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A study ofsaturation e�ectsin two-hard-scale hadronic processessuch asM ueller-

N aveletjetsispresented.The cross-sectionsareexpressed in the dipolefram ework

whilesaturation isim plem ented viaan extention oftheG olec-Biernatand W �ustho�

m odel. The transition to saturation is found to be m ore abrupt than in � � �

cross-sections.O bservableswith a potentially clearsaturation signalareproposed.

1 Introduction

Hard processesinvolving two perturbative scaleslead to cross-sectionswhose lin-

ear high-energy behavior is described by the well-known Balitsky-Fadin-K uraev-

Lipatov (BFK L)[1]equation. However,to respectwhateverconstraintsunitarity

m ay im pose,itiswell-known thatthe BFK L equation hasto be m odi�ed beyond

som eenergy lim it,in orderto describecross-sectionsthatsaturate.Physically,the

idea is that the gluon density in the BFK L ladder grows higher as one increases

the energy and thateventually recom binationswilloccur,lim iting the num berof

gluonsin the ladder.

Three m easurem entsforstudying thisbehaviorcan be considered:the �� �

totalcross-section in e+ e� scattering [2,3],M ueller-Naveletjetsin hadron-hadron

collisions[4],and forward jets in deep inelastic scattering [5,6]. The perturbative

scalesin these processesare setby eitherthe virtualitiesofthe reaction-initiating

photonsorthe transversem om enta ofthe m easured jets. The aim ofthiswork is

to describein a sim pleway how saturation e�ectscould appearin thoseprocesses.

Following theapproach ofG olec-Biernatand W �ustho� whosesaturation m odel

[7](G BW ) for the proton structure functions provides a sim ple and elegant for-

m ulation ofthe transition to saturation,we willim plem ent saturation e�ects in

the dipole fram ework [8,9].The basisofthisapproach isto considerthatthe inci-

dentparticulesuctuate into colorlessquark-antiquark pairs(dipoles)which then

interact.Saturation willthen be m odeled through the dipole-dipolescattering.

W hilesuch a study hasalready been doneforthe�� � cross-section [10],our

work willfocuson M ueller-Naveletjets;the extension to the forward-jetcase will

bestraightforward.Thekey di�erencebetween the�� � and theM ueller-Navelet

jetm easurem entsisthatthehard probesareno m orevirtualphotonsbutthe�nal-

statejets.Thefunctionsexpressing theuctuation ofa virtualphoton into dipoles

areknow from Q ED,butthedescrition ofa forward jetin term sofdipolesrequires

m orecare.A �rstpartisdevoted to thisproblem and then saturation predictions

within the G BW m odelarepresented.O bservablesto be studied areproposed.
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2 Form ulation

M ueller-Naveletjetsareprocessesin which aproton strongly interactswith another

proton or antiproton and where a jet with transverse m om em tum larger than a

perturbative scale is detected in each ofthe two forward directions. Such hard

processesobey the collinearfactorization which allowsone to dealonly with hard

cross-sections.Thetwocutson thejetstransversem om entawillbedenoted Q 1 and

Q 2 and taken ofthe sam e m agnitude in orderto suppressthe DG LAP evolution

in the gluon ladder. The rapidity intervalbetween the two jets�� istaken to be

largein orderto lie in the high-energy regim e.

Considering �rstthe leading-logarithm ic approxim ation when the evolution is

linear,the dipole form ulation ofthishard totalcross-section reads:

�(Q 1;Q 2;��)=

Z

d
2
r1dz1 d

2
r2dz2 �J(r1;z1;Q

2

1)�J(r2;z2;Q
2

2)�
(0)

dd
(r1;r2;��);

(1)

where ri= 1;2 are the transverse sizes ofthe dipoles interacting and zi= 1;2 are the

fractionsoflongitudinalm om entum ofthequarksin each dipole.TheBFK L dipole-

dipole cross-section is

�
(0)

dd
(r1;r2;��)= ��

2

sr
2

1

Z
d

2i�

(r2=r1)
2

2(1� )2
exp

�

�sN c

�
�� (2 (1)�  (1� )�  ())

�

(2)

where  ()isthe logarithm ic derivative ofthe G am m a function. The dipole dis-

tributionsdescribing the forward-jetem issionshavebeen denoted �J(ri;zi;Q
2
i):

Letusrecallhow one can obtain thisdipole distribution.The kT -factorization

property [11]provides the generalform alism for coupling externalsources to the

BFK L kernelthrough the convolution ofim pact factors. It can be proved that

kT -factorization isequivalent[12]to the dipole factorization expressed by form ula

(1).Thedipoledistribution �J can thusbederived from thecorresponding im pact

factors: the derivation [13,14,15]ism ade using the exam ple ofa �nal-state gluon

with transverse m om entum largerthan Q being em itted o� a perturbative onium

(q�q state)ofsize r0 � 1=�Q C D :Q CD factorization willallow to extend the result

to thecaseofan incidenthadron sincetheonium structurefunction factorizesout.

Using kT -factorization in the BFK L fram ework,the im pactfactorf(k2;r0)ofthe

onium + jet system is related to the elem entary gluon-dipole coupling f0(k2;r) in

the following way [14,15]:

f(k2;r0)=

�

2�sN c

�
log

1

xJ
logQ r0

� Z

d
2
r

Q

2�r
J1(Q r)f

0(k2;r) (3)

in the collinear approxim ation Q r0 � 1 for the onium . k is the transverse m o-

m entum of the gluon connected to the BFK L kerneland xJ is the fraction of

longitudinalm om entum ofthe jet with respect to the onium . Form ula (3) can

be interpreted as the equivalence for forward jets between the m om entum -space

(partonic) and coordinate-space (dipole) representations. The factor in brackets

f(2�sN c=�)logQ r0 log1=xJg corresponds to the probability of �nding a dipole

ofsize 1=Q inside the onium ofsize r0;thanks to Q CD factorization properties,

it is included in the gluon structure function ofthe incident particule (here the
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onium ). f0(k2;r) = (1� J0(kr))=k
2 is nothing else than the gluon density inside

the dipole ofsize r and,in the dipole form ulation (1),is included in the dipole-

dipolecross-section �
(0)

dd
.Having factorized outboth thecontribution to thestruc-

ture function and to the dipole-dipole cross-section,one is left with the function

�J(r;Q
2)�

R

dz �J(r;z;Q
2)which describesthe resulting size distribution ofthe

interacting dipole.Hence,oneisled to identify

�J(r;Q
2)=

Q

2�r
J1(Q r): (4)

Let us now consider saturation e�ects. Initially,the G BW approach [7]is a

m odelfor the dipole-proton cross-section which includes the saturation dam ping

oflarge-dipolecon�gurations.Forthe description of�� � cross-sectionsatLEP

[10],ithasbeen extended to dipole-dipole cross-sections:

�dd(r1;r2;��)= � 0

�

1� exp

�

�
r2
e�
(r1;r2)

4R 2
0
(��)

��

: (5)

The dipole-dipole e�ective radius r2
e�
(r1;r2) is de�ned through the two-gluon ex-

change:

2��2sr
2

e�(r1;r2)� �
(0)

dd
(r1;r2;0)= 2��2s m in(r

2

1;r
2

2)

�

1+ log
m ax(r1;r2)

m in(r1;r2)

�

(6)

while for the saturation radius R 0(��)= e�
�

2
(�����

0
)=Q 0 we shalluse the sam e

set ofparam etersas those in [7,10],that is � = 0:288;�� 0 = 8:1 for Q 0 � 1 G eV:

Two otherscenariosforre�(r1;r2)havealso been considered:r2
e�
= r21r

2
2=(r

2
1 + r22)

and r2
e�
= m in(r21;r

2
2):

W e shalluse �dd in the hard cross-section (1) instead of �
(0)

dd
to im plem ent

saturation in a sim ple way. However,in orderto do so,one m akesthe non-trivial

assum ption that the dipole factorization stillholds when the dipole-dipole cross-

section ism odi�ed by saturation.

3 P henom enology

Inserting (4)and (5)in form ula (1)leadsto thesim ple�nalresultfortheM ueller-

Navelethard cross-sectionsm odi�ed by saturation within the G BW m odel:

�(Q 1;Q 2;��)=� 0 = 1� 2R20Q 1Q 2

Z
1

0

du
e�(Q

2

1
+ Q

2

2
u
2
)R

2

0
=r

2

eff
(1;u)

r2
e�
(1;u)

I1

�

2Q 1Q 2uR
2
0

r2
e�
(1;u)

�

:

(7)

Som e com m entsare in order.The dipole distribution �J(r;Q
2)isnoteverywhere

positiveand weinterpretthisfeatureasabreakdownofthecollinearapproxim ation.

Italso m eansthatonehasto check thatreplacing �
(0)

dd
by �dd in (1)doesnotalter

thepositivity ofthehard cross-sections,and thisisindeed thecase.Anothercheck

that our approxim ations require is that the cross-sections �dd � �0r
2

e�
=4R 2

0(��);

correspondingtothelim itofsm alldipolesizesin (5),lead tohard cross-sectionsbe-

having like1=
�

R 2
0(��)m ax(Q

2
1;Q

2
2)
	

;asexpected from transparency.Them odel



4 CyrilleM arquetand RobiPeschanski

r2
e�
= m in(r21;r

2
2)does not and therefore we cannotconsiderit in ourapproxim a-

tions.

Let us investigate the phenom enologicaloutcom e,for hadron colliders,ofour

extension ofthe G BW m odelsto M ueller-Naveletjets.The theoreticalhard cross-

sections are obtained from form ula (7) in term s ofthe physicalvariables Q 1,Q 2

and ��:W hen plotting them ,oneobservestheexpected trend oftheG BW m odel,

thatisa convergenceofthecross-sectionstowardsthefullsaturation lim it� ! �0:

In order to appreciate m ore quantitatively the inuence ofsaturation,it is m ost

convenientto considerthe quantitiesR i=j de�ned as

R i=j �
�(Q 1;Q 2;�� i)

�(Q 1;Q 2;�� j)
; (8)

i.e. the cross-section ratiosfortwo di�erentvaluesofthe rapidity interval.These

ratiosdisplay in aclearwaythesaturation e�ects.They alsocorrespond topossible

experim entalobservablessince they can be obtained from m easurem entsat �xed

valuesofthejetslongitudinalm om entaxJ1 and xJ2 and thusareindependentofthe

structure functions f(xJi;Q
2
i) ofthe incident hadrons. Indeed,the experim ental

m easurem entis

d�
pp! jj+ X

tot

dxJ1dxJ2
= f(xJ1;Q

2

1)f(xJ2;Q
2

2)�(Q 1;Q 2;��) (9)

and the ratio of these cross-sections gives access to R . Such observables have

actually been used fora study ofM ueller-Naveletjetsfortesting BFK L predictions

atthe Tevatron [16,17].

In Fig.1weplotthevaluesofR 4:6=2:4 (resp.R 8=4)asafunction ofQ 1= Q 2� Q :

R 4:6=2:4 isthe observable thathasbeen considered forthe Tevatron [16,17]while

R 8=4 correspondsto realisticrapidity intervalsforthe LHC.Asexpected from the

largerrapidity range,the decrease ofR between the transparency regim e and the

saturated one islargerforthe LHC than forthe Tevatron.The striking feature of

Fig.1 isthatthee�ectofsaturation appearsasa sharp transition forsom ecritical

rangeQ � 1=R0:No saturation e�ectswould correspond to R constantequalto the

high� Q2 lim itoftheplotswhilethefull-saturated lim itisR = 1:Com paring these

ratiosforM ueller-Naveletjets to those forthe �� � m easurem entforthe sam e

valuesoftherapidity ranges,oneinterestingly seesthatthe�� � transition curve

ism uch sm oother,a phenom enon explained by thedi�erentstructureofthedipole

distributions. Indeed the form ula to com pute the �� � case isalso form ula (1)

butwith ofcoursethewell-known photon dipoledistributions� instead of�J:As

discussed in [13],thedipoledistribution �J(r;Q
2)hasatailextendingtowardslarge

dipole sizes,which are m ore dam ped by the saturation corrections. Hence �J is

m oreabruptly cutby saturation than thephoton dipoledistribution �.Notethat

saturation e�ects in forward-jets[18]can be studied in a straightforward m anner

using ourform alism : itrequiresto com bine (1)with both dipole distributions�
and �J:

The signaldisplayed in Fig.1 shows a clear transition to saturation,however

the values of Q at which it occurs are rather low, probably to low for experi-

m entalE T � cuts on jets. An interesting way out ofthis problem could be that
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Figure 1. Cross-section ratios R i=j:The resulting ratios for the two-gluon exchange m odel(1)

and forr2
e�

= r2
1
r2
2
=(r2

1
+ r2

2
)(2)are plotted forrapidity intervalsi= 8;j= 4 (highestsetofcurves)

and i= 4:6;j= 2:4 (lowestsetofcurves). The com parison ism ade with �� � ratiosform odel2

and equivalent kinem atics.

the saturation scale is higher than the one we used in the present work,nam ely

the one extracted from F2:Indeed,it has been proposed [19]that the saturation

scale could be higher for two-hard-scale processes like M ueller-Navelet jets than

forone-hard-scale m easurem entslike the proton structure functions. Thatwould

shiftthe transition shown in Fig.1 towardshigherQ :Anotheralternative to solve

this\low-Q " problem would beto considerthedetection ofheavy vectororheavy-

avored m esons as alternatives to forward jets. Indeed,using J=	 0s;� 0s;D �0s;

or B � m esons m ay provide hard probes oflower transverse m om enta than jets,

allowing to look deeperin the saturation regim e.

Thesepossibilitiesofrealizing hard hadronicprobesofsaturation certainly de-

serve m ore studies in the near future. O n the theoreticalside,going beyong our

approxim ations seem s necessary while on the phenom enologicalside,sim ulations

atTevatron and LHC energieswillbeneeded to givea quantitativeestim ateofthe

potentialofhadroniccollidersto revealthosenew featuresofsaturation.
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