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A bstract

A realphoton hasa com plicated nature, whereby it m ay rem ain unresolved

or uctuate into a vectorm eson or a perturbative qg pair. In events, this
gives three by three com binations ofthe nature ofthe two incom ing photons,

and thus six distinct event classes. T he properties of these classes are partly

constrained by the choices already made in our related p model. It is
therefore possible to predict the energy-dependence of the cross section for
each ofthe six com ponents ssparately. T he total cross section gives support
to the idea that a sinple factorized ansatz w ith a pom eron and a reggeon

term can be a good approxin ation. Event properties undergo a stepw ise
evolution from ppto pto events, w ith larger charged m ultiplicity, m ore
transverse energy ow and a higher gt rate in the latter process.
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1 Introduction

There are m any reasons for being Interested In physics. The ocollision between two
photons provides the richest spectrum of (kading-order) processes that is availlblk for
any choice of two incom ing elem entary particles. For instance, since the photon has a
hadronic com ponent, all of hadronic physics is contained as a subset of the possibilities.
A dditionally, the photon can appear as an unresolved particle oras a perturbative ggq uc—
tuation, giving a host of possble further interaction processes. The relative am ount of
these com ponents and their respective properties are not fully understood today. A correct
description of the com ponents of the total cross section and the related event shapes
therefore is the ultin ate challenge of I Inin um -bias’ physics. Speci ¢ issues include the
description of the photon wave function, duality between perturoative and nonperturba—
tive descriptions of the resolved photon, the &k of m uliple parton {parton Interactions
and the related m inifet phenom enology and eikonalization of the total cross section, the
transition between soft and hard physics, the transition between the real photon and the
virtual one, and so on.

In addition to the direct reasons, there are also indirect ones. The process e e !
e e ! ¢e X willbeamain oneat LEP 2 and fitture lineare' e colliders. T herefre,

events are alw ays going to give a non-negligible badkground to w hatever other physics
one is Interested in. T he devising of e cient analysis strategies m ust be based on a good
understanding of physics.

The study of physics has a long history, and it is not our intention here to give
a oom plte list of references. M any topics have been covered by contributions to past
workshops [l]. Tn recent years HERA has been providing rich infom ation on the related

p processes, and thereby stinulating the whok eld P]. Further developm ents can be
expected here. Currently interest is focussed on LEP 2 [3]. Already LEP 15 has
provided am ple ram inder of the im portant r6l of processes when away from the Z°
pole. LEP 2 brings the prom ise of a Jarge event rate at reasonably large energies. In
the future, the laser backscattering option of linear €" e colliders o ers the prom ise of
obtaining a large rate of very high-energy Interactions, typically at up to 70% ofthe
energy of the corresponding € e collisions. Then the two aspects above com e together
In foroe, both w ith new chances to understand photon interactions and new challenges to
elin inate the background to other processes.

The starting point for the current paper is our model for p physics 4]. M any of
the basic assum ptions can be taken over in an (aln ost) m inin al fashion, whik further
new ones appear. Based on the experience from HERA, som e old assum ptions can be
sharpened and further developed. LEP 2 and future linear colliders w ill allow new tests
to be carried out. Our recent studies on the parton distrbutions of the photon [H] are
parts of the sam e physics program , and provide further in portant building blocks for the
current study. In this paper we also em phasize the gradual evolution from pp to p to
events, that allow s som e crosschecks to be carried out system atically. Parts of this work
has already been presented in a prelin inary form at workshops [, 711.

No m odel exists In a vacuum . For the approach we are going to take, one in portant
line of work is the subdivision of photon interactions by the nature of the photon [].
M inigt phenom enology has attracted much attention in recent years 1. O ther related
works w ill appear as we go along. H owever, none of these approaches attam pts to give a
com plete description of cross sections and event properties, but only concentrate on
soeci ctopics. Herewe w ill try to bem ore am bitious, and really provide all the necessary



aspects In one singke framework. The only other work wih a som ewhat sim ilar global
scope is the recent studies w ithin the context of dual topological unitarization {14].

Som em ain areas are still left out of our description. In allthat ollow s, both lncom Ing
photons are assum ed to be on the m ass shell; further issues need to be addressed when
eitherphoton orboth ofthem are virtual. T he issue ofthe eikonalization ofthe anom alous
and direct com ponents of the photon wave fiinction will be partly deferred to fiture
studies; the evidence for some form of ekonalization w ill becom e apparent as we go
along. F inally, for reasons of clarity, we restrict ourselves to discussing what happens in
the oollision between two photons of given m om enta. T he addition ofphoton ux factors
[3] com plicates the picture, but does not add anything findam entally new .

Section 2 contains a description of the photon wave function and event classes,
section 3 of total and partial cross sections, section 4 of event properties and section 5
gives a summ ary and outlook.

2 The Photon W ave Function and E vent C lasses

To rst approxin ation, the photon is a point-ike particle. H owever, quantum m echani-
cally, tmay uctuate into a (charged) femm ion{antiferm ion pair. The uctuations $ gg
are of special interest to us, sihce such  uctuations can interact strongly and therefore
tum out to be responsibl forthem a prpart ofthe p and total cross sections, aswe
shall see. On the other hand, the uctuations into a Jpton pair are uninteresting, since
such states do not undergo strong Interactions to leading order, and therefore contrbute
negligbly to total hadronic cross sections. The Jptonic uctuations are perturbatively
calculabl, with an infrared cuto provided by the lpton m ass itself. Not so for quark
pairs, where low virtuality uctuations enter a dom ain of non-perturbative Q CD physics.
Tt is therefore custom ary to split the spectrum of uctuations into a low -virtuality and
a high-virtuality part. The fom er part can be approxin ated by a sum over low-m ass
vectorm eson states, custom arily (out not necessarily) restricted to the lowest-lying vec—
tor muliplet. Phenom enologically, this Vector M eson D om -nance (VM D) ansatz tums
out to be very successfiil in describing a host of data. The high-virtuality part, on the
other hand, should be in a perturbatively calculabl dom ain.
In total, the photon wave function can then be w ritten as 4]
X X X
J 1= GareJ barel ™t o Vi+ %:gql+ C‘j‘+ *

v= 0;1; ;0= g=u;d;sicib =e; ;

i @)

(neglecting the am all contrbution from ). In general, the coe cients ¢ ; depend on the

scale  used to probe the photon. Thus & (en=2 ) (2=3) In( %=m?). Introducing a cut-
o0 param eter k, to ssparate the low —and high-virtuality parts of the gq uctuations, one
sin ilarly dotains & (en=2 )2€ In( ?=kj). Since each g§ uctuation is characterized

by som e virtuality or transverse m om entum scale k, the notation in eg. @) should really
be viewed as shorthand, where the fiill expression is obtained by

Z 2 2

CHai7 ! 2;‘“2e§I . Fjﬁ;kzi; @)
0

and correspondingly for the lepton com ponent. T his is the form assum ed in the ollow Ing.
The VM D part corresponds to the range of dg uctuations below kg and is thus -
independent (assum ing > kg). In conventionalnotation & = 4 o, =f7, with £7=4
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determ ined from data to be 220 or °, 236 or !, ZEL>8.4 ﬁ)rP and %15 for 3= [1].
Finally, Gar IS given by unitarity: & Zs = 1 oa o . In practice,
Gare 1S always close to unity. Usually the probing scale  is taken to be the transverse
momentum ofa 2 ! 2 parton-level process. Our tted value kg 05 Gev ::[.4] then sets
them Ininum transverse m om entum of a perturdoative branching ! dqg.

In part, kg is an unphysical param eter, and one would expect a contihuiy under
reasonably varations of it. That is, if the VM D sum were to be extended beyond the
Jow est—lying vectorm esons to also include higher resonances, i should be possible to com —
pensate this by using a correspondingly higher kg cuto for the continuous perturbative
goectrum . Thism ay provide som e guidelines when exploring the physics i plications of
the ansatz above. The VM D {perturbative state duality has is lin its, however. H igher
excitations of vector m esons have lJarger wave-function radii than the lowest—lying states
when each isproduced bn shell’ in the tim edike region (roughly r / m ), whilke the uncer-
tainty relation gives an aller radii for the higher-irtuality com ponents of the real photon
wave function (r / 1=m ). Correspondingly, the contrioutions of %, ! and could not
well be described by perturbation theory alone: the g, param eters are related to the
absolute rates of the elastic processes p ! Vp, and here the cbserved relation between

% and ! production is in agreem ent with the 9 : 1 VM D expectations of coherent vector
m eson wave-functions, while inooherent interactions of perturbative com ponents jui and
idi would have kad to equalproduction of ° and ! .

The subdivision of the above photon wave fiinction corresoonds to the existence of
three m ain event classes in  p events, cf. Fig.'1:

1. The VM D processes, w here the photon tums into a vector m eson before the inter—
action, and therefore all processes allowed in hadronic physics m ay occur. This in—
cludes elastic and di ractive scattering aswellas low . and high-p, non-di ractive
events.

2. The direct processes, w here a bare photon interacts w ith a parton from the proton.

3. The anom alous processes, w here the photon perturatively branches into a dg pair,
and one of these (or a daughter parton thereof) interacts w ith a parton from the
proton.

A llthree processes are 0of O ( o ). However, in the direct contribution the barton’ distri-
bution of the photon isofO (1) and the hard scattering m atrix elem ents 0ofO ( o ), whilke
the opposite holds for the VM D and the anom alous processes. A s we already noted, the
Y v yctuations are not Interesting, and there is thus no class associated w ith them .

T he above subdivision is not unigue, or even the conventional one. M ore comm on is
to um p the £t production processes of VM D and anom alous into a class called resolved
photons. The ram aining softVM D ’ class is then de ned asnot having any &t production
at all, but only consisting of low 9, events. W e nd such a subdivision counterproductive,
since it is then not possble to think ofthe VM D class asbeing a scaled-down version (oy
a factor & ) of ordinary hadronic processes | rem em ber that nom alhadronic collisions
do contain gts part ofthe time.

In a com plkte fram ew ork, there would be no sharp borders between the three above
classes, but rather fairly am ooth transition regions that interpolate between the extrem e
behaviours. However, at our current level of understanding, we do not know how to
do this, and therefore push our ignorance into param eters such as the ko scale and the
£f2=4 couplings. From a practical point of view, the sharp borders on the parton kevel
are an eared out by parton showers and hadronization. Any M onte Carlo event sam ple
Intended to catch a border region would actually consist of a m xture of the three ex—

3



trem e scenarios, and therefore indeed be Interm ediate. T his issue is discussed further in

T he di erence between the three classes is easily seen in termm s of the beam £t struc—
ture. The incom ing proton always gives a beam £t containing the partons of the proton
that did not interact. O n the photon side, the direct processes do not give a beam gt
at all, sihce all the energy of the photon is involved in the hard interaction. The VM D
ones (kaving aside the elastic and di ractive subprocesses for the m om ent) give a beam
rem nant just lke the proton, with a brim ordial k, ’ smn earing of typically up to half a
G &V . The anom alous processes give a beam rem nant produced by the ! dgbranching,
w ith a transverse m om entum going from ky upwards. T hus the transition from VM D to
anom alous should be rather an ooth.

A generalization of the above picture to events is obtained by noting that each of
the two fncom ing photons is described by a wave function ofthe type given in eg. (). Tn
total, there are therefore three tin es three event classes. By sym m etry, the b -diagonal’
com binations appear pairw ise, so the num ber of distinct classes is only six. These are, cf.
Fig.2:

1.VMD VMD :both photons tum Into hadrons, and the processes are therefore the

sam e as allowed In hadron {hadron collisions.

2.VMD direct: a bare photon interacts w ith the partons ofthe VM D photon.

3.VMD anomalous: the anom alous photon perturbatively branches Into a gg pair,

and one of these (or a daughter parton thereof) Interacts with a parton from the

VM D photon.
4. D irect direct: the two photons directly give a quark pair, ! gg. Also kpton
pair production is allowed, ! ¥, butwillnot be considered by us.

5. Direct anom alous: the anom alous photon perturbatively branches into a g pair,
and one of these (or a daughter parton thereof) directly Interacts with the other
photon.

6. Anom alous anom alous: both photons perturbatively branch Into g pairs, and
subsequently one parton from each photon undergoes a hard interaction.

The zst three classes above are pretty much the sam e as the three classes allowed In  p
events, since the Interactions ofa VM D photon and those of a proton are about the sam e.
The m ain parton-kevel processes that occur In the six classes are:

T he Yirect’ processes ! 'gqg only occur in class 4.

The 1resolved’ processes g ! ggand g ! gg occur in classes 2 and 5.

The 2-resolved’ processes gfy! gq® where ° may also represent an antiquark),

dG! 99, 9@ ! 99,99 ! 99,99 ! dgandgg! ggoccurin classes1, 3 and 6.

E lastic, di ractive and low-p events occur in class 1.
In the list above we have only Indicated the lowest-order processes. W ithin the context
of the lrading-log approxin ation, at least, the subdivision Into six event classes is easily
generalized to graphs w ith an arbitrary num ber of partons in the nal state. This clas-
si cation is ilustrated in Fig. 3 for a generic ladder graph. To this picture nalstate
radiation can be added trivially.

T he notation direct, 1-resolved and 2-resolved is the conventional subdivision of
Interactions. The rest is then called woft-VM D’. A s for the p cass, our subdivision is
an attem pt to be m ore precise and intemally consistent than the conventional classes
allow . One aspect is that we really want to have a VM D VMD class that is nothing
but a scaled-down copy ofthe ° ° and other vectorm eson processes, w ith a consistent



transition between low -, and highp, events (see below ). Another asoect is that, In a
com plete description, the VM D and anom alous parts of the photon give rise to di erent
beam rem nant structures, as discussed above, even when the hard subprocess itselfm ay
be the sam e.

A third aspect is that our subdivision provides further constraints; these, at least In
principle, m ake the m odelm ore predictive. In particular, the parton distributions of the
photon are constrained by the ansatz ; eq. (1) to be given by

£, )= £k O+ £ & )+ £ x5 4k) ¢ 3)
Here
£ =25 . @ x) @)
and % A
£, ;%) = 2 £ & %) s )
v= 0;1; ;0= v

The anom alous part, nally, is fully caloulable perturbatively, given the boundary condi-
tion that the distrbutions should vanish or * = ki. In princplk, everything is therefore
given. In practice, the vectorm eson distrbutions are not known, and so one is obliged
to pick som e reasonable ansatz w ith param eters tted to the data. This is the approach
taken In our SaS param eterizations [§]. By com parison, conventional distributions are
de ned for resolved processes only:

fa;res()(; 2) — fa VMD (}<; 2)+ fa ;anom (X; 2;k§) . (6)

These resolved distrbbutions are then less constrained, in particular w ith respect to the
mom entum sum {I4] of resolved partons.

3 C ross Sections

3.1 The total cross section and its subdivision

Totalhadronic cross sections show a characteristic allo at low energies and a slow rise
at higher energies. T his behaviour can be param eterized by the fom

2P e)=X"Ps +YPs @)
forA+ B ! X .Thepowers and areuniversal, wih tvahes:ji_B]
00808 ; 0:4525 ; 8)

while the coe cients X »® and Y?® are processdependent. Equation ]) can be in-
terpreted within Regge theory, where the rst temm ocorresoonds to pom eron exchange
and gives the asym ptotic rise of the cross section. U kin ately, this increase violates the
Froissart{M artin bound {14]; should therefore be thought of as slow Iy decreasing w ith
energy (ow ing to m ultipom eron exchange e ects), although data at current energies are
well tted by a constant . The seocond tem , the reggeon one, is m ainly of Interest at
low energies. For the purmpose of our study we do not rely on the R egge interpretation of
eq. (1), but can m erely consider i as a convenient param eterization.



The VM D part ofthe p cross section should have a sin ilar behaviour. The direct
part re ects the parton distribbutions of the proton; a an alkx behaviour lke xf (x) b:4
would give di s. The anom alous part is less easily classi ed: a purely perturbative
description would not give a behaviour 1ke VM D , but a duality argum ent w ith anom alous
states interpreted in tem s of higher vectorm eson stateswould. Em pirically, the p data
are well described by

)  677s+ 129s [ b]; ©)

wih s h GeV?. (C rosssections are throughout given In mb for hadron {hadron interac-
tions, n b for {hadron ones and in nb for ones.) A ctually, the above formula is
a prediction [13] preceding the HERA data [15, 16]. The conclision would seem to be
that, at least as far as total cross sections are concemed, the extended VM D description
of anom alous Interactions is a reasonable rst approxin ation.

Ifwe then take the R egge-theory ansatz seriously also for the photon, it ispossble to
derive an expression for the total cross section

we(s)  211s+ 215s  [bl: (10)

This is based on the assum ption that the pom eron and reggeon temm s factorize, X 28 =
ap sp and¥?® = .z gg,sothatX = X P)?’=XPPandY = 2(@ p)ZZ(Ypp+Yp§)r
wih X PP 21570 and (YPP + YPP)=2 7723. In hadronic cross sections, factorization
seam s valid fr the pom eron tem but not or the reggeon one, eg. X PP = X PP whik
YPP 9839  YPP  5608. The choice of using the average of YPP and Y PP then is an
arbitrary one, though it can bem otivated roughly by argum ents of counting the num ber of
allowed valence quark/antiquark annihilation/exchange diagram s possbl in the various
processes. The band of uncertainty can be obtained by using either Y PP or Y*P alone,
ie. Y = 297 and 169. Thisambiguiy only a ects the low-energy behaviour, and so is
not critical for us. T is illustrated in F ig. 4, where we also com pare w ith existing data on
tot (S) -

N ote that factorization is assum ed to hold separately forthe pom eron and the reggeon
temm s, not for the total cross section itself. That is, the relation . = 2( )?=( 25 +

Eft) is not exact in this approach, although num erically it is a very good approxin ation
(usually to better than 1% ).

Our eq. (0) above should be com pared with the tin e-honoured expression =
240 + 270=W [['1]. This corresponds to a critical pomeron, = 0, as was comm only
assum ed in the early ssventies, and an = 035, but it is otherw ise iIn the sam e soirt as
our formula. A Iso num erically the two closely agree at not too large energies, see F ig. 4.

One should rem ember that our expression (10) is here Yerived’ based on a sinple
R egge-theory ansatz that has no real validity for the photon. Next we will proceed to
study the contrbutions of the individual event classes. The constraints that com e from

P physics data then directly feed Into constraints on the contrbution from these classes
and therefore on the total cross section. At the end of the day we w ill therefore show
that a cross section behaving roughly ke eq. 10) should be a good approxim ation. Th
doing so, the properties of the event classes are also xed, to a Jarge extent.

Based on the subdivision into event classes, the total p cross section m ay be w ritten
as

P _ p p I
tot ©  VMD + dj.r+ anom (ll)
and the total one as
tot = VMD VMD + 2 VM D dir + 2 VM D anom + dir dir + 2 dir anom + anom anom * (12)
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Here we explicitly keep the factor of 2 for the o -diagonal temm s, where the ¥l of the
two inocom ing photonsm ay be Interchanged.

32 TheVMD contributions
The Vp cross sections m ay be param eterized as

1 "

I > VL 1363s+ 31:79s  mb]; 13)
Lo Key KPP 100ls  15ls bl (14)

The p cross section is not expected to have a reggeon tem and indeed the additive
quark m odel {[9] form ulae give a contribution close to zero; a am all negative term could
easily com e from threshold e ects and so we choose to kesp it. Lacking m easurem ents
of D p cross sections we cannot use the additive quark m odel to estim ate the J= p cross
section. T he Jatter could in principle be extracted from data on J= production in nuckar
collisions. Super cially a value ofabout 6mb at5 © P s < 10G eV com esoutbut thisvalue
presum ably is too large since in the so far accessibbl kinem atical range of large positive
xr the J= is fomm ed outside the nucleus. Thereforewe x the VM D ooupling ofthe J=

at its ¥ptonic valie and use a low-energy m easurem ent of elastic J= photoproduction
to determm ine the J= p cross section. This in plies a reduction ofthe p cross section by
a factor of about 10 com pared to the p one, in agreem ent w ith the expectation that the
soft pom eron couples m ore weakly to heavier quarks. A gain using factorization for the
pom eron and reggeon tem s sgparately, the total cross section for two vector m esons is

X PViyx PV2 2y PV1y PV2

AL s+ ——=s
X PP Y PP + Y PP

tot

15)

These X and Y coe cients are collected in Tablk I}
The totalVM D cross sections are obtained as weighted sum s of the allowed vector-
m eson states,

X 4
vhMbD = fj“ vP  s54s+ 115s [ b} (16)

v V

X 4 o X 4 g

2 2
£, £,

7iv2 1335+ 170s  hbl: a7)

VMD VMD

Vi Vo

In Fig.§ we show the breakdown of ,,, ymp DY Vectorm eson combination. O bviously
the ° ° combiation dom inates.

For a description of VM D events, a further subdivision into elastic (€l), di ractive
(d and dd for single and doublk di ractive) and non-di ractive (hd) events is required.
K esping only the sin plest di ractive topologies, one m ay w rite

we ©)= P )+ ks, )t Max,©+ i)+ LT 6): (18)

The elastic and di ractive cross sections for all required Vp and V.V, processs have
been calculated and param eterized In the context of our m odel presented in ref. 201.
T he sam e form ulae are used as those collected in section 4 of that paper, and so are not



repeated here; only the expressions in its eq. (26) have to be replaced. The follow ing
param eterizations have been chosen:

2 . -

MmaX;XB = C]_S+ S gy
C

Byxp=ct+ —;

2 — .
Mmax;AX = &St G

Cs
Bax =&+ —;
S
4 ds
=+ — + :
° " hs JnZs',
d ds
2 _ 5 .
Mmax;XB_S d4+]n—s+]nzs ’
d
S S

The coe cients ¢ ; and d; are given in TabkT,. Additionally the b slope param eters are
,=23GeV ?,b =b =b =14GeV * andb. = 023GeV ?. The non-di ractive
cross-section is then given by whatever is keft. T his subdivision is shown in Fig.'§ for the
sum of allm eson combinations, which then m ainly re ectsthe ° ° com position.

The ,q may be further subdivided Into a Iow , and a highp, class. Sihcethe2 ! 2
parton {parton scattering cross sections are divergent in the Imit p, ! 0, som e further
care is needed for this classi cation. W e expect the perturbative form ulae to break down
at snall p; , since an exchanged glion with a large transverse wavelength - 1=p
cannot resolve the individual colour charges Inside a hadron. The hadron being a net
colour singlet, the e ective coupling should therefore vanish in this Iim it. A param eter
Pemin = Poni (8) Is Introduced to describe the border down to which the perturbative
expression is assum ed to be valid f]. The Ft rate above p; 4 1, m ay stillbe large, in fact
even larger than the total 4. Ik is therefore necessary to allow for the possibility of
having several perturbative parton {parton interactions in one and the sam e event, ie. to
unitarize the gt am ission probability. W e do this ushg the form alisn of ref. R1]1. A t
to collider m ultiplicities gives

h E o, =200)
o (S) = PonP (s 130+ 05— """ [Gev]: 20
Prnwn (8) = Pin i ) T ©00=200, B 0)

Here we uses the CTEQ 2L PR2] kading-order parton distrbutions (extended to anall x
and Q% asdescrbed .n []), with p? as scale choice.

3.3 The direct and anom alous contributions

Comparing egs. (9) and {1§), about 80% ofthe p total cross section is seen to come
from the VM D tem . The ram aining 20% is to be attributed to the direct and anom alous
com ponents. W hen applying a perturbative description, the anom alous part is negligble
at an all energies. T he dependence of the direct cross section on ky can then be used to
determm Ine this param eter. W e obtain a value of kg 05 GeV if], which is consistent
w ith the sin ple-m inded answer kg m =2. In our study of the parton distribbutions of
the photons [3] a reasonable £, "*°(x; 2y was obtained wih Qo= 06 G&V, ie. the same
order. For this study we have stayed w ith the latter number, kg = 06 G&V .
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T he anom alous process contains two cut-o param eters, the kg scale for the photon to
branch to a perturbative g pairand a ', scale forone ofthe anom alousphoton partons
to Interact In a hard process. Asa rst guess, onem ight choose p3; also to be given by
eq. @0). However, this tums out to give a cross section increasing too rapidly at large
energies. P hysically, it is understandabl why hard processes should be m ore suppressed
at an allp, in anom alousprocessesthan VM D ones: the anom alousphoton corresponds
to a gg pair of lJarger virtuality than a VM D one, and hence of amn aller spatial extent, ie.
w ith Jarger potential for colour screening. T he best recipe for ncluding thisphysics agoect
is not well understood. A s a purely pragm atical recipe, one can pick 5}, (s) with an s
dependence such that the VM D, direct and anom alous processes add up to the expected

behaviour (3). O ver the energy range 20 < P s < 1000 a suitable param eterization then is
anom p -
P (s) 06+ 0425 ¥ (L+° s=10) Gev]: 1)

This is based on parton distrbutions Sas 1D ] for the photon and CTEQ 2L for the
proton, com bined w ith lowest-orderm atrix elem ents. At low energies the results are fairly
unstable to varations in ky, and so the behaviour of pj7 (s) In this region should not
be over-interpreted. T he solit ofthe p cross section into VM D, direct and anom alous is
shown In Fig.7].

In this purely perturbative picture we have neither included any class of soft’ anom a—
lous interactions nor the possbility of m ultiple parton {parton Interactions. K esping ev—
erything else the sam e, the form erwould increase the cross section and the latter decrease
it. H owever, when introducing a soft com ponent, it is in portant to avoid double-counting.
To illustrate the issue, consider the simple graph of Fig.8a. There are two transverse
mom entum scales, k, and p, . It is a sinpler version of Fig.d, with inessential gluons
ram oved and for p rather than , 0 has one scale Jess. The allowed phase space can
then conveniently be represented by a two-din ensionalplane, Fig.8b. The region k, < kg
corresoonds to a an all transverse m om entum at the ! dq vertex, and thus to VM D
processes. Fork, > kg, the events are split along the diagonalk, = p; . Ifk, > p,, the
hard 2 ! 2 processofFig.Ba is g ! dg, and the ower part of the graph is part of the
leading log QCD evolution of the gluon distrbution inside the proton. These events are
direct ones. Ifp, > k., on the otherhand, the hard process isgq° ! gq° andthe ! dg
vertex builds up the quark distribution inside a photon. T hese events are thus anom alous
ones.

By analogy w ith the VM D representation, each xed-k, componentof $ dgq uctua—
tions can be considered as a ssparate hadron species’, w ith a density of states proportional
to dki =ki . Each vertical tower’ at some given k, scale would correspond to a higher
excited vector resonance in the context of a generalized VM D m odel. In this tower, the
soft events would be in the direct sector and the hard events in the anom alous sector. In
the region of large k., values the perturbative language is wellde ned, and no problm s
should arise. A s an aller and an aller k, ’s are considered, how ever, one could expect event
properties that are Interm ediate to those 0of VM D . In particular, m ultiple parton {parton
Interactions could be possble, and this would a ect the relation between calculated $t
cross sections and the total event cross section. P reviously we had to introduce a large
PIY, scale at high energies to solve the problem of too Jarge an anom alous cross section,
which meanswe keft an un-populated hok in them iddle of Fig. 8b (indicated by a ques-
tion m ark). T he hope is that m ultiple interactions would provide a natural resolution of
this problm , in the sense that m ost anom alous events have one hard scattering above



anom anom

P i While the anom alous region w ith p, < p3}, does not signi cantly contribute new
events but rather further interactions inside the events above.

T he hope for a sin ple solution isnot bome out by studies, however []]. E konalization
does dam pen the increase of the anom alous and direct cross sections, but not enough.
W ith api% (s) = Py 5 (8) the cross section is still ncreasing too fast at high energies, if
the pom eron-style behaviour istaken as reference. P roblam sthat appearalready in the p
sector are even m ore severe in attem ptsat a description along the sam e lnes. It there—
fore seem s clear that further aspects have to be taken Into acoount, such as m om entum
conservation, coherence e ects or strict geom etrical cuts.

W e Intend to retum to these problam s, but for the m om ent stay w ith a purely pertur-
bative description of the direct and anom alous com ponents. By pushing this approach to
its Jogical conclusion, we see what to expect from it and what 1im itations it has. Further-
m ore, for m ost event properties we expect the perturbative description to be perfectly
adequate.

34 The total cross section by com ponent

Tuming to the cross sections, in principle all free param eters have now been xed,
and the cross section for each of the six event classes can be cbtained. TheVMD VMD
one has already been discussed; the others are given as Integrals of 2 ! 2 scattering
cross sections above the respective p, cuto salready soeci ed. The results are shown In
Fig.9, class by class. For com parison, we also show the results that would be cbtained
in a sin ple factorization ansatz
2 2 P jp
i = oD = 7 (22)

.. Pp
1+ 1J tot+ tot

where i;j= VM D, direct and anom alous.

A few comm ents about each of the classes:

1. Forthe VMD VMD class n principl the sin plk factorization ansatz is exact in
ourm odel; som e m inor deviations com e from the reggeon tem .

2. TheVMD direct class com es out about a factor 3=2 larger than expected from the
factorized ansatz. This di erence can be understood by com paring the gt and the
total cross sections of a proton and a m eson, where the Jatter is taken as a proto—
type fora VM D meson. Both thep and the have parton distributions nom alized
to unit mom entum sum , and the sam e an allkx behaviour (using our prescription
K] . Neglecting som e di erences In the shape of the parton distrdoutions, the Bt
rates therefore are com parabl between pp, p and collisions. T he total cross
sections, on the other hand, are scaled down roughly by a factor 2=3 between pp
and p. Therefore the £t rate per event is a factor 3=2 larger for p than for pp,
and it is this factor that appears above. That is, eq. £2) would have worked only
if = cross sections could have been used rather than p=pp ones. The larger
Bt rate per event form esons should be re ected In di erences in the eikonalization
treatm ent of the direct and anom alous com ponents of p and events.

3. The VM D anom alous com ponent gives exactly the sam e factor 3=2 m ign atch as
discussed above forthe VM D direct one.

4. The direct direct com ponent is not at allwell predicted by the factorized ansatz.
T he Jatter yields a cross section grow Ing at large energies at a rate related to the
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am allx behaviour of the proton distribution fiinctions, ie./ s for our modi ed
distributions. O n the otherhand, the totalcross section for ! qq isproportional
to In (s=k§)=s, and thus drops rapidly wih cm . energy.

5. The direct anom alous com ponent com pares reasonably well w ith the prediction
from factorization.

6. The anom alous anom alous process, nally, is m ost uncertain, since it com pletely
Involves the interactions ofthe Jeast well understood com ponent of the photon wave
function.

In Fig.00 the total  cross section is com pared between the R egge type ansatz (10)
and the sum of the six classes above, eq. (13). I should be rem embered that the st
three are the dom lnant ones. In fact, since the direct and anom alous com ponents to-—
gether give about 20% of the p total cross section, the expectation is that the last
three classes together would only give a 4% ocontrbution to the total Ccross section.
The anom alous anom alous com ponent m ay give a som ew hat larger contribution than
expected, but still the 4% num ber gives the right ballpark. The st three classes, on the
other hand, are all related to the respective p classes, with only a replaceament ofa p
by aV (and an extra weight factor4 o, =f§ ). Apart from the appearance of a factor
3=2 ntheVMD directand VM D anom alus com ponents, which should (largely ifnot
com pktely) go away n a fully eikonalized description, these com ponents behave as ex—
pected. T hism akes the argum entation foreq. (10) credible. H owever, ifone wants to take
a conservative approach, the spread between the two curves In Fig.:1q could be viewed
as a band of uncertainty. T he data are not yet precise to provide any discrin nation, cf.
Fig.4.

One can also compare our ., wih the numbers obtained In various m iniftiased
approaches [, 3]. ForEo, = 200 GeV, cross sections in the range 1000{1800 nb are
typically obtained, but are reduced to about 500 nb ifunitarity is enforoed, in agreem ent
w ith our results.

4 Event P roperties

T he subdivision of the total p and cross sections above, w ith the related choices of
cut-o param eters etc., soeci es the event com position at the hard-scattering level. Som e
interesting observables can be based on this classi cation alone. For instance, F ig 11, gives
the cross section for elastic events of the kinds © ¢, °!, % and %J= . The Pmer
three processes are good tests for the validity of the VM D ansatz, whereas the last one
could provide new insights.
Form ost studies it is necessary to consider the com plete event structure, ie. to add
m odels for initial-and nalkstate QCD radiation (parton showers), for beam rem nants,
and for fragm entation and secondary decays [4]. A M onte C arlo generation of com plkte
hadronic nalstates isobtained with P ythia/Jet set R3]. Thusany experin entalquan—
tity can be studied. This section gives som e representative exam ples. In particular, we
com pare the properties of pp, p and events. It should be noted that pp and pp
events are very sin ilar for the quantities studied here. Unless otherw ise soeci ed, the
guresrefertoan E o, = ps— = 200 GeV .Aswe willshow at the end ofthe section, the
qualitative features do not depend critically on this choice. Furthem ore, gures relevant
for LEP 2 energies can be found in the proceedings of the LEP 2 workshop [3, 24], so
it m akes sense to com plem ent here w ith the higherenergy behaviour relevant for fiture
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linear colliders.

Figure {2 show s the total transverse energy per event for each of the six com ponents
of the cross section. The spke at anall E, fortheVMD VMD class comes from
elastic scattering events, eg. ! % 9 Alsodi ractive events contribute in this region.
The large- E, tailofthe VM D VMD curve is enhanced by the possbility of muliple
parton {parton Interactions, which is only ilncluded for this class currently. Because of
Ehe larger P4, cuto , the classes nvolving anom alous photons typically have larger
o E, ,whilke the an allerpy cuto for the direct processes corresoonds to an aller m edian

E, . However, note that the ! ggprocessesonly allo very slow Iy w ith p; , In part
because of the absence of structure functions, in part because of the %m of the m atrix
elem ent itself. The direct direct class therefore w ins out at very large E .

T he results ofF .12 are a bitm islkading, since the relative in portance ofthe six event
classes isnot visble. T he weighted m ixture is shown J'ngjg.t_fﬁ,also gom pared w ith  p and
pp events. One observes a steady progression, with h E,.i, < h E,i < h E,i
Thispattem, ofm ore activity fora than Pra p, is seen in essentially all distributions.
The elastic spke at anall E, is kss pronounced or , owing to three factors: the
VMD VMD oomponent is only a part of the cross section, elastic scattering is a
an aller fraction ofthe total ° ° cross section than it is orpp, and kinetic energy in the

01 *  decays add to the total transverse energy.

TheE, ow asa finction ofpseudorapidity, dE , =d , isgiven in Fig.[14. & illustrates

how p interpolatesbetween pp and : around the direction ofthe lncom ing photon, the

p events look like the ones, w hile they look m ore like pp ones in the opposite direction,
w ith an Intem ediate behaviour In the central region. Since elastic and single di ractive
events are likely to be rem oved from M ininum -bias’ data samples, Fig. 13 shows the
behaviour w thout those two event classes. The quantitative = p=pp di erences then
are slightly reduced, but qualitatively rem ain unchanged. A 1so In subsequent guresthese
events have been ram oved, and the sam e comm ent can be m ade there.

The charged—m ultiplicity distrbutions follow essentially the sam e pattem as shown
forthe E, ones in Figs. -12{15, and are therefore not included here. There is one
notew orthy exosption, however: the direct direct com ponent does not have a tail out to
large multiplicities. That is, even if the process ! g can generate large p, values,
the absence of any beam ts keeps the m ultiplicity down.

The transverse m om entum spectrum of charged partickes is shown i Fig.1§. The
largerhigh-p, tailofthe processes is one ofthe sim plest observables to experin entally
establish di erences between pp, p and . O foourse, the cause of the di erences is to
be sought in the higher ¥t rates associated w ith photon interactions. The Ft spectra are
com pared In Fig.17, using a sinple cone algorithm where a m ininum E. of 5 GeV is
required inside a coneof R = ( )2+ ( )?< 1l.Aleady PranE, ¢ of5G eV there
arem ore than three tin esasm any gts In as In pp, and this ratio then Increases w ith
ncreasing E ; 4. The spectacular di erences In the ¥t rate at Jarge p, are highlighted in
Fig.1§. They m ainly com e about because the direct com ponent involves the fi1ll energy
of the incom ing photon. T he pseudorapidity distrdution of #ts is shown in Fig.19. As
iIn the Inclusive dE, =d distrdbutions, the di erence In behaviour between the and p
hem ispheres is readily visble.

To illustrate the energy dependence of these distrbutions, F ig. 2( gives the dE , =d

ow for cm . energies of 50 Ge&V . This can be com pared w ith the result for 200 G &V
in Fig.1§. Qualitatively, the sam e pattem is seen at both energies, although relative
di erences tend to be som ew hat reduced at larger energies. This is also true for other
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cbservables, such as ft rates. One reason is that the possibility of multiple parton {
parton interactions in the VM D ocom ponent pushes up the activity in those events at
larger energies, and thus brings them closer to the anom alous class. T he in portance of
the direct class, on the otherhand, is reduced at large energies. Further, at large energies,
£t production is dom nantly Iniiated by an allkx ncom Ing partons, where the VM D and
anom alous distrbutions are m ore sin ilar than at large x (although still di erent).

5 Summ ary and O utlook

In this paper we have shown that ourmodel for p events {] can be consistently gen-—
eralized to events. That is, essentially all free param eters are xed by (low -energy)

P phenom enology. Since we start out with a m ore detailed subdivision of the p total
cross section than has conventionally been done in the past, our m odelalso contains a
richer spectrum ofpossible processes. W e distinguish six m ain event classes, but m ost of
these contain further subdivisions. The ain is that this approach will allow predictions
for a broader range of cbservables than is addressed in conventionalm odels. For instance,
although not discussed in detail here, our approach does correlate the hard—gt physics in
the central rapidity region w ith the structure of the beam rem nants.

T his does not m ean that all resuls are com plicated. W e have shown that the smplk
R eggetheory expression .., (s) 21189+ 215s °*> hb]com es close to w hat is obtained
In our full analysis, and have a fair understanding where di erences come from. W e
therefore expect this expression to be good to better than 10% from a few G &V onwards,
at least to the top energies that could be addressed w ith the next generation of linear
e e oolliders. A Iso globalevent properties show a very sin ple pattem, w ith m ore activity
(transverse energy, m ultiplicity, gts, ...) In  p events than in pp ones, and stillm ore In

ones. This is perhaps contrary to the na ve in age ofa tlean’ point-like photon. The

p events show their intem ediate status by having a photon (oroton) hem isphere that
Jooksmuch Iike op) events, w ith a am ooth interpolation in the m iddle.

In our current m odel the perturbative approach to the description of the direct and
anom alous com ponents ispushed to itsextram e. In this sense it isa usefiilstudy. H owever,
we also see that it has its lin itations: at high energies a purely perturbative treatm ent
of the direct and anom alous com ponents is no longer possible and unitarity corrections
have to be taken into acoount, possbly through an eikonalized treatm ent of the two
com ponents along the lines indicated above (ie. treating the direct event class as the
soft com ponent of the anom alous one). The goal is a consistent treatm ent covering the
whol (K, 1;k;2;p;) volum e of events In a consistent fashion, w ith an ooth transitions
between the various regions. Unfortunately this is a not so trivial task, and anyway m ust
be based on input from the sin plerm odel above. T he current m odel therefore is a usefill
step towards an In proved understanding of the photon and its interactions.

A Iso m any other aspects need to be studied. D isagreem ents between the HERA data
and ourm odelcan be found forthepro ke ofbeam =ts, the structure ofunderlying events,
the event topology com position and so on, indicating the need for fiirther re nem ents .
The transition from a real to a virtual  is still not well understood. P roduction in
di ractive systam s currently attract m uch attention. Further issues could be m entioned,
but the conclusion m ust be thatm uch work rem ainsbeforewe can clain to have a com plte
overview ofthe physics nvolved In  p and events, ket alone understand all the details.
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o5 o - p 00 0 J= 0O J= J= J=
X 1363 | 1001 | 0970 8.56 629 0.609 4.62 0.447 0.0434
31.79 1:51 0:14¢| 13.08 0:62 0060 0.030 0:0028 0.00028

c || 0213 | 0213 | 0213 0267 | 0267 | 0267 | 0232 0232 0115

o 0 0 7 0 0 6 0 6 55

G 047 047 0:55 046 048 0:56 0148 0Pp6 0|:58
C 150 150 800 75 100 420 110 470 570

o || 0267 | 0232 | 0115 0267 | 0232 | 0115 | 0232 0.115 0.115

Cs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55

o) 047 047 047 046 046 050 048 0h2 0|:58
Gy 100 110 110 75 85 920 110 120 570

d; || 311 312 313 311 311 312 311 3.18 418

dy 7:10 743 8:18 6:90 7413 7:90 7139 895 202
ds 106 921 420 114 100 149 822 337 562

ds || 0073 | 0067 | 0.056 0078 | 0071 | 0.054 | 0.065 0.057 0.074

ds 041 044 0:71 040 041 0:64 044 07/6 1|36
dg || 117 141 312 1.05 123 2.72 145 332 6.67

dy 141 135 112 140 1:34 143 136 142 114
dg || 316 365 552 284 331 531 381 556 1162

dy 95 132 1298 78 105 995 148 1472 6532

Tabl 1: Coe cients ofthe totaland partialV p and V V, cross sections, acocording to the
form ulae given in the text, egs. (1) and 19). The ! is not shown separately, since i is
assum ed to have the sam e behaviour asthe °.
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Figure 1: Contrlbutions to hard p interactions: a) VM D, b) direct, and c) anom alous.
O nly the basic graphs are illustrated; additional partonic activity is allowed in all three
processes. The presence of spectator gts has been indicated by dashed lnes, whik full
lines show partons that (may) give rse to highp, Fts.

Figure 2: The six classs contrbuting to hard Interactions: a) VMD VMD,
b) VMD direct, ¢) VMD anomalous, d) direct direct, e) direct anomalous, and
f) anom alous anom alous. Notation asin Fig.1.
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Figure 3: A generic Feynm an diagram (in the leading-log approxin ation) for Interac-

tions and its decom position into six com ponents.

Figure4: Thetotal  cross section. Fullcurve: the param eterization ofeq. {L0)). D ashed
curves: range cbtained by varyingY  asdescribed In the text. D ashed-dotted curve: the
criticalpom eron param eterization [[1]. D ata points: open trianglesPLUTO 1984, Iked
triangles PLUTO 1986, squares TPC /2 1985, gpades TPC /2 1991, circlesM D -1 1991,

f1ll square CELLO 1991 [8].
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Figure 5: ThetotalVMD VMD cross section, full curve, and its subdivision by vector-
m eson combination. The com ponents are ssparated by dashed curves, from bottom to
top: % °, %, ¢, 0= 11,0t 1=, , J= ,and J= J= . Some of the latter
com ponents are too am all to be resolved in the gure.

Figure 6: The totalVMD VMD cross section, full curve, and is subdivision by event
topology. T he com ponents are ssparated by dashed curves, from bottom to top: elastic,
single di ractive (golit for the two sides by the dotted curve), doubl di ractive, and

non-di ractive (hcluding gt events unitarized).
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Figure 7: Com ponents ofthe p cross section: lower dashed curve the VM D contribution,
m iddle dashed VM D + direct and upper dashed VM D + direct+ anom alous, as obtained by
integration with ko = 06 GeV and the pf7%} (s) ofeq. £1). By com parison, full curve is
the param eterization ofeg. (9).

Figure 8: (@) Schem atic graph for a hard p process, illustrating the conospt of two
di erent scales. () The allowed phase space for this process, w ith the subdivision into
event classes.
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Figure 9: Comparison of partial cross sections. Full curves: the sinpl factoriza—
tion ansatz of eq. (22). Dashed curves: by integration of Et cross sections (except
VMD VMD,whereeq. (I7) isused).
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Figure 10: The total cross section. Full curve: the param eterization of eq. {10).
D ashed curve: result from sum of integrations of the six com ponents.

Figure 11: E Jastic cross sections: ° © fillcurve, °! dotted, ° dashed and °J= dash-
dotted. The latter three cross sections inclide both m irrorsymm etric con gurations,
and have additionally been scaled up by factors 10, 10 and 1000, respectively, for better
visbility.
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Figure 12: The total transverse energy per event, ssparately nom alized for each of the
six event classes. Top frame: VM D VMD : full histogram ; VM D  direct: dashed one;
and VM D anom alous: dash-dotted one. Bottom fram e: direct direct: fiill histogram ;
direct anom alous: dashed one; and anom alous anom alous: dash-dotted one.

23



Figure 13: T he total transverse energy per event for di erent beam s: : full histogram ;
p: dashed one: and pp: dash-dotted one.

Figure 14: Transverse energy oOw as a function of pssudorapidiy for di erent beam s.
Notation as in Fig.13.
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Figure 15: Transverse energy ow as a flinction of pssudorapidity for di erent beam s, as
in Fig.14 except that elastic and single di ractive events have been rem oved. N otation
ash Fig.13.

Figure 16: Charged particke hclisive p, spectra for di erent beam s. Notation as in
Fig.13.
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Figure 17: R ate of reconstructed fgtsasa function ofthe transverse gt energy fordi erent
beam s. Notation as in Fig.d3.

Figure 18: Parton—level £t p, distributions for di erent beam s. T he factor 1=2 com pen-
sates for there being 2 Fts per event. N otation as in Fig.d3.
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Figure 19: P seudorapidity distribution of reconstructed gts fordi erent beam s. N otation
asin Fig.13.

Figure 20: Transverse energy ow forE 5, = 50 G€V as a function of pssudorapidiy for
di erent beam s, cf. Fig. 8. Notation as in Fig. 13,
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