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1. Introduction

U nderstanding the am all x behaviour of the glion density is one of the m ost challenging
problem s of perturbative Q CD . It has becom e topical w ith the com m issioning of the electron—
proton collider HERA at DESY . Indeed experin entsat HERA are probing the gluon density in
the region x < 10 > by dbservation of the behaviour of the proton structure finction’ F, as a
fiinction of N Q 2 and by them easurem ents ofdi ractive J= photoproduction, dift production
etc. [, 2,71

F irst we recall that for m oderate values of x, say x ~ 0:05, observabk quantities such as
F, x;0?) are detem ined in perturbative Q CD by them ass factorization theorem in which the
collinear logarithm ic singularities, that arise from glion em issions in the partonic subprocesses,
are absorbed into universal parton densities. T he absorption of the collinear singularitiesm ake
the densities \run" w ith a Q ? dependence determ ined by the A karelliParisi (G LAP) evolution
equations, although the absolute values of the densities are not calculable in perturbative Q CD
but have to be Input at som e scak, say Q5. In fact A tarelliP arisi evolution resum s the kad-
ng s hQ?*=Q}) contrbutions where, in a physical gauge, the 2 In" Q*=Q%) contrbution is
associated w ith a space-lke chain ofn gluon am issions in which the successive glion transverse
m om enta are strongly ordered along the chain, that is &, ::r &, Q2. The coef

cient (splitting) functions and anom alous din ensions of A tarelliP arisi evolution have been
calculated to next-to-Jleading order. This corresoonds to the situation in which a pair of glu-
ons are em itted w ithout strong oy ordering (and ierations of this con guration). Then the
contributions contain a power of ¢ unaccom panied by nQ*=Q%).

At su ciently high electron-proton cm . energy, P s, we encounter a second large variable,
1=x s=0?, and we must resum the lading s In (1=x) contrbutions. In this regin e the
dom nant parton is the gluon and the key ingredients to calculate hard scattering ocbservables
are the ky -factorization theorem and the BFK L equation for the glion distrbution F (x;k% )
unintegrated over its transverse m om entum k; [, §]. The BFK L equation, which sum s the
lading s In (1=x) contrbutions, m ay be w ritten in the om g, 7]
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with s 3= ,andwhereF @ isthe non-perturbative driving tem ofthe equation. To gain
insight into the equation we refer to Fig. 1 which show s the basic uni that, on iterating (),

Jeads to a chain of sequential glion em issions. These real em issions com e from the rst tem
under the integral, where ¥ + o = K ofFig.1. The second tem corresponds to the virtual
contributions which arise from gluion loops along the chain. The real and virtual contrdbutions
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3In deep inelastic scattering we do not probe the glion directly, but instead via the process g ! dg. The
Iongitudinal fraction x of the proton’s m om entum that is carried by the glion is therefore sam pled over an
interval bounded below by the B prken x variable x, Q2=2px, where as usualp and g are the fourm om enta
of the incom ing proton and virtual photon respectively and Q2 . We om it the subscript b since the
distinction between x (of the gluon distribution) and %, In F (x5;Q 2) is evident.



cancelasq ! 0 to ensure that there isno singularity n ). The strong ordering in g is now
no longer applicabk and instead we have a \random wak" ordi usion n hg? aswe proceed
along the chain to glions w ith an aller and an aller values of x. The enlarged o phase space
ladstoax tpegrowth of F asx ! 0. In fact, shoe the kemel of the BFK L equation is
scale nvardant, the solution can be found by M ellin transform techniques and given analytically
forx ! 0 (for xed coupling ). In particular we have the fam ous resul, obtained in the
origihal BFK L papers [g], that
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corresoonding to the maxinum of a continuous spectrum of eigenvalues of the kemel of the
M ellin-transform ed) BFK L equation.

The BFK L equation sum s the leading order s In (1=x) contributions. The next-to-leading
tem s are not yet known. H owever, there is one kinem atical constraint which should be mmple-
m ented, nam ely [7, §]

k% > zq? : 3)
T he constraint} arises since, in the an allz regin e where the BFK L equation isvalid, we require
that the virtuality of the exchanged gluons arisesm ainly from the transverse, rather than the
Iongiudinal, com ponents of theirm om entum ; that is

x5 K @)

There are also constraints from energy-m om entum conservation f3]. For exam ple, for the
glion of transverse momentum k! form ing one of the links of the BFKL chain we require
@+ k%2 > 0, where g is the Hurm om entum of the deep inelastic photon probe. That is

2
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at small B prken x. However () gives an in plicit bound on k% which is usually much more
restrictive than (§). This can be seen by considering a given value ofkZ : Then a high value of
& inplies an equally high value ofk¥ and @) becom es
k2
k¥ < L (6)
Z
Sice z > x, thisbound is tighter than () except for low values ofQ ? which arem uch less than
kZ . This is fortunate because it is possble to study the e ects of in posing @) on the solution
ofthe BFK L equation. Indeed, the Introduction of the upper lim it of integration, q? < k% =z,
preserves the scale nvariance ofthe BFK L equation and therefore allow s the M ellin transform
technique to be used to nd themodi ed form of the solution asx ! 0, see Section 2. The
m odi cations enter at next-to-Jleading order and above. They are found to reduce the exponent

4T hroughout we call this a kinem atic constraint although its origin is partly dynam ical. W e sketch the
derivation of (:j) in Section 3.



ofthex behaviour from the BFK L valuegiven in (). Besides nding the analytic solution,
we also solve the BFK L equation num erically and present resuls for the e ective value of
at non—zero values of x s0 that we can study how the asymptotic x ! 0) analytic result is
approached.

If 5 isallowed to run then the integrand in the BFK L equation is weighted m ore to the
infrared end, and the e ects ofthe kinem atic constraint 3) w illbecom e weaker. W e investigate
the e ect in tem s of the uni ed CCFM evolution equation [/, 10, 11], which reduces to the
BFKL equation In the snallx Iim it. The CCFM equation isbased on the ocoherent radiation
of gluons, which leads to an angular ordering in their em issions [[4]. The glion distribution,
which satis esthe CCFM equation, depends on an additional scale that is required to specify
the m axim um angle possibl for glion em ission, which is given essentially by the scale of the
probe. The gluon distrbution therefore becom es a function of three variabkesF (x;k%;0%). In
particular, angular ordering introduces a constraint

2
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Into the ntegrand of the equation for the gluon. At an all z, this angularordering constraint
& < Q%=z® appears much weaker than the kinem atic constraint ¢ < kZ=z of @). C larly
orQ? > kZ wewould expect no e ect from angular ordering and the gluon distribution would
becom e independent of Q2. In Section 3 we solve the CCFM equation num erically, w th and

w ithout in posing the kinem atic constraint 3), so as to study these e ects.

In Section 4 we use the resuls for the unintegrated gluon distrbution, together w ith the
kr -factorization theoram , to study the e ect of the kinem atic constraint on observable an all
X processes. In particular we m ake predictions for the behaviour of F, (x;Q?) as a fiinction
of nQ? at smallx, for its cham com ponent F§ (x;Q?), and for high energy di ractive J=
photoproduction. D ata are available for these three processes, allofwhich are sensitive to the
glion at snallx fI,,12,3]. W e present our conclusions in Section 5.

2. Constraints on the gluon from the BFK L equation with xed ¢

Tn this section we investigate the e ect of in posing the kinem atic constraint g2 < k=z on
the solution of the BFKL equation, (). In particular we wish to solve the equation for the
unintegrated gluon distrbution which incorporates the constraint,

F (x;k2) = F 9 ;k2) ,
Z 4 Z 2 2 :
_ dz d“or k x x
+ s — — z F Zikx+t+taf ki GF =k
x Z % o3 z zZ
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and to detem Ine the value ofthe exponent ofthex behaviour ofthe solution. T he solution

can m ost easily be obtained by rew riting the equation in tem s of the gluon distrdbution in

m om ent space 7
1

F(1;k2) = [ axx

F (ki) )



Then the BFK L equation becom es

Z 2 1 2
F(;k2) = F Ok + 5 d; O d;z! ;—T z F(;¥+ad)
1 _
— kI G@F (kD) (10)

where the rst —function in poses the kinem atic constraint on the realem issions. A susualwe
solve the equation by taking the M ellin transform , and Introduce the variable conjigate to

k2
T
Zc+jl

1

F (k) = — d &) F(;): (11)
2 i c il
then the BFK L equation reduces to the algebraic relation
F () =F90 )+ 2K ()P ) (12)
w here the kemel
20 1 ( | ) 3
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The expression f::xg arises from the f::3g in (), up to a factor of 1=! . The kemel is scale

invariant, as becom es evident once we m ake the substitution ¢ = ku. Then {13) becom es

Z d Z 4 du b P—_ ' i
K{¢;) = — — @+ 2 ucos +u) A+u ) 1
2 0 u
Z 4 du h ' i
= — F ( ; ;1;u) A+ 1 ) 1 @4)
0 u
where F ( ; ;1;u) is the hypergeom etric fiinction, and where theti  tem ardises from the

Integration over the Intervall < u< 1 when we substituteu ! 1=u.

T he solution of the BFK L equation for the double M ellin transform F (! ; ) has the usual
form
F(O) ;)
F(l; ) = : ; (L5)
1 Te=hK ()
except that now due to presence oftheq% < k% =z cuto K dependson ! ,aswellas . Inverting
the m om ents In the standard way we nd that the unintegrated distribution is given by

g2, L Cen 2 LO)
F x;kp) = 2 1. d k:) R ()x 16)

where we have perform ed the ! integration, and piked up the \leading" pok of F' (! ; ) at
!'=1(),wih residueR ( ). From (I%) we see that the pole position ! ( ) is a solution of the
equation

S
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Theexponent ofthex behaviour, or n otherwordsthepok position T (*) which detem ines
the lading behaviour of {1§) asx ! 0, isthemaxinum valne of ! ( ) as varkes along the
contourc il toc+ i1 wherecliesin the nterval ( 1;!). Thevalue ! ( ) is found from

=0 18)

which occurs at the saddle point =" = c. The resulting values for the intercept

= T0) 19

are shown as a function of 5 by the continuous curve In Fig2.

T he curve isto be com pared w ith the leading-order intercept, shown as a dashed line, which
is obtained from the BFK L equation w ithout the kinem atic constraint im posed. In this case

wehave ! = 0K (!; ) In (I2) and soK isa function of alne

K(=0)= 2@ T+ ) « ) 20)
where is the logarithm ic dervative of the Euler function : (z) z)= (z). A long the
contour of Integration in (I§) the polk position ! = “gK reaches itsmaxinum valie at the

\saddk" pont = c= %,andsowe recover the fam iliar leading-order BFK L intercept
= " K(=0 = 1) = "g4dn2: @1)

Tt iseasy to see that the in position ofthe kinem atic constraint n the BK F'L. equation Introduces
higher-order corrections to the value of the Interospt. For instance we note that the pok in
(15) is a solution of
QK (!;
! =_SK“(!=O;)+_S!7(') + iz 22)
e! 1=0

Ifwe were to keep only the next-toJeading tem in our determ ination ofthe Intercept, then we
would have

= 54mh2Q 4415%);

which is shown by the dotted curve denoted by (c) In F ig.2. T he im portance ofthe higherorder
corrections is evident, even forvalues of™ ¢ 3 4= 04.

T he above analytic procedure yields the \asym ptotic" or leadingx  behaviour ofthe gluon
distrbution F (x;k?) asx ! 0.W emay solve them odi ed BFK L equation num erically to see
how the asym ptotic value of the Interospt  is approached as x decreases, for di erent values of
k2 . To beprecise we solve (§) num erically using forthe driving tem F @ (x;k?) a conventional
distribution of the form 3(1  xPN exp( K=k?) with ky = 1 GeV. I Fig. 3 we show the
e ective slope . , obtained from the solution F (x;k2) via

@hF

e T i @3)
Q@ In (1=x)
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as a function of x for di erent values ofk% , fora xed 73 = 02. W e see that the approach
to the asymptotic (x ! 0) value, = 0:35, depends on the value ofk% . Since  is the kading
sihqgularity we would expect an approach from below . H owever, for large k% the x dependence

ofthe BFK L di usion pattem,
0 1

n’ K2=k.)
@ p - T T'A .
=P nl=x) '
overrides thisbehaviour and causes . to approach the asym ptotic value from above. Here Ei
is associated w ith the non-perturbative nput distrbution.

2.1 K inem atic constraint in the folded form ofthe BFK L equation

In Section 3 we study the e ect of the kinam atic constraint in the m ore realistic case when

s Isallowed to run. T here we solve the evolution equation in \folded" form . T hat is the fom
In which all the virtual corrections and all the unresolved real gluon em issions are resum m ed.
Unresolved em issions are those with ¢ < 2, where ? speci es the resolution. Im posing the
kinem atic constraint f < kZ=z on the olded BFK L equation is a little m ore involved than it
was in the \unfolded" orm (§) in which the realand virtual tem s appear on an equal footing,
that isto the sameorder n 5. To see thiswe rst rew rite the unfolded BFK L equation, @0),

in the form
N/

. . &2 h . i
Fsd) = FO0,e) + 2 :g ki 4 Flix+ad) T (k)
— Z 2 2!!
d k _
s 2 ST g2 ) T F(iktad) @a)

! .3 %
where we have sin ply divided the ¢ integration according to whether & is Jess or greater than

k2, and carried out the z integrations. T he kinem atic constraint is responsble for the factor
()' in the second integral. Now we divide the rst integral according to whether 2 < 2 or

& > ? so that we can resum all the virtual and unresolved realtem s. Providing ? isnot
too large, we can evaluate the f < 2 part explicitly:
— 2 g h i
dogr — _
— 2 Fliketad (2 4 Fe¥) &i 4)
. !
— Z 2 2"
def T
= S F 0.k T — ZF (k2
| F (! ;ky) - + O 2 ’ ! F (!;k?) (25)
where
T Tehlkg=): 26)

The result ¢5) isthe residualvirtualcorrection toF (! ;k?) which rem ains after the cancellation
of the unresolved realand virtual singularities. U sing 5), we see that then @4) becom es

— Z 2
_ . g _
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where F O = 17 P = 17 Y= + T). W e invert the m om ents and transom back to x space,
and nd
F &;k2) = FOxkl)+ ,
Z 4 Z 2 2 :
_ dz~ d°op k N b4
s — — z @i ) r@kidt; HF =ikt ad
X Z Cﬁ q% Z
(28)
where “y, often called the non-Sudakov form factor, is given by
( 7 !y )
1dz° 2 d
“r Zikiigi °) = exp s —5 % z % ki ) @r 9
2
5 2 29)
3z if ¢ < k2

W

@ =ki)" if ¢ > k3;
where T isgiven by (26). The form factor screens the 1=z sihgularity in €8).

W e see that the inclusion of the kinem atic constraint ¢ < k#=z i the realgluon em ission
part oftheunfolded BFK L equation, @’) ,hastheaddiionale ect ofm odifying the non-Sudakov
form factor in the Hlded equation 2§). The m odi cation occurs for ¢ > kZ and m akes the
form factor larger, but always, of course, satisfying “z < 1.

3. Constraints on the glion from the CCFM equation

The BFKL equation, which resum s the s In(1=x) contrbutions, is applicable at sn all x
and m oderate Q ?, whereas at larger x and large Q?=Q3) A tarelliParisi (GLAP) evolution,
which resum s the s h(Q*=Q3) tem s, is appropriate. A theoretical fram ework which gives
a uni ed treatm ent throughout the x;Q? region has been omulated by Ciafaloni, Catani,
Fioraniand M archesini {I(]. The CCFM approach isbased on the ocoherent radiation of glions
which inplies angular ordering of the gluon am issions along the chain. The CCFM equation
em bodies both the BFKL and GLAP equations In the appropriate kinem atic regin es. In the
am all x region the CCFM equation m ay be approxin ated by [11]

F (x;k2;0%) = F 9 &k2;0% +
14z 2 & X
_s(k%) - —q(j (@} zq) R(Z;k%r'oé)F ;;jET+qu2;qz

(30)

where it is convenient to in pose the angular ordering in tem s of rescaled transverse m om enta

% .
1 z

q (31)
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T he angularordering constraint then becom es g < Q =z. Here the non-Sudakov form factor g
is given by

|
1 dz° % dof? '
R Ekig) = e Tski) = «: & @ 2o : (32)
F inally, note that we have allowed s torun in (30). The solutionsF (x;kZ ;Q %) ofthisequation
were studied in ref. {[1]. As in ref. 1] we restrict the transverse m om enta of the gluons along
the chain to be above 1 GeV?. As we shall see i tums out that this physically reasonable
choice of nfrared cuto gives a satisfactory nom alization of all the observables sensitive to
the an all x behaviour of the gluon distrioution, F , w ith the exception of F{ at Iow Q2.

T he novel feature of the CCFEFM , as com pared to the BFK L equation, is that the solution
is dependent on Q?. The origin of the dependence com es entirely from angular ordering,
g < Q=z. In the BFKL lading I (I=x) lin it F becom es independent of 02 and indeed the
CCFM solutionsexhibit thisbehaviour for large Q 2. H owever, or an allQ ? non-leading In (1=x)
e ects beocom e In portant via the angular ordering constraint and F decreases w ith decreasing
Q% [l

Here we study the in pact of the kinem atic constraint ¢ < kZ=z. To be precise the con-
straint is actually

4 < 1 z)K=z: (33)

W e sketch the derivation. The key cbservation is that the virtuality k? of a gluon along the
chaln should arisem ainly from the transverse, rather than the longiudinal, com ponents of the
mom entum forthe an allx approxin ation to be valid. Now in tem s of the light-cone variables
k bk k

k> = k'k K (34)
O we require
k; > k'k 3 (35)
From Fig.1l we see that
k = k° a’ q= 4=; (36)

w here the Jast equality follow s from the on-shell condition for the em itted g]uon-f: . Thus

k+
¢ = ‘2 37)

Ko K 1 z

k+
k'k q—+q§ =

T he kinem atic constraint 33) then ollow s directly from @7) and @3).

Sh {_égl) and ('_3-2:) g are the light-cone com ponents of the 4-m om entum of the em itted gluon, whereas
elsew here In this section g denotes the rescaled transverse m om entum de ned by C_?:]_;) .



Here we wish to compare the gluon distrbution F (x;kZ;Q?) obtained by solving (30),
w ith the solution obtained if the kinem atic constraint 33) is inposed. That is we study the
m odi cation of the solution caused by Incorporating

K TR

—_— z and

@ =24 o3

in @0) and B2) respectively, just as the corresponding  functions were lncluded in (28) and
£9). In the snallz, large Q? regin e the kinem atic constraint ¢ < (1 z)K =z is a stronger
lin itation than the angular ordering constraint of < Q ?=z?, and we anticipate that the CCFM
solution F (x;k%;0?) w illbecom e ndependent ofQ ?. In otherwords in this lim it the kinem atic
constraint autom atically embodies the angular ordering constraint 3] and since the form er is
independent ofQ ? the unintegrated glion distroution F doesnot depend on thisvariabk either.
However, as Q? decreases below kZ the angular ordering constraint becom es stronger and F
begins to decrease. W e illustrate the e ect in Fig.4 which showsF versusQ ? at di erent values
ofx forkZ = 10G &V?. Here we have calculated F by num erically solving the CCFM equation
(30) as describbed in ref. {11], and then repeated the caloulation w ith the kinem atic constraints
(38) incorporated. W e also use these solutions to show In Fig. 5 the e ective exponent . of
the integrated gluon distribbution

(38)

ZQz

n
o F dk? (39)

@ In (I=x)

e

as a filnction ofx ©r xed valuesofQ 2. T he glion distrbutions are generated from a at input
F 9  constantasx ! 0), and so the rapid rise with decreasing x (kg  x © ) is generated
by perturbative Q CD resumm ation e ectsvia the CCFM equation. A s forthe BFK L equation
wih xed g, we notice from Fig. 5 that for the CCFM equation . beocomes an aller (oy
about 0.1) on in posing the kinem atic constraint.

4. Im pact on observables

P redictions for cbservables at an all x are driven by the behaviour of the gluon distribbution,
since the gluon is by far the dom inant parton in this regin e. Here we study three quantities,
which are being m easured at HERA, that are egpecially sensitive to the glion distrbution
at am all x; nam ely QF,=Q IogQ?, the charm com ponent ofF, and high energy di ractive J=
photoproduction. The rsttwo observables are linearly dependent on the gluon density, w hereas
the third has a quadratic dependence which considerably Increases its sensitivity to the glion.

In desp inelastic scattering the virtualphoton couples to thegluon via theg ! dgtransition.
W e therefore calculate the structure function F, from the unintegrated gluon distrbution F
using the ky -factorization theorem
z Z 0%

X X
F,®;Q%) = dk; — & F &Gky; )F2™ ;)m;kT;QZ;mq + F)  (40)



w here Fé’ox nclidesboth the quark \box" and \crossed box" contributionswhich orighate from
virtual photon-virtual glion g production, that isfrom g ! Jg. The convolution is sketched
In Fig. 6. Forthe u;d and s quark contributions we take the quark massm 4 = 0, while for the
cham component we takem . = 135 Ge&V . The explicit expressions for Fé’ox Including quark
m ass e ects can be ound® in ref. [3]; the argument of ¢ in F§°X istaken tobe (2 + m?)
wherem? = 1GeV? Pru;d;js quarksand mj = m 2 for the c quark. T he results are not very
sensitive to varations ofm o about these values.

T he background contrbution FJ ’ F; (x;Q?) at large x, but is a slow Iy varying function of
x and Q2 at an allx. For exam ple we extrapolate below x = 0: usihg the soft Pom eron x °©8
behaviour. H owever, predictions for the slope, @F,=Q hQ? are particularly insensitive to any
ambiguities due to F;} . The an allx approxin ation ofthe CCFM equation, @U), that we have
used am ounts to setting the Sudakov form factor s = 1 and to approxin ating the glion-glion
splitting function by its singular tem asz ! 0, that isPyy * 6=z. ¢ represents the virtual
corrections which cancel the shgularities at z = 1. To m ake a realistic com parison w ith data,
we allow for the rem aining nite tem s in P oy by multiplying the solution F (x;kZ ;Q?) by the
factor 7 !
33+ 2n; “ Q% de?

&P T35 s &) ?
where the number of active avoursng = 4. At large x (x > 0:) and snallQ? Q? < 20Ge&v?)
the CCFM solutions, w ith and w ithout the kinem atic constraint in posed, are found to agree
w ith each other, and also w ith the solution obtained from the doublJleading-logarithm @© LL)
approxin ation of 30) n which wereplace Q@ zg by Q@ g andsst = 1.However,
at Jarger Q2 (peyond the range of the data that we consider here) som e care is needed. The
kinem atic constraint is only applicable in the sm all x region and so the nom alisation of the
gluon is suspect at large x, particularly for large Q2. W e therefore renom alise the solution
of the CCFM equation wih the kinem atic constraint Inposed so as to agree for x > 0:1
w ith the unm odi ed solution and itsD LL approxin ation. In thisway we allow for the an allx
approxin ation ofthe equation. T he renom alisation only a ectsthe solution forQ 2 > 20G &V 2.

In Fig. 7 we show the predictions orF, (x;Q?) at sm all x together w ith the latest HERA
m easurem ents. Including the kinem atic constraint 33) in the CCFM egquation for the glion
F (x;k%;Q7) has the e ect of taking us from the dashed to the continuous curves in Fig. 7.
T he relevant com parison is the slope (@F,=@ InQ?) of the curves which is proportional to the
glion distrbution. W ith the present experin ental errors the com parison is inconclusive, but
it is evident that, as the statistical and system atic errors are reduced, future m easurem ents of
QF,=@ I Q? will give Insight into the properties of the gluon distrbution F (x;k2 ;0 7).

Recently the cham component of F, has been measured {14] at HERA in the snall x
region. These measurements of F{ (x;Q?) are shown In Fig. 8, together with earlier EM C
values f1§] at larger x. W e com pare these data w ith the cham com ponent F 5 determ ined from

®T here is a typographical error in the expression ©r x°below eq.(19) in ref. [[3); the factor (1 ) should
be In the denom nator.
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the unintegrated gluon distrdbution, F , using the ¢ quark contribution to the kr —factorization
formula (40). W e show the values cbtained by taking the m ass of the cham quark to be
m.= 14 and 17 GeV .W e also show predictions based on GRV [1§] and M RS partons {17].
The rstofthesstwo isobtained from g ! occatNLO fl8]usingm assive cham quarksand the
integrated (G RV ) gluon distribution. In theM RS analyses [ 4,119]the cham quark is treated as
aparton. The cham distribution is assum ed to be zero ©HrQ? < m ?, whil above this threshold
©? > m?) i is evolved assum ing that m. = 0. The valuem? = 277 GeV? is detemm ined by
tting to the EM C data f15] orF §. A though the H1 sm allx data are prelin inary, i is clear
that an in proved m easurem ent of F'; will be valuable. At present there are indications that
our ky factorization approach underestin ates the H 1 data at the lower Q2 values; in fact the
in position of the kinem atic constraint worsens our previous description of these data Q1.
T he third observable process that we study is high energy di ractive J= photoproduction,
p! J= p. &t o ers a sensitive probe of the gluon at small x P1, 22]. The amplitude can
be factored into the product ofthe ! ¢ transition, the scattering of the ¢ quark pair on
the proton via (colourkss) two-glion exchange, and nally the fom ation of the J= from the
outgoing cc pair. T he crucial observation is that at high energy the scattering on the proton
occurs over a much shorter tim escale than the ! <&¢ uctuation orthe J= fom ation tim es.
Since di ractive J= photoproduction is essentially an elastic process, the cross section is
dependent on the square of the unintegrated glion distrbution, F (x;k%;0%). The relevant
valiesofx and Q2 arex = M 2= 2 and Q. M?2=4,whereM isthem ass ofthe J= m eson
and W isthe p centre-ofm assenergy. The cross section is given by 3]

(p! J=p) = L (p! J= p)
p: P b dt p: P i
3 3 2 A2 Z ! 2
= M S Q) e dk% i F (X'k2 :0°)
3b k2 M2 M2+ 4k e
41)
where .. is the Jptonic width descrbing the J= ! e"e decay, isthe QED coupling,

and b is the slope param eter of the di erential cross section, d =dt = A exp( bi). W e take
the experin entalvalue b= 45G eV *. W e include the e ects of ¢ rescattering and the an all
contribution of the realpart of the am plitude as descrbed in ref. R3]. it was noted in ref. R3]
that the e ects of Fem im otion of the c and € quarks n the J= lad to a sizeable ( 30%)
uncertainty in the nom alization of the perturbative Q CD prediction of the photoproduction
cross section, but that the \shape" ofthe W (or x) dependence isuna ected.

T he predictions for di ractive J= photoproduction are com pared w ith recent HERA data
in Fig.9. At present the data extend up to energy W ’/ 140G eV, thatisdowntox’ 5 10°%.
T he prediction in the absence of the kinam atic constraint (the dashed curve) im plies that the
gluon increases too fast with decreasing x. On the other hand if the kinem atic constraint is
ncorporated in the CCFM equation, then the continuous curve is obtained and the description
is iIn proved.
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Foroom pktenesswe also show in Fig. 9 the description ofthe J= data calculated from two
recent sets ofpartons GRV [l§land M RS A% {L7]) asdescribed in ref. P3]. N either parton set
Incorporates In (1=x) resumm ation e ects. TheJ= data appearto favourthe phenom enological
glion distribution of the latter set of partons.

5. Conclusions

W e have studied the behaviour of the gluon distrdbution ofthe proton in the sm allx regin e,
10 < x < 10 3, that has recently becom e accessble to the experin ents being perform ed at
the HERA electron-proton collider. In this regin e it is necessary to work in tem s of the unin—
tegrated gluon distribution F (x;k% ) and to resum In (1=x) contributions. To leading order, the
resum m ation isaccom plished by the BFK L equation. The § In” (1=x) contrdbution corresponds
to an e ective n—rung ladder diagram arising from a space-lke chain ofn gluon em issions. The
solution F (x;k% ) ofthe BFK L equation show s, w ith decreasing x, two characteristic features.
Firstan x growth Where = "¢4Ih2 for xed g,or ' 05 if ¢ isallowed to run), and
second, a di usion or random wak in hkZ aswe proceed along the gluon chain.

The full next-to-Jeading order summ ation ofterm s g n" ! (1=x) is not yet known, but we
would expect the description of F', to be sensitive to this correction. H owever, two in portant
higherorder e ects can already be Investigated. O ne e ect is due to the angular ordering of
gluon eam issions, which lads to the CCFM , rather than the BFK L, equation for the glion
distribution. The solution now depends on an additional scale that is required to soecify the
m axinum angle of glion em ission, which tums out to be essentially the scale Q ? of the probe.
That the solution F (x;k%;0?) will be dependent on Q? is ndeed evident from the angular
ordering constraint Q@ gz) In the CCFM equation, @30). At very sm allx the constraint is
autom atically satis ed and the CCFM solution reducesto the BFK L form F (x;k: ). Num erical
solutions to the CCFM equation were obtained in ref. {11].

T he second higher-ordere ect isdue to the in position ofthe kinem atic constraint  (k % =c¢

z) which isrequired forthevalidity ofthe BFK L orCCFM equation at sm allx. T he constraint is
needed to ensure that the virtuality ofthe gluons along the chain is controlled by the transverse
momenta, that is ¥’ K. Thema®r ain of this paper is to explre the consequences of
In plem enting this constraint. For xed s the hntroduction of the constraint preserves the
scale nvariance of the BFKL equation. The x  behaviour of the solution as x ! 0 can
therefore be obtained using analyticm ethods. W e found that the BFK L Intercept = g4I 2
issigni cantly reduced. Thedetailsare shown n Fig.2. W e seethat it isihsu cient to consider
Just next-to—leading e ects; higherorder e ects are in portant. For munning g we solved the
CCFM eguation num erically and obtained the gluon distrbution F (x;kZ ;Q ?) w ith and w ithout
the kinem atic constraint in posed. In this case the constraint has the e ect of reducing by
about 01, sse Fig. 5. For Q? > kZ the kinem atic constraint is m ore severe than that due to
angular ordering and so the gluon distrdoution becom es independent of Q ?, see F ig. 4.

In Section 4 we studied the in pact of In posing the kinem atic constraint on the description
of three cbservables which are sensitive to the glion distrbution at small x and which are
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being m easured at HERA . T he observables are @F,=@ nQ %, F{ (x;0%) and theW dependence
ofthe cross section for high energy di ractive J= photoproduction. The e ects are signi cant
In particular regions of phase space; contrast the dashed and continuous curves in Figs. 7
and 9. A s expected J= photoproduction o ers an especially sensitive m easure of the glion.
T hese com parsonsw ith data should be regarded as exploratory, in other words, our calculation
should be viewed as a prelin hary step towards a full theoretical treatm ent of higherorder
In (I=x) contrdbutions. However, i is clear that the e ects discussed in this paper should be
nocorporated In any realistic analysis of n proved an all x data.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1l G luon em ission which fom s the basis of the BFK L equation (1) for the unintegrated

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

glion distrdoution F (x;k% ). x and x=z are the longiudinalm om entum fractions of the
proton’s m om entum carried by the respective glions. Throughout we use ¢ and kr to
denote, respectively, the transverse m om entum ofan em itted gluon and of a gluon along
the chain.

The exponent ofthe x behaviour of the gluon distrbbution obtained by solving the
BFKL equation (@) wih (continuouscurve) and () w ithout (dashed curve) the kinem atic
constraint in posed, asa function of ( xed) ~ g 3 5= .Thedashedcurveis =" 54h2.
The dotted curve (c) is the value of the exponent that is obtained if we kesp only the
next-to—leading order m odi cation due to the kinem atic constraint.

T he continuous curves are the e ective exponent @IhF=0@ In(1=x) calculated from
the num erical solution F (x;kZ) ofthe BFK L equation which incorporates the kinem atic
constraint, for k¥ = 1000, 100, 10 and 4 GeV?. The coupling ~ 35= = 02. The
dashed lines indicate the value of the exponent of the x ! 0 analytic solutions of the
BFK L equation w ith and w ithout the kinem atic constraint lncluded, that is the values of
curves () and (@) ofFig. 2 respectively at = ¢ = 02.

The Q ? dependence of the gluon distrbution F (x;k2 ;0 ?) obtained by solving the CCFM
equation wih (continuous curves) and w ithout (dashed curves) the kinem atic constraint
33) included. Results are shown forx = 10 °;10 ;10 ® and 10 2.

The e ective exponent . Q@ In xg)=@ In (1=x) obtained by solving the CCFM equa—
tion with (continuous curves) and w ithout (dashed curves) the kinem atic constraint (33)
inclided. Resuls are shown ©rQ? = 1000;100;10 and 4 Gev?.

P ictorial representation of the kr factorization form ula, that is of the oonvo]qun F, =

qF FP* of @0). F ®%k:; ?) is the unintegrated gluon distrbution and GFO% is
the o —shell gluon structure function, which at lowest order is determm ined by the quark
box (@nd \crossed box") contrbutions.

P redictions of the proton structure finction F, (¢;Q?) as a function of hQ?, at xed
values of x, com pared wih recent m easurem ents m ade by the experim ents at HERA
fl, 21. The continuous and dashed curves are respectively the predictions cbtained from
the CCFM equation, via the ky -factorization theorem , w ith and w ithout the kinem atic
constraint (33) incorporated. The dotted curves are the predictions cbtained from the
GRV set ofpartons [1§].

P redictions forthe cham com ponent F § ofthe proton structure function, F,, com pared to
recent prelin inary H 1 m easurem ents {14] and older EM C data [15]. T he predictions were
obtained by solving the CCFM equation (w ih kinem atic constraint) for the unintegrated
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Fig.9

gluon and then using the k; “factorization fomulawihm .= 14 G&V (upper continuous
curve) and m . = 17 G&V (lower continuous curve) A Iso shown are the next-to-leading
order predictions [[§,19]based on GRV [[6§]and M RS [17] partons.

The m easurem ents [3] of the cross section for di ractive J= photoproduction com pared
w ith the perturbative QCD descrption based on the unintegrated glion distribution
obtained by solving the CCFM equation wih (continuous curve) and w ithout (dashed
curve) the kinem atic constraint B3) included. The dotted and dash-dotted curves are
the predictions obtained from the GRV and MRS A% set of partons {14, 171], calculated
as in ref. P31.
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