PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 14, NUMBER 11 1 DECEMBER 1976

Charged-particle multiplicities associated with large-transverse-momentum photons*

R. Kephart, G. Finocchiaro, P. Grannis, D. Green,' H. Jostlein, D. Lloyd Owen, and R. Thun?
State University of New-York, Stony Brook, New York

G. Bellettini,® P. L. Braccini, R. Castaldi,! V. Cavasinni, T. Del Prete, P. Laurelli, G. Sanguinetti, and M. Valdata

Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Pisa, Italy
and Istituto di Fisica dell’Universitd, Pisa, Italy
(Received 21 May 1976)

We have measured the charged-particle multiplicities of events containing a large-transverse-momentum (p)
photon produced near center-of-mass polar angles () of 90°, 17.5°, and 8 in proton-proton collisions.
The data were obtained at the CERN Intersecting Storage Rings at center-of-mass energies of 23, 31, 45, 53,
and 62 GeV and for the transverse-momentum range 0 < p, < 4.5 GeV/c. When the photons are detected
near 6 = 90°, the associated multiplicity in the hemisphere away from the observed photon is found to
increase with increasing photon transverse momentum. In the hemisphere containing the photon, the
associated multiplicity decreases at the lowest energy and is approximately constant at the highest energies.
The data at @ = 17.5° and 8° are similar, with the exception that the particle multiplicities near the detected
photon are found to decrease with increasing photon p, at all energies. No strong back-to-back structure is
observed in the data; however, as the photon emission angle is changed, some shift of the multiplicity
distributions in the direction opposite the photon is observed. The data at all three polar angles show a broad
peak in the azimuthal angular distributions at ¢ = 180° (opposite the detected photon). Finally, the data are
compared to a simplified picture for particle production in high-p, events, and to the various classes of high-

p. models that have been proposed.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past four years there has been consider-
able interest in the characteristics of events in
which large-transverse-momentum hadrons are
produced in high-energy hadron collisions. The
presence of more large-p, hadrons than expected
from an extrapolation of single-particle cross
sections at low p, (see Ref. 1) gives rise to the
feeling that a new component or aspect of ha-
dronic forces is being seen. The emergence, at
large p,, of a power-law behavior in p, has moti-
vated attempts to unify the description of short-
distance hadronic structure as probed in hadron-
hadron and lepton-hadron collisions.

Various phenomenological explanations?® have
been given for the large-p, cross sections; in
particular, models in which hadron constituents
undergo large-angle collisions have been exten-
sively explored. There are also less detailed
models in which the large-p, phenomena are inter-
preted in terms of cluster or fireball production
in the primary hadron collision; decay products of
these objects include the observed hadrons at
large p,.

In order to sharpen our understanding of the pro-
duction mechanism, more detailed information on
the structure of events containing a large-p, had-
ron is desirable. In particular, it is of interest to
know what other particles are produced in associ-
ation with the large-p, particle. We would like to
know how the multiplicity, angular distributions,
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and momentum distributions of the other particles
in the event depend on the properties of the large-
p, hadron.

The present work reports an extensive series of
measurements of the associated multiplicity and
angular distribution of charged hadrons produced
in events containing large-p, photons. These pho-
tons arise predominantly from 7° decays. The
measurements were performed at the CERN Inter-
secting Storage Rings (ISR) at c.m. energies of
Vs'=23, 31, 45, 53, and 62 GeV. The experiment
employed a large solid-angle coverage of scintil-
lator hodoscopes to record the charged particles.
The photons were detected by an array of lead-
glass Cerenkov counters and associated scintilla-
tors. Data were taken for the photon detector cen-
tered at three c.m. angles: 6=90° 17.5° and 8°.

Preliminary results on the 90° data at Vs =53
GeV from this experiment have been published
previously.® Some aspects of the s dependence and
the 6 dependence observed in this experiment have
also been discussed.* Other experiments® have
studied various aspects of the structure of events
with a large-p, secondary, including information
on multiplicities, angular dependences, and mo-
mentum correlations. Preliminary analysis of the
single-photon inclusive cross sections from this
experiment shows reasonable agreement with the
published data at 6 =90°' A more complete ana-
lysis of the single-photon spectra and their angle
and energy dependences is in progress.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II
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FIG. 1. Layout of the apparatus. H,, H,, H3, H;, and TB are trigger hodoscopes. H,0, H,6, and L measure multi-
plicities. The photon detector is shown at each of the positions used for data taking. The inset shows the photon detec-
tor and hodoscope L arrangement as seen along the beam bisector.

we describe the experimental apparatus and the
calibration procedures used for the photon detec-
tor.® Section III discusses the event-selection
criteria and the data analysis. Results are pre-
sented in Sec. IV. Section V is devoted to a phe-
nomenological discussion of these results, in
which the evidence for distinct mechanisms of
particle production is examined. Finally, in Sec.
VI, we confront various phenomenological models
with the data of this and other experiments.

II. EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS

This experiment was performed at the CERN
ISR using colliding proton beams of 11.7, 15.4,
22.4, 26.6, and 31.4 GeV/c. During the period of
the experiment, typical luminosities were of the
order 10* cm™%sec”!. The beam momentum
spread was typically <2%.

The experimental apparatus was a slightly mod-
ified version of that used to measure the p-p total
cross section at the ISR.” It consisted of a large
array of scintillation-counter hodoscopes, cover-
ing about 80% of the full solid angle, and a photon
detector. The photon detector was positioned at
three different locations during the course of the
experiment. These locations corresponded to the
c.m. angles of 90°, 17.5° and 8°. Figure 1 shows
the layout of the hodoscopes and photon detector at
the three angular settings. Table I gives the lo-
cations of the photon detector.

The hodoscope system has been described in de-
tail elsewhere.” Here we note only its general
properties. Hodoscopes H,, H,, H;, and H, each
contained a plane of eight counters, surrounding
the exiting beam pipes to the left and right of the
intersection point. The TB’s were small hodo-
scopes covering the smallest scattering angles ac-
cessible. The above counters were used solely for
the triggering of the system. In addition, there

were finely divided hodoscopes H,0 and H,6 around
both beams, and the hodoscope L in the central
region. The H,0 hodoscopes were divided into ten
rings in polar angle 6 and further subdivided into
quadrants or octants of azimuthal angle ¢. The
H,6 were divided similarly in the azimuthal angle,
but into 14 rings in §. The L hodoscope, shown in
the inset of Fig. 1, was divided into four azimuthal
planes. Each such plane had one layer with seven
6 subdivisions and another layer with five ¢ sub-
divisions. All information presented here on
multiplicity and angular distributions was ob-
tained from H,9, H,6, and L.

The photon detector consisted of a 4X4 array of
lead-glass total absorption Cerenkov counters
along with ancillary scintillation-counter hodo-
scopes used for triggering purposes and back-
ground rejection. An exploded view of the detector
is shown in Fig. 2. Each of these counters was
made up of a 15X15X35-cm block of lead-glass,
the depth corresponding to 14.6 radiation lengths.

TABLE I. Photon-detector positions.

Position I O = 104° n=-0.25
0 mean = 90.0° 1=0
Omin="76.0° 1=0.25
Ap=+14°

Laboratory solid angle=0.30 sr
Position II 0max=21.9° n=1.64

Oymeam = 17.5° 1=1.87

Omin=13.4° 1=2.14

Ap=+14°

Laboratory solid angle=0.022 sr
Position III O max=12.6° 1=2.20

Ormemn =7-94° 1 =2.67

Omin=3-81° 1=3.40

Ap=+27.5°

Laboratory solid angle=0.021 sr
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FIG. 2. Exploded view of the photon detector. G,
G,, and G; are scintillator hodoscopes. Photons from
the beam intersection are normally incident on G;.
Counter G5 (not shown) is on the opposite side of the
lead-glass array to G,.

The counters were optically isolated from each
other and had provisions for mounting two light-
emitting diodes and a radioactive source used for
energy calibration purposes. The photon energy
was determined from a measurement of the total
pulse area of the signals from the 16 lead-glass
Cerenkov counters.

Between the lead-glass Cerenkov counters and
the intersection region were two scintillation-
counter hodoscopes G, and G,, separated by a 1-
cm lead converter (1.8 radiation lengths). Hodo-
scope G, consisted of six vertical counters cover-
ing the full 60X60-cm front of the Cerenkov-coun-
ter array. G, was used to identify events in which
the detected photons were either accompanied by
another charged particle, or in which the photons
converted in the walls of the vacuum chamber or
surrounding material.

Hodoscope G, was a double-layered matrix of
scintillation counters covering the full face of the
lead-glass array. Each layer was made up of 12
counters arranged either parallel or perpendicular
to the plane of the beams. The coincidence be-
tween signals from the two layers of G, was used
as a trigger for photons which converted in the
lead sheet and provided time-of-flight informa-
tion.

An additional hodoscope, G,, was mounted im-
mediately behind the lead-glass Cerenkov coun-
ters, and was used to trigger on charged particles
which completely traversed the photon detector.
Such runs were used for calibration purposes
throughout the course of the experiment. In addi-
tion to the scintillators mentioned above, two
“guard” counters G, and G, were present when the
photon detector was located at § =90°. Each was
arranged so that it completely shadowed the side

of the Cerenkov array, as seen from the upstream
direction along either incoming beam pipe. Each
of these counters was sandwiched between two 5-
cm-thick lead walls. It was found experimentally
that single-beam background events often entered
the photon detector from the sides. The lead walls
were useful in reducing this source of background,
and counters G, and G, were used to tag those
events in which a particle traversed these walls.
These counters and lead walls were unnecessary
in the forward-angle positions since, for these
data, the detector time-of-flight information was
sufficient to eliminate this source of background.

The energy calibration of the Cerenkov counters
was performed in a test beam at the CERN Proton
Synchrotron. In this calibration,® the pulse area
of the signals produced in the Cerenkov counters
by incident electrons of known momentum was
compared to the pulse areas produced by a stan-
dard source of pulsed light. For the purposes of
this calibration, it was assumed that the test-beam
electrons produced electromagnetic showers which
were similar to the showers produced by photons
of the same energy. In this way one can calculate
the electron equivalent energy of the light source,
and, since the source is reproducible, use this
same source to monitor the calibration of the
Cerenkov counters after they were installed at the
ISR.

The following three different sources of pulsed
light were used: radioactive ***Am-NalI(T1) light-
pulse sources, light-emitting diodes, and the
Cerenkov light due to relativistic hadrons fully
traversing the detector. The Cerenkov-counter
calibrations as determined by these procedures
are estimated to have an overall scale uncertainity
of +5% for the data taken at § =90°and 17.5° and
+7% at 6 =8°. The energy resolution as measured
in the test beam was found to be parameterized
well by AE/E =0.14/VE, where AE is the full width
of half maximum, and E is the energy in GeV. It
was established that the lead-glass system and its
integrating electronics were linear to within 1%.

The trigger for this experiment contained three
components:

trigger =(BB) - (G,) * (LG) .

BB denotes the beam-beam interaction trigger, in
which at least one charged-particle coincidence
was demanded in the hodoscopes H,—-H, or TB in
both left and right hemispheres.” BB is sensitive
to about 95% of the inelastic cross section. G, is
the twofold coincidence of the planes of G, preced-
ing the lead-glass blocks. LG represents the re-
quirement that a summed pulse area from the 16
lead-glass blocks be above some preset value.
This value was changed frequently so as to collect
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data for various regions of p,. Special runs were
taken with trigger = (BB) or with trigger

=(BB) - (G,) in order to obtain the unbiased distri-
butions. The time resolution of the trigger was
about +30 nsec.

For each trigger, the times of all trigger ele-
ments present were recorded so that more restric-
tive time cuts could be made in analysis. Each
hodoscope counter which detected a charged sec-
ondary in coincidence with the trigger caused a
latch bit to be set. The signals present in the 16
lead-glass Cerenkov counters were integrated,
and the pulse area for each was recorded. All of
this information was written on magnetic tape for
subsequent analysis.

III. DATA ANALYSIS

Data at all energies and angles were analyzed in
the same way, except that for data at § =17.5° and
8° the guard counters G, and G, were not em-
ployed.

A. Event selection

Our aim in the analysis of the data was to select
events, in an unbiased manner, in which a photon
was present with well-determined energy. A com-
plication arises because the photon is, in general,
accompanied by a number of charged particles. If
such charged particles enter the lead-glass array,
the determination of photon energy is distorted. If
events in which charged particles are emitted near
the photon direction are excluded, the event sam-
ple is biased owing to the known short-range cor-
relations. In our experiment, the presence of
such charged particles was signaled by a count in
the G, hodoscope in front of the lead converter.
However, a signal from an element of G, did not
ensure the presence of a charged particle, owing
to the possibility of photon conversions in the ISR
vacuum pipe, G, itself, or in intervening material.
There were also counts in G, owing to photon
showers in the lead converter which leaked back
into G,. The experiment was performed without
any trigger requirement on G, so that we could
study its effect in the off-line analysis.

In order to explore the sensitivity of our results
to these effects, the data were analyzed to two dif-
ferent methods. In the first method, events with a
G, counter struck were rejected, and consequently
only photon triggers were accepted. For these
events, the energy measurement in the lead-glass
array was precise, and the transverse momentum
was unambiguously determined. The photons in
these events are almost entirely due to the decay
of a single 7° (or °); moreover, they are sub-
stantially free from any sources of neutral back-

ground.® For the data taken with the photon detec-
tor at 6 =90°, the G, veto requirement eliminated
about two-thirds of the events passing all other
requirements owing to the presence of charged
particles in G, or photon conversions. This re-
jection was found to be essentially independent of
the energy detected in the lead-glass Cerenkov
counters and increased only slowly with the c.m.
energy of the incident protons. However, the G,
veto requirement did reduce by a small amount
the charged multiplicities detected around 6 =90°
owing to the known correlations. Similarly, the
data taken with the photon detector at more for-
ward angles exhibit reduced multiplicities in the
region of the veto counter G,. However, these ef-
fects were observed to be much smaller than those
present at 6 =90°.

The second analysis of the data at 90° was per-
formed with no requirements placed on G, or on
any other counters around the photon detector.
This analysis avoided possible biases associated
with the rejection of events in which charged par-
ticles struck G,, but introduced uncertainties in
the identification of particles entering the photon
detector, and in the measurement of their trans-
verse momentum. Charge particles, for example,
typically deposited about 530 MeV in the lead-
glass Cerenkov counters even though their actual
energy could have been much higher. The anni-
hilation of an antinucleon in the lead-glass array
could have simulated an event of very large trans-
verse momentum. The steepness of the photon in-
clusive spectra in this case tends to increase the
contamination from this source at any given p, .
However, estimates of this source of high-p,
events indicate that it is of negligible importance.®
Since charged particles deposit, on the average,
less than their full energy in the lead-glass array
and the average energy deposit by antinucleon an-
nihilations has been found to be negligibly small,
this unbiased analysis gives a transverse-momen-
tum determination which is usually less than the
sum of the transverse momenta of all particles
entering the photon detector. Thus, high-p, events
could still be correctly identified in this analysis.

None of our final results were found to depend
significantly on which of the two complementary
analyses were used. We have chosen to present
results from the first analysis rather than the
second simply because the first analysis cleanly
identifies the incident particles as photons, and
we can with greater accuracy determine their
transverse momentum.

B. Random and single-beam backgrounds

The electronic trigger accepts two major
sources of background. One occurs when a random
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coincidence of signals satisfies the trigger re-
quirements; the other is due to beam-gas colli-
sions.

The beam-gas background events were separated
from the events due to beam-beam collisions by
measuring the time between all the signals that
made up the trigger. The time-of-flight differ-
ences (TOF) between any two trigger hodoscopes
were required to be within well-defined limits,
providing the hodoscopes registered the presence
of charged particles. Events due to beam-beam
and beam-gas collisions are clearly resolved in
these TOF distributions, in which the time resolu-
tion is about +2 nsec. As a result, very few beam-
gas events satisfy the timing criteria used to sel-
ect beam-beam events. Moreover, the fraction
that do can be accurately estimated from data
taken with only one ISR beam circulating. An
upper bound on the number of random triggers ac-
cepted as beam-beam events was estimated from
the TOF spectra, and was always less than 1%.

Although analysis of the hodoscope TOF’s was by
far the most powerful technique for eliminating
background, for those data taken with the photon
detector at § =90°, another method was found to be
useful as well. It was found experimentally that
many of the background events which simulated
large-p, triggers originated far from the crossing
point and entered the lead-glass array from the
side. By analyzing runs in which only one ISR
beam was circulating, it was found that 90% of
these background triggers were detected in either
G, or G;. In the analysis of the neutral lead-glass
data at 6 =90° we have, therefore, rejected all
events with a signal either in G, or G,. This addi-
tional requirement reduced the level of background
contamination at this c.m. angle to less than 2% at
all ISR energies, for p, values below 4.5 GeV/c.
The data taken at more forward c.m. angles con-
tained even less background owing to the increased
TOF separation at these positions. In all cases,
the effect of the residual background on the multi-

plicity results presented was found to be negligible.

C. Transverse-momentum determination

The transverse momentum of the detected pho-
tons was determined from the energy deposited in
the lead-glass array. For the data at §=17.5°and
8° the center of gravity of the electromagnetic
showers in the lead-glass array was determined.
Using this information and knowledge of the total
energy deposited, the laboratory transverse mo-
mentum of the photons was determined. For the
data taken at § =90° the laboratory photon energy
was taken to be equal to the total deposited energy,
and the small corrections due to the exact shower

center of gravity locations were ignored. After the
laboratory p, was determined, p, in the c.m. sys-
tem was calculated. In the presentation of all our
results, the data are presented in slices of 0.5-
GeV/c width inp,.

D. Multiplicity distributions

The multiplicities in the fixed regions of solid
angle subtended by the hodoscope counters were
computed by counting the total number of times
the bit corresponding to each counter was set and
dividing this number by the total number of events
in the sample. This event total corresponded
either to the total number of inelastic events with
no photon required or to the total number of events
with a photon observed in the lowest slice of p, .
These multiplicities were then normalized in the
manner described below, and displayed as a func-
tion of the polar or azimuthal angle. The polar-
angle distributions are plotted in bins of the
pseudorapidity variable, n= -In{tan(/2)]. This
variable closely approximates the rapidity, y
=3In(E +p,)/(E - p,), of the particle if p2> m?.

E. Normalization

The measurement of the associated charged
multiplicities as well as the angular distributions
as a function of p, have been normalized in two
ways. The first consisted of dividing the distribu-
tions detected in events containing large-p, photons
by the corresponding distributions detected for
events in which no requirements are placed on the
photon detector (i.e., normal beam-beam colli-
sions). The second normalization consisted of
dividing the large-p, distributions by those de-
tected when the photon transverse momentum is
small (0<p, <0.5 GeV/c). Each normalization has
advantages and disadvantages as will be discussed
below. The reason for this choice of presentation
of the data is the fact that an accurate measure-
ment of absolute multiplicities in our experiment
requires corrections for the systematic errors
introduced by a variety of sources®: photon con-
versions, 0-ray production, and secondary strong
interactions in the vacuum pipe and hodoscope
structure, incomplete coverage of the solid angle,
and possible bias associated with the G,, G,, or
G, veto requirements. The net effect of these sys-
tematic errors is such that measured multiplicity
distributions are approximately proportional to
the true ones. The normalized results are thus
expected to be quite accurate if changes in asso-
ciated total or partial multiplicities with p, are
not large compared to the normalizing multiplic-
ities. This condition is satisfied sufficiently well
that the residual errors are small compared to the
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observed effects.

The majority of the data on angular distributions
has been normalized to our average inelastic
multiplicities. This presentation has the advan-
tage of being easily converted to “true” multiplici-
ties simply by multiplying each distribution by the
“true” average inelastic multiplicities. These
“true” multiplicities can be computed from data
collected by other ISR experiments, whose appara-
tus was such that they were able to measure ac-
curately the inclusive single-particle spectra. In-
deed, as will be discussed later, we have done
this in order to extract certain results in terms of
absolute multiplicities. This normalization also
has the advantage of being related in a simple way
to the well-known two-body correlation function.®
This normalized correlation function, R(n,,7n,), is
defined to be

- Ounad’o/dndn, _
RO1um2) = Govany el dny

- MnelNz(n 1) nz) - 1
NN, ()

Here Nj,y is the measured counting rate of inelas-
tic pp collisions, N,(n) is the rate for a single
charged particle at n, and N,(n,,n,) is the rate for
a charged particle at both 1, and n, within the
same event.

Now if M(n,;n,,p ) is the multiplicity at n, when
photons are detected at n, with transverse mo-
mentum p,, normalized to the multiplicity at n, in
the average inelastic event, we have

N2(7715n2’p_1.) Ninel
N,z p.) Nl(Th)

where all quantities are defined as above with the
exception that the photon at 5, is constrained to
have fixed transverse momentum p,. Thus, in
analogy with the above definition, we define the
two-body correlation function with one particle of
known transverse momentum to be

M 5m50.) =

R(Mynepy) =M(ny;ng, py) -1

and note that, owing to the sharply falling nature

of the spectrum as a function of p,, R(n;n,,0,)
~R(n,,n,) for small p, (i.e., =0.5 GeV/c). The
results presented in the next section on normalized
multiplicities will be labeled R(n;7,,0,) +1 ac-
cordingly.

However, this normalization masks somewhat
the changes in the multiplicities as a function of
p,. Hence, for a portion of the data, we shall
normalize to the data with a photon at low p, (0
<p, <0.5 GeV/c). This normalization has the ad-
vantage of dividing out the effects of the “normal”
low-p, two-body correlation function, so that one

can see more clearly effects as a function of p,.

In particular, if there were any p, ~-dependent ef-
fect in the rate of particle production opposite the
photon in the c.m., one might hope to see it more
clearly with this normalization. However, the
two-body correlation at small p, depends on the
angle at which the photon is required (i.e., it is
symmetric inn at § =90°, and not at 17.5°and 8°).
This normalization, consequently, tends to ob-
scure the behavior of the “absolute” multiplicity
distributions as a function of p,. We hope that
presenting both normalizations for a portion of the
data taken at Vs =53 GeV will help the reader to
gain a better understanding of the observed effects.
We emphasize that the words “normalized multi-
plicity” will mean normalized to the average in-
elastic multiplicities, except for that small por-
tion of the text where this second normalization is
specifically discussed.

F. Corrections and residual errors

The data on associated charged multiplicities
and angular distributions have been corrected for
two systematic effects.

The first effect is due to the finite spatial reso-
lution of the counters used to measure the associ-
ated multiplicity. In particular, there is some
probability that more than one particle will strike
the same counter in a single event. Under such
circumstances several secondaries would be
counted as only one, and would, as a result, cause
the measured multiplicity to be lower than the true
multiplicity. Since this effect depends quadratical-
ly, rather than linearly, on the detected average
multiplicity, our normalization is not effective in
totally removing this systematic error. Conse-
quently, we have corrected the experimentally
measured multiplicities before novmalization.

The multiplicities thus corrected contain less than
a 5% error from this source before normalization.
The normalized multiplicities which are presented
are expected to contain =19% systematic error
from this source.

The second correction applied to the associated
multiplicity data is that necessary to transform
the data to the c.m. frame. Since our small-angle
hodoscopes H 6 and H,0 surround the exiting beam
pipe, these data are affected very little by this
correction. The L hodoscope, on the other hand,
is symmetric with respect to the beam bisector,
and consequently the correction is much larger in
this region. The correction for c.m. motion was
taken from the data by requiring that the beam-
beam events display an azimuthal symmetry.

Finally, for the data normalized to the average
inelastic multiplicities, there is one additional
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systematic effect. This occurs because of the
bias arising from the requirement that no count
be recorded in the hodoscope G,, which precedes
the lead converter. The imposition of a G, veto
has two effects. It slightly reduces the multiplic-
ity of charged particles near the photon rapidity,
owing to the short-range correlations. It also
decreases the average inelastic multiplicities
near 6 =90° owing to a suppression of large-multi-
plicity (pionization) events relative to low-multi-
plicity (diffractive) events. The net effect is to
increase the multiplicities normalized to average
inelastic events by about 10% for |n| =<1 for the
data with the photon near 6§ =90°. Data for photons
at the forward angles are considerably less af-
fected; data normalized to multiplicities at low p,
are also unaffected. No correction has been ap-
plied to the data for this effect.

IV. RESULTS

In the first part of this section, we shall present
the distributions of normalized partial multiplic-

ities as a function of both the polar and the azi-
muthal emission angles of the detected second-
aries.

While data were taken and analyzed at all the
ISR energies, Vs =23, 31, 45, 53, and 62 GeV at
6=90° 17.5° and 8°, we will summarize by pre-
senting results on the distributions at Vs =23 and
53 GeV only. Discussion of the s dependences and
associated multiplicities will include data for all
energies. In order to see more clearly the effects
of the transverse-momentum balancing process,
we have examined the multiplicities and distribu-
tions separately in the azimuthal hemispheres
away from and toward the observed photon.

Figures 3 and 4 display the normalized partial
multiplicities as a function of 1 for various bins in
the transverse momentum of photons detected near
6 =90°(|n]| <0.25). As stated above, these multi-
plicities have been divided by the corresponding
multiplicities with no photon required. With this
normalization, effects due to two-particle cor-
relations between photons and charged particles
are made apparent. We see, in these figures,
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FIG. 4. Same as for Fig. 3, except that Vs =53 GeV.

that there is a clear effect due to these correla-

tions which produces a local increase around the
7 of the photon when p, is small. The normalized
multiplicities away from the detected photons in-
crease above this level with increasing p, over a

broad angular range for both energies.

The multi-

plicities at small forward angles decrease with
increasing p, over the full azimuth. Finally, the

multiplicities near 6cm. =90° toward the detected
photon show only a very small increase for Vs
=53 GeV, while at 23 GeV they decrease by about
15% in this region.

The data of Figs. 3 and 4 tend to have a small
dip for the toward-hemisphere partial multiplici-
ties near |n| =1. This effect could be due, in part,
to particles generated in the photon shower in the
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lead converter and lead-glass array which
“splash” back into the nearby L counters. How-
ever, those transverse-momentum bins which are
not shown in Figs. 3 and 4 show less of this struc-
ture. We do not attach significance to these dips.
The value of R(0,0) +1 for 0sp, <0.5 GeV/c is
about 1.75 in both toward and away hemispheres.
This is about 10% larger than the value quoted for
inclusive charge-charge or photon-charge corre-
lations.® We attribute this difference to the effect
of the G, bias discussed in Sec. IIL

Figures 5 and 6 display distributions similar to
Figs. 3 and 4, except that, for these data, the
large-transverse-momentum photons were de-
tected at 6~ 17.5° (n=~1.9). As before, at small
p,, the two-body correlation causes a local in-
crease in the multiplicities near n=1.9. However,
the effects of increasing p, are different for these
data. In particular, the multiplicities rise more
for negative n (charged particles in the opposite
polar hemisphere to the photon). This increase
again extends over an appreciable 1 region. In
addition, we note that this increase is even seen
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to some extent in the “toward” azimuthal hem-
isphere, and, furthermore, that the distributions
at large p, are close to symmetric about 71=0 even
though the photon was detected at n=1.9. Finally,
as in the 90°data, the multiplicities at small for-
ward angles are seen to decrease rapidly with
increasing p, .

Figures 7 and 8 show the same 7 distributions
for data in which the large-p, photons were de-
tected at 6 ~28°(n=~2.7). As can be seen from the
figures, these distributions look similar to those
obtained with the photon detector at 17.5°. How-
ever, there are several differences. The associ-
ated multiplicity near the detected photon is seen
to decrease very rapidly with the increasing p, of
the photon. The effect is particularly prominent
at the lower energy, Vs =23 GeV, and thus is likely
due to kinematic etfects; the rapid increase in
longitudinal momentum p; that corresponds to in-
creasing p, at these angles removes the energy
from the rest of the event. It seems that this is
done predominantly at the expense of the other
secondaries in the same polar hemisphere as the
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FIG. 5. Multiplicity distribution normalized to inelastic events at V's=23 GeV versus 1. The photon is detected at
n=1.9. The hemispheres away and toward the photon in azimuth are plotted separately. The p, of the photon is indi-

cated in the figure.
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detected photon. We note also that, as p, increas-
es, the familiar short-range correlation observed
in inclusive events becomes less apparent, es-
pecially in the azimuthal hemisphere away from
the detected photon.

Next we present the same angular distributions
normalized in the second way. This normaliza-
tion, as discussed in the preceding section, con-
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sists of dividing all the particle multiplicities by
their corresponding values at low p, (0<p,

<0.5 GeV/c). This normalization removes the y-
charged correlations present at low p,, and allows

a clearer picture of the p, dependence itself. In-

particular, if there were any strong “back-to-
back” balancing of transverse momenta, then one
would expect to see it most clearly with this nor-
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FIG. 7. Multiplicity distribution normalized to inelastic events at Vs =23 GeV versus 7. The photon is detected at
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n=2,7. The hemispheres away and toward the photon in azimuth are plotted separately. The p, of the photon is indi~

cated in the figure.
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malization. For the sake of brevity, only the data
at Vs =53 GeV are presented. The data at other
c.m. energies are quite similar. In Fig. 9, the
associated multiplicities normalized in this way

Vs =

14

are shown for all three photon-detector positions.
For 90° photons, we see that the gvowih in the as~
sociated multiplicities is centered about 6 =90°
(n=0.0) in the hemisphere opposite the photon,

53 GeV
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and is quite broad. Roughly half of this growth is
contained in the 6 interval from 40°to 140°. The
lack of any appreciable growth in the multiplicities
near 9 =90° in the hemisphere toward the detected
photon is evident in this figure. For the 17.5°
(n=1.9) photons, the multiplicity increases again
primarily in the hemisphere away from the de-
tected photons. However, there is some observ-
able increase even in the “toward” hemisphere.
The increase in the multiplicity in the “away”
hemisphere is largest at == 0.7, and has a width
similar to that of the 90° data. Finally, the data
taken with the photon detector at 8° (n=2.7) look
quite similar to that at 17.5° except that now the
increase is centered at n =-1.0. Thus, we observe
a tendency for the associated multiplicities to in-
crease in a broad region, which is more or less
opposite, but not “back-to-back” in the c.m. sys-
tem. This behavior may be a reflection of the
dynamical mechanism for producing these parti-
cles. On the other hand, there are also strong
kinematical effects present in the 17.5°and 8°
data: Observation of a large-p, photon implies a
longitudinal component p, =3p, when the photon is
detected at 6 =17.5°, while for the 8°data, p,~"Tp,.
Thus, the rest frame of all particles except the
photon moves toward negative 7.

Next we turn to an examination of the azimuthal
distribution of the secondaries. We consider first
the data taken with the photon detector at 6 =90°.
In Fig. 10, we show the partial multiplicities
normalized to average inelastic events in the in-
terval -0.7<7<0.7 (i.e., around 6 =90°) for the
20 ¢ bins of L hodoscope. The azimuthal position
of each bin is given with respect to the center of
the lead-glass array, and has been transformed to

the c.m. frame assuming that 8 =1 for all particles.

This correction for the c.m. motion is approximate
since not all particles near 6 =90° are relativistic.
However, the results reported here are insensitive
to this correction. From this figure, we see quite
clearly that the multiplicity increases with p, in a
fairly broad azimuthal region opposite the detected
photon. The full width of this distribution is about
120° at half height, and seems to be independent of
p, and Vs. This width is much broader than the ¢
width subtended by the photon detector (+14°).

Next we consider the data taken with the photon
detector at 6 =17.5° and 8°. The ¢ distributions
for these data are presented in Fig. 11. These
data are divided into three polar angle regions:
13<s7n=<1.9, -0.7Ts1<0.7, and -1.9<7<-1.3.
For the data at 17.5° the photon is detected at n

=~ 1.9; thus, we examine in detail the ¢ distribu-
tions both at 7’s near the photon and opposite it in
the c.m. We note that the azimuthal asymmetry
increases as p, increases for all regions of 1.
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Therefore, it seems that p, is being balanced over
the entire hemisphere azimuthally away from the
photon. The width of the azimuthal region con-
taining the increase is roughly independent of the
polar-angle region, the c.m. energy, and the
polar angle of the detected photon and of similar
magnitude as in the 90° data.

We estimate an overall systematic error for all
the preceding results on normalized multiplicities
to be +10%.

Next we turn to the question of computing abso-
lute multiplicity distributions from these data.
Since the normalized multiplicities which we have
presented are expected to be quite accurate, what
is required is accurate data on the normalizing
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multiplicities. A number of groups'® working at TABLE II. “Best” charged particle (do/dn) (mb) for
the ISR have measured the single-particle cross average inelastic events.
sections, Ed®g/dp®, for various particle types so
that data exist for nearly the full solid angle. V3 (GeV) 23 31 45 53 62
These experiments are such that their statistical n
and systematic errors were small, allowing them
to produce accurate cross sections for these dom- 0.00 42.88 43.57 44.60 45.06  45.53
inantly low-p, processes.'’ Combining these data g-z‘; ig'ﬁ ji‘;g i‘;‘;ﬁ ig'gz ig'gg
ith i i t . . . . R .
Wfl th lﬂormatlon o: lhetp . dep end(;nce (attsmiudp ) 0.92 44.10 45.18 46.40 46.86 47.33
ol the various particie types, we have extracte 1.34 44,53 4611 47.90 48.44  49.00
smgle—partlcle dlffe.rentlal cross sections 1.46 44.27 46.20 48.19 48.79 49.35
do(n)/dn, jsummarizing all the availabledata. The 1.60 43.63 46.08 48.29 49.09 49.68
cross sections thus obtained are listed in Table II 1.76 42,51 45,55 48.25 49.13  49.95
for all five ISR energies. These spectra were 1.95 40.43  44.27 47.98  48:95 49.85
divided by the average inelastic cross sections at 2.1112 gg'gg ;;-gs iiqg ii-gﬁ ig-‘*i
: 2 . . . 1
h d th dt t th - y y .
eacl. er:iergyft.ail. .t.en uMse A © mu)l iply the nor 2.79 27.48 31.73 39.21 42.20 44 .82
matized muiliplicities ! MM 0. 3.19 20.75 25.43 31.9C 35.06 38.34
The differential multiplicity distributions com- 3.65 12.87 17.73 24.26 27.36  30.09
puted in this way are expected to be free of most 4.20 6.49 9.18 1478 17.84 20.74
of the systematic errors associated with our ex- 4.74 3.02 4.43 7.60 9.33  11.43

periment, and are estimated to have an overall
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systematic uncertainty of +20%, including the error
associated with the normalizing multiplicity dis-
tributions. These differential multiplicities are
listed in Tables III-VIII for the three photon-de-
tector positions. They are tabulated as functions
of p, and 1, and are given separately for the az-
imuthal hemispheres away from and toward the
detected photon.

From these differential multiplicity distributions,
we can then go on to compute the associated total
multiplicities, M(n,,p,), by integrating
dN(n;m,, p,)/dn, over 7.

The associated total multiplicities calculated in
this way are presented in Fig. 12 for the data
taken with the photon detector at § =90°. We see
that the total multiplicity increases with increas-
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ing p,, and that this increase is largest at v's
=62 GeV, where the multiplicity grows approxi-
mately linearly with p,. The data at the three
highest energies exhibit a similar p, dependence
for p, <3.0 GeV/c. At Vs=45 and 53 GeV, where
the data extend to larger p,, we observe that the
rate of growth of the total multiplicity decreases
as p, increases. The multiplicity at Vs =23 and
31 GeV show first a decrease at low p, which
changes to a relatively small increase at higher
Dy-

In order to understand this behavior, we have
computed separately the multiplicities in the
hemisphere away from and toward the photon de-
tector. These hemisphere multiplicities are
plotted vs p, in Figs. 13 and 14 for the 90° photon

TABLE III. Differential multiplicity distributions for away and toward hemi-

spheres. Photon detector is at 90°,

and Vs=23 GeV.

Away hemisphere dN/dn

py (GeV/c) P, (GeV/e) p; (GeV/e) P (GeV/e) Py (GeV/e) py (GeV/c)
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+0.018 £0.,018 0. 034 1.138
0,909 +0.017 £0.017 033 0.950
0.850 +0 +0.016 +0.016 2 +0,029 L.OLl1
0. H()4 Hl.ol'y‘ +0.014 £0.,014 +0.026 077% {(/.114
+0.017 40,013 +0.013 +0.024 .9:()‘0.15 0.974 £0.13%
0.0 £0.011 £0.010 ().641) +0,020 120,044 ] 0.486 £0.088
+0.0 +0.00% +0.009 3 20,015 0,034 1 0,470 20.077
0,009 £0,007 +0.006 £0.012 +0.022 1 0,285 Gié
+0.006 +0.004 £0.004 E +0.007 40,014 | 0,071 +
0,069 £0.003 £0.002 | 0. ()(1() $0,002 | 0,054 £0,003 | 0,039 £0.006 | 0,031 +
0,029 +0.002 40,001 | 0,020 $0.001} 0,019 40,002 | 0,021 £0.,005 | 0,001 £0.000
Toward hemisphere dN/dn
0029 4 0024 £0.,001 £0.001L} 0.017 4 0,016 £0.004 P(} 007
0.0, 0.064 0,002 +0,002 | 0.049 0,060 £0,007
0. 18 0+135 +£0.004 +0.,003 1 0.094 0.08B6 £0.,013
0.319 & 0,302 +0.006 £0.005| 0.247 & +0.020
0,464 0,417 40,008 £0.,007 | 0. +0.0
0.579 & 0.543 £0,010 +0.009 [ 0,498 £0.016 £0.,038
0697 & £0,012 0,011 | 0,607 +0.020 10,044
0.790 +0.014 +0,013| 0.706 ¥ £0.0
0.863 +0.01% 3 0.814 0.0
0,939 0.876 + +0.,064 ().‘)51 E
(989 & 0.830 4 0,070 | L.01L3
0,970 0.897 i E 0.744
I.()ll 0976 1.037
1.044 0.964 G990
Lell7 & 1,044 E 0.876
Lo156 106 0,036 [ 1,166 # i(). 189
10037 #0.036 | 1,106 £0.080 /10,148
!.Ul() F0.037 | 0,967 40,076 +0.166
E +0.078
+0.018 £0.067
£0. 018 +0,017 £0.,069
+0.016 +0.015 k:O.()’b 20,0
£0.015 +0.,014 ] 0.786 £0.026
+0.014 +0.013| 0.698 0,024
+0.012 20,011 [ 0.596 £0.020
10,009 £0.009 | 0.466 £0.016 1:0 031
+0.008 2 £0,007 | 0.365 £0.013 +0.026
$0.006 +£0,005 | 0.243 +0.009 +0.018
+0.003 £0.003| 0,106 £0.006 +0,013 | 0.092 £0,026
£0.003 £0.,002 £0,001] 0.044 £0.003 +0.006 | 0,044 10,013
0,029 0,002 +£0.001 +0.001] 0,017 40,002 0,003 ) 0,009 +0.006
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data.

The multiplicities away from the high-p, photon
increase roughly linearly with p, at all five ener-
gies. However, the hemisphere multiplicities
toward the photon behave quite differently at dif-
ferent energies. In particular, at lower energies,
there is a decrease in the “toward” multiplicities
with increasing p,. Even at the highest energy one
sees only about a 4% increase.

V. PHENOMENOLOGICAL DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss some of the results
presented in the preceding section. In particular,
we discuss only the data taken with the photon de-
tected near 6 =90°, and examine the p, and s de-
pendences of the associated multiplicity.

R. KEPHART et al.
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As noted above, the number of charged particles
produced in association with a high-p, photon shows
an increase over the number produced in events
with a low-p, photon. This increase is contained
within a broad region of solid angle oriented op-
posite to the photon. The width of the increase in
both 7 and ¢ is approximately independent of the
p, of the photon. The rate of increase in the away-
hemisphere multiplicities with p, is approximately
the same at all Vs (Fig. 13).

We find these facts suggestive of the following
qualitative subdivision of the particles produced
in collisions leading to high-p, secondaries. We
can envision three categories of particles:

A. a group of secondary collision products
characteristic of ordinary (low-p,) inelastic

TABLE IV. Differential multiplicity distributions for away and toward hemispheres. Photon detector is at 90°, and
Vs=53 GeV.
Away hemisphere dN/dn
py (GeV/e) Py (GeV/c) p) (GeV/e) Py (GeV/c) py (Gev/e) p) (GeV/ec) p) (GeV/e) py (GeV/e) Py (Gev/e)
0.0-0.5 0.5~-1.0 1.0-1.5 1.5-2 2.0-2.5 2.5-3.0 3.0-3.5 3.5-4.0 4.0-4.5

0095 20,002 (I.U’-)I +0.003 | 0.074 £0.003 +0.002 75 20,003 +0. 007 G 10,006 +0.00% 0,016
+0.003 2 +0.004 | 0,209 £0.008 +0.004 +0.006 +0.,010 +0,011 40,018 +0
+£0.006 +0.008 | 0,399 £06.010 £0.008 | 0. ‘5/9 +0.011 40,034 +0.071
+0.006 +0.010 2 £0.011 | 0.583 £0.009 | 0.589 £0,014 SRAVE S £0.,079

()J)‘?‘i +0.008 +0.012 +0.014 | 0.804 $0.012 | 0.814 +0.017 £0. 056

0.815 +£0.010 40,014 | 0,926 10,017 0+ ‘?.:() +0.014

0869 £0.010 +0.015 | 0.987 £0.017 *0L0LS 10,046

0,938 £0.010 SVREVE R LeO71 20,019 20,016 +0.049

0.948 A +0 .G +0.017 +0., 050 +0.078

0.948 +0.01 +0.018 +0.,086

+0.009 +0.014

0,964 +0.018 +0. 019 1,486 £0.167
0.973 +0.019 +04100 | 1,499 £0,18)
1.042 4 +0.014 £0.087 | 1.890 £0.173
1,06 £0.014 +0.017 +0.0%0 11 40,149
1.07 +0.,01% 10,018 +0,099

1,102 10,016 +0.,020 t(l.().ll] i 20,100

1,080 £0.015 +0.,019 0,017 0,095

1,065 £0.009 +0.01%5 +0.018 > k0. ()Lé +0,089

1,039 £0.009 +0,014 +0.017 O £0,089

0.97% £0.0 +0.019 +0.0 +0,093

0.980 0.0 +0.019

0.957 £0.0 +0.017

0.941 +0. +0.017

0.913 £0.010 +0.016 +0.,049 3

0.894 £0.010 +0.016 +0.047 £0.044

£0,041 30,038

+0.008 $0.012 £0,035
+0.,007 +0.010 H0% £0.024 fO 069
+0.006 £0.008 0,011 | 0,399 | +0.064
£0.003 | 0,214 £0.004 0,196 40,006 | 0,173 i’().()ll 126 £0.0
£0.002 | 0.097 £0.003 0,081 +0,003 | 0,066 10,007 f() 0).0 0058 £0.01
Toward hemisphere dN/dn
().()HH £0.003 1 0,003 H0,002 1 0,069 £0.003 | 0.056 £0,006 10,008 [ 0,038 +0.011
+0.00% +0.,00%5 +0.004 | 0,182 £0.006 | 0,178 £0.011 +0.019 i &
10,008 +0. ()()H £0.007 1 0333 0,010 | 0,319 10,018 10,030
L £0.00%9 +0,008 | 0,490 £0,011 2 +0.034
40,011 40,010 | 0,660 £0.014 0. d»/H E 40,051
+0.013 +0.012 | 0.800 18 0776 & +0.0%54 +0.,098
+0.015 +0,014 | 0.876 4 0.864 % +0.060 +0.109
0. 936 +0.016 0,016 | 0,947 & 0,981 £0.041 +0.070 +0.116
0.948 & S5 +£0.016 H0L 016 | 0.978 +0, ()41 0.966 £0.041 +0.,069 +0.128
0,948 + 0,017 +0.016 () 289 & +0.045 | O, ‘IH(; +0.,042 +0.079 +0.119
0.764 & +0.019 £0.018 8 +£0.089 +0.101
0.973 & +0.019 £0.0%0 £0.150
1.042 21 +0.087 +0. 156
1,063 4 +0.090 £0.156
1.077 }0.() +0.098 £0.179
1.102 10,0 +0.,092 +0.173
1.080 L +0.,0 £0.094 $0.+ 160
1.06%5 4 1.189 £0.022 | 1,184 £0,031 +0,095 2 40,157
1,039 & 1.082 0,021 | 1,121 3 G +0.,093 +0.143
0,975 2 0.987 20,019 | 0.973 1.008 40,088 +0.118
0.980 L &0.()1‘) 0.996 £0.018 | 0.978 1.003 4 J() 047 +0.074 $0.118
0,957 #C £0,017 0,960 £0.,016 | 0,955 0.971 10,043 +0,074 £0.,3120
0.941 +0.016 3 0,921 £0.016 | 0.941 0.956 +0.041 0,074 | 04763 £0,107
0.913 4 +G.016 | 0.889 0. (71H 0.900 £0.015 | 0.906 09216 £0. (H‘? i £0.067 B62 £O.112
0.894 +0.0 0863 £0,017 | 0.848 £0.013 | 0.846 0.860 0.8‘}? E $966 10,067 EIRS AN
0.814 +0.013 | 0,790 20,015 | 0,793 40,012 | 0,802 A Q. /98 E3 0.8()‘? f 5 20,099
G.701 +0.011 [ 0,664 £0,012 | 0,680 +0.010 9 10,079
0514 20,008 | 0.516 0,010 | 0,501 +0,008 ¥ 0471 0,058
0364 £0.008 | 0.368 £0,009 | 0.356 +0.007 £0. ()I‘? +0.,018 | 0,288 +0.047
£0.004 | 0.196 £0.005 )} 0.179 +0.004 0.170 £0.011 10,009 | 0,160 +0.016 +0.029
0,090 £0.003 | 0.088 +0,003 | 0.078 30,002 0.078 40,007 40,005 | O, 2 0,009 | 0.03%9 +0.011
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events,

B. the high-p, trigger particle itself (here a
photon) plus any accompanying particles nearby in
solid angle, and

C. a collection of particles whose origin is
closely connected with B, and whose transverse
momentum approximately balances that of the
trigger particle (B).

We assume that components A, B, and C add in-
coherently to yield the total observed multiplicity.
The B and C components correspond, in hard-
scattering models, to the “alongside” and “away”
jets predicted to arise from final-state interac-
tions of the scattered constituents. However, the
extent to which particle production may be factor-
ized into these three components can be discussed

CHARGED-PARTICLE MULTIPLICITIES ASSOCIATED WITH...
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without reference to specific models; thus, we re-
frain from attaching names to these components
which suggest a bias toward any particular model
for production.

In order to proceed to a quantitative discussion
of the C component and its dependence on p, and
Vs, we make several assumptions appropriate to
the data with a photon near § =90

(i) The number of charged particles accompany-
ing the photon trigger (the B component) is neg-
ligible. This is borne out by recent measurements
of alongside correlations.® Physically, it arises
because of the bias imposed against having several
high-p, particles close to each other, due to the
requivement of observing a single high-p, photon.

(ii) The particles in the C component are en-

TABLE V. Differential multiplicity distributions for away and toward hemi-

spheres. Photon detector is at 17.5°,

and

Vs=23 GeV.

Away hemisphere dN/dn

p) (Gev/e) Py (CevIe) Py (Gev/c) 2, (GeV/e) P, (GeV/c) py (GeV/c)
n 0.0-0.5 0.5-1 1.0-1.5 1.5-2.0 2.0-2.5 2.5-3.0
D078 £0,001 [ 0076 0002 () 2070 £0.002 | 0,058 0,007 +G. 021 [ 0. +0.171
Gel72 0,002 [ 04171 40,003 0003 | 0137 #0.010 0,037 [ 0.0 #0, 000
05346 £0.004 | 0,358 +0.005 +£0.007 | 0.342 +0.,021 (0,083 | 0,001 £0.000
0647 £0.006 | 0,689 +0.008 £OL.01L1 | 04744 £0.034 0,129 | 0, /A’4 10,398
0.875 40,008 | 0.%06 #0.011 (f.‘le £0,013 I.()H) 40, 04! 40,151
+0.009 40,012 [ 1,171 £0.016 1 0. k().HW
+0.010 0014 | 1,312 £0.017 +0.0
’ 20,011 +0.016 +0 O +0.064 E
+0.0 #0.017 E 1 2 40,067 .’..‘UO +
£0.013 10.018 £0. 075 | 2,068 +(
+0.014 10,019 +0.024 +0,081 790
+0.,014 0,020 EQ L 026 +0.082
+0. 011 0,016 +0.020 0067
+0.011 5 'k(u()’() 20,067
£0.011 10,0135 020 +£0.067
40,011 +0.016 2 £0.067
+0.011 £0.016 +0.067
Le796 H).OI/ +0.071 £0.847
1,905 4 1 .’f()l £0.065 tl.016
2.066 0. Ol‘) L9281 £0.084 +1.615
2.08 £0.018 .,;0[4 +0.076 40,014
+0.018 .008 l.7n/ 0. 072 +0.001
+0.018 £0.077 +0.778
+0.017 10,069 +0.765
£0.014 1398 £0.019 £0., 054 0.064 +£0.000
0.011 14100 #0.015 0,042 1,003 40,379
40,009 0,850 £0.012 +0.034 C¢.008 20,000
+£0.007 0.500 +0.008 +0,021 0.348 +0.261
+0.,003 0181 £0.004 £0.01L3 0005 20,000
+0.001 20,002 ) 0,069 £0.002 +0.004 0,00 0,000
+0.,001 | 0,036 £0.001 | 0.024 +0,001 40,004 0,002 30,000
Toward hemisphere dN/dn !
0.076 £0.,001 | 0, ()/4 +0,002 0,002 | 0,061 +0.007 10,117
0.172 +0.,002 +£0,003 +0.003 | 0.138 +0.,010 +£0.167
0.346 £0.004 £0,005 +0.006 £0.019 1 +0.662
O 64/ +0.,006 +0.008 10,009 +0.028 O 544 0253
5 40,007 10,010 0,012 +0.036 0.811 £0.308
+0. 0()9 $0.0 +0. ()14 £0.044 0.900 £0.%04
+0.014 £0.053 0.964 £0.
1.+320 £0.016 0,061 0+447 £0.,405
1e416 £0.017 +0.064 +0.,442
1,435 +0,018 0,066 +0.,481
14443 1£0.019 +0.069 £0.817
14460 £0.020 +0.078 | 0.668 & +0.608
79 10,019 +0.074 | 1.849 t().()()&
+0,019 +0.070 l;S‘/i
5_$0.018 +0.06%
£0.018 +0.068
+0.017 10,062
+0.018 +0.068
+0.020 +£0.071
+0.,024 G5 £0,080
+0.023 | 1,523 4 +0,07% i().S.u’s
.OB) E +0.021 [ 1,520 2 +0.06% +0.778
074 ; +0,020 | 1,405 £0. 0”1 1.099 £0.0%58 £0.231 £0.005
1"?74 £0.,019 [ 1,271 £0.020 | 1,028 £0.056 £04191 +0.,485
1.698 #( 0,016 | 1,084 £0.016 | 0,801 £0., ()44 204155 | 1,045 £0,425
1,372 4 7 20,013 | 0,795 40,012 | 0,607 £0.0: ¥ 04122 | 0,027 £0.000
1,075 +0,010 [ 0,590 0,009 | 0.482 %0 0,350 0,083 | 0,008 £0.000
0,727 4 204007 | 0.351 £0,007 | 0,267 #0.,019 | 0,191 20,062 | 0.351 £0,257
0.306 40,004 | 0,144 £0,004 { 0,105 0,011 | 0.054 £0,027 [ 0,005 £0.000
0.119 40,002 | 0,066 £0.002 [ 0.045 $0.,005 | 0,018 £0.011 [ 0,002 +0,000
0.04%5 2 $0,001 | 0,026 30.001 | 0.018 #0.003 | 0,019 +0.017 | 0.002 £0.000
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tirely contained within the hemisphere away from
the trigger photon. Our observation of the az-
imuthal width of the excess multiplicity (Fig. 10)
supports this assumption. We assume that the
particles in the C component share equally in bal-
ancing the p, of the photon.

(iii) The particles in the A component are as-
sumed to be distributed in angle in the same way
as those particles actually observed in ordinary
low-p, collisions at a reduced c.m. energy, s/?R
=Vs-Eyz-E,. Here E, and E, are the energies
removed from the total by the B and C compon-
ents. We note that the A~component multiplicities
are observed® to be azimuthally symmetric; thus,
the A component is identical in away and toward

HART et al.

hemispheres.

Under assumptions (i) and (ii), the reduced ener-

gy is given by
/TS—R = \/g_p.l. -p.( 1/Sin@c s

where we assume that the masses are small com-
pared to the momenta involved, and (1/sin6), is
obtained by averaging over the C component. This
angular factor is determined from the results of
our analysis (Fig. 16). We have verified that the
results are insensitive to the details of the as-
sumed sharing of transverse momentum in the C
component.

The expected charged multiplicity associated
with a photon of transverse momentum p, pro-

TABLE VI. Differential multiplicity distributions for away and toward hemispheres. Photon detector is at 17.5°,

and Vs=53 GeV.

Away hemisphere dN/dn

P (GeV/c) py (GeV/c) py (GeV/c) P (GeV/c) Py (GeV/c) P (GeV/c) p) (GeV/c) p; (Gev/c) p) (GeV/c)
0.0-0.5 0.5-1.0 1.0-1.5 1.5-2.0 2.0-2.5 2.5-3.0 3.0-3.5 3.5-4.0 4.0-4.5
+0.002 +0.003 +0.003 +0.003 | 0,199 +£0.,003 i £0,005 ] 0,179 £0.010 | 0,187 20,0201 0,119 £0.,032
+0,004 +0.005 +0.00 3 £0.005 | 0,479 10,008 t() 008 | 04445 20,016 | 0,394 +0,030 | 0.461
+0.007 +0.,009 +0.009 0.859 4 3 £0.029 0‘ 83 £0,062 | 0.834
+0.007 0 +0,010 1,184 & +0.032 +0. ()/l
+£0.009 10,012 1 E +0.040
0,010 +0.014 +0.,015 | 1.748 +0.046
£0.010 £0.015 £0.016 | 1.888 +£0.016
+0.010 £0.016 0,017 | 1,969 £0,017
+0.011 ;.()IJ 17 £0.018 £0,018
0.0 L {>4‘ 10,016 +0.017 £0.018 40,019
+0.0 1648 £0.016 +0.018 +0.019 0L 020 +(n()§l
+0.0 1 ;65() +0.017 +0.018 +0.020 +0.021 H).()'
£0.009 10,013 £0. 014 +0.016 +0.016
£0.009 L +0.013 i 20,014 +0.016 10,016
£0.010 | 1.665 +0.013 £0.015 40,016 40,017 10117
0,010 [ 1,697 £0.014 +0,015 +0 . 017 +0.,018 40414
0,010 | 1.748 £0.014 £0,01% +0.017 £0.018
0,011 1 ‘/'ﬂi 0,014 £0.016 +0.017 +0.018
+0.011 10,015 18 +0.01
£0.016 +0.,023
+0.016 +£0.0
+0.016 0.0
+0.016 0.0 10,059
+0,017 +0.0 +0,060
+0,015 +0.019 £0.,018 +0. 050
40,013 4(7 0Lé +0.016 0,017 +0.016 *(I‘UQO
+0. 011 £O. 013 £0.013 £0.013 £0. 012
40.008 £0.010 £0.010 0.010 £0.009
£O . 007 +0.,008 10,008 +0.008 +0.007
4 £0.003 20,004 | 6.368 £0.004 +0.004 +0.003 40, ')\;‘)
4,74 (). 168 £0.0 +0,003 ] 0,130 %0.002 +0.002 3 30,002 +0.,00% 40,020

Toward hemisphere dN/dn

+G.002 +0.003 +0.003 O 194 £0.003 | 0,180 0.168 20,004 +0.010 +0, 031
2 £0.004 G005 | 0,411 0405 £0,008 £0L 01 0. 054
+0.006 ¢ 0,009 Y ()./I] +0.0 J +£0. 094
+0.007 i‘/) 00y i(h’?()‘) £G.009 H0. 122
+0.008 +0.011 0,011 +0.011 #0146
£0.010 0,013 +0.013 I().()M +0.013 +0 . 040 £0, 146
0,014 +0.014 +0.01% +0.014 10,043 £0.198

RN} +0.01% }.O.()J(J 20,016 20,047 2

40,0 0. 0.016 £0. 016 I() ()4/ Le&OO

40,015 10,016 0,016 1748
+0.016 +0.017 0,017 1.7%1)
+0.017 10,018 +0,018
+0.017 £0.017 +0.018 +0.018
F0.016 £0.017 | L+664 £0.018 £0.018
0,016 20,016 | 1,601 +0.017 £0.017
+0.016 Q. 0L7 | 1.616 £0.017 40.017
+0.016 +0.016 I 2609 10,017 +0.017
0,017 £0.017 +0. 018 +0.,018
$0.016 +0., 019
+0.017 +0,021
+0.017 ‘.()JO +0.021 Sl
+0.016 £0.020 198
2,126 l\) 016 v 7 l() ()L‘? 40,017 £0L. 098 ELVRS A
0Lé £0.019 £0.019 0. 017 +0L 096 O LGB
2 £0.,014 10,016 0016 +0.015 +0.,0 O OB 6 0. 139

14745 #0.,01%5 +0.014 10,014 $0.,013 [*X1 0, (68 +0.134
Lo416 £0,012 +£0.011 £0.010 +0., 009 0,001 £0. 090
E 1.004 £0.009 £0.008 0.008 () AHH £0.007 H) .0 10 +0.018 L0 <G40 +0.07%
0.819 J G660 £0.007 +£0.006 +£0.006 [ 044246 £0,005 +0.008 +0 .06 0031 +0. G
0425 G349 £0.004 +0.004 +0.003 £0.003 K +0.,00% +0.009 +0,017
0168 £0.002 | 0,142 $0,002 | 0.316 0,002 | 0.098 +0.002 £0.002 ] 0. 066 40,002 | 0. ()(;(7 40,008 | 0,077 4£0.014
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duced in a collision at energy vs can be written
for the away and toward hemispheres:

N(awav)(@pl) :NA(‘/—S_R;' low Pl) +Ng (‘/;apl) B
N toward)(/s2 p Y= N, (Vs,; low p,) .

Subscripts A and C refer to the A and C compo-
nents, and N,(/s;low p,) is the multiplicity of
charged particles produced in either hemisphere
for normal low-p, (0<p, <0.5 GeV/c) events with
a photon produced at § =90°. Thus, toward-hemi-
sphere multiplicities are expected to decrease
with p, owing to the reduction of available energy,
while away-hemisphere multiplicities may in-
crease if the C-component multiplicities rise suf-
ficiently rapidly. The predictions for toward-
hemisphere multiplicities are shown in Fig. 14.
They are obtained by interpolating the observed
low-p, hemisphere multiplicities measured in this
experiment at all five ISR energies, using the ex-
pression for Vs, above. The shaded band repre-
sents the range of possible predictions arising
from different methods of estimating the factor
(1/sinf),. The predictions reproduce the toward-
hemisphere multiplicities in a qualitative way at
the middle ISR energy; however, they overesti-
mate the observed values at higher Vs.!* This lack
of agreement indicates a failure of the simplified
picture presented above. These quantitative devi-
ations can be due to differences between the re-
sidual collision products at reduced energy and
particles from real, low-p,, collisions at the same
lower energy. Further factors affecting these pre-
dictions include the possible production of a small
fraction of the C component in the toward hemi-
sphere and the possible production of some charged
particles in the B component. The predictions are
sensitive to the s dependence of the inclusive cross
sections. We take the results of the prediction for
the toward-hemisphere multiplicities as a measure
of the validity of our picture; N ®°¥ard) jg repro-
duced to about 10% at all Vs and p, .

We proceed then to extract the C-component
multiplicities,

N¢ (‘/;, 2] =N (avay )(\/—S_; p_q_) - NA(‘/;R; low p,) »

using the same low-p, A -component hemisphere
multiplicities interpolated from the data as in the
toward-hemisphere case. Thus, we may deter-
mine the associated multiplicity of the C compon-
ent at various energies vs p,. The results are
shown in Fig. 15. We note the striking result that
the C multiplicity thus obtained is, within the un-
certainties of this analysis, linearly dependent on
P, and is independent of enevgy. The slope of the
p, dependence is about 2 charged partices/(GeV/c).
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We point out that the average p, of these C parti-
cles (assuming that there are an equal number of
m*, 7, and 7° produced, all with the same aver-
age p,) is ~1 GeV/c, which is about three times
the average value in inclusive events.
Encouraged by the energy independence of the C
multiplicity, we study its angular distribution.

That is, we compute

dN. dN(a.way)
—dnc (E,W;PL)=————dn (Vs,m;0.)
dNA

~ (Vsgsm;low p,) .
The angular distribution of the C component cal-
culated in this way is shown in Fig. 16 for the

TABLE VII. Differential multiplicity distributions
for away and toward hemispheres. Photon detector is
at 8°, and Vs=23 GeV.

Away hemisphere dN/dn

Py (GeV/c) Py (GeV/c) P (GeV/c) Dy (GeV/e)
n 0.0-0.5 0.5~1.0 1.0-1.5 1.5-2.0

0,087 £0,0021 0.09% +0,003 ]| 0.077 £0.004
G174 £0.G 04199 £0.003 | 0,184 £0.006
04354 £0.005 | 0,421 20,008 | 0.391 0,013
£0.007 | 0,732 40,011 | 0.801 0,021
+0.009| 0.916 £0.013 ] 1.048
£0. 0101 1.097 £0.015 [ 1.174
+0,0121 1.235 4 1339 i L LeR9e
+0.013 1,308 + 1+463 £0 ] LeZ10 &
+0.014 1.397 LeS73 40,038 | 2.268
7 0. 013 1,427 4 1.610 40,040 | 1.402
+0.014 ] 1.446 Lebld £0.041 1 L.G69

il 1,433 Le640 £0.043 | 1.708

1.463 0 +0,033 | 1.872
1406 £0, 032 L9901
1395 40,018 +0.032 | 1.691 40
LAl +0., 031 ] 1 6.
1e413 4 0 031

31 1.419 0,033
£O0.013] 1,448 10,031
FOL018| 1,403 & +0.041
£0.018 1,433 +0.0368

) 40,018 1.387
1.402

1,338 +0.018

6 0,038

£OL 016 0.813
£0.016é 249 40,018 0739
7 #0.016] 1.131 40,018 0714

12149 £0.0141 0.926 £0.014
0,799 £0.,011| 0.543 20,011 7 k0,014 | 00013 £0.099

23 40,005 0,172 £0.00% 2 20,006 | 0.055 $£0.001
0,142 £0.0021 0,091 0,002 | 0,047 £0.003 | 0.033 £0.015
0,068 £0.001] 0,032 #0.001 ] 0,020 £0.002 | 0,001 £0.000

P k0,023 1 00171

Toward hemisphere dN/dn

0.087 £0.0021 0,082 0,002 0.074 +£0,004 [ 0,039 £0.027
G174 20,002 0,003 1 0,144 £0.00%5 | 0. 144 £0.047
0,354 20.004 F0.006 | 00339 20,011 | 0,576 £0.136
0.660 £0.007 H0.009 | 0,629 20,016 | 0510 £0,13%
0.867 +0.008 40,011 | 0,814 £0.020 | 0.809 +0.179
£0,010] 1.003 £0.014 [ 1,000 £0.025 | 0.966 +0.%
0012 ] 10097 £0.015 | Lo121 20,088 | 0.908 0,229
*0.013 76 #0031 | 00737 $0.%
£0.014 3 0,033 | 0,504 4C
40,014 £0.034 1027 4
2 40,015 +0.039 | O T
+0.017 £G,039 | 1,020

+0.017
7 40,018
£0.019
65 40

1.490 #0.016 L +0. £0.037 L6691
1470 £0. +0.,018 La 190
1,450 £0. 7 420,032 | 1.119 4
Y +0.031
0,031

18 £0.017
0 £0,018

30030

£0,018 +

£0.020 +0.020 ] 0.909 7 +0.308
£0.019 £0.019 | 0.8% £0. 302
+0. 018 71 k0018 | O 0.829 ‘
+0.017 40,0171 0 G. 649

£0.016 L £0.016 | O £0.027 | 1,028

+0.014 +0. 015 . 10,022 | 0.408

7 40,012 £0.012 0. 018
+0.010 +0.,00% £0.013
+0.007 2 0,007 +0.009 1 G 421 08
£0.003 +0,003 £0.,005 | 0,160 £0.046

+0.002 +0.002 £0.,003 | 0,103 £0.051
£0.001] 0,032 0,001} 0,024 £0,002 | 0.008 $0.017
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data taken at Vs =53 GeV. The angular distribu-
tion, although narrower than the angular distribu-
tion seen in average inelastic collisions, is none-
the less quite broad. The width of the C-~compo-
nent angular distribution is about 80% of the width
of the angular distribution observed when a low-
p, particle is detected at 6 =90°.

We have studied the variations in the width in 7
for the C-component distributions. We compute
at each Vs and p, the mean dispersion {(n2)"/? for
the C distributions shown in Fig. 16. These dis-
persions are plotted in Fig. 17 for all ISR ener-
gies as a function of p,. Although the errors are
large, the trend seems to be that the C dispersion
decreases slowly with increasing p,. There is an
indication that the C dispersion tends to increase
with increasing v's, although such an effect is not

R. KEPHART et al.

clearly established.
We conclude that the data support the phenom-

enological picture that production of particles in
large-p, events may be considered a superposition
of the B and C components, containing the large-
p, particles, and the A component resembling
ordinary, low-p, collision products. In this pic-
ture, the C component, which balances the trans-
verse momentum of the trigger, has a multiplicity
which depends only upon the value of p,. The width
of the C component in 7 decreases slowly as p, is
increased.

VI. COMPARISON WITH MODELS

Several models have been developed which deal
with particle production at large p, in hadronic

TABLE VIII. Differential multiplicity distributions for away and toward hemi-
spheres. Photon detector is at 8°, and Vs=53 GeV.

Away hemisphere dN/dn

p) (GeV/c) p) (GeV/c) p) (GeV/c) p) (GeV/c) py (GeV/c) p) (GeV/c)
n 0.0-0.5 0.5~1.0 1.0-1.5 1.5-2.0 2.0-2.5 2.5-3.0

0,224 £0,004 | 0.236 £0.,00% £0,014 ] 0,206 £0,013| 0,190 20,008 0,175 £0.027

0.006 | 0.485 +0.008 +0.,022] 0.476 20,021 ] 0,476 £0.014 | 0.415 +0.047

0,011 0.788 £0.014 +0,040 [ 0.903 0,040 £0.026 10,091

0,011 | 1.049 & £0,043 | +0.116

40,014 ] 1.288 + 7 £0.,051 £0,133
0,015 +0.059
+0.016 +0.060
+0.016 +0.064
£0.018 10,066
£0,068
+0,071

+0.043

+0.043

+0.019 10,043

+0.,020 +0.044

+0.,021 10,047

£0,058

28 +0, 056

+£0.029 £0.0%55
+0.029 +0.,0!

+0.074

3 0.0

+0.,012
+0.013

> £0.084 £0.,052

22 £0.092 30,076 +0,049

+0,028 + 2 +0.079 +0.,070 +0.,041

+0.023 +0.026 +£0.063 +0,031

+£0.0135 +0.018 +0.043 £0.018

0,549 £0.006 0,007 +£0.017 } 0.312 4 +0.008
0,181 +0.003 +0.004 +0.00%9 | 0.088 £0.004 0,014

Toward hemisphere dN/dn

+£0.,004 +0.00%5 #0,014 [ 0,210 £0.013 [ 0,182 0,008 +0.026
10,007 0. +0.0 +£0.044

+0.,021

0.733
0.987

+0.0
£0,023

+0.,080
£0,089

$0.016 1,298 +0.030 10,108
+0.01%5 £0.019 30,054 | 1,444 £0.,035 +0.,120
+0.017 +0.,0%8 +0.,0%54 | 1,548 £0.039 +0.146
40,018 £0. 060 +0.,060 | 1,608 £0.,042 +0, 155
+0.018 +0.06%5 +0.,061 +0.163
£0.,019 40,065 | 1,499 +0.063 +0.180

£0,068 | 1,673 x0.071 +0.174
+0.069 | 1.691 +0.074 20,174
+0,070 | 1.664 £0.071 10,174

£0.066
+0.066

+0.068
+0.064

*0.157

+0.067

£0.064

10.066

£0. 062 157

+0.067 +0,06%5 +0.,149
+0.072 +0.066 0,047 +0.171
+0.081 +0.072 +0.,049 £0,172
b +0.,075 +0.,071 +0.047 & 0,176

1 7 +0.,070 £0.073 £0.044 10
1.729 & +0.071 +0. 068 +0.044 0. 153
1.884 £0.074 +0.069 +0.044 +0. 164
2,228 L.941 1749 £0.069 +£0. 060 0,041 £0, 155
2.180 40 L9511 1,672 & £0. 053 40,110
Le98Y 40019 | 1.708 LG94 +0.044 | 1., 5 0,086
1574 20015 1,323 20,016 Lel73 4 40 .0 0.868 0.863 +0.065
Le061 £0.013 1 0.8 +0,013 | 0.640 +0.03 £0 40 0,420 + G341 £0.047
0549 40.007 | 0.4 +0.007 | 0.312 20,016 58 20,015 | 04204 £0.009 | 0,205 £0.03%5
G181 #0.003 | 0,130 £0.,003) 0104 £0.008 | 0.084 £0.007 | 0,064 +0.004 | 0.041 0,012
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FIG. 12. Total unnormalized charged multiplicities as
a function of p, of the photon for several values of Vs
(in GeV).
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FIG. 13. Unnormalized multiplicities of charged
particles in the hemisphere away from the photon in
azimuth (rapidity =~ 0) versus p, for several values of
Vs (in GeV).

collisions. The original motivation for these
studies was the explanation of the p, and s depen-
dences of inclusive cross sections. It is, there-
fore, of considerable interest to confront such
models with the data concerning the structure of
events containing a large-p, secondary, with the
aim of sharpening our understanding of the dynam-
ical mechanisms involved. Since these models
have not, in general, been applied in detail to the
question of event structure, our comments will be
based primarily on their qualitative aspects.

The comments on this section should, of course,
be regarded as independent of the experimental
findings of the preceding sections. They are in-
cluded here as representative of our opinions re-
garding the dynamical origin of large-p, phenom-
ena. However, we recognize that most models
retain sufficient freedom to evolve toward a de-
scription of the available data. A discussion of the
models and references to the literature can be
found in the summary by Ellis*? and the review of
Sivers, Brodsky, and Blankenbecler.?

We begin with a summary of the experimental
data from this and other experiments cn the com-
position of events containing large~p, particles:

(i) Associated multiplicities in the hemisphere
away from the triggering particle increase with

A 53
4.5~ *45

!
2
P, (Gev/c)

FIG. 14. Unnormalized multiplicities of charged
particles in the hemisphere toward the photon (rapidity
=~ () versus p, for several values of Vs (in GeV). The
shaded regions represent the range of predictions of the
phenomenological picture discussed in Sec. V.
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FIG. 15. Unnormalized multiplicity of the C compon-
ent (discussed in Sec. V) versus p, at various values of
Vs (in GeV). Photon rapidity =0.

increasing p, (Fig. 13).

(ii) Associated multiplicities in the toward hemi-
sphere decrease with increasing p, at all but the
highest ISR energies, where they are approxi-
mately constant (Fig. 14).

(iii) The angular extent of the multiplicity excess
is large. It covers approximately +2 units in
rapidity (Fig. 9) and +60° in the azimuthal region
(Figs. 10 and 11). The angular size of the excess
is nearly independent of p, and s (Fig. 17).

(iv) When the trigger particle is not at 90°, the
multiplicity excess is largest in the polar-angle
hemisphere away from the trigger particle (Fig.

R. KEPHART et al.
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9). This “back-to-back” configuration is not fully
developed as the excess multiplicity lies between
the backward extension of the trigger axis (£) and
6 =90°13

(v) The existence of a large-p, particle implies
that those particles observed in the opposite hemi-
sphere have a mean transverse momentum of
about 1 GeV/c (Fig. 15), independent of p, and s.
This result is seen clearly, in a limited angular
range, by experiments which measure the mo-
menta of the particles opposite the trigger.'*
(These experiments also show that the presence of
a large-p, trigger particle enhances the probabil-
ity for finding a large-p, particle alongside the
trigger.)

(vi) Recent studies'® in which particle momenta
are measured show important scaling properties
among the particles which balance the p, of the
trigger. In particular, they observe that for these
particles, the component of momentum perpen-
dicular to the trigger plane (poy.) is limited (P ou
< 0.4 GeV/c), and has a distribution which is in-
dependent of p, or the angle of emission of the
triggering secondary. They also observe that the
distribution of events in the quantity x; = ®-E)/p,
is independent of the p, of the trigger particle.

A. Fireball models

The central idea of these models is that the in-
cident energy is converted to one or several mas-
sive “fireball” states. It is assumed that the fire-
balls are produced with low p,, and subsequently
decay isotropically to the observed hadrons. The

(Ko ' ' ' ' SVTMBOL P: e
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FIG. 16. Unnormalized multiplicity distribution of the C component (discussed in Sec. V) versus 7 for several values
of p, (in GeV/c). These data are for Vs =53 GeV and photon rapidity =~0.
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FIG. 17. Dispersion (n?%) /2 of the C component
(discussed in Sec. V) versus p, at several values of Vs
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number and mass spectrum of the fireballs varies
from model to model; we discuss several possi-
bilities below.

The oldest and simplest fireball picture!® as-
sumes a single massive state at rest in the c.m.
with M =vVs/c® Givensucharestrictive (fixed-mass)
picture, it is difficult to reproduce the overall in-
crease in multiplicity with p,. Moreover, with
sucha heavy fireball (M~30GeV/c?*)and p, <5GeV/c
it is difficult to produce the localization of parti-
cles observed [point (iii) above|. If one relaxes the
requirement that this single stationary fireball
contains the full c.m. energy, it becomes possible
to reproduce the observed angular widths of the
multiplicity access by requiring that a trigger
particle of momentum p originate from a fireball
of mass M=~ (2 -3)p/c. The growth in associated
multiplicity [point (i)] then has a natural explana-
tion, if one assumes a proportionality between the
fireball mass and its decay multiplicity. However,
for a stationary fireball the region of maximum
multiplicity increase would be expected directly
opposite to the trigger particle, in disagreement
with the data [point (iv)].

The production of several fireballs offers some
additional degrees of freedom with which to fit the
data. Several possibilities can be explored for the
fireball mass spectrum; heavy fireballs (M =5
GeV/c?) may be postulated,'” or one can imagine the
fireballs to be the high-mass tail of the clusters
introduced to explain low-p, correlation data.'®
By allowing the fireballs to have a longitudinal
momentum distribution, and by retaining the pro-
portionality between fireball mass and observed
trigger momentum, we find that the qualitative

aspects of the associated multiplicity distributions
[points (i) and (iv)] can be reproduced. The fire-
ball masses required are 210 GeV/c? for trigger
photons of p, =3 GeV/c in order that some tend-
ency toward back-to-back structure be observed
for 6+90°

The fireball models, in any of the forms out-
lined above, have no natural mechanism for ex-
plaining the momentum correlations [points (v) and
(vi)]. In particular, we find it difficult to under-
stand the tendency for positive alongside momen-
tum correlations of the strength observed.'* In
addition, the fireball masses required seem
rather large, compared with the usual mass scale
of hadronic systems.

B. Bremsstrahlung models

It has been proposed!® that particle production at
large p, is dominated by a bremsstrahlung process
by which neutral vector mesons are radiated from
the colliding hadrons. These p° w, ... then decay
to give the observed particles. Such a model can
give a reasonable power-law behavior for the in-
clusive cross section and can reproduce the global
multiplicity increase as a function of p,.

Detailed calculations of correlations are lacking
within this model; however, we find it difficult to
reconcile the data with a picture in which low-
mass states give rise to the large-p, particle for
reasons rather similar to those discussed in con-
nection with low-mass fireballs above. In partic-
ular, we do not see natural explanations for the
increased momentum of recoiling particles [point
(v)] or for the tendency toward back-to-back pro-
duction of trigger and recoils [point (iv)]. It might
be supposed that the alongside momentum correla-
tions [point (v)] could be expected in a model in
which the large-p, trigger is the result of a vec-
tor-meson decay. In such a case, the other decay
product(s) will tend to share the original meson’s
transverse momentum. However, recent detailed
studies® of this mechanism show that resonance
decay is, in fact, quite insufficient to reproduce
these same-side correlations. A further predic-
tion of bremsstrahlung models, concerning the
absence of leading particles in large-p, events, is
in contradiction with a recent experiment.?*

C. Hard-scattering models

Extensive studies'? have been made of large-p,
hadron collisions within the framework of parton,
or hard-scattering, models. Details vary con-
siderably, but the essential features are that (i)
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constituents within the colliding hadrons (partons
or other hadrons) undergo a single large-momen-
tum-transfer collision, (ii) the amplitude for the
hard scatter is a power-law function of momentum
transfer, and (iii) the scattered constituents are
modified through final-state interactions to give
“jets” of observed particles centered on the scat-
tered constituent directions. The jets can be sin-
gle particles or resonances or several particles
shaken off the scattered constituent during its exit
from the interaction volume. Since the basic pro-
cess is a two-particle interaction, this model in-
troduces a natural plane of symmetry containing
the incident hadrons and the large-p, trigger par-
ticle.

Although rather large degrees of freedom exists
within these models (e.g., the nature of the scat-
tering constituents and their amplitudes), the ex-
perimental observations enumerated above have
quite natural and qualitative explanations. The
multiplicity increase in the away hemisphere re-
sults from the basic features of the jet. The orig-
inal scattered constituent gives rise to a series of
particles which share the original momentum and
have typically low-momentum components perpen-
dicular to the scattered constituent direction. The
jet development is conceived to be similar to pro-
duction of low-transverse-momentum particles in
typical hadronic collisions. The number of parti-
cles in the jet thus depends on the energy of the
original constituent, consistent with the data
[point (i)]. The jet which gives rise to the trigger
particle is highly biased by the requirement that
the trigger have large p,; the resulting alongside
jet is, thus, forced to have rather low multiplicity
[point (ii)].* The angular size of the recoiling jet
[point (iii)] is determined by the distribution of
particle momentum components along the jet axis
and the sharply cut off perpendicular components.
The extent of the jet in 1 is broadened by the dis-
tribution of longitudinal momentum components of
the constituents before scattering; explicit calcu-
lations'? show reasonable agreement with the data.
Our estimates of the azimuthal extent of the multi-
plicity increase predicted in hard-scattering mod-
els agree reasonably well with the observed val-
ues. The fact that the azimuthal size is approxi-
mately independent of p, arises, in these models,
through the assumption that the particles in the
jet are distributed uniformly in ygz (the rapidity
along the jet axis E) with a cutoff in the momen-
tum components perpendicular to E. As p, in-
creases, the reduced azimuthal angle ¢ of the
large-yp particles is approximately compensated
by the large ¢ of those new particles introduced
at low yz. The back~to-back correlation [point (iv)]
is most natural in parton pictures owing to the

basic two-body scattering process. Lack of full
back-to-back structure can be understood in terms
of the distribution of the initial longitudinal mo-
menta of the constituents.'* The expectation with-
in parton-jet models for momentum correlations
[points (v) and (vi)] has been studied in some de-
tail?®® and has been found to be in satisfactory
agreement with the data.

The known features of the structure of
large-p, events all have some reasonable explana-
tion within the constituent models. However, it is
well to remember that, at present, no single ver-
sion of the model has successfully described these
features together with the data on single-particle
production cross sections and particle ratios. The
connection with inelastic electroproduction data
and the elucidation of the dominant constituent
scattering amplitudes remains vague.

D. Summary

We find that the observed properties of events
containing a large-p, trigger particle can be under-
stood rather naturally, in a qualitative sense,
within the framework of hard-scattering models.
The alternative pictures of fireball production or
hadronic bremsstrahlung are not directly motivated
by an underlying picture of hadronic interactions;
they are usually constructed in order to reproduce
the general features of the data themselves. They
have not been fully developed on the question of
correlations in large-p, events. It is our opinion
that these pictures are somewhat strained by the
data presently available. However, they also
possess sufficient flexibility that it seems difficult
to reject them totally on an objective basis. We
may hope that new experiments providing more de-
tailed information (e.g., momentum correlations
and particle identification over the full solid angle,
and individual event configurations), especially at
very large p,, will enlighten us as to the effects of
the large-p, dynamics, and that, armed with this
knowledge, we may be able to frame more detailed
and more accurate models.
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