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A bstract

Softpom eron �tsreproduce allzero-Q 2
data forlightquarks,butrun into

problem satHERA forheavym esonsandforhighQ 2
,andattheTevatronfor

W di�ractiveproduction.Ireview thebasicpropertiesofthesoftpom eron,

and outline the possibilitieswhich have been considered to accountforthe

new data.

1 Light quarks at Q 2
= 0:

At high energy,pom eron exchange controlstotalcrosssections,single-and

double- di�ractive cross sections and elastic cross sections. Allthese rise

very slowly with s,and whateverisresponsibleforthatriseiscalled thesoft

pom eron.W eshallexam ineonlytwoofthem ostextrem em odels[1,2]which

successfully reproduce the data. Allexisting m odelsdi�erby theiranswers

to thefollowing questions:

� Is the pom eron a Regge trajectory? One ofthe m ostsuccessfulm odelsis

thatofDonnachieand Landsho� (DL)[1],who �tallthesoftcrosssections
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using two Regge trajectories: a degenerate one for the � (ofcharge parity

C = �1)and a (C = +1)exchanges,and anotherforthe pom eron. Asthe

center-of-m assenergy
p
s becom eslarge,and form om entum transferst� 1

GeV 2, the pom eron trajectory dom inates the hadronic elastic am plitude,

which behaveslikes1:08+ 0:25t.From such a trajectory,Reggetheory predicts

the existence ofa 2+ + glueball,with a m ass ofthe order of1.9 GeV.A

glueballcandidatehasbeen found precisely atthatm ass[3].

Notethata sim ple-polebehaviourisnotrequired to �ttheslow increase

ofthesoftcrosssections:severalotherm odelsreproduceitvery successfully,

and thebasicdi�erenceleadsto thesecond issue.

�Unitarisation:A sim ple-polebehaviourwilleventually break theFroissard

bound. Hence,once an am plitude increasing with s faster than a log
2
s is

assum ed,one needsto confrontthe question ofunitarisation. Asone deals

with high-s,eikonalm ethodsareapplicable:onecan gotoim pactparam eter

space,calculatem ultipleexchangesthere,then sum them and go back to t.

Nevertheless,wedo notknow whatthepom eron couplesto.Ifitcouples

to quarks, then two-pom eron exchange contains m ore diagram s than the

standard eikonalexpansion,as m ultiple exchanges can couple to di�erent

quarks. In the DL m odel[1],atthe two-pom eron-exchange level,thisleads

toasubstantialreduction ofthecoe�cientoftheeikonalexpansion:thusthe

e�ectofunitarisation isweak,and bringstheone-pom eron interceptto1.085.

However,the proton can clearly uctuate into non-elastic states,which

eventually recom bine into a proton. In an extended eikonal form alism ,

Capella,Kaidalov,M erino,Perterm ann and Tran Thanh Van (CKM PT)[2]

�nd thatsuch uctuationsincrease the e�ectofunitarisation. Thisenables

them toaccom m odatealargerone-pom eron exchangeintercept,oftheorder

of1.28.

Finally,onem ay notethatitispossibleto�tthedatawith only logsand

log
2
sterm s[4],and henceassum ethatonlytheunitarised asym ptoticam pli-

tudesm atter.Itisclearhoweverthatsom epropertiesofthesoftexchanges

arelostifunitarisation isstrong.

�Factorisation and quark counting:Oneofthem ain reasonsto assum ethat

the pom eron couples to valence quarks is the quark counting rule,which

seem s to work for pion-proton cross sections,as wellas for cross sections

involving strange quarks[1]. Hence itseem sthatquark degreesoffreedom

are relevant for soft cross sections. Sim ilarly,the am plitudes factorise [5]

into one factor associated with the target,one factor associated with the
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projectile,and a third factordescribing theexchange.Thisim pliesthatthe

pom eron couplesto onequark ata tim e:otherwise,theexchangewould feel

thehadronicwave-function,and onewould havea convolution thatdoesnot

factorise.Thesetwo propertiesareviolated by perturbativeQCD,aswellas

by strong unitarisation. Nevertheless,ourignorance ofhadronic wavefunc-

tionscan easily accom m odatetheexisting data,butonehasthen to assum e

thatthe wavefunction ofa pion issim ilarto thatofa proton,contrarily to

thesim plestintuition.

The DL m odelhasreceived striking con�rm ation from HERA.The to-

talp crosssection wasexactly predicted [1],and the m ostrecentdata [6]

con�rm thisfact.Furtherm ore,onecan also calculatephotoproduction cross

sections:oneneedsto inventa vertex describing theconversion ofa photon

into a vectorm eson,and thisvertex controlsthem agnitudeofthecrosssec-

tion.On theotherhand,theenergy dependenceofthecrosssection entirely

com esfrom theexchanged trajectories(a and pom eron).TheDL m odelcan

be applied to photoproduction [7],and worksperfectly for�0 photoproduc-

tion [8,9].Thereareviolationsofthequarkcountingrulefor�,although the

observed energydependenceisconsistentwith asim ple-poleparam etrisation.

In thecaseofJ/ photoproduction [8],itseem showeverthatoneencoun-

tersthe�rstviolation ofthesim ple-poleapproach:thecrosssection risesas

s0:4. One m ight question the experim entalresults,as the prediction holds

only in the case ofelastic scattering,i.e. �p ! �0p,withoutany break-up

oftheproton.Astheproton isnotseen,itishard to assertwhattheexact

background is,and som econtam ination ispossiblefrom �p! �0X .Future

runsatHERA willtellusifthisisa reale�ect,asthe forward proton has

becom edetectable in theupgraded detectors.

2 D eep Inelastic Scattering

Athigh Q 2,thesim ple-polepictureofthesoftpom eron seem stobreakdown.

Therearetwo instancesin which thisism anifest.

� Structurefunctions:Atsm allx,F2 isexpected tobedom inatedbypom eron

exchange [10]: as x ! 0 the sub-energy owing through F2 is s =
k
2+ k2

T

x
,

with k2 thevirtuality ofthestruck quark,and kT itstransversem om entum .

Hence atsm allx the sub-process enters a kinem atic range close to thatof

totalcross sections. However,it seem s that Q 2 6= 0 introduces a drastic
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changein behaviour,even forQ 2 aslow as2 GeV 2:the\e�ectiveintercept"

isofthe orderof1:35 [11]. Such a growth ofthe interceptcom esnaturally

in theCKM PT m odel[2],asunitarisation weakenswhen Q 2 increases.

�VectorM eson ProductionThesam edisagreem entcanbefoundinDISvector

m eson production [8]. Up to NM C energies, deep-inelastic production of

vectorm esons(�0 and �)iswellreproduced by sim ple-polem odels[7],even

athigh Q 2 � 25GeV 2.AtHERA,however,DIS production ofvectorm esons

seem s to follow the sam e trend as F2,and the e�ective intercept does not

seem to beQ 2-dependent.

Astherearenow severalm odelsonthem arket,itm ightbeworth pointing

outin whatway they di�er.The �rstone [7]wasintroduced by Donnachie

and Landsho�,who also realised the analogy with lowest-orderQCD.This

analogy was re�ned by the present author [12],and rem arkable agreem ent

hasbeen obtained both with EM C and NM C data [9].Atlowest-order,the

relation between lowest-order �0 production and the gluon structure func-

tion isobvious[13].Ryskin,and laterBrodsky etal.,[14]have argued that

thisrelation extendsto higherordersofperturbation theory. One m ustre-

alise thatthisoften-quoted resultisonly approxim ate:itisa perturbative,

leading-log result,which holdsatt= 0,and which issupposed to relatetwo

non-perturbativequantities.Unfortunately,tcannotbezero in thisprocess,

and there hasalwaysto be a non-negligible longitudinalm om entum trans-

ferred to thephoton in orderforitto convertinto a �.Hencetheequivalent

ofBjorken-x isill-de�ned,and therelation can only beapproxim ate.

Allthe above m odelsagree on som e ofthe predictions,nam ely thatthe

crosssection should be dom inated by itslongitudinalpartatlarge Q 2,and

that it should behave like 1=Q 6 (there m ight be room for a log Q 2 in the

perturbativecase).Thedata from Zeusgives1=Q(
4:2� 0:4+ 1:4

� 0:5).

3 T he pom eron structure function

Oneway to inquireaboutthepartoniccontentofthepom eron isto probeit

directly.UA8 hasshown thathard di�raction doesexist[15]and Donnachie

and Landsho� predicted a long tim e ago thatsom e 10% ofthe hard events

atHERA would contain a rapidity gap [16].In thiskind ofm odel[17],the

cross section is split into a \pom eron ux factor" and \pom eron structure

function".
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The�rstfactorcom esfrom thecoupling ofthepom eron to protons,and

the second factoris the analog ofthe usualproton F2. A word ofcaution

isin order: asthe m assshellofthe pom eron isfaraway,the crosssection

cannotbecontinued toaregion wherethepom eron ison-shell,i.e.whereits

ux iswell-de�ned.Hencethesplitting between structurefunction and ux

factorisde�ned up to a factor,and thereisno m om entum sum ruleforthe

pom eron structure function.The pom eron ux factorhoweverm ustbehave

like x
� 1+ 2< �(t)>
P

,with xP the fraction oflongitudinalm om entum carried by

the pom eron,and < �(t)> the average pom eron interceptoverthe t-range

ofthe experim ent. Fora softpom eron,one expects[18]�1+ 2 < �(t)>=

1:11� 0:03.TheHERA data iscom patiblewith this,butisalso com patible

with a harderbehaviour[19].

Thepom eron structurefunction hasalso been m easured [19].Itisworth

notingthatalthough such an objectcan beem pirically de�ned,itisnotclear

thatitisuniversal,and thatthe sam e structure function holdsin di�erent

processes[20]. From the DL m odel,one expectsa quark structure function

�q(�)� 0:2�(1� �). There are severaldeterm inations which tend to the

conclusion that the pom eron is m ostly hard,and that it is m ade of30 �

80% gluons[15,19],with a \superhard" com ponent[21],wherethepom eron

carriesallthem om entum ofthehadron,presentin hadronicdata.

Thereishoweveronem ajorproblem :whateverthesoftpom eron ism ade

of,itiscouplesto quarks,and hence itsquark structure function cannotbe

zero-HERA has actually m easured it. This seem s in blatant contradiction

with recentdata from CDF [22],who failto detectW production within a

rapidity gap,when a few percentofthetotalproduction would beexpected

in the above picture. Thishasprom pted Goulianos[23]to renorm alise the

pom eron ux.A lessdrasticm ethod would betounitarisethepom eron,and

hence to decrease itsux athigh energies only. This problem needs to be

addressed beforem eaningfulpredictionscan bem adefortheLHC.

4 C onclusion

A sim ple-polem odelworksperfectly forx � 0:01,and up to Q 2 � 25 GeV 2.

Atsm allerx values,thereareproblem sforlargequark m asses,and forhigh

Q 2.

No m odel can explain both these facts. Strong unitarisation �a la
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CKM PT [2]can succeed in �tting the HERA data,butabandonsfactorisa-

tion and quark counting,and cannotaccountforhigh-Q 2 data atm oderate

s. This m odelpredicts that there is a m axim um intercept ofthe order of

1.3.Itisofcoursetem pting to seetheriseofa perturbativecom ponent[24]

in thedata.However,atpresent,m odelsm ixing a hard pom eron and a soft

one[25]donotpredicttheQ 2 dependenceofthedata,although they predict

an interceptvarying with s,with a m axim um interceptm uch larger,ofthe

orderof2.

HERA and CDF data point to the im portance ofunitarisation,and to

them ulti-com ponentnatureofthepom eron,butwearestillfarfrom under-

standing how to consistently build a m odelforthis.

High-tdatawilltellusalot,asthey m ightexhibitthesam ekind ofviola-

tion ashigh-m assand high-Q 2 data.They willdirectly probethetrajectory

ofthe pom eron,which forglueballexchange should be linear. Besides,the

softpom erontendstoproducedistributionswhich fallrapidlywitht,whereas

pQCD predicts a m uch slower fall-o� at high t: a weaker tdependence in

elasticeventswould bea signaturefora hard pom eron.

Finally,factorization and quark countingareessentialtoourunderstand-

ing ofthepom eron,and can betested atHERA,e.g.iffactorisation holds,

the ratio ofthe di�ractive cross section over the elastic one should be the

sam e forJ/ and for�0,and should bethe sam eatdi�erentQ
2.Hence we

urge the experim entalistsnotto throw away theirdi�ractive \background"

events!
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