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G eom etric scaling in exclusive processes
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W e show thataccording to the presentunderstanding ofthe energy evolution ofthe observables

m easured in deep-inelastic scattering,the photon-proton scattering am plitude has to exhibit geo-

m etric scaling ateach im pactparam eter. W e suggesta way to testitexperim entally atHERA.A

qualitative analysisbased on published data ispresented and discussed.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The striking phenom enon ofgeom etricscaling discovered in the HERA data [1]hastriggered a wide interest.The

inclusive deep-inelastic scattering (DIS)crosssection �(x;Q )m easured asa function ofthe photon virtuality Q and

the Bjorken variable x,was shown to depend on the single com bined variable Q 2 � (x=x0)
�0 where �0 � 0:3 and

x0� 3� 10�4 .Em pirically,thisscaling turnsoutto bevalid forx� 10�2 and forallavailablevaluesofQ 2 (in practice,

forQ 2= 0to400G eV
2
).G eom etricscalinghasalsobeen found m orerecently in deep-inelasticscatteringo�nuclei[2].

A sim ilarscalingbehaviourwasdiscussed alongtim eagoin thefram eworkofelasticproton-proton scattering[3,4].

Atthattim e,an im pactparam eteranalysisrevealed thattheriseofthecrosssection asa powerofthecenter-of-m ass

energy was due to an e�ective growth ofthe size ofthe interaction region,which was alm ost black in its center.

G eom etric scaling in � � p scattering was discovered in the context ofthe discussion ofsaturation e�ects,and is

often considered asan evidenceforthe factthatthe proton looksalready quite black,or\saturated",atHERA.

Thescaling variableturnsoutto bethedim ensionlessratio ofthephoton virtuality Q and theso-called saturation

scale,which hasthe following dependence upon the Bjorken variable:

Q s(x)� 1 G eV �

�
x

x0

� �� 0=2

: (1)

The latterisbelieved to characterizethe m ean transverse m om entum ofpartonswith longitudinalm om entum frac-

tion x. The growth ofthis typicalm om entum scale with energy W = Q =
p
x is understood within severaldi�erent

form ulationsofdenseparton evolution [5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12]which technically lead to non-linearintegro-di�erential

equations.G eom etricscalingwasseen in num ericalsim ulationsofthesem odels[13,14].Itwasshown to beconsistent

with Q CD evolution in the rangein which itisveri�ed in the data [15].In Ref.[16,17,18],itwasderived from per-

turbativeQ CD forQ abovethesaturation scaleasa featureoftheBalitsky-Fadin-K uraev-Lipatov (BFK L)equation

[19,20]with appropriateboundary conditions.In Ref.[21],the sym m etry ofthe quantity Q =Q s � �(Q =Qs)underthe

interchangeofQ and Q s already noticed in Ref.[1]wasinterpreted asa possible evidence fora proton looking like a

collection ofindependent dipolesoftypicalsize 1=Q s. The generalized vectordom inance m odelcom bined with the

colordipole m odelasform ulated in [22]also leadsto geom etric scaling. M ore recently,geom etric scaling forallQ 2

was deduced from the criticalbehaviour ofthe correlation function ofW ilson lines which appears at sm allx in a

near-light-coneHam iltonian form alism [23].Thisapproach looksfundam entally di�erentfrom the otherones,in the

sensethatitdoesnotrely on the parton m odel.

M ostofthe latterdiscussionswereonly concerned with inclusivequantities.The proton wasassum ed an hom oge-

neousdisk,and itssize largewith respectto the size ofthe probe,so thatboundary e�ectscould be neglected.The

reason for these assum ptions is the technicalcom plication ofthe saturation equations when fulldependence upon

transversecoordinatesistaken into account.

However,one knowsthatthe saturation scale itselfdependson the im pactparam eter.Indeed,itisrelated to the

density ofpartons inside the proton,which obviously decreases sm oothly when one m oves from the center to the
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periphery. The saturation scale in the idealcase described before was only a kind ofe�ective one. Actually,it is

theoretically notclearwhatthisscaleisin a realproton,becauseallm om enta from �Q C D to Q area prioriexpected

to contribute to crosssections.

The im portance ofim pactparam eterstudiesforthe phenom enology ofsaturation e�ectsatHERA wasexplained

in Ref.[24].A theoreticaldiscussion oftheim pactparam eterdependenceofthesaturation scaleQ s(x;b)wasprovided

in [25]. In the latterpaper,som e argum entswere putforward in favorofa \local" geom etric scaling,which would

m anifestitselfin thefactthatcrosssectionsforexclusiveprocessesonly depend on theratio ofscalesQ =Q s(x;b).Let

usalso stressthatgeom etricscaling forexclusiveprocesseshasrecently been predicted qualitatively in thecontextof

the discussion ofgeneralized parton distributions[26].

The aim ofthispaperisto show that\local" geom etric scaling istestable experim entally.In the �rstsection,we

explain why thisnew scaling isexpected. W e then propose a m ethod to investigate itatHERA.Finally,we discuss

the qualitativeresultsobtained so farby applying ourm ethod to the data.

II. SA T U R A T IO N A N D G EO M ET R IC SC A LIN G

In thissection,weshow how localscalingappearswithin di�erenttheoreticalapproaches.W econsidertheidealized

processofscattering ofa dipole ofsize 1=Q o� a dipole ofsize 1=�.� and Q are �xed m om entum scales,which are

taken in the perturbativeregion in the following discussion,and the ordering Q > � isassum ed.The sm alldipole is

called \projectile" and the large one \target". In the end,� willbe form ally extrapolated to � Q C D . W e denote by

y� log(1=x)the m axim um rapidity availableatc.o.m .energy W = Q =
p
x.

A . G lobaland localscaling above the saturation scale from linear evolution

W e explore here the perturbative picture ofhigh energy scattering. W e considerdipole-dipole scattering at�xed

im pact param eter b as given by the BFK L equation. W e assum e that b is largerthan the sizes ofthe initial-state

dipoles:b� 1=Q ;1=�.The M ellin representation ofthe solution ofthe BFK L equation then reads[27,28]

A d(y;Q ;b)=
1

2

1

Q 2�2b4

Z
d

2i�
(1� 2)d()

�
16b2Q �

�2
e
�� sy�() ; (2)

where the integration goes over a line in the com plex plane parallelto the im aginary axis and intersecting the

realaxis between 0 and 1. In our conventions,the S and T m atrices are related by S = 1� T,so that generally

speaking the am plitudes are essentially realat high energy. This is true in particular for the BFK L solution (2).

The following standard notations have been used: ��s = �sN c=� and �()= 2 (1)�  ()�  (1� ). The function

d()= �2s=(16
2(1� )2)istheM ellin transform oftheelem entary dipole-dipoleelasticam plitudewith respectto the

ratio oftheirsizes,with appropriatenorm alization.

Theforward am plitudeTd isobtained by integrating (2)overtheim pactparam eterb.Asform ula (2)holdsonly in

a largebapproxim ation,wem ustsetthelowerbound oftheintegralto a num beroftheorderofthesizeofthelargest

interacting dipole.W e choose1=(4�)and check the consistency a posteriori.The forward am plitude then reads

Td(y;Q )= 2�

Z 1

1=(4�)

dbbA d(y;Q ;b)=
8�

Q 2

Z
d

2i�
d()

�
Q

�

� 2

e
�� sy�() : (3)

O nechecksthenorm alizationsby com puting thetotalcrosssection,using theopticaltheorem which reads�= 2Td in

ourconventions.Setting y = 0,onerecoversthewell-known expression oftheelem entary (lowestorder)dipole-dipole

crosssection [29].

Letusrecallhow one obtainsgeom etric scaling from thisequation. O ne isinterested in the large y region,where

a saddle pointgivesthe dom inantcontribution to the integralin (3). Expanding the function �()to second order

around  = 1=2,the am plitude (3)reads

Td(y;Q )=
4��2sp
�a2y

1

�2
exp

�

!y�
1

2
log(Q 2

=�2)�
1

4a2y
log

2
(Q 2

=�2)

�

; (4)

with the de�nitions! � 4��slog2 (the BFK L intercept)and a2 � 14�(3)��s. At�xed y,the am plitude becom eslarge

(oftheorderofthearea ofthetarget)when theargum entoftheexponentialispositive,which occursbelow thescale

Q = Q s(y)satisfying the relation

Q
2

s(y)= �2
e
�y
;with �� a

2

�p
1+ 4!=a2 � 1

�

: (5)
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Note that this form ula can be com pared with the form ofthe saturation scale previously quoted (1) provided one

m akes the identi�cations � ! �0 and � ! 1 G eV � x
�0=2

0
. The equation Q 2 = Q 2

s(y) de�nes the so-called critical

linebelow which,perde�nition,theam plitude(3)islargeand non-linearcorrectionsproveto benecessary to ensure

probability conservation.Theinteresting featureofEq.(4)isthatitcan berewritten asa function oftheratio ofthe

variablesQ and Q s,up to som eapproxim ation.Putting (4)and (5)together,onearrivesat

Td(y;Q )=
4��2sp
�a2y

1

�2
exp

�

�
1

a2y
log

2 Q

Q s(y)

� �
Q

Q s(y)

� �
p
1+ 4!=a2

: (6)

Thefactorwhich stillcontainstherapidityaloneisslowlyvarying,henceitcan beapproxim ated byitsvaluefora�xed

typicalrapidity y0.M oreover,ifQ issu�ciently closeto Q s,onecan tradetheexponentialfor1.Thisapproxim ation

applieswhen jlogQ =Q sj� a2y
p
1+ 4!=a2.Introducing the notation  � (

p
1+ 4!=a2)=2,the am plitude rewrites

Td(Q ;Q s(y))=
4��2sp
�a2y0

1

�2

�
Q 2
s(y)

Q 2

� 

; (7)

which exhibitsgeom etricscaling.

To m ake contactwith HERA phenom enology,one has to set�= � Q C D and to average the projectile size r with

weightgiven by the squared photon wave function. Thisisthe well-known dipole m odel[30,31]which providesan

appealing and usefulpicture ofDIS in the leading-logarithm ic approxim ation ofQ CD.The virtualphoton-proton

crosssection reads

��p(y;Q )=

Z

d
2
r 

y

�(r;Q )
  �(r;Q )� 2Td(y;1=r): (8)

 � is the photon wave function on a q�q colour dipole. Besides the transverse size r and virtuality ofthe photon

Q ,this wave function also depends on the longitudinalm om entum fraction z ofthe antiquark. The notation \
 "

standsfor an integration overz. For negligible quark m asses, 
y

�(r;Q )
  �(r;Q )is a function ofrQ only which

vanishesrapidly atlarge rQ [1]. Thusthe scaling property ofthe dipole-proton am plitude (7)istransm itted to the

photon-proton crosssection itselfwhich then exhibitsthe sam ebehaviourasthe am plitude Td in Eq.(7).

Theform ulajustestablished would giveareasonabledescription ofthedatain alim ited kinem aticalrange,provided

one considers ! and a2 as e�ective param eters. Indeed,the values given by the leading order BFK L equation are

known to be incom patible with the data on one hand,and to receive large corrections from next-to-leading order

term s on the other hand. The param eters have to be adjusted such that � � �0 � 0:3 and  � 1 [21,32]. Then

form ulae (1),(5)show thatthe choice x0 = 3� 10�4 im plies�Q C D = 300 M eV,which isreasonable.To obtain m ore

reliable expressions,neglected e�ectssuch asdi�usion into the infrared have to be taken into account. Asshown in

Ref.[17],the latterhavesizablee�ectsboth on the param etricform ofthe saturation scale(5)and on the expression

ofthe am plitude (7),butdo notspoilthe overallpicture.

The previous analysis can be taken over to the im pact param eter dependent am plitude (2) in a straightforward

way.Thesteepest-descentm ethod gives(see [33])

A d(y;Q ;b)=
128��2s

(�a2y)3=2
log(16b2Q �)exp

�

!y� log(16b2Q �)�
1

a2y
log

2
(16b2Q �)

�

: (9)

Thisam plitude isagain oforder1 forQ = Q s,the saturation scaleQ s being given by

Q
2

s(y;b)=
1

256�2b4
exp(�y): (10)

W ithin the approxim ationsalready m ade in the inclusivecase,the am plitude can then be expressed asa function of

Q and Q s only:

A d(Q ;Q s(y;b))=
64�2sp
�a2y0

(2� 1)�

�
Q 2
s(y;b)

Q 2

� 

; (11)

wherethe saturation scalenow dependson theim pactparam eterb.Thusweseethattheam plitudeforeach im pact

param eterisa function oftheratio ofthe inversesizeofthe projectileand ofthe localsaturation scale.

However,thekinem aticalrangein which form ula (11)m ay apply isquiterestricted.Letusset�= � Q C D .W ehave

required large im pactparam eters(in practice,b > 0:2 fm )and Q s close to Q ,which has to sit in the perturbative

regim e(Q � �Q C D ).From form ula (10),oneseesthatthelatterconditionsrequirea largerapidity evolution,during

which thesaturation regim em ightalready bereached forsm allerim pactparam eters(i.e.Q < Q s(b
0)forsom eb0< b).

Itisnotpossibleto quantify thise�ectwithoutknowing the dynam icsforallim pactparam eters.

W eshallnow referto another,m aybesaferapproach,which willhoweverlead to com parableconclusionson \local"

geom etricscaling.
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B . T he im pact param eter pro�le as an initialcondition

In Ref.[25],the argum entthatthe quantum evolution wasquasi-localin im pactparam eterwasdeveloped on the

basisofan analysisofthenon-linearevolution equations.Asa result,thedipole-proton scattering am plitudeat�xed

im pactparam etercan be written in a factorized form ,because the latterfeature m eansthatthe im pactparam eter

dependence rem ains unchanged throughout the rapidity evolution. The non-perturbative pro�le ofthe proton is

introduced asan initialcondition.Thevalidity ofsuch a factorization hasbeen con�rm ed very recently in thecontext

of� � � reactions[34].Theam plitude then reads

A d(y;Q ;b)= S(b)� Td(y;Q ); (12)

where Td(y;Q )isthe forward am plitude (3).Above the saturation scale,Td(y;Q )exhibitsgeom etric scaling asseen

on Eq.(7),thusthe am plitude A d also scales.The pro�lefunction

S(b)=
2

�
m

2

� � e
�2m � b (13)

waspostulated (wechosethenorm alization such that
R
d2bS(b)= 1).Itinvolvesthelong-distancescale1=m �,which

isputby hand and interpreted asan initialcondition.

Thisleadsonceagain to a scaling ofthe form (11),with a localsaturation scalegiven by

Q
2

s(y;b)= e
�2m � b=� � Q

2

s(y)= e
�2m � b=� � �2Q C D e

�y
: (14)

W eseethatthisresultisqualitatively closeto Eq.(10),exceptfortheb-dependencewhich isexponentialratherthan

powerlike.Thisstem sfrom the factthatnon-perturbativephysicswith shortrangepion �eldswereintroduced here,

whereaspreviously only long-rangeCoulom b-like�eldswereconsidered.

Atthis point,itm ay be usefulto evaluate the saturation scale atHERA from these form ulae. Forvaluesofthe

rapidity y oftheorderofthosem easured atHERA in thesm all-x region (x� x0� 3� 10�4 ),oneseesfrom form ula (14)

thatQ s(b= 0)� 1 G eV. Qs reachesthe value of�Q C D atthe im pactparam eterb� 0:6 fm . Thism eansthatfora

probeofsize1=Q < 1 G eV
�1
,the proton looksgrey everywhereand extendsup to a radiusofabout0:6 fm .

III. A W A Y T O C H EC K SC A LIN G A T H ER A

Asgeom etric scaling at�xed im pactparam eterseem sto be a de�nite prediction ofsaturation m odels,itisworth

testing itagainstthe data. A form eranalysis[24]hasalready shown the relevance ofim pactparam eterdependent

analysisin thediscussion ofsaturation.There,theS-m atrix elem entfordipole-proton scattering at�xed im pactpa-

ram eterwasextracted from di�ractiveelectro-production ofvectorm esonsatHERA.Thisquantity can beinterpreted

asa transparency coe�cient,and thusquanti�esthe \blackness" ofthe proton asseen by the projectile. Such kind

ofanalysisisalwaysm odel-dependent,sinceto getthecorrectnorm alization oftheS-m atrix elem ent,onehasto rely

on an ad hoc m odelforthe�nal-statevectorm eson.Although itwasshown in Ref.[24]thatrequiring thattheinitial

state be a longitudinalphoton lim its the m odel-dependence,an estim ated uncertainty of20% was stillrecognized.

However,dependence ofthe crosssection on a scaling variablecan be tested in a m odel-independentway.

Thescatteringam plitudeat�xed im pactparam etercan beextracted from di�erentialcrosssectionsforhigh energy

quasi-elasticprocessesby a Fouriertransform with respectto them om entum transfer.By quasi-elasticwem ean that

the initialand �nalstates have the sam e num ber ofparticles. In practice,the process we are thinking ofwillbe

di�ractiveelectroproduction ofvectorm esons.

Letusconsidersuch a quasi-elasticprocess.Itsam plitudeA isrelated to the di�erentialcrosssection through the

form ula

d�

dt
=

1

16�
jA (t)j2 ; (15)

where tisthe usualM andelstam variable and allotherdependencesare im plied. Athigh energies,itiswell-known

thatthe scattering am plitude A isessentially real. Form ula (15)showsthatA (t)isproportionalto the square root

ofthe di�erentialcrosssection d�=dt. A furtherFouriertransform with respectto the two-dim ensionalm om entum

transferthen givesthe scattering am plitude fora �xed im pactparam eter

A (b)=
p
�

Z + 1

0

d(� t)J0(b
p
jtj)

r
d�

dt
; (16)
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where J0 isa Besselfunction. Forform ula (16)to be valid,itisim portantthatthe quasi-elastic �nalstate be well

identi�ed asa single particle orresonance.A m ore com plex �nalstate like �p ! �+ �� p (which iswhatisactually

observed in theexperim ents)can proceed through severaldi�erentchannels(with interm ediatestates�,!,f0...).Its

study would require the carefultreatm entofphasesand interference e�ects,see forexam ple Refs.[35,36]. W e shall

assum e that we have a single-channelprocess,and we use form ula (16)to extractthe b-dependentam plitude from

the availabledata.

W e shallnow be m ore speci�c,specializing to the case ofelectroproduction ofvectorm esons�p ! V p,where V

willin practice be a � m eson. The picture isthe following. Athigh energy,the photon splitsinto a dipole of�xed

sizer which scatterso� theproton beforerecom bining into a m eson.Dueto itshigh relativevelocity,thedipoledoes

notchangesizeduring thescattering.Accordingly,thescattering am plitudeA istheconvolution ofthephoton wave

function  �,the m eson wave-function  V and the dipole am plitude A d in the sam eway asin Eq.(8)

A (y;Q ;b)=

Z

d
2
r 

y

�(r;Q )
  V (r)� Ad(y;1=r;b); (17)

the forward am plitude 2Td appearing in (8)being replaced by the im pactparam eterdependentone A d.Due to the

factthatthe productofthe wave functions 
y

� 
  V ispeaked around a typicaldipole size depending only on the

externaltransverse m om entum scales,the scaling ofthe dipole am plitude A d (see Eqs.(11)) is transm itted to the

photon-proton am plitudeA .Asitiswell-known from both em piricaltests[37,38]and experim ental[39]studies,the

relevantdistancescaleatthephoton-m eson vertex isa com bination ofthephoton virtuality Q and ofthem eson m ass

M ,nam ely 1=
p
Q 2+ M 2 instead of1=Q asin the case ofinclusive scattering. W e then obtain from Eqs.(10),(14)

and (11)thattheam plitudeA in Eq.(17)should bea function ofthescaling variable� = (Q2+M 2)(x=x0)
� only,once

the im pactparam eterbis�xed.

To check this statem ent,we apply the transform ation (16)to the HERA published data on electroproduction of

�0 vector m esons. In the presently published experim entalanalysis [40,41],the totalcross section as wellas the

logarithm ict-slopeB arequoted.Thedata can then be represented by the param etrization

d�

dt
(Q ;W )= B (Q ;W )� �(Q ;W )� e

�B (Q ;W )jtj
; (18)

up to jtjofthe orderofjtm axj= 1 G eV
2
,which correspondsto the range in which data have been collected. The

scattering am plitude ateach im pactparam eterreads

A (y;Q ;b)=
p
�

 Z jtm axj

0

d(� t)J0(b
p
jtj)

p
B � � e

�B jtj=2 +

Z + 1

jtm axj

d(� t)J0(b
p
jtj)

r
d�

dt

!

’
p
�

�Z + 1

0

d(� t)J0(b
p
jtj)

p
B � � e

�B jtj=2

�

= 2

s

��(Q ;W )

B (Q ;W )
e
�b

2
=2B (Q ;W )

:

(19)

W e take the totalcrosssection from [40,41]. The kinem aticalrange ofthese m easurem entsisshown on Fig.1. The

experim entalpointsrange from Q 2 = 0:47 to 27 G eV
2
and W = 23:4 to 150 G eV. Due to the lack ofdata forthe

slopeB forallvaluesofQ 2 and W ,weshallassum e

B (Q ;W )= 0:6�

�
14

(Q 2 + M 2)0:26
+ 1

�

+ 4�0log(W =75); (20)

allquantities appearing in the previous form ula being expressed in powers of1 G eV.The param etrization (20) at

W = 75 G eV is taken from [42]. A logarithm ic energy dependence has been added according to the Donnachie-

Landsho� param etrization forthe Pom eron [43]. W e setthe Regge slope �0 to the value 0:25 which ism easured in

hadron-hadron crosssections.Therelevanceofthischoiceand itsim plicationswillbediscussed in thenextsection.

The results ofour analysis are displayed on Fig.2 for three di�erent im pact param eters,b= 0:3;1:0 and 1:5 fm .

Needlessto say,ourplotisonly illustrativeofthem ethod and,being theoreticians,wecannotprovidea quantitative

analysis.Theerrorbarsshown takeintoaccountonly theerroron thetotalcrosssection (�A =A = (��=�)=2)and the

contourgivesa rough idea ofthe totaluncertainty,evaluated asifthey wereuncorrelated and sm allby the form ula

�A

A
=
1

2

��

�
+
1

2

�B

B

�

1+
b2

B

�

: (21)

W eassum ed an erroron theslopeB of5% which seem srealisticregarding thequality ofrecently m easured data (see

the J=	 analysis of[44]). W e see from (21) that the uncertainty on B a�ects m ostly the large im pact param eter
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Available HERA data

1

10

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 200

W (GeV)

Q
2
 (

G
e
V

2
)

FIG .1:K inem aticsofthedata on thetotalcrosssection fordi�ractiveelectroproduction of�
0
m esonsatHERA [40,41].The

pointsrepresentthelocation ofthedata in thekinem aticalplane(Q
2
;W ).Curvesofequalscaling ratio � = (Q

2
+ M

2
)(x=x0)

�

are shown.

region.Forsm allb,an additionalerrorwould com e from the factthatthe data doesnotextend to arbitrarily large

jtj,hence the exponentialform (19)isnotconstrained forsm allb.Thisisthe reason why we perform ed ouranalysis

only down to im pactparam etersaslargeas0.3 fm (see [24]fora m orecom pletediscussion).

The results on Fig.2 are consistent with \local" geom etric scaling within uncertainties,for each ofthe displayed

im pactparam eters.Although thekinem aticalrangeofthedata isnotvery large,scaling isa non-trivialfeaturesince

data points ofdi�erent Q and W overlap,as seen on Fig.1. W e stress that from the technicalpoint ofview,the

factthatthe scaling holdsforvariousvaluesofbcom esfrom a subtleinterplay between the(Q ;W )dependenceof�

and B in form ula (19).Finally,letusnote thatthe data pointsdenoted by a crosscorrespond to very low valuesof

Q 2 (0:47 G eV
2
),and are kinem atically quite separated from the otherdata. Asthey are m easured with a di�erent

m ethod,wedo notm akea pointofthe factthatthey do notseem to lieon the sam ecurveasthe largerQ 2 data.
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10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

1 10 τ=(Q
2
+M

2
)(x/x

0
)
λ

A
(b

)

FIG .2:Am plitudefor3 di�erentim pactparam etersasa function ofthescaling variable.Thedotted contoursindicatea rough

estim ate ofthe totaluncertainty due to experim entalerroron both the totalcrosssection � and the slope B as explained in

the text,see form ula (21). The data points are derived from H1 [41]and ZEUS [40]analysis ofdi�ractive production of�
0

m esons.The errorbarsshown take into accountthe uncertainty on the m easurem entofthe totalcrosssection only.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,we have dem onstrated that\local" geom etric scaling,predicted by the saturation m odelsfordeep-

inelastic scattering,is com patible with the HERA data. However,a consistent experim entalanalysis with careful

treatm entofuncertaintiesaswellasan extension ofthe kinem aticalrangeisneeded to draw a strong conclusion.In

particular,an extension oftherangein W would enableusto com parem easurem entssitting atvery di�erentQ 2 but

atthe sam escaling variable�.Thiswould constitute a de�nite testofthislocalscaling.

Nevertheless,letusnote the surprizing factthatscaling seem sto work wellforlarge im pactparam eters,very far

from the centerofthe proton,and even outside the \grey" zone (b= 1:5 fm ),where the conceptofsaturation scale

m akeslittlesense.Thisfeaturedependsofcoursea loton theform ofthem easured B ,and particularly on itsenergy

dependence,which was introduced in an ad hoc way in Eq.(20). Interestingly enough,ifthe energy dependence

were less steep for large m om entum transfers
p
jtj,scaling would also be slightly better veri�ed at sm allim pact
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param eters. Such a feature islikely to happen since itseem sthatthe harderthe m om entum scales,the weakerthe

energy-dependence ofthe t-slope. Thisrule ofthum b ism ostseen in large-tproton-dissociative photoproduction of

� m esons[45],although ofcourseitisnota quasi-elasticprocessand ouranalysiswould notapply.M oreover,recent

prelim inary experim entalresultsindicate that�0 issm allerthan the Donnachie-Landsho� value,and decreaseswith

thescaleQ 2+ M 2.Ifscaling werecon�rm ed also forlargeim pactparam eters,itm ightbean indication ofsom em ore

generalsym m etry ofhigh energy dynam ics.

O newould in principlebeableto plotalldata fordi�erentbasa function ofa uniquescaling variableQ 2=Q 2
s(y;b),

see form ula (11).However,we checked thatthe param etrizationsforthe saturation scale proposed so farin Eqs.(5),

(10)do notlead to a superposition ofallpointson a single curve. Thism eansthatthe available approachesto the

com putation ofthe im pactparam eterdependence ofthe saturation scalearenotgood enough yet.

The theoreticalstatus ofthe im pact param eter dependence ofthe saturation scale is stillunclear,m ainly due

to technicaldi�culties in solving the fullsaturation equations. Better insights into these issues would help a lot

the understanding ofhigh energy scattering within Q CD.Im portant issues like unitarity problem s require a good

understandingoftheevolution in im pactparam eter[16,33](seeRef.[46]foram odelwhich predictssuch an evolution).

O n theexperim entalside,di�ractivevectorm eson production in DIS isbeing investigated intensively atHERA [47],

and m oredata willbe availablesoon.W ebelieve thatitwould be worth to plotthe forthcom ing data in theway we

proposein thispaper.
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