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Abstract

The diffraction production of many hadron showers separated by large ra-
pidity gaps, when calculated within the standard pomeron approach, lead to
cross sections rising much faster than Froissart-Martin bound. This is the
point of Finkelstein-Kajantie problem. We consider the unitarization proce-
dure based on Dyson-Schwinger equations with input froissaron propagators
and 3-froissaron vertex (3f-vertex) depending on angular momenta of frois-
sarons in it. The developed diffraction production model allows to resolve
Finkelstein-Kajantie problem.

Keywords: Pomeron, Froissaron, Dyson-Schwinger Equations,
Finkelstein-Kajantie Problem

1. Introduction

A problem of the unitarity violation in the pomeron models is well known
since 1960s [1, 2, [3]. It is more related to a 3-pomeron interaction vertex
rather than to a possible large intercept (a(0) > 1) of a bare pomeron. If
the pomeron trajectory is linear, so a(t) = a(0) + o/t with «(0) = 1, and the
3P-vertex, r3p, is constant, then total hadron cross section does not depend
asymptotically on hadron energy, o,(s) o (s/s0)*® =1 = const (so ~ 1GeV?).
At the same time the contribution of diffraction production of high effective
mass hadron showers, separated by the large enough rapidity gaps, to oy(s)
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rise with energy vigorously demonstrating inconsistency of this simplified
scheme ([4], [5], [6] and references therein).
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Figure 1: Diffraction production of n hadron showers

This process is pictured by the loop diagrams shown on the Fig. [2J The
equivalence of left and right diagrams is a consequence of the generalized
optical theorem.
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Figure 2: Cross section of a diffraction production of n hadron showers as (n-1)-loop
diagram

Total cross section of the n showers production is determined by imagi-
nary part of the loop diagram which has in j = w + 1, t-representation the
following form
(Inw/w)™ 1

w

$(w, 0) o (r5p)" (1)



One can obtain from this equation that at s — oo
agiiﬁ(s)) o (r2pIn(s/so) Inln(s/s0))" ™, sg ~ 1 GeV? (2)

which comes in severe contradiction with the Froissart-Martin bound [7, 8, [9].
This is the essence of Finkelstein-Kajantie problem [2], [L0], [11].

In 1970s, Cardy proposed to consider additional pomeron re-scatterings
which had to screen large rapidity gaps [12]. It was believed that in a black
disc limit such a screening can put the cross section back to Froissart-Martin
unitarity bound [13], [I4]. Unfortunately, any eikonal type screening appears
to be not enough [15], [16], at least for the simplest input contribution to the
amplitudes of SDD (Single Diffraction Dissociation), CDP (central Diffrac-
tion Production) or DDD (double Diffraction Dissociation). In the paper
[17] the differential cross sections have been written in a general form taking
into account enhanced reggeon diagrams. However, it is most likely, that the
explicit final result for integrated (over rapidity and impact parameter vari-
ables) cross section cannot be obtained in analytical form. Another way to
fix the problem, namely assumption that 3P-vertex depend on ¢, r3p(t) o t
at t — 0 [0, 18] does not supported by the data at high energies.

The pomeron with a(t) = 1+ ¢ 4+ o't as input in the eikonal ([19] and
references to earlier papers therein, [20]), quasieikonal [21], U-matrix [22]
unitarization and their generalization [23] lead to the elastic scattering am-
plitude which does not violate the Froissart-Martin limit for total cross sec-
tion. Namely, unitarization lead to o, ~ 8mea’In*(s/s). Such an amplitude
(in a simplified form at s — o) can be represented in impact parameter
representation H(s,b) = gO(R(s) — b) where R(s) < In(s/sp) and g < 1. In
the w-representation this amplitude is not a pole, it looks like a pair of two
complex branch points colliding at ¢t = 0.

dw,t) o (W +d*¢*) P2 w=j—-1, §*=—t (3)

Such a pomeron was called froissaron [24], 25] because it saturates the
Froissart-Martin bound (in a functional form), i.e. provides the maximality
of strong interactions.

By introducing the proper 3-froissaron vertex (Fig. [3)), which can/must
depend on spatial and angular momenta of froissarons In it, one can hope to
extend an unitarization to the shower production.

Anyway, there are two possibilities: either we start from the single pomeron
pole with the intercept a(o) = 1+ ¢ > 1 (and then apply to it some a not
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Figure 3: 3f-vertex diagram as a sum of the single pomeron pole re-scatterings

well defined unitarization procedure) or we consider from the very beginning

a more complicated pomeron singularity (for instance, in the form ) The

question may be asked: does froissaron satisfy the Dyson-Schwinger equa-

tions (DSE), provided that the 3-froissaron vertex is chosen appropriately
The DS equation for propagator is given in the Fig. [

w1, q1

Figure 4: DSE for the pomeron propagator. Wave line is the full propagator, dashed line
is the bare propagator. The small gray circle is the bare or input 3P-vertex, the black
circle is the dressed or output vertex

Analytically DSE for propagator has the form:

G(W,Q_Q) = GO(quQ) +G0(w,q’2)2(w,§2)G(w,§2) (4>

d2 ' / —»/2
S =~ [ 5 [ o) D6 5
X Glw — o', (7~ )T ({0}, {a}),

w = j —1, j is the pomeron angle momentum, ¢ is the transverse component
of the pomeron momentum, ¢? ~ —t.
The equation for 3-pomeron vertex ['(w,ws,ws; @, ¢1,¢) is given by the

Fig. [

where
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Figure 5: Dyson-Schwinger equation for 3P-vertex

In the leading order the analytical form of DSE for 3P-vertex (if only
3P-vertices are considered) is:

PO b () () O, 77)

F({whda)) = Lok o) - [ 5% [

% T({w}: {gh G’ — w, (@ — 02T ({w}: {a}) (6)

X Glw—w, (7= 7))+ (w1 < wa, @& < B),

where the notations {w} = w,w’,w — W', {¢} = 7%, ¢"* (7— q")* are used.

General properties of DSE in the framework of Reggeon Field Theory
(with the single pomeron input pole) were discussed in details by V.N. Gribov
[4]. Two regimes, the weak coupling and the strong coupling ones, were
analyzed. The weak coupling regime was noted as preferable, however it is
not supported by available experimental data.

The first attempt to discuss the froissaron as input in DSE was made
by J.S. Ball [26]. He considered the model in which the output propagator
and 3f-vertex are proportional to input ones

G(w,¢%) = gGo(w, ¢%), I'w,w',q,¢") = To(w, v, q,4),
Go(w, ) = 2ma? (W 4+ a?¢) ™32, To(w, W', q,¢) = v + a*¢*)*?/(2na?)
(7)
and have obtained two algebraic equations for couplings g and ~.
However, one can see that in this simple scheme the integrated DSE cross
section, ogpg(s) = 0. We think that the problem can be fixed only if the
input 3f-vertex is changed for a more complicated form.



Developing this idea is one of the goals of our work. In Section [2] we define
the main ingredients in our scheme and estimate corrections to the input
propagator and 3f-vertex in the DS equations. Differential and integrated
cross sections of diffraction production processes are estimated at asymptotic
energy in the Section [3]

We would like to emphasize here that our approach is based on two
main assumptions. The first: input reggeon in DSE is a froissaron (Eq.),
which for ¢ = 0 is located in the w-plane at the point w = 0 not violating
the Froissart-Martin bound. The second: we assume that the 3f-vertex de-
pends on the angular and spatial momenta of the froissarons in it, therefore
the factorization of propagators and vertices takes place only in the (w,t)-
representation, but does not hold in the (s,t) one, which is valid for input
pomeron in the form of a simple pole.

In the Section [3] cross sections of diffraction processes are calculated at
s — 00. The limits for free parameters at which the diffraction cross sec-
tions do not exceed Froissart-Martin bound are obtained. The results are
summarized in the Conclusion.

2. Propagator and 3-F vertex. Restrictions on the vertex parame-
ters

In accordance with a general form of the elastic scattering partial ampli-
tude at low w and ¢? we consider the universal propagator for froissaron

E(w, q)

where function F(w,q) is a finite function at any w, ¢, providing the main
contributions in the integrals over w, ¢ in the region where w? ~ aq¢?> ~ 0. We
remind that our main interest is concentrated in the limit of high energies
and low transferred momenta, which correspond to above mentioned w — 0.

Now we suppose that in accordance with the structure of the Froissaron
singularity in Go(w,q) at w? + w2 = 0 the function F(w,q) depends on w
through the variable x = (w? + w2)'/? and it can be expanded in powers of
K:

Go(w, q) =

Gl q) = Eo(q) + HElI{(g) + K2Fs(q) _ Z M (w, q) (9)

where k corresponds (at ¢ = 0) to the contribution of the triple pole (k = 0),
double pole (k = 1) and single pole (k = 2). Thus the frroissaron propagator

6



can be written in the form with main and sub-asymptotic (SA corrections)
terms

Eo(q) Ei(q) Es(q)
(W2 + w32 w4 wd (W + W)V

Go(w,q) = Wo = ag. (10)

Let us notice that the first terms in the Eq. has a pair of branch
points colliding at wy = 0 (¢ = 0) and generating a triple pole. The numer-
ators Ei(w,q,k = 0,1,2) can be chosen for simplicity in exponential form
either e84 or e Br7* although it can be more sophisticated. The ampli-
tudes with such terms can be calculated in (s, b)-representation, or at least
can be estimated at b < & = In(s/sg) and b > £ = In(s/sp). The details for
k = 0 are given in the

We impose certain requirements to the vertex function, from which the
intervals for the vertex parameters can be set.

1. Vertex could not have singularities in w;, ¢; ~ 0 which lead to its infinity
and could not cancel a singularity of the propagator (while it can make
it a more soft). It means that vertex can (must) have zeros at some of
these variables.

2. Diffractive differential and their integrated cross-sections could not vi-
olate the unitarity restriction;

3. In accordance with the experimental data differential cross section the
single diffraction dissociation does not vanish at t = 0;

4. Most likely, the experiments show that diffractive integrated cross sec-
tions rise with energy slowly then total and elastic integrated cross
sections.

5. Corrections to propagator and vertex in the DS-equations would be
small at small w; and ¢?;

We consider here the 3f-vertex function in a factorized form. FEach of
the three factors at the vertex (Fig. @ depends on the type of reggeon
corresponding to it in accordance with Eq. and has the same functional
form. Generally, the factor corresponding to the input froissaron (with wy, o)
can differ of other, output ones. For instance, it can have free parameters
which are different from those at other factors shown in the next equations.
We don’t consider here such a possibility in order to avoid a non-principal
complexity.
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Figure 6: General 3-Reggeon (3R) vertex depending on the kinds of legs

K1k L.
F(()k h 2)(w7 w1, W2, 4, q1, q2) = ’Vk(/‘% q)7k1 (/{17 (J1)”Yk2 </€27 (J2)7
i = (W2 + i)V = (W24 a*)Y?, wi = w,wiwy

(11)

where
Yi(kis i) = (0, Qi)’fﬁ(lﬁ) (12)
and
(k) = pa (k) + & (13)

with p;(k) coming from the 3f-vertex while the second term k takes into
account the kind of reggeon from the expansion of the f-propagator.

To satisfy the point 1 from the list of requirements to 3f-vertex we must
impose

0<m(k)<3 atany k=0,1,2. (14)

It will be shown in the Section that i (k = 0) = g # 0. Otherwise
this term leads to the integrated diffraction cross section rising with energy
oc In®(s/sq) (F-K problem).

In the next Sections we consider three specified choices of the function
p1 (k)

a) (k) = po,
b) (k) = po(1 + Ak), (15)
¢) )=y Jl:OAk'

Variant a) chooses the universal form of 3f-vertex independent on the
corrections to propagators. Variants b) and c¢) describe an increasing and
decreasing with k power of x in the vertex.



Now let’s consider a smallness of the corrections to propagator Go(w,t)
and vertex I'o({w}, {q}).

k1

Figure 7: General form of the X(For-ko2ik1:k2) (4 g0 diagram in the DS equation

2.1. DS-Corrections. All reggeons are froissarons

Let’s consider here the corrections of the kind 1. In the equations for
propagator (9) and only the main term (with £ = 0) is taken into ac-
count. In this section we ignore the sub-asymptotic, coming from propagators
corrections (Eq. @D) which are small in the considered here region of w, q.

Eo+(q)
0 0,4
Gé )(%Q) = (002+—U)8)?’/2 wo = vagq (16)
F(()O) (W7W17w2, 7, ¢, 52) = ’Yl(’@ Q)’Y2(/€1> CJ1)’Y3(/€2> Q2)> (17>
Kip = (Wi + aiq?)l/Q, Wi = W, W1.Wo
where
Yi(ki, q) = (0, qz‘)"‘??(kizo)- (18)

It will be shown in the Section that u(k = 0) = g # 0. Otherwise
this term leads to the integrated diffraction cross section rising with energy
o In®(s/sq) (this is the part of F-K problem or paradox).



2.1.1. Smalness of the DS-corrections

Propagator.
Firstly, let’s consider the ”simplest“ case with one parameter pg in the
vertex I, all k; = 0. The input froissaron propagator Géo) and input vertex

I'\”) are defined by Eqs. and correspondingly.
In this case we have for the first corrections to Géo)—propagator (all propa-
gators and vertices in the first approximation are the input ones Géo), F[()O)):

Gi(w,q) = G (w,¢%) + AG,

(19)
AG =GP (w, )5 (w, )G (w, ).

5 (w,0) =

do' . d*q S (20)
= [ 5 [ — T8 ({w} ATD Gy (. 0) G (w, )T ({w}. {a}).
C 2T ™
L wo, G

i ey ws, @ wa, &
(l/:l].(ll ki , . q \k\z q

Figure 8: Corrections to 3-reggeon vertex

Now let’s us estimate the corrections to Gg at s — oo. In the Eq.
the essential region of integration is w(w') ~ aq(aq’) ~ 1/&. Therefore, we

have from Eqgs. and
AG o Gy (W))W (W) = G (W8, (21)

i.e.

G = G[1 4 O(w o)), (22)
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The first correction is small at w ~ ¢ ~ 0 if gy > 1. It follows from this
inequality and that
1 < pp < 3. (23)

Vertex.
The first correction A", AT, (Fig. [§]) are the following

F1<WO,W1,OU2, q_67 q_ia (]_é) == F(()O) + AJ‘ + AQF,

dw'd2q’ Lo Lo
AIF - / Ii F[()O)(Wo,W3,W4,qO,q?,,Q4>F(()O)(W1,W3,W5,ql,Q3,Q5)
(0)

X FE)O) (Wg, W5, W2, q_éa q_é, q_é)GE)O) <(U3, qg)G((JO) ((.U4, qz)GO (w57 q§)7
Aol = AT (wy > wo).

(24)

Similarly to the propagator case consideration of the correction to I‘éo)
leads to

AT FE)O)(w2>3/2(w2)6~p0/2(w2>—9/2 _ F(()O)(WQ)S(uo—l). (25>
Because A1I' = AsI', we have in the considered limit
Ty =T+ O (wflo=D)). (26)

Again, correction is small at w ~ ¢ ~ 0 if g > 1.

Moreover, let’s evaluate the factor coming from one additional reggeon
line between any two reggeon lines. We have 3 new propagators, 2 new
3f-vertices and one integral over new loop. The additional factor has at
w; ~,q; << 1 the following behavior

(w2)3/2<w2>79/2(w2)(6u0)/2 — B8ko—1) (27>

Inserting one reggeon loop into reggeon line we have the same additional
factor w!'?(o=1) " And finally, inserting one reggeon line with one loop (6 new
reggeons, 4 new vertices 2 new loops), we again obtain the same factor.
This means that an increase in the number of reggeons and vertices only
increases the number of ever-smaller corrections in DS-equations if po > 1.

11



2.2. DS-Corrections. General case
Here we consider the general term defined in the propagator Egs. @ and

(10) Eula)
G(k) Wh, _ k\dk 7
o ) = (g e

wo =aq, k=012 (28)

and in 3R-vertices

ko k1, k o o
Fé o 2)<Waw1,w27an1,Q2) = Yo (K, @)k (51, 1) s (52, 42),

(29)
ki = (W2 4+ W)Y = (W2 + a2¢)Y?, W= w,wiwy

It should be noted that ki, ks values must be equal to those in the corre-
sponding terms of the left and the right reggeon’s propagators in the given
3f-vertex. Functions v(w, k) in the Eq. we choose in the form

Yilwi, ki) = 70, Qi)"if(ki)- (30)
The Eqgs. , in the case k; # 0 are transformed to

P (w,q) & 6P (w,q) 1+ AGY
- (k) (k1 k2) (31)
AGH = Z Go (W, q)B 7 (w, ).

k,k1,k2=0

Now we can take into account that GI=" >> GV >> G in the
considered region of w,q. (For k # 0 we have in AG® additional small
factors (w?)™ where n > 0 and it depends on the values of k, ky, ky.) Thus,
we come back to the results (22)), (23), (26).

It is found in the Section [3.2] additional inequality

1< po < 3/2. (32)

For corrections to the vertex function one can obtain the following estima-
tions
p{FkeR) o plkkek)rg L Ap®),
2
AT o Z (w2)*3+M(k3)+M(k4)+ﬂ(k5)+k3+k4+k5

k3,k4,k5=0 (33>
2

_ E ((/‘)2)3(M0—1)+M(1€J€1J€2)7
k3,k4,ks=0

12



where
5

(ks ki, ko) = Z(M(k‘z) — Ho + k). (34)

=3
Function p(k, k1, ko) is positive for any values of 0 < k; < 2 and equal to
zero if k; = 0. It is valid for both choices of y(k) in Eq. (I5). Thus, in the
general case a more small corrections comparing with the main ones (at all

k =0) are added.

In the the inequalities for parameters fi, A in three choices
for the function p;(k) defined in the Eq. are obtained. Combining all
these constraints we get

1 <po < 3/2,
A=0 for the case a), (35)
—1/2 <A< —/1/4  for the case b),
A>0 for the case c).

3. Diffraction processes with large rapidity gaps

3.1. Single diffraction dissociation (SDD)

w1, 4

Figure 9: SDD process (left) and the corresponding diagram (right) from generalized
optical theorem, £ = {x + &

In the general case the input propagator G and 3 f-vertex with the pa-

rameters (1, A) are defined by Egs. , , .
2
ospp(s) = Y aspp " (s) (36)

ko,k1,k2=0

13



where

ko ) T dogpn "
0,k1,F2 d d ZSDbD 37
e / fx/ 99 Grdex (37)
o 0
and
(ko,k1,k2)
dosip ™ _ o / / dm/ el
dtdex omi | 2mi ) 2mi©
/ﬁgl(kO)ﬁ'éﬂ (kl)ﬁﬂl(b)
X 77W177wgvk1( )Ukz( )Eko(O)Ek‘l(t)Ekz() ﬁg k()/i? k1 g ko (38)
L [dw e fdwy 89 [dwy b
= Cspp i wd—hke) | op 3nuk) | 9  B—nk2)
K] Ka
X nwln:2v2(t)Eko (O)Ekl (t)Ek2 (t)
where

Cp = 570k (0) 1 (0,011 (0,0)31,(0,0),
By, () = exp(Bi,t). g, (1) = 03, (0) exp(By s, vt) (39)
(k) = g () + k.

and p1 (k) is defined in Eq. (17)).
Then, after integration over w the differential SDD cross section can be
written in the following form

~ ~ 1—p(k1)/2
oy Ji- a
OsppD — Cspp 1 u(kl)/2(51 ‘J) &1 Ekl(QQ)Ukl(Cf)

dtdéx T((3 — u(k1)/2) \ 2q

J (Erag) [ & L=pu(k2) /2
1—p(k2)/2(S1 1 ) )
T((3 — u(ka)/2) (2(1(]) By (47 ) oy (47),

99— 2+m(k1)/2+p(kz)/2
T'(3 — u(ko))T((3 — (k1)) /2)T((3 — pu(k2))/2) (40)

where & = & —in /2, & = & — &x. The given presentations ot integrals over
w; are valid if 3 — pq(k;) > 0.
Restrictions on the parameters p, A in function p; (k) have been derived

in |Append B

Cspp = Cspp

14



O.(ko,kl,kz)(S ~ C Z df dq g—3PD Skgf)l 2)
SDD SDD X dtdex
ko,k1k2=0
2 { 50
~Csop D vty / dex€y (€ — g0
kK1 ,ko=0 i
i [ dr s 122\ (1o pira)2(2)\
Fl-n(k1)/2 Fl-n(k2)/2
0
2 5750
D S R
ko,k1,k2=0 £o
(41)
where we put Ey,(q) =~ 1,v,(q) =~ v, (0) = vy,
Cross section energy dependence is governed by the integral
f d{ 52 (ko) — kO(é‘_g )2 k1) —p(ka)—k1— — ¢5- n(ko)—p(k1)—p(ke)—(kotki+kz)
1 o/€
% f dwl,qu(ko)fko(l _ l_)2f,u(k1)*,u(k21)fk1fk2 — 671+a1+a2]SDD(€)
&o

where a; = 3 — pu(ko) — ko >0, ao =3 — u(ky) — p(ka) — k1 — k2 (sign of
asy depends on the values of ;).

The estimation of the Ispp(§) is given in the [Appendix C| So, the final

result is the following

&
A (s) o [ dxgi € — g e
’ (42)

2-3(u0—1) b) wolhotkitha) 172 < X <0,
oc LM 2
—Ao X0 T
c) & = AR A> 0.

Thus, if gy > 1, then integrated cross section agﬁ%ﬁl’kz)(s) rises with

energy slower than &2 at any 0 < kg, k1, ky < 2.

15



At s — oo the main contribution (it has all k; = 0) to SDD cross section
is
aspp(s) & ogpy (s) oc €700, (43)

3.2. Central Diffraction Production (CDP)

t
™
&
¢ > £x
&2
~_
to

Figure 10: CDP process (left) and the corresponding diagram (right) from generalized
optical theorem, £ = &x + &1 + &

Here and in the following subsections we consider only the main contribu-
tions to diffraction cross sections, because similarly to SSD case other terms
at s — oo rise more slowly.

Let us write the expression for differential CDP cross section in terms of

16



the above proposed propagators and vertices at all k; = 0:

do®PF () / /dwl/de/dwg/dw4
dt,d€, dtydEs Covr | 55 | 5ni | omi | 2mi | 2mi

(K H1+"€2+f€3+/€4+)

Exw €1 (w1tw2) p€2(wstwa)
xnwlnwgnw3nw4e € € 3,3 3
A S A S

dw e8xv dwn Neor es1e1
= CCDP P X

2mi w320 | 2mi (wf + w§ ) Bro)/2
y / dws Moo 41
210 (wh 4 wg ;) BHo)/2

" / dws Mooy €523 / dwy 77:42652“’4
277-2 (w% + wg72>(3_”‘0)/2 277'@ (w4 —+ WO )(3 1o)/2

(44)
where
Cor = 353o0.003(1 030,030,630 D EX M) E ().
E(t1) = exp(t1B1). E(l2) = exp(t2B2).
Integral over w in is converged if pp < 3/2.
do CDP 2 240
dtldfldtzd&
~ 1—po/2 ~ ~ 1—po/2
Ji- M0/2(§16LQ1) 51 ’ Jipo/2(Eaq) f_f 0
I'((3 = po)/2) \ 2aq I'((3—1o)/2) \ 2aq
~ ~ 1—po/2 ~ ~ 1—po/2
Jiowp(Gag) (&) Jiopo2(E30q1) [ & 0
I'((3 = 1o)/2) \ 2aq I'((3 = 1o)/2) \ 2aq
Similarly to the SDD case, we can estimate CDP cross section as
ocpp(s) o fdf & " f ey — &y — )2
(46)

1 —x1
r £870mo [ dxle_“o Ik d:c2x§‘“°(1 — Ty — Xg)? 0

17



where £x = € — & — &. The intgrated CDP cross section rises slower than
€% if 8 — 6y < 2. Hence,
1< po<3/2. (47)

3.2.1. Double diffraction dissociation (DDD)
Let us consider the production of two bunches X, X5 of rapidity widths
x, Ex,, separated by large rapidity gap & = £ — &x, — Exg

wo1

>£Xl
w1, q w2, q
> ‘

o > 5"“ w2

Figure 11: DDD process (left) and the corresponding diagram (right) from generalized
optical theorem, £ = &x1 +Ex2 + &1

dUDDD —C /dw01/dw02/dw1 /d(dg
dtd& xd&ox bbb 271 271 271 271
k01k02k1+k2+ )Ho

3 .3
“01 502’f1+“2+

—C §X1§X2 /dw1 / dws
ppp ['2(3 — po) 2mi (48)

e§1w1+§1 w2

X (W? + a2q2)3/2-10 (w2 + a2q2)3/2—mo

/ 1—po
x (Exixa)? o (f—q> J1e o (€lag)

X ooy 77 eb1xwot pfaxwoz p&1(w1+wz2)

2

where { = § —im/2 — {ix — &ox
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2

§—2& §—&—&1 00 g 1—po
opD X / dtxy / 4 o€ 202 po / daq (—1> iy (Eag)

2aq
o o 0
§-26 §—¢—&1 0o - 2
_ 2—po ¢2—po 2—4p0 Jl—,uo (2)
= d§x1 d§X2§X1 5){2 |(§ —&x1 — §X2)| dzz W
o &o 0
1-25 1-6—a1
o £87 6o / dxle Ho / d:erg HO(1 — @ — 29)? 0 o £2¢70o=1),
5 5
(49)

Because of unitarity restriction on oppp(s) at s — oo we demand g > 1.

3.2.2. DDD with additional showers

3
&
&3
&
&
3
— &=

621172
5‘271,—1 §2n71
£2n EQu

6217+1 §Qn+1

Figure 12: DDD with additional n — 1 ”internal “ hadron showers

Now we can generalize DDD for a production of more then two hadron
showers separated by large rapidity gaps (the left diagram of fig. . The

19



right diagram comes from the generlized optical theorem for the process
amplitude.

To estimate contribution of the given process to o (s), we can write it
in the following form keeping only the dependence of &. It can be made
easily by evident extension of the Eq. to arbitrary n > 1. However, it
is evident that maximal value of n is 7,4 = [(§/& — 1)/2]. Here we show

the result for the main contribution (all k; = 0t to ag% p(s).

(n) 2n+1 2n+1 9 o n 9_4 n—1 99
whols) o [ T o (6= 56 ) amem g T g
= 4= 1= 1= = (50)

x 527671(“071)7 O'(Dl)DD(S) = oppp(9).

Again, there is no a violation of s-channel unitarity if pg > 1. However
we remind that corrections to froissaron propagator and 3f-vertex in DS
equations are small at small w and ¢ if py > 1

Similarly one can obtain for other generalized processes

75pp(s) o €Y, g G (s) = aspp(s) (51)
Tipp(s) oc €000, 6 () = gopp(s)
Conclusion

We have considered an alternative approach to solving the problem of s-
channel unitarity bounds (in particular the Finkelstein-Kajantie paradox) on
diffraction production amplitudes in the Froissaron model, in which oy (s)
In?(s/sq). Our main assumption concerns the vertex of the three froissarons
interaction, which in our approach depends on the angular and spatial mo-
menta of the froissarons. The basic requirements for the properties of a 3f
vertex are formulated and a model is constructed in which the corrections to
the Dyson-Schwinger reggeon equations for s — co are small in the region
of small angular and spatial momenta of froissarons at the vertex. In this
paper, the Dyson-Schwinger equations are considered in the leading approx-
imation, in which only 3f-vertices are taken into account. We believe that
the corrections with higher order vertices will be even smaller in this case.
They will be considered in a separate work.

The constructed model of a 3f-vertex contains two parameters, one of
which determines the behavior of the diffraction cross sections, which grow
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with energy more slowly than In?(s/s) and the smallness of corrections to
the propagator and the vertex in the Dyson-Schwinger equations. The second
parameter takes into account the magnitude of the corrections, which also
arise from the sub-asymptotic terms in the Froissaron propagator.

The model is applied to asymptotic estimates of the contribution to the
total cross section of the three main processes of diffraction hadron produc-
tion (SDD, CDP, DDD) and their generalizations to an arbitrary number of
produced hadron beams with large gap rapidities between them. All these
cross sections in our approach do not functionally exceed the Froissart-Martin
boundary.

Thus, in the developed approach, the Finkelstein-Kajantie contradiction
does not arise at asymptotic energies.

In the diffraction interaction of protons with protons and protons with
antiprotons, it is necessary to take into account the contribution of odderon
along with froissaron. For elastic scattering, this is done in the Froissaron
and Maximal Odderon model [27, 28, 29]. The results of comparing the
model with experimental data showed that odderon effects are visible at
high energies, but remain small. The properties of differential and total pp
and pp cross sections are determined by the dominant contribution of the
Froissaron. We are sure that this property also holds for the processes of
diffraction production in pp and pp collisions at s — oo. Therefore, we think
that the inclusion of the Maximal Odderon into the considered model will
not produce any problem.
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Appendix A. Modified propagator for reggeon

Let us consider the possibility to have a smooth behavior of ImH®*) (s, b)
in b and to guarantee a divergence of integrals over momenta ¢;. For that we
write a reggeon propagators in the following form

—Bq2

k . gk€ .
Gl )(% q) = (w2 n a2q2)3/2*k/2’ k=0,1,2 (A.l)

2 oo dw eI+w)¢’
mH® (s5,0) = L1 (i [ dggJo(bg)e B¢ [ 2
m (s,b) As m Zof qqJo(bg)e o (w2+a2q2)3/2_k/2
= Clm (z{’lk/z fdxxk/QJO(bx/a)e3”2/“2J1_k/2(§’x)) :
0
B V2 g /T27R/?
- 850a2T(3/2 — k/2)’

& =¢—in/2.
(A.2)

Then considering & — oo we neglect the imaginary part in £ and make use
the integral ([30])

T A—1,—ax? _ BH,-YV —(A\+v 2

gﬂdmx e " J,(Bx)J,(yx) = Qv (1 1)04 Atvtp)/
< T'(m+A+p+v)/2) B2\

x 2. 402

m=o  mIl(m+p+1)
2
5 -

xXF —m,—m—u;y—l—l;ﬁ—

For a§ < b we choose (u=0,v=1—k,A=k+1,v=¢& 5="0/a)

o T /a7 ) \(BJa
TR ey 7
~ O <4<B/a)2) ~ e\ “iBrae )
C _C a2€1—k
YT Y202 - k)B

The estimation is valid for any considered k.
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For a¢ > b we choose (v =0, u =1—k, A\ =k+,a = B/(a)*,7=0b/a, 3 =
€). Then

mAB(s,) =G nio F(m(;); — k) <4B€/a4)

2
XF{—-m,—m+k—1;1; (b/g)

~ G ,,?;30 F(m(jrl;m— 5 (413522/a4)m‘

The series in the last equation can be summed separately for £ =0,1,2

/U2gk;€ (1 o €_a4£2/4B2> 7 k‘ _ 0’
m (D)= iyt
me erﬁ(fa /2B), k= ].,

Such a suppression factor doesn’t allow to calculate analytically the inte-
grals for H(s,b). However, integral for H(®) was calculated numerically. The
results are given at Fig. for e~ BT, At high energies, the tripole contri-
bution G© (w,q) is dominating; dipole and simple pole give just the small
corrections.

Figure A.13: Amplitude TmH () (s,b) calculated for propagator (A1) at C = 1,a =
0.3 Gev ', B =2 Gev >
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Similar estimations and results one can obtain for the propagator

gre B

(w2 + a2q2)3/2—k ’

G®(w,q) = k=0,1,2 (A.3)

Appendix B. Restrictions on the parameters pg, A

From the properties of 3f-vertex considered in the Section [2| we have

1.

F(()ko’kl’kz) x Kt (k),
b) pu(k) = po(1+ Ak), (B.1)
1
k) = gg——
C) :u( ) :uol —F)\k’
2.
u(k) >0 k=0,1,2 because vertex has no infinity at any k (B.2)
3.

u(k) <3—k k=0,1,2 because vertex does not cancel zero in

(Gé’f)>fl o kB3R
(B.3)

Besides, we know from the smallness of corrections to main contribution (all
k =0) that gy > 1. Thus

0<pu(k)<3—Fk 1<pu<3. (B.4)

It follows from the above inequalities that at any k # 0

1+ XMe>0=A>—-1/k,=)\>—1/2. (B.5)
Variant b)
0 < po(l+Nk) <3—k, 1<u0<3,:>1<u0<3_k. (B.6)
1+ Mk
It follows from the last inequality that
13;)\]2 >1,:>)\<¥:2/k;—1 (B.7)
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The inequality for A should be valid for any k, hence A < 0. Thus for the
variant b) we have

—1/2<A<0. (B.8)

However, it follows from the convergence of the integrals over w for cut
reggeons at ¢ = 0 in evaluation of CDP cross sections, that

3—2ug > 0,= pp < 3/2,
3—2u(k)—k>0k=1=2-2u(1) >0,= p(l) <1, (B.9)
3—2u(k)—k>0k=2,=1-2u(2) >0,= p2) <1/2.

Hence, at A # 0

1
p()=p(l+1N) <1l=1<p < —=A<0,
(14+A)
1 (B.10)
2) = 14 2A 1/2 =1 — = A< —1/4
1(2) = po(1+2X) <1/2 = NIRRT VR /
So, the final result for A in the case b) is
—1/2 <A< —1/4. (B.11)
Similarly for the variant c)
A> 0. (B.12)

Appendix C. Estimation of SDD cross section

To estimate Ispp(&), we rewrite it as
1-5

]SDD(g) _ / d$$a1_1(1 _ x)oez—l
5
where § = §/¢ << 1,# 0 and ag =3 — pu(ko) — ko > 0, s =3 — u(ky) —
w(ka) — k1 — ko (sign of ay depends on the values of k;).
Let us split the integration domain: (d,¢€), (e,1 —¢€), (1 —¢€, 1 — ) where €
is constant, 0 < € < 1. Then

€

Ispp(§) == /dx(:v‘“_l + 22 ) 4+ C = ;_11(,5@1 — o) — a_2(6a2 _ ) 4 C
5

constant if g > 0,

(/&)™ ", if ay <0

C2
(8%
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where C is a constant.

We have obtained in the Section [2] that a smallness of corrections in the
DS equations requires pg > 1. Therefore, the following inequalities should
be satisfied for the cases b) and ¢) from the Eq.

pi(k) =p(k)+k, ifAX#0 then 1+ Mk >0and A > —1/2,

a) 1< pp<3,
3k (C.1)
bl L<mo< g

c) 1<pp<(3—Fk)(1+ k)

where k£ = 0,1,2. Whence, taking into account inequalities p(k) > 0, g > 1
and consequently 1 4+ Ak > 0, it follows that

1
b) 1<puy<-———m, —-1/2<X<0,
) HO= T2 / (C.2)
c) 1<pg<1+2\ A > 0.
Thus, with obtained restrictions on A we have
b) gruokothi+ha) —-1/2 < A <0,
O'SDD(S) X 52—3@0—1) X 2 kz (C?))
—Apo X
o) & 0 l4 Ak A > 0.
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