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A bstract

In the fram ework ofthe Q CD dipole m odelat high energy,we presentan analytic evaluation

ofthe dipole pairdensity in two lim itsin which the parentdipole ism uch larger/sm allerthan

the distance between the two child dipoles.Due to conform alsym m etry,the two lim itsgive an

identicalresult.The power{law correlation between dipoles explicitly breaks the factorization

oftarget{averaged scattering am plitudes.

1 Introduction

A hadron in the in�nite m om entum fram e is a com plicated system ofsm all{x gluons.

W hiletheenergyevolution oftheaveragegluon num bercan bedescribed bytheBalitsky{

Fadin{Kuraev{Lipatov (BFKL)equation [1],thewavefunction ofahadron containsm ore

inform ation than just the average num ber.For exam ple,the 
uctuation ofthe gluon

num berplaysacrucialrolein theevolution ofscatteringam plitudestowardstheunitarity

lim it,and hasrecently attracted considerable interest[2{9]in the contextofsaturation

physics[10{12].

Anotherim portantcharacteristicofthehadron wavefunction isthecorrelation ofgluons

in the im pactparam eterspace.In thedilute,non{saturated regim e,softgluonsarenec-

essarily correlated because they originate from a com m on ancestor via gluon splitting.

The process can be m ost easily described in the QCD dipole m odelform ulated in the

large N c approxim ation [14{16].In this approach,the evolution ofthe ‘parent’dipole

(a quark{antiquark pair)proceedsvia dipolesplitting with certain probability com puted

in perturbation theory (Fig.1).Since the probability dependsnontrivially on transverse
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Fig.1.A cascade ofdipole splitting.Thin linesrepresentchild dipolesproduced by the parent

dipole (x0;x1).

coordinates,‘child’dipoleswillbedistributed in thetransverse planewith characteristic

correlationsbetween them .Although thisdynam icsisbuilt{in in the num ericalM onte{

Carlo sim ulation ofthism odel[2,17],so fartherehave been only few analyticalinsights

[15,16,18,19].(See,also,[20].)In thispaperwe evaluate the dipole pair density in cer-

tain lim its and �nd the power{law correlation between dipoles at large distances with

the power determ ined by the conform alweights ofthe BFKL eigenfunction [21].Asan

im m ediateconsequenceofourresult,weshallshow in Eqs.(3.18)and (4.21)thatthefac-

torization ofdipole scattering am plitudesisexplicitly violated by a position{dependent

m ultiplicative factor

hT1T2i� c12hT1ihT2i c12 � 1; (1.1)

where T is the single dipole scattering am plitude and h:::i denotes the averaging over

the target wavefunction.Eq.(1.1) should be contrasted with the fact that scattering

am plitudescom puted in theBK{JIM W LK fram ework [13]essentially factorize

hT1T2i� hT1ihT2i+ O

 

1

N 2
c

!

: (1.2)

Thegluon splittingdiagram swhich lead toEq.(1.1)arenotincluded in theBK{JIM W LK

equation which rathersum sgluon recom bination diagram s.Thusitisnotsurprising that

thefactorization in Eq.(1.2)doesnothold fora m oregeneralevolution.W hileEq.(1.2)

m ay be valid ifone starts with a large nucleus with totally uncorrelated partons [12]

and followsthe BK{JIM W LK evolution up to notso high energies,itislikely thatthe

correlation in thetransverseplanedeveloped in thediluteregim esigni�cantly a�ectsthe

nonlinearevolution ofhadronsasin thecaseofthegluon num ber
uctuation [3{8].

2



2 Single dipole density

In thissection,wereview thepropertiesofthesingledipoledistribution.Thetechniques

used here can be directly applied to the analysis ofthe dipole pairdensity in the next

section.Thesingledipoledensity evolved up to rapidity Y isgiven by

nY (x01;x)= 2
x2
01

x2

Z
d


2�i
e
�(
)Y �
 ln

x
2
01

x2 ; (2.1)

x01 = x0 � x1 and x � x23 = x2 � x3 denotethecoordinatesoftheparentdipoleand the

child dipole,respectively.W e shalluse the letterx fortwo{dim ensionalrealvectorsand

z forcorresponding com plex coordinates.By slightabuse ofnotation,we use x also for

them agnitudeoftwo dim ensionalvectors.� istheusualBFKL eigenvalue

�(
)= 2��sRef (1)�  (
)g: (2.2)

Thesaddlepointofthe
{integralisgiven by

�
0(
)Y = ln

x201

x2
(2.3)

W hen x01 > x,thesaddlepointisin theregion 1> 
 > 1

2
,and

nY (x01;x)� e
�(
)Y

 

x2
01

x2

! 1�


: (2.4)

n isproportionalto thescattering am plitudebetween dipolesofsizesx01 and x.

TY (x01;x)=
��2sx

2

2
2(1� 
)2
nY (x01;x) (2.5)

Eq.(2.1)isintegrated overthe im pactparam eterb� x2+ x3
2

� x0+ x1
2

between the parent

and child dipoles.Theb{dependentdistribution is

nY (x01;x;b)=
16

x2

X

n

Z
d�

(2�)3
(�2 +

n2

4
)e�(n;�)Y

�

Z

d
2
!E

1�h;1� �h(b+
x

2
� !;b�

x

2
� !)Eh;

�h(
x01

2
� !;�

x01

2
� !): (2.6)

E istheeigenfunction oftheSL(2,C)group

E
h;�h(x0
;x1
)= (� 1)n

 

z01

z0
z1


! h  

�z01

�z0
�z1


! �h

;

E
h;�h�(x0
;x1
)= E

1�h;1� �h(x0
;x1
) (2.7)
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with h = 1�n

2
+ i�,�h = 1+ n

2
+ i� = 1 � h�.Eq.(2.1) is obtained from Eq.(2.6) by

integrating overb

nY (x01;x)=

Z

d
2
bnY (x01;x;b); (2.8)

keeping only then = 0 term and identifying h = 1

2
+ i� � 
.Thew{integralin Eq.(2.6)

has been carried outin [22,23].Due to globalconform alsym m etry,the result depends

only on theanharm onicratio

� �
z01z

z02z13
; (2.9)

Then = 0 term gives,

n0�(x01;x;b)�
2�2

x2�4

�

b0;�j�j
2(1�
)

F(1� 
;1� 
;2(1� 
);�)F(1� 
;1� 
;2(1� 
);��)

+b�
0;�j�j

2

F(
;
;2
;�)F(
;
;2
;��)

�

;

(2.10)

whereF isthehypergeom etricfunction and

b0;� = �
3
24i�

i�

�(1
2
� i�)�(1+ i�)

�(1
2
+ i�)�(1� i�)

: (2.11)

Considerthecasex01 � x and look attheregion ofsm allim pactparam etersx01 � b.In

thisregion,

� �
� 4z

z01
; j�j� 1; (2.12)

and onem ay approxim ateF(:::;�)� 1.W eobtain1

nY (x01;x;b)=

Z
d�

2�
n0;�(x01;x;b)e

�(0;�)Y �
1

x201

Z

d�e
�(0;�)Y

16
�2b�0;�

�5

 

x2
01

x2

! 1�


+ c:c:

(2.14)

Com paring Eq.(2.1)and Eq.(2.14),oneseesthatin thesaddlepointapproxim ation,

nY (x01;x)� x
2

01
nY (x01;x;b� x01): (2.15)

1 Ref.[24]usesthefollowing approxim ation

b0;� � �
316

2i�

i�
: (2.13)

This is valid as long as � is close to zero and leads to a factor

�
16x2

01

x2

�1�


.However,in our

case the saddle point for � is not assum ed to be sm all,but rather determ ined from external

param eters(dipole sizes).
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Therefore,roughlychilddipolesareuniform lydistributed insidetheareax201 (c.f.,Eq.(2.8)).

On theotherhand,thedipoledensity atlargeim pactparam etersb� x01 aresuppressed.

Indeed,in thisregion,� � z01z

b2
,and

nY (x01;x;b)�
1

x2

Z

d�
�2b�0;�

�5

 

x2
01
x2

b4

! 


e
�(0;�)Y + c:c:: (2.16)

Atthesaddlepoint,n(b)� 1=b4
 where
 isdeterm ined from �0(
)Y = ln b4

x2
01
x2
.

Letuscom pare thisb{dependence with thatofthe saturation m om entum .The dipole{

dipolescattering am plitudeata �xed im pactparam eterbis

TY (x01;x;b)=

Z

d
2
b
0
d2x0

2�x02
A 0(x;x

0
;b� b

0)nY (x01;x
0
;b

0); (2.17)

where A 0 isthe dipole{dipole scattering am plitude in the two{gluon exchange approxi-

m ation.SinceA 0(b� b0)decayslike1=(b� b0)4,onem ay approxim ate

TY (x01;x;b)�

Z

d
2
b
0
A 0(x;x

0
;b� b

0)

Z
d2x0

2�x02
nY (x01;x

0
;b)

= ��
2

s

Z
d2x0

2�x02
r
2

< (1+ ln
r>

r<
)nY (x01;x

0
;b) (2.18)

wherer< = m infx;x0g and r> = m axfx;x0g.Using thelargebform ofn,Eq.(2.16),one

obtains 2

TY (x01;x;b)�
��2sx

2

4
2(1� 
)2
nY (x01;x;b): (2.20)

The local(b{dependent) saturation m om entum can be determ ined by the constancy of

the exponentialfactorofT in the integralrepresentation along the line x = 1=Q s(b;Y )

[25,26],and reads

Q
2

s(b;Y )�
x2
01

b4
e
�(
s)


s
Y
; (2.21)

where
s � 0:628 solves�0(
s)=
�(
s)


s
.Repeating thesam eprocedureforx01 � b,weget

Q
2

s(b;Y )�
1

x201
e
�(
s)


s
Y
: (2.22)

2 Com parewith Eq.(2.5).Thefactor2 di�erence in the denom inatorisdueto thede�nition

TY (t= 0)

2
=

Z

d
2
bTY (b): (2.19)
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Fig.2.G raphicalrepresentation ofEq.(3.1).

Ifwe take x to be close to the saturation line � 1=Qs(b;Y ),
 � 
s,and the geom etric

scaling [25{27]holdslocally in thetwo (b� x01,b� x01)regim es[28]

TY (x01;x;b)� x
2
nY (x01;x;b)� (x2Q 2

s(b;Y ))

s: (2.23)

3 D ipole pair density

In thisand thenextsection,weanalyzethedipolepairdensity n(2) in two di�erentways.

W estartwith theexactexpression forthepairdensity asderived in [18](see,also,[29]).

n
(2)

Y (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)=

Z

dhdhadhb
1

2x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

Z Y

0

dy e
�(h)y+ (�(ha)+ �(hb))(Y �y)

�

Z

d
2
x�d

2
x�d

2
x
E

h;�h(x0
;x1
)E
ha;�ha(xa0�;xa1�)E

hb;
�hb(xb0�;xb1�)

�

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

E
h;�h�(x2
;x3
)E

ha;�ha�(x2�;x4�)E
hb;

�hb�(x3�;x4�); (3.1)

where (xa0;xa1)and (xb0;xb1)are coordinatesofthe child dipolesofinterest.W e intro-

duced a com pactnotation

Z

dh �
X

n

Z

d�
2�2 + n2=2

�4
: (3.2)

A graphicalrepresentation ofthe coordinate integrals is shown in Fig.2.W e willbe

interested in con�gurationswhere the two child dipolesare sm all(typically ofthe order
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Fig.3.Case(A):Alldipolesaresm allcom pared with theirm utualseparations.Case(B):Child

dipolesare deep insidethe large parentdipole.

oftheinverse saturation scale� 1=Qs)and faraway from each other,

xab = xa � xb �
xa0 + xa1

2
�
xb0 + xb1

2
� xa0a1;xb0b1; (3.3)

and try to extracttheleading xab dependenceofn
(2).Thisleavesuswith two interesting

(and in fact,tractable)situations(see,Fig.3):(A)Theparentdipoleisalso sm allx01 �

xa0a1;xb0b1 � xab.(B)Theparentdipoleislargex01 � xab � xa0a1;xb0b1.

Letus�rstconsiderthecaseA.In thenextsection wewilldiscussboth casesin a uni�ed

way.The lastline in Eq.(3.1)isthe triple pom eron vertex in perturbative QCD [30]at

largeN c.Ithastheform

f(�h;�ha;�hb)
1

(z� � z�)
1+ h�h a�h b(z� � z
)

1+ ha�h b�h (z
 � z�)
1+ hb�h�h a

�
1

(�z� � �z�)
1+ �h� �ha� �hb(�z� � �z
)

1+ �ha� �hb�
�h(�z
 � �z�)

1+ �hb�
�h� �ha

: (3.4)

Thisstructurefollowsim m ediately by noting thatthelastlineofEq.(3.1)and Eq.(3.4)

transform in thesam eway undertheSL(2,C)transform ationsofz�;z�;z


z !
�z+ �


z+ �
(�� � �
 = 1): (3.5)

Thefunction f(h;ha;hb)can befound in [31,32].Nextweturn to therem aining integrals

d2x�d
2x�d

2x
 in (3.1).Since alldipoles(parent,children)are assum ed to be very sm all,
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typically x0a;x0b;xab � x01;xa0a1;xb0b1 and wem ay m akeapproxim ations

 

z01

z0
z1


! h

�

 

z01

z20


! h

;

 

za0a1

za0�za1�

! h

�

 

za0a1

z2a�

! h

;

 

zb0b1

zb0�zb1�

! h

�

 

zb0b1

z2b�

! h

: (3.6)

W ewillseelaterthatwith thisreplacem entonem akesa m istake in theoverallfactorof

n(2) by 8.Afterthisapproxim ation,weareleftwith theintegral

Z

d
2
x�d

2
x�d

2
x


1

z2h0
z
2ha
a� z

2hb
b�

1

z
1+ h�h a�h b

�� z
1+ ha�h b�h

�
 z
1+ hb�h�h a


�

�
1

�z2
�h

0
�z
2�ha
a� �z

2�hb
b�

1

�z
1+ �h� �ha� �hb
�� �z

1+ �ha� �hb�
�h

�
 �z
�hb�

�h� �ha

�

: (3.7)

Onecan check thatthisintegraltransform sin thesam eway undertheSL(2,C)transfor-

m ation ofz0;za;zb as

1

z
h+ ha�h b

0a z
h+ hb�h a

0b z
ha+ hb�h

ab

1

�z
�h+ �ha� �hb
0a �z

�h+ �hb�
�ha

0b �z
�ha+ �hb�

�h

ab

: (3.8)

The coe�cientcan be easily obtained.In the dom inantcase ofn = n a = nb = 0 where

h = �h = 1

2
+ i� � 
,ha = �ha � 
a,hb = �hb � 
b,(Generalization to the case h 6= �h is

straightforward.)

Z

d
2
x�d

2
x�d

2
x


1

jz0
j
4
jza�j

4
ajzb�j
4
b

1

jz��j
2(
�
a�
 b+ 1)jz�
j

2(
a�
 b�
+ 1)jz
�j
2(
b�
�
 a+ 1)

=
g(
;
a;
b)

jz0aj
2(
+ 
a�
 b)jz0bj

2(
+ 
b�
 a)jzabj
2(
a+ 
b�
)

(3.9)

W hen 
 > 1=2,apoleatz
 = z0 isnotintegrable.Thefollowingresultshould beregarded

asanalyticcontinuation from convergentvaluesof
’s.Using aconform altransform ation,

onecan setza = 0,zb = 1,z0 = 1 .

g(
;
a;
b)=

Z

d
2
x�d

2
x�d

2
x


1

jz�j
4
aj1� z�j

4
b

1

jz��j
2(
�
a�
 b+ 1)jz�
j

2(
a�
 b�
+ 1)jz
�j
2(
b�
�
 a+ 1)

(3.10)

Evaluating theintegralsin theorderofd2x
,d
2x� and d

2x�,oneobtains

g(
;
a;
b)= �
3
�(1� 2
)�(1� 2
a)�(1� 2
b)�(
 + 
a + 
b� 1)

�(2
)�(2
a)�(2
b)�(2� 
 � 
a � 
b)

�
�(
 + 
a � 
b)�(
 + 
b� 
a)�(
a + 
b� 
)

�(1+ 
b� 
a � 
)�(1+ 
a � 
b� 
)�(1+ 
 � 
a � 
b)
; (3.11)
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and therefore,

n
(2) =

Z

d
d
ad
b
1

2x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

g(
;
a;
b)f(�
;�
a;�
b)

Z Y

0

dy
x
2


01x
2
a
a0a1

x
2
b
b0b1

e�(
)y+ (�(
a)+ �(
b))(Y �y)

x
2(
+ 
a�
 b)

0a x
2(
+ 
b�
 a)

0b x
2(
a+ 
b�
)

ab

=

Z

d
d
ad
b
1

2x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

g(
;
a;
b)f(�
;�
a;�
b)

Z
Y

0

dy

� exp

 

�(
)y+ (�(
a)+ �(
b))(Y � y)� 
 ln

 

x2
0ax

2
0b

x201x
2
ab

!

� 
a ln

 

x2
0ax

2
ab

x2a0a1x
2
0b

!

� 
bln

 

x2
0bx

2
ab

x2b0b1x
2
0a

! !

:

(3.12)

Therem aining integralsm ay beevaluated in thesaddlepointapproxim ation.Thesaddle

pointsfory;
;
a;b aregiven by thesolution to

�(
)= �(
a)+ �(
b); (3.13)

�
0(
a)(Y � y)= ln

x2
0ax

2
ab

x2
0bx

2
a0a1

� 1; (3.14)

�
0(
b)(Y � y)= ln

x2
0bx

2
ab

x20ax
2
b0b1

� 1; (3.15)

�
0(
)y = ln

x20ax
2
0b

x2abx
2
10

� 1; (3.16)

and thedipolepairdensity behaveslike

n
(2)

Y (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)�
e(�(
a)+ �(
b))Y

x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

x
2


01x
2
a
a0a1

x
2
b
b0b1

x
2(
+ 
a�
 b)

0a x
2(
+ 
b�
 a)

0b x
2(
a+ 
b�
)

ab

: (3.17)

Thex
2


01 behaviorofn
(2) waspointed outin [16].(See,Eq.(A.2)of[16].)From Eq.(3.16)

weseethat 1

2
< 
 < 1,and thisjusti�estheconjecturebelow Eq.(A.7)of[16].Thefactor

1=x
2


0a (with 
a = 
b =
1

2
)wasfound in [19]in the contextofdipole production atlarge

transverse distances.

Thefactorx
�2(
 a+ 
b�
)

ab characterizesthecorrelation ofdipolesin im pactparam eterspace.

To see the signi�cance ofthisfactor,considerscattering oftwo dipolesxa0a1;xb0b1 on a

targetdipolex01 atlargeim pactparam eter.Thescattering am plitudeisgiven by

TY (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)=

Z
d2x

2�x2

d2x0

2�x02

Z

d
2
bd

2
b
0
n
(2)

Y (x01;xb;x
0
b
0)

� A(xa0a1x;xa �
x0 + x1

2
� b)A(xb0b1x

0
;xb�

x0 + x1

2
� b

0)

�
�2�4sx

2
a0a1

x2b0b1

16
2a(1� 
a)
2
2b(1� 
b)

2
n
(2)

Y (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)

� TY (x01;xa0a1;x0a)TY (x01;xb0b1;x0b)

�
x0ax0b

x01xab

�2(
a+ 
b�
)

: (3.18)
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In the second line,we have used the sam e approxim ation asin Eq.(2.18).The lastline

should betaken with caresince
a asdeterm ined from Eq.(3.14)doesnotcoincidewith

theanom alousdim ension ofT(x01;xa0a1;x0a),thelatterbeingdeterm ined from �0(
a)Y =

ln
x4
0a

x2
a0a1

x2
01

(c.f.,Eqs.(3.14),(3.16)and notethat
 6= 
a).Even ifweneglectthisdi�erence,

weseefrom Eq.(3.18)thatthefactorization oftwo{dipoleam plitudeisexplicitly violated

by a nontrivialposition{dependentfactor.3

�
x0ax0b

x01xab

�2(
a+ 
b�
)

� 1: (3.19)

4 Im proved calculation

Letusreturn to theintegralappearing in Eq.(3.1).

I =

Z

d
2
x�d

2
x�d

2
x
E

h;�h(x0
;x1
)E
ha;�ha(xa0�;xa1�)E

hb;
�hb(xb0�;xb1�)

�

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

E
h;�h�(x2
;x3
)E

ha;�ha�(x2�;x4�)E
hb;

�hb�(x3�;x4�): (4.1)

Instead of�rst integrating over x2;3;4 (‘reggeon coordinates’) as we did before,now we

integrateoverx�;�;
 (‘Pom eron coordinates’,see,Fig.2)�rst.

I =
1

(2�2)3

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�

b
�

0;�j�j
2

F(
;
;2
;�)F(
;
;2
;��)+ c:c:

�

�

�

b
�

0;�a
j�aj

2
aF(
a;
a;2
a;�a)F(
a;
a;2
a;��a)+ c:c:

�

�

�

b
�

0;�b
j�bj

2
bF(
b;
b;2
b;�b)F(
b;
b;2
b;��b)+ c:c:

�

; (4.2)

where

� �
z01z23

z02z13
; �a �

za0a1z24

za02za14
; �b �

zb0b1z34

zb03zb14
; (4.3)

are anharm onic ratios.By assum ption,�a and �b are sm all,and one m ay approxim ate

F(:::;�a;b)� 1.A rem arkable pointisthat� issm allboth in the lim itsofx01 ! 1 and

x01 ! 0 and one m ay approxim ate F(:::;�)� 1:Expanding the brackets,we geteight

term s.The�rstterm reads

I1 =
1

8�6
b
�

0;�b
�

0;�a
b
�

0;�b

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�
x01x23

x02x13

�2
 � xa0a1x24

xa2xa4

�2
a
�
xb0b1x34

xb3xb4

�2
b

(4.4)

3 W e notethatthetwo{dipole scattering am plitudethatappearson therighthand sideofthe

BK {JIM W LK equation [13]isforcontiguous dipoles,xa1 = xb0.O urpresentapproach doesnot

apply to thisinteresting case since we assum ed xab � xa0a1;xb0b1.
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Ifwe take the lim it x01 ! 0,this is the sam e integralwhich gives the triple Pom eron

vertex f(
;
a;
b).

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�
x01x23

x02x13

�2
 � xa0a1x24

xa2xa4

�2
a
�
xb0b1x34

xb3xb4

�2
b

� x
2


01x
2
a
a0a1

x
2
b
b0b1

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�
x23

x02x03

�2
 � x24

xa2xa4

�2
a
�

x34

xb3xb4

�2
b

= x
2


01x
2
a
a0a1

x
2
b
b0b1

f(
;
a;
b)

x
2(
+ 
a�
 b)

0a x
2(
+ 
b�
 a)

0b x
2(
a+ 
b�
)

ab

: (4.5)

Fora lateruse,wenotethatwhen 
a = 
b,

I1 =
1

8�6
b
�

0;�b
�2

0;�a
f(
;
a;
a)

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a �
x01xab

x0ax0b

�2


; (x01 ! 0): (4.6)

Eq.(4.5)should coincidewith ourpreviousresultEq.(3.12),so weobtain an identity

g(
;
a;
b)f(�
;�
a;�
b)=
1

8�6
b
�

0;�b
�

0;�a
b
�

0;�b
f(
;
a;
b): (4.7)

Eq. (4.7) is a straightforward generalization of the relation between f(
;
a;
b) and

f(�
;
a;
b)derived in [32].W ealso see thatthepreviousapproxim ation Eq.(3.6)m isses

the seven otherterm sin Eq.(4.2)which contribute equally to n(2) dueto thesym m etry


 $ 1� 
 oftheintegrals
R

d
d
ad
b.W etakethisinto accountby m ultiplying Eq.(4.4)

by 8.

I !
1

�6
b
�

0;�b
�

0;�a
b
�

0;�b

Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�
x01x23

x02x13

�2
 � xa0a1x24

xa2xa4

�2
a
�
xb0b1x34

xb3xb4

�2
b

(4.8)

Now wewould liketoevaluatethisforx01 ! 1 .In thefollowing,weassum ethat
a = 
b,

which willbeapproxim ately valid atthesaddlepointwhen xa0a1 � xb0b1.Then Eq.(4.8)

takestheform

I =
1

�6
b
�

0;�b
�2

0;�a

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a Z
d2x2d

2x3d
2x4

x223x
2
34x

2
42

�
x01x23

x02x13

�2

 

x24x34x
2
ab

xa2xa4xb3xb4

! 2
a

: (4.9)

Itiseasy to seefrom theSL(2,C)invariancethattheresultoftheintegration m usthave

thestructure[In fact,thisproperty holdsonly for
a = 
b.]

I =
1

�6
b
�

0;�b
�2

0;�a

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a

h(�0;��0); (4.10)

where

�
0=

z01zab

z0az1b
; (4.11)
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istheanharm onicratio oftheexternalpoints.In thelim itx01 ! 0,�0! 0 and h should

reproduceEq.(4.6).

h(�0;��0)� f(
;
a;
a)j�
0j2
; (�0! 0): (4.12)

Ourobservation isthatthelim itx01 ! 1 alsoleadsto�0! 0.Therefore,when x01 ! 1 ,

I �
1

�6
b
�

0;�b
�2

0;�a
f(
;
a;
a)

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a �
x01xab

x0ax1b

�2


= 8g(
;
a;
a)f(�
;�
a;�
a)

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a �
x01xab

x0ax1b

�2


; (4.13)

and weobtain thebehaviorofn(2) atthesaddlepoint

n
(2)

Y (x0x1;xa0xa1;xb0xb1)�
1

x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

e
2�(
a)Y b

�

0;�b
�2

0;�a
f(
;
a;
a)

 

xa0a1xb0b1

x2ab

! 2
a �
x01xab

x0ax1b

�2


;

(4.14)

with 
 and 
a (and also y)determ ined from thesaddlepointequations

�(
)= 2�(
a); (4.15)

�
0(
)y = ln

x2
0ax

2
1b

x201x
2
ab

� 1; (4.16)

�
0(
a)(Y � y)= ln

x2ab

x2a0a1

� 1: (4.17)

Notethat 1

2
< 
a < 
 < 1.

Eq.(4.14)isvalid both forx01 � xab and x01 � xab.Dueto conform alsym m etry,thetwo

casesofFig.3 arem athem atically identical.In thelattercase,ifthedipolexab isdeeply

insidetheparentdipolex01,onecan m akean approxim ation

�
x01xab

x0ax1b

�2


�

�
xab

x01

�2


: (4.18)

Itisinteresting to notethatin thesam elim itwem ay rewriten(2) as

n
(2)

Y �
f(
;
a;
a)

x2a0a1x
2
b0b1

Z Y

0

dy
x2ab

x201
ny(x01;xab)

x2a0a1

x2ab
nY �y (xab;xa0a1)

x2b0b1

x2ab
nY �y (xab;xb0b1):

(4.19)

Eq.(4.19)providesan intuitive understanding oftheresult.Theparentdipolex01 em its

a child dipole xab inside the area x201 with uniform probability (c.f.,Eq.(2.15)).The

geom etricalfactor x2ab=x
2
01
speci�es the location ofthe dipole xab.Then the dipole xab

splitsintotwodipolesofsim ilarsize� xab through thetriplePom eron vertex,f(
;
a;
a).

Finally,each ofthetwo dipolesem itsa child dipoleofsizexa0a1 (orxb0b1)insidethearea

12



� x2ab again with uniform probability,and the two child dipolesxa0a1 and xb0b1 roughly

fallwithin a distancexab (see,Fig.3B).Anotherrepresentation ofn
(2) is(c.f.,Eq.(2.5))

n
(2)

Y /

Z Y

0

dyTy(x01;xab)TY �y (xab;xa0a1)TY �y (xab;xb0b1); (4.20)

which m ay bea usefulform to includee�ectsbeyond theBFKL evolution.

Finally,weconsiderhow theapproach to saturation ism odi�ed in thepresenceofpower{

law correlationsin the target.The scattering am plitude oftwo dipoleso� a largeonium

ofsizex01 atsm allim pactparam etercan becom puted sim ilarly asbefore

T
(2)

Y (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)� �
4

sx
2

a0a1
x
2

b0b1
nY (x01;xa0a1;xb0b1)

� TY (x01;xa0a1;b� 0)TY (x01;xb0b1;b� 0)

�
x01

xab

�2(2
a�
)

: (4.21)

The power law correlation Eq.(4.21) is rem arkable in view ofthe fact that the single

dipoledistribution hasessentially no b{dependencedeep insidethedipolex01.Duetothe

enhancem ent factor,
�
x01
xab

�2(2
a�
)

� 1,the problem ofunitarity forT(2) isseverer than

thatforT.Thecondition T(2) � 1 isroughly equivalentto requiring thattheexponential

factorofn(2) vanishesalong thesaturation linexa0a1 = xb0b1 = 1=Q pairsat

2�(
a)Y � 
 ln
x201

x2ab
� 2
a ln(x

2

abQ
2

pairsat)= 0: (4.22)

Solving thisequation with theconditionsEqs.(4.15)-(4.17),one�ndsthat

Q
2

pairsat=
1

x201
e
�(
a)


a
Y

 

x2
01

x2ab

! 1�



2
a

=
1

x2ab
exp

0

@
�0(
)�

�(
)




�0(
)

�0(
a)
�

2
a




Y

1

A : (4.23)

Since
 and 
a depend on coordinates,thereisnota uniqueway ofwriting Q pairsat.The

�rst expression shows that,when 
a � 
s,the onset ofunitarity corrections is m uch

earlier than the single dipole scattering case,Q pairsat � Q s (c.f.,Eq.(2.22)).This is

quite a contrastto the resultQ s � Qpairsat which would follow from the assum ption of

factorization T(2) � T2.Thesecond expression ofEq.(4.23)em phasizes4 thatQ pairsat is

notan intrinsicquantity ofthetarget,butdependsrathersensitively on thecon�guration

oftheprojectile.
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