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A bstract

I discuss the state of the art and outline direction for research in
event generation for electroweak physics at LEP2 and et e Linear
C olliders.

1 Introduction

W ih the start of experin entation at LEP 1, a new era of precision m easure-
ments In high energy physics had begun. The potential of such m achines
calls for a new level of sophistication in the theoretical tools. T he ability to
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m easure param eters of the electroweak standard m odel at the pem ille level
requires precise theoretical predictions of observable quantities.

Today’s sophisticated m ulti purpose detectors have a com plicated geom —
etry that can not be describbed by sin ple acosptance and e ciency functions,
but require detailed sim ulation Instead. For thispurposs, M onte C arlo event
generators and sophisticated integration algorithm s are Indispensable.

T he theoretical issues nvolved in the calculation ofdi erential cross sec—
tions have been covered by other speakers at this conference [Il] and need not
be repeated here. I w ill therefore concentrate on the m ore technical issues
nvolved In tuming these theoretical predictions Into numbers that can be
com pared w ith experin ental resuls.

I will start in section 4 with review ing the m otivation for M onte Carlo
m ethods and Iw ill describe the m ethods in use today i section 3, ncluding
QuasiM onte Carlo in subsection 3.3. I will continue w ith radiative correc—
tions in section 4 and discuss speci ¢ problem s w ith autom ated caloulations
of radiative corrections in subsection 4.} A fter review ing the status of event
generators for LEP 2 in section EE}, I describe the new challenges at a Linear
C ollider in section 6, including a discussion ofbeam strahlung in section 6 4.
A fter a brief ook into the fiiture in section 7 and a £w bits and pieces in
section g, I w ill conclude.

2 The Need forM onte C arlo

The increasing energy of e’ e  storage rings and Linear C olliders opens up
channels w ith m any particles In the nal state, that are calculable In the
electroweak standard m odel. C ontihuing the precision tests of the standard
m odel at higher energies requires a precise calculation of the cross sections
for these channels. In addition, these channels provide backgrounds for new
particle ssarches, which calls for theoretical control of these cross sections as
well.
N um erical integration estin ates the integralofa function f by a weighted
sum of the functions’ values sam pled on a st £xg of points
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M onte Carl integration is the special case of {I}), In which fxg is a sam -
pk of pseudo random numbers and w x) = 1=jfxgj where jfxgjdenotes



the num ber of polnts In fxg. This case is of special in portance, because
the law of lJarge num bers gquarantees the convergence of @:) for any f, onk
the scale of the error depends on £. In addition, the statistical nature of
the m ethod allow s reliable error estin ates by repeating the evaluation w ith
varying random sets and checking the G aussian distrdbution of the resuls.

M onte Carlo is the only known m ethod that allow s the Integration of
di erential cross sections forarbitrary nalstatesw ith aroitrary phase space
cuts. M onte Carl event generation is required for realistic sinulations of
the accsptance and e ciency of m odem detectors w ith their com plicated
geom etry. Thus, M onte Carl is the universal tool or tuming actions into
m easurable num kers.

2.1 D iscovery vs. P recision P hysics

D iscovery physics and precision physics call for di erent approaches to event
generation. P recision tests of the standard m odel require com plete calcula—
tions, that include radiative corrections and \background" diagram s. Since
the num ber of diagram s form any particlke nalstates is large (up to 144 for
four farmm ions and thousands for six ferm ions), such calculations are techni-
cally dem anding. Fortunately, the param eter space is restricted and allow s
a oom prehensive analysis.

On the other hand, the ssarch for physics beyond the standard m odel
In general does not need radiative corrections other than the initial state
radiation of photons. This m akes the calculations technically easier, but
the need to cover a lot ofm odels w ith a vast param eter space creates other
problem s. Since tree level calculations folded with initial state structure
functions are usually su cient, com puter aided approaches can help to cover
the m odels and their param eter spaces.

3 Twelve R oads from A ctions to A nswers

There are twelve di erent m ethods for getting answers (cross sections and
event rates) from actions (the de nition of the physical m odel in perturba-
tive calculations). These can be factorized In three roads from actions to
am plitudes and four ways from am plitudes to answers.



3.1 The Three Roads from A ctions to Am plitudes

T he traditional textbook approach to deriving am plitudes from actions are
m anual calculations, which can be aided by ocom puter algebra tools. The
tin e-honored m ethod of calculating the squared am plitudes directly using
trace techniques is no longer practical for today’s m uliparticle nal states
and has generally been replaced by helicity am plitude m ethods. M anual
calculation has the disadvantage of consum ing a lot of valuable physicist’s
tin e, but can provide insights which are hidden by the other approaches
discussed below .

The currently m ost successfiil and increasingly popular technigque is to
use a well tested lbrary of kasic helicity am plitudes for the buiding blocks
of Feynm an diagram s and to construct the com plete am plitude directly In
the program in the form of function calls. A possblk disadvantage is that
the di erential cross section is now here availabl as a form ula, but the value
of such a formula is lin ted anyway, since they can hardly be printed on a
single page anym ore.

A utom atic calculations are a further step in the sam edirection. T heFeyn—
m an rules (or equivalent prescriptions) are no longer applied m anually, but
encoded algorithm ically. Thism ethod w illlbecom e m ore and m ore in portant
In the future, but m ore work is needed for the autom ated construction ofef-

cient event generators and for the in plm entation of radiative corrections
(see also section 4.1).

32 The Four Roads from A m plitudes to A nswers

Analtic and sem Fanalytic calculations have the potential to provide the
m ost accurate resuls. Unfortunately, filly analytic caloulations are not fea—
sble for m ore than three particles in the nal state, that is for m ost of the
Interesting physics at LEP2 and the Linear Collider. Still, sem ianalytic
calculations, in which som e integrations are perform ed analytically and the
rem aining Integrations are done num erically are possble for certain sinple
cuts and provide useful benchm arks with an accuracy unm atched by the
otherm ethods.

Themost exibl approach isM onte Carb integration, which converges
under very general conditions as
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wih N denoting the number of function evaliations. A s long as the in-
tegration variables can be transfomm ed such that the integrand £ does not

uctuate too w ildly, this m ethod can be in plem ented easily and e ciently.
T he quadratic Increase on com puting resource consum ption w ith the preci
sion puts a practical lin it on the attainable precision, however.

Event Generation is a special case of M onte Carlo integration in which
an ensamble of kinem atical con gurations is generated that is distrbuted
acoording to the di erential cross section. Such ensam bles allow the straight—
forw ard sim ulation of the non-perturbative physics of the fragm entation and
hadronization of strongly Interacting partickes and of the detector. If the
weight function isbounded, reection m ethods can be used to trivially tum a
M onte C arlo code Into an event generator. H and tuning is required, how ever,
to m ake the code e cient.

T he rate of convergence n @) is guaranteed by the law of lJarge num bers
and can only be Inproved if we tum away from pseudo random num bers
and sw itch to detem inistic integration and QuasiM onte Carlb. Em pirical
evidence from known quasi random num ber sequences suggests that

hfi I"N
hf i N
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(cf. @), below) is possble by using point sets that are m ore uniform than
both random sets and hypercubic lattices in high din ensions. Q uasiM onte
Carlo integration has been applied successfully to four fem ion production
at LEP2 'L2]. N evertheless, m ore work is needed, because there are too few
theorem s for realistic finction spaces. P hase spaces ofvarying din ensionality,
as In branching algorithm s, have not been studied at all yet.

3.3 QuasiRandom N um bers

Tt is ntuitively clear that the best convergence w ill be gotten by using the
m ost uniform point sets. It is less ocbvious how such uniform point sets ook
like and how to construct them . Let us therefore take a closer look at such
point sets. M ore detail and references can be found in 3.

Let us assum e for sin plicity that we can m ap the Integration region to
the n-din ensional uni hypercube: I = [;1] ®. Using the characteristic



flinction

&) = ¢ x); 4)

=1
we can de ne the localdiscrepancy of a point set fxg foreach y 2 I:

1 X N
gyfxg) = ——. vx) y ©)
Fxal . .

x2 fxg
O bviously, the localdiscrepancy m easures how uniform Iy fxg covers the hy—
percube. W e can now de ne various versions of the glolal discrepancy of the
point set fxg:

Z

Dn (fxg) = dy (@y¥xg))" (6a)
D (fxg) = sup B (yIx9)J: (6b)
Y

A Jower bound forD; can be established
n® Y7 fxqj

— (7)
IxgJ

D, (fxg) C @)
where C (n) dependsonly on the dim ension of the hypercube and is in partic-
ular Independent of £xg. The globaldiscrepancy D , ofa regular hypercubic
Jattice and a random point set can easily be calculated

n 1 N
4 B flatticeg¥™
1 1 1

D, (frandomg)= — — ——:
2 9 2n 3* frandom gj

D , (flatticeg) = (8a)

(8b)

T his show s that hypercubic lattices are ss uniform than random point sets
for m ore than two din ensions. This result is not surprising, however, be-
cause we know from experience that M onte C arlo works better than uniform
Integration form ulae n higher dim ensions.

Unfortunately, whik it is intuitively obvious that discrepancy and inte-
gration error are related, it ism uch harder to derive m athem atically rigorous
resuls for realistic integrands, in particular for those w ith singularities and
discontinuities. This is the price to pay for potentially faster convergence
and m ore research is needed.



Figure 1: Cancellations of real (@) and virtual (o) singularities.

4 R adiative C orrections

Athigh energies, electrom agnetic radiative corrections are enhanced by large
Jogarithm s In (s=m ?) and precision calculations of the hard cross section are
useless if the radiative corrections are not under control.

Perturbative calculations at xed order order In perturbation theory are
not su cient, because am plitudes orthe em ission ofphotons ( gure 1a) have
1=! soft and 1= -oollnear singularties. T hese singularities are cancelled

1 1 . 1

— ! — =Im — (! ) + In () 9)

! by to ! real virtual
in the cross section by oppositesign singularities In the virtual corrections
( gure i) to the indistinguishable process w ithout em ission. W hile su —
clently Integrated cross sections ram ain positive, the di erential cross section
w ithout em ission m ust be negative for the cancellation to take e ect. Only
after resum m ation of the perturbation series, these singularities becom e In—
tegrable ke 1=!! and result in strictly positive di erential cross sections.
The combmation of today’s collider energy and of the energy— and angu-—
lar resolution of today’s detectors have m ade this resum m ation a practical
necessity.

The m ost popular approach today is the sum m ation of the leading loga—
rithm ic niial state contrdbutions through structure functions

d @ ©° d°® |

d—(S)= dx, dx @—(X+ ix ) D xy;8)D x ;S)F(S): (10)
T he structure functionsD can be obtained from nite orderperturbation the—
ory wih resummed (\exponentiated") sihgularities, from YennieFrautschi-



Suura summ ation, from the DGLAP evolution equations or from parton
show er algorithm s.

A drawback of this approach is that the transversal m om entum carried
away by the photons is ambiguous in leading logarithm ic approxin ation.
For practical puryposes, m ost authors use the 1= k) behaviour suggested
by them ost singularpieces. T his problem is worrisom e for experin ents that
m easure the am ount of Initial state radiation by tagging photons in order to
select an event sam plew ith e ective center-ofm assenergy below thenom inal
m achine energy. T heoretically m ost satisfactory are algorithm s that m atch
the hard m atrix elem ent outside the singular region to the resumm ed cross
section in the singular region.

A nother universal correction appears in the W W -production close to
threshold at LEP2. The lIong range Coulomb interaction of slow W ’s gives
rise to a substantial change of the cross section. This correction is easy to
In plam ent and availble In m ost com puter codes.

The issue ofQ CD corrections was the sub gct of som e debates during the
1995 LEP 2 workshop. The \naive" QCD correction

QCD

1+ Ww="'! B 11)

is obtained by Integrating over the gluon in the decay of a vector boson into
quark pairs. The e ect on the width and the branching ratios is substantial
and must be included In som e way in the calculations. At the same tine,
this naive approach is theoretically questionable, because the unavoidable
experin ental cuts w ill invalidate the filly lnclusive calculation. Since there
are again cancellationsbetween realand virtual contributions at work, this is
not a proria num erically an all e ect. Furthem ore, the resonant diagram s
do not form a gauge invariant subset and a m ore com plete analysis is called
for.

Such studies are underway [@]. But until their results are included in the
standard com puter codes, the naive Q CD corrections are available in m ost
program s because the e ect is substantial.

W eak radiative corrections are certainly m ore interesting from the physics
persoective, but they willhardly be m easurable at LEP 2. T heir calculation
is very tough, because e ective Bom approxin ations sin ilar to those suc—
cessful at LEP 1, do not exist for di erential cross sections n W *W  pair
production. Since com plete calculations do not yet exist except for the on—
shell production of stable W ’s, gauge dependent ad-hoc resum m ations ofthe



propagators are needed.

Forpractical purposes at LEP 2, the gauge dependence problem hasbeen
solved by the ferm don oop schem e [{], but m ore com plete Investigations and
In plem entations ram ain desirable, because stronger e ects are expected at
the Linear C ollider.

4.1 R adiative C orrections in A utom atic C alculations

R adiative corrections in gauge theories pose a particular problem for au—
tom atic calculations (see E_6] for a general review of autom atic calculations).
Fom ally {11, loops can be incorporated in existing tree level generatorsby re—
placing theclassicalaction S @ ; ; ) wih thegenerating functional @A; ; )
ofone particlke irreducible diagram s. U nfortunately, this approach worksonly
for loops consisting of heavy particles.

A s mentioned above, the am plitude for the em ission of m assless parti-
ckes ( gure la) contains infrared and collinear singularities, which are can—
celled in the cross section by the virtual contrbutions ( gure db) for degen—
erate nal states. The problem is that both contributions have to be reg—
ularized and that the appropriate reqularization of the loop In diagram 1b
depends on which extemal kg it is attached to. Therefore it is not possble
to descrbe the loop diagram s by a position independent generating func-
tional @A; ; ).M ore sophisticated algorithm s which analyze to topology
ofthe graphs are needed. A new approach to thisproblm forQCD Ft cross
sections has been presented at this conference B].

Until this problem is solved, autom atic calculations are usefiil for the
am ission of hard photons which are ssparated from all charged photons. Th—
tegrated cross sections can be calculated in the leading logarithm ic approxi-
m ation only by ©lding hard cross sections w ith structure functions (10).

5 Status of Event G enerators for LEP 2

T he event generators available forW W -physics at LEP 2 have been described
in @]. An updated summ ary of the properties of the available codes is pre-
sented in tablke .

In [@], the predictions for LEP2 have been compared in detail. T a
\tuned" com parison w ith a prescribed calculational schem e, the i plem en—
tations have been tested and the m odem dedicated €' e ! 4f codes agreed



Program |[Type|Diag.| ISR |FSR [NQCD [CD.JAC [m ¢ |Jets]

ATLPHA MC all +
COMPHEP || EG all SF +
ERATO MC all SF + + +
EXCALIBUR|| M C all SF + + |+
GENTLE SA | NCC | SF/FF + + | + |PsS
GRCAF EG all | SF/PS | PS + + |+ |+ |+
HIGGSPV | EG |NCnn SF n/a
KORALW EG all YFS SF + + +
LEPWW () || EG | CCO03| O () + + + +
LPWW02 EG |CCO03 SF SF + + +
PYTHIA EG |CCO3|SF+PS| PS + + +
WOPPER EG |[ccC11 PS + + |+ +
WPHACT EG all SF + + |+ |+ |+
WTO Int. | NCC SF + +
WWE EG |CC20|SF+ME| ME + + + | + +
WWGENPV || EG |CC20| SF, |SFp, + + +

Tabl 1: Properties of the available com puter codes for W *W -physics
at LEP2. In the Type’ colimn M C’ stands for M onte Carlo integration,
EG'’ for event generation, SA’ for sam ianalytic and Tht.) for detem in-
istic integration. Implem ented subsets of diagram s are denoted by TC 03’
for doubly resonant W "W , €©C11’ for singly resonant W *W , ©C20’ for

nal states Including electrons or positrons, NCnn’ for various neutral cur-
rent diagram s and NCC ' for various neutral and charged current diagram s.
The In plam entation of mnitial state radiation is denoted by SF’ for struc—
ture functions, ¥F’ for ux functions, PS’ for parton showers, YFS’ for
YennieFrautschiSuura, M E’ formatrix element and O ( )’ for one pho-
ton brem sstrahling. The NQCD '’ colum n applies to naive inclusive QCD
corrections. For farm jon m asses, ' !’ denotes m assless m atrix elem ents w ith
m assive kinem atics. See Ez] for references and m ore details.
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at a level farbetter than required at LEP 2. Th a second \unleashed" com par-
ison, the di erent theoretical approaches of the codes have been com pared

and the resuls have shown that the predictions are under controlat the level
required for LEP 2.

6 Towards the Linear C ollider

W e have to wai another decade until a Linear C ollider w ill be available for
experin entation. Neverthelss, the design of the Interaction region and of
detectors needs m predictions for the expected physics fl0] today.

R egarding two gauge boson physics which for precision m easuram ents is
really our ferm jon physics), m ost of the LEP2 M onte Carlos in tablke 1) can
sin ply be run at higher energies, provided that they can be interfaced to
beam strahlung codes, as discussed in subsection 6 4 below .

Tt isunreasonable to expect deviations of the three gauge boson couplings
from the Standard M odelvalues (anom alous couplings) that w illbe m easur—
abk at LEP2 (though this assertion has to be checked anyway). This will
change at the Linear C ollider, because reasonable valies of O (1=(16 2)) be-
com e accessble and event generators have to support anom alous couplings.
Fortunately, the m a prity of the event generators supports them today and
prelin nary cross checks have been satisfactory.

A sm entioned above, weak radiative correctionsw illalso becom e relevant.
Herem ore work is still needed.

61 e'e ! 6f+n

At a 500 GeV Linear Collider interesting e e ! 6f channels open up. For
the rst tine, precision m easurem ents of tt production at a € e -collider
w ill be possble. An event generator at the signal diagram Jevel, including
bound state e ects, is available. T he study of background diagram s w ill be
necessary and a cross check of the generator w ill be desirable.

At high energies, vector boson scattering (cf. gure 2), becom es an inter-
estinge"e ! 6f channelas a probe ofthe electroweak symm etry breaking
sector. W ork in this direction has started this year.

The generalcase ofe" e ! 6f isa form idable com putational challenge,
because a huge number of diagram s has to be calculated. At the m om ent
four approaches are being discussed:

11



et et =

Figure 2: VV ! VV scattering.

1. start from on—<shelle'e ! VVV,VV ! VV ande'e ! ttMonte
Carlos and add V ! ff%decays ;n a second step. This approach is
probably not usefiill for obtaining a com plete calculation in the end, but
it can provide reasonable descriptions of the m ost im portant, resonant
contributions soon.

2. extent the EXCALIBUR [§] algorithm for m asskess four ferm jon produc-
tion to six ferm ions. It is still unclkar how to dealw ith quark m asses
e ciently in this approach.

3. start with com plte calculations of speci ¢ nal states for which the
num ber of diagram s ism anageable. W ork in this direction has started
and is show Ing rst prom ishg results fL1].

4, perform a fillly com puterized caloulation. W ork In this direction using
the GRACE [] system has started aswell.

These profcts w ill certainly keep the a cionados of standard m odel calcula—
tions entertained for som e years.

6.2 Beam strahlung

The experin ental environm ent at the Linear Collider causes a new phe-—
nom enon that event generators have to dealw ith. The Jargest (wo femm ion)
standard m odel cross sections are of the order

4 2 100/

_— — ; 12
3 s ( s=TeV )2 d2)
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and fourand six ferm ion cross sections are suppressed by further factors of
Tt istherefore clear that Interesting physics at the L inear C ollider w ill require
large um nosities of the order of

10%an “sec ' 1006 ' ' 3)
where = 10’sec  year= corresponds to one \e ective" year of running.
These lum Inosities can only be achieved w ith extrem ely dense bunches of

particles.

Such bundhes experience a strong electrom agnetic Interaction w ith non—
trivialoonsequences. A desired e ect ofthis interaction foroppositely charged
particles is the \pinch e ect", which increases the lum inosity by fiirther colli-
m ating the bundhes through the reciprocal attraction. But the sam e physics
gives rise to undesirable side e ects as well. The de ection of the particles
iIn the bunches causes them to loose several percent of their energy as syn—
chrotron radiation (beam strahling). Therefore, the colliding particles will
have a non-trivial energy goectrum . This soectrum has to be Included In
the event generators for realistic predictions. At the sam e tin e, the radi-
ated photons take part n e —and -oollisions and therefore their energy
soectrum has to be known aswell.

Quantitatively, the e ect of the beam strahlung is of the sam e order as
the e ect of nitial state radiation. But unlke ordinary brem sstrahlung,
beam strahlung can not be treated by ordinary perturbation theory, because
the underlying physics is the Interaction of a particle w ith all the particles
in the colliding bunch. A pproxin ate analytical treatm ents of this collective
e ect exist, but full sin ulations [12] show that they are not adequate.

The full sin ulations consum e too m uch com puter tin e and m em ory for
directly interfacing them to particke physics M onte C arls. A Iso, the Input
param eters collected in table @ not fam iliar to m ost particle physicists. T he
pragm atical solution of this problem is to describe the resul of the sinula—
tions by a sin pl ansatz, that captures the essential features.

The approxin ate solutions m otivate a factorized ansatz, which should
positive and have Integrabk sihgularities at the endpointsx, ! landx !

0

Dopp, ®17%258) = dp, (X1)dp, (2) (14)
d ®)=a @ x)+ax*1 x)% (15)
d ®)= a;x® (@1 x)*: 16)
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HSBAND\TESLA\XBAND\

E=GeV 250 250 250
N partices=101% || 1.1 363 | 065
«=10 °m rad 5 14 5
;=10 ‘mrad || 025 | 025 | 0.08
L=mm 1098 | 2495 | 8.0
,=mm 045 | 070 | 013
»=Im 335 845 286
,=nm 151 | 189 | 452
.= M 300 700 100
frep 50 5 180
Npunc 333 | 1135 90

Tabl 2: Three prototypical linear collider designs at 500 G €V : SBAND and
TESIA are DESY ‘s room tem perature and superconducting options, XBAND is
forKEK ’'sand SLAC’s plans.

S-Band, P s= 500G &V
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Figure 3: Quality ofthe ts forthe TESLA design at 500 GeV and 1 TeV .
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s= 500G ev PS= so0cev
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Figure 4: Resuls of sinulations and ts for the three prototypical linear
collider designs at 500 G&V .

F igured show s that this ansatz w orks surprisingly well. Tt has therefore been
m ade availabl as distrbution functions and non-uniform random number
generators in the circe lbrary {13].

T he resulting distrbutions are digplayed in  gure 4, which highlights the
substantial di erences in the designs.

7 M onte C arlo Futures

T he craft ofM onte C arlo event generation forprecision physics at high energy
e" e -oolliders ispractised successfully by m any physicists today, asw inessed
by the m any high quality com puter codes availabl for LEP 2. Still there are
areas w here technical progress is desirable.

T hem ost prom ising direction are generator generators, w here am plitudes
and event generation or integration algorithm s are constructed algorithm i-
cally by a com puter program from a Lagrangian for each desired nal state.
The system s available today have com e a Iong way ], but are still far from
perfect.

W hile the combinatorics of the generation of the am plitude is Inple-
m ented in several system s, m ost of these in plem entations do not scale well
to nal states with m ore than four particles. The number of diagram s w i1l
scale Ike n!with the number n of partickes. For an alln, the resource con—
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sum ption of this factorial grow th can be m atched by faster hardware in the
future, but this is not obvious for the num erical stability of the code. G auge
theories have a good high energy behaviour because of strong cancellations
am ong Individual diagram s. The num erical problm s resulting from these
cancellations have to be controlled. This is only possble w ith m ore sophis—
ticated algorithm s that regroup and partially factorize the am plitudes. Such
algorithm s are non trivial and w ill need further research. Here progress is
particularly in portant for radiative corrections.

A seoond area of research are adaptive m ethods for event generation and
Integration. Except or special cases, where the singularities In the am pli-
tudes are known in advance, today’s systam s still need hum an intervention
for nding optin al phase space variables that m Inim ize the sam pling error.
Here m ore sophisticated algorithm s are needed as well.

Technical advances in this direction will allow to e ciently produce reli-
abk M onte C arlo codes for precision physics at high energy Linear C olliders.
H opefully, this will also propel the state of the art of event generation for
discovery physics to the sam e evel.

Anocther prom ishg direction for ressarch is the investigation of Quasi
M onte C arlo m ethods for event generation and integration. H ere m ore expe—
rience w ith realistic applications is needed.

T here are however som e areas w here progress w ill be slow . In particular
the Interface of the perturbative precision calculations w ith the non pertur-
bative sinulation of strongly interacting nal states is poorly understood.
A Iot of the sophistication in the calculation of interfering contrdbutions is
Jost when the perturbative am plitude ism atched to the classical sin ulation
of the fragm entation and hadronization process. At LEP 2, the problem s of
color reconnection and BoseE instein correlations are the 1im iting factor for
the W -m assm easuram ents. W hen LEP 2 data becom e plentifii], they m ight
help to Im prove phenom enological m odels and give a better control of the
system atical error.

8 B its and P ieces

Before concluding, I want to take this opportunity to advertize a weloom e
addition to the fam ily of pssudo random num ber generators availabl for
M onte C arlo integration and event generation.

Tt iswellknown thatbad random num ber generatorsw ill spoilany sim ula—
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tion, while (som e) good random num ber generators can consum em acroscopic
fractions of the total com puter tim e.

R ecently, D onald K nuth m ade errata [[4] forhistextbook available, which
contain a gam ofa portabl generator. It is an extrem ely fast in plam entation
of a lagged Fionacci generator Xy = (X3 100 X4 37) mod 2%, which
is portable even for system s which, like FORTRAN, o er no unsigned 32-bit
arithm etic. The generator passes all statistical tests, even Wih a slight
goeed penaly) the birthday spacings test. But the m ost interesting property
is the nnovative initialization algorithm for which one can prove that it
will generate 23° 2 statistically independent sequences from a sin ple 30—
bit Integer seed. Form ost other generators, the statistical independence for
di erent seeds ismuch harder to control

T he practical consequence is that K nuth’s new algorithm allow s paraliel
execution and reliable M onte C arlo estin ation of errors, w ithout having to
worry about the statistical independence of the generated sam ples.

9 Conclusions

TheM onte C arlo codes for precision physics at LEP 2 physics are in excellent
shape and the craft of their construction is well understood. Tools for the
design of the Linear C ollider are already available, but there is work left to
do to m ake them as com prehensive as the tools available for LEP 2.

Technical progress is still needed for stream lining the com putational ap—
proaches that w illeventually allow usto investigate the nature ofelectrow eak
symm etry breaking at the Linear C ollider.
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