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Abstract

It is a challenge for the theoretical particle physicists to perform the phenomenology of the Be-
yond Standard Model (BSM) theories using advanced simulations which can mimic the experimental
environment at the colliders as closely as possible. In collider phenomenology jet substructure is a
concept that is used frequently to analyse the properties of the jets, characterised as a cluster of
hadrons, which is often the end result of particle collisions at the colliders, such as Large Hadron
Collider (LHC). A vast literature on jet substructure exists both from the theory and experimental
point of view. But, even with the knowledge of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), it is hard to
cope up with the vastness of the applicability of the subject for a new researcher in this field. In
this review, an attempt has been made to bridge the gap between the concept of jet substructure
and its application in the collider phenomenology. However, for detailed understanding, one should
look at the references.
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1 Introduction

Even though there are experimental hints for physics beyond Standard Model (BSM), no direct evi-
dence of the new physics has been observed. There exists a hierarchy between the scale of new physics
and the electroweak scale. Also, the new physics may contain traces of new particles at TeV scale or
beyond. If these new particles exist, they are produced at the high energy collisions along with SM
particles. Interactions of the new particles with the Standard Model (SM) particles such as bosons
(W , Z, H) and/or fermions are governed by the underlying BSM theories. Hence the BSM particles
decay to the SM particle and when these SM particles decay, they produce hadrons, leptons or ra-
diation in the final state. Jets are termed as colimated bunch of hadrons resulting from quarks and
gluons produced at high energy. Jet substructure is an array of tools to extract information from the
radiation pattern inside the jets.

It is very interesting to see that jet substructure covers information about a vast span of scale: it is
sensitive to probe the new physics at Λnew but it obeys the principals of QCD at scale ΛQCD. The
electroweak scale ΛEW on the other hand lies between these two. A sufficient condition to ensure
calculability within the perturbation theory of QCD is Infrared and Collinear (IRC) safety with many
others, which has therefore played a central role as an organizing principle for jet observables. For a
brief history and theoretical development in jet substructure one might look at Ref: [1–4].

Current limits on the new BSM particles is getting larger than about 1 TeV, as inferred from the
data gather by the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiment. If the BSM particles are very heavy
(> 1TeV), its decay produce are highly colimated. For example the bosons or the top quark coming
from the decay of a new particle will be highly boosted and when they further decays to leptons
or jets with high transverse momentum (pT ). The decay products are highly colimated and hard
to distinguish. In these scenarios, jet substructure is used to identify boosted hadronically decaying
electroweak bosons and top quarks instead, which in turn improves the sensitivity for the new physics
searches. Researchers are developing new theoretical ideas and reconstruction techniques to probe the
jet substructure at high energy frontier of LHC.

In this review, I briefly summarize the QCD aspects of jet substructure in section 2. How a jet
is reconstructed is described briefly in section 3. In section 4, I discuss different aspects of the
jet substructure variables, techniques with example of a BSM scenario. After which I conclude by
discussing some more modern aspects of jet substructure.

2 Jet Substructure: QCD Point of View

The hadrons in the SM is be described by the Quark Model [5] developed by Murray Gell-Mann,
Kazuhiko Nishijima and George Zweig. If the nucleus of a particle is bombarded with electrons, such
as in Deep Inelastic Scattering Experiments (DIS) [6], the proton shows the behaviour of a point like
objects. The constituents of the proton is described the Parton Model [7, 8], developed by Richard
Feynman. Parton model assumes that at high energies, the hadrons can be seen as made up of other
free constituents (quarks and gluons), which carries a fraction of its momentum. Quantum Chromo
Dynamics (QCD) [9,10] is the theory of strong interactions describing the interactions of quarks and
gluons. A detailed review of QCD in the context of jet substructure can be found in Ref: [1, 11] and
the references within. I will discuss only some important aspects of QCD in the following, which is
the necessary building block of jet substructure observables.
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2.1 QCD and Asymptotic Freedom

The perturbative calculation of QCD requires the strong coupling constant αs to be small, in order
to allow the perturbative techniques to produce efficiently at short distances, i.e, at high energies. It
requires some sort of renormalization in order to remove the Ultraviolet Divergences (UV) , which in
turn introduces a cut-off scale (µ). The renormalization of the gauge coupling αs depends on µ and
the bare coupling αs(µ0). The solution of the Renormalization Group Equation (RGE) [12] at one
loop can be written as ,

αs(µ) =
αs(µ0)(

1− b0αs(µ0)
2π log( µµ0 )

) (1)

where, b0 = −11 + (2/3)nf . Now, introducing the QCD scale ΛQCD = µ0 exp 2π
b0αs(µ0) , αs takes the

following form.

αs(µ) =
2π

b0 log( µ
ΛQCD

)
(2)

It implies that at µ = ΛQCD, αs blows up, even if Higher order corrections [13]are included. Hence, at
smaller energies, the predictions of QCD is not totally reliable. On the other hand, at a larger energy,
αs gets smaller and smaller, implying that the results of the perturbative theory will be more accurate
at higher energies. In other words, this means that quarks are almost “free” particle, at high energy,
and this feature is termed as “Asymptotic Freedom”. For a more detailed discussion we refer to [14].

2.2 Parton Model and Parton Density Functions(PDF)

A hadron is a bound state of partons, which consists of quarks, anti-quarks and gluons. The confine-
ment scale is 1/ΛQCD ∼ 10−13 cm. The scattering of a parton consists of two processes. (1) Hard
Scattering: When a point-like parton is scattered, for example, qq → qq. (2) Soft Scattering: Radia-
tion (γ) and exchange of virtual gluon (g) with low energy. In order to calculate the cross section of
the hard scattering process (in pp collision), it is required to know what is the fraction of energy the
initial state parton carries. This is manifested in Parton Density Functions. The detailed descriptions
of the quark anti-quark and gluon PDF’s can be found in [15]. The PDF’s are universal and do not
depend on a particular process, and they are determined by fitting data from several experiments.
Hence, It is very essential to match these PDF’s with the experimental data. The current status of
various PDF’s is given in Ref: [16].

If a parton k, carries x fraction of a hadron, then, the probability of finding a parton of type k
with 4 momentum between xpµ and (x+ dx)pµ inside a hadron with four momentum pµ is given as,
fk(x)dx. This is the parton density function for k. Hence, PDF’s are function of the momentum
fraction (x) and also another parameter, Factorization Scale (Q). This scale can be thought of as a
boundary where short distance physics ends and long distance physics takes over. In some cases, the
factorization scale is the same as Renormalization Scale (µ), but that is not the case always. The
dependence can be described in terms of DGLAP equations [17] in the perturbation theory. Here in
analogy with the running of the gauge coupling (αs), the factorization scale is varied and the RGE’s of
the PDF’s are obtained. The cross section for a collision would be technically be independent of these
two scales in a hypothetical scenario, when all order of corrections are included 2. But in reality, the
fixed order calculation of cross section shows dependence on both the scales. The differences between
the dependencies minimizes, at higher order calculation of perturbative QCD.

2This is a very important cross check (often forgotten in many literature) in phenomenology while generating any
process, say in Madgraph
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2.3 Perturbative Calculation in QCD and Some Concerns

Perturbative calculation in QCD gives theoretical precision by calculating the higher order Feynman
diagrams in order of αs. The loop diagrams induce two types of singularities:

(1) Ultraviolet singularities (UV): This type of divergences occur when the loop momentum
goes to infinity. It can be regularised as QCD is a renormalizable theory and it leads to renormalized
wave function and running couplings [18].

(2)Infrared and collinear singularities (IRC): [19] This type of singularities arise from in-
teractions that happen long time after the creation of the particles and that perturbation theory in
QCD breaks down in long-time physics. But the detector is situated a long distance away from the
interaction point. Hence somehow we have to account for the long distance physics (IR) in the theory.

This type of divergence occur when a parton is split into two collinear partons that is with parallel
four momenta (kµ) or a soft parton with kµ → 0 is added with a parton. Let us consider a particle 1
to split in parton 2 and 3, where 2 gives rise to hard scattering or hadronization. Now, one gets the
relation

1

k2
2

=
1

−2E1E3(1− cos θ)
(3)

Now, either E3 = 0 or θ = 0 give divergence, and that leads to singularity. When E3 = 0, i.e, the
particle 3 has a very small energy, the singularity is called soft singularity and the emission of 3 is
characterised as soft emission. The limit θ = 0 corresponds to ”Collinear singularity”. Now, if the
phenomenon is characterised by Quantum Electrodynamics (QED), for example, emission of Z to two
fermions, these divergences cancel out with the additional process, where an external soft photon is
emitted (Z → γγ). This is explained by Bloch-Nordsieck theorem [20]. But such cancellation is not
possible in QCD, when dealing with hadrons only.

Appearance of infrared divergence indicates that the calculation depends on the long distance aspects
of QCD. This problem can be resolved by if we restrict ourself to the infrared and collinear safe ob-
servables. Another thing which is doable is separating out the non negligible non perturbative effects
in the calculation of the variables, for example the cross section, where,

σ = σpert + σnonpert. (4)

In order to do that, Splitting Functions are useful, which is based on the Weizsacker-Willims spectrum
of QCD. Moreover, based on that, one can obtain the correct set of evolution equations for the PDF’s,
which are known as Altarelli-Parisi equations [21].

Another important thing to mention here is that it is well established that fixed order calculation of
the cross section fails in the particular limit of the phase space, hitting singularities. Hence it is good
idea to use all order calculation, where emission of particles and particles in the loops are considered.
But again these calculations highly depend on the kinematics of the particular event. Hence, in order
to get a reliable physical value of say σ, one needs to match these two approaches. This is done by
the Matching Schemes [22, 23] in the event generators 3.

σmatched = σfixed order + σresummed − σdouble counting (5)

3More on that from here.
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IRC safe Observables: An observable, such as cross section is “IRC safe” means that the value of
the observable remains unchanged so that proper cancellation of the divergence coming from the virtual
particle emission or loop diagrams is achieved for the ensemble of soft or collinear partons. Even though
the singularities cancel, the kinametic dependence of the observables can cause an imbalance between
the real and virtual contributions leading to large logarithmic terms in any order of perturbation
theory. As a result, the perturbative expansion of the strong couplings are spoiled. This is achieved
by re-summing the contribution to all orders. One such example where it occurs is the observable
jetmass in high pT region. Here the problem is looked after by the jet substructure algorithms called
Groomers [24–26]. Algorithms such as anti-kT [27] is IRC safe whereas PDF’s [28] are not IRC safe.

In many cases the IRC safe observables are also insensitive to arbitrary soft gluon emission or collinear
parton splitting. Those IRC unsafe observables has also been studied by the help of perturbative
Sudakov Form Factor. The mechanism regulates the real and virtual IR divergences [29]. One example
of such characteristic is the momentum fraction z = min(pT1, pT2)/(pT1 + pT2). It can be shown that
this quantity in modified mass drop tagger (mMDT) [30] is Sudakov safe in some regions.

3 Jet Reconstruction

The quarks and gluons are not observed as the final state of a collision. They tend to decay to other
quarks and gluons and finally produce a colimated bunch (radius of the cone is very small) of quarks
and gluons which we call jet. Some of them combine and form hadrons. These final state particles,
which are fragments of the main jet are called (subjets). These subjets are combined in such a way
that the initial jet can be reconstructed. The basic variables to define the kinematics of a jet is jet
radius (R) which is a function of the rapidity (y) and azimuthal angle (φ).

Before getting into the jet, let us define some useful quantities first. Consider the transverse momentum
of the jet (E, px, py, pz) to be pT , where,

pT =
√

(p2
x + p2

y) (6)

The distance between two jets are given by,

∆Rij =
√

(∆y2
ij + ∆φ2

ij) (7)

where the rapidity is defined as,

y =
1

2
log

E + pz
E − pz

(8)

Another important variable from the experimental point of view is, pseudo-rapidity (η), defined as,

η =
1

2
log
|~p|+ pz
|~p|+ pz

= log tan(θ/2) (9)

where θ is the polar angle in the beam direction.

Jet Algorithms: Jets are identified via the jet algorithms [31] which is broadly divided into two
classes: Sequential recombination algorithm and Cone algorithm.

In sequential recombination algorithm, two daughter jets which are close by are selected and combined
to form the mother jet and this process goes on until the direct decay product of the collision is traced.
The examples of this type of popular algorithms are :
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• kt algorithm [32]

• Anti-kt algorithm [27]

• Cambridge/Aachen Algorithm (CA) [33]

These algorithm calculates in the following way. At first, the inter particle distance and the beam
distance are measured via,

dij = min(p2p
Ti
, p2p
Tj

), for all(i, j) (10)

di = p2p
Ti
R2 for alli. (11)

Then among dij and di, whichever is smallest is chosen. If dij < di, the i-th and j-th jets are combined
in to a new jet k. If dij > di, then object i is considered as a jet. Here p is an arbitrary parameter,
which is different in different algorithm. In kt algorithm, p = 1, CA algorithm p = 0, Anti-kt algorithm
p = −1. Among these algorithms, kt algorithm shows the best sensitivity towards soft emissions.

Cone algorithm [34] is based on the idea of finding a perfect cone. At a given centre in the (y − φ)
plane, the 4 momentum of all particles are summed at a given jet radius (R) and the cone is stable
if the sum of all particle four momentum coincides with the direction of the cone point. Examples
are: Midpoint type and Jetclue algorithms. At the colliders, recombination algorithms are generally
preferred because these algorithms are faster than the cone algorithm.

4 Jet Substructure

The statistical nature of the jet reconstruction algorithm forbids it from exact differentiation among
the jets. The QCD jets are of two types, quark jets or gluon jets. The probability for a gluon to
radiate a gluon is larger by a factor of CA/CF = 9/4 (ratio of QCD color factors) than a quark having
the same energy fraction and angle. Hence, gluon jets tend to have more constituents and a broader
radiation pattern than quark jets. For a detailed discussion on quark-gluon discrimination follow [35].

Moreover, the final state particles will have a larger pT if the center of mass energy increases (For
example: LHC at 14 TeV, HE LHC upgrade). Then, these particles will behave like boosted jet. It
becomes very hard to distinguish or isolate the boosted W , Z, H from the quark and gluon jets,
which are considered as standard jets. There are many techniques to distinguish between different
types of jets. The job of different jet substructure processes are to identify the type of the jet first,
then determine its pronginess, that is how many hard cores are there in a jet. For example, QCD jets
are one prong, W/Z/H are two prong, and top is a three prong jet. The bosonic jets, W/Z/H, are
called fatjets because they are large radius jets, where the decay products of them are all inside the
jet cone. Another difference between them is that the QCD jets will carry more soft gluon radiation
than the W/Z/H jets. In order to cut the effect of soft backgrounds of these fatjets groomers are
used. Let us look at some of the popular techniques.

4.1 Techniques

Pruning and Trimming Pruning is one of the jet-grooming methods [36] to remove the constituents
from the jets that carry no significant or useful information. Mathematically, at each merging step
(i+ j → k), we define two constraints given by:
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• Softness: pj/pk < zcut for (pj < pi)

• Separation: ∆Rij > Rcut

If both these conditions are met, then we prune (remove) the constituent k and proceed for next
merging. A larger (smaller) value for zcut (Rcut) will result in more aggressive pruning. The level of
pruning is determined by the less aggressive of these two parameters. The pruned jet mass, mj , is
computed from the sum of the four-momenta of the components that remained after pruning. For
example, in order to distinguish a fat Z from the QCD background jets jetmass is a very useful
parameter. The QCD jets will have a lower jetmass but for a fat Z, the jetmass will coincide with mZ .
On the other hand, trimming or filtering use a top down approach, where it reclusters the constituents
of a jet with jet algorithm with a small radius (Rtrim), and keeps only the jets with larger pT or larger
than a fraction ftrim.

Mass drop tagger and SoftDrop In this process, after reclustering the jet one looks at the last
step (i+ j → k) of the iteration and checks,

• Whether the reconstructed mass is less than the initial masses (hence the name mass drop) or
not i.e, max(mi,mj) < µcut mk

• The splitting is symmetric or not, i.e, min(p2
Ti
, p2
Tj

)∆R2
ij > ycut m

2
k.

When both criteria are met, we keep “k”, if not, the heavier jet between i and j is selected and the
procedure is repeated. The last condition modifies to min(pT,i, pT,j) > zcutpTk in modified mass drop
Tagger (mMDT) which leads to same analytical behaviour. In SoftDrop, the symmetry condition is
replaced by a more general form

min(pTi , pTj )

pTi + pTj
> zcut

(∆Rij
R

)β
(12)

Here the parameter β controls the the aggressiveness of the grooming. In general, β = −1 is used. A
more negative value will lead to a more aggressive grooming. A good example for these methods is
CMS top tagger [37], HEP Top Tagger [38].

4.2 Observables

In order to differentiate the jets originating from the signal from SM background, different observables
are used. I discuss only a subset of them. For a more robust discussion one can follow Ref: [1–4].

Jetmass Jetmass distributions are generally calculated via either the grooming method or via trim-
ming or pruning method and by doing resummation at all orders. QCD jets acquire mass from
emissions during parton shower. If we consider the case of q → qg for small R, the average jetmass
squared mass can be written as [39],

< m2 >≈ αs
π

3

8
CF p

2
TR

2 (13)
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So, the jet mass scales as pT and increases linearly with R. If we do a similar analysis for the splitting,
g → qq, we get:

< m2 >≈ αs
π

1

20
CA p2

TR
2 (14)

If we now look at the masses in case of fatjets like Z, Higgs etc., with the splitting given by k → ij,
we can write the jet mass as:

m2 ≈ 2pi.pj ≈ pT,ipT,j∆R2
ij = z(1− z)p2

T,k∆R
2
ij (15)

z = Eq/Ep, ∆Rij = 2m/pT fraction of parton energy. These relation show that the jet mass has a
dependence on the jet radius, which is discussed explicitly in [40].

N-subjettiness W , Z or a Higgs boson fatjets are well studied in [41–43]. If the fatjet or a jet
is resolved into subjets then a good measure of the number of subjets is given by N-subjettiness [44]
defined as,

τN =
1

d0

∑
k

pT,k min
(

∆R1k,∆R2k, ....∆RNk

)
(16)

where N is the number of subjets of the jet to be reconstructed. k runs over constituent particles
in a given jet, and pT,k are their transverse momenta and ∆Rj,k the angular separation between a
candidate subjet j and a constituent particle k. Furthermore,

d0 =
∑
k

pT,kR0 (17)

where R0 is the characteristic jet-radius. Physically, τN provides a dimensionless measure of whether
a jet can be regarded to be composed of N -subjets. If the value of τN is small, then there are N or
less than N subjets are involved. Boosted particle such as a Higgs or W/Z show two prong nature
as they decay and will have large τ1 and small τ2. QCD jets which have small τ2 will typically have
smaller τ1, due to their huge energy spread. QCD jets which have large τ1 are considered as diffused
jets and will have larger τ2 as well compared to the signal. For a detailed understanding check [44].

In particular, ratios of N and (N−1)th subjettiness, are powerful discriminants between jets predicted
to have larger or fewer number of internal energy clusters. The ratio is given by,

τN N−1 = τN/τN−1 (18)

Clearly, τ21 will be a good discriminator if we have a signal rich with fatjet Z and dominating QCD
backgrounds. Jets coming from the hadronic decays of the Z tends to have lower values for the ratio
τ21 ≡ τ2/τ1 and, hence, this is a good discriminator. In Fig:1, I have shown the distribution of the
jetmass, τ21 and the correlation between the jet mass and τ21 for this specific example of Z-fatjet,
emerging from a vectorlike Bottom quark (B). Similarly, for a signal enriched with boosted top, τ31

will be a better discriminator, which is implemented in HEP Top Tagger [38].

Energy correlation variables: Cβ2 , D
β
2 , N

β
2 This a a more advanced variable in a sense that

unlike N-subjettiness, there is no different minimisation procedure in the algorithm, in order to get the
direction of the subjets. More over, energy correlation variables [45] are insensitive to the recoil due
to soft emissions. Soft wide angle radiation displaces the hard jet core from the jet axis to balance the
angular momentum. N-subjettiness variable is sensitive to this displacement since they are measured
with respect to the jet center.
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Figure 1
(left) Mass distribution(mj) for Z-fatjet. (right)τ21 distribution of the Z-fatjet. Plots are taken from
the study in Ref: [40].

As the (N + 1) point correlation functions are sensitive when the jet substructure is N -prong, the

energy correlation variable is defined as CβN . As we saw in the ratio of subjettiness, we use Cβ1 for

QCD jets, Cβ2 for bosonic jets, Cβ3 for top quark. Here β is the angular exponent. The corresponding
energy co relation variables are,

Eβ2 =
∑
i<j

pTipTjR
β
ij Eβ3 =

∑
i<j<k

pTipTjpTk(RijRikRjk)
β (19)

Eβz =
∑

i<j<....<z

pTipTj ...pTz(RijRik....all possible combinations)β (20)

Just as we saw in case of N-subjettiness ratio, here also ratio of these variables are important. These
are defined as,

rβN =
E(N + 1)

E(N)
CβN =

rβN

rβN−1

(21)

CN effectively measures higher-order radiation from leading order (LO) substructure. For a system
with N subjets, the LO substructure consists of N hard prongs, so if CN is small, then the higher-
order radiation must be soft or collinear with respect to the LO structure. If CN is large, then the
higher-order radiation is not strongly-ordered with respect to the LO structure, so the system has
more than N subjets. Thus, if CN is small and C1

N is large, then we can say that a system has N
subjets.

5 Conclusion

In this review, I have tried to briefly summarise the main lessons of jet substructure. In the past few
years, there have been many theoretical developments in this subject. Moreover, it has seen a huge
success at LHC experiments to help to increase the sensitivity of new physics. As the energy of LHC
is planned to increased in future, the jet substructure methods will be of huge importance in recent
future to study the boosted objects specifically. Advanced techniques such as Neural Network and

9



Machine Learning are opening new doors to study the new physics by making jet substructure more
robust. Moreover, there will be implementation of jet substructure in future collider experiments as
well. Hence, I believe this era is the golden era for jet substructure in High Energy Physics and this
short review might help the beginners to get a basic idea on jet substructure.
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