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A study of saturation e ects in tw o-hard-scale hadronic processes such asM ueller—
N avelet ts is presented. T he cross-sections are expressed in the dipole fram ew ork
w hile saturation is in plem ented via an extention ofthe G olec-B iemat and W ustho
m odel. The transition to saturation is found to be m ore abrupt than in
cross—sections. O bservables w ith a potentially clear saturation signalare proposed.

1 Introduction

Hard processes involving tw o perturbative scales lead to cross—sections whose lin—
ear high-energy behavior is described by the wellknown Balitsky-Fadin-K uraev—
Lipatov BFKL) W] equation. However, to respect w hatever constraints unitarity
m ay inpose, i is welkknown that the BFK L equation has to be m odi ed beyond
som e energy lim i, In order to describbe cross-sections that saturate. P hysically, the
dea is that the gluon density in the BFK L ladder grow s higher as one increases
the energy and that eventually recom binations w ill occur, lim ting the num ber of
gluons in the ladder.

T hree m easurem ents for studying this behavior can be considered: the
total cross—section in €' e scattering M), M uellerN avelet ts in hadron-hadron
collisions W], and Hrward ts in deep inelastic scattering MM]. T he perturbative
scales In these processes are set by either the virtualities of the reaction-initiating
photons or the transverse m om enta of the m easured gts. The ain of thiswork is
to descrdbbe n a sin ple way how saturation e ects could appear in those processes.

Follow ing the approach ofG olecB iemat and W ustho whose saturation m odel
] GBW ) for the proton structure finctions provides a sin ple and elegant for-
mulation of the transition to saturation, we will In plem ent saturation e ects in
the dipole fram ework BM]. T he basis of this approach is to consider that the inci-
dent particules uctuate into colorless quark-antiquark pairs (dipoles) which then
Interact. Saturation w ill then be m odeled through the dipole-dipol scattering.

W hilke such a study has already been done for the cross—section ], our
work will focus on M uellerN avelet gts; the extension to the forward—gt case will
be straightforward. T he key di erence between the and the M uellerN avelet

Bt m easuram ents is that the hard probes are no m ore virtualphotonsbut the nal-
state gts. T he functions expressing the uctuation ofa virtualphoton into dipoles
areknow from QED , but the descrition ofa forward gt in tem s ofdipoles requires
more care. A st part is devoted to this problem and then saturation predictions
w ithin the GBW m odel are presented. O bservables to be studied are proposed.
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2 Form ulation

M uellerN avelet fts are processes in which a proton strongly interactsw ith another
proton or antiproton and where a gt with transverse m om em tum Jlarger than a
perturbative scale is detected in each of the two forward directions. Such hard
processes obey the collinear factorization which allow s one to dealonly w ith hard
cross—sections. T he two cuts on the Fts transversem om enta w illbe denoted Q ; and
Q. and taken of the sam e m agnitude In order to suppress the DG LAP evolution
in the glion ladder. T he rapidity interval between the two Fts is taken to be
large In order to lie In the high-energy regin e.

Considering rst the lrading-logarithm ic approxin ation when the evolution is
linear, the dipole ;i)rm ulation of this hard total cross-section reads:
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where ri- 1;; are the transverse sizes of the dipoles Interacting and zi- 1;; are the
fractionsof longitudinalm om entum ofthe quarksin each dipole. TheBFK L dipole-
dipole cross—section is
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where () is the logarithm ic derivative of the Gamm a function. The dipole dis-

trbutions descrbing the forw ard—gt em issions have been denoted ; (ry;2:;0 ?l) :

Let us recallhow one can obtain this dipole distrbution. T he ky -factorization
property ] provides the general form alisn for coupling extemal sources to the
BFKL kemel through the convolution of im pact factors. Ik can be proved that
kr -factorization is equivalent ] to the dipole factorization expressed by form ula
B . The dipole distrbution s can thusbe derived from the corresponding in pact
factors: the derivation 00 11] ism ade using the exam ple of a nalstate gluon
w ith transverse m om entum larger than Q being em itted o a perturbative oniim
(g state) of sizery 1= gcp : QCD factorization willallow to extend the result
to the case ofan Incident hadron since the onium structure function factorizes out.
U sing kr “factorization in the BFK L fram ew ork, the In pact factor £ (k2;r0) of the
onium + Ft system is related to the elem entary glion-dipole coupling £° k?;r) in
the ollow ng way 0 0]:

Z
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in the collinear approxim ation Q ry 1 for the onium . k is the transverse m o—
mentum of the glion connected to the BFKL kemel and x; is the fraction of
Iongitudinal m om entum of the Ft with respect to the onium . Formula W) can
be interpreted as the equivalence for forward Fts between the m om entum -space
(partonic) and coordinate-gpace (dipole) representations. The factor in brackets
f@ N.= )IogQr, Iogl=xs;g corresoonds to the probabilty of nding a dipolk
of size 1=Q inside the onium of size r;; thanks to QCD factorization properties,
it is Included In the glion structure function of the incident particule tere the
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onim ). £ k?;r) = @ & kr))=k? is nothing else than the glion density inside
the dipole of size r and, in the dipoke mulation W), is nclided in the dipole—
dipole cross-section ég) . Having factorized out both the contribution to the struc—
ture ﬁmctjorR and to the dipoledipol crosssection, one is lkeft with the function

7 ©;0?) dz s (r;z;Q2) which describes the resulting size distrbution of the
Interacting dipole. Hence, one is led to dentify

S 607 = = 3 Q1) : @)
2 r
Let us now consider saturation e ects. Initially, the GBW approach ] is a
m odel for the dipole-proton cross—section which inclides the saturation dam ping
of largedipole con gurations. For the description of cross—sections at LEP
], it has been extended to dipole-dipole cross-sections:

e
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The dpoledipok e ective radiis ri (r1;12) is de ned through the two-gluon ex-—
change:

. max (ry;r2)
2 222 @in) G @ini0)=2 ZminEd;g) 1+loqmll.r22) ®)
while fr the saturation radiusRo( )=e 7z ¢ 0)=0, we shall use the sam e
set of param eters as those in 1], that is = 0288; 0=81lPorQgyg 1GeV:

T wo other soenarios rr. (r;r;) have also been considered: r2 = =} + 13)
and 2 =min(f;r):

We shalluse qq in the hard crosssection M) instead of ) to inplement
saturation in a sin ple way. However, in order to do so, one m akes the non-trivial
assum ption that the dipole factorization still holds when the dipole-dipole cross—
section ism odi ed by saturation.

3 Phenom enology

Teerting W) and W) in ©mula ) leads to the simpl nalresul for the M ueller-
N avelet hard cross—sectionsm odi ed by saturation w ithin the GBW m odel:
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Som e comm ents are .n order. The dipol distrbution 5 (r;Q?) is not everyw here
posiive and w e Interpret this feature asa breakdow n ofthe collinear approxin ation.
Tt also m eans that one has to check that replacing cﬁ) by 4q¢ in ) doesnot alter
the positivity ofthe hard cross-sections, and this is indeed the case. A nother check
that our approxin ations require is that the cross-sections gq oz =4RG ( );

corresponding to the 1in it of sn alldipole sizes in M), lead to hard cross—sectionsbe—
having ke 1= RZ( )max Q ?;03) ;asexpected from transparency. Them odel
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rZ =min(Z;r3) does not and therefore we cannot consider it in our approxin a-
tions.

Let us investigate the phenom enological outcom e, for hadron colliders, of our
extension ofthe GBW m odels to M uellerN avelet gts. T he theoreticalhard cross—
sections are obtained from formula M) in tem s of the physical variables Q1, Q>
and :W hen plotting them , one observes the expected trend ofthe GBW m odel,
that is a convergence of the cross—sections tow ards the full saturation Im it ! 4:
In order to appreciate m ore quantitatively the in uence of saturation, i ism ost
convenient to consider the quantitiesR ;-5 de ned as

Ri=j (QllQZr i) ; (8)
Q1;Q2; 3 )
ie. the cross—section ratios for two di erent values of the rapidiy interval. These
ratiosdisplay in a clkearway the saturation e ects. T hey also correspond to possible
experin ental observables since they can be ocbtained from m easurem ents at xed
values ofthe Fts Iongitudinalm om enta x5, and x5, and thusare lndependent ofthe
structure functions £ (¢, ;Q ?l) of the incident hadrons. Indeed, the experin ental
m easurem ent is
d Egtl o £ 2\ ¢ 2 9
E—— ®5, ;071 ®5,7;02) Q1:Q2; ) )
and the ratio of these cross-sections gives access to R . Such observables have
actually been used for a study ofM uellerN avelet fts for testing BFK L predictions
at the Tevatron .

In Figl weplot the valuesofR 44554 (resp.Rg_4) asa function ofQ1=Q, Q:
R 4.4-2.4 is the observable that has been considered for the Tevatron 0] while
R g, corresponds to realistic rapidity intervals for the LHC . A s expected from the
larger rapidiy range, the decrease of R between the transparency reginm e and the
saturated one is larger for the LHC than for the Tevatron. T he striking feature of
Fig.l isthat the e ect of saturation appears as a sharp transition for som e critical
rangeQ 1=R;:No saturation e ectswould corresoond to R constant equalto the
high Q7 lin it ofthe plots while the filllsaturated lim it isR = 1:C om paring these
ratios for M uellerN avelet Fts to those for the m easurem ent for the sam e
values ofthe rapidiy ranges, one interestingly sees that the transition curve
ismuch sn oother, a phenom enon explained by the di erent structure ofthe dipole
distributions. hdeed the ormula to com pute the case is also omula W)
but w ith of course the wellknow n photon dipole distrbutions Instead of s:As
discussed in ], the dipole distrbution s (r;Q ?) hasa tailextending tow ards large
dipole sizes, which are m ore dam ped by the saturation corrections. Hence s is
m ore abruptly cut by saturation than the photon dipole distribbution . Note that
saturation e ects in forward—gts []] can be studied In a straightforward m anner
using our form alism : it requires to combine M) with both dipole distributions
and g:

The signal displayed in Fig.l show s a clear transition to saturation, however
the values of Q at which it occurs are rather low, probably to low for experi-
mentalEr cuts on Fts. An interesting way out of this problem ocould be that
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Figure 1. C ross—section ratios R ;_4: T he resulting ratios for the two-gluon exchange m odel (1)
and forr? =rfri=(?+ r7) (2) are plotted for rapidity intervals i= 8;j= 4 (highest set of curves)
and i= 4:6;j= 214 (lowest set of curves). T he com parison ism ade w ith ratios form odel 2
and equivalent kinem atics.

the saturation scale is higher than the one we used in the present work, nam ely
the one extracted from F,: Indeed, i has been proposed 1] that the saturation
scale could be higher for two-hard-scale processes like M uellerN avelet fts than
for one-hard-scale m easurem ents like the proton structure functions. That would
shift the transition shown in Fig.l towards higher Q : A nother altemative to solve
this \Iow © " problem would be to consider the detection of heavy vector or heavy—

avored m esons as altemnatives to forward ts. Indeed, using J= %; ;D Us;
or B mesons may provide hard probes of lower transverse m om enta than ¥ ts,
allow Ing to look deeper In the saturation regim e.

T hese possibilities of realizing hard hadronic probes of saturation certainly de—
serve m ore studies in the near future. O n the theoretical side, going beyong our
approxin ations seem s necessary whilk on the phenom enological side, sin ulations
at Tevatron and LHC energies w illbe needed to give a quantitative estin ate ofthe
potential of hadronic colliders to revealthose new features of saturation.
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