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We develop equations for various jet-calculus propagators in which the mass of partons “evolves
down;” these are in some sense just the inverse of the normal Altarelli-Parisi equations in which the
jet mass “evolves up.” The new “backward-moving” equations are preferable for calculations of
transverse-momentum distributions because they have a simpler separation of the transverse and

longitudinal momentum variables.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ever since Altarelli and Parisi' wrote differential equa-
tions expressing the QCD evolution of form factors in
simple terms, the technique has been widely extended and
applied to predictions of properties of quark and gluon
jets. For example, the jet calculus of Konishi, Ukawa,
and Veneziano uses® concatenations of basic “parton
propagators,” Dj(Q%Q0%x). Dj gives the probability
that parton i of mass Q, will be found in a jet coming
from parton j with mass Q. It satisfies the Altarelli-
Parisi equation

d i . ldz ; X
E;Dj(QZ,Qoz,x)=§ IR =D} (0%00% |Pyl2)
(1.1)
with
1 a(u?)
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and (127b = 11N, —2Ny)
1
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Equation (1.1) is most simply solved by taking mo-
ments in longitudinal momentum

a,(Q%) =

oy 1 .

b}(0%005m= [ x"Dj(Q%Q0%x)dx . (1.2)
The equation then has solutions of the form

D% QeEm =(e™ T, (1.3)

with
1
(4y)y= [ 2"Py(2)dz .

Note that because of the very simple form of these equa-
tions, the solution also obeys the “backward-moving”
equation

i 1
——LD}(QZ,Qoz;x)= > fx gzin [Qz,Qoz;‘j‘
c

dYo Pic(Z) .

(1.4)
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We can think of the jet, beginning at Q, successively
branching and branching until the parton under observa-
tion at the end has mass Q.

Because D; is a totally inclusive distribution, the other
partons in the jet (those not being enumerated in D;) may
evolve as they like. Normally, one speaks of them as
though they also have mass Q,; however, because this
function sums over all possible final states, and because
the probability that they do something is 1, they may in
fact be at any stage of their evolution.

In order to study colorless clusters, Bassetto, Ciafaloni,
and Marchesini® (BCM) made further refinements to jet-
calculus ideas. They defined some partially inclusive dis-
tributions; we will discuss these in more detail below.
They also extended Eq. (1.1) to include the transverse
momentum of the observed parton.

If we wish to write the generalization of Eq. (1.1) in-
cluding transverse momentum, we must note the kinemat-
ics of the situation, as described in Fig. 1. Because the jet
axis turns as more vertices are added at the large-Q? end,
momentum transverse to the jet axis will contain factors of
x, the longitudinal-momentum fraction. Specifically, as
given by BCM in Ref. 3(a), Eq. (2.12), the nonsinglet dis-
tribution obeys the following equation:

(K& K, 1)

/

(kZ,2k, +q,,2)

\

Q2,57 ,x)

FIG. 1. Mass?, transverse momentum, and longitudinal frac-
tion of partons in Eq. (1.5), computed relative to fixed axes. The
transverse momentum of the final parton relative to the initial

parton of mass k? is thus P, —x El; the momentum of this same
final parton relative to the jet axis after the branch is
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2 1
K= DN, QB —xK )= G [ e | T Lz’ ] Je 5‘2‘1“2)"2‘902—‘“2’
X DNS k2Q0,pl—xkl—izc- f ) (1.5)

(We will use capital script letters for double distributions in transverse momentum. Thus, if D is the distribution in x
alone, & is the distribution in transverse and longitudinal momentum.) Note that in & we use the momentum trans-
verse to the axis defined by the incoming parton for that &, whereas in Fig. 1 the transverse momentum is measured rel-
ative to some axis fixed in space.

Equation (1.5) is annoying because of the mixture of longitudinal and transverse degrees of freedom. BCM dealt with

this by using a variant of the Fourier transform for the transverse momentum:

T NS(k2,Q0%b;x) BT NS k2

= [@%B.e

and then taking moments in x. The resulting equations

1+z
1—

K= B0, 00 im =1 2k [z,

can be solved numerically. However, this is not particu-
larly simple because the equation for a given b involves all
higher values of b.

The work of Odorico and collaborators,* and Fox, Wol-
fram, and Field,”> on Monte Carlo jet evolution, has
demonstrated that the jet cascade can be computed direct-
ly as a decay of large-mass partons into partons with
smaller mass. When this approach is taken, one can start
with a parton traveling at large momentum in a well de-
fined direction; there is every reason to think of this as de-
fining the jet axis. The transverse momentum of the de-
cay products, relative to this axis, is simply additive as the
decay chain progresses.

Computation of the successive decays using QCD ideas

Q0% B1sx)

f dg,%8(z(1—2)k>—g, 2,

(1.6)

=L\ {kZ, 02;%;n (1.7)

r

will give, at each step, a momentum transverse to the de-
caying parton; simple kinematics then yields momentum
transverse to the jet axis. This is conceptually much
simpler than the turning of the jet axis which marks the
BCM approach.

One might therefore hope that differential equations
could be written for the evolution of parton masses down-
ward, analogous to Eq. (1.4) but including transverse
momentum. In this paper we show that such equations
can indeed be written for all jet-calculus quantities
currently used, and that they are easier to cope with than
the traditional equations because the transverse and longi-
tudinal degrees of freedom are better separated.

II. BACKWARD-MOVING EQUATIONS FOR Z™(02, k%P ;x)

The kinematics and concept of the backward-moving equatlons for & are given in Fig. 2. We w111 restrict ourselves to
the nonsinglet case here; the extension to the full parton matrix is obvious. From Fig. 2, we obtain®

Valk?z(1-2)) dz

d
k2 gNS 2 kZ
(Q sP1X ) f 2

dk?

The function g(z) depends on which mass is used in the
propagator on the right-hand side. Actually, this mass is
not completely determined, although the masses k{2, k,2,
and k'? at the vertex k'2—+k +k,?% are constrained by
the kinematic relation

k2+2 k2+q2
1 41+2 1

k:2=
z 1—z

2.2)
Hence, if we use €(z)k? as the mass of the parent parton in
the vertex of Fig. 2, the function

g(2) =~k (1—2)[ze(z)—1] .
(Note e> 1.)

qu( )

(2.1)
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FIG. 2. Kinematics for backward-moving equation. Again,
vectors are labeled with mass?, transverse momentum, and long-
itudinal fraction relative to a fixed axis. However, here the axis
is defined by the incident parton of mass Q, which we take to be
traveling very fast.
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In the leading-logarithm approximation, one typically neglects the change of the mass in the function being calculated.
This may be a poor approximation in practice; however, since we are chiefly concerned with the transverse-momentum
aspects of the problem in this paper, we will tend to write the same masses on both sides of the equations and we will use
g(z) as a generic function in the 8 function specifying g, 2.

Because this equation contains x only in the longitudinal momentum variable on both sides of the equation, we can
take moments easily. A standard Fourier transform in transverse momentum then leads to the equation

2 d SNs o2 g2 [Lalki2(1=2)) ;.o
— k= 5 T NUQ K By = J, S5 dz )

X [ dg,Jo(bg,)8(q,>— kg (2)T N(Q2k%2b;n) . 2.3)

We see that the equation for & at one particular b involves only smaller b values. Note that the b =0 solution is known
at all Q2 it is the standard Altarelli-Parisi result given in Eq. (1.3). Hence, a grid can be established in b and the solu-
tion for higher values of b generated very quickly.

Because Eq. (1.5) and Eq. (2.1) look so different, one might question whether they have the same content. Qur next
step, therefore, must be to demonstrate that in fact the solutions are the same. To tackle this, we convert the differential
equations into integral equations. For instance, Eq. (1.5) may be rewritten as

N: 2. 2 k* dk™ r1dz a(kz(1—2))
DNk, Q0% B13%)=8(1—x)8%B)+ [ [.5 > f qu( ) NS

k2,002 Xg-x
0 1
02 kr2 :p z q1s z

x8(q, 2 —k"*f(2)) . (2.4)

This can now be solved by iteration to give

K dk? ctdz o 474
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k2 dk'? gL, 5
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-

Bi— 24— 24!
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(2.5)

where

alkz(1—2z))
2T

If we change the symbols for the masses of the partons under observation, and also reorder the integrations, this result
can be cast into the form

(k2,9 %)= PE(2)8(q3 —k"f(2)) .

2 g2 A1 d*g
QB =81 080+ [ U [T [ IR 11X g 5, 2, k25,2
0? dk” ldz 474 y
k2 k2 Ix zz f ln(k 54,%)
02 dk:2 1 dz' d2
X k"2 kl2 x/z? Z ’ql )
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Similarly, Eq. (2.1) becomes the integral equation
DN(QL k%P 5%)=8(1—x)84B,)
0?2 dk'* 1 dZ a(k' (1—2)) NS 2 702, pJ. qJ. X
k2 g x 23 2r (Z))@ 0%k -————-—z i
with solution 27
DNUQ% kB 1%) =8(1—x)8%(B))
@ dk? ,ldz p d°q, » 5 X || Pr—dL
X2 fo ;;f—;—n(k »Z,q1°)8 1—"2— & ;
0% dk’ ldz d’q, s
b f P [ etz
Q2 deIZ d q l ’ n2 12 X
kaZ kuZ fx/z 213 — I (k ’ ’ql )6 ZZ’
(P1—9q1)/z -7 |
Pi Chz, q. . 2.8)

where

2)_ alk?z(1—2z))

2 g(2).

M'(k,z,q, qu(z)S(ql —k'

We see that (2.6) and (2.8) are the same term by term provided that f(z) and g (z) are the same. Hence, the backward-
moving equations are indeed the inverse of the forward-moving equations and we may use them if we wish.

III. BACKWARD-MOVING EQUATIONS
FOR THE I

A. Longitudinal momentum only

Bassetto, Ciafaloni, and Marchesini® found it con-
venient to define some new distributions called I'¥. These
have the property that i is the “first” quark coming out of
the incident parton; only gluons have been emitted prior
to this. These are convenient if one wishes to construct
colorless clusters consisting of a quark, an antiquark, and
multiple gluons. The forward-moving equations for these
propagators have been given in Ref. 3, and solutions were
displayed in Ref. 7.

Because these equations are not so simple as those for
the D’s, the solutions are not given analytically. It is thus
not possible to differentiate directly with respect to the fi-
nal mass Qq. Actually, this is just as well; as we will now
explain, it is necessary to distinguish between the mass of

— k=L GHO% k%007 %) =GRV, (k) +3 J, 8% prazyaf

dk?

_f a( ) dngg( GE | X

[

the final parton under observation, namely, i, and the
masses of the gluons which are emitted prior to it in the
cascade.

The masses of these gluons are important, because we
wish to avoid decays of these into g7 pairs. The restric-
tion that certain gluons go only into gluons is imposed
within these equations by the function o: the probability
that gluons go only into gluons.

In order to obtain backward-moving equations which
are easy to interpret, we thus consider the situation in
which (a) the incoming parton has mass Q, (b) the outgo-
ing parton under consideration has mass k, and (c) all the
gluons in the final state “between” the incident parton and
the parton under observation are at Q,. We thus define
new functions G,%Q?%k?%Q,?%x), with a being the incom-
ing parton and b the outgoing parton. Both @ and b may
be either gluons or quarks.

The equations obeyed by these G’s are depicted in Fig.
3. They are

x

2

% ot 1-2k% 000 + 4 [, L)% pamicr

X
x 2 z

[CE——’

(3.1a)
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. . 1 -
kGl k0= Gl Vy e + [ G P flaicE | X
+ f al) dzP“( o (M1-2k% 0016/ |2 x (3.1b)
x 27
1 o)
——kZ:IgI;Ggg(Qz,kz;Qoz;x)=G§(x)Vg(k2)+2fx A &2 P
La() dz 5 x al) dz 5 x
1 [, 5T PE@GE | < |o1-2k% 00+ 3 [ 5 P#aGE
(3.1¢)
2_4@ d 1 2 1.2, i (Z( ) dz g | X A,',’
— I — Gy (Q k% Q0%x) =Gy x) Vg (k) + [, 5565 P
+ fx 2(‘”) ‘iz Gt i ﬁgg(Z)U(}\,(l—Z)kz,Qoz) . (3.1d)

We abbreviate the arguments in G functions on the right-
hand side of the equations, showing only those which are
different from the left-hand side. Also, the argument of
a( ) is understood to be k%z(1—z). The splitting func-
tions P used here are the usual Altarelli-Parisi P functions
without the &-function singularities at the end points.
These have been accounted for in the “virtual potentials”

V(k?), defined in the captlon to F1g 3.

We then expect that G, 502,00% 0,2 x) will be the same
as the BCM T'(02,0,%x) function for the two cases with
outgoing quarks; the cases with outgoing gluons are not
used by BCM. Notice that by defining the new functions
in which only one final-state parton moves in mass, we
are able to write equations which look just like the BCM
equations and use the same function o.

We must now prove our assertion that these equations
have the same content as the forward-moving equations of
BCM. For this it is simplest to go into moment space;
Egs. (3.1) then take the form

kzdd GEOLKLQ5n) =M (K, 0,%5n)G §
+N(k%Q0%5m 3,61,
" 62
—kzﬁG{(Qz,kz;Qoz;n)=P(k2,Q02;n)§{
(k%,Q0%n)G § (3.2b)

k-4 G502 k%00 =M (7,007 G §
+N(k2yQ02;n) 2 Gv‘g ’
i
(3.2¢)

(@) - (—@w) =

—Mm+—o{
+—é(%~<f + —G«wf:,)

(b) - (—e—) : —@——o— +
D el
(€)= ( i) = wowcw+wo—{

FIG. 3. Backward-moving equations for the G functions. T
denotes k*(d /dk?); differentiation with respect to the final ob-

served mass. ~O denotes o, the probability that gluons go
only into gluons. ~{r~ and —{— denote the virtual quark

and gluon potentials, respectively:
1—€ _ 2 ~ a
Vekn=— [T azelzti=2k] ’“2:”‘ F[LPE() 4+ A2,
1- —_ 2 a a
Vokty=— [ g lzi=2k] 2“2772)" [LP%(2)+1P%(2)] .

Note that the same graphs describe backward motion of the W
function; one must just keep track of both sets of momentum in
writing the equations.
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G102k 00 m =P k%, 005mG

+8(k%,Q05nG%, (3.2d)

where the functions M (k2), N (k?2), P(k?), and S(k?) are
defined by

ak?) 1
2 Nf

a(k )
2

S(k%L,Qo%n)=—— A‘”( )
All( )

Explicitly, for three flavors, we may define the matrix

c POOS
20 2., _ oA [k alt)l—a)] 0PO S
e ZkD=|y o p s (34)
+a(k )b[I_ (k%,000)] NNNM
(k?) Then Egs. (3.2a) and (3.2b) may be summarized as
a 88, 2 2 ~ ~
+— . A (mM)[140(k%Q0°)], G% G}
N (k?,Qo%n)= ol )qu( ), (3.3) a |G1 G
2 —kr= ~3 =Z ~3 (3.5)
dk? |G Gi
C ~ ~
P(k2,Qe%m=——5 [¥ 2 1 o(rar Gs| |61
T Q> t
3 We again cast this into the form of an integral equation
+ TCFa(kz)[ 1—o(k?,00%)] and solve by iteration. The result may be rewritten as
ak®) ., (61,61,61,61)=(1,0,0,0X(Q%k%) , (3.6
2y 498
o (ko745 (n) where the matrix X is
|
2 1,2y __ Q dk 2 Q "2 ”2
X(Q%kN=1+ [5 =T Z 0+ fk k,,2 LGP )fk k,2 L)
Ql dk”’ 102 "2 ”2
+ k2 kuIZ Z+(k ) f kuZ Z+(k ) fk k12 Z+(k )+ : (3'7)

As was pointed out in Ref. 7, the equations for the I'
take the form

riQ%00 ri
02 005" —ZHQY) % (3.8)
do? |T3Q%00) |~ T} '

T;(0%00Y r;

with the same Z as above. Their solution thus becomes

FiQ%0:" I
T'3(0%00) 0
R e I 6
f‘;(Q2,Q°2) 0

We note that the results of the equations may be written
in the form

G Q% k3Q0%m) =X (Q%k%n);
(3.10a)
;‘(Q2 k sQO ’n)—X(Q k2 n)14 ’
G Q% k3Q05m) =X (Q%k%5n)y ,
(3.10b)
G4Q%k%005m) =X (0% k%)
f‘{g(Qz QO ’n)—‘X(QZ QO ’n)4z ’
(3.10¢)

T Q%005 =X(Q%Q0%n);

and hence the G;(Q7%Q0%Q0%n) agree with the Ty for
the appropriate cases with quarks going out, as claimed.

B. Inclusion of transverse momentum

The inclusion of transverse momentum is very straight-
forward since the kinematics of this case is exactly the
same as in the case of the D functions. We thus can write
immediately
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_kZdZ2 91(Q2 kz,Qoz,Pl»x)'—V(kz)g](pl,xH— f dz f d*q, a( >Pj1(z)5(ql —k%(2)%% _Ill—:—ql’fl
taz _dszl a() s 2_ 32 2 h | Pi—dL x
+ fx 23 f T 2 P®(2)8(q,*—k*g(2)o(M1—2)k* Q)G ] 5

(3.11)

and the method of solution will be the same as for the case of &’s, with the slight complication of the added matrix
algebra and the auxiliary function o.

IV. KEEPING TRACT OF GLUON MOMENTUM
A. The H functions

As discussed at length in Refs. 3 and 8, we would like to form colorless clusters containing a quark, antiquark, and
multiple gluons, and know the momentum of the entire cluster. This requires that, in addition to the quark momentum
used by the BCM I functions, we need the momentum of the gluons which come off before the quark in question. In
Ref. 8, a set of functions called H' were defined, and the forward -moving equations for these written down. For con-
venience, we repeat these [here in $(a,B,7,8), B is the mass? of the (gluons + quarks) whose longitudinal and transverse
momenta are ¥ and 8]:

_d
d Ink?

——Vg(kz)] 2(k%p%x,B,—xk,)

—[ LD pag [ 2 8<z<1—z>k2—qﬁ)s§q[ (@k%p% %5, —x K, ~

N | %

"

;[Ee)pm, )f “halz(1-2)k2—q,218F [Mak?p? X B~ 5K, - 2,

X—z

d*g
+4 f dz “( )ng( ) [ dkidk,2— 8(z(1—2)k2—zk,> —(1—2)k > —7, %)

—z - 1—x _,
X 2k 4 ylky ’Q°2)dk 58 [kzz,(p Lt TR TR 1 IRRCREY
d L
1dlnk2 B ]@%kipz,x,pl—xkl)
b0 [ w2 e~
d¥q, —
+ f ldzz (12( )qufdk 2dk2 ___T_;l__ xX—=z ]8(2(l—z)k2—2k22—-(1—z)k12—q12)
d k 2 9 |k 2 k 2 X—2Z g 1—x _,
dk ——0g(k% Q0 )dkz 9 k250 —ky) ,E,pl—xkl— T, (4.1b)

In Ref. 7 the longitudinal-momentum distributions for the
= [dB [ d*B,%'(k%B,x,B.)

were computed as well as various related mass distributions. One feature of these longitudinal-momentum equations
which makes them more complicated than the ones for I" and D is that after moments of the distribution are computed,
equations for the nth moment involve all lower moments. However, solution by normal techniques is still possible.

When the full equations including transverse momentum (4.1) are considered, however, it becomes clear that the trick
used by BCM to separate the Fourier-transform variable from the moment-transform variable will not work here. If we
define

Fx,8)= [dp? [ d%Bre " TV kL pExiBy)

we find that the transform of (4.1a) becomes
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[;T%;—Vg(k%];?g(kz;x,ﬁ)

N o

L 51z (1-2k2—q, 717 [Mz)k%f; L‘“"WZ

1[4z a0 pay [ Vg g 7 Mk D [P0
+2fZ 2r ng - [Z —z '—ql] g Z) ,Z’Z e

—

1 dz o) pee k2 275 (] g2 X 2. D | X =2
++ [ 155 2 p ()f 8[2(1 Dk —q M1 (M- T |
o | 1—=x
Xexp | —ib-q, (T /x 4.2)

This so mixes the transverse and longitudinal momentum that straightforward solution is not possible.
We need an approach through the backward-moving equations to obtain any clue about the transverse-momentum
behavior.

B. Longitudinal momentum only

Again we wish to write backward-moving equations which involve only simple QCD vertices and the BCM function
o. Apparently, the best way to do this is to define yet another set of distributions, W (Q%k?%Q¢%x,,x,), in which the
momentum x; of all the gluons (between the two partons at Q2 and k2) and the momentum x, of the parton in question
are separately handled. Both the function G and the function H can then be computed from the W’s, using the relations

1—x
GUQLK%QoBx)= [ dxi WAQLKSQ0Bx1,%) (4.3a)

1 1—x
HXQ%k%00%%)= fo dx, fo *dx(8(x —x1—x)WAQLk%Q0%x1,%,) (4.3b)

The W’s then obey the equations (see Fig. 3) (again we suppress the first three arguments of W on the right-hand side
of the equation)

__4da
d Ink?

-3r e
J

—f a( ) { xzﬁz:z_)’xzz ] (k(1-—z)k2,Q02)Pg“(z)—+2 %}Wig [xl,——

— Vo (k?) | WEQ2k%Q0%x1,%2)

22 |pa &

PEOE 44w

[—- 4 V,(k?) Wi Q% k%Q00%%,%,)

d Ink?

_ ral)adz A”(z)Wg
2Tz

l—xz(l —2). : J o(M1—2k%00%) ,  (4.4b)

xl’_] f a( ) dqug( Wi

d
[—— W — Vg(kz) ] Wg(Qz,kz;Qoz;xl,xz)

_ al) i | X2
-3 S e

1—z) X
+%f‘12(17)ng[x1_x2( ZZ) 22

[— —4__ V,(k?) ] Wi (Q%k%Q0%%1,x)

Il’\g"(z)-‘ii

PE(z)E (440

P2 a(k(l—z)kz,Q02)+ L f al )Wg[ _’;_2

d Ink?

(1 z)

= [ 2P we xi—xp ] o(M1-2K%0NE | (44d)

dz al ) 5
Xy, = ] ~+ [ SPEaw
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which can be solved in the usual way by taking moments.
If we take double moments of Eq. (4.4b), we obtain (m,n >0)

"EﬁT—unﬂ W QLK% Q0% m,n)
=a§l7cr) "(n)Wg(m n)+ (2k )qu(n m)a(k2,0,)G i(n +m)
2ym—-1 |m =
a(z:) 3 | |PErok?QN W im —jin +])
ji=1
(k?)a(k2,00%) vi
LL_"%_QO_ AP~ 3 92Cp - CrE(RY) | Wim,n)  (4.5)

with

- 1 k2 dk? , 1
:(k2)=—ﬂj fQ[}2 o alk?)a(k'?), P(ny,n,y)= fo dzz"'(1—z)"?P(z) .
This is similar to the equation for H in that it mixes moments. Solution for W(l,,l,) requires solving for all G’s up to
G (I, +1,); for all W(l,j)up to j=1,+1,—1; and for all W (i,j) for i <ly; j <l;+1—i. The moments of H can then be
obtained from those of W by

n

1
[, x"H Q% k%005 x)dx = 3,

i=0

ni{ =
W 5(0%k%Q00%n —isi) . (4.6)

C. Inclusion of transverse momentum
The equation for W including transverse momentum analogous to (4.4b) is

d . o
l_ TRl ‘ Q% k%Q0%x1,B 15%2,B 1)

—

A d2
_ f a( al) dZ P )f —qf—a(k(l—Z)kz,Qoz)s(QLZ"kzg(Z))
23 T

i (1—2z) _, 1—z
ettt 12

d -
+ ——=p
z3 8

4.7

X
g(z))Vs xbpl’ 2,

Although this looks somewhat messy, we again have the feature that no x’s are included in the transverse-momentum
distributions. Notice that the full & and & functions may be computed from

> 5QMK%QBuLx)= [ d’Fl [ d*B18%B.~F1-FD
1 1—x, b n2 1.2 2. =1 =2
X fo dx, fo dx38(x —x1 —x2) ¥ (Q%k%Q0%%1,B 13X2,B 1) »
1—x
G 2(Q%k%Q0%P LX) = fd2f51 fo dx\ ¥ 4(Q%k%Q0%x1,B 13X, B1) -

After computing moments, and Fourier transforming the two transverse-momentum variables separately, we have

¥ UQ%k%Q00%m,bin, b))

d
- —V,(k?
[ PR

f o )d o(M1 z)kz,Qoz)P B(2WokVg(z) | bl—-b2| 21—V ¥ im —],b,,n +],b22 +b,(1—2))

37
-3 0]
+ [ ——"‘2(17’ PH2)dz Jo(b,kVE@)2" W 8m, b 1;m,zb,) . “8)
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Since the moments needed for J# are ones with both b values equal, we do not need to solve these equations in general
to deal with the H’s. Instead we note that with b, =b, b, =b§& (£ < 1), we obtain

— v ] W02 k%003 m, Bin,£B)
m |\m A . ; — -
=3 ’j f (;(ﬂ)dza()\(l—z)kz,Qoz)Pgg(z)Jo(k\/g(z)b(1—§))z"(1—z)’V{(m —Jbsn +j,b[1—(1—£)z])
j=0
+ [ 2Pz Jo(ebkVE )" S, Bim,2EB) *.9)

One can then set up a grid in b,, and solve as for the &’s.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In order to be able to separate the longitudinal and transverse degrees of freedom in the jet behavior, the backward-
moving equations must be used. These are more easily solved numerically than the forward moving equations. Howev-
er, they have the same physical content and the answers can be shown to be identical. Solution is in progress, and results

will be presented in a later paper.
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