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W e present a num erical estin ate of the total cross section at LEP and at the
designed €' e Next Linear Collider (NLC ), based upon the BFKL Pomeron. We nd
for the linear collider that the event rate is substantial provided electrons scattered
under am all angles can be detected, and a m easuram ent of this cross section provides
an excellent test of the BFKL Pomeron. For LEP, although the number of events is
substantially am aller, an initial study of this process is feasble.
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1. Recently much attention hasbeen given to the BEFK L Pom eron El:], in particular in the context
of am alkx deep inelastic electron proton scattering at HERA .W hereasthe use 0ofthisQCD lading
logarithm ic approxim ation for the proton structure function is a ected by serious theoretical di —

culties, it has been argued B] that the observation of forward Fts near the proton beam provides
a much more reliable test of the BFKL Pomeron. The m ain reason for this lies n the fact that
the forward Ft cross section Involves only a single large m om entum scale, nam ely the transverse
m om entum ofthe forward £t which is chosen to be equalor close to the virtuality ofthe photon. In
the structure function F,, on the other hand, the BEFKL Pom eron feels both the large m om entum

scale of the photon m ass and the lower factorization scale. In addition, the di usion In log k%

always leads to a nonzero contrbution of am all transverse m om enta w here the use of the leading
Jogarithm ic approxin ation becom es doubtfiil. A num erical estin ate show s that for the forward gts
at HERA -[q’] the contrbution from this dangerous infrared region is reasonably sm all, whereas in
the case of F'y [4] the situation ismuch less favorable. A s to the experin ental situation, a recent
analysisof HERA data -[5,:5] on the production of forward Fts show s a very encouraging agreem ent
between data and the theoretical prediction.

In this note we would lke to point out that also €" e lihear colliders, in particular the linear
colliders w ith a rather high Ium nosity, o er an excellent opportunity to test the BFK L prediction.
T he process to be looked at is the total cross section of scattering. T he m easurem ent of this
cross section requires the doubl tagging of both outgoing lptons close to the forward direction.
By varying the energy of the tagged leptons it is possble to probe the total cross section of the
subprocess from Jow energies up to alm ost the fiillenergy ofthee’ e collider. For su ciently
large photon virtualities we again have a situation wih only large m om entum scales. In other
words, photons w ith large virtualities are ob fcts w ith an all transverse sizes, and it is exactly this
situation for which the BFK L approxin ation should be considered to bem ost reliable. T he energy
dependence of this cross section, therefore, should be described by the power law of the BFKL
Pom eron.

From the theoretical point of view it is clear that we want the photon m asses to be large. On
the other hand, because of the photon propagators, the e" e cross section for this nal state (.
e. the event rate for the process under discussion) falls o very rapidly with increasing photon
m asses. T herefore, one cannot a ord to have too large photon virtualities. A s a com prom ise, we
chose the range of 5 to 200G &V 2 (or experin ental considerations see further below ). A s to the
energies of the subprocess, we can in principle go up to alm ost the fiull collider energies. From

the theoretical side, however, it is in portant to estin ate the di usion in the intemal transverse
m om enta kr . In the center of the BFKL ladders (Fig.), the distrbbution in ]ogk% is given by a
G aussian, w ith center at IogQ ? (if we chose, for sin plicity, both photon virtualities to be equal),
and w ith the w idth grow Ing linearly w ith the square root of the rapidity. A s soon as the an alkkr

part of the gaussian reaches the con nem ent region the BFK L prediction which is based upon a
Jlrading—log calculation) becom es unreliable. C orrections to the BFK L pom eron, in particular those
which are expected to restore unitariy are no longer am all. Q ualitatively they are expected to
reduce the grow th of the cross section w ith increasing energy. Below we w ill argue that, at least
for the lnear collider, this energy region can be reached. In other words, at highest energies for
the subprocess, a deviation from the powerrise ofthe BFK L Pom eron m ight becom e visble.

2. The theoretical prediction of the cross section is based on the high energy behavior of the
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Figure 1: Feynm an diagram forthe processe’e ! e'e + anything.

diagram s shown in g.1l. Let us rst de ne suitable variables. In analogy to D IS kinem atics we
chose the scaling variables

i — aky _ pky O
YUkk Y kik
and
0% oF;
X1 = L %, = 2 2)
2a1 k2 2k
w here the photon virtualities are, as usual, Qf = ci, i= 1;2. Enexgies are denoted by s =

ki + kp)? and 8 = (@ + )? Syys. W ih our de niions of the scaling variables we have
Q%= sxiyj, i= 1;2. W e consider the lim i of large 0%, Q 3, and & w ith

0%;03 & @3)

T he calculation is straightforw ard and, neglecting term s of the order ofQ f=§, leads to the llow Ing
resul:
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with ()= N. <= R @) =2+ 1) 1=2 i )] and we have introduced the mnvariant
functions:
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Here gr is the quark charge, and In our calculations the sum O\&er the avours goes up to three.

For the scak of the rst order strong coupling constant weuse Q202 ( o™ 7) = 0:12). In the
high energy lin it one can use the saddk point approxin ation near = 0 and obtain the follow ing
approxin ation:
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Before we tum to the discussion of num erical results, ket us estin ate the di usion of intemal
transverse m om enta Into the infrared region. In the center ofthe BFK L ladders ( g.1), the width
of the gaussian distribbution of log k% is given by B]

q
= < (ogk? < gk >)2>= 7

NCS

(3) Iog s=g (10)

For a typical value Q% = Q% = lOGeVZ, and ¢ = 022 one nds, for the m axin al value
Y = logs=sgp = 10 atthe NLC, = 42 which m eans that the di usion reachesdown to k % 0:d5
GevZ. For LEP themaximalvalie or Y isnear 6, and we cbtain = 32 and k2 = 04Gev?.
Com pared to the forward gts at HERA Eﬂ] w here the corresponding value lies above 1Gev?, we
now have to expect a substantially larger contrdbution from the an allkr region: this should lead
to a lowering of the BFK L pow er behavior of the cross section. In other words, one m ight be ablk
to see the onset of unitarity corrections to the BFKL Pom eron.

3. Starting from egs. (4) — (6) we have calculated the di erential cross section for di erent values of
the Iogarithm of the subenergy ¥ = logs=sg. In order to illistrate the BFKL power law , we have
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Figure 2: The dierential e’ e cross section, multiplied by yi1vy2, as a fiinction of the rapidity
Y = logs=sg. The fiull curves denote the exact num erical calculation based upon eq. (4), the dashed
curves belong to the analytic high energy approxin ation (7), and the dotted lines represent the
Bom approxin ation (o gluon production between the two quark pairs). T he three curves on the
eft n each gure belong to LEP, the ones on the right to the Next Linear Collider NLC .W e have
chosen y; = y2 and 02 = 0% = 10Gev? (left hand gure) rep.Q2 = 0% = 25GeV? (right hand

qure).

multiplied the cross section by v1y,. In g. 2 we show the results orboth LEP (at the Z ° m ass)
and the 500 G eV N ext Linear C ollider. O n the Jkft hand side we display thee' e cross section for
Q2= Q%= 10GeV?. The right hand side show s the cross section ©rQ? = Q2= 25Gev?.
T he full curves represent the \exact" resulsbased upon @) — (6), the dashed lines show the \ana-
Iytic" prediction ofeq. (7), and the dashed dotted lines denote the \Bom" approxin ation (no glon
production between the two fermn ion pairs). For the exact In the analytic curves one recognizes
the BFK L powerdike energy behavior, but there is som e dam pening at large rapidiy (large yi)
due to the photon ux factors n (4) and (7). In the Bom cross section this e ect even leads to a
decrease of the et e cross section at large rapidiy Y . The BFK L predictions are well above the
Bom curves, up to m ore than an order of m agniude. For illustration we show not only the exact
but also the analytic calculation in order to dem onstrate that for our present purposes the high en—
ergy approxin ation (7) provides a rather good estin ate. T he exact and the analytical calculations
agree up to, typically, a factor less than two. Com plete agreem ent between the exact calculation
and the approxin ation w illbe reached only at asym ptotically high energies. C om paring the right
hand side of g.2 with the left hand side we nd that by fncreasihg Q ? from 10 to 25 Gev? the
cross section decreases by two orders of m agnitude. As seen from (4) or (7), the cross section
scales with 1=0Q 6, and there is an additional decrease at larger Q 2 due to the Q 2—dependenoe of
< ©?). Event rates for the NLC and ©r LEP are shown shown in g. 3, taking 3 10 s/year.
Due to the lin i In tin e of data taking periods, experin ent and accelkrator e ciency, this cor-
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Figure 3: Thetotalnumberofeventsperyear, asa function ofy; . The variablesQ f G<Q f < 200
Gev?) and y2 (0d < yp < 09) are integrated. T he left hand side corresponds to the LEP and the
right hand side to the NLC situation. The solid curve show s the results of the exact calculation,
the dashed curve show s the approxin ation and the dotted curve represents the Bom result.

responds e ectively to several years of operation of the accelerator. In Q % and Q% we Integrate
from 5 to 200G eVZ, and for the y;variable we have chosen 9 bins, as ndicated in the gure. The
other yvariable is integrated from 0: to 1:0. The rapidiy of the subprocess is restricted
by Ibgs=sy > 2. For the lum inosities of LEP and of the NLC we have used L = 10*'an?s? and
L = 1033an?s !, respectively. T he event rate calculations are based upon M onte C arlo integration
ofthe phase space, and the accuracy is ofthe order of5% . T he di erence ofthe event ratesbetween
theNLC and LEP isa consequence ofboth the higher Ium inosity and the higher energy ofthe NLC .

4. D ue to experin ental restrictions, how ever, these event rates can only give a rst In pression and
not m ore. The m easurem ent of the total cross section of scattering can be m ade at existing
and fituree" e colliders using so called \double tag" events. T hese are events w here both outgoing
Jeptons are detected and som e hadronic activity is cbserved in the central detector. The Q ¢ valie
of the virtual photon em itted from the kpton i5Q% = 2EpEag (I 00S tag) = 4EpE g sin® 52,
wih Ewg and g the energy and angle of the tagged Jpton, and Ey, the energy of the incident
¥pton. Thevariable y isgiven by y = 1 Erag=E 1) cos? tgg . Combination of the two relations
Jeads to the convenient equation

0%2=4E20 y)tanz% 1)

which holds for any of the two incom Ing kptons. Experin ents at LEP tag electrons down about
60 m rad f_?., ES] leading to 02 values as Iow asto 5 6GeV?. Th order to reach such 02 values
ataNLC with a CM S energy of 500 G &V, the scattered Jeptons need to be detected down to 10
m rad. For photons of virtuality 20Gev? angles down to about 1520 m rad need to be covered.
P resent prelin nary detector designs intent to tag electrons only above 100-150 m rad [l-g ], lrading
to m ninum reachablk Q2 values in the range of 100 200G eV?. One of the m an problem s at
amallanglks ise’ e pairproduction, but prelin inary studies indicate that angles down to 20 m rad



arew ithin reach E&}]. T hey values reached in present single tagged analysis at LEP, are in the range
y < 025. However using doubl tagged events the background should be kept well under control
also for larger y values, and therefore values of y = 0:5 orm ore, which lead to a Jarge m ass system
for the hadronic nalstate and, correspondingly, to an extended ladder, are a realistic goal.

In order to incorporate these conditions into our calculation of event rates, we have repeated
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Figure 4a: The total number of events per year (3 10s) w ith detector cuts in angle taken into
account. W e have chosen E g > 20 GeV, logs=sp > 2,25 < Qf < 200 GeV?. The acceptance cut
IS tag > 20mrad. The ybinning isthesameasin g. 3 and we have LEP on the left and NLC on
the right hand side.

the previous calculations w ith m ore realistic kinem atical cuts. For both the NLC and LEP we
inpose the constraints g > 20 mrad (g. 4a) and g > 60 mrad ( g.4b), and we require
Etg > 20 GeV (i e. approxin ately y; < 09 for the NLC and y; < 0:% for LEP ). Further restric-
tionsare 25 < Qf < 200G ev? and logs=sp > 2. FortheNLC case, In particular for an aller y;, the
event rate is substantially lower than In g. 3, indicating the In portance of the detector angle cut.
Clarly, tag = 20 m rad looks highly desirable for both m achines. For LEP, the com parison w ith
the NLC now looksm ore favorable than in g. 3. If 4 can be taken down to 20 m rad, the NLC

rate is clearly substantially larger than the LEP rate. For g = 60 m rad, however, the Q 2 values
at the NLC are considerably larger than those at LEP (cf. eq. (11)), and the an allky region in the
right hand diagram in g. 4b has very few events. T his explains w hy, despite the higher energies
and the larger Jum inosity ofthe NLC, LEP is doing better than the NLC .

Finally, we have com puted a few iIntegrated event rates. The results are shown In Tabk 1 for
the NLC, LEP-90 and LEP-180. W e integrated 2:55 < 02 < 200Gev?, 04 < y; < 190, wih the
constraintsE ng > 20G &V, Iogs=sqg > 2, and for the detector angleswe have chosen g > 20 m rad,
60 m rad, and 100 m rad. For the an allest angles the ratio of BFK L to Bom cross section is larger
than a factor of 75 for the NLC , while it is reduced to 25 at LEP -90. For angls above 60 m rad for
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Figure 4db: Thesameasin g.4a butwith acosptance cut g > 60m rad.

‘ exact‘ anayu'c‘ Bom‘ tag; m in
29500 36400 495 20 m rad NLC
51 68 2 60 m rad
1 1 0 100 m rad
940 1150 47 20mrad | LEP-90
120 158 13 60 m rad
11 15 2 100 m rad
3250 3870 53 20mrad | LEP-180
750 880 13 30 m rad
24 30 3 60 m rad
2 3 0 100 m rad

Tabl 1: Totalevent rates per year or NLC, LEP Iand LEP IT.

which single tagm easurem entsat LEP exist, the BFK L cross section isby a factor of10 larger than
the Bom cross section. T his factor is Jarger at the NLC, but the lin itation in Q ? strongly a ects
the rate as discussed above. T he total num ber of events produced in the four LEP experimn ents
together at LEP -90, taking a total collected integrated lum nosity of 150 pb ! /experin ent is tw ice
the number of events given in Tablk 1. Reversly, the LEP-180 num bers correspond to a total
num ber of events collected by the experin ents if 75 pb * will be delivered by the m achine. The
experin ents at LEP -180 are foreseen to m easure already now down to angles about 30 m rad. Table
1 show s that the event rate for this anglk is reasonable. W e conclude that, m ainly because of the
higher um nosity ofthe NLC, such a m achine o ers an excellent possbility to cbserve the BFK L

Pom eron, provided the detectors can be in proved to reach an all angles down to about 20 m rad.
For LEP the total event rate looks less encouraging, but it is still worthw hile to pursue further



studies in this direction.

5. In summ ary, we have estin ated the total cross section of scattering at both LEP and
the NLC . At high energies, this subprocess is dom inated by the BFKL Pom eron and therefore
provides an idealtest ofthisQCD calculation. A rough estim ate of the di usion in Jogk% show s
that, at the high energy tail of this subprocess, corrections to the BEFK L becom e non-negligble,
and hence deviations from the BFK L power law m ay becom e visble.

For a realistic estin ate of the num ber of cbservable events we nd a strong dependence on de—
tector restrictions. In order to have a su ciently large num ber of events it is necessary to tag both
Jeptons close to the beam direction; a desirable angle would be 20 m rad, and energies of the tagged
Jeptons should go down to about 20G &V . In this region the NLC provides an excellent possibility
for testing the BFKL Pom eron. For LEP (in particular at 90 G &V Iepton energies) the number of
events is still su ciently large to justify a dedicated search. For larger angles (eg. 60 m rad) the
NLC loses in the num ber of events, faster than LEP.
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N ote added: Resuls sin ilar to those contained in this paper have been cbtained independently
by S.Brodsky, F . Hautm ann and D . Soper [_1-}'].
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