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A bstract

W e propose a new non {perturbative approach to hadronic interactions at high ener-
gles and snallmom entum transfer, which is based on the scale anomaly of QCD and
em phasizes the 0l of sam i{classical vacuum elds. W e nd that the hadron scattering
am plitudes exhbit R egge behavior and evaluate the intercept  (0) of the corresponding
tra fctory. Both the intercept and the scale for the slope of the tra fctory appear to be
determ ined by the energy density of non{perturbative Q CD vacuum (the gluon conden-—
sate) . Num erically, we nd 0) 1= 008 0:, consistent w ith the values ascribed
phenom enologically to the \soft" Pom eron. For arbitrary num bersofcolorsN . and avors
N¢, isPund tobeproportionalto (N =N .)?; however, in the large N, N ¢ xed) lim i,

N 2.

U nderstanding the behavior of Q CD at high energies and sn allm om entum transfer is still
a challenging and unsolved problem . In the fram ework of perturbation theory, a systam atic
approach was developed by Balitsky, Fadin, K uraev and Lipatov [i], who dem onstrated that
the \leading log" termm s in the scattering am plitude of type (@ In s)* Where g is the strong
ooupling) can be resumm ed, giving rise to the so{called \hard" Pom eron. D iagram atically,
BFKL equation describesthet channel exchange of \gluonic lJadder" (seeFigda) { a conospt
fam iliar from the old{fashioned m ulti{peripheralm odel P].
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At snallm om entum transfer, Q CD perturbation theory is in general inapplicable, but one
m ay choose to consider the scattering processes w here the parton virtualities at the ends of the
ladder are xed to be large (for exam ple, the scattering of two heavy quarkonium states B]).
H owever, even then the partons can still \di use" to an allvalues of transverse m om enta tow ard
the center of the Jadder (di usion in the log oftransverse m om enta {I]), and at su ciently high
energies the perturbative approach inevitably breaks down H]. T his argum ent was form ulated
rigorously by A H .M ueller ], who showed that the operatorproduct expansion (w hich provides
the basis of the perturbative approach) breaks down at high energies. A nother serious problam
of the perturbative treatm ent has been m ade apparent by recent vigorous calculations of the
next{to{leading corrections to the BFKL equation [4]. The NLO corrections appeared to be
large, and drove the intercept of \BFKL Pomeron" signi cantly below the range of values
suggested by phenom enology.

Perturbative expansion of the scattering am plitude is possble only In the presence of a
su ciently lJarge scale. A swasm entioned above, at very high energies the extermal scale, w hich
determm ines the parton virtualities at the ends ofthe Jadder, becom es progressively unin portant,
and the perturbative expansion loses Justi cation. T herefore it looksplausible that the Pom eron
is a genuinely non{perturbative phenom enon {71, B1. At present, non {perturbative phenom ena
can only be treated theoretically ifthey stem from relatively short distances, which requires the
presence ofa lJarge scale. Them ain idea exploited In this ktter is that such a scale exists in the
QCD wvacuum asa consequence of scale anom aly, and is related to the density of vacuum gluon

elds due to sam i{classical uctuations; numerically, M ¢’ 4 6Ge&V? (ssebelow). Because of
the presence of this large scale, the perturbative expansion stillm akes sense; we are abl also
to evaluate explicitly the leading non {perturbative contribution due to the scale anom aly.

T here are two facts that support the feasbility of such an approadh. F irst, the success of
QCD sum rulesisbased on theuse ofa few rst tem s in the operator product expansion, w hich
can be justi ed only ifa su ciently large scale associated w ith the vacuum structure exists [9].
Second, the non {perturbative am plitude of low {energy dipole{dipole scattering was evaluated
and found to be detemm ined by the vacuum energy density, arising from the sam i{classical

uctuations ofglion elds [L0]. T his latter exam ple is encouraging, since the m ulti{peripheral
model ] relates the am pliude of high{energy scattering to the low {energy interactions of
partons.

B asing on these ideas, we propose an extension ofthe BFK L program to the non-perturbative
dom ain; the key ngredient of our approach is the breakdown of scale nvarianoe n QCD , re—

ected In scale anom aly. The conoept of scale anom aly is rather general and was fom ulated
long tine ago [1],{12],f3); ket us brie y recall its application to QCD . In the chiral lim it of
m asskss quarks, the Lagrangean of QCD is scale nvariant on the classical, tree kevel. This
Invariance is however broken by renom alization, which Introduces a dim ensionfiil scale once
the Interactions are sw itched on. This \dim ensional tranan utation" phenom enon is fiindam en—
tal for the understanding of scale dependence of the strong coupling constant [14], which is
the basis of all applications of perturbative Q CD . O n the fom al lkevel, the breakdown of scale
Invariance in the theory is re ected by the non{conservation of scale current, and thus in the
non{zero trace of the energy {m om entum tensor fl5]. Scale anom aly leads to a set of pow -
erfiil low -energy theoram s for the correlation functions of glion currents in the scalar channel



2.

T he starting point ofthe approach that we propose In this ktter is the follow ing: am ong the
higherorder, O ( %) ( s = g°=4 ), corrections to the BFK L kemelwe isolate a particular class
of diagram s which Include the propagation of two gluons in the scalar color singlet channel
J°¢ = 0" (e Fig. Ib). We wil show that, as a consequence of scake anom aly, thess,
apparently O ( ), contrbutions becom e the dom inantones, O ( 2).
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Figure 1: M ulkiperipheral ( ladder ) diagram s contributing to the kading{order BFKL (a) and
\soff" (o) and (c) Pom eron structure

Indeed, ket us consider the contrdbution ofF i. :}l—b, w hich is one ofthe num erous corrections
of the next{to{leading order to the BFKL Pom eron. In perturbation theory, such corrections
are / g; however, we note that if the two produced gluons in FigidJ are in the scalar and
colorkss state, the vertex of their production, generated the four{glion coupling in the QCD
Lagrangean, is SF %F? (W ecdbsarve that this vertex is therefore proportionalto the trace

ofthe QCD energy{m om entum tensor ( ) In the chirallim i ofm asskess quarks:
=£Fa e s EF‘E‘ Fa; @)
2g 32 2

note that as a consequence ofdecoupling theorem {1§]the function in Eq. () doesnot contain
the contrbution of heavy quarks (ie.b= (1IN  2N¢) = 9).

The entire contrbution of Figii-b therefore appears proportional to the correlator of the
QCD energy{m omentum tensor. Let us now consider the spectral representation for this cor-

relator: 7 7
n (]
@)=1i d'xe”r & O Pi= dio——j; @)
g i



w ith the spectral density de ned by

X

&)= @) " kinj Pif; 3)

w here the phase-gpace Integral is understood. In low est{order perturbation theory, the spectral

density @) is given by the contribution of two-gluon states; the calculation for SU (N ) color
gives

by N
32 2

) =

2
S @)

However, at an all nvarant m asses, perturbation theory inevitably breaks down; an in por-
tant theorem [9}] for this correlator states that as a consequence of broken scale nvariance of
QCD,

0= 4mWj ©OPi: (5)

Since this theoram , as w ill becom e clear soon, is a comer{stone of our approach, lkt us
brie y recall its proof []. T isbased on the fact that the expectation valie of any operator O

of canonicaldimension d d= 4 for ) can be written down as
" g 2t
Wi Myexp — ; ©)
g

where g gMy), and M o is the renom alization scale. On the other hand, the dependence
ofQCD Lagrangean on the coupling is ( 1=4¢) F* F? ,where I gF isthe rescaled gluon

eld. By writing down the expectation value of the operator O in the form of the functional
integral, and by di erentiating this expression w ith respect to 1=4g7, one can therefore generate
correlation fiinctions of the operators O and F?. D i erentiating once, one gets

Z n , o d
i dx hT O < (0) i —— 0 1i:
i ®) F70) 1 d0=449) i ()
Combining 1) and (6), and choosing O (x) =  (x), fuimishes the proof of the theorem ).

N ote that the rh s.ofEq. () is divergent even in perturbation theory, and should therefore
be regularized by subtracting the perturbative part. The vacuum expectation value of the
operator then m easures the energy density of non-perturbative uctuations in QCD vacuum ,
and the low-energy theorem @) inpliesa sum rule for the spectral density:

Z 2
d
S [PECH) (A= 410] O)Pi= 16 oo 6 O; ®)
w here the estin ate for the vacuum energy density extracted from the sum rul analysis gives
vac ! (024 Gevf [17]. h addition, another sum rule [1§,17],
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is inplied by the quark{hadron duality. Since the physical spectral density, *™°, should
approach the perturbative one, %, athigh 2, the integralin Eq. @®) is convergent.
According to (1) and @), the Lhs. ofEq.@) is apparently O (g?); however i is easy to see
that this is not so by looking at the rhs. of this equation, which is renom alization group
Invariant, and does not depend on the coupling constant. This m eans that the lhs. must
also be O (@°). Let us illustrate this form al argum ent by considering the spectraldensity (3) at
am allinvariantm ass f19]. Sm allinvariant m asses in ply sn allrelativem om enta forthe produced
particles, and at sm allm om enta an accurate description ofQ CD is given by an e ective chiral

Lagrangean
2

f r 5,
whereU = exp (21 =f ), aT2 and T? are the SU (2) generators nom alized by tr T2T? =
% 2 The trace of the energy{m om entum tensor for this Lagrangian is (see, eg., {{Q))
f2
= 2Ztr@ U@ UuY m’f? tr U + UY : 11)

E xpanding this expression (11) in powers of the pion eld, one cbtains, to the lowest order,
= @ *@ *+2m? ? 4+ ;
and this leads to an elegant result {19] in the chiral lim it of vanishing pion m ass:
h* 3 Pi= o : 13)

This result for the coupling of the operator  to two pions can be inm ediately generalized
for any (even) number of pions using Eq. @1). The expression (13) is m anifestly o d),
and show s that the spectral density of the scalar glion operator  ¢F 2 is independent of the
coupling constant g as a consequence of scale anom aly. W hile we have used an e ective chiral
Lagrangean to illustrate how the dependence on the coupling constant gets \eaten" by the
scale anom aly, this phenom enon is very general and does not depend on the speci ¢ m odel for
the spectral density. O ne way of understanding the disappearance of the coupling constant in
the spectraldensity of the g?F 2 operator is to assum e that the non-perturbative Q CD vacuum

is dom inated by the sem i{classical uctuations of the gluon eld. Since the strength of the
classical gluion eld is inverssly proportional to the coupling, F 1=g, the quark zero m odes,
and the spectraldensity oftheirpionic excitations, appear ndependent ofthe coupling constant.

Amed wih this know ledge, we are ready to see that the contrdbution to the next{to{

leading order BFK L kemel that describes the production of two glions in the color singlkt,
scalar state, which is form ally O (¢), as a consequence of scale anom aly can becom e the
kadingone, O (). O foourse, the perturbative part of this contrbution is still O ()
and has been taken Into acocount in the next-to-Jleading order BFK L Pom eron). T herefore, we
want to build a m ultiperipheralm odel for the \soft" Pom eron in which hadrons are produced
(mostly two pions, see Refs.[I(], RQ)) due to exchange of two gluons in the t{channel (see
Figi< ). The only dinm ensional scale in this approach appears in  P"¥ and can be estim ated
directly from sum rules of Eq. §). T tums out that the characteristicmass M 2) i Eq. (§)
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is rather large {1Q], PO1M 2 4G eV? (the orighalanalysis of ], P1]yielded even som ewhat
bigger value M ¢ 6G &V?). This is the Jargest scale which exists in non {perturbative Q CD
B1, £2]. In the fram ework of the instanton approach, the large m agnitude ofM ( was shown to
be a consequence of strong color eld inside the instanton R2].

T his value determ ines the scale of alldin ensional param eters of the P om eron tra pctory as
well as the typical transverse m om entum ofproduced particle in the Pom eron. It is nteresting
to notice that the experin ental value for the slope 2 (0) of the Pom eron trafctory (n the
standard notation, » © =1+ + 20D 2 (0)= 025Gev ? 3] isvery close to 1M Z.

W e start our calculation with diagram s of Figlio in the lading log s approxim ation of
POQCD where we sum only contrbutions of the order of ( ¢ Ins)". In this approxin ation the
propagators of the t—channel glions can be w ritten in a sinple om 4]

g 1 2% ; i 1
‘) = — = —L 2+ 0 = 14
) 7 % T S (14)

where we use the Sudakov decom position form om enta g along the m om enta of colliding par—
ticles (p; and p, h Figilb ), nam ely,

QG; = iP1; + iP2; + Gi2; 7 @5)

Eq. (14) correspondsto W eizsacker{W illiam s approxin ation fortheglion eld ofa fast{m oving
hadron.
The ladder diagram of F igilb for em ission of n-pairs is equalto

Z i=n+ 1 2
T sd d i Fap
2 2 1 1 ? 2
n = T A e i 118 M, i 16
Q%) : T RE (i1 ) 16)
ii i1 ir'i+lG ii i+1(oﬁ)G iii+1((Q Q) i+l g+l 7
where (Q?2 = 0) is the total cross section of n-pairs production ( ,) and ; is the phase space
factor for two identical particles w ith totalm assM ; which is equalto

Z

_ 2 Ly L+ 1, My = — a7
Y20 @2, bR * 32 2 °
M Eq. ({6) ., isthevertex ofglion pairproduction. Tt iseasy to calulate that it is equal
to

Fz;  F2s 0w iws = S%p  fp g 18)
after procting on the colorless state with J°€ = 07 * .

Using the kinem atic relation ; 1= Mf + kiz;?,where Kin = gp g 1, and per-

form Ing integration over ; explicitly, we can rew rite Eq. {L6) in the sin ple form

Mms)" 4 92 ©Q, g:) O  Gip) M ?
nt 32 2 %, @ 3 M2+ k2,

Q%) = 2 5 19)



For forward scattering Q2 = 0 and Eq. (1Y) kads to power{lke behavior of the total cross
section:

>é- BORN
tot = n = s (20)
n=0
w here ) 7 ) )
o z218% A aM
= . 1)
322 M2+ k?)
and BORY isthe cross section due to two gluon exchange
Z
PR = 5 da G, @6 &) L @2)
Eg. €1) can be easily rew ritten through the perturbative spectral density PP that was
evaluated above (e Eq. {4)):
2 2 Z 2
8 18 aM
- ° pQCD M 2) ; (23)
2 b 32 2 M ®

where ¢ M %) =4 =bhM *= ?)).
Ourm ain idea isto ssparate non {perturbative and perturbative contributions to the spectral
density ofthe scalar gluon operatorby replacing % M 2) with ( PY° M 2) POCED 0 2))+
POCP M 2). The purely perturbative contrbution is of the order of O (g*), and has been
evaluated before [6]. For the non{perturbative contribution, In which we are interested here,
we have

2 g 2 18 % au?
_ phys 2 pQ CD 2 .
= 5 - 3 7 e ™ “) ™) 24)
To estin ate the Integral in Eq. @4) we will use the chiral approach to ""° described above,
nam ely,
3
phys 2y _ 4,
M= Mt ©25)

which corresponds to diagram ofF ig. I
Tt is instructive to establish a qualitative relation between the m atching param eterM ( and

the energy density ofQ CD vacuum using the spectraldensity £5) and the sum rul ). Sice

perturbative spectraldensity 2" M ?) atmoderate M ismuch snallerthan P¥° (M 2),Egs

@5) and ) Jad to the ollow ing approxin ate relation P1]:

« )L
Jvac] *

NZ 1

M§ 7 32 ; (26)

which show s that the m atching scale M ( is directly detem Ined by the energy density of the
vacuum . Since . NZ, the m agnitude of M , is proportionalto N 2=N Z.

10 foourse, the chiral approach cannot be extrapolated up toM o/ 2 GeV ; at largeM the spectraldensity
@- should be corrected by a phenom enological form —factor expressed in termm s of exper_m ental phase shifts
ELC_] ]; how ever, since our sensﬂ:Jthy to the largeM region is only logarithm ic (see CZ4)), In thispaperwe w illuse
the sin pli ed ansatz £3).



C ollecting all num erical factors and substituting b= 9, we obtain

1 M ¢
= Pz @7)

Let us discuss the result of these sim ple calculations:

1. Eq. £0) and Eq. £7) say that our approach lads to the exchange of the Pom eron w ith
the Intercept  (0) = 1+ > 1. To the best of our know ledge, this is the only approach
In the framework ofQCD which leads to a \soft" Pom eron;

2. Eq. ¢0) is a consequence of a direct generalization of the BFKL approach to the non{
perturbative dom ain. Tt should be recalled that the only theory where the Pom eron
naturally appears isthe BFKL Pomeron in 2+ 1 dinensionalQCD R5J;

3.Eq. @7) gives = 0082 orM ¢ = 4Gev? {10] in good agream ent w ith the phencm eno—
logical intercept of the \soft" Pomeron, = 0:08 P3J; it should be noted however that
the precise value of the m atching scale M ¢ as extracted from the low {energy theorem
@) depends som ewhat on detailed form of the spectral density, and can vary w ithin the
range of M § = 4  6GeV B], [lU]. Fortunately, the dependence ofEq. §7) on M, is
only logarithm ic, and varying it in this range leads to

= 008 0id: (@8)

4. Aswe have already stressed, in our approach the only din ensionfiil param eter is M Z;
its Jarge value in plies the dom inance of rather short distances in the \soft" Pom eron
structure. T his fact is n agreem ent w ith a num ber ofexperin ental and phencom enological
observations:

The value of the slope for the \soft" Pom eron trapctory 2 (0) = 025GeV ?
20)=1Gev ?,where ! isthe slope ofthe Reggeon trafctory;

T he experim ental slope of the di raction production ofthe hadron system w ith large
m ass is approxin ately two tin es an aller the slope for the elastic scattering. Ttm eans
that the proper size of the triple Pom eron vertex is rather an all. For our P om eron
it should be on the orderof 1M ¢ 025G &V ? Ba= 10GevV ?;

The HERA datar @6] on di ractive J= production in D IS show that the t —slope for
elastic di ractive dissociation ( + p ! J= + p) is Jarger than the t —slope for the
Inelasticone ( + p! J= + X ,where X isa high{m ass hadronic system ). This
show s the existence of two di erent scales in the proton, one ofwhich is detem ined
by its size, and another one by the correlation length 1=M, of the gluon eld
nside.



5. Non{trivial azin uthal dependence cbserved recently In di ractive production of scalar
m esons P1] can be explained P§] if one adopts the idea that the e ective coupling of the
Pom eron to m esons is dictated by scale anom aly.

T he dissppearance of the dependence on the coupling constant, which is the central point
of our approach, may ssem puzzling. However ket us m ention again that this result can be
easily understood if we recall the interpretation of the non{zero vexv. of the trace of the
energy {m om entum tensor as being due to the sam i{classical uctuations of gluon elds. Since
the strength of the classical gluion eld is F 2 1= g, quark zero m odes, and their pionic
excitations, appear Independent ofthe coupling, O ( g ). W e therefore envision the P om eron
asat cdhannelexchange oftwo glions, which scatter o sam i{classical uctuations of vacuum
gluion elds; this scattering is accom panied by the excitation ofquark zerom odes in the vacuum ,
resulting in the production of pions. Am azingly sim ilar picture of the \soft" Pom eron was
anticipated by B jorken [B4]. These e ects alsom anifest them selves in the low {energy scattering
ofheavy quarkonia; them agnitude ofthe scattering am plitude was ©und [1Q] to be determ ined
by the energy density of the non{perturbative QCD vacuum .

Let us discuss the dependence of our result on the num bers of colors, N, and avors, N ¢ .
Two lin its are of theoretical interest: i) N ! 1 ,N¢; ? N xed; ) No! 1 ,N¢=Ng; g° N

xed. The case i) corresponds to the large N . Iin it proposed by 't Hooft 29], whik ii) is the
basis of \topological expansion" suggested by Veneziano [l.

Since the num ber of G oldstone bosons contributing to the non {perturbative spectral density
(5) for spontaneously broken SUL, N ¢) SU: NN¢) isequaltoN 7 1, it isevident from Eq. (28)
that N 7N ? (note that Eq. £4) containsb= 1=3(11N. 2N¢) in the denum erator). A
sin ple graphic illustration of this dependence is given in FigZ. T herefore, our approach m ay

|| O N2 L—J| 0N

SO SRS <
— — =
Lo I
—
............... Goldstone bosons R
For large number of colorsN,
Fi. 2-a Fig2b

Figure2: A sinpk illustration ofthe appearance of the N 2=N f factor in the P om eron intercept.

be considered as a realization of general deas, proposed long tim e ago by Veneziano R], that
the \soft" Pom eron should be found keeping N 7N 2 xed.

Let usdiscuss now the Jarge N . lim it i), which corresponds to pure gliodynam ics. N aively,
shce was found proportionalto N 2=N 2, onem ay conclude that in this lin & vanishes, and
the cross section does not grow w ith energy. This conclusion is, however, mm ature. ITndeed,



the physical spectrum in the scalar channel in gluodynam ics contains a scalar glieball3; its
couplings to m esons are suppressed by 1=N. (see, eg. B0]), so it should be very narrow .
T herefore, the spectral density Eq. ¢5) should be replaced by

Pvem 2y = RMPS M?  M2)+ pert: contribution 29)
where M y isthe scalar glueballm ass, and R is its residue; the factorM lf is introduced to m ake
R dinensionkss. Using Eq. 29) in the sum ruke @), we get a sin ple relation

j vacj

R = 16 2, (30)
R
W ith Eq. %) and Eq. 80), Eq. £4) becom es
288 % Jvacd
- 20 ; 31
5w @1)

snceMy N2, o NZ,andb N, Eq. 1) iswell{de ned in the large N . lin it.

One could try to estin ate the value of given by Eq. 31)] rN . = 3; this requires the
know ledge of the m ass of the scalar glueball in pure gluodynam ics. Recent lattice resul B1]
givesM g / 1:65G €V ;assum ing that them ain contrdbution to the energy density ofthe vacuum
is due to gluons and using, asbefore, o’ 024 G&V )4, b= 1IN =3 = 11, we get the value

gluodynam ics ! 0:01; (32)

which issigni cantly an aller than our result @8) forthe world w ith light quarks. T his indicates
that the presence of Iight quarks in the theory leadsto a m uch faster grow th ofthe cross section
w ith energy.

T he key question is whether one can prove the theoretical selfconsistency of our approach.
Indeed, our classi cation of the contrbutions to the scattering am plitude is still based on
the expansion n powers of g, n which we have isolated the tem 0 (g) em erging as a
consequence of scale anom aly. This tem  is the lading one only if the coupling constant ¢
is su ciently an all. The m agnitude of the coupling depends on the renom alization scale M .
Since thisdin ensionfiil scale extracted from the sum ruleanalysisislarge,M o = 4 6Gé&V?, the
coupling constant indeed appearstobeanall, s M &) 1. This fact insures that perturbative
corrections to the kemel are an aller than the lkading, O ( g ), term , and should be taken
Into account In the fram ew ork of conventional BEK L approach. O ur approach yields a natural
rapidity scale (Yo = InM Z=4m?) ' 2 3) for BFK L kemel above which the perturbative
approach can be applied. It is interesting to note that forY Y, the next{to{lading order
corrections are wellunder control B3]; how ever the interplay between \soft" and \hard" physics
still has to be understood.

W e therefore believe that our proposal can lad to a system atic theoretical approach to
the Pom eron in QCD . O f course, one cannot exclide a prioria di erent view of the Pom eron

°W e thank S.Nussihov and E . Shuryak for stressing the réle of the scalar glieball or our approach in the
case of pure gluodynam ics.
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structure as com ing from large distances, R 1=M (. However, experin ental data (see point 4
ofour djscussiogll above) suggest that the phenom enological Pom eron indeed originates at sm all
distances R 90 1=M,.

Let us discuss the relation of our approach to other existing approaches to soft scattering.
Very sin ilar ideas of the dom nance of sam i{classical vacuum glion elds were developed in
Refs. [4]. Our approach is com plm entary to these ideas, giving a natural explanation of
the energy behavior of the soft scattering am plitude, which previously had to be taken phe-
nom enologically. Let is note also that the correlation length of gluon elds, which was taken
from the lattice QCD calulations in Refs [34], in our approach appears only in plicitly and is
determ ined from the analysis of low {energy theorem s.

The dom lnance of classical gluon eld con gurations In high{energy ocollisions is the key
idea of the approach proposed by M clLerran and Venugopalan 3] and developed in Refs. [51].
In this approach, the 0k of din ensionful param eter is played by the density of color charges
In the transverse plane, rather than by the vacuum energy density. In our opinion, this is a
plausble assum ption at very high energies and/or for su ciently heavy nucki for low partial
am plitudes (central region in the in pact param eter plane). Since we focus our attention on
the behavior of the total cross section, which is determ ined by large distances in the In pact
param eter space, and therefore am all density of the color charge, the relevance of the scale M g
associated w ith the vacuum eld strength should not be surprising. W e feel that the approach
of B4], B1] can describe the nclusive cross section, while ours is suited for the description of
the total cross section. Indeed, the multiplicity associated with our m uli{peripheral ladder

2 (0) In s is rather sm all com pared to the expectations of [36], [37]. It would be extrem ely
Interesting to understand better the relationship between the two approaches.
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