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The energy spectrum from semihard partonic interactions in nucleus-nucleus collisions with c.m.
energies of the order of 1 TeV per nucleon is discussed. The presence of a large number of nucleons
induces incoherence among most of the partonic collisions, while the large number of partonic in-
teractions makes the unitarization of the cross section an essential tool for a meaningful description
of the processes. This goal is achieved, accounting for all semihard partonic scatterings, namely, in-
cluding both disconnected collisions and rescatterings. The characteristic feature of the interaction
resulting from this analysis is that it is basically a geometrical one. As a consequence of the unitari-
zation, the energy distribution of the scattered partons turns out to be a regular function of the

min

cutoff p,

I. INTRODUCTION

In very-high-energy hadronic collisions one faces the
problem of discussing large-cross-section physics by
means of perturbation theory. One will in fact expect
that, as the scale for the perturbative coupling constant is
fixed, when the c.m. energy becomes increasingly large,
most of the interactions will be in a perturbative regime,
so that a large fraction of all the inelastic events can be
discussed using perturbative QCD.!  Analyzing
minimum-bias events at the CERN pp Collider, one has
evidence of an increasingly large hard component in the
interaction when increasing the c.m. energy,> which is
consistent with this expectation.

In order to make a separation between soft and hard
events one needs to introduce a cutoff p™" in the trans-
verse momentum of the scattered partons (that can even-
tually be observed as minijets in the final state). Keeping
this cutoff fixed and increasing the c.m. energy, one gets a
corresponding increasingly large inclusive cross section
for parton production. Actually the growth is faster than
the one expected for the total cross section.® The
kinematical region in s and p,"", where the corresponding
integrated inclusive cross section becomes comparable
with the total inelastic one, is called the region for semi-
hard interactions and, in that regime, unitarity starts to
play a major role.

In eikonal models the contribution from semihard col-
lisions can be included, in a way consistent with unitarity,
by splitting the eikonal phase into two pieces, giving, re-
spectively, the soft and the semihard component of the
interaction, and giving well-defined prescriptions in order
to calculate the semihard part of the phase.* As a conse-
quence the semihard contribution to the inelastic cross
section 0 g (With 0 jaqic =0 son T 0 ) can be expressed as

0H=fd23{1—exp[—(n(ﬁ)>]}
=3 [ (nB) expl—(n(B)], M

n=1

which separates semihard events from soft ones.

B being the impact parameter and {n(B)) /2 the semi-
hard contribution to the eikonal function.

Equation (1) has an immediate probabilistic interpreta-
tion and shows how oj is constructed with the in-
coherent sum of an infinitely large number of multiple
parton collisions characterized by a Poisson distribution
with an average number given by (n(B)). The connec-
tion with the usual QCD-parton-model expression for
the inclusive large-p, parton production cross section
Oinc1 18 Obtained by noticing that the latter is in fact given
by the average number of partonic collisions multiplied
by the hard cross section,’ so that one has

Tna={n)oy= [d*B(n(B)) . 2)

The same expression for the semihard cross section oy
can be obtained without mentioning soft physics by sum-
ming all disconnected semihard partonic collisions, hav-
ing assumed a Poissonian expression for the multiparton
distributions.®

Equation (1) shows how unitarity can provide a natural
cutoff for the perturbative QCD —parton-model singulari-
ty at x =0. Actually, although o, when expressed in
the QCD parton model, is divergent for p,‘“i“—*O, O, as
given by Eq. (1), is finite. One has, in fact, that for small
values of the cutoff (n(B)) becomes very large, so that
the exponential in Eq. (1) is practically zero. When, how-
ever, [ is larger than some typical hadronic radius r,
(n(B)) becomes zero for any value of the cutoff, because
there is no overlap between the interacting hadrons. The
size of oy is then bounded by 772, More explicitly we re-
mark that o acquires, for p™"—0, its limiting value
rapidly enough, i.e., for values of (n(8)) which are not
very large and correspond, therefore, to configurations
where a perturbative treatment is still trustworthy. Mul-
tiple collisions can then cure the problem of the singular
dependence of the single-scattering expression given by
the QCD parton model because one can find physically
meaningful variables which, being regular in the limit,
are not necessarily dominated by the soft processes.
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The situation is essentially the same when considering
high-energy nuclear collisions rather than hadronic. At a
given value of the nucleon-nucleon c.m. energy Vs one
has a stronger effect from unitarity in this case, since the
presence of a large number of nucleons will largely in-
crease the number of multiple collisions. Moreover the
atomic mass will provide a further degree of freedom al-
lowing one to vary the amount of multiple collisions at
fixed c.m. energy per nucleon pair. The transverse-
energy spectrum from semihard interactions in nucleus-
nucleus collisions, given the above physical picture, is
discussed in Ref. 7 and the result can be written (with the
help of the central-limit theorem) as

doy

E:fdzﬂ{l— exp[—(n(B)) 1}

X ex

[E,—(EBNT ]
—_— —_ |, 3
V' D,(B)m D,(B)

depending on the average transverse energy { E,(3)) and
on its variance D,(3).

Given the Poissonian distribution of multiple-parton
collisions [Eq. (1)] and the connection with the QCD par-
ton model [Eq. (2)], (E,(B)) and D,(B) are essentially
computed with the single-scattering expression provided
by the QCD parton model. One will then notice that,
while the expression for o is regular for p/™"—0, the
expression for doy /dE, obtained in this way is, on the
contrary, singular because the averages which character-
ize the differential distributions would become singular if
they were computed in the QCD parton model in the lim-
it p/""—0.

Our aim, in the present paper, is to gain a better in-
sight into the problem of the singular behavior of these
average quantities. We want in fact to show how, when
giving a more complete account of the interaction, one
can also regularize the differential cross section. We are
only able to consider a simpler case with respect to that
of the transverse-energy flow: We will look at the energy,
rather than transverse-energy distribution of the semi-
hard scattered partons. In our opinion this quantity is in-
teresting because, being independent of the fragmentation
(at least if the scattered partons will fragment indepen-
dently), it is a property of the initial state and of the in-
teraction only.

The basic element that will allow us to get rid of the
divergence in the average energy will be the introduction
of the concept of wounded parton, that is to say a parton
that has suffered at least one semihard interaction. While
the QCD -parton-model single-scattering expression does
in fact count all the partonic collisions,? including all pos-
sible rescatterings of the same parton, when looking at
the average energy going into semihard collisions, all re-
scatterings are irrelevant. It is immediately obvious that
introducing the concept of wounded parton, the average
energy going into semihard collisions is finite, since it is
given by the energy carried by the partons that have
suffered at least one semihard collision and this energy is
smaller than the total energy available.

In eikonal models the semihard contribution is intro-
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duced by adding to the soft eikonal phase a term which
represents the single-scattering expression as given by the
QCD parton model. As this term is linear in both parton
distribution and also in the elementary hard cross section
all parton rescatterings are neglected: When writing the
expansion in multiple parton collisions [Eq. (1)] only
terms where a given number of partons from the projec-
tile scatter an equal number of partons from the target
are present.

The introduction of the concept of wounded partons
requires that one takes into account also parton rescatter-
ings. In order to achieve this goal we will make the sim-
plifying hypothesis of incoherence among all semihard
partonic collisions, so that our treatment of the interac-
tion will be purely probabilistic. This hypothesis is con-
sistent both with previous works on inelastic nucleus-
nucleus collisions® '° and with a recent analysis on rescat-
tering of partons on nuclear targets.!! We think therefore
that it is a meaningful hypothesis in the context of high-
energy nuclear collisions.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section
we introduce the semihard cross section and the expres-
sion for the average number of wounded partons. In Sec.
III we evaluate the average energy and the dispersion and
in the final section we present some numerical calcula-
tions and our conclusions.

II. SEMIHARD CROSS SECTION AND
AVERAGE NUMBER OF COLLISIONS

It is now necessary to give an explicit form for the mul-
tiparton distribution, which we assume to be Poissonian.
We expect that this form is a reasonable expression for
small values of x; it is obviously consistent with the as-
sumption of an incoherent superposition of Poissonian
distributions of partons at the nucleon level. The picture
then consists of a nucleus made of A4 noninteracting nu-
cleons: In the interaction with a high-energy parton the
partonic structure of the whole nucleus is obtained by
just summing up the parton composition of the individual
nucleons. We are neglecting, in this way, more exotic nu-
clear configurations which, on the other hand, give
corrections to the independent nucleon picture of the or-
der of a few percent.!? Information on the intermediate
structure is present only in the kinematical limits of the
parton momenta. (Further discussions on this point are
presented in Appendix C.)

The probability density for having n partons of nucleus
A (A being the nuclear mass) with fractional momenta

Xy, ...,Xx, and with transverse coordinates b, ..., b, is
then given by
1 S

rjx,,by - - Tx,,b,)

n!

X exp |— [ 3T (x,b)dxd% |,
f

4)

where T'/,(x,b) is the average number of partons in the 4
nucleus with longitudinal-momentum fraction x (with
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respect to the nucleon momentum), b the transverse coor- A. Therefore, although writing Eq. (4) one is satisfying
dinate, and the index f counts the various species of par- energy conservation only on average, the fluctuation
tons. The normalization of I'/;(x,b) is A times that of  around the averaged value is subleading as a function of
the nucleon parton distributions and the integral in Eq. the atomic mass.
(4) is regularized with a cutoff related to p“““ Multipar- To write the semihard cross section we make the sim-
ton distributions are dimensional quantities,'> and with plifying assumption of complete incoherence between
our assumption dimensionality is provided by the geome- different semihard partonic collisions. That amounts to
trical size of the whole nucleus. assuming incoherence not only between disconnected
One will notice that, in Eq. (4), there is no sharp con- semihard collisions, but also between different rescatter-

straint on the total energy of the nucleus: One is in fact ings of the same parton. Moreover all partonic collisions
introducing a variance in the total energy proportion to will be treated on the same footing, so that we will not
A. Since the multiparton distribution has a Poissonian  distinguish between multiple collisions on the same nu-
form the total energy can vary by amounts proportional cleon and multiple collisions on different nucleons. The
to 4'/2 around its average value that is proportional to  semihard cross section is then expressed as

J

"B—fdzﬁ 2 2 —l—I‘l;l(xl,bl) e F{,"(x,,,b,,)exp —f ?FfA(x,b)dx d’b

nelf, S, n!
< 1 '1 ’ f[ ’ ’
X 2 2 I' B(xl’bl B) 1,b1"‘B)
I—-lfl f
: ) no N
Xexp -—le“é(x',b’)dx’d b’ - 1111 H (1=
iz i=1i=ig, g
Xdx,d*, - dx,d*,dx\d* - - - dx/d’b] , (5)
where 6 ff’ (x;xj,b;—b’) is the probability for the parton f; from nucleus 4 to have a semihard interaction

i
with parton f ; from nucleus B, so & will depend on x;x;, on the difference of the transverse relative distance b, —b; and

i b
the indices f, f;. ’

The term in large square brackets in Eq. (5) represents the probability of having at least one semihard partonic in-
teraction between nucleus 4 and nucleus B, and the cross section is constructed summing over all possible partonic
configurations of the two nuclei and integrating on the nuclear impact parameter 8. One will notice that in Eq. (5) all
possible interactions between partons of nucleus A and partons of nucleus B are taken into account, so that also all pos-
sible semihard rescatterings in nuclear matter are included.

The semihard cross section can be conveniently expressed introducing, as an intermediate step, the probability that
the parton f; from nucleus B has at least one semihard interaction with a given configuration of n partons of nucleus 4.
This probability is given by

f, £ g " ff
Ppl. .y EPf{...fn(xj,bj;xl,bl'-'x,,, =1 Hlf_[(l . (6)

=1

1

One can then write

AB_deBZ 2 —FA(xl’bl) 'F{,"(x,,,b,,)exp

n=1f " f,

— [ 3 1/(x,b)dx d?
f

X 2 2 I' Bl(x’hb'l_B) Tt Fﬁ'(x[,b}—ﬁ)exp

—f zrg'(x',b')dx'd%']
<

1 .
1= [T TT[1=Pf ..; (x},bjx,,by - -x,,,b,,)]l
i=1y

Xdx,d%, + - - dx,d*b,dx|d’ - - - dx;db] . %)

The sums over / and f| can be evaluated, giving
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ofP=[d8 S > er (x1,b)) -+ T7(x,,b,) exp

- 21‘ x,b)dx d%
n_lfl rr

1— exp —f Erﬁl(x’,b'—B)Pf;4..f"dx'd2b' dx,d*, - -dx,d?, . (8)
<

The number of partonic collisions can grow very rapidly with the atomic mass, but the number of partons involved in
the interaction will grow much less. It is then convenient to introduce the concept of wounded parton (analogously to
that of wounded nucleon®) as a parton that has suffered at least one semihard interaction. Equation (8) is a convenient
expression to estimate the average number of wounded partons. One may in fact expand Eq. (8) in terms of the number
of wounded partons of nucleus B:

of=[dB S z —FA(xl,bl) T(x,,b,) exp | = [ 3 T, (x,b)dx d%
n=1ff, f
o« k
X3 = | [ ST —BIPf ., dx'd%’
k=1 I
X exp —f STH(x\b'=BIPf ..., dx'd’’ dx,d*b, - - dx,d’b, , )
r
so that one may write
o= 2 o'z - (10)
The average number of wounded partons is then easily obtained,
(k)opb= z ko'k) (11)
that can be immediately written as
1 f fu
(k)opP= [d%B }‘,lf S T4 Tiew -f }f;r{,(x,b)dxd%
h= 1 n
X3 T(x" b —BIPf .. ;dx'd*'dx,d’, - - dx,d’, . (12)
<
Using Eq. (6) and introducing the definition
nf,,(x,b)51-exp —f EF{:(x’,b)&ff'(xx’)dx , (13)
f
one gets
<k)a;;B=fdzﬁdx'dlb'zr{,’(x',b'—ﬁ)anf(x',b') . (14)
<

To obtain Eq. (14) the probability of a semihard interaction 6/ ‘(xx’,b—b’) has been treated as a & function in b—b’

1n comparlson with the much smoother b dependence of the average number of partons I'(x,b). The cross section

/'(xx") is then the usual parton-parton cross section integrated on the polar c.m. angle with the cutoff provided by
p,m"‘. The integral in the exponent is also regularized with the same cutoff.

Expression (14) has a transparent physical interpretation: The factor 7 represents the probability for a parton of nu-
cleus B to have at least one semihard interaction with nucleus 4, so that the average number of wounded partons of B
is given by the average number of partons of B multiplied by the interaction probability.

If one wanted to look rather at the average number of semihard partonic collisions {v) then (as discussed in Appen-
dix A) one will have to replace the square brackets in Eq. (5) with Ep —~10,. Since the sum over p can be replaced with
nl 6,” ', all partons being identical for the present purpose, one is able to carry out the sums over / and m so that the re-
sult takes the simple expression

(VIopt=3 [d’BT/(x,,b)Tf(x},b,—B)8" (x,x)dx dx'd%, , (15)
ff

that is the single-scattering expression given by the QCD parton model.
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One has then checked that the approach is consistent with the cancellation involving the average number of col-
lisions.® On the other hand, quantities that are more directly accessible experimentally, as will be discussed in the next
section, are related rather to averages involving wounded partons.

ITI. AVERAGE ENERGY AND DISPERSION

The energy produced by semihard partonic interactions is the energy carried by the wounded partons (since a parton
is wounded when it suffers at least one semihard interaction). Also the dispersion in the energy produced will be related
to various averages involving wounded partons. We then start discussing these averages.

A further way to obtain the average number of wounded partons of nucleus B, which will be convenient later, is the
following: One may sum over the partons of each given partonic configuration of B (the sum over the index s in the fol-
lowing expression) and then for each term in the sum one will ask for the probability that the parton of B taken into
consideration will have at least one semihard interaction with A (the square brackets):

(KdofP=[dB3 3 —LTGb) Tix,b,)

n=11'n

k ’ '
x3 3 7:‘2ZFfz‘(x'nbi—B)“'F§‘<x;,bi~ﬂ)“ T (xf, b~ B)
= fl = ’

X exp —f 3 I'/,(x,b)dx d?b
f

X exp

nn —677)
=1 f

— [ S T4(x",b)dx'd*’
<

Xdx,d%, - - dx,d*,dxd*b} - -dx,d?b, - - -dx;d*b;, . (16)

With a little algebra Eq. (16) will give back Eq. (14).
One may now easily obtain (k%) and (kn ) (namely, an average involving both nuclei 4 and B). A natural extension
of Eq. (16) will lead to

n
(kndoff=[dB8S 3 — 3 STGxub) D0 Dix,b)exp | = [ 3 [dx d%
n=1f o f, =1y, s
- 1 d 1 ’ f; ’ ’ fk
2 2 k_zz (xlyb B)FB xs’bS_B)"' H)
k=1gi.. =1y
X exp —le‘{,'dx’dzb']
<
n ’
1= 1 ma-e |- 1 ma-#4"
I=LI1#j f; 1-11#:/
Xdx,d?*b, - - - dx,d?b,dx\d*b| - - - dx,d’b;, . (17)

In Eq. (17) a simplification was made by neglecting the case / =j and i =s that correspond to the possibility of in-
teraction for the parton s of B with the parton j of A, s and j being the partons taken into consideration in evaluating
the average. (The relevance and validity of this simplification is further discussed in Appendix B.) Given the very large
amount of partonic interactions in the regime considered here, this simplification will make only marginal corrections
to an exact result. On the other hand, the final expression obtained in this way has a very simple and transparent physi-
cal meaning. With some manipulations one gets, in fact,

(kn)o#P= [d*Bdx'd*'dx d* 3 T, (x,b)nf(x,b—B)TS(x",b'— B/ (x",b") (18)
ff

where the probability for a parton to have a semihard interaction with a nucleus is bounded by one also in the limit of
P close to zero: At a given transverse coordinate b one has, in fact, some average number of partons of the kind f:
I'/,(x,b) from nucleus 4 multiplied by the interaction probability with nucleus B: 1n5(x,b—pB). The same operation is
done with B and finally one has to sum over all possibilities.

The quantities that we are more interested in are, however, the averages involving the energy of the wounded par-
tons. The reason is that one can then estimate the semihard energy spectrum, or better its average value and the disper-
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sion. Apart from a trivial rescaling we are then interested in {xp), (x3), {x,), (x%),and {x ;x5 ). Let us then look

for {(xp):
AB_ [ 2 1 I S 1 N b —B) - - - Tk
<xB )0’ fd 8 2 2 —"FA(prx)' - I'f(x,,b,) E 2 k' I'p(xi,bj—B) 7 (xz, b —B)
n—lfl n ’ —lf]
ol ' ol
X(lefll...f"+"'+kaf:‘ f")
X exp |— [ 3 T (x,bldx d% |exp |— [ 3 Tf(x',b')dx'd b’
f f
Xdx,d%, - - - dx,d?,dx|d*’, - - - dx,d>b} (19)
that will give
(xB)o"B—deB 2 2 %Fﬁ'(xl,bl)"-I‘{,"(x,,,b,,)exp —fzr{,(x,b)dx d2b|
n=1fy - f, °° f
X %x'F{;'(x,b'—B)P,fl'...f"dxldzb, -+~ dx,d*,dx'd*’ (20)
and finally
(xp)ofP= [d’Bdx'd?’ 3 x'Tf(x",b'—B)n/y(x",b") 21
<
[
that can be compared with Eq. (14). DB =((x,+x5))g—{x,+xp)}

One will notice that in the limit of small p"‘“‘ values
Eq. (21) is well defined, since the interaction probability is
explicitly less than one and the average momentum car-
ried by the partons of nucleus B is regular as a function
of the cutoff. In order to estimate {x § ) one will rewrite
Eq. (19) replacing the sum of x”s with a sum squared.
One will then get two contributions:

k k
+x)P= 3 (x/P+ 3T x/x].

i)
i=1 ij=1,i#]

(x’1+...

The first one will give

[d*Bdx’d?’ 3 (x'PT{(x",b' =By (x',b') (22a)
<

and the second one

[a*s [dx'dzb S x T, b =By (x',b) |2 (22b)

(after having neglected the possibility for the two partons
of B carrying the fractional momentum x; and x; to in-
teract with the same parton of A).

When looking at {x ,xz) one will get, analogously
with (kn ),

(x gxp)ofP= [d’Bdx'd*'dx d%

X3 x4, (x,b)nf(x,b—B)
fr
Xx'TE(x",b' =B (x",b"),
(23)

which, as in the previous case, is a regular function of the
cutoff. For the dispersion at fixed impact parameter
D (B) one will have

= [ 3 x’T(x,b)nf(x,b—B)dx d’b
f
+ [ 3 x4 (x,b—B)/i(x,bldx d’ . (24)
<

The energy spectrum is then easily written down with
the help of the central-limit theorem:

dUH

T _—_deB{I—exp[—(n(B))]]

x___.l______ __[E;<E_(_Bﬁ]i (25)
v D(B)r D(B) ’

In Eq. (25) {n(B)) is defined implicitly by Eq. (5) giving
the semihard cross section o 2.

The feature of Eq. (25) we want to stress is that it is a
regular function in the limit of small values of the cutoff
pMin_since the average values entering in Eq. (25) are well

defined also in this limiting case.

exp

IV. QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES
AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we have tried to gain a better in-
sight into the problem of the divergence of the
QCD-parton-model cross section at x =0. This singular
behavior is no longer present in the expression for the in-
tegrated semihard cross section after having included in
the interaction an infinite class of multiple parton col-
lisions, namely, disconnected (or parallel) multiple parton
collisions.® It is, however, still present in average quanti-
ties. To overcome this problem a more satisfactory
description of the interaction is needed; we have then
given an expression for the semihard cross section where
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all semihard partonic interactions have been taken into
account. To achieve this goal we have basically made the
assumption of complete incoherence among different
semihard partonic collisions, so that the picture of the in-
teraction is a purely probabilistic one and the semihard
cross section is given by Eq. (5).

Given the expression for the semihard cross section we
have been able to estimate the mean value and the vari-
ance of the energy going into semihard partonic col-
lisions. These quantities are conveniently evaluated in-
troducing the concept of wounded partons and are regu-
lar at small values of x. The semihard energy spectrum
can then be estimated, the expression being Eq. (25) in
the preceding paragraph. To have some qualitative feel-
ings on these issues we find it interesting to comment on
the limiting situation of Eq. (25) for 4 — « and later to
compare the limiting distribution to a more realistic case.

One may in fact notice that, at a fixed impact parame-
ter, the average energy produced ( E(B)) and the disper-
sion D (f) are linear in the atomic mass A [see Egs. (21)
and (24)] in the same way as the total energy. It is then
convenient to introduce a new variable € defined as the
energy divided by the total energy available. In the limit
of A — oo one will notice that the Gaussian energy distri-
bution at fixed impact parameter B in Eq. (25) will be-
come a delta function as a function of €:

_[E—(EBN]
D(B)

exp

—8(e— .
VD B)n ‘ (e—e(B))

For large values of A the dispersion in the semihard
energy produced in the interaction is then negligible at a
given impact parameter. The consequence is that a mea-
sure of the semihard energy is also a measure of the im-
pact parameter: if A4 is very large the energy carried by
the nucleons in the overlap region between the two in-
teracting nuclei will be wholly released by semihard
scatterings. Measuring that amount of energy will then
give the amount of overlap and therefore the value of the
impact parameter. One will notice that, in such a situa-
tion, in order to measure the energy produced in the
semihard scatterings, it would not be really necessary to
measure all the energy carried by all the final-state mini-
jets. It would be enough to be able to measure the energy
carried by the spectator nucleons (the ones that will not
happen to be in the overlap region).

In order to have a more quantitative feeling on these
remarks, and without claiming to perform detailed pre-
dictions, we have performed some numerical calculations.
The relevant quantities to be evaluated to be able to esti-
mate do  /dE [Eq. (25)] are {n(B)), (E(B)), and D (B).
To this purpose explicit expressions for I'/(x,b) and for
&'/ (xx') have to be given. The interaction probability
&'/ (xx',b—1’), that enters in the general expression for
oy [Eq. (5)], appears only convoluted with the average
number of partons I'/(x,b) and since the rangein b of '
is of the order of the nuclear dimension while the range
in b—b’ of & is rather of the order of (p™")~! one can
use the approximation

3373
[ 307,678 (xx",b—b")dx'd%’
<
~3 T (x",0)8 (xx") .
<

For the average number of partons I'/(x,b) we have used
the factorized expression
3

I(x,b)= 4G/ (x)——
2R

(R 2_b2)1/26(R 2_b2) ,

where G/(x) is the average number of partons with flavor
f and fractional momentum x in a nucleon, A is the
atomic mass number, and the dependence on b corre-
sponds to a uniform spherical distribution.

For 6/7(xx’) we have used the expression given in
Ref. 3 of the gluon-gluon cross section integrated in the
polar c.m. scattering angle with the cutoff p™n.
Effectively we have considered the case of two flavors
only, gluons and quarks, the elementary cross sections be-
ing equal apart from a relative scale factor.

(E(B)) and D(B) are then estimated using Egs. (21)
and (24). The quantity {n(B)) is obtained writing the
cross section oy, as given explicitly in Eq. (5), in the
form of Eq. (1). Since doy/dB depends weakly on
(n(B)) when the number of collisions is large, we have
approximated {(n(8)) with (v(B)) that can be obtained
from Eq. (15). The approximation corresponds to include
in the evaluation of {n(B)) disconnected semihard par-
tonic collisions only, as in the eikonal models.

The kinematical region of interest is that one of small
values for the fractional momentum x: We find that with
a cutoff p/™" around 3 GeV and for energies of 2 TeV in
the nucleon-nucleon c.m. system one is not very far from
the limiting situation where all the energy in the overlap
region is released by means of semihard collisions. Typi-
cal values of x are therefore x ~1073. For these values of
x the usual evolution equation is no longer adequate'*
and one has to resume the logarithms of x. The behavior
of the parton distributions as a function of x in the
small-x limit gets therefore changed in a sizable way: a
behavior of x ~7 with J effectively of the order of 1.5 has
been argued.’® In performing our calculations we have
used the set 3 parton distributions from Ref. 16 where the
behavior of the gluon distributions was obtained requir-
ing the behavior x 5. As a scale factor in the parton
distributions we have used Q2=(p™")2. In the region of
interest, both for x and Q2 the values provided by these
gluon distributions are not dramatically different from
those obtained in the recent analysis of Ref. 17. The
semihard cross section, that appears explicitly as dimen-
sional factor in the multiparton distributions, has been
assumed to be the geometrical cross section, namely,
of#F=40X4X A% mb. In the elementary partonic in-
teraction a kK =2 factor has been assumed.

The results are presented in four figures.

In Fig. 1 one is plotting the average fraction of energy
released by means of semihard collisions as a function of
the ratio B/R, with R the nuclear radius. The case taken
into consideration is that of 4 =B =208 and of 1 TeV
per nucleon c.m. energy. The dashed-dotted curve refers
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0
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FIG. 1. Average fraction of energy released by means of
semihard collisions as a function of the ratio B/R for
A=B =208 and c.m. energy of 1 TeV per nucleon. The
dashed-dotted curve refers to a cutoff p,‘“i“=4 GeV, the dashed
one to p™"=2.5 GeV, while the solid curve is the limiting case
where all the energy in the overlap region has been released.

to a cutoff p™"=4 GeV, the dashed one to pMi"=2.5
GeV, while the solid curve is the limiting case where all
the energy in the overlap region is released by means of
semihard collisions.

In Fig. 2 one is plotting (1/0#B)do{/de as a func-
tion of e=E /E,, for Pb+Pb collisions with c.m. ener-
gies of 1 TeV per nucleon. The dashed-dotted curve cor-
responds to a cutoff p/""=4 GeV, the dashed curve to a
cutoff of 2.5 GeV and the solid curve to the limiting case.

In Fig. 3 one is looking at the effect on
(1/0#B)do 8 /d e of changing the atomic mass A, hav-
ing kept fixed the cutoff (p™"=2.5 GeV) and the c.m. en-
ergy per nucleon (=1 TeV). The dashed-dotted curve
refers to 4 + A collisions with 4 =100, the dashed one
to A =208, and the solid one is the limiting case 4 —

10.

AB
1 dog
ofiB  de

0 1
€
FIG. 2. Differential cross section as a function of e=E /E,,,
for Pb+Pb collisions with c.m. energy of 1 TeV per nucleon.
The different curves are as in Fig. 1.
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10.
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0 . 1

FIG. 3. Differential cross section as a function of € for
different atomic masses in 4 + A collisions with p/""=2.5 GeV
and with 1 TeV per nucleon c.m. energy. Dotted curve, 4 =10;
dashed-dotted, 4 =100; dashed, 4 =208. The solid curve
refers to the limiting case that can be understood as 4 — .

(all the energy in the overlap region is released). Al-
though the calculation is no longer reliable for small
atomic numbers, we have also included in the figure the
case 4 =10 (dotted curve).

Figure 4 shows the effect on (1/078)dofi®/de of
changing the c.m. energy per nucleon keeping fixed both
the atomic masses (A4 =B =100) and the -cutoff
(pmn=2.5 GeV). The dashed-dotted curve refers to a
c.m. energy of 0.5 TeV per nucleon, the dashed curve to a
c.m. energy of 1 TeV per nucleon, and the solid curve
refers to the limiting case that can now be understood as
the limiting situation where one has an infinitely large
amount of energy per nucleon in the c.m. system.

10.

1 dog®
ofP  de

0 € 1

FIG. 4. Differential cross section as a function of € for
different c.m. per nucleon energies and with fixed atomic masses
(A =B =100) and cutoff (p™"=2.5 GeV). The dashed-dotted
curve refers to a c.m. energy of 0.5 TeV per nucleon and the
dashed curve to a c.m. of 1 TeV per nucleon. The solid curve is
the limiting case that can be understood as the case of an
infinitely large amount of energy per nucleon in the c.m. system.
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The indication from the numerical calculation is that
this limiting case is not as far as one could perhaps have
expected. Very roughly, at these c.m. energies, the basic
description of the semihard interaction between the two
nuclei is represented by the simple geometrical picture
where most of the constituents in the overlap region take
part in the interaction, all the others being spectators.
When moving from the hard to the semihard region uni-
tarity will switch on different multiple-scattering process-
es. In the regime where 0,4 =0 peasic ON€ has discon-
nected multiparton scattering. When 7/,(x,b) is sizable
one has parton rescattering. The first regime will start at
higher p, with respect to the second because of the
different dependence on 4. One will notice in fact that,
when it is possible to keep only the term linear with & in
the expansion of 7, the average quantities are those com-
puted with the single-scattering expression given in the
QCD parton model. Similar conclusions have been ob-
tained in the framework of extremely high-energy ha-
dronic collisions.!® The large variation of the output
semihard energy distribution as a function of the cutoff
p™" shows that the parton distributions at values of
x =107 or less are the really critical parameter.

Our analysis is based mainly on two different assump-
tions. The first is the Poissonian expression for the mul-
tiparton distributions. The second is the assumption of
incoherence between different multiple-parton collisions.
Our justification for the first is that we expect parton-
parton correlations to be relatively small in a large nu-
cleus. Because of purely combinatorial reasons, it is in
fact easier for a parton which suffers two or more col-
lisions to hit partons originating from different nucleons
than partons originating from the same nucleus. We be-
J
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lieve that a good support for our second hypothesis is the
present understanding of the high-energy inelastic
nucleus-nucleus cross section in terms of the inelastic
nucleon-nucleon cross section. In our opinion, however,
both hypotheses can find a sounder justification and we
are presently investigating this possibility.

APPENDIX A

We wish to show here how one can derive the average
number of partonic collisions, from the expression for the
semihard cross section [Eq. (5)]. For simplicity we will
indicate here all the degrees of freedom of the interaction

probability 6 w1th only one index.
Since the factor
n ! f f Q
HH H =|[1—-J] (1—8,) (A1)
=1j= f v=1

in Eq. (5) is multiplied by a symmetric expression it is
convenient to introduce the symmetrizing operator &
defined as

e?xl.X2 : 'XkE(xIX2 i 'xk+xlx2 i 'xk+1

+"'+xle"'xk+3

n
YA

so that one is choosing in all possible ways k elements in
a set of n, summing the products and dividing by the
number of combinations.

Let us first consider

(A2)

Q g Q] v
Qsovgo _61)"'(1—6v)6v+1"'6Q=&V§0 v “go(_l)#ajl "'6j#3v+1"'3Q m
L 9! (=106, - &
EOEO @it 00,
g o2 QuQ —A\)
= — 1 P
&Eo o (Q —u—k)!)\!u!(Q—M!( D, -8, ,
410
=83 |, |[A-D% e, 8y, =1 (A3)
A=0
One will then write the relation
Q
§ 2 (1—6 ) (1=8)8,4 " 8o=F 3 —(v=0)=1—(1=8,) - (1=89) . (A4)
v=0
We can now evaluate the average number of collisions:
Q._
s 2 v (1-—6 ) (1=8,)8 4, 8p=80Q 2 ' ](1—61)'-'(1—6Q_p_1)6Q_p---6Q
o-1|0—1
=8Q6Q 2 (1_61)"'(1_ap)ap+|"'6Q__1
p=0

which is the relation we wanted to prove.
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APPENDIX B

In this appendix we will show how to obtain the complete expression for {x ,xz)o #2 and (x})o

#8 including the

correction term that has been neglected when writing Eqgs. (22) and (23) in the text. To simplify the notation we do not

write the indices identifying the various species of partons.

Following Ref. 9 we introduce the generating functions for the collisions between n partons from nucleus 4 and m

partons from nucleus B:

n m
F(xy,oo 3 %5005 5 Ym)=JI TI (16 +x,y;6;) .
i=1j=1

(B1)

The expansion of F in powers of x’s and y’s provides all the probabilities for multiple collisions: e.g., the coefficient of
« . n m m . eqe . . . . . . .
the term containing x,~':'x,-22 Y 'y jzz - - is the probability for i, to collide n times, i,n, times, etc. (One will notice

that 3,n, =3 m, by construction.)
We then introduce the notation

F(1,H)=F(1,...,1,...,1)=1,

F(0,1)=F(1,...,x,=0,...,1,...,D)=[[ (1-8;),

Fi(1,00=F(1,...,5;1,...,y;=0,..., )= I[1(-¢;

F;(0,00=F(1,...,x,=0,...,;1,...,y;=0,...,1)

=(1—&,)[[(1—8) [L(1—8,) -

1#j ki

To get the probability for i to have at least one interaction one then writes

k
g
3 )3 O FGy, g o)k —0y—o=F(1,D—F,(0,1) .

The probability for x; and y; to have at least one interaction is, analogously,
F(1,1)—F;(0,1)—F;(1,0)+F;;(0,0) .
One then has

(x 4xp)ofB= deB 2 ——I“A x4,by) T 4(x,,b,)exp ’—fFA(x,b)dx dzb]

Xk§1 EFB(X'I’bII*B) “ e FB(xl:’b;( —B)exp —-IFB(xl’bl)dxleb:

n k
X 3 3 xx,[F(1,1)=F,(0,1)—F;(1,0)+F,;(0,0)]
i=1j=1

Xdx,d%, - dx,d*b,dxd*’ - - - dx,d?b; .
The contribution from F(1,1) is
Jd?BT 4(x,,b))T(x},bj—B)x,dx,d? x dxd%; .

The contribution from F;(0,1) is

JdBT 4(x;,6)(1—8 ;)T 5(x},b;—B)exp

— [ Tp(x5,6,—B)6 ydx5d % }xldxldzb,x’,dx’ldzb’l ‘
The contribution from F;(1,0) is obtained exchanging A and B in F;(0,1). The contribution from F;(0,0) is

[ @*Bx,dx,d% xdx d? T 4(x,,b,)(1—8 ;)T 5(x},b;—B)

X exp (= [ Dp(x},b5-B)0 pdx 32}

exp [_ f FA(Xz,bz)azlrdxzdzbz
All together one gets

(B3)

(B4)

(BS)

(B6)

(B7)

(B8)
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[ d%Bx,dx,d%,x}dx}d?;T 4(x,,b)) [1— exp [—fr3<x;,b;—3)a,2,dx'zd2b'2]]
XTp(x},b,—B) [l—exp [—fl“A(xz,bz)&zydxzdzbz H ., (B9)
that is the expression given in Eq. (23), and the correction term

[ d?Bx,dx,d%,x1dxd?T 4(x;,b,)8,,T5(x},b;—B)

X {1— [l—exp

—fI‘B(x'z,b'z—ﬂ)au.dx’deb'z]] [1— exp

— [T 4(x3,b,)8,,dx,d%, ” ] . (B10)

One will notice that, in the limit of a large number of collisions, the term in the curly brackets will get a negligible con-
tribution from the overlap region between the two nuclei, unless b, or b} are close to the nuclear border.

The correction term is then a term of order 4!/ while the dominant term is of order 42/3. In order to evaluate the
correction term to the squared energy emitted by the partons of nucleus B we make use of Eq. (B3) twice. We get

(x})ofp=[d8 S, ;lTl"A(x,,bl)"'I"A(x,,,b,,)exp

n=1

~ [T txb)dx d |

XS %mx;,b;—ﬂ) c+ Tp(xL,b, —B)exp
k=1 :

~fFB(x’,b')dx'd2b']

B

j=1

B 1---B
+ 3 3 xx/[F(1,1)=F;(1,0)][F(1,1)—F;(1,0)]

j=1 i#j

dx1d2b1 e dx,idzb,: .

(B11)

From the first term we get the expression (22a); the second term can be splitted into two pieces, the first one of which
reproduces expression (22b) while the second one is

[d*Bx"Ty(x",b"—BIV(x',x";b',b")x T y(x",b'—B)

X exp — [T 4(x,b")8(x,x")dx |dx'dx"d*b'd*" , (B12)

— [T 4(x,6"8 (x,x")dx ] exp

where V is defined as

V= exp

[ 8(x",6";x,b)T 1 (x,6)8(x,b;x",b')dx d 2 ] -1,

One should notice that, since & is a probability, it will  description of the whole nucleus [see Eq. (4)] and the only
never exceed 1; as a consequence the positive exponential ~ explicit remnant of the nuclear properties is in the index
in ¥ will always be compensated by the negative ones in A appended to the functions '/, (x;,b, ).
expression (B10). In the limit of a large number of par- The effects of the intermediate nucleonic level could
tons one has then that Eq. (B12), analogously to Eq. show up in different ways. We have chosen a well-defined
(B10), gives a contribution of order 4!/* to be compared  nuclear effect which is certainly present; it is the correla-
with the dominant contributions that are rather of order  tion between nucleons and the related fluctuation in the

A3, nuclear density.
In the absence of density fluctuations, partonic Pois-
APPENDIX C sonian distributions from the single nucleons would result
in a strictly Poissonian distribution of partons for the
In this appendix the origin and consequences of possi- whole nucleus, at fixed b; if, on the contrary, there is a

ble deviations from a strict Poissonion distribution for fluctuation in the nucleon number, at a fixed impact pa-
the nuclear parton population are discussed. We take rameter, then the resulting distribution cannot be Pois-
into consideration two possible sources of deviation: The sonian, as discussed, in general, in Ref. 9.

first one is the effect of the intermediate nucleon struc- We will consider here the correlations rising from the
ture, which mainly enters into the game inducing correla-  Pauli principle. The nucleus will be represented by a Fer-
tions; in the second case the partonic distribution devi- mi gas (at zero temperature) in a rigid box as, e.g., in Ref.

ates from a Poissonian already at nucleonic level. The 19.
treatment discussed until now relies on a partonic Starting from the normalized nuclear wave function
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one defines
w(r -t )=D(r 1 ))?,
l)=fdr2~--drAwA , (C1
w‘z’(rl,r2)=fdr3 coedrgwy .

Since, in this description, the surface effects are neglect-
ed, the one-body distribution is constant: w'!=1/¥V,
with ¥ =(47/3)R 3 the volume.

We always work in the impact-parameter representa-
tion and therefore it turns out to be convenient to intro-
duce the distributions

Fyls; s )= [dz, -
fdz w'V (C2)
)=fa’zldzzw‘2J ,

-dz wy ,
F(l 51
F(s,,s,

where r2=s%+z2
Following Ref. 19 we get

w'ry,1,)= 1 [w(rp)w(ry)—c(ry,r,)] .

The correlation function ¢ depends only on the relative
coordinate r=r;—r1,. Actually,

2
c(r ~ 1.9 |sinu —cosu
vV u4 u
and
F(2) —1 +1lg)= A4 ZS l_iﬂ
(S _Z-S’S ’z—s)‘_ A—l f( ) 4 (RZ—SZ)Z

fd3rc(r)=—ﬁ

where u =rky and the Fermi momentum is taken equal
both for neutrons and protons (N=Z=14),
kp=3im*A4/V.

An important property of c¢ is that it differs sizably
from zero only in a range of r which is, in a heavy nu-
cleus, quite small with respect to the nuclear radius; as a
consequence the integration in r can be extended to
infinity.

Going to the impact-parameter representation we get

F(s)=f(s)= 22 (1=52/R) (R =) ,
(C3)
F?sy,8))=f(s5,)f(s;)+g(s1,8,) ,
with
g(sy,8,)= f(sl )f(s3)— 1 fdz]dZZC(rl’rZ)
and
fg(sl,sz)dsl=fg(sl,sz)ds2=0 . (C4)

The analytical expression for g is rather cumbersome; in
the case s;~s, (that is also the case where the effect of
the Pauli principle is larger) one gets, however, a simple
expression.

In this case F'? is given by

1
— (58
5 Vkg

[1— L(kps)?] (C5)

The first part is from the factorized part (ff), the second from the correction (g).

The main observation is that, while for r,=r, w'? is zero, for s;=s, F'? is not zero. The negative correcting term is
roughly 0.2 for 4 ~200; the effect then is not a very relevant one unless s—r, where, on the other hand, the surface
effects are important. (If s is very close to R the expression for F?) can no longer be trusted since the integration over z

cannot be done over all the real axis in that case.)

As expected the z integration softens the effect of the Pauli principle in a rather efficient way; as a consequence, when-
ever an impact-parameter description is allowed, the effect, on large nuclei, can be treated perturbatively. We will then

work out a definite example (neglecting for simplicity flavor indices). The semihard cross section [see Eq. (

the form

o= [d*BI dsF (s, - sA)]'[ds’FB(s'l S sp)

X2

(n,) ™

X3

{Iy} IY

F(XZ l,bz 1

F(xyl, Yl SIY)'.-

5)] then takes

2) " Tlxz, bz, —sz)

F(xi,v’ly,b'y’ly"‘s'y)

X exp [—Afr(x,b)dx d% | exp [~ B [ T(x',b)dx'b%’

where Z=1--- 4,Y=1"-"
and {n} denotes the indices n, - - -
The mean energy is easily obtained:

uﬂh

IY
I;Il(l—azﬂ‘;y,j)ldedx’ndzbdzbl, (C6)

n:w

i)

- B refer to the nucleons in 4 and B, I" are the parton distributions of the single nucleon,
n 4 that have to be summed.
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(xp )a,‘,B=fd26HdsFA [1ds'Fg 3 x'dx'T(x",b'—sy) [1— ] [1—n(x",b"—s,)] .
Y z
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(C7)

7 has been defined in Eq. (13); in this case, however, I refers to a single nucleon. The function Fy is symmetric in its
arguments so the sum 3 y gives simply a factor B; moreover, Fy can be integrated over B —1 arguments giving f5(s’);
on the contrary, all the arguments of F , are present also in 1—17 and therefore a more detailed treatment is needed in

this case.
In general one may write

FA(S)=fA(Sl)-.'fA(SA)+fA(SI)'..gA(sjsk)..'fA(sA)

+falsy): "hA(sjsksI)' fals )T f4lsy) -

'gA(sjsk)"‘gA(smsn)'"fA(SAH' cee

(C8)

Since the effect of the correlation is not large we keep (in addition to the factorized term) only the first-order term in g.
Introducing this truncated expression in Eq. (C7) and using the approximation (1—y)4~e ~ 4’ we get

(xp)ofP= [d*BBfs(s")T(x",b'—s')x'ds’

X |1— exp —Aff,,(s)n(x',b'—s)ds]

2
—%—-fg(s,?)n(x',b’~§)1](x’,b’—§)exp [—(A —2) [ f4(s)(x',b' —s)ds |d5d T+ - - l . (C9)

The nuclear parton distributions are obtained convo-
luting f with I'. More precisely,

Lp(x',b'—=B)=B [ fo(s")T(x",b'—B—s')ds’

where, keeping into account that f is centered around 3,
one has defined f, as fy(|s’—B|)=fp(s’). The compar-
ison with Eq. (21) shows two differences: The first is the
term in g; the second is the appearance of 7 at the ex-
ponent. One will notice that if 7 is “small” then n=TI"¢
and defining

T ,(x,b)=4 [ f(s5,)0(x,b=s,)ds,

one gets the same exponent as in Eq. (21). The correction
term in (C9) looks proportional to 42 and thus potential-
ly large. It may, however, be recast in the form
i1fr,ér ,6(g/ff) and, in accordance with the previ-
ous discussion, the term in parentheses is small.

The same procedure can be applied also in computing
(x3) and {x 4xp), and as the details are rather compli-
cated we will only sketch the calculation.

The term {(x3) has three different kinds of contribu-
tions: one of kind x ;,2, (energy squared of one parton), one
of kind x/yx/y (energies of two partons of the same nu-
cleon), and one of kind xyx/y (energies of two partons of
different nucleons). The first two contributions do not in-
volve the correlation function for the nucleus B; the third
does. The term {x 4xp ) finally will depend on the corre-
lation functions of both nuclei that will act between the
terms linear in I" and the exponential terms.

In conclusion we see that a systematic way to treat the
density fluctuations of the nucleus is available and that
this kind of perturbation does not play an important role
in the problems discussed in the present paper.

There is a question about the parton distribution which
is complementary to the problem analyzed above, name-
ly, that one can ask how much the Poissonian distribu-
tion is fundamental for the conclusions which have been

I

drawn. The question in this form is too general, so we
will look at a much more specialized case, where one
keeps the distribution still factorized, but not Poissonian.
The alternative chosen is the negative-binomial distribu-
tion, which, although in a different context, has been sug-
gesggd as relevant in high-energy multiplicity phenome-
na.

We start, therefore, with a distribution

n

]( —)"Alx;,by) * Alx,,b, )[1— [ Ax,b)dx a% |”.

From the exclusive distribution A one can derive the par-
tonic density which is

A(x,b)
1— [ A(x,bldx d%

D(x,b)=a

One can use the previously given formulation in order
to calculate physical observables. As an example we find

(xp)oy=[d*Bdx'd®'x'D(x',b'—B)

—a

X

- {l—%ifi)(x,b’)&(xx')dx
a

(C10)

The geometric limit corresponds to f D& — o at fixed a.
As is well known one can obtain the Poisson distribution
and the related result in a limiting case:
A=T/a, a— «, in fact in this case one gets back, from
Eq. (C10), Eq. (21).

This kind of distribution can be taken for the single nu-
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cleon, then inserted into the nuclear structure as in (C7)
(which remains valid provided an obvious redefinition of
n is made) and, in the same way, Eq. (C9) is obtained.
When D is small, the approximation 7=2& holds and

G. CALUCCI AND D. TRELEANI 41

the parameter a disappears. We are induced to conclude,
in this example, that all the features of the Poisson distri-
bution are reproduced, not because of the original par-
tonic distribution, but because of the large- 4 effect.
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