hautmann and H. Jung, arXiv:0712.0568 [hep-ph]; JHEP 0810 (2008) 113. [7] M. Deak, F. Hautmann, H. Jung and K. Kutak, JHEP 0909 (2009) 121; arXiv:0908.1870. [8] G. Marchesini and B.R. Webber, Nucl. Phys. B386 (1992) 215.

[9] S. Catani et al., Phys. Lett. B242 (1990) 97; Nucl. Phys. B366 (1991) 135; Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl.

29A (1992) 182; Phys. Lett. B307 (1993) 147; S. Catani and F. Hautmann, Nucl. Phys. B427 (1994) 475. [10] H. Jung, Comput. Phys. Commun. 143 (2002) 100; H. Jung et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 70 (2010) 1237. [11] Z. Ajaltouni et al., arXiv:0903.3861 [hep-ph]; D. d’Enterria, arXiv:0911.1273 [hep-ex]; M. Grothe et al., arXiv:1103.6008 [hep-ph].

[12] M. Deak, F. Hautmann, H. Jung and K. Kutak, arXiv:1012.6037 [hep-ph]; arXiv:1112.6386 [hep-ph]; Eur.

Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 1982; in preparation.

[13] CMS Coll. (S. Chatrchyan et al.), arXiv:1202.0704 [hep-ex].

[14] ATLAS Coll. (G. Aad et al.), JHEP 1109 (2011) 053; CMS Coll. (S. Chatrchyan et al.), arXiv:1204.0696 [hep-ex].

[15] J.C. Collins and F. Hautmann, JHEP 0103 (2001) 016; Phys. Lett. B472 (2000) 129. [16] Y. Chen, J.C. Collins and X. Zu, JHEP 0204 (2002) 041; J.C. Collins and X. Zu, hep-ph/0212053, JHEP 0503 (2005) 059.

[17] F. Hautmann, Phys. Lett. B655 (2007) 26; arXiv:0708.1319; Nucl. Phys. B604 (2001) 391;

hep-ph/0105098; hep-ph/0101006; hep-ph/0011381.

[18] M. Deak, talk at Rencontres de Moriond 2012 (La Thuile, March 2012). [19] P. Skands, Phys. Rev. D82 (2010) 074018. [20] R.D. Field, arXiv:1010.3558 [hep-ph].

[21] H. Jung, talk at DIS2012 Workshop (Bonn, April 2012).

[22] F. Hautmann, Acta Phys. Polon. B 40 (2009) 2139; PoS ICHEP2010 (2010) 150; F. Hautmann, M. Hentschinski and H. Jung, arXiv:1205.1759 [hep-ph]; arXiv:1205.6358 [hep-ph].

[23] F. Hautmann, arXiv:1205.5411 [hep-ph]; arXiv:1101.2656 [hep-ph]; PoS ICHEP2010 (2010) 108. [24] F. Hautmann and D.E. Soper, Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 074020; arXiv:0712.0526 [hep-ph]; Phys. Rev. D63 (2000) 011501; F. Hautmann, JHEP 0210 (2002) 025; hep-ph/0105082; Phys. Lett. B643 (2006) 171; arXiv:0812.2873 [hep-ph]; F. Hautmann, Z. Kunszt and D.E. Soper, hep-ph/9906284; hep-ph/9806298.

[25] P. Bartalini and L. Fanò (eds.), Proc. 1st MPI Workshop (Perugia, 2008), arXiv:1003.4220 [hep-ex];

P. Bartalini et al., arXiv:1111.0469 [hep-ph].