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D i raction oflight was describbed by ftalian physicist G rim aldiin hisbook
published n 1665 . One ofthe st (and wrong) explanations was given by
N ew ton, who also contrlouted a lot into the experin ental discovery and the
study of new di ractive phenom ena. Newton’s explanation of light di rac—
tion was basad on a corpuscular theory of light. However, In the beginning
of the X IX century the fam ous \Poisson’s puzzle" (the prediction of a light
oot In the center of the geom etric shadow , a consequence of the Fresnel’s
wave theory of light) and its experim ental con mm ation a med wave na-—
ture of light for hundred years, untilE Instein and Stark disovered that light
dem onstrated particle properties as well.

From the observation of the di ractive pattem one can judge about the
size and the shape of the scatterer. At present this eld is a highly de-
veloped branch of applied optics, w ith Innum erous uses and applications in
technology.

Sihce a fundam ental guess made In 1923 by Louis de Broglie on wave
properties ofm atter, con m ed experin entally by Stem in G em any and by
D avisson and G em er In the U SA , thispeculiar quantum behaviourhas found
a lot of applications. The manh lsson was that undulatory or corpuscular
properties are Inherent to all natural phenom ena, though one or ancther
aspect m ay dom inate dependent on conditions.

H igh energy physics is usually synonym ous to \particlke physics". New
phenom ena in this eld are related either to the discovery of new particles
or to som e typical particlke | like e ects as, say, B prken scaling In desply
nelastic scattering, or high p, Fts, or else. In space-tin e Janguage these
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regin esm ean the probe of an all distances.

However there isa eld in high energy physics which even at very high
energies isnot related to short distancesbut ratherto large (at nuclkar scales)
distances. Such are phenom ena lke am all angle hadron scattering (elastic
or inclusive). It is well known feature of these processes that the angular
probability distribution of the scattered particle show s a typical di ractive
pattem w ith am axinum at zero anglk ollowed by the dip and, In som e cases,
second m axin um E: Here we dealw ith wave properties of hadrons.

From such a distrbbution one can conclide about the size of the scatterer,
or, m ore properly, the \interaction region".

An Interesting feature of these \size m easurem ents" is that the size ap—
pears to be energy dependent. This would correspond to dependence of the
visble size ofa lit ob fect on the frequency (or the wavelength) of alling light.

M odem theory lim its this energy dependence ofthe transverse W xkt. the
ncidentbeam (s)) sizeby a \m axim alradiuus", R, (=m )IlogE ,wherem
isthe pion mass (I=m is the fam ous Yukawa radiis), and E is the center—
ofm ass energy. Logarithm ic dependence of the strong interaction transverse
range was derived by W . H eisenberg in the fram ew ork of som em odelofhigh—
energy ocollisions as early as in 1952. Later M . Froissart cbtained the sam e
Iin it on m ore general grounds in 1961, and, nally, A .M artin gave in 1966
a rigorous proofbased on the rstprinciplsofquantum eld theory. Lower
boundson the strong interaction radiiswere given by A .Logunov and N guen
Van Hiu 2].

Experimn ents con m the energy dependence of the transverse interaction
range which weakly grows wih energy (out is far below the H eisenberg-—
Froissart-M artin radiusR ).

W hereas one can extract the transverse interaction radius from the dif-
ferential cross section, what can one say about the longiudinal size of the
Interaction region or the Interaction tim e?

T heoretically, the problem was addressed In an early paper by W igner
In the fram ework of non-relativistic quantum m echanics [B]. One can also
m ention papers 4]. In these papers the Iongiudinal range was related to
som e derivatives of the phase of the scattering am plitude. Unfortunately
this procedure needed the know ledge of the o -m assshell am plitude.

A di erent approach wasused In Ref. B], where thee ective Iongitudinal

! Interesting discussion of \high energy di raction" is contained in Ref.[L].



size was estin ated to grow w ith energy as fast asE =m . T his is very interest—
Ing because at energies of the future Large H adron C ollider the longiudinal
Interaction range can achieve atom ic scales.

Unfortunately at present no way to extract this size from the m easured
characteristics is known. Som e hopes refer to nuclear targets where m ore
than one nuclkons could be nvolved into interaction w ith a \long"pro gctike.

If one in agines that the size and the shape of the interaction region are
extracted from a com plete enough set ofexperim entaldata, then the problem
is to understand the inform ation cbtained on the basis of present theoretical
fram ew orks. Let us consider a high energy collision in the laboratory fram e
when one hadron (nuclkon, or nuckus in practice) is at rest (\observer")
whilke another one ies on. Energy dependence then m ay bem ainly related
to the progctile, which seam s to be longer in the longitudinal direction and
larger in the transverse ones.

Is not i In an apparent contradiction w ith the special relativity which
predicts that the Iongiudinal size should decrease w ith the grow ing velocity
while the transverse ones rem ain intact? In fact there is no contradiction.
The m atter is that a particle is a quantum obect which is hardly a rigid
sohere as one could in agine in a classicalm anner. T his isa quantum system
whith uctuates Into various virtual states which have their own lifetin es
and sizes. The latters are by no m eans Lorentz invariant. M oreover, the
m axin alradiis, R, refers, In the transverse plane, to distances between the
pointstaken atdi erent tin es, and this isnot the sam e as the \instantaneous
size" of special relativity.

Quantum  uctiations have speci ¢ features which should be related to
m odem view sofm icrostructure ofparticles. For strongly Interacting particles
this is quantum chrom odynam ics, or shortly, QCD .

QCD gave m any insights into understanding of phenom ena, related to
short distances (\hard processes").

Unfortunately, QCD is still not very e ective when applied to large dis-
tance (\soft" ordi ractive) processes. In the fram ework of R egge approach
these are som e attem pts to obtain the kading Regge tra Ectory perturoa—
tively. In spite of som e progress serious problem s rem ain to be resolved.
O ne of these problem s is that the m ethod of quantum perturbations, which
works nicely at short distances, fails at Jarge distances. T his is related to the
con nem ent problam , ie. absence of quarks and gluons in asym ptotic states
detected by the m easuring apparatus.



& may well happen that \particke" approach, where quarks and gluons
take part in the process of scattering as constituents of colliding hadrons,
is not relevant to di ractive phenom ena, which are m ore adequate to wave
aspects. In this case i could be m ore appropriate to study som e (glion)

eld con gurationswhich are beyond reach of usual perturbative treatm ent.
That iswhy profcts ke TOTEM at LHC should be considered not just as
an inevitable price for a precise m easurem ent of um nosity but rather as a
unique source of nform ation about sizes and shape of the hadron interaction
region. E xplanation and description of these is a formm idabl task forQCD .

A s a conclusion I should lke to stress again that the experin ental study
ofdi mactive hadron scattering is im portant and interesting because:

1. Energy-dependent shape of the Interaction region is nteresting both
from general quantum and relativistic points of view ;

2. The Interpretation ofdata can prom ote the new developm ent ofQ CD
at large spacetine scales. This is de niely rwlated to the long-standing
con nem ent problem , which, aswe see, is in portant not only at low energies.
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