arXiv:hep-ph/9605430v1 29 May 1996

M ADPH {96{945
UCD {96{17
M ay 1996

Signals for D ouble P arton Scattering at the Ferm ilab
Tevatron

M anuel D ree€® and Tao Han®

& Physics D epartm ent, University of W isconsin, 1150 University Ave., M adison, W I 53706,
USA
® D epartm ent of P hysics, University of C alibmia, D avis, CA 95616, USA

A bstract

Four doubleparton scattering processes are exam ined at the Fem ilab Tevatron
energy. W ith optin ized kinem atical cuts and realistic parton level sin ulation forboth
signals and backgrounds, we nd large sam ples of four—gt and three—gt+ onephoton
events w ith signal to background ratio being 20% 30% , and m uch claner signals from
tw o—gt+ tw o-photon and two—gt+ e" e  nalstates. T he last channelm ay provide the

rst unam biguous observation of m ultiple parton interactions, even w ith the existing
data sam ple accum ulated by the Tevatron collider experin ents.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9605430v1

T here are good reasons to believe that m ultiple partonic interactions, where two orm ore
pairs of partons scatter o each other, occur In m any, or even m ost, pp collisions at the
Tevatron ( s = 18 TeV).On the theoretical side, multiple partonic interactions are an
integral part of the ekonalized m inigt m odel {I], which attem pts to describe the observed
Ihcrease ofthe totalpp cross section w ith energy in term s ofthe rapidly grow Ing cross section
for the production of m ni) gtswith transversemomentum pPr  Pran ’ 2 GEV . Spstrand
and van Zijl P] also pointed out that including multiple interactions in the PYTH A event
generator greatly in proves the description of the \underlying event" in pp collisions. A
sim ilar result was found recently by the H1 collaboration B] i a study of p collisions.

H owever, hadronic event generators have m any ingredients. This m akes it di cul to
draw unam biguous conclisions from such studies. It is therefore desirable to search form ore
direct evidence for m ultiple partonic Interactions, using nal states that are am enabl to a
perturbative treatm ent. C learly the cross section w ill be largest if only strong interactions
are involved. The simplest signal of this kind is the production of four high pr Fts in
independent partonic scattersw ithin the sam e pp collision ] @ ! 4 reactions). Sice energy
and m om entum are assum ed to be conserved independently in each partonic collision, the
signalfora4 ! 4 reaction istwo pairsof gtsw ith them em bers ofeach pairhaving equaland
opposite transverse m om entum . Varous hadron collider experin ents have searched for this
signature. The AFS collaboration at the CERN ISR reported []a strong signal. H owever,
the exact m atrix elem ents for the Q CD background 2 ! 4 processes were not used and the
size of the signal clain ed was considerably larger than expected. The UA 2 collaboration at
the CERN SppS ocollider saw a hint of a signal, but preferred to only quote an upper bound
[6]. M ore recently, the CDF collaboration at the Fem ilab Tevatron found evidence at the
25 Jevelthat 4 ! 4 processes contrbute about 5% to the production of four Fts w ith
pr  25Gev [7l.

W hike nalstates consisting only of Ets o er large cross sections, they su er from severe
badkgrounds. T here are three possible ways to group four gts into two pairs. Further, the
experin ental error on the energy of gtswith pr / 20 G&V is quite Jarge. Hence even four-
£t events that result from 2 ! 4 background processes often contain two pairs of gtsw ith
transverse m om enta that are equal and opposite w thin the experin ental errors. T he study
of \cleaner" nalstateshas therefore been advocated: T he production oftw o pairs of leptons

(doubleD rell{Y an production) hasbeen studied in refs.®], the production oftwo J= m esons
in refs.[§], and the production ofa W boson and a pair of #ts in refs.[[(]. However, in our
opinion none of these processes is deally suited for studying m ultiple partonic interactions.
D oublk D rell{Yan production o ersa very clkan nalstate, but the cross section at Tevatron
energies is very an all once sim ple acosptance cuts have been applied. T he cross section for
doublk J= production is quite uncertain, since it depends on severalpoorly known hadronic
m atrix elem ents [l1]. Finally, W + ts events can only be denti ed ifthe W boson decays
JIptonically, which m akes it in possble to fiillly reconstruct the nalstate.

Here we study m ixed strong and electroweak nal states:

three gtsand an isolated photon (333 );
two Fts and two isolated photons (33 );

two ftsand an ée pair (jjee).



For com parison, we also Include
four-gt nalstates (denoted by 4—ft).

W e try to be as close to experin ent as possbl within a parton kevel calculation. To this
end we not only apply acceptance cuts, but also allow for nite energy resolution, and try
to m odel transverse m om entum  \kicks" due to iniial and nal state radiation. We nd
that the jjj nalstate o ers an only slightly better signal to badkground ratio than the
4—et nal state does; note that the com binatorialbackground is the sam e In these two cases.
T his com binatorical background does not exist forthe jj  and jjee nalstates, which o er
m uch better signal to noise ratios, at the price of an all cross sections.

T he calculation of our signal cross sections is based on the standard assum ption [I,, 2, §,
9, 1Q] that the tw o partonic interactions occur independently ofeach other. T he cross section
fora 4! 4 process isthen sin ply proportional to the square ofthe 2 ! 2 cross section:

@! 4=1@! 2= ,: @)

T his assum ption cannot be entirely correct, since energy{m om entum conservation restricts
the available range of B prken x values ofthe second interaction, depending on the x values
of the rst one. W e include this (amall) e ect using the prescription of ref.2]. In the
etkonalized m nikt model fij] , is related to the transverse distribution of partons in the
proton. Unfortunately total cross section data do not allow to detemm ine this quantity very
preciely. W e nd values between about 20 and 60 mb, depending on the choice of the
num erous free param eters of the m odel. The recent CDF study [4] found o = 24 224 mb,
w ithin the range that can be accomm odated In m inigt models. W ewilltake (= 30mb in
our num erical analysis; the results can be scaled trivially to other values of .
The forus relevant 2 ! 2 cross section can be written asa sum ofdi erent tem s:

@! 2)= Ep! X))+ @Ep! X))+ Ep! X))+ @Ep! éeX); @)

where j stands for a high pr Ft. Inserting eq.@) into eq.{ll) givesa 4 ! 4 cross section
that sum s over m any di erent states; it should be cbvious which tem s in the sum are of
relevance to us. Note that this procedure gives an extra factor of 2 in the cross section
for the production of nal statesmade up from two di erent 2 ! 2 reactions €4g, 337 )
com pared to those produced from two identical reactions. Partly for this reason we only
consider j7j con gurations where the two Fts are produced in one partonic scatter and
the two photons in another. The other possbl con guration (j j ), where each gt pairs
up wih one photon, also su ers from larger backgrounds, since there are two ways to fom
such pairs. W e use leading orderm atrix elem ents in eq.@), but we include the contrioution
from gg ! , which enhances the totalpp ! X cross section by about 50% atp s=18
TeV . W e take M RSA ' structure fiinctions [12]; other m odem param etrizations give very
sin ilar results. W e use the lading order expression for ,with gcp = 02 GeV, and take
the (average) partonic pr as factorization and renom alization scale. W e use exact kading
orderm atrix elem ents to com pute the backgrounds from 2 ! 4 processes. T hese have been
com puted in ref.f13] for the 4—<gt nalstate, in ref.fl4] orthe jjj nalstate, n ref.[l5] or
jJ  production, and in refil§] for jjee production.



In order to approxin ately m I ic the accsptance ofthe CD F and D 0 detectors, we require
all ptstohave rapdity ] 3 :5,w131j]ewe require ., j 25 forelectronsand photons. W e
also require the isolation cut R 44 (v; yj)2 + (3 j)2 0:7 forallcom binations ij of

nalstate partickes. W egenerally nd thatthe4 ! 4 signaldecreasesm ore quickly than the
2 ! 4 background when the (transverse) m om entum of the outgoing particles is increased.
T he reason is that the signal cross section contains four factors ofparton densities, whilke the
background only has two. W e therefore try to kesp the m inim al acosptable pr as anall as
possble, sub Ect to the constraint that the event can still be triggered on. Speci cally, we
chos=

i) ori—gt:pr (hik) 20GeV,pr (hik) 10Gev
i) orjjj :pr( ;3) 15GeV,pr (kik) 10GeV;
i) orjj e (1 2i0ik) 10GeV;

) for jjee:pr €1;8) 15GeV,pr (hik) 10GeV.

T he signal and badckground cross sections w ith only these basic acosptance cuts included
are listed in colum n 2 of Table 1 forthe 4—fgtand jjj nalstates, and Tablk 2 for the jj
and jjee nal states. W e see that w ithout further cuts, 4 ! 4 processes only contrbute
between 7% (4—gt) and 18% (jjee), so additional cuts are clearly needed to extract the
signal. A s expected from our previous discussion, the signalto background ratio isworst for
the 4—gt nalstate.

A smentioned earlier, In 4 ! 4 processes two pairs of particles are produced w ith equal
and opposite transversem om enta, pr (1) = pr @) andpr 3) = pr @). However, additional
radiation can change the kinem atics signi cantly, and the nite resolution of real detectors
m eans that we can require m om enta to be equal only w ithin the experim ental uncertainty.

In the presence of initial or nal state radiation the transverse m om enta w thin a pair
no longer balance exactly even if the resolution was perfect. W e include this e ect only
for the signal, since in the badckground the nal state particles n any case only pair up
\accidentally"; we do therefore not expect large e ects on the backgrounds. W e random Iy
generate transverse \kicks" for each ofthe 2 ! 2 processes in the signal. W e assum e that
the direction ofthe kick isnot correlated w ith the plane ofthe hard scattering. T he absolute

values ogr ofthese additional transverse m om enta are generated according to the distribution
h .

f@)/ exp  (@=x)"" =£; 3)

with 0 < &  Grmax. This finction describes the transverse m om entum distroution [17]
of W bosonsproduced at s= 18 TeV quitewell, with gy = 9 GeV . W e adopt this choice
of @ for the jjee nal state, which is dom inated by the production of real Z bosons, but
use the an aller value gy = 45 G &V for the other nal states, which are characterized by a
an allerm om entum scale. Fnally, we take O 5y o.x = 8 G €V asourdefaul value; this assum es
that one can reliably veto against £tsw ith transverse m om entum exceeding this value.

W e simulate nite energy resolutionsby uctuating the energies of all outgoing particles
(kesping the 4{vectors light{lke), using G aussian sn earing fiinctions. The width of the
G aussian is given by p_

E)=a E Db Ej; @)



where stands for addition in quadrature and E isih G&V . W e take
ape = 080; b= 005, a,; = 020; L, = 0:01; ©)

which rmoughly corresoonds to the perfom ance of the CDF detector. W e do not uctuate
the directions of the outgoing particles in this step. These are, however, a ected by the
transverse \kicks" m entioned earlier. For this reason, and In order to allow for an error In
the determm nation of £t axes, we apply a relatively m ild cut on the azin uthal opening angle
of each pair:

cos( ;i 5) 0:9: ©)

This allow s an opening angle as an all as 154 . A s em phasized earlier, n 4 ! 4 processs,
the m em bers of a pair should also have equal absolute values of pr . As our nalcut, we

therefore require q

Tor D Pr DD oy e DI+ *Oor DI @)
q
with (J)=a Prj b Pjashegs.d) and §).

O ur resuls for signaland background w ith these additional cuts included are sum m arized
In the Tabls. For the 4—gt and jjj nalstates (Tabk 1) we always take g, = C4 c,
but we occasionally allow &.; > cj3 In the jjee and jj nal states. The reason is that
the cut () ismudch more severe ore' e and pairs than for gt pairs, due to the better
resolution of electrom agnetic calorim eters, see eq.(§). Tnclusion of the transverse \kick"
therefore leads to a signi cant loss of signal if we take c; = 1. Although the stronger
cut still gives a slightly better signal to noise ratio, given the lin ited available event sam ple
em ploying a looser cut m ight give a statistically m ore signi cant signal. W e do not attem pt
to quantify this statem ent here, since we have not Included any reconstruction e ciencies in
our calculation. F nally, in the last three columns of Table 1 we increase the cut on R 5
from 0.7 to 1 2. This enhances the signal to background ratio by about 20 to 25% .

Sw itching on energy sm earing and transverse m om entum kicks, and in posing the cuts
@) and ) with ¢ = 5, reduces the signal by typically a factor of 2. This reduction is
aln ost entirely due to the energy an earing. Ignoring the transverse kicks for the m om ent,
In the signalboth m em bers of a pair have equal pr J. If it 8llsbelow the cut{o wvalue, both
energies have to uctuate upw ards for the event to be accepted. In contrast, the dow nwards

uctuation ofone energy can be su cient to rem ove an event from the sam ple. T he reduction

is an aller for jjee production since m ost electrons have typically pr * M 5 =2, wellabove the
lower lin it. Fortunately the background is reduced even m ore in this step, by a factor of 4
for 4=gt and §33 and 9 Hr jjee and Ij nal states, m ainly due to the cut {6). M aking
the cut {}) stricter, ie. decreasing ¢, only slightly enhances the signal to background ratio
In Tablk 1. This is partly due to the transverse kicks. W ithout them , the jjj signal for
c= 10 would be about 50% larger. T his Indicates that restricting additional gt activity as
much as possble is quite in portant.

A Yhough in Tabl 1 the optim ized S/B ratios are only about 023 for 4—gt and 031 for
337 , the signals are statistically quite signi cant; recallthat the CDF and D 0 experin ents
together have accum ulated about 200 pb ! ofdata. W e do not attem pt to fiirther optin ize
the S/B ratio for these two processes because we do not trust our parton level analysis, w ith
a sin pli ed treatm ent of nite detector resolutions and the e ect of parton showering, suf-

ciently to extrapolate nto the tails of distrdbutions. N evertheless, given the nom alization




uncertainties of leading order Q CD predictions, one w ill have to study the shapes of various
distrbutions, such as the opening angle cos i35, R ;5 and pr balancing etc. in order to con—
vince oneself that a signal is Indeed present. C kearly the S/B ratio is much m ore favorable
forthe jjee and jj nalstates (Tabk 2). Forthese nalstates reducing c from its starting
point c= 5 does increase this ratio signi cantly. Recallthat fora xed value ofcthe cut (7)

ismuch m ore restrictive fore" e and pairs than for jj pairs; this reduces the badkground
m ore than the signal. O n the other hand, this also hasthe e ect that after in posing the cut
(h with cj3= ¢ = 1,thesizeofthe jj  signaldepends quite sensitively on the treatm ent
of the transverse kick. Had weused gy = 9 GeV 1 eq.@d), as appropriate forW production,
the signal would have been reduced by a factor of about 0.7, whik w ithout any transverse
kick it would have been Jarger by a factor 1.6. C kearly this uncertainty can be reduced by
using the actualm easured pr distrbution of  pairsproduced at the Tevatron. Fortunately
the jjee signal is less sensitive to the \kik", sihce the electrons are usually so hard that
adding or subtracting a few G &V doesnotm attervery much. This nalstate therefore o ers
our m ost prom isihg and robust signal.

In summ ary, we have studied four di erent nal states wih a view of establishing an
unam biguous signal for m ultiple partonic interactions in pp collisions at the Tevatron. T he
4—gt and Jjjj nalstates o er very large event sam ples, but with a S/B ratio about 02 —
03. Onemust study the shapes of various kinem atical distributions for con m ation of the
existence of the signal, as was indeed done by the CDF collaboration in their study of the
4—gt nalstate [1]. The situation ismuch m ore favorable for the i and, especially, jjee

nal states; In the latter case one can increase the event sam ple by ncluding m uon pairs as
well. A though even in these channels the signal to noise ratio is less favorable than what
we found for four-gt production In collisions {I8], a clear signal should be visble already
In the present data sam ple.

Once a signal is found, it would be im portant to establish if the nom alization , in
eq.fl) is ndeed the sam e for di erent processes, and independent of the B jprken x range
probed, asassum ed In m inifgtm odels. Further, it would be very interesting to reduce the pr
cut for at least som e of the Ftsasmuch as possbl, so that one can get closer to the actual
m inikt region. This could greatly enhance our understanding of \m Ininum bias" physics,
and give us som e con dence that we can trust extrapolations to LHC energies, where the
understanding of overbpping m inin um biaseventsbecom es a crucial issue in the assesan ent
of the viability of various \new physics" signals. F hally, such studies m ight shed new light
on the thirty-year old problm of the rising total hadronic cross sections.
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Table 1: Signal and background cross sections, as well as their ratios (S/B), for 4—gt
production (In nb) and jjj production (in pb) at the Tevatron. In the rst column only
the basic acoeptance cuts on the transverse m om enta, rapidities and on R j; have been
applied. In the second colimn we In addition apply the cuts (@) and 1), with c= 5. In
the last three colum ns we sharpen the R cut to R 5 12, and gradually reduce c as
Indicated. Note that the \basic" cross sections have been com puted ignoring nite energy
resolution and transverse \kicks"; these e ects have been Included In the other colum ns, as

described In the text.

R iy 0, R 12

basic c=5 c=5|c=2|c=1

@3) () 266 131 91 87 57

@3) B) || 3,990 878 485 | 442 | 246
S/B 0.067 015 019 | 020 | 023

(333 ) ©) || 515 265 169 | 158 97
(333 )®)| 5,370 1,310 611 | 571 | 311
S/B 0.096 020 028 | 028 | 031

Table 2: Signal and badkground cross sections in pb, as well as their ratios, for jj
production and jje' e production at the Tevatron. The notation is as in Tabl 1, except
that we use the basic isolation cut R 0:7 everywhere, and allow di erent values for

G ¢Cyand g Ge Orc

basc | g=o=5|g=a0=2|g=1;0=2|g=g=1
33 ) O) 1.86 0.96 0.71 059 037
33 )Y®)| 208 234 116 0.94 052
S/B 0.089 041 061 0.63 0.71
(Fjee) S) 345 201 142 1.07 0.62
(jee) B) 190 1.94 1.00 0.70 037
S/B 048 1.04 142 153 1.68




