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A bstract

I present a general purpose M onte C arlo program for calculating the nextto-Jleading
order corrections to arbitrary four—gt quantities in electron-positron anniilation. In
the current version ofthe program , som e sublading in color termm s are neglected. A san
exam ple, I calculate the four—gt rate in the D urham schem e as well as the Bengtsson—
Zerw as angular distribution at O ( g) and ocom pare the resuls to existing data.
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Four—gt events have been copiously produced at the Z pol and at sn aller energies
at electron-positron colliders. These events allow the study of new aspects ofQCD . For
Instance, the threegluon coupling and the dependence on the num ber of light avors, N ¢,
enter already at tree level. T herefore, this seem sto be an idealplace foram easurem ent ofthe
color factors {I,'2,3]. Even if there is no doubt about the correctness ofQ CD as the theory
ofthe strong interactions, these m easuram ents are not purely academ ic. In fact, the ongoing
debate about the existence of light gluinos could be ssttled mmm ediately by m easuring N ¢
precisely enough (see eg. ref. 3] and references therein) . Indeed, the addition of a m asskss
gluino am ounts to a change of N¢ from 5 to 8. Also at LEP 2 four—gt events w ill play an
In portant role, since they are the m ain background for the W pair production. Thus, a
next-to-leading order prediction for such quantities is highly desirable.

In this tak I present som e next-to-Jleading order results for the four gt fraction and
som e angular distrbutions. These results have been obtained with a program [] which
can ocom pute an arbitrary four—-gt quantiy at next-toJeading order. However, as will be
discussed below , som e subleading in color contributions have been neglected so far.

A ny next-to-leading order calculation involvesbasically twom a pr steps. F irst, the corre—
goonding one-loop am plitudes have to be com puted and second, the phase-space integration
has to be perform ed. This second step nvolves the cancellation of the real and virtual sin—
gularities. I used the general version of the subtraction m ethod as proposed in §] to do
the phase space integrals. T hus, no approxin ation at allhasbeen m ade in this part of the
calculation.

The onedoop am plitudes which are needed for the calculation of four—gt events are
ete ! g and e'e ! gggg. Recently, the amplitudes for our quarks in the nal
state have been com puted [§,7]. H owever, the situation concermning the one-loop am plitude
for the qggg nal state is less satisfactory. Unfortunately, only the lrading In color temm s
are known so far Bl. Asa result, sublkading in color pieces of the cross section can not yet
be com puted at next-to-leading order. W riting the color decom position of any four—gt cross
section as
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Besides the oneJoop am plitudes, the treedevel am plitudes for the processes e’ e !
g’y and €' e ! goggg are required for the com putation of the real contributions. T hey
have been dbtained by several groups [4,10]. In the program the resuls of ref 9] are used.

In the calculation of these am plitudes all quark and Jepton m asses have been st to
zero. This is usually a very good approxin ation, although the bquark m ass e ects can
yield considerable corrections {[1]. Unfortunately, the com plete inclusion ofm ass e ects at
the order O ( 2) is presently out of reach, the m ain reason being the fact that the one-loop
am plitudes are known only for the m assless case.

Besides the m ass e ects and sublading In color tem s, three m ore contributions were
neglected, although In principle their hclision would not pose a problem .

(1) Contrbutions com ng from Pauli exchange. The corresponding O ( ﬁ) temm s are
known to be num erically tiny and it is expected that the O ( S) tem s are num erically not

very signi cant.
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Figure 1: (@) Sold (da%ded) lines represent the oneldoop (treedevel) predictions for R4, In the
Durham scheme or = sand = 0:118. (b) Solid (dashed) lines show the dependence of R 4
on the renom alization scale for the oneloop (treelevel) predictions in the D urham schem e, for
Veut = 0:03.

(2) Contributions proportional to the axial coupling a4 of the Z % to quarks. Analogous
tem shave traditionally been om itted from O ( i) program s, asthey cancel precisely between
up—and dow n-type quarks In the nalstate (for zero quark m ass), and their contrdoution to
the three—Ft rate is at the percent level iz1.

(3) Contributions proportionalto ( 4 vq)2 , Where v, is the quark vector coupling. T hese
\light-by-glue scattering" tem s do not appear at O ( 2) at all, have a partial cancellation
from the sum over quark avors, and contribute lessthan 1% to the O ( g) termm In the total
cross-section [13].

I rst present the results for the our-gt rateR 4 4 $t= tor at next-to-leading order in

s I the Durham schem e [14]. The Vo« dependence is shown in Fig.',. The solid (dashed)
line represents the one-loop (uee—leve%% prediction. The renom alization scale  has been
chosen to be the centerofm assenergy s, thenumberof avorsN: = 5and = 0:118 [15].
T he data points are prelin inary SLD data [16] and are corrected for hadronization.

T he truncation ofthe perturbative expansion for any physical quantity leads to a depen—
dence ofthe theoretical prediction on the choice ofthe renom alization scale . T he treelevel

dependence ismuch stronger for the four—gt rate than for the three—gt rate, because the
fom er is proportional to 2 Instead of . As expected, this strong renomm alization-scale
dependence is reduced by the inclusion of the next-+to—-Jeading order contribution. F ig.d also
plots the -dependence ofR, at treedevel and at one-loop for y.,. = 0:03.

Four—gt angular distrbutions [['1] have been m easured by several colleborations [, 4, 31.
The general procedure is to choose a certain £t de nition. Then, In the case of a four-
£t event, the gts are ordered according to their energies such that E; > E, > E3 > Eg4.
U sually, them ost energetic ftsare associated w ith the prim ary quarksw hereasthe rem aining
two ts either origin form a quark or gluon pair (at tree level). This can be exploited to
construct angular variables w hich have a com plktely di erent shape for the fourquark and
the twoquark-two-gluon nalstate. Since the two nal states are proportional to di erent
color structures one can attam pt to m easure the various color factors and in particular the
num ber of light avorsN ¢ . Unfortunately, the fourquark nalstate is strongly suppressed.
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Figure 2: Bengtsson-Zerwas distribution at tree level (dotted), onedoop (solid) and onedoop
wih N ¢ = 8 (dashed) compared to (@) OPAL [2] and () ALEPH E_ﬁ]data (histogram s), which are
corrected for detector and hadronization e ects.

A sa resul, the full distributions are not very sensitive to N ¢ and the error on the m easured
value ofN ¢ is accordingly large.

A n advantage ofthe angular distributions lies in the fact that one does not need to worry
about large logarithm s com ing from a particular choice of the renom alization scale. The
reason for this can easily be understood. At tree level, the strong coupling constant appears
only In an overall prefactor. Since these distrbutions are nom alized, the valie of ¢ and
thus the choice of the renom alization scale hasno in uence at allon the result. Only the
Inclusion of the one-loop corrections ntroduces a extrem ely m ild -dependence.

A s an exam pl, I consider the BengtssonZerwas angl, gz, and com pare the next-to—
leading order prediction with the two m ost recent analyses of OPAL and ALEPH [, 31.
In P] ¥tswere de ned according to the JADE scheme with yo,: = 003, whereas n 3] the
D urham Ftalgorithm w ith the EO0 recom bination schem e was used and y.,+ was chosen to be
0:008. N ote also that the two experim ents use di erent nom alizations. F ig. J com pares the
treelevel (dotted) and next-to-leading order (solid) predictions to the data which have been
corrected for detector and hadronization e ects. T he dotted line can hardly be ssen because
it nearly coincides w ith the solid line. T he theoretical curves have been obtained by binning

sz Into twenty bins. This rather nebinning resuls in a som ew hat larger statistical error,
which is ofthe order of 2% for the shown curves. In order to illustrate them ild dependence
on N ¢ Iplotted also the onedoop results rN¢: = 8 (dashed). A though this dependence
and thus the precision on the m easurem ent ofN ¢ m ay be enhanced by additional cuts or by
bquark tagging [18], F ig.2 show s that it isvery di cul to get a precise m easurem ent ofN ¢
from angular distrbutions alone.
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