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A bstract

In the fram ework of the QCD dipole m odel at high energy, we present an analytic evaluation
of the dipole pair density In two lim its in which the parent dipole ismuch lJarger/an aller than
the distance between the two child dipoles.D ue to conform al sym m etry, the two lin its give an
identical result. The power{law correlation between dipoles explicitly breaks the factorization
of target{averaged scattering am plitudes.

1 Introduction

A hadron In the In nite momentum fram e is a com plicated system of an all{x gluons.
W hile the energy evolution ofthe average gluon num ber can be described by the B alitsky {
Fadin{K uraev{Lipatov BFK L) equation [L], the wavefunction ofa hadron containsm ore
Inform ation than just the average number. For exam ple, the uctuation of the gluon
num berplays a crucial role in the evolution of scattering am plitudes tow ards the unitariy
Iim it, and has recently attracted considerable interest R{9] In the context of saturation
physics [L0{12].

A nother Im portant characteristic of the hadron wavefunction is the correlation of ghions
In the in pact param eter space. In the dilute, non {saturated regin e, soft glions are nec—
essarily correlated because they originate from a comm on ancestor via glion spolitting.
The process can be m ost easily describbed in the QCD dipolk m odel formulated in the
large N . approxin ation [14{16]. In this approach, the evolution of the Yarent’ dipol
(@ quark {antiquark pair) proceeds via djpole splitting w ith certain probability com puted
In perturbation theory Fig.1l).Since the probability depends nontrivially on transverse
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Fig.1l.A cascade ofdipolk splitting. Thin lnes represent child dipoles produced by the parent
dipoke xg;x1).

coordinates, thild’ dipoles w ill be distribbuted in the transverse plane w ith characteristic
correlations between them . A though this dynam ics isbuilt{in in the num erical M onte{
Carlb smulation ofthism odel R,17], so far there have been only few analytical nsights
[15,16,18,19]. (Ses, also, R0].) In this paper we evaluate the dipok pair density in cer-
tain lin its and nd the power{law correlation between dipoles at large distances w ith
the power detem Ined by the confom al weights of the BFK L eigenfunction R1].As an
Inm ediate consequence of our result, we shallshow in Egs. (318) and (4 21) that the fac-
torization of dipole scattering am plitudes is explicitly violated by a position {dependent
m ultiplicative factor

thTzi C}‘zmlﬂﬂ'zi Ci2 1,' (l.l)

where T is the singlke dipole scattering am plitude and h:::d denotes the averaging over
the target wavefunction. Eq. (1.1) should be contrasted with the fact that scattering
am plitudes com puted in the BK {JIM W LK fram ework [13] essentially factorize
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T he gluon splitting diagram swhich lkead toEqg. (1.1) arenot included In theBK {JIM W LK
equation which rather sum s glion recom bination diagram s. T hus it is not surprising that
the factorization in Eq. (1 2) does not hold for a m ore general evolution.W hik Eqg. (12)
may be valid if one starts with a large nuclkus w ith totally uncorrelated partons [12]
and follow s the BK {JIM W LK evolution up to not so high energies, it is lkely that the
correlation in the transverse plane developed in the dilute regim e signi cantly a ects the
nonlinear evolution of hadrons as In the case of the gluon number uctuation [B{8].



2 Single dipole density

In this section, we review the properties of the single dipole distrdoution. T he technigques
used here can be directly applied to the analysis of the dipolk pair density in the next
section. T he single dipolk density evolved up to rapidity Y is given by

x2
ny b = 228 S Or mi¥, @)
b4 2 i
X1 = Xg X and x %3 = X, 3% denote the coordinates of the parent dipol and the
child dpolk, respectively. W e shall use the letter x or two{din ensional real vectors and
z for corresponding com plex coordinates. By slight abuse of notation, we use x also for
the m agniude of two din ensional vectors. isthe usualBFK L eigenvalie

()=2Ref () ()g: @2)

The saddk point ofthe {integral is given by

2
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W hen x¢; > X, the saddle point is in theregion 1> > %,and

ny (Xo1;X) e — : 24)

n is proportional to the scattering am plitude between dipoles of sizes xq; and x.
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Eqg. (21) is Integrated over the inpact parameterb ¥ X02X hetween the parent
and child dipoles . T he b{dependent distribution is
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withh=*2+1i,h=32+i =1 h.Eg. 21) is obtahed from Eq. 2.6) by
Integrating over b
Z
ny Ko1;X) = d’bny &eixib); 28)

keeping only then = 0 tem and dentifyingh = % + i .Thew {Integralh Eq. (2.6)
has been carried out in R2,23]. D ue to global conformm al sym m etry, the resul depends
only on the anham onic ratio
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where F is the hypergeom etric fiinction and
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o = (2 ) ( ) 011

i tri)a i)

C onsider the case xq; x and look at the region of an all in pact param eters xq; b.In
this region,
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Comparing Eq. 2.1) and Eq. (214), one sees that In the saddlk point approxin ation,
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1 Ref. R4] uses the Hllow ing approxin ation
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This is valid as long as is close to zero and leads to a factor % . However, n our

case the saddlk point for is not assum ed to be am all, but rather detem ined from extermal
param eters (dipole sizes).



T herefore, roughly child dipolesare uniform Iy distributed inside the area xgl (cf,Eq. 238)).
O n the other hand, the dipolk density at large In pact param etersb  xo; are suppressed.
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Indeed, In this region, Sea and
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Atthe saddepoimt,n) 198 where isdetermined from °( )Y = h-2.

01
Let us com pare this b{dependence w ith that of the saturation m om entum . T he dipole{
dipole scattering am plitude at a xed in pact param eter b is
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where A is the dipolk{dipolk scattering am plitude in the two{glion exchange approxi-
mation.Since Ay B) decays ke 1= 8)*, onem ay approxin ate
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where r. = m nfx;x% and . = m axfx;x%. U shg the argeb om ofn, Eq. 2.16), one
obtains 2

2,2
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The local p{dependent) saturation m om entum can be detem ined by the constancy of
the exponential factor of T In the integral representation along the line x = 1=Q0 ;Y )
25,26], and reads
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where 0628 solves %( ¢) = M.Repeatjng the sam e procedure for xg; b, we get
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2 Comparewih Eq. 2.5).The factor 2 di erence In the denom nator is due to the de nition
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Fig.2.G raphical representation ofEq. (3.1).
If we take x to be close to the saturation line 1=0, ;Y ), sr and the geom etric

scaling R5{27]1holds ocally in thetwo (o X1,  Xp1) regin es 28]
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3 D pole pair density

In this and the next section, we analyze the dipole pair density n® in two di erent ways.
W e start w ith the exact expression for the pair density as derived in [18] (see, also, R9]).
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where (x,,7X,,) and &y, ;X ) are coordinates of the child dipoles of Interest. W e intro—
duced a com pact notation

dh o P B2)

A graphical representation of the coordinate integrals is shown In Fig. 2. W e will be
Interested in con gurations where the two child dipoles are sn all (typically of the order
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Fig.3.Case A ):Alldpolksare sn allcom pared w ith theirm utual ssparations.Case B):Chid
dipoles are deep Inside the large parent dipole.

of the Inverse saturation scale 1=Q,) and far away from each other,

_ Xag + Xay X + Xy . . 33
Xab = Xa % 2 2 Xao ayr Xbobl 4 ( )

and try to extract the leading x,, dependence ofn® . This Jeaves us w ith two interesting
(@and in fact, tractablk) situations (see, Fig.3): @A) The parent dipolk is also an all xg;
Xapay 7 Xbpb, Xa. B) The parent dipol is Jarge x¢1 Xab Xagay 5 Xy, »

Let us rst consider the case A . In the next section we w illdiscuss both cases in a uni ed
way. The last lne in Eqg. (31) is the triple pom eron vertex in perturoative QCD [B0] at
large N .. It has the form

1
f h;hashy) (z z)hhahy (g z)ltha hp b (7 7 )+bo h h o
1
(z 7 )l+h ha hy (y z)l*ha hy h(z Z)ihs b oha 34)

T his structure ollow s Inm ediately by noting that the last Ine ofEqg. 31) and Eg. (34)
transform in the sam e way under the SL 2,C) transfom ationsofz ; z ; z

Z+
Z+

( =1): 35)

The function £ h;h,;hy) can be found in B1,32].Next we tum to the ram aining integrals
d?x Fx Fx i (B.1).Sihee alldipoles (parent, children) are assum ed to be very am all,



ypically Xoa; Xopi Xab X017 Xaga; 7 Xy, @A wem ay m ake approxin ations
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W e will see later that w ith this replacem ent one m akes a m istake In the overall factor of
n® by 8.A fter this approxin ation, we are left w ith the integral

Z

1
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O ne can check that this integral transform s In the sam e way under the SL 2,C) transfor-
m ation of zg; z,; 7z, as

1 1

h+hy hy _h+hy, ha _hathy h _h+hy, hy _h+hy hy _ha+hy, h°
Zoa Zop ab Zga Zop Zap

(3.8)

The coe cient can be easily obtained. In the dom lnant case ofn = n 5, = ny = 0 where

h=h=2+1 yB=h. . hy=h, , Generalization tothecaseh 6 h is
straightOrward )
g 1 1
2 2 2
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(3.9)

W hen > 1=2,apokatz = z; isnot integrable.T he follow Ing resul should be regarded
as analytic continuation from convergent valuesof ’s.U sing a confom altransform ation,
onecan st z, = 0, z,= 1,2 =1 .

z
( ;a5 )= dx dx &Fx ! 1
gl iain 7 Fa9d zFrg F o o*DH Fla » tDg Fio at D)
(3.10)
Evaliating the integrals in the order of d?x , d?x and d?x , one cbtains
., @ 2) Q@ 2,00 2y (+ o+ » 1)
gl 7 ai p)=
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and therefore,
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T he ram aining Integralsm ay be evaluated in the saddle point approxin ation. T he saddle
points fory; ; .p are given by the solution to

()= (a+ (p); 313)
x2 x°
(D0 y)= h= (3.14)
XObXa0a1
0 XopXab
(¥ yv)=ho5— 1; 3.15)
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and the dipolk pair density behaves like
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The x{, behavior ofn® was pointed out in [L6]. (See, Eq. @ 2) of [16].) From Eq. (3.16)
we seethat% < < 1, and this justi esthe concture below Eq. @A .7) of [16]. T he factor
1=x§a With .= = %) was found In [L9] in the context of dipolk production at large
transverse distances.

The ﬁctorxai( ** » ) daracterizes the correlation ofdipoles In in pact param eter soace.
To see the signi cance of this factor, consider scattering of two dipoles X,,a, i X, ON a
target dipole xq; at Jarge In pact param eter. T he scattering am plitude is given by

. . _ZdZXdzxozzon) . b P
Ty Ro1iXaga; i Xigby ) = 5o dhbd’bny Ko ixbixb)
2 x¢2 X
Xo + X1 0 Xo + X1
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XoaXop 2(2t » )
Ty (Xo17Xaga; 7%0a) Ty (X017 Xnyb, 7X0b) (3.18)
X01Xab



In the second line, we have used the sam e approxin ation as In Eq. 2.18).The last line
should be taken w ith care since , as detem Ined from Eq. (3.14) does not coincide w ith
the anom alousdin ension ofT (Xg17Xa,a, 7 X0a), the Jatter being determ ined from °C )Y =

h— Xgaxz (cf,Egs. 314), 316) andnotethat €6 ,).Even ifweneglectthisdi erence,

apag 01
we se from Eq. (3.18) that the factorization oftwo{dipole am plitude is explicitly violated
by a nontrivial position {dependent factor.>

X X 2( a+ b )
02700 1: 3.19)
X01Xab
4 Tm proved calculation
Let us retum to the integral appearing in Eq. 3.1).
zZ
I= d&x &Fx &Fx EPP (xy ;x; )E2Pe (Ra, iXa, )E By iy &y, 7 Xp, )
Z 2 2 2
d*x,d*x3dxy ; ; ;
————E" (x, ;x5 JE™™ (x; ;x4 JE™™ (x5 x4 ): @1)

2 o2 o2
X23X34Xy2

Instead of rst Integrating over x,,34 (Yeggeon coordinates’) as we did before, now we

Integrate overx , , (Pomeron coordmates’, see, Fig.2) rst.
. 1 7 Px,dPxadxy R
- _ . .0 . . .0 . cx:
e s, 7 S S

By, Jaf °F (ai 2i2 ai a)F (ai 2i2 2 a)+ cx:
bb,-bjbj2 °F (pi vi2 vi o)F (i vi2 bi )+ CX2 “2)

w here

201223 Zapa; %24 Ziyby 234 |

’ a ’ b ’ (4 -3)
202713 Zap22a;1 4 Ziog 3Z0, 4
are anham onic ratios. By assum ption, , and , are smnall, and one m ay approxin ate
F (5 ap) 1.A ram arkable point isthat isanallboth n the Iimitsofx; ! 1 and
Xp1 ! 0 and one may approxin ate F (::5; ) 1: Expanding the brackets, we get eight
term s. The rst temm reads

2 2 2 2 2 2
I = 1 bo bo h) d X2d X3d Xy Xp1X23 Xaoa1 Xoa4 a Xbobl X34 b (4 4)
1= —5. . . .
6 b 2 L2 L2
8 Tore X53X34Xyp X02X13 Xa2Xa4 Xp3Xp4

3 W e note that the two{dipok scattering am plitude that appears on the right hand side of the
BK {JIM W LK equation [13]is for contiguous dipoles, X5, = Xy, . O ur present approach does not
apply to this nteresting case snce we assum ed Xa,  Xaga; i Xbpb, -

10



If we take the lim it X3; ! 0, this is the sam e Integral which gives the triple P om eron
vertex £( ; a7 b)-

Z 2 2 2 2 2
d"xd"x3d" Xy Xo1X23 Kapa; X24 ¢ Xpyb, X34 b
2 o2 o2
X23X34Xy2 . X02X13 Xa2Xa4 Xp3Xpa
2 2. .24 Frod*x3d %y Xp3 2 Xy 20 X3 Z®
%1 %a0a1 Zopby 2 o2 2
X23X34Xy2 X02X03 Xa2Xaa Xp3Xpa
f( . . )
2 24 2p r ar b .
%01 Xapa; ooy 2(+ a2 p) . 2(+p a) 2(at p ) ° 4.5)
XOa XOb Xab
Fora lateruse, we note that when _,= ,
|
l X X "2a Xn1X 2
— 2 . . apal “opby 01<4%ab . )
Il_ 6b0,- bo;af( r oar a) 2 7 (XOl ! O) (46)
8 Xp XpaXob

Eg. (45) should coincide w ith our previous result Eq. (312), so we obtain an identity

1
g( 7 ai EC a7 v)= Fb“ by, by, £( 7 ai o) “.7)

Eqg. 4.7) is a straightforward generalization of the relation between f( ; ,; p) and
f(; a7 p) derived In B2]. W e also see that the previous approxin ation Eq. (3.6) m isses
the seven other tem s in Eg. (4 2) which contrbute equally to n® due to the symm etry

S 1 ofthe integrals d d .d ,.W e take this Into acocount by multiplying Eq. 4 .4)
by 8.

Z 2 2 2 2 2 2
d*x,d"x3d°Xs  Xp1X23 Xagar X24 % HppXzg °°

1
! _6b0; by, by, b “4.8)

X53%5, %5, X02X13 Xa2Xa4 Xp3Xpa
Now wewould lke to evaluate this forxy; ! 1 .In the Pllow ng,weassumethat 5= y,
which will be approxin ately valid at the saddle point when x, 4, %, - Then Eq. (4.8)
takes the fom

2aZ 2 2 2 2 “2a
I= 1 bo l%z Xapa Xipby d X2d X3d Xg4  X0p1X23 X24X34X (4 9)
T 60 s 2 2 o2 o2 .
o Xp X53X34 Xy X02X13 Xa2Xa4Xp3Xpy

It iseasy to see from the SL (2,C) nvariance that the result of the Integration m ust have
the structure [h fact, this property hodsonly or .= .]

Ly
1 X X
I= —h,h? 2222 n(%9; (4.10)
4 4 Xab
where
Z01 Z
0_ 01 ab; (4 .ll)
ZoaZ1p
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is the anham onic ratio of the extemalpoits. In the linit xy; ! 0, °! 0 and h should
reproduce Eq. 4.6).

h(% 9  £(;. 203%; (%1 0): 412)

Ourobservation isthatthelinitxo; ! 1 alsoladsto °! 0.Therefore,whenxy ! 1,

S 2
l X X a X1 X 2
2 apal bbby 014ab
I —h, bl £(;aa) —
Xp \ XpaX1b
Yo )
Xapa; Xyl X01Xab
= 8g( 7 ar a)f( 7 ar a) 0172 ’ (4-13)
Xb XpaXi1b

and we obtain the behavior ofn® at the saddle point

2
l X X a XX 2
@) 2 (a)Y 2 agai “bpby 01<%ab
n X1 7 X Xa. 1 Xp, X —_e bt £ 45 —_—
Y (XO 1raagSal 1y bl) Xgoalxﬁ[)bl bo, bO,a ( r ar a) ng XoaX1p
4.14)
wih and ., (@nd also y) detem ined from the saddle point equations
()=2 (a); 4.15)
x2_x?
Cy=h=3=2 1 @.16)
X01%Xap
0 Xib
()  y)=h-= 1: @17
Xaoal

Notethat s < .< < 1.

Eqg. (414) isvald both for xq; Xap and Xg; Xap-D Ue to conform al sym m etry, thetwo
cases of F ig. 3 are m atheam atically identical. In the latter case, if the dipole x., is desply
Inside the parent dipole xq;, one can m ake an approxin ation

Xo1Xap Xap ° . @18)
X0aX1p Xo01 ’
It is interesting to note that in the same lin t wem ay rewrite n® as
@) £C7 ai a) %y ng Xioal XlZDobl
dy rly (XOl;Xab) Ny y (Xab;xao a ) Ny y (Xab;xbobl ) :
2 2 2 2 2

Xaoar Fopy O Xo1 Xab Xab

4.19)

Eg. 419) provides an intuiive understanding of the resul. T he parent dipole Xy am its
a chid dpok x,, Inside the area xgl w ith uniform probability (c.f, Eq. 215)). The
geom etrical factor x4, =x%, speci es the location of the dipok X,,. Then the dipok xap,
solits into two djpoles of sim ilar size  x3, through the triple Pom eron vertex, £ ( ; 47 a)-
Fnally, each ofthe two dipols an its a child dipolk of size x,,,, (O Xy, ) Inside the area

12



¥, again with unifom probability, and the two child dipoles x,,,, and x,p, roughly
fallw ithin a distance x., (see, Fig. 3B).Another representation ofn® is (c.f., Eq. 2.5))

Zy
)
n, / . dyTy ®o17Xap) Ty v KabiXapa, )Ty v KabiXeb, )7 (4 20)

which m ay be a usefil form to Inclide e ects beyond the BFK L evolution.

F inally, we consider how the approach to saturation ism odi ed In the presence of pow er{
law correlations in the target. T he scattering am plitude of two dipoles o a large onium
of size xg; at am all in pact param eter can be com puted sin ilarly asbefore

) . . 4.2 2 . .
TY (X01 Ixaoa1 ’Xb()bl ) sxaoa1 XboblnY (XOl Ixaoa1 'Xbobl )

22 a )
T Ko17Xapa, 70 0 Ko1;Xpp b 0) — : (421)

The power law correlation Eq. (421) is rem arkable In view of the fact that the single

dipole distribution has essentially no b{dependence desp inside the djpole xg; . D ue to the
2@ 2 )
enhanoam ent factor, i—oi 1, the problem of unitarity for T @ is severer than

that or T .The condition T ¥ 1 is roughly equivalent to requiring that the exponential
factor of n® vanishes along the saturation lne X5, = Xpp, = 170 pairsat

2

X01 2 A2
2 (J)Y n— 22 50 pairsar) = O 422)

Xab

Solring this equation w ith the conditions Egs. (415)-4.17), one ndsthat

Pl o O 1
1 (a) x2 2a 1 () —
2 —Y 01
Qpajrsat: X2 e @ 2 = 2 eXP@ o) > a_YA : (4.23)

01 Xab Xab o)
Since and , depend on coordinates, there is not a unique way of w riting Q pairsac - T he

rst expression show s that, when 4 ss the onset of unitarity corrections is much
earlier than the single dipole scattering case, Q pairsat Qs (£, Egq. 222)). This is
quite a contrast to the result Qg Qpairsat Which would ollow from the assum ption of
factorization T @ T?. The second expression of Eq. (4 23) em phasizes® that Q pairsat iS
not an Intrinsic quantity ofthe target, but depends rather sensitively on the con guration
of the progctike.
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