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A bstract

W e propose a new non{perturbative approach to hadronic interactions athigh ener-

gies and sm allm om entum transfer,which is based on the scale anom aly ofQ CD and

em phasizesthe r̂ole ofsem i{classicalvacuum �elds. W e �nd thatthe hadron scattering

am plitudesexhibitRegge behaviorand evaluate the intercept�(0)ofthe corresponding

trajectory. Both the interceptand the scale forthe slope ofthe trajectory appearto be

determ ined by the energy density ofnon{perturbative Q CD vacuum (the gluon conden-

sate).Num erically,we�nd � � �(0)� 1 = 0:08� 0:1,consistentwith thevaluesascribed

phenom enologically tothe\soft"Pom eron.Forarbitrary num bersofcolorsN c and avors

N f,� isfound to beproportionalto (N f=N c)
2;however,in thelargeN c (N f �xed)lim it,

� � N
0
c.

Understanding thebehaviorofQCD athigh energiesand sm allm om entum transferisstill

a challenging and unsolved problem . In the fram ework ofperturbation theory,a system atic

approach wasdeveloped by Balitsky,Fadin,Kuraev and Lipatov [1],who dem onstrated that

the \leading log" term sin the scattering am plitude oftype (g2 ln s)n (where g isthe strong

coupling) can be re-sum m ed,giving rise to the so{called \hard" Pom eron. Diagram atically,

BFKL equation describesthet� channelexchangeof\gluonicladder"(seeFig.1a){aconcept

fam iliarfrom theold{fashioned m ulti{peripheralm odel[2].
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Atsm allm om entum transfer,QCD perturbation theory isin generalinapplicable,butone

m ay chooseto considerthescattering processeswheretheparton virtualitiesattheendsofthe

ladderare �xed to be large (forexam ple,the scattering oftwo heavy quarkonium states[3]).

However,even then thepartonscan still\di�use"tosm allvaluesoftransversem om entatoward

thecenteroftheladder(di�usion in thelogoftransversem om enta [1]),and atsu�ciently high

energiestheperturbativeapproach inevitably breaksdown [4].Thisargum entwasform ulated

rigorouslybyA.H.M ueller[5],whoshowed thattheoperatorproductexpansion (which provides

thebasisoftheperturbativeapproach)breaksdown athigh energies.Anotherseriousproblem

ofthe perturbative treatm enthasbeen m ade apparentby recentvigorouscalculationsofthe

next{to{leading correctionsto the BFKL equation [6]. The NLO correctionsappeared to be

large,and drove the intercept of\BFKL Pom eron" signi�cantly below the range ofvalues

suggested by phenom enology.

Perturbative expansion ofthe scattering am plitude is possible only in the presence ofa

su�ciently largescale.Aswasm entioned above,atvery high energiestheexternalscale,which

determ inestheparton virtualitiesattheendsoftheladder,becom esprogressively unim portant,

andtheperturbativeexpansion losesjusti�cation.ThereforeitlooksplausiblethatthePom eron

isa genuinely non{perturbativephenom enon [7],[8].Atpresent,non{perturbativephenom ena

can only betreated theoretically ifthey stem from relatively shortdistances,which requiresthe

presenceofalargescale.Them ain ideaexploited in thisletteristhatsuch ascaleexistsin the

QCD vacuum asa consequenceofscaleanom aly,and isrelated to thedensity ofvacuum gluon

�eldsdueto sem i{classicaluctuations;num erically,M 2
0 ’ 4� 6 GeV2 (seebelow).Becauseof

the presence ofthislarge scale,the perturbative expansion stillm akessense;we are able also

to evaluateexplicitly theleading non{perturbativecontribution dueto thescaleanom aly.

There are two factsthatsupportthe feasibility ofsuch an approach. First,the successof

QCD sum rulesisbased on theuseofafew �rstterm sin theoperatorproductexpansion,which

can bejusti�ed only ifa su�ciently largescaleassociated with thevacuum structureexists[9].

Second,thenon{perturbative am plitude oflow{energy dipole{dipolescattering wasevaluated

and found to be determ ined by the vacuum energy density,arising from the sem i{classical

uctuationsofgluon �elds[10].Thislatterexam pleisencouraging,sincethem ulti{peripheral

m odel[2]relates the am plitude ofhigh{energy scattering to the low{energy interactions of

partons.

Basingontheseideas,weproposeanextension oftheBFKL program tothenon-perturbative

dom ain;the key ingredientofourapproach isthe breakdown ofscale invariance in QCD,re-

ected in scale anom aly. The conceptofscale anom aly israthergeneraland wasform ulated

long tim e ago [11],[12],[13];letusbriey recallitsapplication to QCD.In the chirallim itof

m assless quarks,the Lagrangean ofQCD is scale invariant on the classical,tree level. This

invariance is however broken by renorm alization,which introduces a dim ensionfulscale once

theinteractionsareswitched on.This\dim ensionaltransm utation" phenom enon isfundam en-

talfor the understanding ofscale dependence ofthe strong coupling constant [14],which is

thebasisofallapplicationsofperturbativeQCD.On theform allevel,thebreakdown ofscale

invariance in the theory isreected by the non{conservation ofscale current,and thusin the

non{zero traceoftheenergy{m om entum tensor��� [15].Scaleanom aly leadsto a setofpow-

erfullow-energy theorem sforthe correlation functionsofgluon currentsin thescalarchannel
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[9].

Thestartingpointoftheapproach thatweproposein thisletteristhefollowing:am ongthe

higherorder,O (�2S)(�S = g2=4�),correctionstotheBFKL kernelweisolateaparticularclass

ofdiagram s which include the propagation oftwo gluons in the scalar color singlet channel

JP C = 0+ + (see Fig. 1-b). W e willshow that,as a consequence ofscale anom aly,these,

apparently O (�2S),contributionsbecom ethedom inantones,O (�
0
S).

q
→

1⊥

q
→

2⊥

g αs
q
→

1⊥

q
→

2⊥

p1

p2a) b) c)
colliding hadrons gluons pions

Figure1:M ulti-peripheral(ladder)diagram scontributing to the leading{orderBFKL (a)and

\soft" (b)and (c)Pom eron structure

Indeed,letusconsiderthecontribution ofFig.1-b,which isoneofthenum erouscorrections

ofthe next{to{leading orderto the BFKL Pom eron. In perturbation theory,such corrections

are / �2S;however,we note thatifthe two produced gluonsin Fig.1-b are in the scalarand

colorlessstate,the vertex oftheirproduction,generated the four{gluon coupling in the QCD

Lagrangean,is� �sF
�� aF a

��.W eobservethatthisvertex isthereforeproportionaltothetrace

oftheQCD energy{m om entum tensor(���)in thechirallim itofm asslessquarks:

�
�
� =

�(g)

2g
F
a��

F
a
�� ’ �

bg2

32�2
F
a��

F
a
��; (1)

notethatasaconsequenceofdecouplingtheorem [16]the� function in Eq.(1)doesnotcontain

thecontribution ofheavy quarks(i.e.b= 1

3
(11N � 2Nf)= 9).

The entire contribution ofFig.1-b therefore appears proportionalto the correlatorofthe

QCD energy{m om entum tensor. Letusnow considerthe spectralrepresentation forthiscor-

relator:

�(q2)= i

Z

d
4
x e

iqx h0jT
n

�
�
�(x)�

�
�(0)

o

j0i=

Z

d�
2 ��(�

2)

�2 � q2 � i�
; (2)
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with thespectraldensity de�ned by

��(k
2)=

X

n

(2�)3�4(pn � k)jhnj���j0ij
2
; (3)

wherethephase-spaceintegralisunderstood.In lowest{orderperturbation theory,thespectral

density (3)isgiven by the contribution oftwo-gluon states;the calculation forSU(N ) color

gives

�
pt

� (q
2) =

 
bg2

32�2

! 2
N 2
c � 1

4�2
q
4
: (4)

However,atsm allinvariantm asses,perturbation theory inevitably breaksdown;an im por-

tanttheorem [9]forthiscorrelatorstatesthatasa consequence ofbroken scale invariance of

QCD,

�(0)= � 4 h0j���(0)j0i: (5)

Since this theorem ,as willbecom e clear soon,is a corner{stone ofour approach,let us

briey recallitsproof[9].Itisbased on thefactthattheexpectation valueofany operatorO

ofcanonicaldim ension d (d = 4 for���)can bewritten down as

hO i�

"

M 0 exp

 

�
8�2

bg20

! #d

; (6)

where g0 � g(M0),and M 0 isthe renorm alization scale. On the otherhand,the dependence

ofQCD Lagrangean on thecoupling is(� 1=4g20)
~F a�� ~F a

��,where
~F � gF istherescaled gluon

�eld. By writing down the expectation value ofthe operatorO in the form ofthe functional

integral,and by di�erentiatingthisexpression with respectto1=4g20,onecan thereforegenerate

correlation functionsoftheoperatorsO and ~F 2.Di�erentiating once,onegets

i

Z

dx hT
n

O (x) ~F 2(0)
o

i� �
d

d(1=4g2)
hO i: (7)

Com bining (7)and (6),and choosing O (x)= ���(x),furnishestheproofofthetheorem (5).

Notethatther.h.s.ofEq.(5)isdivergenteven in perturbation theory,and should therefore

be regularized by subtracting the perturbative part. The vacuum expectation value ofthe ���
operatorthen m easuresthe energy density ofnon-perturbative uctuationsin QCD vacuum ,

and thelow-energy theorem (5)im pliesa sum ruleforthespectraldensity:

Z
d�2

�2
[�
phys

� (�2)� �
pt

� (�
2)]= � 4 h0j���(0)j0i= � 16 �vac 6= 0; (8)

where the estim ate forthe vacuum energy density extracted from the sum rule analysisgives

�vac ’ � (0:24 GeV)4 [17].In addition,anothersum rule[18,17],

Z

d�
2
�
phys

� (�2)=

Z

d�
2
�
pt

� (�
2) (9)
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is im plied by the quark{hadron duality. Since the physicalspectraldensity, �
phys

� , should

approach theperturbativeone,�
pt

� ,athigh �
2,theintegralin Eq.(8)isconvergent.

According to (1)and (3),thel.h.s.ofEq.(8)isapparently O (g4);howeveritiseasy to see

that this is not so by looking at the r.h.s. ofthis equation,which is renorm alization group

invariant,and does not depend on the coupling constant. This m eans that the l.h.s. m ust

also beO (g0).Letusillustratethisform alargum entby considering thespectraldensity (3)at

sm allinvariantm ass[19].Sm allinvariantm assesim plysm allrelativem om entafortheproduced

particles,and atsm allm om enta an accuratedescription ofQCD isgiven by an e�ectivechiral

Lagrangean

L =
f2�

4
tr@�U@

�
U
y +

1

4
m

2
�f

2
� tr

�

U + U
y
�

; (10)

whereU = exp(2i�=f�),� � �aTa and Ta aretheSU(2)generatorsnorm alized by trTaTb =
1

2
�ab.Thetraceoftheenergy{m om entum tensorforthisLagrangian is(see,e.g.,[10])

�
�
� = � 2

f2�

4
tr@�U@

�
U
y � m

2
�f

2
� tr

�

U + U
y
�

: (11)

Expanding thisexpression (11)in powersofthepion �eld,oneobtains,to thelowestorder,

�
�
� = � @��

a
@
�
�
a + 2m 2

��
a
�
a + � � � ; (12)

and thisleadsto an elegantresult[19]in thechirallim itofvanishing pion m ass:

h�+ �� j���j0i= q
2
: (13)

This result for the coupling ofthe operator ��� to two pions can be im m ediately generalized

for any (even) num ber ofpions using Eq.(11). The expression (13) is m anifestly � O (g0),

and showsthatthespectraldensity ofthescalargluon operator� g2F 2 isindependentofthe

coupling constantg asa consequence ofscaleanom aly.W hilewehaveused an e�ective chiral

Lagrangean to illustrate how the dependence on the coupling constant gets \eaten" by the

scaleanom aly,thisphenom enon isvery generaland doesnotdepend on thespeci�cm odelfor

thespectraldensity.Oneway ofunderstanding thedisappearance ofthecoupling constantin

thespectraldensity oftheg2F 2 operatoristo assum ethatthenon-perturbativeQCD vacuum

is dom inated by the sem i{classicaluctuations ofthe gluon �eld. Since the strength ofthe

classicalgluon �eld isinversely proportionalto the coupling,F � 1=g,the quark zero m odes,

andthespectraldensityoftheirpionicexcitations,appearindependentofthecouplingconstant.

Arm ed with this knowledge, we are ready to see that the contribution to the next{to{

leading order BFKL kernelthat describes the production oftwo gluons in the color singlet,

scalar state,which is form ally � O (g4),as a consequence ofscale anom aly can becom e the

leading one,� O (g0). (Ofcourse,the perturbative partofthis contribution isstill� O (g4)

and hasbeen taken into accountin thenext-to-leading orderBFKL Pom eron).Therefore,we

wantto build a m ulti-peripheralm odelforthe\soft" Pom eron in which hadronsareproduced

(m ostly two pions,see Refs.[10],[20]) due to exchange oftwo gluons in the t{channel(see

Fig.1-c ). The only dim ensionalscale in thisapproach appearsin �phys and can be estim ated

directly from sum rulesofEq.(8). Itturnsoutthatthe characteristic m ass(M 2
0)in Eq.(8)
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isratherlarge[10],[20]M 2
0 � 4GeV2 (theoriginalanalysisof[9],[21]yielded even som ewhat

biggervalue M 2
0 � 6GeV2). Thisisthe largestscale which existsin non{perturbative QCD

[9],[22].In thefram ework oftheinstanton approach,thelargem agnitudeofM 0 wasshown to

bea consequence ofstrong color�eld insidetheinstanton [22].

Thisvaluedeterm inesthescaleofalldim ensionalparam etersofthePom eron trajectory as

wellasthetypicaltransversem om entum ofproduced particlein thePom eron.Itisinteresting

to notice that the experim entalvalue for the slope �0P (0) ofthe Pom eron trajectory (in the

standard notation,�P (t)= 1+ �+ � 0
P (0)t)�

0
P (0)= 0:25GeV �2 [23]isvery closeto 1=M 2

0.

W e start our calculation with diagram s ofFig.1-b in the leading log s approxim ation of

pQCD where we sum only contributionsofthe orderof(�S lns)
n. In thisapproxim ation the

propagatorsofthet-channelgluonscan bewritten in a sim pleform [24]

G ��(q
2
i) =

g��

q2i
=

1

q2i;?
�

2qi;? ;� qi;? ;�

�i�is
+ O

�
1

s

�

; (14)

where weuse theSudakov decom position form om enta qi along them om enta ofcolliding par-

ticles(p1 and p2 in Fig.1-b ),nam ely,

qi;� = �ip1;� + �ip2;� + qi;? ;� ; (15)

Eq.(14)correspondstoW eizs�acker{W illiam sapproxim ation forthegluon �eld ofafast{m oving

hadron.

Theladderdiagram ofFig.1-b forem ission ofn-pairsisequalto

�n(Q
2) = �

2
S

Z

����

i= n+ 1Y

i= 1

s d�id�id
2qi;?

2(2�)3
�(�i�i+ 1s� M

2
i;? )�i (16)

� ��i;�i+ 1
��i;�i+ 1

G �i;�i+ 1
(q2i)G �i;�i+ 1

((Q � qi)
2)��i+ 1��i+ 1 ;

where�(Q 2 = 0)isthetotalcrosssection ofn-pairsproduction (�n)and �i isthephasespace

factorfortwo identicalparticleswith totalm assM i which isequalto

�i =
1

2

Z
d3k1

(2�)32!12!2
�(!1 + !2 � Mi) =

1

32�2
: (17)

In Eq.(16)��i;�i+ 1
isthevertex ofgluon pairproduction.Itiseasy to calculatethatitisequal

to

qi;? ;�iqi;? ;�i+ 1
��i;�i+ 1

= 3~qi;? � ~qi+ 1;? ; (18)

afterprojecting on thecolorlessstatewith JP C = 0+ + .

Using the kinem atic relation �i�i+ 1s = M 2
i + k2i;? ,where

~ki;? = ~qi;? � ~qi+ 1;? and per-

form ing integration over�i explicitly,wecan rewriteEq.(16)in thesim pleform

�n(Q
2) = �

2
S

(lns)
n

n!

i= n+ 1Y

i= 1

4� 9� �2
S

32�2

(~Q ? � ~qi;? )� (~Q ? � ~qi+ 1;? )

q2i;? (
~Q � ~qi)

2
?

dM 2
i

�

M 2
i + k2i;?

�2 : (19)
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For forward scattering Q 2
? = 0 and Eq.(19) leads to power{like behavior ofthe totalcross

section:

�tot =

1X

n= 0

�n = �
B O R N

s
�
; (20)

where

� =
�2S 18

32�2

Z
dk2? dM 2

(M 2 + k2? )
2
: (21)

and �B O R N isthecrosssection dueto two gluon exchange

�
B O R N = �

2
S

Z

d
2
q����G �;�1(q

2
? )G �;�1(q

2
? )��1��1 : (22)

Eq.(21)can be easily rewritten through the perturbative spectraldensity �
pQ C D

� thatwas

evaluated above(seeEq.(4)):

� =
�2

2
�

�
8�

b

�2

�
18

32�2

Z
dM 2

M 6
�
pQ C D

� (M 2); (23)

where�S(M
2)= 4�=(bln(M 2=�2)).

Ourm ainideaistoseparatenon{perturbativeandperturbativecontributionstothespectral

density ofthescalargluon operatorby replacing�
pQ C D

� (M 2)with (�
phys

� (M 2) � �
pQ C D

� (M 2))+

�
pQ C D

� (M 2). The purely perturbative contribution is of the order of O (g4), and has been

evaluated before [6]. Forthe non{perturbative contribution,in which we are interested here,

wehave

� =
�2

2
�

�
8�

b

�2

�
18

32�2

Z
dM 2

M 6

�

�
phys

� (M 2) � �
pQ C D

� (M 2)
�

: (24)

To estim ate the integralin Eq.(24)we willuse the chiralapproach to �
phys

� described above,

nam ely,

�
phys

� (M 2) =
3

32�2
M

4
; (25)

which correspondsto diagram ofFig.1-c 1.

Itisinstructiveto establish a qualitativerelation between them atching param eterM 0 and

theenergy density ofQCD vacuum using thespectraldensity (25)and thesum rule(8).Since

perturbativespectraldensity �
pQ C D

� (M 2)atm oderateM ism uch sm allerthan �
phys

� (M 2),Eqs

(25)and (8)lead to thefollowing approxim aterelation [21]:

M
2
0 ’ 32�

(
j�vacj

N 2
f � 1

) 1

2

; (26)

which shows thatthe m atching scale M 0 is directly determ ined by the energy density ofthe

vacuum .Since�vac � N2
c,them agnitudeofM 0 isproportionalto N

2
c=N

2
f.

1O fcourse,the chiralapproach cannotbe extrapolated up to M 0 ’ 2 G eV;atlargeM the spectraldensity

(25)should becorrected by a phenom enologicalform -factorexpressed in term sofexperim ental�� phaseshifts

[10];however,sinceoursensitivity to thelargeM region isonly logarithm ic(see(24)),in thispaperwewilluse

the sim pli�ed ansatz(25).
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Collecting allnum ericalfactorsand substituting b= 9,weobtain

� =
1

48
ln

M 2
0

4m 2
�

: (27)

Letusdiscusstheresultofthesesim plecalculations:

1.Eq.(20)and Eq.(27)say thatourapproach leadsto theexchange ofthePom eron with

theintercept�(0)= 1+ � > 1.To thebestofourknowledge,thisistheonly approach

in thefram ework ofQCD which leadsto a \soft" Pom eron;

2.Eq.(20)isa consequence ofa directgeneralization ofthe BFKL approach to the non{

perturbative dom ain. It should be recalled that the only theory where the Pom eron

naturally appearsistheBFKL Pom eron in 2+ 1 dim ensionalQCD [25];

3.Eq.(27)gives� = 0:082 forM 2
0 = 4GeV 2 [10]in good agreem entwith thephenom eno-

logicalinterceptofthe \soft" Pom eron,� = 0:08 [23];itshould be noted howeverthat

the precise value ofthe m atching scale M 2
0 as extracted from the low{energy theorem

(8)dependssom ewhaton detailed form ofthe spectraldensity,and can vary within the

range ofM 2
0 = 4� 6GeV2 [9],[10]. Fortunately,the dependence ofEq.(27)on M 0 is

only logarithm ic,and varying itin thisrangeleadsto

�= 0:08� 0:1: (28)

4.As we have already stressed,in our approach the only dim ensionfulparam eter is M 2
0;

its large value im plies the dom inance ofrather short distances in the \soft" Pom eron

structure.Thisfactisin agreem entwith anum berofexperim entaland phenom enological

observations:

� The value ofthe slope forthe \soft" Pom eron trajectory �0P (0) = 0:25GeV �2 �

�0R (0)= 1GeV �2 ,where�0R istheslopeoftheReggeon trajectory;

� Theexperim entalslopeofthedi�raction production ofthehadron system with large

m assisapproxim atelytwotim essm allertheslopefortheelasticscattering.Itm eans

thatthe propersize ofthetriple Pom eron vertex israthersm all.ForourPom eron

itshould beon theorderof1=M 2
0 � 0:25GeV�2 � B el= 10GeV �2 ;

� TheHERA data[26]on di�ractiveJ=	production in DIS show thatthet-slopefor

elasticdi�ractivedissociation (�+ p! J=	+ p)islargerthan thet-slopeforthe

inelastic one (� + p ! J=	+ X ,where X isa high{m asshadronic system ). This

showstheexistenceoftwo di�erentscalesin theproton,oneofwhich isdeterm ined

by its size,and another one by the correlation length � 1=M0 ofthe gluon �eld

inside.
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5.Non{trivialazim uthaldependence observed recently in di�ractive production ofscalar

m esons[27]can beexplained [28]ifoneadoptstheidea thatthee�ectivecoupling ofthe

Pom eron to m esonsisdictated by scaleanom aly.

The disappearance ofthe dependence on the coupling constant,which isthe centralpoint

ofour approach,m ay seem puzzling. However let us m ention again that this result can be

easily understood ifwe recallthe interpretation ofthe non{zero v.e.v. ofthe trace ofthe

energy{m om entum tensorasbeing dueto thesem i{classicaluctuationsofgluon �elds.Since

the strength ofthe classicalgluon �eld is F 2 � 1=�S,quark zero m odes,and their pionic

excitations,appearindependentofthecoupling,� O (�0S).W ethereforeenvision thePom eron

asa t� channelexchangeoftwo gluons,which scattero� sem i{classicaluctuationsofvacuum

gluon�elds;thisscatteringisaccom panied bytheexcitation ofquarkzerom odesin thevacuum ,

resulting in the production ofpions. Am azingly sim ilar picture ofthe \soft" Pom eron was

anticipated by Bjorken [32].Thesee�ectsalsom anifestthem selvesin thelow{energy scattering

ofheavy quarkonia;them agnitudeofthescatteringam plitudewasfound [10]tobedeterm ined

by theenergy density ofthenon{perturbativeQCD vacuum .

Letusdiscussthe dependence ofourresulton the num bersofcolors,N c,and avors,N f.

Two lim itsareoftheoreticalinterest:i)N c ! 1 ,N f;g
2 N c �xed;ii)N c ! 1 ,N f=N c;g

2 N c

�xed. The case i)correspondsto the largeN c lim itproposed by ’tHooft[29],while ii)isthe

basisof\topologicalexpansion" suggested by Veneziano [8].

Sincethenum berofGoldstonebosonscontributingtothenon{perturbativespectraldensity

(25)forspontaneouslybroken SUL(N f)� SUR (N f)isequaltoN
2
f� 1,itisevidentfrom Eq.(24)

that� � N 2
f=N

2
c (note thatEq.(24)containsb= 1=3(11N c � 2Nf)in the denum erator). A

sim ple graphic illustration ofthisdependence isgiven in Fig.2. Therefore,ourapproach m ay

Goldstone bosons

∝   N2
F ∝   N2

C

For large number of colors Nc

Fig.2-a Fig.2-b

Figure2:A sim pleillustration oftheappearanceoftheN 2
f=N

2
c factorin thePom eron intercept.

be considered asa realization ofgeneralideas,proposed long tim e ago by Veneziano [8],that

the\soft" Pom eron should befound keeping N 2
f=N

2
c �xed.

Letusdiscussnow thelargeN c lim iti),which correspondsto puregluodynam ics.Naively,

since� wasfound proportionalto N 2
f=N

2
c,onem ay concludethatin thislim it� vanishes,and

the crosssection doesnotgrow with energy. Thisconclusion is,however,im m ature. Indeed,

9



the physicalspectrum in the scalar channelin gluodynam ics contains a scalar glueball2;its

couplings to m esons are suppressed by 1=N c (see, e.g., [30]), so it should be very narrow.

Therefore,thespectraldensity Eq.(25)should bereplaced by

�
phys

� (M 2) = R M
6
R �(M 2 � M

2
R )+ pert:contribution (29)

whereM R isthescalarglueballm ass,and R isitsresidue;thefactorM 6
R isintroduced to m ake

R dim ensionless.Using Eq.(29)in thesum rule(8),wegeta sim plerelation

R = 16
j�vacj

M 4
R

: (30)

W ith Eq.(29)and Eq.(30),Eq.(24)becom es

�=
288�2

b2

j�vacj

M 4
R

; (31)

sinceM R � N0
c,�vac � N2

c,and b� Nc,Eq.(31)iswell{de�ned in thelargeN c lim it.

One could try to estim ate the value of� given by Eq.(31)forN c = 3;thisrequires the

knowledge ofthe m assofthe scalarglueballin pure gluodynam ics. Recentlattice result[31]

givesM R ’ 1:65GeV;assum ingthatthem ain contribution totheenergydensity ofthevacuum

isdueto gluonsand using,asbefore,�vac ’ (0:24 GeV)4,b= 11N c=3= 11,wegetthevalue

� gluodynam ics ’ 0:01; (32)

which issigni�cantly sm allerthan ourresult(28)fortheworld with lightquarks.Thisindicates

thatthepresenceoflightquarksin thetheory leadstoam uch fastergrowth ofthecrosssection

with energy.

Thekey question iswhetheronecan provethetheoreticalself-consistency ofourapproach.

Indeed, our classi�cation ofthe contributions to the scattering am plitude is stillbased on

the expansion in powers of�S,in which we have isolated the term � O (�0S) em erging as a

consequence ofscale anom aly. Thisterm isthe leading one only ifthe coupling constant�S
issu�ciently sm all.Them agnitudeofthecoupling dependson therenorm alization scaleM 0.

Sincethisdim ensionfulscaleextracted from thesum ruleanalysisislarge,M 0 = 4� 6GeV2,the

couplingconstantindeed appearstobesm all,�S(M
2
0)� 1.Thisfactinsuresthatperturbative

corrections to the kernelare sm aller than the leading,� O (�0S),term ,and should be taken

into accountin thefram ework ofconventionalBFKL approach.Ourapproach yieldsa natural

rapidity scale (Y0 = ln(M 2
0=4m

2
�) ’ 2 � 3) for BFKL kernelabove which the perturbative

approach can be applied. Itisinteresting to note thatforY � Y0 the next{to{leading order

correctionsarewellundercontrol[33];howevertheinterplay between \soft"and \hard"physics

stillhasto beunderstood.

W e therefore believe that our proposalcan lead to a system atic theoreticalapproach to

thePom eron in QCD.Ofcourse,onecannotexclude a prioria di�erentview ofthe Pom eron

2W e thank S.Nussinov and E.Shuryak forstressing the r̂ole ofthe scalarglueballforourapproach in the

caseofpure gluodynam ics.
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structureascom ing from largedistances,R � 1=M 0.However,experim entaldata (seepoint4

ofourdiscussion above)suggestthatthephenom enologicalPom eron indeed originatesatsm all

distancesR �
q

�0P (0)� 1=M0.

Letusdiscussthe relation ofourapproach to otherexisting approachesto softscattering.

Very sim ilar ideas ofthe dom inance ofsem i{classicalvacuum gluon �elds were developed in

Refs. [34]. Our approach is com plem entary to these ideas,giving a naturalexplanation of

the energy behavior ofthe softscattering am plitude,which previously had to be taken phe-

nom enologically3.Letisnotealso thatthecorrelation length ofgluon �elds,which wastaken

from thelatticeQCD calculationsin Refs[34],in ourapproach appearsonly im plicitly and is

determ ined from theanalysisoflow{energy theorem s.

The dom inance ofclassicalgluon �eld con�gurations in high{energy collisions is the key

idea oftheapproach proposed by M cLerran and Venugopalan [36]and developed in Refs.[37].

In thisapproach,the r̂ole ofdim ensionfulparam eterisplayed by the density ofcolorcharges

in the transverse plane,ratherthan by the vacuum energy density. In ouropinion,this isa

plausible assum ption atvery high energiesand/orforsu�ciently heavy nucleiforlow partial

am plitudes (centralregion in the im pact param eter plane). Since we focus ourattention on

the behaviorofthe totalcross section,which is determ ined by large distances in the im pact

param eterspace,and thereforesm alldensity ofthecolorcharge,therelevanceofthescaleM 2
0

associated with thevacuum �eld strength should notbesurprising.W efeelthattheapproach

of[36],[37]can describe the inclusive crosssection,while oursissuited forthe description of

the totalcross section. Indeed,the m ultiplicity associated with our m ulti{peripheralladder

� 2 �(0)ln sisrathersm allcom pared to theexpectationsof[36],[37].Itwould beextrem ely

interesting to understand bettertherelationship between thetwo approaches.
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