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AbstratWe present a new parton model approah for hadron-hadron interations and, in partiular, forthe initial stage of nulear ollisions at very high energies (RHIC, LHC and beyond). The mostimportant aspet of our approah is a self-onsistent treatment, using the same formalism foralulating ross setions and partile prodution, based on an e�etive, QCD-inspired �eld theory,where many of the inonsistenies of presently used models will be avoided.In addition, we provide a uni�ed treatment of soft and hard sattering, suh that there isno fundamental uto� parameter any more de�ning an arti�ial border between soft and hardsattering.Our approah ures some of the main de�ienies of two of the standard proedures urrentlyused: the Gribov-Regge theory and the eikonalized parton model. There, ross setion alulationsand partile prodution annot be treated in a onsistent way using a ommon formalism. Inpartiular, energy onservation is taken are of in ase of partile prodution, but not onerningross setion alulations. In addition, hard ontributions depend ruially on some uto�, beingdivergent for the uto� being zero. Finally, in ase of several elementary satterings, they are nottreated on the same level: the �rst ollision is always treated di�erently than the subsequent ones.All these problems are solved in our new approah.For testing purposes, we make very detailed studies of eletron-positron annihilation and lepton-nuleon sattering before applying our approah to proton-proton and nuleus-nuleus ollisions.In order to keep a lean piture, we do not onsider seondary interations. We provide a verytransparent extrapolation of the physis of more elementary interations towards nuleus-nuleussattering, without onsidering any nulear e�ets due to �nal state interations. In this sensewe onsider our model a realisti and onsistent approah to desribe the initial stage of nulearollisions.
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Chapter 1IntrodutionThe purpose of this paper is to provide the theoretial framework to treat hadron-hadron satteringand the initial stage of nuleus-nuleus ollisions at ultra-relativisti energies, in partiularwith view to RHIC and LHC. The knowledge of these initial ollisions is ruial for any theoretialtreatment of a possible parton-hadron phase transition, the detetion of whih being the ultimateaim of all the e�orts of olliding heavy ions at very high energies.It is quite lear that oherene is ruial for the very early stage of nulear ollisions, so areal quantum mehanial treatment is neessary and any attempt to use a transport theoret-ial parton approah with inoherent quasi-lassial partons should not be onsidered at thispoint. Also semi-lassial hadroni asades annot be strethed to aount for the very �rstinterations, even when this is onsidered to amount to a string exitation, sine it is well known[1℄ that suh longitudinal exitation is simply kinematially impossible (see appendix A.2). Thereis also the very unpleasant feature of having to treat formation times of leading and non-leadingpartiles very di�erent. Otherwise, due to a large gamma fator, it would be impossible for aleading partile to undergo multiple ollisions.So what are the urrently used fully quantum mehanial approahes? There are presentlyonsiderable e�orts to desribe nulear ollisions via solving lassial Yang-Mills equations,whih allows to alulate inlusive parton distributions [2℄. This approah is to some extentorthogonal to ours: here, sreening is due to perturbative proesses, whereas we laim to havegood reasons to onsider soft proesses to be at the origin of sreening orretions.Provided fatorization works for nulear ollisions, on may employ the parton model, whihallows to alulate inlusive ross setions as a onvolution of an elementary ross setion withparton distribution funtions, with these distribution funtion taken from deep inelasti sattering.In order to get exlusive parton level ross setions, some additional assumptions are needed, asdisussed later.Another approah is the so-alled Gribov-Regge theory [3℄. This is an e�etive �eld theory,whih allows multiple interations to happen �in parallel�, with the phenomenologial objet alled�Pomeron� representing an elementary interation. Using the general rules of �eld theory, on mayexpress ross setions in terms of a ouple of parameters haraterizing the Pomeron. Interfereneterms are ruial, they assure the unitarity of the theory. A disadvantage is the fat that rosssetions and partile prodution are not alulated onsistently: the fat that energy needs tobe shared between many Pomerons in ase of multiple sattering is well taken into aount whenalulating partile prodution (in partiular in Monte Carlo appliations), but energy onservationis not taken are of for ross setion alulations. This is a serious problem and makes the wholeapproah inonsistent. Also a problem is the question of how to inlude in a onsistent way hardproesses, whih are usually treated in the parton model approah. Another unpleasant featureis the fat that di�erent elementary interations in ase of multiple sattering are usually nottreated equally, so the �rst interation is usually onsidered to be quite di�erent ompared to the7



8 1 Introdutionsubsequent ones.Here, we present a new approah whih we all �Parton-based Gribov-Regge Theory�,where we solve some of the above-mentioned problems: we have a onsistent treatment for al-ulating ross setions and partile prodution onsidering energy onservation in both ases; weintrodue hard proesses in a natural way, and, ompared to the parton model, we an deal withexlusive ross setions without arbitrary assumptions. A single set of parameters is su�ient to �tmany basi spetra in proton-proton and lepton-nuleon sattering, as well as for eletron-positronannihilation (with the exeption of one parameter whih needs to be hanged in order to optimizeeletron-positron transverse momentum spetra).The basi guideline of our approah is theoretial onsisteny. We annot derive everythingfrom �rst priniples, but we use rigorously the language of �eld theory to make sure not to violatebasi laws of physis, whih is easily done in more phenomenologial treatments (see disussionabove).There are still problems and open questions: there is learly a problem with unitarity at veryhigh energies, whih should be ured by onsidering sreening orretions due to so-alled triple-Pomeron interations, whih we do not treat rigorously at present but whih is our next projet.1.1 Present StatusBefore presenting new theoretial ideas, we want to disuss a little bit more in detail the presentstatus and, in partiular, the open problems in the parton model approah and in Gribov-Reggetheory.Gribov-Regge TheoryGribov-Regge theory is by onstrution a multiple sattering theory. The elementary interationsare realized by omplex objets alled �Pomerons�, who's preise nature is not known, and whihare therefore simply parameterized: the elasti amplitude T orresponding to a single Pomeronexhange is given as
T (s, t) ∼ i sα0+α′t (1.1)with a ouple of parameters to be determined by experiment. Even in hadron-hadron sattering,several of these Pomerons are exhanged in parallel, see �g. 1.1. Using general rules of �eld theory

Figure 1.1: Hadron-hadron sattering in GRT. The thik lines between the hadrons (inoming lines) represent aPomeron eah. The di�erent Pomeron exhanges our in parallel.(utting rules), one obtains an expression for the inelasti ross setion,
σh1h2

inel =

∫
d2b {1 − exp (−G(s, b))} , (1.2)where the so-alled eikonal G(s, b) (proportional to the Fourier transform of T (s, t)) represents oneelementary interation (a thik line in �g. 1.1). One an generalize to nuleus-nuleus ollisions,where orresponding formulas for ross setions may be derived.



1.1 Present Status 9In order to alulate exlusive partile prodution, one needs to know how to share the energybetween the individual elementary interations in ase of multiple sattering. We do not want todisuss the di�erent reipes used to do the energy sharing (in partiular in Monte Carlo applia-tions). The point is, whatever proedure is used, this is not taken into aount in alulation ofross setions disussed above. So, atually, one is using two di�erent models for ross setion al-ulations and for treating partile prodution. Taking energy onservation into aount in exatlythe same way will modify the ross setion results onsiderably, as we are going to demonstratelater.This problem has �rst been disussed in [4℄, [5℄. The authors laim that following from the non-planar struture of the orresponding diagrams, onserving energy and momentum in a onsistentway is ruial, and therefore the inident energy has to be shared between the di�erent elementaryinterations, both real and virtual ones.Another very unpleasant and unsatisfatory feature of most �reipes� for partile prodution isthe fat, that the seond Pomeron and the subsequent ones are treated di�erently than the �rstone, although in the above-mentioned formula for the ross setion all Pomerons are onsidered tobe idential.The Parton ModelThe standard parton model approah to hadron-hadron or also nuleus-nuleus sattering amountsto presenting the partons of projetile and target by momentum distribution funtions, fh1 and
fh2 , and alulating inlusive ross setions for the prodution of parton jets with the squaredtransverse momentum p2

⊥ larger than some uto� Q2
0 as

σh1h2

incl =
∑

ij

∫
dp2

⊥

∫
dx+

∫
dx−f i
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⊥)f j
h2

(x−, p2
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dp2
⊥

(x+x−s)θ
(
p2
⊥ − Q2

0

)
, (1.3)where dσ̂ij/dp2

⊥ is the elementary parton-parton ross setion and i, j represent parton �avors.This simple fatorization formula is the result of anelations of ompliated diagrams (AGKanelations) and hides therefore the ompliated multiple sattering struture of the reation. Themost obvious manifestation of suh a struture is the fat that at high energies (√s ≫ 10 GeV)the inlusive ross setion in proton-(anti)proton sattering exeeds the total one, so the averagenumber N̄pp
int of elementary interations must be bigger than one:

N̄h1h2

int = σh1h2

incl /σh1h2
tot > 1 (1.4)The usual solution is the so-alled eikonalization, whih amounts to re-introduing multiple sat-tering, based on the above formula for the inlusive ross setion:

σh1h2

inel (s) =

∫
d2b

{
1 − exp

(
−A(b)σh1h2

incl (s)
)}

=
∑

σh1h2
m (s), (1.5)with

σh1h2
m (s) =

∫
d2b

(
A(b)σh1h2

incl (s)
)m

m!
exp

(
−A(b)σh1h2

incl (s)
) (1.6)representing the ross setion for m satterings; A(b) being the proton-proton overlap funtion (theonvolution of the two proton pro�les). In this way the multiple sattering is �reovered�. Thedisadvantage is that this method does not provide any lue how to proeed for nuleus-nuleus (AB)ollisions. One usually assumes the proton-proton ross setion for eah individual nuleon-nuleonpair of a AB system. We are going to demonstrate that this assumption is inorret.Another problem, in fat the same one as disussed earlier for the GRT, arises in ase of exlusivealulations (event generation), sine the above formulas do not provide any information on how



10 1 Introdutionto share the energy between the many elementary interations. The Pythia-method [6℄ amounts togenerating the �rst elementary interation aording to the inlusive di�erential ross setion, thentaking the remaining energy for the seond one and so on. In this way, the event generation willreprodue the theoretial inlusive spetrum for hadron-hadron interation (by onstrution), asit should be. The method is, however, very arbitrary, and is ertainly not a onvining proedurefor the multiple sattering aspets of the ollisions.1.2 Parton-based Gribov-Regge TheoryIn this paper, we present a new approah for hadroni interations and for the initial stage ofnulear ollisions, whih is able to solve several of the above-mentioned problems. We provide arigorous treatment of the multiple sattering aspet, suh that questions as energy onservationare learly determined by the rules of the �eld theory, both for ross setion and partile produ-tion alulations. In both (!) ases, energy is properly shared between the di�erent interationshappening in parallel, see �g. 1.2. for proton-proton and �g. 1.3 for proton-nuleus ollisions
Figure 1.2: Graphial representation of a ontribution to the elasti amplitude of proton-proton sattering. Here,energy onservation is taken into aount: the energy of the inoming protons is shared among several �onstituents�(shown by splitting the nuleon lines into several onstituent lines), and so eah Pomeron disposed only a frationof the total energy, suh that the total energy is onserved.(generalization to nuleus-nuleus is obvious). This is the most important and new aspet of our
Figure 1.3: Graphial representation of a ontribution to the elasti amplitude of proton-nuleus sattering, or morepreisely a proton interating with (for simpliity) two target nuleons, taking into aount energy onservation.Here, the energy of the inoming proton is shared between all the onstituents, whih now provide the energy forinterating with two target nuleons.approah, whih we onsider to be a �rst neessary step to onstrut a onsistent model for highenergy nulear sattering.The elementary interations, shown as the thik lines in the above �gures, are in fat a sumof a soft, a hard, and a semi-hard ontribution, providing a onsistent treatment of soft and hardsattering. To some extend, our approah provides a link between the Gribov-Regge approah andthe parton model, we all it �Parton-based Gribov-Regge Theory�.



1.2 Parton-based Gribov-Regge Theory 11There are still many problems to be solved: as we are going to show later, a rigorous treatmentof energy onservation will lead to unitarity problems (inreasingly severe with inreasing energy),whih is nothing but a manifestation of the fat that sreening orretions will be inreasinglyimportant. In this paper we will employ a �unitarization proedure� to solve this problem, butthis is ertainly not the �nal answer. The next step should be a onsistent approah, taking intoaount both energy onservation and sreening orretions due to multi-Pomeron interations.Our approah is realized as the Monte Carlo ode neXus, whih is nothing but the diretimplementation of the formalism desribed in this paper. All our numerial results are alulatedwith neXus version 2.00.



12 1 Introdution



Chapter 2The FormalismWe want to alulate ross setions and partile prodution in a onsistent way, in both asesbased on the same formalism, with energy onservation being ensured. The formalism operateswith Feynman diagrams of the QCD-inspired e�etive �eld theory, suh that alulations followthe general rules of the �eld theory. A graphial representation of a ontribution to the elastiamplitude of nuleus-nuleus sattering (related to partile prodution via the optial theorem) isshown in �g. 2.1: here the nuleons are split into several �onstituents�, eah one arrying a fra-
interactions
elementary

participants

A

B

remnants

Figure 2.1: A ontribution to the elasti amplitude of a nuleus-nuleus ollision, or more preisely two nuleonsfrom projetile A interating with two nuleons from target B, taking into aount energy onservation. The energyof the inoming nuleons is shared between all the onstituents.tion of the inident momentum, suh that the sum of the momentum frations is one (momentumonservation). Per nuleon there are one or several �partiipants� and exatly one �spetator� or�remnant�, where the former ones interat with onstituents from the other side via some �elemen-tary interation� (vertial lines in the �gure 2.1). The remnant is just all the rest, i.e. the nuleonminus the partiipants.After a tehnial remark onerning pro�le funtions, we are going to disuss parton-partonsattering, before we develop the multiple sattering theory for hadron-hadron and nuleus-nuleussattering.2.1 Pro�le FuntionsPro�le funtions play a fundamental role in our formalism, so we brie�y sketh their de�nition andphysial meaning.Let T be the elasti sattering amplitude T for the two-body sattering depited in �g.2.2. The4-momenta p and p′ are the ones for the inoming partiles , p̃ = p + q and p̃′ = p′ − q the ones13



14 2 The Formalism
p=p+q

p’

~ p

p’=p’-q~Figure 2.2: The general elasti sattering amplitude T .for the outgoing partiles, and q the 4-momentum transfer in the proess. We de�ne as usual theMandelstam variables s and t (see appendix A.1). Using the optial theorem, we may write thetotal ross setion as
σtot(s) =

1

2s
2ImT (s, t = 0). (2.1)We de�ne the Fourier transform T̃ of T as

T̃ (s, b) =
1

4π2

∫
d2q⊥ e−i~q⊥~b T (s, t), (2.2)using t = −q2

⊥ (see appendix A.2), and a so-alled �pro�le funtion� G(s, b) as
G(s, b) =

1

2s
2Im T̃ (s, b). (2.3)One an easily verify that

σtot(s) =

∫
d2b G(s, b), (2.4)whih allows an interpretation of G(s, b) to be the probability of an interation at impat parameter

b. In the following, we are working with partoni, hadroni, and even nulear pro�le funtions.The entral result to be derived in the following setions is the fat that hadroni and also nulearpro�le funtions an be expressed in terms of partoni ones, allowing a lean formulation of amultiple sattering theory.2.2 Parton-Parton SatteringWe distinguish three types of elementary parton-parton satterings, referred to as �soft�, �hard�and �semi-hard�, whih we are going to disuss brie�y in the following. The detailed derivationsan be found in appendix B.1.The Soft ContributionLet us �rst onsider the pure non-perturbative ontribution to the proess of the �g. 2.2, whereall virtual partons appearing in the internal struture of the diagram have restrited virtualities
Q2 < Q2

0, where Q2
0 ∼ 1 GeV2 is a reasonable uto� for perturbative QCD being appliable.Suh soft non-perturbative dynamis is known to dominate hadron-hadron interations at not toohigh energies. Laking methods to alulate this ontribution from �rst priniples, it is simplyparameterized and graphially represented as a `blob', see �g. 2.3. It is traditionally assumed to
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Figure 2.3: The soft ontribution.orrespond to multi-peripheral prodution of partons (and �nal hadrons) [7℄ and is desribed bythe phenomenologial soft Pomeron exhange ontribution [3℄:
Tsoft(ŝ, t) = 8πs0η(t) γ2

part

(
ŝ

s0

)αsoft(0)

exp
(
λ
(2)
soft(ŝ/s0) t

)
, (2.5)with

λ
(n)
soft(z) = nR2

part + α′
soft lnz, (2.6)where ŝ = (p + p′)2. The parameters αsoft(0), α′

soft are the interept and the slope of the Pomerontrajetory, γpart and R2
part are the vertex value and the slope for the Pomeron-parton oupling, and

s0 ≃ 1 GeV2 is the harateristi hadroni mass sale. The so-alled signature fator η is given as
η(t) = i − cot

παP(t)

2
≃ i. (2.7)Cutting the diagram of the �g. 2.3 orresponds to the summation over multi-peripheral intermediatehadroni states, onneted via unitarity to the imaginary part of the amplitude (2.5),

1

i
discŝ Tsoft(ŝ, t) =

1

i
[Tsoft(ŝ + i0, t) − Tsoft(ŝ − i0, t)] (2.8)

= 2Im Tsoft(ŝ, t) (2.9)
=

∑

n,spins,...

∫
dτnTp,p′→Xn

T ∗
p̃,p̃′→Xn

, (2.10)where Tp,p′→Xn
is the amplitude for the transition of the initial partons p, p′ into the n-partile state

Xn, dτn is the invariant phase spae volume for the n-partile state Xn and the summation is doneover the number of partiles n and over their spins and speies, the averaging over initial partonolors and spins is assumed; discŝ Tsoft(ŝ, t) denotes the disontinuity of the amplitude Tsoft(ŝ, t) onthe right-hand ut in the variable ŝ.For t = 0 one obtains via the optial theorem the ontribution σsoft of the soft Pomeronexhange to the total parton interation ross setion,
σsoft(ŝ) =

1

2ŝ
2ImTsoft(ŝ, 0) = 8πγ2

part

(
ŝ

s0

)αsoft(0)−1

, (2.11)where 2ŝ de�nes the initial parton �ux.The orresponding pro�le funtion for parton-parton interation is expressed via the Fouriertransform T̃ of T divided by the �ux 2s,
Dsoft(ŝ, b) =

1

2ŝ
2ImT̃soft(ŝ, b), (2.12)
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Dsoft(ŝ, b) =

1

8π2ŝ

∫
d2q⊥ exp

(
−i~q⊥~b

)
2Im Tsoft

(
ŝ,−q2

⊥
) (2.13)

=
2γ2

part

λ
(2)
soft(ŝ/s0)

(
ŝ

s0

)αsoft(0)−1

exp

(
− b2

4λ
(2)
soft(ŝ/s0)

)
. (2.14)The external legs of the diagram of �g. 2.3 are �partoni onstituents�, whih are assumed to bequark-antiquark pairs.The Hard ContributionLet us now onsider the other extreme, when all the proesses in the `box' of the �g. 2.2 areperturbative, i.e. all internal intermediate partons are haraterized by large virtualities Q2 > Q2

0.In that ase, the orresponding hard parton-parton sattering amplitude T jk
hard(ŝ, t) (j, k denote thetypes (�avors) of the initial partons) an be alulated using the perturbative QCD tehniques[8, 9℄, and the intermediate states ontributing to the absorptive part of the amplitude of the�g. 2.2 an be de�ned in the parton basis. In the leading logarithmi approximation of QCD,summing up terms where eah (small) running QCD oupling onstant αs(Q

2) appears togetherwith a large logarithm ln(Q2/λ2
QCD) (with λQCD being the infrared QCD sale), and making useof the fatorization hypothesis, one obtains the ontribution of the orresponding ut diagram for

t = q2 = 0 as the ut parton ladder ross setion σjk
hard(ŝ, Q2

0)
1, whih will orrespond to the utdiagram of �g. 2.4, where all horizontal rungs are the �nal (on-shell) partons and the virtualities of
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Figure 2.4: The hard (or val-val) ontribution.the virtual t-hannel partons inrease from the ends of the ladder towards the largest momentumtransfer parton-parton proess (indiated symbolially by the `blob' in the middle of the ladder):
σjk

hard(ŝ, Q2
0) =

1

2ŝ
2Im T jk

hard(ŝ, t = 0)

= K
∑

ml

∫
dx+

Bdx−
Bdp2

⊥
dσml

Born

dp2
⊥

(x+
Bx−

B ŝ, p2
⊥) (2.15)

× Ejm
QCD(x+

B, Q2
0, M

2
F )Ekl

QCD(x−
B , Q2

0, M
2
F )θ
(
M2

F − Q2
0

)
,Here dσml

Born/dp2
⊥ is the di�erential 2 → 2 parton sattering ross setion, p2

⊥ is the parton transversemomentum in the hard proess, m, l and x±
B are orrespondingly the types and the shares of thelight one momenta of the partons partiipating in the hard proess, and M2

F is the fatorizationsale for the proess (we use M2
F = p2

⊥/4). The `evolution funtion' Ejm
QCD(Q2

0, M
2
F , z) representsthe evolution of a parton asade from the sale Q2

0 to M2
F , i.e. it gives the number density of1 Stritly speaking, one obtains the ladder representation for the proess only using axial gauge.



2.2 Parton-Parton Sattering 17partons of type m with the momentum share z at the virtuality sale M2
F , resulted from theevolution of the initial parton j, taken at the virtuality sale Q2

0. The evolution funtion satis�esthe usual DGLAP equation [10℄ with the initial ondition Ejm
QCD(Q2

0, Q
2
0, z) = δj

m δ(1 − z), asdisussed in detail in appendix B.3. The fator K ≃ 1.5 takes e�etively into aount higher orderQCD orretions.In the following we shall need to know the ontribution of the unut parton ladder T jk
hard(ŝ, t)with some momentum transfer q along the ladder (with t = q2). The behavior of the orrespondingamplitudes was studied in [11℄ in the leading logarithmi(1/x ) approximation of QCD. The preiseform of the orresponding amplitude is not important for our appliation; we just use some of theresults of [11℄, namely that one an neglet the real part of this amplitude and that it is nearlyindependent on t, i.e. that the slope of the hard interation R2

hard is negligible small, i.e. omparedto the soft Pomeron slope one has R2
hard ≃ 0. So we parameterize T jk

hard(ŝ, t) in the region of small
t as [12℄

T jk
hard(ŝ, t) = iŝ σjk

hard(ŝ, Q2
0) exp

(
R2

hard t
) (2.16)The orresponding pro�le funtion is obtained by alulating the Fourier transform T̃hard of

Thard and dividing by the initial parton �ux 2ŝ,
Djk

hard(ŝ, b) =
1

2ŝ
2ImT̃ jk

hard(ŝ, b), (2.17)whih gives
Djk

hard (ŝ, b) =
1

8π2ŝ

∫
d2q⊥ exp

(
−i~q⊥~b

)
2Im T jk

hard(ŝ,−q2
⊥)

= σjk
hard

(
ŝ, Q2

0

) 1

4πR2
hard

exp

(
− b2

4R2
hard

)
, (2.18)In fat, the above onsiderations are only orret for valene quarks, as disussed in detail inthe next setion. Therefore, we also talk about �valene-valene� ontribution and we use Dval−valinstead of Dhard:

Djk
val−val (ŝ, b) ≡ Djk

hard (ŝ, b) , (2.19)so these are two names for one and the same objet.The Semi-hard ContributionThe disussion of the preeding setion is not valid in ase of sea quarks and gluons, sine herethe momentum share x1 of the ��rst� parton is typially very small, leading to an objet with alarge mass of the order Q2
0/x1 between the parton and the proton [13℄. Mirosopially, suh 'slow'partons with x1 ≪ 1 appear as a result of a long non-perturbative parton asade, where eahindividual parton branhing is haraterized by a small momentum transfer squared Q2 < Q2

0 andnearly equal partition of the parent parton light one momentum [7, 14℄. When alulating protonstruture funtions or high-pt jet prodution ross setions that non-perturbative ontribution isusually inluded into parameterized initial parton momentum distributions at Q2 = Q2
0. However,the desription of inelasti hadroni interations requires to treat it expliitly in order to aount forseondary partiles produed during suh non-perturbative parton pre-evolution, and to desribeorretly energy-momentum sharing between multiple elementary satterings. As the underlyingdynamis appears to be idential to the one of soft parton-parton sattering onsidered above, wetreat this soft pre-evolution as the usual soft Pomeron emission, as disussed in detail in appendixB.1.So for sea quarks and gluons, we onsider so-alled semi-hard interations between partononstituents of initial hadrons, represented by a parton ladder with �soft ends�, see �g. 2.5. As in
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Figure 2.5: The semi-hard �sea-sea� ontribution: parton ladder plus �soft ends�.ase of soft sattering, the external legs are quark-antiquark pairs, onneted to soft Pomerons. Theouter partons of the ladder are on both sides sea quarks or gluons (therefore the index �sea-sea�).The entral part is exatly the hard sattering onsidered in the preeding setion. As disussed inlength in the appendix B.1, the mathematial expression for the orresponding amplitude is givenas
iTsea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∑

jk

∫ 1

0

dz+

z+

dz−

z−
Im T j

soft

( s0

z+
, t
)

Im T k
soft

( s0

z−
, t
)

iT jk
hard(z

+z−ŝ, t), (2.20)with z± being the momentum fration of the external leg-partons of the parton ladder relative tothe momenta of the initial (onstituent) partons. The indies j and k refer to the �avor of theseexternal ladder partons. The amplitudes T j
soft are the soft Pomeron amplitudes disussed earlier,but with modi�ed ouplings, sine the Pomerons are now onneted to the ladder on one side. Thearguments s0/z± are the squared masses of the two soft Pomerons, z+z−ŝ is the squared mass ofthe hard piee.Performing as usual the Fourier transform to the impat parameter representation and dividingby 2ŝ, we obtain the pro�le funtion

Dsea−sea (ŝ, b) =
1

2ŝ
2Im T̃sea−sea(ŝ, b) , (2.21)whih may be written as

Dsea−sea (ŝ, b) =
∑

jk

∫ 1

0

dz+dz−Ej
soft

(
z+
)

Ek
soft

(
z−
)

σjk
hard(z+z−ŝ, Q2

0)

× 1

4π λ
(2)
soft(1/(z+z−))

exp

(
− b2

4λ
(2)
soft(1/(z+z−))

) (2.22)with the soft Pomeron slope λ
(2)
soft and the ross setion σjk

hard being de�ned earlier. The funtions
Ej

soft (z±) representing the �soft ends� are de�ned as
Ej

soft(z
±) = Im T j

soft

( s0

z+
, t = 0

)
, (2.23)or expliitly

Eg
soft (z) = 8πs0γpartγg z−αsoft(0) (1 − z)βg , (2.24)

Eq
soft (z) = γqg

∫ 1

z

dξ P q
g (ξ)Eg

soft

(
z

ξ

)
, (2.25)



2.3 Hadron-Hadron Sattering 19with
γqgγg = wsplit γ̃g, γg = (1 − wsplit) γ̃g, (2.26)and
γ̃g =

1

8πs0γpart

Γ(3 − αsoft(0) + βg)

Γ(2 − αsoft(0)) Γ(1 + βg)
(2.27)(see appendix B.1). We negleted the small hard sattering slope R2

hard ompared to the Pomeronslope λ
(2)
soft. We all Esoft also the � soft evolution�, to indiate that we onsider this as simplya ontinuation of the QCD evolution, however, in a region where perturbative tehniques do notapply any more. As disussed in the appendix B.1, Ej

soft (z) has the meaning of the momentumdistribution of parton j in the soft Pomeron.Consisteny requires to also onsider the mixed semi-hard ontributions with a valene quarkon one side and a non-valene partiipant (quark-antiquark pair) on the other one, see �g. 2.6.
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BornFigure 2.6: Two �mixed� ontributions.We have
iT j

val−sea(ŝ, t) =

∫ 1

0

dz−

z−

∑

k

Im T k
soft

( s0

z−
, t
)

iT jk
hard

(
z−ŝ, t

) (2.28)and
Dj

val−sea (ŝ, b) =
∑

k

∫ 1

0

dz− Ek
soft

(
z−
)

σjk
hard

(
z−ŝ, Q2

0

) (2.29)
× 1

4π λ
(1)
soft(1/z−)

exp

(
− b2

4λ
(1)
soft(1/z−)

)where j is the �avor of the valene quark at the upper end of the ladder and k is the type of theparton on the lower ladder end. Again, we negleted the hard sattering slope R2
hard ompared tothe soft Pomeron slope. A ontribution Dj

sea−val (ŝ, b), orresponding to a valene quark partiipantfrom the target hadron, is given by the same expression,
Dj

sea−val (ŝ, b) = Dj
val−sea (ŝ, b) , (2.30)sine eq. (2.29) stays unhanged under replaement z− → z+ and only depends on the total .m.energy squared ŝ for the parton-parton system.2.3 Hadron-Hadron SatteringLet us now onsider hadron-hadron interations (a more detailed treatment an be found in ap-pendix C). We ignore �rst ontributions involving valene quark satterings. In the general ase,
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’Figure 2.7: Hadron-hadron interation amplitude.the expression for the hadron-hadron sattering amplitude inludes ontributions from multiplesattering between di�erent parton onstituents of the initial hadrons, as shown in �g. 2.7, andan be written aording to the standard rules [3, 14℄ as

iTh1h2(s, t) =

∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ n∏

l=1

[
d4kl

(2π)4
d4k′

l

(2π)4
d4ql

(2π)4

]
N

(n)
h1

(p, k1, . . . , kn, q1, . . . , qn) (2.31)
×

n∏

l=1

[
iT1IP(ŝl, q

2
l )
]

N
(n)
h2

(p′, k′
1, . . . , k

′
n,−q1, . . . ,−qn) (2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑

k=1

qi − q

)
,with t = q2, s = (p+ p′)2 ≃ p+p′−, with p, p′ being the 4-momenta of the initial hadrons, and with

ŝl = (kl + k′
l)

2 ≃ k+
l k′−

l . T1IP is the sum of partoni one-Pomeron-exhange sattering amplitudes,disussed in the preeding setion, T1IP = Tsoft + Tsea−sea. The momenta kl, k
′
l and ql denoteorrespondingly the 4-momenta of the initial partoni onstituents (quark-antiquark pairs) for the

l-th sattering and the 4-momentum transfer in that partial proess. The fator 1/n! takes intoaount the idential nature of the n re-sattering ontributions. N
(n)
h (p, k1, . . . , kn, q1, . . . , qn)denotes the ontribution of the vertex for n-parton oupling to the hadron h.As disussed in appendix C, the hadron-hadron amplitude (2.31) may be written as

iTh1h2(s, t) = 8π2s

∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ 1

0

n∏

l=1

dx+
l dx−

l

n∏

l=1

[
1

8π2ŝl

∫
d2ql⊥ iT h1h2

1IP

(
x+

l , x−
l , s,−q2

l⊥

)]

× Fh1
remn



1 −
n∑

j=1

x+
j



 Fh2
remn



1 −
n∑

j=1

x−
j



 δ(2)

(
n∑

k=1

~qk⊥
− ~q⊥

)
. (2.32)(see eq. (C.22)), where the partoni amplitudes are de�ned as T h1h2

1IP = T h1h2

soft + T h1h2
sea−sea, with

T h1h2

soft/sea−sea

(
x+, x−, s,−q2

⊥
)

= Tsoft/sea−sea

(
x+x−s,−q2

⊥
)

Fh1
part(x

+)Fh2
part(x

−)

× exp
(
−
[
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

]
q2
⊥
) (2.33)representing the ontributions of �elementary interations plus external legs�; the funtions Fh

remn, Fh
partare de�ned in (C.18-C.21) as

Fh
part(x) = γhx−αpart , (2.34)
Fh

remn(x) = xαh
remn . (2.35)Formula (2.32) is also orret if one inludes valene quarks (see appendix C) , if one de�nes

T h1h2

1IP = T h1h2

soft + T h1h2
sea−sea + T h1h2

val−val + T h1h2

val−sea + T h1h2

sea−val, (2.36)



2.3 Hadron-Hadron Sattering 21with the hard ontribution
T h1h2

val−val

(
x+, x−, s,−q2

⊥
)

=

∫ x+

0

dx+
v

x+

x+
v

∫ x−

0

dx−
v

x−

x−
v

∑

j,k

T jk
hard

(
x+

v x−
v s,−q2

⊥
) (2.37)

× F̄h1,j
part (x+

v , x+ − x+
v ) F̄h2,k

part (x−
v , x− − x−

v ) exp
(
−
[
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

]
q2
⊥
)
,with the mixed semi-hard �val-sea� ontribution

T h1h2

val−sea

(
x+, x−, s,−q2

⊥
)

=

∫ x+

0

dx+
v

x+

x+
v

∑

j

T j
val−sea

(
x+

v x−s,−q2
⊥
) (2.38)

× F̄h1,j
part (x+

v , x+ − x+
v )Fh2

part(x
−) exp

(
−
[
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

]
q2
⊥
)
,and with the ontribution �sea-val� obtained from �val-sea� by exhanging variables,

T h1h2

sea−val

(
x+, x−, s,−q2

⊥
)

= T h2h1

val−sea

(
x−, x+, s,−q2

⊥
)
.Here, we allow formally any number of valene type interations (based on the fat that multiplevalene type proesses give negligible ontribution). In the valene ontributions, we have onvo-lutions of hard parton sattering amplitudes T jk

hard and valene quark distributions F̄ j
part over thevalene quark momentum share x±

v rather than a simple produt, sine only the valene quarks areinvolved in the interations, with the anti-quarks staying idle (the external legs arrying momenta
x+ and x− are always quark-antiquark pairs). The funtions F̄ are given as

F̄h,i
part(xv, xq̄) = N−1 qi

val(xv, Q2
0)(1 − xv)αIR−1−αremn(xq̄)

−αIR , (2.39)with the normalization fator
N =

Γ(1 + αremn) Γ(1 − αIR)

Γ(2 + αremn − αIR)
, (2.40)where qi

val is a a usual valene quark distribution funtion.The Fourier transform T̃h1h2 of the amplitude (2.32) is given as
i

2s
T̃h1h2(s, b) =

∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ 1

0

n∏

l=1

dx+
l dx−

l

n∏

l=1

i

2ŝl
T̃ h1h2

1IP (x+
l , x−

l , s, b)

× Fh1
remn



1 −
n∑

j=1

x+
j



 Fh2
remn



1 −
n∑

j=1

x−
j



 , (2.41)withT̃ h1h2

1IP being the Fourier transform of T h1h2

1IP . The pro�le funtion γ is as usual de�ned as
γh1h2(s, b) =

1

2s
2ImT̃h1h2(s, b), (2.42)whih may be evaluated using the AGK utting rules [15℄,

γh1h2(s, b) =

∞∑

m=1

1

m!

∫ 1

0

m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

m∏

µ=1

1

2ŝµ
2ImT̃ h1h2

1IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

×
∞∑

l=0

1

l!

∫ 1

0

l∏

λ=1

dx̃+
λ dx̃−

λ

l∏

λ=1

1

2ŝλ
(−2)ImT̃ h1h2

1IP (x̃+
λ , x̃−

λ , s, b)

× Fh1
remn



1 −
m∑

j=1

x+
j −

l∑

k=1

x̃+
k



 Fh2
remn



1 −
m∑

j=1

x−
j −

l∑

k=1

x̃−
k



 , (2.43)



22 2 The Formalismwhere 2ImT̃h1h2 represents a ut elementary diagram and −2ImT̃h1h2 an unut one (taking intoaount that the unut ontribution may appear on either side from the ut plane). It is thereforeuseful to de�ne a partoni pro�le funtion G via
Gh1h2

1IP (x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b) =
1

2x+
λ x−

λ s
2Im T̃ h1h2

1IP (x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b), (2.44)whih allows to write the integrand of the right-hand-side of eq. (2.43) as a produt of G and (−G)terms:
γh1h2(s, b) =

∞∑

m=1

1

m!

∫ 1

0

m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

m∏

µ=1

Gh1h2

1IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

×
∞∑

l=0

1

l!

∫ 1

0

l∏

λ=1

dx̃+
λ dx̃−

λ

l∏

λ=1

−Gh1h2

1IP (x̃+
λ , x̃−

λ , s, b)

× Fremn

(
xproj −

∑

λ

x̃+
λ

)
Fremn

(
xtarg −

∑

λ

x̃−
λ

)
, (2.45)see �g. 2.8, with

xproj/targ = 1 −
∑

x±
µbeing the momentum fration of the projetile/target remnant. This is a very important result,

...
uncut

-G

cut

GFigure 2.8: The hadroni pro�le funtion γ expressed in terms of partoni pro�le funtions G ≡ Gh1h2
1IP

.allowing to express the total pro�le funtion γh1h2 via the elementary pro�le funtions Gh1h2

1IP .Based on the above de�nitions, we may write the pro�le funtion Gh1h2

1IP as
Gh1h2

1IP = Gh1h2

soft + Gh1h2
sea−sea + Gh1h2

val−val + Gh1h2

val−sea + Gh1h2

sea−val, (2.46)with
Gh1h2

soft/sea−sea

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
= Dh1h2

soft/sea−sea

(
x+x−s, b

)
Fh1

part(x
+)Fh2

part(x
−) (2.47)for the soft and semi-hard �sea-sea� ontribution, with

Gh1h2

val−val(x
+, x−, s, b) =

∫
dx+

qv
dx−

qv

∑

i,j

Dh1h2,ij
val−val(x

+
qv

x−
qv

s, b)

× F̄h1,i
part(x

+
qv

, x+ − x+
qv

) F̄h2,j
part (x−

qv
, x− − x−

qv
) (2.48)for the hard �val-val� ontribution, and with

Gh1h2

val−sea(x
+, x−, s, b) =

∫
dx+

qv

∑

i

Dh1h2,i
val−sea(x

+
qv

x−s, b) F̄h1,i
part(x

+
qv

, x+ − x+
qv

)Fh2
part(x

−) (2.49)
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Gh1h2

sea−val(x
+, x−, s, b) =

∫
dx−

qv

∑

i

Dh2h1,i
val−sea(x

+x−
qv

s, b) F̄h2,i
part(x

−
qv

, x− − x−
qv

)Fh1
part(x

+), (2.50)for the mixed semi-hard �val-sea� and �sea-val� ontributions. For the soft and �sea-sea� ontribu-tions, the D-funtions are given as
Dh1h2

soft/sea−sea(ŝ, b) =

∫
d2b′ Dsoft/sea−sea(ŝ, |~b −~b′|) 1

4π
(
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

) exp

[
− b′2

4
(
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

)
]

,(2.51)whih means that Dh1h2

soft/sea−sea has the same funtional form as Dsoft/sea−sea, with λ
(2)
soft(ξ) beingreplaed by

λh1h2

soft (ξ) = λ
(2)
soft(ξ) + R2

h1
+ R2

h2
(2.52)

≃ R2
h1

+ R2
h2

+ α′
soft

lnξ, (2.53)where we negleted the parton slope R2
part ompared to the hadron slope R2

h.For the hard ontribution, we have orrespondingly Dh1h2,ij
val−val(ŝ, b) being given in eq. (2.18) with

R2
hard being replaed by R2

h1
+ R2

h2
(negleting the hard sattering slope R2

hard as ompared to thehadron Regge slopes R2
h1

, R2
h2
). In ase of mixed Pomerons, we have Dh1h2,i

val−sea(ŝ, b) given in eq.(2.29) with R2
part being replaed by R2

h1
+ R2

h2
.2.4 Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringWe generalize the disussion of the last setion in order to treat nuleus-nuleus sattering. In theGlauber-Gribov approah [16, 17℄, the nuleus-nuleus sattering amplitude is de�ned by the sum ofontributions of diagrams, shown at �g.2.1, orresponding to multiple sattering proesses betweenparton onstituents of projetile and target nuleons. Nulear form fators are supposed to bede�ned by the nulear ground state wave funtions. Assuming the nuleons to be unorrelated, onean make the Fourier transform to obtain the amplitude in the impat parameter representation.Then, for given impat parameter ~b0 between the nulei, the only formal di�erenes from thehadron-hadron ase will be the possibility for a given nuleon to interat with a number of nuleonsfrom the partner nuleus as well as the averaging over nulear ground states, whih amounts toan integration over transverse nuleon oordinates ~bA

i and ~bB
j in the projetile and in the targetorrespondingly. We write this integration symbolially as

∫
dTAB :=

∫ A∏

i=1

d2bA
i TA(bA

i )

B∏

j=1

d2bB
j TB(bB

j ), (2.54)with A, B being the nulear mass numbers and with the so-alled nulear thikness funtion TA(b)being de�ned as the integral over the nulear density ρA(B),
TA(b) :=

∫
dz ρA(

√
b2 + z2). (2.55)For the nulear densities, we use a parameterization of experimental data of [18℄,

ρA(r) ∝






exp
{
−r2/1.722

}
if A = 2,

exp
{
−r2/(0.9A1/3)2

}
if 2 < A < 10,

1/
{
1 + exp( r−0.7A0.446

0.545 )
}

if A ≥ 10.
(2.56)



24 2 The FormalismIt is onvenient to use the transverse distane bk between the two nuleons from the k-th nuleon-nuleon pair, i.e.
bk =

∣∣∣~b0 +~bA
π(k) −~bB

τ(k)

∣∣∣ , (2.57)where the funtions π(k) and τ(k) refer to the projetile and the target nuleons partiipatingin the kth interation (pair k). In order to simplify the notation, we de�ne a vetor b whoseomponents are the overall impat parameter b0 as well as the transverse distanes b1, ..., bAB ofthe nuleon pairs,
b = {b0, b1, ..., bAB}. (2.58)Then the nuleus-nuleus interation ross setion an be obtained applying the utting proedureto elasti sattering diagrams of �g.2.1 and written in the form

σAB
inel(s) =

∫
d2b0

∫
dTAB γAB(s, b), (2.59)where the so-alled nulear pro�le funtion γAB represents an interation for given transverseoordinates of the nuleons.The alulation of the pro�le funtion γAB as the sum over all ut diagrams of the type shownin �g.2.9 does not di�er from the hadron-hadron ase and follows the rules formulated in the

Fremn

G

A

B

uncut

-G

cut

Figure 2.9: Example for a ut multiple sattering diagram, with ut (dashed lines) and unut (full lines) elementarydiagrams. This diagram an be translated diretly into a formula for the inelasti ross setion (see text).preeding setion:
• For a remnant arrying the light one momentum fration x (x+ in ase of projetile, or x−inase of target), one has a fator Fremn(x), de�ned in eq. (2.35).
• For eah ut elementary diagram (real elementary interation = dashed vertial line) at-tahed to two partiipants with light one momentum frations x+ and x−, one has a fator

G(x+, x−, s, b), given by eqs. (2.46-2.50). Apart of x+ and x−, G is also a funtion of the to-tal squared energy s and of the relative transverse distane b between the two orrespondingnuleons (we use G as an abbreviation for GNN
1IP for nuleon-nuleon sattering).

• For eah unut elementary diagram (virtual emissions = full vertial line) attahed to two par-tiipants with light one momentum frations x+ and x−, one has a fator −G(x+, x−, s, b),with the same G as used for the ut diagrams.
• Finally one sums over all possible numbers of ut and unut Pomerons and integrates overthe light one momentum frations.
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γAB(s, b) =

∑

m1l1

. . .
∑

mABlAB

(1 − δ0Σmk
)

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
mk∏

µ=1

dx+
k,µdx−

k,µ

lk∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}

×
AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!

1

lk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

lk∏

λ=1

−G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, bk)

}

×
A∏

i=1

Fremn



x+
i −

∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



x−
j −

∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 (2.60)with
xproj

i = 1 −
∑

π(k)=i

x+
k,µ , (2.61)

xtarg
j = 1 −

∑

τ(k)=j

x−
k,µ . (2.62)The summation indies mk refer to the number of ut elementary diagrams and lk to the number ofunut elementary diagrams, related to nuleon pair k. For eah possible pair k (we have altogether

AB pairs), we allow for any number of ut and unut diagrams. The integration variables x±
k,µ referto the µth elementary interation of the kth pair for the ut elementary diagrams, the variables x̃±

k,λrefer to the orresponding unut elementary diagrams. The arguments of the remnant funtions
Fremn are the remnant light one momentum frations, i.e. unity minus the the momentum frationsof all the orresponding elementary ontributions (ut and unut ones). We also introdue thevariables x+

i and x−
j , de�ned as unity minus the momentum frations of all the orresponding utontributions, in order to integrate over the unut ones (see below).The expression for γAB(...) sums up all possible numbers of ut Pomeronsmk with one exeptiondue to the fator (1 − δ0Σmk

): one does not onsider the ase of all mk's being zero, whihorresponds to �no interation� and therefore does not ontribute to the inelasti ross setion. Wemay therefore de�ne a quantity γ̄AB(...), representing �no interation�, by taking the expressionfor γAB(...) with (1 − δ0Σmk
) replaed by (δ0Σmk

):
γ̄AB(s, b) =

∑

l1

. . .
∑

lAB

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
lk∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}
AB∏

k=1

{
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

−G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, bk)

}

×
A∏

i=1

F+



1 −
∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

F−



1 −
∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 . (2.63)One now may onsider the sum of �interation� and �no interation�, and one obtains easily
γAB(s, b) + γ̄AB(s, b) = 1. (2.64)Based on this important result, we onsider γAB to be the probability to have an interation andorrespondingly γ̄AB to be the probability of no interation, for �xed energy, impat parameterand nulear on�guration, spei�ed by the transverse distanes bk between nuleons, and we referto eq. (2.64) as �unitarity relation�. But we want to go even further and use an expansion of γABin order to obtain probability distributions for individual proesses, whih then serves as a basisfor the alulations of exlusive quantities.The expansion of γAB in terms of ut and unut Pomerons as given above represents a sum ofa large number of positive and negative terms, inluding all kinds of interferenes, whih exludes



26 2 The Formalismany probabilisti interpretation. We have therefore to perform summations of interferene on-tributions - sum over any number of virtual elementary satterings (unut Pomerons) - for givennon-interfering lasses of diagrams - with given numbers of real satterings (ut Pomerons) [15℄.Let us write the formulas expliitly. We have
γAB(s, b) =

∑

m1

. . .
∑

mAB

(1 − δ0
∑

mk
)

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
mk∏

µ=1

dx+
k,µdx−

k,µ

}

×
AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

}
ΦAB

(
xproj, xtarg, s, b

)
, (2.65)where the funtion Φ representing the sum over virtual emissions (unut Pomerons) is given bythe following expression

ΦAB

(
xproj, xtarg, s, b

)
=

∑

l1

. . .
∑

lAB

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
lk∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}
AB∏

k=1

{
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

−G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, bk)

}

×
A∏

i=1

Fremn



xproj
i −

∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



xtarg
j −

∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 . (2.66)This summation has to be arried out, before we may use the expansion of γAB to obtain probabilitydistributions. This is far from trivial, as we are going to disuss in the next setion, but let usassume for the moment that it an be done. To make the notation more ompat, we de�nematries X+ and X−, as well as a vetor m, via
X+ =

{
x+

k,µ

}
, (2.67)

X− =
{

x−
k,µ

}
, (2.68)

m = {mk}, (2.69)whih leads to
γAB(s, b) =

∑

m

(1 − δ0m)

∫
dX+dX−Ω

(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−), (2.70)

γ̄AB(s, b) = Ω
(s,b)
AB (0, 0, 0), (2.71)with

Ω
(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−) =

AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

}
ΦAB

(
xproj, xtarg, s, b

)
. (2.72)This allows to rewrite the unitarity relation eq. (2.64) in the following form,

∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω

(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−) = 1. (2.73)This equation is of fundamental importane, beause it allows us to interpret Ω(s,b)(m, X+, X−)as probability density of having an interation on�guration haraterized by m, with the lightone momentum frations of the Pomerons being given by X+ and X−.



2.5 Diffrative Sattering 272.5 Di�rative SatteringWe do not have a onsistent treatment of di�rative sattering at the moment, this is left to afuture projet in onnetion with a omplete treatment of enhaned diagrams. For the moment,we introdue di�ration �by hand�: in ase of no interation in pp or pA sattering, we onsiderthe projetile to be di�ratively exited with probability
wdiff

(
1 −

√
Φ(1, xtarg, s, b)

)2

Φ(1, xtarg, s, b)
, (2.74)with a �t parameter wdiff . Nuleus-nuleus sattering is here (but only here!) onsidered asomposed of pA or Ap ollisions.2.6 AGK Canelations in Hadron-Hadron SatteringAs a �rst appliation, we are going to prove that AGK anelations apply perfetly in our model2.As we showed above, the desription of high energy hadroni interation requires to onsiderexpliitly a great number of ontributions, orresponding to multiple sattering proess, with anumber of elementary parton-parton interations happening in parallel. However, when alulat-ing inlusive spetra of seondary partiles, it is enough to onsider the simplest hadron-hadron(nuleus-nuleus) sattering diagrams ontaining a single elementary interation, as the ontribu-tions of multiple sattering diagrams with more than one elementary interation exatly aneleah other. This so-alled AGK-anelation is a onsequene of the general Abramovskii-Gribov-Kanheli utting rules [15℄.Let us onsider the most fundamental inlusive distribution, where all other inlusive spetramay be derived from: the distribution dnh1h2

Pom /dx+dx−, with dnh1h2

Pom being the number of Pomeronswith light one momentum frations between x+ and x+ + dx+and between x− and x− + dx−respetively, at a given value of b and s. If AGK anelations apply, the result for dnh1h2

Pom /dx+dx−should oinide with the ontribution oming from exatly one elementary interation (see eq.(2.45)):
dn

(1)h1h2

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) = Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b)Fh1
remn(1 − x+)Fh2

remn(1 − x−), (2.75)and the ontributions from multiple sattering should exatly anel. We have per de�nition
dnh1h2

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) =

∞∑

m=1

∞∑

l=0

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

m+l∏

λ=m+1

dx+
λ dx−

λ

× 1

m!

1

l!

m∏

µ=1

Gh1h2

1IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

m+l∏

λ=m+1

−Gh1h2

1IP (x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b)

× Fh1
remn(1 −

m+l∑

ν=1

x+
ν )Fh2

remn(1 −
m+l∑

ν=1

x−
ν ) (2.76)

×
m∑

µ′=1

δ(x+ − x+
µ′)δ(x

− − x−
µ′).2 We speak here about the ontribution of elementary interations (Pomeron exhanges) to the seondary par-tile prodution; the AGK anellations do not hold for the ontribution of remnant states (spetator partons)hadronization [4℄.



28 2 The FormalismDue to the symmetry of the integrand in the r.h.s. of eq. (2.76) in the variables x±
1 , . . . , x±

m, thesum of delta funtions produes a fator mG(x+, x−, s, b), and removes one dx+
µ dx−

µ integration.Using
m

∞∑

m=1

. . .
1

m!

m−1∏

µ=1

. . . =
∞∑

m′=0

. . .
1

m′!

m′∏

µ=1

. . . , (2.77)with m′ = m − 1, we get
dnh1h2

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) = Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b)
1

n!

∞∑

n=0

∫ n∏

ν=1

dx+
ν dx−

ν (2.78)
×

{
n∑

m=0

(
n
m

) m∏

µ=1

Gh1h2

1IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

n∏

λ=m+1

−Gh1h2

1IP (x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b)

}

× Fh1
remn(1 − x+ −

n∑

ν=1

x+
ν )Fh2

remn(1 − x− −
n∑

ν=1

x−
ν ) .The term in urly brakets {. . .} is 1 for n = 0 and zero otherwise, so we get the important �nalresult

dnh1h2

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) =
dn

(1)h1h2

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b), (2.79)whih orresponds to one single elementary interation; the multiple sattering aspets ompletelydisappeared, so AGK anelations indeed apply in our approah. AGK anelations are loselyrelated to the fatorization formula for jet prodution ross setion, sine as a onsequene of eq.(2.79), we may obtain the inlusive jet ross setion in a fatorized form as
σh1h2

jet =
∑

j,k

∫
dp2

⊥

∫
dz+

∫
dz− fh1

j (z+, M2
F ) fh2

k (z−, M2
F )

dσjk
Born

dp2
⊥

(z+z−s, p2
⊥), (2.80)with fh1

j and fh2

k representing the parton distributions of the two hadrons.2.7 AGK Canelations in Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringWe have shown in the previous setion that for hadron-hadron sattering AGK anelations apply,whih means that inlusive spetra oinide with the ontributions oming from exatly one ele-mentary interation. For multiple Pomeron exhanges we have a omplete destrutive interferene,they do not ontribute at all. Here, we are going to show that AGK anelations also apply fornuleus-nuleus sattering, whih means that the inlusive ross setion for A+B sattering is ABtimes the orresponding inlusive ross setion for proton-proton interation.The inlusive ross setion for forming a Pomeron with light one momentum frations x+ and
x− in nuleus-nuleus sattering is given as

dσAB
Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s) =

∫
d2b0

∫
dTAB

×
∑

m1l1

. . .
∑

mABlAB

(1 − δ0
∑

mk
)

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
mk+lk∏

µ=1

dx+
k,µdx−

k,µ

}

×
AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!lk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

mk+lk∏

λ=mk+1

−G(x+
k,λ, x−

k,λ, s, bk)

}
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×

A∏

i=1

Fremn



1 −
∑

π(k)=i

x+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



1 −
∑

τ(k)=j

x−
k,λ





×
AB∑

k′=1

mk∑

µ′=1

δ(x+ − x+
k′µ′)δ(x

− − x−
k′µ′). (2.81)The fator (1−δ0

∑
mk

) makes sure that at least one of the indies mk is bigger than zero. Integrat-ing over the variables appearing in the delta funtions, we obtain a fator∑k′ G(x+, x−, s, bk) ·mk′whih may be written in front of∑m1l1
... . In the following expression one may rename the integra-tion variables suh that the variables x+
k′mk′

and x−
k′mk′

disappear. This means for the argumentsof the funtions Fremn that for i = π(k′) and j = τ(k′) one replaes 1 by 1 − x+ and 1 − x−respetively. Then one uses the fator mk′ mentioned above to replae mk′ ! by (mk′ − 1)!. One�nally renames (mk′ −1) by mk′ , as a onsequene of whih one may drop the fator (1−δ0
∑

mk
).This is ruial, sine now we have fators of the form

∞∑

mk=0

∞∑

lk=0

...
1

mk!lk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, b)

mk+lk∏

λ=mk+1

−G(x+
k,λ, x−

k,λ, s, b).... (2.82)In this sum only the term for mk = 0 and lk = 0 is di�erent from zero, namely 1, and so we get
dσAB

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) =

∫
d2b0

∫
dTAB

∑

k′

G(x+, x−, s, bk′)Fremn(1 − x+)Fremn(1 − x−). (2.83)Using the de�nition of dTAB, writing bk′ expliitly as |~b0 +~bA
π(k) −~bB

τ(k)|, we obtain
dσAB

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s) = AB

∫
d2b0

∫
d2b+T (b+)

∫
d2b−T (b−)G(x+, x−, s, |~b0 +~b+ −~b−|)

× Fremn(1 − x+)Fremn(1 − x−). (2.84)Changing the order of the integrations, we obtain �nally
dσAB

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s) = AB
dσpp

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s) (2.85)with
dσpp

Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s) =

∫
d2b G(x+, x−, s, b)Fremn(1 − x+)Fremn(1 − x−). (2.86)Sine any other inlusive ross setion dσincl/dq may be obtained from the inlusive Pomerondistribution via onvolution, we obtain the very general result

dσAB
incl

dq
(q, s, b) = AB

dσpp
incl

dq
(q, s, b), (2.87)so nuleus-nuleus inlusive ross setions are just AB times the proton-proton ones. So, indeed,AGK anelations apply perfetly in our approah.2.8 OutlookWhat did we ahieve so far? We have a well de�ned model, introdued by using the languageof �eld theory (Feynman diagrams). We were able to prove some elementary properties (AGKanelations in ase of proton-proton and nuleus-nuleus sattering). To proeed further, we haveto solve (at least) two fundamental problems:
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• the sum over virtual emissions has to be performed,
• tools have to be developed to deal with the multidimensional probability distribution

Ω
(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−),both being very di�ult tasks.Calulating the sum over virtual emissions (ΦAB) is not only tehnially di�ult, there are alsooneptual problems. By studying the properties of ΦAB, we �nd that at very high energies thetheory is no longer unitary without taking into aount additional sreening orretions. In thissense, we onsider our work as a �rst step to onstrut a onsistent model for high energy nulearsattering, but there is still work to be done.Conerning the multidimensional probability distribution Ω

(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−), we are going todevelop methods well known in statistial physis (Markov hain tehniques), whih we also aregoing to disuss in detail later. So �nally, we are able to alulate the probability distribution

Ω
(s,b)
AB (m, X+, X−), and are able to generate (in a Monte Carlo fashion) on�gurations (m, X+, X−)aording to this probability distribution.The two above mentioned problems will be disussed in detail in the following hapters.



Chapter 3Virtual EmissionsIn order to proeed, we need to alulate the sum over virtual emissions, represented by thefuntion ΦAB. Understanding the behavior of ΦAB is ruial, sine this funtion is related to γ̄ABand plays therefore a ruial role in onnetion with unitarity, the unitarity equation being givenas γAB + γ̄AB = 1. By studying the properties of ΦAB, we �nd inonsistenies in the limit ofhigh energies, in the sense that the individual terms appearing in the unitarity equation are notneessarily positive. Attempting to understand this unphysial behavior, we �nd that any modelwhere AGK anelations apply (so most of the models used presently) has to run asymptotiallyinto this problem. So eventually one needs to onstrut models, where AGK anelations areviolated, whih is going to be expeted when ontributions of Pomeron-Pomeron interations aretaken into onsideration.As a �rst phenomenologial solution of the unitarity problem, we are going to �unitarize� the�bare theory� introdued in the preeding hapter �by hand�, suh that the theory is hanged aslittle as possible, but the asymptoti problems disappear. The next step should of ourse be aonsistent treatment inluding ontributions of enhaned Pomeron diagrams.In the following, we are going to present the alulation of ΦAB, we disuss the unitarityproblems and the phenomenologial solution, as well as properties of the �unitarized theory�.3.1 Parameterizing the Elementary InterationThe basis for all the alulations whih follow is the funtion GNN
1IP , whih is the pro�le funtionrepresenting a single elementary nuleon-nuleon (NN) interation. For simpliity, we write simply

G ≡ GNN
1IP . This funtion G is a sum of several terms, representing soft, semi-hard, valene, andsreening ontributions. In ase of soft and semi-hard, one has G = (x+x−)−αpartD, where Drepresents the Pomeron exhange and the fator in front of D the �external legs�, the nuleonpartiipants. For the other ontributions the funtional dependene on x+, x− is somewhat moreompliated, but nevertheless it is onvenient to de�ne a funtion

D(x+, x−, s, b) =
G(x+, x−, s, b)

(x+x−)−αpart
. (3.1)We obtain G and therefore D as the result of a quite involved numerial alulation, whih meansthat these funtions are given in a disretized fashion. Sine this is not very onvenient and sine thedependene of x+ , x−, and b are quite simple, we are going to parameterize our numerial resultsand use this analytial expression for further alulations. This makes the following disussionsmuh easier and more transparent.We �rst onsider the ase of zero impat parameter (b = 0). In �g. 3.1, we plot the funtion

D together with the individual ontributions as funtions of x = x+x−, for b = 0 and for di�erentvalues of s. To �t the funtion D, we make the following ansatz,31
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Figure 3.1: The funtion D (solid line) as well as the di�erent ontributions to D as a funtion of x = x+x−,for b = 0 , at di�erent energies E =
√

s. We show Dsoft (dotted), Dsemi (dashed), and Dvalence (dashed-dotted).
D(x+, x−, s, b = 0) =

N∑

i=1

{
αDi

+ α∗
Di

(x+x−)β∗

Di

}(
x+x−s

)βDi

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Di

, (3.2)where the parameters may depend on s, and the parameters marked with a star are non-zero fora given i only if the orresponding αDi
is zero. This parameterization works very well, as shownin �g. 3.2, where we ompare the original D funtion with the �t aording to eq. (3.2).Let us now onsider the b-dependene for �xed x+ and x−. Sine we observe almost a Gaussianshape with a weak (logarithmi) dependene of the width on x = x+x−, we ould make thefollowing ansatz:

D(x+, x−, s, b) =

N∑

i=1

{
αDi

+ α∗
Di

(x+x−)β∗

Di

}
(x+x−s)βDi exp

( −b2

δDi
+ ǫDi

ln(x+x−s)

)
. (3.3)However, we an still simplify the parameterization. We have

exp

( −b2

δ + ǫ lnx

)
≈ exp

(−b2

δ

(
1 − ǫ

δ
ln(x+x−s)

)) (3.4)
= exp

(−b2

δ

)
(x+x−s)γb2 (3.5)So we make �nally the ansatz

D(x+, x−, s, b) =

N∑

i=1

{
αDi

+ α∗
Di

(x+x−)β∗

Di

}(
x+x−s

)βDi
+γDi

b2

e
− b2

δDi , (3.6)
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Figure 3.2: The exat (full) and the parameterized (dashed) funtion D as a funtion of x = x+x−, for
b = 0, at di�erent energies E =

√
s.
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34 3 Virtual Emissions3.2 Calulating Φ for proton-proton ollisionsWe �rst onsider proton-proton ollisions. To be more preise, we are going to derive an expressionfor Φpp whih an be evaluated easily numerially and whih will serve as the basis to investigatethe properties of Φpp. We have
Φpp

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
=

∞∑

l=0

∫
dx+

1 dx−
1 . . . dx+

l dx−
l

{
1

l!

l∏

λ=1

−G(x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b)

}

× Fremn

(
x+ −

∑
x+

λ

)
Fremn

(
x− −

∑
x−

λ

)
. (3.7)with

Fremn(x) = xαremn Θ(x)Θ(1 − x), (3.8)where Θ(x) is the Heavyside funtion, and
G(x+

λ , x−
λ , s, b) = (x+

λ x−
λ )−αpart D(x+

λ , x−
λ , s, b). (3.9)Using eq. (3.6), we have

G(x+
λ , x−

λ , s, b) =

N∑

i=1

αi(x
+
λ x−

λ )βi

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Gi,λ

(3.10)with
αi =

(
αDi

+ α∗
Di

)
s(βDi

+γDi
b2) e

− b2

δDi , (3.11)
βi = βDi

+ β∗
Di

+ γDi
b2 − αpart , (3.12)with α∗

Di
6= 0 and β∗

Di
6= 0 only if αDi

= 0. Using eq. (3.10), we obtain from eq. (3.7) the followingexpression
Φpp(x

+, x−s, b) =
∞∑

r1=0

. . .
∞∑

rN=0

1

r1!
. . .

1

rN !

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

dx+
λ dx−

λ

×
r1∏

ρ1=1

−G1,ρ1 . . .

r1+...+rN∏

ρN=r1+...+rN−1+1

−GN,ρN

× Fremn(x
+ −

∑

λ

x+
λ )Fremn(x

− −
∑

λ

x−
λ ). (3.13)Using the fat that the funtions Gi,λ are separable,

Gi,λ = αi (x+
λ )βi (x−

λ )βi , (3.14)one �nds �nally (see appendix D.1)
Φpp(x

+, x−, s, b) = xαremn

∞∑

r1=0

. . .

∞∑

rN =0

{
Γ(1 + αremn)

Γ(1 + αremn + r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N )

}2

× (−α1x
β̃1Γ2(β̃1))

r

r1!
. . .

(−αNxβ̃N Γ2(β̃N ))t

rN !
(3.15)with x = x+x−and β̃i = βi + 1. Sine the sums onverge very fast, this expression an be easilyevaluated numerially.



3.3 Unitarity Problems 353.3 Unitarity ProblemsIn this setion, we are going to present numerial results for Φpp, based on equation (3.15). Wewill observe an unphysial behavior in ertain regions of phase spae, whih amounts to a violationof unitarity. Trying to understand its physial origin, we �nd that AGK anelations, whih applyin our model, automatially lead to unitarity violations. This means on the other hand that a fullyonsistent approah requires expliit violation of AGK anelations, whih should our in ase ofonsidering ontributions of enhaned Pomeron diagrams.In whih way is Φpp related to unitarity? We have shown in the preeding hapter that theinelasti non-di�rative ross setion σinel(s) may be written as
σinel(s) =

∫
d2b γpp(s, b), (3.16)with the pro�le funtion γpp(s, b) representing all diagrams with at least one ut Pomeron. We de-�ned as well the orresponding quantity γ̄pp(s, b) representing all diagrams with zero ut Pomerons.We demonstrated that the sum of these two quantities is one (2.64),

γpp(s, b) + γ̄pp(s, b) = 1, (3.17)whih represents a unitarity relation. The funtion Φpp enters �nally, sine we have the relation
γ̄pp(s, b) = Φpp(1, 1, s, b). (3.18)Based on these formulas, we interpret γ̄pp(s, b) = Φpp(1, 1, s, b) as the probability of having nointeration, whereas γpp(s, b) = 1−Φpp(1, 1, s, b) represents the probability to have an interation,at given impat parameter and energy. Suh an interpretation of ourse only makes sense as longas any of the γ's is positive, otherwise unitarity is said to be violated, even if the equation (3.17)still holds.In �g. 3.4, we plot Φpp as a funtion of x = x+x− for √s = 200 GeV for two di�erent values of

b. The urve for b = 1.5 fm (solid urve) is lose to one with a minimum of about 0.8 at x = 1.The x-dependene for b = 0 fm (dashed urve) is muh more dramati: the urve deviates from 1already at relatively small values of x and drops �nally to negative values at x = 1. The values for
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Figure 3.4: The expression Φpp(x+, x−, s, b) / xαremn as a funtion of x = x+x−for b = 0 (dashed) and for
b = 1.5 fm (solid urve).
x = 1 are of partiular interest, sine 1−Φpp(1, 1, s, b) = γpp(s, b) represents the pro�le funtion inthe sense that the integration over b provides the inelasti non-di�rative ross setion. Therefore,in �g. 3.5, we plot the b-dependene of 1−Φpp(1, 1, s, b), whih inreases beyond 1 for small values
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Figure 3.5: The pro�le funtion 1 − Φpp(1, 1, s, b) as a funtion of impat parameter b. This funtion shouldrepresent the probability to have an interation at a given impat parameter.of b, sine Φpp is negative in this region, as disussed above for the ase of b = 0 fm. On the otherhand, an upper limit of 1 is really neessary in order to assure unitarity. So the fat that Φpp growsto values bigger than one is a manifestation of unitarity violation.In the following, we try to understand the physial reason for this unitarity problem. We aregoing to show, that it is intimately related to the fat that in our approah AGK anelations areful�lled, as shown earlier, whih means that any approah where AGK anelations apply will haveexatly the same problem.We are going to demonstrate in the following that AGK anelations imply automatiallyunitarity violation. The average light one momentum taken by a Pomeron may be alulatedfrom the Pomeron inlusive spetrum dnPom/dx+dx− as
< x+ >=

∫
dx+x+

{
1

σinel(s)

∫
d2b

∫
dx− dnPom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b)

}
. (3.19)If AGK anelations apply, we have

dnPom/dx+dx− = dn
(1)
Pom/dx+dx− = G(x+, x−, s, b)Fremn(x

+)Fremn(x
−), (3.20)and therefore

dnPom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) = µ(s) (x+x−s)∆(s) e−
b2

λ(s) f(x+)f(x−), (3.21)where ∆(s) is bigger than zero and inreases with energy and µ(s) and λ(s) depend weakly (loga-rithmially) on s, whereas f is an energy independent funtion. We obtain
< x+ >=

γ(s) s∆(s)

σinel(s)
, (3.22)where γ(s) depends only logarithmially on s. Sine < x+ > must be smaller or equal to one, we�nd

σinel(s) ≥ γ(s) s∆(s), (3.23)whih violates the Froissard bound and therefore unitarity. This problem is related to the oldproblem of unitarity violation in ase of single Pomeron exhange. The solution appeared to bethe observation that one needs to onsider multiple sattering suh that virtual multiple emissionsprovide su�ient sreening to avoid the unreasonably fast inrease of the ross setion. If AGKanelations apply (as in our model), the problem omes bak by onsidering inlusive spetra,sine these are determined by single sattering.



3.4 A Phenomenologial Solution: Unitarization of Φ 37Thus, we have shown that a onsistent appliation of the eikonal Pomeron sheme both to in-teration ross setions and to partile prodution alulations unavoidably leads to the violation ofthe unitarity. This problem is not observed in many models urrently used, sine there simply noonsistent treatment is provided, and the problem is therefore hidden. The solution of the unitar-ity problem requires to employ the full Pomeron sheme, whih inludes also so-alled enhanedPomeron diagrams, to be disussed later. The simplest diagram of that kind - so-alled Y-diagram,for example, ontributes a negative fator to all inlusive partile distributions in the partile ra-pidity region y0 < y < Y , where Y is the total rapidity range for the interation and y0 orrespondsto the rapidity position of the Pomeron self-interation vertex. Thus, one speaks about breakingof the AGK-anelations in the sense that one gets orretions to all inlusive quantities alulatedfrom just one Pomeron exhange graph [19℄. In partiular, presenting the inlusive Pomeron dis-tribution dσPom(x+, x−)/dx+dx− by the formula (2.75) implies that the funtions f(x±) aquirea dependene on the energy of the interation s. It is this dependene whih is expeted to slowdown the energy inrease of the Pomeron number and thus to ure the unitarity problem.So we think it is mandatory to proeed in the following way: �rst one needs to provide aonsistent treatment of ross setions and partile prodution, whih will ertainly lead to unitarityproblems, and seond one has to re�ne the theory to solve the unitarity problem in a onsistentway, via sreening orretions. The �rst part of this program is provided in this paper, the seondone will be treated in some approximate fashion later, but a rigorous, self-onsistent treatment ofthis seond has still to be done.3.4 A Phenomenologial Solution: Unitarization of ΦAs we have seen in the preeding setions, unitarity violation manifests itself by the fat that thevirtual emission funtion Φpp appears to be negative at high energies and small impat parameterfor large values of x+ and x−, partiularly for x+ = x− = 1. What is the mathematial origin ofthese negative values? In eq. (3.15), the sums over ri ontains terms of the form (...)ri/ri! and anadditional fator of the form
{

Γ(1 + αremn)

Γ(1 + αremn + r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N )

}
. (3.24)It is this fator whih auses the problem, as it strongly suppresses ontributions of terms withlarge ri, whih are important when the interation energy s inreases . Physially it is onnetedto the redued phase spae in ase of too many virtual Pomerons emitted. By dropping this fatorone would obtain a simple exponential funtion whih is de�nitely positive.Our strategy is to modify the sheme suh that Φpp stays essentially unhanged for values of s,

b, x+, and x−, where Φpp is positive and that Φpp is �orreted� to assure positive values in regionswhere it is negative. We all this proedure �unitarization�, whih should not be onsidered as anapproximation, sine one is really hanging the physial ontent of the theory. This is ertainlyonly a phenomenologial solution of the problem, the orret proedure should amount to takinginto aount the mentioned sreening orretions due to enhaned Pomeron diagrams, whih shouldprovide a �natural unitarization�. Nevertheless we onsider our approah as a neessary �rst steptowards a onsistent formulation of multiple sattering theory in nulear (inluding hadron-hadron)ollisions at very high energies.Let us explain our �unitarization� in the following. We de�ne
g(z) =

Γ(1 + αremn)

Γ(1 + αremn + z)
(3.25)suh that

g(r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N ) (3.26)



38 3 Virtual Emissionsis the fator ausing unitarity problems. This expression should be of the form
(...)r1 ...(...)rN ,whih would make ΦAB a well behaved exponential funtion. In order to ahieve this, the funtion

g should be an exponential. So we replae g(z) by ge(z), where the latter funtion is de�ned as
ge(z) = e−ǫez, (3.27)where the parameter ǫe should be hosen suh that g(z) is well approximated for values of z between(say) 0 and 0.5 (see �g. 3.6). The index �e� refers to �exponentiation�. So, we replae the fator
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Figure 3.6: Funtion g(z) (full line) and unitarized funtion gu(z) (dashed).
g(r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N ) by

ge(r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N ) = e−ǫe(r1β̃1+...+rN β̃N ) (3.28)
=

(
e−ǫeβ̃1

)r1

...
(
e−ǫeβ̃N

)rN

, (3.29)and obtain orrespondingly instead of Φpp

Φe pp
(x+, x−, s, b) = xαremn

∞∑

r1=0

. . .

∞∑

rN =0

(
e−2ǫeβ̃1

)r1

...
(
e−2ǫeβ̃N

)rN

× (−α1x
β̃1Γ2(β̃1))

r1

r1!
...

(−αNxβ̃N Γ2(β̃N ))tN

rN !
. (3.30)Now the sums an be performed and we get

Φe pp
(x+, x−, s, b) = xαremn

N∏

i=1

exp
{
−αix

β̃iΓ2(β̃i)e
−2ǫeβ̃i

} (3.31)whih may be written as
Φe pp

(x+, x−, s, b) = (x+x−)αremn exp
{
−G̃(x+x−, s, b)

} (3.32)with



3.4 A Phenomenologial Solution: Unitarization of Φ 39
G̃(x, s, b) =

N∑

i=1

α̃ix
β̃i (3.33)with

α̃i = αiΓ
2(β̃i)e

−2ǫeβ̃i (3.34)
β̃i = βi + 1, (3.35)where αi and βi are given as

αi =
(
αDi

+ α∗
Di

)
s(βDi

+γDi
b2) e

− b2

δDi , (3.36)
βi = βDi

+ β∗
Di

+ γDi
b2 − αpart , (3.37)with α∗

Di
6= 0 and β∗

Di
6= 0 only if αDi

6= 0.We are not yet done. We modi�ed Φpp suh that the new funtion Φe pp
is surely positive. Butwhat happened to our unitarity equation? If we replae Φpp by Φe pp

, we obtain
γ̄pp + γpp =

∞∑

m=0

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

e pp
(m, X+, X−), (3.38)with

Ω(s,b)
e pp

(m, X+, X−) =

{
1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(s, x+
µ , x−

µ , b)

}
Φe pp

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
, (3.39)where x+ and x− refer to the remnant light one momenta. Sine Φe pp

is always bigger than Φppfor small values of b, the sum γpp + γ̄pp is bigger than one, so the unitarity equation does not holdany more. This is quite natural, sine we modi�ed the virtual emissions without aring about thereal ones. In order to aount for this, we de�ne
Z(s, b) =

∞∑

m=0

∫
dX+dX−

{
1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(s, x+
µ , x−

µ , b)

}
Φe pp

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
, (3.40)whih is equal to one in the exat ase, but whih is di�erent from one if we use Φe pp

insteadof Φpp. In order to reover the unitarity equation, we have to �renormalize� Φe pp
, and we de�netherefore the �unitarized� virtual emission funtion Φu pp

via
Φu pp

(x+, x−, s, b) =
Φe pp

(x+, x−, s, b)

Z(s, b)
. (3.41)Now, the unitarity equation holds,

γ̄pp + γpp =

∞∑

m=0

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

u pp
(m, X+, X−) = 1 , (3.42)with

Ω(s,b)
u pp

(m, X+, X−) =

{
1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(s, x+
µ , x−

µ , b)

}
Φu pp

(
x+, x−, s, b

) (3.43)being stritly positive, whih allows �nally the probability interpretation.



40 3 Virtual Emissions3.5 Properties of the Unitarized TheoryWe are now going to investigate the onsequenes of our unitarization, in other words, how theresults are a�eted by this modi�ation. In �g. 3.7 we ompare the exat and the exponentiatedversion of the virtual emission funtion (Φpp and Φe pp
) for a large value of the impat parameter(b = 1.5 fm). The exponentiated result (dashed) is somewhat below the exat one (solid urve), butthe di�erene is quite small. The situation is somewhat di�erent in ase of zero impat parameter

0.8

0.9

1

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1
 x

  Φ
pp

(x
+

,x
-,

s,
b)

/x
α re

m
n

Figure 3.7: Behavior of Φpp(x+, x−, s, b)/(x+x−)αremn as a funtion of x = x+x−, for the exat funtion(solid) and the exponentiated one (dashed urve) for impat parameter b = 1.5 fm.
b. For small values of x the two urves oinide more or less, however for x = 1 the exponentiatedresult (dashed) is well above the exat one (solid urve). In partiular, and this is most important,the dashed urve rests positive and in this sense orrets for the unphysial behavior (negativevalues) for the exat urve. The behavior for x = 1 for di�erent values of b is summarized in
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Figure 3.8: Behavior of Φpp(x+, x−, s, b)/(x+x−)αremn as a funtion of x = x+x−, for the exat funtion(solid) and the exponentiated one (dashed urve) for impat parameter b = 0 fm.�g. 3.9, where we plot 1−Φpp(1, 1, s, b) as a funtion of b. We learly observe that for large b exat(solid) and exponentiated (dashed urve) result agree approximately, whereas for small values of
b they di�er substantially, with the exponentiated version always staying below 1, as it should be.So the e�et of our exponentiation is essentially to push the funtion below 1.Next we alulate expliitly the normalization funtion Z(s, b). We have
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Figure 3.9: The funtion 1 − Φpp(1, 1, s, b) as a funtion of impat parameter b. We show the exat result (solid)as well as the exponentiated one (dashed urve).
Z(s, b) =

∞∑

m=0

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

×Φe pp

(
1 −

m∑

ν=1

x+
ν , 1 −

m∑

ν=1

x−
ν

)
, (3.44)whih may be written as

Z(s, b) = Φe pp
(1, 1, s, b) +

∫
dz+dz−H(z+, z−)Φe pp

(z+, z−, s, b), (3.45)with
H(z+, z−) =

∞∑

m=1

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

× δ

(
1 − z+ −

m∑

µ=1

x+
µ

)
δ

(
1 − z− −

m∑

µ=1

x−
µ

)
. (3.46)Using the analytial form of G, we obtain

H(z+, z−) =

∞∑

r1=0

...

∞∑

rN=0︸ ︷︷ ︸
r1+...+rK 6=0

[(1 − z+)(1 − z−)]
r1β̃1+...+rN β̃N−1

Γ(r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N )2

× (α1Γ(β̃1)
2)r1

r1!
...

(αNΓ(β̃N )2)rN

rN !
(3.47)(see appendix D.2). This an be alulated, and after numerially doing the integration over z+, z−,we obtain the normalization funtion Z(s, b), as shown in �g. 3.10. We observe, as expeted, avalue lose to unity at large values of b, whereas for small impat parameter Z(s, b) is bigger thanone, sine only at small values of b the virtual emission funtion Φpp has been hanged substantiallytowards bigger values.
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Figure 3.10: The normalization funtion Z(s, b) as a funtion of the impat parameter b.Knowing Φe pp
and Z, we are ready to alulate the unitarized emission funtions Φu pp

whih�nally replaes Φpp in all formulas for ross setion alulations. The results are shown in �g. 3.11,where we plot 1-Φu pp
together with 1 − Φe pp

and 1 − Φpp for both x+ and x− being one. We
0

0.5

1

1.5

0 1 2 3
  impact parameter b (fm)

  1
-Φ

pp
(1

,1
)

Figure 3.11: The funtion 1 − Φpp(1, 1, s, b) as a funtion of the impat parameter b. We show the exat result
1 − Φpp (solid line) as well as the unitarized one 1 − Φu pp (dashed) and the exponentiated one 1 − Φe pp (dotted).observe that ompared to 1−Φe pp

the funtion 1−Φu pp
is somewhat inreased at small values of

b due to the fat that here Z(s, b) is bigger than one, whereas for large impat parameters there isno di�erene.Sine the unitarity equation holds, we may integrate 1−Φu pp
(1, 1, s, b) over impat parameter,to obtain the inelasti non-di�rative ross setion,

σinel(s) =

∫
d2b

{
1 − Φu pp

(1, 1, s, b)
}

, (3.48)the result being shown in �g. 3.12. Here the exat and the unitarized result (using Φpp and Φu pprespetively) are quite lose due to the fat that one has a two-dimensional b-integration, andtherefore the small values of b, where we observe the largest di�erenes, do not ontribute muhto the integral.We now turn to inlusive spetra. We onsider the inlusive x-spetrum of Pomerons, dnPom/dx,where x = x+x− is the squared mass of the Pomeron divided by s. In the exat theory, we may
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Figure 3.12: The inelasti non-di�rative ross setion as a funtion of the energy, using the exat (solid) and theunitarized (dashed) Φ-funtion.take advantage of the AGK anelations, and obtain
dnPom

dx
(x, s, b) =

∫ − ln
√

x

+ ln
√

x

dy
dn

(1)
Pom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b)

∣∣∣∣∣
x+=

√
xey ,x−=

√
xe−y

, (3.49)where dn
(1)
Pom/dx+dx− is the orresponding inlusive distribution for one single elementary inter-ation, whih is given in eq. (2.75). The y-integration an be easily performed numerially, and weobtain the results shown in �g. 3.13 as solid urves, the upper one for b = 0 fm and the lower onefor b = 1.5 fm. The alulation of the unitarized result is more involved, sine now we annot use
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Figure 3.13: Example of an inlusive spetrum: x-distribution of Pomerons. The variable x is de�ned as x =
x+x−and is therefore the squared mass of the Pomeron divided by s. We show the exat (solid) and the unitarizedresults (dashed) for b = 0 fm (upper urves) and b = 1.5 fm (lower urves). In fat, for b = 1.5 fm the two urvesoinide.the AGK anelations any more. We have

dnPom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) =

∞∑

m=1

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

× 1

m!

m∏

µ=1

{
G(x+

µ , x−
µ , s, b)

}
Φu pp

(1 −
m∑

µ=1

x+
µ , 1 −

m∑

µ=1

x−
µ , s, b)



44 3 Virtual Emissions
×

m∑

µ′=1

δ(x+ − x+
µ′)δ(x

− − x−
µ′) , (3.50)where we used the unitarized version of Φpp. We �nd

dnPom

dx+dx− (x+, x−, s, b) = G(x+, x−, s, b)

×
[
Φu pp

(1 − x+, 1 − x−, s, b) (3.51)
+

∫
dz+dz−H(z+ + x+, z− + x−)Φu pp

(z+, z−, s, b)
]
,where H is de�ned in eq. (3.46), with the �nal result given in eq. (3.47). The integration over

z+, z− an now be done numerially. Expressing x+ and x− via x and y and integrating over y, we�nally obtain dnPom/dx, as shown in �g. 3.13 (dashed urves). In �g. 3.14 we show the b-averaged
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Figure 3.14: The x-distribution of Pomerons, averaged over impat parameter. We show the exat (solid) and theunitarized results (dashed).inlusive spetra, whih are given as
1

σinel

∫
d2b

dnPom

dx
(x, s, b) (3.52)for both, the exat and the unitarized version.3.6 Comparison with the Conventional ApproahAt this point it is noteworthy to ompare our approah with the onventional one [20, 21℄. Thereone neglets the energy onservation e�ets in the ross setion alulation and sums up virtualPomeron emissions, eah one taken with the initial energy of the interation s. We an reover theonventional approah by simply onsidering independent (planar) emission of all the Pomerons,negleting energy-momentum sharing between them. In the ross setion formulas (2.65-3.58) thisamounts to perform formally the onvolutions of the Pomeron eikonals G(x+, x−, s, b) with theremnant funtions Fremn(x

±) for all the Pomerons. In ase of proton-proton sattering, we thenget
Φconv pp

(x+, x−, s, b) = e−χ(s,b), (3.53)with
χ(s, b) =

∫
dx+dx−G(x+, x−, s, b)Fremn(x

+)Fremn(x−), (3.54)



3.6 Comparison with the Conventional Approah 45where Φ does not depend on x+ and x− anymore. We obtain a unitarity relation of the form
∞∑

m=0

Ωm = 1, (3.55)with
Ωm =

(χ(s, b))m

m!
e−χ(s,b) (3.56)representing the probability of having m ut Pomerons (Pomeron multipliity distribution). Soin the traditional ase, the Pomeron multipliity distribution is a Poissonian with the mean valuegiven by χ(s, b). As already mentioned above, that approah is not self-onsistent as the AGK rulesare assumed to hold when alulating interation ross setions but are violated at the partileprodution generation. This inonsisteny was already mentioned in [4℄, where the neessity todevelop the orret, Feynman diagram-based sheme, was �rst argued.

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

0 2 4 6 8 10
 number m of Pomerons

 p
ro

b(
m

)

E =  200.00
b =0.23

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

0 2 4 6 8 10
 number m of Pomerons

 p
ro

b(
m

)

b =0.52

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

0 2 4 6 8 10
 number m of Pomerons

 p
ro

b(
m

)

b =0.84

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0 2 4 6 8 10
 number m of Pomerons

 p
ro

b(
m

)

b =1.15

Figure 3.15: Distribution of the number m of Pomerons for di�erent impat parameters. We show the results of afull simulation (solid lines) as well as the Poissonian distribution obtained by ignoring energy onservation (dashedline).The exat proedure is based on the summation over virtual emissions with the energy-momentumonservation taken into aount. This results in the formula (3.7) or, using our parametrization,(3.15) for Φpp(x
+, x−, s, b), expliitly dependent on the momentum, left after ut Pomerons emis-sion, and in the formula

σinel(s) =

∫
d2b {1 − Φpp(1, 1, s, b)} (3.57)for the inelasti ross setion; AGK rules are exatly ful�lled both for the ross setions and forthe partile prodution. But with the interation energy inreasing the approah starts to violatethe unitarity and is no longer self-onsistent.The �unitarized� proedure, whih amounts to replaing Φpp by Φu pp

, allows to avoid theunitarity problems. The expressions for ross setions and for inlusive spetra are onsistent witheah other and with the partile generation proedure. The latter one assures the AGK anelations



46 3 Virtual Emissionsvalidity in the region, where unitarity problems do not appear yet (not too high energies or largeimpat parameters).In order to see the e�et of energy onservation we alulate χ as given in eq. (3.54) with thesame parameters as we use in our approah for di�erent values of b, and we show the orrespondingPomeron multipliity distribution in �g. 3.15 as dashed lines. We ompare this traditional approahwith our full simulation, where energy onservation is treated properly (solid lines in the �gures).One observes a huge di�erene between the two approahes. So energy onservation makes thePomeron multipliity distributions muh narrower, in other words, the mean number of Pomeronsis substantially redued. The reason is that due to energy onservation the phase spae of lightone momenta of the Pomeron ends is onsiderably redued.Of ourse, in the traditional approah one hooses di�erent parameters in order to obtainreasonable values for the Pomeron numbers in order to reprodue the experimental ross setions.But this only �simulates� in some sense the phase spae redution due to energy onservation inan unontrolled way.We onlude that onsidering energy onservation properly in the ross setion formulas hasan enormous e�et and annot be negleted.3.7 Unitarization for Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringIn this setion, we disuss the unitarization sheme for nuleus-nuleus sattering. The sum overvirtual emissions is de�ned as
ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∑

l1

. . .
∑

lAB

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
lk∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}
AB∏

k=1

{
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

−G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, b)

}

×
A∏

i=1

Fremn



x+
i −

∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



x−
j −

∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 . (3.58)where X+ =
{
x+

1 . . . x+
A

}, X− =
{
x−

1 . . . x−
B

} and π(k) and τ(k) represent the projetile ortarget nuleon linked to pair k. This alulation is very lose to the alulation for proton-protonsattering. Using the expression eq. (3.10) of G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, b), the de�nition eq. (3.8) of Fremn(x),one �nally �nds
ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∑

r1,1...rN,1

· · ·
∑

r1,AB ...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

(−α1)
r1,k

r1,k!
. . .

(−αN )rN,k

rN,k!
(3.59)

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

∏

π(k)=i

(
Γ(β̃1)(x

+
i )β̃1

)r1,k

. . .
(
Γ(β̃N )(x+

i )β̃N

)rN,k

g




∑

π(k)=i

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N





B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn

∏

τ(k)=j

(
Γ(β̃1)(x

−
j )β̃1

)r1,k

. . .
(
Γ(β̃N )(x−

j )β̃N

)rN,k

g




∑

τ(k)=j

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N



(see appendix D.3), where the funtion g(z) is de�ned in eq. (3.25), and the parameters αi and β̃iare the same ones as for proton-proton sattering.In ase of nuleus-nuleus sattering, we use the same unitarization presription as alreadyapplied to proton-proton sattering. The �rst step amounts to replae the funtion g(z), whih



3.8 Profile Funtions in Nuleus-Nuleus Sattering 47appears in the �nal expression of ΦAB, by the exponential form ge(z). This allows to perform thesums in eq. (D.66), and we obtain
Φe AB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn

AB∏

k=1

e
−2G̃

(
x+

π(k)
.x−

τ(k)

) (3.60)(see appendix D.3), where G̃(x) is de�ned in eq. (3.33). Having modi�ed Φ, the unitarity equation
∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

e AB
(m, X+, X−) = 1 (3.61)does not hold any more, sine Ωe depends on Φe, and only the exat Φ assures a orret unitarityrelation. So as in proton-proton sattering, we need a seond step, whih amounts to renormalizing

Φe. So we introdue a normalization fator
ZAB(s, b) =

∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

e AB
(m, X+, X−), (3.62)with Ωe AB

de�ned in the same way as Ω but with ΦAB replaed by Φe AB
, whih allows to de�nethe unitarized Φu AB

funtion as
Φu AB

(x+, x−, s, b) =
Φe AB

(x+, x−, s, b)

ZAB(s, b)
. (3.63)In this way we reover the unitarity relation,

∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

u AB
(m, X+, X−) = 1, (3.64)with

Ω(s,b)
u AB

(m, X+, X−) =

AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(s, x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, b)

}
Φu AB

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
, (3.65)and Ω

(s,b)
u (m, X+, X+) may be interpreted as probability distribution for on�gurations (m, X+, X+).3.8 Pro�le Funtions in Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringIn ase of nuleus-nuleus sattering, the onventional approah [20, 21℄ represents a �Glauber-type model�, where nuleus-nuleus sattering may be onsidered as a sequene of nuleon-nuleonsatterings with onstant ross setions; the nuleons move through the other nuleus along straightline trajetories. In order to test this piture, we onsider all pairs of nuleons, whih due to theirdistributions inside the nulei provide a more or less �at b-distribution. We then simply ount,for a given b-bin, the number of interating pairs and then divide by the number of pairs inthe orresponding bin. The resulting distribution, whih we all nuleon-nuleon pro�le funtionfor nuleus-nuleus sattering, represents the probability density of an interation of a pair ofnuleons at given impat parameter. This may be ompared with the proton-proton pro�le funtion

1 − Φu pp
(1, 1, s, b). In the Glauber model, these two distributions oinide. As demonstratedin �g.3.16 for S+S sattering this is absolutely not the ase. The pro�le funtion in ase ofS+S sattering is onsiderably redued as ompared to the proton-proton one. Sine integratingthe proton-proton pro�le funtion represents the inelasti ross setion, one may also de�ne theorresponding integral in nuleus-nuleus sattering as �individual nuleon-nuleon ross setion�.So we onlude that this ross setion is smaller than the proton-proton ross setion. This is dueto the energy onservation, whih redues the number of Pomerons onneted to any nuleon fromthe projetile and the target and �nally a�ets also the �individual ross setion�.
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Figure 3.16: The numerially determined pro�le funtion in S+S sattering (points) ompared to the proton-protonpro�le funtion (solid urve).3.9 Inlusive Cross Setions in Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringWe have shown in the preeding hapter that in the �bare� theory AGK anelations apply perfetly,whih means that nuleus-nuleus inlusive ross setions are just AB times the proton-proton ones,
dσAB

incl

dq
(q, s, b) = AB

dσpp
incl

dq
(q, s, b). (3.66)In the unitarized theory, the results is somewhat di�erent. Unfortunately, we annot alulateross setions analytially any more, so we perform a numerial alulation using the Markov haintehniques explained later. In order to investigate the deviation from exat AGK anelations, wealulate the inlusive nuleus-nuleus ross setion for Pomeron prodution (being the basi
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Figure 3.17: Inlusive ross setion of Pomeron prodution for S+S sattering, divided by AB = 322 (points),ompared to the orresponding proton-proton ross setion (solid line).inlusive ross setion), divided by AB,
1

AB

dσAB
Pom

dx
(x, s, b), (3.67)and ompare the result with the orresponding proton-proton ross setion, see �gs. 3.17 and 3.18.For large and for small values of x, we still observe AGK anelations (the two urves agree), but
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Figure 3.18: Inlusive ross setion of Pomeron prodution for p+ Au sattering, divided by AB = 197 (points),ompared to the orresponding proton-proton ross setion (solid line).for intermediate values of x, the AGK anelations are violated, the nuleus-nuleus ross setionis smaller than AB times the nuleon-nuleon one. The e�et is, however, relatively moderate. Ifone writes the proton-nuleus ross setion as
dσpA

Pom

dx
(x, s, b) = Aα(x) dσpp

Pom

dx
, (3.68)we obtain for α(x) values between 0.85 and 1. So one may summarize that �AGK anelations areviolated, but not too strongly�.
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Chapter 4Markov Chain TehniquesIn this hapter we disuss how to deal with the multidimensional probability distribution ΩAB(K)with K = {m, X+, X−}, where the vetor m haraterizes the type of interation of eah pair ofnuleons (the number of elementary interations per pair), and the matries X+, X− ontain thelight one momenta of all Pomerons (energy sharing between the Pomerons).4.1 Probability Distributions for Con�gurationsIn this setion we essentially repeat the basi formulas of the preeding hapters whih allowedus to derive probability distributions for interation on�gurations in a onsistent way within ane�etive theory based on Feynman diagrams.Our basi formula for the inelasti ross setion for a nuleus-nuleus ollision (whih inludesalso as a partiular ase proton-proton sattering) ould be written in the following form
σinel(s) =

∫
d2b0

∫
dTAB γAB(s, b0, b1 . . . bAB), (4.1)where dTAB represents the integration over the transverse oordinates bA

i and bB
j of projetile andtarget nuleons, b0 is the impat parameter between the two nulei, and bk = |~b +~bA

π(k) −~bB
τ(k)| isthe transverse distane between the nuleons of kth pair. Using the ompat notation

b = {bk}, m = {mk}, X+ =
{
x+

k,µ

}
, X− =

{
x−

k,µ

}
, (4.2)the funtion γAB is given as

γAB(s, b) =
∑

m

(1 − δ0m)

∫
dX+dX−Ω(s,b)

uAB
(m, X+, X−), (4.3)whih represents all diagrams with at least one ut Pomeron. One may de�ne a orrespondingquantity γ̄AB, whih represents the on�guration with exatly zero ut Pomerons. The latter onean be obtained from (4.3) by exhanging 1 − δ0m by δ0m, whih leads to

γ̄AB(s, b) = Ω(s,b)
uAB

(0, 0, 0). (4.4)The expression for Ω is given as
Ω(s,b)

uAB
(m, X+, X−) =

AB∏

k=1

{
1

mk!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

}
ΦuAB

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
, (4.5)51



52 4 Markov Chain Tehniqueswith
ΦuAB

(x+, x−, s, b) =
1

ZAB

AB∏

k=1

exp
(
−G̃(x+

π(k)x
−
τ(k), s, bk)

) (4.6)
×

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn Θ(x+

i )Θ(1 − x+
i )

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn Θ(x−

j )Θ(1 − x−
j ).The arguments of ΦuAB

are the momentum frations of projetile and target remnants,
x+

i = 1 −
∑

π(k)=i

x+
k,µ , x−

j = 1 −
∑

τ(k)=j

x−
k,µ , (4.7)where π(k) and τ(k) point to the remnants linked to the kth interation.In the following, we perform the analysis for given s and b = (b0, b1, ..., bAB), so we do not writethese variables expliitly. In addition, we always refer to the unitarized funtions, so we will alsosuppress the subsript �u�. Furthermore, we suppress the index AB.Cruial for our appliations is the probability onservation onstraint

γ + γ̄ = 1, (4.8)whih may be written more expliitly as
∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω(m, X+, X−) = 1. (4.9)This allows us to interpret Ω(m, X+, X−) as the probability distribution for a on�guration

(m, X+, X−). For any given on�guration the funtion Ω an be easily alulated using the teh-niques developed in the hapter 2. The di�ulty with the Monte Carlo generation of interationon�gurations arises from the fat that the on�guration spae is huge and rather nontrivial inthe sense that it annot be written as a produt of single Pomeron ontributions. We are going toexplain in the next setions, how we deal with this problem.4.2 The Interation MatrixSine Ω(m, X+, X−) is a high-dimensional and nontrivial probability distribution, the only wayto proeed amounts to employing dynamial Monte Carlo methods, well known in statistial andsolid state physis.We �rst need to hoose the appropriate framework for our analysis. So we translate our probleminto the language of spin systems [22℄: we number all nuleon pairs as 1, 2, ..., AB and for eahnuleon pair k the possible elementary interations as 1,2, ..., mk· Let mmax be the maximumnumber of elementary interations per nuleon pair one may imagine. We now onsider a twodimensional lattie with AB lines and mmax olumns, see �g. 4.1. Lattie sites are oupied (= 1)or empty (= 0), representing an elementary interation (1) or the ase of no interation (0), for the
kth pair. In order to represent mk elementary interations for the pair k, we need mk oupied ells(1's) in the kth line. A line ontaining only empty ells (0's) represents a pair without interation.Any possible interation may be represented by this �interation matrix� M with elements

mkµ ∈ {0, 1} . (4.10)Suh an �interation on�guration� is exatly equivalent to a spin on�guration of the Ising model.Unfortunately the situation is somewhat more ompliated in ase of nulear ollisions: we need
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Figure 4.1: The interation lattie.to onsider the energy available for eah elementary interation, represented via the momentumfrations x+
kµ and x−

kµ. So we have a �generalized� matrix K,
K = (M, X+, X−), (4.11)representing an interation on�guration, with elements

Kkµ =
(
mkµ,x

+
kµ, x−

kµ

)
. (4.12)It is important to note that a number of matries M represents one and the same vetor m. Infat, m is represented by all the matries M with

mmax∑

µ=1

mkµ = mk, (4.13)for eah k. Sine all the orresponding on�gurations (M, X+, X−) should have the same weight,and sine there are
c =

AB∏

k=1

mmax!

mk!(mmax − mk)!
(4.14)on�gurations (M, X+, X−) representing the same on�guration (m, X+, X−), the weight for theformer is c−1 times the weight for the latter, so we obtain the following probability distributionfor K = (M, X+, X−):

Ω(K) =
AB∏

k=1

{
(mmax − mk)!

mmax!

mk∏

µ=1

G(s, x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, b)

}
ΦuAB

(
x+, x−, s, b

)
, (4.15)or, using the expression for ΦuAB

,
Ω(K) =

1

ZAB

AB∏

k=1

{
(mmax − mk)!

mmax!

mk∏

µ=1

{
G(s, x+

k,µ, x−
k,µ, bk)

}
exp

(
−G̃(x+

π(k)x
−
τ(k), s, bk)

)}

×
A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn Θ(x+

i )Θ(1 − x+
i )

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn Θ(x−

j )Θ(1 − x−
j ). (4.16)The probability onservation now reads

∑

K

Ω(K) =
∑

M

∫
dX+dX−Ω(M, X+, X−) = 1. (4.17)In the following, we shall deal with the �interation matrix� K, and the probability distribution

Ω(K).



54 4 Markov Chain Tehniques4.3 The Markov Chain MethodIn order to generate K aording to the given distribution Ω (K), de�ned earlier, we onstrut aMarkov hain
K(0), K(1), K(2), ...K(tmax) (4.18)suh that the �nal on�gurations K(tmax) are distributed aording to the probability distribution

Ω (K), if possible for a tmax not too large!Let us disuss how to obtain a new on�guration K(t+1) = L from a given on�guration
K(t) = K. We use Metropolis' Ansatz for the transition probability

p(K, L) = prob
(
K(t+1) = L

∣∣∣ K(t) = K
) (4.19)as a produt of a proposition matrix w(K, L) and an aeptane matrix u(K, L):

p(K, L) =

{
w(K, L)u(K, L) if L 6= K
w(K, K) +

∑
L 6=K w(K, L){1 − u(K, L)} if L = K

, (4.20)where we use
u(K, L) = min

(
Ω(L)

Ω(K)

w(L, K)

w(K, L)
, 1

)
, (4.21)in order to assure detailed balane. We are free to hoose w(K, L), but of ourse, for pratialreasons, we want to minimize the autoorrelation time, whih requires a areful de�nition of w.An e�ient proedure requires u(K, L) to be not too small (to avoid too many rejetions), so anideal hoie would be w (K, L) = Ω (L). This is of ourse not possible, but we hoose w(K, L) tobe a �reasonable� approximation to Ω(L) if K and L are reasonably lose, otherwise w should bezero. So we de�ne

w(K, L) =

{
Ω0(L) if d(K, L) ≤ 1

0 otherwise
, (4.22)where d(K, L) is the number of lattie sites being di�erent in L ompared to K, and where Ω(0) isde�ned by the same formulas as Ω with one exeption : ΦuAB

is replaed by 1. So we get
Ω0(L) ∼

AB∏

k=1

{
(mmax − mk)!

mk∏

µ=1

G(x+
k,µ, x−

k,µ, s, bk)

}
. (4.23)The above de�nition of w(K, L) may be realized by the following algorithm:

• hoose randomly a lattie site (k, µ),
• propose a new matrix element (mkµ, x+

kµ, x−
k,µ) aording to the probability distribution

ρ(mkµ, x+
kµ, x−

k,µ),where we are going to derive the form of ρ in the following. From eq. (4.23), we know that ρ shouldbe of the form
ρ(m, x+, x−) ∼ m0!

{
G(x+, x−, s, b) if m = 1

1 if m = 0
, (4.24)where m0 = mmax − m is the number of zeros in the row k. Let us de�ne m̄0 as the number ofzeros (empty ells) in the row k not ounting the urrent site (k, µ). Then the fator m0! is givenas m̄0! in ase of m 6= 0 and as m̄0!(m̄ + 1) in ase of m = 0, and we obtain

ρ(m, x+, x−) ∼ (m̄0 + 1)δm0 + G(x+, x−, s, b)δm1. (4.25)



4.4 Convergene 55Properly normalized, we obtain
ρ(m, x+, x−) = p0 δm0 + (1 − p0)

G(x+, x−, s, b)

χ
δm1, (4.26)where the probability p0 of proposing no interation is given as

p0 =
m̄0 + 1

m̄0 + 1 + χ(s, b)
, (4.27)with χ being obtained by integrating G over x+ and x−,

χ(s, b) =

∫ 1

0

dx+dx−G(x+, x−, s, b). (4.28)Having proposed a new on�guration L, whih amounts to generating the values mkµ, x+
kµ, x−

kµ fora randomly hosen lattie site as desribed above, we aept this proposal with the probability
u(K, L) = min (z1z2, 1) , (4.29)with

z1 =
Ω(L)

Ω(K)
, z2 =

w(L, K)

w(K, L)
. (4.30)Sine K and L di�er in at most one lattie site, say (k, µ), we do not need to evaluate the fullformula for the distribution Ω to alulate z1, we rather alulate

z1 =
Ωkµ(L)

Ωkµ(K)
, (4.31)with

Ωkµ(K) = ρ(mkµ, x+
kµ, x−

kµ) exp

(
−

∑

l linked to k

G̃(x+
π(l)x

−
τ(l), s, bl)

)

× (x+
π(k))

αremnΘ(x+
π(k))Θ(1 − x+

π(k)) (x−
τ(k))

αremnΘ(x−
τ(k))Θ(1 − x−

τ(k)), (4.32)whih is tehnially quite easy. Our �nal task is the alulation of the asymmetry z2. In manyappliations of the Markov hain method one uses symmetri proposal matries, in whih ase thisfator is simply one. This is not the ase here. We have
z2 =

Ω0(K)

Ω0(L)
=

Ωkµ
0 (K)

Ωkµ
0 (L)

, (4.33)with
Ωkµ

0 (K) = ρ(mkµ, x+
kµ, x−

kµ), (4.34)whih is also easily alulated. So we aept the proposal L with the probability min(z1z2, 1),in whih ase we have K(t+1) = L, otherwise we keep the old on�guration K, whih means
K(t+1) = K.4.4 ConvergeneA ruial item is the question of how to determine the number of iterations, whih are su�ient toreah the stationary region. In priniple one ould alulate the autoorrelation time, or better oneould estimate it based on an atual iteration. One ould then multiply it with some �reasonable



56 4 Markov Chain Tehniquesnumber�, between 10 and 20, in order to obtain the number of iterations. Sine this �reasonablenumber� is not known anyway, we proeed di�erently. We onsider a number of quantities like thenumber of binary interations, the number of Pomerons, and other observables, and we monitortheir values during the iterations. Simply by inspeting the results for many events, one an quiteeasily onvine oneself if the numbers of iterations are su�iently large. As a �nal hek one makessure that the distributions of some relevant observables do not hange by doubling the number ofiterations. In �g. 4.2, we show the number of ollisions (left) and the number of Pomerons (right)
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Figure 4.2: Number of ollisions (left) and number of Pomerons (right) as a funtion of the iteration step t (inperent relative to the maximum number of iterations) for three di�erent S+S events.as a funtion of the iteration step t for a S+S ollision, where the number of iterations tmax hasbeen determined aording to some empirial proedure desribed below. We observe that thesetwo quantities approah very quikly the stationary region. In order to determine the number
tmax of iterations for a given reation A + B, we �rst alulate the upper limit for the number ofpossibly interating nuleon pairs as the number of pairs kmax with a transverse distane smallerthan some value bmax being de�ned as

1 − e−χ(s,bmax) = 0.001 , (4.35)



4.5 Some Tests for Proton-Proton Sattering 57and we then de�ne
tmax = 100 · 2

3
kmax . (4.36)Atually, in the real alulations, we never onsider sums of nuleon pairs from 1 to AB, but onlyfrom 1 to kmax, beause for the other ones the hane to be involved in an interation is so smallthat one an safely ignore it.4.5 Some Tests for Proton-Proton SatteringAs a �rst test, we hek whether the Monte Carlo proedure reprodues the theoretial pro�lefuntion γinel. So we make a large number of simulations of proton-proton ollisions at a givenenergy √

s, where the impat parameters are hosen randomly between zero and the earlier de-�ned maximum impat parameter bmax. We then ount simply the number ∆ninel(b) of inelastiinterations in a given impat parameter bin [b − ∆b/2, b + ∆b/2], and divide this by the number
∆ntot(b) of simulations in this impat parameter interval. Sine the total number ∆ntot(b) ofsimulated on�gurations for the given b−bin splits into the number ∆ninel(b) of �interations� andthe number ∆nnonint(b) of �non-interations�, with ∆ntot(b) =∆ninel(b) + ∆nnonint(b), the result

P (b) =
∆ninel(b)

∆ntot(b)
(4.37)represents the probability to have an interation at a given impat parameter b, whih shouldoinide with the pro�le funtion

γAB(s, b) = 1 − ΦuAB
(1, 1, s, b) (4.38)for the orresponding energy. In �g. 4.3, we ompare the two quantities for a proton-proton ollision
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Figure 4.3: The simulated probability P (b) (points) of an inelasti interation for a proton-proton ollision at√
s = 200 GeV ompared to the pro�le funtion γAB(s, b) (solid line).at √s = 200 GeV and we �nd an exellent agreement, as it should be.Another elementary quantity is the inlusive momentum spetrum of Pomerons. Pomerons,representing elementary interations, are haraterized by their light one momentum frations

x+ and x−, so one might study two dimensional distributions, or for example a distribution in
x = x+x−, where the seond variable y = 0.5 log(x+/x−) is integrated over. So again we simulatemany proton-proton events at a given energy √

s and we ount the number of Pomerons ∆NPomwithin a ertain interval [x − ∆x/2, x + ∆x/2] and we alulate
dnMC

Pom

dx
=

1

Nevents

∆NPom

∆x
, (4.39)



58 4 Markov Chain Tehniquesrepresenting the Monte Carlo Pomeron x-distribution, whih may be ompared with the analytialresult alulated earlier, as shown in �g. 4.4. The analytial results of ourse refer to the unitarized
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Figure 4.4: Inlusive x-distribution of Pomerons. The variable x is de�ned as x = x+x−and is therefore thesquared mass of the Pomeron divided by s. We show unitarized analytial results (solid lines) for b = 0 fm (upperurves) and b = 1.5 fm (lower urves) and the orresponding simulation results (points).theory. Again we �nd perfet agreement between Monte Carlo simulations and analytial urves,as it should be. In �g. 4.5, we ompare inlusive Pomeron ross setions (integrated over impat
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4.5 Some Tests for Proton-Proton Sattering 59These Pomeron distributions are of partiular interest, beause they are elementary distribu-tions based on whih other inlusive spetra like a transverse momentum distribution of pions maybe obtained via onvolution.The two examples of this setion provide on one hand a hek that the numerial proedureswork properly, on the other hand they demonstrate niely that our Monte Carlo proedure is avery well de�ned numerial method to solve a partiular mathematial problem. In simple aseswhere analytial results exist, they may be ompared with the Monte Carlo results, and they mustabsolutely agree.
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Chapter 5Enhaned Pomeron diagramsThe eikonal type diagrams shown at �g. 5.1, onsidered in the previous hapters, orrespondto pair-like satterings between hadron onstituents and form the basis for the desription ofhadroni interations at not too high energies. However, when the interation energy inreases,
Figure 5.1: Eikonal type diagrams.the ontribution of so-alled enhaned Pomeron diagrams as, for example, the diagrams shownin �g. 5.2, beome more and more important. The latter ones take into aount interations of

(b)(a)

Figure 5.2: Enhaned diagrams.Pomerons with eah other. The orresponding amplitudes inrease asymptotially muh fasterthan the usual eikonal type ontributions onsidered so far. In this paper, we restrit ourselves tothe lowest order diagrams (Y -diagrams and inverted Y -diagrams).In the following setions, we disuss the amplitudes orresponding to the lowest order enhaneddiagrams and the modi�ation of the hadroni pro�le funtion in the presene of these diagrams,before we disuss their most important features.61



62 5 Enhaned Pomeron diagrams5.1 Calulating lowest order enhaned diagramsTo introdue enhaned type diagrams let us ome bak to the proess of double soft Pomeronexhange, whih is a partiular ase of the diagram of �g. 2.7. The orresponding ontributionto the elasti sattering amplitude is given in eqs. (2.31), (C.11) with n = 2 and with T1IP beingreplaed by Tsoft:
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5.1 Calulating lowest order enhaned diagrams 63where the following de�nitions have been used
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64 5 Enhaned Pomeron diagramsA similar ontribution T h1h2

3IP+ of the Y -diagram an be obtained via interhanging x+ ↔ x−and h1 ↔ h2:
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1

8π2x+x−s

∫
d2q⊥ iT h1h2

3IP± (x+, x−, s, t), (5.19)where x± refers to the summary light one momentum share of the onstituent partons partiipatingin the triple-Pomeron proess. So we get
iTh1h2(s, t) = 8π2s

∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ 1

0

n∏

l=1

dx+
l dx−

l

n∏

l=1

[
1

8π2ŝl
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2ŝ
T̃ h1h2

3IP− (x+, x−, s, b) =
r3IP

2

∫
d2b1

∫ x+

s0/x−

dx+
12

x+
12

[
1

2s+
Im T̃ h1

(
x+, s+, |~b −~b1|

)]

×
∫

dz+

∫ x−

0

dx−
1 dx−

2

2∏

l=1

[
1

2ŝl
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66 5 Enhaned Pomeron diagramswith T̃ h being the Fourier transform of T h, whih gives
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2γpart

λh
soft(

ŝ
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2ŝ
T̃ h1h2

3IP−

}
× 2 × 2 .Here, we assumed imaginary amplitudes, and we replae as usual a fator iT̃ h in eq. (5.24) by

2ImT̃ h = −2iT̃ h for a ut Pomeron, and by (iT̃ h)∗ = iT̃ h for an unut Pomeron being to the leftof the ut plane, and by iT̃ h for an unut Pomeron being to the right of the ut plane. Using (seeeq. (5.29))
i

2ŝ
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68 5 Enhaned Pomeron diagramsThe variables x±
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3IPσ(i) are obtained from eqs. (5.27, 5.30, 5.55, 5.56), byhanging the variables properly. Simplest is the ase of all Pomerons being ut, no hanging ofvariables is neessary, we have simply
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Φh1h2

(
xproj, xtarg, s, b

)
=

∑

l

∫ l∏

λ=1

dx̃+
λ dx̃−

λ

1

l!

l∏

λ=1

−Gh1h2

IP (x̃+
λ , x̃−

λ , s, b)

× Fremn

(
xproj −

∑

λ

x̃+
λ

)
Fremn

(
xtarg −

∑

λ

x̃−
λ

)
, (5.51)whih allows to write the pro�le funtions eq. (5.43) as

γh1h2(s, b) =
∑

m

1

m!

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ dx̂+
µ dx̂−

µ

m∏

µ=1

Ĝh1h2

IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , x̂+
µ , x̂−

µ , s, b)

× Φh1h2

(
xproj −

∑

µ

x̂+
µ , xtarg −

∑

µ

x̂−
µ , s, b

)
, (5.52)
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γh1h2(s, b) =

∑

m

1

m!

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

m∏

µ=1

̂̂
G

h1h2

IP (x+
µ , x−

µ , xproj, xtarg, s, b)

× Φh1h2

(
xproj, xtarg, s, b

)
, (5.53)with

̂̂
G

h1h2

IP (x+, x−, xproj, xtarg, s, b) =
1

Fremn (xproj) Fremn (xtarg)
(5.54)

×
∫

dx̂+dx̂−Ĝh1h2

IP (x+, x−, x̂+, x̂−, s, b)Fremn

(
xproj − x̂+

)
Fremn

(
xtarg − x̂−) .Based on eq. (5.53), we proeed as in the eikonal ase. We unitarize the theory by replaingΦh1h2 by

Φu h1h2
in a omplete analogy to the eikonal model. The numerial Markov hain proedures haveto be modi�ed slightly due to the fat that the ̂̂G funtions ontain xproj and xtarg as arguments.One an no longer restrit oneself to onsidering one single site of the interation matrix, sinehanging x+ and x−modi�es as well xproj and xtarg and a�ets therefore the other sites as well (inase of nuleus-nuleus all the sites related to the same projetile and target nuleon). But thisdoes not pose major problems.5.3 Important Features of Enhaned DiagramsThe amplitude orresponding to a single Pomeron exhange as shown at �g. 5.7(a) behaves as afuntion of energy approximately as s∆, where s is the .m. energy squared for hadron-hadroninteration and ∆ is some e�etive exponent. At the same moment, the amplitude of the so-alled

Y -diagram shown in �g. 5.7(b) inreases asymptotially as s2∆ , as an be seen from eq. (5.30).The amplitude orresponding to the diagram in �g. 5.7() behaves as s3∆. This indiates very
(b) (c)(a)

s s ∆ s2 3∆ ∆Figure 5.7: Energy dependene of Pomeron diagrams.important property of enhaned diagrams, namely that they inrease with energy muh fasterthan the usual eikonal ones.In the following, we disuss exlusively enhaned Y -diagrams for given hadron types h1 and
h2, and to simplify the notation, we use simply G to refer to the orresponding pro�le funtion,omitting all indies referring to the initial hadron types and the Pomeron type.In order to alulate ontributions of enhaned graphs to the total interation ross setion,one has to onsider di�erent uts of elasti sattering diagrams. We have

G ≡ 1

2s
2ImT̃ (s, t = 0) = G(0) + G(1) + G(2), (5.55)where G(i) refers to the di�erent ut diagrams, as shown in �g. 5.8. We use our onvention employed
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(c)(a) (b)

Figure 5.8: The di�erent uts of the Y -diagram.already earlier to plot ut Pomerons as dashed and unut ones as full vertial lines. The diagramin �g. 5.8(a) gives rise to the proess of high mass target di�ration (G(0)), the diagram in �g.5.8(b) represents the sreening orretion to the one ut Pomeron proess (G(1)), and the diagramin �g 5.8() - the ut Pomeron fusion proess (G(2)). As disussed in the preeding setion, wehave
G(0) = −1G ,

G(1) = +4G , (5.56)
G(2) = −2G ,the sum being therefore equal to G, as it should be. Sine G is negative, the �rst order ontributionto the inelasti ross setion is negative, so another very important property of enhaned diagramsis the suppression of the inrease of the inelasti ross setion with energy.A remarkable feature of enhaned diagrams is onneted to their e�et on the inlusive partilespetra. In partiular, if one assumes (for a qualitative disussion) that eah ut Pomeron gives riseto a �at rapidity distribution of seondary hadrons, dn/dy = ρ0, the sum of all three ontributionsgives the sreening orretion to the inlusive partile spetrum as

d∆n

dy
∝ −1G × 0ρ0 + 4G × 1ρ0 − 2G × 2ρ0 = 0, y > y0 (5.57)and

d∆n

dy
∝ −1G × ρ0 + 4G × ρ0 − 2G × ρ0 = Gρ0 < 0, y < y0, (5.58)where y0 is the rapidity position of the triple Pomeron vertex, see �g. 5.9. The ontributionis negative, beause G is negative. Thus enhaned diagrams give rise to sreening orretions to

0

y
0

y
maxy

contribution

y

y=0

max
∆d   n/dy

0
y

negativeFigure 5.9: E�et on inlusive spetra.seondary hadron spetra only in restrited regions of the kinematial phase spae; ontributions ofdi�erent uts exatly anel eah other in the region of rapidity spae where two or more Pomeronsare exhanged in parallel (in ase of the diagram of �g. 5.9 for y > y0) [15℄. Therefore anotherimportant e�et of Pomeron-Pomeron interations is the modi�ation of seondary hadron spetra,being mainly suppressed in the fragmentation regions of the interation: lose to y = 0 from the
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Y -diagrams and lose to ymax for the inverted Y -diagrams. That explains the great importane ofenhaned diagrams for the solution of the unitarity problems inherent for the pure eikonal shemeand for the onstrution of a onsistent unitary approah to hadroni interations at very highenergies (see the disussion in hapter 3).Another important e�et is the onsiderable inrease of �utuations of hadroni interations.Let us for a moment onsider the indies indiating Pomeron types: G3IP+ for the Y -diagram asdisussed above, G3IP− for the orresponding inverted diagram, and G1IP(s, x+, x−) for the normalPomeron. The full ontribution (so far) is

GIP = G1IP + G3IP− + G3IP+. (5.59)Using the fat that G3IP± an be written as the sum of the di�erent ut ontributions G3IP±(i), weget
GIP = G1IP +

∑

i

G3IP−(i) +
∑

i

G3IP+(i),whih may be written as
GIP =

{
G1IP + G3IP−(1) + G3IP+(1)

}
+
{
G3IP−(0) + G3IP+(0)

}
+
{
G3IP−(2) + G3IP+(2)

}
.(5.60)This means that we have three ontributions: a modi�ed one ut Pomeron exhange, with proba-bility wone, the high mass target (see �g. 5.8(a)) and projetile di�ration, with probability wdiff ,and the proess of Pomeron fusion of �g. 5.8(), with probability wfusion, where the probabilitiesare given as

wone =
G1IP + G3IP−(1) + G3IP+(1)

GIP
, wdiff =

G3IP−(0) + G3IP+(0)

GIP
, wfusion =

G3IP−(2) + G3IP+(2)

GIP
.(5.61)The two latter proesses result in orrespondingly muh smaller and muh larger values of thehadron multipliity than for the one Pomeron proess.The problem of onsistent treatment of Pomeron-Pomeron interations was addressed alreadyin [23, 19℄. The number of diagrams whih ontribute essentially to the interation harateristisinreases fast with the energy. Therefore, one has to develop a suitable method to take intoaount the neessary ontributions to the forward sattering amplitude, the latter one beingrelated via the optial theorem to the total ross setion of the reation and to the weights forpartiular on�gurations of the interation (via the �utting� proedure). Suh a sheme is stillunder development and our urrent goal was the proper treatment of some lowest order enhaneddiagrams. Thus we proposed a minimal modi�ation of the standard eikonal sheme, whih allowedus to obtain a onsistent desription of hadroni interations in the range of .m. energies fromsome ten GeV till few thousand TeV. Already this minimal sheme allows to ahieve partly thegoals mentioned above: the slowing down of the energy inrease of the interation ross setion andthe non-AGK-type modi�ation of partile spetra, as well as the improvement of the desriptionof the multipliity and inelastiity �utuations in hadron-hadron interation.An important question exists onerning the nature of the triple-Pomeron oupling. As dis-ussed above, we used the perturbative treatment for the part of a parton asade developing inthe region of parton virtualities bigger than some uto� Q2

0, whereas the region of smaller virtu-alities is treated phenomenologially, based on the soft Pomeron. There was an argumentation in[24℄ that the triple Pomeron oupling is perturbative and therefore an be desribed on the basisof the QCD tehniques. At the same time, it was shown in [25℄ that suh perturbative oupling,orresponding to non-small parton virtualities, would result in negligible ontribution to the basiinteration harateristis, in partiular, to the proton struture funtion F2. The latter result



72 5 Enhaned Pomeron diagramswas on�rmed experimentally by HERA measurements, where no real shoulder in the behavior of
F2(x, Q2) (predited in [24℄) was found in the limit x → 0. Another argument in favor of the small-ness of the perturbative Pomeron-Pomeron oupling omes from the HERA di�rative data, wherethe proportion of di�rative type events (with a large rapidity gap in seondary hadron spetra)appeared to be nearly independent on the virtuality of the virtual photon probe. This impliesthat that the Pomeron self-interation is rather inherent to the non-perturbative initial onditionfor the QCD evolution than to the dynamial evolution itself. Therefore we assumed that thePomerons interat with eah other in the non-perturbative region of parton virtualities Q2 < Q2

0and onsidered it as the interation between soft Pomerons. In our sheme the relatively bigvalue of the soft triple-Pomeron oupling results in the sreening orretions whih �nally preventthe large inrease of parton densities in the small x limit and restore the unitarity, thus leaving alittle room for higher twist e�ets in the perturbative part of the interation.



Chapter 6Parton Con�gurationsIn this setion, we onsider the generation of parton on�gurations in nuleus-nuleus (inludingproton-proton) sattering for a given interation on�guration, whih has already been determined,as disussed above. So, the numbers mk of elementary interations per nuleon-nuleon pair k areknown, as well as the light one momentum frations x+
kµ and x−

kµ of eah elementary interation ofthe pair k. A parton on�guration is spei�ed by the number of partons, their types and momenta.6.1 General Proedure of Parton GenerationWe showed earlier that the inelasti ross setion may be written as
σinel =

∫
d2b
∑

m

∫
dX+dX−Ω(m, X+, X−), (6.1)where {m, X+, X−} represents an interation on�guration. The funtion Ω is known (see eq.(2.72)) and is interpreted as the probability distribution for interation on�gurations. For eahindividual elementary interation a term Gh1h2

1IP appears in the formula for Ω, where the funtion
Gh1h2

1IP itself an be expressed in terms of ontributions of di�erent parton on�gurations. Namelythe QCD evolution funtion Eij
QCD, whih enters into the formula for the elementary interationontribution Gh1h2

1IP , is the solution of a ladder equation, where adding a ladder rung orrespondsto an integration over the momenta of the orresponding resolvable parton emitted. The ompleteevolution funtion is therefore a sum over n-rung ladder ontributions, where the latter one anbe written as an integration over n parton momenta. So we have
Ω(m, X+, X−) =

AB∏

k=1

mk∏

µ=1

t∑

τ=1

nkµτ∑

ν=1

∫
d3pkµτν Ψ({pkµτν}), (6.2)where t is the number of Pomeron types (soft, sea-sea, ...), and nkµτ the number of partons for the

µth interation of the pair k in ase of Pomeron type τ . We interpret
Ψ({pkµτν})

Ω(m, X+, X−)
(6.3)as the probability distribution for parton on�gurations for a given interation on�guration

{m, X+, X−}. The Monte Carlo method provides a onvenient tool for treating suh multidimen-sional distributions: with Θ being known (see hapter 2 and the disussion below), one generatesparton on�gurations aording to this distribution.We want to stress that the parton generation is also based on the master formula eq. (2.72),no new elements enter. 73



74 6 Parton ConfigurationsIn the following, we want to sketh the generation of parton on�gurations, tehnial detailsare provided in the next setion. Let us onsider a partiular elementary interation with givenlight one momentum frations x+ and x− and given impat parameter di�erene b between theorresponding pair of interating nuleons, for a �xed primary energy squared s.For the sake of simpliity, we disuss here the proedure without the triple-Pomeron ontribu-tion, with the orresponding generalization being done in appendix C.4. We have to start withspeifying the type of elementary interation (soft, semi-hard, or valene type). The orrespondingprobabilities are
Gh1h2

soft (x+, x−, s, b)/Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b),

Gh1h2
sea−sea(x

+, x−, s, b)/Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b),

Gh1h2

val−val(x
+, x−, s, b)/Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b), (6.4)
Gh1h2

val−sea(x
+, x−, s, b)/Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b),

Gh1h2

sea−val(x
+, x−, s, b)/Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b).In the ase of a soft elementary interation, no perturbative parton emission takes plae. There-fore we are left with the trivial parton on�guration, onsisting from the initial ative partons �hadron onstituents � to whih the Pomeron is attahed.Let us now onsider a semi-hard ontribution. We obtain the desired probability distributionsfrom the expliit expressions for Gh1h2
sea−sea. For given x+, x−, and b we have

Gh1h2
sea−sea(x

+, x−, s, b) ∝
∫ 1

0

dz+

∫ 1

0

dz−
∑

ij

Ei
soft

(
z+
)

Ej
soft

(
z−
)

σij
hard(z+z−ŝ, Q2

0) (6.5)
× 1

4π λh1h2

soft (1/(z+z−))
exp

(
− b2

4λh1h2

soft (1/(z+z−))

)
Fh1

part(x
+)Fh2

part(x
−)with ŝ = x+x−s, λh1h2

soft (ξ) = R2
h1

+ R2
h2

+ α′
soft

lnξ, and
σij

hard(ŝ, Q2
0) = K

∑

kl

∫
dx+

Bdx−
Bdp2

⊥
dσkl

Born

dp2
⊥

(x+
Bx−

B ŝ, p2
⊥)

× Eik
QCD(x+

B, Q2
0, M

2
F )Ejl

QCD(x−
B , Q2

0, M
2
F )θ
(
M2

F − Q2
0

)
, (6.6)representing the perturbative parton-parton ross setion, where both initial partons are taken atthe virtuality sale Q2

0; we hoose the fatorization sale as M2
F = p2

⊥/4. The integrand of eq. (6.5)serves as the probability distribution to generate the momentum frations x±
1 = x±z± and the�avors i and j of the initial partons for the parton ladder.The knowledge of the initial onditions � the momentum frations x±

1 and the starting virtuality
Q2

0 for the ��rst partons� as well as the �avors i and j � allows us to reonstrut the ompleteladder, based on the eq. (6.6) and on the evolution equations (B.28-B.29) for Eij
QCD. To do so,we generalize the de�nition of the parton-parton ross setion σij

hard to arbitrary virtualities of theinitial partons, de�ning
σij

hard(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2) = K

∑

kl

∫
dx+

Bdx−
Bdp2

⊥
dσkl

Born

dp2
⊥

(x+
Bx−

B ŝ, p2
⊥) (6.7)

× Eik
QCD(x+

B , Q2
1, M

2
F)Ejl

QCD(x−
B , Q2

2, M
2
F)Θ

(
M2

F − max
[
Q2

1, Q
2
2

])and
σij

ord(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2) = K

∑

k

∫
dx+

Bdx−
Bdp2

⊥
dσkj

Born

dp2
⊥

(x+
Bx−

B ŝ, p2
⊥) (6.8)
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× Eik

QCD(x+
B , Q2

1, M
2
F, w+)∆j(Q2

2, M
2
F)Θ

(
M2

F − max
[
Q2

1, Q
2
2

])representing the full ladder ontribution (σhard) and the ontribution, orresponding to the orderingof parton virtualities towards the end of the ladder, i.e. to the ase of parton j, involved into thehighest virtuality Born proess (σord). We alulate and tabulate σhard and σord initially, so thatwe an use them via interpolation to generate partons. The generation of partons is done in aniterative fashion based on the following equations:
σij

hard(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2) =

∑

k

∫
dQ2

Q2

∫
dξ ∆i(Q2

1, Q
2)

αs

2π
P k

i (ξ)σkj
hard(ξŝ, Q2, Q2

2) (6.9)
+ σji

ord(ŝ, Q2
2, Q

2
1)and

σij
ord(ŝ, Q2

1, Q
2
2) =

∑

k

∫
dQ2

Q2

∫
dξ ∆i(Q2

1, Q
2)

αs

2π
P k

i (ξ)σkj
ord(ξŝ, Q2, Q2

2) (6.10)
+ σij

Born(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2)Here, σij

Born gives the ontribution of the on�guration without any resolvable emission before thehighest virtuality Born proess:
σij

Born(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2) = K

∫
dp2

⊥
dσij

Born

dp2
⊥

(ŝ, p2
⊥) (6.11)

× ∆i(Q2
1, M

2
F)∆j(Q2

2, M
2
F)Θ

(
M2

F − max
[
Q2

1, Q
2
2

])The proedure is desribed in detail in the next setion.In the ase of elementary interations involving valene quarks, the method is almost idential.In that ase, the orresponding momentum frations x±
1 are the ones of valene quarks, x±

1 = x±
q ,to be determined aording to the orresponding integrands in the expressions for Gh1h2

val , Gh1h2

val−sea,
Gh1h2

sea−val, see eqs. (2.48-2.50). For example, in the ase of both hadron onstituents being valenequarks, one generates momentum frations x±
1 and valene quark �avors i, j with the distribution(up to a normalization onstant)

Dh1h2,ij
val−val(x

+
qv

x−
qv

s, b) F̄h1,i
part(x

+
qv

, x+ − x+
qv

) F̄h2,j
part (x−

qv
, x− − x−

qv
), (6.12)see eqs. (2.48), (2.18). One then proeeds to generate parton emissions as disussed above.6.2 Generating the Parton LadderWe now disuss in detail the generation of the partons in a ladder, starting from the initial partons(�leg partons�) with �avors i and j and light one momentum frations x+

1 and x−
1 . To simplifythe disussion, we will neglet the e�ets of �nite virtualities and transverse momenta of initialpartons in the kinematial formulas so that the 4-momenta k1 and k′

1 of the two leg partons arepurely longitudinal. In the hadron-hadron (nuleus-nuleus) enter of mass frame we have:
k+
1 = x+

1

√
s/2, k−

1 = 0, k1⊥
= 0,

k′−
1 = x−

1

√
s/2, k′+

1 = 0, k′
1⊥

= 0.
(6.13)The invariant mass squared of the ladder is ŝ = (k1 + k′

1)
2.One �rst generates all resolvable partons emitted at one side of the ladder before the hardestproess (for the de�niteness we start with the leg parton i moving in the forward diretion). At



76 6 Parton Configurationseah step one deides whether there is any resolvable emission at the forward end of the ladderbefore the hardest proess. An emission is done with the probability
prob(forward emission) =

(
σij

hard(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2) − σji

ord(ŝ, Q2
2, Q

2
1)
)

/σij
hard(ŝ, Q2

1, Q
2
2). (6.14)In ase of an emission, the generation of light one momentum fration ξ and momentumtransfer squared Q2 for the urrent parton branhing is done � up to a normalization onstant �aording to the integrand of (σij

hard − σji
ord),

prob(ξ, Q2) ∝ 1

Q2
∆i(Q2

1, Q
2)

αs

2π

∑

i′

P i′

i (ξ)σi′j
hard(ξŝ, Q2, Q2

2) (6.15)see eq. (6.9). Here the emitted s-hannel parton gets the share 1−ξ of the parent (leg) parton lightone momentum k+ and the transverse momentum squared p2
⊥ ≡ (1−ξ)Q2 . To leading logarithmiauray, the initial parton virtuality is negleted in the branhing probability eq. (6.15), beauseof Q2

1 ≪ Q2. Generating randomly the polar angle ϕ for the emission, one reonstruts the 4-vetor
p of the �nal s-hannel parton as

p+ = (1 − ξ)k+
1 , p− = p2

⊥/((1 − ξ)k+
1 ), ~p⊥ =

(
p⊥ cosϕ
p⊥ sin ϕ

)
. (6.16)The remaining ladder after the parton emission is now haraterized by the mass squared ŝ′ =

(k1 +k′
1−p)2 ≃ ξŝ and the initial virtualities Q′2

1 = Q2 and Q2
2. The �avor i′ of the new leg partonis generated aording to the orresponding weights in eq. (6.15), properly normalized given as

prob(i′) =
P i′

i (ξ)σi′j
hard(ŝ′, Q2, Q2

2)∑
l P

l
i (ξ)σlj

hard(ŝ′, Q2, Q2
2)

, (6.17)where σi′j
hard(ξŝ, Q2, Q2

2) is the parton ross setion (6.7) for the new ladder. One then renames ŝ′,
i′, and Q′2

1 into ŝ, i, and Q2
1 and repeats the above proedure.In ase of no forward emission, the generation of all resolvable parton emissions at the forwardside of the ladder has been ompleted.One then proeeds to generate all resolvable parton emissions for the bakward side of theladder, starting from the original leg parton j of virtuality Q2

2 = Q2
0, by using a orrespondingreursive algorithm, now based on eq. (6.10). On the other end of the ladder, we have (afterrenaming) parton i with the virtuality Q2

1. One deides whether there is any resolvable emissionbefore the hardest proess, where the probability of an emission is given as
prob(backwardemission) =

(
σji

ord(ŝ, Q2
2, Q

2
1) − σij

Born(ŝ, Q2
1, Q

2
2)
)

/σji
ord(ŝ, Q2

2, Q
2
1). (6.18)In ase of an emission, the generation of the fration ξ of the light one momentum k′−

1 , and ofthe momentum transfer squared Q2 is done � up to a normalization onstant � aording to theintegrand of (σji
ord - σij

Born),
prob(ξ, Q2) ∝ 1

Q2
∆j(Q2

2, Q
2)

αs

2π

∑

j′

P j′

j (ξ)σj′i
ord(ξŝ, Q2, Q2

1), (6.19)see eq. (6.10). The �avor j′ of the new leg parton is de�ned aording to the partial ontributionsin (6.19). The generation of resolvable parton emissions is ompleted when the iterative proedurestops, with the probability
1 − prob(backwardemission).Note, that all parton emissions are simulated in the original Lorentz frame, where the original legpartons (the initial partons for the perturbative evolution) are moving along the z-axis.



6.3 The Time-like Parton Casade 77The �nal step is the generation of the hardest 2 → 2 parton sattering proess. In the enterof mass system of two partons i and j with enter-of-mass energy squared ŝ, we simulate thetransverse momentum p2
⊥ for the sattering within the limits (given by the ondition M2
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⊥), (6.21)where the di�erential parton-parton ross setion is
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⊥)|2 being the squared matrix elements of the parton subproesses [26℄.Then we hoose a partiular subproess ij → kl aording to its ontribution to the di�erentialross setion (6.22), and reonstrut the 4-momenta p1 and p2 of the �nal partons in their enterof mass system as
p+
1 = z

√
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(6.23)with
z =
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√
1 − 4p2

⊥/ŝ

) (6.24)and a random polar angle ϕ. We �nally boost the momenta to the original Lorentz frame.6.3 The Time-like Parton CasadeThe above disussion of how to generate parton on�gurations is not yet omplete: the emittedpartons are in general o��shell and an therefore radiate further partons. This so-alled time-likeradiation is taken into aount using standard tehniques [27℄, to be disussed in the following.The parton emission from an o�-shell parton is done using the so-alled DGLAP evolution equa-tions, whih desribes the proess with the leading logarithmi auray. The splitting probabilityfor the initial parton of type j is then given as
dP
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⊥)

2π
P k

j (z), (6.25)with the usual Altarelli-Parisi splitting funtions P k
j (z). Here Q2 = Q2

j is the virtuality of theparent parton j and z is interpreted as the energy fration arried away by the daughter parton
k. The maximum possible virtuality q2

j max of the parton j is given by the virtuality of the parentof j. One imagines now to derease the virtuality of j, starting from the maximum value, suhthat the DGLAP evolution equations give then the probability dP that during a hange dQ2 ofthe virtuality, a parton splits into two daughter partons k and l � see �g. 9.1. For the energies ofthe daughter partons one has
Ek = zEj , El = (1 − z)Ej . (6.26)Choosing a frame where pj⊥ = 0, we have

pk⊥
= −pl⊥ = p⊥, (6.27)
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. (6.28)As usual, a uto� parameter terminates the asade of parton emissions. We introdue a parameter
p2
⊥fin, whih represents the lower limit for p2

⊥ during the evolution, from whih we obtain the lowerlimit for the virtualities as Q2
min = 4p2

⊥fin.Let us provide some tehnial details on the splitting proedure. Using eq. (6.25) and applyingthe rejetion method proposed in [27℄ we determine the variables Q2
j and z as well as the �avors

k, l of the daughter partons � see appendix B.3. To determine the 4-momentum pj of the parentparton we have to distinguish between three di�erent modes of branhing (see �gure 6.2):1. If j is the initial parton for the time-like asade, the energy Ej is given, and with theobtained value Q2
j , we an alulate |~pj | =

√
E2

j − Q2
j . The diretion of ~pj is obtained fromthe momentum onservation onstraint for the summary momentum of all partons produedin the urrent time-like asade.2. If j is the initial parton for the time-like asade resulted from the Born proess, togetherwith a partner parton j′, then we know the total energy Ej + Ej′ for the two partons. Afterobtaining the virtualities Q2

j and Q2
j′ from the seondary splittings j → k, l and j′ → k′, l′ wean use the momentum onservation onstraint in the parton-parton enter of mass frame,whih gives ~pj = −~pj′ = ~p and allows to determine |~p|. The diretion of ~p an be hosenrandomly.3. If parton j is produed in a seondary time-like branhing, its energy Ej = zEparent as wellas the energy of the seond �daughter� Ej′ = (1 − z)Eparent are known from the previousbranhing, as well as Q2

j and Q2
j′ � from the splittings j → k, l and j′ → k′, l′, whih allowsto determine ~pj⊥ = −~pj′

⊥
= ~p⊥ using eq. (6.28) in the frame where the parent parton movesalong the z -axis. In some ases one gets p2

⊥
< 0; then the urrent splitting of the parton jis rejeted and its evolution ontinues.The desribed leading order algorithm is known to be not aurate enough for seondary hadronprodution, in partiular it gives too high multipliities of seondaries in e+e−-annihilation. Themethod an be orreted if one takes into aount the phenomenon of olor oherene. The latterone appears if one onsiders some higher order orretions to the simplest leading logarithmi on-tributions, the latter ones being the basis for the usual Altarelli-Parisi evolution equations. In theorresponding treatment [28℄ � so-alled modi�ed leading logarithmi approah � one essentiallyreovers the original sheme for the time-like parton asading supplemented by the additional on-dition, the strit ordering of the emission angles in suessive parton branhings. The appearaneof the angular ordering an be explained in a qualitative way: (see [29℄): if a transverse wavelength
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Figure 6.3: Angular ordering in suessive branhings.of an emitted gluon (f or e on �gure 6.3) is larger than the separation between the two, this gluonannot see the olor harge of the parent (l) but only the total (muh smaller) harge of the twopartons (k + l = j) and the radiation is suppressed. In a Monte-Carlo model this an be easilyrealized by imposing the angular ordering ondition via rejetion [30℄. Thus, for eah branhingwe hek whether the angular ordering θ2 < θ1 is valid, where θ1 is the angle of the previousbranhing, and rejet the urrent splitting otherwise.
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Chapter 7HadronizationTill now, our disussion onerned exlusively partons, whereas �in the real world� one observes�nally hadrons. It is the purpose of this hapter, to provide the link, i.e. to disuss how to alulatehadron prodution starting from partoni on�gurations, disussed in the previous hapters.Hadron prodution is related to the struture of ut Pomerons. A ut Pomeron is in priniplea sum over squared amplitudes of the type a + b → hadrons, integrated over phase spae, with aand b being the nuleon onstituents involved in the interation. So far there was no need to talkabout the details of the hadron prodution, whih ould be onsidered to be �integrated out�. Inase of soft Pomerons, we used a parameterization of the whole objet, based on general asymp-toti onsiderations, whih means that all the hadron prodution is hidden in the few parametersharaterizing the soft Pomeron. In ase of hard Pomerons, we disussed the expliit partonistruture of the orresponding diagram without talking about hadrons. This is justi�ed based onthe assumption that summing over hadroni �nal states is idential to summing over partoni �nalstates, both representing omplete sets of states. But although our ignorane of hadroni statesso far was well justi�ed, we �nally have to be spei� about the hadroni struture of the utPomerons, beause these are hadroni spetra whih are measured experimentally, and not partonon�gurations.Laking a rigorous theoretial treatment, we are going to use the same strategy as we usedalready for treating the soft Pomeron: we are going to present a �parameterization� of the hadronistruture of the ut Pomerons, as simple as possible with no unneessary details, in agreement withbasi laws of physis and basi experimental observations. We do not laim at all to understand themirosopi mehanism, so our parameterization, alled �string model�, should not be onsideredas a mirosopi hadronization model.7.1 Hadroni Struture of Cut PomeronsIn order to develop our multiple sattering theory, we used a simple graphial representation ofa ut Pomeron, namely a thik vertial line onneting the external legs representing nuleonomponents, as shown in �g. 7.1. This simple diagram hides somewhat the fat that there is a
Figure 7.1: Symbol representing a ut Pomeron.81



82 7 Hadronizationompliated struture hidden in this Pomeron, and the purpose of this setion is to disuss inpartiular the hadroni ontent of the Pomeron.Let us start our disussion with the soft Pomeron. Based on Veneziano's topologial expansionone may onsider a soft Pomeron as a �ylinder� i.e. the sum of all possible QCD diagrams havinga ylindrial topology, see �g. 7.2. As disussed in detail in hapter 2.2, the �nuleon omponents�
Figure 7.2: Cut soft Pomeron represented as a ut ylinder. The grey areas represent unresolved partons.mentioned earlier, representing the external legs of the diagram, are always quark-anti-quark pairs,indiated by a dashed line (anti-quark) and a full line (quark) in �g. 7.2. Important for thedisussion of partile prodution are of ourse ut diagrams, therefore we show in �g. 7.2 a utylinder representing a ut Pomeron: the ut plane is shown as two vertial dotted lines. Let usonsider the half-ylinder, for example, the one to the right of the ut, representing an inelastiamplitude.

Figure 7.3: Planar representation of a half-ylinder obtained from utting a ylinder diagram (see �g. 7.2).We an unfold this objet in order to have a planar representation, as shown in �g.7.3. Here, thedotted vertial lines indiate the uts of the previous �gure, and it is here where the hadroni �nalstate hadrons appear. Laking a theoretial understanding of this hadroni struture, we simplyapply a phenomenologial proedure, essentially a parameterization. We require the method to beas simple as possible, with a minimum of neessary parameters. A solution oming lose to thesedemands is the so-alled string model: eah ut line is identi�ed with a lassial relativisti string,a Lorentz invariant string breaking proedure provides the transformation into a hadroni �nalstate, see �g. 7.4.The phenomenologial mirosopi piture whih stays behind this proedure was disussed ina number of reviews [21, 20, 31℄: the string end-point partons resulted from the interation appearto be onneted by a olor �eld. With the partons �ying apart, this olor �eld is strethed into atube, whih �nally breaks up giving rise to the prodution of hadrons and to the neutralization ofthe olor �eld.We now onsider a semi-hard Pomeron of the �sea-sea� type, where we have a hard pQCD
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Figure 7.4: The string model: eah ut line (dotted vertial lines) represents a string, whih deays into �nal statehadrons (irles).proess in the middle and a soft evolution at the end, see �g. 7.5. We generalize the piture

Figure 7.5: A simple diagram ontributing to the semi-hard Pomeron of the �sea-sea� type.introdued above for the soft Pomeron. Again, we assume a ylindrial struture. For the exampleof �g. 7.5, we have the piture shown in �g. 7.6: the shaded areas on the ylinder ends represent

Figure 7.6: Cylindrial representation of a ontribution to the semi-hard Pomeron (left �gure) and planar diagramrepresenting the orresponding half-ylinder (right �gure).the soft Pomerons, whereas in the middle part we draw expliitly the gluon lines on the ylindersurfae. We apply the same proedure as for the soft Pomeron: we ut the diagram and presenta half-ylinder in a planar fashion, see �g. 7.6. We observe one di�erene ompared to the softase: there are three partons (dots) on eah ut line: apart from the quark and the anti-quark atthe end, we have a gluon in the middle. We again apply the string piture, but here we identify



84 7 Hadronizationa ut line with a so-alled kinky string, where the internal gluons orrespond to internal kinks.The underlying mirosopi piture will be presented by three olor-onneted partons - the gluononneted by the olor �eld to the quark and to the anti-quark. The string model provides thena �parameterization� of hadron prodution, see �g. 7.7. The proedure desribed above an be

Figure 7.7: The �kinky� string model: the ut line (vertial dotted line) orresponds to a kinky string, whih deaysinto hadrons (irles).easily generalized to the ase of ompliated parton ladders involving many gluons and quark-anti-quark pairs. One should note that the treatment of semi-hard Pomerons is just a straightforwardgeneralization of the string model for soft Pomerons, or one might see it the other way round: thesoft string model is a natural limiting ase of the kinky string proedure for semi-hard Pomerons.We now need to disuss Pomerons of valene type. In ase of �valene-valene� the �rst partonsof the parton ladder are valene quarks, there is no soft Pomeron between the parton ladder and

Figure 7.8: The simplest ontribution to the �valene-valene� Pomeron.the nuleon. The nuleon omponents representing the external legs are, as usual, quark-anti-quarkpairs, but the anti-quark plays in fat just the role of a spetator. The simplest possible interationis the exhange of two gluons, as shown in �g.7.8. We follow the sheme used for soft Pomeronsand �sea-sea� type semi-hard Pomerons: we draw the diagram on a ylinder, see �g. 7.9. There isno soft region, the gluons ouple diretly to the external partons. We ut the ylinder, one gluonbeing to the right and one gluon to the left of the ut, and then we onsider the orrespondinghalf-ylinder presented in a planar fashion, see �g. 7.9 (right). Here, we have only internal gluons,on the ut line we observe just the external partons, the orresponding string is therefore just anordinary quark-anti-quark string without internal kinks, as in the ase of the soft Pomerons. Weapply the usual string breaking proedure to obtain hadrons, see �g. 7.10.Let us onsider a more ompliated valene-type diagram, as shown in �g. 7.11. It is againa ontribution to the Pomeron of the �valene-valene� type: the external partons of the partonladders are the valene quarks of the nuleons. In ontrast to the previous example, we have here an
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Figure 7.9: Cylindrial representation of the diagram of �g. 7.8 (left �gure) and planar diagram representing theorresponding half-ylinder (right �gure).

Figure 7.10: The string model: the ut line (vertial dotted line) orresponds to a string, whih deays into hadrons(irles).emission of s-hannel gluons, traversing the ut. As usual, we present the diagram on the ylinder,as shown in �g. 7.12, where we also show the orresponding planar half-ylinder. In addition tointernal gluons, we now observe also external ones, presented as dots on the ut line. As usual,we identify the ut line with a relativisti kinky string, where eah external (s-hannel) gluonrepresents a kink. We then employ the usual string proedure to produe hadrons, as skethed in�g. 7.13.

Figure 7.11: A more ompliated ontribution to the valene type Pomeron.
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Figure 7.12: Cylindrial representation of the diagram of �g. 7.11 (left �gure) and planar diagram representingthe orresponding half-ylinder (right �gure).

Figure 7.13: The string model: the ut line (vertial dotted line) orresponds to a string, whih deays into hadrons(irles).The general proedure should be lear from the above examples: in any ase, no matter whattype of Pomeron, we have the following proedure:1. drawing of a ylinder diagram;2. utting the ylinder;3. planar presentation of the half-ylinder;4. identi�ation of a ut line with a kinky string;5. kinky string hadronizationThe last point, the string hadronization proedure, will be disussed in detail in the following. Thiswork is basially inspired by [32, 33℄ and further developed in [34℄. The main di�erenes to [33℄arethat hadrons are diretly obtained from strings instead from low mass lusters, and an intrinsitransverse momentum is added to a string break-up. The main di�erene to the Lund-model is touse the area-law instead of a fragmentation funtion.



7.2 Lagrange Formalism for Strings 877.2 Lagrange Formalism for StringsA string an be onsidered as a point partile with one additional spae-like dimension. Thetrajetory in Minkowski spae depends on two parameters:
xµ = xµ(σ, τ), σ = 0...π , (7.1)with σ being a spae-like and τ a time-like parameter. In order to obtain the equation of motion,we need a Lagrangian. It is obtained by demanding the invariane of the trajetory with respetto gauge transformations of the parameters σ and τ . This way we �nd [1℄ the Lagrangian ofNambu-Goto:
L = −κ

√
(x′ẋ)2 − x′2ẋ2 , (7.2)with ẋµ = dxµ/dτ , xµ ′ = dxµ/dσ and κ being the energy density or string tension. With thisLagrangian we write down the ation

S =

∫ π

0

dσ

∫ τ1

τ0

dτL , (7.3)whih leads to the Euler-Lagrange equation:
∂

dτ

∂L
∂ẋµ

+
∂

∂σ

∂L
∂x′

µ

= 0 , (7.4)with the initial onditions
∂L
∂x′

µ

= 0, σ = 0, π , (7.5)sine we have δx = 0 for τ = τ0 and τ = τ1. This equation an be solved most easily by a partialgauge �xing. We have this freedom, sine the result is independent on the hoie of the parameters.This is done indiretly by imposing the following onditions:
ẋ2 + x′2 = 0, ẋx′ = 0 . (7.6)The Euler-Lagrange equation gives us a simple solution, the wave equation:

∂2xµ

∂τ2
− ∂2xµ

∂σ2
= 0 , (7.7)with the following boundary onditions:

∂xµ

∂σ
= 0, σ = 0, π. (7.8)The total momentum of a string is given by [1℄

pµ
string = −

∫

C

∂L

∂ẋµ
dσ +

∂L

∂x′
µ

dτ (7.9)with C being a urve between the two ends of the string (σ = 0 and σ = π). This gives for (7.6)and for dτ = 0

pµ
string =

∫ π

0

κẋµdσ. (7.10)We still have to �x ompletely the gauge sine it has been �xed partially only. This an be donewith the following onditions for the parameter τ :
nµxµ = λτ (7.11)



88 7 HadronizationDi�erent hoies for n and λ are possible, like n = (1,−1, 0, 0) whih is alled the transversegauge. We will use n = (1, 0, 0, 0) whih leads to λ = E/πκ and another hoie π = E/κ willidentify τ with the time x0, whereas E =
∫ π

0
κẋ0dσ is the total energy of the string. We de�ne�string units� via κ = 1; σ and τ have thereby the dimension of energy and π = E. In �ordinary�units, one has κ = κ̃ GeV/fm, with κ̃ being approximately 1, so a length of 1 GeV orresponds to1 fm/κ̃ ≈1 fm.The solution of a wave equation is a funtion whih depends on the sum or the di�erene ofthe two parameters σ and τ . As the seond derivative shows up, we have two degrees of freedomto impose the initial onditions on the spae-like extension and the speed of the string at τ = 0.One an easily verify that the following Ansatz [32, 33℄ ful�lls the wave equation (7.7):

xµ(σ, τ) =
1

2

[
fµ (σ + τ) + fµ (σ − τ) +

∫ σ+τ

σ−τ

gµ (ξ) dξ

] (7.12)
f(σ) = xµ(σ, τ)|τ=0 (7.13)
g(σ) = ẋµ(σ, τ)|τ=0 (7.14)We identify the funtion f(σ) with the initial spatial extension and g(σ) with the initial speed ofthe string at the time τ = 0.We will onsider here a speial lass of strings, namely those with f = 0 (initially point-like)and with a pieewise onstant funtion g,

g(σ) = vk for Ek−1 ≤ σ ≤ Ek, 1 ≤ k ≤ n (7.15)with some integer n. The set {Ek} is a partition of the σ-range [0, E],
0 = E0 < E1 < ... < En−1 < En = E, (7.16)and {vk} represents n onstant 4-vetors. Suh strings are alled kinky strings, with n being thenumber of kinks, and the n vetors vk being alled kink veloities.In order to use eq. (7.12), we have to extend the funtion g beyond the physial range between

0 and π. This an be done by using the boundary onditions, whih gives
g(τ) = g(−τ), (7.17)

g(τ + 2π) = g(τ), (7.18)So g is a symmetri periodi funtion, with the period 2π. This de�nes g everywhere, and theeq. (7.12) is the omplete solution of the string equation, expressed in terms of the initial ondition
g (f is taken to be zero). In ase of kinky strings the latter is expressed in terms of the kinkveloities {vk} and the energy partition {Ek}.7.3 Identifying Partons and KinksWe disussed earlier that a ut Pomeron may be identi�ed with two sequenes of partons of thetype

q − g − g − ... − g − q̄, (7.19)representing all the partons on a ut line. We identify suh a sequene with a kinky string, byrequiring
parton = kink, (7.20)whih means that we identify the partons of the above sequene with the kinks of a kinky string,suh that the partition of the energy is given by the parton energies,

Ek = energy of partonk (7.21)



7.3 Identifying Partons and Kinks 89and the kink veloities are just the parton veloities,
vk =

momentumof partonk

Ek
. (7.22)We onsider massless partons, so that the energy is equal to the absolute value of the partonmomentum. Fig. 7.14 shows as an example the evolution of a kinky string representing three
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Figure 7.14: Movement of a string with 3 partons on the z − x plane: The partons have momenta of pq =
(px, py, pz) = (0, 0,−2) GeV/, pg = (2, 0, 0)GeV/ and pq̄ = (0, 0, 3) GeV/. The �rst half-yle is �nished after
τ = 7 GeV.partons: a quark, an anti-quark, and a gluon, as a funtion of the time τ . One sees that thepartons start to move along their original diretion with the speed of light. After some time whihorresponds to their energy they take the diretion of the gluon. One ould say that they loseenergy to the string itself. The gluon loses energy in two diretions, to the quark and to the anti-quark and therefore in half the time. The ends of the string move ontinuously with the speed ofeah of the partons until the whole string is ontrated again in one point. The yle starts over.Another example is shown on �g. 7.15, where realisti partons oming from a simulation ofa e+e− annihilation proess at 14 GeV .m.s. energy are onsidered. We will see later how togenerate these partons. We observe 6 partons, 2 quarks and 4 gluons, symbolially displayed inthe �rst sub-�gure. As the total energy is 14 GeV the yle has a periodiity of 28 GeV. But onesees that the perturbative gluons play an important role in the beginning of the movement, andlater from 2 GeV on, the longitudinal harater dominates. As we will see later, a string breakstypially after 1 GeV/κ whih gives muh importane to the perturbative gluons.
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Figure 7.15: Partons in an e+e− annihilation event with √
s = 14 GeV in the z − x plane. The �rst �gure showsthe momenta in the pz − px plane.7.4 Momentum Bands in Parameter SpaeAs we will see later, it is not neessary for a fragmentation model to know the spatial extensionat eah instant. Therefore, we onentrate on a desription in momentum spae whih simpli�esthe model even more. By using formula (7.12) we an express the derivatives of x(σ, τ) in termsof the initial onditions g(σ) aṡ

x(σ, τ) =
1

2
[g(σ + τ) + g(σ − τ)] (7.23)

x′(σ, τ) =
1

2
[g(σ + τ) − g(σ − τ)] . (7.24)Sine the funtion g is stepwise onstant, we easily identify regions in the parameter spae (σ, τ),where g(σ + τ) is onstant or where g(σ − τ) is onstant, as shown in �g. 7.16,7.17.These regions are alled momentum bands, more preisely R-bands and L-bands, being of greatimportane for the string breaking. If we overlay the two �gures of 7.16,7.17, we get �g. 7.18, whihallows us to identify regions, where g(σ + τ) and g(σ − τ) are onstant at the same time, namelythe intersetions of R-bands and L-bands. In these areas ẋ and x′ are onstant, given as

ẋ(σ, τ) =
1

2

[
v− + v+

] (7.25)
x′(σ, τ) =

1

2

[
v− − v+

]
, (7.26)with v+ and v− being the veloities of the partons orresponding to the two interseting bands.Rather than onsidering a σ-range between −∞ and +∞, one may simply onsider the physialrange from 0 to π, and onstrut the bands via re�etion. As an example, let us follow the L-band
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g q

τ

gq σq qFigure 7.16: Constrution of bands where g(σ−τ) is onstant, being referred to as R-bands (�right moving bands�).
q g

τ

q q σFigure 7.17: Constrution of bands where g(σ + τ) is onstant, being referred to as L-bands (�left moving bands�).orresponding to the parton i, starting at τ = 0. With inreasing τ one reahes at some stage theborder σ = 0. Here, we have an intersetion with the R-band, orresponding to the same parton
i, oming from the unphysial region σ < 0. We now follow this R-band, whih orresponds to are�etion of the above-mentioned L-band, till we hit the border σ = π, ... .In the regions where g(σ + τ) and g(σ − τ) have the same value, orresponding to ollinearpartons or to an overlap of the momentum bands of one and the same parton, one �nds x′ = 0,i.e. there is no spatial extension in the dependene of the parameter σ. Therefore the oordinates
xµ stay unhanged and we reover the speed of the original partons. In partiular, this is the asefor the whole string at τ = 0, due to f = 0. With the string evolving in time, more and morebands of non ollinear partons overlap, whih gives x′ 6= 0; the string is extending as we have seenin �g. 7.14 until τ = 7.7.5 Area LawIn order to onsider string breaking, we are going to extend the model in a ovariant fashion. Weuse the method proposed by Artru and Menessier [35℄, whih is based on a simple extension ofthe deay law of unstable partiles, where the probability dP to deay within a time interval dt isgiven as

dP = λdt , (7.27)with some deay onstant λ. For strings, we use the same formula by replaing the proper timeby proper surfae in Minkowski spae,
dP = λdA . (7.28)By onstrution, this method is ovariant. Sine we work in parameter spae it is useful to expressthis dependene as a funtion of σ and τ ,

dA =
√

(ẋx′)2 − x′2ẋ2dσdτ . (7.29)
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Figure 7.18: The superposition of bands where g(σ + τ) and g(σ − τ) are onstant (see �g. 7.16,7.17) gives regionsof onstant x′ and ẋ.By using the expressions for ẋ and x′ and ẋx′ = 0 and g2 = 0 , we �nd
dA =

√
−1

4
(−2g(σ + τ)g(σ − τ))

1

4
(2g(σ + τ)g(σ − τ))dσdτ (7.30)

=

[
1

2
g(σ + τ)g(σ − τ)

]
dσdτ (7.31)

=
1

2
(1 − cosφ) dσdτ , (7.32)with φ being the angle between the partons. Consequently, a string annot break at a point wherethe momentum bands of the same parton overlap, beause in this ase the angle φ is zero, whihleads to dA = 0. The maximal ontribution is obtained for partons moving in opposite diretions.We still have to de�ne how a string breaks and how the sub-strings evolve. At eah instant, oneknows exatly the momenta of the string by eq. (7.25) and (7.26). The on�guration of g(σ + τ)and g(σ − τ) at the time τ1 of the break point is used as initial ondition for the two substrings.The funtion g(σ + τ) is ut into two piees between 0 and σ1 and between σ1 and π. The tworesulting funtions are ontinued beyond their physial ranges [0, σ1] and [σ1, π] by taking themto be symmetri and periodi with periods 2σ1 and 2(π − σ1). Fig. 7.19 shows this for a breakingat (σ1, τ1) and a seond break point at (σ2, τ2). In priniple, the yle starts over with the twosub-strings breaking eah until the resulting piees are light enough to form hadrons. However, it iseasier to look for many break-points at one. If they are spae-like separated, they do not interferewith eah other. For the oordinates in the parameter spae this translates into the ondition

|σ1 − σ2| > |τ1 − τ2| . (7.33)7.6 Generating Break PointsHaving assumed that string breaking ours aording to the area law,
dP = λdA, (7.34)
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1(σ 1τ  )

gq

τ

q σ

(σ τ  )11

(σ τ  )22

τ

q g σqFigure 7.19: The breaking of a string. The funtions g are found by imposing the symmetry and periodiityonditions.we now need an algorithm to aomplish this in the framework of the Monte-Carlo method. Themost simple way is to sub-divide a given surfae into su�iently small piees and then to deideaording to formula (7.34) if there is a break point or not. This is what we refer to as the naivemethod, whih is of ourse not e�ient. We will therefore onstrut another algorithm (the diretone) whih is based on
P0(A) = e−λA (7.35)being the probability of having no break point within the area A. One generates surfaes A1, A2,... aording to P0(A) as

Ai = − log(ri)/λ, (7.36)with random numbers ri between 0 and 1. The formula does not say anything about the form ofthe surfaes Ai. Atually, several hoies are possible as long as they do not violate ausality. Inthe ase of a simple string without any gluons, it is easiest to plae the surfaes Ai from left toright suh that the break points Pi are the left upper orners of Ai+1, as shown in �g. 7.20: one�rst takes A1, whih de�nes the line L1. The �rst break point P1 is generated randomly on thisline. The next surfae A2 has to be plaed in a way that does not violate ausality. The �rst breakpoint is therefore used as a onstraint for the next one, et. Finally, if the last surfae obtained istoo large to be plaed on the rest of the string, the proedure is �nished. The advantage of thismethod is that no break-points are rejeted beause the ausality priniple is obeyed onstantlythroughout the whole proedure.We generalize the method to work for any number of perturbative gluons in the following way.Sine the elementary invariant area dA is proportional to the salar produt of the momenta of twopartons, we an easily alulate the area Aij orresponding to a sub-region Sij of the (σ, τ)-spae,representing the intersetion of the momentum bands of the partons i and j. We �nd
Aij =

∫

Sij

(
1

2
g(σ + τ)g(σ − τ)

)
dσdτ =

1

4
pi · pj , (7.37)with pi and pj being the 4-momenta of the two partons. We now onstrut the break points inthe parameter spae rather than in Minkowski spae. One �rst de�nes the area in the parameterspae of allowed breakpoints as

Sbreak =
⋃

Sij, (7.38)
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Figure 7.20: The diret method of searhing break points (see text).with the indies running as indiated in �g. 7.21. To obtain a unique way of ounting the regions,we mark bands whih ome from a left-moving band at τ = 0 with a ′. We further observe thatthe outer bands 1 and 1′ as well as 5 and 5′, whih ome from the (anti-)quark-momenta, areneighboring. It is therefore useful to rede�ne them as one band 1 and 5′ (with double momentum),see �g. 7.21. For eah of these sub-areas Sij the orresponding area in Minkowski spae Aij is
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��qgggq��qgggqFigure 7.21: The area Sbreak in parameter (σ, τ) spae, before and after the rede�nition of the outer bands.known (= pipj/4). One then generates areas A1, A2, A3, ...(in Minkowski spae) aording toeq. (7.36), and plaes the orresponding areas S1, S2, S3, ...(in parameter spae) into Sbreak fromleft to right suh that the break points Pi are the left upper orners of Si+1.Let us onsider an example of �ve partons (1,2,3,4,5), see �g. 7.22. Suppose that we havesampled a surfae A1. If it is smaller than the �rst region A12′ , we determine S1 = S12′ · A1/A12′and we plae S1 into the left side of S12′ and generate the break point P1 randomly on the rightupper border of S12′ , see �g. 7.22. If A1 is greater than A12′ , we subtrat A12′ from A1:

A′
1 = A1 − A12′ . (7.39)In the ase of the sum of the three areas As = A2′3′ + A13′ + A23′ being greater than A′

1, the �rstoordinate x of the break point P1 (see �g. 7.23) is determined by
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����q g g qgFigure 7.22: Plaing S1 into S12′ in ase of A1 < A12′ .
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Figure 7.23: The determination of the break point for the ase of a string with kinks. The regions are weightedaording to the salar produt of their momenta.
x =

A′
1

As
. (7.40)Otherwise we ontinue the proedure orrespondingly. The y oordinate is determined as

y =






r As

A2′3′
if 0 < r < A2′3′

As
(region S2′3′)(

r − A2′3′

As

)(
As

A13′

) if A2′3′

As
< r < A2′3′+A13′

As
(region S13′)(

r − A2′3′+A13′

As

)(
As

A23′

) if A2′3′+A13′

As
< r < 1 (region S23′)

, (7.41)with r being a random number between 0 and 1. This means that after having determined inwhih of the regions we �nd the break point, it is plaed randomly on the world-line whih pointsto the future. After having obtained the break point P1 we ontinue the proedure in the sameway by obeying to the priniple of ausality. The area to sweep over is then limited by the �rstbreak point as shown on �g. 7.23.In �g. 7.24, we apply our hadronization proedure, referred to as diret method, as disussedabove, to alulate the distributions of xy, x, η = 1
2 log

(
x
y

)
, and the multipliity n of break points
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)
, and the multipliity n of break points. The full line representsthe naive method, the dashed one the diret one. The oordinates of the break points are as de�ned on �g. 7.20.for a quark-anti-quark string of Eq = Eq̄ = 8GeV . We ompare our results with the the naivemethod, where the area of the string is divided into small elements ∆A = 8 · 8 GeV2/N2, with Nsu�iently large to not hange the results any more. In eah of these elements, a break point isfound with the probability λ∆A. The points whih are in the future of another one are rejeted.The latter method is a literal realization of the area-law. As one an easily see in �g. 7.24, the twomethods agree within statistial errors.7.7 From String Fragments to HadronsSo far, we disussed how to break a string into small piees, i.e. string fragments with invariantmasses between 0 and about two GeV. In order to identify string fragments and hadrons, we �rsthave to de�ne the �avors (= quark ontent) of the fragments, and then we have to disuss thequestion of fragment masses.Flavors of String FragmentsA string as a whole has some �avor, arried by the partons at its two extremities. Additional �avoris reated (by de�nition) at eah break point in the form of a quark-anti-quark or a diquark-anti-diquark pair of a ertain �avor. The orresponding probabilities are free parameters of the model.In ase of quark-anti-quark formation, we introdue the parameter pud, whih gives the probabilityof �avor u or d. The probability to get an s-quark is therefore 1 − 2pud whih is smaller than pudbeause on the larger mass of the s quark. For diquark-anti-diquark prodution, we introdue theorresponding probability pdiquark.



7.7 From String Fragments to Hadrons 97Masses of String FragmentsIn the following, we show how to determine the masses of string fragments, haraterized by breakpoints in the parameter spae.
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Figure 7.25: How to alulate the mass of a sub-string.Fig. 7.25 shows an example of two break points for a string with 3 inner kinks. The momentumbands and the regions of the their overlaps are shown: in ase of the inner bands, we have threeR-bands (2,3,4) and three L-bands (6,7,8). The bands at the extremities play a speial role, sinewe may have the orresponding R- and L-band as just one band, due to the fat that one of thebands is re�eted immediately. So, we onsider two �double bands� (1 and 5).The string momentum is given as
pstring =

∫

C

[ẋdσ + x′dτ ] , (7.42)where C is an arbitrary urve from one border (σ = 0) to the other (σ = π) in the parameterspae. This leads to
pstring =

1

2

∫

C

(g(σ + τ) + g(σ − τ)) dσ +
1

2

∫

C

(g(σ + τ) − g(σ − τ)) dτ (7.43)The momenta of the bands are by de�nition
p(i) =

{
1
2

∫
band i

g(σ − τ)dσ − 1
2

∫
band i

g(σ − τ)dτ if R−band
1
2

∫
band i g(σ + τ)dσ + 1

2

∫
band i g(σ + τ)dτ if L−band

, (7.44)where one integrates along an arbitrary urve from one border of the band to the other. Animportant property: an integration path parallel to a band provides zero ontribution. One has topay attention for the bands at the extremities: integrating only along τ = 0 represents only halfthe band. We have ∑

i

p(i) = pstring. (7.45)The momenta of the bands are related to the orresponding parton momenta as
p(i) =

{
1
2pparton if inner band
pparton if outer band

, (7.46)



98 7 Hadronizationwhih one veri�es easily by expressing g in terms of the parton momenta. The di�erene betweeninner and outer bands is due to the fat that the outer ones (at the extremities) represent in realitytwo bands. For the example of �g. 7.25, we have
p(1) = pq

p(2) = p(8) =
1

2
pg1

p(3) = p(7) =
1

2
pg2 (7.47)

p(4) = p(6) =
1

2
pg3

p(5) = pq̄Summing over the bands, we get
8∑

i=1

p(i) = pq + pg1 + pg2 + pg3 + pq̄ = pstring, (7.48)whih is the total momentum of the string.For a fragment of the string, the momentum is given as
pfragm =

1

2

∫

C′

(g(σ + τ) + g(σ − τ)) dσ +
1

2

∫

C′

(g(σ + τ) − g(σ − τ)) dτ, (7.49)where the path of the integration C′ is an arbitrary urve between two breakpoints, or betweenone break point and a boundary. One may write
pfragm = pR + pL, (7.50)with

pR =
1

2

∫

C′

g(σ − τ)dσ − 1

2

∫

C′

g(σ − τ)dτ, (7.51)
pL =

1

2

∫

C′

g(σ + τ)dσ +
1

2

∫

C′

g(σ + τ)dτ, (7.52)where pR and pL represent sums of momenta of R-bands and L-bands. For the example of �g.7.25, we an hoose the path (1 → B), (B → 2) for the string fragment between the break points1 and 2. Sine the �rst path is parallel to all L-bands (only R-bands ontribute) and the seondone is parallel to all R-bands (only L-bands ontribute), we �nd
pfragm1−2 = p1→B + pB→2 (7.53)with

p1→B = x1p(1) + p(2) + (1 − x2)p(3), (7.54)
pB→2 = (1 − y1)p

µ
(7) + pµ

(6) + y2p
µ
(5), (7.55)where the fators x1, (1 − x1), y1, (1 − y1) represent the fat that the bands at the extremitiesare only partially integrated over. The other string fragments are treated orrespondingly. For theleft string fragment, we may hose the integration path (A → 1), for the right one (2 → C). So we�nd for the three string fragments (referred to as a, b, c) of �g. 7.25 the momenta

pa = y1p(7) + p(8) + (1 − x1)p(1) (7.56)
pb = x1p(1) + p(2) + (1 − x2)p(3) + y2p(5) + p(6) + (1 − y1)p(7) (7.57)
pc = x2p(3) + p(4) + (1 − y2)p(5) . (7.58)



7.7 From String Fragments to Hadrons 99It is easy to verify that the sum of the three sub-strings gives the total momentum of the string,
pa + pb + pc =

8∑

i=1

p(i) = Pstring. (7.59)The mass squared of the string fragments is �nally given as
m2

fragm = p2
fragm, (7.60)for example

m2
a = 2

(
p(1)p(8) − x1p(8)p(1) + y1

(
p(7)p(8) + p(7)p(1)

)
− x1y1p(7)p(1)

)
, (7.61)where we took advantage of the light-one harater of the momenta of the bands (p2

(i) = 0).Determination of HadronsSo far, we have determined the �avor f and the mass m of eah string fragment. In order toidentify string fragments with hadrons, we onstrut a mass table, whih de�nes the hadron typeas a funtion of the mass and the �avor of the fragment. For a given �avor f of the fragment,we introdue a sequene mf
1 < mf

2 < ... of masses, suh that in ase of a fragment mass beingwithin an interval [mf
i−1, m

f
i ], one assigns a ertain hadron hi. The masses mf

i are determined bythe masses of the neighboring partiles. So we deide for a u − ū pair to be a pion if its mass isbetween 0 and (140 + 770)/2 = 455 MeV. So the partile masses give a natural parameterization.This works, however, only up to strange �avor. For harm and bottom �avor we hoose with afration 1 : 3 between pseudo-salar and vetor-mesons.Mass CorretionsAn unrealisti feature of our approah, so far, is the fat that stable partiles are in general o�-mass-shell. In order to orret for this, we employ a slight modi�ation of the break point suhthat the on-shell mass is imposed.Let us again onsider the example of �g. 7.25. For a given mass, the parameters x1 and
y1 desribe hyperbolas in the regions of overlapping bands (di�erent ones in di�erent regions).Fig. 7.26 shows for our example some urves of onstant mass for the left sub-string (between the

Figure 7.26: The hyperbolas of onstant mass for the two sub-strings if one moves the break-point on the left side.The solutions of the mass onditions are the rossing of the hyperbolas.



100 7 Hadronizationleft side and the �rst break point). In the same way we �nd hyperbolas of onstant mass for theright sub-string (between the break points 1 and 2).If two neighboring substrings are stable partiles, one needs to impose on-shell masses to bothfragments, whih amounts to �nd the intersetion of the two orresponding hyperbolas.If one has to modify the break point aording to only one mass ondition, with the mass ofthe seond sub-string being still large enough not to represent a stable hadron, a possible breakpoint must lie on the orresponding hyperbola. To ompletely determine the point, we need aseond ondition. Apart from the squared mass, another Lorentz invariant variable available is thesquared proper time of the break point, de�ned as
Γ2 = (x(σbreak, τbreak))

2
. (7.62)So the seond ondition is the requirement that the proper time of the new break point shouldoinide with the proper time of the original one. To alulate the proper time, we use eq. (7.12),to obtain

Γ2 =

(
1

2

∫ σ+τ

σ−τ

g(ξ)dξ

)2

. (7.63)The integration is done in the same way as for the masses, it is a summation of the momenta ofthe bands or of frations of them. In the ase of our example, we �nd in the region (1, 7)

Γ2 =
1

4

(
x1p(1) + p(2) + y1p(3)

)2 (7.64)
=

1

2

(
x1p(1)p(2) + y1p(2)p(3) + x1y1p(1)p(3)

)
, (7.65)whih represents again a hyperbola in the parameter spae, as shown in �g. 7.27. So �nding a

Figure 7.27: Lines of onstant masses (vertial lines) and onstant proper time (horizontal lines).new break point amounts to �nding the intersetion of the two urves (hyperbolas) representingonstant mass and proper time.7.8 Transverse MomentumInspired by the unertainty priniple, a transverse momentum is generated at eah breaking, whihmeans that 4-vetors p⊥ and −p⊥ are assigned to the string ends at both sides of the break



7.9 The Fragmentation Algorithm 101point. First we hoose the absolute value k = |~p⊥| of the transverse momentum aording to thedistribution
f (k) ∝ e

− k

2pbreak
⊥ , (7.66)with the parameter pbreak

⊥ to be �xed. We require p⊥ to be orthogonal to the momenta p(i) and
p(j) of the two interseting bands where the break point is loated. So we have

p⊥p(i) = 0 (7.67)
p⊥p(j) = 0 (7.68)

p2
⊥ = −k2 . (7.69)Tehnially this is most easily done, if we perform a Lorentz-boost into the enter of mass systemof the two momenta p(i) and p(j) followed by a rotation suh that p(i) is oriented along the z-axis.One de�nes a vetor p′

⊥, having the omponents
(p′

⊥)o = 0 (7.70)
(p′

⊥)x = k cosα (7.71)
(p′

⊥)y = k sin α (7.72)
(p′

⊥)z = 0 , (7.73)
α being a random angle between 0 and 2π. The transformation bak to the original system givesthe 4-vetor p⊥.This operation modi�es, however, the mass of the string. In order to aount for this, weonsider the transverse momentum as an additional band of the string. It is treated in the sameway as the others with the only exeption that we do not look for break points in this region. Forour example of �g. 7.25, we obtain for the left string fragment the momentum

pa = p⊥ + y1p(7) + p(8) + (1 − x1)p(1), (7.74)rather than eq. (7.56). The modi�ation of the oe�ients of the orresponding hyperbola for themass orretion proedure is obvious. In the ase where we have to pass to another region to �nda modi�ed break point for the mass orretion, we have to perform a rotation suh that the vetor
p⊥ is transverse to the two momenta of the new region.7.9 The Fragmentation AlgorithmIn the following, we desribe the fragmentation algorithm whih is used to obtain a omplete setof partiles from one string.1. For a given string, we look for break points. Let n be the number of break points.2. For eah break point, we generate a �avor and a transverse momentum.3. We hoose one break point by random and alulate the masses of the two neighboringsubstrings.4. If there is at least one mass in the region of the resonanes, we try to modify the break pointas disussed to get exatly this mass. If this is not possible, we rejet (delete) this breakpoint and go to step 3.5. If the mass of a sub-string is bigger than the upper limit in the mass table, we fragment thissub-string (go to step 1).In this way, we an deal in an elegant manner with the kinematial onstraints. Often, break pointsare rejeted when a sampled transverse momentum is too high, whih results in a negative masssquared for a �nal partile. In this ase we look for another break point with another transversemomentum until a valid on�guration is found.
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Chapter 8ParametersWe disuss in this hapter the parameters of the model, how they are determined, and also theirvalues. Parameter �xing is done in a systemati way, starting with the hadronization parametersand the ones determining the time-like asade, before onsidering parton-parton-sattering andhadron-hadron sattering.8.1 HadronizationThe breaking probability pbreak is the essential parameter in the hadronization model to deter-mine the multipliity and the form of the rapidity distribution. For γp, pp, pA, AA , we use a a�xed value, �tted to reprodue the pion multipliity in γp sattering. For e+e−annihilation, thisparameter is onsidered to be Q dependent as
pbreak(Q) = 0.14 +

7.16GeV

Q
− 111.1GeV2

Q2
+

855GeV3

Q3
(8.1)in the region 14 ≤ Q ≤ 91.2 GeV, and to be onstant outside this interval. Figure 8.1 shows
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pbreak Q-dependent shows up more in the shape of the rapidity distribution, not in the totalmultipliity. The parameter pbreak

⊥ , whih determines the transverse momenta of the partons ata string break, is determined by investigating transverse momentum spetra of harged partiles.A value of 0.50 GeV provides the best �t to data onerning γp, pp, pA, AA, whereas for e+e−a value of 0.35 GeV is more favorable. The parameter pud a�ets strongly kaon prodution,we use pud = 0.44 adjusted to the multipliity of kaons. Baryon prodution is determined by
pdiquark, we use 0.08 adjusted to proton prodution in e+e−-annihilation. In table 8.4, we give theomplete list of hadronization parameters, with their default values. So we use absolutely the samename value meaning

pbreak eq. (8.1) for e+e− break probability0.40 for γp, pp, pA, AA

pbreak
⊥ 0.35 GeV for e+e− mean transverse momentum0.50 GeV for γp, pp, pA, AA at break

pud 0.44 probability of u-ū or d-d̄
pdiquark 0.08 probability of qq-q̄qTable 8.1: Hadronization parameters.parameters for all the reations γp, pp, pA, AA. A perfet �t for e+e−requires a modi�ation oftwo parameters, pbreak and pbreak

⊥ .8.2 Time-Like CasadeLet us disuss the parameters whih determine the time-like asade, all �xed via studying e+e−annihilation. For the pQCD parameter, we use the usual leading order value Λ = 0.2 GeV. Wehave also a tehnial parameter q2
fin, whih determines the lower mass limit of partons in thetime-like asade. In �gure 8.3, we analyze how ertain spetra depend on this parameter. Weshow rapidity, transverse momentum and multipliity distributions for partons and for hargedpartiles for an e+e− annihilation at 34 GeV. We show results for di�erent values of q2

fin, namely
0.25 GeV2, 1.0 GeV2and 4.0 GeV2, whih means a lower mass limit of 1 GeV, 2 GeV or 4 GeV,respetively. One sees that only parton distributions are sensitive to the hoie of this parameter,
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Figure 8.3: Rapidity, transverse momentum and multipliity distributions for partons (left olumn) and for hargedpartiles (right olumn). The urves orrespond to the parameters q2
fin

= 0.25, 1.0, 2.0 (full, dashed, dotted). Onlyparton distributions exhibit strong sensitivity to the value of q2
fin
.whereas the orresponding harged partile spetra exhibit rather week dependene on it. This anbe explained from the fat that dereasing q2

fin mainly results in prodution of additional partonswith transverse momenta p2
⊥ ∼ q2

fin and suh soft ollinear partons hardly a�et the fragmentationproedure, whih is in this sense �infrared stable�. The number Nf of ative �avors is taken to be



106 8 Parameters5 for e+e− annihilation, whereas for γp, pp, pA, AA we use for the moment Nf = 3. In table 8.2we show the asade parameters and their default values.name value meaning
Λ 0.2 GeV pQCD parameter
q2
fin 0.25 GeV2 transverse momentum uto�

Nf 5 for e+e− ative �avors3 for γp, pp, pA, AATable 8.2: Time-like asade parameters.8.3 Parton-Parton SatteringThere is �rst of all the parameter Q0 whih de�nes the borderline between soft and hard proesses,where one has to hoose a reasonable value (say between 1 and 2 GeV2).Then we have a ouple of parameters haraterizing the soft Pomeron: the interept αsoft(0)and the slope α′
soft of the Pomeron trajetory, the vertex value γpart and the slope Rpart for thePomeron-parton oupling, and the harateristi hadroni mass sale s0. We have two parame-ters, βg and wsplit, haraterizing the oupling between the soft Pomeron and the parton ladder.Whereas for s0 one just hooses some �reasonable� value and Rpart is taken to be zero, one �xesthe other parameters by trying to get a good �t for the total ross setion and the slope parameterfor proton-proton sattering as a funtion of the energy as well as the struture funtion F2 of deepinelasti lepton-proton sattering.Conerning the hard sattering part, the resolutions sale p2

⊥res and the K-fator K are �xedsuh that the standard parton evolution is reprodued.Finally, we have the triple Pomeron oupling weight r3IP, whih is �xed by as well heking theenergy dependene of the proton-proton total ross setion.name value meaning
Q2

0 1.5 GeV2 soft virtuality uto�
s0 1 GeV2 soft mass sale
αsoft(0) 1.054 Pomeron interept
α′

soft 0.21 GeV−2 Pomeron slope
γpart 1.11GeV−1 Pomeron-parton oupling vertex
Rpart 0 Pomeron-parton oupling slope
βg 0.5 Pomeron-ladder oupling parameter
wsplit 0.15 Pomeron-ladder oupling parameter
p2
⊥res 0.25 GeV2 resolutions sale

K 1.5 K-fator
r3IP 0.0096 GeV−1 triple Pomeron oupling onstantTable 8.3: Parton-parton sattering parameters.The values of these parameters are shown in table 8.3.8.4 Hadron-Hadron SatteringLet us �rst disuss the parameters related to the partoni wave funtion of the hadron h (for nu-merial appliations we only onsider nuleons: h = N). The transverse momentum distribution isharaterized by the hadroni Regge radius squared R2

N , the longitudinal momentum distributions



8.4 Hadron-Hadron Sattering 107are given in terms of two exponents, αN
remn and αpart. The latter one is taken to be independentof the hadron type as 2αIR(0) − 1, with the usual Reggeon interept αIR(0) = 1/2. The param-eter RN also a�ets the proton-proton total ross setions, whereas αN

remn an be determined byinvestigating baryon spetra (but it also in�uenes the total ross setion).There are several more parameters, whih have not been mentioned so far: the remnant ex-itation probability premn.ex and the exponent αremn.ex, whih gives a remnant mass distributionas (
M2
)−αremn.ex

. (8.2)The minimum string mass mstringmin assures that Pomerons with string masses less than thisminimal mass are ignored. The partons de�ning the string ends are assumed to have transversemomenta aording a Gaussian distribution with a mean value p⊥SE. Di�rative sattering isassumed to transfer transverse momentum aording to a Gaussian distribution, with a meanvalue p⊥diff . The parameter mstring min is taken to be just slightly bigger than two times the pionmass to allow at least string fragmentation into two pions. The other parameters an be �xed byomparing with experimental inlusive spetra.name value meaning
R2

N 2 GeV−2 parton-hadron oupling slope
αpart 0 partiipant exponent
αN

remn 1.5 remnant exponent
premn.ex 0.45 remnant exitation probability
αremn.ex 1.4 remnant exitation exponent
mstring min 0.29 GeV minimal string mass
p⊥SE 0.21 GeV mean p⊥ for string ends
p⊥diff 0.35 GeV mean p⊥ for di�rative satteringTable 8.4: hadron-hadron sattering parameters (for the ase of nuleons).In table 8.4, we show the numerial values of the parameters.
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Chapter 9Testing Time-like Casade andHadronization: Eletron-PositronAnnihilationEletron-positron annihilation is the simplest possible system to test the time-like asade as wellas the model of fragmentation, sine the deay of a virtual photon in eletron-positron annihila-tion gives a quark and an anti-quark, both emitting a asade of time-like partons, whih �nallyhadronize.Eletron-positron annihilation is therefore used to test both the time-like asade and thehadronization model, and in partiular to �x parameters.The simulation of an eletron-positron annihilation event an be divided into three di�erentstages:1. The annihilation into a virtual photon or a Z boson and its subsequent deay into a quark-anti-quark pair (the basi diagram).2. The evolution of the quark and the anti-quark into on-shell partons by radiation of pertur-bative partons (time-like asade).3. The transition of the partoni system into hadrons via a fragmentation model (hadronization).These stages are disussed in the following setions.After having desribed the three stages of eletron-positron annihilation, we will be able to testthe model against numerous data available. We will show omparisons with experimental resultsat low energies at PETRA (DESY), by the TASSO ollaboration [36℄. The enter-of-mass energiesare 14, 22 and 34 GeV. Higher energies are reahed at LEP, where we ompare espeially withresults for 91.2 GeV, the Z0 mass, where a big number of events has been measured.By omparing with data, we will be able to �x the essential parameters of the hadronizationmodel, namely pbreak, pud, pdiquark and pbreak
⊥ . The free parameters in the parton asade arethe pQCD saling parameter Λ and q2

fin, representing the minimum transverse momentum fora branhing in the asade. For the pQCD parameter, we use the usual leading order value
Λ = 0.2 GeV. The in�uene of the tehnial parameter q2

fin has been investigated in detail.
109



110 9 Testing Time-like Casade and Hadronization: Eletron-Positron Annihilation9.1 The Basi Diagram
e+

e−
γ∗, Z0∗

q

q̄Figure 9.1: Eletron-positron annihilation.The �rst order di�erential ross setion for the proess
e+ e− → γ∗ orZ → q q̄ (9.1)is given as [29℄

dσ

d cos θ
=

πα2

2s

[ (
1 + cos2 θ

) {
q2
f − 2qfVeVfχ1(s) +

(
A2

e + V 2
e

) (
A2

f + V 2
f

)
χ2(s)

}

+ cos θ {−4qfAeAfχ1(s) + 8AeVeAfVfχ2(s)}
] (9.2)with

χ1(s) = κ
s(s − M2

Z)

(s − M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM2
Z

, (9.3)
χ2(s) = κ2 s2

(s − M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM2
Z

, (9.4)where κ is given as
κ =

√
2GF M2

Z

16πα
.Here, α is the �ne struture onstant, qf the quark �avor, Mz the mass of the Z boson, ΓZ itsdeay width. The vetor and axial oupling fators are

Vf = T 3
f − 2qf sin2 θW , Af = T 3

f (9.5)and
T 3

f =

{
1
2 if f = ν, u, c
− 1

2 if f = e, d, s, b
. (9.6)

θW is the Weinberg mixing angle. The Fermi onstant
GF =

√
2g2

W

8M2
W

(9.7)is expressed via the weak oupling g2
W = 4πα/ sin2 θW and the W-boson mass Mw. At low energies,

s ≪ M2
Z , we reover the well known formula

σ =
4πα2

3s
q2
f . (9.8)The fators χ1(s) and χ2(s) orrespond to the intermediate Z-boson state and to the photon-Z-boson interferene, respetively. Formula (9.2) an now be used to generate an initial quark-anti-quark pair.



9.2 The Time-like Parton Casade and String Formation 1119.2 The Time-like Parton Casade and String FormationIf one onsiders a quark and an anti-quark oming from the deay of a virtual photon or Z-boson tobe on-shell, this amounts to a lowest order treatment. At high energies, a perturbative orretionhas to be done. Sine it is di�ult to alulate the higher order Feynman diagrams exatly, oneuses the so-alled DGLAP evolution equations, whih desribes the evolution of a parton systemwith leading logarithmi auray. This amounts to suessively emitting partons (time-like partonasade, see �g. 9.2). This has been disussed in detail in onnetion with the parton prodution
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+
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-

Figure 9.2: Time-like parton asade.in proton-proton or nuleus-nuleus ollisions. We use exatly the same method here. Even fordetermining three momenta of the primary quark and anti-quark, we do not need any new input,sine this orresponds exatly to the ase of the time-like asade of the two partons involved inthe Born sattering in hadroni ollisions.The fat that we use one and the same proedure for the time-like parton asade in all thedi�erent reations, allows us to test elements of hadroni interations in a muh simpler ontextof elementary eletron-positron interations.(a) (b)
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Figure 9.3: Forming strings for an e+e− event.The �nal step is the hadronization of the above-mentioned parton on�guration. Here we usethe string model, as in ase of pp or γp sattering. The string formation in e+e− is muh simplerthan in proton-proton sattering, where the ut Pomeron is represented as a ylinder. The strutureof an e+e− event is planar in the sense that the whole event an be represented on a plane. So wesimply plot the diagram on a plane with only one ut line. In �g. 9.3(a), we present a half-plane(on one side of the ut) for the amplitude shown in �g. 9.2. The dotted line represents the ut.There are a ouple of partons rossing the ut, indiated by dots. As in the ase of proton-protonor photon-proton sattering, we identify the ut line as a kinky relativisti string, with the partons



112 9 Testing Time-like Casade and Hadronization: Eletron-Positron Annihilationrepresenting the kinks. So in our example, we have a kinky string with six kinks, two externalones and four internal ones. We then apply the usual hadronization proedure, disussed earlierin detail, in order to alulate hadron prodution from a fragmenting string, see �g. 9.3(b).9.3 Event Shape VariablesWe start our presentation of results by onsidering the so-alled event-shape variables, whihdesribe the form of an e+e− event in general. For example, one is interested in knowing whetherthe partile momenta are essentially aligned along a ertain axis, distributed isotropially over thephase spae, or lying more or less in a plane. In the �gs. 9.4 to 9.8, we are going to ompareour alulated distributions of several event-variables with data. Let us �rst disuss the di�erentevent-shape variables, one after the other.SpheriityThe spheriity is de�ned by the eigenvalues of the spheriity tensor,
Sαβ =

∑

i

(pi)
α(pi)

β , (9.9)where i sums all partiles and pα is the partile four-momentum. One �nds three eigenvalues λiwith λ1 < λ2 < λ3 and λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 1. The spheriity is then de�ned as
S =

3

2
(λ1 + λ2) . (9.10)For a perfetly isotropi event, one �nds λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = 1/3 and therefore S = 1. An eventoriented along one axis gives S = 3/2(0 + 0) = 0 .To test whether an event has planar geometry, one de�nes the aplanarity

A =
3

2
λ1 . (9.11)For events in a plane we will �nd λ1 = A = 0. The maximum of this value is A = 3/2 · 1/3 = 1/2for an isotropi event, sine the eigenvalues are ordered.The three eigenvetors −→v 1,2,3 of the matrix Sαβ an be used to de�ne a oordinate system.C and D ParametersThe C-parameter is de�ned by

C = 3 (λ1λ2 + λ1λ3 + λ2λ3) , (9.12)with λ1,2,3 being the eigenvalues of the tensor
Mαβ =

∑
i

pα
i pβ

i

|pi|∑
i |pi|

. (9.13)The D -parameter is
D = 27 λ1λ2λ3 . (9.14)These values measure the multiple jet-struture of events. For small values of C two of theeigenvalues are lose to zero, we have a two-jet event. If one of the three eigenvalues is lose tozero, the D-parameter is approahing zero as well, we have at least a planar event.



9.3 Event Shape Variables 113

10
-1

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
 S

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
S  e+e- at 14 GeV Sphericity

 neXus 2.0

10
-1

1

10

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
 T

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
T  e+e- at 14 GeV  Thrust

 neXus 2.0

10
-1

1

10

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
 S

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
S  e+e- at 22 GeV Sphericity

 neXus 2.0

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
 T

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
T  e+e- at 22 GeV  Thrust

 neXus 2.0

10
-1

1

10

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
 S

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
S  e+e- at 34 GeV Sphericity

 neXus 2.0

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
 T

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
T  e+e- at 34 GeV  Thrust

 neXus 2.0

Figure 9.4: The spheriity and thrust for the energies 14 GeV, 22 GeV and 34 GeV.ThrustThe thrust of an event is de�ned as
T = max

~n

∑
j |~n · ~pj |∑

j |~pj |
. (9.15)
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Figure 9.5: Event shape variables at 91.2 GeV. The data (dots) are from the DELPHI ollaboration [37℄.The vetor ~nthrust, whih maximizes this expression, de�nes the thrust axis. A two-jet event willgive a thrust value of 1 and a thrust axis along the two jets. An isotropi event gives T ∼ 1/2.



9.3 Event Shape Variables 115
10

-1

1

10

0 0.1 0.2 0.3
 (1-T)

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
(1

-T
)  1-thrust

 neXus 2.0

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0 0.25 0.5
 M

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
M  Major

 neXus 2.0

10
-1

1

10

0 0.1 0.2 0.3
 m

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
m  Minor

 neXus 2.0

10
-2

10
-1

1

10

0 0.2 0.4
 O

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
O  Oblateness

 neXus 2.0

10
-2

1

10 2

0 0.25 0.5
 S

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
S  Sphericity

 neXus 2.0

10
-1

1

10

10 2

0 0.05 0.1
 A

 1
/N

 d
N

/d
A  Aplanarity

 neXus 2.0
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B± =

∑
±~p.~nthrust>0 |~pi × ~nthrust|

2
∑

i |~pi|
(9.16)The greater B+ is, the greater is the mean transverse momentum. One de�nes in addition thefollowing variables,

Bwide = max(B+, B−), Bnarrow = min(B+, B−), (9.17)
Btotal = B+ + B−, Bdiff = |B+ − B−| , (9.18)to ompare jet broadening in both hemispheres. For small Bwide, one �nds a longitudinal event,

Bdiff measures the asymmetry between the two hemispheres.Heavy Jet or Hemisphere MassThe variable M2
h is de�ned as

M2
h = max







∑

~pi ·̇~nthrust>0
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2
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∑
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 . (9.19)
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Figure 9.7: Event shape variables for 161 GeV. The data (dots) are from OPAL ollaboration [38℄.
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Figure 9.8: Thrust, minor and major for 91 GeV (full line), 133 GeV (dashed) and 161 GeV (dotted).and orresponds to the maximal invariant mass squared of the hemispheres. The orrespondingformula with �min� instead of �max� de�nes the variable Ml. One de�nes as well Mdiff = Mh −
Ml. Usually one analyzes distributions of M2
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, whih desribe the squared massesnormalized to the visible energy.



9.4 The Charged Partile Distributions 117Some CommentsFig. 9.4 shows the distributions of spheriity and thrust for the lower energies 14, 22 et 34 GeV.Even though one expets an inreasing ontribution of perturbative gluons, whih is on�rmed bythe inlusive hadron distributions (see next setion), the events are more longitudinal at higherenergies, orresponding to the values of thrust lose to 1 and to the spheriity S ≃ 0 . This anbe explained by the fat that the leading quarks dominate the event shape. The results for higherenergies (�gs. 9.5, 9.6, 9.7) on�rm the above statements.In �gs. 9.5, 9.6, 9.7, we show also the distributions of other event variables, like heavy jet mass,Major, et. In general, our model desribes quite well all these event shape variables.9.4 The Charged Partile DistributionsWe will now onsider the distributions of harged partiles, whih by de�nition ontain all thepartiles with a deay time smaller than 10−9s, i.e. the spetra ontain, for example, produts ofdeay of K0
short, while K± are onsidered stable. The deay produts of strange baryons are alsoinluded in the distributions.In �g. 9.9, we plot multipliity distributions of harged partiles for three di�erent energies,where one observes an obvious inrease of the multipliity with energy. In �g. 9.10, we show thedistributions of the absolute value of the rapidity for the energies 14 GeV, 22 GeV, 34 GeV, 91.2GeV, 133 GeV and 161 GeV. The rapidity is de�ned as y = 0.5 ln((E + pz)/(E − pz)), where thevariable pz may be de�ned along the thrust axis or along the spheriity axis. For both, multipliityand rapidity distributions, the theoretial urves agree well with the data.The multipliity inreases faster than < nch >= a + b ln s as a funtion of s [39℄, whih is dueto the fat that the maximal height of the rapidity distribution inreases with energy, as seen in�g. 9.10. This omes from radiated gluons, leading to kinky strings, sine a �at string withoutgluons shows an inreasing width but a onstant height, as one an see in �g. 9.11. Here, therapidity distributions of harged partiles are plotted for the fragmentation of a �at d− d̄ string forthe energies 14, 22 and 34 GeV. One observes that the width of the distributions inreases whereasits height does not hange, giving rise to a proportionality to ln s. Additional hard gluons withnon-ollinear momenta inrease the multipliity in the mid-rapidity region.Rather than the rapidity, one may onsider the saled momentum xp = 2|~pi|/E or the saledenergy xE = 2Ei/E, as well as the �rapidity-like� variable ξ = − lnxp. Conerning the ξ distribu-tions shown in �g. 9.12, one sees that the value ξmax orresponding to the maximum of the urvesinreases with energy. The xp distributions (see �g. 9.13) show the development of a more andmore pronouned peak at xp lose to zero, with inreasing energy.Having disussed in detail the variables desribing the longitudinal phase spae, we now turnto transverse momentum, whih an be de�ned aording the the spheriity axis or to the thrustaxis. One writes

pin
⊥ =

{
|~v2 · ~p| for spheriity

|~nmajor · ~p| for thrust , (9.20)and
pout
⊥ =

{
|~v3 · ~p| for spheriity

|~nminor · ~p| for thrust , (9.21)There are mainly two �soures� of transverse momentum. The �rst one is the transverse momen-tum reated at eah string break. The seond one is the transverse momentum from hard gluonradiation, whih an be muh larger than the �rst one. So we �nd large values of p⊥ in the eventplane, and smaller ones out of the event plane. Here the event plane is essentially de�ned by thediretion of the hardest gluon emitted.Let us have a look at transverse momenta of harged partiles oming from a string deay fordi�erent energies (see �g. 9.14). As expeted, the urves show the same behavior. In the same
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Figure 9.9: Multipliity distributions for harged partiles.�gure, we show the results for an e+e− annihilation at 14 GeV. Already at 14 GeV the in�ueneof parton radiation is important. Fig. 9.15 shows the results for 14-34 GeV . Our results agreewell with data from the TASSO ollaboration [36℄. One an see how transverse momenta inreasewith the energy as an indiation of more hard gluon radiation: the pout
⊥ distributions hange little,whereas the pin

⊥ distributions get muh harder at high energies as ompared to lower ones.
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Figure 9.10: Rapidity distributions for harged partiles.
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Figure 9.13: xp distributions of harged partiles.
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Figure 9.16: Transverse momentum spetra of harged partiles at 91, 133 and 161 GeV.
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Figure 9.17: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions for di�erent identi�ed hadrons at √s = 29 GeV.In this setion we onsider inlusive spetra of identi�ed hadrons. This provides a ruial testof the fragmentation model and allows to �x the two hadronization parameters pud et pdiquark. The�rst one gives the probability to �nd a pair u− ū or d− d̄, �xing so the strangeness probability tobe (1 − 2pud). The parameter pdiquark determines the multipliity of baryons.
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Figure 9.18: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions for di�erent identi�ed hadrons at √s = 29 GeV.Let us look at spetra at 29 GeV obtained at SLAC ([40℄, [41℄) (�gs. 9.17, 9.18) and at 91 GeVat LEP (�gs. 9.19, 9.20, 9.21). Sine the total multipliity is dominated by small x-values, we showthis regions separately for some �gures. The results are in general quite good, however, K∗'s areunderestimated.For harmed partiles, there is no prodution from the string deay due to the large mass ofthe c − c̄ pair. The orresponding probability pcharm is taken to be zero. Charmed quarks ome
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Figure 9.19: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions for di�erent identi�ed hadrons at √s = 91 GeV.therefore diretly from the deay of the virtual photon as well as from perturbative parton asade.This explains as well the drop of D spetrum at small xp.
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Figure 9.20: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions for di�erent identi�ed hadrons at √s = 91 GeV.
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Figure 9.21: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions for di�erent identi�ed hadrons at √s = 91 GeV.



9.6 Jet Rates 1299.6 Jet RatesJet multipliities play an important role in e+e− physis sine their measurements proved thevalidity of perturbative QCD. The �rst 3-jet event was found in 1979. Fig. 9.22 shows this

Figure 9.22: The �rst 3-jet event [39℄.
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Figure 9.23: Jet rates at 91.2 GeV alulated with the DURHAM algorithm as a funtion of ycut. The rates for2, 3, 4 and 5 jets are shown.
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Figure 9.24: Jet rates at 133 GeV GeV (top) et 161 GeV (bottom) for the two algorithms DURHAM and JADE.historial event.There are several methods to determine the number of jets in an event, but they are all basedon some distane yij between two partiles i and j in momentum spae, something like an invariantmass. For the JADE algorithm one de�nes [42℄
yij =

2EiEj(1 − cos θij)

E2
vis

, (9.22)
θij being the angle between the two partiles, and for the algorithm DURHAM one has [43℄

yij =
2 min(E2

i , E2
j )(1 − cos θij)

E2
vis

. (9.23)
Evis is the total visible energy of all the partiles whih ontribute to the jet �nding. The algorithmworks as follows: one determines the pair with the lowest distane y and replaes it with one pseudo-partile having the sum of the momenta of the two partiles i and j : pµ = pµ

i + pµ
j . One repeatsthis until all pairs of pseudo-partiles have a distane greater than ycut. The number of jets is thenthe total number of pseudo-partiles. Of ourse, this depends on the hoie of ycut. Therefore onedisplays often the jet multipliity distribution as a funtion of ycut .Let us ompare the jet rates for di�erent energies. Fig. 9.23 shows the jet rates for 91.2 GeV,�g. 9.24 for 133 and 161 GeV. The greater is ycut the smaller is the number of jets.



Chapter 10Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron:Photon-Proton SatteringIt is well known that both photon-proton (γ∗p) sattering and hard proesses in proton-proton (pp)ollisions an be treated on the basis of perturbative QCD, using the same evolution equations. Inboth ases, the perturbative partons are �nally oupled softly to the proton(s). This provides avery useful onsisteny hek: any model for (semi)hard proton-proton ollisions should be appliedto photon-proton sattering, where a wealth of data exists, mainly from deep inelasti eletron-proton sattering (DIS). In partiular the soft oupling to the protons is not alulable from �rstpriniples, so photon-proton sattering provides a nie opportunity to test the sheme.Let us disuss the relation between γ∗p and pp sattering. In �gure 10.1, we show the ut
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Figure 10.1: The ut diagram representing photon-proton (γ∗p) sattering.diagram (integrated squared amplitude), representing a ontribution to photon-proton sattering:a photon ouples to a quark of the proton, where this quark represents the last one in a �asade� ofpartons emitted from the nuleon. In the leading logarithmi approximation (LLA) the virtualitiesof the partons are ordered suh that the largest one is lose to the photon [9, 8℄. Comparingthe ut diagram for γ∗p (�gure 10.1) with the ut diagram representing a semi-hard elementaryproton-proton sattering (�gure 10.2), we see immediately that the latter one is essentially made oftwo γ∗p diagrams, glued together by a Born proess. So, understanding γ∗p implies understandingan elementary nuleon-nuleon interation as well. Atually, probably everybody agrees withthis statement, whih is nothing but the fatorization hypothesis, proved in QCD [44℄, and thestandard proedure to alulate inlusive ross setions in proton-proton sattering amounts tousing input from the DIS struture funtions. But one an pro�t muh more from studying γ∗p,for example, onerning the prodution of hadrons. Not being alulable from �rst priniples, thehadronization of parton on�gurations is a deliate issue in any model for proton-proton (or nuleus-nuleus) sattering. So studying γ∗p provides an exellent possibility to �gauge� the hadronizationproedure, suh that there is no freedom left on the level of nuleon-nuleon (or nuleus-nuleus)131
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Figure 10.2: The universality hypothesis implies that the upper and the lower part of the Pomeron diagram areidential to the photon-proton diagram.sattering.The simple piture, depited at the �g. 10.1, is orret for large virtualities, but it fails whenthe photon virtuality beomes small. In that ase a virtual photon behaves to a large extent as ahadron and is haraterized by some parton ontent instead of interating with a proton just as apoint-like objet. Then the ontribution of so-alled resolved photon interations - see �g. 10.3 -
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Figure 10.3: The ut diagram representing resolved photon-proton (γ∗p) sattering.is important and has to be taken into aount properly for the desription of hadron produtionin DIS. Only then one may dedue the parton momentum distributions of the proton from themeasured virtual photon-proton ross setion σγ∗p.10.1 KinematisIn the following, we onsider photon-proton ollisions in the ontext of eletron-proton sattering.We �rst reall the basi kinemati variables, see �g. 10.4. We use standard onventions: k, k′, and
p are the four-momenta of inoming and outgoing lepton and the target nuleon, q = k − k′ isthe four-momentum of the photon. Then the photon virtuality is Q2 = −q2, and one de�nes theBjorken x-variable as

xB =
Q2

2(pq)
. (10.1)The y-variable is de�ned as

y =
(pq)

(pk)
=

2(pq)

s
=

Q2

xBs
, (10.2)whih gives the energy fration of the photon relative to the inident eletron in the proton restframe. In the above formula we used

s = (k + p)2, (10.3)



10.2 Cross Setions 133
photon
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Figure 10.4: Kinematis of eletron-proton sattering.being the total enter-of-mass squared energy and negleted the proton and eletron masses, p2 ≃ 0,
k2 ≃ 0. For the enter-of-mass squared energy of photon-proton interation, we use

ŝ = (p + q)2, (10.4)and we �nally de�ne the variable
s̃ = ŝ + Q2 = 2 (pq) = ys, (10.5)whih allows to write

xB =
Q2

s̃
. (10.6)It is often onvenient to take s̃ and Q2 as the basi kinematial variables instead of xB and Q2.10.2 Cross SetionsThe di�erential ross setion for deep inelasti eletron-proton sattering in the one-photon ap-proximation an be written as [29℄

dσep
(
s, xB, Q2

)

dQ2dxB
=

α

πQ2xB

[
Lγ

T (y)σγ∗p
T (s̃, Q2) + Lγ

L(y)σγ∗p
L (s̃, Q2)

]
, (10.7)where σγ∗p

T (L)(s̃, Q
2) are the ross setions for interations of transversely (longitudinally) polarizedphotons of virtuality Q2 with a proton, α is the �ne struture onstant and fators Lγ∗

T (L)(y) de�nethe �ux of transversely (longitudinally) polarized photons,
Lγ

T (y) =
1 + (1 − y)2

2
Lγ

L(y) = (1 − y). (10.8)The ross setions σγ∗p
T (L)(s̃, Q

2) are related to the proton struture funtions F2, FL, desribing theproton struture as seen by a virtual photon probe, as
F2(xB, Q2) =

Q2

4π2α

[
σγ∗p

T

(
s̃, Q2

)
+ σγ∗p

L

(
s̃, Q2

)] (10.9)
FL(xB, Q2) =

Q2

4π2α
σγ∗p

L

(
s̃, Q2

) (10.10)To the leading logarithmi auray one has to take into aount a number of proesses, on-tributing to σγ∗p
T (L)(s̃, Q

2). In the ase of transverse polarization of the photon, we have three on-tributions: the diret oupling of the virtual photon γ∗ to a light quark from the proton (�light�),the diret oupling to a harm quark (�harm�), and �nally we have a �resolved� ontribution, i.e.
σγ∗p

T (s̃, Q2) = σγ∗p
T (light)(s̃, Q

2) + σγ∗p
T (charm)(s̃, Q

2) + σγ∗p
T (resolved)(s̃, Q

2). (10.11)



134 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton SatteringThe latter one is beoming essential at small Q2 and large s̃. For our study, ontributions ofbeauty and top quarks an be negleted. The longitudinal photon ross setion reeives leadingorder ontributions only from the diret γ∗-oupling to a harm quark. So we have
σγ∗p

L (s̃, Q2) = σγ∗p
L(charm)(s̃, Q

2). (10.12)Again, ontributions of beauty and top quarks an be negleted.Let us list the di�erent ontributions. The leading order light quark-γ∗ oupling ontribution(�light�) an be expressed via the quark momentum distributions in the proton fq/p

(
xB, Q2

) as
σγ∗p

T (light)(s̃, Q
2) =

4π2α

Q2

∑

i∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}
e2

i xB fi/p

(
xB , Q2

)
, (10.13)where e2

q is the quark q eletri harge squared.The ontributions of heavy quarks an be taken into aount via photon-gluon fusion (PGF)proess [45℄,
σγ∗p

T/L(charm)(s̃, Q
2) = e2

c

∫
dx− dp2

⊥
dσγ∗g→cc̄

T/L

(
x−s̃, Q2, p2

⊥
)

dp2
⊥

fg/p

(
x−, M2

F

)
, (10.14)where fg/p

(
x−, M2

F

) is the gluon momentum distribution in the proton at the fatorization sale
M2

F , and where the photon-gluon ross setion in lowest order is given as
dσγ∗g→cc̄

T/L

(
s̃, Q2, p2

⊥
)

dp2
⊥

=
1

16πs̃ŝ
√

1 − 4(p2
⊥ + m2

c)/ŝ

∣∣∣Mγ∗g→cc̄
T/L (s̃, Q2, p2

⊥)
∣∣∣
2 (10.15)with ŝ = s̃ − Q2, and with the orresponding matrix elements squared given as

∣∣∣Mγ∗g→cc̄
T (s̃, Q2, p2

⊥)
∣∣∣
2

= πααs

[(
t′

u′ +
u′

t′

)
Q4 + ŝ2

s̃2
(10.16)

+
2m2

c s̃
2

t′2u′2
(
Q2 − 2m2

c

)
+

4m2
c

t′u′
(
s̃ − 2Q2

)]

∣∣∣Mγ∗g→cc̄
L (s̃, Q2, p2

⊥)
∣∣∣
2

= 8πααs

(
ŝQ2

s̃2
− m2

cQ
2

t′u′

) (10.17)Here, the variables t′, u′ are expressed via standard Mandelstam variables for parton-parton sat-tering as t′ = t−m2
c , u′ = u− m2

c . Aording to [45℄, the fatorization sale M2
F has to be hosenirrespetively to the photon virtuality Q2 to assure the perturbative stability of the result; we use

M2
F = p2

⊥ + m2
c , whih oinides at large ŝ with the virtuality (o�-shellness) of the intermediate

t-hannel c-quark |t′|, with mc = 1.6 GeV being the c-quark mass.In addition, at small Q2 and large s̃, the ontribution of resolved photon proesses beomesimportant for the prodution of parton jets of transverse momenta p2
⊥ > Q2. Here,

σγ∗p
T (resolved)(s̃, Q

2) =

∫
dx+ dx− dp2

⊥
∑

i,j

dσij
Born

(
x+x−ŝ, p2

⊥
)

dp2
⊥

(10.18)
× fi/γ∗

(
x+, M2

γ , Q2
)

fj/p

(
x−, M2

p

)
θ
(
p2
⊥ − Q2

)where ŝ = s̃−Q2 is the .m. energy squared for γ∗-proton interation, dσij
Born/dp2

⊥ is the di�erentialpartoni ross setion, fi/γ∗ is the parton momentum distribution in the photon, M2
p , M2

γ are thefatorization sales for the proton and photon orrespondingly. As in hadron-hadron sattering, weuse M2
p = p2

⊥/4, whereas for the photon we take M2
γ = 4p2

⊥. This requires some more explanation.



10.3 Parton Momentum Distributions 135To the leading order auray, the fatorization sales are rather unde�ned as the di�erene betweenthe results, obtained for di�erent sale hoies, is due to higher order orretions. The sheme wouldbe sale independent only after summing up all order ontributions both in the struture funtionsand in the partoni ross setion. High p⊥ jet prodution in γ∗-proton interation is known toobtain essential ontributions from next to leading order (NLO) diret proesses [46℄. As it wasshown in [46℄, the sum of the leading order resolved γ∗-proton ross setion and the NLO diretone exhibits a remarkable independene on the sale M2
γ for the prodution of parton jets with

p⊥ > Q, where Q is the photon virtuality. So our strategy is to hoose M2
γ suh that it allows torepresent e�etively the full ontribution by the leading order resolved ross setion.10.3 Parton Momentum DistributionsThe ross setions mentioned in the preeding setion are all expressed via the so-alled partondistribution funtions fi/a, representing the momentum fration distribution of parton i insidepartile a (proton or photon). In this setion, we are going to disuss these distribution funtions.We are �rst disussing parton distribution funtions of the proton. They are represented bythe hadroni part of the photon-proton diagram, i.e. the diagram without the external photon line.As mentioned before, this diagram is also a building blok of one of the the elementary diagramsof pp sattering, and one an therefore repeat literally the argumentation of the hapter 2. In

pp sattering, we have (apart of the soft one) four ontributions, sine on eah side the partonladder ouples to the nuleon either via a soft Pomeron or it onnets diretly to a valene quark.In addition, there is a triple Pomeron diagram. Corresponding we have here three ontributions,referred to as �sea�, �triple Pomeron�, and �valene� .The Sea ContributionThe sea ontribution ontains the perturbative parton asade, desribed as a parton ladder withstritly ordered virtualities, and the non-perturbative soft blok, dominated by the soft Pomeronasymptotis, see �g. 10.5. We obtain the momentum distribution f1IP
i/p(sea)

(
x, M2

F

) of the parton
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FFigure 10.5: The diagram orresponding to the parton distribution funtions.
i at the virtuality sale M2

F in the proton as the onvolution of three distributions (see �g. 10.5):the inlusive parton Fok state distribution in the proton F̃
(1)
p (x0) (see eq. (C.18)),

F̃ (1)
p (x0) = F p

remn(1 − x0)F p
part(x0), (10.19)the distribution for the parton momentum share in the soft Pomeron Ej

soft(z) (see eqs. (B.21-B.22)),and the QCD evolution funtion Eji
QCD

(
z, Q2

0, M
2
F

):
f1IP

i/p(sea)

(
x, M2

F

)
=

∑

j

∫ 1

x

dx0

x0

∫ x0

x

dx1

x1

× F̃ (1)
p (x0) Ej

soft

(
x1

x0

)
Eji

QCD

(
x

x1
, Q2

0, M
2
F

)
, (10.20)



136 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton Satteringsee �g. 10.5. This equation may be written as
f1IP

i/p(sea)

(
x, M2

F

)
=
∑

j

∫ 1

x

dx1

x1
ϕ1IP

j/p(sea)(x1) Eji
QCD

(
x

x1
, Q2

0, M
2
F

)
, (10.21)where ϕ1IP

j/p(sea)(x1) by onstrution orresponds to the distribution at the initial sale Q2
0,

ϕ1IP
j/p(sea)(x1) =

∫ 1

x1

dx0

x0
F̃ (1)

p (x0)Ej
soft

(
x1

x0

) (10.22)Here we use the same expressions for F p
remn(x), F p

part(x), and Ej
soft(z) as in the ase of proton-protonor nuleus-nuleus sattering, see eqs. (C.20-C.21), (B.21-B.22).The Triple Pomeron ContributionWe have to take also into aount triple-Pomeron ontributions f3IP

i/p(sea)

(
x, M2

F

) to gluon andsea quark momentum distributions. The latter ones are de�ned by the diagrams of �g. 5.6 withthe upper ut Pomeron being replaed by the �half� of the sea-sea type semihard Pomeron whihonsists from a soft Pomeron oupled to the triple-Pomeron vertex and the parton ladder desribingthe perturbative parton evolution from the initial sale Q2
0 to the �nal sale M2

F , see �g. 10.6.The lower legs are (un)ut Pomerons.
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Figure 10.6: The triple Pomeron ontribution.Let us onsider the part ∆σ3IP−
pp(sea−sea)(s) of the ontribution of ut triple-Pomeron diagram
∆σ3IP−

pp (s) =
1

2s
2ImT 3IP−

pp (s, t = 0),orresponding to the semihard sea-sea type parton-parton sattering in the upper Pomeron, whihis aording to eqs. (5.5-5.6) given as
∆σ3IP−

pp(sea−sea)(s) = −r3IP

2
Im

[∫ 1

0

dx+

∫ 1

0

dx−
1

∫ 1−x−

1

0

dx−
2 F p

remn

(
1 − x+
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, (10.23)
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12 = s0/(x+
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12s, ŝ1 = z+s0x

−
1 /x−

12, ŝ2 = (1 − z+)s0x
−
2 /x−

12, and T p,
T p

sea−sea are de�ned in (5.15-5.17). Applying the AGK utting rules, the ontribution (10.23) anbe written as a sum of three terms,
∆σ3IP−
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3IP−(0)
pp(sea−sea)(s) + ∆σ

3IP−(1)
pp(sea−sea)(s) + ∆σ

3IP−(2)
pp(sea−sea)(s), (10.24)orresponding to the di�rative type semihard interation, sreening orretion to the usual semi-hard interation, and double ut Pomeron ontribution, with the weights

∆σ
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∆σ

3IP−(1)
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∆σ

3IP−(2)
pp(sea−sea)(s) = −2 × ∆σ3IP−

pp(sea−sea)(s) (10.27)Making use of (5.16), (B.20), (2.15), we have
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∑
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⊥
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) (10.28)Now, using (10.19-10.20), we an rewrite (10.23) as
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B = x+z+

B , x−
B = z−B

s0

x+
12s

,and de�ned
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=
∑
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×
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∫
dz Gp(x1, ŝ1, b)Gp(x2, ŝ2, b), (10.31)with ŝ1 = z s0x1/x12, ŝ2 = (1 − z)s0x2/x12, where Gp(x, ŝ, b) is given in (5.33-5.36 ).Now, replaing in (10.29) the interation with the projetile parton m by the interation with avirtual photon probe of virtuality M2

F or by the interation with a hypotetial probe whih ouplesdiretly to a gluon, we immediately see that f3IP
i/p(sea)

(
x, M2

F

) de�nes the (negative) ontribution ofthe triple-Pomeron diagram to parton struture funtions.



138 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton SatteringThe Valene ContributionThe third ontribution, referred to as �valene�, amounts to the ase where a valene quark isthe �rst parton of the ladder, see �g. 10.7. Here, the soft pre-evolution, governed by the se-
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qFigure 10.7: The diagram orresponding to the �valene� ontribution to the parton distribution funtions.ondary Reggeon, is typially short and therefore not onsidered expliitly. One simply uses theparameterized input for valene quark momentum distributions at the initial sale Q2
0,

ϕi/p(val)(x1) = qi
val(x1, Q

2
0) (10.32)with the Gluk-Reya-Vogt parameterization for qi

val(x, Q2
0) [47℄.The Complete Proton Distribution FuntionThe total parton distribution in the proton at the initial sale Q2

0 is then de�ned as
ϕi/p(x1) = ϕi/p(sea)(x1) + ϕi/p(val)(x1), (10.33)with

ϕi/p(sea)(x1) = ϕ1IP
i/p(sea)(x1) + ϕ3IP

i/p(sea)(x1) (10.34)whih results for an arbitrary sale M2
F in
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=
∑
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2
F

)
. (10.35)For M2

F = Q2
0, the semi-hard ontribution is a funtion whih peaks at very small values of x andthen dereases monotonially towards zero for x = 1. The valene ontribution, on the other hand,has a maximum at large values of x and goes towards zero for small values of x. For moderatevalues of M2

F , the preise form of f depends ruially on the exponent for the Pomeron-nuleonoupling αpart, whereas for large M2
F it is mainly de�ned by the QCD evolution and dependsweekly on the initial onditions at the sale Q2

0.The Photon Distribution FuntionsTo alulate the resolved photon ross setion (10.18), one needs also to know parton momentumdistributions of a virtual photon fi/γ∗

(
x, M2

γ , Q2
). Aording to [48℄, fi/γ∗ gets ontributions bothfrom vetor meson states of the photon and from perturbative point-like photon splitting into aquark-anti-quark pair,
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η(Q2) =

(
1 + Q2/m2

ρ

)−2
, (10.38)with m2

ρ = 0.59 GeV2 and with
δu = −1, δd = 1, δs = 0, δg = 0,
G2

u = 0.836, G2
d = 0.250, G2

s = 0.543, G2
g = 0.543.

(10.39)Pion struture funtions fi/π0 are de�ned in the same way as proton ones, namely
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, (10.40)with

ϕi/π0 (x1) = ϕi/π(sea)(x1) + ϕi/π0(val)(x1), (10.41)Here ϕi/π0(val) is a parameterized initial distribution for the valene omponent from [49℄
ϕi/π0(val)(x1) = qi

val/π0(x1, Q
2
0), (10.42)and the sea omponent ϕj/π(sea) is given by the formulas (10.33-10.34), (10.22), (10.31) , (10.32)with the subsript p being replaed by π and using the appropriate parameters απ

remn, γπ in
Fπ

part, Fπ
remn, but keeping all other parameters, haraterizing the Pomeron trajetory, unhangedompared to proton ase.The point-like ontribution fpoint

i/γ is given as a onvolution of the photon splitting into a quark-anti-quark pair (with the Altarelli-Parisi splitting funtion P γ→qq̄(z) = Nc/2 (z2+(1−z)2), Nc = 3being the number of olors), followed by the QCD evolution of a (anti-)quark from the initialvirtuality q2 of the splitting till the sale M2
γ
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]) (10.43)with xγ being the share of the virtual photon light one momentum taken by the (anti-)quark andwith

〈e2
q〉 =

1

3

(
e2

u + e2
d + e2

s

) (10.44)being the average light quark harge squared. Here we have hosen the initial sale for the QCDevolution of a t-hannel (anti-)quark to be equal to its initial virtuality q2 = xγQ2 + p2
⊥/(1 − xγ),with p2

⊥ being the transverse momentum squared for the splitting in the γ∗p enter of mass system[50℄.10.4 The Struture Funtion F2We have now all elements to alulate the struture funtion F2, based on the formula (10.9),with all leading order ontributions to σγ∗p
T (L) as given in eqs. (10.11-10.18) and with the partonmomentum distributions in the proton and photon as disussed in the preeding setion. Theresults for F2(x, Q2) are shown in �g. 10.8 together with experimental data from H1 [51℄, ZEUS[52℄ and NMC [53℄. The parameters a�eting the results for F2 are atually the same ones whiha�et parton-parton and hadron-hadron sattering. So we �x them in order to have an overall
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Figure 10.8: The struture funtion F2 for di�erent values of Q2 together with experimental data from H1 [51℄,ZEUS [52℄and NMC [53℄.
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Figure 10.9: Same as �g. 10.8, but here we show separately the �diret-light� ontribution (dashed), the �diret-harm� ontribution (dotted), and the �resolved� ontribution (dashed-dotted).



142 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton Satteringgood �t for F2 and at the same time the energy dependene of the total ross setion and of theslope parameter. It is possible to get a reasonable agreement, whih is of ourse not perfet due tothe fat that enhaned diagrams are only treated to lowest order. In �g. 10.9, we show separatelythe diret light quarks ontribution (10.13), as well as the ones of harm quarks (10.14) and ofresolved photons (10.18), for Q2 =1.5 GeV2, 5 GeV2, and 25 GeV2. It is easy to see that theresolved photon ross setion ontributes signi�antly to F2(x, Q2) for small photon virtualities
Q2.10.5 Parton Con�gurations: Basi FormulasIn order to have a oherent approah, we base our treatment of partile prodution on exatly thesame formulas as derived earlier for the ross setions. To be more preise, we take the formulas for
dσ/dxBdQ2 as a basis for treating partile prodution, whih means �rst of all parton prodution.The di�erential ross setion for lepton-nuleon sattering is given in eq. (10.7). Using (B.28),(B.30), the QCD evolution funtion Eij

QCD, whih enters into the formulas for the ross setions
σγ∗p

T (L)(s̃, Q
2), an be expanded as a sum over n-rung ladder ontributions, where the latter onesan be written as an integration over the momenta p1, p2, . . . , pn of n resolvable �nal partons.Introduing a multidimensional variable

P = {p1, p2, . . . , pn}, (10.45)and onsidering the symbol∑P representing∑n

∫
dPn, with dPn being the invariant phase spaevolume for n-parton state, we may write

dσlp

dxB dQ2
=
∑

P

σ(xB , Q2, P ). (10.46)After normalization, σ(xB , Q2, P ) may be interpreted as the probability distribution for a partonon�guration P for given values of xB and Q2. The Monte Carlo method provides a onvenient toolfor treating suh multidimensional distributions: with σ(xB , Q2, P ) being known (see preedingsetions), one generates parton on�gurations P aording to this distribution. In addition to
xB, Q2, and P , additional variables our, speifying a partiular ontribution to the DIS rosssetion. One essentially follows the struture of the formula for the ross setion. Let us disussthe proedure to generate parton on�gurations in detail.We start with some useful de�nitions. Using the relation (B.28) for the evolution funtion Eij

QCD,any parton momentum distribution at the sale Q2 an be deomposed into two ontributions,orresponding to the ase of no resolvable emission in the range of virtualities between Q2
0 and Q2and to at least one resolvable emission:
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) (10.47)In ase of �i� and �j� being quarks, we split the sum ∑
j Ēij

QCD into two omponents,
∑

j

Ēij
QCD = ĒNS + ĒS (i, j = quarks), (10.48)with the so-alled non-singlet evolution ĒNS, where only gluons are emitted as �nal s-hannelpartons, and the singlet evolution ĒS representing all the other ontributions, see �g. 10.10a,.The non-singlet evolution (ompare with eq. (B.29)) satis�es the evolution equation
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�
1Figure 10.10: The non-singlet ontribution (a), the gluon ontribution (b), and the singlet ontribution ().and the singlet one
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2), (10.50)with nf = 3 being the number of ative quark �avors.Now it is onvenient to de�ne parton level ross setions, orresponding to di�erent ontribu-tions to the deep inelasti sattering proess and to di�erent partons, entering the perturbativeevolution at the initial sale Q2

0, see �g. 10.10. Essentially, we inlude into the ross setions theperturbative part of parton evolution, whereas the initial onditions, given by parton momentumdensities at the initial sale Q2
0, are fatorized out. The non-singlet and singlet ontributions tothe diret (light) photon-quark interation are de�ned as
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) (10.52)For the diret (light) photon-gluon interation, we de�ne
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Ēgq

QCD

(
Q2

s̃
, Q2

0, Q
2
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144 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton Satteringwhere the parton (i) may be a quark or a gluon. Finally, we de�ne the parton-parton ross setionfor resolved proesses similarly to (6.7) as
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)
.Based on the above partial photon-parton ross setions, we de�ne now the total photon-partonross setions, summed over the quark �avors of the quark oupling to the photon with the appro-priate squared harge (e2) fator. We obtain for the photon-gluon ross setion
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∑
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+ 〈e2
q〉
∫

dq2

q2

∫
dxγ

α

2π
P γ→qq̄(xγ)

×
∑

j∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}
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.The photon-quark ross setion for a quark with �avor �i� is given as
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+

∑

i∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}

∫
dx1 ϕi/p(x1)σγ∗i

L (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0),



10.6 Generating Initial Conditions for the Perturbative Evolution 145with the quark momentum distributions being a sum of two terms,
ϕi/p(x1) = ϕi/p(sea)(x1) + ϕi/p(val)(x1), (10.61)see eqs. (10.22-10.33).The above formulas together with eq. (10.7) serve as the basis to generate all main variablesfor the desription of deep inelasti sattering. After modeling Q2 and xB we simulate types (avalene quark, a sea quark, or a gluon) and kinematial harateristis for �rst partons, enteringthe perturbative evolution (at the initial sale Q2

0), and then, for given initial onditions, gener-ate orresponding parton on�gurations, based on the partiular struture of perturbative rosssetions (10.51-10.55). The detailed desription of this proedure is given in the next setions.The triple Pomeron ontributions are inluded here in the de�nition of the parton distribution
ϕi/p(sea). At HERA energies, the triple Pomeron ontribution is dominated by the proess wherethe two Pomerons exhanged in parallel are soft ones, and therefore no additional parton produtionneeds to be onsidered in that ase.10.6 Generating Initial Conditions for the Perturbative Evo-lutionWe start with the generation of the kinematial variables xB and Q2 aording to the di�eren-tial ross setion eq. (10.7) together with the expliit form for the photon-proton ross setionseqs. (10.59-10.60). Then we hoose an interation with the transverse or with the longitudinalpolarization omponent of the photon, with the orresponding weights

Lγ∗

T/L(y)σγ∗p
T/L(s̃, Q2)/

(
Lγ∗

T (y)σγ∗p
T (s̃, Q2) + Lγ∗

L (y)σγ∗p
L (s̃, Q2)

)
. (10.62)After that, we onsider virtual photon-proton interation for given photon virtuality Q2 and po-larization (T , L), and for given .m. energy squared ŝ = s̃ − Q2 for the interation; we use thephoton-proton enter of mass system.Let us �rst onsider the ase of transverse photon polarization. We have to hoose between�sea� and �valene � ontribution, where the latter one is hosen with the probability

prob(val) =
1

σγ∗p
T (s̃, Q2)





4π2α

Q2

∑

i∈{u,d}
e2

i xB ϕi/p(val)(xB)∆q(Q2
0, Q

2) +

+
∑

i∈{u,d}

∫
dx1 ϕi/p(val)(x1)σγ∗i

T (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0)




 (10.63)and the former one with the probability 1 − prob(val), whih is the sum of the ontributions,orresponding to a gluon or a sea quark from the proton being the �rst ladder parton,
prob(sea) =

1

σγ∗p
T (s̃, Q2)





4π2α

Q2

∑

i∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}
e2

i xB ϕi/p(sea)(xB)∆q(Q2
0, Q

2) +

+
∑

i∈{g,u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}

∫
dx1 ϕi/p(sea)(x1)σγ∗i

T (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0)




 . (10.64)The next step onsists of de�ning the type (�avor) of the �rst ladder parton and its momentumshare x1 in the proton. Here one has to distinguish two possible parton on�gurations for theinteration: parton asading without any resolvable parton emission in the ladder (orresponding



146 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton Satteringto a valene or a sea quark of the proton sattered bak in the Breit frame), with the relativeweights given by the �rst term in the urly brakets in eqs. (10.63, 10.64), i.e.
prob(no emission) =

4π2α
Q2

∑
i e2

i xB ϕi/p(val/sea)(xB)∆q(Q2
0, Q

2)

prob(val/sea)σγ∗p
T (s̃, Q2)

, (10.65)and the on�gurations with at least one resolvable parton emission, with the weight 1−prob(no emission).In the ase of no resolvable emission we have x1 = xB = Q2/s̃ and the �avor of the quark is gen-erated aording to the weights
{

e2
i ϕi/p(val)(xB) if val

e2
i ϕi/p(sea)(xB) if sea

. (10.66)Then we are left with a trivial parton on�guration. For a valene quark ontribution it onsistsof an anti-quark, moving along the original proton diretion, and the quark, sattered bak.In the ase of at least one resolvable emission, one generates the type (�avor) i and the lightone momentum fration x1 of the �rst parton of the QCD asade aording to the distributions,given by the expressions in the urly brakets in (10.63), (10.64),
prob(i, x1) =

{
δi
q ϕi/p(val)(x1)σγ∗i

T (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0) if val

ϕi/p(sea)(x1)σγ∗i
T (x1s̃, Q

2, Q2
0) if sea

, (10.67)where δi
q is zero if i = g and otherwise one.Then one hooses between di�erent types of interations, ontributing to the photon-partonross setion, aording to their partial weights in eqs. (10.56, 10.57). The diret photon-partonontribution is hosen with the weight

prob(direct) =






[
e2

i σγ∗q
T (NS) + 〈e2

q〉σγ∗q
T (S) + e2

c σγ∗q
T (charm)

]
/σγ∗i

T if i = quark[
〈e2

q〉σγ∗g
T (light) + e2

c σγ∗g
T (charm)

]
/σγ∗g

T if i = gluon
. (10.68)For the resolved photon ontributions, the weight is given by the last two terms in eqs. (10.56,10.57). The probability for the VDM part is

prob(VDM) =
∑

j

∫
dxγ fVDM

j/γ

(
xγ , Q2

0, Q
2
)

σji
T (resolved)(xγ(x1s̃ − Q2), Q2, Q2

0, Q
2
0)/σγ∗i

T , (10.69)where x1 is the light one momentum share and i is the type (�avor) of the �rst ladder parton on theproton side (already determined), whereas the probability for the point-like resolved ontributionis
prob(point) = 〈e2

q〉
∫

dq2

q2

∫
dxγ

α

2π
P γ→qq̄(xγ) (10.70)

×
∑

j∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}
σji

T (resolved)(xγx1s̃ − q2, Q2, q2, Q2
0)Θ

(
q2 − max

[
Q2

0, xγQ2
])

/σγ∗i
T .In ase of a diret light ontribution, one has to generate the on�guration for a parton ladder,stritly ordered in parton virtualities towards the virtual photon. The method is quite analogousto the one of setion 2 in hapter 5 and is desribed in the next setion.In ase of a resolved ontribution, we need to de�ne the initial onditions for the other endof the parton ladder, on the photon side, as well as the parton type (a quark of some �avor ora gluon) and the share of the light one momentum fration xγ , taken by the parton from the



10.7 Generating the Ladder Partons 147photon. For the diret resolved ontribution, orresponding to the point-like photon splitting intoa quark-anti-quark pair, the �avor j, the share xγ , and the virtuality q2 of the (anti-)quark, beingthe �rst ladder parton, are generated aording to
prob(j, xγ , q2) ∼ 1

q2

α

2π
P γ→qq̄(xγ)σji

T (resolved)(xγx1s̃ − q2, Q2, q2, Q2
0)Θ

(
q2 − max

[
Q2

0, xγQ2
])

δj
q(10.71)For the VDM ontribution, the �rst ladder parton is taken at the initial virtuality Q2

0 and its type
j and momentum share xγ are hosen aording to the distribution

prob(j, xγ) ∼ fVDM
j/γ

(
xγ , Q2

0, Q
2
)

σji
T (resolved)(xγ(x1s̃ − Q2), Q2, Q2

0, Q
2
0), (10.72)with the VDM parton momentum distributions in the photon de�ned in (10.37). In both ases forresolved photon interations, the simulation of parton on�gurations, orresponding to the ladderof given mass squared ŝ′ (ŝ′ = xγx1s̃−q2 for the diret resolved ontribution and ŝ′ = xγ(x1s̃−Q2)for the VDM one), and of given types and virtualities of the leg partons, is done exatly in thesame way as for proton-proton (nuleus-nuleus) interations, as desribed in the hapter 5. Theonly di�erene omes from the presene of two di�erent sales M2

p , M2
γ and the uto� p2

⊥ > Q2in the parton-parton ross setion σij
T (resolved) for resolved DIS proesses as given in eq. (10.55),when ompared to the ross setion in eq. (6.7).In the ase of interation with the longitudinal photon omponent, the proedure simpli�esonsiderably, as one only has to onsider diret photon-parton interations via the parton-gluonfusion proess. One starts by hoosing between the oupling of the parton ladder to a valenequark (�val�) or to a soft Pomeron (�sea�), the weights are

prob(val) =

∫
dx1

∑
i ϕi/p(val)(x1)σγ∗i

L (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0)

σγ∗p
L (s̃, Q2)

; (10.73)
prob(sea) =

∫
dx1

∑
i ϕi/p(sea)(x1)σγ∗i

L (x1s̃, Q
2, Q2

0)

σγ∗p
L (s̃, Q2)

. (10.74)The weight for the parton type (�avor) i and the distribution for the light one momentum fration
x1 of the �rst parton of the QCD asade is given by the integrands of (10.73-10.74). The �nal stepamounts to generating the on�guration for the parton ladder, stritly ordered in parton virtualitiestowards the virtual photon, with the largest momentum transfer parton proess of parton-gluonfusion type, as disussed in the next setion.10.7 Generating the Ladder PartonsIn this setion we desribe the proedure to generate parton on�gurations, orresponding to diretphoton-parton interation with at least one resolvable emission in the parton asade. In that ase,a parton ladder is stritly ordered in parton virtualities towards the virtual photon and the ladderross setion is given as a sum of the ontributions eqs. (10.51-10.54) in the ase of transversephoton polarization,
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T (direct)(s̃, Q

2, Q2
0) =
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T (NS)(s̃, Q
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0) + 〈e2
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T (S)(s̃, Q
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0)

+e2
c σγ∗q
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2, Q2

0) i = q,

〈e2
q〉σγ∗g(s̃, Q2, Q2

0) + e2
c σ

γ∗g(cc̄)
T (s̃, Q2, Q2

0) i = g,

(10.75)or by the ross setion eq. (10.54) for the longitudinal one,
σγ∗i

L(direct)(s̃, Q
2, Q2

0) = e2
c σγ∗i

T (charm)(s̃, Q
2, Q2

0). (10.76)



148 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton SatteringAll the photon-parton ross setions are expressed in terms of the QCD evolution funtions ĒQCD.Using the expliit representation eqs. (B.30-B.32) for ĒQCD, one an rewrite the reursive relationseqs. (B.29), (10.50-10.50) in a form, suh that the �rst (lowest virtuality) emission in the ladder istreated expliitly, multiplied by a weight fator, given by the ontribution of the rest of the ladder(the sum of any number of additional resolvable emissions),
Ēij
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=
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2
)] (10.79)With the help of eqs. (10.77-10.79), (10.51-10.54), one an obtain the reursive relations for theross setions eqs. (10.75, 10.76) for an arbitrary virtuality Q2

1 of the initial parton i,
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T/L(direct 2→2)(s̃, Q

2, Q2
1), (10.80)where σγ∗i

T/L(direct 2→2) represents the ontribution of parton on�gurations with only one resolvableparton emission in the ladder, or with the photon-gluon fusion proess without any additionalresolvable parton emissions,
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⊥
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⊥
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⊥
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∆g(Q2
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2
F ) (10.83)It is noteworthy that to the leading logarithmi auray one should not use in σγ∗i

T (direct 2→2)the Born proess matrix elements dσγ∗g→qq̄
T /dp2

⊥ and dσγ∗q→gq
T /dp2

⊥; the ontribution of just oneresolvable parton emission is proportional to E
(1)iq
QCD, eq. (B.32), de�ned by the orrespondingAltarelli-Parisi kernel P q

i (z).The formulas (10.80-10.83) allow us to generate the asade of partons, orresponding to thediret γ∗-quark (gluon) interation of energy squared ŝ = s̃−Q2 and photon virtuality Q2, starting



10.7 Generating the Ladder Partons 149from an initial parton with a �avor i, taken at a sale Q2
1 = Q2

0. We use an iterative proedure,similar to the one of hapter 5. At eah step one heks whether there is any additional resolvableparton emission before the last one , with the probability
prob(forward emission) =

σγ∗i
T/L(direct)(s̃, Q
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1) − σ
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T/L(direct 2→2)(s̃, Q
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T/L(direct)(s̃, Q

2, Q2
1)

(10.84)In ase of an emission, the �avor j of the new ladder leg parton, the light one momentumfration z, taken from the parent parton, and the virtuality Q̃2 are generated aording to theintegrand of σγ∗i
T/L(direct) − σγ∗i

T/L(direct 2→2) in (10.80),
prob(j, z, Q̃2) ∼ 1
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T/L(direct)(zs̃, Q2, Q̃2). (10.85)The proess is repeated for the new ladder of energy squared ŝ′ = zs̃−Q2, with the initial parton

i′ = j, and with virtuality Q′2
1 = Q̃2 and so on. At eah step one deides about emission or not,whih �nally terminates the iteration.Having done the iterative parton emission, we �nally generate the last (highest virtuality)resolvable parton emission or the photon-gluon fusion proess (if i′ = g) in the photon-partonenter-of-mass system. The photon-gluon fusion (PGF) proess is hosen for i′ = g with theprobability
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F ) (10.86)for the transverse photon polarization and always for the longitudinal photon polarization. For

i′ = q, we have prob(PGF) = 0. In ase of PGF, with our hoie M2
F = m2

c + p2
⊥, we generatethe transverse momentum squared of �nal harm quarks in the region Q̃2 − m2
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F ) (10.87)In ase of no PGF, we generate the momentum transfer squared for the last resolvable partonemission in the range Q̃2 < Q′2 < Q2 aording to

prob(Q′2) ∼ 1
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i (z′) , (10.88)with
z′ = 1 −

(
1 − Q′2

s̃

)(
1 − Q2

s̃

)
, (10.89)and �nd the parton transverse momentum squared as p2

⊥ = Q′2(1 − z′).We then reonstrut �nal parton 4-momenta in their enter of mass system with a random polarangle for the transverse momentum vetor ~p⊥ and boost them to the original Lorentz frame. Thisompleted the desription of the algorithm to generate parton on�gurations, based on exatly thesame formulas as for alulatins of F2 before.The above disussion of how to generate parton on�gurations is not yet omplete: the emittedpartons are in general o��shell and an therefore radiate further partons. This so alled time-likeradiation is taken into aount using standard tehniques [27℄, as disussed already in hapter 5.



150 10 Testing the Semi-hard Pomeron: Photon-Proton Sattering10.8 Hadron ProdutionFor the hadronization, we use exatly the same philosophy and even the same proedure as inase of proton-proton (pp) sattering. Hadronization is not onsidered as a dynamial proedure,rather we onsider the hadroni states as being integrated out in the onsiderations of ross setionalulations of the preeding setions. Hadronization means simply a phenomenologial proedureto expliitly reintrodue these hadroni states. The proedure employed for pp sattering and tobe used here as well is as follows:1. drawing a ylinder diagram;2. utting the ylinder;3. planar presentation of half-ylinder;4. identi�ation of ut line with kinky string;5. kinky string hadronization (as explained in hapter 6).We are going to explain the steps (1-4) for a onrete example of a diagram ontributing to photon-proton sattering, where the photon interats diretly with a light quark (ontribution �light�), andwhere the �rst parton of the ladder on the proton side ouples to the proton via a soft Pomeron(ontribution �sea�), as shown in �g. 10.11. The external legs on the lower (proton) side are a quark

Figure 10.11: A diagram ontributing to the photon-proton ross setion.(full line) and an anti-quark (dashed), representing together the proton onstituent partiipatingin the interation. In �g. 10.12(left), we show the result of plotting the diagram on a ylinder.The shaded area on the lower part of the ylinder indiates the soft Pomeron, a ompliated non-resolved struture, where we do not speify the mirosopi ontent. The two spae-like gluonsemerge out of this soft struture. The ut is represented by the two vertial dotted lines on theylinder. We now onsider one of the two half-ylinders, say the left one, and we plot it in aplanar fashion, as shown in �g. 10.12(right). We observe one internal gluon, and one external one,appearing on the ut line. We now identify the two ut lines with kinky strings suh that a partonon the ut line orresponds to a kink: we have one kinky string with one internal kink (gluon) inaddition to the two end kinks, and we have one �at string with just two end kinks, but no internalone. The strings are then hadronized aording to the methods explained in hapter 6, see �g.10.13.In priniple, we have also triple Pomerons ontributing to the event topology. However, dueto AGK anellations, suh ontributions to the inlusive spetra anel eah other in the kine-matial region where the two Pomerons are in parallel. Therefore, the average harteristis areorretly desribed by onsidering the simple ylinder-type topology orresponding to one Pomeronexhange.
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Figure 10.12: Cylindrial representation of the diagram of �g. 10.11 (left �gure) and planar diagram representingthe orresponding half-ylinder (right �gure).

Figure 10.13: The string model: the ut line (vertial dotted line) orresponds to a string, whih deays intohadrons (irles).10.9 ResultsWe are now apable to simulate events from deep inelasti sattering. When �xing the parameters,we found that all the ones found in e+e− an be kept with the exeption of the mean transversemomentum of string breaking pf
⊥and the break probability pbreak, see the disussion in hapter 8.We show results from ep sattering and ompare to the data of the experiments aomplishedat HERA. Eletrons of an energy 26.7 GeV ollide with protons of 820 GeV, whih gives a enterof mass energy 296 GeV. We made the analysis for the kinematial region 10−4 < x < 10−2 and

10 < Q2 < 100 GeV2. The distribution of the events alulated using our model is shown on �gure10.14.We reall the prinipal variables
x ≡ xB =

Q2

2(pq)
=

Q2

ys
; y =

Q2

xs
, (10.90)whih gives straight lines for y = onst. in �g. 10.14. The sharp borders are due to imposing theexperimental uts 0.03 < y, E′ > 12 GeV and θe > 7.5. On �gure 10.15, we plot harged partiledistributions for di�erent values of W = ŝ = 2(pq) − Q2. The partile spetra look very similarfor di�erent W values; the distributions derease rapidly with xF . The dependene of the average

p2
⊥on xF shows an overall good agreement with the data from H1 ollaboration [54℄.In table 10.1 the bins in x and Q2 are given for the experimental data points on �gures 10.15-10.20 (see [55℄). The bin 0 is the sum of all the others. First, we ompare the p⊥ distribution inthe photon-proton enter of mass system for the di�erent bins - �g. 10.16. Fig. 10.16(a) shows theomparison of the results for low and high x values for the values of Q2 ≃ 10−20 GeV2(bins 6 and
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Figure 10.14: Distribution of the simulated events if the Q2 − x plane.bin x/10−3 Q2/GeV2 < x > /10−3 < Q2 > /GeV2 < W 2 > /GeV20 0.1-10 5-50 1.14 18.3 249751 0.1-0.2 5-10 0.16 7.7 452962 0.2-0.5 6-10 0.29 8.8 316863 0.2-0.5 10-20 0.37 13.1 368934 0.5-0.8 10-20 0.64 14.0 224015 0.8-1.5 10-20 1.1 14.3 134986 1.5-4.0 10-20 2.1 15.3 75437 0.5-1.4 20-50 0.93 28.6 323908 1.4-3.0 20-50 2.1 31.6 160259 3.0-10 20-50 4.4 34.7 8225Table 10.1: Bins in x and Q2 for the �gures 10.15-10.20.3). We �nd harder spetra for smaller x, whih is the onsequene of the larger kinematial spae(in x) for the initial state radiation. Next, on �gures 10.16(b,), the spetra are ompared for twodi�erent values of Q2 and either the energy W ∼ Q2/x being �xed (bins 2 and 7, �g. 10.16(b)),or for a given value of x (bins 6 and 8, �gure 10.16()). The spetra in p⊥ are always harder forlarger Q2, whih is now the onsequene of the larger kinematial spae in p2
⊥ for the initial stateradiation. Two uts in pseudo-rapidity η for bin 3 are onsidered on �gure 10.16(d). We see aharder distribution for 1.5 < η < 2.5. Around mid-rapidity, where η is maximal, one �nds highertransverse momenta as this region is dominated by the ontribution of the largest virtuality photonproess.
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Figure 10.20: Transverse momentum of harged partiles for 0.5 < η < 1.5.



Chapter 11Results for Proton-Proton SatteringIn this setion we are going to disuss our results for proton-proton interations in the energyrange between roughly 10 and 2000 GeV, whih represents the range of validity of our approah.The lower limit is a fundamental limitation due to the fat that our approah requires hadronprodution to start after the primary interations are �nished, whih is no longer ful�lled at lowenergies. The upper limit is due to the fat that above 2000 GeV higher order sreening orretionsneed to be taken into aount.11.1 Energy dependeneWe �rst onsider the energy dependene of some elementary quantities in pp sattering in theabove mentioned energy range. In �g. 11.1, the results for the total ross setion are shown. The
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Figure 11.1: The total ross setion as a funtion of the energy √
s (left �gure): the full line is the simulation, thepoints represent data. Pomeron numbers as a funtion of the energy √

s (right): soft (dashed) and semi-hard (solidline) Pomerons.ross setion is essentially used to �t the soft Pomeron parameters. Also shown in the �gure is theenergy dependene of the number of soft and semi-hard Pomerons. Over the whole energy rangeshown in the �gure, soft physis is dominating. So for example at RHIC, soft physis dominatesby far.Our results for hadron prodution are based on the Pomeron parameters, de�ned from the rosssetions �tting, and on the fragmentation proedure, adjusted on the basis of e+e−data. In �g.11.2, average multipliities of di�erent hadron speies are given as a funtion of the energy. In �g.159



160 11 Results for Proton-Proton Sattering11.3, we show the energy dependene of the pseudo-rapidity plateau dnC/dη(0) and of the meansquared transverse momentum < p2
t >.
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Figure 11.2: The average multipliities of di�erent hadron speies, as a funtion of the energy √
s. From top tobottom: all harged partiles, π+, π−, K+, K−, p̄. The full lines are simulations, the points represent data (from[56℄).
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s. The full lines are simulations, the points represent data.



11.2 Charged Partile and Pion Spetra 16111.2 Charged Partile and Pion SpetraIn �g. 11.4, we present rapidity distributions of pions at 100 GeV, in �g. 11.5 rapidity distributionsof pions and harged partiles at 200 GeV. The values following the Symbol �I=� represent theintegrals, i.e. the average multipliity. The �rst number is the simulation, the seond number (inbrakets) represents data.
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Figure 11.4: Rapidity distributions of pions at 100 GeV. The full lines are simulations, the points represent data.
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164 11 Results for Proton-Proton Sattering11.3 Proton spetraIn �g. 11.10, we plot longitudinal momentum fration distributions of protons for di�erent valuesof t at 200 GeV, in �gs. 11.11 and 11.12 as well longitudinal momentum fration distributionsat 100-200 GeV, for given values of pt or integrated over pt. In �g. 11.13, we show transversemomentum spetra of protons for di�erent values of the longitudinal momentum fration x at 100and 205 GeV.
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Figure 11.10: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions of protons for di�erent values of t at 200 GeV. Thefull lines are simulations, the points represent data.
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Figure 11.11: Longitudinal momentum fration distribution of protons at 100 GeV, integrated over pt (left) andfor pt = 0.75 GeV/ (right). The full lines are simulations, the points represent data.
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Figure 11.12: Longitudinal momentum fration distributions of protons at 200 GeV, integrated over pt (left) andat 175 GeV, for pt = 0.75 GeV/ (right). The full lines are simulations, the points represent data.
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Figure 11.13: Transverse momentum spetra of protons for di�erent values of the longitudinal momentum fration
x at 100 and 205 GeV. The full lines are simulations, the points represent data.



166 11 Results for Proton-Proton Sattering11.4 Strange partile spetraIn �gs. 11.14 and 11.15, we show transverse momentum and rapidity spetra of lambdas (inluding
Σ0), anti-lambdas (inluding Σ̄0), and kaons. The numbers represent the integrals, i.e. the averagemultipliity. The �rst number is the simulation, the seond number (in brakets) represents data.
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Chapter 12Results for Collisions InvolvingNuleiIt is well known that seondary interations play an important role in ollisions involving nulei.Nevertheless, in this report, we do no want to onsider any resattering proedure, we just presentbare neXus simulations. This seems to us the most honest way to present results.12.1 Proton-Nuleus Sattering
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Figure 12.1: Rapidity distributions of harged partiles or negative pions for di�erent p + A ollisions at 200 GeV(lab). 167



168 12 Results for Collisions Involving NuleiIn �g. 12.1, we show rapidity spetra of negatively harged partiles for di�erent target nulei.Missing partiles in the bakward region are ertainly due to resattering. In the forward region,the model works well, exept for p+Au, whih represents the heaviest target, but in addition onehas here a entrality trigger, in ontrast to the other reations. Here, we expet some redutiondue to nulear sreening e�ets. The transverse momentum spetra are well reprodued in ase of
p + S, as shown in �g. 12.2, whereas for p + Au one sees some deviations for small values of pt, see�g. 12.3.Let us turn to proton spetra. In �g. 12.4, we show rapidity spetra of net protons (protonsminus anti-protons) for di�erent target nulei. Sine seondary interations are not onsidered,we are missing the pronouned peak around rapidity zero (not visible in the �gure, sine we havehosen the range for the y-axis to be [0,1℄). Apart of the target fragmentation region, the modelworks well. The transverse momentum spetra shown in �g. 12.5 refer to the target fragmentationregion, and therefore the absolute number is too small, whereas the shape of the spetra is quitegood.Strange partile spetra are shown in �gs. 12.6 and 12.7. Whereas the simulations agree withthe data for the kaons, the spetra are largely underestimated in ase of lambdas, in partiular inthe bakward region, where resattering plays a dominant role.
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12.2 Nuleus-Nuleus Sattering 17112.2 Nuleus-Nuleus SatteringAgain, we show results of the bare neXus model, without any seondary interations. Consideringrapidity distributions of negatively harged partiles, as shown in �g. 12.8, we observe a strongexess at entral rapidities ompared to the data. Resattering will partly ure this, but notompletely. For asymmetri systems like for example S+Ag, we observe in addition a missingasymmetry in the shape of the rapidity spetrum, in other words, the simulated spetrum is toosymmetri. This is not surprising, sine in our approah AGK anelations apply, whih make
A + B spetra idential to the p + p ones, up to a fator. Resattering will not ure this, sine itats essentially at entral rapidities. But we expet another important e�et e�et due to additionalsreening e�ets oming from ontributions of ehnaned Pomeron diagrams. In �g. 12.9, we show
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Figure 12.8: Rapidity distributions of negatively harged partiles for di�erent A + B ollisions at 200 GeV (lab).transverse momentum or transverse mass spetra of negatively harged partiles for di�erent A+Bollisions at 200 GeV (lab). Several rapidity windows are shown; from top to bottom: 3.15-3.65,3.65-4.15, 4.15-4.65, 4.65-5.15, 5.15-5.65 in ase of Pb+Pb and 0.8-2, 2-3, 3-4, 4-4.4 for the otherreations. The lowest urves are properly normalized, the next ones are multiplied by ten, et. Weagain observe an exess at ertain rapidities, as already disussed above. In addition, in partiularfor heavy systems, the slopes are too steep, there is learly some need of seondary interations to�heat up� the system. This is onsistent with the fat that the multipliity is too high: olletivemotion should redue the multipliity but instead inrease the transverse energy per partile.
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Figure 12.10: Rapidity distributions of net protons for di�erent A + B ollisions at 200 GeV (lab).
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Figure 12.12: Rapidity distributions of kaons for S+S and Pb+Pb.
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Figure 12.13: Rapidity distributions of kaons for S+Ag and S+Au.
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Figure 12.14: Rapidity distributions of (from top to bottom) lambdas, anti-lambdas, and net lambdas for S+Sand Pb+Pb.



12.2 Nuleus-Nuleus Sattering 177

0

1

2

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Ag  200 GeV → aΛ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 1 fm

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

1.25

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Au  200 GeV → aΛ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 2.7 fm

0

2

4

6

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Ag  200 GeV → Λ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 1 fm

0

1

2

3

4

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Au  200 GeV → Λ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 2.7 fm

0

2

4

6

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Ag  200 GeV → Λ - aΛ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 1 fm

0

1

2

3

4

0 2 4 6
rapidity y

dn
/d

y  S+Au  200 GeV → Λ - aΛ
 neXus 2. 0

b < 2.7 fm

Figure 12.15: Rapidity distributions of (from top to bottom) lambdas, anti-lambdas, and net lambdas for S+Agand S+Au.
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Chapter 13SummaryWe presented a new approah for hadroni interations and for the initial stage of nulear ollisions,whih solves several oneptual problems of ertain lasses of models, whih are presently widelyused in order to understand experimental data.The main problem of these models is the fat that energy is not onserved in a onsistentfashion: the fat that energy needs to be shared between many elementary interations in aseof multiple sattering is well taken into aount when alulating partile prodution, but energyonservation is not taken are of in ross setion alulations. Related to this problem is the fatthat di�erent elementary interations in ase of multiple sattering are usually not treated equally,so the �rst interation is usually onsidered to be quite di�erent ompared to the subsequent ones.We provided a rigorous treatment of the multiple sattering aspet, suh that questions asenergy onservation are learly determined by the rules of �eld theory, both for ross setion andpartile prodution alulations. In both ases, energy is properly shared between the di�erentinterations happening in parallel. This is the most important and new aspet of our approah,whih we onsider to be a �rst neessary step to onstrut a onsistent model for high energynulear sattering.Another important aspet of our approah is the hypothesis that partile prodution is a uni-versal proess for all the elementary interations, from e+e− annihilation to nuleus-nuleus sat-tering. That is why we also arefully study e+e− annihilation and deep inelasti sattering. Thisallows to ontrol reasonably well for example the hadronization proedure, whih is not treatabletheoretially from �rst priniples.This work has been funded in part by the IN2P3/CNRS (PICS 580) and the Russian Foundationof Basi Researhes (RFBR-98-02-22024).
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Appendix AKinematis of Two Body CollisionsA.1 ConventionsWe onsider a sattering of a projetile P on a target T (hadron-hadron or parton-parton). Wede�ne the inident 4-momenta to be p and p′ and the transferred momentum q, so that the outgoingmomenta are p̃ = p + q and p̃′ = p′ − q, see �g. A.1. We de�ne as usual the Mandelstam variables
p=p+q

p’

~ p

p’=p’-q~Figure A.1: Two body kinematis.
s = (p + p′)2, t = (p̃ − p)2. (A.1)Usually, we employ light one momentum variables, onneted to the energy and z-omponent ofthe partile momentum, as

p± = p0 ± pz , (A.2)and we denote the partile 4-vetor as
p = (p+, p−, ~p⊥). (A.3)A.2 Proof of the Impossibility of Longitudinal ExitationsHere, we present a mathematial proof of the well known fat that longitudinal exitations areimpossible at high energies. Consider a ollision between two hadrons h and h′ whih leads to twohadrons h̃ and h̃′,

h(p) + h′(p′) → h̃(p̃) + h̃′(p̃′) (A.4)with four-momenta p, p′, p̃, p̃′. As usual, we de�ne s = (p + p′)2 and t = (p̃ − p)2. For thefollowing, we onsider always the limit s → ∞ and ignore terms of the order p2/s. We expand
q = p̃ − p = p′ − p̃′ as

q = αp + βp′ + q⊥ , (A.5)181



182 A Kinematis of Two Body Collisionsand obtain
α =

2qp′

s
, β =

2qp

s
, (A.6)where we used

p2 = 0, p′2 = 0, pq⊥ = p′q⊥ = 0, s = 2pp′. (A.7)We get
q =

q2

s
(p − p′) + q⊥, (A.8)having used

q = p̃ − p = p′ − p̃′, p2 = p′2 = 0, p′p̃′ = pp̃ = −q2/2. (A.9)This proves
q = q⊥ (A.10)for s → ∞ and limited q2. In other words, momentum transfer is purely transversal at highenergies.



Appendix BPartoni Interation AmplitudesB.1 Semi-hard Parton-Parton SatteringLet us derive the mathematial expression orresponding to the ontribution of so-alled semi-hardparton-parton sattering, see �g. B.1. Here p, p′ are the 4-momenta of the onstituent partons
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k’ k’-qFigure B.1: Semi-hard ontribution Tsea−sea.partiipating in the proess. We denote by k, k′ the 4-momenta of the �rst partons entering theperturbative evolution, i.e. the initial partons for the perturbative parton asade (haraterizedby parton virtualities Q2 > Q2
0). Further, we de�ne light one momentum frations

x+ =
p+

p+
0

, x− =
p′−

p−0
, x+

1 =
k+

p+
0

, x−
1 =

k′−

p−0
, (B.1)with p±0 being the total light-one momenta for the interation.At high energies, the dominant ontribution to the proess omes from the kinematial regionwhere these partons are slow, i.e. x±

1 ≪ x±, so that a relatively small ontribution of the pertur-bative parton asade (of the ladder part of the diagram of the �g. B.1) is ompensated by thelarge density of suh partons, resulted from the soft pre-evolution [24, 57℄. Sine the initial partons
k, k′ are gluons or sea quarks (ontrary to valene quarks) we talk about �sea-sea� ontribution.Let us �rst onsider the ase where the intermediate partons k, k′ are gluons. Then the ampli-tude for the diagram of �g. B.1 an be written as

iT gg
sea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
d4k′

(2π)4

∑

λλ′γγ′δδ′ττ ′

iMg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λγ (B.2)

× Dg
λδ

(
k2
)

Dg
γτ

(
(k + q)2

)
iMgg

hard

(
k, k′, k + q, k′ − q, Q2

0

)
δτδ′τ ′

× Dg
λ′δ′

(
k′2) Dg

γ′τ ′

(
(k′ − q)2

)
iMg

soft(p
′,−k′, p′ − q,−k′ + q)λ′γ′ ,183



184 B Partoni Interation Amplitudeswhere the amplitude Mgg
hard

(
k, k′, k + q, k′ − q, Q2

0

)
δτδ′τ ′

represents the perturbative ontribution ofthe parton ladder with the initial partons of momenta k, k′ and with the momentum transfer alongthe ladder q (hard parton-parton sattering), the amplitude Mg
soft(p, k, p + q, k − q)λγ orrespondsto the non-perturbative soft interation between the onstituent parton with the 4-momentum pand the gluon with the 4-momentum k, and Dλδ

g(k) is the non-perturbative gluon propagator,
Dλδ

g(k) = iD̃g
(
k2
)

ελδ(k) with ελδ(k) being the usual gluon polarization tensor in the axial gauge;
λ, γ, δ, . . . denotes symbolially the ombination of olor and Lorentz indexes for the intermediategluons.As by onstrution partons of large virtualities Q2 > Q2

0 an only appear in the parton ladderpart of the diagram of the �g. B.1, we assume that the integral ∫ d4k onverges in the region ofrestrited virtualities k2 ∼ −s0 with s0 ≃ 1 GeV2 being the typial hadroni mass sale, i.e. theombination
Mg

soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λγ Dg
λδ

(
k2
)

Dg
γτ

(
(k + q)2

) (B.3)drops down fast with inreasing ∣∣k2
∣∣; this implies that the transverse momentum k⊥ is also re-strited to the region k⊥ ≤ s0. Similar arguments apply for k′. Further we make the usualassumption that longitudinal polarizations in the gluon propagators Dg

λδ

(
k2
) are aneled in theonvolution with the soft ontribution Mg

soft even for �nite gluon virtualities k2 [13℄. Finally weassume that in the onsidered limit x±
1 ≪ x± the amplitude Mg

soft(p, k, p + q, k − q)λγ is governedby the non-perturbative soft Pomeron exhange between the onstituent parton p and the gluon
k, whih implies in partiular that it has the singlet struture in the olor and Lorentz indexes:

Mg
soft(p, k, p + q, k − q)λγ ∼ δλ

γ . (B.4)Then, for small momentum transfer q in the proess of �g. B.1 the intermediate gluons of momenta
k, k′, k + q, k′ − q an be onsidered as real (on-shell) ones with respet to the perturbative partonevolution in the ladder, haraterized by large momentum transfers Q2 > Q2

0. Then we obtain
1

K2
g

∑

λλ′δδ′ττ ′

Mgg
hard

(
k, k′, k + q, k′ − q, Q2

0

)
δτδ′τ ′

(B.5)
× ελδ(k)εδτ (k + q)ελ′δ′(k′)εδ′τ ′(k′ − q) ≃ T gg

hard(ŝhard, q2, Q2
0),where the averaging over the spins and the olors of the initial gluons k, k′ is inorporated in thefator K2

g , T gg
hard(ŝhard, t, Q

2
0) is de�ned in (2.16), and ŝhard = (k + k′)2 ≃ k+k′− = x+

1 x−
1 s.Now, using (B.4-B.5) we an rewrite (B.2) as

iT gg
sea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∫
dk+dk−d2k⊥

2(2π)4
dk′+dk′−d2k′

⊥
2(2π)4

iT gg
hard(ŝhard, q2, Q2

0)

×
[
−i
∑

λ

Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ D̃g

(
k2
)

D̃g
(
(k + q)2

)
] (B.6)

×
[
−i
∑

λ′

Mg
soft(p

′,−k′, p′ − q,−k′ + q)λ′λ′ D̃g
(
k′2) D̃g

(
(k′ − q)2

)
]

.It is onvenient to perform separately the integrations over k−, k′+, k⊥, k′
⊥ keeping in mind thatthe only dependene on those variables in the eq. (B.6) appears in the non-perturbative ontri-butions in the square brakets. Let us onsider the �rst of those ontributions, orresponding tothe upper soft blob at �g. B.1 together with the intermediate gluon propagators (for the lowerblob the derivation is idential). Being desribed by the soft Pomeron exhange, the amplitude

Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ is an analytial funtion of the energy invariants ŝsoft = (p − k)2

≃ −p+k− and ûsoft = (p + k + q)2 ≃ p+k−with the singularities in the omplex k−-plane, orre-sponding to the values ŝsoft = s′ − i0 for all real s′ whih are greater than some threshold value
sthr for the Pomeron asymptotis to be applied, as well as for ûsoft = u′ − i0, where u′ > uthr



B.1 Semi-hard Parton-Parton Sattering 185with some threshold value uthr [14℄. Thus one has the singularities in the variable k−in the upperhalf of the omplex plane at k− ≃ (−s′ − i0)/p+ and in the lower half of the omplex plane at
k− ≃ (u′ − i0)/p+. Then one an use the standard trik to rotate the integration ontour C in thevariable k−suh that the new ontour C′ enloses the left-hand singularities in k−, orrespondingto the right-hand singularities in the variable ŝsoft [14℄. Then one ends up with the integral overthe disontinuity of the amplitude Mg

soft on the left-hand ut in the variable k−, whih is up to aminus sign equal to the disontinuity on the right-hand ut in ŝsoft:
∫ +∞

−∞
dk−

[
∑

λ

Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ D̃g

(
k2
)

D̃g
(
(k + q)2

)
]

=

∫ −sthr/k+

−∞
dk− discŝsoft

[
∑

λ

Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ D̃g

(
k2
)

D̃g
(
(k + q)2

)
] (B.7)

=

∫ −sthr/k+

−∞
dk− 2i Im

[
∑

λ

Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ D̃g

(
k2
)

D̃g
(
(k + q)2

)
]

. (B.8)Now, using ∫ dk− =
∫

dk2/k+ and realling our assumption that the integral over k2 gets dominantontribution from the region k2 ∼ −s0, we may write
∫

dk−d2k⊥

(2π)4 Im
[∑

λ Mg
soft(p,−k, p + q,−k − q)λλ D̃g

(
k2
)

D̃g
(
(k + q)2

)]

= 1
k+ Im T g

soft

(
ŝsoft, q

2
) (B.9)with

ŝsoft = s0
p+

k+
= s0

x+

x+
1

. (B.10)The integrations over k2 in the viinity of k2 = −s0 and over k⊥ ≤ s0 are supposed to just on-tribute to the redetermination of the Pomeron-gluon oupling of the usual soft Pomeron amplitude,and therefore we parameterize the amplitude T g
soft as (ompare with eq. (2.5))

T g
soft(ŝ, t) = 8πs0η(t) γpartγg

(
ŝ

s0

)α
P
(0)

exp
(
λ(1)

soft(ŝ/s0) t
) (

1 − s0

ŝ

)βg

, (B.11)with
λ(1)

soft(z) = R2
part + α′

soft lnz, (B.12)where we used γg for the Pomeron-gluon oupling and we negleted the radius of the Pomeron-gluon vertex assuming that the oupling is loal in the soft Pomeron; the fator (1 − s0/ŝ)βg isinluded to ensure that the Pomeron has su�iently large mass, whih is the neessary onditionfor applying Regge desription for the soft evolution. As we shall see below the parameter βgdetermines the gluon momentum distribution in the Pomeron at x±
1 → x±.Finally, using the above results we obtain

iT gg
sea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∫
dk+

k+

dk′−

k′− Im T g
soft(ŝsoft, t) Im T g

soft(ŝ
′
soft, t) iT gg

hard(ŝhard, t, Q2
0) (B.13)

=

∫ 1

0

dz+

z+

dz−

z−
Im T g

soft

( s0

z+
, t
)

Im T g
soft

( s0

z−
, t
)

iT gg
hard(z

+z−ŝ, t, Q2
0), (B.14)where the following de�nitions have been used:

z± =
x±

1

x± , ŝsoft = s0
x+

x+
1

=
s0

z+
, ŝ′soft = s0

x−

x−
1

=
s0

z−
, ŝhard = x+

1 x−
1 s = z+z−ŝ. (B.15)



186 B Partoni Interation AmplitudesIn the ase of the intermediate parton k being a (anti-)quark, we assume that it originates fromloal gluon splitting in the soft Pomeron. Thus we neglet the slope of the (non-perturbative)gluon-quark vertex. Using the usual Altarelli-Parisi kernel P q
g (z) = 1

2 (z2 + (1 − z)2) for the gluonlight one momentum partition between the quark and the anti-quark, we get the orrespondingamplitude T qg
sea−sea(ŝ, t) as

iT qg
sea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∫ 1

0

dz+

z+

dz−

z−
Im T q

soft

( s0

z+
, t
)

Im T g
soft

( s0

z−
, t
)

iT qg
hard(z

+z−ŝ, t, Q2
0), (B.16)where the imaginary part of the amplitude Im T q

soft for the soft Pomeron exhange between theonstituent parton and the quark q ∈ {u, d, s, ū, d̄, s̄} is expressed via Im T g
soft as

Im T q
soft(ŝsoft, t) = γqg

∫
dξ P q

g (ξ) Im T g
soft(ξ ŝsoft, t), (B.17)with γqg representing the quark-gluon vertex value and ξ being the ratio of the quark and theparent gluon light one momentum, ξ = k+/k+

g ; the mass squared of the Pomeron between theinitial onstituent parton and the gluon is then
(p − kg)

2 ≃ s0
p+

k+
g

= ξ ŝsoft. (B.18)The full amplitude for the semi-hard sattering is the sum of the di�erent terms disussedabove, i.e.
iTsea−sea(ŝ, t) =

∑

jk

iT jk
sea−sea(ŝ, t)

=
∑

jk

∫ 1

0

dz+

z+

dz−

z−
Im T j

soft

( s0

z+
, t
)

Im T k
soft

( s0

z−
, t
)

iT jk
hard(z

+z−ŝ, t, Q2
0),(B.19)where j, k denote the types (�avors) of the initial partons for the perturbative evolution (quarksor gluons).The disontinuity of the amplitude Tsea−sea(ŝ, t) on the right-hand ut in the variable ŝ de�nesthe ontribution of the ut diagram of the �g. B.1. Cutting proedure amounts here to replae thehard parton-parton sattering amplitude iT jk

hard(ŝhard, t, Q2
0) in (B.19) by 2ImT jk

hard(ŝhard, t, Q2
0),whereas the ontributions of the soft parton asades Im T j

soft stay unhanged as they are alreadyde�ned by the disontinuities in the orresponding variables ŝsoft and ŝ′soft. So the ut diagramontribution is just 2Im Tsea−sea(ŝ, t). At t = 0 it de�nes the ross setion for the semi-hardparton-parton sattering:
σsea−sea(ŝ) =

1

2ŝ
2ImTsea−sea(ŝ, 0) =

∑

jk

∫ 1

0

dz+dz−Ej
soft

(
z+
)

Ek
soft

(
z−
)

σjk
hard(z+z−ŝ, Q2

0),(B.20)where we used the expliit expressions (2.16), (B.11), (B.17) for T jk
hard, T j

soft, and the funtions
Ej

soft are de�ned as
Eg

soft (z) = 8πs0γpartγg z−αsoft(0) (1 − z)βg (B.21)
Eq

soft (z) = γqg

∫ 1

z

dξ P q
g (ξ)Eg

soft

(
z

ξ

)
. (B.22)It is easy to see that Ej

soft (z) has the meaning of the momentum distribution of parton j at thesale Q2
0 for an elementary interation, i.e. parton distribution in the soft Pomeron. Introduingthe gluon splitting probability wsplit and the oupling γ̃g via

γqgγg = wsplit γ̃g, γg = (1 − wsplit) γ̃g, (B.23)



B.2 Parton Evolution 187the light one momentum onservation reads
1 =

∫ 1

0

dz
∑

j

z Ej
soft (z) = 8πs0γpartγ̃g

∫ 1

0

dz z1−αsoft(0) (1 − z)βg (B.24)and therefore
γ̃g =

1

8πs0γpart

Γ(3 − αsoft(0) + βg)

Γ(2 − αsoft(0)) Γ(1 + βg)
(B.25)B.2 Parton EvolutionIn this appendix, we disuss the properties of the evolution funtion EQCD, desribing the pertur-bative evolution of partons.The evolution funtion Ejm

QCD

(
z, Q2

0, Q
2
) satis�es the usual DGLAP equation

dEjm
QCD

(
Q2

0, Q
2, x
)

d lnQ2
=
∑

k

∫ 1

x

dz

z

αs

2π
P̃m

k (z) Ejk
QCD

(x

z
, Q2

0, Q
2
) (B.26)with the initial ondition Ejm

QCD

(
Q2

0, Q
2
0, z
)

= δm
j δ(1−z). Here P̃m

k (z) are the usual Altarelli-Parisisplitting funtions, regularized at z → 1 by the ontribution of virtual emissions.
partons
and virtual
unresolvable

Figure B.2: Unresolvable emissions are summed over, providing the so-alled Sudakov form fator.One an introdue the onept of �resolvable� parton emission, i.e. an emission of a �nal (s-hannel) parton with a �nite share of the parent parton light one momentum (1 − z) > ǫ =
p2
⊥res /Q2 (with �nite relative transverse momentum p2

⊥ = Q2(1 − z) > p2
⊥res ) [58℄ and use theso-alled Sudakov form fator, orresponding to the ontribution of any number of virtual andunresolvable emissions (i.e. emissions with (1 − z) < ǫ) - see �g. B.2.

∆k(Q2
0, Q

2) = exp

{∫ Q2

Q2
0

dq2

q2

∫ 1

1−ǫ

dz
αs

2π
P̃ k

k (z)

} (B.27)This an also be interpreted as the probability of no resolvable emission between Q2
0 and Q2.Then Ejm

QCD an be expressed via Ējm
QCD, orresponding to the sum of any number (but at leastone) resolvable emissions, allowed by the kinematis:

Ejm
QCD

(
z, Q2

0, Q
2
)

= δm
j δ(1 − z)∆j(Q2

0, Q
2) + Ējm

QCD

(
z, Q2

0, Q
2
)
, (B.28)



188 B Partoni Interation Amplitudeswhere Ējm
QCD

(
z, Q2

0, Q
2
) satis�es the integral equation

Ējm
QCD

(
x, Q2

0, Q
2
)

=

∫ Q2

Q2
0

dQ2
1

Q2
1

[
∑

k

∫ 1−ǫ

x

dz

z

αs

2π
Pm

k (z) Ējk
QCD

(x

z
, Q2

0, Q
2
1

)
+

+ ∆j(Q2
0, Q

2
1)

αs

2π
Pm

j (x)
]
∆m(Q2

1, Q
2) (B.29)Here P k

j (z) are the Altarelli-Parisi splitting funtions for real emissions, i.e. without δ-funtionand regularization terms at z → 1.
n-> oo

n 1

 Σ
i=1

n

n-> ooQCDE = lim = lim n

n = +Figure B.3: The alulation of ĒQCD.Eq. (B.29) an be solved iteratively, expressing Ējm
QCD as the ontribution of at most n (n → ∞)resolvable emissions (of an ordered ladder with at most n ladder rungs) - see �g. B.3:

Ējm
QCD(Q2

0, Q
2, x) = lim

n→∞
E

(n)jm
QCD (Q2

0, Q
2, x), (B.30)with

E
(n)jm
QCD

(
x, Q2

0, Q
2
)

=

∫ Q2

Q2
0

dQ2
1

Q2
1

[
∑

k

∫ 1−ǫ

x

dz

z

αs

2π
Pm

k (z) E
(n−1)jk
QCD

(x

z
, Q2

0, Q
2
1

)]

× ∆m(Q2
1, Q

2) + E
(1)jm
QCD

(
x, Q2

0, Q
2
) (B.31)

E
(1)jm
QCD

(
x, Q2

0, Q
2
)

=

∫ Q2

Q2
0

dQ2
1

Q2
1

∆j(Q2
0, Q

2
1) ∆m(Q2

1, Q
2)

αs

2π
Pm

j (z) (B.32)So the proedure amounts to only onsidering resolvable emissions, but to multiply eah propagatorwith ∆j , whih is the reason for the appearane of ∆j in eqs. (B.29), (B.31-B.32).B.3 Time-Like Parton SplittingWe disuss here the algorithm for Monte Carlo generation of time-like parton emission on the basisof the eq. (6.25).The standard proedure is to apply the Monte Carlo rejetion method [27℄. We onsider thesplitting of a parton j with a maximal virtuality Q2
j max given by the preeding proess. For theproposal funtion, we de�ne the limits in z for given Q2

j using an approximate formula
p2
⊥ ≃ z(1 − z)Q2

j − zQ2
l − (1 − z)Q2

k (B.33)instead of the exat one, eq. (6.28), with the lowest possible virtualities for daughter partons
Q2

k = Q2
l = p2

⊥fin, whih gives
zmin / max(Q

2
j) =

1

2
± 1

2

√
1 − 4p2

⊥fin

Q2
j

. (B.34)



B.3 Time-Like Parton Splitting 189Further, we de�ne upper limits,
P̄ g

g (z) = 3

{
1

z
+

1

1 − z

}
,

P̄ q
g (z) =

Nf

2
, (B.35)

P̄ g
q (z) =

4

3

2

1 − z
,for the splitting funtions,

1

2
P g

g (z) = 3
(1 − z(1 − z))2

z(1 − z)
,

1

2

∑

i∈{u,d,s,ū,d̄,s̄}
P i

g(z) =
Nf

2
(z2 + (1 − z)2), (B.36)

P g
q (z) =

4

3

1 + z2

1 − z
,with Nf being the number of ative quark �avors. Integrating these three funtions P̄ k

j (z) over zfrom zmin = zmin(Q
2
j) to zmax = zmax(Q

2
j) as

Ik
j (Q2

j ) =

∫ zmax

zmin

dz P̄ k
j (z), (B.37)one obtains

Ig
g (Q2

j) = 3

(
ln

(
zmax

zmin

)
+ ln

(
1 − zmin

1 − zmax

)) (B.38)
Iq
g (Q2

j) =
nf

2
(zmax − zmin) (B.39)

Iq
q (Q2

j) =
8

3
ln

(
1 − zmin

1 − zmax

)
. (B.40)De�ning Ij(Q

2
j) as

Ij(Q
2
j) =

{
Ig
g (Q2

j) + Iq
g (Q2

j )
}

δg
j + Iq

q (Q2
j) δq

j , (B.41)we propose the value Q2
j based upon the probability distribution

fj(Q
2
j) = −αmax

2π
Ij(Q

2
j)

1

Q2
j

, (B.42)with αmax = αs(p
2
⊥min) = αs(p

2
⊥fin). The �avor k of the daughter parton is then hosen aordingto partial ontributions Ik

j (Q2
j ) in (B.41), and the value of z aording to the funtions P̄ k

j (z).The proposed values for Q2
j = Q2, k, and z are aepted aording to the probability

αs(p
2
⊥)

αmax
wk

j , (B.43)with p2
⊥ = z(1 − z)Q2

j and
wg

g = (1 − z(1 − z))2, (B.44)
wq

g = z2 + (1 − z)2, (B.45)
wg

q = (1 + z2)/2 . (B.46)Otherwise, the proposal is rejeted and one looks for another splitting with Q2
j max = Q2

j .
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Appendix CHadron-Hadron AmplitudesIn this appendix, we disuss the hadron-hadron sattering amplitude Th1h2 , where h1 and h2represent any pair of hadrons.C.1 Negleting Valene Quark SatteringsWe start with the general expression for hadron-hadron sattering amplitude, eq. (2.31),
iTh1h2(s, t) =

∞∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ n∏

l=1
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d4kl

(2π)4
d4k′
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N
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×
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2
l )
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N
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(p′, k′
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′
n,−q1, . . . ,−qn) (2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑

k=1

qi − q

)
, (C.1)with t = q2, s = (p + p′)2 ≃ p+p′−, and with p, p′ being the 4-momenta of the initial hadrons.We onsider for simpliity idential parton onstituents (negleting valene quark satterings) andtake T1IP to be the sum of the soft Pomeron exhange amplitude (see eq. (2.5)) and the semi-hardsea-sea sattering amplitude (see eq. (??)):

T1IP(ŝl, q
2
l ) = Tsoft(ŝl, q

2
l ) + Tsea−sea(ŝl, q

2
l ), (C.2)with ŝl = (kl + k′

l)
2 ≃ k+

l k′−
l . The momenta kl, k

′
l and ql denote orrespondingly the 4-momentaof the initial partons for the l-th sattering and the 4-momentum transfer in that partial pro-ess. The fator 1/n! takes into aount the idential nature of the n sattering ontributions.

N
(n)
h (p, k1, . . . , kn, q1, . . . , qn) denotes the ontribution of the vertex for n-parton oupling to thehadron h.We assume that the initial partons kl, k

′
l are haraterized by small virtualities k2

l ∼ −s0,
k′2

l ∼ −s0, and therefore by small transverse momenta k2
l⊥

< s0, k′2
l⊥

< s0, so that the generalresults of the analysis made in [3, 14℄ are appliable for the hadron-parton verties N
(n)
h . Using

d4kl =
1

2
dk+

l dk−
l d2kl⊥ , d4ql =

1

2
dq+

l dq−l d2ql⊥ , (C.3)we an perform the integrations over k−
l , kl⊥ , q−l and k′+

l , k′
l⊥

, q+
l separately for the upper and thelower vertexes by making use of

q2
l ≃ −q2

l⊥ , k−
l , q−l ≪ k′−

l , k′+
l , q+

l ≪ k+
l , (C.4)191



192 C Hadron-Hadron Amplitudesas well as the fat that the integrals dk+
l , dk′−

l are restrited by the physial region
0 < k+

l ≤ p+,
∑

l

k+
l ≤ p+, (C.5)(similar for k′−

l ) [14℄. We shall onsider expliitly the upper vertex as for the lower one thederivation is idential. The integrals over k−
l , q−l are de�ned by the disontinuities of the analytiamplitude N

(n)
h with respet to the singularities in the orresponding energy invariants

s+
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2 ≃ −p+k−
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... (C.6)
s+

n = (p − k1 − · · · − kn)2,and
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q1
= (p + q1)

2 ≃ p+q−1 ,

... (C.7)
s+

qn−1
= (p + q1 + · · · + qn−1)

2.As the proesses orresponding to large values of s+
l , s+

ql
need an expliit treatment (the so-alledenhaned diagrams, see hapter 5), we only get ontributions from the region of large k+

l ∼ p+, sothat
s+

l ≃ −p+(k−
1 + · · · + k−

l ) ∼ s0

(
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k+
1

+ · · · + p+

k+
l

)
< M2

0 , (C.8)where M2
0 is some minimal mass for the Pomeron asymptotis to be applied. The similar argumentholds for the momenta q−l , suh that

s+
ql
≃ p+(q−1 + · · · + q−l ) < M2

0 . (C.9)Using
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dk2
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, (C.10)we get
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 . (C.11)The only di�erene of the formula eq. (C.11) from the traditional expression for F
(n)
h in [3, 14℄is the fat that we keep expliitly the integrations over the light one momentum shares of theonstituent partons x+

l = k+
l /p+. Further we assume that the dependenes on the light one
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l and on the momentum transfers along the Pomerons q2

l ≃ −q2
l⊥

fatorizein F
(n)
h , and we use the Gaussian parameterization for the latter one,

F
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)
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)
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−R2
h
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q2
j⊥



 , (C.12)where the parameter R2
h is known as the hadron Regge slope [14℄. Based on the above disussionand a orresponding treatment of the lower part of the diagram, eq. (B.2) an be rewritten as
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 (C.13)
nucleon

spectators

k...participants: 21Figure C.1: Nuleon Fok state.The formula (C.13) an be also obtained using the parton momentum Fok state expansion ofthe hadron eigenstate [5℄
|h〉 =

∞∑

k=1

1

k!

∫ 1
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k∏
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dxl fk(x1, . . . xk) δ



1 −
k∑

j=1

xj



 a+(x1) · · · a+(xk) |0〉 , (C.14)where fk(x1, . . . xk) is the probability amplitude for the hadron h to onsist of k onstituent partonswith the light one momentum frations x1, . . . , xk and a+(x) is the reation operator for a partonwith the fration x. fk(x1, . . . xk) satis�es the normalization ondition
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k=1

1
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dxl |fk(x1, . . . xk)|2 δ



1 −
k∑
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 = 1 (C.15)Then, for the ontribution of n pair-like satterings between the parton onstituents of the projetileand target hadrons one obtains eq. (C.13), as shown in [5℄, with
1

n!
F̃

(n)
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∞∑
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1 −
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 (C.16)representing the �inlusive� momentum distributions of n �partiipating� parton onstituents, in-volved in the sattering proess. From the normalization ondition (C.15) follows the momentumonservation onstraint ∫ 1

0

dxxF̃
(1)
h (x) = 1 (C.17)



194 C Hadron-Hadron AmplitudesTo get further simpli�ations, we assume that F̃
(n)
h1(h2)(x1, . . . xn) an be represented in a fa-torized form as a produt of the ontributions Fh

part(xl), depending on the momentum shares xlof the �partiipating� or �ative� parton onstituents, and on the funtion Fh
remn

(
1 −∑n

j=1 xj

),representing the ontribution of all �spetator� partons, sharing the remaining share 1 −
∑

j xj ofthe initial light one momentum (see �g. C.1). So we have
F̃

(n)
h (x1, . . . xn) =

n∏

l=1

Fh
part(xl) Fh

remn



1 −
n∑

j=1

xj



 (C.18)The partiipating parton onstituents are assumed to be quark-anti-quark pairs (not neessarily ofidential �avors), suh that the baryon numbers of the projetile and of the target are onserved.So we have x = xq + xq̄ with xq and xq̄ being the light-one momentum frations of the quark andthe anti-quark. The funtion Fh
part may thus be written as

Fh
part(x) =

∫
dxqdxq̄ F̄h

part(xq, xq̄) δ(x − xq − xq̄). (C.19)In ase of soft or semi-hard Pomerons, F̄h
part is taken as a produt of two asymptotis x

−αq

i , i = q, q̄,so we have
Fh

part(x) = γhx−αpart , (C.20)with αpart = 2αq − 1. The parameter αq de�nes the probability to slow down the onstituent(�dressed�) (anti-)quark; it is related to the Regge interept of the qq̄-trajetory [59℄: αq = αIR(0) ≃
0.5. The remnant funtion Fh

remn de�nes the probability to slow down the initial hadron quarkon�guration; it is assumed to be of the form
Fh

remn(x) = xαh
remn , (C.21)with an adjustable parameter αh

remn. Using (C.18-C.21), the eq. (C.13) an be rewritten as
iTh1h2(s, t) = 8π2s
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)
. (C.22)with

T h1h2

1IP
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l⊥

)
= T1IP
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)
Fh1
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+
l )Fh2

part(x
−
l ) exp

(
−
[
R2

h1
+ R2

h2

]
q2
l⊥

) (C.23)representing the ontributions of �elementary interations plus external legs�.C.2 Inluding Valene Quark Hard SatteringsTo inlude valene quark hard satterings one has to replae the inlusive parton momentumdistributions
1

n!
F̃

(n)
h (x1, . . . xn) (C.24)in (C.13) by the momentum distributions

1

nv! (n − nv)!
F̃

(n,nv)i1,...inv

h

(
xv1 , . . . , xvnv

, xnv+1, . . . , xn

)
, (C.25)



C.2 Inluding Valene Quark Hard Satterings 195orresponding to the ase of nv partons being valene quarks with �avors i1, . . . , inv
(taken at thevirtuality sale Q2

0) and other n − nv partons being usual non-valene partiipants (quark-anti-quark pairs). One has as well to take into aount di�erent ontributions for satterings betweena pair of valene quarks or between a valene quark and a non-valene partiipant. In partiular,for a single hard sattering on a valene quark we have to use
F̃

(1,1)
h (xv) = qi

val(xν), (C.26)where qi
val is the momentum distribution of a valene quark of �avor i at the sale Q2

0. In orderto onserve the initial hadron baryon ontent and to keep the simple fatorized struture (C.18),we assoiate a �quasi-spetator� anti-quark to eah valene quark interation, de�ning the jointontribution F̄ i
part (xv, xq̄) of the valene quark with the �avor i and the anti-quark. Thus we have
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h
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) (C.27)
=

nv∏
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part(xm) Fh
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(
1 −

n∑

k=1

xk

)
,where xl is the sum of the momentum frations of lth valene quark and the orresponding anti-quark; we allow here formally any number of valene quark partiipants (based on the fat thatmultiple valene type proesses give negligible ontribution to the sattering amplitude). By on-strution the integral over xq̄ of the funtion F̃ (1,1)i

h (xv, xq̄) gives the inlusive momentum distri-bution of the valene quark i. Thus the funtion F̄ i
part has to meet the ondition

∫ 1−xv
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part(xv, xq̄) Fh

remn(1 − xv − xq̄) = qi
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0) (C.28)Assuming that the anti-quark momentum distribution behaves as (xq̄)
−αR , and using the above-mentioned parameterization for Fh

remn, we get
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part(xv, xq̄) = N−1 qi
val(xv, Q2

0)(1 − xv)αIR−1−αremn(xq̄)
−αIR , (C.29)with the normalization fator

N =
Γ(1 + αremn) Γ(1 − αIR)

Γ(2 + αremn − αIR)
. (C.30)Now we an write the normalization ondition (C.17) for �ative� (partiipating in an interation)partons as

∫ 1
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∑

i
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∫ x

0
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remn(1 − x) = 1, (C.31)whih gives
γh = (1 − 〈xv〉)

Γ
(
3 − αpart + αh

remn

)

Γ(2 − αpart) Γ(1 + αh
remn)

, (C.32)with
〈xv〉 =

∑

i

∫ 1

0

xvdxv qi
val(xv, Q2

0) (C.33)being the average light one momentum fration arried by valene quarks.



196 C Hadron-Hadron AmplitudesC.3 Enhaned DiagramsIn this appendix, we demonstrate how triple Pomeron ontributions appear naturally in the Gribov-Regge formalism under ertain kinematial onditions, and we derive a formula for the hadron-hadron sattering amplitude in this ase.To introdue enhaned type diagrams let us ome bak to the proess of double soft Pomeronexhange, whih is a partiular ase of the diagram of �g 2.7. The orresponding ontributionto the elasti sattering amplitude is given in eqs. (2.31), (C.11) with n = 2 and with T1IP beingreplaed by Tsoft:
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Figure C.2: Double Pomeron exhange.We are now interested in the ontribution with some of the invariants
s+
1 = (p − k1)

2 ≃ −p+k−
1 ,

s+
2 = (p − k1 − k2)

2 ≃ −p+(k−
1 + k−

2 ), (C.35)
s+

q1
= (p + q1)

2 ≃ p+q−1 ,being large, implying k−
i , q−1 to be not too small. As was shown in [14℄, one an restrit theintegration region to s+

i ≤ s+
q1
, beause s+

i ≫ s+
q1
, (k−

i ≫ q−1 ) either orrespond to proesseswith exhange of more than two Pomerons or to the Pomeron self-oupling, the latter one justrenormalizing the Pomeron amplitude. Then from
k2
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2, (k1 + q1)
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(C.37)and orrespondingly k+
1 ∼ k+

2 and the invariants s+
1 , s+

2 , s+
q1

are of the same order. The ver-tex N
(2)
h for large s+

q1
an be desribed by the soft Pomeron asymptotis and we may write
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k1 + k2, and a term V 3P(k12, k1, k2, q, q1, q − q1) desribing the oupling of the three Pomerons1.So we get
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Figure C.3: Three Pomeron oupling.integrations over k2, k2
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) (C.39)with
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12 ≃ s0k
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12 = s0x
+/x+

12. (C.45)1 The triple Pomeron vertex is assumed to have nonplanar struture, orresponding to having the two lowerPomerons �in parallel�; the planar triple-Pomeron vertex would orrespond to subsequent emission of these Pomeronsand gives no ontribution in the high energy limit [60℄.
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V 3IP(k12, k1, k12 − k1, q, q1, q − q1) .We have also taken into aount the fat that the triple Pomeron vertex V 3IP has a salar struture,and we therefore suppose that it an only depend on the invariants
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i , (k1 + q1)

2, (k2 − q1 − q)2 ∼ −s0, q2 ≃ −q2
⊥, q2

1 ≃ −q2
1⊥

, q2
2 ≃ −(q⊥ − q1⊥

)2 (C.48)and on the partition of the light one momentum k+
12 between the two lower Pomerons,

z+ = k+
1 /k+

12 = (p′ + k1)
2/(p′ + k12)

2.Furthermore, we did assume the �at distribution in z+ in order to obtain k+
1 ∼ k+

2 ∼ k+
12/2 (seethe disussion above). We use the Gaussian parameterization for the q2

i -dependene of Ṽ 3IP,
Ṽ 3IP

(
−q2

⊥,−q2
1⊥

,−q2
2⊥

)
≡ r3IP exp

(
−R2

3IP

[
q2
⊥ + q2

1⊥
+ q2

2⊥

])
, (C.49)where r3IP is the triple-Pomeron oupling and R2

3IP is the slope of the triple-Pomeron vertex. Theslope R2
3IP is known to be small and will be negleted in the following.Now, using (C.34-C.49) for the upper vertex and doing the usual treatment (C.11-C.18) of thelower one, we get for the triple Pomeron amplitude
iT 3IP−

h1h2
(s, t) =

∫ 1

0

dx+

x+

dx−

x− Fh1
remn

(
1 − x+

)
Fh2

remn

(
1 − x−) iT h1h2

3IP− (x+, x−, s, t) (C.50)with
iT h1h2

3IP+ (x+, x−, s, t) = 8π2x+x−s
r3IP

2

∫ x+

s0/x−

dx+
12

x+
12

[
1

2s+
Im T h1

(
x+, s+,−q2

⊥
)]

×
∫

dz+

∫
d2q1⊥

d2q2⊥

∫ x−

0

dx−
1 dx−

2

2∏

l=1

[
1

8π2ŝl
iT h2

(
x−

l , ŝl,−q2
l⊥

)]

× δ(x− − x−
1 − x−

2 ) δ(2)(~q⊥ − ~q1⊥
− ~q2⊥

) , (C.51)with
T h
(
x, ŝ,−q2

⊥
)

= T h
soft

(
x, ŝ,−q2

⊥
)

= Tsoft

(
ŝ,−q2

⊥
)

Fh
part(x) exp

(
−R2

h q2
⊥
) (C.52)and

ŝ1 = x+
12z

+x−
1 s, ŝ2 = x+

12(1 − z+)x−
2 s. (C.53)The sign �−� in �3IP−� refers to the Pomeron �splitting� towards the target hadron (reversed

Y -diagram); the lower limit for the integral dx+
12 is due to x−

12 ≃ s0/x+
12 < x−.



C.4 Parton Generation for Triple-Pomeron Diagrams 199C.4 Parton Generation for Triple-Pomeron DiagramsThe inlusion of the triple-Pomeron ontributions results only in slight modi�ation of the standardproedure. Now the full ontribution of an elementary interation is
Gh1h2

1IP (x+, x−, s, b) +
∑

σ

2∑

i=0

̂̂
G

h1h2

3IPσ(i)(x
+, x−, xproj, xtarg, s, b), (C.54)where xproj, xtarg are the orresponding remnant light one momentum frations, and with theontributions of di�erent uts of triple-Pomeron diagrams being obtained from eq. (5.54), togetherwith eqs. (5.54), (5.47-5.49) as

̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(0)(x
+, x−, xproj, xtarg, s, b) =

r3IP

8

∫
d2b1

1

x− Gh1(x+, x+x−s,
∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣)

×
∫ xtarg

0

dx̂−
∫ 1

0

dz+

∫ x̂−+x−

0

dx−
1 Gh2(x−

1 , x−
1

s0

x− z+s, b1)

× Gh2(x̂− + x− − x−
1 , (x̂− + x− − x−

1 )
s0

x− (1 − z+)s, b1)

× Fremn (xtarg − x̂−)

Fremn (xtarg)
(C.55)and

̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(1)(x
+, x−, xproj, xtarg, s, b) = −r3IP

2

∫
d2b1

∫ x+

s0/(x−s)

dx+
12

x+
12

Gh1(x+, s+,
∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣)

×
∫ 1

0

dz+ Gh2(x−, x+
12z

+x−s, b1)

×
∫ xtarg

0

dx̂−Gh2(x̂−, x+
12(1 − z+)x̂−s, b1)

× Fremn (xtarg − x̂−)

Fremn (xtarg)
(C.56)and

̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(2)(x
+, x−, xproj, xtarg, s, b) =

r3IP

4

∫
d2b1

∫ x+

s0/(sx−)

dx+
12

x+
12

Gh1(x+, s+,
∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣) (C.57)
×

∫ 1

0

dz+

∫ x−

0

dx−
1 Gh2(x−

1 , ŝ1, b1)Gh2(x− − x−
1 , ŝ2, b1)(similarly for ̂̂Gh1h2

3IP+(i)). Thus, the elementary proess splits into a single elementary satteringontribution � with the weight
̂̂
G

h1h2

1IP = Gh1h2

1IP +
∑

σ

1∑

i=0

̂̂
G

h1h2

3IPσ(i), (C.58)and the ontribution with all three Pomerons being ut � with the weight
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP+(2) +
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(2). (C.59)



200 C Hadron-Hadron AmplitudesChoosing the �rst one, one proeeds in the usual way, with the funtions Gh1h2

1IP , Gh1h2

soft , Gh1h2
sea−sea,

Gh1h2

val−sea, Gh1h2

sea−val in eq. (6.4) being replaed by ̂̂Gh1h2

1IP ,
̂̂
G

h1h2

soft ,
̂̂
G

h1h2

sea−sea,
̂̂
G

h1h2

val−sea,
̂̂
G

h1h2

sea−val, wherewe introdue the funtions ̂̂GJ

h1h2 via
̂̂
GJ

h1h2

= Gh1h2

J +
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP+(0)J +
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(0)J +
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(1)J +
̂̂
G

h1h2

3IP−(1)J , (C.60)with J being �soft�, �sea-sea�, �val-sea� or �sea-val�. Here ̂̂Gh1h2

3IP−(0)soft is given by the eq. (C.55) with
Gh1(x+, x+x−s,

∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣) being replaed by its soft ontribution Gh1

soft(x
+, x+x−s,

∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣) (see eq.(5.34)), whereas ̂̂Gh1h2

3IP−(1)soft is given in (C.56) with bothGh1(x+, s+,
∣∣∣~b −~b1

∣∣∣) andGh2(x−, x+
12z

+x−s, b1)being represented by the soft ontributions G
h1/h2

soft . The other funtions ̂̂Gh1h2

3IP+(i)J are de�ned sim-ilarly to the �soft� ase - onsidering orresponding �sea� and �valene� ontributions in the utPomerons Gh1/h2 in eq. (C.55-C.56).For the ontribution orresponding to the ases of all three Pomerons being ut, we split theproesses into three separate ut Pomeron piees. Eah piee is haraterized by the funtion
Ḡh1h2

i± (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1), where b1 ≃ b/2 and
Ḡh1h2

1− (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1) = Gh1(x̄+, x̄+x̄−s, b1), x̄+ = x+, x̄− = s0/(x+
12s), (C.61)

Ḡh1h2
2− (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1) = Gh2(x̄−, x̄+x̄−s, b1), x̄+ = z+x+

12, x̄− = x−
1 , (C.62)

Ḡh1h2
3− (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1) = Gh2(x̄−, x̄+x̄−s, b1), x̄+ = (1 − z+)x+

12, x̄− = x− − x−
1 , (C.63)where the variables x+

12, z
+, x−

1 are generated aording to the integrand of eq. (C.57) (similarfor Ḡh1h2

i+ ). After that eah ontribution Ḡh1h2

i± (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1) is treated separately in the usualway, starting from the eq. (6.4), with the funtions Gh1h2

1IP , Gh1h2

soft , Gh1h2
sea−sea, Gh1h2

val−sea, Gh1h2

sea−valbeing replaed by Ḡh1h2

i± (x̄+, x̄−, s, b1) and by the orresponding partial ontributions of soft Gh
soft,�sea-sea�-type Gh

sea−sea, and �valene-sea�-type parton sattering Gh
val−sea (see eq. (5.34-5.36)), butwithout �valene-valene� ontribution.



Appendix DCalulation of Φ and HD.1 Calulation of ΦppHere, we present the detailed alulation of Φ for proton-proton ollisions. As shown earlier, Φppmay be written as
Φpp(x

+, x−s, b) =

∞∑

r1=0

· · ·
∞∑

rN=0

1

r1!
· · · 1

rN !

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

dx+
λ dx−

λ

×
r1∏

ρ1=1

−G1ρ1 . . .

r1+...+rN∏

ρN =r1+...+rN−1+1

−GNρN

× Fremn(x
+ −

∑

λ

x+
λ )Fremn(x− −

∑

λ

x−
λ ), (D.1)with

Fremn(x) = xαremn Θ(x)Θ(1 − x), (D.2)and with Giλ being of the form
Giλ(x+

λ , x−
λ , s, b) = αi(x

+
λ x−

λ )βi , (D.3)with αi and βi being s- and b-dependent parameters. We obtain
Φpp(x

+, x−, s, b) =

∞∑

r1=0

· · ·
∞∑

rN =0

(−α1)
r1

r1!
· · · (−αN )rN

rN !

× Ir1,...,rN
(x+)Ir1,...,rN

(x−) (D.4)with
Ir1,...,rN

(x) =

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

dxλ

r1∏

ρ1=1

xβ1
ρ1

. . .

r1+...+rN∏

ρN=r1+...+rN−1+1

xβN
ρN

Fremn(x −
∑

λ

xλ), (D.5)whih amounts to 201
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Ir1,...,rN
(x) =

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

[dxλxǫλ

λ ](x −
∑

λ

xλ)αremnθ(x −
∑

λ

xλ)θ

(
1 − (x −

∑

λ

xλ)

)
, (D.6)with

ǫλ =






β1 for λ ≤ r1

β2 for r1 < λ ≤ r1 + r2

. . .
βN for r1 + . . . + rN−1 < λ ≤ r1 + . . . + rN

. (D.7)We de�ne new variables,





uλ = xλ

x−x1−...−xλ−1

duλ = dxλ

x−x1−...−xλ−1

, (D.8)whih have the following property,
λ−1∏

α=1

(1 − uα) =

λ−1∏

α=1

x − . . . − xα

x − . . . − xα−1
=

x − . . . − xλ−1

x
, (D.9)and therefore






xλ = xuλ

∏λ−1
α=1(1 − uα)

dxλ = xduλ

∏λ−1
α=1(1 − uα)

. (D.10)This leads to
Ir1,...,rN

(x) =

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

{
duλuǫλ

λ x1+ǫλ

λ−1∏

α=1

(1 − uα)1+ǫλ

}[
x

r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

(1 − uλ)

]αremn (D.11)De�ning
α = αremn +

r1+...+rN∑

λ=1

ǫ̃λ = αremn + r1β̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N (D.12)and
γλ = αremn+

r1+...+rN∑

ν=λ+1

ǫ̃ν =






αremn + (r1 − λ)β̃1 + r2β̃2 + . . . + rN β̃N if λ ≤ r1

αremn + (r1 + r2 − λ)β̃2 + r3β̃3 + . . . + rN β̃N if r1 < λ ≤ r1 + r2

. . .

αremn + (r1 + . . . + rN − λ)β̃N if λ > r1 + . . . + rN−1(D.13)with
β̃ = β + 1 , (D.14)
ǫ̃ = ǫ + 1 , (D.15)we �nd
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Ir1,...,rN

(x) = xα

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

duλuǫλ

λ (1 − uλ)γλ (D.16)The u-integration an be done,
∫ 1

0

duuǫ(1 − u)γ =
Γ(1 + ǫ)Γ(1 + γ)

Γ(2 + ǫ + γ)
, (D.17)and we get

Ir1,...,rN
(x) = xα

r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

Γ(1 + ǫλ)Γ(1 + γλ)

Γ(2 + ǫλ + γλ)
(D.18)Using the relation 1 + ǫλ + γλ = γλ−1, we get

Ir1,...,rN
(x) = xαΓ(1 + β1)

r1 . . . Γ(1 + βN )rN

r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

Γ(1 + γλ)

Γ(1 + γλ−1)
(D.19)

= xαΓ(1 + β1)
r1 . . . Γ(1 + βN )rN

Γ (1 + γr1+...+rN
)

Γ(1 + γ0)
, (D.20)or

Ir1,...,rN
(x) = xαremn+r1β̃1+...+rN β̃N Γ(β̃1)

r1 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN
Γ(α̃remn)

Γ(α̃remn + r1β̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N )
. (D.21)The �nal expression for Φpp is therefore

Φpp(x
+, x−, s, b) = xαremn

∞∑

r1=0

· · ·
∞∑

rN=0

{
Γ(1 + αremn)

Γ(1 + αremn + r1β̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N )

}2

× (−α1x
β̃1Γ2(β̃1))

r1

r1!
· · · (−αNxβ̃N Γ2(β̃N ))rN

rN !
(D.22)with x = x+x−. This is the expression shown in eq. (3.15).D.2 Calulation of HThe funtion H is de�ned as

H(z+, z−) =

∞∑

m=1

∫ m∏

µ=1

dx+
µ dx−

µ

1

m!

m∏

µ=1

G(x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b)

× δ(1 − z+ −
m∑

µ=1

x+
µ )δ(1 − z− −

m∑

µ=1

x−
µ ). (D.23)Using the expression

G(x+
µ , x−

µ , s, b) =

N∑

i=1

αi(x
+
µ x−

µ )βi , (D.24)



204 D Calulation of Φ and Hwith the αi and βi are funtions of the impat parameter b and the energy squared s,
αi =

(
αDi

+ α∗
Di

)
sβDi

+γDi
b2e

− b2

δDi , (D.25)
βi = βDi

+ γDi
b2 + β∗

Di
− αpart, (D.26)with α∗

Di
6= 0 and β∗

Di
6= 0 only if αDi

= 0, and using the same method as for the alulation of
Φpp(x

+, x−), one may write
H(z+, z−) =

∞
∞∑

r1=0

· · ·
∞∑

rN =0︸ ︷︷ ︸
r1+...+rN=0

(α1)
r1

r1!
· · · (αN )rN

rN !
Jr1,...,rN

(z+)Jr1,...,rN
(z−) (D.27)with

Jr1,...,rN
(z) =

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=1

[dxλxǫλ

λ ]δ

(
1 − z −

r1+...+rN∑

λ=1

xλ

) (D.28)and
ǫλ =






β1 for λ ≤ r1

β2 for r1 < λ ≤ r1 + r2

. . .
βN for r1 + . . . + rN−1 < λ ≤ r1 + . . . + rN

. (D.29)One may use the δ funtion to obtain
Jr1,...,rN

(z) =

∫ r1+...+rN∏

λ=2

[dxλxǫλ

λ ]

(
(1 − z) −

r1+...+rN∑

λ=2

xλ

)ǫ1

. (D.30)Introduing x̃α = xα+1, we de�ne new variables,





uλ′ = x̃λ′

1−z−x̃1−...−x̃λ′−1

duλ′ = dx̃λ′

1−z−x̃1−...−x̃λ′−1

, (D.31)whih have the following property,
λ′−1∏

α=1

(1 − uα) =

λ′−1∏

α=1

1 − z − . . . − x̃α

1 − z − . . . − x̃α−1
=

1 − z − . . . − x̃λ′−1

1 − z
, (D.32)and therefore






x̃λ′ = (1 − z)uλ′

∏λ′−1
α=1 (1 − uα)

dx̃λ′ = (1 − z)duλ′

∏λ′−1
α=1 (1 − uα)

. (D.33)This leads to
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Jr,s,t(z) =

∫ r1+...+rN−1∏

λ′=1




duλ′u
ǫλ′+1

λ′ (1 − z)1+ǫλ′+1

λ′−1∏

α=1

(1 − uα)1+ǫλ′+1






×
[
(1 − z)

r1+...+rN−1∏

λ′=1

(1 − uλ′)

]ǫ1 (D.34)De�ning
α′ = ǫ1 +

r1+...+rN−1∑

λ′=1

ǫ̃λ′+1 = r1β̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N − 1 (D.35)and
γλ′ = ǫ1 +

r1+...+rN−1∑

ν=λ′+1

ǫ̃ν+1 (D.36)
=






ǫ1 + (r1 − 1 − λ′)β̃1 + r2β̃2 + . . . + rN β̃N if λ′ ≤ r1 − 1

ǫ1 + (r1 + r2 − 1 − λ′)β̃2 + r3β̃3 + . . . + rN β̃N if r1 − 1 < λ′ ≤ r1 + r2 − 1
. . .

ǫ1 + (r1 + . . . + rN − 1 − λ′)β̃N if λ′ > r1 + . . . + rN−1 − 1

,(D.37)with
β̃ = β + 1, (D.38)
ǫ̃ = ǫ + 1, (D.39)we �nd

Jr1,...,rN
(z) = (1 − z)α′

∫ r1+...+rN−1∏

λ′=1

duλ′u
ǫλ′+1

λ′ (1 − uλ′)γλ′ (D.40)The u-integration an be done,
∫ 1

0

duuǫ(1 − u)γ =
Γ(1 + ǫ)Γ(1 + γ)

Γ(2 + ǫ + γ)
(D.41)and we get

Jr1,...,rN
(z) = (1 − z)α′

r1+...+rN−1∏

λ′=1

Γ(1 + ǫλ′+1)Γ(1 + γλ′)

Γ(2 + ǫλ′+1 + γλ′)
(D.42)Using the relation 1 + ǫλ′+1 + γλ′ = γλ′−1, we get, if r1 6= 0,

Jr1,...,rN
(z) = (1 − z)α′

Γ(β̃1)
r1−1Γ(β̃2)

r2 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN

r1+...+rN−1∏

λ′=1

Γ(1 + γλ′)

Γ(1 + γλ′−1)
(D.43)

= (1 − z)α′

Γ(β̃1)
r1−1Γ(β̃2)

r2 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN
Γ(1 + γr1+...+rN−1)

Γ(1 + γ0)
(D.44)

= (1 − z)α′

Γ(β̃1)
r1−1Γ(β̃2)

r2 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN
Γ(β̃1)

Γ(rβ̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N )
. (D.45)



206 D Calulation of Φ and HIf r1 = 0 and r2 6= 0, we get
Jr1,...,rN

(z) = (1 − z)α′

Γ(β̃2)
r2−1Γ(β̃3)

r3 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN
Γ(β̃2)

Γ(r2β̃2 + . . . + rN β̃N )
, (D.46)and so on, whih orresponds �nally to

Jr1,...,rN
(z) = (1 − z)r1β̃1+...+rN β̃N−1 Γ(β̃1)

r1 . . . Γ(β̃N )rN

Γ(r1β̃1 + . . . + rN β̃N )
. (D.47)The �nal expression for H is therefore

H(z+, z−) =

∞∑

r1=0

...

∞∑

rN=0︸ ︷︷ ︸
r1+...+rN 6=0

[(1 − z+)(1 − z−)]
r1β̃1+...+rN β̃N−1

Γ(r1β̃1 + ... + rN β̃N )2

× (α1Γ(β̃1)
2)r1

r1!
· · · (αNΓ(β̃N )2)rN

rN !
(D.48)D.3 Calulation of ΦABThe expression for the virtual emissions in ase of nuleus-nuleus ollisions is given as

ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∞∑

l1=0

. . .

∞∑

lAB=0

∫ AB∏

k=1

{
lk∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}
AB∏

k=1

{
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

−G(x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, s, b)

}

×
A∏

i=1

Fremn



x+
i −

∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



x−
j −

∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 , (D.49)where X+ =
{
x+

1 . . . x+
A

}, X− =
{
x−

1 . . . x−
B

} and π(k) and τ(k) represent the projetile or targetnuleon linked to pair k. Using the expression
G(x̃+

k,λ, x̃−
k,λ, s, b) =

N∑

i=1

αi(x̃
+
k,λ x̃−

k,λ)βi

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Gi,k,λ

, (D.50)with the αi and βi are funtions of the impat parameter b and the energy squared s,
αi =

(
αDi

+ α∗
Di

)
sβDi

+γDi
b2e

− b2

δDi , (D.51)
βi = βDi

+ γDi
b2 + β∗

Di
− αpart, (D.52)with α∗

Di
6= 0 and β∗

Di
6= 0 only if αDi

= 0. The remnant funtion Fremn is given as
Fremn(x) = xαremn Θ(x)Θ(1 − x). (D.53)We have (see alulation of Φpp)
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. . .

∞∑

lk=0

. . .
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

−G(s, x̃+
k,λ, x̃−

k,λ, b) = . . .
∞∑

lk=0

. . .
1

lk!

lk∏

λ=1

(−G1,k,λ − . . . − GN,k,λ) (D.54)
= . . .

∞∑

r1,k=0

· · ·
∞∑

rN,k=0

. . .
1

r1,k! . . . rN,k!
(D.55)

×
r1,k∏

ρ1=1

−G1,k,ρ1 . . .

r1,k+...+rN,k∏

ρN =r1,k+...+rN−1,k+1

−GN,k,ρN
.So eq. (D.49) an be written as

ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∑

r1,1...rN,1

. . .
∑

r1,AB ...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

1

r1,k! . . . rN,k!

∫ AB∏

k=1

{r1,k+...+rN,k∏

λ=1

dx̃+
k,λdx̃−

k,λ

}

×
AB∏

k=1






r1,k∏

ρ1=1

−α1(x̃
+
k,ρ1

x̃−
k,ρ1

)β1 . . .

r1,k+...+rN,k∏

ρN =r1,k+...+rN−1,k+1

−αN (x̃+
k,ρN

x̃−
k,ρN

)βN






×
A∏

i=1

Fremn



x+
i −

∑

π(k)=i

x̃+
k,λ




B∏

j=1

Fremn



x−
j −

∑

τ(k)=j

x̃−
k,λ



 , (D.56)whih leads to
ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∑

r1,1...rN,1

. . .
∑

r1,AB ...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

(−α1)
r1,k

r1,k!
. . .

(−αN)
rN,k

rN,k!

× I+
R (X+) I−R (X−) , (D.57)where

Iσ
R(X) =

∫ AB∏

k=1

r1,k+...+rN,k∏

λ=1

dx̃k,λ (x̃k,λ)ǫk,λ

Pσ∏

i=1

Fremn



xi −
∑

κσ(k)=i

x̃k,λ



 , (D.58)with R = {rj,k} , P+ = A, P− = B, κ+(k) = π(k), and κ−(k) = τ(k). Using the property
AB∏

k=1

=

Pσ∏

i=1

∏

κσ(k)=i

, (D.59)one an write
Iσ
R(X) =

Pσ∏

i=1






∫ ∏

κσ(k)=i

r1,k+...+rN,k∏

λ=1

dx̃k,λ (x̃k,λ)
ǫk,λ

× Fremn



xi −
∑

κσ(k)=i

x̃k,λ








 . (D.60)



208 D Calulation of Φ and HLet us rename the x̃k,λ linked to the remnant i as x̃1, x̃2, . . . , x̃rσ
1,i

+...+rσ
N,i

, where rσ
p,i is perde�nition the number of Pomerons of type p linked to remnant i. So we get for the term inbrakets

∫ rσ
1,i+...+rσ

N,i∏

ν=1

dx̃ν x̃ǫν
ν Fremn



xi −
rσ
1,i+...+rσ

N,i∑

ν=1

x̃ν



 . (D.61)This is exatly the orresponding I for proton-proton sattering. So we have
Iσ
R(X) =

Pσ∏

i=1

x
αremn+rσ

1,iβ̃1+...+rσ
N,iβ̃N

i Γ(β̃1)
rσ
1,i . . .Γ(β̃N )rσ

N,i g
(
rσ
1,iβ̃1 + . . . + rσ

N,iβ̃N

)
, (D.62)with

g(z) =
Γ(1 + αremn)

Γ(1 + αremn + z)
, (D.63)and

β̃ = β + 1. (D.64)Sine we have
rσ
p,i =

∑

κσ(k)=i

rp,k , (D.65)we �nd �nally
ΦAB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

∑

r1,1...rN,1

· · ·
∑

r1,AB ...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

(−α1)
r1,k

r1,k!
. . .

(−αN )
rN,k

rN,k!
(D.66)

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

∏

π(k)=i

(
Γ(β̃1)(x

+
i )β̃1

)r1,k

. . .
(
Γ(β̃N )(x+

i )β̃N

)rN,k

g




∑

π(k)=i

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N





B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn

∏

τ(k)=j

(
Γ(β̃1)(x

−
j )β̃1

)r1,k

. . .
(
Γ(β̃N )(x−

j )β̃N

)rN,k

g




∑

τ(k)=j

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N



D.4 Exponentiation of ΦABWe �rst replae in eq. (D.66) the funtion g(z) by the �exponentiated� funtion ge(z),
ge




∑

κσ(k)=i

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N



 = exp




−ǫe




∑

κσ(k)=i

r1,kβ̃1 + . . . + rN,kβ̃N










=
∏

κσ(k)=i

(
e−ǫeβ̃1

)r1,k

. . .
(
e−ǫeβ̃N

)rN,k

, (D.67)and we obtain
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Φe AB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn (D.68)

∑

r1,1...r1,AB

AB∏

k=1

(−α1)
r1,k

r1,k!






A∏

i=1

∏

π(k)=i

(
D1 (x+

i )β̃1

)r1,k
B∏

j=1

∏

τ(k)=j

(
D1 (x−

j )β̃1

)r1,k





. . .

∑

rN,1...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

(−αN)rN,k

rN,k!






A∏

i=1

∏

π(k)=i

(
DN (x+

i )β̃N

)rN,k
B∏

j=1

∏

τ(k)=j

(
DN (x−

j )β̃N

)rN,k




with
Dj = Γ(β̃j)e

−ǫeβ̃j . (D.69)And using again the property (D.59), we an write
Φe AB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn

×
∑

r1,1...r1,AB

AB∏

k=1

(
−α1D

2
1(x

+
π(k) x−

τ(k))
β̃1

)r1,k

r1,k!

× . . . (D.70)
×

∑

rN,1...rN,AB

AB∏

k=1

(
−αND2

N (x+
π(k) x−

τ(k))
β̃N

)rN,k

rN,k!
.Now the sum an be performed and we get the �nal expression for the �exponentiated� Φ,

Φe AB

(
X+, X−, s, b

)
=

A∏

i=1

(x+
i )αremn

B∏

j=1

(x−
j )αremn

AB∏

k=1

e
−G̃
(
x+

π(k)
x−

τ(k)

)
,with

G̃(x) =

N∑

i=1

α̃ix
β̃i , (D.71)where

α̃i = αiΓ(β̃i)
2e−2ǫeβ̃i , (D.72)

β̃i = βi + 1, (D.73)and
αi =

(
αDi

+ α∗
Di

)
sβDi

+γDi
b2e

− b2

δDi , (D.74)
βi = βDi

+ γDi
b2 + β∗

Di
− αpart, (D.75)with α∗

Di
6= 0 and β∗

Di
6= 0 only if αDi

= 0 .
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