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A bstract

W e calculatethe crosssection forthe production oftwo jetswith largetransversem om enta k2

in DIS di�ractive dissociation for both transverse and longitudinally polarized photons. The

scale which de�nesthe hardnessofthe Pom eron isfound to be k2
Q

2
+ M

2

M 2 .W e presentanalytic

expressionsand discussnum ericalresultsrelevantforthe di�ractivedissociation atHERA.

1.) Thedi�ractivedissociation ofthephoton in deep inelasticep-scattering atHERA hasrecently

attracted m uch interest. As for the inclusive di�ractive cross section attention has been given

to the question whether the Pom eron which describes the energy dependence ofthis process is

closer to the softPom eron which describesthe high energy behaviorofhadron-hadron scattering

or whether it resem bles the hard Pom eron observed in the proton structure function at sm allx.

W hereasearlieranalysis[1,2]ofHERA data seem to favorthe �rstalternative,a recentanalysis

[3]presentsevidence fora strong adm ixture ofthe hard Pom eron. A naturalway to gain further

clari�cation is a m ore detailed analysis ofthe di�ractive �nalstate. Electroproduction ofvector

m esonsand photoproduction ofJ=	 have been analysed [4]and com pared [5]with both the soft

and thehard Pom eron,and they seem to favora harderPom eron.A new classof�nalstateswhich

allow toenhancethehard Pom eron com ponentarejetswith largetransversem om enta[6,7,8].The

sim plestcon�guration aretwo-jeteventswith thejetsoriginating from q�qpairs;forlargerinvariant

m assesM one expectseventswith additionalproduction ofgluon jetsto becom edom inant.
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In thispaperwe considerthe sim plercase q�q jetproduction,restricting ourselvesto the kine-

m aticregion wherethehard Pom eron can beexpected to dom inate(�g.1).Starting from theDIS

di�ractive crosssection form ula

d�ep

dydQ 2dtdM 2dk2
=

�em

yQ 2�

"
1+ (1� y)2

2

d�
�p

T

dtdM 2dk2
+ (1� y)

d�
�p

L

dtdM 2dk2

#

(1)

we calculate the di�erentialcrosssection forthe subprocess� + p ! q�q+ p forvery sm alltand

considerboth the transverseand longitudinalcrosssection.

2.) W eassum ethetotalenergy s= (p+ q)2 to bem uch largerthan thephoton virtuality Q 2 = � q2

aswellastheinvariantm assofthequark anti-quark pairM 2 = (q+ xIP p)
2,i.e.thePom eron m o-

m entum is m uch sm aller than the proton m om entum (xIP � 1). Instead of M 2 one can also

introduce the variable � which isde�ned as � = Q2=(M 2 + Q 2). Forouranalytic calculation we

setthe m om entum transfertto zero,since the crosssection strongly peaksatt= 0. In orderto

com pare with data we willadd the t-dependencelateron by hand.

Thenew elem entin ourapproach isthe�xed transversem om entum k ofthe(anti-)quark which

enters as a second hard scale in our calculation and allows to treat the Pom eron perturbatively

(hard Pom eron). For large s (sm allxIP )the am plitude ofthe processisdom inated by two-gluon

exchange,and following the k-factorization theorem [9]we express the am plitude with leading-

log(1=xIP ) accuracy through the unintegrated gluon distribution ofthe proton. The two gluons

have to couple to the outgoing quarks in allpossible com binations in order to preserve gauge

invariance.

The quark phase space isusually param eterized in term softhe transverse m om entum k and the

longitudinalm om entum fraction � according to the Sudakov decom position: k + xIP p = �q0+

k2=(�s)p+ k (theanti-quark m om entum consequently hastheparam etrization:q� k = (1� �)q0+

k2=[(1� �)s]p� k)with q0= q+ xp.The invariantm asscan now easily be expressed in term sof

� and k2: M 2 = 2(q� k)� (k + xIP p) = k2=[�(1 � �)]. In the quark anti-quark CM S one �nds

for � = (1� cos(�))=2 where � denotes the angle between the quark and the proton. From the

expression k2 = �(1� �)M 2 itbecom esclear thatkeeping the m assM �xed (ofthe orderofQ )

and taking k2 to be sm allalso m eansthat� and � becom e sm all.Aswillbeseen below the cross

section isdom inated by sm allk2,i.e.thejetsappearm ostfrequently atsm allanglesorphrased in

di�erentwordsthejetsare ’aligned’(see Aligned JetM odel[10]).

The crosssection forthe q�q production hasthe following form (fordetailssee refs. [7,11,12,

13,14,15]):

d�T
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whereFG representsthe unintegrated gluon distribution ofthe proton

Z
Q 2

dl
2
FG (xIP ;l

2)= xIP G (xIP ;Q
2) : (6)

This identi�cation ofthe Pom eron with the gluon structure function,however,has to be taken

with care. Strictly speaking the function which appears in eq.(6) is not exactly the sam e gluon

structure function asin DIS.Nam ely the longitudinalcom ponentofthe two gluon linesin �g.1,

even at t = 0,have a typical�-value ofthe order ofxIP and their di�erence is exactly xIP . In

the leading-log(1=xIP ) approxim ation where we cannot distinguish log(1=xIP ) and log(2=xIP ) the

function G from (6) has the sam e xIP -dependence as the gluon structure function. But in the

HERA-regim e we cannot exclude a di�erence in the absolute norm alization. In the following we

shallidentify ourfunction G with the gluon structure function,butin a m ore am bitiousanalysis

onecould think ofcalculating thenonforward gluon structurefunction using thegeneralized gluon

splitting function of[16].

Note the extra Q 2 in the denom inator ofthe longitudinalcross section in (3) which reects

the fact that this is a higher twist contribution. The term [:::]=l2 in the integrand ofeq.(4) is

roughly constant for l2 sm aller than k2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2 and falls o� like 1=l2 for larger l2. The

unintegrated gluon structure function FG also falls like 1=l2 (m odi�ed by logarithm s) so that

the dom inant contribution in the integration com es from the region l2 < k2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2. W e

approxim ate the integrand here by taking the lim it l2 = 0 for[:::]=l2 and integrate over FG with

k2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2 as the upper lim it. The latter results in xIP G (xIP ;k
2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2),i.e.we

have extracted the leading log(k2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2)contribution. The caveat,however,isthatthis

approxim ation underestim atestheregion oflargeM 2.Thisbecom esclearby �rsttaking thelim it

M 2 ! 1 and then perform ing the integration over l2. In this lim it [:::]equals 2�(l2 � k2),i.e.

there is no contribution at low l2. The integrand at large l2 is roughly falling like 1=l4 and the

integralisdeterm ined by itslower lim itk2 which approxim ately leadsto FG (xIP ;k
2)=k2,i.e.the

�nalresultalso contains the unintegrated structure function. In the next section we present the

correction forany M -valuewhich unfortunately cannotbederived from sim pleargum entsasgiven

here. Physically the scale k2(M 2 + Q 2)=M 2 correspondsto the virtuality ofthe softerofthe two

quarks,into which the photon dissociates.W ith theapproxim ation described above one obtains:

IT =

"
4Q 2M 4

k2(M 2 + Q 2)3
+ bt

@

@k2

#

xIP G (xIP ;k
2
Q 2 + M 2

M 2
) (7)

IL =

"
Q 2M 2(Q 2 � M 2)

k2(M 2 + Q 2)3
+ bl

@

@k2

#

xIP G (xIP ;k
2
Q 2 + M 2

M 2
): (8)

where bt and bl are functions ofM
2 and Q 2 and willbe given in (11) and (12). Let us discuss

the m ain propertiesofthisresult.Itisseen thatthe transverse m om entum ofthe outgoing quark

pairsetsthe scale ofthe gluon structurefunction.Thism eansthatthe e�ective slope ofthe hard

Pom eron,which determ inesthe rise ofthe crosssection atsm allxIP should increase with increas-

ing transversem om entum .Thee�ectiseven strengthened by theadditionalfactor(Q 2+ M 2)=M 2

which entersthe scale and isofthe orderoftwo forthe Q 2;M 2-range considered here. From the

known behaviorofthe gluon structure function we can furtherm ore conclude thatthe powerrise
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ofthe cross section as a function ofk2 is dam ped for k2 sm all,but stillin a range where the

perturbativeapproach islegitim ate.Notethat(7)and (8)cannotbeextrapolated down to k2 = 0.

The fall-o� with increasing M 2 is identicalfor both polarizations. A rem arkable property ofthe

�rstterm ofthe longitudinalcrosssection in (8)isitszero forQ 2 = M 2. A num ericalevaluation

oftheabove form ulaswillbeperform ed in part4.).

3.) Thusfarwehavediscussed thecrosssection in thedouble-leading-log approxim ation.O necan

in principle do betterbecause the k-factorization form ulaseq.(4),(5)are m ore generaland allow

foran evaluation withouttheleading-log(Q 2)-approxim ation.ThisisequivalenttousingtheBFK L

Pom eron [17]forthe unintegrated gluon structure function. W e willshow thatthe characteristic

m om entum scale which was identi�ed in the previous section em erges in this m odelwithout any

approxim ation and that we essentially reproduce the form ulas given there,provided this scale is

large enough.

The use ofthe BFK L Pom eron requires a nonperturbative input distribution which cannot

be determ ined theoretically. Using only the m ostgeneralparam eterization we �nd forthe BFK L

Pom eron thefollowing expression

FG(xIP ;l
2) =

1

�2
0

Z
+ 1

�1

d�

2�
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0

! �
1

2
�i�
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�

(9)

with �2
0
being a nonperturbative scale (�2

0
’ 1G eV 2),�(�) a slowly varying function of� and

�(�) = N c�s
�

[2 (1)�  (1=2 + i�)�  (1=2 � i�)]the characteristic eigenfunction ofthe BFK L

pom eron. Now we insert the above expression in our basic equations (4),(5) and perform the

l2-integration exactly.Thisleadsto
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where F is the hypergeom etric function. The rem aining �-integralcan be safely evaluated nu-

m erically but here we restrict ourselves to the discussion ofsom e lim iting cases. O ne observes

im m ediately that the scale k2(Q 2 + M 2)=M 2 is the relevant param eter, which determ ines the

location ofthe saddle point ofthe integral. As long as N c�s=� � log1=xIP is m uch larger than

� = log[k 2(Q 2 + M 2)=(M 2�2
0
)]we are in the BFK L-lim it and the saddle pointlies at� ’ 0. In

thiscase one�ndsthe usualBFK L resultswith a steep riseofthecrosssection forsm allxIP .

If,on the other hand,� is m uch larger than ln1=x IP ,we are in the double logarithm ic lim it

and the �-contour has to be shifted close to � = � i=2. The saddle point is located at i�s =

1=2�
p
N c�s=(��)ln(1=x IP ).Evaluating the�-integralwe obtain
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with the doubleleading log approxim ation ofeq.(6)

xIP G (xIP ;k
2
Q 2 + M 2

M 2
) =

[N c�s=(��)ln(1=x IP )]
�1=4

p
8N c�s

exp

 s

4
N c�s

�
ln

�
1

xIP

�

�

!

�(�s): (14)

Ifwecom paretheseresultswith thoseobtained in theprevioussection,weseethatan im provem ent

has been achieved in the prefactor ofthe unintegrated structure function. Itis m ore accurate in

the transverse case and we have found a correction forthe longitudinalpart,too,where the zero

forQ 2 = M 2 disappears. The leading term ,however,which containsthe structure function itself

isthe sam e asbefore. W e should stresshere again thatthe scale ofthe gluon structure function

k2(Q 2 + M 2)=M 2 already appeared in the single logarithm ic approxim ation and turned outto be

the m ostim portantparam eterin thisprocess.

Finally,letuscom m enton the region ofsm allk2.The expressionsgiven in (10)and (11)can

becontinued down to k2 = 0 and theintegralgivesa �niteanswer.Forthetransversecrosssection

a detailed saddle pointanalysisshowsthatthe m ain contribution com esfrom the sm allk2-region

and thusagreeswith theAligned JetM odel.Forthelongitudinalcrosssection on theotherhand,

the additionalfactor k2 m akes the sm allk2-region less dom inant. Hence,for the k2-integrated

transverse crosssection the BFK L m odelgetsa too big nonperturbative contribution and thusis

notreliable.Thelongitudinalcrosssection haslessnonperturbativecontributions.

The situation becom esbetter,ifk2 isconstrained to be large. Thiswasshown fordi�ractive

jetproduction in a num ericalstudy contained in [18].From thiswe draw the conclusion thatour

above analysis,for both cases,is on a solid theoreticalbasis ifonly �,which isthe logarithm of

the relevantscale here,islarge. Hence we regard the eqs.(12),(13)asa �rm prediction,up to a

norm alization uncertainty,in a range,wherek2 isatleastoftheorderof1G eV 2 and wheretherise

ofthe gluon density asa function ofx isvisible,the latter condition ensuring thatwe are in the

sm all-x lim it.

4.) Based upon the form ulae (2), (3), (12) and (13) we have perform ed a few num ericalcal-

culationswhich m ay apply to HERA data.Throughoutourcalculationswehave integrated overt

by taking ourcrosssection expression evaluated att= 0and m ultiplyingwith theform factorwhich

wasgiven by Donnachieand Landsho�[19].Furtherm oreweused therunningstrong coupling con-

stantwith thescale being given by thescale ofthegluon structurefunction.Firstwe have looked

into the m oststriking feature ofthe crosssection form ula,the riseofthe gluon structurefunction

atsm allxIP .Fig.2a and 2b show the xIP -dependenceofthe transverse and the longitudinalcross

sections,keeping� and Q2 �xed at2=3and 50G eV 2,respectively,and integratingoverk2 > 2G eV 2.

W e have considered di�erentparam eterizationsforthe gluon structurefunction:theG RV leading

orderand next-to-leading-orderparam eterizations[20],and the hybrid m odelofone ofus(M .W .)

[14]. For com parison we also show a prediction ofthe soft Pom eron [7]. As expected,the hard
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Pom eron rises m uch stronger at sm allxIP than the soft Pom eron. The upperthree curves show

the overalluncertainty in both xIP -shape and overallnorm alization ofthe perturbative approach.

In order to �nd the \optim al\ version we have calculated the inclusive structure function F2,by

coupling the gluon to the quark loop and doing the sam e type ofapproxim ations as for the q�q

crosssection described in theprevioussection (herewehaveassum ed thatin thekinem aticregion

which we are considering the gluon structure function dom inates). Figs.3a-d show the resultsof

this com putation in com parison with data [21],and we feelthat the next-to-leading order G RV

param eterization givesthebestdescription.Afterhaving in thisway \selected\ which param eteri-

zation forthegluon structurefunction isthebestoneforourpurposes,wereturn to eqs.(12)and

(13)and calculate thexIP -dependence,varying now the m om entum scale k2(Q 2 + M 2)=M 2 which

determ inesthe\hardness‘ofthePom eron structurefunction.Asitcan beseen from �g.2c,there

isa clearvariation in theslope(num ericalvaluesfortheslopesaregiven in the�gure),butin the

HERA rangethisvariation isnotvery strong.So them ain experim entalsignal,forthebeginning,

m ay betheobservation ofa risein eqs.(12)and (13)with a powerof1=xIP around 0.75.

Nextwehaveused ourform ulaeforestim atingtheep-integrated crosssection fortheproduction

oftwojetswith largetransversem om enta.W ede�netwocuts;(a)k2 > 2G eV 2 and (b)k2 > 5G eV 2,

and wethen integrateoverallothervariablesin theregion Q 2 > 10G eV 2,xIP < 10�2 and 50G eV <

W < 220G eV (W 2 = (p+ q)2). The resultsforthe transverse and the longitudinalcrosssections

are given in Table 1.Typically the longitudinalcrosssection isofthe order10% ofthetransverse

cross section. The other conclusion thatm ay be drawn from this table concerns the dependence

upon the k2 cut: m oving from the cut (a) to cut (b),one loses about 75% ofthe cross section.

In �g.4 we show the dependence on k2,keeping � and Q2 �xed. O n the whole one notices that

k2
0
= 2G eV 2 k2

0
= 5G eV 2

G RV(LO ) G RV(NLO ) G RV(LO ) G RV(NLO )

�
ep

T
193 108 29 19

�
ep

L
15 9 2 1

P

i= T;L �
ep

i 208 117 31 20

Table1:Resultsfortotalep-crosssections(in pbarn)ofdi�ractivedijetproduction fortwodi�erent

param eterizationsofthe gluon density and two di�erentcutson the transverse m om entum ofthe

jets.

the longitudinalcross section (�gs.4 b,d) decreases less rapidly than the transverse one (�gs.4

a,c).According to ourform ulae,the transverse crosssection fallsapproxim ately as1=k4,whereas

the longitudinalone decreases m ore like 1=k2. This sim ple power behavior is,however,slightly

m odi�ed by the k2-dependence ofthe gluon structure function (num ericalvalues for the slopes

are given in the �gures). In the region ofsm allerk2 the crosssectionsstartto becom e som ewhat

atter.Thisisin agreem entwith whatwe have already discussed aftereq.(8).Them oststriking

variation isseen in �g.4b:in the double leading log approxim ation the longitudinalcrosssection

hasa zero atQ 2 = M 2:due to the correction term in (13),thiszero issom ewhatshifted towards

sm aller�.W hatwe see in �g.4b istherem ainderofthiszero.

Anotherquantity ofinterestisthe �-spectrum forjetswith k2 largerthan 2G eV 2 (�g.5). As

to thetransversecrosssection,in com parison with theinclusivedi�ractive crossforq�q production

which showsthe (1� �)-dependence we now see a m axim um which atnottoo large Q2 liesbelow

6



� = 0:5. In the longitudinalcrosssection which again issm allerthan the transverse crosssection

by afactorof10 weseethedip which hasm oved from thevalue� = 1=2 (uncorrected crosssection)

to � = 0:4 orless.

5.) In this paper we have collected evidence that the observation oftwo jets with high trans-

verse m om entum m ay provide a valuable way ofanalysing,in the DIS Di�ractive Dissociation,

the hard Pom eron.Afterhaving established thatthe scale forthe hardnessofthe Pom eron isnot

sim ply k2 butthe com bination k2(Q 2 + M 2)=M 2 we have illustrated severalsignals ofthis hard

Pom eron.In ournum ericalestim ateswe have found thatitisnotenough to considerthatpartof

the phase space where the transverse m om enta are strongly ordered.The m ain signalofthe hard

Pom eron is,m ostlikely,the stronger rise in 1=xIP . But there are also other,m ore subtle details

which are typicalfor the hard Pom eron. A m ore carefulcom parison with the predictions ofthe

softPom eron seem svery im portant.

Production oftwo jetsclearly representsthe sim plestcase ofjetproduction in DIS Di�ractive

Scattering. In the next step one has to com pute higher order corrections to two jet production

and to generalize to theproduction ofofextra gluon jetswhich areexpected to becom eim portant

especially in the large M -region. Anotherpointofinterestisthe t-dependence. W hereasthe soft

Pom eron predictsthetypicalshrinkageforthet-slope,thehard Pom eron isexpected,atleastfort

oftheorderof1G eV 2,to have a m uch weakerenergy dependenceofthet-slope.Both theseissues

have to be analysed in m ore detailin order to reach a m ore com plete understanding ofthe hard

Pom eron in Di�ractive DIS.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 : A contribution to the am plitude for the process � + p ! q�q + p. The shaded blob

representsthe unintegrated gluon structurefunction.Forthe fullam plitudethegluonshave

to becoupled to thequarksin allpossibleways.

Fig.2a : The xIP -dependence ofthe cross section d�
�p=d� for transverse photons. The curves

are for Q 2 = 50G eV 2,� = 2=3 and k2 integrated from 2G eV 2 up to the kinem aticallim it.

Resultsareshown forthesoftPom eron exchangem odelof[7],theperturbativehybrid m odel

of[14]and them odelpresented in thispaperwith theG RV leading orderand next-to-leading

ordergluon distribution [20].

Fig.2b :Thesam e as�g.2a butforlongitudinalphotons.

Fig. 2c : The xIP -dependence of the cross section 1=N � d�
�p=d� for transverse photons us-

ing eq.(12)and the G RV(NLO )-param eterization forthree di�erentkinem aticalsituations:

Q 2 = 80G eV 2,� = 2=3,k2 integrated from 2G eV 2 to 4G eV 2 (solid line),Q 2 = 80G eV 2,

� = 2=3,k2 integrated from 4G eV 2 to 8G eV 2 (dotted line)and Q 2 = 80G eV 2,� = 5=6,k2

integrated from 2G eV 2 to 4G eV 2 (dashed line). The num bers in the �gure give the slope

ofeach curve. The norm alization N is the integralofthe cross section over the xIP -range

displayed.

Figs.3a-3d :Com parison ofourresultsfortheinclusivestructurefunction F2,calculated with the

sam e type ofapproxim ation asdescribed in section 3.) and two di�erentparam eterizations

ofthegluon density [20]with data from H1 ,ZEUS and E665 [21]fordi�erentvaluesofQ 2.

Fig.4a :Thek2-dependenceofthedi�erential�p-crosssection fortransversephotonsaccording

to eq.(12). Values for the kinem aticalparam eters are xIP = 5� 10�3 ,� = 2=3,and Q2 is

varied between 15G eV 2 and 45G eV 2. The quantity � givesthe e�ective slope ofthe curves,

obtained from a num erical�tto a powerbehaviour� (k2)�� .

Fig.4b :Thesam e asin �g.4a butforlongitudinalphotons(eq.(13)).

Fig.4c :Thesam e asin �g.4a butfor�xed Q 2 = 10G eV 2 and di�erentvaluesof�.

Fig.4d :Thesam e asin �g.4c butforlongitudinalphotons.

Fig.5a :The�-dependenceofthe crosssection d�
�p=d� fortransverse photons.Thecurvesare

forxIP = 5� 10�3 and three di�erentvaluesofQ 2.

Fig.5b :Thesam e asin �g.5a butforlongitudinalphotons.
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