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A bstract

Idiscussthe state ofthe artand outline direction forresearch in

event generation for electroweak physics at LEP2 and e
+
e
� Linear

Colliders.

1 Introduction

W ith thestartofexperim entation atLEP1,a new era ofprecision m easure-

m ents in high energy physics had begun. The potentialofsuch m achines

callsfora new levelofsophistication in thetheoreticaltools.Theability to
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m easureparam etersoftheelectroweak standard m odelattheperm illelevel

requiresprecisetheoreticalpredictionsofobservablequantities.

Today’ssophisticated m ultipurposedetectorshavea com plicated geom -

etry thatcan notbedescribed by sim pleacceptanceand e�ciency functions,

butrequiredetailed sim ulation instead.Forthispurpose,M onteCarlo event

generatorsand sophisticated integration algorithm sareindispensable.

Thetheoreticalissuesinvolved in thecalculation ofdi�erentialcrosssec-

tionshavebeen covered by otherspeakersatthisconference[1]and need not

be repeated here. Iwilltherefore concentrate on the m ore technicalissues

involved in turning these theoreticalpredictions into num bers that can be

com pared with experim entalresults.

Iwillstartin section 2 with reviewing the m otivation forM onte Carlo

m ethodsand Iwilldescribethem ethodsin usetoday in section 3,including

QuasiM onte Carlo in subsection 3.3. Iwillcontinue with radiative correc-

tionsin section 4 and discussspeci�cproblem swith autom ated calculations

ofradiativecorrectionsin subsection 4.1.Afterreviewing thestatusofevent

generatorsforLEP2 in section 5,Idescribe the new challengesata Linear

Colliderin section 6,including a discussion ofbeam strahlung in section 6.2.

Aftera brieflook into the future in section 7 and a few bitsand pieces in

section 8,Iwillconclude.

2 T he N eed for M onte C arlo

The increasing energy ofe+ e� storage ringsand LinearColliders opensup

channels with m any particles in the �nalstate,that are calculable in the

electroweak standard m odel.Continuing the precision testsofthe standard

m odelathigherenergiesrequiresa precise calculation ofthe crosssections

forthesechannels.In addition,thesechannelsprovidebackgroundsfornew

particlesearches,which callsfortheoreticalcontrolofthesecrosssectionsas

well.

Num ericalintegration estim atestheintegralofafunction f byaweighted

sum ofthefunctions’valuessam pled on a setfxg ofpoints
Z

dxf(x)= hfi=
X

x2fxg

w(x)f(x): (1)

M onte Carlo integration is the specialcase of(1),in which fxg is a sam -

ple ofpseudo random num bers and w(x) = 1=jfxgj,where jfxgjdenotes
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the num ber ofpoints in fxg. This case is ofspecialim portance,because

the law oflarge num bersguaranteesthe convergence of(1)forany f,only

the scale ofthe error depends on f. In addition,the statisticalnature of

the m ethod allowsreliable errorestim atesby repeating the evaluation with

varying random setsand checking theGaussian distribution oftheresults.

M onte Carlo is the only known m ethod that allows the integration of

di�erentialcrosssectionsforarbitrary �nalstateswith arbitrary phasespace

cuts. M onte Carlo event generation is required for realistic sim ulations of

the acceptance and e�ciency ofm odern detectors with their com plicated

geom etry. Thus,M onte Carlo isthe universaltoolforturning actions into

m easurablenum bers.

2.1 D iscovery vs.Precision Physics

Discovery physicsand precision physicscallfordi�erentapproachesto event

generation. Precision testsofthe standard m odelrequire com plete calcula-

tions,thatinclude radiative correctionsand \background" diagram s. Since

thenum berofdiagram sform any particle�nalstatesislarge(up to 144 for

fourferm ionsand thousandsforsix ferm ions),such calculationsare techni-

cally dem anding. Fortunately,the param eterspace isrestricted and allows

a com prehensive analysis.

On the other hand,the search for physics beyond the standard m odel

in generaldoes not need radiative corrections other than the initialstate

radiation ofphotons. This m akes the calculations technically easier,but

theneed to covera lotofm odelswith a vastparam eterspace createsother

problem s. Since tree levelcalculations folded with initialstate structure

functionsareusually su�cient,com puteraided approachescan help tocover

them odelsand theirparam eterspaces.

3 T w elve R oads from A ctions to A nsw ers

There are twelve di�erent m ethods for getting answers (cross sections and

eventrates)from actions(the de�nition ofthe physicalm odelin perturba-

tive calculations). These can be factorized in three roads from actions to

am plitudesand fourwaysfrom am plitudesto answers.
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3.1 T he T hree R oads from A ctions to A m plitudes

The traditionaltextbook approach to deriving am plitudesfrom actionsare

m anualcalculations,which can be aided by com puter algebra tools. The

tim e-honored m ethod ofcalculating the squared am plitudes directly using

trace techniquesisno longerpracticalfortoday’sm ultiparticle �nalstates

and has generally been replaced by helicity am plitude m ethods. M anual

calculation has the disadvantage ofconsum ing a lot ofvaluable physicist’s

tim e,but can provide insights which are hidden by the other approaches

discussed below.

The currently m ost successfuland increasingly popular technique is to

use a welltested library ofbasic helicity am plitudes forthe building blocks

ofFeynm an diagram s and to construct the com plete am plitude directly in

the program in the form offunction calls. A possible disadvantage is that

thedi�erentialcrosssection isnowhereavailableasa form ula,butthevalue

ofsuch a form ula islim ited anyway,since they can hardly be printed on a

singlepageanym ore.

Autom aticcalculationsareafurtherstep inthesam edirection.TheFeyn-

m an rules(orequivalentprescriptions)are no longerapplied m anually,but

encoded algorithm ically.Thism ethod willbecom em oreand m oreim portant

in thefuture,butm orework isneeded fortheautom ated construction ofef-

�cienteventgeneratorsand forthe im plem entation ofradiative corrections

(seealso section 4.1).

3.2 T he Four R oads from A m plitudes to A nswers

Analytic and sem i-analytic calculations have the potentialto provide the

m ostaccurateresults.Unfortunately,fully analyticcalculationsarenotfea-

sible form ore than three particlesin the �nalstate,thatisform ostofthe

interesting physics at LEP2 and the Linear Collider. Still, sem i-analytic

calculations,in which som e integrationsare perform ed analytically and the

rem aining integrationsare done num erically are possible forcertain sim ple

cuts and provide usefulbenchm arks with an accuracy unm atched by the

otherm ethods.

The m ost
exible approach isM onte Carlo integration,which converges

undervery generalconditionsas

� hfi

hfi
/

1
p
N

q

hf2i� hfi
2
; (2)
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with N denoting the num ber offunction evaluations. As long as the in-

tegration variablescan be transform ed such thatthe integrand f does not


uctuate too wildly,thism ethod can be im plem ented easily and e�ciently.

The quadratic increase on com puting resource consum ption with the preci-

sion putsa practicallim iton theattainableprecision,however.

EventGeneration isa specialcase ofM onte Carlo integration in which

an ensem ble ofkinem aticalcon�gurations is generated that is distributed

accordingtothedi�erentialcrosssection.Such ensem blesallow thestraight-

forward sim ulation ofthenon-perturbativephysicsofthefragm entation and

hadronization ofstrongly interacting particles and ofthe detector. Ifthe

weightfunction isbounded,rejection m ethodscan beused totrivially turn a

M onteCarlocodeintoan eventgenerator.Hand tuningisrequired,however,

to m akethecodee�cient.

Therateofconvergencein (2)isguaranteed by thelaw oflargenum bers

and can only be im proved ifwe turn away from pseudo random num bers

and switch to determ inistic integration and QuasiM onte Carlo. Em pirical

evidence from known quasirandom num bersequencessuggeststhat

� hfi

hfi
/
ln

n
N

N
(3)

(cf.(7),below) is possible by using point sets thatare m ore uniform than

both random setsand hyper-cubiclatticesin high dim ensions.QuasiM onte

Carlo integration has been applied successfully to four ferm ion production

atLEP2 [2]. Nevertheless,m ore work isneeded,because there are too few

theorem sforrealisticfunctionspaces.Phasespacesofvaryingdim ensionality,

asin branching algorithm s,havenotbeen studied atallyet.

3.3 Q uasiR andom N um bers

Itisintuitively clearthatthe bestconvergence willbe gotten by using the

m ostuniform pointsets.Itislessobvioushow such uniform pointsetslook

like and how to constructthem . Letustherefore take a closerlook atsuch

pointsets.M oredetailand referencescan befound in [3].

Letusassum e forsim plicity thatwe can m ap the integration region to

the n-dim ensionalunit hypercube: I = [0;1]� n. Using the characteristic
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function

�(yjx)=

nY

�= 1

�(y � � x
�); (4)

wecan de�nethelocaldiscrepancy ofa pointsetfxg foreach y 2 I:

g(yjfxg)=
1

jfxgj

X

x2fxg

�(yjx)�

nY

�= 1

y
�
: (5)

Obviously,thelocaldiscrepancy m easureshow uniform ly fxg coversthehy-

percube.W ecan now de�nevariousversionsoftheglobaldiscrepancy ofthe

pointsetfxg:

D m (fxg)=

Z

dy (g(yjfxg))
m

(6a)

D 1 (fxg)= sup
y

jg(yjfxg)j: (6b)

A lowerbound forD 1 can beestablished

D 1 (fxg)� C(n)
ln

(n� 1)=2
jfxgj

jfxgj
; (7)

whereC(n)dependsonly on thedim ension ofthehypercubeand isin partic-

ularindependentoffxg.Theglobaldiscrepancy D 2 ofa regularhypercubic

latticeand a random pointsetcan easily becalculated

D 2(flatticeg)=
n

4� 3n

1

jflatticegj2=n
+ � � � (8a)

D 2(frandom g)=

�
1

2n
�

1

3n

�
1

jfrandom gj
: (8b)

Thisshowsthathypercubiclatticesareless uniform than random pointsets

for m ore than two dim ensions. This result is not surprising,however,be-

causeweknow from experiencethatM onteCarlo worksbetterthan uniform

integration form ulaein higherdim ensions.

Unfortunately,while itisintuitively obviousthatdiscrepancy and inte-

gration errorarerelated,itism uch hardertoderivem athem atically rigorous

resultsforrealistic integrands,in particularforthose with singularitiesand

discontinuities. This is the price to pay for potentially faster convergence

and m oreresearch isneeded.
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a)

1=pk

p k

b)

Figure1:Cancellationsofreal(a)and virtual(b)singularities.

4 R adiative C orrections

Athigh energies,electrom agneticradiativecorrectionsareenhanced by large

logarithm sln(s=m 2)and precision calculationsofthehard crosssection are

uselessiftheradiativecorrectionsarenotundercontrol.

Perturbative calculationsat�xed orderorderin perturbation theory are

notsu�cient,becauseam plitudesfortheem ission ofphotons(�gure1a)have

1=!-softand 1=�-collinearsingularities.Thesesingularitiesarecancelled

1

!
!

�
1

!

�

+

= lim
�! 0

�
1

!
�(! � �)

�
�
�
real

+ ln� � �(!)

�
�
�
virtual

�

(9)

in the cross section by opposite-sign singularities in the virtualcorrections

(�gure 1b) to the indistinguishable process without em ission. W hile su�-

ciently integrated crosssectionsrem ain positive,thedi�erentialcrosssection

withoutem ission m ustbe negative forthe cancellation to take e�ect. Only

afterresum m ation ofthe perturbation series,these singularitiesbecom e in-

tegrablelike1=!1� � and resultin strictly positivedi�erentialcrosssections.

The com bination oftoday’s collider energy and ofthe energy- and angu-

larresolution oftoday’s detectors have m ade this resum m ation a practical

necessity.

Them ostpopularapproach today isthesum m ation oftheleading loga-

rithm icinitialstatecontributionsthrough structurefunctions

d�

d

(s)=

Z

dx+ dx�

�
�
�
�

@
0

@

(x+ ;x� )

�
�
�
�D (x+ ;s)D (x� ;s)

d�0

d
0
(s0): (10)

ThestructurefunctionsD canbeobtainedfrom �niteorderperturbation the-

ory with resum m ed (\exponentiated")singularities,from Yennie-Frautschi-
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Suura sum m ation, from the DGLAP evolution equations or from parton

showeralgorithm s.

A drawback ofthisapproach isthatthe transversalm om entum carried

away by the photons is am biguous in leading logarithm ic approxim ation.

Forpracticalpurposes,m ostauthorsuse the 1=(p� k)behavioursuggested

by them ostsingularpieces.Thisproblem isworrisom eforexperim entsthat

m easuretheam ountofinitialstateradiation by tagging photonsin orderto

selectan eventsam plewith e�ectivecenter-of-m assenergybelow thenom inal

m achine energy. Theoretically m ostsatisfactory are algorithm sthatm atch

the hard m atrix elem entoutside the singularregion to the resum m ed cross

section in thesingularregion.

Anotheruniversalcorrection appearsin the W + W � -production close to

threshold atLEP2. The long range Coulom b interaction ofslow W ’sgives

rise to a substantialchange ofthe crosssection. Thiscorrection iseasy to

im plem entand availablein m ostcom putercodes.

TheissueofQCD correctionswasthesubjectofsom edebatesduring the

1995 LEP2 workshop.The\naive" QCD correction

�

1+
�Q C D

�

�

� �(W =Z ! q�q0) (11)

isobtained by integrating overthegluon in thedecay ofa vectorboson into

quark pairs.Thee�ecton thewidth and thebranching ratiosissubstantial

and m ust be included in som e way in the calculations. At the sam e tim e,

this naive approach is theoretically questionable,because the unavoidable

experim entalcutswillinvalidate the fully inclusive calculation. Since there

areagain cancellationsbetween realand virtualcontributionsatwork,thisis

nota prioria num erically sm alle�ect.Furtherm ore,the resonantdiagram s

do notform a gaugeinvariantsubsetand a m orecom pleteanalysisiscalled

for.

Such studiesareunderway [4].Butuntiltheirresultsareincluded in the

standard com putercodes,the naive QCD correctionsare available in m ost

program sbecausethee�ectissubstantial.

W eakradiativecorrectionsarecertainlym oreinterestingfrom thephysics

perspective,butthey willhardly bem easurable atLEP2.Theircalculation

is very tough,because e�ective Born approxim ations sim ilar to those suc-

cessfulatLEP1,do not exist fordi�erentialcross sections in W + W � pair

production. Since com plete calculationsdo notyetexistexceptforthe on-

shellproduction ofstableW ’s,gaugedependentad-hoc resum m ationsofthe

8



propagatorsareneeded.

ForpracticalpurposesatLEP2,thegaugedependenceproblem hasbeen

solved by theferm ion loop schem e[5],butm orecom pleteinvestigationsand

im plem entations rem ain desirable,because strongere�ects are expected at

theLinearCollider.

4.1 R adiative C orrections in A utom atic C alculations

Radiative corrections in gauge theories pose a particular problem for au-

tom aticcalculations(see[6]fora generalreview ofautom aticcalculations).

Form ally[7],loopscan beincorporated in existingtreelevelgeneratorsbyre-

placingtheclassicalactionS(A; ;� )withthegeneratingfunctional�(A; ;� )

ofoneparticleirreduciblediagram s.Unfortunately,thisapproach worksonly

forloopsconsisting ofheavy particles.

As m entioned above,the am plitude for the em ission ofm assless parti-

cles(�gure 1a)containsinfrared and collinearsingularities,which are can-

celled in thecrosssection by thevirtualcontributions(�gure1b)fordegen-

erate �nalstates. The problem is that both contributions have to be reg-

ularized and thatthe appropriate regularization ofthe loop in diagram 1b

dependson which externalleg itisattached to.Therefore itisnotpossible

to describe the loop diagram s by a position independent generating func-

tional�(A; ;� ).M ore sophisticated algorithm swhich analyze to topology

ofthegraphsareneeded.A new approach to thisproblem forQCD jetcross

sectionshasbeen presented atthisconference[8].

Untilthis problem is solved, autom atic calculations are usefulfor the

em ission ofhard photonswhich areseparated from allcharged photons.In-

tegrated crosssectionscan becalculated in theleading logarithm icapproxi-

m ation only by folding hard crosssectionswith structurefunctions(10).

5 Status ofEvent G enerators for LEP2

TheeventgeneratorsavailableforW W -physicsatLEP2havebeen described

in [9].An updated sum m ary ofthe propertiesofthe available codesispre-

sented in table1.

In [9], the predictions for LEP2 have been com pared in detail. In a

\tuned" com parison with a prescribed calculationalschem e,the im plem en-

tationshavebeen tested and them odern dedicated e+ e� ! 4f codesagreed

9



Program Type Diag. ISR FSR NQ CD Clb. AC m f Jets

ALPHA M C all � � � � � + �

COMPHEP EG all SF � � � + �

ERATO M C all SF � + � + � +

EXCALIBUR M C all SF � + + + � �

GENTLE SA NCC SF/FF � + + + PS �

GRC4F EG all SF/PS PS + + + + +

HIGGSPV EG NCnn SF � n/a � � �

KORALW EG all YFS SF + + � � +

LEPWW (y) EG CC03 O (�) + + � + � +

LPWW02 EG CC03 SF SF + + � � +

PYTHIA EG CC03 SF+ PS PS + + � � +

WOPPER EG CC11 PS � + + + � +

WPHACT EG all SF � + + + + +

WTO Int. NCC SF � + + � � �

WWF EG CC20 SF+ M E M E + + + + +

WWGENPV EG CC20 SFpT SFpT + + � � +

Table 1: Properties of the available com puter codes for W + W � -physics

at LEP2. In the ‘Type’colum n ‘M C’stands for M onte Carlo integration,

‘EG’for event generation,‘SA’for sem i-analytic and ‘Int.’ for determ in-

istic integration. Im plem ented subsets ofdiagram s are denoted by ‘CC03’

fordoubly resonantW + W � ,‘CC11’forsingly resonantW + W � ,‘CC20’for

�nalstatesincluding electronsorpositrons,‘NCnn’forvariousneutralcur-

rentdiagram sand ‘NCC’forvariousneutraland charged currentdiagram s.

The im plem entation ofinitialstate radiation is denoted by ‘SF’for struc-

ture functions,‘FF’for 
ux functions,‘PS’for parton showers,‘YFS’for

Yennie-Frautschi-Suura,‘M E’for m atrix elem ent and ‘O (�)’for one pho-

ton brem sstrahlung. The ‘NQCD’colum n applies to naive inclusive QCD

corrections.Forferm ion m asses,‘�’denotesm asslessm atrix elem entswith

m assive kinem atics.See[9]forreferencesand m oredetails.
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atalevelfarbetterthan required atLEP2.In asecond \unleashed"com par-

ison,the di�erent theoreticalapproaches ofthe codeshave been com pared

and theresultshaveshown thatthepredictionsareundercontrolatthelevel

required forLEP2.

6 Tow ards the Linear C ollider

W ehave to waitanotherdecade untila LinearColliderwillbeavailablefor

experim entation. Nevertheless,the design ofthe interaction region and of

detectorsneeds�rm predictionsfortheexpected physics[10]today.

Regarding two gaugeboson physics(which forprecision m easurem entsis

really fourferm ion physics),m ostoftheLEP2 M onte Carlosin table1 can

sim ply be run at higher energies,provided that they can be interfaced to

beam strahlung codes,asdiscussed in subsection 6.2 below.

Itisunreasonabletoexpectdeviationsofthethreegaugeboson couplings

from theStandard M odelvalues(anom alouscouplings)thatwillbem easur-

able atLEP2 (though thisassertion hasto be checked anyway). This will

changeattheLinearCollider,becausereasonablevaluesofO (1=(16�2))be-

com e accessible and eventgeneratorshave to supportanom alouscouplings.

Fortunately,the m ajority ofthe eventgeneratorssupportsthem today and

prelim inary crosscheckshavebeen satisfactory.

Asm entioned above,weakradiativecorrectionswillalsobecom erelevant.

Herem orework isstillneeded.

6.1 e+e� ! 6f + n


Ata 500 GeV LinearColliderinteresting e+ e� ! 6f channelsopen up.For

the �rst tim e,precision m easurem ents oft�t production at a e+ e� -collider

willbe possible. An event generatoratthe signaldiagram level,including

bound state e�ects,isavailable. The study ofbackground diagram swillbe

necessary and a crosscheck ofthegeneratorwillbedesirable.

Athigh energies,vectorboson scattering (cf.�gure2),becom esan inter-

esting e+ e� ! 6f channelasa probeoftheelectroweak sym m etry breaking

sector.W ork in thisdirection hasstarted thisyear.

Thegeneralcase ofe+ e� ! 6f isa form idablecom putationalchallenge,

because a huge num ber ofdiagram s has to be calculated. At the m om ent

fourapproachesarebeing discussed:
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e+

e�

e+ =��

�f1

f2

�f3

f4

e� =�

Figure2:V V ! V V scattering.

1.startfrom on-shelle+ e� ! V V V ,V V ! V V and e+ e� ! t�tM onte

Carlos and add V ! f �f0 decays in a second step. This approach is

probablynotusefulforobtainingacom pletecalculation in theend,but

itcan providereasonabledescriptionsofthem ostim portant,resonant

contributionssoon.

2.extentthe EXCALIBUR [9]algorithm form asslessfourferm ion produc-

tion to six ferm ions. Itisstillunclearhow to dealwith quark m asses

e�ciently in thisapproach.

3.start with com plete calculations ofspeci�c �nalstates for which the

num berofdiagram sism anageable.W ork in thisdirection hasstarted

and isshowing �rstprom ising results[11].

4.perform a fully com puterized calculation.W ork in thisdirection using

theGRACE [9]system hasstarted aswell.

Theseprojectswillcertainly keep thea�cionadosofstandard m odelcalcula-

tionsentertained forsom eyears.

6.2 B eam strahlung

The experim ental environm ent at the Linear Collider causes a new phe-

nom enon thateventgeneratorshaveto dealwith.Thelargest(two ferm ion)

standard m odelcrosssectionsareoftheorder

4�

3

�2

s
�

100fb

(
p
s=TeV)2

; (12)
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and fourand six ferm ion crosssectionsaresuppressed byfurtherfactorsof�.

ItisthereforeclearthatinterestingphysicsattheLinearColliderwillrequire

largelum inositiesoftheorderof

1034cm � 2sec� 1 � 100fb� 1�� 1; (13)

where � = 107sec � year=� correspondsto one \e�ective" yearofrunning.

These lum inosities can only be achieved with extrem ely dense bunches of

particles.

Such bunchesexperience a strong electrom agnetic interaction with non-

trivialconsequences.A desirede�ectofthisinteractionforoppositelycharged

particlesisthe\pinch e�ect",which increasesthelum inosity by furthercolli-

m ating thebunchesthrough thereciprocalattraction.Butthesam ephysics

givesrise to undesirable side e�ectsaswell. The de
ection ofthe particles

in the bunchescausesthem to loose severalpercentoftheirenergy assyn-

chrotron radiation (beam strahlung). Therefore,the colliding particles will

have a non-trivialenergy spectrum . This spectrum has to be included in

the event generators for realistic predictions. At the sam e tim e,the radi-

ated photonstake partin 
e� -and 

-collisionsand therefore theirenergy

spectrum hasto beknown aswell.

Quantitatively,the e�ect ofthe beam strahlung is ofthe sam e order as

the e�ect ofinitialstate radiation. But unlike ordinary brem sstrahlung,

beam strahlung can notbetreated by ordinary perturbation theory,because

the underlying physics isthe interaction ofa particle with allthe particles

in the colliding bunch. Approxim ate analyticaltreatm entsofthiscollective

e�ectexist,butfullsim ulations[12]show thatthey arenotadequate.

The fullsim ulationsconsum e too m uch com putertim e and m em ory for

directly interfacing them to particle physics M onte Carlos. Also,the input

param eterscollected in table2 notfam iliarto m ostparticlephysicists.The

pragm aticalsolution ofthisproblem isto describe the resultofthe sim ula-

tionsby a sim pleansatz,thatcapturestheessentialfeatures.

The approxim ate solutions m otivate a factorized ansatz,which should

positiveand haveintegrable singularitiesattheendpointsxe� ! 1and x
 !

0

D p1p2(x1;x2;s)= dp1(x1)dp2(x2) (14)

de� (x)= a0�(1� x)+ a1x
a2(1� x)a3 (15)

d
(x)= a4x
a5(1� x)a6 : (16)

13



SBAND TESLA XBAND

E =GeV 250 250 250

N particles=10
10 1.1 3.63 0.65

�x=10
� 6m rad 5 14 5

�y=10
� 6m rad 0.25 0.25 0.08

��x=m m 10.98 24.95 8.00

��y=m m 0.45 0.70 0.13

�x=nm 335 845 286

�y=nm 15.1 18.9 4.52

�z=�m 300 700 100

frep 50 5 180

nbunch 333 1135 90

Table 2: Three prototypicallinearcollider designs at500 GeV:SBAND and

TESLA areDESY’sroom tem peratureand superconducting options,XBAND is

forKEK’sand SLAC’splans.
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Figure3:Quality ofthe�tsfortheTESLA design at500 GeV and 1 TeV.
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Figure 4: Results ofsim ulations and �ts for the three prototypicallinear

colliderdesignsat500 GeV.

Figure3showsthatthisansatzworkssurprisingly well.Ithasthereforebeen

m ade available as distribution functions and non-uniform random num ber

generatorsin thecirce library [13].

Theresulting distributionsaredisplayed in �gure4,which highlightsthe

substantialdi�erencesin thedesigns.

7 M onte C arlo Futures

ThecraftofM onteCarloeventgeneration forprecision physicsathigh energy

e+ e� -collidersispractised successfullybym anyphysiciststoday,aswitnessed

by them any high quality com putercodesavailableforLEP2.Stillthereare

areaswheretechnicalprogressisdesirable.

Them ostprom isingdirection aregeneratorgenerators,wheream plitudes

and event generation orintegration algorithm sare constructed algorithm i-

cally by a com puterprogram from a Lagrangian foreach desired �nalstate.

Thesystem savailabletoday havecom ea long way [6],butarestillfarfrom

perfect.

W hile the com binatorics of the generation of the am plitude is im ple-

m ented in severalsystem s,m ostofthese im plem entationsdo notscale well

to �nalstateswith m ore than fourparticles. The num berofdiagram swill

scale like n!with the num bern ofparticles. Forsm alln,the resource con-
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sum ption ofthisfactorialgrowth can bem atched by fasterhardwarein the

future,butthisisnotobviousforthenum ericalstability ofthecode.Gauge

theorieshave a good high energy behaviourbecause ofstrong cancellations

am ong individualdiagram s. The num ericalproblem s resulting from these

cancellationshave to be controlled. Thisisonly possible with m ore sophis-

ticated algorithm sthatregroup and partially factorizetheam plitudes.Such

algorithm s are non trivialand willneed further research. Here progress is

particularly im portantforradiativecorrections.

A second area ofresearch areadaptivem ethodsforeventgeneration and

integration. Except for specialcases,where the singularities in the am pli-

tudesare known in advance,today’ssystem sstillneed hum an intervention

for�nding optim alphase space variablesthatm inim ize the sam pling error.

Herem oresophisticated algorithm sareneeded aswell.

Technicaladvancesin thisdirection willallow to e�ciently producereli-

ableM onteCarlocodesforprecision physicsathigh energy LinearColliders.

Hopefully,this willalso propelthe state ofthe artofevent generation for

discovery physicsto thesam elevel.

Another prom ising direction for research is the investigation ofQuasi

M onteCarlo m ethodsforeventgeneration and integration.Herem oreexpe-

riencewith realisticapplicationsisneeded.

There arehoweversom eareaswhereprogresswillbeslow.In particular

theinterface oftheperturbative precision calculationswith the non pertur-

bative sim ulation ofstrongly interacting �nalstates is poorly understood.

A lotofthe sophistication in the calculation ofinterfering contributions is

lostwhen theperturbative am plitude ism atched to theclassicalsim ulation

ofthe fragm entation and hadronization process. AtLEP2,the problem sof

colorreconnection and Bose-Einstein correlationsarethelim iting factorfor

theW -m assm easurem ents.W hen LEP2 data becom eplentiful,they m ight

help to im prove phenom enologicalm odels and give a better controlofthe

system aticalerror.

8 B its and Pieces

Before concluding,Iwant to take this opportunity to advertize a welcom e

addition to the fam ily ofpseudo random num ber generators available for

M onteCarlo integration and eventgeneration.

Itiswellknown thatbadrandom num bergeneratorswillspoilanysim ula-
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tion,while(som e)goodrandom num bergeneratorscan consum em acroscopic

fractionsofthetotalcom putertim e.

Recently,DonaldKnuthm adeerrata[14]forhistextbookavailable,which

contain agem ofaportablegenerator.Itisan extrem ely fastim plem entation

of a lagged Fibonaccigenerator X j = (X j� 100 � X j� 37) m od 230, which

is portable even for system s which,like FORTRAN,o�er no unsigned 32-bit

arithm etic. The generator passes allstatisticaltests, even (with a slight

speed penalty)thebirthday spacingstest.Butthem ostinteresting property

is the innovative initialization algorithm for which one can prove that it

willgenerate 230 � 2 statistically independent sequences from a sim ple 30-

bitintegerseed.Form ostothergenerators,thestatisticalindependence for

di�erentseedsism uch harderto control.

The practicalconsequence isthatKnuth’snew algorithm allowsparallel

execution and reliable M onte Carlo estim ation oferrors,withouthaving to

worry aboutthestatisticalindependence ofthegenerated sam ples.

9 C onclusions

TheM onteCarlocodesforprecision physicsatLEP2physicsarein excellent

shape and the craftoftheirconstruction iswellunderstood. Toolsforthe

design ofthe LinearColliderare already available,butthere iswork leftto

do to m akethem ascom prehensive asthetoolsavailableforLEP2.

Technicalprogressisstillneeded forstream lining thecom putationalap-

proachesthatwilleventually allow ustoinvestigatethenatureofelectroweak

sym m etry breaking attheLinearCollider.
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