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A bstract

W e reexam Ine the issue ofthepQ CD factorization scale n the exclusive production
in di ractive D IS from the ki—factorization point of view . W e nd that this scale di ers
signi cantly from , and it possesses much atter Q ? behavior than widely used value
Q%+ m?)=4. W ith these results in m ind, we discuss the Q2 shape of the meson
production cross section. W e introduce rescaled cross sections, which m ight provide
further Insight into the dynam icsof production. W e also comm ent on the recent ZEU S
observation of energy-independent ratio ( p! p)= wt( pP).

1 Introduction

T he exclusive production of vector m esons In di ractive D IS

( )p 1 Vp
tumed out to be an ideal testing ground [I, 2, 3] of m any predictions of the fam ous
colordipol approach, [j4, Eﬁ, -'_6]. W ithin this form align , the basic quantity is the cross
section of the color dipole interaction w ith the target proton g3 (X;1), which can be
approxin ately related to the conventional glion density G (Xg ;62) Inside the proton,
Efi]. The hard scale 62, at which the gluon densiy should be taken, is set both by the
virtuality and the m ass of the vector m eson, and in the case of heavy quankonium is
approxin ately equalto % Q%+ m \2, ). The latter resul can be also obtained in the direct
D G LAP-inspired calculations of the relevant Feynm an diagram s, see, for exam pl, the
calculations of the exclusive production of J= m esons in di ractive D IS [-']:].

A though the identi cation of the pQ CD factoriozation scale with % Q2+ m\z,) is
valid only in the case of non—relativistic vector m esons, there is a hope that the sam e
relation w illhold for the light vector m esons and for large virtualities aswell. Thishope
Jeads to the prediction of a ram arkable universality : the cross section of light and heavy
m esons w ill exhbit the same Q 2 behavior, if plotted against Q 24 m\z, rather than Q2
alone.

E-m ail: iivanov@ fz—jielich de


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303063v1

On the experim ental side, the st data showed that cross sectionsof , !, and
J= mesons, taken at equalvalies of Q2 + m\z, and corrected by corresponding SU (4)
factors, were indeed very close to each other, E}]. Tt is Interesting to note that a sin ilar
dependenceson Q%+ m \2, were cbserved not only in the m agnitudes of the cross sections
of di erent vector m eson production, but also in the values of the energy grow th expo-
nent, which is related to the Pom eron intercept, as well as in the slopes of the forward
di raction cone.

However, wih the advent of new, m ore accurate data of and J= production, it
becam e clear that this scaling was only approxin ate. Recently, ZEU S concluded [_9] that
the J= production cross section is typically 40% higher that the cross sections of the
light vector m eson production. T his di erence is especially obvious on the plots of 1,
and r separately, [8].

A naturalquestion arises as to w hat extent the universality ofthe 62 = Q%+m \2, )=4
as the rlkvant hard scale is valid. Since there is alm ost no room ffOor doubt in the
case of J= production, the question can be form ulated as what is the rekvant pQ CD
factorization scak of the high Q ? production of m esonsE: .

T he answer to this question was, In fact, given already in B]. W ithin the color dipole
form alism , the pQ CD factorization scales for the longiudinally and transverse produced

mesonswere shown tobe Q- () 045 @+ m2)andQ () (007 04) &
m\z, ). This isnotably am aller than Q2+ m\z, )=4, and suggests that even the highest Q 2
experin ental points in  production correspond to, at m ost, sam perturbative values of
o 0.

In fact, the exact value ofthe pQ CD factorization scale can be a ected by the shape
ofthe unintegrated glion distrdbution. U nfortunately, when -B] appeared, no num erically
reliable param etrizations of dipole cross section or of the unintegrated gluon structure
function were available, and one was bound to a sem iquantitative guess. T he situation
changed tw o years ago, w hen num erially accurate, sin ple, and ready-to-use param etriza—
tions of the unintegrated gluon structure function F (x4;~) were obtained from the anal-
ysis of proton structure function Fp, [;L-(_ii] T hese param etrizations were devised for
xpg 5 < 0:01 and for the entire dom ain of relevant Q 2 values. They were put in the basis
ofthe ky—factorization calculations ofboth light and heavy vectorm eson production cross
sections and yielded rather good description of the avaliable data, 11,12, 13]. These

tsnow allow for a quantitative reanalysis of the hard scale In the m eson production.
T his is perform ed in the present paper.

N um erically accurate understanding ofthe hard scale n the production isdem anded
in m any applications. For exam ple, a need for the hard scale arises when one attem pts
to understand the Q ? behavior of the -m eson electroproduction. T he early data could
be successfillly param etrized by a sin ple law
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with n = 2:32 010 @EUS,l4)) orn = 224 009 H1,: [L5). However, wih the
advent of high precision data in a much broader Q ? region, it becam e clear that such
powerlike tshave very lim ited applicability dom ain. A naturalquestion hasbeen raised

1To be de nite, we willdealwith m esons, but the general conclusions are obviously valid fr all light
vector m esons.



as what woul be the m ost nsightfiil and physically m otivated t to the Q ? behavior of
(p! p.

In virtually any description ofthe exclusive m eson production, one hasto dealw ith
the glion content of the proton. C kearly, in order to experin enally study the underlying
m echanism of the vector m eson production, one m ight want to get rid of the \trivial"
source of the Q2 behavior that arises due to the glion density. A sinpl way to do
this would be to divide the cross sections by the conventional glhion densiy squared and
study the Q ? behavior of the result. H owever, this procedure requires know ledge of the
hard scale, at which the gluon density should be calculated.

Another issue that dem ands the understanding of the hard scale in  production is
related to the energy behavior of the ratio

(Up! p)

ot ( P) ; “

ThepQ CD in proved Regge m odel predicts that these cross sections rise w ith energy as
(Vpt o/ @H T (V) @ F @)

where p P 1 isthe Pom eron Interoept, so that the ratio is predicted to rise as
r/ @? *®: 3)

In last years, a large am ount of data becam e available on the meson photo— and
electroproduction in a broad range of the totalphoton-proton energy W and the photon
virtuality Q 2, Efff,:_l-fp]. Thisenabled the ZEU S collaboration to study the energy behavior
of r at severalvalies ofQ?. The resuls, Eﬂ], posed an apparent challenge: throughout
the whole Q2 range, from 0%2=0 up to Q2= 27 GeVZ, the ratio r was found to be
energy independent. The conclusion of [:9] was that neither Regge m odel, nor pQ CD
approach can explain this constancy.

H owever, the Pom eron Intercept is known to signi cantly depend on the hard scale
nvolved in the interaction, see experin ental data [[4, 15, 164, :I1] and resuls of the
phenom enological analysis of [;L-g]. T hus, when testing prediction {3), one must m ake
sure that both intercepts in {2) are taken at the sam e hard scale.

In E}] these scales were denti ed w ith Q ? for the total virtual photoabsorption cross
section and w ith 62 = 62 Q%+ m2)=4 forthe meson production cross section, so
that the experin ental results were given for the quantity:

(Up! p@ 0%
we( Cp) @ 2;62)

Notethatherethe m eson production cross section and the totalvirtualphotoabsorption
cross section are taken at di erent virtualities.

A swe argue In this paper, the true scale of the production can noticeably deviate
from Q2+ m ?)=4, especially at very sn alland very large Q 2. T hus, it appears that the
m ism atch of the scales can be at Jast one of the sources of the discrepancy cbserved.

T he structure ofthe paper is the follow ing. In Section 2 webrie y review the resultsof
the ki—factorization approach to the exclusive production of vector m esons in di ractive
D IS. For fiture guidance, we also show how these results sin plify in the case of heavy
vector m esons. In Section 3 we study which gluons are relevant for the interaction, and



settle the factorization scales 5i and 6? for Jongitudinal and transverse am plitudes for
any Q 2. Section 4 serves as an application of the results obtained to the study ofthe Q ?
behavior ofthe m eson electroproduction cross section. In this Section we also propose
new quantites, the rescaled cross sections, which m ight provide additional insight into
the m echanisn of the interaction. F inally, Section 5 is devoted to the discussion of the
results and to the conslisions.

2 Exclusive production of vector m esons

W ithin the fam iliar color dipole form aliam EI, -'_3], the production of a vector m eson is
viewed as a three-step process. First, at distances of the order of the coherence length
e 1=y xp §) (Where xg y is B prken x and my is the nuclon m ass) upstream the
target, the incident photon splits Into a ggpair, a colordipole. T hen, interaction betw een
the color dipole and the target takes place. T his qg pair receives Iongiudinalm om entum
transfer, so that its invariant m ass squared tums positive and close to the m ass of a
corresponding vector m eson. Then, at large form ation distances, this gqg pair procts
onto hadronic nal states.

At high energies, the typical longitudinaly size of the interaction region, of the order
ofradiusofthe proton, ism uch an aller than both the coherence length and the form ation
length. This allow s one to treat the color dpol frozen during the interaction, and the
basic quantity that appears in the approach is the diagonal color dipole cross section

dip X;¥), which is related to the gluon density of the target proton. T he analysis of [_3]
yielded the resut that thepQ CD factorization scales forthe longitudinally and transverse
produced mesonswereQ () 045 @ m2)andQ (r) (007 04) 4@ m2).

In this paper we reexam ine this issue w ithin the ki—factorization approach, which is
closely related to the color dipole form alism . A s said above, our analysis isbased on the
param etrizations of the unintegrated glion structure finction that were given in [;I.-g]

2.1 The basic am plitude
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Figure1: The QCD {inspired diagram s for p ! Vp processw ith two gluon t{channel. Only
D iagr.(@) contrbutes to the in aghary part of am plitudes.

W ithin the ki—factorization approach, the in agihary part of the am pliude of the
vector m eson production is given by discontinuity of the diagram shown in Fig. -’J}a. The
upper blob should be understood as sum of our diagram s, shown in FJgEZ W e denote
the quark and gluon loop transverse m om enta and the m om entum transferby X, ~, and
~, respectively. The fraction of the photon lightcone m om entum carried by quark is
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Figure 2: T he content of the upper blob in Figilia in the pQ CD approadh.

denoted by z, w hile the fractions of the proton light cone m om entum carried by the two
glions are x; and x,. W ih this notation, the In aginary part of the am plitude can be
w ritten In a com pact fom :

p

ImA = sOv
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2z)=2and "% = z(1 2z)Q0%°+m é. F inally, the strong coupling constant

max[®+ R%;~?].

In the absence of © ~ correlations, and for a very asym m etric gluon pair, the o —
forward gluon structure function F (x1;x,;~1;~2) that enters (:fl) can be approxin ately
related to the forward gluon density F (xg;~) via

1
F (x1;x2  X17~15~2) F (gi~) exp 5b3]P ~2
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Here x4 0:41x ; the coe cient 0:41 is just a convenient representation oftheo -forward
to forward gluon structure finction relation found in g?&j] N um erical param etrizations
of the forw ard unintegrated gluon density F (x4;~) for any practical values of x4 and ~2
can be found in [;L-g] The slope Iyp can be experin entally acoessed In the high-m ass
elastic di raction.

T he vectorm eson wave function v (z;K) describbes the projction of the gq pair onto
the physical vectorm eson. It isnom alized so that the forw ard value ofthe vector m eson
form factor is uniy, and the free param eters are chosen to reproduce the experin entally
ocbserved value of the vector m eson electronic decay width (v ! e*e ). I what
concems the shape ofthe radialw ave finction, we follow ed a pragm atic strategy. N am ely,
we took a sim ple Ansatz for the wave function, nam ely, the oscillator type w ave function
and perform ed all calculations wih i. In order to control the level of uncertainty,
Introduced by the particular choice of the wave function, we redid calculations w ith
another wave function A nsatz, nam ely, the Coulomb wave function, and com pared the
results. Since these two wave functions represent the two extrem es (very com pact and
very broad wave fiinctions that still lead to the sam e value of the electronic decay w idth),
this di erence gives a reliable estin ate of the uncertainty. It is given typically by factor
of 1.5 form agnitudes of the cross sections, w hile in the cbservables that involve ratios of
the cross sections (including slopes and Interocepts) this uncertainty is reduced. D etails
can be ound i {13, 111

N ote also that when deriving (:_5), we treated the vector m esons as 1S wave states
and used the pure S-wave spinorial structure S instead of , t_fg]

2.2 The heavy m eson lm it and the scaling property

Tt is Instructive to ook at the production am plitude @) in the heavy quarkonium I it.
In this case, the vector m esons is essentially non—relativistic, z ! 1=2 ;kz I é, and

1 —2
=z(0 z2)0Q°+m? Z(Qz+ mZ) Q:
Even In the photoproduction lin i, them assofthem eson setsthe hard energy scale ofthe
iInteraction, and one should expect the D G LA P -inspired kading log 62 approxin ation
to be a viable approach to the problem . TheD GLAP approxin ation ofthe heavy vector
m eson production in plies the follow Ing ordering

®2 2 62 ;
which Jeads to sim pli cations in the production am plitude. Consider the forward scat—
tering. In this case only helicity conserving am plitudes survive, and one ocbtains

8va
Q%+ m3)?

2
8m

; I(T,;T =~27.
@it) Q%+mg)?

I@;L) =~
W e reiterate that this sin pli cation workswhike~2 issu ciently sm all, nam ely, ~ 2 52.
In the spirit of the DGLAP approach, the ltegrands I( v; ) do not depend on ~?,
aside from the overall~? factor, whose origin is the color neutrality ofthe proton. T hen,
integration of ~? inm ediately Jeads to the conventional glion density:
21 42 2 Z25% 52
d 2 2 8m © d 2 2
N s CF ®g;~T)I(T;T) ! m , Tz s OO Rgi~T)

2
8m g —

—2
m sQ) GO ):



T he Integration of the wave fnction can be related to the electronic decay w idths ofthe
vectorm eson. T he result for the forward di erential cross section reads, E_7:]:

L— o T2
d 3 v oete) sQ7) GO
—_— = ——m 1 e’ e —
d¥,_, 2 e o°

©)

Note that in this Ilim i the di erence between the pure S-wave vector m eson and the
vector m eson w ith coupling vanishes.

Eq.{G) identi es the hard scale that de ned the gluon content of the proton In such
a reaction w ith the quantity 62 = Q%+ m?2)=4. A though this derivation is valid only
for very heavy vector m esons, it is offen hoped that for the light m esons the hard scale
w ill have the sam e form . W e show below that this is not true.

T his resul, although an approxim ation, suggests the scaling property of the vector
m esons production: the Q ? behavior of all vector m esons cross sections should be pro-
portional to each other if taken at equalQ? + m\z, . Note that {6) does not suggest that
the absolute values of the cross sections should be equal, even when corrected by the
relevant avor content factors c@ , sIn ply due to the fact that this approach does not
predict universality ofm vy Vv ! e ).

3 The scale in exclusive production

In this section we perform an analysis ofthe am plitude (f{), taken for sim plicity at ~= 0O,
and nd what values of the transverse gluon m om enta are essential In the Interaction.
T hese values w ill de ne the hard scale of the conventional gluon density. A gain, this
analysis is essentially sim ilar to what was done in -B].

3.1 W eight functions: m apping the glue

W e start w ith a qualitative analysis of the production of longitudinal m esons at high
Q0“2. Letus ram om ent neglct the scaling violations and the other sources ofm arginal
k? behavior, and rew rite the am plitude @) in the llow Ing sin pli ed fom :

Z . 121 z

~

mAr 1/ —5F &i~) WED; Wi 5 dzz z) PR O@R) 2
~ ~ 0

w ith
1 1 2

+ :
(k+~)2+ "2 (‘R ~)2+n2 k2+"2

At large Q?, the most of the ~? integration comes from the logarithm ic region with
k2 ~2 "2 . This Jeads to sin pli cations:
Z Z

W 2 dzz (1 K @ik } !
L ~2) . z 7 ( Z) (z;K) m @)

If we denote by h™i the typical values of " = z(1  2z)Q° + m 2 that dom inate the
integral Gj), then the weight factor W 1, ~2) stays alm ost constant at ~2 h"2i, and
quickly decreases for ~2 > h"?i. It should have a form of \an oothed step finction", and
e ectively cuts o from above the ~ 2 region essential for the interaction. If we fiirther



approxin ate it by the exact step function (2 _Qi ) w ith properly de ned cuto scalke
6i , then the integration (:j) can be done exactly:

21 gu2 , 2397 g2 _,
. 7F Kgi~W 1 7)) W 0) . 7F Xgi~) =Wy 0) GgQL): @)
T his transition is precisely what is in plied in the D G LAP approach, recall derivation of
(@) . Thus, a procedure that would yield the values of the relevant hard scak, at which
the conventional gluon density should be taken, is the follow ing: take the weight function

W g, ~2) and nd the value Q_i that would lead to the m ost Jjusti ed replacem ent (§’).

O bviously, the scale 6:% should be close to h"? + ¥2i. D ue to the broad wave fiinction
ofthe ,thetypicalvaluesofz(l z) willbe kssthan 1=4. Asa resul, the scale ofthe
glion density in () should be noticeably softer than Q2+ m ?)=4.

In the case of the production of the transversely polarized m esons, the contribution
ofthe very asym m etric gqgpairs isenhanced. T his keads to typicalvalies of z still sm aller,
and the departure of the corresponding factorization scale 6? from Q%+ m 2)=4 becom es
even m ore prom nent.

3.2 N um erical results

The above expectations are corroborated by the num erical analysis. The functions
W, ~2) and W T ~?) are de ned now via

1 2 g2 .01 2 g2 ,
;ImALl L —F &gi~) WET); gImArl T —F &gi~) W)

forallvalies of Q 2. Theirbehavior orQ?2 = 100 G eV ? is illustrated in Fjg.:_:%, wherewe
show the ratiosW 1, ~2)=I . O) and W ¢ (~2)=W r (0) as a functions of ~2. O ne sees that
these weight fiinctions start decreasing at ~2 0?2 and reach 1=2 at ~2 15 G eV? and
~2 10 G eV?, respectively. This show s that the above m entioned e ect of the broad
wave function leads to signi cant softening of the relevant scale.

T he factorization scales 6i and 6? can be de ned, n principle, In severalways. A s
a trialde nition, one can look at the ~2 points, where W i(~2) reach %W i(0).De ned so,
the Iongitudinal and transverse scales were found to be approxin ately equal to % Q2%+
290 GeVZ) and % Q%+ 26 GeVZ), regoectively. Thenumbers% and 1_11 are very close to
0:15 and 007  0: obtaied in i3].

T he gluon density, how ever, has itself signi cant ~? dependence, LL-Q] N am ely, in the
region ~2 1 10 Ge&# and very an all x4 (xg< 10 3) which corresponds, at  xed
W = 75 Gé&V, to values of Q%< 10 GeVZ), F (xg;~2) is a strongly rising function of~2,
At larger Q?, the e ective X4 grow s, and the unintegrated gluon density becom es at.
Finally, at lJarge enough Q2 (®rW = 75 G&V, this corresponds to Q2> 100 G &V ?), the
unintegrated glion density decreases w ith ~? growth i the region ~? 1 10 G&F.
T herefore, the span of e ectively contrbutive ~? w ill extend to higher values of ~? (at
an allQ 2) or reduce to m aller values of ~2 @t high Q 2) .

In order to take this into acocount, it ism ore usefiil to de ne the hard scales via the
follow ing in plicit relations:

1 %1 g2 ’)

—F ®gi~IW i

T _ G 64iQ3); i=L;T ©)
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Figure 3: The nom alized weight fiinctions W 1, ~2)=W 1, (0) and W ¢ ~?)=W 1 (0) calulated at
Q? = 100 GeV?. The ~? values where W; and W rach 1=2 are noticeably soffer than
Q%+ m?)=4.
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Figure 4: The Q2 ! ai and Q2 ! ai m apping in the production. The heavy m eson
analysis expectation Q2+ m ?)=4 is also shown.

FJgEZ! show s the values of§i (sold line) and 6? (dashed line), de ned according to
(_9), as functions of Q 2. T hese values start from 0:63 GeV? and 04 G eVZ, respectively,

in the photoproduction lim i, and slowly grow with Q2 rise. At Q2 = 27 GeV? (the
highest Q2 data point from H1 data on  production), these values are only around



45 Gev? and 3 GeV?, regpectively. This con m s the conclusion of rB] that even at
largest Q ? where data are available, we still dealw ith sem iperturbative situation. It is
Interesting to note that a better t to these curves is given by a non-linear, rather than
linear approxin ation:

0. 15 p 045  fr 15)°7; (10)

where all quantities are expressed n Gev?2.

T he sam e F igure show s also, by dotted Iine, the expectation Q2+ m ?)=4 spired by
the heavy m eson analysis. T his expectation starts from 0:5 G eV ?, which is noticeably
an aller than Q- (0) and Q = (0), and rises w ith Q2 signi cantly faster than Q - and Q4 .

3.3 The Q? dependence of the weight functions

In the heavy m eson approxin ation (6), the scak 0% = @2+ m?2)=4 de nes not only
the hard scale of the gluon density, but also the absolute value of the cross section. It is
Interesting to check whether such a universality holds for the production.

T his can be done by studying the Q 2 dependence oftheW 1, (0) and W 1 (0) . M otivated
by (_6), we Introduce the \e ective tw ists" "i and "% via the follow ing relations:

n2 n2
W (0)= 0453Q 5"2( Lz) i W0 =0453my 5"2( Tz) : (1)
") ("7)
e R
Here, factor 0:153 G&Vv = (3—(;)m is the num erical value of all the residual

factors present in the de nition ofW ;. Thisde nition of the \e ective twists" "2 and "2

issuch that in the heavy m eson 1im it one w ould recover the fam ﬂjaraz =025 @+m \2, ).
These \e ective tw ists" were found to be approxin ately equal to

"2 023 @+ 1d4); " 016 O+ 13): 12)

Again, all quantities are expressed here In GeV?. Tt is interesting to note that here,
aswellas in {0), the virtualiy 0% simswih M 2 1 15 GeV instead of widely
assumedm = 0:% Ge&V?. This is not surprising, shce them ass ofthe m eson does not
have m uch relevance to the interaction of the qg dipole w ith the proton.

4 The Q?behavior ofthe production cross sec-

tion

Let ustum to an issue that is closely related to the above discussion of the hard scales
in the production, nam ely, to the Q2 behavior of the exclusive m eson production
cross section.

A s mentioned in the Introduction, the early data on mesons were successiully
param etrized (in the m oderate and high-Q ¢ region) by a sin plk law

1

| -
(p! p/ QZ+ m2p

withn= 232 010 (ZEUS, :_[i_ﬂ]) orn= 224 0:09 (Hl,-'_f]_4'5]). H owever, subsequent
data m ade it clear that such power tshave very lin ited applicability. O ne thus can ask
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what would be the best way to param etrize this behavior. N ote that this is not m erely
a question ofhow to t the data, but rather a question of what are the m ain sources of
0 2 behavior of the cross section.

Let us take the heavy m eson lin i result {6) as a starting point. It states that the
cross section should quickly allwith Q2 due to powers ofQ? + m 2, the fallbeing just
slightly tam ed by the rise of the gluon density. In order to check whether or not these
are the only sources of the Q 2 behavior of the m eson cross section, let us consider a
rescaled cross section

—2 5
©H=- (p! p 2 b@ o 13)

G x450° Q@)

Here, as before, 62 Q%+ m?2)=4. Note again that the gluon density is taken here
at constant energy W = 75 GeV), so that x5 = 0:41Q? + m ?)=W ? also depends on
Q2. From the heavy m eson lin it expression @) one m ight hope that (©Q ?) is roughly
independent of Q ¢, since all the sources of Q ? dependence are rem oved.

rescaled cross sections

i - Z(Q) = o(y'p —>pp) * factor

6 B i

Sl w=750ev ,

2

(@) \/\
I ______  oscillator WF |
. Coulomb WF |

\\\\\\‘ \\\\\\‘ | I |

10" 1 10 10°

Q?, GeV?

Figure 5: The rescaked cross section  (Q ?) de ned according to (@13).
F jg.ES show sthe ky—factorization predictions for (Q ?) as finction ofQ ?. O ne observes

that this rescaled cross section has quite a at shape, from very low to very high Q 2,
regardless of the exact wave finction used.
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In principk, all the cbservables used in (L13) are accessble in experim ent. The only
delicate issue would be the choice of the gluon density, especially at low Q?, shce the
DGLAP tsto conventional gluon density are avabal only ©rQ?> 1 Gev? and can
di er signi cantly from the ki-factorization resuls, see E.-g] It would be still interesting
to see, whether the experin ental data possess such a scaling.

In the light ofthe resuls of the previous section, it is som ew hat surprising that {_l_:a’),
Inspired by the heavy m eson 1im i, is nevertheless rather at. If, however, we take a look
at ; and 1 separately, and de ne

0
1 Q%)= = n — =i 1Q%)= — b — iz (14)
G x40 s@) G %40 s@)

we w ill see that this rem arkabl Q 2—j1r1depe1r1de1r10e hodsfor 1 @ 2), butnot for t @ 2),
Fjg.:_6, kft panel. This di erence between 1, ©?2) and T ©?2) can be regarded as a
direct proof that the hard scales relevant for longitudinal and transverse cross sections
are di erent.

rescaled cross sections rescaled cross sections
[0) T T T T T T T [0) T T T T T T T T
i 7(Q% = o(y'p = pp) * factor i - 2(Q%) = o(y'p —>pp) * factor
S [ g o
st W = 75 GeV N b= W = 75 GeV
2L ] L 7
O O

7.(Q%) - T (® ]

.......... 7,(Q% RS ¥ (o

10" 1 10 , 1202 107" 1 10 , 1202
Q°, GeV Q% GeV

Figure 6: (left panel) The rescakd cross sections 1, ©2) and 1 ©?) de ned according to
(14). The Q2 kehavior of Q%) and 1 Q?) are very di erent. (right panel) The rescakd
cross sections ~;, ©2) and ~; Q?) de ned according to (15). The two quantities are close to
each other and both have at Q? kehavior.

Ifwe take into account the resuls of the previous section and introduce
L ")*  bE) ") b

~ 2y _ , L.~ 2y_ T | L.
L@ = 02 Hr — - iz T Q)= p Hr — - iz 7 15)
G xgiQ1 s (") G %xgiQr7 s("7)

then these rescaled quantities have at Q ? shape both for Iongiudinal and transverse
cross sections, Fjg.'gi, right panel. M oreover, ~1, @ 2) and ~“r @ 2) are close to each other,
which should be expected by the construction of the \e ective tw ists" and factorization
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scales. T hese curves are not exact constants due to non-zero average valie of ~ 2 and
due to the presence of helicity— ip am plitudes.

A gain, it would be very Interesting to see a sim ilar analysis of the experin entaldata
in temtm sof 7; @ 2). In particular, i would be interesting to see w hether such an analysis
can help resolve the long-standing 1 -problem ofthe ki—factorization predictions :_1'2',1_1'3]

5 D iscussion and conclusions

The m ost of the analysis of the prevous sections was done w ih the oscillator wave
function. The sam e analysis w ith other wave function A nsatze w ill yield slightly di er—
ent numbers in (1) and {I2). Neverthelkss, the general picture w ill rem ain the sam e.
N am ely, several cbservations are stable against the variations of the exact shape of the
wave function:

at snaller @ Q%< 3 5 GeV?) the DGLAP factorization scal is larger than
Q%+ m?)=4;

at Jarge enough G Q2> 10 Gev? for the transverse am plitude and Q 2> 20Gev?
for the longitudinal am plitude), the factorization scale is signi cantly am aller than
©Z2+ m?)=4. This should be taken as a word of caution against an unw arranted
application ofthe D GLAP approach to the problem of m eson production even at
high Q ?;

the overall G dependence of the pQ CD factorization scale is signi cantly atter
than Q2+ m?2)=4. Thisism ostly due to the speci c way the ~2Dehavior of the
unintegrated gluon density changes, as the Q2 fncreases (at xed W ).

the presence of m in the often used scak Q2 + m?)=4 is m iskading, since the
m eson m ass has little relevance to the color dipol Interaction w ih the target
proton. Instead, Q 2 appears in com binations of the form of Q%+ M 2 with M 2
1 15Gev.

T he num erically accurate understanding of the relevant hard scales in the produc—
tion allowed us to study I detail the Q 2 dependence of the production cross section.
W ith the help of the rescaled cross sections (13){ (I5), Figs.§ and %, we showed once
m ore that the production of transverse and longiudinal vector m esons is govemed by
distinct hard scales. W hen we took Into acoount the di erence ofthe scales Just ound, we
observed a very close sin ilarity between the rescaled cross sections 1, © 2y and “r @ 2y,
Tt would be very interesing to see the results of a sim ilar analysis of the experin ental
data. Thisanalysism ight help resolve the long-standing problem oftoo an all  athigh
Q2.

Let us also comm ent on a contribution to the recent puzzl of energy independence
ofr = ( p! pP)= it p) rmtb.Aswasdiscussed i this paper, at higher Q ?, the
true factorization scale is an aller than Q2 + m 2)=4. Inverting the argum ent, one can
state that Q2. = Q2+ m?)=4) is expected to be harder than  (Q?). This should
enhance the expected value of the Pom eron interospt in ¢+ and reduce the prediction of
the energy behavior of r . Unfortunately, our num erical analysis showed that thise ect
ism arginal and does not lad to resolution of the problam .
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