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A bstract:A review oftheoreticalm odelsofdi�ractivestructurefunctionsin deep

inelastic scattering (DIS)is presented with a view to highlighting distinctive fea-

tures,thatm ay be distinguished experim entally. In particular,predictionsforthe

behaviour ofthe di�ractive structure functions F D
2
;F D

L ;F
D (charm )

2 are presented.

The m easurem entofthese functionsatboth sm alland high valuesofthe variable

� and theirevolution with Q 2 isexpected to revealcrucialinform ation concerning

theunderlying dynam ics.

1 M odels ofhard di�ractive structure functions in D IS

Itisnaturalto startwith a de�nition ofwhatwe m ean by the term s‘hard’and ‘di�ractive’

when applied to scattering ofelectronsand protons.High energy scattering processesm ay be

conveniently classi�ed by the typicalscalesinvolved. By hard scattering we m ean thatthere

isa leastone shortdistance,high m om entum ,scale (e.g. high pT-jet,boson virtuality,quark

m ass)in theproblem thatgivesonethepossibility ofusingfactorization theorem sand applying

perturbativeQCD.In caseofdi�ractiveDIS thisisthephoton virtuality,Q 2,howeverthishard

scaleisnotnecessarily enough and indeed QCD factorization m ay noteven beapplicableto all

hard di�ractive scattering in DIS (see [1,2,3]fordiscussionsand refs).Ithasbeen shown to

beapplicableto di�ractiveproduction ofvectorm esonsinitiated by a longitudinally polarized

photon [4]. For the tim e being we willuse the de�nition,due to Bjorken,that a di�ractive

eventcontainsanon-exponentially suppressed rapidity gap.Rapidity istheusualexperim ental

variable related to the trajectory of an outgoing particle relative to the interaction point:

given approxim ately by � � � ln(tan(�=2)) (in a cylindricalsystem ofco-ordinates centered

on the interaction point,with thez-axisalong thebeam pipe and polarangle �).Thisrather

obscure sounding de�nition resultsfrom thefactthatwithin perturbative QCD largerapidity

gaps(LRG)aresuppressed becausea coloured particleundergoing a violentcollision willem it

radiation that would �llup the gap. The suppression factor increases with the intervalof

rapidity butit’sabsolutem agnitudefordi�ractiveprocessesin DIS isuncertain.An additional

sourceofrapidity gap supression com esfrom an overalldam pingfactorassociated with m ultiple

interactions.Theam ountofdam ping isfound to bem uch sm allerin DIS than thattypicalfor

softprocesses(e.g.proton proton collisionssee[5])m aking LRG eventsm orelikely.
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Theoretically,for‘di�ractive’electron proton scatteringin DIS onem ustobservetheproton

in the �nalstate. In practice this is very di�cult for HERA kinem atics since the highly

energetic scattered proton disappears down the beam pipe in m ost events. This m eans that

the currentm easurem entsalso contain contributionsfrom interactionsin which the scattered

proton dissociatesinto higherm assstates. Thisuncertainty isconsiderably alleviated by the

adventoftheLeadingProton Spectrom eter(LPS)which willprovidecrucialinform ation about

di�raction (forthe�rstdata from theLPS see [6]).The signi�cance ofthedi�erence between

theexperim entalworking de�nition ofdi�raction and thetheoreticaloneisan interesting but

as yet unresolved problem (it is certainly possible to produce large gaps in rapidity in ‘non-

di�ractive’processes,e.g.via secondary trajectory exchanges).

Such LRG eventsoccurnaturally in processesknown to begoverned by softprocesses(e.g

proton anti-proton scattering athigh energies). Thisisexplained naturally in the contextof

Reggetheory:athigh enough energiesonereachestheso-called Reggelim it(s� tand s� all

externalm asses)and allhadronictotalcrosssectionsareexpected to bem ediated by Pom eron

exchange and to exhibitthe sam eenergy behaviour.Thisexpectation isborn outby thedata

(see e.g. [7]),which showsthata wide variety ofhigh energy totalelastic crosssectionshave

the sam e energy dependence which is attributed to the trajectory ofthe softpom eron. The

energy dependence fordi�raction in theseprocessesisdiscussed in e.g.[8].

Scattering ofvirtualphotonsand protonsatsm allenough x correspondsto theReggelim it

ofthissubprocess(̂s� t̂,ŝ� Q 2;M 2
P roton

).Itisnaturaltoask ifthedi�ractiveeventsobserved

in theDIS sam plealso exhibittheuniversalbehavioureven though wearenow considering o�-

shellscattering forwhich,strictly speaking,Regge theory doesnotnecessarily have to apply.

One ofthe reasons why hard di�raction at HERA at sm allx is so interesting is that as x

decreases, for �xed large Q 2 there should be a transition between the hard short distance

physics associated with m oderate values ofx and the physics ofthe soft pom eron which is

widely believed to dom inateatvery sm allx.Itisa theoreticaland experim entalchallenge to

establish whetherLRG eventsin DIS in theHERA rangearegoverned by hard orsoftprocesses

orwhetherthey are actually a m ixture ofboth. The purpose ofthisreportisto discuss the

current theoreticalm odels for di�ractive structure functions in an attem pt to address this

problem ,and,in particular,to outlinethebenchm ark characteristicsofthevariousapproaches

to facilitatethesearch forappropriateexperim entaltests.

In analogy tothetotalDIS crosssection,thedi�ractivecrosssection in DIS can bewritten,

d�D

dxIPdtdxdQ
2
=
4��2e.m

xQ 4

"

1� y+
y2

2[1+ R D (x;Q 2;xIP;t)]

#

F
D

2 (x;Q
2
;xIP;t) (1)

where D denotesdi�raction,R D = F D
L =(F

D
2
� FDL )and y = Q 2=sx ;t= 0 isusually assum ed

sincethecrosssection isstrongly peaked here.

Inglem an and Schlein [9]suggested on thebasisofexpectationsfrom Reggetheory thatthe

di�ractivestructurefunctionscould befactorized asfollows:

F
D

2
(x;Q 2

;xIP;t)= f(xIP;t)F
IP

2
(�;Q 2

;t); (2)

whereQ 2 isthephoton virtuality,xIP isthefraction oftheproton’sm om entum carried by the

di�ractive exchange and tisthe associated virtuality,� = Q 2=(M 2
x + Q 2)= x=xIP,with M 2

x

them assofthedi�ractive system .Thelastrelation for� in term sofx,theBjorken variable,



isa good approxim ation butonly holdsfornegligible tand proton m ass[10]. Due to lack of

inform ation on therem nantproton both xIP and tcan only beestim ated indirectly orhaveto

beintegrated out.

The1993 HERA data [11,12,13]con�rm ed thepresence ofeventswith largerapidity gap

between the proton direction and the nearestsigni�cantactivity in the m ain detector,in the

totalDIS crosssection attheleading twistlevel(i.e.thiscontribution persisted to high values

ofQ 2).These eventsconstitute approxim ately 10 % ofthe totalsam ple (com pared to � 40%

in photo-production).Ashasbeen known form any yearsand asBjorken hasrecently pointed

out[14]the factthe di�ractive crosssection ispresentin the totalsam ple asa leading twist

e�ect(i.e. it‘scales’)atlarge Q 2 and sm allx doesnotnecessarily im ply thatthe m echanism

thatcreatesthese eventsispoint-like. Fora carefuldiscussion ofthe kinem aticsofhard and

softdi�raction in a variety ofdi�erentreferencefram essee[15].

Theobserved eventswerealsonotinconsistentwith theReggefactorization ofeq.(2).Since

thecrosssection had thesam epower-likexIP dependence(in f)overathewiderangeof(�;Q
2)

thatwere m easured itwas tem pting to postulate thata single m echanism or‘exchange’was

responsiblefortheseevents.Thepresenceofthegap tellsusthatthisobjectisa coloursinglet

and sincethecentreofm assenergy wasvery high,theexchanged objectbecam eknown asthe

‘Pom eron’. From thisobservation itisnaturalto ask,following [9],ifthe partonic contentof

this‘particle’m ay beinvestigated by changing � and Q 2,with � interpreted asthem om entum

fraction ofthe pom eron carried by the struck parton;f in thispicture isinterpreted as‘the

ux ofpom eronsin theproton’.

This approach has led to a plethora oftheoreticalpapers in which the parton content of

the Pom eron atsom esm allstarting scale,Q 2
0,istreated in variousphysically m otivated ways

(relyingstronglyon Reggetheory).TheDGLAP [16]equationsofperturbativeQCD (toagiven

logarithm icaccuracy)arethen used toinvestigatetheevolution with Q 2 ofthisparton content.

Form ally the use ofthe DGLAP equations is inapplicable for the description ofdi�raction

because the presence ofthe gap m akes it im possible to sum over allpossible �nalhadronic

states. Theiruse in thiscontextisatthe levelofa plausible assum ption. In som e papersan

analogy isdrawn with the proton [10,17,18]and a m om entum sum rule m ay be im posed on

the parton content. Othersm odels[10,19,20]take the view thatthatthe Pom eron m ay be

m orelikethephoton and socan have,in addition,adirectcouplingtoquarkswithin thevirtual

photon.Although itisno longerclearoncea directcoupling hasbeen introduced whetherthe

conceptofa Pom eron structurefunction hasany m eaning.

Fits[10,17,21]to the 1993 data on di�raction reveala partonic structure thatisharder

(m orepartonsathigh �)than theproton and thatgluonscontain a largefraction ofpom eron

m om entum (up to 90 % ) with a large fraction ofthese athigh �. Clearly in a quantitative

sensesuch statem entswilldepend on thephysicalassum ptionsused to param eterizetheinput

distribution. Howeverqualitatively these statem entsare reasonable. The paperofGehrm ann

and Stirling [10]isparticularly usefulin discussing Pom eron structurefunction m odelsin that

itdiscussesand com parestwom odels:m odel1which hasonlyresolved com ponentand im poses

a m om entum sum ruleon theparton contentand m odel2 which also allowsa directcoupling

ofthe Pom eron to quarks. This leads to rather di�erent predictions forthe Q 2 evolution of

these two m odels (see curves labelled ‘GS(I),GS(II)’in �g.(1)). M odel1 evolves in a way

fam iliarto the evolution ofthe proton structure function in QCD,i.e. asQ 2 increases there

is a m igration ofpartons from high to low �. In m odel2,as a result ofthe direct coupling

ofthe pom eron to quarks(at‘� = 1’),the high � distribution issupplem ented and,provided



thedirectcom ponentislargeenough,oneexpectsan increaseofparton densitieswith Q 2 over

the whole � range,which isalso an expectation ofthe boson-gluon fusion m odelof[22](see

�g.(1)).
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Figure1:Distribution ofxIPF
D
2
(�;Q 2;xIP)asa function of� and Q 2,at�xed xIP = 0:005,for

variousm odels.Forkey assignm ents-see text.

Thehigh gluon contentofthepom eron thatcom esoutoftheLO QCD factorizablepom eron

m odelsindicatethatthepom eronstructureR-factor,R D (�;Q 2;xIP)= F D
L (�;Q

2;xIP)=F
D
T (�;Q

2;xIP),

where F D
T = F D

2 � FDL , m ay be considerably bigger (R D � 1) than that for the proton

(R p � O (�s)). Clearly in order to provide a theoretically consistent prediction for F D
L a

NLO QCD calculation is required. Such a calculation has been perform ed by Golec-Biernat

and Kwie�cinski[17]who considera m odelwith resolved partonsin the pom eron subjectto a

m om entum sum rule. Forhigh �,R issm allin such m odelsbutitcan reach 0.5 for� < 0:1.

Ithasa m uch softerdependence on � than F D
2 (see‘GK’in �gs.(1,2)).
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Figure2:R D asa function of� and Q 2 forxIP = 0:005.Thepom eron structurefunction m odel

‘GK’di�ersm arkedly from the two gluon exchange m odels‘NZ,BW ,LND,RS,BP’athigh and

low �. Ofthese, those based on the dipole approach to BFKL,‘NZ,BP’,produce m arkedly

di�erent� and Q 2 behaviourto ‘RS,BW ,LND’.

Thispicture ofthe pom eron structure function hasbeen discussed in detailelsewhere and

willnotberepeated in furtherdetailhere.Fora lucid accountofthispictureand ofthe1993

data see [21]. The latest results from H1 [23,24]on the 1994 data (which has a factor of

10 increase in statistics and covers a broader kinem aticalrange) suggest that single particle

factorization no longerholdsoverthe fullkinem aticalrange and thatparticularly forsm all�

itbreaksdown,i.e. f in eq.(2)becom e � (butnotQ 2)dependent. A possible explanation of

thisisthatsub-leading Reggeexchangesplay an im portantr̂ole[23,24,25].

The paper by Ellis and Ross [26]calls into question the validity ofthese parton m odel

approachesusing kinem aticalargum entsconcerning the virtuality ofthe struck parton. They



stressthe im portance ofm easuring di�ractive events athigh � and predicta slow power-like

increasewith Q 2 in thisregion in contrastto thelogarithm icdecreasethatm ay expectfrom a

naiveQCD evolution.

Thisand othersm odelsare,broadly speaking,sim ilarin spiritto theold aligned jetm odel

(AJM ),which isa kind ofparton m odelapproxim ation to thewavefunction ofthephoton (see

[14,15]and refs.),and it’sQCD im proved form ulation (see [27]and refs.). Considervirtual-

photon proton scatteringathigh energies(sm allx)in theproton’srestfram e.In thisfram ethe

virtualphoton,whose energy,q0,isthe largestscale,uctuatesinto a q�q ata largedistances,

lc = 1=2M px = q0=Q
2,from the proton. As Io�e [28]observed m any years ago these large

distances are im portant in determ ining the DIS structure functions. For the HERA energy

range this ‘coherence length’can be as large as 1000 Fm . In other words,at enough high

energieswem ay considerDIS astheinteraction ofthequark anti-quark pairwith theproton.

Thetransverse sizeofthepairon arrivalattheproton isb2T � 1=k2T.

In thecon�guration in which oneofthequarkscarriesm ostofthem om entum ofthephoton

a largetransversedistancedevelopsbetween thefastand theslow quark by thetim eitarrives

attheproton.Thislargesystem ,in which thepairisinitially‘aligned’alongthedirection ofthe

originalphoton,essentially interactswith theproton likea hadron.Thisaligned con�guration

givesa leading twistcontribution to F2 and F
D
2
,thelatterbeing interpreted asthefraction of

eventswhere the produced pairisin a coloursingletstate.Since the slow quark isalm oston

shell,theAJM issim ilarto theparton m odeland thereisno leading twistcontribution to FL
from thiscon�guration.

In the con�guration in which the m om entum isshared m ore equally the quarks can stay

closer together in transverse space and m ay interact with the proton perturbatively. These

con�gurationscontribute atleading twistto F2(x;Q
2)and FL(x;Q

2). In the form erthe inte-

gration over the m om entum fraction leads to the logarithm in Q 2 (com ing directly from the

box diagram ).Forsuch sm allcon�gurationscolourtransparency phenom ena areexpected:the

em ission ofinitialand �nalstateradiation issuppressed [27].

A sem i-classicalcalculation [29,30]in which theproton istreated likeaclassicalbackground

�eld,leadsto resultsvery sim ilarto thoseoftheAJM .W orking in theproton’srestfram e,one

considerstheinteraction ofdi�erentkinem aticalcon�gurationsofthehighly energeticpartons

in the virtualphoton with the softcolour�eld ofthe proton. These interactionsinduce non-

abelian eikonalfactorsin the wavefunctions ofthe partonswhich can lead to di�ractive �nal

states. In [30]the addition ofgluon to the �nalstate isconsidered. Leading twistdi�ractive

processesappearwhen atleastoneofthethreepartonshasa sm alltransversem om entum and

carriesa sm allfraction ofthe longitudinalm om entum ofthe proton. The othertwo partons

m ayhavelargetransversem om entum ,thism eanstheystayclosetogetherastheym ovethrough

theproton,acting e�ectively asoneparton.Thishigh kT jetcon�guration,producestheonly

leading twistcontribution to F D
L atthisorder(which isconstant)and lnQ 2 enhancem ent of

F D
2
.ThissignalsthatF D

2
also hasleading twistcontribution from thecon�guration in which

allthe transverse m om enta are sm all. Severalqualitative phenom enologicalpredictionscom e

outofthispicture. One expectsthe ratio F D
2 =F2 to decrease like lnQ

2 and there to be fewer

high-pT jets in F D
2
than in F2 (they appear only at order �s in the form er). Leading twist

di�raction appearsatorder�s in F
D
L which willbedom inated by jets.

Buchm �ullerand Hebecker[22]presenta m odelofdi�raction in DIS based on thedom inant

process being boson gluon fusion,with the colour singlet state being form ed by soft colour

interactions(SCI).The m ain pointisthatdi�ractive and non-di�ractive eventsdi�eronly by



SCI,thekinem aticsareexpected to besim ilarsinceonegluon carriesm ostofthem om entum

oftheexchanged system .Thisidea hasalso been developed in [31,32]which providesa M onte

Carlo sim ulation ofSCI.

The sim plestQCD m odelfordi�ractive exchange isa pairoft-channelgluonsin a colour

singletstate. Such an exchange isa com m on feature ofm any m odels[33,34,35,36,37,38,

39]and leadsto a di�ractive structure functionswhich are proportionalto the gluon density

squared. The dynam icalcontent ofthese m odels di�er in the treatm ent ofQCD corrections

and choiceofgluon density and willbediscussed in m oredetailbelow.

Itm ay bepossibleto distinguish these m odelsfrom thosein which softcolourinteractions

playar̂ole[29,22,30]bycom paringF D
2
(x;Q 2;xIP)withF2(xIP;Q

2)for�xedQ 2 andinterm ediate

�.Forthelatterthefollowing scaling relation ispredicted:

F
D

2
(x;Q 2

;xIP)’
C

xIP

F2(xIP;Q
2) (3)

whereC isa constant.

In [33]where di�raction isgoverned by two gluon exchange one expectsthisbehaviourto

bem ultiplied by a factorx� �
IP
,where� � 0:08 and willdepend on k2T (seebelow).In thedipole

approach to BFKL [38,39],in which thedipolescouplevia two gluon exchangeasim ilarresult

is expected but with a larger power x� �
IP
,� � � IP � 1 = 12�sln(2)=� possibly softened by

inverse powers oflogarithm s in 1=xIP [38,40]. Ofcourse,in this case,the individualenergy

dependencesofF2 and F
D
2
isexpected to bea lotharder.

In the perturbative QCD approach advocated by Bartels and W �ustho� [33]the coupling

ofthe pom eron to the hadronic �nalstate can be derived withoutany additionalparam eters

exceptthestrong coupling.Thefollowing ansatzisused fortheunintegrated gluon density:

 (x;k2T;Q
2

0)�
1

k2T + Q 2
0

x
1� �IP (Q

2)
; (4)

with the e�ective scale-dependent pom eron intercept (which explicitly,albeit m ildly,breaks

the factorization ofeq.(2)since itdepends ofQ 2)�IP(Q
2)= 1:08+ 0:1ln[ln(Q 2=1GeV 2)+ 3]

forQ 2 > 0:05GeV 2 and 1:08 below this.Thisgluon density isthen �tted to theavailabledata

on F2. Predictions forthe di�ractive cross section (which is proportionalto [ (xIP;k
2
T;Q

2
0
)]2

integrated overk2T)with q�q and q�qg in �nalstate are then presented overa wide range of�.

Now therelevantscalein �IP isthevirtuality k
2
T.

In the lim it� ! 1 the longitudinalcontribution,which isform ally ‘highertwist’,is�nite

so isexpected to dom inate overthe transverse partwhich goeslike 1 -�.Thishighlightsthe

fact that the concept of‘twist’m ust be applied very carefully in di�raction -contributions

which naively appearhighertwistm ay in factdom inate athigh Q 2 in certain regim es. W ith

an additionalgluon in the�nalstateone�ndsa (1� �)3 behaviouratlarge�.Forsm all� this

con�guration dom inatesand the crosssection divergeslike 1=�.In sum m ary,a characteristic

� spectrum isfound thatshowsthatem ission oftheadditionalgluon isbound to thesm all�

region whereasthelarge� isdom inated by thelongitudinalphoton.Num ericalresults,labelled

‘BW ’,usingtheansatzofeq.(4)forF D
2 ,and R

D asfunction of� and Q 2 areshown in �gs.(1,2).

The large m ass,sm all� ortriple Regge regim e (s � M 2
x � Q 2 � �2

Q C D )hasalso been

investigated in detailby Bartels and W �ustho� (see [41,42,43]and refs). Theoretically the



em ergence ofa 4 gluon t-channelstate which buildsup the large di�ractive m assisexpected.

Experim entally,thisregion ishard to investigate since the requirem entofa large m asstends

to close up the rapidity gap m aking it di�cult to distinguish experim entally from the non-

di�ractive background and also because the di�ractive �nalstate m ay notbe fully contained

in the m ain detector. This situation is im proving now thatthe �rst data collected with the

LPS isbecom ing available [6]. Forthe purpose ofthisreportwe willdiscuss expectationsin

thenot-too-sm all� regim e.

Diehl[34]has calculated the contribution ofq�q in the �nalstate to the di�raction cross

section in thenon-perturbativetwogluon exchangem odelofNachtm ann and Landsho�[36,44].

Num ericalpredictionsforthism odel(applicablefornot-too-sm all�),labelled ‘LND’,areshown

in �gs.(1,2,3).Thism odelpredictsa relatively sm allcontribution ofcharm in di�raction (less

than 10 % overa widerangeofxIP;�;Q
2).

The high �,sm allm ass regim e ofdi�raction is considered explicitly in [37]who work in

co-ordinatespaceofthetransversedistancebetween thequark and theanti-quark.They claim

thatathigh enough � (� 0:4)only the q�q contributes (in agreem ent with [33])and thatfor

� � 0:7 di�ractive scattering from the longitudinalphoton dom inates for which only sm all

distances(bT � 1=Q)contribute.Thee�ectivescaleofthegluon density relevantto di�raction

isk2T=(1� �)(seealso [45])which isclearly hard forhigh �.Thisim pliesthatforhigh � (see

�g.(2)) R D becom es greater than unity in sharp contrast to the Pom eron structure function

m odelof[17]. For the transverse photon distances ofbT � 1GeV2 dom inate which is used

to justify the use ofperturbative QCD and the use ofevolution equations,using GRV input

distributions,forthedi�ractivestructurefunctions.

Theseriesofpapersby Genovese,Nikolaev and Zakharov [46,47,48,49]providesa m odel

fordi�raction inspired by the QCD dipole approach [50,39,51]to thegeneralised BFKL [52]

equation.In [48]they strongly rejectthefactorizablepom eron m odeland instead suggestthat

a two com ponentstructurefunction forthepom eron with valenceand sea partonshaving dif-

ferentpom eron ux factors.Theabsolutenorm alizationsofthesecom ponentsofthedi�ractive

structurefunction aresubstantially thesam easevaluated in 1991 [39],beforetheHERA data

have becom e available. In recent papers forthis Regge factorization breaking m odelspeci�c

predictionsforFL [46]and charm [47]aregiven (see‘NZ’in �gs.(1,2,3)).

Thecurves,labelled ‘RS’,shown in �gs.(1,2,3)arefrom aM onteCarlosim ulation developed

by A.Solanoand M .Ryskin,forthedissociation ofthevirtualphoton totwo and threejets[53].

The form ulae used are the sam e asthose in the LM RT [35]m odelbutuse a GRV [54]gluon

distribution and a sim pli�ed version oftheNLO corrections.

Bialasand Peschanskialsopresentpredictionsforhard di�raction [38,40]based on theQCD

dipolepictureoftheBFKL equation.In thispicturethey �nd thatm ostofthedi�ractivecross

section com esfrom theinteraction ofq�qpairswhosetransversesizeisoftheorderofthetarget

sizeasseen by thevirtualphoton.TheperturbativeQCD prediction isenhanced by theBFKL

resum m ation and by the num ber ofdipole con�gurations in the initialproton state. In the

factorized picture they �nd a strong xIP dependence m odi�ed by log corrections.They expect

R D to be a strongly varying function of� and to go above unity forlarge �. The num berof

di�ractive eventsincreaseswith Q 2 overthe whole range. Atsm all�,i.e. large m asses,they

expecta scaling violation to besim ilarto thatseen in F2 atsm allx.Predictionsofthism odel

forF D
2
and R D havebeen presented recently [55]and areshown,labelled ‘BP’,in �gs.(1,2).
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The ratio ofcharm eventsobserved in the di�ractive structure function isin principle a very

good testofthehardnessoftheprocessesfeeding thec�cproduction.Clearly a m easurem entof

the� and Q 2 spectra forthesecharm eventswillprovidea lotm oreinform ation.

Ifhard QCD dom inatesin di�raction,i.e.thetransversem om enta oftheq�qin theloop are

large,k2T � Q2,the relative yield ofcharm in di�raction isdeterm ined by the electric charges

ofthequarksand should beabout40 % .In thePom eron structurefunction m odelsof[10]the

charm contribution com esfrom boson gluon fusion and isindeed large.M odel2predictsthatit



should alsobelargeathigh � incom parison tom odel1(com pare‘GS(I)’and ‘GS(II)’in�g.(3)).

Also since di�raction isa highertwiste�ectonewould expecttheF D (charm )=F(totalcharm )

to decreasequickly asa function ofQ 2.

In thenaiveAJM ,sincethequark transverse m om enta aresm all,onewould expecta very

sm allcharm content. W ithin the QCD-im proved AJM thism ay be expected to increase with

Q 2 and for su�ciently high Q 2 the charm contribution to di�raction should approach that

anticipated from hard physics.

The early paperofNikolaev and Zakharov [49],predicts thatthe di�ractive contribution

to open charm isaround 1 % . In a recentpaper[47],they presentpredictionsforthe charm

contribution to di�raction and suggesta very steep rise atsm allxIP strongly breaking Regge

factorization;atxIP = 0:005 thisleadsto a charm contentofabout10 % (see‘NZ’in �g.(3)).

In anum ericalstudy oftheinuenceofthesm allkT region in theBFKL equation,in [56],it

isshown thatthedom inantcontribution todi�raction com esfrom theregion ofsm alltransverse

quark m om enta,even forlarge Q 2. Thiswould seem to favoura sm allcharm contribution in

thism odel.

The LM RT approach [35]isbased on the sam e Feynm an graphsfor ! q�q and  ! q�qg

dissociation as[33,37,41,42]and [37,39,46,47,48,49,51].2 Howeverin theLM RT casethe

m ostrealistic M RS(A’)gluon distribution (which �tsallthe presentdata)were used and the

m ain NLO corrections,including an estim ate ofthe K-factorin the O (�s
�
�2)approxim ation,

were taken into account. Thanks to the large anom alousdim ension  ofthe gluon structure

function g(x;k2T)/ (k2T)
 atsm allx = xIP theinfrared divergenceisabsentfrom thekT-integral

and,even for the transverse part originated by the light quarks,the dom inant contribution

com esm ainly from sm alldistances(see also [37])and doesn’tdepend too m uch on the value

ofthe infrared cuto�. This shortdistance dom inance is reected in the large charm content

oftheM onte Carlo [53]and of[35](see curves’RS’and ’LM RT’in �g.(3),respectively). The

LM RT predictionsarenorm alised using a phenom enological�tto the’93ZEUS dataand show

a signi�cantthreshold behaviourfor� approaching the kinem aticallim it.The sharp increase

forlow valuesof� com esfrom theinclusion ofrealgluon em ission (see[35]),which isnottaken

into accountin LND.

The m easurem ent ofthe charm contribution in di�raction,which should be available in

the nearfuture (atleastforD � production [57]),willcertainly help ourunderstanding ofthe

interplay ofhard and softphysicsin di�raction.
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