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A REVIEW OF THE SOFT POM ERON?*®
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A bstract

Soft pom eron  ts reproduce all zeroQ 2 data Pr light quarks, but run into
problem satHERA forheavy m esonsand forhigh Q 2 ,and at the Tevatron for
W di ractive production. I review the basic properties of the soft pom eron,
and outline the possbilities which have been considered to account for the

new data.

1 Light quarks at Q%= 0:

At high energy, pom eron exchange controls total cross sections, sihgle-and
double- di ractive cross sections and elastic cross sections. A 1l these rise
very slow Iy w ith s, and whatever is regponsible for that rise is called the soft
pam eron. W e shallexam ine only two ofthem ost extrem em odels [, ]which
successfully reproduce the data. A 1l existing m odels di er by their answers
to the follow Ing questions:

Is the pom eron a Regge tragctory? O ne of the m ost sucoessfiilm odels is
that of D onnachie and Landsho (@©1L) @], who t allthe soft cross sections
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using two Regge tra fctories: a degenerate one for the  (of charge parity
C = 1)anda C = +1) exchanges, and anocther for the pom eron. A s the
center-ofm ass energy = s becom es large, and rm om entum transferst 1
GeV?, the pomeron trajfctory dom inates the hadronic elastic am plitude,
which behaves ke s 92° From such a tra‘ectory, R egge theory predicts
the existence of a 2" glueball, with a mass of the order of 1.9 G&V . A
glieball candidate has been found precisely at that m ass 1.

N ote that a sin plepolk behaviour is not required to t the slow Increase
ofthe soft cross sections: several otherm odels reproduce it very sucoessfiilly,
and the basic di erence leads to the second issue.

Unitarisation: A sim plepolk behaviour w ill eventually break the Froissard
bound. Hence, once an am plitude increasing with s faster than a log’ s is
assum ed, one needs to confront the question of unitarisation. A s one deals
w ith high-s, ekkonalm ethods are applicable: one can go to in pact param eter
soace, calculate m ultiple exchanges there, then sum them and go badk to t.

N evertheless, we do not know what the pom eron couples to. If i couples
to quarks, then twopom eron exchange contains m ore diagram s than the
standard eikonal expansion, as mulipl exchanges can couplk to di erent
quarks. In the DL m odel ], at the twopom eron-exchange kvel, this leads
to a substantial reduction ofthe coe cient ofthe eikonalexpansion : thusthe
e ect ofunitarisation isweak, and brings the onepom eron interospt to 1.085.

However, the proton can clearly uctuate nto non-elastic states, which
eventually recombine into a proton. In an extended eikonal formm aliam,
Capella, K aidalov, M erino, Perterm ann and Tran Thanh Van CKMPT) []

nd that such uctuations increase the e ect of unitarisation. T his enables
them to accom m odate a Jarger onepom eron exchange intercept, of the order
of128.

F inally, onem ay note that it ispossbl to tthedatawith only logs and
Jogz sterm s [, and hence assum e that only the unitarised asym ptotic am pli-
tudes m atter. Tt is clear however that som e properties of the soft exchanges
are lost if unitarisation is strong.

Factorisation and quark counting: O ne ofthe m ain reasons to assum e that
the pom eron couples to valence quarks is the quark counting rule, which
seam s to work for pion-proton cross sections, as well as for cross sections
nvolving strange quarks [l]]. Hence it seem s that quark degrees of freedom
are relevant for soft cross sections. Sim ilarly, the am pliudes factorise [{]
Into one factor associated with the target, one factor associated with the



proectil, and a third factor describing the exchange. This in plies that the
pom eron couples to one quark at a tin e: othemw ise, the exchange would feel
the hadronic wave-flinction, and one would have a convolution that does not
factorise. T hese two properties are violated by perturbative QCD , aswellas
by strong unitarisation. Nevertheless, our ignorance of hadronic wavefinc-
tions can easily accom m odate the existing data, but one has then to assum e
that the wavefunction of a pion is sim ilar to that of a proton, contrarily to
the sin plest intuition.

The DL m odel has received striking con m ation from HERA . The to-
tal p cross section was exactly predicted fll], and the m ost recent data []
con m this fact. Furthem ore, one can also calculate photoproduction cross
sections: one needs to invent a vertex describbing the conversion of a photon
into a vectorm eson, and this vertex controls the m agnitude of the cross sec—
tion. O n the other hand, the energy dependence of the cross section entirely
com es from the exchanged tra gctories (@ and pom eron). The D L m odel can
be applied to photoproduction []], and works perfectly or ° photoproduc—
tion [{,[d1. T here are violations ofthe quark counting rule for , although the
observed energy dependence is consistent w ith a sin plepole param etrisation.

In the case ofJ/ photoproduction [{], it seem s how ever that one encoun-—
ters the rst violation of the sin plepolk approach: the cross section rises as
s’ . One m ight question the experim ental resuls, as the prediction holds
only in the case of elastic scattering, ie. p ! %p, without any break-up
of the proton. A s the proton is not seen, i is hard to assert what the exact
background is, and som e contam ination ispossbl from p! X . Future
runs at HERA will tell us if this is a real e ect, as the forward proton has
becom e detectablk in the upgraded detectors.

2 D eep Inelastic Scattering

Athigh Q?, the sin plepole picture of the soft pom eron seem s to break down.
There are two instances in which this ism anifest.

Structure functions: At an allx, F, isexpected to be dom inated by pom eron
exchange [I}]: asx ! 0 the sub-energy owing through F, is s = kz;k% ’
w ith k? the virtuality of the struck quark, and k; its transverse m om entum .
Hence at an all x the sub-process enters a kinem atic range close to that of

total cross sections. However, it seem s that Q2 6 0 htroduces a drastic




change in behaviour, even ©orQ? aslow as2 GeV?: the \e ective intercept"
is of the order of 1:35 [[1]]. Such a growth of the intercept com es naturally
in the CKM PT model B, as unitarisation weakens when Q * increases.

VectorM eson P roduction T he sam e disagreem ent can be found in D IS vector
m eson production [§]. Up to NM C energies, desp-nelastic production of
vectormesons ( ® and ) iswell reproduced by sin plepole m odels [f], even
athighQ? 25GeV2.AtHERA, however, D IS production ofvectorm esons
seam s to ollow the sam e trend as F,, and the e ective intercept does not
seem to be Q ?-dependent.

A sthere arenow severalm odelson them arket, itm ightbeworth pointing
out ;n what way they di er. The st one [f]l was introduced by D onnachie
and Landsho , who also realised the analogy w ith lowest-order QCD . This
analogy was re ned by the present author @], and ram arkable agream ent
hasbeen cbtained both with EM C and NM C data [§]. At Iowest-order, the
relation between Iowest-order ° production and the glion structure filnc—
tion is cbvious [I3]. Ryskin, and later B rodsky et al,, [[4] have argued that
this relation extends to higher orders of perturoation theory. O ne must re—
alise that this often-quoted resul is only approxin ate: it is a perturbative,
leading-log resul, which holdsat t= 0, and which is supposed to relate two
non-perturbative quantities. Unfortunately, t cannot be zero In this process,
and there has always to be a non-negligbl lIongiudnalm om entum trans—
ferred to the photon in order for it to convert into a . Hence the equivalent
of B prken—x is ilkde ned, and the relation can only be approxin ate.

A 11 the above m odels agree on som e of the predictions, nam ely that the
cross section should be dom inated by its longitudinal part at Jarge Q 2, and
that it should behave lke 1=Q° (there m ight be room for a log Q2 in the

+1:4)

perturbative case). The data from Zeus gives 1=Q (@2 0475%)

3 The pom eron structure function

O ne way to Inquire about the partonic content of the pom eron is to probe it
directly. UA 8 has shown that hard di raction does exist [[J] and D onnachie
and Landsho predicted a long tin e ago that som e 10% of the hard events
at HERA would contain a rapidity gap [[§]. In this kind ofm odel [[]], the
cross section is split into a \pom eron ux factor" and \pom eron structure
function".



The st factor com es from the coupling of the pom eron to protons, and
the seoond factor is the analog of the usual proton F,. A word of caution
is In order: as the m ass shell of the pom eron is far away, the cross section
cannot be continued to a region where the pom eron is on-shell, ie. where is

ux iswelkde ned. Hence the solitting between structure function and ux
factor is de ned up to a factor, and there isnom om entum sum rule for the
pom eron structure function. The pom eron ux factor however m ust behave
Ike x; R , wih xp the fraction of longitudinalm om entum carried by
the pom eron, and < (t) > the average pom eron intercept over the t-range
of the experin ent. For a soft pom eron, one expects @] 1+ 2< () >=
111 0:03.The HERA data is com patible w ith this, but is also com patble
w ith a harder behaviour [L3].

T he pom eron structure function has also been m easured [[9]. It isworth
noting that although such an ob ect can be em pirically de ned, it isnot clear
that it is universal, and that the sam e structure function holds in di erent
processes 2Q]. From the DL m odel, one expects a quark structure fiinction

q() 02 @ ). There are several detem inations which tend to the
conclusion that the pom eron is m ostly hard, and that i is m ade of 30
80% gluons [[§,[19], w ith a \superhard" com ponent R3], where the pom eron
carries all the m om entum of the hadron, present In hadronic data.

T here ishowever onem a prproblem : whatever the soft pom eron ism ade
of, it is couples to quarks, and hence its quark structure finction cannot be
zero-HERA has actually m easured i. This seem s in blatant contradiction
w ith recent data from CDF PR3], who failto detect W production w ithin a
rapidiy gap, when a few percent of the total production would be expected
in the above picture. This has prom pted G oulianos P3] to renom alise the
pomeron ux.A lessdrasticm ethod would be to unitarise the pom eron, and
hence to decrease s ux at high energies only. This problm needs to be
addressed before m eaningfill predictions can be m ade forthe LHC .

4 Conclhision

A sin plepolem odelworks perfectly orx  0:01,andup toQ? 25Gev?2.
At an aller x values, there are problam s for large quark m asses, and for high
Q2.

No model can explain both these facts. Strong unitarisation a la



CKMPT [J]can succeed In  tting the HERA data, but abandons factorisa-
tion and quark counting, and cannot account fr high-Q ? data at m oderate
s. This m odel predicts that there is a m axinum Intercept of the order of
1 3. It is of course tem pting to see the rise of a perturbative com ponent P4]
in the data. H owever, at present, m odels m ixing a hard pom eron and a soft
one PJ]do not predict the Q ? dependence ofthe data, although they predict
an intercept varying wih s, with a m aximum intercept much larger, of the
order of 2.

HERA and CDF data point to the im portance of uniarisation, and to
the m ulticom ponent nature of the pom eron, but we are still far from under-
standing how to consistently build a m odel for this.

High-tdata willtellusa lot, asthey m ight exhbit the sam e kind ofviola—
tion as high-m ass and high-Q ? data. They w ill directly probe the tra fctory
of the pom eron, which for glueball exchange should be lnear. Besides, the
soft pom eron tends to produce distrbutionswhich allrapidly w ith t, whereas
POCD predicts a much slower fallo at high t: a weaker t dependence in
elastic events would be a signature for a hard pom eron.

F inally, factorization and quark counting are essential to our understand-
Ing of the pom eron, and can be tested at HERA , eg. if factorisation holds,
the ratio of the di ractive cross section over the elastic one should be the
same forJ/ and or 4, and should be the same at di erent Q 2. Hence we
urge the experim entalists not to throw away their di ractive \background"
events!
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