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Transverse-momentum distributions in the pionization region of the single- and the two-
particle inclusive reactions are studied using multiperipheral models. We find that the
slope of the diffraction peak for the elastic scattering can be used to set the scale of trans-
verse momenta. The same reasonings also lead to a “broadening” of (g, for the single-
particle distribution and to a positive correlation, peaking at cos¢ = —1, for the two-particle
distribution. The latter effect is due to the existence of a lower J-plane singularity (a branch

point for a multi-Regge model), thus having a correlation length (o, — ac)'i.

These general

results are then verified by calculations based on an explicit multi-Regge model. We suggest
that our predictions are applicable toa + b — n*+ 7* + anything, and a + 6 — 7~ + 7~ + anything,
where the two detected final particles have exotic quantum numbers.

I. INTRODUCTION

The basic ingredient of the multiperipheral mod-
el! (MPM) is the neglect of “long-range” correla-
tion effects in particle production at high energies.
By incorporating direct-channel unitarity, the in-
tegral-equation approach to the MP dynamics al-
lows us to demonstrate explicitly as its conse-
quences the Regge behavior of exclusive process-
es'™ and the scaling properties of inclusive pro-
cesses.>® These general properties are indepen-
dent of the detailed nature of the short-range cor-
relations.

Experimentally, it is known that the distribution
for the transverse momentum ¢,? is roughly ex-
ponential. We concentrate in this paper on the con-
sequences of this experimental input under the MP
considerations. The “central” parameter of our
discussion is the average ¢, for elastic scatter-
ing, Q7,7 defined by

d dog*
Q= <d-t ln<d—t>>av .
In order to avoid the unnecessary complications of
solving MP integral equations, we simply assume
that the solution has a reasonable spectrum in the
J plane —-a leading pole at «,(0), and a branch point
at a.(0), a.<a,

We suggest that the MP ‘“chain” structure in gen-
eral leads to a “broadening” of (¢,?) for the sin-
gle-particle distribution in the pionization region.
We first demonstrate that, for all MPM describ-
able by a Chew-Goldberger-Low (CGL) equation,
our experimental input implies a large transverse-
momentum cutoff of the form

(1.1)

(K=

flg.?) <exp(-394q,%). (1.2)
The same analysis is then used to obtain the large
transverse-momentum cutoff for the two-particle
production. We find that the deviation from the un-
correlated distribution in the two-particle pioniza-
tion region,

Afxzzfxz _flfz,

always contains a positive component, which favors
the configuration cosp =g; - g5 = -1. Arguments
are given that this phenomenon is peculiar to MPM
only.

The above qualitative results, obtained by gen-
eral arguments, are then verified by an explicit
calculation using an exponentially damped multi-
Regge model (MRM). We find, in particular, that
the “correlation function” Af,, is controlled by the
branch cut at @,, and has a large «,, k, behavior

Af ;< (Z,,) ey -ag)

xexp{-Q[ 3k, + 5k, + (€™ + Fcos p) (k,k,) 2},
(1.3)
where y=y, - y,>0 is the relative rapidity, and
K=q+p?, k=gt

As y~ <, Af, vanishes as exp[-(a, - o)y, Z,,
~2(k,k,)'* coshy, thus corresponding to a correla-
tion length (o, — @,) ™'. We point out that this posi-
tive correlation in the pionization region can best
be observed in reactions where two detected par-
ticles have exotic quantum numbers.

The concept of a limiting distribution (or scaling)
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for inclusive processes can best be described by
using Mueller’s Regge hypothesis.® With the real-
ization that inclusive distributions are directly re-
lated to discontinuities of elastic multiparticle
scattering amplitudes,® it is believed that Mueller’s
Regge hypothesis is probably on the same footing
as the multi-Regge hypothesis'® for the exclusive
processes. In the case of the two-particle distri-
bution,!! the relevant multiparticle reaction is 4

to 4,

DPa+di+d3+Dy—~Da+ 41+ d2+ Py, (1.4)
and the discontinuity is always taken in the crossed
variable

M2=(Pu+Pb—‘h‘q2)2 . (1.5)

The discontinuity (27)X,, in the forward limit, i.e.,
ba=Pss 4,=q}, etc., is schematically represented
by Fig. 1(a), and it is related to the two-particle
distribution f}2 for the process

Do+ Do~ 4, + g, +anything (1.6)
by
a= (o) AT 3 (s, m 2 mP)X, . (1.7)

The Mueller multi-Regge expansions for X, in

various kinematic regions!! are illustrated by Figs.

1(b)-1(e). Each diagram corresponds to a limiting
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FIG. 1. (a) Mueller diagram for a two-particle in-
clusive cross section, (b) the limiting distribution for
the fragmentation region of particle a, (c) the double-
fragmentation limit, (d) the pionization limit, and (e)
the uncorrelated pionization limit.

distribution for the region in question, and is con-
trolled by the leading vacuum singularity «,. The
shape of the distribution is determined by “cou-
pling functions” associated with vertices, which
can only be obtained in models. The contributions
from the lower singularities in the complex J
plane provide the corrections to the limiting dis-
tributions at “nonasymptotic” regions. In particu-
lar, these corrections in general do not possess
factorization properties of the limiting distribu-
tions, thus leading to “short-range” correlation
effects.

In the CGL model the discontinuity X, is given
by a sum of eight terms, A, B,...,H, correspond-
ing to different topologies where the two detected
particles are emitted in the MP chain (Figs. 2, 3).
From the discussion of Sec. II, it is evident that
not all eight MP diagrams contribute to the limit-
ing distributions. By comparing Figs. 1 and 3, we
find that the correspondence between the leading
Mueller diagrams and the MP diagrams is

Single fragmentation of a: C,E, G, H

Single fragmentation of b: D, F, G, H

Double fragmentation: A, B E,F,H (1.8)

Correlated pionization: G H

Uncorrelated pionization: H.

This correspondence can be established explicit-
ly® 2 by a repeated use of the multiperipheral as-
sumptions and by assuming the existence of an iso-
lated leading vacuum singularity «,. This, in
turn, proves the scaling of the two-particle distri-
bution. In particular, it allows us to calculate the
“coupling functions” in Mueller expansions in
terms of parameters of the MPM.

Diagrams not listed in (1.8) correspond to non-
asymptotic corrections. Particular attention is
directed to the transition between the correlated
and the uncorrelated pionization regions. Under
our approximation the diagram H will be factor-
izable, so that the entire correlation effect in the
pionization region is due to the diagram G. This
short-range correlation can be shown to corre-
spond to the existence of a J-plane branch point
at a,.'®

Our program is to first calculate the gross
transverse-momenta behavior of the Mueller cou-
pling functions by a general MP consideration. To
avoid discussing the details of the MP bootstrap,
we shall assume the knowledge of the J-plane sin-
gularities at the forward limit and shall ignore the



6 CORRELATION LENGTHS,
q, q, ql'l 12 q,
Pq Py Pa Py
(a) (b)
q, q, q, q,
‘ t I'zz" : t t
Pq Py Pa Pb
(c) (d)
q q q q
1, t 1 et t4°
Q Q
Pa Py Pa Pp
(e) (f)

FIG. 2. (a)—(h) Eight inequivalent production configura-
tions in a MP chain.

effects of Regge slopes. Under these conditions,
we find from (1.1) that the elastic amplitude is
parametrized by

T%(s, ) ~ iy (t)(s)*x(t), (1.9)
where
y(t) = gel 2t (1.10)

so that the total cross section is asymptotically
given by

o'(s) > g2s™ -t (1.11)

The cutoff behavior (1.2) and (1.3) can then be
shown to follow from the “chain” structure of the
CGL model. In order to make our discussions
self-contained, we review briefly the structure of
the CGL model and the scaling property of the two-
particle distribution in Sec. II. Transverse-mo-
mentum cutoffs for the single- and the two-particle
distributions are derived in Sec. III. In Sec. IV,

we obtain explicit representations for X,, using an
exponentially damped MRM, which not only verify
results of Sec. III, but also provide us with distri-
bution functions for other kinematic regions. Fi-
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FIG. 3. (a)—(h) Contributions to the Mueller expansion
corresponding to the eight MP configurations depicted in
Figs. 2(a)-2(h).

nally, we examine the generality of our results in
Sec. V.

II. KINEMATICS OF THE CGL MODEL AND
SCALING

A. Single-Particle Distribution in the CGL Model

The single-particle distribution function f}, is
defined by

oty — do
San=(03% ‘(ZE)qu
= (0!)'A-Y2(s, m,2, m D)X, 2.1)

where X, is the discontinuity of a 3-to-3 amplitude
in M?=(p,+p, - q)?, and A is the usual triangle
function. By making a multi-Regge expansion for
production amplitudes, X, is calculated by integrat-
ing over the final-state phase space and summing
over the number of produced particles. It is then
given by a sum of three terms, corresponding to
inequivalent production configurations in a MP
chain. Each term involves one or two ladder sums,
which can always be related to the solution of a

MP integral equation (the CGL equation in the pres-
ent case). In the pionization region, we find [Fig.

4(a)]
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X, (Da; a5 Dy) ﬂ% f d*Q,d*Q, 5% (Q,+Q, +q)By(py; + Q1 —Q2) | Blty, w, 1,)|2B,(=Qy, + Qs D) . (2.2)

The derivation of (2.2) can be found in I and II, and we follow closely notations introduced there: Z’s al-
ways refer to subenergies between neighboring particles, ¢’ s are momentum transfers squared inside a
MP chain, w’s are Toller angles, y(t) and B({, w, t’) are the single- and the double-Regge couplings, re-
spectively. B,; and B,, the auxiliary absorptive parts, are solutions of the CGL equation. The Regge fac-
tor H(Z, t), which enters in the buildup of B’s, is parametrized by (Z/u?)**), where a(t) is the input

Regge pole. [See Fig. 4(b).]

B. Two-Particle Distribution in the CGL Model

Similarly, the two-particle distribution for the process (1.4) is related to the invariant cross section by

12 _

oty — do
ap = (033 I(ZEI)(2E2)W

= (0%) A2 (s, m 2, m X, .
In the MPM, X, is given by a sum of eight terms,
X,=A+B++-++H,

(2.3)

(2.4)

corresponding to the MP configurations illustrated in Fig. 2. Again, using the MR expansion and perform-
ing the ladder sums, we find that each diagram in Fig. 2 can be expressed in terms of B’s. For example,

the diagram G is given by

G-y [ 4'@d"Qd*Q, 8(Q,+Q+4)0'(Q ~ @+ @B, 2 Q)

X | B(t,, wy, t) (P:(¢A Z o) || B(t, wy, ) |°B,(Q, @ D), (2.5)

where t=@% t,=Q,% t,=@,%. The derivation of
(2.5) and the representations for the rest of Fig.

2 are given in Appendix A.

12 in general, depends on six independent vari-

ables, ' which can be chosen to be s = (p, +p,),

Y Y2 4i, 43, and cosp=g; * G;. (¥'s are the

rapidities. Our convention is y, 2>y, >y, > y,.)

However, for our subsequent discussions, it is

often convenient to use invariants. They include
Energy variables:

$,Z=(q,+q)*, M*=(p,+by—q,-a)*,
M= (p,+Dp— q))°, My*=(p,+pp— )%,  (2.6)
K =pP+qy?, K=pt+gyt.
Momentum transfers:
uy=(p. = q,)*, u=(pa - q)°,
(2.7
v,=(by = a,))%, v,=(Pp—q)°.
One useful relation among these variables is
2= 2u% +2(k,k,) 2 coshy - 2¢; g, cos¢
(y=y,-3). (2.8)

C. Scaling of the Two-Particle Distribution

The general multiperipheral assumption of
strong dampings for all momentum transfers, to-

r

gether with the assumption of the Pomeranchukon
dominance of the B’s, are sufficient to demon-
strate the scaling of i3 in 2 manner completely
analogous to the treatment of f,, in II. The MP as-
sumption allows us to show that phase-space inte-
grations for A, ..., H scale, and the dominant con-
tributions of the integrands always come from re-
gions where either B’s already have the correct
variable dependences or their behavior is known.
Because of the “scaling” property!™ of the kernel
of the CGL equation, it generally follows that B

2

T
/—\
n q
° nr \N tit,
. - =45 deP
By (PgiQ1=Q)= 72, \ >" QY Q.
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FIG. 4. (a) The pionization limit of a single-particle
inclusive cross section, and (b) the multiperipheral
summation for the CGL auxiliary function.
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of the CGL B function.

has Regge behavior (Fig. 5), i.e., as s}, s, S3, S,

-.w,

By(pa; =Q = 1, =Q) = (s)™by(s)/s], 1)), (2.9)

B,(Q, Q = 43 b5) = (s3)°b,(s,/s1, 1), (2.10)
where

${=(-Q-q,+p.)*, s,=(=Q+p)?,

$3=(Q@=a+pp), s:=(Q+0y)°, (2.11)
and

t=@, t,=(Q+q)’, =(Q-a).

It can then be shown that the terms listed in (1.8)
always have asymptotic behavior, s°, with coef-
ficients which are functions of scaled variables
only. Next we assume that o, is the same vacuum
singularity which controls the total cross section,
(1.11); the scaling property of .2 then follows.
Since the demonstration of the above arguments is
straightforward, we shall not present it here.
However, certain technical details are given in
Appendix B. To summarize: We replace each lad-
der sum by a vacuum Regge pole a,,'? thus arriv-
ing at Figs. 3(a) through 3(h), representing contri-
butions A through H, respectively.

III. TRANSVERSE-MOMENTUM CUTOFF IN THE
PIONIZATION REGION

The scaling property’ of the single-particle dis-
tribution for the general MPM has been demon-
strated in II, and an explicit form of the distribu-
tion has also been obtained in I for a MRM with
exponential damping in momentum transfers. By
combining the approaches of I and II, we next ob-
tain qualitative features of transverse-momentum
cutoffs and correlations for the single- and the two-
particle distributions that follow from the general
“chain” structure MPM. However, to make our
discussion precise, we shall restrict ourselves to
those MPM describable by CGL equations. As we
have already noted in Ref. 1, with proper interpre-
tation, all MPM studied so far can be considered
as special cases of CGL models. Therefore, we
believe that the conclusions of this section are of
general validity.

We first apply our procedure to the single-parti-
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cle case, where explicit results are known for
special cases. We next treat the two-particle dis-
tribution in the pionization region.

A. Single-Particle Distribution

Separating d2Q;, d?Q; from d*Q,,d*Q,, we find
that X, in (2.2) can be written as [also use (2.9)
and (2.10)]

Xl—(ziﬁz)i;—r—— fd xdzd*Qrd*Q} 6*(Qf +QF +4,)

X bl(x’ tl) I ﬁ(tv w, tz) I zbr(z’ t2) ’

(3.1)
where
xzpa'Ql/pa'q) Zpr'Qz/pb.qa
and
(=2 Pt d) e 3.2)

Do Py

Using the MP hypothesis of strong damping in ¢,
and ¢,, we find (see II),

h~-@yt—k(z+1)x+0(1/s), (3.3a)
~ -2 —k(x+1)z+0(1/s), (3.3b)

and the dominant contribution in (3.1) comes from
0<x<0(1), 0<y<O0O(1). Any @;* and Q;2 depen-
dence in (3.1) will only come from ¢, and ¢, via
(3.3).

We first generalize the ¢ cutoff for the single-
Regge coupling, (1.10), to the MP chain. By fac-
torization, we expect a similar factor associated
with each internal momentum-transfer variable.
For definiteness, we approximate

B(t, w, t,) =~ y(t,)B(t,), (3.4)

where B is assumed to be smooth,® and later will
be set to be y(u?)~). This rapid damping in ¢’s can
be shown to survive the ladder summation (see I),
e.g.,

B,(Sl, s;’ t1)~ (s;)a”[;x(x)')’z(tl)
and (8.5)
b,(x) < x 2
where @ is taken to be the average a(t,), a=~ a(0).
Independent of this specific assumption, we find
-5 [ drdzd*qiael @} +Q} +d.)
X ettty 2 ), (3.6)

where I(x, z,...) is a smooth function.
The important observation to be made is that in
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order for q,2 to be large, either @, or @, (or
both) has to increase, which then forces |¢,], | ¢|
to grow. However, because of the presence of
exp[ (¢, +t,)], and the conditions (3.3a) and (3.3b),
we find that the large q,* behavior gets most of its
contribution from 0<x, z2< 1. (That is, 0<s!/s,
«1and 0<s}/s,<1, yet s; and s} are still allowed
to be large.) We are then left with

X, ~ f 42Qrd?Qt *@QF +QF +4.)

xexp[ -0(Q;% + Q%) . (3.7)

For ¢,*—~~, an asymptotic estimate yields
X, = exp -2 Q% + Q2% ] =€xp(-224.%), (3.8)

corresponding to the configuration
QIL =§; = —ﬁl/2 . (3.9)

Our crude calculation above agrees with the ex-
plicit calculation in I,'¢ and a similar result has
also been obtained by Bali, Pignotti, and Steele of
Ref. 6. We believe that this “broadening” of (g,?)
is a general consequence of any MPM with rapid
damping in t’s. The origin of the broadening effect
is the “sharing” of q, by two adjacent ¢’s in a MP
chain. It is interesting to note that experimentally’
Q ranges from 6 to 10 (GeV/c)™?, whereas the sin-
gle-particle distribution has an observed pioniza-
tion cutoff'” [in (GeV/c)~?]

(3.10)

We would also like to point out that calculations'®
based on the dual-resonance model have yielded a
cutoff behavior, exp(-4a’q,?), a’~1 (GeV/c)™?,
whereas the elastic large angle (e.g., 6., =7/2)
cutoff is exp(-81n2a’q,?). However, we do not see
any obvious connections between these two results.

exp(-3.5¢,%).

B. Two-Particle Distribution

It follows from (1.8) that, for the pionization re-
gion, we only need to consider diagrams G and H.
Under our approximation® (2.9) and (2.10), H is
factorized (Appendix D), so that the cutoff in §;
and §; is

H xexp(-3Q4q;?) exp(-324,2)
=exp[-3Aqy*+¢;%)], (3.11)

and the correlation effect is entirely contained in
G. Following the procedure of Sec. IIIA, we first
introduce

by Q)
e @)’

= pb' Qz
P (a,+q)’

and find from (2.5) that the large g;, g contribu-

(3.12)

|

tion can be written as

G~fdxf dzfszLexp[Q(tl+t+t2)]I'(x,z,...),

(3.13)

where I’ is a smooth function, and

12—t =K, + Kk, +2(kk,) " coshy](z + 1)x,

(3.14a)
Q.2 =~ —t - (kik,) Pe ™ [x(1 +€*) +1][2(1 +€) +1],
(3.14b)

2o —f, — [ K, + K, +2(K,K;) 2 coshy](x + 1)z,

(3.14c)

K; Eq;m"' [J'z, i= 1, 2 and Qf = _(Q_L +ﬁf), Qél:éi -ﬁ;-
In the limit «,, k, large, |t +t+1,| ;. occurs at
0~y, 2<1, so that we are left with

G xexp{-Q[k, +k, +(k,k;) e ]}

><f d?Q, exp{-2[3Q,2+2Q, - (@ - &)} -
(3.15)

A saddle-point calculation indicates that the least
damping occurs at @, = -G -§7), and

Gxexp{-Q[3q;* +34,> + (e + 3 cosd)giq; 1} .
(3.16)

Since contributions from both G and H are posi-
tive, we find from (3.11) and (3.16) that the distri-
bution f,,(¢;, g5, cos¢, ) is monotonic in cos¢ and
has a maximum at ¢=m, for y, q;, q; fixed. Fur-
thermore, consider the case e™><%, and say gq; is
large, it follows from (3.16) that the most probable
distribution from Af,, is g; =3(1 - 3¢™) ¢} and
¢=n. That is, whenever a particle with a large
transverse momentum is detected, it is most like-
ly to find another particle also with large trans-
verse momentum, but pointing in the opposite di-
rection (of course, we need to first subtract the
uncorrelated distribution).

C. Discussion

Equations (3.8) and (3.16) are admittedly conse-
quences of our specific approximations leading to
Egs. (3.6) and (3.13). However, we do not really
need to require either Toller-angle independence
or factorization of internal couplings, but rather
assume that the dominant damping factors be given
by (3.7) and (3.15). Since these dependences arise
naturally through the chain structure of MPM, we
thus believe the qualitative features derived above
are general. Therefore, we suggest that the pres-
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ence of a positive correlation in the pionization ve- pects isotropy in ¢. In both cases, there will be
gion favoring cos¢=-1 indicates the presence of no long-range correlation so that Af,, will diminish
“multiperipheralism.” as we increase the relative rapidity y in the cen-

It is clear that this effect, if present, is nofa tral region. From Mueller’s Regge expansion, we
consequence of the over-all energy momentum con- expect that the rate of decrease of Af, will be con-
servation, but rather indicates a local effect that trolled by the “gap” between «, and the next domi-
is dynamical. This is also to be contrasted with nant J-plane singularity. In the CGL model, this
the “independent emission model” where one ex- will be a branch point at o, =20q,-1.

IV. RESULTS OF AN EXPONENTIALLY DAMPED MULTI-REGGE MODEL

The two-particle distribution is obtained using a concrete model which assumes Regge behavior in clus-
ter energies and exponential damping in the MP momentum transfers. The model is basically the same as
that first considered by Caneschi and Pignotti,'® and as explained in I, we have been able to carry out ara-
lytic calculations without having to approximate phase-space factors. Under the assumption of a rapid ex-
ponential damping in #: ¥(t)=gexp(iQ¢), B, w, t’)=9(u®)"'y(t)y(t’), the CGL integral equation can be ap-
proximated by a separable kernel; and we obtain

2 2alty) 2
5.0 =g [ (&L | B (0, 011 @)

in terms of which diagrams A4, ..., H can be calculated. For instance, it follows from (4.1) and (2.6) that

G=—(2727)10g83_20“2 f d“Qe“(“”“2)(5{)"‘”(sl/s;)zax(Elz/uz)za‘-o(sz/sé)"’az(s;)"v, (4.2)

where we have replaced «; by an average value &; ~ ;(0). This integral can actually be integrated to yield
(Appendix C)

G=g"e ™ (M) (3 ,/ u?)Po 1 -%s, (¢, a,, a5 b), (4.3)

where & ,az(c, a, a, b) is given by Eq. (C19).

Equation (4.1) also allows us to write down diagrams C and D directly and to show that H is precisely a
product of two single-particle distributions derived in I (Appendix D). Explicit expressions for E and F
can be obtained similarly, whereas A is simply the nonforward elastic scattering cross section. In what

follows, we first describe the properties of the diagram G in various kinematic regions and then comment
on the features of other diagrams.

A. Correlation in the Pionization Region
In this limit, we have M?/s—~1 and
c-a,~=-Q2u,+v,) =0, c—ay~-Q2u+u,)—~=,
a,+a,~3QM?*~2b~2c~,

b—c~—3Q[6(x,k,) 2e™ +3(k k) %e” + 2(k, + K,) — 2(2g7 q; cosp +2u7)], (4.4)

(c-a)(c-a,) 29
_e=a\c=a) & 1/2( =y | L,
A a, +a, 3 [K1+K2+2(K1K2) (e™+3e )] .

We can demonstrate that (a) &4, ,q, reaches a limiting distribution, i.e., ®4, a,~®a,,a,(¥; K1, K2, COSP);
(b) as y= 0, &4, a,(, Ky, Ky, cose) #0 and finite, so that

Af'2 o G/sv (D ,,) (v =) ~ exp[ —(a, - @,)y], (4.5)

where o, =2d,— 1 is the leading vacuum branch point. Equation (4.5) indicates that the branch cut contri-
butes a short-range correlation with a correlation length (o, - o).

The analytic form of ¢ oy, a, €an be given in terms of elementary functions in the physically interesting
cases of @,, &, =0 or 3 through the use of Eq. (C11). However, since we are primarily interested in the

gross correlation effect, e.g., the large transverse-momentum cutoff, we allow «,, @, to be arbitrary and
consider the limit
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s»K,>u?, s>k, » p?. (4.6)
(More precisely, the limit k;/s, u?/k;~0, i=1,2.) In this case,
A1k Ky +2(kK5) (e ™Y + 3e)
Qz, 3 (k,k,)"*(coshy~cos¢)
M 21 (4.7)
c 3’
T(c—a,)~Q[2(k k) Pe™ +k ],
To(c = @) = Q[ 2(k1k,) %6 ™ +k,]
and
—b+c+QAZ,, - 2u) = —Q[2(g2 + g5 %) + (e + S cosP) (K k,) 7] . (4.8)
Using 0, ~g%s*» ™!, we obtain from (C21) and (1.7) that
6g-20u% 2(k,k,)"?(coshy — cos¢) |?%o
128 € (97 — _2—_1[ 1Kz y )
x{292[ K, + Ky + 2(K k) V2 ™ + 5 (K k,) 2] o HQ [ 2(k k) 2 Y + k| P
x{Q[2(k ;) 2e ™ +k,] P2 exp{- Q[ 3(qy? + 427 + 4y g5 cos ¢) +e (ky,) *]}. (4.9)

Comparing (4.9) with (3.16), we find that the large
K,, K, behavior is precisely that given by the gen-
eral MP arguments. Our explicit calculation has
furnished us with further information on the cor-
relation length, as well as a detailed correlation
function.

B. Single Fragmentation of a

This region can best be described by Feynman’s
scaled variables %, =¢, /Gmax> ¥2=s/ Gmax >0, in
the c.m. system of a, 5. With our convention ql'
>gq), for q;, qF finite, energy conservation re-
quires x,>x, and 1 2x,>0, 1 -x,>x,>0. In this
case, we find that

Cc—-a, gf(xu Xoy K1 Kz) (4.10)
is finite, and
c—-a,~0s(2x, +x,),
' = (4.11)

a,+a,~3Q2s(1 - x, - x,),

so that G contributes to the distribution £ an
amount

Aféz ~ (ZIZ/MZ)—(av-ac)

xe-QY¢&1 ,O(g(xl’ x2) q;" q;’ ¢) ’ (4'12)
where
2%, +3x, = x,° 2-x,
Y= (B -2x,-x,) 1 T3-2x,-x, 2
2(1+x,) . .
“3-ox -z, 117 cos¢, (4.13)

Ta=2ut+ <&> Ky+ <ﬁ)xz—2q1‘q;cos¢.
Xy X3
(4.14)

Equation (4.12) indicates that Af:? reaches a limit-
ing distribution, and it vanishes when x,/x,>1,
Z/u? -, Equation (4.13) indicates that an ex-
ponential cutoff in «, and «, also exists where co-
efficients depend on x,, x, and cos¢. This is to be
contrasted with the contribution from the diagram
H [Eq. (4.10) of 1],

—Q( 1 K+—1—K>:|
exp 2-x, ' 2-x, ? ’

Together we find that the damping is again most
effective at ¢=0, and the angle ¢ =7 is preferred.
In the limit x,, x,~ 0, and

(4.15)

X/ %, ~ (Ko/K,)Pe™ . (4.16)

Equation (4.12) reduces to Eq. (4.19), i.e., the
fragmentation region smoothly approaches the
pionization region. It also follows from (4.12)
that the correlation length coming from G is
again (q, - a,) 7.

C. Deep-Inelastic Region

This region is characterized by |§,| = 0(Vs),
|8,] =0(Vs) in the c.m. system. It has been shown
in the case of the single-particle production that
the distribution has an exponential cutoff [Eq. (4.5)
of 1]
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fa~exp=s{(1-37) -[(1-37)* - ;7sin6]'/?}) It can easily be shown that Eq. (C21) is still ap-
(6+0), (4.17) plicable in this case. Introducing, in the c.m. sys-
b .

tem (g,,,,= Vs /2),
where =9,/9,.s 9max=VS/2, sindf=~qg*/q, A sim- _ 0 g0
ilar cutoff f)asm;jso :;xcently been obtainedoby Hu- = _q'/qm“: rf 9/ e L (4.18)
ang and Segreé using the dual-resonance model z,=co0sb,=q," 2z, z,=co0sb,=q,"2,
(DRM).?° Strictly speaking, neither model is real-
ly applicable in this region where cross sections
are extremely small. However, it is interesting we find that the dominant cutoff is of the form
to note that in both the DRM and the MPM, the be-
havior in this region and the cutoff in the pioniza- Afy, x expl =sQJI (1, 74, 24, 22y 210)], (4.20)
tion region are smoothly connected.

1 (b-c
s( Q _E>’

%[3 - %(7'1 +7,) = 3(ry2, = 7,2,) + Fry(1- z255)],

. (4.19)
212=4,°4q,,

where

-
1}

oo B>

% <?b§ )2 -[271(1 - 21) +7’2(1 - 32)1[272(1 +22) +’V'1(1 +zl)] (421)

172
—4r7,(1 = 2,1 =7, =7, +37,75(1 - 2,5)] ,

Z vy

5T -2
Together with the fact that H is a product of two factors of the form (4.17), we see that f'? scales in the
same manner as in the single-particle case.

D. Other Diagrams

As we have already mentioned, the diagram H can be decomposed into a product of two single-particle
distributions, which, according to Eq. (1.8), contributes to all kinematic regions except at the boundary of
the phase space. Near the boundary, end diagrams A, B, C, D, E, and F are important, leading to vari-
ous types of triple-Regge behavior. For instance, at x,+x,~1, x,>x,, we find

28 ~ B
C~ g% M5 <% ) °(1 = x, - 2,)% 221 = x,)%%h, (4.22)
1\°¢ 2-x 1-« N
h= (2—”> exp i -Q[(Kl)(—x—3> +(Kp) (—7—1> +247q, cosp —m?(2 - 2x, - xz)] & . (4.23)
1 2

Diagram D has a similar behavior at x,+x,~-1. In the di-triple-Regge limit where x,~1, x,~ -1, the
diagram B gives a contribution

B”gse'g“zsa"(l —xl)“”'za‘(l +x2)au-2&2h/ , (4.24)

R’ = (27m) " exp{-Q[x,/x, = p® =m?*(1 - x))]} exp{-Q[x,/x, — u? -m3(1 +x,)]} . (4.25)

In this limit, the rest of the diagrams can all be shown to vanish relative to B, so that the distribution is
independent of the angle ¢ — another reflection of the short-range correlation of the MPM.?!~® Diagrams
E and F are factorizable, and they are given respectively by

E= (fﬂ)a exp(Qu?/2) exp{—Q[Kl/xl -m*1 - xx)]} (1-x)% ‘zaxx(l’a; a3 Dy)

8 _ (4.26)
F = s exp(Qu®/2) exp{-[ ~y/ 5, = m (1 + £)]}(1 + %)™ K, (8,3 4,5 1),

where X, is given by Eq. (2.2).
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V. REMARKS

We have emphasized in this paper two important
features of two-particle correlation effects in the
pionization region: (i) The transverse momenta
are shown to be restricted to values of the order
©-! and their distributions are in general corre-
lated, reflecting the MP nature of the high-energy
production mechanism; (ii) these correlation ef-
fects are shown to diminish as the relative rapidi-
ty increases, with the correlation length given by
the inverse of the separation between the location
of the leading vacuum pole and that of the leading
vacuum branch point. Although we have only dem-
onstrated these features explicitly by using a sim-
ple and somewhat unrealistic MR model, we are
confident of their generality because, as we have
shown in Sec. III, they depend only on the chain
structure of MPM and the structure of the J plane.

There are two sources of uncertainties which
could possibly invalidate our conclusions. First,
there is the complication of the secondary trajec-
tories, some of which can lead to longer correla-
tion lengths than the one we have considered. The
generalization to include these singularities is a
straightforward procedure; we associate a “corre
lation length” with each lower J-plane singularity
contribution. However, since each “parent” tra-
jectory yields a factorizable contribution to Af'?,
it will not lead to a cos ¢ dependence that is char-
acteristic of a MP mechanism: A term of the
form g(k)(Z,,) (% "W g(k,), a, being the secondary
trajectory, has a smooth cos¢ dependence and
actually favors cos¢=1. The peaking effect at
cos¢=~1 can only come from nonfactorizable sin-
gularities such as branch points and daughter tra-
jectories. Our result represents a typical branch-
point contribution; and the effect of a daughter tra-
jectory has already been studied in the context of
the dual-resonance model.’ Remarkably, both re-
sults are qualitatively similar.

A more serious objection can be raised concern-
ing the relative sign of the branch-point contribu-
tion. Under our present approximation, the dia-
gram G always contributes a positive term; and,
as we shall see shortly, this is not expected to
change within a MPM even if better approximations
are made. Independent of this observation, we
would like to argue that the physics of short-range
correlations dictates this contribution to be posi-
tive. Since secondary trajectories cannot produce
the cos¢ = -1 peaking phenomenon, and since our
arguments leading to the cos¢ dependence of G is
independent of its over-all sign, a negative branch-
cut contribution will lead to a peaking at cos¢=1.

(K=

If this were the case, we would no longer have
“local” transverse-momentum conservation; and
it would, in turn, run the danger of leading to a
long-range transverse-momentum correlation, if
the cut is strong enough. This is clearly unaccept-
able.

Coming back to the question of the branch cut in
MPM, we remark that the factorization assump-
tion for the diagram H is, strictly speaking, incor-
rect. This is because a ladder sum, aside from
generating a Regge pole, also contains a branch-
point contribution itself. As we explain in Ref. 13,
this additional contribution is not included in our
calculation because we have avoided the question
of how the CGL equation can be solved. The term
G roughly corresponds to the usual elastic Amati-
Fubini-Stanghellini (AFS) contribution, and the
complete branch-cut effect is the sum of G and H.
For instance, it can be shown that Af,, coming
from G alone, when a’#0, has also an additional
(InZ ,) ! factor, whereas the sum “softens” the
branch cut, leading to a dependence

(Z1) oy =) (InZ,)7*"¢,

with €>0. However, this will not change the sign
of the net contribution.?® In view of the simple
physical arguments presented in Sec. III, we be-
lieve that the qualitative features of our trans-
verse-momentum correlation obtained earlier will
survive the modification from H.

Of course, all our present discussions depend on
the assumption that 1> o, >a,. If @, =20,-1=0q,
=1, we find that the correlation length is infinite,
so that the correlation function only vanishes log-
arithmically: Af,~(nZ,;)"**9, It is generally
believed that the Pomeranchon contribution has a
small coefficient so that the double-Pomeranchon
cut effect can probably be left out at our present
experimental accuracy. Therefore, our results
could represent the situation having a Pomeran-
chon ¢,, and an effective branch cut o, «@,> ..

We would like to suggest that the above results
can be used realistically to describe two-particle
inclusive cross sections in the central region if
they carry exotic quantum numbers. Our experi-
ence with the dual-resonance model suggests that,
under such conditions, secondary trajectories will
not contribute to the two-particle pionization re-
gion.?® Therefore, our predictions can be tested
for (n*7*) or (n”7") cross sections. Of course,
care has to be taken in the actual experimental
analysis so that we only consider events in the
pionization region. To summarize: We predict
that (7*7*) and (7~ 7") distributions have a positive
correlation in the central region with a correla-
tion length (o, - @,)~?, which also exhibit the ten-
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dency to favor cos¢=-1. For the (7*7") distribu-
tion, on the other hand, one would expect an addi-
tional positive contribution with a correlation
length (@, — ay)~'=~2, which is nearly cos¢ inde-
pendent.

If (o, — ay)™'>(a, - @), it then follows that
‘“unlike” particles will tend to have a bigger open-
ing angle than “like” particles, in the sense de-
fined by GGLP.?” However, this is quite different
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culation of branch cuts corresponds to a “cross
section,” not “wave function,” symmetrization.
We urge experimental tests of these speculations.
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APPENDIX A: TWO-PARTICLE DISTRIBUTION AND MULTIPERIPHERAL CHAIN

We shall first derive Eq. (2.5) following essentially the same steps of the Appendix in I. Consider a par-
ticular MP chain with N+2 final particles. Let the detected particle pair have momenta ¢, and ¢,, and let
us specify the MR amplitude Ty.,, by a set of four-momentum transfers to the left {p;}, 1 <i<n, and to

the right {¢;}, 1<j <m, and in between ¢, and ¢,, Q. Whereas the contribution to the total cross section
due to this N+2-particle state is

1
S,mazx mhz)

0" by, bo) =g 3737 [ 1 Tualaa 2, (a1)

the two-particle cross section from this same configuration is

d“q 6+(q 2 _ “2)d4q 6+(q 2 _ 2) N-1 dqQ
doV+e . - 1 1 2 2 — K n gEm 2
g (qv q2’ par pb) 2A1/2(S’ m 12’ m22) "2:1 f (2")10 as"de ‘ TN+2’ . (Az)

(m=N=n)

dd"*?, dd", dé™ are Lorentz-invariant phase-space factors given by Eq. (A2), Eq. (A5) of I. The summa-
tion over # is due to the freedom of the location of this pair (¢,, ¢,) within the MP chain. Making a MP ex-
pansion for Ty,,, we find

-0 X 2
| T yaol Pas D53 10:}, i} 01y 42) |2 = Loeilby =& {pi}) [BUQ+4,), w,, @) *H(Q* ;)

v(p,?)

qu(Q, pb; {h;}) 2 B

X ’ B(sz W, (@ —qz)z )‘2 ')’(k 2)

(A3)

The two-particle distribution is obtained by summing Eq. (A2) over N. Together with the restricted sum
n, they can be converted into two unrestricted sums for » and m and performed because of the factorizable
nature of T., and d®"*% Recalling the definition of the CGL B function,
1 &
By(b; Q- 41, =) =5 ) f
n=1

2

Tn+l(pm _Q; {pt}) d@"(pa’ "Q"ql; {p'})’ (A4)

y(p,7)

©

5@ Q0003 [

m=1

Eq. (2.5) then follows.

The contributions from all other diagrams can be obtained in a similar manner. First, A is simply the
nonforward 2-to-2 scattering cross section

Tm+ (Q’pb; {ki ) ‘2d¢m(Q—q2, pb; {k‘})’

A=y O (a2 = 4 [AD %/ (46)

Diagram B is given by what is essentially a CGL B function, but with both external lines being Regge
poles.® Let it be B, and we find
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B=rys | M8 *BUbas Da= 05 by = ) 70021 (A7)
Diagrams C and D can both be expressed in terms of B, and B,,
(2 )6 IY(t )H(t 212)3“2) ‘-'-’2’ tz) |zB (pu qu pa ql - qz; pb) ’ (AB)
D=T21—1T)—8Bl(pu; bo—=49,— 92 Po = qz) I 3(tv Wy t)H(t’ 212)7(” |2 * (AQ)
Diagrams E, F, and H involve both B,, B,, and B. They are respectively given by
4
E= (22’”)6 ly(tl) l * f é‘ﬂ?4 B( DPasPa—4y Q,Q "“Iz)l B(t; W, tz) IZB,(—Q, -Q- 9 pb) ’ (A10)
2 aQ 2 2
Fotarys | Gy Bilbai ~0:- @ ~Q1B(1, 0, D) 1*BQ+a3 @ by = 0 p) 1B, (a11)
and
4
H'_"(E;T)T f d4Q1d4Qz Bi(b,; @, —QB)lﬁ(tl, wy, ty) IZB(—QU Q35 Qyy -Q,)
X | Blts, woy t2) | 2B, (=Qy, Qa5 P5) - (A12)

APPENDIX B

For simplicity, we present here only the result for the diagram G in the correlated pionization region.
We demonstrate that G~ (s)**f(y, 4,2, ¢52, cos¢) in the limit s~~. We make use of the technique intro-

duced in II: Changing p'—~p,, p=Ds 9'~Q -4, 9"~-Q-4q,, k~q,+4q,, the Jacobian of the transforma-
tion is

f 4°Q,d"Qd*Q, 5(Q, + @ +4,)5(Q, - @ — 4,)

- f ds!ds]dt,dt,J

=fdxdzdtldt2 0(-A(@} +8)% @' +dD)% @ -8)))

172
[-AG@ +8)%, @ +3)?%, @ -g))]” % [+ 2 eoshy],

(B1)
where
yo—ba @+a) _ si-t,-mp
Do (@, +q;)  —u,—u, +2(m 2 +p?)°
(B2)
=Dy (¢,- Q) Sy=t,—m,’
Dy* (q1+qz) T — v+ 2mi )’
and
@Q* - §2)?= —t, = [k, + Ky +2(k k,)* coshy](x+ 1)z,
(B3)

@ +§1)2= —t, = [k, + Ky +2(k,K,) " coshy](z + 1)x .

The assumption of Pomeranchuk-pole dominance for B, and B, will lead to an over-all factor s*» and leave
the integrand with factors which are functions of integration variables x, z, {,, {, as well as scaling vari-
ables y, 47, 4;, cos$. The only nontrivial step involved is to demonstrate that @*=¢ is an implicit function
of these variables. This can be proved by noting that, because of the MP assumption, we can show that

t~=Q,%+(kk,) 2™ [x(1 +€’) +1][2(1 +€*) +1] +O(1/s) . (B4)
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However, conservation of transverse momenta indicates that @,* is determined by (¢, ¢, 47, 45, %, 2, ),
which are scaled variables. The distribution can easily be shown to scale also in the single fragmentation
region. We shall omit the proof since the calculation is lengthy though straightforward.

APPENDIX C: EVALUATION OF THE DIAGRAM G

The technique required to evaluate (4.2) is very similar to that used in I for the single-particle distribu-
tion. We first approximate s,, s, by s,~s;-u,, s,~s;-v,, and change integration variables to s;, s;, ¢
and », where » =P? P=Q-q,+q:

2 vouz { T \2% o2
1 s/ —u 2a, s! — 20y
G&I,%:Efds{dsz’(s{)“”(sé)a"<—“gz—*> (—2;2—”%) I(s}, s3), (C2)
dtdr “Qr
(s, Sz’)=f7_=A=9(—A4)e2“' ar, (C3)
4

A, is the Gram determinant of vectors P, q,-¢,, p,-¢,, and p,—4q,, and I(s}, s}) is again an integral of
the form performed in I [Eq. (3.12) of I]. The identification is completed with the substitution p’~ P,
4-4,~4,, P~P,—4q,, and k~p,—q,, so that I(s}, s}) is given by

| Sinh[cA™ (1, si/M?, /MO o\ vy

I(s}, s;)=4mexp[ -b] exp| a,(s!/M?) + a,(s}/M?) .

%, 81, 89)), (C4)

with
b=QM? - v, —u) +3QM? -u, - v,),

a,=QM? +v, —u,) +3QM? - u, +v,),

(C5)
a4y =QM? = v, +u,) + QUM +u, - v,),
c=Q(AM?, vy, u )+ TAM?, uy, v) +MAM? = u) —up — v, = v, +2(q, - 4,)7] = (U, - v,) (v, = u,)})*2.
In arriving at (C4) and (C5), we have substituted into Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16) of I with
2,-20, 9,-Q p’-~(q,-9)=4u’-32, M-M2,
ti=t, sj=si{, mPiP-u, w-u,, (Ce)

=7, S/~S}, mP-v, u -uv,.
As in I, the s] and s; integrations can next be performed by changing variables to

z2(1-x)=s}/M? x(1-2)=s}/M?, (cm
and Eq. (C4) becomes

2)2+201,, 1
Gl oy <.:31 )i"%_ exp(=b+c) folfo dxdz 01 - x=2)(1-x-2)8, o
xexp{-[(c - a))z +(c - a)x +(a, +a,)xz]} , (C8)
where
oy o, 28, 28y
9oy, 0p(%, 2) =[2(1 = 2)]*[ x(1 - 2)] [1 +mz-‘_7) ] [ 1+;(1—T_?E :I , (C9)
with

Ty =-u,/M?,  T,=—v,/M?, (C10)



364 S.-Y. MAK AND C.-I TAN §.
For the restricted case of @,, @,=0, 3 and a,=1, we have
Bor),0p= M) 2(1 = 0) + 7,85 12)[%(1 = 2) + T304, 1 2],
and these terms can be removed by formal differentiation. The result is
, N (M2)2+2°‘v __d_ d 1 _d_
Gotl,ctz"g—_c_ dal +T16a1,1/2> E;;+T25a2.1/2> <al+a2 ) de
x{exp(-b+c)exp(A)E,(x,)] +exp(=b - c) exp(X)E,(X,)]
- exp(=b+a,)exp(A)E,(X;)] - exp(~b +a,) exp(\)E,(A)]}, (C11)
where
E,(\)= f dx xe™* (C12)
N
A = (c—a)(c~-a,) = (c+a))(c+ay) . (c=a)(c+a) = (cta)lc-a;) (C13)
a,+a, a, +a, a, +a, a,+a,

The main feature of Eq. (C11) is the exponential decrease of the terms as given by the exponents
-b+a,~Q2v,+v,), —-b+a,~2u, +u,),
~btca(=b)(1F{1 - (%/40%)[4(2u, +u,)(2v, +v,) +8 M*(q, — q,)%]|}/?) . (C14)

In the regions of interest to us, we always have

0<b-c<kb-a,b-a,b+c (C15)
together with the fact that
. 1
1 <CEW<, x>0, (C16)

it follows that the first term in (C11) always dominates over others.
More generally, we can scale z, x in (C8) by (c - a,) and (c - a,),

x'=(c-a)x, 2z'=(c-a)z, (c17)
and we find
G=g*® e'2"“2(11'12)""’(212/;12)250““"v<1>al w(c, ay, az b)), (C18)

_ 1 M? u? =(ey +1) —b+c+Q(E,,-2p2)
d)ax R (8)(27)° <_C-> [(3{“) < Z_1z> } € 1

c-a, c-a, -a, Y

x’ z' ’ ’ 157
xg"l""z(c—az’c—al)exd-(x +2'+x'2'/))]. (C19)

In the limit

By >»u?, k,»u?, (C20)
Eq. (C19) yields

1 M2 ’3-QA 2 -(av+1) _ a
on, 5 () () e -aa e - al

XI'(a, - (20, - 1))l (a, - (2, - 1)) exp[-b+c+ A, - 2u?)] . (Cc21)
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APPENDIX D: FACTORIZATION OF DIAGRAM H

By solving a generalized CGL equation,?

- 2 2a(ty)
B(-Q,, @5 @ @) ~ [M ] > AQy Qd[

(@, +Q;)°

where

co Ve oz 1E)]2 ay(o [¥(t)|?
AQy; Q) ~g W[(Q3+Q4)] RIS

In the strong-ordering approximation, we have

one can show that B has Regge behavior

[er -Liesr | [y -

and

(Pg+ Q) (b + Q)
(pa+pb)2 ’

(Q;+Q,)° =~

so that

a, 1Y) 2 [ (@ = 1))
B(=Q,, Q3 @, =Q,) = g%(s,) ™ 2liy)] [ (Q:‘*'fbb)a

[r(u?)]*

(Pa-Q)z za(tq) I_y(t)lz
[ty |

(pa+ Q4)2

_Qz)z 2a(t,
—3——(Q3 7Q,)° ] ) (D1)
(D2)
(o= Q) ]
( p,.+Q42)2 , (D3)
(D4)

2a(t,)
] [(Qu +5)71% (po+ Q)]

(D5)

Substituting (D5) into (A12) and using (4.1) and (2.2), we obtain

H=g2(sab)-av Xl(Pa; ql; pb)Xl(pa; qz; pb) .

(D6)

It then follows from (1.11), (2.1), and (2.3) that the contribution to f! due to the diagram H is precisely

(in the central region)

aH)=fa7)f*a;) -

(D7)
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