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A bstract:W einvestigatethecoupling oftheBFKL Pom eron to quarks

and tocolorlessstates.Specialem phasisisgiven tothee�ectivequark-quark

scattering am plitudeofM uellerand Tang.

1.TheBFKL Pom eron[1]isnow intensivelyused fortheQCD description

ofsm all-x physicsinvestigated atHERA and otherlaboratories.W hereasin

m any applications (e.g. the deep inelastic structure function at sm allx)

thesolution to theBFKL equation isneeded only forvanishing m om entum

transfert,in som e particular�nalstatesalso the nonforward direction t6=

0 enters. For this m ore generalcase the solution has been found in [2],

and in itsderivation the conform alsym m etry ofthe BFKL equation plays

the key role.Thisconform alBFKL solution contains,in m om entum space,

�-function like term s which have no obvious connection with perturbation

theory:a physicalinterpretation thereforeseem sto beobscure.

M ore recently M ueller and Tang [3]suggested to de�ne a quark-quark

scattering am plitude atlarge m om entum transferby subtracting,from the

Lipatov solution,justthese �-function pieces:itwasargued thatonly after
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such asubtraction thenonforward BFKL Pom eron lookslikearesultofQCD

perturbation theory and thusallowsan interpretation in thislanguage.

So the situation ofthe general(i.e. nonforward) BFKL solution looks

som ewhat unsatisfactory: from the pointofview ofthe conform alsym m e-

try,itseem s doubtfulwhether the M ueller-Tang prescription (which isnot

conform ally invariant) represents a solution to the BFKL equation. From

a m ore intuitive point ofview,on the other hand,one would like to have

a physicalinterpretation ofthe conform alsolution [2],e.g. to understand

how the im pulse approxim ation em erges. An obvious way to \bridge the

gap\ between thesetwo approachesisa study ofphysicalprocesses,i.e.the

scattering ofcolorless physicalstates. In what cases does the quark-quark

scattering am plitude with the m odi�ed (�a la M ueller and Tang) Pom eron

lead to thesam eanswerastheconform alsolution of[2]? And ifso,how are

the �-function pieces ofthe conform alsolution connected with the im pulse

approxim ation?

In thisnote we shalltry to answersom e ofthese questionsby studying

two exam ples ofscattering ofcolorless states atlarge m om entum transfer.

W ebegin by adopting theconform alpointofview and brie
y reviewing the

conform alsolution[2]andtheM ueller-Tang[3]prescription.W ethendiscuss,

using a m ore intuitive language,two exam plesofthe scattering ofcolorless

statesatlarge m om entum transfer,and we develop som e understanding of

when thequark-quark scatteringam plitudeofM uellerand Tangwillgivethe

correctanswer. Returning to m ore form alargum ents,we then dem onstrate

in m ore detailhow the im pulse approxim ation arises from the conform al

solution.In the�nalpartwesay a few wordson how theabsenceofinfrared

divergenciesin theM ueller-Tang am plitudecan beunderstood.

2. The solution of the hom ogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equation for the

pom eron wave functon for arbitrary m om entum transfer t= � Q2 has the

form [2]:

	 n;�(kt;Q � kt)=

Z

d
2
�1d

2
�2expi(kt�10 + (Q � kt)�20)
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(1)

where�ij = �i� �j,�1;�2;�0 arethecom plex coordinatesofthetwo gluons

and ofthe pom eron in the two-dim ensionaltransverse subspace,resp. 
 =
1

2
+ i� istheanom alousdim ension ofthecom positeoperatorrepresentingthe
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pom eron,and n denotesitsconform alspin.Both 
 and n arethequantum

num bers of the corresponding irreducible representation ofthe conform al

group which isthe invariance group ofthe BFKL equation[2]. Forunitary

representations� and n takerealand integervalues,resp.

Som e tim e ago M ueller and Tang [3]suggested thatthisexpression (1)

m ightbeused forcalculating quark-quark scattering am plitude atnon-zero

m om entum transfer Q =
p
� t. Their argum ents were the following. In

orderto obtain the coupling ofthe BFKL pom eron to a quark one should

sim ply m ultiply 	 n;� in (1) with a constant (which represents the quark

im pact factor) and integrate the result over kt. As it is seen from eq.(1),

afterthe integration we obtain a �(2)(�12)-function,and therefore,form ally,

thepom eron doesnotcoupletoaquark.ButM uellerand Tangargued,that

in[2]the conform ally-invariantsolution (1)ofthe BFKL equation had been

obtained under the assum ption thatitwillbe used only forthe scattering

ofcolourless particles. Therefore in the case ofthe quark-quark scattering

generally it is not valid. Furtherm ore M ueller and Tang noticed that the

expression (1) contains term s proportionalto �(2)(kt) and �(2)(Q � kt),as

a result ofthe bad behaviour ofthe integrand at �1 ! 1 and �2 ! 1 ,

resp. These term s give vanishing contributions when the scattering ofthe

colourlessobjectsisconsidered.Thereforethereseem stobesom efreedom of

addingorsubtractingsuch �-functionterm s,and M uellerand Tangsuggested

touseinstead ofeq.(1)thefollowingexpression (forsim plicity weputn = 0):

	 M T
0;� (kt;Q � kt)=

Z

d
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�

2

4

�
�
�
�
�

�12

�10�20

�
�
�
�
�

1+ 2i�

�

�
�
�
�
�

1

�20

�
�
�
�
�

1+ 2i�

�

�
�
�
�
�

1

�10

�
�
�
�
�

1+ 2i�
3

5 : (2)

which com pletely rem oves the singular behavior in (1). M ueller and Tang

argued thatsuch a prescription isclosestto perturbation theory since there

are no �-function pieces com ing from the usualrules. As a result ofthese

changes,thecoupling ofthepom eron toa singlequark lineisno longerzero:

Z
d2kt

(2�)2
	 M T
� (kt;Q � kt)=

= �
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A e
iQ �20�

(2)(�12) (3)
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= � �

�
Q

2

�� 1+ 2i� �(1
2
� i�)

�(1
2
+ i�)

Bearing in m ind thatitwastheconform alsym m etry oftheBFKL kernel

which led to thesolution (1),thesubtraction procedure(2)lookssom ewhat

strange.Indeed,so farnobody hasproven thatboth 	 � and 	
M T
� aresolu-

tionsofthe BFKL equation with the sam e eigenvalue !,and therefore the

conform alinvariantexpression (1)ispreferable.Ofcourse,theBFKL equa-

tion m ay havenon-conform alinvariantsolutions.W eknow only thattheset

oftheconform ally invariantsolutionsiscom plete in the space ofthe gener-

alized functions,which are integrated with im pact factorswith som e good

properties.Only im pactfactorsofcolourlessparticleshavetheseproperties.

Further,the presence of� functionsin the solution ofhom ogeneousBFKL

equation generally doesnotcontradictperturbation theory.Oneshould �nd

thesolution oftheinhom ogeneousequation by expandingitin theseriesover

’singular’functions(1),asitwasdonein[2],and verify thatup to theterm s

which giveazerocontribution forthecolourlessparticlescatteringtheresult

isin agreem entwith theperturbation theory (cf.theappendix ofref.[4]).

The appearence ofthe singular (�-function) term in the solution (1) is

related tothefactthatin theleading logarithm m ic(ln 1

x
)approxim ation the

anom alousdim ension � ofthegluonic�eld �(x i)in thePolyakov ansatz[5]

forthethreepointfunction

E n;�(�10;�20) = < �(�1)�(�2)O n;�(�0)>

= j�12j
� 2�
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(4)

vanishes 2. For� 6= 0 eq.(1)containsonly sm eared �-functions,which are

not in the contradiction with the perturbation theory. In two-dim ensional

conform al�eld theoriesitisnaturalto introducethein�nitesim aldim ension

�forthe�eld � asaregulator:itsGreen’sfunction isproportionaltolnj� 12j,

and it can be obtained from the generalconform alinvariant expression �

j�12j
� 2� by the lim iting procedure � ! 0. From this point ofview the

substitution 	 n;� ! 	 M T
n;� also looksunnatural.

Returning to thequark-quark scattering am plitude,onem ightadoptthe

view that,afterall,such an am plitude isnotphysical,and therefore one is

2In the leading logarithm ic approxim ation the result� = 0 followsfrom the norm al-

ization condition and the herm iticity property ofthe BFK L kernel.
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allowed to select any prescription for this am plitude. The physicalquan-

tity is the scattering am plitude for the colourless states. One then has to

reform ulatetheproblem in term sofobservablescattering am plitudes:what

isthe form ofthe hadron am plitude,in case where the m om entum transfer

issigni�cantly biggerthan the essentialtransverse m om enta ofthe partons

inside the colliding particles? One can expectthatin thiskinem atic region

theresultwillhavetheform oftheim pulseapproxim ation,with thee�ective

quark-quark scatteringam plitudebeingaveraged with theparton wavefunc-

tions.Indeed,oneoftheresultsobtainedin[6](andtobereconsidered further

below)con�rm stheM ueller-Tangrecipeforthee�ectivequarkquarkscatter-

ing:nam ely starting from theconform ally invariantsolution (1)(i.ewithout

any subtraction ofthetypeofeq.(2)),theauthorsfound,in oneofthecases

they investigated,thattheresulthastheform oftheim pulseapproxim ation

although,form ally,only the interaction with the di�erentquarks(�1 6= �2)

contributestotheam plitude.In thelarge-tlim it,thescatteringam plitudeis

dom inated by the� function piecesinside(1),and theleading term hasthe

sam eform asonewould haveobtained undertheassum ption thattheBFKL

pom eron interactswith only onequark line.On otherwords,oneobtainsthe

sam e result asgiven by the M ueller-Tang prescription,i.e. without taking

into accountthe interaction with di�erentquark lines. However,one m ight

also expectsituationswherethelarge-tbehaviorofthescattering am plitude

ofcolorless objects also feels the nonsingular part of(1): in this case the

sim ultaneousinteraction ofthePom eron with di�erentpartonsbecom esim -

portant,and theM ueller-Tang prescription should notbeapplied (orhasto

bem odi�ed).

3. Let us now turn to the exam ples which are taken from [6]. It is

convenientto use the notationsR = (�1 + �2)=2 and � = �1 � �2.Let�(�)

bethewavefunction oftheinitialhadron,whereweom italltheargum ents

(coordinates)exceptof�.Asan exam ple,onem ay think ofthescattering of

an onium state where � isthe separation between the quark and antiquark

in theim pactparam eterplane.

W e have to startfrom the conform alexpression (1),asthis isthe only

known solution to the BFKL equation. So we write,as the �rst exam ple,

the hadron-pom eron vertex V (Q) as the convolution ofthe eigenfunction
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with thesquareofthehadron wavefunction:

V (Q)=

Z

d
2
�d

2
R

 
j�j

jR +
�

2
jjR �

�

2
j

! 1+ 2i�

e
iQ R j�(�)j2 (5)

wherewehaveputn = 0.

As itwas stressed before,from the form alpointofview the expression

(5)hasto beassociated with thegraph Fig.1a (i.e.theinteraction with two

di�erentquarks):thecoupling of	 n;� to asingleparton linegiveszero since

	 n;� = 0 at� = 0.Nevertheless,in thelargeQ lim itthere isa contribution

ofeq.(5)) which com es from the points R ! � �=2 where the variation of

theeigenfunction islargestand hasthesam eform astheinteraction with a

singleparton line(graph Fig.1b).Indeed,if� >> �R � 1=Q theintegration

nearthepointR ! �=2 gives

Z

d
2
R

 
j�j

jR +
�

2
jjR �

�

2
j

! 1+ 2i�

e
iQ R ’

Z

d
2
�
0

 
1

�0

! 1+ 2i�

e
iQ �=2+ iQ �0

=
�

(Q=2)1� 2i�
e
iQ �=2�(1=2� i�)

�(1=2+ i�)
(6)

Thesam eresultwould havebeen obtained ifwehad used theM ueller-Tang

prescription and taken into accountonly the diagram Fig.1b (note thatthe

M ueller-Tang subtraction hasa negativesign.Itre
ectstheoppositesign of

thecolourcoe�cientscorresponding to thediagram sFig.1a and Fig.1b).

Theinterpretation ofthiscontribution asrepresenting theinteraction of

theBFKL Pom eron with a singlequark atthepoint�1 = �=2 isbased upon

itsQ dependence. W e take the pointofview thatthe Q-dependence isthe

best(m aybeeven theonly)way to distinguish between thecontributionsof

Fig.1a and 1b. For the im pulse approxim ation 3 (Fig.1b) one expects an

expression oftheform

Z

d
2
���(�)eiQ �=2�(�)= F(Q); (7)

3By im pulse approxim ation we m ean the approxim ation in which the interaction a

com pound system ofseveralpartonscan be described asa sum ofinteractionswith each

parton seperately.
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whereF(Q)isthehadronform factorwhich vansishesforlargeQ.Incontrast

to this,Fig.1a isdescribed by thefollowing function:

Z

d
2
���(�))ei(Q � k)�=2� ik�=2�(�); (8)

i.e.theappearanceofak-dependentexponentialsignalsthatboth thequark

and theantiquark sharethetransversem om entum Q.Ourdiscussion above

then im plies thatthe conform alPom eron (1),when coupled to (8)and re-

stricted to the region ofintegration R = � �=2,produces the exponential

ei� Q �=2 and isinterpreted asbeing associated with graph Fig.1b.

So wecan proceed in two equivalentways:

a)either we use the ’conform al’pom eron wave functions 	 n;� (as we have

done). In this case the convergence ofthe �i integrals is provided by the

externalwave function �. Asan additionaladvantage,thisprocedure also

slightly reducesthenum berofgraphs(nocoupling tothesingleparton line).

But in this way the physicalinterpretation in term s ofFeynm an diagram s

becom esm ore di�cult,and itbecom esharderto exploitourphysicalintu-

ition.

b)Alternatively,wecould perform theM ueller-Tangsubtractionsin ALL the

graphsFigs.1a and b (thesum ofallsubtraction term sgiveszero dueto the

colourlessoftheinitialstate(hadron)).Now theintegrand fallsdown with �,

even withoutinvoking any �-function,and we getback the sim ple physical

interpretation oftheFeynm an graphs.Thism ethod seem sto bem ostuseful

in thecasewhen oneexpectsthatthedom inantcontribution com esfrom the

im pulseapproxim ationdiagram :thentheM ueller-Tangprescriptionprovides

a crucialsim pli�cation. The accuracy to which the im pulse approxim ation

m ay hold iscontrolled by theparam eter1=(Q�)2:iftheessential� >> 1=Q

onecan neglectthecoupling to thedi�erentparton lines;thecorrectionsto

theim pulseapproxim ation resultareoftheorderofO ( 1

Q 2�2
).

So we are lead to ask the question which partofthe � integration gives

the dom inant contribution. In our previous exam ple (5) the param eter

1=(�Q)2 � 1,as the typical� in the integralis ofabout 1=Q due to the

exponenteiQ �=2.Even m ore,thecontribution which correspondsto thecou-

pling to di�erent lines (Fig.1a) and com es from the "corrections" 1=(�Q)2

turnsoutto belarger.Theexplanation isthatthetransfered m om entum Q

can be balanced (k ’ Q=2),and one getsa resultwhich doesnotdecrease
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with Q (k = Q=2+ l):

Z

d
2
�j�(�)j2exp(i(Q � k)�=2� ik�=2)d2k �

Z

d
2
�j�(�)j2exp(� il�)

=

Z

F(2l)d2l= const (9)

instead ofthe form factor F(Q) which falls down steeply at large Q. So

for the exam ple (5) the im pulse approxim ation does not give the leading

contribution,and theuseoftheM -T prescription isnotvery useful.

Howeveritispossibletochangethesituation in such away thatthelarge

� region dom inates:� � 1=Q.Instead ofthehadron-Pom eron vertex (5)one

hasto consideran inclusive processin which the initialhadron isdestroyed

(see �g.2). In thiscase we get,in the expression forthe crosssection,two

di�erentintegralsin R and R 0(onefortheam plitudeA,oneforthecom plex

conjugate A �),butstillonly one integraloverthe parton-parton separation

�.Instead of(5)wenow have4:

I(Q)=

Z

d
2
�j�(�)j2

j�j

jR � �=2jjR + �=2j

j�j

jR 0� �=2jjR0+ �=2j
e
iQ R � iQ R 0

(10)

The contributionsfrom the "singular" pointsR = R 0 = � �=2 (or,in other

words,the \M ueller-Tang term s\ (� 1=�1 � 1=�2)in the Feynm an diagram

which describe the pom eron coupling to the single parton line)now do not

havethe\dangerous\exponentsexp(iQ�=2).Thankstotheiroppositesigns

theexponentsofexp(iQR)and exp(� iQR0)canceleach other,andtheresult

takestheform :

I(Q)’

 
2�

Q

! 2

2

Z

d
2
�j�(�)j2 (11)

(the factor2 countsthe two contributionsfrom the pointsR = R 0= � �=2

and R = R 0= �=2).In thegraph ofFig.2 thelowerpartrepresents,atlarge

Q,the structure function (say,xG(x;Q)) which in the LLA contains the

logarithm
RQ 2

�2
d2q=q2. In the � representation itm eansthatj�(�)j2 / 1=�2

and the integral(11) over � takes the form
R1=�
1=Q

d2�=�2 where the typical

4For sym plicity we put here � = 0,which is the dom inant value in the high energy

lim it.
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� �
q

1=Q� >> 1=Q.So the essentialvaluesof� in (11)arelarge,and the

correction � 1=(�Q)2 issm allindeed.

Thuswepresented anexam plewheretheM ueller-Tangprescriptionworks.

The criterion isthe following. Ifthe distance between the "active" (i.e. in-

teracting with thepom eron)quark and thespectatorsislargein com parison

with the inverse m om entum transfer, the M -T prescription can be used.

Such a condition can be ful�lled in inclusive processes,but not in the ex-

clusive scattering (elastic,photoproduction orelectroproduction ofa vector

m eson). In the lattercase the separation between the quarksisdeterm ined

by the m om entum transfer Q;the M -T prescription has to be generalized

as stated above, and it does not sim plify the calculations. The coupling

to di�erent parton lines becom es im portant,and m ethod (a)involving the

’conform al’pom eron function needsfewerdiagram s.In any case,onehasto

check whetherthe\distance\ criterion issatis�ed ornot.

4. Let us take a closer look at the conform alPom eron and see how it

m anages to reproduce the im pulse approxim ation. W e consider the sam e

exam plesasbefore,i.e.thescattering ofcolorlessstatesoftwo quarksin the

large-tlim it.To bede�nite,letusstartwith thecoupling ofthepom eron to

the J=	 production vertex with a virtualphoton asinitialparticle (�gs.1a

and1b).Them om entum transfertisassum ed tobe�xed andlargecom pared

to the virtuality ofthe photon Q 2

 and the m ass ofthe J=	,M 2. Due to

thelargem assofthe heavy quarksthenonrelativistic approxim ation ofthe

m eson wave function can be applied which leads to a sim ple form factorat

theupperphoton-m eson vertex [6].Thevirtualphoton dissociatesisaquark

antiquark system which can berepresented asa wavefunction depending on

the distance � = �1 � �2 ofthe two quarks. Instead ofeq.(1) we use the

m ixed representation

	 0;�(�;Q)=

Z

d
2
�2

�1+ 2i�

[(� + �2)
2�22]

1

2
+ i�

e
iQ �2 (12)

Thewavefunctionofthequark-antiquarksystem wasfoundtobeK 0(Q jj�)e
iQ =2� �

(Q 2

jj
= (Q 2


 + M 2)=4,see [6]),and the analytic expression ofthe production

vertex is: Z

d
2
�K 0(Q jj�)e

iQ =2� �	 0;�(�;Q) : (13)

Only �g.1a contributeswhereas1b iszero aswasalready discussed before.

M ainly due to the phase factoreiQ =2� �in eq (6),which isa consequence of
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thebound �nalstateand which leadsto a form factor,a sim plefactorization

ofthe wave function is im possible and the M ueller Tang prescription fails.

W einserttheM ellin transform ed ofK 0 with � asa realvariableand derive

from eq.(6)thefollowing expression:

4�4
(Q=2)� 3+ 2i�1

�2(1
2
+ i�)

Z 1

� 1

d�

�

0

@
Q 2

4Q 2

jj

1

A

3=2+ i�

�2(
3

2
+ i�)

�(1
2
� i�)�(1

2
+ i�)�(� i� � i�)�(� i� + i�)

�
�

1+ i�+ i�

2

�

�
�

1+ i�� i�

2

�

�
�

1� i�+ i�

2

�

�
�

1� i�� i�

2

� : (14)

Having a closer look ateq.(7) we �nd a double pole in the com plex �-

planeat� = 3=2i.Thisdoublepoleleadstoa log(Q 2=Q 2

jj
)in addition tothe

basicalpower behaviour Q � 3 = (� t)� 3=2. A m ore detailed analysis shows

that the m om entum distribution ofthe two gluons is sym m etric,i.e each

gluon carriesroughly a halfofthe totalm om entum Q.M oving thecontour

ofintegration beyond this pole we collect allthe nonleading contributions

which contain extra powersin Q 2

jj
=Q 2.

The second case concerns the coupling oftwo pom erons (conform aldi-

m ensions�1 and �2)toonequark-antiquark system which originatesfrom the

onium state(�g.2c).Thesm allestscaleQ 2
0 isgiven by thesizeoftheonium

and issupposed tobem uch sm allerthan � t.Thiscon�guration corresponds

to theonium dissociation (�gs.2a and 2b)into an open quark-antiquark sys-

tem .Theanalyticalexpression to becalculated is(seealso ref.[7]):
Z

d
2
� j�onium (�)j

2
	 0;�1(�;Q)	0;�2(�;� Q) : (15)

Forsim ilarreasons asin eq.(6)only �g.2c contributes. W e rem ark thatin

eq.(8)an additionalphasefactorisabsentin contrastto eq.(6).Inserting the

M ellin transform ofthe onium wave function analogousto the treatm entof

theK 0-Besselfunction in eq.(6)
Z

1

0

d�� j�onium (�)j
2
�
1+ 2i�

; (16)

we are able to factorize o� the wave function. The rem aining contribution

from eq.(9)is:

Z
1

0

d��
� 2� 2i�

Z
2�

0

d� 	 0;�1(�;Q)	0;�2(�;� Q) : (17)
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The onium wave function m ay contain UV-singularities, especially ifone

takesinto accountradiative corrections(a m ultiple poleoccursat� = i=2):

thefactorization hasto beperform ed in such a way thatall(collinear-)sin-

gularitiesincluding thoseofthevertex (eq.(8))areabsorbed into theonium

structure function. This procedure is very sim ilar to the usual’M ass fac-

torization’where � isthe dim ensionalregulator. To be m ore speci�c letus

assum e thatthe onium isa virtualphoton with the scale Q 2
0
. The photon

wavefunction issingularat� = 0 and producesonepole.Com paring to the

usualdeep inelastic scattering we know thatthe photon structure function

at lowest order perturbation theory has at least one logarithm due to the

pointlike structure ofthe photon. A logarithm in Q 2=Q 2
0 requires atleast

a doublepolein � atthepoint� = i=2,i.e iffactorization holds,we except

onem orepolein expression (8).

In orderto evaluateexpression (8)we take theM ellin transform ation of

both pom eron wavefunctionsintroducingthevariables(�1 and �2)and �nd:

�2
p
�

4�(1
2
+ i�)

2� 2i�
�
Q

2

�� 1+ 2i�1+ 2i�2+ 2i�

�2(1
2
+ i�1)�

2(1
2
+ i�2)

Z 1

� 1

d�1

�

Z 1

� 1

d�2

�
�(� i�1 + i�1)

�(� i�1 � i�1)�(� i�2 + i�2)�(� i�2 � i�2)
�(1

2
� i� + i�1 + i�2)

�(1
2
+ i� � i�1 � i�2)

(18)

�(i� � i�1 � i�2)
�(1

2
+ i�1)�(

1

2
+ i�2)�(2i� � i�1 � i�2)

�(1
2
+ i� � i�1)�(

1

2
+ i� � i�2)

:

A carefulinvestigation ofexpression (11)showsthata doublepinching in �1
and �2 occursassoon as� approachesi=2,i.e the integralsover�1 and �2

inducesadoublepolein � at� = i=2.The�(1=2+ i�)in thedenom inatorin

frontofexpression (11)reducesthedoublepoleto a singlepole.Theresidue

issim ply thefactor

�
2

�
Q

2

�� 2+ 2i�1+ 2i�2 �(1
2
� i�1)

�(1
2
+ i�1)

�(1
2
� i�2)

�(1
2
+ i�2)

: (19)

which is identicalto the expression resulting from eq. (3). In addition,a

logarithm in Q 2=Q 2
0
occursre
ectingthepointlikestructureofthephoton.It

hastobeabsorbed in thephoton wavefunction.In thecaseofanonsingular

onium wavefunction wegetan overallfactor
R
d2�j�onium j

2
.
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Theresult(19)agreeswith whatonewould haveobtained by using only

the �-function piecesofthe pom eron wave function. W e therefore conclude

thatthe large-tlim itisgoverned by these singularpieces;correspondingly,

thedistribution ofthem om enta ofthetwo gluonsin theconform alpom eron

isvery asym m etric:onegluon isvery softwhereastheotheronecarriesthe

totalm om entum Q. W hy do we,nevertheless, get the sam e result as in

in the im pulse approxim ation? The answer is very sim ple: the soft gluon

line ofthe conform alPom eron does not distinguish to which ofthe quark

lines it couples. The coe�cient ofthe � function, on the other hand,is

identicalto theresultfrom theim pulseapproxim ation.Theresulttherefore

looksidenticalto theim pulseapproxim ation and con�rm stheM ueller-Tang

prescription.

5. The last question we would like to discuss is the infrared logarithm

which ispresentin thetwogluon exchangequark-quark am plitude(�g.3)but

disappearsin the asym ptotic M ueller-Tang form ula[3]. W hy doesthe sm all

kt (see �g.3) region do not contribute to the high energy am plitude? The

answerto thisquestion wasgiven in ref.[6]:beginning atsm allenergies,one

can investigate,step by step,the disappearence ofthe infrared logarithm .

Aslong asz = N c�s
2�

ln s

Q 2 < 1 itispossible to sum up the double-log term s

ofthetype(�sln
s

Q 2 ln
Q 2

k2
t

)n.Theseterm scom esfrom thereggeizized partof

theBFKL kernal[1],i.e.from the Feynm an graphs�g.3b,c.They areeasily

exponentiated (z � 1 and k << Q):

f(k;Q;z)/
(k2t=Q

2)z

k2t(Q � k)2t
(20)

Asa result ofthisexponentiation,the contribution ofthe region kt << Q

dies out with energy,at least up to z � 1. At larger energies this sim ple

form ula can no longerbe used since subdom inantterm sbecom e im portant

which have been neglected in (7). For z > 1 nothing dram aticalhappens

nearkt= 0,and when iteratingtheintegralequation fortheBFKL Pom eron

thebehaviourofthen-th iteration fn(k;Q;z)atsm allk << Q isdeterm ined

m ainly by thevalueofthepreviousiteration step fn� 1(k;Q;z)in theregion

k � Q=2.To see thisabsence ofinfrared logarithm sm ostclearly we return

to the �-representation and subtract from Lipatov’sconform alsolution (1)

the�(kt)term ,i.e.wem akeuseoftheM uellerTangform ula(2).Asaresult

ofthesubtractions,infrared divergenciesareabsent.In thehigh energy lim it

12



typicalvaluesof� are sm all(j�j< 1=2). In the lim itQ >> k the essential

�2-values are ofthe order � 1=Q and,after the subtraction,the essential

region of�1 isoftheorderof�2;i.e.�1 � 1=Q too.Thism eansthatin the

region kt<< Q theam plitude(2)becom espractically independentofkt.In

particular it does not contain the singularity 1=k2t which in the two gluon

exchange diagram 3a leadsto the infrared logarithm
RQ 2

k2
0

d2k=k2 = lnQ 2=k2
0

(k0 istheinfrared cuto�).

Thesituation changescrucially in thecaseof� ! i=2,which corresponds

to the "low" energy (DGLAP) lim it. From the form alpoint ofview the

expression in the square brackets stillgoes to zero as �1 ! 1 ,but only

slowly. Therefore we have no �-functions (�(kt)) in eq.(2). But when the

power 1=2 + i� becom es very sm allthe square bracket is close to -1 over

a very large region of�1,and when integrating over this region one gets

f(k;Q) / 1

k2(Q � k)2
,as it should be for the two gluon exchange am plitude.

Thisexam pleshowshow in eq.(2)theinfrared logarithm (i.e.thebehaviour

f(k;Q)/ 1=k2)isrestored in theDGLAP lim it(� ! i=2).

At�rstsightthiscalculation seem sto give the wrong m inussign.How-

ever,this sign corresponds to the diagram �g.1a,where the two t-channel

gluonscouple to di�erentquarks. On the otherhand we know thatthe in-

frared logarithm com esfrom the Feynm an graph Fig.1b where both gluons

interact with the sam e coloured parton. Since both quarks form a colour-

lessstate the colourcoe�cientin Fig.1b hasthe opposite sign com pared to

Fig.1a,and them inussign in thesquarebracketsofeq.(8)isjusta resultof

thiscolorcoe�cient.

W ehopethatthisdiscussion givesa betterunderstanding oftheconfor-

m alBFKL pom eron eigenfunctions,helpstoclarifytheorigin oftheM ueller-

Tang prescription and,in particular,provides a criterium foritsuse in de-

scribing thehigh energy scattering ofcolorlessstates.

A cknow ledgem ents: L.Lipatov and M .Ryskin wish to thank DESY

and the II.Institutf�urTheoretische Physik,Universit�atHam burg,fortheir

hospitality.

This work has been supported in part by the Alexander von Hum boldt

Foundation (L.N.Lipatov),the Volkswagen Stiftung (M .G.Ryskin),and the

DeutscheAkadem ische AustauschdienstDAAD (J.R.Forshaw).

13



R eferences

[1]E.A.Kuraev and L.N.Lipatov,V.S.Fadin,Sov.Phys.JETP 44 (1976)443,

Sov.Phys.JETP 45 (1977)199,

Y.Y.Balitskijand L.N.Lipatov,Sov.J.Nucl.Phys28 (1978)822.

[2]L.N.Lipatov,Sov.Phys.JETP 63 (1986)904.

[3]A.H.M uellerand W .K.Tang,Phys.Lett.B 284 (1992)123.

[4]L.N.Lipatov,in "Perturbative QCD" (ed.A.H.M ueller),p.411,W orld

Scienti�c,Singapore 1989 (Advanced Serieson Directionsin High En-

ergy Physics).

[5]A.M .Polyakov,JETP Lett.12 (1970)381.

[6]J.R.Forshaw,M .G.Ryskin,DESY-94-112.

[7]J.Bartels,H.Lotter,M .W �ustho�,DESY-94-245.

Figure captions

Fig.1a:Graphicalrepresentation ofthecouplingoftheconform alcovariant

three-pointfunction 	 0;� tothePhoton-M eson vertex.Herethegluons

represented by the wavy linescouple to di�erentquarksofthe m eson

wavefunction.

Fig. 1b : The sam e as in �g.1a but with the two gluons coupling to the

sam equark ofthem eson wavefunction.

Fig. 2a : Coupling ofthe conform alcovariantthree-pointfunction to the

quark-antiquark system originating from an onium state. Gluonsare

coupled to di�erentquarksoftheonium wavefunction.

Fig. 2b : Sam e asin �g.2a butwith the two gluonscoupling to the sam e

quark oftheonium wavefunction.

Fig.2c:Graphicalrepresentation ofthecrosssection ofthedissociation of

an onium stateinto an open quark-antiquark state(cf.eqs.(10),(15)).
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Fig.3a :Thetwo-gluon exchangequark-quark-am plitude.

Fig.3b :Higherordercontribution to thequark-quark am plitudewhich is

partofthereggeized partoftheBFKL-kernel.

Fig.3c:Anothercontribution to thereggeized partoftheBFKL-kernel.
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