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A bstract: W e Investigate the coupling of the BFK L Pom eron to quarks
and to colorlkss states. Specialem phasis is given to the e ective quark-quark
scattering am plitude of M ueller and Tang.

1. TheBFKL Pomeron f]]isnow intensively used fortheQ CD description
of am alkx physics nvestigated at HERA and other laboratories. W hereas in
m any applications (eg. the desp mnelastic structure function at am all x)
the solution to the BFK L equation is needed only for vanishing m om entum
transfer t, In som e particular nal states also the nonforward direction t 6
0 enters. For this m ore general case the solution has been found n @],
and in is derivation the conform al symm etry of the BFK L equation plays
the key roke. This conform alBFK L solution contains, in m om entum space,

—function like tem s which have no ocbvious connection with perturoation
theory: a physical interpretation therefore seem s to be cbscure.

M ore recently M ueller and Tang E] suggested to de ne a quark-quark
scattering am plitude at large m om entum transfer by subtracting, from the
Lipatov solution, just these —finction pieces: i was argued that only after
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such a subtraction the nonforward BFK L Pom eron looks like a resul of QCD
perturbation theory and thus allow s an Interpretation in this language.

So the situation of the general (ie. nonforward) BFKL solution looks
som ew hat unsatisfactory: from the point of view of the conform al symm e-
try, i seem s doubtfiil whether the M uellerTang prescription (Which is not
conform ally invariant) represents a solution to the BFKL equation. From
a more Intuiive point of view, on the other hand, one would lke to have
a physical interpretation of the conform al solution B, eg. to understand
how the impulse approxin ation em erges. An obvious way to \bridge the
gap\ between these two approaches is a study of physical processes, ie. the
scattering of colorless physical states. In what cases does the quark-quark
scattering am plitude with the modi ed (@ Ja M ueller and Tang) Pom eron
lead to the sam e answer as the confom al solution of B]? And if so, how are
the —function pieces of the confom al solution connected w ith the in pulse
approxin ation?

In this note we shall try to answer som e of these questions by studying
two exam ples of scattering of colorless states at large m om entum transfer.
W e begin by adopting the confom alpoint of view and brie y review Ing the
conform alsolution f]and theM uellerTang []prescription. W e then discuss,
using a m ore intuitive lJanguage, two exam ples of the scattering of colorless
states at Jarge m om entum transfer, and we develop som e understanding of
w hen the quark-quark scattering am plitude ofM ueller and Tang w illgive the
correct answer. Retuming to m ore form al argum ents, we then dem onstrate
In more detail how the Inpulse approxin ation arises from the confom al
solution. In the nalpartwe say a few words on how the absence of infrared
divergencies in the M uellerTang am plitude can be understood.

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

pom eron wave functon for arbitrary m om entum transfer t = Q? has the
om [I:
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where 5= 3 57 17 27 o arethe com plex coordinates ofthe two gluons

and of the pom eron in the two-din ensional transverse subspace, resp. =
% + 1 isthe anom alousdin ension ofthe com posite operator representing the
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pom eron, and n denotes its conform al spin. Both  and n are the quantum

num bers of the corresponding irreducble representation of the conform al
group which is the Invariance group of the BFK L equation j]. For unitary
representations  and n take real and integer values, resp.

Som e tin e ago M ueller and Tang (3] suggested that this expression (1)

m Ight be used for calcu]a‘rj%g quark-quark scattering am plitude at non-zero
momentum transfer Q = t. Their argum ents were the follow ng. In
order to obtain the coupling of the BFK L pom eron to a quark one should
sinply multiply ,, I (1) wih a constant (which represents the quark
In pact factor) and integrate the resul over ki. As it is seen from egq.(1),
after the integration we obtain a @ ( 1,)-flinction, and therefore, fom ally,
the pom eron does not couple to a quark. But M ueller and Tang argued, that
in ] the conform ally-nvariant solution (1) of the BEK L equation had been

cbtained under the assum ption that it will be used only for the scattering
of colourkss particles. Therefore In the case of the quark-quark scattering
generally it is not valid. Furthem ore M ueller and Tang noticed that the
expression (1) contains tem s proportionalto @ (k) and @ @ k), as
a result of the bad behaviour of the integrand at ; ! 1 and , ! 1,
resp. These tem s give vanishing contributions when the scattering of the
colourless cb pcts is considered. T herefore there seem s to be som e freedom of
adding or subtracting such -function tem s, and M ueller and T ang suggested

to use Instead ofeg. (1) the llow ng expression (for sin plicty weputn = 0):
z
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which com plktely rem oves the sihgular behavior n (1). M ueller and Tang

argued that such a prescription is closest to perturbation theory since there

are no -function pieces com ing from the usual rules. A s a result of these

changes, the coupling ofthe pom eron to a single quark line isno longer zero:
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Bearing in m ind that i was the conform al sym m etry ofthe BFK L kemel
which Jed to the solution (1), the subtraction procedure (2) looks som ew hat
strange. Indeed, so far ncbody has proven that both and "7 are solu-
tions of the BFK L equation w ith the sam e eigenvalue !, and therefore the
conform al nvariant expression (1) is preferabl. O f oourse, the BFK L equa—
tion m ay have non-conform al nvariant solutions. W e know only that the st
of the conform ally Invariant solutions is com plete in the space of the gener—
alized functions, which are integrated w ih in pact factors with som e good
properties. O nly In pact factors of colourless particlkes have these properties.
Further, the presence of functions in the solution of hom ogenecus BFK L
equation generally does not contradict perturbation theory. O ne should nd
the solution ofthe iInhom ogeneous equation by expanding it In the series over
'singular’ functions (1), as it was done in E], and verify that up to the tem s
which give a zero contrdoution for the colourless partick scattering the result
is In agreem ent w ith the perturbation theory (cf. the appendix of ref.f]).

T he appearence of the shgular ( -function) term in the solution (1) is
related to the fact that n the leading logarithmm ic (In i ) approxin ation the
anom alousdin ension ofthe gluonic eld (x ;) in the Polyakov ansatz E]
for the three point function

En; (107 200 = < (1) (2)0np; (0)>
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vanishesf|. For 6 0 eq.(l) contains only sneared -finctions, which are
not In the contradiction w ith the perturbation theory. In two-dim ensional
conform al eld theores it is naturalto Introduce the In nitesin aldin ension

forthe eld asa regulator: itsG reen’s function isproportionalton j 1,3
and i can be obtained from the general conform al invariant expression
j1232 by the lin ting procedure ! 0. From this point of view the
substitution ,; ! .7 also Jooksunnatural.

R etuming to the quark-quark scattering am plitude, one m ight adopt the

view that, after all, such an am plitude is not physical, and therefore one is

2T the ladihg logarithm ic approxin ation the result = 0 Hllows from the nom al-
ization condition and the hem iticity property ofthe BFK L kemel.



allowed to select any prescription for this am plitude. The physical quan—
tity is the scattering am plitude for the colourkess states. O ne then has to
reform ulate the problem in tem s of cbservable scattering am plitudes: what
is the form of the hadron am plitude, In case where the m om entum transfer
is signi cantly bigger than the essential transverse m om enta of the partons
Inside the colliding partickes? O ne can expect that in this kinem atic region
the result w illhave the form ofthe in pulse approxin ation, w ith the e ective
quark-quark scattering am plitude being averaged w ith the parton wave func-
tions. Indeed, one ofthe results cbtained in ] (and to be reconsidered further
below ) con m stheM uellerTang recipe forthe e ective quark quark scatter-
Ing: nam ely starting from the conform ally invarant solution (1) (ie w ithout
any subtraction ofthe type ofeq.(2)), the authors found, in one of the cases
they Investigated, that the result has the form ofthe im pulse approxin ation
although, formm ally, only the Interaction w ith the di erent quarks ( 1 & )
contributes to the am plitude. In the lJarge-t Ilin i, the scattering am plitude is
dom inated by the function pieces Inside (1), and the lading tem has the
sam e form as one would have cbtained under the assum ption that the BFK L
pom eron interacts w ith only one quark line. O n other words, one cbtains the
sam e result as given by the M uellerTang prescription, ie. wihout taking
Into acoount the nteraction w ith di erent quark lnes. H owever, one m ight
also expect situations w here the large-t behavior of the scattering am plitude
of colorless ob ects also feels the nonsingular part of (1): In this case the
sim ultaneous Interaction ofthe Pom eron w ith di erent partonsbecom es In -
portant, and the M ueller-T ang prescription should not be applied (or hasto
bemodi ed).

3. Let us now tum to the exam ples which are taken from [4]. &t is
convenient to use the notationsR = (;+ Z)=2and = ; ,.Let ()
be the wave function of the initial hadron, where we om it all the argum ents
(cocordinates) except of . A san exam pl, onem ay think of the scattering of
an onium state where is the ssparation between the quark and antiquark
in the in pact param eter plane.

W e have to start from the confom al expression (1), as this is the only
known solution to the BFKL equation. So we write, as the rst example,
the hadron-pom eron vertex V Q) as the convolution of the eigenfiinction
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= — w ith the square of the hadron wave function:
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where we have put n = 0.
A s it was stressed before, from the form alpoint of view the expression

(5) has to be associated w ith the graph Figla (ie. the interaction with two
di erent quarks): the coupling of ,; to a single parton line gives zero since

n; = 0at = 0. Neverthekss, n the large Q lim it there is a contribution
of eq.(5)) which comes from the points R ! =2 where the variation of
the eigenfiinction is Jargest and has the sam e form as the interaction w ith a
single parton line (graph Figlb). Indeed, if >> R 1=Q the integration
nearthepoint R | =2 gives

| |
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T he sam e result would have been obtained ifwe had used the M uellerTang
prescription and taken into account only the diagram Figlb (note that the
M uellerT ang subtraction has a negative sign. It re ects the opposite sign of
the colour coe cients corresponding to the diagram s F ig.la and Figlb).

T he Interpretation of this contrbution as representing the Interaction of
the BFK L Pom eron w ith a single quark at thepoint | = =2 isbased upon
its Q dependence. W e take the point of view that the Q -dependence is the
best M aybe even the only) way to distinguish between the contributions of
Figla and 1b. For the inpulse approxin ation [| Figlb) one expects an
expression of the fom

& ()T (H)=FQ); @)

3By inpulse approxin ation we m ean the approxin ation in which the iteraction a
com pound system of severalpartons can be described as a sum of Interactions w ith each
parton seperately.



whereF Q) isthehadron form factorw hich vansishes for largeQ . In contrast
to this, Figla is described by the follow ing function:
A
d2 ( ))el(Q k) =2 ik =2 ( ); (8)

ie. the appearance of a k-dependent exponential signals that both the quark

and the antiquark share the transverse m om entum Q . O ur discussion above

then in plies that the conform alPom eron (1), when ocoupled to (8) and re—

stricted to the region of integration R = =2, produces the exponential
et @ =2 and is interpreted as being associated w ith graph F ig.b.

So we can proceed In two equivalent ways:

a) either we use the ‘confom al’ pom eron wave flinctions (as we have
done). In this case the convergence of the ; integrals is provided by the
extemal wave function . A s an additional advantage, this procedure also

slightly reduces the num ber of graphs (ho coupling to the single parton line).
But in this way the physical interpretation In term s of Feynm an diagram s
becom es m ore di cul, and it becom es harder to exploi our physical intu—

Ition.

b) A Itematively, we could perform theM uellerTang subtractions in ALL the
graphsF igsla and b (the sum of all subtraction tem s gives zero due to the
colourkss ofthe initial state (hadron)). Now the integrand 2llsdown wih ,
even w ithout invoking any -function, and we get back the sin ple physical
Interpretation ofthe Feynm an graphs. Thism ethod seem s to bem ost usefil
In the case when one expects that the dom inant contriution com es from the
In pulse approxin ation diagram : then theM uellerT ang prescription provides
a crucial sinpli cation. The accuracy to which the In pulse approxin ation

m ay hold is controlled by the param eter 1=(Q )*: ifthe essential >> 1=Q

one can neglect the coupling to the di erent parton lines; the corrections to

the In pulse approxin ation result are of the order ofO (Qz%) .

So we are lad to ask the question which part ofthe Integration gives
the dom Inant contrbution. In our previous exampl (5) the param eter
1=( Q) 1, as the typical in the integral is of about 1=Q due to the
exponent e 2. Even m ore, the contrbution which corresponds to the cou—
plng to di erent lnes (Figla) and comes from the "corrections" 1=( Q )2
tums out to be lJarger. T he explanation is that the transfered m om entum Q
can be balanced k ' Q=2), and one gets a resul which does not decrease

n;



withQ k= 0Q0=2+ 1):
7 7
& J()fep GQ k) =2 ik =2)k & J()fexp( il)
7

F @1)d*1l= const  (9)

Instead of the form factor F Q) which falls down stesply at large Q . So
for the example (B) the Inpulse approxin ation does not give the leading
contrbution, and the use ofthe M -T prescription is not very useful.
However it ispossible to change the situation in such a way that the large
region dom nates: 1=0 . Instead ofthe hadron-P om eron vertex (5) one
has to consider an inclisive process n which the nitial hadron is destroyed
(s2e g2). In this case we get, In the expression for the cross section, two
di erent integralsin R and R ° (one or the am plitude A , one fr the com plex
conqugate A ), but still only one integral over the parton-parton ssparation
. Instead of (5) we now havel]:

Z

N J3 J3 QR QRO
IQ)= & e®® LR (10
Q) J()fiR Rt 2R s =) (L0)
T he contrioutions from the "shgular" pointsR = R%= =2 (or, in other

words, the \M uellerTang tem s\ ( 1=; 1=,) In the Feynm an diagram
w hich describe the pom eron coupling to the single parton line) now do not
have the \dangerous\ exponentsexp (i) =2). T hanks to their opposite signs
the exponentsofexp (iQR) and exp ( iQR’% canceleach other, and the result
takes the fom :

‘2 7
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(the factor 2 counts the two contrbutions from the pointsR = R 0= =2
andR = R%= =2). In the graph of Fig2 the lower part represents, at Jarge
Q, the strgctllre function (say, xG x;Q)) which in the LLA ocontains the
2
logarithm ¢ d?g=. In the representation itmeansthat j ( ) / 1= 2
Ri_
and the integral (11) over takes the form lle d? =2 where the typical

‘For sym plictty we put here = 0, which is the dom lhant valie in the high energy
Iim it.



S
1=0 >> 1=Q. So theesentialvaluesof in (11) are lJarge, and the

oorrection  1=( Q¥ is an all indeed.

T huswepresented an exam ple w here theM uellerT ang prescription w orks.
T he criterion is the follow Ing. If the distance between the "active" (ie. In-
teracting w ith the pom eron) quark and the spectators is Jarge in com parison
with the inverse m om entum transfer, the M -T prescrption can be used.
Such a condition can be ful lled In Inclusive processes, but not n the ex—
clusive scattering (elastic, photoproduction or electroproduction of a vector
meson). In the latter case the ssparation between the quarks is determm ined
by the m om entum transfer Q ; the M -T prescription has to be generalized
as stated above, and it does not sin plify the calculations. The ocoupling
to di erent parton lines becom es in portant, and m ethod (@) involvring the
'oonfom al pom eron function needs fewer diagram s. In any case, one has to
check whether the \distance\ criterion is satis ed or not.

4. Let us take a closer ook at the conform al Pom eron and see how it
m anages to reproduce the inpulse approxin ation. W e consider the sam e
exam ples asbefore, ie. the scattering of colorless states of two quarks in the
large-t Iim it. To be de nite, ket us start w ith the coupling of the pom eron to
the J= production vertex with a virtual photon as initial particle ( gsla
and 1b). Them om entum transfert isassum ed tobe xed and large com pared
to the virtuality of the photon Q2 and the mass of the J= ,M . Due to
the large m ass of the heavy quarks the nonrelativistic approxin ation of the
m eson wave function can be applied which leads to a sin pl fom factor at
the upper photon-m eson vertex [§]. T he virtualphoton dissociates is a quark
antiquark system which can be represented as a wave function depending on
the distance = ; » of the two quarks. Instead of eq.(l) we use the
m ixed representation

Z 1+2i
0 (iQ)= &, — e 2 (12)

[+ 22 377
Thewave function ofthe quark-antiquark system was found tobeK ¢ Q 5 )2 =2
© % = Q%+ M ?)=4, s=e [§]), and the analytic expression of the production
vertex is: z

& KoQy ) o, (;Q) : a3)

Only g. la contrlbutes whereas 1b is zero as was already discussed before.
M ainly due to the phase factor €2=? i eg (6), which is a consequence of



the bound nalstate and which lads to a form factor, a sin ple factorization
of the wave function is in possibbl and the M ueller Tang prescription fails.
W e insert the M ellin transform ed of K ( wih asa realvariable and derive
from eq.(6) the follow ng expression :

3+2i1 24 0 213:2+i
44% d_@Q_A 2(§+i)
2(%+i) 1 4Q§j
G i) E+4i) (i i) (i+i
i ; — : (14)
l_l_ll l+ll l 1l T+ 1 l 1

2 2 2 2

Having a closer look at eg.(7) we nd a doubl pol In the complex -
planeat = 3=2i. Thisdoubl polk ladsto a logQ*=Q %) in addition to the
basical power behaviour Q * = ( t) 2. A more detailed analysis shows
that the m om entum distrbbution of the two gluons is symm etric, ie each
gluon carries roughly a half of the totalm om entum Q . M oving the contour
of Integration beyond this pol we collect all the nonlkading contrbutions
which contain extra powers in Q2=02.

The s=econd case concems the coupling of two pom erons (conform al di-
mensions ; and ;) to one quark-antiquark system which originates from the
onium state ( g2c). The an allest scale Q (2) is given by the size of the onium
and is supposed tobemuch an allerthan t. Thiscon guration corresponds
to the oniim dissociation ( gs2a and 2b) into an open quark-antiquark sys—

tem . The analytical expression to be caloulated is (see also ref.ﬂ]):
z

F G oonum () 0, (3Q) 0, (5 Q) : 15)

For sin ilar reasons as in eg.(6) only g2c contrbutes. W e ram ark that in
eq.(8) an additional phassfactor is absent In contrast to eq.(6) . Inserting the
M ellin transform of the onium wave function analogous to the treatm ent of
the K B essel function in eJ.(6)
Z 1
2 1421

; d  Jonwm ()] ; (16)

we are abl to factorize o the wave function. The rem aining contribution
from eq.(9) is:
1 z 2

d 2% d  0,,(3Q) 0;,(; Q) : 17)

0 0
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The oniim wave function m ay contain UV -singularities, especially if one
takes into acoount radiative corrections @ multiple pok occursat = =2):
the factorization has to be perform ed In such a way that all (collinear-) sin-—
gularities including those of the vertex (eq.(8)) are absorbed into the onium
structure function. This procedure is very sin ilar to the usual M ass fac—
torization’ where is the dim ensional regulator. To be m ore speci ¢ ket us
assum e that the onim is a virtual photon w ith the scale QZ. The photon
wave function is shgularat = 0 and produces one pole. Com paring to the
usual desp inelastic scattering we know that the photon structure function
at lowest order perturbation theory has at least one logarithm due to the
point like structure of the photon. A logarithm in Q?=Q32 requires at least
adoubkpokein atthepoint = =2, ie if factorization holds, we except
one m ore polk In expression (8).

In order to evaluate expression (8) we take the M ellin transform ation of
both pom eron wave functions introducing the variables ( ; and ,) and nd:

o 1 1+2i1+21 ,+ 21
il 2”2 ZldlZle('+')
— — 1 1
4 ($+1) 26+1i1) 2G+in 1 1 o
, , , , , , G 1 +i,+15)
(ip o dq) (it din) (ix i) —F— , , (18)
G+ 1 i, i)
. o GHi) GHig) @4 i1 i)
@ i;  1iy) R— . R :
G+1 i) (G+1 i)

A carefil nvestigation of expression (11) show s that a doubk pinching In
and , occurs as soon as approaches =2, ie the integralsover ; and »
Inducesadoubkpolkin at = i=2.The =2+ i ) In the denom inator in
front of expression (11) reduces the doubl polk to a singk pole. T he residue
is sin ply the factor

2+2i1+2i, (% i) (% i,)
(G+i1) (G+1i2)

N
N[O

19

which is dentical to the expression resulting from eg. (3). In addition, a
logarithm in Q *=Q 2 occurs re ecting the pointlike structure ofthe photon. &
has to be absorbed in the photon wave ﬁJnCthE . In the case of a nonsingular
onium wave finction we get an overall actor & 3 onium 3 -
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The result (19) agrees w ith what one would have obtained by using only
the -function pieces of the pom eron wave function. W e therefore conclude
that the lJarge-t lim i is governed by these singular pieces; correspondingly,
the distribution ofthe m om enta ofthe two glions In the conform alpom eron
is very asym m etric: one gluon is very soft whereas the other one carries the
totalmomentum Q. W hy do we, neverthelss, get the same resul as in
In the mmpulse approxin ation? The answer is very simple: the soft gluon
line of the conform al Pom eron does not distinguish to which of the quark
lines it ocouples. The ocoe cient of the function, on the other hand, is
dentical to the result from the in pulse approxin ation. T he resul therefore
Jooks identical to the In pulse approxin ation and con m s the M uellerTang
prescription.

5. The last question we would like to discuss is the infrared logarithm
which ispresent In the two gluon exchange quark-quark am plitude ( g.3) but
disappears in the asym ptotic M uellerTang formula 1. W hy does the anall
ki (s=e g3) region do not contrlbute to the high energy am plitude? The
answer to this question was given in ref.[d]: beginning at sm all energies, one
can Investigate, step by step, the disappearence of the nfrared logarithm .
Aslngasz-= %]nQi2 < 1 it is possible to sum up the double-log tem s
of the type ( S]nQi2 ]n%)n . These termm s com es from the reggeizized part of

the BFK L kemalll]], ie. from the Feynm an graphs g3b,c. They are easily
exponentiated (z land k<< Q):

(kEZQ 2)2
k2Q k¥

A s a result of this exponentiation, the contrbution of the region ky << Q

dies out w ith energy, at least up to z 1. At lJarger energies this simplke
form ula can no longer be used sihce subdom inant temm s becom e In portant
which have been neglected in (7). For z > 1 nothing dram atical happens
neark. = 0, and when iterating the Integralequation forthe BFK L P om eron
the behaviour of the n-th ieration f, k;Q;z) at anallk << Q isdeterm ned
m ainly by the value of the previous iteration step £, ; k;Q ;z) in the region
k Q=2. To see this absence of infrared logarithm sm ost clkarly we retum
to the -representation and subtract from Lipatov’s confom al solution (1)
the (k) tem, ie.wemakeussoftheM ueller Tang formula @).Asa result
ofthe subtractions, nfrared divergencies are absent. In the high energy lim it

f&;Q52)/ (20)
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typicalvaluesof aresnall (j j< 1=2). In the Im it Q >> k the essential
>»~values are of the order 1=Q and, after the subtraction, the essential
region of ; isofthe orderof ,;ie. ; 1=Q too. Thism eans that in the
region ki < < Q the am plitude () becom es practically lndependent ofk.. Tn
particular i does not contain the sihgularity l—kt whqu In the two glion
exchange diagram 3a leads to the infrared logarithm kQZ d’k=k* = nQ?*=k?
(ko is the infrared cuto ).

T he situation changes crucially In thecaseof ! i=2, which corresoonds
to the "low" energy OGLAP) limi. From the fom al point of view the
expression in the square brackets stillgoes to zero as ; ! 1 , but only
slow Iy. Therefore we have no —functions ( (&)) In eg.@). But when the
power 1=2 + 1 becomes very am all the square bracket is close to -1 over
a very large regjon of 1, and when integrating over this region one gets
fk;Q) / 2o %2 (Q o7 as i should be for the two gluon exchange am plitude.
Thisexam pl showshow In eq.@2) the nfrared logarithm (ie. the behaviour
f k;Q)/ 1=k?) isrestored .n the DGLAP lini ( ! i=2).

At st sight this calculation seem s to give the w rong m inus sign. How —
ever, this sign corresponds to the diagram g.a, where the two t-channel
gluons couple to di erent quarks. On the other hand we know that the In-
frared logarithm com es from the Feynm an graph FigJdb where both gluons
Interact wih the sam e coloured parton. Since both quarks form a colour—
Jess state the colour coe cient in F ig.lb has the opposite sign com pared to
Figla, and the m inus sign In the square brackets ofeq.(8) is jist a result of
this color coe cient.

W e hope that this discussion gives a better understanding of the confor-
m alBFK L pom eron eigenfiinctions, helps to clarify the origin ofthe M ueller—
Tang prescription and, in particular, provides a criterium for is use In de—
scribing the high energy scattering of colorless states.

A cknow ledgem ents: L Ljpatov and M Ryskin wish to thank DESY
and the IT.Inhstiut fur T heoretische P hysik, Universitat H am burg, for their

hospitality.
This work has been supported In part by the A lexander von Humboldt

Foundation (L N Lipatov), the Vokswagen Stiftung M G Ryskin), and the
D eutsche A kadem ische A ustauschdienst DAAD (R Forshaw).

13



R eferences

[L1E A Kuraev and L N Lipatov,V S Fadin, SovPhysJETP 44 (1976) 443,

SovPhysJETP 45 (1977) 199,
Y Y Balitskijand L N Lipatov, Sov.JNuclPhys 28 (1978) 822.

2] L N Lipatov, SovPhysJETP 63 (1986) 904.

Bl1A HMuellerand W K Tang,Physlett.B 284 (1992) 123.

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

Scienti ¢, Singapore 1989 (A dvanced Serdes on D irections in High En—
ergy P hysics).

bl A M Polyakov, JETP Lett. 12 (1970) 381.

6] JR Forshaw,M G Ryskin, DESY -94-112.

[7] JBartels, H Lotter, M W ustho ,DESY -94-245.

F igure captions

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

la : G raphical representation ofthe coupling ofthe conform alcovariant
threepoint function ;, to thePhotonM eson vertex. H ere the gluons
represented by the wavy lines couple to di erent quarks of the m eson
wavefliinction.

b : The same as in gJda but with the two gluons coupling to the
sam e quark of the m eson wavefunction.

2a : Coupling of the conform al covariant three-point function to the
quark-antiquark systam origihating from an onium state. G luons are
coupled to di erent quarks of the onium wavefliinction.

2b : Same as In gZ2a but wih the two gluons coupling to the sam e
quark of the oniim wavefunction.

2¢ : G raphical representation of the cross section of the dissociation of
an onium state into an open quark-antiquark state (cf. egs. (10),(15)).
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Fig. 3a : The twogluon exchange quark-quark-am plitude.

Fig. 3b : H igher order contribution to the quark-quark am plitude which is
part of the reggeized part of the BFK Lkemel.

Fig. 3c : Another contribution to the reggeized part of the BFK L-kemel.
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