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A bstract

W e review the description of high energy di raction from both the s and t channel
view points, and dem onstrate their consistency. W e em phasize the role played by s chan—
neluniariy and multiP om eron exchanges. W e explain how these e ects suppress hard
di ractive processes. A s exam ples, we describe the calculation of di ractive dift pro—
duction at the Tevatron and predict som e of the rich di ractive phenom ena accessible in
proton {nuclar collisions at RHIC .

1 Introduction

A broad class of processes at high energies has properties analogous to the classical pattem of
the di raction of Iight. These are usually called di ractive processes. T he classic exam plk isthe
elastic scattering ofhadrons on nucki, which hasan angulardistrioution w ith a seriesofm inin a
and m axin a, analogous to the di raction of light on a black disc. In di ractive processes
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the wave nature of particles is clearly revealed and the necessity of a quantum m echanical
description In tem s of am plitudes, and not probabilities, is evident.

Unitarity relates the In aghhary parts of forward elastic scattering am plitudes to total cross
sections. Hence studies of elastic scattering and . for di erent targets and progctiles was
traditionally one of In portant source of Informm ation on the strengths of interactions and their
radii. In particular, data on the high-energy interactions of hadrons indicate that the radius
of the strong interaction increases w ith energy, and indicate that the total cross sections will
continue to ncrease In the energy region not explored at present accelerators.

P rocesses of di ractive dissociation of colliding particles [l provide new possbilities for
the investigation of the dynam ics of high-energy hadronic Interactions. These processes are
dom nated by soft, nonpertubative asoects ofQ CD , and hence provide im portant infom ation
on the dynam ics. Indeed, they provide a rich testing ground for m odels of soft interactions.
In this paper we dem onstrate that the cross sections of inelastic di ractive processes are very
sensitive to nonlinear, unitariy e ects.

A new class ofdi ractive phenom ena| hard di raction| hasbeen extensively studied both
experin entally and theoretically in recent years. T hese processes inclide the total cross section
and di ractive dissociation of a virtual photon at high energy at HERA , and the di ractive
production of gts, W ;Z bosons, heavy quarks, etc. in hadronic collisions. T he latter processes
becom e possble at very high (cm .) energies ( s) because hrgemassM di ractive statesm ay
be produced with M 2 s. Investigation ofthese processes gives new possibilities for the study
of the interplay of soft and hard dynam ics ln QCD . An in portant questjon| the breaking of
QCD factorization for hard reactions in di ractive processes| w illbe discussed below .

Nowadays di ractive hard processes are attracting attention as a way of extending the
physics program m e at proton colliders, including novelways of searching for New Physics, see,
for example, BI{ ] and references thereln. An especially interesting process is the exclusive
double di ractive production ofa H iggsboson at the LHC ;pp ! p+ H + p, where the + signs
denote the presence of large rapidity gaps. C lkarly a carefiill treatm ent of both the soft and
hard QCD e ects is crucial for the reliability of the theoretical predictions for these di ractive

processes.

T he outline of the article is as ollow s. In Section & we review di raction phenom ena from
both the s and t channel viewpoints. In Section 2.3 we link these approaches together. W e
am phasize the convenience of working in tem s of di ractive eigenstates, as originally proposed
by G ood and W aker [}]. In Section 3 we discuss how these eigenstatesm ay be identi ed w ith
the di erent parton con gurations of the proton. Scattering through each of the eigenstates is
suppressed (oy unitarity orm ultiP om eron e ects) by di erent am ounts. In Section 4 we study
som e exam ples of hard di ractive processes. First we summ arize a calculation of di ractive
dikt production at the Tevatron, which show s that the estin ate of the overall suppression of
the cross section is In agreem ent w ith the data. In Section 42 we tum to di ractive proton {
nuclkar processes. W e present predictions for a range of hard di ractive processes which are
acessbl at RH IC . Finally, Section 5 contains som e brief conclusions.



Since this artick is an attem pt at a short J:evjewE: ofhigh energy di ractive phenom ena, we
have only provided a few references to help the reader. Hence our reference list is incom plete
and we apologize to those authors whose work has not been cited. Section 4 contains new
resuls for di ractive proton {nuclkar processes.

2 Theoretical approaches to di raction at high energies

T he investigation of the di ractive scattering of hadrons gives in portant nform ation on the
structure ofhadrons and on their Interaction m echanian s. D i ractive processesm ay be studied
from either an s channelor t channel viewpoint. W e w ill discuss these approaches In tum, and
then show that they are com plem entary to, and consistent w ith, each other.

2.1 D i raction from an s channelview point

Uniarity plays a pivotal role In di ractive processes. The total cross section is intim ately
related to the elastic scattering am plitude and the scattering Into nelastic nal states via
s channelunitariy, SSY = I,or

disc T T = iTT @)

wih S = I+ iT. Ifwe were to focus, for exam ple, on elastic uniariy, then disc would sim ply
denote the discontinuity of T across the two-particlke s channel cut. At high energies, s channel
uniarty relation is diagonal n the in pact param eter, b, basis, such that

2T Tey(s50) = e (8iD)F + G e (55D) @)
w ih
7
we = 2 d’bIn T (s;b) 3)
7
o =  dIbiaEbF @)
Z h i
na =  db 2 To(s;b) LT - )

T he general solution of @) is

Ta = i1 &) ©)
Gper = 1 % )
where (s;bf = exp ( (s;b)) is the probability that no inelastic scattering occurs. 0 is

called the opacity (opticaldensity) or eikonafi.

10 ther review s of di raction can be fund, or exampl, in BI{ {L4].
“Som etin es =2 is called the efkonal



The well known exam ple of scattering by a black disc, with = 0 forb< R, gives o =

net= R?and = 2 R?. In general, we see that the absorption of the initial wave due

to the existence of m any inelastic channels lads, via s channel unitarity, to di ractive elastic
scattering.

Somucdh forelastic di raction. Now we tum to inelastic di raction, which is a consequence
of the intermal structure of hadrons. This is sim plest to describe at high energies, where the
lifetim es of the hadronic uctuations are lJarge, E =m?, and during these tin e Intervals the
corresponding Fock states can be considered as Yrozen’. Each hadronic constituent can undergo
scattering and thus destroy the coherence of the uctuations. A s a consequence, the outgoing
superposition of states w illbe di erent from the incident particle, and w illm ost likely contain
m ultjparticle states, so we w illhave inelastic, aswell as elastic, di raction.

To discuss inelastic di raction, it is convenient to follow G ood and W alker E-_7:], and to
Introduce states | which diagonalize the T m atrix. Sudch eigenstates only undergo elastic
scattering. Since there are no o -diagonal transitions

h Tji=0 forijsk @®)

a state k cannot di ractively dissociate In a state j. W e have noted that this is not true for
hadronic states due to their intemal structure. O ne way of proceeding is to enlarge the st
of intem ediate states, from jist the singl elastic channel, and to introduce a m ultichannel
eikonal. W e will consider such an exam pl below, but st lt us express the cross section
In tem s of the probabilities F, of the hadronic process proceeding via the various di ractive
eigenstates .

Let us denote the orthogonalm atrix which diagonalizes In T by a, so that
WmT = aFa' with  h FJjei= Fr s )

Now oconsider the di ractive dissociation of an aritrary incom ing state

X
j]_'l. = Aix j ki: (10)
k

T he elastic scattering am plitude for this state satis es

hijin T jii = : Py FFy = WF 4 (11)
K
whereFy,  hy¥ jiand where the brackets of iF' i m ean that we take the average of ' over
the initial probability distrioution of di ractive eigenstates. A fter the di ractive scattering
described by T¢i, the nalstate jfiwill, in general, be a di erent superposition of eigenstates
from that of jii, which was shown In {0). At high energies we m ay negkct the real parts of
the di ractive am plitudes. T hen, for cross sections at a given in pact param eter b, we have

dtot

X
= 2Imhiffji = 2 AaJ Fy = 2HF 1
b i B f Fy
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Tt follow s that the cross section for the single di ractive dissociation of a proton,

d sp

&b

isgiven by the statistical dispersion In the absorption probabilities ofthe di ractive eigenstates.

Here the average is taken over the com ponents k of the lnoom ing proton which dissociates. If

the averages are taken over the com ponents of both of the incom ing particles, then {13) is the
sum of the cross section for single and double dissociation.

= Wi wi; 13)

N ote that ifallthe com ponents . ofthe ncom Ing di ractive state jii were absorbed equally
then the di racted superposition would be proportional to the incident one and the inelastic
di raction would be zero. Thus if, at very high energies, the am plitudes F at an all m pact
param eters are equal to the black disk lim i, Fy = 1, then di ractive production w illbe equal
to zero In this In pact param eter dom ain and so will only occur in the perijpheral b region.
Such behaviour already takes place in pp (@nd pp) Interactions at Tevatron energies. Hence
the in pact param eter structure of nelastic and elastic di raction is drastically di erent in the
presence of strong s channel unitarity e ects.

Under the assum ption that am plitudes Fy at high energies can not exceed the black disk
Iim it, F, 1, equations (12) lead to the ollow ing bound

d a1+ sp 1d o
&b 2 &b ' 14)

known as the Pum plin bound [15].

A sinple realistic application of the above fram ework is the Interaction of a highly virtual
photon with a nuclkus. For recent discussions and references see, or exam ple, [16, 17]. The
wave function for the photon to uctuate into a gqgpairm ay bewritten (¢; ), where r isthe
separation ofthe g and g In the transverse planeand ,1 are the longitudinalm om entum
fractions of the photon m om entum carried by the g and g. For an all r the cross section for the
oqg pair to Interact w ith a nucleon behaves as s . Thus, at xed in pact param eterb, the

opaciy
= T,® / (15)

w here Z
Ty ) = dz ®;z) (16)

1

R
and B;z) is the density ofnuckons in the nuckus ( Ta () FPo= A). Ta b) is often called the
nuclkar density per unit area or the optical thickness of the nuclkus.



At high energy, due to Lorentz tim e dilation, the lifetin e of each com ponent wih xed =
ismuch longer than the Interaction tim e of the g pair inside the nuckus A . Hence the A
am plitude is of the form

z
M e@i= drd )0 ep( ®IO=2)] @ ): 17

On the other hand, at low energy, where the lifetin e of the gqg uctuations is an all, we have
to average (r) already In the exponent, since each nuclkon interacts w ith a di erent ! o
uctuation. T herefore the low energy am plitude is

1 exp( hi=2) = 1 exp( h i=2): (18)

To sim plify the discussion we, here, neglect the real part of the elastic am plitude; that iswe
assum e in (4) that 1.M odulo this assum ption, (18) is exactly the G Jauber form ula, which
was orighally derived for an incom ing particke of energy E < 1 Ge&V, which therefore has
enough tin e to retum to its equilbrium state between interactions w ithin the nuckus. It is
thisnom alm ix ofFodk states ofthe incident particle which leadsto takingh i in the exponent.

Retuming to the high energy case, we see that as the ssparation * is frozen, each value
of r corresponds to a di ractive elgenstate j (i (In the notation of ([d)) with cross section
x = (@®). If there is a large probability of Inelastic scattering, that is T > 1, then the
di erence between (L) and (@8) is signi cant, and leads to a Jarge di raction dissociation cross
section sp of ((3).

In the above exam ple we are dealing w ith a continuous set of di ractive eigenstates j i,
each characterised by a di erent value of . A nother exam pl is to consider just two di ractive
channels R0 23] (say, p;N ), and assum e, for sin plicity, that the elastic scattering am pliudes
for these two channels are equal. Then the T m atrix has the form

ImT =1 e>?; 19)
where the etkkonalm atrix has elem ents
Eoiio = 0 ! £ ! £040 5 (20)

The individual ! m atrices, which corresoond to transitions from the two incom ing hadrons,

each have the form |

1 = 1 . 1)
: 1 :

The param eter (s;b) detemm ines the ratio of the Inelastic to elastic transitions. The overall
coupling o isalso a function ofthe energy P s and the in pact param eterb. It is assum ed here

SThisresut was rst proposed within QCD in Refs. I:_L-Ei:] and E_l-g:], but, long before, an analogous expression
was orighally given ﬁ_;'] for deuteron scattering w ith proton and neutron constituents in the place of the g
uctuation of the photon.



that the diagonal elem ents for both channels are equal. This lads to a sin pli cation of the
form ulas.

W ith the above form of !, the di ractive eigenstates are
.. 1 . . . 1 . .
Jq11 = p_E(Pl+:N i) ; Joi= p—é(jpl N i): (22)
In this basis, the ekkonal has the diagonal form
m0no = Odnndmonor' 23)

wherem ;n= ;; , and |

d = : (24)

Inthecasewhere isclosstounity, = 1 ", oneoftheeigenvaliesisam all. A swasm entioned
above, In Q CD the diagonal states are related to the colourless gq statesw ith de nite transverse
size, r. Sm all eigenvalues corresgpoond to the states of an all size ( 7). Thus the s channel
view of di raction is convenient to incorporate s channel unitarity. However it needs extra
dynam ical lnput to predict the s and b dependences of the di erent di ractive processes.

2.2 D1 raction from a tchannelviewpoint

T he t channel approach isbased on the Reggem odel for di ractive processes. In this approach
di ractive processes are m ediated by the exchange ofa Pomeron P ) { the lading Regge polke
w ith vacuum quantum numbers ¢ ig.1). The Pom eron playsthe rok ofan exchanged Yartick’,
and gives factorizable contributions to scattering am plitudes.

D i ractive processes (Fig. 1) are characterized by a large rapidiy gap between groups of
produced particles. For exam pl, for the (sihgl) di ractive dissociation of particke 2 into a
system ofm assM , the rapidiy gap between particle 1° and the rem aining hadrons is

-n > -m L ©5)
y M 2 w
wherex, = 1 x and X = Qo= (1o, )m ax 35 the Feynm an x variable of particlke 1°. I general,
the m asses, M ;, of the di ractively excited states, produced In high energy P s collisions, can
be large. The only condition for di ractive dissociation isM ? S.

In the Regge pol m odel, the cross section for the inclisive single di ractive dissociation
process of Fig. 1 @) can be w ritten in the fomm

<3 Gu1 () 2 tot ns 2
b:¢ = Hely ™ “; 2
p xp At 16 Hr (yi9] P2 t) (26)

where t is the (square) of the 4-m om entum transfer. The G reen’s function (propagator) of the
Pom eron is
Ge(y;D=Sexpl( »p O 1) vk @)
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Figure 1: Sinhgk and doublk di ractive dissociation wih a large rapidity gap represented by
Pom eron exchange.

where 1 .
5 - + e>l<p( i @®) 28)
Sm p (B

is the signature factor. The quantity %5 M ?;t) can be considered as the P om eron {particle 2
total Interaction cross section P4]. This quantity is not directly doservable. T is de ned by
its relation to the di raction production cross section, @6). This de nition is usefi1], however,
because at Jarge M 2, this cross section has the sam e R egge behavior as the usual total cross
sections |
X 27 kO 1
SM5D= g0, © — (29)
k So

where the rf, (t) is the tripleR eggeon vertex, which describes the coupling of two P om erons
to the Reggeon k.

Thus, in this region where the dissociating system has a large mass M , satisfying s
M2 m?, the inclusive di ractive cross section is described by the tripleR egge diagram s of
Fig.2. Therefore, on nserting £9) nto €6), we have

d2 X s x0) 1

— t) (1 k@2 p® = . 30
xdt x (0 ( X) - (30)

k

The Pom eron and f couplings to the proton, and the tripleR egge vertices rp , ;r]_fP , have
been determm ined from analyses of experin ental data on the di ractive production of particles
in hadronic collisions (see the review i B]). These couplings specify the factors @) in €0).

In in pact-param eter space, R egge am plitudes have a gaussian form at asym ptotic energies.
On the other hand, for nelastic di raction we expect a peripheral form , which f©ollow s from
uniariy in the s channel picture. N ote also that, since the Pom eron has ntercept 5 (0) > 1,
the cross sections of di ractive processes, B0), increase w ith energy faster than the total cross



Figure 2: TripleR egge diagram swith k = P or f exchange descrbing high energy M 2 m ?)
P om eron {particle 2 scattering.

sections, and thus lad to a problem w ith unitarity. However, In Regge theory it is necessary
to take Into acoount, not only Regge pols, but also Regge cuts P45, 2§], which correspond to
the exchange of several R egge poles In the t channel. T hese contributions restore the unitarity
of the theory. For inelastic di raction they lead to a peripheral form of the in pact-param eter
distributions and yield the approprate energy dependence of the corresponding cross sections.

How isthis realized in R egge theory? The explanation isbased on a technique to evaluate
R eggeon diagram s, introduced by G rbov P7], which allow s the calculation of contrbutions of
muliP om eron cuts in tem s of Pom eron exchanges In the am plitudes of di ractive processes.

2.3 Com patibility of the s and t channel view points:
G ribov’s R eggeon calculus and the AG K cutting rules

G rbov’s technigque uses uniarity and analyticity of R eggeon {particlke am plitudes, which fol-
lows from an analysis of Feynm an diagram s £1]. For exam ple the am plitude of tw o-P om eron
exchange in the t channel ' ig. 3a) can be written as a sum over all di ractive Intermm ediate
states In the s channel Fig. 3b). This result can be extended to m uliP om eron exchanges
In the t channel. For the sihgle (s) channel case, the summ ation of all elastic rescatterings
Jeads to the well known eikonal form ula w ith eikonal given by Fourier transform of the single-
P om eron-exchange diagram . For several di ractive channels the resulting am plitudes can be
w ritten in them atrix efkonal form ofthe type shown .n 19) and €0). In thisway a connection
between the s channel view of di raction and R egge theory is established. N ote that only for
weak coupling can the Pom eron cuts be neglected, and jist the rst term in the expansion be
retained. A nother powerfiil tool for the caloulation of, not only di ractive, but inelastic pro—
cesses, w hich contribute to totalcross section, isthe AGK (A bram ovsky, G rbov, K ancheli P§])
cutting rules. By applying these rules, it ispossible to show the selftonsistency ofthe approach,



(@) (b)

Figure 3: TwoPomeron exchange In the t channel expressed as the sum over all di ractive

Intermm ediate states In the s channel. The crosses indicate that the particles are on the m ass
shell.

which was absent in the pure Regge pol m odel. Consider a diagram where elastic scattering
is m ediated by the exchange of k Pom erons. The AGK cutting rules specify the coe cients
d; arising when n of these Pom erons are cut. Recall that these Pom eron cut discontinuities
give the corresponding nelastic contrbutionsto . The temm swih n = 0 correspond to the
di ractive cutting of the diagram (that is the cut is between the Pom eron exchanges, and not
through the Pom erons them selves). These n = 0 tem s have the coe cients

a7 0=2" 1 (31)
Fortwo-Pom eron exchange, k = 2, the coe cientsare+1, 4, + 2 according to whethern = 0,
1 or 2 Pom erons are cut, respectively.

W e illustrate the com patibility between the s channel view ofdi raction and the t channel
approach with muliPom eron cuts, using a sim ple exam pl w ith two di ractive channels. In
this case the T m atrix hasthe orm (9){ 1) with function , given by

_(G)? (5=s0) o b7t (CHnE
o= =2 T

= n 2 il 32)
4 B ap F So 4B

where B is the slope of the Pom eron am plitude,
B =:Bg+ J In(s=s); (33)

gﬁp is the coupling of the P om eron to the proton, s, = 1 GeV? and p 0O) 1. In practice,
the value of isabout 04. Thusasa rst approxin ation we m ay neglect higher powers of
in 19). The eikonal function  increases w ith energy as (s=so) , and at very high energies it
ollow s, from 32) and (3), that 1 or values of the in pact param eter satisfying

K< R*’=4 2 In’(s=s)): (34)

‘W e have neglected the slow Iy varying termm ¢ In(s=so) In (gf,)*=4 3 In(s=sp) inRZ?.
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A sa consequence, the elastic and Inelastic cross sectionshave strikingly di erent form sin im pact
param eter space. The elastic cross section is lin ited by the bladk disc bound, o @;s) = 1,
up to b R, after which it decreases rapidly. O n the other hand, the Inelastic cross section
depends on the o -diagonalekments n @0) and @I),

LEs)’ (e °; (35)

and so is only non—zero in the peripheral region of the Interaction, b R. This examplk
llustrates the generaldi erence In the suppression of the elastic and inelastic channels due to
m ultiP om eron exchanges, In agreem ent w ith s channel unitarity.

Let us illustrate the self consistency of the G rbov technique for the evaluation of multi-
Pom eron contributions, and the AGK cutting rules, In the sin plst sihgle-channel exam ple. In
this case the in aghhary part of elastic am plitude in b space has the eikonal form

X ( lj{+ 1 0 k
Im Te(s;b) = — - =1 ep( =2): (36)
w1 k! 2
By applying the AGK cutting rules R8] to each tem of the serdes, it is possble to cbtain or
the di ractive (elastic) cross section P9

X ( 13( 0 8 k1 _ _ 2
. 2 2@ )= (0 exp( 0=2)) 37)

e1(s;b) =
k=1

and for nelastic cross section

ine1 (S;0) = e °= (0 ep( o)) (38)

n=1
where n is the number of cut Pom erons W ith any number of uncut ones). It has a simplk
probabilistic interpretation. T he second expression or i, represents the whole probability, 1,
m nus the probability exp (o) to have no inelastic nteraction, whereas in the rst expression
each tetm  j=n!represents the probability ofn inelastic Interactions W here n!accounts for the
dentity ofthe interactions) multiplied by exp( () which guarantees that there are no further
Inelastic interactions.

>From 36){ B8) we see that, in the single channel case, we have
e (s;D) = (I T (570))* (39)

e1(Sib) + ne1(Sib) = or (870) = 2Im Tei(s50); (40)

as Indeed it must be. Note that this self consistency could not be achieved if the serdes in
m uliP om eron rescatterings would be cut at some nite temm . The consistency w ith s channel
unitarty can be proven for an arbitrary m ulichannel case.

11



It is also instructive to consider the situation w ith two P om eron pols: soft P and hard Py, .

In the singlke channel cass, a summ ation of s channel rescatterings leads again to the ekonal
formula BQ]with

(S8ib) = s(sib+  n(sib) 41)

wherethe ;(s;b) aretheFourertransfom softhe i-P om eron contributions. T he hard P om eron
is usually related to the cross section of m inikt production 31, 30], which rapidly increases
w ith energy. It is interesting to note that the uniarization via eikonal form ula described above
leads to a rather weak In uence of the hard com ponent on the behaviour of the total cross
sections, because this com ponent becom es in portant only at energies when the soft com ponent
is Jarge and the am plitudes at an all In pact param eters are close to the black disk lim it. From
the AGK cutting rules it is easy to prove that in thism odel, the cross section of a hard process
(W ith any number k 1 of hard Interactions plus any num ber of soft inelastic interactions) is
described by the elkonalexpression with = 4. This is the so-called self absorption theorem
for processes w ith a given criterion [34]. Tn this case the criterion is the existence of at least
onem inigt. >From the above expression it is clear that such processes w ill dom inate at very
high energies, and that the m ean number ofm inikts willbe determ ned by .

3 D i ractive eigenstates and parton con gurations

T he partonic picture of hadronic uctuations m entioned above gives a new insight to pro—
cesses of di raction dissociation of hadrons. This picture naturally appears ln QCD , where
each hadron can be represented as a Fodk state vector in tem s of the quark and glion de-
grees of freedom . At very high energies, these uctuations have large lifetin es and have an all
variations during the tin e of the Interaction. Thus con gurationsm ade of de nite numbers of
quarks, antiquarks and glionsw ith de nite transverse coordinates can be considered asnatural
candidates for the eigenstates j i of di raction. Partonic m odels of di raction were originally
introduced in refs. 33,34] and are now w idely used within aQCD fram ework (forexam ples and
references see B5]). Th QCD, colourkess con gurations of am all transverse size have am all total
Interaction cross sections. Existence of such con gurations leads to the phenom enon known
as ‘olor trangparency’ [1§, 19], which, n tum, leads to interesting e ects in the di ractive
Interactions of hadrons and photons w ith nucli. Existence of the di ractive eigenstates w ith
substantially di erent interaction cross sections leads, according to @3), to large total cross
sections of di ractive processes at high energies, which are close to the Pum plin bound @4).
T he distrdoution, P ( ), of cross sections  of the di ractive eigenstates , has been deter-
m ned from experin ental data on di ractive processes for pions and protons n Refs. Bg]. In
the sin plest 2-channel m odel, discussed in Section 2.1, the broad distribution P ( ) is ap—
proxin ated by 2 states w ith substantially di erent values of . In ref. B7] these states were
related to the distrlbutions of quarks and gluons w ith substantially di erent values of B prken
x (see alo [B8)). h Ref. B7] two m odels were considered. In the rstmodel (m odelA) it was
supposed that the valence quarks correspond to the an all size com ponent, while the sea quarks
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and gluions m ake up the large size com ponent. In the second m odel (m odel B) the weights of
the two com ponents varied w ith x In such a way that the am all size com ponent dom inated at
b 4 1, whilke the large size com ponent was dom inant at an all x.

A nother Interesting aspect of the partonic picture is the existence of partonic uctuations
w ith large m asses, M my , which correspond to m ultighion con gurations. In perturbative
QCD, these are related to the BFKL Pom eron [39]. T he elastic scattering of such states leads
to the di ractive production of states of large m ass, which in the R egge language corresoonds
to the trpleP om eron interaction. T he average m ass of such states Increases w ith energy, and
at very high energies their role in inelastic di ractive processes becom es very in portant.

Tt was em phasized above, that at very high energies when elastic scattering becom es close
to the black disk lim it, there is a strong in uence of di erent di ractive eigenstates on the
properties of di ractive processes in the physical (hadronic) basis. In particular, there is a
strong reduction of the cross section of Jarge m ass di raction due to unitarity (m uliP om eron
rescatterings) e ects. Below we w ill consider these e ects for the di ractive production of large
m ass states, which contain a hard subprocess: the so-called hard di ractive processes.

4 Hard di raction in pp (pp) and pA collisions

T he hard di ractive dissociation of hadrons or nuclei provides new possbilities for the inves-
tigation ofdi raction dynam ics. W e illustrate this by discussing som e typical reactions below .
F irst, we describe a study of di ractive dift production at the Tevatron, and then we prooceed
to m ake predictions for typicalhard di ractive processes In proton {nuckar collisions that are
accessible at RH IC . T he possibble relevance to di raction at the LHC ism entioned.

4.1 D i ractive dipt production in pp collisions

Consider st the situation for digt production In pp (op) collisions. It is In portant that the
single Pom eron exchange diagram ofFig. 4 @) can be calculated using Q CD factorization for
the hard processes, together w ith the distribbutions of partons in the proton and the Pom eron,
denoted by f} and ff respectively. T he latter Yi ractive’ distrbutions can be extracted from
an analysis of hard di raction in deep inelastic scattering Fig. 4 (0)). T hus the cross section
for di ractive digt production, Fig. 4 @), m ay be w ritten

d - ZF & ;DL ( GEZEP x;EZ) 3d dx 42)

dtde_ p Xp,;OL; ( ;o)L XyyB1) ik 1

ik

where 4 is the cross section for digt production by partons w ith longiudinal m om entum

fractions x; and ofthe proton and Pom eron respectively, and E; is the transverse energy of

the gts. Fp isthePomeron \ ux factor", which, according to £6), can be w ritten in the form
(o, ()

O;p— . (43)

2,0 1 °

16 )%

Fp &p;t) =
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(a) (b)

Figure4: (@) TheBom diagram fordi ractive digtproduction at the Tevatron, and (o) the con-
tribution to di ractive production at HERA driven by the gluonic com ponent of the Pom eron.
N otice that the lower parts of the diagram s are the sam e.

T his approxin ation corresponds to the Ingeln an{Schlein confcture §Q]. The existence of a
hard scale provides the nom alization of the Pom eron tem .

In the previous sections we have em phasized the im portance of m ultiP om eron contribu-
tions for di ractive particle production. For di ractive difgt production they corresoond to the
diagram s shown in Fig.5. These diagram s lead to a strong violation ofboth R egge and hard

Figure 5: M ultiP om eron contributions to di ractive digt production at the Tevatron.

factorization. Experim ental data of CDF Collboration at the Tevatron {41] clkearly indicate
the breaking of hard factorization in digt productjon| the m easured dift cross section is an
order of m agnitude an aller than that predicted from (42) using HERA data for £ff . It is even
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m ore striking that the distrbution for the produced difgts ncreasesmuch fasteras ! 0, as
com pared w ith the expected behaviour of the partonic distributions. B oth experin ental cbser-
vations can be reproduced in them odelw hich takes into acoount the suppression of di ractive
production at high energies due tom ultiP om eron exchanges. A n essential feature ofthem odel,
which allow s the reconciliation ofthe cbserved  dependence w ith that expected from the par-
tonic (m ostly gluonic) distributions, is the relation between the size of the partonic uctuation
and the type (or the value of x) of the active parton. The suppression factor S, in thism odel
can be written in the form &
z
FbBonFM nFexp( . (Eib)
Sp = <% ; 44)
FoponFM o7

n

where a,, ¥ is the probability of nding the partonic di ractive eigenstate n Japl n the
proton i, see @0), and M ,F is the probability of producing the dift system from the
eigenstate n. Ik can depend on the type of the active parton iand the value of itsm om entum ,
X4 and k? ie

In Ref. B7] two elgenchannels were considered, n = 1;2. It was argued that the channel
w ith the an aller cross section (denoted the S com ponent) correspoonds to valence quarks w ith
X 1, whilke the channel w ith the larger cross section is due to sea quarks and gluons and is
concentrated at an aller values of x. This was denoted m odel A of the di ractive eigenstates.
O foourse, them odel is oversim pli ed. T here w illbe part of the valence com ponent w ith large
size, while on the other hand the glions and sea quarks contribute to the am all size com ponent.
An alemative m odel, m odel B, was Introduced, in which the partonic distrioutions

fi;E;) = @S+ PP KED) 45)
with i= valence; s=a; glue; where the Jarge and am all size pro fction operators have the form s

N2
pr=@ x@7; pPi=1 P (46)

1 1

w here the n; were chosen so that each com ponent carries one half of the whole nuclkon energy
and one half of the num ber of valence quarks, see 371.

The functions , (s;b) In @4) have been param eterized in the form (see £3))
r= @+ ) o; s = (@ ) 0i 47)

wih = 04 [42]. In practice we use a m ore realistic param eterization of the ,, detem ied
from the globaldescription oftotal, elastic and soft di ractive production data §2]. Th addition
to the tw o-channeleikonalallow ing for low m assdi raction, this analysis incorporated pion-loop

SW e use the subscript p to distinguish the suppression Sp In pp (or pp) hard di ractive collisions from the
extra suppression Sp In pnuclkar collisions to be discussed In Sections 42 and 4 3.
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Insertions in the Pom eron tra fctory, and high m ass single- and double-di ractive dissociation
via s channel fterations of diagram s containing the triple-P om eron interaction.

Interestingly, the order of m agnitude suppression and the dependence of the prediction
ofthe CDF digt was well reproduced by both m odels A and B for the di ractive eigenstate,
se Fig. 6, which was taken from Ref. B7]. Note that, when the new tsto H1 di ractive

F(B)

quark / gluon
[ = T Ps/ P,
- (Small / Large o)

WO Il Il Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il
0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6

Figure 6: The four lower curves are the predictions for di ractive digt production at the
Tevatron obtained from two altemative sets of HERA ' di ractive parton distrbutions Tand IT
using m odels A (continuous curves) and B (dashed curves) to caloulate the suppression factor
Sy of @4) . N ote that w ithout the suppression factor the upper two curves in the plot would be
obtained. The Tevatron digt data (shown by the data points and shaded band) dem onstrate
the im portance of ncluding the shadow ing corrections. The gure is taken from [B7].

data {43] are used in the approach of Ref. 37], even better agreem ent w ith CDF dift data is
achieved [@4].
A further check ofthis generalapproach hasbeen perform ed in Ref. 45]. T here t was shown

that the experim entally observed f§]breakdow n of factorization in the ratio ofthe yields ofdijt
production In singke di ractive and doubleP om eron-exchange processes is In good agream ent
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w ith the expectations of the suppression factors obtained from the abovem entioned global
analysis of di ractive phenom ena [@2].

42 Di raction in proton{nuclear collisions

T he suppression factors, analogousto (44), aremuch stronger frdi ractive p-nuclear processes
than for pp (or pp) ocollisions. They have a much richer structure. Their m agnitudes, their A
and kinem atic dependences are much m ore sensitive to the absorption cross sections of the
proton partonic con gurations of di erent transverse size, see, for exam pk, B7]. M oreover, for
collisions involving nuclki, A, there are m ore possibilities of di ractive dissociation. W e will
consider two types of proton {nuckar hard di ractive processes: the inooherent and ocoherent
production of a m assive system h (accom panied by other particles, denoted by X )

PA ! Xh+ Ys; 48)

PA ! Xh+A; 49)

as shown In Fig. 7. The cbservable system h ocould be a dift, a D rell{Yan pair or a heavy qq

(a) incoherent (b) coherent

Figure 7: M ultiPom eron exchange contributions to the inooherent and ooherent di ractive
production of a m assive system h in high energy proton{nuclear (@A) ocollisions. In (@) the
nucleus A has dissociated into a system Y, ofnuclkons, whereas In (o) it rem ains intact. The
dots are to indicate any num ber of exchanged P om erons, and/or Interactions w ith any num ber
ofnuclkons.

pair. For incoherent production, @8), the nucleus dissociates into a system ofnuclkons labelled
Ya . Themom entum transfer ist 1=R§, where R, is the radius of the proton. On the other
hand, in process @9) we have the coherent dissociation ofthe proton, while leaving the nucleus
Intact w ith very an allm om entum transfer, t l=R§ , Where R, is the nuclear radius.
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In the Bom approxin ation for the interaction with a singlke nuclkon, the cross section,
Integrated over t, of the second process is
1d CA?

KheA | Xh+A)= 5 o = ca®; (50)
=0

while the cross section of the nooherent process behavesas @A ! Xh+ Ya) A . Thes
A dependences are drastically m odi ed by mulile rescattering (multiP om eron exchanges),
shown n Fig.7.

T he cross section for the incoherent hard di raction on nuclkd, process (48), in the G rbov{

G lauber approach 8] is described by an analogous form ula to that for pp collisions,

x Z
A ! Xh+Yy) = EohnF " ! h)Ta Bexp( 5,6)Ta ©); (51)
n
w here, asbefore, the sum is over the partonic di ractive eigenstates ofthe incom ing proton, and
PenJ is the probability of nding eigenstaten  j,i in the proton i, see @U); "“@Ep ! h)
is the corresponding cross section in proton{protonf collisions for scattering through the n™
di ractive ejgenstate, and T, () is the nuckar pro ke function @§). Here 5 _(s) = L.
1, where the cross sections are for proton{nuckon scattering at energy = s through the n™
eigenstate, since elastic scattering does not change the kinem atic structure of the process. Thus
the nuclear suppression factor (som etin es called nuckar transparency) is
©A ! Xh+ Yy)

g = ; 52
A r oot xn) (52)

where the denom lnator (Ep ! X h) is the coresponding cross section for the di ractive
production ofthe hard (m assive) system h in proton {nuclkon collisions. T hus Szi“mh isthe extra
suppression due sokly to nuckar e ects.

C oherent production on nucki, process 49), is possble when the m ass of the di ractively
produced system ,M (X ), satis es

M *=s 1=m R ; (53)

w here P s is the proton {nuclkon cm . energy. Then the am plitude in in pact param eter space
is
X

M @A ! Xh+A) =  a;M "@Ep! h)T 0 exp ;‘)tTA © ; (54)

n

where again the sum isover the di ractive eigenstates ofthe lncom Ing proton. Here = .,

since even elastic scattering with t > 1=R2 will destroy the nuckus. Hence the total cross
section of ocoherent di ractive production ofh is
z
X d*" ! h
R A ! Xh+A) = bR, T4 = ep )

n =0

T, Dexp( 5, Ta ©):  (55)

8T he P om eron couples equally to the proton and neutron constitients of the nucleus.
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W e present below the results for the nuckar suppression factor for the coherent di raction
production ofa system h in the fomm

d “h @A ! Xh+A)
dt dt

=0 =0

coh __
Sy =

A gain this is the extra suppression arising sokly from nuckar e ects.

To be realistic, we present results for proton{nuclkar @A) collisions in the RHIC energy
regin e, P s’ 300GeV,where P s refers to the corresponding proton {nuclkon cm . energy. W e
use the sam e m odel that was em ployed to describe hard di raction in pp collisions @2]. W e
show resuls where the system h is chosen to be D rell{Yan lepton pairs which originate from
aq annihilations), and also where h is chosen to be either cc or b pairs Wwhich orighate from
gg fusion). To be speci ¢, we use a factorization scale ? = M 2, where for D rell{Yan or cc
production the m ass of the pair is chosen to be M . = 5 Ge&V, whilke for beauty production
we take M i, = 13 GeV . The nuckar pro ke function, T, () of (18), was caloulated using the
standard W oods{Saxon fom for (r) with the param eters determm ined from the electrom agnetic
form factors of nuckei @3]. In Figs. 8, 9 we show the nuclear suppression factors 62) and (56)
as a function of the fraction of the longiudinalm om entum of the incom ing proton carried by
thesystem h (= I'1 ,ccorkb). Figs.8 and 9 correspond to nuckiwih A = 64 and A = 197
resoectively. W e see that, n general, the suppression due to nuckar e ects is approxin ately
a factorof 10 orpA ! X h+ Y, and a factorof 100 orpA ! X h+ A . The dashed lnes in
Figs. 8 and 9 corresoond to the predictions of the onechannel eikonalm odel, which cbviously
cannot represent the di erent partonic con gurations participating in the process. It therefore
does not depend on the speci ¢ di ractively produced system h or the m om entum fraction x
that it carries. The other curves are the predictions of the two di erent two-channel eikonals
Introduced In Section 4.1 | the sin plem odelA , which predicts the dotted curves, In which the
valence quarks and the gluon + sea quarks are regpectively associated w ith the am alland large
size di ractive eigenstates, j ,iand j 11 of @7); and m odel B, which predicts the continuous
curves, w ith a m ore realistic partonic com position of the di ractive eigenstates.

Formodels A and B, we see that, In general, the nuclear suppression depends on x. For
large x, where the an alksize, Iow 4,5 com ponent dom inates, the suppression is less than that
expected in the pure G Jauber onechannel case wih exp( h iR ). On the other hand, for
an aller x, where m ore contrbution com es from the largesize, higher ., com ponent, there
is much m ore suppression. However, for cham (@nd beauty) production, m odel A predicts
that the suppression is independent of x. T he reason is that the gluons have allbeen assigned
to a single com ponent; m oreover, as this com ponent has .5 > h i, the suppression is larger
than the sihgle<channel prediction. In the m ore realistic m odel, m odel B, where the glion is
distrdouted between both eigenstates, the suppression is lss and the pA cross section larger,
and m oreover depends on x | the large x gluons are concentrated in the di ractive eigenstate
w ith the snall .. On the other hand, D r=ell{Y an production origihates from valnce and sea
quark annihilation and hence the di erence between the predictions ofm odelsA and B issm all.
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F igure 8: The extra nuclkar suppression factors S, of (62) and (5§) for the incoherent (A !
X h+ Y, ) and coherent @A ! X h+ A ) di ractive production ofa system h carryingm om entum
fraction x in proton scattering on A = 64 (Cu) nuckil at corresponding proton{nuclkon cm .
collision energy ofp s = 300 GeV . The dashed, dotted and continuous curves correspond to
using a single-channel and doubl-channel (m odels A and B) eikonals respectively.

In Fig. 9 we include the prediction for the nuclkar suppression In di ractive bb, aswell as
cc, production. The only di erence is that the scale is larger: = 13 G&V ratherthan 5G&V.
By com paring cc and o production we see the results are not sensitive to the choice of scale.
In Fig. 10 we present the A dependence for the m ore realisticm odel B, ora large and a small
value of x.

4.3 Comments on proton{nuclear di ractive processes
T he above exam ples dem onstrate the role that di ractive eigenstates (W ith di erent absorptive

cross sections) play In the description of di ractive processes involving nuclei. In com parison
w ith the over-sin ple single-channel G lJauber approach, the nuclkar suppression factors reveal
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Figure 9: Asin Fig. 8 but for proton collisionson A = 197 @Au) nucki.

an infom ative rich structure. They vary by m ore than a factor of two for the various hard
di ractive processes.

Figures 8{10 are qualttatively valid for all energies. The suppression factors of nuclear
origin, Sp , decrease only gradually w ith Increasing energy due to the slow growth of [, (s).
M oreover, these nuclear shadow ing e ects for the interactions of protonsw ith nucleiare sim ilaris
to the suppression factors in proton {proton interactions at m uch higher energies 50]. Recall
that rboth pA and pp collisions we refer to the proton {proton energy = s.) For instance, we
see from F ig. 8 that the nuclkar suppression factor in p-C opper collisions is Sy 0d atRHIC
energies of s = 300 Ge&V, which is com parabl to the suppression Sy In hard di ractive pp
collisions at the higher Tevatron energy, see or exam ple, Fig. 6. This interesting correlation
m ay be anticipated from the dependence of S, of 1) and (52) on the exponential of the

7T he sin ilarity is not entirely com plete as there is a di erence in the in pact param eter distributions HrpA
and pp collisions, and in the Increase of the radius of the interaction w ith energy.
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Figure 10: The A dependence of the extra nuclear suppression factors S, of §2) and (8) or
the di ractive production ofa system h in pA collisions.

product tor ©)Ta ). Total cross sections increase w ith energy as s wih 01, while
Ta ) A, Thusan increase of s by two orders of m agnitude is equivalent to an increase in
A by afactor 4. Thus, sihce S PorpA oollisionsw ith A 64 at RH IC energies is com parable
to S, for pp collisions at the Tevatron (s (3{4) 10 Gev?), we expect that Sy at the LHC
(s 2 19Gev?) willbe close to S, for pA oollisions with A 197 (see Fig. 9). So the
observation of shadow Ing ofhard di ractive processes on heavy nuckiat RHIC may serve as a
guide to the size of the suppression factors S, which occur in sin ilar processes in pp collisions
at the LHC energy. O foourse, the S, factors can be calculated directly, but con m ation from
a study of proton {nuclear scattering data at RH IC would be valuable. The S, factors need to
be known, for exam ple, In plans to identify New Physics phenom ena in observations of such
di ractive processes at the LHC .
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5 Concliding rem arks

Investigation ofboth soft and hard di ractive processes provides in portant inform ation on the
dynam ics of strong interactions at high energies. W ith increasing energy the role of unitarity
e ects which, in the Reggeon approadh, m aterdalise as m ultiP om eron exchange interactions)

becom es m ore and m ore In portant. The association of eigenstates of the di ractive part of
the T-m atrix wih de nite partonic con gurations leads to extra insight into the dynam ics
of di ractive processes in QCD . Tt allow s one to determm ine the e ective sizes of the partonic
con gurations in hard di ractive processes. T he use of nuclkar targets provides new possibilities
for detailed studies of various agpects of both soft and hard di ractive processes. W e have
dem onstrated that Interesting infomm ation on the properties of partonic con gurations can
be obtained from a study of hard di ractive processes In pA -collisions at RHIC and LHC . A

know ledge ofdi raction dynam ics, and especially of shadow ing e ects In pp and pA oollisions, is
In portant for predictions of the expected m anifestations ofNew P hysics in di ractive processes
at proton colliders, see, orexam ple, 1. A wellknow n exam pk isdouble-di ractive H iggsboson
production, see, or example, 2,4, 511.

A cknow ledgem ents

Tt is a pleasure to acknow ledge the contrilbbutions and insight that Jan K w iecinskihasm ade to
this eld.W ethank John D ainton,D aveM ilstead and P eter Schlein fora stin ulating discussion,
K ostya Boreskov for usefil inform ation and M ke W halley for help. This work is supported in
part by the UK Particlke Physics and A stronom y Ressarch Council and by the grants INTA S
00-00366, NATO PSTCLG 977275, RFBR 00-15-96786, 01-02-17095 and 01-02-17383.

R eferences

] E L.Feinberg and IYa.Pom eranchuk, D oklady Akad.Nauk SSSR 93, 439 (1953); SupplL
Nuovo Cin ento v. III, serie X, 652 (1956).

Bl]V A.Khoze,AD .Marth and M G .Ryskin, Eur.Phys.J.C 23, 311 (2002).

4] A.DeRoek,V A.Khoze,AD.Martlh,R.Oravaand M G .Ryskin, Eur.Phys.J.C 25,
391 (2002); VA .Khoze, AD.Martin and M G .Ryskin, Acta Phys. Polon. B 33, 3473
(2002).

Bl BE.Cox, JR .Forshaw and B . Heinem ann, Phys. Lett.B 540 (2002) 263.

23


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0009336

therein.

[lIM L.Goodand W D .W aker, Phys.Rev.120, 1857 (1960).

B] A B.Kaidalov, Phys. Rept. 50, 157 (1979).

O] J.Pum plin, Physica Scripta 25, 191 (1982).
[L0] K .G oulianos, Phys.Rept. 101, 169 (1983).
l1] H.Abramowicz and A .Caldwell, Rev.M od.Phys. 71, 1275 (1999).
2] M .W ustho and A D .M artinh, J.Phys.G 25, R309 (1999).
[13] A .Hebedker, Phys.Rept. 331, 1 (2000).
4] EA .DeW olf, Acta Phys.Polon.B 33, 4165 (2002).
5] J.Pumplin, Phys.Rev.D 8, 2899 (1973).

[l7] IP. Ivanov, N N. Nikolhev, W . Schafer, B G. Zakharov and V R. Zolkr,

[18] G . Bertsch, SJ. Brodsky, A S. Goldhaber and JF . Gunion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 297
(1981).

[19] A B.Zam olodchikov, B Z .K opeliovich and L I. Ladidus, JETP Lett. 33, 595 (1981).

R0] K G .Boreskov, A M . Lapidus, S.T . Sukhorukov and K A . TerM artirosyan, Nucl. Phys.
B 40, 397 (1972).

Rl]E.Gotsnan, E. Levin and U .M aor, Phys. Lett. B 452, 387 (1999); Phys. Rev. D 60,
094011 (1999), and references therein.

R2] VA .Khoze, A D .Martin and M G .Ryskin, Eur.Phys.J.C 18, 167 (2000).
23] J.A beriand J.Goggi, Phys.Rep. 74,1 (1981).

R4] A B.Kaldalov,V A .Khoze, Yu.F .Pirogov and N L. TerIsaakyan, Phys. Lett.B 45, 493
(1973); A B.Kaidalov and K A . TerM artirosyan, Nucl. Phys.B 75, 471 (1974).

5] S.M andelstam , Nuovo C in ento 30, 1148 (1963).

R6] V N .Grbov, IYa.Pomeranchuk and K A . TerM artirosyan, Phys. Lett. 9, 269 (1964);
Vad.Fiz.2, 361 (1965).

24


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301244
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211336
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212176

R7] VN .G rbov, ZhETF 57, 654 (1967).

28] V Abram ovsky, V N . G rdbov and O V . K ancheli, Sov.J.Nucl Phys. 18, 308 (1974).
R9] K A . TerM artirosyan, Phys. Lett. B 44, 377 (1973).

B0] A .Capella, J.Kwicinskiand J. Tran Thanh Van, Phys.Rev. Lett. 58, 2015 (1987).
Bl] LV .Grbov,EM .Levih and M G .Ryskin, Phys.Rept. 100, 1 (1983).

B32] R .B lankenbeclkr et al, Phys. Lett.B 107, 106 (1981).

B3] L.Van Hove and K .Fiakow ski, Nucl. Phys. 107, 211 (1976).

B4] H I.M jttinen and J.Pum plin, Phys.Rev.D 18, 1696 (1978).

B5] K .Agreev et al. FELIX),J.Phys.G 28,R117 (2002).

B6] G.Baym, B.Blattel, L L. Frankfurt, H . Heiseberg and M . Strkkm an, Phys. Rev.D 47,
2761 (1993);
B.Blattel, G .Baym , L L.Frankfurt and M . Strikkm an, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 896 (1993).

B7] A B.Kaidalv,V A .Khoze,A D .M artin andM G .Ryskin, Eur.Phys.J.C 21,521 (2001).

B8] SJ.Brodsky, Tao Huang and G P . Lepage, Proc. 9th SLCA Summ er Inst. on Part.Phys.,
87 (1981).

B9]V S.Fadin, E A .Kuraev and L N . Lipatov, Sov.Phys. JETP 44, 443 (1976); 199 (1977);
II.Balitsky and L N . Lipatov, Sov. J.Phys. 28, 822 (1978).

40] G . Ingelnan and P E . Schlein, Phys. Lett.B 152, 256 (1985).
41] T.A olderetal. CDF Collaboration), Phys.Rev. Lett. 84, 5043 (2000).

421V A .Khoze, A D .M artin and M G .Ryskin, Eur.Phys.J.C 18, 167 (2000).

Lett. (in press).
46] CDF Collaboration: T .A olderet al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 85 (2000) 4215.
47] L.Frankfurt, G A .M iller and M . Strdkm an, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 2859 (1993).

48] V N .G rbov, Sov.Phys. JETP 29, 483 (1969); bid. 30, 709 (1970).

25


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210027
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210094
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302091

49] A .Bohrand B R .M ottelson, Nucl Structure, vl, W A .Benpm in Inc., New York, Am s
terdam , 1969.

B0] A B.Kaidalov, in Proc. of XX IT Int. Sym posium on \M uliparticle D ynam ics", Santiago
de Com postela, 1992, ed.C .Papres W orld Scienti ¢) p. 185.

B1l] VA. Khoze, La Thuike 2001, Resuls and Perspectives in Particke Physics, p. 275;

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105224

