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Search for resonant production of ¢¢ decaying to jets in pp collisions at \/s=1.96 TeV
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This paper reports a search for nonstandard model topquark resonances, Z’/, decaying to tf —
WTbW™ b, where both W decay to quarks. We examine the top-antitop quark invariant mass spectrum
for the presence of narrow resonant states. The search uses a data sample of pp collisions at a center of
mass energy of 1.96 TeV collected by the CDF II detector at the Fermilab Tevatron, with an integrated
luminosity of 2.8 fb~!. No evidence for top-antitop quark resonant production is found. We place upper
limits on the production cross section times branching ratio for a specific topcolor assisted technicolor
model in which the Z’ has a width of I',, = 0.012M . Within this model, we exclude a Z’ boson with
masses below 805 GeV/c? at the 95% confidence level.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.84.072003

The discovery of the top quark in 1995 [1] completed the
third generation of quarks. Years after its discovery, the top
quark plays an important role in theoretical extensions of
the standard model (SM). Its large mass gives the top quark
a special position within the standard model and may shed
light on the dynamics of electroweak symmetry breaking.
One SM extension, topcolor assisted technicolor [2], pre-
dicts new strong dynamics which accounts for the sponta-
neous breaking of electroweak symmetry and explains the
large mass of the top quark. This model predicts a vector
particle (Z"), which couples primarily to the third genera-
tion of quarks and has no significant couplings to leptons.
The existence of a narrow (I', = 0.012M,) width Z’
resonance decaying to tf pairs, using a leptophobic top-
color model [3] as the reference, has been probed since
the beginning of Tevatron operations, both at CDF [4] and
DO [5]. Other theories of physics beyond the standard
model predict new heavy particles that would be evident
as a resonance in the #f production invariant mass distri-
bution [6].

This paper presents a search for narrow resonant states
decaying to top-antitop pairs. In the leptophobic topcolor
model, top quarks decay as in the SM via the weak inter-
action, nearly always to a W boson and a b quark. W
bosons decay into light fermion-antifermion pairs: a lep-
tonic decay (32.4%) into a charged lepton and a neutrino;
or hadronic decay (67.6%) into an up-type quark and a
down-type quark. All previously reported searches have
been analyses of top-antitop decays in the lepton plus jets
channel, where one of the W bosons decays leptonically (to
an electron or a muon) and the other W decays hadroni-
cally. This channel features a clean signature due to the
presence of a lepton in the final state, and has a branching
ratio of 29%. The result presented in this paper is an
analysis of #7 decays in the all-hadronic channel, where
both W’s decay hadronically. Because this topology fea-
tures only multiple hadronic jets in the final state, it is
subject to a considerable multijet QCD background. We
demonstrate that this background can be controlled and
significantly suppressed with a careful event selection.
Analysis of tf decays in the all-hadronic channel is

PACS numbers: 13.85.Rm, 14.65.Ha, 14.70.Hp, 14.70.Pw

advantageous for several reasons: the channel offers the
largest branching ratio (46%) of any of the 7 final states;
there is no unobservable neutrino in the final state, which
permits improved resolution of the ¢ invariant mass;
finally, this sample is orthogonal to that of previous
analyses—the result presented in this paper is complimen-
tary to the previous results in the lepton plus jets channel.

pp collision events analyzed in this paper were pro-
duced at the Tevatron collider at a center of mass energy
of 1.96 TeV and were recorded by the CDF II detector [7].
The data sample corresponds to a total integrated luminos-
ity of 2.8 fb~!. CDF Il is a general purpose particle detec-
tor. It consists of high precision tracking systems for vertex
and charged particle track reconstruction, surrounded by
electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters for energy mea-
surement, and muon subsystems outside the calorimeter for
muon detection. CDF II uses a cylindrical coordinate sys-
tem with azimuthal angle ¢, polar angle § measured with
respect to the positive z direction along the proton beam,
and the distance » from the beamline. The pseudorapidity,
transverse energy, and momentum are defined as 7 =
—In[tan(§)], E, = Esiné, and P, = Psinf, where E and
P are the energy and momentum of an incident particle.

The data were collected using a multijet online event
selection (trigger), which is implemented in three stages.
For triggering purposes, the calorimeter is subdivided into
a 24 X 24 grid of towers in n — ¢ space. At level 1, we
require at least one trigger tower with transverse energy
E*Y = 10 GeV. At level 2, we require the sum of the
transverse energies of all the trigger towers, > E®Y, to be
= 175 GeV and the presence of at least four clusters of
trigger towers with E* = 15 GeV. Finally, at level 3 we
require four or more reconstructed jets with raw (uncor-
rected) E, = 10 GeV, where jets are identified as clusters
of energy depositions in the calorimeter using a fixed cone
(AR = /(Ap)? + (An)?) = 0.4) algorithm [8]. The effi-
ciency of this trigger selection on all-hadronic 7 events is
about 80%. The main background present in this data
sample is QCD multijet production.

The jet energies are corrected for calorimeter response,
multiple interactions, and energy radiated outside the jet
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cone [9]. Jets originating from a b quark are identified by
the SECVTX [10] algorithm, which searches for tracks with
nonzero impact parameter that result from the displaced
decay of B hadrons inside the jet, and fits the tracks to a
common vertex. If this vertex is significantly displaced
from the primary interaction point, the jet is tagged as a
b jet.

Events compatible with the signal are selected by requir-
ing six or seven jets with || <2 and corrected E, >
15 GeV. To remove leptonic 7 decays, we veto events
with well identified leptons [11] or with significant imbal-
ance in transverse momentum [12]. After all the preselec-
tions defined above, the SM 7 contribution to the data
sample is expected to be very small (0.3%). To enrich the
signal presence in the data sample we have to apply addi-
tional cuts, which we describe later in the paper.

The distinctive feature of this analysis is the use of
likelihoods calculated by integrating signal matrix ele-
ments both to perform ¢7 invariant mass reconstruction
and to suppress the overwhelming background. The full
expression of the likelihood for a given event with jet
momenta configuration J to be the result of SM 7 produc-
tion and decay is given by

fdzadzbﬂza)f(zb) - [

P(jlm) =
(jlm) Z 4E,Eplv, — vy 37

& p,
combi (2 77)32Ei ]
o 1M, pIP@m)* W (Er — ENTF(Ip)P.(p)

a-tot(m) e(m)Ncombi

)

where z,,, v,, and E,, are the fractional momenta,
velocities and energies carried by partons a, b and f(z,;)
are the parton distribution functions of colliding proton and
antiproton, j’( D) are jets (partons) four-momenta, m is the
top quark mass, M (m, p) is the SM 7 leading-order matrix
element, oy, €(m) is the SM 7 production cross section
times the selection efficiency both as a function of m, and
Er (E)) is a generic notation for the four-vector of the final
(initial) state, and P,(p) for the transverse momentum of
the ¢f system. The sum is performed over all jet to parton
assignments N - The probability that a parton with
energy E, is observed as a jet with energy E; is given by
the transfer function, TF(j|p), which is parametrized as a
function of parton energy and pseudorapidity. Transfer
functions are defined individually for the jets associated
with b and light jets, as they have different response in the
calorimeter. We construct the transfer functions from the
events that have all the jets uniquely matched to each
individual parton within a cone of AR = 0.4. For each
energy and 7 region we use smoothed histogrammed dis-
tributions of 1 — Eje;/Epyrion as TF (j|p) parametrization.
A sample of fully simulated 7 Monte Carlo (MC) events,
generated using PYTHIA v6.2 [13] with parton showering
followed by the full simulation of the CDF II detector, and
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assuming m = 175 GeV/c? is used to obtain the P,(p) and
TF(j|p) parametrizations.

The probability density, P(j|m), can be expressed with
respect to any variable that is a function of parton four-
momenta, in this case the invariant mass of ¢ pairs, M.
Integrating Eq. (1) over the parton variables times a delta
function 86(x — M;(p)) we obtain the probability density
function for each event once the jets are measured. We use
the mean value of this distribution as an estimator for M,;.

To discriminate between SM background and Z' signal
events, we calculate event quantities which are sensitive to
the presence of a signal and use them as inputs for a neural
network which is trained to separate the signal and the
background. Keeping in mind that SM ¢7 is one of the
background samples for Z' events, here we will refer to
SM 17 as the signal sample for the event selection purpose
only. We train the neural network to select events with the
presence of 7 pairs and to veto dominant QCD multijet
production. Using SM 7 events as signal events to optimize
the event selection and enrich the ¢7 content of the sample
accomplishes reasonable results for Z' events as shown
later in the paper. In addition, this choice makes the search
unbiased to a specific mass and the model of Z' hypothesis
used.

A first set of 10 kinematic variables, summarized in
Table I, has already been shown to be effective [14] in
reducing the QCD background. Significant distinguishing
features of ¢7 production in comparison to the QCD back-
ground are high E7 jets, dijet resonances from W decay and

2Er

trijet resonances from ¢ decay. The centrality is C = S

where /3 is the invariant mass of the multijet system. The
aplanarity is defined as A = 3 Q |, where Q | is the smallest
of the three normalized eigenvalues of the sphericity ten-
sor, M =Y jP;?Pf , calculated in the center of mass
system of all jets, where a and b refer to the spatial

components of the jet four-momentum P It In Table I, 6*

TABLE I. Neural network input variables.
Variable Description
> Er Scalar sum of all jet E
SiEr As above, excluding two highest E; jets
C Centrality, defined in text
A Aplanarity, defined in text
Mg‘jin Minimum dijet invariant mass
My Maximum dijet invariant mass
My Minimum trijet invariant mass
Mz Maximum trijet invariant mass
E! Esin?6* for the highest Ey jet
(E3) Geometric mean of E; of remaining N — 2 jets
MED Constructed from matrix element
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is a jet emission direction, represented by the angle be-
tween the jet direction, measured in the center of mass
frame of all jets, and the proton beam axis. For the last
variable, MED (matrix element discriminant), we exploit
the broad set of information from the event about its
production and decay through the SM #f matrix element.
For each event we calculate ““the minus log probability” of
Eq. (1) at 9 different top mass points, m, = 155,
160...195 GeV/c?, and use their sum as the final
discriminator.

Having defined the variables, to separate ¢7 from back-
ground events, we use them as inputs to a neural network
[15] with two hidden layers and one output node. The
neural network is trained on samples of signal and back-
ground events with 6 = Nj, = 7. To model the signal
events we use the PYTHIA MC generator at leading order
(LO) to produce SM ¢f events assuming a top quark mass of
My, = 175 GeV/ c? and the theoretical cross section of
6.7 pb [16]. We use the multijet data events as the back-
ground sample for training the neutral net since the 7
contribution is expected to be negligible. After the training,
the value of the output node, NN, is used as a discrim-
inator between signal and background. Its distribution is
shown in Fig. 1. In addition, we show the comparison of the
QCD dominated data, MC generated SM ¢f and MC gen-
erated Z' events for one of the input variables 3 E;.

In the final event selection we require a cut on the neural
net output, NN, > 0.93, and at least one jet tagged as
having originated from a b quark. The neural net require-
ment was optimized to suppress the QCD background
while enhancing the content of ¢7 events by maximizing
the SM 7 significance. Table II shows the selection effi-
ciencies for SM 7 and Z' events after final event selection
cut. There are 2086 events surviving these final selection
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FIG. 1.
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TABLE II. Table of cross sections, o, and acceptances, € *
Se(tot.), for Z' and SM 7 events.

M, (GeV/c?) olpb] €=+ de

SM 6.7 3.8+ 0.5
450 8.96 42 +0.5
500 5.66 4.7 £ 0.5
550 3.40 53=*05
600 2.09 5.7+0.5
650 1.31 5.8+ 0.4
700 0.78 5.6 +0.4
750 0.47 5.2*0.3
800 0.28 4.6 = 0.3
850 0.16 4.0=x0.2
900 0.10 3.6 0.2

criteria including 680 SM 7 events as estimated from the
simulated event sample and assuming the NLO theoretical
cross section [16]. The remaining events are from QCD
multijet processes plus a potential signal contribution from
Z' events.

The dominant background is multijet production via
QCD, where one of the b jets can originate from heavy
flavor (b or c) quark pair production or from misidentified
light flavor quark jets. Because of the large theoretical
uncertainties on the production cross section, we use a
data-driven approach to estimate the QCD background.
From a data sample with 4 or 5 jets, which is overwhelm-
ingly from QCD production (SM ¢f fraction less than
5-107%), we build a tag rate matrix. In this procedure,
we parametrize the probability for each jet to be identified
as a b jet. The parametrization includes the dependence on
the transverse energy of the jet, the number of tracks
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FIG. 2 (color online).

associated to the jet, and the number of reconstructed
collision vertices in the event. Once we define the proba-
bility for a single jet to be tagged, we can use the tag rate
matrix to estimate the probability for an event to have one
or two b-tagged jets. The tag rate matrix is applied to 6 or 7
jet data events before the b-tagging requirement to predict
the QCD background for events in the final selected sam-
ple. To test our background model, we consider several
control regions, defined by the neural net output value
NNy =0.25, 0.25 < NNy, =075, 0.75 < NNy, =
0.93. For all the regions we find a very good agreement
between the model and the observed data. Figure 2 shows
the distributions of Y E; and M;; in the control region
0.75 < NNy, = 0.93.

To measure and set the confidence level intervals on
resonant 7f production given the observed M,; spectrum,
we start with the following likelihood,

et @)

n D) = K
L(@ilo, D) Ue p
which is the prior probability of observing 71, where n; is
the observed number of events in the ith bin of the M;
distribution, and w; is the expected number of events in
the same bin and is given by u; = o (A, — ASY)T! +
oAy = AT}, + NocpToeps Which depends on the
assumed signal cross section, o, the SM ¢7 cross section,
o, the signal and SM 7 effective acceptances, A, A, the
number of expected QCD events, Nocp, and the fraction of
events in ith M ; bin, T, T}, Ty, for the signal, SM #7 and
QCD distributions, respectively. As the QCD background
prediction is performed using the data sample itself, the
presence of SM 7 and assumed signal events must be
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Distributions of Y E and M,; in the control region 0.75 < NN, = 0.93.

subtracted from QCD background estimation. We calculate
the number of residual contamination events in QCD back-
ground prediction, using assumed and theoretical cross
sections for signal and SM ¢f events, and their effective
acceptances for the residual contamination terms A$°™ and
ASP™ by applying the tag rate matrix to the signal and SM #7
samples before the tagging requirement.

We use Bayes’ theorem to connect the likelihood of the
measurement to the posterior probability density, which is
used to set the upper limits.

p(olii) = f dirp(o, i) = f diL(iilo, #)m(o, §)/ p(ii)
(3)

where (o, ¥) is the prior probability density, and
p() = [dv [doL(o, p|i)m(o, D).

There are two types of uncertainties we have to consider.
The first type does not change the shape of the M,; distri-
bution but only the acceptances. The second type affects
both the shape and normalization; we refer as shape un-
certainties. Uncertainties that do not change the shape of
the templates (distributions) are incorporated as nuisance
parameters and integrated over in Eq. (3). In this respect,
Eq. (3) includes not only the statistical uncertainty of the
data, but also the source of systematic uncertainties on:
signal and SM ¢f acceptances, SM ¢f cross section, QCD
normalization and integrated luminosity.

One of the shape uncertainties we consider is the jet
energy scale corrections. After the jet energy corrections
we are left with an uncertainty on the jet energy scale. A
change in the jet energy scale modifies both the accep-
tances and the template shapes. To account for shape
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uncertainties and jet energy scale, in particular, we gener-
ate a set of pseudoexperiments using the shifted templates
and acceptances. This results in a shifted reconstructed
cross section with respect to the nominal one. The mapping
of this shift versus the input cross section provides an
evaluation of the impact of the jet energy scale uncertainty
at any given cross section. The complete list of the shape
uncertainties sources we consider are those due to uncer-
tainties in the jet energy scale, initial- and the final-state
radiation, and proton and antiproton parton distribution
functions. Assuming that the nature of shape uncertainties
follow a normal distribution, we convolute the posterior
probabilities with a Gaussian whose width is equal to the
quadrature sum of individual shape uncertainties.

After including the shape uncertainties, the posterior
density function is used to define the upper and lower
limits at any given confidence level (C.L.). If the lower
limit is zero then the data is considered consistent with the
SM at that level of confidence. We also extract the recon-
structed cross section as the most probable value of the
posterior density function. To obtain the sensitivity of the
reconstruction algorithm we generate 1000 simulated ex-
periments in the signal null hypothesis and extract the
95% C.L. expected upper limit, defined as the median of
the upper limits distribution. This entire exercise is re-
peated for various resonance masses from 450 GeV/c? to
900 GeV/c?. Together with the theoretical cross section
versus mass curves these limits are used to exclude certain
mass ranges.

In this analysis we consider the data gathered by CDF II
between 2002-2008 at the Tevatron. The M,; distribution
for the 2086 events surviving the final event selection
criteria is shown in Fig. 3 and is consistent with the SM
expectations. The resulting 95% C.L. upper limits on
o(pp — Z') - BR(Z' — tf) as a function of M,; are shown

500 - - QCD
C M smit
400 - ——Data, Nev=2086
v
3 300[
o L
=] L
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ag L
g 20f
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100 -
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FIG. 3 (color online). Reconstructed M,; vs the SM expecta-
tion in the search region above the 400 GeV/c? cut.
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in Fig. 4 together with expected limits derived from pseu-
doexperiments that include the SM background hypothesis
only. These limits can be used to exclude leptophobic
topcolor resonance candidates with a mass less than
805 GeV/c? at 95% C.L., assuming the width of the
resonance is I'y = 0.012M,. The previous searches
were performed in the lepton plus jets channel only, and
the most recent results were conducted by CDF II [17] and
DO [18]. Using Tevatron data corresponding to 1 fb~! and
0.9 fb~! integrated luminosity, respectively, they found no
evidence for 7 resonant production. For the same bench-
mark model of leptophobic topcolor Z’, the upper limits
were set at 720 GeV/c? and 700 GeV/c? for CDF 1I and
DO, respectively.

In conclusion, we have performed a search for a heavy
resonance decaying into ¢ using data with 2.8 fb~! inte-
grated luminosity in the all-jets channel. No evidence for
such a resonance is observed and we set upper limits on
the production cross section times branching ratio at the
95% C.L. For one leptophobic topcolor production
mechanism, we exclude masses up to 805 GeV/c?.

We thank the Fermilab staff and the technical staffs of the
participating institutions for their vital contributions. This
work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy and
National Science Foundation ; the Italian Istituto Nazionale
di Fisica Nucleare; the Ministry of Education, Culture,
Sports, Science and Technology of Japan; the Natural
Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada;
the National Science Council of the Republic of China;
the Swiss National Science Foundation; the A.P. Sloan

4
= Expected limit at 95% C.L.
35 % Expected limit at 95% C.L. +15
5 C Expected limit at 95% C.L. +2¢
= C —e— Observed limit at 95% C.L.
= r
o 25 — Leptophobic Z', T=1.2% M,
= C
N 2
E -
m F %
- 15
o R
1= &n.
0.5
0\_\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\\\

450 500 550 600 650 700 750 800 850 900
M,. [GeV/c]

FIG. 4 (color online). Expected and observed upper limits on
leptophobic topcolor Z' in 2.8 fb~! of CDF II data. The blue line
is the median expected upper limit with the assumption of no
signal, the red line is the observed limit and the black line is the
cross section prediction for leptophobic topcolor Z' production.

072003-8



SEARCH FOR RESONANT PRODUCTION OF 17 ...

Foundation; the Bundesministerium fiir Bildung und
Forschung, Germany; the Korean World Class University
Program, the National Research Foundation of Korea; the
Science and Technology Facilities Council and the Royal
Society, UK; the Institut National de Physique Nucleaire et

[10]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 072003 (2011)

Physique des Particules/CNRS; the Russian Foundation for
Basic Research; the Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovacion,
and Programa Consolider-Ingenio 2010, Spain; the Slovak
R&D Agency; the Academy of Finland; and the Australian
Research Council (ARC).

F. Abe et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 74,
2626 (1995); S. Abachi et al. (DO Collaboration), ibid.,
2632 (1995).

C.T. Hill, Phys. Lett. B 345, 483 (1995).

R.M. Harris, C.T. Hill, and S.J. Parke, arXiv:hep-ph/
9911288.

T. Affolder ef al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 85,
2062 (2000);

V. Abazov et al. (DO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
221801 (2004).

R. Frederix and F. Maltoni, J. High Energy Phys. 01
(2009) 047.

D. Acosta et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 71,
032001 (2005).

F. Abe et al., Phys. Rev. D 45, 1448 (1992).

A. Bhatti et al. (CDF Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 566, 375 (2006).

D. Acosta et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 71,
052003 (2005).

[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

072003-9

A. Abulencia et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 74,
072006 (2006).

D. Acosta et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 96,
202002 (2006).

T. Sjostrand et al., Comput. Phys. Commun. 135, 238
(2001).

T. Aaltonen et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 76,
072009 (2007).

MLPFIT: A Tool for Multi-Layer Perceptron, http://
schwind.home.cern.ch/schwind/MLPfit.html.

M. Cacciari et al., J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2008) 127; N.
Kidonakis and R. Vogt, Phys. Rev. D 78, 074005 (2008);
S. Moch and P. Uwer, Nucl. Phys. B, Proc. Suppl. 183, 75
(2008).

T. Aaltonen et al. (CDF Collaboration), Phys. Rev. D 77,
051102 (2008).

V.M. Abazov et al. (DO Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 668,
98 (2008).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2626
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2626
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)01660-5
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9911288
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9911288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.2062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.2062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.221801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.221801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.032001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.032001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.45.1448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2006.05.269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2006.05.269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.052003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.052003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.072006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.072006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.202002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.202002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(00)00236-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(00)00236-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.072009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.072009
http://schwind.home.cern.ch/schwind/MLPfit.html
http://schwind.home.cern.ch/schwind/MLPfit.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/09/127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2008.09.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2008.09.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.051102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.051102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.08.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.08.027

