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The recently reported CDF and D0 inclusive jetcross-sectionsare com -

pared,using a uniform theoreticalNLO Q CD calculation to accountforthe

di�erentkinem aticcoveragesofthepseudo-rapidity variablein thetwo exper-

im ents. The two data setsare found to be in good agreem ent. W ith a 2-3%

relative overallnorm alization adjustm ent,the data setsappearto agree over

the entire E t range,even without taking into account the other system atic

errors.

y Thiswork waspartially supported by NSF.

ThisshortCTEQ note containsm aterialextracted from a talk given attheRom e DIS conference

in April, 1996. It is presented here because of the strong current interest in the im plications

ofthe CDF and D0 inclusive jet data. Som e ofthese results willappear in our contribution to

the Proceedingsofthe Rom e DIS conference,and in a forthcom ing paperon a system atic global

analysisincluding new DIS and jetdata resulting in a new seriesofCTEQ 4 parton distributions

[8].

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605269v1


A greatdealofattention hasbeen given recently to thehigh statisticsinclusive jetpro-
duction m easurem ents m ade at the Tevatron,stim ulated by the observation by the CDF
collaboration ofa larger cross-section at high jet E t than expected from NLO QCD cal-
culationsbased on previously available parton distributions.[1,2]Thisresultm ay have far
reaching consequences ifit is con�rm ed experim entally,and ifit cannot be explained in
the conventionaltheoreticalfram ework.Thus,the recently reported independentm easure-
m entby the D0 collaboration [3]wasanticipated with a lotofinterest.Unfortunately,the
com parison ofthe results from the two experim ents has,so far,led to rather am biguous
interpretations.Thisispartly dueto thefactthat,although thestatisticsarehigh form ost
ofthe m easured E t range,the system atic errorson these prelim inary data are too large to
allow fora de�nitive conclusion.These system atic errorshaveyetto befully analyzed and
properly taken into account in a m eaningfulcom parison. Ifone overlooks the system atic
errors,the com parison plots displayed [3]leaves the im pression that the two sets ofdata
disagree in generalshape,as wellas in norm alization over the well-m easured m edium E t

rangeof100� 200 GeV.
There is a second source ofuncertainty in the com parison: the two experim ents have

slightly di�erentkinem aticalcoverage in the pseudo-rapidity variable| 0:1 < j�j< 0:7 for
CDF vs.j�j< 0:5 forD0.Thism akesitim possibleto com parethem easured cross-sections
directly because the cross-section has an � dependence in general. This di�erence in �

coverage m ustbe corrected before a m eaningfulcom parison can be m ade. The correction
factor can only be generated from som e theory. Since NLO QCD is very successfulin
accounting for the m easured cross-section over 8 orders ofm agnitude in the observed E t

range,itisthen naturalto use the NLO QCD theory asthe com m on m eeting ground for
com paringthetwoexperim ents.Inpractice,onecom putesthepercentagedi�erencebetween
theindividualm easurem entversustherespective NLO QCD theory expectation,and then
com pares the two di�erences. Thus, e�ectively, one is com paring the two experim ental
results,norm alized to theory. However,in the com parison ofthe two data sets presented
previously,the theoreticalcorrectionswere calculated separately by the two collaborations
usingtwodi�erentNLO QCD program s:EKS[4]forCDF andJETRAD [5]forD0.Sincethe
applicationoftheseNLO program sisknown tobeadelicatem atter(involvingjetalgorithm s,
scale choices,jet m erging prescriptions,... etc.),it cannot be taken for granted that the
existing com parisonsareunam biguous,even ifthetwo program shavebeen checked against
each otherunderothercircum stancesbefore.Thepossibilityexiststhat,in com paring(Data
-\Theory")/ \Theory" from thetwo experim ents,the\Theory" werenotthesam e| hence
thecom parison wasnotan appropriateone.

Thus,wehaveundertaken to do an independentcom parison ofthetwo m easured cross-
sections using an uniform theoreticalcalculation as the com m on calibration. Speci�cally,
we used a recent version ofthe EKS program to calculate the expected \Theory" values
forboth the CDF and D0 data points,integrating overtheirrespective � ranges,and then
com pared the two (Data - Theory) / Theory results.� W e found,surprisingly, that the
two sets ofdata agree rather wellwith each other. Although itisnotpossible to quantify

�The renorm alization and factorization scales are both set to � = E t=2. The theoreticalcross-

section isquite insensitive to the choice of� fortherange ofE t considered.[4][5]
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the agreem ent/disagreem ent (say,by a m eaningful�2),withouta propertreatm ent ofall
the correlated system atic errors,the im pression gained from these results is qualitatively
di�erentfrom thatm entioned before,aswewillnow show.

Fig.1 and Fig.2 present the com parison ofprelim inary CDF and D0 Run-IB data
norm alized to theory, using the CTEQ3M [6]and M RSD0’[7]parton distribution sets,
respectively,which were obtained before the jetdata becam e available. The errorbarsare
statisticalonly. In these �gures,one sees the,by now,well-known higher-than-expected
CDF cross-section. However,the two sets ofdata seem to be in rather good qualitative
agreem ent. In the m edium E t range (say,50� 200 GeV)where the cross-section is well-
m easured,there appearsto be a 2-3% di�erence in relative overallnorm alization between
thetwo experim ents,which iswellwithin theexperim entalnorm alization uncertainties,but
quite a bitsm allerthan thatseen in earliercom parisons. Ifan adjustm entofthe relative
norm alization ofthis m agnitude is m ade,the agreem ent willlook even better (see next
paragraph).Itm ay betem ptingtonoticeaslightdi�erencein slopesofthetwodatasetsas
a function ofE t.Butonem ustbearin m ind thatcorrelated errorsarenotincluded in this
com parison. Severalofthese system atic errorscan easily lead to E t dependentcorrections
which willnullify theobserved e�ect.

Sim ilar conclusions are reached using as reference two recent parton distribution sets
which incorporatesom eofthejetdataintheglobal�t.Fig.3usestheforthcom ingCTEQ4M
distributions[8]which includesthe m edium range E t jetdata,along with the m ostrecent
H1[9]and ZEUS [10]deep inelasticscattering m easurem ents;whereasFig.4usesoneofthe
CTEQHJ parton sets which are tailored to accom m odate the CDF high E t (> 200 GeV)
jetsalong with the otherdata sets[11]. In thiscom parison,an overallnorm alization shift
between data and theory was allowed during the �t for each experim ent. The resulting
norm alization factorsforCDF/D0 were found to be1.01/0.99 forCTEQ4M and 1.01/0.98
forCTEQHJ.These norm alization factorswere applied to thedata pointsin these �gures.
Thus,thereisa relativenorm alization shiftbetween thetwo setsofdata by about2-3% for
both ofthese plots. W e see thatthese new parton distributions give better�tsto the jet
data;and they providethesam econclusionsconcerning thecom parison oftheCDF and D0
datarelativetoeach other.Fig.4particularly highlightstherem arkableagreem entbetween
thetwoexperim entsovertheentireE trange,even when allsystem aticerrors(exceptoverall
norm alization)havebeen leftout.

These sim ple calculationsshow that,on one hand,itisgratifying to see the agreem ent
between theinclusivejetcross-sectionsm easured byCDF and D0when auniform theoretical
calculation is used to correct the di�erent � coverages. On the other hand,the fact that
our results di�er from previous com parisons underlines the sensitivity ofthe NLO QCD
calculation ofjetcross-sectionsto subtlee�ectsofjetalgorithm s,scale-choice,and delicate
cancellationsam ongvariouscontributions,which allhavetobehandled with careifprecision
ata few percent levelisrequired. Itispossible thatthe sam e program can give di�erent
answerswith di�erentparam eterchoices;and di�erentversionsofthe sam e program m ay
notgivethesam eanswersifnotsuitably adjusted.

Since the resultsdescribed here were presented atthe Rom e DIS conference,a num ber
ofconcerted e�orts are being m ade by the various groups to study the sensitivity ofthe
theoreticalcalculation tothevariousfactorsm entioned above,totheaccuracy necessary for
a fullunderstanding ofallthedata and theirphysicsim plications.
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FIG .1. The prelim inary CDF and D0 Run Ib data com pared to NLO Q CD using CTEQ 3M

parton distributions.
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FIG .2. The prelim inary CDF and D0 Run Ib data com pared to NLO Q CD using M RSD0’

parton distributions.
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FIG .3. The prelim inary CDF and D0 Run Ib data com pared to NLO Q CD using CTEQ 4M

parton distributions.Experim entalpointsnorm alized asindicated.
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FIG .4. The prelim inary CDF and D0 Run Ib data com pared to NLO Q CD using CTEQ HJ

parton distributions.Experim entalpointsnorm alized asindicated.
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