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QCD at H igh Energy (hadron-hadron, lepton-hadron, gam m a-hadron)
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This talk sum m arizes recent Q CD results from HERA , the Tevatron C ollider and Tevatron xed target experim ents.

1 Introduction

A s in plied by the title of this talk, the topics to be dis—
cussed cover a very w ide range, encom passing QCD re—
suls from the Tevatron pPp collider, the HERA ep collider
and the Tevatron xed target experim ents. n my talk,
I will not try for a totally com prehensive review, but
Instead will discuss som e of the im portant experim en—
tal and phenom enological developm ents in perturbative
QCD since the last Rochester conference. I will not be
covering desp inelastic scattering results per se, which
w ill be discussed In the summ ary tak of Tony D oyl;
Instead I will present results which em phasize the de—
tails of the hadronic nal state In D IS and photopro—
duction events. Sim ilarly, I will not discuss di raction
which will be the sub fct of the review talk by M artin
Erdm ann. M any of the recent developm ents in the the-
ory/phenom enology world, along w ith a discusion of our
current understanding of 5, w illbe contained in the tak
of YuriD okshitzer.

Them ain them e ofmy tak willbe the success w ith
which perturbative Q CD has been applied to the data
from Fem ilbb and from HERA .There are enough m ys—
teries left, however, to m ake life interesting (and to pro-
voke the need for larger data sam ples), w ith several of
the mysteries involving the rem aining uncertainties in
the gluon distrdoution. D G LA P -based perturbative Q CD
predictions rem ain very successfiiland the search for con—
vincing evidence for BFK L e ects continues.

2 Tevatron C ollider

In the Tevatron collider, 900 G &V protons collide w ith
900 G &V antiprotons kading to a center-ofm ass energy
0of 1.8 TeV, the highest energy currently accessble. The
Tevatron collider com pleted a very successfulRun 1 in
1996 w ith each experim ent CDF and D 0) accum ulating
on the order of 100 pb ! of data. M ost analyses have
been published or are nearing publication.

2.1 Inclusive Jet P roduction at the Tevatron

T he inclusive gt cross section in the central rapidiy re—
gion hasbeen m easured by both the CDF and D 0 exper-

In ents at a center of m ass energy of 1.8 TeV . Jets are
de ned l1:.}s:ing an iterative xed cone algorithm with a ra—
dusR ( 2 4 2) of0.7.% The m easurem ent spans
the transverse energy range from 15 G &V /c to the order
of500 G &V /c; In this range the ¥t cross section dropsby
over 9 orders of m agniude. The highest E1 £t events
probe the sm allest distance scales (10 Y7 an) currently
accessble. Any new physics that m ight exist at these
distance scales, such as com positeness, m ight m anifest
itself in the ¥t cross section m easurem ent.

T he £t cross sections from both experin ents are cor-
rected for detector m easurem ent and resolution e ects
and are com pared to next-to—-Jleading order NLO ) QCD
caloulations.2®% The theoretical uncertainties in incli-
sive £t production are greatly reduced at NLO as com —
pared to leading order. T hg two program s that are cur-
rently in use are JETRAD © and EKS.2 JETRAD gen-
erates the NLO inclusive Ft cross section by a M onte
C arlo phase space slicing technique while EK S is an an-—
alyticalcaloulation. B oth program s are in plem entations
ofthe sam em atrix elem ents8 and give essentially equiv—
alent results when the sam e cuts/conditions are applied.
At NLO, the sensitivity of the Ft cross section to the
renom alization/factorization scale is reduced, but still
present. The value of this scale should be proportional
to the hardness of the scatter. It is convenient to set the
renom alization and factorization scale equalto a multi-
pkoftheE: ofthem easured Ft. O ne can also set these
scales to a multiple of the maxinum of all gts in the
event [E 1 ax), at the cost of introducing another vari-
able into the prescription. Typically, E 1 je=2 is used in
the EK S program while E 1 2x=2 isused in JETRAD .8
E 1 5et=2 m ay be a m ore \natural" choice for an inclusive
¥t cross section, but E1y ax /2 is also acceptable. The
use ofE 14 ax=2 ratherthan E 1 5..=2 leads to a reduction
In the $t cross section of 7% atE: = 50 G eV /c decreas—

2In the JETRAD program, each M onte Carlo event has 2 or 3
partons in the nal state, leading to a possbility of either 2 or
3 Fts. The Ep of each individual }t is not known until a Ft
clustering algorithm has been applied (the two lower E1 partons
m ay be clustered if they are close together). T he only scale known
unam biguously at the tim e of the event generation is the E¢ of
the m ost energetic parton Erp ax). A version of JETRAD also
exists in which a second pass ism ade through the generated events,
allow ing the use of the scale E 1 jet -
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Figure 1: T he inclusive ¥t cross section from CDF forRun 1A and
Run 1B com pared to the NLO Q CD prediction using the CTEQ 3M
parton distributions.

ngto< 1% atEr = 100Ge&V/c. Thee ecton theNLO
Inclusive £t cross section ofvariations in the renom aliza—
tion/factorization scale, the value ofR g¢p (the m inin um
separation of the two partons for them to be considered
as tw o separate gts), and the choice of parton distribu-—
tion functions (df’s) is nvestigated In m ore detail in
Ref. 6.

T he picture that hasbeen adopted for £t production
is that the nalstate consists of2 or 3 partons from the
hard scatter accom panied by an underlying event due to
the collision ofthe proton and antiproton rem nants. T he
underlying event is taken to be identicalto that ocbserved
In m ininum bias events and is contribution to the gt
cone energy is subtracted before any com parisonsto the—
ory. T his picture has been successfiilbut m ay be incom -
plkte; there m ay be additional contributions to the un-
derlying event from double parton scattering and higher
order radiation e ects that m ay not be included In the
subtracted m inin um bias leveland m ay npt be correctly
described by the NLO QCD calultions2## A uniform
extra contrbution to the £t energy m ight m anifest i
selfasa tpro Xk broader in experim ent than in theory.
Such an e ect has already been observed by both CDF
and D 0. The main In pact of any underestin ate of the
underlying energy level in Ft events would be on lower
energy gts.

The CDF oollaboration has previously published the
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Figure 2: The CDF inclusive jt cross section from Run 1B com —
pared toNLO QCD predictionsusingtheCTEQ4M andCTEQ 4HJ
parton distributions.

inclusive et cross section from Run 1A (191 pb?!) for

01 < j3j< 07.Y9 A lihear comparison of (O ata—

T heory)/T heory is shown in Fjgure:gj along w ith the pre—

lin nary results from Run 1B 87 pb ! ). G ood agreem ent

w ith the NLO prediction is observed except at the high—

est values of transverse energy. T he excess is inconsistent

w ith the highly correlated) system atic error ofthe m ea—

surem ent and cannotbe explained by a di erent choice of
renom alization and/or factorization scale, orby adi er-
ent choice of conventional parton distrbution function.

The CTEQ collaboration hasperform ed a globalpdf
t using the Run 1A $t data from CDF, giving a large

em phasis In the ttothehigh Er data. Theresulting t
(CTEQ4HJ) contains a gluon distribution substantially
greater (by g factor of 2 at x=0.5) than that in conven-
tional pdfs.t The larger glion distrbution at high x
Jeads to a greater cross section at high Er (0% at 450
GeV /c). The Increased Ft cross section prediction does
not pass directly through the center ofthe high Er data
points, but does pass through the bottom of the error
bars. The CDF Ft cross section from Run 1B is shown
n Fjgure:_j com pared to the NLO Q CD predictionsusing
the CTEQ4M and CTEQ 4H J pdf's.

Forhigh E1 gtproduction, the dom inant subprocess
is qq scattering. T he gg subprocess com prises only 20%
of the cross section and the gg subprocess contribution
isminin al. For this reason, an increase in the glion



Gluon Variations That Are Consistent
151 With DIS+Drell—Yan Data Sets

xG(x)/CTEQ4M

Q = 100 GeV

| | | | | | L
10" 107 107 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05

Parton x

Figure 3: The ratio of gluon distrbutions consistent w ith the D IS
and DY data sets to the glion distribution from CTEQ 4M . The
glion distribution from CTEQ 4H J is also shown for com parison.

distrbbution ofa factorof2 leadsto only a 20% increase in

the gt cross section. T he quark distributionsare also free

to change in this t, but are tightly constrained by the
highly precise deep inelastic scattering O IS) and D relk-
Yan (DY) data at these x values.

Ttm ay seem suprising that the gluon distribution has
this degree of exibility. A recent CTEQ paper explored
the uncertainty in the glion distrdbution by perform ing
a gluon param eter scan, utilizing the DIS and DY data
used in the CTEQ4 t%4 The resulting pdf's were ex—
cluded if there were any clear con icts w ith any of the
data sets. The pdf’s that rem ain are shown in Fjgure:_ﬂ
and indicate that the gluon is tightly constained at lower
x.D IS and DY data provide little constraint, how ever, on
the high x glion distribution and this is dem onstrated in
the m uch w ider variation observed in the large x region.
(The CTEQ 4H J gluon distribution is also indicated for
com parison purposes.) In previous pdf’s this constraint
has been provided either by xed target direct photan
data i1 and/or t data from the Tevatron collider.!
Due to evolution e ects, the glion distrbution is m ore
tightly constrained (rx < 02) at high Q2 than at low
Q2.

D 0 has presented at this conference a m easurem ent
of the Inclusive gt cross section for j j < 05 (@nd
01 < j j< 0f] or direct com parison,ta CDF) wih
a substantially reduced system atic error 2324 The cross
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Figure 4: A com parison of the D 0 inclusive et cross section and
NLO QCD (ETRAD) predictions obtained using three di erent
parton distribution sets. T he band represents the total experin en—
taluncertainty.
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Figure 5: A com parison of the D 0 inclusive Jt cross section and
aNLO QCD (ETRAD) prediction using the CTEQ 4H J parton
distribution set.

section or j j< 05 is compared to NLO QCD predic-
tions w ith severalpdf’s In F igure -'_4 . Good agream ent is
observed w ith perhaps som e sign of an excess at m oder—
atetohigh Er when the CTEQ3M and CTEQ 4M pdf's
are used. The data is uniform Iy lJarger than the predic—
tion using the M RST pdf. This latter deviation is due
to the substantially weakerM R ST gluon distrdbution at
high x (see Section 3.1).

Taking into account the correlations in the system —
atic errors, reasonable 2 values are cbtained for all 3
pdf’s. TheM R ST prediction agrees in shapew ith theD 0
data, although not in nom alization. The best ? agree—
m ent (nom inally betterthan M RST ) isobtained w ith the
CTEQ4HJ pdf (shown in Figure® or 01 < j j< 047).

A reanalysis of data from SLAC and NM C, taking
Into acocount nuckarbinding e ects in the deuteron, pre—
dicts a larger d guark distrdbution at high x than found
In m odem pdf’s.'P: O ne ofthe consequences of this larger
high x d quark distribution would be an enhanced high
Etr Jt cross section (y about 10% at the highest E¢
valies).
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Figure 6: T he top plot show s the nom alized com parison ofthe D 0
inclusive et cross section to NLO QCD predictions (EK S) along
w ith a sin ilar com parison of the Run 1A CDF inclusive Jt cross
section. The CTEQ 3M parton distribution set is used. The m id-
dle plot indicates the di erence between the D 0 inclusive Ft cross
section and a smooth t through the Run 1A CDF inclusive }t
cross section, nom alized to the latter. T he band represents the
uncertainty on the D 0 data. A com parison ofthe CDF and D 0 Jt
system atic errors is shown at the bottom .

A direct com parison ofthe CDF Run 1A and DO gt
cross sections is shown in Fjgure:_é. A side from a nor-
m alization shift of 5% , the two experin ents obtain very
sin ilar gt cross sections, w ith the m ost noticeable di er—
ence being In the last two data points. A nom alization
shift of thism agnitude is to be expected since CDF and
DO use di erent values for the total inelasticpp cross
section. D 0 has calculated a low probability for their gt
data to agree w ith the physics curve drawn through the
CDF Run IA data, but if the correlated errors for both
experim ents are taken into acocount, there is agreem ent
between the two at the 46% level of probability.

22 D ikt Cross Sections at the Tevatron

B oth experin entshave reported results for the digtm ass
cross section and observe agreem ent w ith each other and
w ith NLO predictions, abeit w ith an excess at high digt
m ass consistent w ith that; pyredicted by the CTEQ 4HJ
pdf, as shown in Fjgure-'j.ﬂg;gq

D 0 hasused the difpt m ass cross section ratio ofj j<
05 over05< j j< 10 to test for com positeness. At the
95% CL linit, a com positeness scale of 2.4 TeV can be
excluded. 29 P reviousm easurem ents of the dift angular
distrdbution provided an exclision of < 2.0 Te&V.

CDF haspresented am easuram ent ofthedi erential
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Figure 7: A com parison of the CDF (prelim inary) and D0 *° di-
Bt m ass cross sections to the NLO QCD predictions using the
CTEQ4M ,CTEQ4HJ and M RST parton distribution sets.

difet cross section in which one gt (the trigger gt) is re-
quired to be central (0:1 < j j< 0:7), while the other gt
(the probe $t) can have any rapidity valuie up to 3.0 g

The di erentialdipt cross section is then plotted versus
the transverse energy ofthe trigger gt, forthe 4 di erent
probe gt rapidiy intervals. T he m easuram ent presented
In thisway takesbest advantage ofthebetter tE 1 reso—
Jution CDF has in the central rapidity region. Thism ea—
surem ent also directly probes higher x values than the
Inclusive gt cross section. T he digt cross section is sen—
sitive to the high x glion distrdbution and anything un—
usualthatm ay occurathigh x and Q 2. T his can be seen

from Figured where £ 2E2cosh?( )1 tanh( )) is
plotted versus xy 1x for the dift cross section bins. The
box in the upper right-hand comer indicates the region

ofphase space where a possble excessat HERA hasbeen

p]:obed.f:

A com parison ofthe m easured dift cross sections to
predictions using the CTEQ4M ,CTEQ4HJ and M RST
pdf’s is shown in Fjgure-'_é. An excess is observed at high
Er (corresponding to high x) for each of the probe £t
rapidity bins. T he size ofthe excess isdecreased w hen the
CTEQ4HJ pdfisused. A detailed conclusion m ay wais,
though, until a m ore detailed study of the adequacy of
theN LO predictionsiscarried out forthehigh E 1 ,high

PFor those of you who still do not get the P rince ke, please send
em ailto m e at the address given.
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Figure 8: A plot of the £ vs Xy ax reach for the CDF di erential
dikt analysis. The box in the upper right hand comer indicates
the kinem atic region where an possible excess at HERA has been
probed.

region. Atvery high x,multift nalstatesare comm on
and NLO phase spacem ay not be adequate.) TheM RST
predictions are uniform Iy below the data atallE 1 values
due to the weakergluon distribbution discussed previously.
W henever two gts of roughly equal Er values are
separated by a large rapidity interval, the em ission of
gluons in the rapidiy region between the two Fts gen—
erates Iogarithm ic contrbutions [( s In (s=p2))" ] to the
difet cross section which need to be resum m ed using the
BFK L equation.t{ Naive BFK I predictions kad to be—
havior that di ers dram atically from that obtained from
xed-order perturbative predictions. The iIn position of
kinem atic constraints on the calculations, however, su—
presses the BFK L-lke behavior at the Tevatron and re—
duces the chances of unam biguous cbservation ofBFK L
signatures. T he kinem atic environm ent at the LHC will
be pore Avorable for observation of BFK L-like behav—

. 1
ior.2h

2.3 JetProduction at 630 GeV and the xr ScalingRatio

CDF and D 0 have both presented m easurem ents of the
Inclusive gt cross section at 630 G €V, and ofthe xr scal-
ng ratio. $A com parison of the cross sections ofthe two
experim ents to NLO predictions is shown in Figure :_l-(_]I
For both experim ents, deviations from the NLO predic-
tions are cbserved for gt Er valuesbelow 90-100 G eV /c.

E,d (GeV)

200
E,® (GeV)

Figure 9: A com parison ofthe CDF di erentialdift cross section to
NLO QCD (ETRAD ) predictionsusingtheCTEQ4M ,CTEQ4HJ
and M RST parton distribution sets. T he system atic error band is
indicated at the bottom for each probe Ft rapidity interval.

W hen the scaled cross section ratio (1=@2_)E;d =dEr
or 630/1800) is plotted versus Xy E2Er= s),many of
the system atic uncertainties cancel for both experin ent
and theory. A naive parton m odel prediction would give
a value for the ratio 0o£1.0; QCD e ects change the pre-
diction to closerto 2 (w ith som e dependence on xr asob—
served) . Both experin ents have m easured an xr scaling
ratio ]owertlgan the theoretical prediction for xr < 03.
(See F igure :_11;) A sim ilar discrepancy was observed for
an earliey com parison of 546 G &V et data to 1800 G &V
Bt data.23 The reason for the discrepancy is still under
theoretical investigation and m ay be due to a com bina—
tion ofe ects (underlying event subtraction, niial state
kr and additionalngp-perturbative gt fragm entation ef-
fects (\splashout™)).2

24 W + Jet(s) Production at the Tevatron

A nother ratio of observables w ith reduced system atic er—
rors is the ratio ofW + Ft(s) production to W produc—
tion. Thism easuram ent is naively sensitive to the value
of 5 and, In fact, was originally proposed as a m eans
ofm easuring 5.D 0 has reported an exclusive m easure—
ment ofW + 1 et production toW + 0 Ft production at
several recent conferences. The gts were m easured w ith
the standard D 0 £t algorithm using a cone radius of0.7.
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Figure 10: A com parison of the CDF and D 0 inclusive ¥t cross
sections at 630 GeV to NLO QCD predictions using the M RSA '
parton distribution set. T he shaded band indicates the D 0 system —
atic error.

The result was In serious disagreem ent w ith the NLO
QCD predictions and no choice of scale or pdf provided
any signi cant in provem ent.

CDF hasmeasured the ratio of W + 1 ¥t to inclu-
sive W production R 1) using a t,cone radius of 0 423
and (ew fr this conference) 0.7.24 A com parispn of
both cone size results to NLO QCD predictions 2% in
Figure ;_i;_i indicates good agreem ent. In Figure :_[@‘, the
CDF data is com pared to NLO predictions using a va—
riety of pdf’s corresponding to di erent ¢ values. The
theoretical predictions have a surprisingly sm all depen—
dence on the value of . The experin ental ratio ofR 1¢
w ith 0.7 conesto R 19 with 0.4 cones isshown In Fjgureié'
along w ith the theoretical predictions. T he experim ental
ratio is larger than the theoretical one, which is another
Indication that Fts at the Tevatron are broader than the
theoretical predictions. A subtraction ofan extra under-
Iying event energy contribution would im prove the agree—
m ent of the experim ental gt shape w ith theory, and thus
In prove the agreem ent of the experin entalR 19 (0.7/0.4)
ratio w ith the theoreticalone.

3 Tevatron F ixed Target

I EKS MRSA’ scale=E,/2

05 —

Figure 11: A com parison of the scaled inclusive et cross sections
(630/1800) forCDF and D 0 toNLO Q CD predictions. T he shaded
band gives the D 0 system atic errors.

3.1 D irect Photon P roduction

D irect photon production has long been viewed as an
ideal vehicke for m easuring the glion distribution in the
proton 24 The quark-glion Com pton scattering subpro—
cess (gg! g) dom inates  production In all kinem atic
regions of pp scattering, as well as for low to m oderate
valies of parton m om entum fraction x In Pp scattering.
A s m entioned previously, the gluon distribution is rela—
tively well constrained at Iow x x < 0:1) by DIS and
DY data, but lss so at larger x. Consequently, direct
photon data have been incorporated in severalm odem
global parton distrdbution fiinction analyses and can, In
principle, provide a m a pr congtraint on the gluon distri-
bution at m oderate to high x 2314

A pattem of deviations of diregt. photon data from
NLO predictionshasbeen observed,2’ however, w ith the
deviatjonsbeing particularly striking forthe E 706 exper-
in ent 24 T he origh ofthe deviations lies In thee ects of
Initial state soft gluon radiation, or kr . D irect evidence
of this kr has long been evident from, D, rellY an, dipho—
ton and heavy quark m easurem ents.29%% The values of
hkr i perparton vary from 1 GeV /cat xed target ener—
gies to 34 G eV /c at the Tevatron collider. T he grow th
is approxin ately logarithm ic w th center ofm ass energy.

Perturbative Q CD corrections at the NLO lvel are
Insu cient to explain the size ofthe observed kr and filll
resumm ation calculations are required to explain D rell-
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Figure 12: The ratio of Rio D ata) R10(QCD)) to R190(QCD)
for NLO QCD predictions calculated using DYRAD . T he parton
distribution function set used is M RSA ’/, and the baseline renor—
m alization and factorization scale isM y . A lso shown are curves
using other Q 2 scales.
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sM ). The CDF data are shown as horizontalbands. T he the-
oretical values for the M RSA’ and CTEQ 4 pdf fam ilies are shown
as solid circles and open squares, respectively.
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Figure 14: The ratio ofR 19 with a jt cone size 0£0.7 to R 19 w ith
a et cone size of 0.4 for both CDF data and NLO QCD theory.
T heory predictions are shown for several choices of scale.

Yan,W /Z and diphoton distributions 2% T hese resum m a-
tion calculations correctly describe the grow th ofthe hkr i
w ith center-ofm assenergy. In a kr type of resum m ation

calculation, there are typically tw o scales involved, w hich

are In portant to the problem , and which di er greatly
In m agniude from each other. In the case of direct pho—
ton production, the two scales are the m ass and pr (or
kr ) ofthe photon—gt system . Instead of exam Ining the

e ects of the soft gluon resum m ation on the photon—gt
m ass cross section per se, one can instead look at the

e ectson thep distrdbution ofthe photon alone.

Currently, there is no rigorous kr resumm ation cal-
culation available for single photon production. The cal-
culation is quite challenging in that the nal state par-
ton takes part n soft gluon em ission and In color ex—
change w ih the initial state partons, In contrast with
the D rell-Yan and diphoton cases. A lso, the calcula-
tion is com plicated by the fact that several overlapping
pow er-suppressed contributions can contrbute. In lieu
of a rigorous calculation of the resum m ed direct photon
pr distrbution, thee ectsofsoft glion radiation can be
approxin ated by a convolution of the NL,Q cross section
with a Gaussian kr amearing fiunction .29%4 The valie
of hkr i to be used for each kinem atic regim e is taken
directly from relevant experim ental observables, rather
than from a theoretical prediction.

T he behavior of the kr sn earing correction is quite
di erent for the Tevatron collider and for xed target
energies. In Figure :;L-ﬁ is shown the com parison ofNLO
theory calculations W ith and w thout the ky corrections)
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Figure 15: The CDF and D 0 isolated direct photon cross sections,
com pared to NLO QCD theory without kr (dashed) and w ith kg
enhancem ent forhkt 1 = 3.5 GeV /c (solid), as a function of pr .

to the direct photon data from CDF andD 0. Thevalueof
hkr iused (3.5 GeV /c) was taken directly from diphoton
m easurem ents at the Tevatron .23

T here are two pointsto note: (1) the agreem ent w ith
the data is in proved if the k; correction is taken into
account and (2) the kr snearinge ects 2llo roughly
as 1=p? . The latter behavior is the expectation for such
a pow ersuppressed type ofe ect.

The kr ocorrection obtained for E706 at a center of
m assenergy of31.6G €V isshown in Fjgure:_lg‘. Thevalue
ofhkr i 0f12 G&V was obtained from m easuyam ents of
severalkinem atic variablks in the experin ent.29 The kr
an earing e ect ism uch larger here than observed at the
collider and does not have the 1=p2 fallo . This can be
understood from the follow Ing argument. At low pr an
hkr i value of 1 2 G &V /c is non-neglible com pared to the
pr in the hard scattering, and the addition of the kr
an earing both Increases the size of the cross section and
steegpensthe slope. Athigh pr (corresponding to large x),
the unm odi ed NLO cross section becom es increasingly
steep (dueto the rapid 2llo ofthe parton densities) and
hence the e ect ofthe sm earing again becom es larger.

For both the xed target and collider cases, the k
an earing increases the size of the observed cross sec—
tion. T he direct photons are only m easured above a given
threshold. T he direct photon pr distribution is steep and
thenete ectofthek snearing (oram ore com plete re—
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Figure 16: The variation of kr enhancem ents (ratio of cross sec—
tions w ith and w ithout the ky corrections) relevant to E 706 direct
photon data at 31.6 G eV, for di erent values of average kr . A Iso
shown is the kr correction for E 706 used in the recent M RST t.

sum m ation treatm ent) is to transport events from below
the threshold to above the threshold, thus increasing the
observed cross section.

T he uncertainty in the value ofhks i is estin ated by
the E706 authors 2% tobe 02 GeV.Thee ect of this
variation on the ky correction is shown In Figure :_1-§ and
can be observed to be quite sizeable. A 1so show n isthe kr
correction used in the recentM R ST paper2{ TheM RST
paper uses an analytic kr sm earing correction technique
w ith an hkr i per parton value of 1.3 GeV/c.S

The E 706 direct photon cross sections for pBe col
lisions at ~ s = 31.6 GeV is shown in Figure 17 along
w ith the NLQ,theoretical predictions for the range ofkr
corrections 242981 Very good agreem ent is obtained w ith
the use of the nom nalvalue ofhkr i ; the experim ental
cross section di ers both In m agnitude and shape from
the NLO prediction wih no kr correction. A lso shown
In the gure are the data and theoretical predictions for

° production. NLO calculations or ° production have
a greater uncertainty than those for direct photon pro—
duction since they involve parton fragm entation. How—
ever, the kr e ects are expected to be generally sin ilar
to those observed in direct photon production, and the

° data can be used to extend tests of the consequences

°The M RST paper quotes a sm aller value for the hkr i used for
E706. This sm aller value is equivalent to 1.3 G €V /c in the conven-—
tion used in this talk and in R eference 29.
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Figure 17: The photon and © cross sections from E 706 com pared
to kr -enhanced NLO QCD calculations. In the bottom plot, the
quantity (O ata-T heory)/T heory is plotted, using kt -enhanced cal-
culations for several values of < kr > . T he error bars have exper—
in ental statistical and system atic errors added in quadrature.

ofkr an earing. The presence of an additionalky valie
of a m agniude sin ilar to that needed for single photon
production leads to a substantially in proved agreem ent
between the © data and theory.

The sam e com parison is m ade in Figure :_f@‘ using
the CTEQ4HJ pdf’s. Good agreem ent is observed at
Iow pr but the theoretical prediction is larger than the
data at high pr . A sm entioned previously, the dom inant
m echanisn for direct photon production is glion-quark
scattering, so an increase in the gluon distrbution in
this range by a factor of 2 leads to an Increase in the
direct photon cross section by the sam e factor. Sim ilar
conclusions.are cbtained with the E706 data at = s =
38.8 Gev 241

A decrease In the hkr 1 per parton at high pr would
lad to a better agreem ent of the E706 data wih the
CTEQ 4H J pdf predictions. There are several possible
suppression m echanisn s for soft gluon em ission in this
kinem atic region that are not takep_into account in the
sinple kr model discussed above.2? @An experin ental
determ nation ofthe dependence ofthe< kr > asa func—
tion of pr=x isdi cul due to the din nishing statistics
at higher pr .) This possbility is currently under nves—
tigation.

A com parison ofthe CTEQ 4M and CTEQ 4H J gluon
distrdbutions and the glion obtained by tting the k -
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Figure 18: T he photon cross section from E 706 com pared to kr —
enhanced NLO QCD calculations using the CTEQ 4H J parton dis—
tribution set.

corrected E 70§ data (@long with the CTEQ4 D IS and
DY data sets) 4 is shown in Figure 19. Asm ight have
been expected from Figure :_l-]‘, the gluon distrdbution ob-
talned from this tagreeswellwith the CTEQ4M glion
distrbbution and lies below the CTEQ 4H J gluon distri-
bution at high x. Also shown in the gure is the gluon
distrbbution from theM RST pdf, which incorporates the
kr —corrected data from WA 70 in the t.5 The larger
kr correction for E706 observed In Figure :_l-é Inplies a
an aller gluon distrdbution as is observed in Figure :_L-C:i .

A s has been discussed, there is a great dealof theo—
retical uncertainty in the calculation of the xed target
direct photon cross sections. Even if the G aussian kr
an earing ansatz given above were form ally correct, the
uncertainty in the valie of hkr i to be used leads to a
large variation in the predicted cross section. T his vari-
ation m akes the use of xed target direct photon data in
pdf tssom ewhat problem atic. A m ore com plete resum —
m ation calculation should, with the appropriate experi-
m ental input, be able to predict the hkr i per parton for
each kinem atic condition and thusm ay be able to rescue
the situation.

T here has also been m uch recent interest in study-—
Ing thee ectsofresumm ing large logarithm s ofthe form

dIn the M RST paper, the E 706 data are not used directly in the

ts, but the t results are com pared to the-data from E 706 af-
ter applying an appropriate k; correction.2% G ood agreem ent is
obtained.
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Figure 19: A com parison ofthe CTEQ4M ,M RST and CTEQ 4HJ
glions and the gluon distribution derived from ts that use E 706
data. The g" and g# gluon densities correspond to the m axin um
variation in hkt i that M RST allowed in their ts.

nh(l xr).27 Asx; approaches 1, Hrany hard scatter
Ing process, the perturbative cross section isenhanced by
powersofIn (1 xr ) that have to be resumm ed at allor-
ders. These typesofe ects should currently be negligble
for direct photon production at the Tevatron collider (oe—
cause data are only available for relatively sm allvaluesof

T ), butmay be iIn portant at xed target energies. T he
net e ect or E70¢_is a signi cant increase in the cross
section at high pr 2% A treatm ent that includes both kr
and threshold resumm ation e ectsm ay be necessary for
a m ore satisfactory description of the xed target data.
R ecent theoretical progress has been m ade in this direc—
tion .8 89

In the CTEQ4 pdf ts (and the upcom ing CTEQ S

ts as well), the inclusive £t cross sections from CDF
and D 0 provide an additional constraint on the glion
distrdbution at m oderate to large x values. B ecause ofthe
theoretical uncertainties m entioned above, the CTEQ 5

tswillnot use xed target direct photon data.

4 HERA

HERA isa positronsproton collider 27.5 GeV " on 820
G eV protons) w ith a totalcenter ofm ass energy ofabout
300 GeV . The large centerofm ass energy available at
HERA o ersa large phase space for the hadronic nal
state In D IS events, thus allow ing clean Ft structures to

a) direct b) resolved c) CDM

Jet
ME lk‘
Jet

™ Jet
N Jet

increasing k,
_
=

Figure 20: D iagram s indicating initial parton em ission in ep scat—
tering.

be observed. As HERA has continued is successfiil op—
eration, the data available for analysis by both of is ex—
permments, H1 and ZEU S, has increased steadily. A long
w ith the Increase In statisticshas com e an increase in the
J¥evelofunderstanding of the detector system atics, allow —
Ing form ore precise com parisons of data to perturbative
QCD.

4.1 Parton Evolution D ynam ics

O f particular interest at HERA are measurem ents
which djscrin inate am.ong parton evolution schem es.
DGLAP &) and BFK L%} descrbe the evolution towards
large values of Q 2 and 1=xp 4y, respectively. DG LAP evo—
lution resum s temm s of the orm In Q ?=Q 2) and involves
a strong ordering in kr of the glion em issions w ith the
hardest em issions occurring near the top of the glion
ladder. (See Figure Z-Qa.) In the BFKL model, tem s
of the form I (I1=x) are resumm ed and glion em issions
are not ordered In transverse m om entum kr .,A solution
of the parton evolition equation by CCFM %3 approxi-
m ates the BFK L equation in the Iow xg 3 lin it and the
DGLAP equation in the high xg § Iim it. A Jack of order—
Ing sim ilar to that found in BFK L evolution hasbeen in—
corporated in the color dipole m odel. In the color dipole
m odel, gluon em ission originates from a color dipole that
is stretched betw een the scattered quark and proton rem —
nant. The resul is a cascade of independently radiating
dipokes with the glions not ordered In kr . (See Fig—
ure :_2(_]'c.) In addition, for processes where the photon
structure is resolred, the hardest em issions given in the
QCD m atrix elem ent m ay occur anyw here in the ladder,
w ith increasingly soft em issions along the ladder tow ards
both the proton and the photon. (See F igure -20ka ) The
results presented previously forthe Tevatron collider and

xed target m easurem ents are all govemed by DG LAP
kinem atics. At HERA , resuls have been obtained in all
of the kinem atic regin es discussed above.

A wide variety of leading order (in ) theoretical

program sare available for com parison to the HERA data
hocorporating the above evolution schem es:
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Figure 21: The di erential dijt cross sections from ZEU S at the
parton levelversus (a) Q 2, b) xg 3, (©) and (d) p@m a0 2. The
inner(outer) error bars indicate the statistical error (statisticaland
system atic errors added in quadrature). The shaded area repre—
sents the error due to the uncertainty on the Jt energy scale of

3.5% . The solid line indicates the NLO QCD predictions from
MEPJET.

BFKL calculations at the parton level and w ih
fragm entation finctions %3

the DGLAPRQRased parton shower M onte Carlo
model LEPTO %4

the ,CCFM based Linked Dipol Chain model
LDC %3

the color dipole M onte Carlo model ARIADNE
(which assum es a chain of ndependently ragdiating

dipoles spanned by color-connected partons'ilq

the resolved photon m odelRAP G AP

In addition, there are a num ber ofD G LAP -based cal-
culations In next-to-leading order of, 5, including D IS~
ENT 44, MEPJET 44, D ISASTER+ + 84 and JETV 1P &3,
that are availlble in the form of exdble M onte Carlo
generators.

C om parisons between the data and the theory can
be m ade either at the detector level (with an appropri-
ateM onte C arlo sin ulation ofthe detector response), the
hadron level (w ith corrections for acogptance and m igra—
tion) or at the parton level (correcting for hadronization
e ects).
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Figure 22: The dijt cross sections from H1 double di erential in
02 and .Also shown are the NLO QCD predictions of DISENT .

42 D igtCross Sections in D IS

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 Ft from the struck
quark @ntiquark) and one gt from the proton rem nant
(1+1 con guration). To 1rst order n 5 (lowest order
for digt production), two gts (in addition to the proton
rem nant gt) wih balanced transverse m om entum are
produced In the photon-proton center-ofm ass(2+ 1 con—

guration). There are two subprocesses responsble for
digt production in D IS: boson-gluon fusion ( g! gqg)
and QCD Compton scattering ( g! gg). At low x and
0?2, the large gluon density leads to the dom inance of
the boson-glion fusion subprocess and allow s for a di-
rect sensitivity for the ghion distrbution In an x region
below the xed target direct photon experim ents. The
presence of the strong interaction vertex may allow a
m easurem ent of . Jet m easurem ents have been con—
ducted w ith variations ofboth the iterative cone and kr
algorithm s, and In the lab, Breit and hadron center-of-
m ass reference fram es.

ZEU S has subm itted to this conference a m easure-
ment of dift production in DIS events from a data
sam ple corresponding to an integrated lum inosity of 6.4
oo 1 52384 Cuts were placed on Q2 (7-100 G eV 2), y (>
0:04) and the scattered positron energy (> 10G&V).The
“Btswere reconstructed w ith a cone algorithm ®R=1) and
were required to have a transverse energy greater than 4
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Figure 23: T he dijt cross sections from H 1 double di erentialin Q 2
and xp j. A lso shown are the NLO QCD predictions of D ISENT .

G eV /c in both the lJaboratory and center-ofm ass fram es,
and to have a pseudorapidity in the laboratory fram e in
the range from 2 to + 2. The di erential cross sections,
corrected to the parton level, are shown In Figure :_2-1:
T he corrections applied are typically 2040% . T he vari-
able % ;(1+ m3%;=07) is of particular interest since
it is related to the m om entum fraction of the quark or
gluon em ited from the proton in the lrading orderQ CD
picture.

A's can be observed in Figure :_2-1.', the data span the
range from 02 < pZ=0? < 30, so the events are char-
acterized by two scales, p2 (square of ¥t transverse m o—
mentum ) and Q2. A com parison of an exact NLO QCD
calculation M EPJET ) to the data dem onstratesthat the
theory adequately describes the shape of all of the dis-
trbbutions but has a nom alization o by approxin ately
34% . Thedi erence iscom parabl in size and ofthe sam 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 the regin e (sam em Inim um transverse
momentum cut on both of the Fts) where such e ects
m ay be In portant. It has been proposed to m easure the
digt rate using asym m etric cuts on the transverse m o—
m enta of the two gts n order to m,.nim ize this type of
correction to the NLO calulation.®% Placihg an addi-
tionalcut on the larger ofthe transverse m om enta ofthe

12

two ets decreases the m agnitude of both the predicted
and m easured digt cross sections, but the relative di er—
ence betw een the two stillrem ains substantial. Sin ilarly,
Increasing the cutson the transversem om enta ofthe two
Bts results in both the m easured and calculated cross
sections decreasing, w ith the ratio of the two rem aining
approxin ately constant.4

H1 hasm easured the dift cross section in D IS events
at HERA and from this m easurem ent has extracted a
detemm mnation ¢f the gluon distrdbution in the x range
from 01 to 01 53834 The analysis nvolves a large data
sample 36 pb ! ) and utilizesky Ft algorithm s or £t de-
term ination In the Breit fram e. The B reit fram e, where
the virtual photon collides head-on w ith the scattered
quark, is wellsuied for studies of dift production. In
this fram e, the gt transverse energy directly re ects the
hardness of the underlying QCD process. Three di er—
ent variations of the kr algorithm were utilized with
the amn allest hadronization corrections being present in
the Iongiudinally invariant kr algorithm . The double-
di erential dift cross sections (corrected to the hadron
kvel) are shown in Figure Z-Z_i as a finction of Q2 and

and in Fjgure:_-Z_ii as a function of Q? and xg j, com —
pared to the NLO program D ISENT . Good agreem ent
is observed but the data have not been corrected for
hadronization e ects (which, however, are expected to
be an all).

M ost ofthe data presented above by H1 are at higher
Q2 than the previously discussed ZEUS m easurem ent.
T here is som e overlap, though, and the reason for the
agreem entby H1 w ith NLO theory and the disagreem ent
by ZEU S is stillunder study. Ttm ay be related to thetwo
studies being carried out in di erent fram es of reference,
with di erent gt algorithm sand the £t correctionsbeing
to the hadron level or H1 com pared to the parton level
for ZEUS.

To determ ne the gluon distrdbution, the digt cross
section distrbutions & =dQ%d and & =dQ?dxg ; were
utilized (in the range 200 < Q2 < 5000 GeV?, where
the NLO theory describes the data well) along w ith the
H1 neutral current D IS data (to determm ine the quark
densities in this x range). In the t, the data are com —
pared to the product of the NLO QCD prediction and
the hadronization correction. The results of the gluon

t are shown in Fjgure:_Z_'A for the x range 0.01 to 0.1
with a factorization scale ( %) 0f200 GeV?. The resuk
is slightly higher than the gluon distrlbutions obtained
from severalglobalanalyses (although com patible w ithin
the error) and is In good agreem ent at x = 0.01 w ith the
gluon obtained from theQ CD analysisoftheH1F, data.

H1 has also reported a detemm ination ¢f fhe strong
coupling constant  from the dift sam ple.2%27 A m od-
i ed JADE k Ftalgorithm was applied to a sam ple of
NC D IS events in the Q2 range from 200 10000 GeV 2.
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Figure 24: T he errorband ofthe gluon density in the proton from a
NLO QCD ttotheH 1 dift cross sections. T he result is com pared
to the gluon densities from di erent parton distribution sets and
the result from a t to the H1 structure function data.

T he restriction of Q2 > 200 GeV? provides better ac—
ceptance forthe nalstate gts and restricts the range of
niialparton x to lJarge valuesw here the parton densities
are better known.
The ®t algorithm calculates the scaled quantities

m %:W 2 of pairs of calorim eter clisters (3,9, where W 2
is the total invariant m ass of all clusters and m ;5 is the
m ass of clusters 1 and j. The clusters with m inin um
m ;;=W % are added together; this procedure is repeated
until exactly 2+ 1) ®ts rem ain. The an allest scaled £t
m ass given by any com bination of the 2+ 1) Fts is de—

ned to be the observable y. A cuton y, (y2 > 0:01) is
In posed to increase the fraction of events with a clear
(2+ 1) Ft structure, thus enhancing the sensitivity to

s. The H1 y, distrdbution, nom alized to the num -
ber of D IS events in the kinem atic sam ple and corrected
for detector and hadronization e ects, is shown in Fig—
ure 2-5, along w ith the predictions of the NLO program
MEPJET . Predictions are shown for 2 = 100 M &V
and 600 M eV, along with thebest tvalieof320M V.
T his value of corresoonds to a value of M ZZ) of
0118 0:002",2% (system atic). There is an additional
theory system atic error of ¥ % . This result is in agree—
ment wih the world average, abeit with a large error.
T he largest experin ental system atic error is due to the
m odeldependence of the detector and hadronization cor-
rections; one of the Jargest sources of theory uncertainty
is due to the im perfect know ledge of the pdf’s (and in
particularthe gluon distribution) in thiskinem atic range.
G uon-niiated processes account for about 50% of the
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Figure 25: T he distrdbution of the di erential jt rate y, corrected
for detector and hadronization e ects com pared to the NLO predic—
tion from M EPJET . T he fiull line show s the NLO prediction using
the tted value of 4.

(2+ 1) $t eventsused in the analysis.) T here is a strong

correlation between the tvalue of g and the size ofthe

glion distrbution as was observed In deferm inations of
s in et production at the Tevatron 2423

43 Forward Jet P roduction at HERA

Oneofthe signi cant discoveriesm ade at HERA wasthe
steep rise of the proton structure fiinction F, (x;Q2) in
the region ofsmallx (x < 10 3). In the BFK L approach,
the kading tem s in In (1=x) which appear together w ith
the N Q? tem s in the evolution equation are resumm ed.
The BFKL tem s may lad to a steeper F, behavior,
but from the existing F, data, it is not possible to un—
ambiguously determ ine whether the BFKL m echanisn
plys a rolke In the HERA x range. The BKFL mech—
anisn predicts additional contributions to the hadronic

nalstate from high transversem om entum partons trav—
elling forward in the HERA fram e. T hese forward-going
partonsm ay be detected experim entally as gts and m ay
result In an enhancem ent ofthe forward £t cross section
when com pared to either exact NLO QCD calculations
or parton shower m odel calculations based on DGLAP
evolution. This is the sam e type of BFK L physics that
w as discussed earlier for large digt rapidity separation at
the Tevatron. In this case, the large rapidity separation
is between the current and orward Fts.

A s previously, there are two hard scales relevant for

Iow x forward gt production: the squared m om entum
transfer of the photon, Q 2, and the squared transverse
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Figure 26: T he hadron level forw ard jt cross section as a function

ofE%j.et:Q2 from ZEUS. The data are com pared to the RAP -

GAP M onte Carlo m odel w ith direct and resolved contributions,
toLEPTO and to ARIADNE . T he shaded band corresponds to the
uncertainty from the energy scale of the calorim eter.

energy of the Bt Ef ... The variable Ef,=0° can be
varied from very an all values to very large values. A

Iow valie of EZ=Q? corregponds to the standard D IS

regine where DGLAP dynam ics is dom nant. In the
range where E2=0? is approxin ately 1, BFKL dynam —
ics becom es in portant (and DG LAP parton evolution
is suppressed) & whik in the regine where EZ2 > 072,
the ®t begihs to probe the structure of the photon.
The forward Ft cross section from ZEU § -(porrected to
the hadron level) is shown in Figure 26.248% A 1l three
M onte C arlo program s show n describe the data well for
E2=0%? << 1. ARIADNE and RAPGAP work in the
BFKL region EZ = Q7) while only RAPGAP is suc—
cessfulin the regine whereEZ >> Q?. The RAPGAP

M onte Carlo m odel contains resolved as well as direct
photon contrbutions. A resolved virtual photon con-—
tribution could account for the excess of forward ts
w ith respect to the standard DGLAP models. In Fig—
ure Z-ﬁ, the hadron level forw ard cross section is plotted
as a function of B prken x. The agreem ent wih RAP -
GAP (Wwih both resolved and direct com ponents) is ex—
cellent. However, the am ount of resolved contribution
to the forward gt cross section has a w ide range of un-
certainty thatm akesde nitive conclusionsdi cul. The
shaded band in Figure 27 indicates the variation in the
RAPGAP prediction when the factorizaton scale is var—
id from ?=Ef, =2+Q%to ?=4EZ, +Q”.Dueto
the large scale dependence, a com parison to exact NLO

€Speci cally, BFK L dynam ics is im portant in the forw ard Jt region
when E2=0? isnear one and Xjet > > Xp §.
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Figure 27: T he hadron level forw ard ¥t cross section from ZEU S as
a function ofxp . The data are com pared to the RAPGAP M onte
C arlom odelw ith direct and resolved contributionsand to LEPTO .
T he shaded band on the top indicates the uncertainty due to fac—
torization scale variation forthe lullRAP G AP prediction while the
shaded band on the bottom indicates the sam e uncertainty for the
direct contribution alone.

calculations is needed but the appropriate hadronization
corrections are large.

H1 has measured orward ¥t and digt production
requiring a transverse energy larger than 35GeV/ch a
cone of radius 1.0.29%% A cut of 05 < EZ,,,=0% < 2 is
applied to enhance BFKL e ects. The forward gt cross
section isshown in F jgure:_z-é, asa function ofx com pared
to severalm odels. ARIADNE and RAPGAP (Wih a re—
solred photon contribution) lie closer to the data than
does the D G LAP -based program LEPTO .NLO parton
calculationsusing D G LAP parton densities, as for exam —
plk D ISENT, disagree w ith the data both in shape and
nom alization. The num erical BFK L. calculations at the
parton level lie above the data but describe the shape
fairly well.

T he forw ard dift cross section ism easured by H1 to
be 60 08 (stat) 32 (sys) pb, In agreem ent w ith the pre—
dictions from ARIADNE and RAPGAP.The digt cross
section isroughly 1% ofthe forward gt crosssection. Re—
cent BFK L predictions®} predict on the other hand that
3-6% of the orward ¥t data should contain 2 or m ore
forward Fts.

Singlkehigh pr partick production can also beused as
aprobeofQ CD dynam ics in the orward region. Theam —
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Figure 29: The forward © cross sections as a function of xg 5 for
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Figure 30: T hem easured three—gt cross section w ith respect to the
three—t invariant m ass. T he inner error bar gives the statistical
error and the outer the sum of statistical and system atic errors in
quadrature.

biguity of t de nition im plicit in the forward gt search
ism issing, and the an aller spatialextent allow sthem ea—
surem ent to sn aller angles. In Fjgure:_ég', the orward °

data from H1 is shown plotted vs xg j for severalvalues
ofx EE =Eroton). The cbserved rise w ith decreasing
Xp j again provides evidence ofm ore hard partonic radia—
tion than predicted by D GLAP typeM onte C arlom odels
(such asLEPTO ), and ism ore reasonably represented by

RAPGAP, where the photon acts as a resolved ob fct.

44 M ultigt Photoproduction at HERA

T he study ofm ultift photoproduction provides a direct
test of perturbative Q CD predictions beyond lading or—
der. M ultiet kinem atic observables have heen previously
studied for 3-6 £t production at Ferm ilab®¢ and ©r2 #t
production at HERA .84 ZEU S has now m easured 3 Ft
nal states in photoproduction events at HERA 523

P hotoproduction events were selected by restricting
the transversem om entum to the positron to be less than
1 GeV and the photon-proton center-ofm ass energy to
be in the range from 134 to 269 G&V . Jetswere de ned
using a kr cluster gt algorithm wih the st two Fts
having a transverse energy greater than 6 GeV /c and
the third a transverse energy greater than 5 G eV /c. The
requirem ent of relatively high transverse energy for the
Ets ensures that the process can be calculated by per—
turbative QCD .

The three—gt Invariant m ass distrbution is shown
in Figure 30 and com pared to the order 2 caloula-

S
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Figure 31: The distributions of the angles cos( 3) and 3. The
thick lines show the xed order perturbative Q CD calculations and
the thin lines represent the parton showerM onte C arlo predictions.
T he dotted curve show s the distribution for a constant m atrix ele—
m ent.
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Figure 32: Them easured cross section d =d 3 and the nom alized

3 distrbutions for ZEUS.ThePYTH IA and HERW IG predictions
are show n by solid and dashed lines respectively and the prediction
from PYTHIA with color coherence sw itched o is shown by the
dashed-dotted line.

tjons.f‘f'{i% T he two calculations are leading order for the

variable under study (sihce there are three £ts in the -
nalstate) but stillprovide good agreem ent w ith the data.

TheM onte Carlo program sPYTHIA and HERW IG con-

tain only 2 ! 2 m atrix elem ents but a third $t can be

provided by gluon radiation. TheM onte C arlo program s

predict the correct shape for the cross section but have

a nom alization too low by 20-40% .

T he distrbutions for 3 (the angle between the high—
est energy gt and the beam direction) and 3 (the angle
betw een the plane containing the three gtsand the plane
containing the highest energy gt and the beam direction)
are shown in FJgure:_§]_}

The cos( 3) distrbution show s the expected R uther—
ford scattering form (1  cos( 3)) 2). Both the 3 and

53 distrbutionsdi erdram atically from phase space and
agree wellw ith both the xed order calculations and the
M onte C arlo m odels.

The QCD phenomena of color coherence can be
tested using the 5 distribution. Tn Figure 33 is shown
the 3 data again, along with predictions of PYTHIA
and HERW IG (ooth w ith color coherence in plem ented)
and PYTHIA (wih color coherence tumed o ). Color
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Figure 33: T he inclusive charged particle distribution from ZEU S,
in the current fragm entation region of the B reit fram e. T he inner
error bar is the statistical and the outer error bar show s the statis—
tical and system atic errors added in quadrature. T he open points
represent data from e* e experim ents divided by two to take into
account g and g production.

coherence disfavors glion radiation into certain angular
regionswhich are determ ined by the color ow ofthe pri-
m ary scatter. PYTH IA w ith no color coherence predicts
amuch atter 3 distrdbution than observed in either the
data orin HERW IG and (the color coherence version of)
PYTHIA.

45 JetFragmentation at HERA

Fragm entation functions characterize the process of
hadron form ation in Ft production and decay. A nat-
ural fram e to exam ine the details of gt fragm entation In

D IS events is the Breit fram e, de ned previously. The
current region in the Breit fram e is analagous to a sin—
gle hem isphere in et e collisions and the fragm entation

properties of these quarks can be directly com pared to

the fragm entation ofthe struck quark in the proton. The

ep B reit fram e equivalent ofthe e’ e scaled hadron m o—
mentum , X, = Z2Phadron= 5I is Xp = Z2Phadron=0Q , where
only hadrons in the current hem isphere are considered.
T he fragm entation function from the ZEU S experin ent,
plotted as a functiop pfQ fordi erent intervals ofx,, is
shown in F igure 33 .£9%9 A pproxin ate scaling is observed

at m oderate values of x, w ith clear scaling violations be-
ing apparent at both large x, (decrease with Q 2) and

smallx, (ncrease with Q?). The HERA data overlap

the kinem atic range of the " e data and good agree—
m ent between both types of experin ents is observed.
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Figure 34: T he charged particle distributions 1=N dn=d In (1=x;) as
a function of Q . O nly statistical errors are shown.

The am all x, region is better investigated using the
variable = In(l1=x).TheM odi ed Leading Logarithm
Approxin ation ™M LLA) together wih Local Parton-
Hadron Duality (LPHD ) predict both the shape ofthe
distribution (\hum p kacked®) and the evolution of the
peak and the width ofthe distrbution w ith energy?d
T he charged partick distrbutions are plotted as a func—
tion of 1n Fjgure:_é_h forvariousQ values, and the values
of peax and . igm are shown asa functjon ofQ ( s) or
H1 (" e experinents) in Figure35.294% The observed
peak and w idth ofthe distrbutionsatHERA agreewell
wih the e’ e data and with the M LLA predictions.

4.6 Jet Shapes

For cone gt algorithm s, a useful representation of the
Intemal structure of a £t is given by the gt shape. At
su clently high energies, the &t shape should be calcu—
lable In perturbative Q CD , w ith gluon ts broader than
quark gts. At HERA , £t production hasbeen observed
in both neutral, cyrent NC) and charged current (CC)
D IS at high 0 ? ¥4%% A sm entioned previously, in D IS, £t
studies can be carried out in di erent fram es. T he appro—
priate fram e for gt shape studies is stillunder discussion
and the e ects of boosting to di erent fram es have not
been fully investigated yet.

ZEUS has carried out a com parison of gt shapes
in NC and CC interactions at Q2 > 100 G eV ?,_alng
wih fts from e' e and Pp and p collisions.?3d Jets
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Figure 35: A com parison of H1 results show ing the evolution of
the peak (a) and the width (b) of the fragm entation function as a
flinction of Q . A lso shown are e' e results at the corresponding
values of center-ofm ass energy. The solid line isa t ofH1 data
alone toM LLA /LPHD expectations.

are m easured wih an ierative cone algorithm , in the
laboratory fram e of reference, w th a radius R of 1 and
an Er value of greater than 14 GV . The ft shapewas
measured wih the ZEUS calorim eter and corrected to
the hadron level.

The integrated gt shape (r) (the fraction of Ft
energy inside a cone of radius r com pared to the total
inside radiisR) is shown in Figure 36 OrNC events, re-
solved photoproduction events &°°° <_0:75) and direct
photoproduction events & > 0:75).73 In direct photo—
production events, the photon acts as a point-like ob fct
w hile in resolved events the parton structure of the pho—
ton isprobed. X °° m easuresthe fraction ofthe photon’s
energy that goes into the two highest Er Fts. The Fts
produced in NC D IS are narrower than those in dift
photoproduction, but closer to those dom inated by di-
rect processes. In NC D IS events, m ost ofthe nalstate
ftsare quark fts €' q! e' q); direct photoproduction is
dom nated by the subprocess g! g but has contrbu-
tions from the subprocess g! gg. The resolved photo—
production eventshave a larger fraction stillof nalstate
gluon fts as evidenced by the larger £t w idth.

Jets from NC and CC DIS with Q2 > 100G eV? and
Bt Er values in the range from 3745G €V gre com pared
to Ftsofsin farE+ values from CDF 24,D 074 and (from
e'e collisions) OPALZS in Figure31. For all three ex—
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Figure 36: The measured integrated Ft shape corrected to the
hadron level from ZEUS in NC D IS, and in resolved and direct
photoproduction.

perin ents, an iterative cone algorithm wih a radius R
of1l isused. For the two collider experin ents, an under—
Iying event level corresponding to m Inimum bias events
is subtracted. N o such correction isneeded forthe e e
events, or for the HERA D IS events (in the kinem atic
region being considered). The Fts from the Tevatron
Collider are signi cantly broader than the D IS ts from
HERA and the e'e fts from OPAL. This di erence
is prim arily due to the larger fraction of ghion Fts ex—
pected at the Tevatron w ith perhaps som e an all part of
the di erence being due to the extra contributionsto the
underlying event that m ay be present at the Tevatron.

H1 has carried out a m easurem ent of the intemal £t
structure in an Inclusive D IS dift sam ple in the kine—
matic domain 1Q < Q2 < 120 Gev? and 2x10 * <
xp 4 < 8x10°3 .73 Jets were reconstructed in the Breit
fram e using both the iterative cone and kr £t algo—
rithm s, with the requirem ent that Erp reit > 5 G&V=c
and 1 <  4egup < 2. Jets becom e m ore collin ated
as Ergreit creases, wih the dependence becom ing
m ore pronounced for the cone algorithm . For constant
E 15 reit, Ets are narrower (poroader) tow ards the photon
(oroton) hem isphere. T hese degpendencesbecom e an aller
asE 1p reit NCreases. A possible explanation for thisbe-
havior is that the intemal gt structure is in uenced by
particles close to orproduced by Q CD radiation near the
proton rem nant.

Jets de ned by the k algorithm tend to be m ore

collim ated than those de ned by the cone algorithm .

The dependence on E g reit and p reir 1S also stronger
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Figure 37: The m easured integrated Ft shapes corrected to the
hadron levelin NC and CC D IS events at ZEU S and in pp collisions
at CDF and D0 and from e' e collisionsat OPAL.

for the cone algorithm . G enerally, the Ft shapes are
well descrbbed by QCD M onte Carlo predictions w ih
LEPTO having a tendency to produce broader fgts to—
w ardsthe proton rem nant direction, HERW IG producing
Etswhich are too narrow (especially at largeE 1 g reir and

B reit), @A ARIADNE lying between the two and giving
a good overall description of the data.

5 Conclusions

D G LA P -based perturbative Q CD calculationshave been
very successfilin describing data involring ts and pho—
tons at both the Tevatron and at HERA .M ost ofthe ar—
eas In which the ram aining disagreem ents/controversies
exist involve either an uncertainty in the glion distri-
bution (the high Er -t cross section at the Tevatron)
orthe n uence oftwo scales n the m easuream ent ( xed
target direct photon production and forward gt produc—
tion at HERA). For the case of forward Ft production,
BFKL e ectsmay ormay not be in portant; a proper
treatm ent of photon structure seem s to describe the data
both the BFKL region and beyond. Recent calculations
ofthe forw ard gt production cross sectionsbased on the
BFKL approach showed unusually large next-to-leading
order cprrections, raising the question on their predictive
pow er?l A deeper understanding of the origin of these
large corrections is needed before a com parison to the
data m ay be m eaningfl.

For xed target direct photon production (oarticu—
larly in the case ofE 706), soft gluon e ects are extrem ely
In portant, changing both the shape and nom alization



of the cross section w ith both the k;y and Sudakov re—
sum m ation form alism s being required. T here has been

a great dealof theoreticale ort on this problem ; a suc—
cessfiil resolution w illallow the quantitative treatm ent of
direct photon data in pdf tsagain, provide a w indow on
an area of very interesting physics, and nally, settle the
question of the lJarge x gluon distrdbution.

Both CDF and D0 are undergoing m a pr upgrades
for Run 2, which is scheduled to begin in the spring of
2000. Each experin ent will put in place a greatly in —
proved detector and w illaccum ulate (from 2000 to 2003)
a data sam ple on the order of 2 fb ! , a factor of 20 in—
crease over Run 1. A data sam pl this size will enable
the high E1 et cross section to be probed in m uch m ore
detailaswellasallow ing a variety ofTevatron Q CD m ea—
surem ents to be perform ed w ith greater precision.

H1 and ZEU S w ill continue the analysis of the data
taken with positrons in 1994-1997. HERA sw itched to
electron running this year and plans to deliver approx—
inately 60 pb ! over the next two years. In 2000, the
HERA machinew illbe upgraded forhigh lum inosiy run—
ning, w ith yearly rates of 150 pb ! expected.
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