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Q C D at H igh Energy (hadron-hadron,lepton-hadron,gam m a-hadron)

J.Huston

Physics and Astronom y Dept.,M ichigan State University,EastLansing,M I48824 USA

E-m ail:huston@pa.m su.edu

Thistalk sum m arizesrecent Q CD results from H ER A ,the Tevatron Colliderand Tevatron �xed target experim ents.

1 Introduction

Asim plied by the title ofthistalk,the topicsto be dis-

cussed covera very wide range,encom passing Q CD re-

sultsfrom theTevatron ppcollider,theHERA epcollider

and the Tevatron � xed targetexperim ents. In m y talk,

I willnot try for a totally com prehensive review, but

instead willdiscuss som e ofthe im portant experim en-

taland phenom enologicaldevelopm entsin perturbative

Q CD since the lastRochester conference. Iwillnot be

covering deep inelastic scattering results per se,which

willbe discussed in the sum m ary talk ofTony Doyle;

instead I willpresent results which em phasize the de-

tails of the hadronic � nalstate in DIS and photopro-

duction events. Sim ilarly,I willnot discuss di� raction

which willbe the subject ofthe review talk by M artin

Erdm ann. M any ofthe recentdevelopm entsin the the-

ory/phenom enology world,along with a discusion ofour

currentunderstandingof�s,willbecontained in thetalk

ofYuriDokshitzer.

The m ain them e ofm y talk willbe the successwith

which perturbative Q CD has been applied to the data

from Ferm ilab and from HERA.There are enough m ys-

teriesleft,however,to m akelife interesting (and to pro-

voke the need for larger data sam ples),with severalof

the m ysteries involving the rem aining uncertainties in

thegluon distribution.DG LAP-basedperturbativeQ CD

predictionsrem ain verysuccessfuland thesearch forcon-

vincing evidence forBFK L e� ectscontinues.

2 Tevatron C ollider

In the Tevatron collider,900 G eV protons collide with

900 G eV antiprotonsleading to a center-of-m assenergy

of1.8 TeV,the highestenergy currently accessible.The

Tevatron collider com pleted a very successfulRun 1 in

1996 with each experim ent(CDF and D0)accum ulating

on the order of100 pb�1 ofdata. M ost analyses have

been published orarenearing publication.

2.1 Inclusive JetProduction atthe Tevatron

The inclusive jetcrosssection in the centralrapidity re-

gion hasbeen m easured by both theCDF and D0 exper-

im ents at a center ofm ass energy of1.8 TeV.Jets are

de� ned using an iterative� xed conealgorithm with a ra-

diusR (
p

� �2 + � �2)of0.7.1 The m easurem entspans

the transverseenergy rangefrom 15 G eV/c to the order

of500G eV/c;in thisrangethejetcrosssection dropsby

over9 orders ofm agnitude. The highest E T jet events

probe the sm allestdistance scales(10�17 cm )currently

accessible. Any new physics that m ight exist at these

distance scales,such as com positeness,m ight m anifest

itselfin the jetcrosssection m easurem ent.

Thejetcrosssectionsfrom both experim entsarecor-

rected for detector m easurem ent and resolution e� ects

and are com pared to next-to-leading order(NLO )Q CD

calculations.2;3;4 The theoreticaluncertainties in inclu-

sive jetproduction are greatly reduced atNLO ascom -

pared to leading order.The two program sthatare cur-

rently in use are JETRAD 3 and EK S.4 JETRAD gen-

erates the NLO inclusive jet cross section by a M onte

Carlo phase space slicing technique while EK S isan an-

alyticalcalculation.Both program sareim plem entations

ofthesam em atrix elem ents5 and giveessentially equiv-

alentresultswhen thesam ecuts/conditionsareapplied.

At NLO ,the sensitivity ofthe jet cross section to the

renorm alization/factorization scale is reduced,but still

present. The value ofthis scale should be proportional

to thehardnessofthescatter.Itisconvenientto setthe

renorm alization and factorization scaleequalto a m ulti-

pleoftheE T ofthem easured jet.O necan also setthese

scales to a m ultiple ofthe m axim um ofalljets in the

event(E T m ax),atthe costofintroducing anothervari-

able into the prescription. Typically,E T jet=2 isused in

theEK S program whileE T m ax=2 isused in JETRAD.
a

E T jet=2 m ay bea m ore\natural" choiceforan inclusive

jetcrosssection,butE T m ax /2 isalso acceptable. The

useofE T m ax=2 ratherthan E T jet=2 leadsto a reduction

in thejetcrosssection of 7% atE T = 50G eV/cdecreas-

aIn the JETR A D program , each M onte Carlo event has 2 or 3

partons in the �nal state, leading to a possibility of either 2 or

3 jets. The E T of each individual jet is not known until a jet

clustering algorithm has been applied (the two lower E T partons

m ay be clustered ifthey are close together). The only scale known

unam biguously at the tim e of the event generation is the E T of

the m ost energetic parton (E T m ax). A version ofJETR A D also

existsin which a second passism adethrough thegenerated events,

allowing the use ofthe scale E T jet.
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Figure1:The inclusivejetcrosssection from CD F forR un 1A and

R un 1B com pared to theN LO Q CD prediction using theCTEQ 3M

parton distributions.

ing to < 1% atE T = 100 G eV/c.Thee� ecton theNLO

inclusivejetcrosssectionofvariationsin therenorm aliza-

tion/factorization scale,thevalueofR sep (them inim um

separation ofthe two partonsforthem to be considered

astwo separate jets),and the choice ofparton distribu-

tion functions (pdf’s) is investigated in m ore detailin

Ref.6.

Thepicturethathasbeen adopted forjetproduction

isthatthe � nalstateconsistsof2 or3 partonsfrom the

hard scatteraccom panied by an underlying eventdueto

thecollision oftheproton and antiproton rem nants.The

underlyingeventistaken tobeidenticaltothatobserved

in m inim um bias events and its contribution to the jet

coneenergy issubtracted beforeany com parisonsto the-

ory.Thispicturehasbeen successfulbutm ay beincom -

plete;there m ay be additionalcontributions to the un-

derlying eventfrom doubleparton scattering and higher

order radiation e� ects that m ay not be included in the

subtracted m inim um biasleveland m ay notbecorrectly

described by theNLO Q CD calculations.7;8;9 A uniform

extra contribution to the jet energy m ight m anifest it-

selfasa jetpro� lebroaderin experim entthan in theory.

Such an e� ecthasalready been observed by both CDF

and D0. The m ain im pact ofany underestim ate ofthe

underlying energy levelin jet eventswould be on lower

energy jets.

TheCDF collaboration haspreviously published the

Figure 2: The CD F inclusive jet cross section from R un 1B com -

pared to N LO Q CD predictionsusing theCTEQ 4M and CTEQ 4H J

parton distributions.

inclusive jet cross section from Run 1A (19.1 pb�1 ) for

0:1 < j�j < 0:7.10 A linear com parison of (Data-

Theory)/Theoryisshown in Figure1 alongwith thepre-

lim inary resultsfrom Run 1B(87pb�1 ).G ood agreem ent

with the NLO prediction isobserved exceptatthe high-

estvaluesoftransverseenergy.Theexcessisinconsistent

with the(highly correlated)system aticerrorofthem ea-

surem entand cannotbeexplained byadi� erentchoiceof

renorm alization and/orfactorization scale,orby adi� er-

entchoiceofconventionalparton distribution function.

TheCTEQ collaboration hasperform ed a globalpdf

� tusing the Run 1A jetdata from CDF,giving a large

em phasisin the� tto thehigh ET data.Theresulting � t

(CTEQ 4HJ)containsa gluon distribution substantially

greater(by a factorof2 atx= 0.5)than thatin conven-

tionalpdf’s.11 The larger gluon distribution at high x

leadsto a greatercrosssection athigh E T (20% at450

G eV/c). The increased jetcrosssection prediction does

notpassdirectly through thecenterofthehigh E T data

points,but does pass through the bottom ofthe error

bars. The CDF jetcrosssection from Run 1B isshown

in Figure2com pared to theNLO Q CD predictionsusing

the CTEQ 4M and CTEQ 4HJ pdf’s.

Forhigh E T jetproduction,thedom inantsubprocess

isqq scattering.Thegq subprocesscom prisesonly 20%

ofthe cross section and the gg subprocess contribution

is m inim al. For this reason,an increase in the gluon
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Figure 3: The ratio ofgluon distributions consistent with the D IS

and D Y data sets to the gluon distribution from CTEQ 4M .The

gluon distribution from CTEQ 4H J isalso shown forcom parison.

distribution ofafactorof2leadstoonlya20% increasein

thejetcrosssection.Thequarkdistributionsarealsofree

to change in this � t,but are tightly constrained by the

highly precise deep inelastic scattering (DIS)and Drell-

Yan (DY)data atthesex values.

Itm ayseem suprisingthatthegluon distribution has

thisdegreeof exibility.A recentCTEQ paperexplored

the uncertainty in the gluon distribution by perform ing

a gluon param eterscan,utilizing the DIS and DY data

used in the CTEQ 4 � t.12 The resulting pdf’s were ex-

cluded ifthere were any clear con icts with any ofthe

data sets. The pdf’sthatrem ain are shown in Figure 3

and indicatethatthegluon istightly constained atlower

x.DIS and DY dataprovidelittleconstraint,however,on

thehigh x gluon distribution and thisisdem onstrated in

the m uch widervariation observed in the largex region.

(The CTEQ 4HJ gluon distribution is also indicated for

com parison purposes.) In previouspdf’sthisconstraint

has been provided either by � xed target direct photon

data 13 and/or jet data from the Tevatron collider.14

Due to evolution e� ects,the gluon distribution is m ore

tightly constrained (forx < 0:2)athigh Q 2 than atlow

Q 2.

D0 haspresented atthisconference a m easurem ent

of the inclusive jet cross section for j�j < 0:5 (and

0:1 < j�j < 0:7 for direct com parison to CDF) with

a substantially reduced system atic error.15;16 The cross

|ηjet| < 0.5
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Figure 4: A com parison ofthe D 0 inclusive jet cross section and

N LO Q CD (JETR A D ) predictions obtained using three di�erent

parton distribution sets.The band representsthe totalexperim en-
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Figure 5: A com parison ofthe D 0 inclusive jet cross section and

a N LO Q CD (JETR A D ) prediction using the CTEQ 4H J parton

distribution set.

section for j�j< 0:5 is com pared to NLO Q CD predic-

tionswith severalpdf’sin Figure 4. G ood agreem entis

observed with perhapssom esign ofan excessatm oder-

ateto high E T when theCTEQ 3M and CTEQ 4M pdf’s

are used. The data isuniform ly largerthan the predic-

tion using the M RST pdf. This latter deviation is due

to the substantially weakerM RST gluon distribution at

high x (seeSection 3.1).

Taking into accountthe correlationsin the system -

atic errors,reasonable �2 values are obtained for all3

pdf’s.TheM RST prediction agreesin shapewith theD0

data,although notin norm alization.Thebest�2 agree-

m ent(nom inallybetterthan M RST)isobtained with the

CTEQ 4HJ pdf(shown in Figure5 for0:1< j�j< 0:7).

A reanalysis ofdata from SLAC and NM C,taking

into accountnuclearbinding e� ectsin thedeuteron,pre-

dictsa largerd quark distribution athigh x than found

in m odern pdf’s.17 O neoftheconsequencesofthislarger

high x d quark distribution would be an enhanced high

E T jet cross section (by about 10% at the highest E T

values).
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dle plotindicates the di�erence between the D 0 inclusive jetcross

section and a sm ooth �t through the R un 1A CD F inclusive jet

cross section, norm alized to the latter. The band represents the

uncertainty on the D 0 data. A com parison ofthe CD F and D 0 jet

system atic errorsisshown at the bottom .

A directcom parison oftheCDF Run 1A and D0 jet

cross sections is shown in Figure 6. Aside from a nor-

m alization shiftof 5% ,thetwo experim entsobtain very

sim ilarjetcrosssections,with them ostnoticeabledi� er-

ence being in the lasttwo data points. A norm alization

shiftofthism agnitudeisto be expected sinceCDF and

D0 use di� erent values for the totalinelastic pp cross

section.D0 hascalculated a low probability fortheirjet

data to agreewith the physicscurve drawn through the

CDF Run IA data,butifthe correlated errorsforboth

experim ents are taken into account,there is agreem ent

between the two atthe 46% levelofprobability.

2.2 DijetCrossSectionsatthe Tevatron

Both experim entshavereported resultsforthedijetm ass

crosssection and observeagreem entwith each otherand

with NLO predictions,albeitwith an excessathigh dijet

m ass consistent with that predicted by the CTEQ 4HJ

pdf,asshown in Figure7.18;19

D0hasused thedijetm asscrosssection ratioofj�j<

0:5 over0:5< j�j< 1:0 to testforcom positeness.Atthe

95% CL lim it,a com positeness scale of2.4 TeV can be

excluded. 19 Previousm easurem entsofthedijetangular

distribution provided an exclusion of� < 2.0 TeV.

CDF haspresented am easurem entofthedi� erential

Figure 7: A com parison of the CD F(prelim inary) and D 0 19 di-

jet m ass cross sections to the N LO Q CD predictions using the

CTEQ 4M ,CTEQ 4H J and M R ST parton distribution sets.

dijetcrosssection in which onejet(thetriggerjet)isre-

quired to becentral(0:1 < j�j< 0:7),whiletheotherjet

(the probe jet)can have any rapidity value up to 3.0.18

The di� erentialdijetcrosssection isthen plotted versus

thetransverseenergy ofthetriggerjet,forthe4di� erent

probejetrapidity intervals.Them easurem entpresented

in thiswaytakesbestadvantageofthebetterjetE T reso-

lution CDF hasin thecentralrapidity region.Thism ea-

surem ent also directly probes higher x values than the

inclusivejetcrosssection.Thedijetcrosssection issen-

sitive to the high x gluon distribution and anything un-

usualthatm ay occurathigh x and Q 2.Thiscan beseen

from Figure 8 where t̂(= 2E 2
T cosh

2(��)(1� tanh(��))is

plotted versusxm ax forthe dijetcrosssection bins.The

box in the upper right-hand cornerindicatesthe region

ofphasespacewhereapossibleexcessatHERA hasbeen

probed.b

A com parison ofthem easured dijetcrosssectionsto

predictionsusing the CTEQ 4M ,CTEQ 4HJ and M RST

pdf’sisshown in Figure9.An excessisobserved athigh

E T (corresponding to high x) for each ofthe probe jet

rapiditybins.Thesizeoftheexcessisdecreasedwhen the

CTEQ 4HJ pdfisused.A detailed conclusion m ay wait,

though,untila m ore detailed study ofthe adequacy of

theNLO predictionsiscarriedoutforthehigh E T ,high �

bFor those ofyou who stilldo notget the Prince joke,please send

em ailto m e atthe address given.
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Figure 8: A plot ofthe t̂ vs xm ax reach for the CD F di�erential

dijet analysis. The box in the upper right hand corner indicates

the kinem atic region where an possible excess at H ER A has been

probed.

region.(Atvery high x,m ultijet� nalstatesarecom m on

and NLO phasespacem aynotbeadequate.) TheM RST

predictionsareuniform ly below thedataatallE T values

duetotheweakergluondistribution discussedpreviously.

W henever two jets ofroughly equalE T values are

separated by a large rapidity interval, the em ission of

gluons in the rapidity region between the two jets gen-

erates logarithm ic contributions [(�s ln(s=p
2
T ))

n
]to the

dijetcrosssection which need to beresum m ed using the

BFK L equation.20 Naive BFK L predictionslead to be-

haviorthatdi� ersdram atically from thatobtained from

� xed-order perturbative predictions. The im position of

kinem atic constraints on the calculations,however,su-

pressesthe BFK L-like behavioratthe Tevatron and re-

ducesthe chancesofunam biguousobservation ofBFK L

signatures.The kinem atic environm entatthe LHC will

be m ore favorable for observation ofBFK L-like behav-

ior.21

2.3 JetProduction at630GeV andthexT ScalingRatio

CDF and D0 have both presented m easurem entsofthe

inclusivejetcrosssection at630G eV,and ofthexT scal-

ing ratio.15 A com parison ofthecrosssectionsofthetwo

experim ents to NLO predictions is shown in Figure 10.

Forboth experim ents,deviationsfrom the NLO predic-

tionsareobserved forjetE T valuesbelow 90-100G eV/c.
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Figure9:A com parison oftheCD F di�erentialdijetcrosssection to

N LO Q CD (JETR A D )predictionsusing theCTEQ 4M ,CTEQ 4H J

and M R ST parton distribution sets. The system atic error band is

indicated atthe bottom foreach probe jetrapidity interval.

W hen the scaled cross section ratio (1=(2�)E 3
T d�=dET

for630/1800)isplotted versusxT (= 2E T =
p
s),m any of

the system atic uncertaintiescancelforboth experim ent

and theory.A naiveparton m odelprediction would give

a value forthe ratio of1.0;Q CD e� ectschangethe pre-

diction tocloserto2(with som edependenceon xT asob-

served).Both experim entshavem easured an xT scaling

ratio lowerthan the theoreticalprediction forxT < 0:3.

(See Figure 11.) A sim ilardiscrepancy wasobserved for

an earliercom parison of546 G eV jetdata to 1800 G eV

jetdata.22 The reason forthe discrepancy isstillunder

theoreticalinvestigation and m ay be due to a com bina-

tion ofe� ects(underlying eventsubtraction,initialstate

kT and additionalnon-perturbativejetfragm entation ef-

fects(\splashout")).9

2.4 W + Jet(s)Production atthe Tevatron

Anotherratio ofobservableswith reduced system aticer-

rorsisthe ratio ofW + jet(s)production to W produc-

tion.Thism easurem entisnaively sensitive to the value

of�s and,in fact,was originally proposed as a m eans

ofm easuring �s.D0 hasreported an exclusivem easure-

m entofW + 1 jetproduction to W + 0 jetproduction at

severalrecentconferences.The jetswerem easured with

thestandard D0 jetalgorithm using a coneradiusof0.7.

5



(Data-Theory)/Theory

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

20 40 60 80 100 120 140

CDF



DO/

Figure 10: A com parison of the CD F and D 0 inclusive jet cross

sections at 630 G eV to N LO Q CD predictions using the M R SA ’

parton distribution set.The shaded band indicatesthe D 0 system -

atic error.

The result was in serious disagreem ent with the NLO

Q CD predictionsand no choice ofscale orpdfprovided

any signi� cantim provem ent.

CDF hasm easured the ratio ofW + � 1 jetto inclu-

siveW production (R 10)using a jetconeradiusof0.4
23

and (new for this conference) 0.7.24 A com parison of

both cone size results to NLO Q CD predictions 25 in

Figure 12 indicates good agreem ent. In Figure 13,the

CDF data is com pared to NLO predictions using a va-

riety ofpdf’s corresponding to di� erent�s values. The

theoreticalpredictions have a surprisingly sm alldepen-

dence on the valueof�s.Theexperim entalratio ofR 10

with 0.7conestoR 10 with 0.4conesisshown in Figure14

along with thetheoreticalpredictions.Theexperim ental

ratio islargerthan the theoreticalone,which isanother

indication thatjetsattheTevatron arebroaderthan the

theoreticalpredictions.A subtraction ofan extra under-

lyingeventenergycontribution would im provetheagree-

m entoftheexperim entaljetshapewith theory,and thus

im provetheagreem entoftheexperim entalR 10(0.7/0.4)

ratio with the theoreticalone.

3 Tevatron Fixed Target

Ratio of Scaled Cross-Sections: CDF and DZero
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Jet Xt
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DO/

Figure 11: A com parison ofthe scaled inclusive jet cross sections

(630/1800)forCD F and D 0 to N LO Q CD predictions.Theshaded

band gives the D 0 system atic errors.

3.1 DirectPhoton Production

Direct photon production has long been viewed as an

idealvehicle form easuring the gluon distribution in the

proton.26 The quark-gluon Com pton scattering subpro-

cess (gq! q) dom inates  production in allkinem atic

regionsofpp scattering,aswellas forlow to m oderate

valuesofparton m om entum fraction x in pp scattering.

As m entioned previously,the gluon distribution is rela-

tively wellconstrained at low x (x < 0:1) by DIS and

DY data,but less so at larger x. Consequently,direct

photon data have been incorporated in severalm odern

globalparton distribution function analysesand can,in

principle,providea m ajorconstrainton thegluon distri-

bution atm oderateto high x.13;14

A pattern ofdeviations ofdirect photon data from

NLO predictionshasbeen observed,27 however,with the

deviationsbeingparticularly strikingfortheE706exper-

im ent.28 Theorigin ofthedeviationsliesin thee� ectsof

initialstate softgluon radiation,orkT . Directevidence

ofthiskT haslong been evidentfrom Drell-Yan,dipho-

ton and heavy quark m easurem ents.29;30 The values of

hkT iperparton vary from 1 G eV/cat� xed targetener-

giesto 3-4 G eV/c atthe Tevatron collider. The growth

isapproxim ately logarithm icwith centerofm assenergy.

Perturbative Q CD correctionsatthe NLO levelare

insu� cienttoexplain thesizeoftheobserved kT and full

resum m ation calculationsare required to explain Drell-

6
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Figure 12: The ratio of(R 10(D ata)� R 10(Q C D )) to R 10(Q C D )

for N LO Q CD predictions calculated using D Y R A D .The parton

distribution function set used is M R SA ’,and the baseline renor-

m alization and factorization scale is M W . A lso shown are curves

using other Q 2 scales.
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a jet cone size of0.4 for both CD F data and N LO Q CD theory.

Theory predictions are shown forseveralchoices ofscale.

Yan,W /Z and diphoton distributions.31 Theseresum m a-

tion calculationscorrectlydescribethegrowthofthehkT i

with center-of-m assenergy.In akT typeofresum m ation

calculation,therearetypically twoscalesinvolved,which

are im portant to the problem ,and which di� er greatly

in m agnitudefrom each other.In thecaseofdirectpho-

ton production,the two scalesare the m assand pT (or

kT )ofthe photon-jetsystem .Instead ofexam ining the

e� ects ofthe softgluon resum m ation on the photon-jet

m ass cross section per se,one can instead look at the

e� ectson the pT distribution ofthe photon alone.

Currently,there isno rigorouskT resum m ation cal-

culation availableforsinglephoton production.Thecal-

culation is quite challenging in thatthe � nalstate par-

ton takes part in soft gluon em ission and in color ex-

change with the initialstate partons,in contrast with

the Drell-Yan and diphoton cases. Also, the calcula-

tion iscom plicated by the factthatseveraloverlapping

power-suppressed contributions can contribute. In lieu

ofa rigorouscalculation ofthe resum m ed directphoton

pT distribution,thee� ectsofsoftgluon radiation can be

approxim ated by a convolution oftheNLO crosssection

with a G aussian kT sm earing function.29;32 The value

ofhkT i to be used for each kinem atic regim e is taken

directly from relevant experim entalobservables,rather

than from a theoreticalprediction.

The behaviorofthe kT sm earing correction isquite

di� erent for the Tevatron collider and for � xed target

energies. In Figure 15 isshown the com parison ofNLO

theorycalculations(with and withoutthekT corrections)

7



10
-1

1

10

10
2

10
3

10
4

d 
2 σ/

dp
T
 d

y cm
 [p

b/
(G

eV
/c

)]

p− p at √s=1.8 TeV
−0.9 ≤ ycm ≤ 0.9

CDF 1992-93
D0 Preliminary 1994-95

stat and sys uncertainties combined

NLO Theory (µ=pT)
CTEQ4M pdf

〈kT〉  = 3.5 GeV/c
〈kT〉  = 0.0 GeV/c

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

20 40 60 80 100 120
pT (GeV/c)

(D
at

a-
T

he
or

y)
/T

he
or

y

〈kT〉  = 3.5 GeV/c

〈kT〉  = 0.0 GeV/c
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com pared to N LO Q CD theory without kT (dashed) and with kT

enhancem ent forhkT i= 3.5 G eV /c (solid),as a function ofpT .

tothedirectphotondatafrom CDF andD0.Thevalueof

hkT iused (3.5 G eV/c)wastaken directly from diphoton

m easurem entsatthe Tevatron.33

Therearetwopointstonote:(1)theagreem entwith

the data is im proved ifthe kT correction is taken into

accountand (2)the kT sm earing e� ects fallo� roughly

as1=p2T .The latterbehavioristhe expectation forsuch

a power-suppressed type ofe� ect.

The kT correction obtained for E706 at a center of

m assenergyof31.6G eV isshownin Figure16.Thevalue

ofhkT iof1.2 G eV wasobtained from m easurem entsof

severalkinem aticvariablesin the experim ent.29 ThekT
sm earing e� ectism uch largerherethan observed atthe

colliderand doesnothave the 1=p2T fallo� . Thiscan be

understood from the following argum ent.Atlow pT an

hkT ivalueof1.2 G eV/cisnon-negliblecom pared to the

pT in the hard scattering,and the addition ofthe kT

sm earing both increasesthesizeofthe crosssection and

steepenstheslope.AthighpT (correspondingtolargex),

the unm odi� ed NLO crosssection becom esincreasingly

steep (duetotherapid fallo� oftheparton densities)and

hence the e� ectofthe sm earing again becom eslarger.

Forboth the � xed targetand collidercases,the kT
sm earing increases the size of the observed cross sec-

tion.Thedirectphotonsareonlym easured aboveagiven

threshold.Thedirectphoton pT distribution issteep and

thenete� ectofthekT sm earing (ora m orecom pletere-
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Figure 16: The variation ofkT enhancem ents (ratio ofcross sec-

tionswith and withoutthe kT corrections)relevantto E706 direct

photon data at31.6 G eV ,fordi�erentvalues ofaverage kT .A lso

shown isthe kT correction forE706 used in the recent M R ST �t.

sum m ation treatm ent)isto transporteventsfrom below

thethreshold to abovethethreshold,thusincreasing the

observed crosssection.

Theuncertainty in thevalueofhkT iisestim ated by

the E706 authors 29 to be �0:2 G eV.The e� ectofthis

variation on thekT correction isshown in Figure16 and

can beobservedtobequitesizeable.AlsoshownisthekT
correction used in therecentM RST paper.34 TheM RST

paperusesan analytickT sm earing correction technique

with an hkT iperparton value of1.3 G eV/c.
c

The E706 direct photon cross sections for pBe col-

lisions at
p
s = 31.6 G eV is shown in Figure 17 along

with theNLO theoreticalpredictionsfortherangeofkT
corrections.28;29;35 Very good agreem entisobtained with

the use ofthe nom inalvalue ofhkT i;the experim ental

cross section di� ers both in m agnitude and shape from

the NLO prediction with no kT correction. Also shown

in the � gurearethe data and theoreticalpredictionsfor

�o production.NLO calculationsfor�o production have

a greateruncertainty than those for direct photon pro-

duction since they involve parton fragm entation. How-

ever,the kT e� ectsare expected to be generally sim ilar

to those observed in directphoton production,and the

�o data can be used to extend testsofthe consequences

cThe M R ST paper quotes a sm aller value for the hkT i used for

E706.Thissm allervalue isequivalentto 1.3 G eV /c in the conven-

tion used in thistalk and in R eference 29.
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Figure 17:The photon and �o crosssections from E706 com pared

to kT -enhanced N LO Q CD calculations. In the bottom plot,the

quantity (D ata-Theory)/Theory isplotted,using kT -enhanced cal-

culations forseveralvalues of< kT > .The errorbarshave exper-

im entalstatisticaland system atic errorsadded in quadrature.

ofkT sm earing. The presence ofan additionalkT value

ofa m agnitude sim ilarto thatneeded forsingle photon

production leadsto a substantially im proved agreem ent

between the �o data and theory.

The sam e com parison is m ade in Figure 18 using

the CTEQ 4HJ pdf’s. G ood agreem ent is observed at

low pT butthe theoreticalprediction islargerthan the

data athigh pT .Asm entioned previously,thedom inant

m echanism for directphoton production is gluon-quark

scattering, so an increase in the gluon distribution in

this range by a factor of2 leads to an increase in the

directphoton crosssection by the sam e factor. Sim ilar

conclusions are obtained with the E706 data at
p
s =

38.8 G eV.29;35

A decreasein the hkT iperparton athigh pT would

lead to a better agreem ent ofthe E706 data with the

CTEQ 4HJ pdfpredictions. There are severalpossible

suppression m echanism s for soft gluon em ission in this

kinem atic region thatare nottaken into accountin the

sim ple kT m odeldiscussed above.29 (An experim ental

determ ination ofthedependenceofthe< kT > asafunc-

tion ofpT =x isdi� cultdue to the dim inishing statistics

athigherpT .) Thispossibility iscurrently underinves-

tigation.

A com parison oftheCTEQ 4M and CTEQ 4HJgluon

distributions and the gluon obtained by � tting the kT -
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Figure 18: The photon cross section from E706 com pared to kT -

enhanced N LO Q CD calculationsusing the CTEQ 4H J parton dis-

tribution set.

corrected E706 data (along with the CTEQ 4 DIS and

DY data sets)29 is shown in Figure 19. As m ighthave

been expected from Figure17,thegluon distribution ob-

tained from this� tagreeswellwith theCTEQ 4M gluon

distribution and lies below the CTEQ 4HJ gluon distri-

bution athigh x. Also shown in the � gure is the gluon

distribution from theM RST pdf,which incorporatesthe

kT -corrected data from W A70 in the � t.d The larger

kT correction for E706 observed in Figure 16 im plies a

sm allergluon distribution asisobserved in Figure19.

Ashasbeen discussed,there isa greatdealoftheo-

reticaluncertainty in the calculation ofthe � xed target

direct photon cross sections. Even ifthe G aussian kT

sm earing ansatz given above were form ally correct,the

uncertainty in the value ofhkT i to be used leads to a

large variation in the predicted crosssection. Thisvari-

ation m akestheuseof� xed targetdirectphoton data in

pdf� tssom ewhatproblem atic.A m orecom pleteresum -

m ation calculation should,with the appropriate experi-

m entalinput,be able to predictthe hkT iperparton for

each kinem aticcondition and thusm ay beableto rescue

the situation.

There has also been m uch recentinterest in study-

ing thee� ectsofresum m ing largelogarithm softheform

dIn the M R ST paper,the E706 data are not used directly in the

�ts, but the �t results are com pared to the data from E706 af-

ter applying an appropriate kT correction.36 G ood agreem ent is

obtained.
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variation in hkT ithat M R ST allowed in their�ts.

ln(1� xT ).
37 AsxT approaches1,forany hard scatter-

ingprocess,theperturbativecrosssection isenhanced by

powersofln(1� xT )thathaveto beresum m ed atallor-

ders.Thesetypesofe� ectsshould currentlybenegligible

fordirectphoton production attheTevatron collider(be-

causedataareonly availableforrelatively sm allvaluesof

xT ),butm ay beim portantat� xed targetenergies.The

net e� ect for E706 is a signi� cant increase in the cross

section athigh pT .
38 A treatm entthatincludesboth kT

and threshold resum m ation e� ectsm ay be necessary for

a m ore satisfactory description ofthe � xed targetdata.

Recenttheoreticalprogresshasbeen m ade in thisdirec-

tion.39

In the CTEQ 4 pdf� ts (and the upcom ing CTEQ 5

� ts as well),the inclusive jet cross sections from CDF

and D0 provide an additionalconstraint on the gluon

distribution atm oderatetolargexvalues.Becauseofthe

theoreticaluncertainties m entioned above,the CTEQ 5

� tswillnotuse � xed targetdirectphoton data.

4 H ER A

HERA isa positron-proton collider(27.5 G eV e+ on 820

G eV protons)with atotalcenterofm assenergy ofabout

300 G eV.The large center-of-m ass energy available at

HERA o� ers a large phase space for the hadronic � nal

statein DIS events,thusallowing clean jetstructuresto
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Figure 20: D iagram s indicating initialparton em ission in ep scat-

tering.

be observed. AsHERA hascontinued itssuccessfulop-

eration,thedata availableforanalysisby both ofitsex-

perim ents,H1 and ZEUS,hasincreased steadily. Along

with theincreasein statisticshascom ean increasein the

levelofunderstanding ofthedetectorsystem atics,allow-

ing form oreprecisecom parisonsofdata to perturbative

Q CD.

4.1 Parton Evolution Dynam ics

O f particular interest at HERA are m easurem ents

which discrim inate am ong parton evolution schem es.

DG LAP 40 and BFK L 41 describe the evolution towards

largevaluesofQ 2 and 1=xB j,respectively.DG LAP evo-

lution resum sterm softhe form ln(Q 2=Q 2
o)and involves

a strong ordering in kT ofthe gluon em issionswith the

hardest em issions occurring near the top of the gluon

ladder. (See Figure 20a.) In the BFK L m odel,term s

ofthe form ln(1=x) are resum m ed and gluon em issions

arenotordered in transversem om entum kT .A solution

ofthe parton evolution equation by CCFM 42 approxi-

m atesthe BFK L equation in the low xB j lim itand the

DG LAP equation in thehigh xB j lim it.A lack oforder-

ing sim ilarto thatfound in BFK L evolution hasbeen in-

corporated in thecolordipolem odel.In thecolordipole

m odel,gluon em ission originatesfrom a colordipolethat

isstretched between thescattered quarkand proton rem -

nant.The resultisa cascadeofindependently radiating

dipoles with the gluons not ordered in kT . (See Fig-

ure 20c.) In addition,for processes where the photon

structure isresolved,the hardestem issionsgiven in the

Q CD m atrix elem entm ay occuranywherein theladder,

with increasingly softem issionsalong theladdertowards

both the proton and the photon.(See Figure 20b.) The

resultspresented previously fortheTevatron colliderand

� xed target m easurem ents are allgoverned by DG LAP

kinem atics.AtHERA,resultshavebeen obtained in all

ofthe kinem aticregim esdiscussed above.

A wide variety ofleading order (in �s) theoretical

program sareavailableforcom parison totheHERA data

incorporating the aboveevolution schem es:
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Figure 21: The di�erentialdijet cross sections from ZEU S at the

parton levelversus(a)Q 2,(b)xB j,(c)� and (d)p2
T m ax

=Q 2.The

inner(outer)errorbarsindicate the statisticalerror(statisticaland

system atic errors added in quadrature). The shaded area repre-

sents the error due to the uncertainty on the jet energy scale of

� 3.5% . The solid line indicates the N LO Q CD predictions from

M EPJET.

� BFK L calculations at the parton leveland with

fragm entation functions 43

� the DG LAP-based parton shower M onte Carlo

m odelLEPTO 44

� the CCFM -based Linked Dipole Chain m odel

LDC 45

� the color dipole M onte Carlo m odel ARIADNE

(which assum esa chain ofindependently radiating

dipolesspanned by color-connected partons46

� the resolved photon m odelRAPG AP47

In addition,thereareanum berofDG LAP-basedcal-

culations in next-to-leading orderof�s,including DIS-

ENT 48,M EPJET 49,DISASTER+ + 50 and JETVIP 51,

that are available in the form of exible M onte Carlo

generators.

Com parisons between the data and the theory can

be m ade either atthe detector level(with an appropri-

ateM onteCarlosim ulation ofthedetectorresponse),the

hadron level(with correctionsforacceptanceand m igra-

tion)orattheparton level(correcting forhadronization

e� ects).
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Figure 22: The dijet cross sections from H 1 double di�erentialin

Q 2 and �.A lso shown are the N LO Q CD predictions ofD ISEN T.

4.2 DijetCrossSectionsin DIS

In DIS (in the naive quark-parton m odel), the virtual

photon is absorbed by a single quark or antiquark in

the proton. This results in one jet from the struck

quark(antiquark)and one jet from the proton rem nant

(1+ 1 con� guration). To � rst order in �s (lowest order

fordijetproduction),two jets(in addition to theproton

rem nant jet) with balanced transverse m om entum are

produced in the photon-proton center-of-m ass(2+ 1 con-

� guration). There are two subprocesses responsible for

dijet production in DIS:boson-gluon fusion (�g! qq)

and Q CD Com pton scattering (�q! gq). Atlow x and

Q 2,the large gluon density leads to the dom inance of

the boson-gluon fusion subprocess and allows for a di-

rectsensitivity forthe gluon distribution in an x region

below the � xed target direct photon experim ents. The

presence of the strong interaction vertex m ay allow a

m easurem ent of�s. Jet m easurem ents have been con-

ducted with variationsofboth theiterativeconeand kT
algorithm s,and in the lab,Breitand hadron center-of-

m assreferencefram es.

ZEUS has subm itted to this conference a m easure-

m ent of dijet production in DIS events from a data

sam ple corresponding to an integrated lum inosity of6.4

pb�1 .52;53;54 Cutswere placed on Q 2(7-100 G eV 2),y(>

0:04)and thescattered positron energy (> 10G eV).The

jetswerereconstructed with aconealgorithm (R= 1)and

wererequired to havea transverseenergy greaterthan 4
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Figure23:Thedijetcrosssectionsfrom H 1doubledi�erentialin Q 2

and xB j.A lso shown are the N LO Q CD predictions ofD ISEN T.

G eV/cin both thelaboratoryand center-of-m assfram es,

and to havea pseudorapidity in the laboratory fram e in

the range from -2 to + 2.The di� erentialcrosssections,

corrected to the parton level,are shown in Figure 21.

The correctionsapplied are typically 20-40% . The vari-

able �(= xB j(1+ m 2
jj=Q

2)isofparticularinterestsince

it is related to the m om entum fraction ofthe quark or

gluon em itted from theproton in theleading orderQ CD

picture.

Ascan be observed in Figure 21,the data span the

range from 0:2 < p2T =Q
2 < 30,so the events are char-

acterized by two scales,p2T (squareofjettransversem o-

m entum )and Q 2.A com parison ofan exactNLO Q CD

calculation (M EPJET)tothedatadem onstratesthatthe

theory adequately describes the shape ofallofthe dis-

tributionsbuthasa norm alization o� by approxim ately

34% .Thedi� erenceiscom parablein sizeand ofthesam e

sign as the hadronization correction applied to convert

the data to the parton level.

The di� erence between theory and experim ent ob-

served by ZEUS m ight originate in the e� ects of soft

gluon radiation in theregim e(sam em inim um transverse

m om entum cut on both ofthe jets) where such e� ects

m ay be im portant.Ithasbeen proposed to m easurethe

dijet rate using asym m etric cuts on the transverse m o-

m enta ofthe two jets in order to m inim ize this type of

correction to the NLO calculation.55 Placing an addi-

tionalcuton thelargerofthetransversem om enta ofthe

two jets decreasesthe m agnitude ofboth the predicted

and m easured dijetcrosssections,buttherelativedi� er-

encebetween thetwostillrem ainssubstantial.Sim ilarly,

increasingthecutson thetransversem om entaofthetwo

jets results in both the m easured and calculated cross

sectionsdecreasing,with the ratio ofthe two rem aining

approxim ately constant.54

H1hasm easured thedijetcrosssection in DIS events

at HERA and from this m easurem ent has extracted a

determ ination ofthe gluon distribution in the x range

from .01 to 0.1.52;53;56 Theanalysisinvolvesa largedata

sam ple(36pb�1 )and utilizeskT jetalgorithm sforjetde-

term ination in the Breitfram e. The Breitfram e,where

the virtualphoton collides head-on with the scattered

quark,is well-suited for studies ofdijet production. In

thisfram e,thejettransverseenergy directly re ectsthe

hardness ofthe underlying Q CD process. Three di� er-

ent variations of the kT algorithm were utilized with

the sm allest hadronization corrections being present in

the longitudinally invariant kT algorithm . The double-

di� erentialdijet crosssections(corrected to the hadron

level) are shown in Figure 22 as a function ofQ 2 and

� and in Figure 23 as a function ofQ2 and xB j,com -

pared to the NLO program DISENT.G ood agreem ent

is observed but the data have not been corrected for

hadronization e� ects (which,however,are expected to

be sm all).

M ostofthedatapresented abovebyH1areathigher

Q 2 than the previously discussed ZEUS m easurem ent.

There is som e overlap,though,and the reason for the

agreem entby H1 with NLO theory and thedisagreem ent

byZEUS isstillunderstudy.Itm ayberelated tothetwo

studiesbeing carried outin di� erentfram esofreference,

with di� erentjetalgorithm sand thejetcorrectionsbeing

to the hadron levelforH1 com pared to the parton level

forZEUS.

To determ ine the gluon distribution,the dijetcross

section distributionsd2�=dQ 2d� and d2�=dQ 2dxB j were

utilized (in the range 200 < Q 2 < 5000 G eV 2,where

the NLO theory describesthe data well)along with the

H1 neutralcurrent DIS data (to determ ine the quark

densities in this x range). In the � t,the data are com -

pared to the product ofthe NLO Q CD prediction and

the hadronization correction. The results ofthe gluon

� t are shown in Figure 24 for the x range 0.01 to 0.1

with a factorization scale(�2)of200 G eV 2.The result

is slightly higher than the gluon distributions obtained

from severalglobalanalyses(although com patiblewithin

theerror)and isin good agreem entatx = 0.01 with the

gluon obtained from theQ CD analysisoftheH1F2 data.

H1 has also reported a determ ination ofthe strong

coupling constant�s from thedijetsam ple.52;57 A m od-

i� ed JADE kT jetalgorithm wasapplied to a sam ple of

NC DIS eventsin theQ 2 rangefrom 200� 10000 G eV 2.
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Figure24:Theerrorband ofthegluon density in theproton from a

N LO Q CD �tto theH 1 dijetcrosssections.Theresultiscom pared

to the gluon densities from di�erent parton distribution sets and

the resultfrom a �tto the H 1 structure function data.

The restriction ofQ 2 > 200 G eV 2 provides better ac-

ceptanceforthe� nalstatejetsand restrictstherangeof

initialparton x tolargevalueswheretheparton densities

arebetterknown.

The jet algorithm calculates the scaled quantities

m 2
ij=W

2 ofpairsofcalorim eterclusters(i,j),where W 2

isthe totalinvariantm assofallclustersand m ij isthe

m ass of clusters iand j. The clusters with m inim um

m ij=W
2 are added together;this procedure is repeated

untilexactly (2+ 1)jetsrem ain. The sm allestscaled jet

m ass given by any com bination ofthe (2+ 1)jets is de-

� ned to be the observabley2.A cuton y2 (y2 > 0:01)is

im posed to increase the fraction ofevents with a clear

(2+ 1) jet structure, thus enhancing the sensitivity to

�s. The H1 y2 distribution, norm alized to the num -

berofDIS eventsin thekinem aticsam pleand corrected

for detector and hadronization e� ects,is shown in Fig-

ure 25,along with the predictionsofthe NLO program

M EPJET.Predictions are shown for �
(4)

M S
= 100 M eV

and 600 M eV,along with the best� tvalueof320 M eV.

This value of � corresponds to a value of �s(M
2
Z ) of

0:118� 0:002+ 0:007
�0:018 (system atic). There isan additional

theory system aticerrorof
+ 0:007
�0:008 .Thisresultisin agree-

m ent with the world average,albeit with a large error.

The largestexperim entalsystem atic erroris due to the

m odeldependenceofthedetectorand hadronization cor-

rections;oneofthe largestsourcesoftheory uncertainty

is due to the im perfect knowledge ofthe pdf’s (and in

particularthegluondistribution)in thiskinem aticrange.

(G luon-initiated processesaccountforabout50% ofthe
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Figure 25:The distribution ofthe di�erentialjetrate y2 corrected

fordetectorand hadronization e�ectscom pared to theN LO predic-

tion from M EPJET.The fullline showsthe N LO prediction using

the �tted value of�s.

(2+ 1)jeteventsused in the analysis.) There isa strong

correlation between the� tvalueof�s and thesizeofthe

gluon distribution aswasobserved in determ inationsof

�s in jetproduction atthe Tevatron.
14;52

4.3 Forward JetProduction atHERA

O neofthesigni� cantdiscoveriesm adeatHERA wasthe

steep rise ofthe proton structure function F2(x;Q
2) in

theregion ofsm allx (x < 10�3 ).In theBFK L approach,

theleading term sin ln(1=x)which appeartogetherwith

thelnQ 2 term sin theevolution equation areresum m ed.

The BFK L term s m ay lead to a steeper F2 behavior,

but from the existing F2 data,it is not possible to un-

am biguously determ ine whether the BFK L m echanism

plays a role in the HERA x range. The BK FL m ech-

anism predicts additionalcontributions to the hadronic

� nalstatefrom high transversem om entum partonstrav-

elling forward in the HERA fram e.Theseforward-going

partonsm ay bedetected experim entally asjetsand m ay

resultin an enhancem entoftheforward jetcrosssection

when com pared to either exact NLO Q CD calculations

or parton shower m odelcalculations based on DG LAP

evolution. Thisis the sam e type ofBFK L physicsthat

wasdiscussed earlierforlargedijetrapidity separation at

the Tevatron.In thiscase,the largerapidity separation

isbetween the currentand forward jets.

Aspreviously,there are two hard scalesrelevantfor

low x forward jet production: the squared m om entum

transfer ofthe photon,Q 2,and the squared transverse

13
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Figure 26:The hadron levelforward jetcrosssection asa function

of E 2

T jet
=Q 2 from ZEU S. The data are com pared to the R A P-

G A P M onte Carlo m odelwith direct and resolved contributions,

to LEPTO and to A R IA D N E.Theshaded band correspondsto the

uncertainty from the energy scale ofthe calorim eter.

energy ofthe jet E 2
T jet. The variable E 2

T jet=Q
2 can be

varied from very sm allvalues to very large values. A

low value of E 2
T =Q

2 corresponds to the standard DIS

regim e where DG LAP dynam ics is dom inant. In the

range where E 2
T =Q

2 is approxim ately 1,BFK L dynam -

ics becom es im portant (and DG LAP parton evolution

is suppressed) e while in the regim e where E 2
T > Q 2,

the jet begins to probe the structure of the photon.

The forward jet cross section from ZEUS (corrected to

the hadron level) is shown in Figure 26.58;59 Allthree

M onte Carlo program sshown describe the data wellfor

E 2
T =Q

2 < < 1. ARIADNE and RAPG AP work in the

BFK L region (E 2
T = Q 2) while only RAPG AP is suc-

cessfulin the regim e where E 2
T > > Q 2. The RAPG AP

M onte Carlo m odelcontains resolved as wellas direct

photon contributions. A resolved virtualphoton con-

tribution could account for the excess of forward jets

with respect to the standard DG LAP m odels. In Fig-

ure 27,the hadron levelforward crosssection isplotted

as a function ofBjorken x. The agreem entwith RAP-

G AP (with both resolved and directcom ponents)isex-

cellent. However,the am ount ofresolved contribution

to the forward jetcrosssection hasa wide range ofun-

certainty thatm akesde� nitiveconclusionsdi� cult.The

shaded band in Figure 27 indicatesthe variation in the

RAPG AP prediction when the factorizaton scale isvar-

ied from �2 = E 2
T jet=2+ Q 2 to �2 = 4E 2

T jet+ Q 2.Dueto

the large scale dependence,a com parison to exactNLO

eSpeci�cally,BFK L dynam icsisim portantin theforward jetregion

when E 2

T
=Q 2 isnear one and xjet > > xB j.
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Figure27:Thehadron levelforward jetcrosssection from ZEU S as

a function ofxB j.The data are com pared to the R A PG A P M onte

Carlo m odelwith directand resolved contributionsand to LEPTO .

The shaded band on the top indicates the uncertainty due to fac-

torization scalevariation forthefullR A PG A P prediction whilethe

shaded band on the bottom indicatesthe sam e uncertainty forthe

directcontribution alone.

calculationsisneeded buttheappropriatehadronization

correctionsarelarge.

H1 has m easured forward jet and dijet production

requiring a transverseenergy largerthan 3.5 G eV/cin a

cone ofradius1.0.58;60 A cutof0:5 < E 2
T jet=Q

2 < 2 is

applied to enhance BFK L e� ects. The forward jetcross

sectionisshownin Figure28,asafunction ofx com pared

to severalm odels.ARIADNE and RAPG AP (with a re-

solved photon contribution) lie closer to the data than

does the DG LAP-based program LEPTO .NLO parton

calculationsusingDG LAP parton densities,asforexam -

ple DISENT,disagree with the data both in shape and

norm alization.The num ericalBFK L calculationsatthe

parton levellie above the data but describe the shape

fairly well.

Theforward dijetcrosssection ism easured by H1 to

be6:0�0:8(stat)�3:2(sys)pb,in agreem entwith thepre-

dictionsfrom ARIADNE and RAPG AP.The dijetcross

section isroughly1% oftheforward jetcrosssection.Re-

centBFK L predictions61 predicton theotherhand that

3-6% ofthe forward jet data should contain 2 or m ore

forward jets.

SinglehighpT particleproductioncan alsobeused as

aprobeofQ CD dynam icsin theforwardregion.Theam -
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num ber of�o’s and N is the num ber ofevents in the distribution.

Com parisons offour di�erent Q CD m odels are overlayed. For the

ploton the lowerright,a BFK L calculation isshown and hasbeen

been divided by two forpresentation.

Figure30:Them easured three-jetcrosssection with respectto the

three-jet invariant m ass. The inner error bar gives the statistical

errorand the outer the sum ofstatisticaland system atic errorsin

quadrature.

biguity ofjetde� nition im plicitin theforward jetsearch

ism issing,and thesm allerspatialextentallowsthem ea-

surem entto sm allerangles.In Figure29,theforward �o

data from H1 isshown plotted vsxB j forseveralvalues

ofx�(= E �=E proton). The observed rise with decreasing

xB j again providesevidenceofm orehard partonicradia-

tion than predicted byDG LAP typeM onteCarlom odels

(such asLEPTO ),and ism orereasonablyrepresented by

RAPG AP,wherethe photon actsasa resolved object.

4.4 M ultijetPhotoproduction atHERA

Thestudy ofm ultijetphotoproduction providesa direct

testofperturbativeQ CD predictionsbeyond leading or-

der.M ultijetkinem aticobservableshavebeen previously

studied for3-6jetproduction atFerm ilab66 and for2 jet

production atHERA.67 ZEUS has now m easured 3 jet

� nalstatesin photoproduction eventsatHERA.62;63

Photoproduction eventswere selected by restricting

thetransversem om entum to thepositron to belessthan

1 G eV and the photon-proton center-of-m assenergy to

be in the range from 134 to 269 G eV.Jetswere de� ned

using a kT cluster jet algorithm with the � rst two jets

having a transverse energy greater than 6 G eV/c and

thethird a transverseenergy greaterthan 5 G eV/c.The

requirem entofrelatively high transverse energy for the

jets ensures that the process can be calculated by per-

turbativeQ CD.

The three-jet invariant m ass distribution is shown

in Figure 30 and com pared to the order ��2s calcula-
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Figure 31: The distributions of the angles cos(�3) and  3. The

thick linesshow the �xed orderperturbative Q CD calculationsand

thethin linesrepresenttheparton showerM onteCarlo predictions.

The dotted curve showsthe distribution fora constantm atrix ele-

m ent.

Figure 32:The m easured crosssection d�=d 3 and the norm alized

 3 distributionsforZEU S.ThePY TH IA and H ERW IG predictions

areshown by solid and dashed linesrespectively and theprediction

from PY TH IA with color coherence switched o� is shown by the

dashed-dotted line.

tions.64;65 Thetwo calculationsareleading orderforthe

variableunderstudy (sincetherearethreejetsin the� -

nalstate)butstillprovidegood agreem entwith thedata.

TheM onteCarloprogram sPYTHIA and HERW IG con-

tain only 2 ! 2 m atrix elem entsbuta third jetcan be

provided by gluon radiation.TheM onteCarloprogram s

predictthe correctshape forthe crosssection buthave

a norm alization too low by 20-40% .

Thedistributionsfor�3 (theanglebetween thehigh-

estenergy jetand thebeam direction)and  3 (theangle

between theplanecontainingthethreejetsand theplane

containingthehighestenergyjetand thebeam direction)

areshown in Figure31.

Thecos(�3)distribution showstheexpected Ruther-

ford scattering form ((1� cos(�3))
�2 ). Both the �3 and

 3 distributionsdi� erdram aticallyfrom phasespaceand

agreewellwith both the� xed ordercalculationsand the

M onteCarlo m odels.

The Q CD phenom ena of color coherence can be

tested using the  3 distribution. In Figure 32 is shown

the  3 data again,along with predictions ofPYTHIA

and HERW IG (both with colorcoherenceim plem ented)

and PYTHIA (with color coherence turned o� ). Color
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Figure 33:The inclusive charged particle distribution from ZEU S,

in the current fragm entation region ofthe Breitfram e. The inner

errorbaristhe statisticaland the outererrorbarshowsthe statis-

ticaland system atic errors added in quadrature. The open points

representdata from e+ e� experim entsdivided by two to take into

account q and q production.

coherence disfavorsgluon radiation into certain angular

regionswhich aredeterm ined by thecolor ow ofthepri-

m ary scatter.PYTHIA with no colorcoherencepredicts

am uch  atter 3 distribution than observed in eitherthe

data orin HERW IG and (thecolorcoherenceversion of)

PYTHIA.

4.5 JetFragm entation atHERA

Fragm entation functions characterize the process of

hadron form ation in jet production and decay. A nat-

uralfram eto exam inethedetailsofjetfragm entation in

DIS events is the Breit fram e,de� ned previously. The

currentregion in the Breitfram e is analagousto a sin-

glehem ispherein e+ e� collisionsand the fragm entation

properties ofthese quarks can be directly com pared to

thefragm entation ofthestruck quark in theproton.The

ep Breitfram eequivalentofthee+ e� scaled hadron m o-

m entum ,xp = 2phadron=
p
s,isxp = 2phadron=Q ,where

only hadrons in the current hem isphere are considered.

The fragm entation function from the ZEUS experim ent,

plotted asa function ofQ fordi� erentintervalsofxp,is

shown in Figure33.68;69 Approxim atescalingisobserved

atm oderatevaluesofxp with clearscaling violationsbe-

ing apparent at both large xp (decrease with Q 2) and

sm allxp (increase with Q 2). The HERA data overlap

the kinem atic range ofthe e+ e� data and good agree-

m entbetween both typesofexperim entsisobserved.
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Figure 34:The charged particle distributions1=N dn=dln(1=xp)as

a function ofQ .O nly statisticalerrorsare shown.

The sm allxp region isbetterinvestigated using the

variable� = ln(1=xp).The M odi� ed Leading Logarithm

Approxim ation (M LLA) together with Local Parton-

Hadron Duality (LPHD)predictboth theshapeofthe�

distribution (\hum p� backed00)and theevolution ofthe

peak and the width ofthe � distribution with energy.70

The charged particledistributionsareplotted asa func-

tion of� in Figure34forvariousQ values,and thevalues

of�peak and �w idth areshown asa function ofQ (
p
s)for

H1 (e+ e� experim ents)in Figure 35.68;71 The observed

peakand width ofthe� distributionsatHERA agreewell

with the e+ e� data and with the M LLA predictions.

4.6 JetShapes

For cone jet algorithm s,a usefulrepresentation ofthe

internalstructure ofa jetis given by the jetshape. At

su� ciently high energies,the jetshape should be calcu-

lablein perturbativeQ CD,with gluon jetsbroaderthan

quark jets.AtHERA,jetproduction hasbeen observed

in both neutralcurrent(NC)and charged current(CC)

DIS athigh Q 2.68;72 Asm entioned previously,in DIS,jet

studiescan becarried outin di� erentfram es.Theappro-

priatefram eforjetshapestudiesisstillunderdiscussion

and the e� ects ofboosting to di� erent fram es have not

been fully investigated yet.

ZEUS has carried out a com parison of jet shapes

in NC and CC interactions at Q 2 > 100 G eV 2,along

with jets from e+ e� and pp and p collisions.73 Jets
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Figure 35: A com parison of H 1 results showing the evolution of

the peak (a) and the width (b) ofthe fragm entation function as a

function ofQ .A lso shown are e+ e� results at the corresponding

values ofcenter-of-m ass energy. The solid line is a �t ofH 1 data

alone to M LLA /LPH D expectations.

are m easured with an iterative cone algorithm ,in the

laboratory fram e ofreference,with a radiusR of1 and

an E T value ofgreaterthan 14 G eV.The jetshape was

m easured with the ZEUS calorim eter and corrected to

the hadron level.

The integrated jet shape  (r) (the fraction of jet

energy inside a cone ofradius r com pared to the total

insideradiusR)isshown in Figure36 forNC events,re-

solved photoproduction events (xobs < 0:75)and direct

photoproduction events(xobs > 0:75).73 In directphoto-

production events,thephoton actsasa point-likeobject

whilein resolved eventstheparton structureofthepho-

ton isprobed.X obs
 m easuresthefraction ofthephoton’s

energy thatgoesinto the two highestE T jets. The jets

produced in NC DIS are narrower than those in dijet

photoproduction,but closer to those dom inated by di-

rectprocesses.In NC DIS events,m ostofthe� nal-state

jetsarequark jets(e+ q! e+ q);directphotoproduction is

dom inated by the subprocess g! qq but has contribu-

tions from the subprocessq! qg. The resolved photo-

production eventshavealargerfraction stillof� nal-state

gluon jetsasevidenced by the largerjetwidth.

Jetsfrom NC and CC DIS with Q 2 > 100G eV 2 and

jetE T valuesin therangefrom 37-45G eV arecom pared

tojetsofsim ilarE T valuesfrom CDF 74,D075 and (from

e+ e� collisions)O PAL 76 in Figure 37.Forallthree ex-
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Figure 36: The m easured integrated jet shape corrected to the

hadron level from ZEU S in N C D IS, and in resolved and direct

photoproduction.

perim ents,an iterative cone algorithm with a radius R

of1 isused.Forthetwo colliderexperim ents,an under-

lying eventlevelcorresponding to m inim um biasevents

issubtracted.No such correction isneeded forthee+ e�

events,or for the HERA DIS events (in the kinem atic

region being considered). The jets from the Tevatron

Collideraresigni� cantly broaderthan theDIS jetsfrom

HERA and the e+ e� jets from O PAL.This di� erence

is prim arily due to the larger fraction ofgluon jets ex-

pected atthe Tevatron with perhapssom esm allpartof

thedi� erencebeing dueto theextra contributionsto the

underlying eventthatm ay be presentatthe Tevatron.

H1 hascarried outa m easurem entoftheinternaljet

structure in an inclusive DIS dijet sam ple in the kine-

m atic dom ain 10 < Q 2 < 120 G eV 2 and 2x10�4 <

xB j < 8x10�3 .72 Jets were reconstructed in the Breit

fram e using both the iterative cone and kT jet algo-

rithm s,with the requirem ent that E T B reit > 5 G eV=c

and � 1 < �jet;lab < 2. Jets becom e m ore collim ated

as E T B reit increases, with the dependence becom ing

m ore pronounced for the cone algorithm . For constant

E T B reit,jetsarenarrower(broader)towardsthephoton

(proton)hem isphere.Thesedependencesbecom esm aller

asE T B reit increases.A possibleexplanation forthisbe-

havioristhatthe internaljetstructure isin uenced by

particlescloseto orproduced by Q CD radiation nearthe

proton rem nant.

Jets de� ned by the kT algorithm tend to be m ore

collim ated than those de� ned by the cone algorithm .

The dependence on E T B reit and �B reit is also stronger

Figure 37: The m easured integrated jet shapes corrected to the

hadron levelin N C and CC D IS eventsatZEU S and in pp collisions

atCD F and D 0 and from e+ e� collisionsatO PA L.

for the cone algorithm . G enerally, the jet shapes are

well described by Q CD M onte Carlo predictions with

LEPTO having a tendency to produce broader jets to-

wardstheprotonrem nantdirection,HERW IG producing

jetswhich aretoonarrow (especiallyatlargeE T B reit and

�B reit),and ARIADNE lyingbetween thetwoand giving

a good overalldescription ofthe data.

5 C onclusions

DG LAP-based perturbativeQ CD calculationshavebeen

very successfulin describing data involvingjetsand pho-

tonsatboth theTevatron and atHERA.M ostofthear-

eas in which the rem aining disagreem ents/controversies

exist involve either an uncertainty in the gluon distri-

bution (the high E T jet cross section at the Tevatron)

orthe in uence oftwo scalesin the m easurem ent(� xed

targetdirectphoton production and forward jetproduc-

tion atHERA).Forthe case offorward jetproduction,

BFK L e� ects m ay or m ay not be im portant;a proper

treatm entofphoton structureseem stodescribethedata

both the BFK L region and beyond.Recentcalculations

oftheforward jetproduction crosssectionsbased on the

BFK L approach showed unusually large next-to-leading

ordercorrections,raisingthequestion on theirpredictive

power.77 A deeper understanding ofthe origin ofthese

large corrections is needed before a com parison to the

data m ay be m eaningful.

For � xed target direct photon production (particu-

larly in thecaseofE706),softgluon e� ectsareextrem ely

im portant,changing both the shape and norm alization
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ofthe cross section with both the kT and Sudakov re-

sum m ation form alism s being required. There has been

a greatdealoftheoreticale� orton thisproblem ;a suc-

cessfulresolution willallow thequantitativetreatm entof

directphoton datain pdf� tsagain,provideawindow on

an area ofvery interesting physics,and � nally,settlethe

question ofthe largex gluon distribution.

Both CDF and D0 are undergoing m ajor upgrades

for Run 2,which is scheduled to begin in the spring of

2000. Each experim ent willput in place a greatly im -

proved detectorand willaccum ulate(from 2000to 2003)

a data sam ple on the orderof2 fb�1 ,a factorof20 in-

crease over Run 1. A data sam ple this size willenable

thehigh E T jetcrosssection to beprobed in m uch m ore

detailaswellasallowingavarietyofTevatron Q CD m ea-

surem entsto be perform ed with greaterprecision.

H1 and ZEUS willcontinue the analysisofthe data

taken with positrons in 1994-1997. HERA switched to

electron running this year and plans to deliver approx-

im ately 60 pb�1 over the next two years. In 2000,the

HERA m achinewillbeupgraded forhigh lum inosityrun-

ning,with yearly ratesof150 pb�1 expected.
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