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TheBFKL Pom eron in Deep InelasticDi�ractiveDissociation neart= 0

J.Bartels,H.Lotterand M .W �ustho�

II.Institutf�ur Theoretische Physik,Universit�atHam burg

A bstract: The sm all-tbehaviourofthe deep inelastic di�ractive dissociation crosssection in

the triple Regge region isinvestigated,using the BFK L approxim ation in perturbative Q CD.W e

show thatthecrosssection is�niteatt= 0,butthedi�usion in lnk2
t leadsto a largecontribution

ofsm allm om enta atthe triple Pom eron vertex. W e study the dependence upon the totalenergy

and the invariantm ass.Att= 0,there isa decoupling ofthe three BFK L singularitieswhich isa

consequence ofthe conservation ofthe conform aldim ension. Forlarge invariantm asses,the four

gluon state in the uppert-channelplaysan im portantrole and cannotbeneglected.
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1 Introduction

Thestudy ofperturbativeQ CD in thetriple-Reggelim ithasrecently attracted som einterest [1,2].

Ifoneinterpretestheobserved strong riseofF2 atsm allx asa signalfortheBFK L-Pom eron [3],

itisnaturalto ask forcorrectionsto thisnew piece ofperturbativeQ CD,and an obviousplace to

look for such term s is the triple Regge lim it. There m ay also be som e interest in this lim itfrom

an experim entalpointofview:som e ofthe observed \rapidity gap events\ [4,5]m ay belong to a

kinem aticalregion whereperturbativeQ CD isapplicable.

In [2]an attem pthasbeen m ade to derive an analytic form ula forthe triple Regge inclusive

crosssection which liesatthesam elevelofaccuracy astheBFK L Pom eron.Theresultwasgiven

in a som ewhatabstractform ,and,so far,only a few rathergeneralpropertieshave been studied.

The generalstructure ofthe cross section form ula is illustrated in Fig.1a: starting from the top,

theferm ion box �rstcouplesto a BFK L-ladder.Atthetransition:two gluons! fourgluonsa new

vertex function appears. Below this vertex the four-gluon state starts where the gluons interact

pairwise in allpossible ways. Finally,the four-gluon state branches into the two BFK L ladders

atthe bottom . In addition to thisgeneralstructure,there isalso a contribution where the upper

BFK L-laddercouplesdirectly to the lowerones(Fig.1b).

Based upon the experience with BFK L Pom eron,we expect that the form alism developed in

[2]issuited to study the whole range ofm om entum transfertofthe di�ractive dissociation cross

section (provided that
p
� tisstillsm allerthan M ,them issingm assofproduced hadronicsystem ).

Nevertheless,thereareseveralreasonsto believethatthepointt= 0 playsa very specialrole and

perturbation theory m ay even notbeapplicable atall.Firstly,the early hard scattering approach

ofref.[6,7](and sim ilarcalculationslateron)hasshown thatthelargetransversem om enta atthe

twogluons! fourgluons-vertex (�g.1a)aresuppressed likedk2t=k
4
t,i.e.sm alltransversem om enta

dom inate.W ithoutinvoking furthercorrections,the crosssection would diverge atk2t = 0:in the

fram ework ofthe G LR equation which leads to a saturation ofthe Pom eron it is the unitarity

corrections(screening)to the lowerPom eronswhich provide the necessary supression atsm allk2t.

Since the saturation begins at a rather large m om entm scale (2 � 4G eV2,depending upon the
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ratiosM 2=s [7]),thism echanism tendsto predicthard �nalstates. Secondly,also within BFK L

physicsthe pointt= 0 isexceptional: whithin the lower Pom eronsthe di�usion in lnk2t extends

into both the ultravioletand the infrared regions,whereasfort6= 0 the di�usion into the infrared

region where perturbation theory becom es unreliable is stopped by the m om entum scale t. O ne

therefore expects,for the point t = 0,the \dangerous\ region ofsm allkt to play a m uch m ore

im portantrole than forthe case t6= 0. Thisexpectation hasrecently been con�rm ed by M ueller

[1],usingthelarge-N c approxim ation.Asa resultofthisapproxim ation,thefourgluon stateabove

the triple Pom eron vertex isabsent,and one islead directly to a study ofthe diagram sshown in

Fig.1b.The�nalresultofthisstudy isan explicitform ula forthe inclusive crosssection,showing

thedependenceupon theenergy variabless,M ,and them om entum transfert.Thelatteroneisof

particularinterest: foran interm ediate t-region,the crosssection goesas1=
p
� t. Thisbehaviour

hintsatsom esortofsingularbehaviouratt= 0,in agreem entwith whatonem ightexpectin the

di�usion picture. From this study,however,itis not clear whathappensat t= 0,in particular,

whetherthewhole perturbativeanalysisbreaksdown ornot.

Them oregeneralreason why,from thetheoreticalpointofview,itisim portantto understand

thesm all-tbehaviourofthedi�ractivedissociation crosssection istheproblem ofunitarization.It

is well-known thatthe sum ofthe leading logarithm s at su�ciently large energies (or su�ciently

sm allxB j runsintocon
ictwith unitarity,and theway in which unitarity isrestored isstillan open

question. Di�ractive dissociation is notcontained in the leading logarithm ic approxim ation and,

therefore,represents a (observable) correction which contributes to the unitarization procedure.

W ithin the G LR-equation, the �nite lim it of the cross section at t = 0 requires the com plete

unitarization (saturation) of the lower Pom erons. Sim ilarly, in [12]it was shown that, while

single unitarity corrections have large infrared contributions,their resum m ation leads to strong

cancellations.In both cases,oneexpectsthe�nalstatetoberatherhard.Theprocessofdi�ractive

dissociation m ay therefore becom e a very sensitive toolin exploring the unitarization m echanism .

For exam ple, one m ight count the num ber of events in dependence on a lower cuto� on kt of

the �nalstate or,alternatively,m easure the m om entum transfert. Atwhich scale the saturation
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occurs is stillan open question,since the G LR-equation is only a crude estim ation com pared to

a com plete procedure ofunitarization. The HERA data willsoon show,whethera value fork2t of

about2� 4G eV2 isjusti�ed.

In thispaper,wearegoing to investigate thesm allt-region ofthecrosssection form ula of [2],

in particularthepointt= 0.Asoneofthem ain resultsofthispaperwewillshow thattheBFK L

approach to the di�ractive dissociation,in spite ofthe dk2t=k
4
t-behaviour at large kt,is infrared

safe,and the lim itt= 0 exists. Atthe sam e tim e,however,the BFK L di�usion hasentered into

the infrared region and thusem phasizesthe need to include unitarizing correctionsto the leading

logarithm ic approxim ation. W e believe thatthisobservation isim portantfrom the pointofview

oftheoreticalconsistency: itshowsthat,within the BFK L approach,a sm ooth transition from a

�nite tdown to t = 0 is possible without running into infrared singularities. Consequently,the

approxim ation used in [2]representsawell-de�ned startingpointforapproachingtheunitarization

problem . W hether the (leading logarithm ic) form ula of [2]can already be used for deducing

experim entalsignaturesrem ainslessclear. Itisencouraging thata rough estim ate ofthe ratio of

di�ractive events over allDIS-events gives a reasonable value. Furtherm ore,HERA-data,so far,

seem to supportthedom inance [9]ofeventswith low kt:thisisin qualitative agreem entwith the

strong di�usion into the infrared region. Therefore,itseem s worthwile to study the dynam ics of

theunscreened BFK L-Pom eron in m oredetail,even beforeadressing thequestion ofunitarization.

Certain characteristics m ay very wellsurvive the unitarization procedure,and it is im portant to

check whetherthey m ay serve assignalsto supportorruleouttheBFK L-dynam ics.

Apart from the result that the BFK L cross section form ula has a �nite lim it at t = 0 our

analysis contains a detailed saddle point analysis and investigates,as a function oftnear t= 0,

the dependence upon s,M 2,and Q 2. Forjtjofthe orderofQ 2,ouranalysiscon�rm sthe 1=
p
� t

behaviourfound in [12]in thelarge-N c-approxim ation.M ovingtowardssm allert-values,theshape

ofthe t-distribution changes,and the cross section reaches,at t= 0,a �nite lim it. At the sam e

tim e,thederivativewith respectto ttendsto in�nity.Forsm alltoneobservesa shrinkage,i.e.the

cusp becom esnarrowerass! 1 (thetypicalwidth shrinkswith som einversepowerofs=M 2).All
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these changesasa function oftare accom panied by a very peculiardependence upon s and M 2.

In particular,at t= 0 one observes a decoupling ofthe lower BFK L Pom erons from the BFK L

singularity above.M uch ofthisstriking behaviourcan betraced back to the conform alinvariance

oftheBFK L approxim ation:att= 0 we�nd a conservation law oftheconform aldim ension ofthe

BFK L laddersabove and below the triple Pom eron vertex.

O urpaperwillbe organized as follows. W e begin with the sim plestcase,the di�ractive pro-

duction ofa q�q-pairin thetripleReggeregion neart= 0.Thissim plecasealready showsthem ain

result,nam ely theconservation law ofconform aldim ensionsand itsim plication forthehigh energy

behavior. The advantage of�rst presenting this sim pler case lies ifthe fact that we are able to

presentan analytic expression forthe M 2-integrated crosssection which can directly be used for

a com parison with observed eventrates.The discussion will�rstbe done in m om entum space;in

thesubsequentsection werepeatthederivation in coordinatespacewherea m oreintuitivepicture

hasbeen developed [12,13].Thegeneralization to theproduction ofq�q+ gluonswillbedescribed

in Section 4;sincetheanalysispresented in thispartwillberathertechnical,weshallgive a short

sum m ary attheend ofthissection.In the�nalsection wediscussa few im plicationsoftheresults

ofthispaper.

2 D i�ractive Production ofq�q-Pairs N ear t= 0

W ebegin with theM 2-integrated crosssection fortheprocess(Fig.2a)
�+ proton ! (q�q)+ proton,

where M isthe invariantm assofthe quark pair,tthe square ofthe m om entum transferred from

the proton to the quark pair,and 1=xB = s=Q 2 the totalenergy.W e are interested in the lim itof

sm allxB and keep tasa sm allvariable param eter.

Following the notation of [2]we usethe integralrepresentation

d�

dt
=
X

f

e
2
f

�em (2�)
3

8�Q 4

Z
d!1

2�i

Z
d!2

2�i

�
1

xB

�!1+ !2

F (!1;!2;t); (2.1)

wherethepartialwaveconsistsofthethreebuilding blocksillustrated in Fig.2b :attheupperend

we have thefour-gluon am plitudeD
(1;+ + )

(4;0)
,below the two BFK L Pom erons,and atthebottom we

use a form factor forthe coupling ofthe BFK L laddersto the proton. The four-gluon am plitude
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hasbeen studied in [2].Itcan berewritten asa sum oftwo-gluon am plitudes:

D
(1;+ ;+ )

(4;0)
(k1;k2;k3;k4) = g

2

p
2

3
�

n

D (2;0)(k1;k2 + k3 + k4)+ D (2;0)(k2;k1 + k3 + k4) (2.2)

+ D (2;0)(k3;k1 + k2 + k4) + D (2;0)(k4;k1 + k2 + k3)

� D(2;0)(k1 + k2;k3 + k4) � D(2;0)(k1 + k3;k2 + k4)� D(2;0)(k1 + k4;k2 + k3)
o

:

ForD (2;0)(k;� k)itisconvenientto usea M ellin transform with respectto the variable k2=Q 2:

D (2;0)(k
2)=

Z
d�

2�i

 
k2

Q 2

!
��

~D (2;0)(�); (2.3)

where the �-contour runsalong the im aginary axis,intersecting the realaxis within the interval

(� 1;0)(in thefollowing weshalluse,astheintersection with therealaxis,thepoint� 1=2;weshall

then use the notation � = � 1=2� i�). The function~D (2;0)(�)haspolesatpositive and negative

integers,and a detailed discussion is contained in [2]. In thispaperwe only need the behaviour

near� = � 1

~D (2;0) �
X

f

e2
f
�s
p
8

2�

4

3

1

(� + 1)2
(2.4)

and near� = � 1

2
:

~D (2;0) �
X

f

e2f�s9
p
2�2

16
(2.5)

Nextwe turn to the BFK L Pom eron. Since we wantto study the t-dependence fort6= 0 we

need an expression fortheBFK L-pom eron fornon-zero m om entum transfer.TheBFK L-pom eron

isdeterm ined by a Bethe-Salpetertype ofequation in two dim ensionaltransverse space. Lipatov

[14]hasshown thatthe con�guration space representation ofthisequation isinvariantundertwo

dim ensionalconform altransform ations.Duetothissym m etryitcan bediagonalized byaconform al

partialwave expansion. Using orthonorm ality and com pleteness ofthe conform alpartialwaves

Lipatov found an analytic expression forthe sum ofthenonforward ladders.By a straightforward
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Fouriertransfom ation,thisexpression leadsto thefollowing m om entum representation 1:

�!(k;k
0
;q)=

Z
+ 1

�1

d�

2�

1

! � �(0;�)
E
(�)(k;q � k)E(�)�(k0;q � k

0) (2.6)

where we have restricted ourselvesto zero conform alspin. The eigenvalues �(0;�)ofthe BFK L-

kernelare given by:

�(0;�)=
g2N c

4�2
[2 (1)�  (

1

2
+ i�)�  (

1

2
� i�)] (2.7)

Theconform alpartialwaveshave them om entum representation

E
(�)(k;q � k) =

4�i�

4�

�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)

�2(1
2
� i�)

�2(1
2
+ i�)

Z

d
2
�1d

2
�2e

ik�1+ i(q�k)� 2(
�212

�21�
2
2

)
1

2
�i�

= 2�
�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(1
2
+ i�)

�(3
2
� i�)

�(1
2
+ i�)

�

Z
1

0

dx[x(1� x)]�
1

2
+ i�[q2x(1� x)+ (k � xq)2]�

3

2
�i�

�2F1(
3

2
+ i�;i� �

1

2
;1;

(k � xq)2

q2x(1� x)+ (k � xq)2
) (2.8)

Thenorm alization waschosen in such a way 2 thatin thelim itq = 0 theexpression (2.6)coincides

with the fam iliarBFK L-Pom eron in the forward direction:

�!(k;k
0
;q = 0)= 2(2�)2

Z
+ 1

�1

d�

2�

1

! � �(0;�)
(k2)�

3

2
�i� (k02)�

3

2
+ i� (2.9)

In (2.8) one has to be carefulin taking the lim it q ! 0,nam ely m aking use ofthe wellknown

propertiesofthe hypergeom etric functionsone �nds

E
(�)(k;q ! 0) = 2�[(k2)�3=2�i� + C (�)(k2)�3=2+ i� (q2)�2i� ] (2.10)

where C (�)isanalytic in the range � 1=2 < Im (�)< 1=2 and hasthe property C (� �)= 1=C (�).

Hence,E (�) rem ains �nite atq = 0 only ifIm (�)> 0. IfIm (�)< 0,E(�) becom es in�nte. For

E (�)� the converse is true. So,one ofthe two factors,E (�) or E (�)�,becom es in�nte,no m atter

what value of � we choose. However, in (2.6) only the product of the two E(�)-functions ap-

pears:E (�)(k;q ! 0)E (�)�(k0;q ! 0)= (2�)2[(k2)�3=2�i� (k02)�3=2+ i� + (k2)�3=2+ i� (k02)�3=2�i� +

1
O urnorm alization di�ers from Lipatov’s one by factors of2� which are included in the integration m easure in

m om entum space
2
Itdi�ersfrom Lipatov’sfunctionsby som e � factors.
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C (�)2(k2)�3=2�i� (k02)�3=2�i� (q2)2i� + 1=C (�)2(k2)�3=2+ i� (k02)�3=2+ i� (q2)�2i� .In thethird and the

fourth term ,using the variable � = � 1=2 � i�,we have to shift the contour ofintegration to

the left and to the right, respectively. Since C (�) is analytic, both term s vanish. In the sec-

ond term we change from � to � �. As a result we have
R
d� E(�)(k;q ! 0)E (�)�(k0;q !

0) = 2(2�)2
R
d� (k2)�3=2�i� (k02)�3=2+ i� , i. e. we get the right answer, if we sim ply write

E (�)(k;q ! 0)=
p
22� (k2)�3=2�i� .In the following,wheneverwe take the lim itq ! 0,we shall

usethise�ective prescription.

W e m ention a few propertiesof(2.8). Forq 6= 0,the lim itk ! 0 issingular[15]. By explicit

calculation one�nds:

E
(�)(k;q � k)= 2��(2)(k)

�
1

q2

� 1

2
+ i� �(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)�(1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)�(1

2
+ i�)

+ O (
q � k

k2
) (2.11)

The delta-function term is dictated by the conform alinvariance ofthe BFK L-kernel,and itdoes

notcontribute ifthe BFK L-Pom eron is coupled to an externalcolor singlet state which vanishes

as k ! 0 (or q � k ! 0). A usefulregularization ofthe k = 0 -lim it is obtained ifin (2.8) we

introducea nonzero conform aldim ension � forthe(reggeized)gluon �eld [16]:

E
(�;�)(k;q � k) =

4�i�

2�

�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)

�2(1
2
� i�)

�2(1
2
+ i�)

�

Z

d
2
�1d

2
�2e

ik�1+ i(q�k)� 2
(�212)

1

2
�i���

(�21)
1

2
�i� (�22)

1

2
�i�

= 41�� �
�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)

�(3
2
+ i� � �)�(3

2
� i� � �)

�2(1
2
+ i�)

�

Z
1

0

dxx
�

1

2
+ i�(1� x)�

1

2
+ i�[q2x(1� x)+ (k � xq)2]�

3

2
+ i�+ �

�2F1(
3

2
+ i� � �;�

1

2
+ i� + �;1;

(k � xq)2

q2x(1� x)+ (k � xq)2
) (2.12)

Forsm allk2,one obtains:

E
(�;�)(k;q � k) = 41�� �

�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)�2(1

2
+ i�)

�(1+ 2i�)�(1� 2i�)

�

�
1

q2

� 1

2
+ i�

(k2)�1+ �

"
i

2�

�2(1� �)

�(3
2
+ i� � �)�(�1

2
� i� + �)

+ c.c.

#

+ O (
q� k

k2
)(2.13)
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which in the lim it� ! 0 leadsusto (2.11),provided weidentify :

lim
�! 0

21�2�
�
1

k2

�1��

� � = �
(2)(k) (2.14)

Finally,wenotefrom (2.6)that,at�xed �,theBFK L-pom eron factorizesin m om entum space.This

property isnotpresentin con�guration space wherethepom eron isa function oftwo anharm onic

ratios which link together the prim ed and unprim ed coordinates [17]. As a by-product ofthis

calculation,we �nd the conform alpartialwaves in a m ixed-representation which we give here for

lateruse:

E
(�)(�12;q) =

1

2

�(1+ 2i�)

�(� 2i�)

�(� 1

2
� i�)

�(3
2
+ i�)

1

�2(1
2
+ i�)

(q2)�i� �12

Z
1

0

dx[x(1� x)]�
1

2 e
�iq��12(1�x)K �2i� (jqjj�12j

q

x(1� x)) (2.15)

Finally,forthe(nonperturbative)couplingoftheBFK L ladderstotheproton weuse,asaguide

forthe dependenceupon a hadronicscale Q 2
0,the following sim plem odel(atthepointq = 0):

V (k2)= C
k2

k2 + Q 2
0

(2.16)

whereQ 2
0 denotesa hadronicscaleoftheorderof1G eV

2.Asto dependenceupon tand �,weshall

assum ethatC isa slowly varying function.

Returning to (2.1)and putting togetheralltheseingredients,wearriveatthefollowing expres-

sion forthepartialwave F :

F (!1;!2;t) =

Z
d2l

(2�)3

Z
d2m

(2�)3
D
(1;+ + )

(4;0)
(l;q � l;m ;� m � q)

�

Z
d2l0

(2�)3
�!1(l;q � l;l

0
;q � l

0)V (l0;q � l
0)

�

Z
d2m 0

(2�)3
�!2(m ;� q � m ;m

0
;� q � m

0)V (m 0
;� q � m

0) (2.17)

where � q2 = t denotes the square ofthe m om entum transfer,and � and V are given in (2.6),

(2.16),resp..

W e now turn to (2.17) and study its dependence upon t, near t = 0. W e begin with the

integrationsin land m .ForD (4;0) we use (2.3),(2.3),and from the two lowerPom eronswe have
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the two E (�)-functions.Thisde�nesthe vertex g��1�2(q
2):

Z
d2ld2m

(2�)6

h

(l2)�� + ((l� q)2)�� + (m 2)�� + ((m + q)2)�� � (q2)�� � ((l+ m )2)��

� ((l� m � q)2)��
i

E
(�1)(l;l� q)E(�2)(m ;� m � q) =

(q2)�1+ �2��

�1 + �2 � �
g��1�2(q

2) (2.18)

where we have used �i = � 1

2
� i�i. In course ofperform ing the integrals over land m one �nds

that,outoftheseven term son thelhs,theresultwillcom efrom thelasttwo term sonly;theother

serve asregulatorsin eitherthe infrared orthe ultravioletregion. Ratherthan presenting details

ofthe calculations,we shalllim itourselvesto a briefdescription ofthe m ajorsteps.First,forthe

E (�)functionsweusetherepresentation (2.8):thehypergeom etricfunctionsarewritten asa power

series in their argum ents,and we consider term by term . It is convenient to perform the shifts

l! l� qz1,m ! m + qz2 wherez1 and z2 denotethex-param etersoftherepresentation (2.8)for

thetwoBFK L-Pom erons.Now itisnotdi�culttoperform theintegration overl:oneendsup with

a string ofterm sconsisting ofone dim ensional�nite integralsinvolving hypergeom etric functions

and powers. For the rem aining integralover m one observes that convergence in the ultraviolet

region holdsaslong asthe condition

� > �1 + �2 (2.19)

issatis�ed (�i= � 1

2
� i�i),i.e.the� integration contouristo therightof�1+ �2.In theinfrared

region,q2 servesasa regulator. Consequently,the lhsofexpression (2.18),in the neighbourhood

of� = �1 + �2,behavesas

(q2)�1+ �2��

�1 + �2 � �
� g��1�2(q

2); (2.20)

and therem aining vertex g��1�2(q
2)hasa �nitelim itasq2 ! 0:

g��1�2(0) =
2�2

(2�)6

�(1� �)

�(�)

�(� 1)�(� 2)

�(1� �1)�(1� �2)
(2.21)

W e m ention that(2.18)can also beevaluated atq2 = 0 directly.Theresultis

(2�)�(�1 + �2 � �)g��1�2(0) (2.22)
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Both thepolein (2.20)and the�-function in (2.22)expressthe"conservation ofconform aldim ension

�" 3 :in (2.22)oneseesitdirectly,whereasfor(2.20)we willshow furtherbelow thatin thelim it

q2 ! 0 the pole at � = �1 + �2 willdom inate. This result willbe shown to have interesting

consequences for the energy dependence ofthe inclusive cross section in the triple Regge region

at t = 0. Finally,we m ention that (2.18) also contains term s without the singularity shown in

(2.20):onecan show thatforsm allq2 they vanish fasterthatthecontribution com ing from (2.20).

Therefore,they willnotbeconsidered here.

W ereturn to thepartialwavein (2.17)and look attheim plicationsofourresultfor(2.18).W e

stillneed to perform theintegration overthevariables�;�1;�2,using thesaddlepointapproxim a-

tion.Therelevantterm sare:

Z Z Z
d�

2�i

d�1

2�i

d�2

2�i

(
q2

Q 2

0

)�1+ �2��

� � �1 � �2

ey(�(�1)+ �(�2))

� + 1

 
Q 2

Q 2
0

! �

(2.23)

where y = ln1=xB and �(�i) = �(0;�i). The single pole at � = � 1 arises from com bining the

double pole in (2.4) with the zero in (2.21). As q2 is sm allwe close the �-contour to the left,

obtaining the two contributionsfrom the polesat� = �1 + �2 and � = � 1:

Z Z
d�1d�2

(2�i)2
[

�
Q 2

Q 2

0

��1+ �2

�1 + �2 + 1
�

�
q2

Q 2

0

�1+ �1+ �2 �Q 2

Q 2

0

�
�1

�1 + �2 + 1
]ey[�(�1)+ �(�2)]: (2.24)

W erestrictourselvesto thecaseln(Q 2=Q 2
0)� y.W ebegin with q2 nearQ 2

0 and perform theusual

saddlepointanalysis.Them ain contribution com esfrom �1 = �2 = � 1

2
(i.e.�1+ �2+ 1 issm all),

and thepre-exponentin (2.24)behavesasln(Q 2=q2):

(2:24)�
Q 2
0

Q 2
ln(

Q 2

q2
)

�
1

xB

�2!B F K L 1

2� ln(1=xB )�
00(� 1=2)

(2.25)

with !B F K L = �(� 1=2)= N c�s
�

4ln2.

The q2-dependence in (2.25)seem sto indicate thatthe expression divergesatq2 = 0,butthis

isnotthecase.Nam ely,when lnQ 2
0=q

2 becom eslarge(oftheorderofy oreven larger),thesaddle

pointanalysisof(2.24)hasto be m odi�ed.Starting with the �rstofthe two term s,we introduce

thevariables�+ = �1+ �2 and �� = �1� �2.For�� weagain usethesaddlepointapproxim ation,

3
The proofofconform alinvariance isunderconsideration.
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whereasfor�+ we m ove the contourto the left(parallelto the im aginary axiswith realpart� 1,

with a sm allsem icircle to the right ofthe point �+ = � 1). The result ofthe �+ -integralcom es

only from thesem icircleand equalshalftheresidue(wenotethatthesam eresultwould havebeen

obtained,ifwewould haveused (2.22),i.e.putting directly t= 0 in (2.18)).Asto thesecond term

in (2.24),thesaddlepointanalysisnow hastotakeintoaccountthattherearetwolargeparam eters:

writing theq2-factorasan exponential,wehavey and lnQ 2
0=q

2.W ith growing lnQ 2
0=q

2,thesaddle

pointconditionsbecom e

�
0(�1)= �

0(�2)=
lnQ 2

0=q
2

y
(2.26)

i.e.thesaddlepointsofthe�1;�2 integralsstartto m oveaway from � 1=2 m oreand m oretowards

�1 = �2 = 0. Consequently,in the lim itq2 = 0,the powerofq2 getsclose to unity,and the term

vanishes.Therefore,thesm all-tlim itof(2.24)com esonly from the �rstterm and equals:

(2:24)=
1

4

Q 2
0

Q 2
(
1

xB
)2!B F K L

1
p
� ln(1=xB )�

00(� 1=2)
[1+ O (

s

ln2(Q 2=Q 2
0

ln(1=xB )�
00
)] (2.27)

Thishastobecom pared with (2.25)which isvalid onlyfornonzerom om entum transfer(ln(Q 2
0=q

2)�

y).Asa function ofq2,we expectto see a strong variation:going from (2.25)to (2.27),the cross

section growsbutreachesa �nitelim it.A sim ilarsaddlepointanalysisoftheq2-derivativeof(2.23)

showsthatthe derivative tendsto in�nity asq2 ! 0: the crosssection therefore develops a cusp

att= 0 (a m ore detailed discussion willbegiven furtherbelow).

To com plete ouranalysisof(2.17)we have to couple the BFK L Pom eronsto the proton.The

l0integralin thesecond line of(2.17)couplesthesecond E (�)-factorofthe BFK L Pom eron to the

proton and,hence,belongsto nonperturbative physics.W e assum e thatthe lim itq2 ! 0 is�nite

and has no strong variation in the conform aldim ensions �i. Furtherm ore,guided by the sim ple

m odel(2.16)weexpectthatthecoupling should scale as(Q 2
0)
�1=2�i� i.Asa result,thecoupling of

the BFK L Pom eron to the proton in theregion ofsm alltistaken as:

(Q 2
0)
�1=2�i� i

C

2
p
2

(2.28)

whereC isthe constantfrom (2.16),independentof�i and t.
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Beforewepresentour�nalform ulaforthecrosssection,wecom m enton thetypicalm om entum

scaleattheupperend ofthetwo BFK L ladders.Starting from thehadron vertex atthelowerend

where the average m om entum liesin the vicinity ofthe hadronic scale Q 2
0,we m ove upwards,and

the distribution in transverse m om entm evolves in accordance with the di�usion m echanism . At

�rstsightone m ightexpectthatatthe upperend the large scale ofthe photon m ass
p
Q 2 forces

the di�usion into the ultraviolet direction: this expectation,however,is not correct. Nam ely,if

weconsiderthequark loop asthe�rstcellofa G LAP evolution ladderwhich providesthebiggest

contribution to the crosssection only ifthe di�erence between the m om entum scalesatthe upper

and lowerend isaslargeaspossible,then itbecom esplausiblethatwehavea com petition between

the G LAP dynam ics from the quark loop and the BFK L di�usion m echanism from below. As a

result,the scale at the upperend ofthe ladders is pushed into the infrared region. A com puter

analysiscon�rm sthispicture [11].

Collecting �nally allourresults,wearriveatthefollowing expression forthecrosssection (2.1)

att= 0:

d�D D

dt

�
�
�
�
�
t= 0

=
X

f

2e2
f
�em �

2
sC

2

9Q 2Q 2
0

1
p
21�s�(3)y

(
1

xB
)2!B F K L : (2.29)

Forcom parison,wequotetheresultforthetotalcrosssection,calculated with theBFK L-ladders

and thesam e coupling to theproton (Fig.3):

�(
� + proton)=
X

f

e2
f
�em �sC 9

p
2�3

64

q

Q 2Q 2
0

(
1

xB
)!B F K L

exp(
��(lnQ 2

0
=Q 2)2

4�s42�(3)y
)

p
42�(3)�sy

(2.30)

Fora phenom enologicalanalysisonem ightthink oftaking theratio d�D D

dt
over� and determ ining

the unknown constantC from a �tto F2:

1

�

d�D D

dt

�
�
�
�
�
t= 0

=
1

P

f e
2
f

215

36�4

p
21�(3)�sy

Q 2
F2 (2.31)

In eq.(2.31) we have neglected corrections ofthe type ln(Q 2=Q 2
0). Taking xB j = 10�3 and Q 2 =

10G eV 2 we �nd,as a quantitative prediction,that10 % ofthe usualDIS-events are di�ractively

produced q�q-pairs. This is clearly only a rough estim ate, and its validity is restricted by the

condition thattheBFK L Pom eron hasto beapplicable.Thisexcludescon�gurationswhereoneof

the quarksissoft,but,nevertheless,itturnsoutto bea reasonable value.
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3 T he C on�guration Space R epresentation

In this section we present an alternative way ofderiving the cross section for the di�ractive q�q-

production. W e considerthe q�q-�nalstate astwo opposite colour charges in the con�guration or

im pact param eter space. The im portant param eter is their separation r. This representation as

ColourDipole in the im pactparam eterspace (see forexam ple ref.[12,13])hasthe nice property

thatitdiagonalizesthescattering m atrix in thelim itofhigh energy (sm allx)and sm allm om entum

transfer,i.etheim pactparam eterisa good quantum num ber.M ultiple scattering turnsoutto be

sim ply theproductofsinglescattering dueto which thecalculation can beperform ed in a com pact

way and shows from the beginning the �nalfactorized form as in eq. (2.18). W e norm alize the

wave function 	(r)using D (2;0) which wasintroduced in ref.[2]:

D (2;0)(k) =

Z

d
2
rj	(r)j2 (1� e

ik�r)(1� e
�ik�r)

=

Z

d
2
rj	(r)j2 (2� e

ik�r
� e

�ik�r) (3.1)

with

j	(r)j2 =
X

f

e
2
f�s

p
8

4�2

Z
1

0

d� [1� 2�(1� �)]�(1� �)Q2 K 2
1

�q

�(1� �)Q2r2
�

: (3.2)

K 1 isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction of�rstorder. Forcom parision see ref. [12]and [13]. Next,we

would liketo generalize from two gluonsto fourgluonswith each ofthegluon pairs(1,2)and (3,4)

in the colour singlet state. W e can apply the sam e wave function as in eq.(3.1). O ne only needs

to add two m ore factors ofthe type (1� eik�r),the corresponding colour factor and a g2 for the

coupling oftwo m oregluons.Accordingly,we can rewriteD (4;0) as:

D (4;0)(k) = g
2

p
2

3

Z

d
2
rj	(r)j2(1� e

ik1�r)(1� e
ik2�r)(1� e

ik3�r)(1� e
ik4�r) (3.3)

with k1 + k2 + k3 + k4 = 0. As before,we �x the m om entum tranfer along the Pom eron q =

k1 + k2 = � k3 � k4. The notation for the internaltransverse m om enta ofthe left and right

Pom eron were chosen to bel= k1 and m = k3.W ith thisnotation eq.(3.3)gives:

D (4;0)(k) = g
2

p
2

3

Z

d
2
rj	(r)j2

h

1� e
il�r + (1� e

�il�r)eiq�r
i

� (3.4)

�

h

1� e
im �r + (1� e

�im �r)e�iq�r
i

:
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Thisexpression isalready factorized corresponding to each ofthePom erons.

It was shown in section 2 that with the help ofthe Pom eron-eigenfunction E (�) for a given

m om entum transfer q the solution ofthe Lipatov equation can be factorized. The vertex g (see

eq.(2.18))ispartoftheprojection ofD (4;0) on theseeigenfunctions.In thefollowing wewillusethe

m ixed representation (2.15)ofthePom eron-eigenfunction E (�)and taketheFouriertransform ation

ofD (4;0).Itisenough tolook atoneofthefactorsof(3.4)e.g.[1� eil�r+ (1� e�il�r)eiq�r].ItsFourier

transform ed is�(�)� �(r+ �) + [�(�)� �(r� �)]eiq�rwhere the im pactparam eter� corresponds

to l.A crucialproperty ofthisexpression isitsvanishing aftertheintegration over�.Thisre
ects

thecolourcancellation and isan im portantrequirem entto restoretheconform alinvarianceaswas

shown in [14].Inserting the eigenfunction E (�)(�;q)and integrating over� we end up with

g
2

p
2

3�2

Z

d
2
rj	(r)j2 E

(�1)(r;q)E (�2)(r;� q) (3.5)

= g
2

p
2

3�2

Z

drrj	(r)j2
Z

2�

0

d� E
(�1)(r;q)E (�2)(r;� q) :

Note thatE (�) vanisheswhen r equalszero,and we have m ade use ofthe relation E (�)(r;q)eiq�r

= E (�)(� r;q). In orderto recover the vertex g in term softhe three conform aldim ensions�;�1

and �2 we have to take theM ellin transform ation ofthe wave function:

Z

drrj	(r)j2 r1+ 2i�

=
X

f

e
2
f�s

p
84i�

16�

�(5=2+ i�)

�(2+ i�)

�(1=2+ i�)

1=2+ i�

�(1=2� i�)

1=2� i�

�(5=2� i�)

�(2� i�)

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)

=
4i�

2�

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)
~D (2;0)(� 1=2� i�) (3.6)

~D (2;0) istheM ellin transform ed ofD (2;0) in them om entum space(eq.(2.4)).Thefactorin frontof

~D (2;0) isthe inverse ofa factorwhich followsfrom the Fouriertransform ation of(k2)�3=2�i� .This

relation isillustrated by taking E (�)in theforward direction,i.e.atq = 0 (seethediscussion after

(2.9)):

E
(�)(�;q = 0) =

p
2 4�i��1

� �(� 1=2� i�)

�(3=2+ i�)
�
1+ 2i� (3.7)

Thevertex g which wasde�ned in eq.(2.18)can now berewritten in term softheim pactparam eter
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r:

g��1�2(q
2)

q�1+ 2i��2i� 1�2i� 2

1=2� i� + i�1 + i�2

=
4i�

2�3

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)

Z

drr
�2i��2

Z
2�

0

d� E
(�1)(r;q)E (�2)(r;� q) : (3.8)

W e are m ainly interested in the lim it q2 ! 0 ofexpression (3.8). Following the discussion of

section 2 we have to evaluate theresidueatthe point1� 2i� + 2i�1 + 2i�2 = 0,e.g.:

g��1�2(q
2)

q�1+ 2i��2i� 1�2i� 2

1=2� i� + i�1 + i�2

�
�
�
�
�
q2= 0

= 2� �(1=2� i� + i�1 + i�2)g��1�2(0) (3.9)

Finally we can evaluate thevertex g��1�2 by partialintegration:

g��1�2(0) =
4i�

2�3

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)

Z

dr(1� 2i� + 2i�1 + 2i�2)r
�2i�+ 2i�1+ 2i�2 �

�

Z
2�

0

d� r
�1�2i� 1E

(�1)(r;q) r
�1�2i� 2E

(�2)(r;� q) (3.10)

=
1

�2
4i�

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)

h

r
�1�2i� 1E

(�1)(r;q)
i

r= 0

h

r
�1�2i� 2E

(�2)(r;� q)
i

r= 0

=
1

8�2

�(3=2+ i�)

� �(� 1=2� i�)

�(� 1=2� i�1)

�(3=2+ i�1)

�(� 1=2� i�2)

�(3=2+ i�2)

The�nalresultagreeswith (2.21).

Them ain advantageofthisderivation isitscom pactform and theabsenceofsubtraction term s

which m ake the calculation in the m om entum space m ore involved. But,the calculation can only

beperform ed at�niteq which servesasinfrared cuto� whereasthem om entum integralsin section

2 are �niteatq = 0.

4 T he Triple Pom eron Vertex

W ereturn to m om entum spaceand considerthem oregeneralcaseoftheinclusivecrosssection in

the tripleRegge region (Fig.4):

d2�

dtdM 2
=

1

16�M 2

Z
d!

2�i

Z
d!1

2�i

Z
d!2

2�i

�
s

M 2

�!1+ !2
 
M 2

Q 2

! !

F (!;!1;!2;0;t;t) (4.1)

whereM denotestheinvariantm assofthedi�ractively produced system .Theanalyticalcalculation

ofthe partialwave F hasbeen done in [2],and in thispaperwe study the change in the energy
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dependence near t = 0. As the dependence upon s=M 2 and M 2=Q 2 is determ ined by the !-

singularities in the two lower legs and the uppert-channel,resp.,we expect !1 = !2 = !B F K L,

and ! = !4 or ! = !B F K L (!4 denotes the leading singularity ofthe four-gluon state). In [2]

it was shown that the fullinclusive cross section com es as a sum oftwo term s: in the �rstterm

(Fig.1b),thetwolowerBFK L ladderscouple,viaadisconnected vertex,totheupperBFK L ladder;

consequently we expect ! = !B F K L. In the second term (Fig.1a),the two lower BFK L ladders

�rst m erge into a four-gluon state,where the four gluon lines interact in allpossible ways;then

thereisa transition vertex from thefour-gluon stateto thetwo-gluon state,which hasthefam iliar

BFK L interaction kernelsand connectsto theferm ion box atthetop ofthediagram s.Asa result

we have contributionsfrom both ! = !B F K L and ! = !4.

The following discussion we willshow that these expectations for ! (and therefore the M 2-

dependence)are not correct when t! 0: as a resultofthe conservation ofconform aldim ension

found in (2.20)and (2.22),thereisnocouplingbetween theleading!-singularitiesin allthreechan-

nels,i.e.thecouplingbetween thethreeBFK L-singularitiesgenerated bythethreeladdersin Fig.1b

vanishesatt= 0.In Fig.1a ourignorance ofthe !-singularity ofthefour-gluon state preventsus

from carrying outa com pleteanalysis:presently wecan only concludethattheconservation ofthe

conform aldim ension holds and that the leading singularity (whatever it willbe) decouples from

the lower two BFK L-singularities. In any case,we predict a change in the M 2-dependence near

t= 0.

In analogy with the structure ofthe inclusive crosssection,ourfollowing analysisgoesin two

steps. Firstwe considerthe �rstpart,i.e. the directcoupling ofthree BFK L ladders. Thispart

willbe referred to as the \triple ladder vertex\,in order to distinguish this part from the full

\triple Pom eron vertex\.In the second partwe turn to the m ore com plex case where the the two

BFK L-ladderscouple to the four-gluon state;hereouranalysiswillrem ain som ewhatincom plete.
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4.1 T he Triple Ladder Vertex

Theexpression forFig.1b can beobtained from (2.17)by sim ply replacing the ferm ion loop D (4;0)

by thefullsum ofgluon laddersD R
(4)

(in the notation on [2]).In analogy with (2.3)D R
(4)

can also

bewritten asa sum ofseven term s:on thelhsof(2.3),wereplaceD (4;0) by D
R
(4)
,and on therhsall

the D (2;0)’sby the corresponding D (2)’s. Asreviewed in [18],the two-gluon function D (2)(k;� k)

hasa representation analogousto (2.3).Singularitiesin the�-planearepoleswhich lieatdistances

oforderg2 away from positive and negative integer �-values. The integrations over land m are

donein thesam eway asdescribed before((2.20)),leading again to (2.20)and (2.22)fort6= 0 and

t= 0,resp. The evaluation ofthe rem aining �-integrals,however,is slightly di�erent. Nam ely,

instead of(2.23),we need to calculate

Z Z Z
d�

2�i

d�1

2�i

d�2

2�i

�
q2

Q 2

0

��1+ �2��

� � �1 � �2

 
Q 2

Q 2
0

! �

e
yM �(�)+ ys[�(�1)+ �(�2)] (4.2)

where yM = lnM 2=Q 2 and ys = lns=M 2. W e consider the low m ass region yM � ys and take

ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)� ys. The m ost interesting case is yM � ln(Q2=Q 2

0). W e begin with q2 being ofthe

orderQ 2,wherewesim ply repeatthestandard saddlepointanalysis:one�nds�1S = �2S = � 1=2

and,asa condition on �S,

0 = yM �
0(�S)+ lnQ 2

=q
2
: (4.3)

Sinceforq2 nearQ 2 lnQ 2=q2 willbesm allcom pared to yM ,we obtain

�S = �
1

2
�

lnQ 2=q2

yM �
00(� 1

2
)
: (4.4)

Theresultfor(4.2)is:

2
Q 2
0

Q 2

 
q2

Q 2

!
�1=2 �

s

M 2

�2!B F K L

 
M 2

Q 2

! !B F K L exp(�
ln
2
(Q 2=q2)

2yM �00
)

q

2��00(� 1

2
)yM

exp(�
ln2(q2=Q 2

0
)

ys�
00 )

2��00(� 1

2
)ys

(4.5)

Here the q2-dependence agrees with what �rst has been found in [1]. M oving now to sm aller

q2-values,we com e into the region nearq2 = Q 2
0 where yM � lnQ2=q2 � ys,and the solution to

(4.3)isno longergiven by (4.4).Instead,�S m ovesclose to � 1:

�S = � 1�

s

�sN cyM

� lnQ 2=q2
(4.6)
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which leadsto the following resultfor(4.2):

Q 2
0

Q 2
exp

0

@ 2ys!B F K L + 2

s

N c�s

�
yM ln

Q 2

q2

1

A

 

16�N c�syM ln

 
Q 2

q2

! !
�

1

4 exp(�
ln
2
(q2=Q 2

0
)

ys�
00 )

2��00(� 1

2
)ys

(4.7)

W e thusobtain,forthe M 2-dependence,the typicalG LAP resultforthe upperladderwith q2 as

lowerscale and starting pointofthe evolution.

Before we com e to the third region 0 < q2 < Q 2
0 we m ention,forcom pleteness,also the other

case,ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)� yM .Forq

2 nearQ 2,theresultof(4.2)is,again,given by (4.4);when q2 m oves

close to Q 2
0,thesaddlepoint�S staysnear� 1=2 (eq.(4.4)),and (4.5)rem ainsvalid.

Finally the lim itq2 ! 0 (q2 < Q 2
0).W hen in (4.5)the m om entum transferq2 becom essm aller

and sm aller,we observe a sim ilar phenom enon as described after (2.25): the e�ective power of

q2 increases from � 1=2 to zero, and the lim it t = 0 is �nite. To see this in detail, we write

�
q2

Q 2

0

��1+ �2��
= exp[(� � �1 � �2)lnQ

2
0=q

2],and we search forthe saddlepointofthefunction:

 (�;�1;�2)= (� � �1 � �2)lnQ
2
0=q

2 + yM �(�)+ ys[�(�1)+ �(�2)]+ � lnQ 2
=Q

2
0 (4.8)

Theconditionsare:

0 = lnQ 2
=q

2 + yM �
0(�S) (4.9)

0 = � lnQ20=q
2 + ys�

0(�iS); (4.10)

and one sees that for very sm allq2 allsaddle point values start to m ove: �S m oves to the left

(towardsthe point� = � 1 where the function � becom esin�nite with a negatice slope),whereas

the �iS start to m ove in the right direction �iS > � 1=2 (at zero �(�i) tends to in�nity with a

positive slope).(4.9)and (4.10)also indicate atwhich q2-valuesthe m otion starts.Forthe �i,we

need ln(Q 2=q2) to becom e ofthe order yM (which in case ofyM � ln(Q2=Q 2
0) has already been

reached forQ 2
0 < q2,seeabove),whereasfor� thecondition isln(Q 2

0=q
2)� ys.In orderto evaluate

theintegral(4.2),weshiftthe�i-contourstotheright(such thatitalwayspassesthrough thesaddle

point),and we deform the �-contour as shown in Fig.5. For q2 ! 0 the saddle pointapproaches

� = � 1,�i= 0 and the�nalresultsplits(4.2)into two contributions:thepolecontribution which

isindependentofq2,and aq2-dependentpartwhich can becom puted from thesaddlepointsin eqs.
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(4.9)and (4.10).Since we look forsaddle pointsclose to �i= 0 and � = � 1,we can approxim ate

the �-function by itsleading polesand �nd:

�
q2

Q 2

exp
�

2

q
�sN c

�
yM ln

Q 2

q2

�

2
h

��sN cyM ln
Q 2

q2

i1
4

exp

 

4

r

�sN c

�
ysln

Q 2

0

q2

!

4

r

��sN cysln
Q 2

0

q2

(4.11)

(we rem ind that the starting point ofour discussion,eq.(4.2),represents a som ewhat sim pli�ed

approxim ation to the partialwave in (4.1). In particular, the triple ladder vertex in (2.20) is

valid only near the point � = �1 + �2. The fullexpression in (2.18) contains other poles at

� = �1+ �2� 1;:::which lead tocontributionsthatarenonleadingatsm allq2.Since(4.11)represents

such anonleadingcontribution,weshould,in principle,havestarted from an approxim ation which is

m oreaccuratethan (4.2)and containsalsothepoleat� = �1+ �2� 1.However,them odi�cation of

(4.11)consistsonly ofpowersofys;yM and ln(Q 2
0=q

2)in frontoftheexponentialand isnotessential

forourdiscussion). Eq. (4.11)showsthe fam ilardouble leading log result: ln(M 2=Q 2)ln(Q 2=q2)

for the upperladder (� ’ � 1) with the usualordering ofthe internaltransverse m om enta from

the large scale Q 2 atthe top down to the sm allscale q2,whereasthe lowerladdersdependenton

the double logs ln(s=M 2)ln(Q 2
0=q

2) with an inverse ordering (�i ’ 0) from the lower scale q2 at

the vertex up to the ’larger’scale Q 2
0 at the hadronic side ofthe diagram . Itis easy to estim ate

the typicalscale oftransverse m om enta at the triple ladder vertex: the contribution (4.11) will

reach itsm axim um ifthe k2T-evolution insidethe laddersabove and below are aslong aspossible:

consequently,the m om enta at the triple Pom eron vertex willtry to be as sm allas possible,i.e.

ofthe orderofq2. Thisvalue should be rather independentofthe energies. Although (4.11),by

itself,vanishesasq2 ! 0,itisneverthelessofphysicalinterestsince itdeterm inesthe slopeofthe

crosssection neart= 0. The derivative of(4.11) becom esin�nite att= 0;for�nite (butsm all)

titincreaseswith both ys and yM .Itshould,however,be keptin m ind thatthislarge slope near

t= 0,however,isdueto very sm allm om enta atthetripleladdervertex.In thisregion,predictions

which are based upon a perturbative analysisarenotreliable.

Atq2 = 0 expression (4.11)vanishesand only thesecond contribution,com ing from thepolein

the �-plane at� = �1 + �2 givesa nonzero contribution (the exponentofq2 in (4.2)equalszero).
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Theintegralsover�1 and �2 are doneusing the saddlepointapproxim ation ofthe exponent:

 (�1;�2)= yM �(�1 + �2)+ ys[�(�1)+ �(�2)]+ (�1 + �2)lnQ
2
=Q

2
0 (4.12)

W econsiderafew caseswhich wecan treatanalytically.Them ostinterestingoneisthelow m ass

region yM � ys which we have discussed also forq2 6= 0. The saddle pointanalysisdistinguishes

between the two regions:

(a) y2syM �

 

ln
Q 2

Q 2
0

! 3

(4.13)

(b) y2syM �

 

ln
Q 2

Q 2
0

! 3

(4.14)

Thesaddlepointsare :

(a) �1S = �2S = �
1

2
+

 
N c�s

4�

1

�00(� 1

2
)

yM

ys

! 1

3

(4.15)

(b) �1S = �2S = �
1

2
+

v
u
u
t
N c�s

4�

yM

ln
Q 2

Q 2

0

; (4.16)

and we obtain the following resultsfor(4.2):

(a)
Q 2
0

Q 2
exp

0

@ 2ys!B F K L +
3

2

�
N c�syM

�

� 2

3

"
ys�

00(� 1

2
)

2

#1

3

1

A
1

p
12�ys�

00(� 1

2
)

(4.17)

(b)
Q 2
0

Q 2
exp

 

2ys!B F K L + 2

s

N c�s

�
yM ln

Q 2

Q 2
0

!
1

q

4�2ys�
00(� 1

2
)

0

@
yM

ln3
Q 2

Q 2

0

N c�s

16�

1

A

1

4

(4.18)

Case (a) is the one which should be com pared to our discussion for for q2 6= 0 (4.5) and

yM � ln(Q2=Q 2
0). W e com pare the results (4.5),(4.7),and (4.17),keeping the variables ys,yM ,

and Q 2=Q 2
0 �xed.G oing from thepointq2 = Q 2 in (4.5)to q2 = Q 2

0 in (4.7),weobservean increase

(com ing from the exponential) which depends upon the ratio ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)=yM . At q2 = 0,(4.17)

givesa �nite value which,once m ore,islargerthan (4.7). Thislastincrease willdepend upon ys:

the larger ys,the stronger the enhancem ent. The change from the behavior (4.7) to (4.17) takes

place when ln(Q 2
0=q

2)isofthe orderofys (see above).

Letusdiscusssom echaracteristicfeaturesofthispolecontribution to (4.2).A typicalproperty

ofthe sm allm ass region (yM � ys) is the location ofthe saddle point of� = �1 + �2 close to
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-1. In thisregion the pole term ofthe �rst�-function in eq. (4.12) dom inates,i.e the transverse

m om enta ofthe upperladderare strongly ordered. So the physicsinside the upperladderis the

sam e asdiscussed after(4.11): the internaltransverse m om entum decreases(strongly ordered)as

we m ove down from the photon to the triple ladder vertex. The two lower ladders,on the other

hand,rem ain in the BFK L-region (�1 and �2 are close to � 1=2),and we have the usualdi�usion

in ln(k2T=Q
2
0) inside the ladders. Ifwe ask for the typicalm om entum scale at the triple ladder

vertex,werecognize two com peting e�ects:theupperladderwith itsstrong ordering triesto have

asm uch evolution aspossible,i.e.tendsto lowerthem om entum atthetripleladdervertex.From

below,on theotherhand,wehave two (approxim ately)gaussian distributionsin ln(Q 2
0=k

2
T)which

are centered at the hadronic scale Q 2
0,have a width ofthe order ys and,in particular,suppress

the region ofvery sm allm om enta. Convoluting these gaussianswith the distribution from above,

we �nd a m axim um atln(Q 2
0=k

2
T)= (yM y2s)

1

3 + 2

3
ln(Q 2=Q 2

0). Consequently,forlarge energiesthe

average m om entum value atthe tripleladdervertex issm alland decreaseswith the energy:

< k
2
T=Q

2
0 > � exp(� const� (yM y

2
s)

1

3): (4.19)

O ne therefore expects that with increasing energy the di�usion enters m ore and m ore into the

infrared region where perturbation theory becom es unreliable. The two lower \hard\ Pom erons,

therefore,from which ouranalysis had started,should m ore and m ore transform them selves into

\soft\ (nonperturbative)ones.

Sum m arizing our discussion of case (a), our analysis of (4.2) (which is proportionalto the

inclusive cross section) consists oftwo pieces: the leading one (4.17) determ ines the size ofthe

cross section at t= 0. The �rstnonleading term (4.11) vanishes at t= 0,butit determ ines the

slope which becom es in�nite at t = 0. So our cross section, as a function oft,has a cusp at

t= 0.Sincetheslopeincreaseswith ys,thewidth ofthecusp shrinkswith increasing energy.This

situation isrem iniscentofthetwo gluon exchangediscussed in [20]:theresultforthecrosssection

is�nite,butthe slope att= 0 isin�nite,too.Butourresultdi�ersfrom the sim plercase of [20]

in thatourcusp hasan energy dependentwidth.The physicalorigin forthiskind of\shrinkage\

liesin theexponentialfactorsin (4.11),i.e.theG LAP evolution aboveand below thetripleladder
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vertex. The analysis ofthe typicalm om entum scale at the triple ladder vertex indicates that,

within ourpurely perturbative analysis,m ore credibility should be given to the value ofthe cross

section at t= 0 rather than to its slope near t= 0 which has been found to be a large distance

e�ect.

The case (b)doesnotrequire m uch new discussion: atthe triple laddervertex we again have

the com petition between the G LAP ordering from above and the di�usion from below. The very

large photon m assnow tries to pullthe m om enta towards large values;butitturnsoutthatthe

m om entum scale atthe centralvertex neverexceedsthehadronicscale Q 2
0:

< ln(k2T)> � ln(Q20): (4.20)

So thelowerPom eronsagain like to becom e nonperturbative,although som ewhatlessthan in the

case (a).

Finally wealso m ention a few resultson thelargem assregion neart= 0.W econsiderthetwo

cases:

(c) yM = ys � ln
Q 2

Q 2

0

(4.21)

(d) yM � ys � ln
Q 2

Q 2

0

(4.22)

In the �rstcase,we �nd the stationary pointnear� 1 = �2 = � 1=3 and � = � 2=3,in the second

case near�1 = �2 = � 1=4 and � = � 1=2.Theconditionsare:

(c) �1S = �2S = �
1

3
(4.23)

(d) �1S = �2S = �
1

4
�

ys�
0(� 1

4
)

2yM �00(� 1

2
)

(4.24)

They lead to theresults:

(c)
�
Q 2

0

Q 2

� 2

3

exp
�

yM �(�
2

3
)+ 2ys�(�

1

3
)
�

1p
4�2ys�

00(�
1

3
)

1p
ys�

00(�
1

3
)+ 2yM �00(�

2

3
)

(4.25)

(d)

r
Q 2

0

Q 2 exp
�

yM !B F K L + 2ys�(�
1

4
)
�

1p
8�2yM ys�

00(�
1

2
)�00(�

1

4
)
: (4.26)

Thevaluesofthe �-functionsare:

(c) �(� 1

3
) = �(� 2

3
) = N c�s

�
3ln3 � 0:59 (4.27)
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(d) �(� 1

4
) = N c�s

�
6ln2 � 0:75 (4.28)

W e brie
y discuss som e properties ofthese results. M ost striking is the change in the power

behaviorin both sand M 2.Com pared with both (4.17)or(4.18),thecoe�cientsofy M and ys have

increased (cf.(4.27)and (4.28)):both valuesofthe �-function are largerthan !B F K L = �(� 1

2
)=

4N c�s
�

4ln2 � 0:5).Translating thisinto powersofs and M 2,we obtain:

(c) d2�

dtdM 2 � s2�(�
1

3
)(M 2)�1��(�

1

3
) (4.29)

(d) d2�

dtdM 2 � s2�(�
1

4
)(M 2)�1+ �(�

1

4
)�2�(�

1

2
): (4.30)

In contrast to the low-m ass region (cases (a) and (b)),the m om entum distribution at the triple

laddervertex isnow a resultofdi�usion in ln(k2T)from both theupperand thetwo lowerladders.

Com bining thiswith the conservation law � = �1 + �2,we �nd thatthe scale atthe triple ladder

vertex behavesas:

(c)

�
k2
T

Q 2

0

�

�

�
Q 2

Q 2

0

�1=3
� exp(� ys�

0(� 1

3
)) (4.31)

(d)

�
k2
T

Q 2

0

�

� exp(� ys�
0(� 1

4
)): (4.32)

Again we �nd thatthe typicalm om entum scale atthe triple laddertendsto be sm allerthan Q 2
0.

W e �nally m ention that for large ln(Q 2
0=Q

2
0) the m om entum scale reaches,as the lim iting value,

Q 2
0,i.e.itwillnevergetlarge.

4.2 T he Four G luon State

So farourdiscussion had been restricted to the�rstpartofthetripleReggecrosssection (Fig.1b),

the triple ladder vertex. W e now turn to the contributions ofFig.1a. W ith our present under-

standing ofthefourgluon state we arenotyetable to calculate thecrosssection analytically:the

m ain obstacleisourignoranceoftheleading !-planesingularity ofthefourgluon state.Therefore

we shalllim itourselvesto a qualitative discussion ofthe sm all-tbehavior. W e �rstrearrange the

interactions ofthe four gluon state as shown in Fig.6a: �rst sum over allrungs in the channels

(12) and (34),then switch to the channels (13) and (24) etc. For the transition vertex 2 gluons
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! 4 gluonswhich hasbeen derived and discussed in [2]we only need to know the following two

features: (i) it vanishes as any ofthe four lower gluon m om enta goes to zero;(ii) it possesses a

scaling property: when coupled to the BFK L ladders above and the two Pom erons below (to be

m ore precise: the upper E (�)-functions ofthe two BFK L-Pom erons),its dependence upon q1 is

sim ply a factor (q21)
�1+ �

0

1
�� . The internalintegrations converge as long as � > �1 + �2,and for

� = �1 + �2 we getthe fam iliarpole

1

� � �1 � �01
(4.33)

W ehavenotyetattem pted to calculate thecoe�cient,sinceourdicussion ofthispartwillhaveto

rem ain qualitative anyhow. Foreach \switch\ from the channels(ij),(kl)to (ik),(jl)or(il),(jk)

(Fig.6b)we have an e�ective (m om entum dependent)vertex which scalesas

(q2i)
�1�� i��

0

i
+ �i+ 1+ �

0

i+ 1W (q2i+ 1=q
2
i): (4.34)

Let us say a few words about the function W (q2i+ 1=q
2
i). In the ultraviolet region the internal

m om entum integralconverges as dk2=(k2)2. In the infrared region a potentialdivergence could

com e from the region where one ofthe internallines(forexam ple,line a in Fig.6b)becom essoft.

Aslong asthe lowerm om enta (qi+ 1 in Fig.6b)isnonzero,we have the delta function piecesfrom

both thePom eron aboveand below which,at�rstsight,seem to beill-de�ned.However,including

the am putating factork2 and using the regularization given in (2.12),weobtain the behavior

dk
2 �2

(k2)1�2�
(4.35)

In thelim it� ! 0 wehave two zerosin thenum erator,thesingularity atk2 = 0 isintegrable,and

the whole integralrem ains�nite. W hen the lowerm om entum qi+ 1 istaken to zero (i.e. in Fig.6b

the lowerPom eronsare in the forward direction and behave as(k2)�3=2�i�=2 (eq.(2.9)),both lines

a and b becom e soft sim ultaneously. Including the �-function pieces from the upper two BFK L

Pom erons,thek-integraldivergesas(q2i+ 1)
�1=2�i� ,butism ultiplied by two �-factors.Asa result,

this divergent contribution drops out,and the nonvanishing result com es from the nonsingular

piecesoftheBFK L vertices.HenceW isa well-de�ned function,and,in particular,W (0)is�nite.

25



From these sim ple argum ents alone italready follows thatthe fourgluon state in Fig.6a has the

following pattern ofm om entum integrals(Fig6.c):

Z
1

0

dq
2
1:::dq

2
n

1

� � �1 � �01
(q21)

�1��+ � 2+ �
0

2W (
q22

q21
)::::(q2n)

�1�� n ��
0

n
+ �l+ �rW (

q2

q2n
) (4.36)

Introducing thenew variables�1 = q21=q
2
2;:::;�n = q2n=q

2 we obtain:

Z
1

0

d�1

�1
:::
d�n

�n

1

� � �1 � �01
�
�1+ �

0

1
��

1 :::�
�l+ �r��
n W (

1

�1
):::W (

1

�n
)(q2)�l+ �r�� : (4.37)

As long as � > �i+ �0i the �-integrals are �nite,both in the ultraviolet and infrared region. At

q2 = 0,theweput�n = q2n=Q
2
0,and theintegralover�n leadsto theconservation law �(�� �l� �r).

In orderto illustrate how the the saddle pointargum entworksin the lim itq2 = 0 we restrict

ourselvesto thecasewith only onetwo-Pom eron stateabove(Fig.7).To seetheinterplay between

the single BFK L and the two-BFK L state,it willbe usefulto keep the rapidity variable at the

2 ! 4 gluon transition vertex.Instead of(4.2)we now have:

Z yM

0

dy
0

M

Z Z Z Z Z
d�

2�i

d�1

2�i

d�01

2�i

d�l

2�i

d�r

2�i

�
q2

Q 2

0

��l+ �r��
�
Q 2

Q 2

0

��

(� � �1 � �01)(� � �l� �r)

� e
(yM �y 0

M
)�(�)+ y0

M
[�(�1)+ �(�

0

1
)]+ ys[�(�l)+ �(�r)] (4.38)

First,weconsiderq2 to beoftheorderofQ 2.In thisregion eq.(4.38)receives,from thenonforward

coupling ofthelowerPom eronsto theproton,an extra factor
�
Q 2

Q 2

0

�
�� l�� r

,and theQ 2 dependence

dropsout.Asa result,thesaddlepointissolely determ ined by theexponentexp((yM � y0M )�(�)+

y0M [�(�1)+ �(�01)]+ ys[�(�l)+ �(�r)]). The saddle pointanalysis is sim ple and yields the value

�S = �1S = �01S = �lS = �rS = � 1=2. Inserting thisvalue we �nd exp([yM + y0M + 2ys]!B F K L)

which reaches its m axim um aty0M = yM ,i.e. the two-BFK L state gets allthe available rapidity.

In thesam eway thefourgloun bound state willdom inateoverthesingleBFK L-singularity which

leadsto a new power-behaviourin M 2=s.

Ifwe take,now,q2 to be ofthe orderofQ 2
0,we have to perform a m ore accurate saddle point

analysis.Introducing �lS = �r S = �lrS and �1 S = �0
1 S = �0S we �nd thefollowing equations:

0 = � �(�S)+ 2�(�0S) (4.39)
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0 = y
0

M �(�0S) (4.40)

0= ys�(�lrS) (4.41)

0 = (yM � y
0

M )�
0(�S)+ ln(Q 2

=q
2) (4.42)

The second and third equationsyield �0S = �lrS = � 1=2. The �rstequation then issolved by �S

which lies between -1/2 and -1. This saddle point gives the dom inant behaviour as long as yM

exceedsthe \critical" value

yM c =
ln(Q 2=Q 2

0)

j�0(�S)j
: (4.43)

Fory0M we then �nd:

y
0

M = yM � yM c: (4.44)

IfyM issm allerthan yM c,y
0

M staysatzero,i.ethetwo-BFK L statehaszero rapidity and becom es

asubleadingcorrection tothesingleBFK L ladderabovethetwo-BFK L state.Henceweareback to

thethree-laddercasediscussed before.In particular,ifyM getssm allin com parison with lnQ 2=Q 2
0,

the saddlepointvalue �S slidesdown towards� 1,and theusualG LAP-dynam icstakesover.

In the lim itt! 0 we return to (4.38)and perform the �-integral. Closing the contourto the

left,we have thetwo poles:

Z yM
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e
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1
)

1

A (4.45)

W e willnow show that,at t = 0,only the �rst term survives;to this end we study the saddle

points ofeach term seperately. W e begin with the �rst one. Putting again �lS = �r S = �lrS,

�1 S = �0
1 S = �0S,the saddlepointconditionsare:

0 = � �(2�lrS)+ 2�(�0S) (4.46)

0 = y
0

M �(�0S) (4.47)

0= (yM � y
0

M )�0(2�lrS)+ ys�
0(�lrS)+ ln(Q 2

=Q
2
0) (4.48)
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The second equation is solved if�0S = � 1=2 (the other possibility y0M = 0 willbe discussed in a

m om ent). The �rstequation then issolved by a value �lrS which liesbetween -1/2 and -1/3. As

long asyM exceeds(\large-M region\)the value

yM c =
ys�

0(�lrS)+ ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)

j�0(2�lrS)j
; (4.49)

eq.(4.48)hasthe solution

y
0

M =
yM j�

0(2�lrS)j� yS�
0(�lrS)� ln(Q2=Q 2

0)

j�0(2�lrS)j
(4.50)

In other words,the rapidity yM is distributed between the single BFK L Pom eron and the two-

Pom eron state in a very characteristic way. To obtain a resultfor the �rstpartof(4.45) we put

y0M equalto the value given in (4.50) and use the saddle pointapproxim ation forthe �-integrals.

Theresultisproportionalto:

exp
h

2ys�(�lrS)+ 2yM !B F K L + 2�lrS ln(Q
2
=Q

2
0)
i

(4.51)

Note thatthe coe�cienty s isbiggerthan the \naive\ expectation 2!B F K L. W hen yM islowered

and reachesyM c,the saddle pointvalue yM S m ovesdown to zero,i.e. the single BFK L Pom eron

state getsthe fullavailable rapidity yM . Now we are in a situation analogousto the triple ladder

approxim ation ofthe previous subsection: the two-BFK L state becom es a subleading correction

to the triple laddervertex. W hen yM furtherdecreases(or,alternatively,eitherQ 2 orys becom e

large),eqs.(4.46) and (4.48) can no longer be satis�ed: the m axim um ofthe exponent in (4.45)

staysaty0M = 0,and �lrS slidesdown towards� 1=2:

�lrS = � 1

2
+ 1

2

�
2yM �sN c

ys��
00(�1=2)
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3
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0)�

�

yM y
2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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0(� 1

2
)2�sN c

4�

� 1

3

� ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)

(4.52)

which isidenticalto thetriple laddercase (4.15)and (4.16).

Asto the second term in (4.45),the analysisisvery sim ilarto the previousones,and we can

bebriefin describing them ain results.Thesaddlepointvalue�lrS followsfrom the condition

0= ys�
0(�lrS)� ln(Q20=q

2); (4.53)
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i.e.itstartsat-1/2 and tendstowardszero,asq2 becom essm allerand sm aller.Again,there isa

\critical\ value ofyM :

yM c =
ln(Q 2=q2)

j�0(2�0
S
)j

(4.54)

where�0S satis�es

�(2�0S)= 2�(�0S): (4.55)

ForyM > yM c (or,alternatively,m oderateQ
2 and �niteq2),them axim alcontribution belongsto

som e 0 < y0M < yM ,i.e. the rapidity spreadsover both the single and double BFK L state. The

powerofq2 isnegative:

�l+ �r � �1 � �
0

1 � 2�lrS � 2�0S < 0 (4.56)

and the overallsign ofthe second term in (4.45) is positive. For yM < yM c (or,alternatively,

sm aller and sm aller q2),the m axim um com es from y0M = 0;the saddle point �S is now close to

zero,and �0S m oves towards -1/2. As a result the exponent ofq2 approaches + 1,and the term

vanishes� q2.

Finallywewish tosayafew wordsaboutthegeneralcasewheretheiteration ofthetwo-Pom eron

statesabove the vertex generatesa new singularity in the !-plane. The structure of(4.36)shows

that the conservation ofconform alspin at t = 0 works for any iteration ofthe two-BFK L cut.

G uided by thecalculation oftheanom alousdim ension ofthefour-gluon operator [18,19]onem ay

speculate that the new singularity lies to the rightofthe two-BFK L cut,i.e. !4 > 2!B F K L. As

long asthe corresponding saddle pointvalue of� isdi�erentfrom -1 (we expectitagain to be at

� = � 1=2),thecoupling ofthisnew singularity to thelowerBFK L-singularitieswillhavethesam e

features asin the triple laddercase,and we expect(qualitatively) the sam e physicalpicture. To

be concrete we expect an expression sim ilar to eq.(4.2),with �(�)being replaced by another,so

far unknown function of�. For the low m ass region,the dom inant behavior near t= 0 is given

by the point � = � 1,where G LAP-like evolution holds. Consequently,the four gluon state will

provideonly som e(notso interesting)correctionsto thetripleladderpicture(thehigher-twistpart

ofthe four gluon state belongs to � = � 2 and is not im portant for our discussion here). In the
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large-M 2 region the saddle pointin � willm ove away from -1 to som e �nite value between -1 and

0,in analogy with (4.23),(4.24). Because ofthe higherintercept,the fourgluon state willobtain

the fullrapidity yM ,whereas the single-BFK L state acts like a direct coupling ofthe four gluon

system to the ferm ion loop. Furtherm ore,in thisregion ofyM the contribution ofthe fourgluon

state willdom inate overthe tripleladderpart.

4.3 Sum m ary

Let us try to sum m arize the results obtained in this section. Starting at som e value away from

t= 0,say q2 = � toftheorderofthehadronicscaleQ2,ourcrosssection form ulawillbedom inated

by theleading !-planesingularitiesabove and and below thetriplevertex.In theuppert-channel

the leading singularity isgiven by the fourgluon state -eitherthe two-BFK L state ora new four

gluon bound statewith intercept!4 > 2!B F K L -,whereasin thelowerPom eronswehavetheusual

BFK L singularity at! = !B F K L. In thisregion ofm om entum transfertone observesa negative

poweroft,i.e.thecrosssection growswith decreasing � tas1=
p
� t.Asto them om entum scaleat

thetriplevertex,wehavetheusualdi�usion picturein allthreet-channels.In allthreePom erons,

the di�usion into the infrared region is stopped by the m om entum transfert� Q2,only a sm all

contribution m ightcom efrom theregion atorbelow thehadronicscaleQ 2
0 unlessthephoton m ass

Q 2 isto sm all(oftheorderofQ 2
0).

Astapproacheszero,severalchangesoccur.Firstofall,thenegative poweroftstartsto m ove

towardspositive values:the initialrise with tcom esto stop,and the crosssection reachesa �nite

lim it. Att= 0,the dependence upon s and M 2 becom esratherinvolved. M oststriking,there is

no sim pleuncorrelated energy dependence,but,thepowersofsand M 2 changewith thekinem atic

region.To begin with thesm all-M region (theprecisecondition isgiven in (4.44)),theuppergluon

system isdeterm ined by G LAP dynam ics,i.e.wehavea clean twist-two statewith strong ordering

in thetransversem om entum .ThelowerPom eronsare to beevaluated in the BFK L lim itand the

singularity at!B F K L desribesthesdependence.In particular,thefour-gluon stateabovethetriple

vertex isnonleading:itservesm erely asa renorm alization ofthe triple laddervertex discussed in

the�rstpart.Thetypicalm om entum scale atthetripleladdervertex arisesfrom thecom petition
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between the strong ordering dynam icsabove and the di�usion m echanism from below:theform er

one tendsto push the average scale into the infrared region,even below thehadronicscale Q 2
0.

Thelarge-M region,on theotherhand,hasquitedi�erentcharacteristics.G enerally speaking,

now thefourgluon stateabovethetriplevertex isequally oreven m oreim portantthan thesim ple

triple laddervertex. W e therefore have to considerthe contribution ofthe two-BFK L singularity

and,in case it exists,also the form ation ofa new bound state to the right of2!B F K L. In m ore

detail,dueto theconservation in � (conform aldim ension),theleading ! singularitiesin theupper

and thelowerPom eronsarelinked togetherwhich im plies,forthelowerPom erons,thattheleading

! islargerthan !B F K L.The am ountby which the singularitiesare shifted towardslargervalues,

dependsupon theway in which thetotalavailablerapidity isdistributed between them issing m ass

(yM = ln(M 2=Q 2)) and the rapidity gap (ys = ln(s=M 2)). O ne ofthe m ain conclusions ofthis

analysisoftheenergy dependencethereforeisthatthewayin which theBFKL Pom eron contributes

depends upon itsenvironm ent.

5 D iscussion and C onclusions

In thispaperwehaveobtained �rstanalyticresultson therathercom plicated crosssection form ula

forthedi�ractivedissociation ofthephoton in deep inelasticscatteringof[2].O urm ain interestwas

the behaviourneart= 0: forseveralreasonswe expectthispointto be particularly \dangerous\

for the validity ofperturbation theory. As one ofthe m ain results ofour investigation we have

found that,within theBFK L approxim ation,thecrosssection is�niteatzero m om entum transfer

t = � q2 = 0. At the sam e tim e, however, the lnk2t di�usion has penetrated deeply into the

infrared region,and thetypicaltransversem om entum atthetriplePom eron vertex isfairly sm all.

Consequently, the BFK L approxim ation used in [2]provides a well-de�ned starting point for

a sytem atic unitarization procedure,but it also em phazises the need for including higher order

unitarizing corrections.Perform ing a carefulsaddle pointanalysisofourcrosssection form ula we

have also found very specialfeaturesofthe dependenceupon s and M 2 neart= 0.Asa function
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oft,thecrosssection hasa cusp-structure,and thecusp shrinkswith increasing energy.Theorigin

ofthese phenom ena can betraced back to the conservation ofconform aldim ensionswhich relates

to one ofthe profound propertiesoftheBFK L approxim ation.

Although ourm ain interestconcernsthe lim itt= 0,itisinstructive to extend ourdiscussion

to theregion ofnonzero t.W econsiderthetripleReggelim itwith ln(Q 2=Q 2
0)being oftheorderof

ln(M 2=Q 2). Starting with tofthe orderofQ 2,we �nd thatthe upperpartofthe diagram 1a,1b

isgoverned by the usualdi�usion ofthe internaltransverse m om enta around Q 2. Thiskinem atic

region leadsto the1=
p
� t-behaviourofthecrosssection [1],and in thesim plestcaseofonly three

laddersto thecoupling ofthethreeBFK L-singularities.New in ouranalysisisthefourgluon state

above the junction ofthe two lower Pom erons: it contains the two-BFK L state,but we expect

that also a new bound state to the right ofthe two-BFK L singuilarity willbe form ed. Both the

two-BFK L state and the new bound state willdom inate the single-BFK L state,and we expecta

di�erent,new dependenceon M 2 which m ay bem easured in future.

Decreasing � t down to Q20 we have to distinguish between two di�erent cases: the \high

m assregion\ (lnM 2=Q 2 largerthan lnQ 2=Q 2
0)and the\low m assregion\ (lnM 2=Q 2 sm allerthan

lnQ 2=Q 2
0);the m ore precise de�nition isgiven in section 4 (eq.(4.43)). In the form ercase we are

stillin di�usion region,and thefourgluon state playsan im portantrole.In thesecond case,how-

ever,thecaseofnotso largeM 2,weentertheG LAP region wherethesingleBFK L laddergivesa

largercontribution than the two-BFK L state orthe new bound state since both contributionsare

subleading in ln(Q 2=Q 2
0). Now the dynam ic ofthe evolution haschanged crucially from di�usion

(which includesallhighertwistcontributions)to theusualG LAP-evolution and thedom inanceof

the leading twist piece. Furtherm ore,the M 2-dependence experiences a change which should be

m easurable.

The advantage ofconsidering �rstthe region t6= 0 (before m oving towardst= 0)isthatthe

BFK L di�usion staysaway from the infrared region,and the use ofperturbation theory isbetter

justi�ed. From this pointofview it would be even m ore advantageous to m ove into the large t-

region,� t� Q2.A kinem atic con�guration ofthistypeisrealized in thedi�ractive vectorm eson
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production asdiscussed in ref.[21](seealso ref.[22]).Theapproach in ref.[2]isgeneralenough to

bealso applicable forthisprocess.O neonly needsto substitutethecorresponding wave functions

ofthe initialparticlesand hasto carry outan analysisquite analogousto the one outlined in this

paper. The m ajor di�erence becom es visible when trying to perform the saddle point analysis:

for q2 = � t ! 1 (as opposed to: q2 ! 0) the � contours have to be closed in the opposite

direction,and othersingularitiesbecom e relevant.Thelarge-tlim it,therefore,requiresa separate

investigation.

Returningtot= 0weagain havethetwo regionsoflow and high m assM (theprecisede�nition

isin (4.49)and now also dependsupon ln(s=M 2)).Asbefore,thehigh m assregion ischaracterized

by thedi�usion dynam ics,and thefourgluon stateplaysan im portantrole,whereasthelow m ass

region is governed by the single BFK L ladder in the G LAP region. At the sam e tim e,however,

we face the problem thatthe typicalm om entum scale atthe Triple Pom eorn vertex liesfarin the

infrared region whereleading orderperturbation theory becom esunreliableand weshould com pute

higherordercorrection.Atthem om ent,therefore,wecan onlyguesswhatthe\true\Q CD behavior

willbe.Herea com parison ofthesm all-x behaviorofF2 atlargeQ
2 with thehigh energy behavior

ofthephotoproduction totalcrosssection m ay behelpful.Forsu�ciently large Q 2,itseem squite

adequateto usetheBFK L-approxim ation forthex-dependenceofF2,sincethem ain contribution

ofthe m om entum integralscom esfrom the ultravioletregion;the resultofthisisthe well-known

powerbehaviorF2 � (1=x)!B F K L .W hen we lowerQ 2,the contribution ofsm allinternalm om enta

becom es larger and we should include m ore and m ore corrections to the BFK L-approxim ation;

eventually,nonperturbativee�ectswilltake over.O n theotherhand weknow thatatQ 2 = 0 (the

photoproduction lim it)the energy dependenceism uch weaker(�tot(

�)� (W 2)0:08)than atlarge

Q 2: as a �rst guess,therefore,one expects that the \true\ (as opposed to: perturbative) Q CD-

behavior in the infrared region willtend to lower the increase with the energy. Consequently,in

ourcrosssection form ula (4.1)forthe di�ractive dissociation we expectthatatt= 0 the e�ective

power ofs=M 2 willbe sm aller than predicted by our perturbative analysis. How this com bines

with the t-dependence obtained in ouranalytic analysishasto be studied in a num ericalanalysis

33



which willbethenextstep in ourprogram .

A lastrem ark should be m ade on the Pom eron structure function. Although the term inology

’Pom eron structurefunction’isquestionablesincefactorization doesnothold in theusualsence,we

willneverthelessuse ithere,since in the literature di�ractive dissociation isfairly often discussed

in those term s. O ne ofthe new elem ents included into ouranalysisisthe fourgluon state in the

uppert-channel.Sincethetwo lowerPom eronsalready com ewith two gluonseach,thisfourgluon

state com es for free,i.e. it costs now extra power of�s to create this state. In this sense the

appearanceofthefourgluon statein thePom eron structurefunction isnotasm uch a higherorder

e�ect as in F2. O ne also should bear in m ind that,within the BFK L approxim ation,the four

gluon state not only contributes to twist four but also to the leading twist. As to the question

underwhich circum stancesthisfourgluon state contributes,wedistinguish between thetwo cases

m entioned before (low m ass and high m ass). In the form er case we have G LAP-dynam ics above

the triple Pom eron vertex,i.e. the Q 2 evolution isdesribed by the usual(leading twist)evolution

equations. The four gluon state only appears in the initialdistribution. For the latter case,the

upperpartisgoverned by BFK L-type di�usion,and we have seen thatthe fourgluon state m ay

even dom inatethetwo-gluon ladders.HeretheQ 2-evolution willfeelthepresenceofthefourgluon

state (to describe thisin m ore detailrequiresa betterunderstanding ofthe dynam icsofthe four

gluon state). In sum m ary,in the large-m ass region we expectthe Pom eron structure function to

be m ore e�ected by the new fourgluon state (\screening")than F2,the totaldeep inelastic cross

section.
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Figure captions

Fig. 1a :G eneralstructure ofthe crosssection ofthe di�ractive dissociation ofa virtualphoton

into q�q + n gluons in the triple regge lim it. Here and in the following �gures wavy lines

denote reggeized gluons,a shaded circle represents the BFK L-pom eron (eq.2.6),a shaded

ellipse representsthe pom eronscoupling to the proton (eq.2.16)and black ellipsesrepresent

di�erenttypesof2 ! n gluon interactions.

Fig.1b :A disconnected contribution to the crossof
� + p ! p+ q�q+ n gluons.

Fig. 2a : Am plitude ofthe production ofa q�q -pairin deep inelastic di�ractive photon-proton

scattering. The sum m ation runs over alldi�erent couplings ofthe two reggeized gluons to

the q�q -pair.

Fig.2b :G raphicalrepresentation ofthe building blocksofthe partialwave am plitude (eq.2.17)

ofdi�ractive q�q -production.

Fig.3 :G raphicalrepresentation ofthetotalcrosssection �(
�+ proton)(eq.(2.30).

Fig.4 :A contribution to theam plitudeofproduction ofq�q+ n gluonsin deep inelasticdi�ractive

photon-proton scattering.

Fig.5 :Integration path and singularity ofthe � -integration (eq.4.2)in thecom plex � -plane.

Fig.6a :Reordering oftwo-gluon interactionsin the fourgluon state.
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Fig. 6b :G raphicalrepresentation ofthe e�ective vertex (eq.4.34)forthe recoupling from inter-

action channels(ij),(kl)to (ik),(jl).

Fig. 6c :Com pactrepresentation ofthe fourgluon state asa state oftwo pom eronsinteracting

via an e�ective recoupling vertex.

Fig.7 :Thecontribution (4.38)to the crosssection ofdi�ractive production ofq�q+ gluonswith

a single pom eron interaction in the fourgluon state.
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