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Abstract

The di erencesbetween two standard M onte Carlom odels, Lepto and A ri-
adne, fordesp inelastic scattering at an alkx isanalysed In detail. Tt is shown
that the di erence arises from a unorthodox’ suppression factor used In A ri-
adne which replaces the nom al ratio of parton densities. T his gives rise to
a factor that qualitatively is sin ilar to what one would expect from BFKL
dynam ics for som e observables lke the energy ow and forward gts but not
for the 2+ 1 ¢t crosssection. It is also discussed how one could use the 2+1
Bt cross—section as a probe for BEFK L dynam ics.
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D esp Mnelastic electron proton scattering at am alkx (W ith x being the ordinary B jprken—
x) has drawn much theoretical and experim ental interest the last couple of years. Since the
observation [I|2]ofthe predicted [3] rise of the desp inelastic structure function F, at sm all-
%, the m ain question has been whether the Unconventional’ so called BFKL [4] dynam ics
can be dbserved or whether the interactions can be describbed by ordinary leading log @ ?)
dynam ics in perturbative QCD as given by the DGLAP {] evolution equation. From the
Inclusive m easurem ent of ', it seem s not possbl to draw any such conclusions based on
the presently available data and it is also theoretically questionable whether it w illbe at all
possb as long as one only considers one observabke [].

O ther observables that have been proposed to see e ects of BFKL dynam ics are the
transverse energy ow [/]and forward fts B]. O ne problem in looking orpossble e ects of
BFK L dynam ics isthat so far there hasonly been analytical calculations on parton leveland
the hadronisation e ects are di cult to estim ate. In this regoect the forward Ets analysis
is m ore prom ising since the hadronisation corrections are expected to be anall for a £t
cross-section. H owever, the forward gts are close to the target ram nant £t which m akes it
di cukt to disentangle the two.

So farthere existsnoM onteCarlo M C) m odelbased on the BFK L equation even though
there has recently been signi cant progress In creating such am odel B]based on the CCFM
equations {{0]which interpolate sm oothly between the BFK L and D G LAP equations. In the
m ean tin e the A riadne [111M C which isbased on the colour dipolem odel orD IS [12]has
often been used to estim ate thepossbl e ectsofBFK L dynam ics. T he argum ent forthishas
been that it also contains parton em issions which are non-ordered In transverse m om entum .
However, the present paper will show that the di erence between A riadne and ordinary
DGLAP evolution ismainly due to a Uunorthodox’ suppression factor used for additional
am issions from dipoles connected w ith the proton rem nant. C om paring the results from the
A riadne M C wih data has also shown rather good agreem ent for the transverse energy

ows and forward Fts whereas a pure DGLAP M onte Carlo fails. There are, however,
large hadronisation uncertainties and it has been shown that the Lepto 131 M C model
based on leading order (LO) QCD m atrix-elem ents and lading logarithm ic corrections in
the form ofparton showers according to the D G LAP evolution equation supplem ented w ith
non-perturbative hadronisation e ects can also describe the data on transverse energy ow
[41.

An ocbservable which at st sight m ight seem m ore or less uncorrelated to the question
of whether one ocbserves BFK L dynam ics or not is the 2+ 1 gt cross-section. Since this is
a genuinely hard process it should be well described by conventional perturoative QCD as
long as the m ore com plicated forward region is excluded. H owever this is not the case. As
argued in this paper the 2+ 1 Ft crosssection should exhibit features of BEK L dynam ics
when the mass 8 of the ft-system becom es much larger than the m om entum transfer £
from the Incom ing parton. In other words one should be able to cdbserve e ects 0of BFK L
dynam ics as the rapidity di erence ( y= In (8=j£)) between the two Fts increases. This is
Just the sam e kind ofm echanian as In dift production in hadron ocollisions as proposed by
M ueller and N avelet [I5]. There hasalso been a proposal [16]to use the 2+ 1 et cross-section
for am all gt—systam s as a probe of BFK L dynam ics since this would essentially probe the
x-distrdoution of glions at small x where e ects of BFK L dynam ics should be possble to
cbserve. A com plication with this proposal is that the glion density is not an observable



and the constraints from data on what it shouldbe In aD G LAP evolution scenario are an all
especially if one takes Into the acoount the theoretical uncertainties in de ning the glon
density. T here are also experim ental di culties in nding #ts for an allm ass gt-systam s.

At Jarge values of photon virtuallity Q2 (typically Q2 > 100 GeV?) the m easured Ft
cross-section hasbeen shown to be in good agream ent [17{2(] w ith the M onte C arlo m odel
Lepto and next-to-leading order NLO ) perturbative QCD calculations using program s
such as D isjet P1]and Projet P2]. In addition, the A riadne M C also describes the
Yeut dependence (where yo,. is the cut used in the JADE Ftde nition, m%,  yuW ?) of
the data w ith a sin ilar accuracy to the one found or Lepto whereas the Q 2-dependence is
not so welldescrbed [1819]. T hese cross-section m easurem ents for large Q * have also been
used for the extraction of 4 and the cbservation of its running [19201.

H owever, if one instead looks at the smallx and snallQ? region, where x = Q?=2P g
w ih gand P being the photon and proton fourm om enta respectively, but still avoiding the
m ore com plicated forward region, the picture does not seem to be so clkear anym ore. T here
is still fairly good agreem ent between Lepto and data [1§19]but the two M C m odels give
quite di erent results. As an exam pk Tabk | gives the 2+ 1 Ft cross-section on m atrix—
elem ent level as calculated with Lepto 65, A riadne 4.08 and M epjet 11 R3] which is
aNLO perturbative QCD calculation. T he kinem atical region used is: 0:0001 < x < 0001,
005< yg < 07 (vg = q P=k P wih k being the mom entum of the incom ing Jpton),
50< Q%< 700 Gev? and theM RS A parton distrbutions p4] have been used. The Fts
have been de ned usjngpthe conealgorithm in the hadronic center of m ass system (ham s)
w ith a cone-size ofR = 2+ 2 = 1 and requiring the #ts to have transverse m om enta
P> > 5GeV and0d1< z< 09 wWherez= P FP gwih Jjbeingthe £tm om enta) to avoid
the forward region. T his gives gts which have pssudorapidities in the photon-hem isphere
In the hansand 2 < < 2 iIn lab, thus avoiding the forward region. The cut in z also
decreases the e ects from parton showerson the 2+ 1 £t cross-section to lessthan 10 percent
1.

TABLE I. Jet cross—sections for 00001 < x < 0001, 005< yg < 07 and 50< 0%2< 700 Geave.

P rogram %, ﬁ nb]

A riadne Qz,pg 638
Lepto Q° 152

M epjet LO 02 149
M epjet LO 02,( p.=2)? 1.19
M epjet LO (p.=2)? 145
M epjet NLO Q2 089 0.6
M epjet NLO (p.=2)2 095 0.04

The rstthing to note is that the 2+ 1 &t crosssection predicted by the A riadne M C
is about four tim es larger than the one from Lepto. Com paring with the LO resul from
M epjet using Q? as renom alisation and factorisation scale show s good agreem ent w ith
Lepto whereasthe LO result from M epjet with the sam e factorisation and renom alisation
scalesasin A riadne di ersa factor ve from the A riadne resuk. Clearly the LO 2+ 1 &t
cross—section In A riadne does not agree w ith the resul from LO perturbative QCD . The



seocond thing to note is that the NLO ocorrections are quite lJarge and that they in fact are
negative such that the NLO cross—section is an aller than the LO one. O foourse the question
of choosing an approprate renom alisation scale and factorisation schem e and scale has to
be addressed if one wants to com pare the NLO cross—sections w ith data but for the present
purposes, ie. to see that the N LO -corrections cannot Increase the cross-section by a large
factor it is not necessary to pursue these theoretical uncertainties further (for a discussion
of the renom alisation scale uncertainty see orexample RJ)).
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FIG.1. The z4, X, and p, distribbutions from the LO m atrix-elem ents in A riadne 4.08 (full
line), Lepto 6.5 (dashed line) and the m odi ed version of Lepto (dotted lne) for the two basic
processes QCD -com pton QCDC) and Boson G luon Fusion BGF).

To see In m ore detail what the di erence between A riadne and LO perturbative Q CD
is (as represented by Lepto), it is instructive to look at the z, x, and p, distrbutions
which are given in Fig.',. Here X, = X= where isthe longitudinalm om entum share of
the parton entering the hard interaction. For clarity the cross-section hasbeen divided into
two di erent parts, QCD -com pton QCDC) and Boson G luon Fusion BGF), dgoending on
the underlying hard process as illustrated In Fig.d. As can be seen from Fig. T, the BGF
part agrees wellbetween the two program s taking into acoount the di erent renom alisation
scales, but fortheQ CD C part thedi erence isdram atic and requires som e otherexplanation.

In fact, thisdi erence should com e asno surprise. The colour dipolem odel forD IS does
not use the pure LO perturbative Q CD m atrix-elem ent for the Q CD C process but rather
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FIG . 2. Hustration of the two lading order 2+ 1 Ft processes, Q CD com pton (@) and Boson
G luon Fusion ().

an approxin ation. For a given x and Q? the crosssection can (assum ing single photon
exchange) be w ritten as,

d Q%52 Cr s £5(;0Q° dx
ocpoc &;Q pr): F a( 7Q )g(X;QZ;Z;Xp)—de 1)
tor (270 2) 2 f£,6¢;07) Xp

where f, is the sum of the quark densities in the proton and g(x;Qz;z;xp) is a simplk
function which is not needed for the present discussion. In the colour dipole m odel for D IS
the ratio of the parton densities is replaced by a suppression factor due to the extended
proton rem nant,

£y ( ;0%) W

! > M 2
£, (x;02) &+ o= ey O )

where y is the rapidity ofthe em itted parton in the han sand W is them ass ofthe hadronic
system W 2= @ + q)z). This lin is the transverse m om entum p, of the em itted gluon
which corresponds to that only a fraction ( =p, )* of the proton rem nant takes part in the
em ission. Nom ally one uses a = 1 but other choices are also possbl. Now , for an alkx the
suppression factorused in the colour dipolem odel forD IS starts to di er substantially from
the ratio ofthe parton densities. In the region of interest x isvery smalland ism oderately
snall (typically 10 10 ') so that this ratio goes essentially as x;*  if one assum es that
fa&)/ x o, For recent parton distrbbutions is In the order of02 to 0.3 so thisgives a
strong suppression of am all x, in the LO perturbative QCD formula.

To see that it really is this suppression factor that gives the di erence a "toy-m odel" ver—
sion of Lepto hasbeen constructed. In thism odi ed version of Lepto the QCD C m atrix—
elem ent has been multiplied by a phenom enclogical factor pr whereb= d 005hl=x;
w ith d being a function ofx. The value ofd was cbtained by a tto the ratio ofd gcpc=dx,
from A riadne and Lepto ©r xed x and Q 2. The resulting powers tum out to be easily
param eterised by d = 02(1 log;,x) in the region of interest (10* < x < 10°). As
can be seen in Fig. 1, this "toy-m odel" reproduces the distributions from A riadne to a very
good approxin ation, especially the p, -distrdbution. T hus, the di erence between theQCDC
cross—section in Lepto and A riadne can be explained by a factor pr which resuls from

using the suppression factor m p. instead of £5( ;0%)=f,%;0%). Asan



aside, it is interesting to note that for the BG F part of the gt cross-section, the suppression
factor used in A riadne is indeed the corresponding ratio of the parton densities.

T he In portant thing to note isthat allem issions in A riadne, where the proton rem nant
ispart of the dipole, are treated iIn the sam e way asthe rst en ission In the Q CD C m atrix—
elem ent. To bem ore precise the probability for an extra em ission, when the proton rem nant
is part of the dipole, is given by 6]

!
4 W dp?
3 &+ (o,= )eeY P i

dp / dy: 3)
This m eans that the ratio of parton densities £, (x,;Q ?)=Ff, (2,;Q ?) does not enter as they
would In a traditional backw ards evolution initial state parton shower w here,

4 ¢ f,®a;Q%) dp;
3 £ &iQ2%) P

Instead the boundary condition present from the proton is taken into acocount by the extra
cauto In transverse m om enta for em itted glions due to the extendedness of the proton
rem nant. A direct com parison w ith a traditional initial state parton shower is com plicated
by the fact that the am issions in the colour djpolke m odel for D IS are not ordered in x. But
even o, it is evident that the di erence In the suppression factor gives a large e ect for
the rest of the am issions just as orthe QCD C m atrix-elem ent. There are two m aln e ects.
F irst of all the probability for an em ission is increased and secondly the em issions becom e
harder, in the sense that they get higherp, , jist in the same way asthe QCD C part ofthe
2+ 1 Ft cross-section increases and the p, spectrum becom es harder (see Fig. dc).

To estim ate the m agnitude of the e ects on the transverse energy ow due to the lun-
orthodox’ suppression factorthem odi ed version ofLepto w ith the ncreased QCD C cross—
section hasbeen used to calculate the transverse energy  ow . The resultsare shown i F ig.3
where data from H1 7] are com pared w ith A riadne, Lepto and them odi ed version of
Lepto. One should here note that to be abl to com pare w ith m ore or less pure DGLAP
dynam ics the soft colour Interactions and the new seaquark treatm ent in Lepto have been
shut o forboth Lepto versions (see [L4] orm ore details).

As can be seen from Fig. 3 the m odi ed version of Lepto interpolates nicely between
the A riadne resul in the photon hem isphere where the rst em ission is in portant and the
DG LAP-Lepto result in the proton hem igphere w here higher order em issions are in portant.
In otherwords, them odi ed m atrix-elem ent Increases the transverse energy ow tothe same
lvelas In A riadne In the photon ham isphere, whereas in the proton hem isphere there isno
di erence between the two versions of Lepto since the sam e initial state parton shower is
used. &t would also be possible to m odify the niial state parton shower in Lepto in the
sam e way as the m atrix-elem ent (essentially by m ultiplying the splitting function Py, ¢ (2)
wih a factor z P) which would Jlead to an increased transverse energy ow i the proton
hem isphere. H ow ever, already from the resul based on them odi ed Q CD C m atrix-elem ent
one can conclude that the di erence in transverse energy ow between D GLAP-Lepto and
A riadne ismainly due to the Unorthodox’ suppression factorused in A riadne instead of
the ratio of parton densities and not due to the di erence In p» -ordering.

The follow ing question then arises. Has this di erence In suppression factor anything
to do with BFKL dynam ics? A s it tums out, the answer depends on which observable one

dP.i e / dy: @)



is Interested in. Starting with the 2+ 1 gt crosssection one rst notes that the relevant
scales for the onset of BEK L dynam ics are the m om entum transfer £ from the incom ing
gluon and the m ass 8 of the Ft—system . O ne expects e ects of BFK L dynam ics when the
rapidity di erence y= Ih(¢=jt) becomes arge so that 5 y O (1) which indicates that
resumm ation is necessary. In the ham s the relevant ratio becom es £3+4 ’ pi=8=z(1 2z).
Thisisquite di erent from the increasew ith decreasing x, = Q=(Q *+ $) given by A riadne.
O nealso notesthat typical valuesareoftheorderof10? 10! which isnotvery sm alland
therefore one does not expect any e ects from the BFK L dynam ics In the parton densities.
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FIG .3. Thetransverseenergy ow s fordi erent x and Q ? values in the hadronic an s com paring
A riadne (full line), Lepto wih pure DGLAP (dashed line) and the m odi ed version of Lepto
(dotted line) w ith data from H1 [_2-:/:]. (T he plot hasbeen generated using the H zT ool package 1_2-3]) .

Thedom nating diagram for2+ 1 gt production w ith enhancam ent from the resum m ation
of soft gluons according to the BFK L prescription is depicted in F ig.4 where the two partons
from the quark box form one ®t. In addition to this process there is also a sim ilar one
w here the noom Ing and outgoing gluon is replaced by a quark. At su ciently large rapidity
di erence vy the contrbution from this kind of diagram s should be dom inating thanks to
the t-channel gluon exchange. T his is the sam e kind of diagram that hasbeen analysed for
the orward Ft production B]but with the in portant di erence that two Jts are required.
So Instead of having k., of the forward £t being of the same order as Q for the BFKL
dynam ics to be valid, two gtsw ith the sam e p, are required. In a sense this is closer to the
origihal proposal by M ueller and N avelkt [1§] to ook or BFK L e ects in dift-production
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FIG .4. Diagram s w ith enhancem ent from BFK L dynam ics in the large vy lin it: (@) lowest
order diagram (o) all orders diagram w ih the reggeized glion indicated with a thick lne. In
addiion there is a sin ilar diagram w here the lncom ing and outgoing glion is replaced by a quark.

In hadron collisions.

In aBFK L calculation ofthe 2+ 1 et cross-section cnewould takethe large y= h (=789

lin it ofthe 2+ 1 gt cross—section and reggeize the t-channel glion which would give a cross—
section of the type R9]

d a»

Cr
/ KgrxL (; 59+ —
ddy ddy .., Bl N¢

£(; % ; ®)

where the e ective parton density B0, £4( ; ?) + Ii—ifq( ; %), re ects the dom hation of
t-channel gluon exchange for large y. The factorisation scale is arbitrary but should be
of the order of transverse m cm entum cuto forthe Fts, P; min -

In a kading order calculation the enhancem ent factor is equal to one so by form ing the
ratio between the BFK L calculation and the xed order calculation for xed one isolates
the K zrx 1, —factor. Thus, as a probe for BFK L dynam ics, it should be possibl to use the
2+ 1 &t crosssection asa function ofthe rapidity di erence y between the £ts in the han s
(for xed ) and see whether the data start to deviate exponentially from the NLO xed
orderperturbative Q CD predictionswhen ybeocom eslarge. To be abl to do a quantitative
analysis one would of course need to actually calculate the proposed cross—section.

Integrating over £ from p% o the asym ptotic om of the enhancem ent factor w ill be

2l

Kerk1 = T : ©)
7 sCA 3 y_2
U sing the standard value or ;Cp4Ih2= = 05 thisgives,
8 !0:5
Kerxi / exp( Ca ydn2= )= 2 : (7)
? min



05
For Prmward gts £’/ Q2 is required and thus vy’ h(l=x,) such that Kgrx1 / L

- Xp
which also is consistent w ith the results from [B1].
R etuming to the cross—section forthe Q CD C processused in A riadne, it can be w ritten
in the follow ing way,

W

docoe ®iQ%i2zi%y) _ Cr 2 5( 300 Fie—yes P oo I
we0®) 2 meen | hLad S
! a
b
C fq( ;0% 1 dx
P o 907 zx)—dz @®)
2 fq(X;Q ) Xp Xp

w ith b being in the order of 05 10 for snall x. Qualitatively this gives a K ~factor x °
which is sin {lar to the one in the forward £t BFKL calcultion [B1]. This alo explhins
why A riadne agrees quite wellw ith data on orward ts P1] just in the sam e way as the
forward £t BFKL caloulation B1] agrees quite wellw ith data.

Even though there is som e qualitative agreem ent between the colour dipole m odeland a
BFK L calculation for forward gtsthere are quantitative di erenceswhich are in portant: (i)
the colourdipolem odelhas an enhancem ent already forthe rst am ission whereasthe BFK L
enhancem ent only com es in at higher order as depicted in Fig. 4, (ii) the factor giving the
enhancem ent from the BFK L dynam icsm ultiplies the cross-section both for nocom Ing ghion
and Incom ng quark, (iii) the BFKL enhancem ent is in the hard cross-section whereas In
the colour dipole m odel the enhancam ent com es from replacing the ratio of parton densities
with a cuto in transversem cm entum for the em itted glion. It should also be stressed that
for the 2+ 1 ¥t crosssection the A riadne prediction gives an even larger enhancam ent of
the cross—section than one would expect from BFK L dynam ics.

In summ ary this paper has shown the underlying dynam ical reason for the di erences
in 2+ 1 Bt crosssections, forward gt cross-sections and transverse energy ow between the
DGLAP bassd Lepto M onte Carlb and the A riadne M onte Carlo based on the colour
dipole model for D IS. The dom inating di erence is the Unorthodox’ suppression factor
used instead of the ratio of parton densities and not the p; -ordering. The di erence can
esseentially be param eterised by a ﬁctorpr ,where bis In the order of 055 10 forsnall
x, which multiplies the cross-section for additional em issions In A riadne. For the forward
Bt production and the transverse energy ow this factor pr resam bles qualitatively what
one gets from a BFKL calculation whereb= C,4Ih2= ' 05. However forthe 2+ 1 gt
production one rather expects an enhancem ent from BFK L dynam ics as a function of the
rapidiy di erence v = I (¢=3jt) between the Fts. Thus, it should be possbl to use the
2+ 1 gt crosssection for xed and its dependence on the rapidiy di erence as a probe for
BFKL dynam ics.
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