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ABSTRACT

T he soft pom eron successfully correlates a w ide variety ofdata. Tts properties seem
rather sin ple: it couples to single quarks and its coupling factorises.

1 Introduction

T he history of the soft pom eron goesback m ore than 35 years. In the 1960'sa well-
de ned m athem atical theory was developed, based on the idea ofm aking angular
mom entum a com plex variable, and there was a great deal of successfill but very
dirty phenom enology, but there was little or no understanding of what pom eron
exchange is in physical tem s.

In the 1970’s there was rather little work on the sub gct; attention tumed instead
to hard processes.

In the 1980's data from higher energies revealed that actually the phenom enology
is surprisingly clean. There were the beginnings of a crude physical understand—
ing, based on nonperturbative gluon exchange, and there were several successfiil
predictions.

Now,in the1990’s, HERA isproviding im portant new data and reviving the interest
in the soft pom eron. The hope is that this will lead to a fuller understanding,
but i will surely be the 2000’s before we have a good physical and theoretical
understanding of w hat pom eron exchange actually is.

In studying the pom eron, it isparticularly in portant to ram em ber that high energy
physics is one subfct: we are much more lkely to get an understanding if we
correlate Inform ation from m any reactions { ep, pp;:::. Indeed, we cannot clain
any success untilwe have done so. M ere param etrisation of data is of little use: we
want a dynam ical understanding. A superb twih 20 param eters ism uch less use
than a reasonable one w ith only 3, ifwe want to extract the physics m essage from
the data.
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Figure 1: exchange ofa fam ily of particles

Forthese reasons, m y philosophy is to explore how wellone can do w ith the sim plest
assum ptions. It is In portant, though, that they should be assum ptions that do not
con ict w ith know n basic principles.

2. Com plex angular m om entum

A wellde ned m athem atical form lism , called R egge theoryl, was developed m ore
than 35 years ago to describe the exchanges of fam ilies of particles, for exam ple
the spin-one together w ith its spin-3, soin-5, ::: excitations. Suppose that these
exchanges are In the t channel: see gure 1. Consider the crossed channel, in
which = tisthe centreofm ass energy, and " is the orbitalangularm om entum . T he
partialwave am plitudes A (Y;t) are then de ned for Y= 0;1;2;::: Continue them
to com plex values of * and Introduce the \ trafgctory" (t) de ned such that
fn?)=1; fm?)=3; fo 2)=5; 2 (1)
Experim ent ndsthat (t) islinear In t and, w ithin the errors, there are three other
fam ilies w hose tra fctories all coincide w ith that ofthe . These are the fam ilies
!;fand a: see gure 2. The signi cance ofa tra gctory (t) fora fam ily ofparticles
isthat A (;t) has a polk in the com plex “-plane:
P p— ea)
. a
' o
and this gives the am plitude of gure 1 a very sin pl high-energy behaviour in the
channelwhere now = s is the centre-ofm ass energy:

T (s;t) ©s© (2b)

T hat is, the am plitude variesw ith s asa sim ple power, and has a welkde ned phase
) that variesw ith thepower. The function () isnot detem ined (it com es from
w hatever m ultiplies the pole (2b) in A (Y;t), but it is known to be real.

Unfortunately, it is known that A (Y;t) does not only have poles in the com plex
‘“plane: there are also branch points. A branch point at ‘= . (t) contrdbutes to
the high-energy behaviour of T (s;t) the power s ¢ ®, divided by som e fiinction of
log s that depends on jast what is the nature of the branch point.
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Figure 2: the ;! ;f and a trafctories

So, to m ake a high-energy expansion ofT (s;t), look for the singularity in the com —
plex ‘“plane with the largest Re . This gives the leading pow er, together possibly
w ih som e log factor. The singularity wih the next largest Re ' gives the st
nonleading power, and so on. For practical purposes, that is all: any other \back—
ground" should be negligble.

3. Total cross—sections and elastic scattering

From the optical theorem , the total cross—section is given by

TOT = Z T T (s;t= 0)

3)
©0) 1

n nlek

According to gure 2, for ;! ;f;aexchange (0) I, sothese exchange contribute
approxin ately the power 1/° s. In order to describe data, we need also a term that
rises slow Iy w ith s: see gure 3. The sin plest assum ption is that this corresponds
also to a pole In the com plex “-plane, and so also gives a sin ple power of s. In order
to give a slow ly—rising contribution to 97T, it should be such that (0) = 1+ o
wih ( a snallpositive number. W e call this exchange pom eron exchange.

A com plication is that, if we can have the exchange associated w ith a tra fctory
(t), we can also have two or m ore such exchanges. For exam ple, gure 4 shows
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Figure 3: total cross—sections, w ith sin plepower ts from reference™2

double exchange, associated w ith the trafctordes ; () and , () Which may be
the sam e). This is known?! to give a branch point In the com plex ‘“-plane, whose
position is

‘= ¢ @©

4)

So the exchange oftwo pom erons contributesto T°T atem s? ¢, divided by som e
function of log s and m ultiplied by som e constant w hich we cannot calculate, though
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Figure 4: doubl exchange

we know that it isnegative. T he sim plest assum ption is that this constant is sm all.
Then the sum ofthe exchangesP + PP willbehave as an e ective power s , with

Just a little less than ( and decreasing slow Iy w ith s as s increases. A coording to
the tsin gure 3, experiment nds 0:08.

In the tsof gure 3, the ratio of the strengths of pom eron exchange in  p and pp

or pp scattering is 13.6/21.7 2/3. This is an indication that the pom eron couples
to single valence quarks in a hadron, and is called the \additivequark rule". The
sim plest assum ptjon3 is that its coupling to a quark is like that ofa photon, wih a

D irac m atrix tin esa constant . T hen the contrbution from pom eron exchange
to the quark-quark elastic scattering am plitude is

© 1 i (© 5)

T he last factor isthe phase factor ) of (2b) forthe case of chargeparity C = +1
exchange; the inclusion of this phase is what m akes pom eron exchange di erent
from photon exchange. For pp or pp scattering, we need to take acoount of the
wave function of the quarks in the nucleon. Just as for photon exchange, we do
this by Introducing two D irac elastic form factors, Fq1 () and F, (£). These have
been m easured iIn ep scattering, but there it is the photon that is exchanged, and
it hasC = 1. The sin plest assum ption, which works better than can really be
understood, isthattheC = +1and C = 1 form factors are equal. Since pom eron
exchange is isospin 0, this m eans that we use the sum of the proton and neutron
form factors m easured in elastic electron scattering. For the case of F,, this sum

isanall | att= 0 it isequalto the sum of the anom alous m agnetic m om ents of
p and n, which is sm all. The presence ofan F, term would corresoond to nucleon
helicity 1ip, which has long been known to be sn all for pom eron excange; it is
interesting that this can be linked to the anom alous m om ents®. For the neutron,
the form factorF; isby de nition 0 at t= 0, and it isknown to ram ain an allaway
from t= 0, so the form factor F'; (t) that we need is jist the proton formm factor
F1 (t) m easured in elastic ep scattering. T he related Sachs form factors Gy (t) and
Gy (t) are found to be proportional to each other and of dipole fom ; the data for
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Figure 5: pp elastic scattering at S=53 G&V

Introducing the sim plest assum ption that the pom eron trafctory () is linear
in t, though allow ing for the possbility that it has a di erent slope ° from the
tra pctordes shown in  gure 2, we nd that single pom eron exchange contributes to
elastic pp or pp scattering

d _ BoF1®F o002 3 ™
dt 4

Thevalie of °m ay be determ ined by tting thisto the highly accurate CERN ISR

analltdata at ™ s=53Ge&V, shown in gure 5. The inset In this gure show s that
then the form (7) ts extremely well to the data at larger t. This is a nontrivial
check that the assum ption about F'q (t) is surprisingly correct; as it com es into (7)
raised to the fourth power the t is rather sensitive to i. The fom (78 is found
to agree wellw ith data at a]lenergjes4, Including the Tevatron data at ™ s= 1800
G eV . It correctly predicted that the forward peak at this energy would be rather
steeper. A coording to (7), ifone tsto e P¥ then when the energy is increased by



a factor R the slope b decreases by an amount °logR, which is about 3.5 when
the energy increases from ISR to Tevatron values. N otice, though, that a t with
e P can only be Iocal, unless one allow s b to vary w ith t.

Singlepom eron exchange is not the whole story. There are also nonlading ex-
changes, in particular ;! ;f;a, though these have becom e unin portant when the
energy is as high as 53 G&V . W hat cannot be ignored is the exchange of two
pom erons. W hile we do not know how large is the contrbution from this, we
do know about its general features: see gure 6. It is atter than singlepom eron

exchange, and as s increases it stegpens halfas quickly. But at t= 0 it rises tw ice
as fast as singlepom eron exchange. So, as s Increases the point where the two are
equalm oves to lower and lower t. One consequence of this is that the shape of
the di erential cross—section, as a function oft, changes w ith increasing energy. It
happens that, at Tevatron energy, the two contributions com bine in such a way that
a te ™3 wih b independent oft is quite good5, though this is not true at either
lower or higher energies.

PP

>/

It

Figure 6: contributions to il_t from single and double pom eron exchange. T he arrow s indicate how
they change as the energy increases.

H aving established that, for t < 0, the pom eron tra fctory is
t)y= o+ 025t 8)
wih ( between 0.8 and 0.9, we m ay extrapolate it to positive t. The simplest
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assum ption is that it rem ains straight, and then (t) = 2 at a value of t just
less than 4 GeV?. This leads us to predict that there should be a 2" * particle
with a mass just lss than 2 GeV . Since theoretical prejudice leads to the belief
that pom eron exchange is gluon exchange, this particle would be a glueball. It is
interesting that the W A 91 experin ent® has reported a \2* ¥ glieball candidate" at
Just the right m ass.

T
N,

Figure 7: di raction dissociation

4. D i raction dissociation

Figure 7 show s di raction dissociation: som e pro gctile A hits a proton and breaks
up into a sytem X ofhadrons, whilk the proton survives and retains alm ost all its
m om entum . The progctile A can be any particle, for exam ple another proton, or a
or . The fractionalm om entum loss of the target proton should be less than
a few percent. In this case it is a m atter of sim ple kinem atics to understand that
the nal state can have no other particle close in rapidity to the target proton, so
these events are \largerapidity-gap" events. Them agnitude of m ay be calculated
from the invariant m ass of the system X of fragm ents of the profctile particle:
= M2 =s. Instead of , the notation % isoften used.

If is snall enough, the exchanged cbfct In gure 7 should be the pom eron. If
pom eron exchange is descrlbbed by a sin ple pole in the com plex “plane, it should
factorise:

d2 Ap 5
PA
dtd = FP=p ( ;t) G-V-[ X ;t)
2 2
Fp=p _ 9 0 E'-T‘l (t)] 12 () (9)

4

Even ifthere is a glueball associated w ith the pom eron trafctory neart= 4 GeV?,
when it is exchanged near t = 0 the pom eron cannot be said to be a particle.
N evertheless, the factorisation (9) m akes pom eron exchange very sim ilar to par-
ticle exchange: the factor ** M 2 ;t) m ay be thought of as the cross-section for
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pom eron-A scattering. W hen its subenergy M x is large, it should have much the
sam e pow er behaviour as the hadron-hadron total cross—sections shown In gure 3:

PAMZn uMi)®+vomi) 0 (10)

But there are com plications: the zigzag line in gure 7 m ay not be the pom eron.

Sinple pom eron exchange m ay be contam inated in two ways. If is not amall
enough, onem ust add in a contribbution from ;! ;f;a exchange, oreven exchange
when t is close to 0. T hat is, these exchanges can also result In large rapidity gaps,

though as they correspond to sm aller powers of 1= than pom eron exchange, they
becom e relatively less in portant as decreases. If one integrates (9) down to som e

xed M f , the resulting cross—section for di raction dissociation behaves as s? o,

and so unless som ething else Intervenes it would becom e Jarger than the total cross—
section’ . Ass ncreases at  xed M f , one isprobing larger and larger values of 1= ,
S0 one expects that the sam e happens as in the total cross—section: the exchange of
tw o pom erons becom es in portant and m oderates the rising contribution from single

exchange. But the sin plest assum ption is that thism atters only at very sm all

N otice that the theory leads us to expect that adding these other exchanges should
give us all the nonlading powers of 1= : there should be no other appreciable
\background". Note also that adding in the other exchanges will surely break
factorisation. Further, it is likely that, even though f exchange, in particular, gives
a nonlading power of 1= , i m ay be num erically in portant down to quite sm all
This certainly seem s to be true for di raction dissociation in pp or pp collisions® .
D onnachie and I param etrised? the ISR data in the sin plest m anner: we inclided
f exchange sim ply by m ultiplying the pom eron-exchange contribution (9) by the
factor
1+2C *@cost a+ c? 2@

alth= p © =064 068t 11)

The 22® tem corresponds to the pomeron in  gure 7 being replaced w ith an f,
while the ®® tem is interference between pom eron and f exchange. W e und
that C is lJarge, about 8, which m eans that at t = 0 the factor is greater than 2
even when isassanallas 0.02. There isno reason to suppose that it is actually
correct to use a sin ple factor such as (11), and the m agnitude of the e ect could
be substantially di erent for di erent pro gctiles, such as

ThecasewheretheprogctikeA In gure7isa  iswhatisstudied in the \di ractive
events" at HERA . In this case, a factorising single-pom eron exchange would give
a factorising contrbution to the proton structure function from very-fast-proton

events:
2o DIFFRACTIVE
a‘’r,

. = Fpp ( ;DF°M (0% 12)



where = x= . Here, FY°M may be thought of as the \structure function of the
pom eron": it is de ned if the pom eron is a sin ple pole in the com plex “plane and
S0 gives a factorising contribution, even though it is not a particle.

A ccording to what I have said, one has to worry about possible contam ination,
particularly from f exchange. T his is lkely to be im portant if isnot an allenough.
But the value of below which one can Porget t may wellbe -dependent. If the
structure function ofthe £ ismuch largerat sm all than that ofthe pom eron, then
i m ight give appreciable contam ination at anall even when  is rather sm all

O ur theoretical understanding of the pom eron structure function is so far very
rudin entary, though it did allow the predictjonlo that surprisingly-large fraction of
an allx events at HERA would have a very fast proton in the nalstate. Thispre-
diction used the sin plest m odel, w hich exploits the sin ilarity between the pom eron
and a photon, though with the im portant di erence that the pom eron does not
couple to a conserved current. T his leads to a quark structure functions

g°"()=c a ) (13)

wih C 025 for each light quark and antiquark. A sin ilar formm results! from
m odelling pom eron exchange as two-glion exchange. Just as for the case of the
photon structure function, one has to add in a tem that is In portant at an all
and behaves like °,with ¢ = 008, orm aybe larger. This is certainly only the
crudest m odel, and it Jeaves m any obvious questions. How does of °M ( ) evolvel?
with Q?? How large is the cham structure finction? And what is the glion
structure finction? W e have no m odel for the pom eron’s glion structure function,
and cannot even tell how large it should be | as the pom eron is not a particle,
there isnomom entum sum rule.

5. E lectroproduction of vector m esons

So far, our theoretical understanding of the soft pom eron in term s ofQCD isonly
very crude. There is a consensus that pom eron exchange is glion exchange and
that the soft pom eron is nonperturbative and so the glions are not perturbative.
O foourse, it is this which hinders any clean calculation.

The gluon is con ned, which m eans that its propagator D (k?) should have the
perturbative k? = 0 pole rem oved by nonperturbative e ects. T his m eans that in

the ratio
, B dk? 2k?D 2 (k?))
= R 2)

(% dk?D2(k2))

the integrals .n both the num erator and the denom inator should converge at k? = 0.
Because con nem ent is a nonperturbative e ect, and because the typical nonper-
turbative scale is1 G eV, we expect them ass de ned by (12) tobeabout 1 G&V ..
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Figure 8: (a) two-glion between quarks; () and (c) couplings of two glions to the quuarks in a pion

In order tom odelpom eron exchange by gluon exchange, we need at least two gluons
to reproduce the colour-singlet isoscalar nature ofthe pom eron. the sim plest m odel
for pom eron exchange between quarks is thus gure 8a. At t = 0 this diagram
is just a constant tim es the denom inator of (12), so the m odel m akes sense only
because of con nem ent. Crude as it is, the m odel already has som e successt3 in
explaining cbserved properties of the soft pom eron: one nds from it that the two
gluons couple to each quark like a single photon-like ob gct, w ith D irac m atrix
Further, when the two gluons couple to the quarks in a hadron, one can understand
why they prefer to couple to the sam e quark: in the case of a pion the coupling of
gure 8b ismuch larger than that of gure 8c because the pion radiis R satis es

2R? 1. Thus the additive-quark rule m ay be understood.

Onemay re nethissmplm odell? by allow ing the exchange ofm ore than two ghi—

ons, but the problem of calculating the energy dependence s ¢ ofpom eron exchange
is still too di cult; this factor has to be put in by hand.

WC}@

Figure 9: simplkemodelfor p! p

A good test ofthe sin plem odel isexclusive electroproduction, p! p.Appar
ently di erent approaches to this process actually share comm on key features: see
gure 9. A tthe top ofeach graph isa quark loop that couplesthe tothe . There
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are two di erent ways in which the glions couple; the additivequark rule would
m ake the rst graph dom hate for a real photon, but as Q ? increases the second
graph becom esm ore and m ore in portant. It tends to cancelthe rst graph: this is
called olour transparency”. A s for the bottom bubble in the graphs, one approach
isto pretendl5 that it is the gluon structure function of the proton, though in fact
it cannot exactly be that and indeed the assum ption could be altogether w rong16 .
U sing the gluon structure function leads to a rapid rse w ith increasing energy W .

T T T T ‘ T T T T T T T T T T T T

100 -

- i ]
= 10k -
S E ]
1 =

0 25

Figure 10: NM C datal’ or p! pand p! p,wih calculated curves from reference 16

A sinplerm odel*® is to replace the bottom bubble w ith the sam e sim ple coupling
to a quark as in gure 8. Then the W dependence has to be put in by hand.
This m odel is surprisingly successful in its agreem ent w ith low-energy data: see

gure 10, which includes also p ! p. The calculated curves shown in gure
10 also m ake a sin ple assum ption about the vertex: that it is strongly peaked
such that the two quarks at the vertex prefer to share equally the m om entum of
the . A test of this is the consequence for the polarisation Which should be
equalto that ofthe . ForQ? m? the longitudinal am plitude is proportional
to f =0 3 and the transverse am plitude to £ m =Q *. T he ratio of the am plitudes is
predicted to be about 2 orQ? = 5 GeV?, risihg to 8 at Q2 = 20, which seem s to
be in agreem ent w ith the low -energy data. Because of the extra factorm =Q in the
transverse am plitude, fr heavier vectorm esons w e expect to need rather larger Q 2
before the longitudinal production dom inates. Thus for p ! J= p, the smplk
m odel predicts that we have to go to Q=100 before the Iongitudinal am plitude
is tw ice as Jarge as the transverse. N evertheless the transverse am plitude is big if
the coupling of the (onperturbative) gluons to the quarks is avourblind: J=
production overtakes production at around Q?=10. How much these predictions
depend on the explicit assum ptions about the vertex is not understood.
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6. Conclusions

T he soft pom eron successfillly correlates a variety of Q2 = 0 data. Its properties
are probably sin ple { it seem s to couple to single quarks in a factorising m anner,
indicating that it is associated w ith a sin ple pole in the com plex “-plane.

N evertheless, there are som e big surprises in the HERA data. T he cross—section for
quastelasticJ= photoproduction, p! J= p,rdsesm ore rapidly w ith energy than
soft-pom eron exchange would have predicted, and the proton structure function F,

rises spectacularly rapidly as x becom es very sn all. An inm ediate explanation
that com es to m ind is that one is seeing the e ects of the perturbative BFKL

pom eron'?, but this is unlikely to be correct??. There are several other candidate
exp]anatjon321, but no general agreem ent about w hat is the right one. A swas said
by UriM aor at the recent m eesting in E ilat:

\O ne of the reasons it is a beautifiil sub gct is that there are Iots of thingswe don’t
understand”.

T his research is supported in partby the EU P rogramm e \Hum an C apitaland M o—
bility", Network \Physics at H igh Energy Colliders", contract CHRX -C T 93-0357
OG 12COMA), and by PPARC.
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