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A bstract

At HERA,the large ux ofalm ost realphotons accom panying the electron beam

leadsto the copiousphotoproduction ofjets. Regionsofsm allm om entum fractions

x ofthe incom ing particles are explored,where the density ofpartons is high. As

a result,the probability form ore than one hard partonic scattering occurring in a

singlep collision could becom esigni�cant.Itiswellknown thatthise�ectm odi�es

the contribution ofjets (m inijets) to the totalcross section. W e discuss the latest

HERA data on the totalp cross section in this context. The possible e�ects of

m ultiplehard interactionson eventshapesand jetcrosssectionsatHERA havebeen

studied using M onteCarlo program s.W ereview som eoftheavailableresults,which

in generalindicate thatthee�ectsofm ultiple interactionsshould besigni�cantand

m ay already bem anifestin theexisting HERA data.

1. Introduction

Forboth protonsand photons,QCD predictsa rapid increase in parton densitiesat

low x,where x isthe fraction ofthe beam particle’sm om entum which participates

in the ‘hard’scattering (interaction). In a naive treatm ent,this rise can lead to a

corresponding (butultim ately unphysical)risewith increasing energy ofperturbative

QCD calculationsofthejetcontribution tothetotalcrosssection.However,thelarge

num berofsm allx partonscontributing to jetproduction can m ean thatthere isa

signi�cantprobability form ore than one hard scatterperp interaction. Only the

resolved partofthephoton can undergo m ultiple interactions,i.e.thedirectpartis

taken to beuna�ected.Thee�ectsofm ultipleinteractionscan providea m echanism

fortam ing therisein theQCD crosssection [1]in accord with unitarity,asdiscussed

in Sj�ostrand’stalk [2].

Additionally,there are clearly im plicationsforthe hadronic �nalstate. In orderto

study these e�ects eikonalm odels have been im plem ented within the hard process

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9601322v1


Figure1:An exam pleofa m ultiple scattering in a p collision.

generation ofseveralM onte Carlo program s[3,4,5,6]. M ultiple parton scattering,

as illustrated in Fig.1,is expected to a�ect jet rates. The average num ber ofjets

per event should be increased when partons from secondary hard scatters are of

su�ciently high p T to give jetsin theirown right. In addition,lower pT secondary

scattersproduceextratransverseenergyintheeventwhich contributestothepedestal

energy underneath otherjetsin theevent.Thusm ultiplescattering can inuencejet

cross sections even when no parton from the secondary scatters is itselfofa high

enough pT to producean observablejet.By boosting thetransverseenergy ofjetsin

thisway,m ultiplescattering leadsto an increasein jetcrosssectionsforjetsabovea

certain E
jet

T cut,even though thetotalcrosssection isreduced.

Thetheoryofm ultiplescatteringisstillnotwellunderstood;thereforephenom enology

isbased on m odelswith severalassum ptionsand unknown param eters. The e�ects

ofm ultiplescattering on thetotalcrosssection and on jet/eventshapesprobethese

unknownsin som ewhatdi�erentways.Although they arerelated,itthereforem akes

sense to considerthe two aspectsseparately. In sect.2 we outline the fram ework of

m odels ofm ultiple interactions,in sect.3 we discuss the HERA totalcross section

data forp quantitatively from them inijetpointofview.In sect.4 we presentsom e

oftheexpected e�ectsofm ultipleinteractionson jetcrosssections,with referenceto

existing data,and in sect.5 wegivesom econclusions.

2. M odelling m ultiple interactions

W hen speaking ofm ultiple scattering (aliasm ultiple interactions),the basic build-

ing blocksare the standard 2 ! 2 partonic interaction processes,such asgg ! gg,

qq ! qq,qq ! gg and qg ! qg. An event m ay contain none,one,two or m ore
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such interactions;the novelty ofthe m ultiple interactions concept is that the ‘two

orm ore’occurrence m ay bethe norm athigh energiesratherthan a rareexception.

The correlations between interactions occurring in the sam e event m ay be horribly

com plicated,butthe hope isthatitisfeasible to approxim ate thisby a sim ple fac-

torized description in term s ofseveralindependent scatterings. This m ay be m ade

plausible by viewing the incom ing hadron and hadronlike photon as two pancakes,

attened by Lorentz contraction. W hen these pass through each other, di�erent

parts are causally separated,so the probability ofan interaction between any pair

ofpartonscan be assum ed independentofwhatoccursanywhere else. Thisgivesa

poissonian distribution in the num berofinteractions,fora �xed im pactparam eter

between thetwo colliding hadrons/photons.In centralcollisionstheaveragenum ber

ofinteractionsshould be largerthan in peripheralones;itistherefore necessary to

introduceam odelofhow partonsaredistributed in thepancake.The‘eikonalization’

procedure,so centralto currentdescriptions,isa com bination ofthesetwo concepts:

a poissonian distribution ateach �xed im pactparam eterplusan im pact-param eter-

dependentoverlap function.Thisform m ay beintegrated overtheim pactparam eter

to give the totalcrosssection,the probability distribution ofinteractions,and even

thenum berofadditionalinteractionsunderlying a hard interaction.

Severalobjectionscan beraised.Forinstance,scatteringsareassum ed tobedisjoint,

i.e. a parton does not undergo m ore than one scattering. This can be m otivated

by sim ple counting argum ents: ifeach hadron contains N partons,the rate oftwo

disjoint2 ! 2 scatteringsisproportionalto N 4 butthatoftwo scatteringswith a

shared parton,i.e. a 3 ! 3 process,isonly proportionalto N 3. A counterexam ple

would be the occurrence of‘hot spots’caused by the cascading ofa single parton.

Thisisespecially relevantsinceeach 2! 2subprocessisem bedded in alargersystem

ofinitial-and �nal-stateradiation.Colourcorrelationsbetween interactionsarenot

wellunderstood,and yet this is oflarge im portance for the structure ofthe �nal

event.In sum m ary,currenteikonalization approachescan only beviewed assensible

�rst approxim ations, and therefore the existence ofseveraldi�erent m odels is an

advantage.

M aybethem ostam bitiousapproach istheDTU (dualtopologicalunitarization)one.

Here a hard pom eron term isgiven by scatteringswith pT > pTm in,a softpom eron

term includesnonperturbativescatteringsatsm allpT,and triple-and loop-pom eron

graphs are added to incorporate also di�ractive topologies in the description. The

pTm in scalecan bechanged freelyoversom erange,sincethenonperturbativepom eron

term can bem odelled tocom pensateforthechangein thehard interaction rate.This
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approach isrepresented by thePhojet program [6].

In less am bitious approaches, the issue ofdi�ractive events is kept separate, and

unitarization within thesoftsectorissim pli�ed toallow (atm ost)onesoftinteraction.

HerepTm in isa realparam eterofthetheory,to bedeterm ined by a com parison with

data.Ofcoursetheuseofa sharp cuto� in pT isonly an approxim ation to whathas

to bea sm ooth turn on in reality.Exam plesincludethem odelsfound in Pythia [5]

and HERW IG [3,4].Thesetwo aresim ilarin philosophy butdi�erin thedetails.For

sim plicity wethereforeconcentrateon thelatterin thefollowing.

Letusstartby considering a p interaction atsom e �xed im pactparam eter,b,and

centre-of-m assenergy,s. In particular,we suppose the  to be hadronlike (i.e. re-

solved [7]).W eassum ethattheprobability forthephoton to interactin such a state

is Pres and take the �-dom inance form ,i.e. Pres = 4��em =f
2
� � 1=300. The m ean

num berofjetpairsproduced in thisresolved-{p interaction isthen

hn(b;s)i= Lpartons
 �̂H (1)

whereLpartons istheparton lum inosity and �̂H isthecrosssection forapairofpartons

to producea pairofjets(i.e.partonswith pT > pTm in).

Theconvolution isbecausetheparton crosssection dependsupon theparton energies.

M orespeci�cally,

dLpartons = A(b)n(x)np(xp)dxdxp (2)

whereA(b)isa function which speci�esthedistribution ofpartonsin im pactparam -

eter.Itm ustsatisfy
Z

�db
2
A(b)= 1

in orderthattheparton lum inosity integrated overallspaceissim ply theproductof

theparton num berdensities.Factorizingthebdependencelikethisisan assum ption.

In particularwedonotcontem plateQCD e�ectswhich would spoilthis,e.g.perhaps

leading to ‘hot spots’ofpartons. Also ni(xi) is the num ber density ofpartons in

hadron iwhich carry a fraction xi ofthe hadron energy.Forease ofnotation we do

notdistinguish between parton typesand have ignored any scale dependence ofthe

num berdensities.Fortheproton,thenum berdensity isnoneotherthan theproton

parton density,i.e. np(xp) � fp(xp). However,since we are dealing with resolved

photons,the num berdensity n isrelated to the photon parton density by a factor

ofPres,i.e. n(x)= f(x)=Pres. Thus,afterperform ing the convolution,we can
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write:

hn(b;s)i=
A(b)

Pres
�
inc
H (s); (3)

where�incH (s)istheinclusivecrosssection forptojets.Restoringtheparton indices,

itisgiven by

�
inc
H (s)=

Z s=4

p2
T m in

dp
2
T

Z 1

4p2
T
=s

dx

Z 1

4p2
T
=xs

dxp
X

ij

fi=(x;p
2
T)fj=p(xp;p

2
T)

d�̂ij(xxps;pT)

dp2T
: (4)

In ordertoinvestigatefurtherthestructureofeventscontainingm ultipleinteractions

weneed to know theprobability distribution forhaving m (and only m )scattersin a

given resolved-{pevent,Pm .In ordertodothisweassum ethattheseparatescatters

areuncorrelated,i.e.they obey poissonian statistics.Thus

Pm =
(hn(b;s)i)m

m !
exp(�hn(b;s)i): (5)

Thisform ula iscentralto theM onteCarlo im plem entation in HERW IG.

W ecan now ask forthetotalcrosssection forp! partonswith pT > pTm in.

�H (s) = �Pres

Z

db
2

1
X

m = 1

Pm

= �Pres

Z

db
2[1� exp(�hn(b;s)i)]: (6)

Sincethetotalinclusivecrosssection (�incH )countsalljetpairs(even oneswhich occur

in the sam e event)we expectitto be largerthan �H by a factorequalto the m ean

num berofm ultipleinteractionsperevent(i.e.averaged overim pactparam eter).This

iseasy to see.Lethn(s)ibetheaveragenum berofjetpairsproduced in resolved-{p

eventswhich contain atleastonepairofjets,then

hn(s)i =

R

db2
P

1

m = 1m Pm
R

db2
P

1

m = 1Pm

=

R

db2hn(b;s)i
R

db2[1� exp(�hn(b;s)i)]

=
�inclH (s)

�H (s)
: (7)
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Notethat�H m ustalwaysbelessthan thetotalp crosssection,whereas�inclH need

notbe.

In orderto study the details ofthe hadronic �nalstate in the presence ofm ultiple

interactions it is m ost convenient to use a M onte Carlo sim ulation. The HERW IG

M onteCarlogeneratestherequired num berofhard scattersand theassociated initial

and �nalstate parton showering. The outgoing partonsand rem nantjets are then

fragm ented to the hadronic �nalstate. Two m odi�cations are m ade to the sim ple

eikonalm odelin the im plem entation. Firstly,energy conservation is im posed,i.e.

afterthebackward evolution ofallthehard scattersin an event,theenergyrem aining

in thehadronicrem nantsm ustbegreaterthan zero.Secondly,ifduringthebackward

evolution ofthe�rstscatterthesplittingq�q  isarrived atbeforetheevolution cut

o� scale,theeventisclassi�ed asan ‘anom alous’eventand no m ultiple interactions

areallowed.

3. Totalp cross section

The ‘m inijet’contribution,�H (s),isclearly only one contribution to the totalcross

section.Tocom parewithexperim entwem ustadd thesoftcrosssection �
soft

T ,which is

assum ed tocontain allofthephysicsbelow pTm in.Furtherm orethereisa(sm all)cross

section,�dirT ,forthe production ofsingle jetpairs(with pT > p0Tm in)by unresolved

(i.e.direct)photons.Often itisassum ed thatp0Tm in = pTm in,butthisdi�ersbetween

m odels.Ofcoursesim ply adding togethercrosssectionsisonly a �rstguess.

As an exam ple ofm ultiple interaction approaches to the totalp cross section,we

take the eikonalized m inijetcalculationsfor�H (s)ofref.[8],which used the parton

distribution functionsofrefs.[9,10]fortheproton and photon respectively,and add to

them variouschoicesofparam etrisationsof�
soft

T .W eadjustpTm in andtheparam eters

of�
soft

T accordingly,and com pare to the recentdata on �
p

T [11,12]. Thisissim ilar

to whatwasdonein ref.[13],excepttheretheold HERA data wereused [14,15].For

a fullerdiscussion ofthisapproach and itstheoreticaluncertaintiesseerefs.[2,8,13].

The recentresultsforthe totalp crosssection atcentre ofm assenergiesof’ 200

GeV are as follows. The H1 collaboration (hW i = h
p
si = 197 GeV) �nd �

p

T =

(165� 2:3� 10:9)�b and ZEUS (hW i= 180GeV)obtain �
p

T = (143� 17)�b.In the

H1 case,the�rsterrorisstatisticaland thesecond system atic.TheZEUS errorhas

thesystem atic and statisticalerrorsadded in quadrature.
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Figure2:Energydependenceofthetotalpcrosssection.Seetextforthedescription

ofthecurves.

In thesim plestvariant,�
soft

T istaken to havetheform :

�
soft

T (s)= A + B =
p
s (8)

where A and B are constants. This ansatz im plies that the entire rise in �
p

T at

high energiesisdue to m inijets. Ithasvery little theoreticalm otivation and m akes

ratheran ad hocseparation between hard and softphysics,endowingpTm in with great

physicalsigni�cance. In �g.2 we show as the dotted curve the best �tto the data

that can be achieved with such an ansatz added to the results ofref.[8]for�H (s),

calculated with pTm in = 2GeV .W etakeA = 107:98�b and B = 54:34�b GeV.This

leads to an unconvincing description ofthe the data in the 10{18 GeV range [16],

which show evidenceofarisewith energy.Ifoneattem ptstoattributethelow energy

riseentirely to them inijetcontribution then onewould beforced to choosevery low

valuesofpTm in,in the 1{1.5 GeV range (see ref.[2]),which would lead to m uch too

high aprediction atHERA,aswasfound in ref.[17].Thisisillustrated by thebroken

7



curvein �g.2,wherewetakeaconstant�
soft

T = 114�b and pTm in = 1:5GeV in �H (s).

Again theneed to �tthelow energy riseleadsto a dangerously high crosssection at

HERA energies(no attem ptwasm adeto �tthedata below ’ 10 GeV:any attem pt

to do so m ustworsen the�tto thehigherenergy data).

Also in �g.2 weshow (thesolid line)theresultsofref.[8]added to thefollowing form

for�
soft

T

�
soft

T (s)= As
�+ B =

p
s: (9)

The choice A = 78:4�b,� = 0:058 and B = 117:05�b GeV,with pTm in = 3 GeV in

�H (s),ensuresan excellent�tto thelow energy data (i.e.W � 18 GeV)[16].

Thislatterapproach clearly providesthebestdescription ofthedata,butisslightly

unorthodox in attributing only part (around half) of the rise in cross section to

m inijets. W e could argue thatthisisa rationalview ofthe situation,less extrem e

than attributing allofthe rise to �
soft

T ,as in the soft Pom eron approach [18]. W e

em phasizethatthem inijetquestion isnotastark choicebetween thetwoextrem esof

eitherm inijetsproviding theentirerisewith energy ofthetotalcrosssection orbeing

absent:indeed,jetsare undeniably produced in both pp [19]and  [20],aswellas

p,reactions.Theim portantissueiswhetherthey m akea signi�cantcontribution to

thetotalcrosssection atexisting energies.In thispicture,with pTm in = 3GeV,they

do;�H (s)being around 20 �b at
p
s = 200 GeV,although thisisvery sensitive to

thechoiceofpTm in.Theincreaseofthesoftcrosssection could stillhaveitsorigin in

m ultipleinteractionsin theregion pT < pTm in,butthen withoutasim pleperturbative

description.

4. H adronic �nalstate

In this section we illustrate the possible size and nature ofthe e�ect ofm ultiple

interactions on som e aspects ofjet cross sections and the hadronic �nalstate at

HERA.Here the experim entstypically m easure jetswith transverse energiesaslow

as6 GeV.To sim ulatetheseeventswith M onteCarlo m odels,they usevaluesforthe

m inim um transverse m om entum ofa hard scatterofaround 2 < pTm in < 3 GeV.In

addition,cutson the p CM energy are m ade,forcing itto lie typically in a range

ofaround 120 GeV �
p
s � 265 GeV.Forthese choices the m ean num ber ofhard

scatterspereventwasfound to be atleast1.04 (higherforthe lowerpTm in values),

taking theM RS D � [21]proton and GRV [22]photon parton densities.

Fortheeventswegenerate,sincethecrosssection fallsrapidly with increasing pT,we
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a)

xγ
OBS < 0.75

b)

xγ
OBS > 0.75

c)

Figure 3: The E T jet pro�le in �, for a) xobs < 0:75 and b) xobs � 0:75. c)

xobs distribution for dijets,at HERA energies,with direct contribution. Including

m ultiplescattering (solid line)and with m ultiplescattering turned o� (broken line).

expectthatm ostofthem ultipleinteractionswillhavepT � pTm in and so theirm ain

e�ectwillbetoincreasethem ean num berofobserved jetsby boostingtheunderlying

E T in theevent.Eventswhich contain m ultiple interactionswith high enough pT to

beobserved asjetsin theirown rightarerelatively rare,buttheirobservation (they

appearas pairsofback-to-back jets) would provide striking evidence in supportof

theexistence ofm ultipleinteractions.

Jet�nding wasperform ed using a conealgorithm with a coneradiusR = 1 [23].Jets

have E T � 6 GeV and pseudorapidity �2 � �jet � 2. The additionalE T can be

seen directly in thejetpro�le,Fig.3(a),wheretheE T in thejetsisplotted against�

relativetothejetaxis.Thepedestalenergy isincreased with theinclusion ofm ultiple

interactions.A variablefound to be usefulatHERA [24]fordistinguishing between

directand resolved photon eventsisthe‘observablex’.Itisde�ned by

x
obs
 =

P

jetsE
jet

T e� �
jet

2E 

(10)

and the sum is over the two highest E T jets in the event. Itis the fraction ofthe

photon’senergy m anifestin thetwojetsofhighestE T,and in leadingorderisexactly

the fraction ofthe photon energy which enters the hard scatter,i.e. direct events

are peaked at xobs = 1 whilst resolved events have xobs < 1. The x cut isolates

theresolved interactions,and asexpected m ultiple interactionshave no e�ectin the

directcase,Fig.3(b). The extra E T enhancesthe inclusive jetrate around �jet = 1,

and an increased sensitivity to m ultiple scattering can be seen in the �jet and E
jet

T
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Figure 4: Jet pro�le. The solid circles are uncorrected ZEUS data. Uncorrected

transverse energy ow seen in the calorim eteraround the jetaxishdE T=d��iwhere

�� = �cell� �jet,forcellswithin oneradian in � ofthe jetaxis,forjetsin the range

5 GeV< E
jet

T < 6 GeV and with 0< �jet< 1.

distributionsin dijetevents,which areshown in ref.[4].An enhancem entathigh �jet

and low E
jet

T isseen.Allplotsin Fig.3 have the directcontribution generated using

HERW IG included,hencetheriseatxobs � 0:8 in Fig.3(c).

Itcan beseen from Fig.3(c)thatthee�ectofm ultiplescattering isgreaterin thelow

xobs region.M ultiple interactionsarem orelikely to occurhere asitisin thisregion

thatthehigherparton densitiesoccur;also theenergy conservation constraintisless

restrictive.

In Fig.4 variousM onte Carlo m odelsare com pared to prelim inary ZEUS data [25].

The jet pro�le is shown,and the data are not corrected for detector e�ects. The

sim ulated eventshave been passed through a fullsim ulation oftheexperim ent.Jets

have 5 GeV < E
jet

T < 6 GeV and pseudorapiditiesin the range 0 < �jet < 1. These

cutsrem ovethee�ectoftheforward edgeofthecalorim eteracceptanceand allow us

to study thee�ectofthedi�erentm odelson thejetpro�leindependently oftheE
jet

T

and �jetdistribution ofthem odels.Thecom parison with thevariousm odelscon�rm s

the generalconclusion m ade by H1 [26]that introducing m ultiple interactions can

im provetheagreem entbetween M onteCarlo m odelsand thedata.However,thereis
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a largeam ountoffreedom in them odelsand,in particular,thee�ectofintroducing

m ultipleinteractionsdependsstrongly on theparton density ofthephoton (com pare

thehistogram sforthem ultipleinteraction m odelsusingLAC1and GRV).Forfurther

com parisonswith HERA data,thereaderisreferred tothetalk ofSteveM ax�eld [27]

and referencestherein.

5. C onclusions

M ultiple scattering m ust occur at som e CM energy,in order that unitarity is not

violated:therelevantpointhereiswhetheritispresentatHERA.Clearly answering

this question using totalcross section data is going to be very di�cult,given the

uncertaintiesin thesoftphysics.Thispointwasm adevery clearby ourdiscussion of

sect.3,and in ref.[2].

However,jetcrosssections seem to be a m ore hopefulplace to look. In sect.4,the

e�ecton thehadronic�nalstateofm ultiple parton scattering in p interactionshas

been sim ulated by interfacing an eikonalm odelofm ultiple parton interactionswith

HERW IG.M odelsindicatethatthee�ectofm ultiplescatteringissigni�cantatHERA

energies.Forreasonableexperim entalcuts,theinclusion ofm ultiplescattering leads

tosigni�cantchangesin inclusiveand dijetcrosssectionswhich should beunderstood

beforeattem pting to unfold to parton distribution functions.
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