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UABSTRACT: We continue exploring the Unitary Toy Model (UTM) as a playground for high energy
&Hisions in QCD. Our new approach is based on the diagonalization of the evolution Hamiltonian. Part
\—(ff the spectrum can be identified with intercepts of dressed Pomerons. Analogously to QCD, a multi-
~Pomeron expansion of the S-matrix is badly divergent asymptotic series. Yet we succeeded to establish
esummation procedures resulting in a well behaved S-matrix. In addition the Hamiltonian possesses
((hegative eigenvalues, which dominate the approach of the S-matrix to saturation. We are hopeful that
ﬁmportant lessons about BFKL-based Pomeron calculus could be taken from the toy world to real QCD.
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1 Introduction

Zero transverse dimension toy models [1-16] can be viewed as a realization of the Pomeron calculus or
more generally of the Reggeon Field Theory (RFT). Over the years they have been intensively used to
model high energy collisions in QCD. These models encode various fundamental features of QCD such as
unitarity, but are much simpler than the latter and frequently solvable analytically. Hence they provide a
valuable playground to gain intuition about the dynamics of real QCD.

Our discussion focuses on two toy models. The first one is the BFKL cascade model which mimics
Mueller’s dipole model in QCD [17] (for dipoles of fixed sizes). We refer to this model as the BFKL
cascade [18], although it is a closer analog to the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) model in QCD [19] *. The
BFKL cascade lacks both s and t-channel unitarity [12, 15] and hence has to be corrected. A simple
modification of the BFKL cascade wich restores the proper unitarity properties is the Unitary Toy Model
(UTM) first introduced in [7] and later explored in [9, 12, 15]. Additional improvements to the model have
been proposed (see [16]), but they will not be addressed here.

All of the models share the following simple probabilistic expression for the total S-matrix for scattering
of n dipoles of the projectile on m dipoles of the target

S(Y) = Y e PP (V) PL(Y - 1) (L1)

n,m

Here v ~ a? is the Born approximation to the low energy dipole-dipole scattering amplitude. PF(Yp)
is the probability to find n dipoles in the projectile boosted to rapidity Yy, and similarly for the target.
The probabilities are found by solving the evolution equations in rapidity, and it is in the form of these
equations that the models differ from each other. The important consistency condition on the evolution is
t-channel unitarity, which is essentially the requirement that the S-matrix does not depend on the reference
frame, that is the choice of Yy at fixed Y[7, 9, 16]. UTM is defined to satisfy this condition.

Initial conditions for the evolution determine the dipole content of the colliding particles. In this

paper, we will be largely concerned with dipole-dipole scattering, that is with initial condition Plp ’T(O) =1,

PT
P, n>1
to consist of many dipoles at rest.

(0) = 0. We will also briefly discuss DIS-like processes off a nucleus, in which the target is assumed

While both the BFKL and UTM models have been extensively explored in the past, in this paper we
address a somewhat different set of questions and use a new approach. Our formulation follows algebraic
approach based on diagonalization of the respective evolution Hamiltonians, for which we find spectrum
and eigenfunctions. Part of the spectrum can be identified with Pomeron intercepts, which differ between
the models. Pomeron calculus emerges as a representation of the S-matrix.

*The gluon emissions in the projectile wave function in BFKL and BK models are the same. The physical difference between
the two is that BK equation [19] accounts for multiple scatterings on the target, while the original BFKL equation [18] does
not.



The multi-Pomeron expansion in BFKL is an asymptotic, Borel summable series, while in UTM it is
badly divergent. The UTM asymptotic series cannot be summed via Borel resummation. Nevertheless the
S-matrix in UTM is physical and well defined, and we are able to establish resummation methods which
circumvent the apparent divergence of the Pomeron calculus and yield the finite, physical result for the
S-matrix.

A similar and a very old problem also exists in QCD: due to 1/N, corrections, the 2n-reggeon (reggeized
gluon) BKP states [20] have intercepts which grow faster than n times the single BFKL Pomeron intercept.
As a consequence, for many years, this was believed to be the major challenge even to very existence of
the BFKL-based Pomeron calculus in real QCD. We are hopeful that our explorations in the toy models
provide an important insight into RFT in QCD, suggesting that the 1/N, corrections can be re-summed.

Beyond discussing the S-matrix we touch upon the probability distributions. The latter contain all
the information about the dipole cascade and could be instrumental in understanding particle production
in these toy models. This question is postponed for a separate study.

We review the BFKL cascade model in Sec. 2. UTM is introduced in Sec. 3. S-matrix in UTM is
explored in Sec 4. Sec 5 is the summary section. Several Appendices complement our calculations.

2 The BFKL cascade

2.1 The dipole-dipole scattering: probabilities and Pomeron exchanges

The simplest model describes a single BFKL-like cascade. It is specified by the following evolution equation
for the dipole probabilities PP"*:(Y"):

BFKL
dedY(Y) = —AnP;"(Y) + A(n—1)PETH(Y) (2.1)

Here we regard the "BFKL intercept” parameter A as parametrically of order A ~ azN, inspired by the
QCD BFKL equation.

The solution for this equation for a single dipole initial condition is:

1 I \"! vys1a 1 n—1
PBFKL(yy _ (1 _ ) (_ ) 2.2
= T N(Y) NY) P U NY) (22)
where the average dipole multiplicity in the BFKL cascade is
N(Y) =AY (2.3)

The S-matrix calculated via eq.(1.1) with PP**“(Y") does not depend on Yj only if we expand the expo-
nential factor e=""7 to leading order in v, e™""7 &~ 1 — mny:

SEEKL = 1 — 3N (Y) (2.4)



Keeping all terms in the exponents leads to a nontrivial dependence of S on Yy. However, it turns out
that if both Y — Y{ and Y{ are large, the dependence on Y disappears in the term that leads to the largest
contribution. Indeed,

SPTRL(Y) = Y e PETRE(Yg) PRH(Y — V) (2.50)

n,m

(=)
2

( i n* Pn(Yo)> ( i m* P (Y — Yo)) (2.5b)

n=0 m=0

e (Yo) e, (Y —Yo)

Eq. (2.5b) gives the expression for the scattering amplitude which can be viewed as the sum of multi
Pomeron exchanges. Each of these exchanges is proportional to (eAY)n. Eq. (2.4) is the contribution of
the first two terms in Eq. (2.5a). Lets define short notations Ny = N (Yp), N2 = N (Y —Yp), and assume
both to be large. We start with Eq. (2.5a) which takes the form

~ i B @_Nll e_NL2
SBFKL(y) _ 1;16 mmn-y PEFKL(yQ) PELFKL(Y _ YE)) ~ 727 e m”’YTl i (2.6a)
} n=1m=1
1 [e.e] [e.e]
~ (<) = g /dm/dﬁexp(—vﬁm—vﬁ—vm—v — /N1y —m/N2) (2.6b)
0 0
__ 1 emtertET (0, (N1 + D(yNa + 1)> (2.6¢)
vN1 Ny 7 N1Nyp
1
No>>1,Np>>1 = N2<_1n7+0(1/N1) +(9(1/N2)> (2.6d)

where n =n—1, m =m—1, and I" (0, 2) is the incomplete Gamma function (see formulae 8.35 of Ref.[21]).
The leading term does not depend on Y. However, all other terms do depend on the value of Y.

It is instructive to see how the result Eq. (2.6d) arises from the "Pomeron calculus”, i.e. Eq. (2.5b)
which represents the scattering amplitude as a sum of Pomeron exchanges. The power moments c; are
given by

ek (N) = % ink exp (—Z) = Li_g (e_l/N) ML pINE C(J;k) + O (1/N2) (2.7)
n=1

where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function. For ¢ (—k) we use the following equation (Abel-Plana formula):

sin (k arctan —2)k/2
(k arct (t)_)(ll t?) (2.8)

627rt

1 - o 1 T
(k) = =7 +C(=R); with {(—k) = 3 +20/dt

¢ (k) is equal 3+ function that decreases faster than 1/k. The first term in Eq. (2.8) has a simple meaning
if in Eq. (2.7) summation is replaced by integration

1 [ n 1 1 1



. Substituting {(—k) = —k%rl into Eq. (2.7), for the S-matrix we obtain

= (=) = (—y)* k 11 ! 11
s = 30 S e 00) a0 =10 = 30 (Rt ) (V- )
N 1 eWN11N2E1( 1 ) ~ oI+ M) I+ yN)

v N1 N N1 No v N1 No v N1 No
YN1;y N2> 1 1 In(1/v) In(1/7) _Ay
5 In(vN(Y)) — In(yN7) — In (V- = = e 2.10
~ N, Nz{ (v ( )) (’Y 1) (’Y 2) } ~ N1 Ny ~ ( )

where Fj (z) = —FEi(—z) is the Exponential integral (Ref.[21], formulae 8.21). Eq. (2.10) gives the same
asymptotics as Eq. (2.6d).

In the context of this calculation we note that in order to obtain the correct asymptotics using the
moment expansion (or "Pomeron calculus”) we need to keep the subleading term in (2.9) for large N.
If we were to drop this subleading term we would get the factor In(yN(Y)) instead of In1/v in front
of the exponential in (2.10), i.e. a significantly different asymptotics at large rapidity. This may sound
surprising, since this term is a very small correction to high moments at any Y, and to all moments at large
Y. However while the series representation in terms of probabilities is convergent, as probabilities for large
number of dipoles n always decrease as n — oo, the expansion in moments (or in Pomeron exchanges) is
a very different animal. The individual terms in this expansion grow factorially with £ and exponentially
in Y. Thus even a small correction to a fixed moment can generate a leading correction to the whole sum.
This should caution us against using naive Pomeron calculus (i.e. approximating n-Pomeron exchange by
a simple product of n single Pomerons) in a frame where both Yy and Y — Y are large, and thus a single
term in the Pomeron series is given by a product of two large numbers, cx(Yp)cx(Y — Ypy) as in (2.5b).
Thankfully, terms suppressed by additional powers of 1/N in (2.9) do not contribute to the asymtotic
result.

We emphasize that in the BFKL cascade model, the Yy independence is approximate only and is seen in
a frame when both projectile and target are boosted to sufficiently high energies. The resulting expressions
for the S-matrix also differ significantly from the result computed in the target rest frame. The latter
we quote below in Eq. (2.25). While the exponential fall with the total rapidity is the same, the leading
coefficient differs by — In~y, which is quite dramatic. This signifies the problem of the BFKL cascade model
and its frame dependence.

2.2 The S-matrix in the target rest frame

Let us now consider the calculation of the scattering matrix in the rest frame of the target. This means
that we evolve only the projectile probability distribution, while the target remains fixed. In most of this
paper we are interested in the target comprised of a single dipole.

To calculate the S-matrix it is convenient to introduce the notion of the generating functional.



2.2.1 Generating functional and eigenfunctions
The standard definition of the generating functional[17, 22] is

ZBPKL(,Y) = 3 u” PBFEL(Y) (2.11)

Beyond the formal meaning of generating the probabilities P, in the projectile, the functional Z(u) for
u = e~ 7™ also has a direct physical meaning of a scattering matrix of the projectile on a target consisting
of m dipoles, calculated in the target rest frame. The BFKL equation for the generating function can be
written as

0
WZBFKL(U) = HBFKL ZBFKL(U> (2.12)

where Y = %Y and the BFKL Hamiltonian operator is

d
Hprrr = yu(u — 1)@ (2.13)

The standard way of solving an evolution equation of the type (2.12) is first to find the eigenfunctions of
the evolution operator. The operator Hprxr is not Hermitian and it therefore has distinct right and left
eigenfunctions. It is straightforward to verify that the following are its right eigenfunctions:

—1\" -1\
OBFKL (1)) — <u ) = " YBIKL () = (u ) =o " (2.14)
u u
with the corresponding eigenvalues ABFKL = ny and AEF KL — _pry. Here we have defined for convenience
u—1
= 2.15
o="" (215)

Note, that in principle n in the above expressions is not quantized, and therefore in this sense the spectrum
is continuous. However our goal will be to expand the generating function in these eigenfunctions. By
definition Z(u) should be expandable in powers of u, which would suggest that the relevant eigenfunctions
for the expansion are W%, for integer n. On the other hand for u close to unity we expect Z(u) to have
a good Taylor expansion in powers of 1 —u. This singles out the set ®% - for integer n. We will therefore
only need the eigenfunctions ®% - and V% for integer values of n.

The left eigenfunctions with the same eigenvalues are

OBFKL () — (1iu) (u;l)"y BFKL () = (1iu) (uﬁl)n (2.16)

Since Hprir is not Hermitian, it’s left and right eigenfunctions are different. In general for finite

dimensional spaces there is a very useful theorem, that states that the left and right eigenfunctions ¢X
and ¢ that correspond to different eigenvalues are orthogonal to each other. Therefore with appropriate
normalization one can use the set of all right eigenfunctions to ”invert” the left eigenfunctions

(BF|OR) = 6nm (2.17)



This property extends to infinite dimensional spaces if the eigenfunctions in question are well behaved
(normalizable). Our eigenfunctions on the other hand clearly are not normalizable as they have noninte-
grable singularity either at w = 1 or u = 0. Nevertheless, one can show by direct calculation that with an
appropriate definition of scalar product (2.17) still holds. In particular the two sets of eigenfunctions are
orthonormal with the scalar product defined as a contour integral in the complex plane:
1% du GBFKL () §BFKL () — 17{ du GBFKL () §BFKL () — § (2.18)
omi Jp, u ™ n o2mi Jor, u ™ n m
where the contour I'; in the complex plane is taken to encircle only the point v = 1 while I'y is the contour
that only encircles the point u = 0 (see Fig. 1). Equivalently,

1 d ~ 1 d ~
Tmﬁ Zu U (u) SR (u) = Tm%p Zu W () @R (u) = Snn (2.19)
1 —12

In the following sections we will see that a similar scalar product that preserves the property (2.17) can
also be defined in the UTM.

As the previous equation suggests we can choose either I'y or I's as the contour for the definition of
the scalar product.
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Figure 1. Contours of integrations in the complex u plane. The red dots mark the poles in the BFKL cascade
model while the black dotes are those in the UTM.

When expanding a function ZBFKL(y) in the basis of right eigenfunctions, in order to extract the
coefficients of the expansion we can use the "operator” representation of the left eigenfunctions:

BFKL () = §(u) % -1 = (fl)né(U)% ((u — 1)2ju>”,

UBIEL () = §(1 — u) %5’(’; =0(1— u)nl (qu)n (2.20)

This corresponds to the choice of I'; in eq.(2.18) and I'y in eq.(2.19).

The problem of solving the BFKL equation now becomes similar to a Schroedinger equation, except
with the Hamiltonian which is not Hermitian. Nevertheless, we can expand the generating function and
therefore the scattering matrix in the set of right eigenfunctions. Here we can choose either ®,, or ¥,, as



the basis for expansion, since each one of them forms a complete basis (a peculiarity of a non Hermitian
Hamiltonian). Which set to choose is dictated by convenience.

Suppose first we are in the genuine BFKL situation, where the target is dilute. This means that the
single dipole scattering amplitude is small, or v < 1, or 1 —u < 1. In this situation it is clear that the
generating functional should be expanded in Taylor series in 1 —u. Since in this regime ®B3F KL ~ (y—1)",

it means that we should be expanding the generating function in the basis of CIJEF KL,
~ i <7
ZBFKL (u,Y) = Z Chn @fFKL (u) ey (2.21)
n=0

We can use @EF KL to find the expansion coefficients C,,. For this we could either use directly the repre-
sentation (2.20), or use (2.16) noting that

1 du -~ - _
o . BB ) 2R () = G (2.22)
1
Applying to a single dipole initial condition, Z(Bl’f KL (u, Y = ) = u we findf,
1 du -
cl) = %ﬁ Z“ UBFKL () 4 = 1 (2.23)
1

and

ZEEE (uY) = 3 (“ -1 eWY)n (2.24)

n=0 u
The S-matrix of a single dipole in the target rest frame is then

S (?) = Z{IKE (647?) = i ((1 —e) eVV)H - 167)67)7 (2.25)

which reproduces the well known solution of the BK equation.

More generally for an n dipole initial state, ng KL (u, Y = 0) = u". we have

cw:%ﬁﬁwﬁﬂ@wz%z:f (2.26)
g ) - £l (o)
And
s () = 2 (r) = 3 e e =[S (e e?)| s
m=0 : : m=0

fInterestingly, if we were to try to use the contour I's to calculate the coefficients C,, we would find that they all vanish.
This is the consequence of the fact that the expansion (2.21) converges at v = 1 with the unit radius of converges, while the
contour I's includes a region u < 0 and is therefore outside of the radius of convergence.



Now consider the opposite situation, i.e. dense target. This means that v > 1, and u < 1. This is not
what we normally call BFKL, but this is certainly in the region of applicability of the BK equation which
applies to scattering of a small number of dipoles on a dense target. Now one would want to expand Z(u)
in powers of u rather than in powers of 1 — u, and therefore use the WBF KL basis,

ZBIRE (0, V) = 3 By WKL (u) eV (2.29)

n=0

The coefficients can be found in the analogous way*:

1 du - ~ 7
%%F ?“ OEIKL (u) ZPPKE (4, V) = By e ™Y (2.30)
—1l2
For a single dipole initial condition we find
B =1 m>0 (2.31)

Then

u, = — e = —_ — = — .
(1) — u—1 1+ 3 — 1)67}/
which unsurprisingly coincides with (2.25).

For an n dipole initial condition, B,(,?in = 0, while

B = — — o, u) u = -1 = (-1 =-C.)
mEn T 9mi Jor, w (v) kz::l( ) El(n — k)!(k —1)!m! (=1) (m—n)!(n—1)! o)
2.33

It is instructive to compare the two expansions (2.25) and (2.32), now both considered for arbitrary
~. For small v < 1, (2.25) is a good expansion, i.e. has decreasing terms for initial rapidity, and up to
"critical” rapidity Yo ~ %ln % For higher rapidities the individual terms are growing and to make sense
out of it, the whole series has to be resummed. For large v > 1 the expansion is poor right from the very
beginning, and has to be resummed even at initial rapidity. As for (2.32), this for large v > 1 is good at
any rapidity, since for high rapidities the individual terms only get smaller. For small v <« 1 on the other
hand, the expansion is poor at initial rapidity and all the way up to Yo. For higher rapidities, Y > Yo
however the expansion becomes good and gives reliable results only keeping a small number of terms.

Again we stress for future reference, that the expansion eq.(2.25) for Y < Y. is convergent and not
asymptotic - all the terms in the series are decreasing.

A comment is due here about the origin of the two sets of eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunc-
tions. The positive eigenvalues n~y are the zero dimensional analogs of the familiar n-Pomeron intercepts

tHere the situation is the mirror image of (2.23). If we try to use the contour I'; to extract the expansion coefficients we
will fail. This is because the expansion (2.29) converges around u = 0 and not around v = 1, and the contour I' is partially
outside the radius of convergence.



of QCD. These lead to the exponential growth of the scattering amplitudes at weak coupling and small
rapidity. We will discuss the Pomeron calculus in more detail in the next section. On the other hand
we are not so familiar with the negative eigenvalues —nvy in QCD. The eigenfunctions corresponding to
those are singular at u = 1 and therefore, as discussed above is not a good basis for expansion at small
rapidity. However for large rapidity where the scattering matrix is small, these eigenfunctions dominate
the s-matrix, as is obvious from (2.32). Thus this set of eigenvalues governs the approach of the scattering
matrix to saturation. In the context of QCD the approach to saturation in BK evolution is given by the
Levin-Tuchin law [23], which indeed yields the s-matrix exponentially decreasing with rapidity. We thus
identify the largest negative eigenvalue with the zero dimensional incarnation of the Levin-Tuchin decay.
The rest of the negative eigenvalues provide correction to this leading exponential decay, and presumably
should exist in QCD as well as subleading corrections close to saturation.

3 The UTM

The UTM was proposed in Ref.[7] (see also Refs.[9, 12, 15]) as the model that satisfies the ¢ channel
unitarity condition. It was shown in [15] that it is also s-channel unitary. Requiring Yy independence of
the S-matrix in Eq. (1.1) one is lead to the evolution equation for PY™ (Y') [7, 9, 12]:

PUTM Y
ot L ey 4 £ (1 ) P &y

with A =1—e7 & ~v at weak coupling. While Aq is a free parameter of the UTM model, the specific
choice is made so to exactly match the single Pomeron intercept of the BFKL cascade model (see below).

The crucial difference between (Eq. (3.1)) and the BFKL cascade (Eq. (2.1)) is that in the UTM the
dipole emission probability saturates when the number of dipoles is large n > 1/~ §

3.1 The generating functional

Again we define the generating functional as

= Zu" Pn(f/) (3.2)

where YV =
UTM, the generatmg functional obeys the equation (see Eq. (2.16) of Ref.[16]):
88?2(16 V)=—(—u)(1-e%) Z(u, V) = (u—1) (Z(u, V)- Z(eu, Y) ) (3.3)

Sin Ref. [16] we have proposed an even more realistic model in which multiple dipole emissions are allowed in a single step
of the evolution, but we are not considering it in this paper.



with the initial and boundary conditions for a single dipole projectile:
Initial condition: Z (u,}} = O) =u (3.4)
Boundary condition: Z (u = 1,?) = 1. (3.5)
The second condition (3.5) can be also imposed as the initial condition at Y =0, since it is preserved by

the evolution (3.3) at any Y. As in the BFKL case, the evolution of the generating function is generated
by a non-Hermitian operator, which for the UTM is

Hory = —(1—u) (1—e"50) (3.6)
3.2 The UTM Pomeron calculus

As is obvious from the previous discussion, the UTM is a well defined, t and s - channel unitary model
that yields a finite S-matrix which at large rapidity falls to zero. It also exhibits saturation, as the dipole
emission probability (per unit rapidity) for large dipole number n approaches a constant as n — 0.
Nonetheless, if we were to approach the model from the point of view of Pomeron calculus based on the
BFKL approximation, we would have to face a serious problem.

The BFKL Pomeron calculus is understood as perturbation theory around the BFKL limit of the
Hamiltonian. To facilitate this we rewrite the UTM Hamiltonian as

Hurm = — t (1 — eV(l—t)%) = A t% -t (1 — D5 + Ay (‘ft) (3.7)
N——
Ho Hr

where ¢ = 1 — u. Using the variable ¢ rather than w is natural at weak coupling/small rapidities as it has
the meaning of the dipole-dipole scattering amplitude and is small in this regime.

The choice of Hy dictated by the interpretation of the zero dimension models as the QCD with fixed
dipole size [18, 24]. At zeroth order in the perturbation, the eigenfunctions of Hyras are pure powers

Hot" = AVt Al = Ain. (3.8)

Although (3.8) is valid for arbitrary n in the context of the Pomeron calculus we choose to consider positive
integer values of n only. This choice corresponds to summation of BFKL ladders in QCD, and ensures
that expansion of the scattering matrix in Taylor series in t is interpretable as expansion in multi Pomeron
exchanges. In the same spirit we identify the perturbative BFKL Pomeron with the first eigenfunction
P(Y) = ted1Y = ¢eAY

We can write the Hamiltonian in terms of the ”Schroedinger picture” Pomeron field P(ff =0)=t In
addition to Hp, the Hamiltonian contains n — m Pomeron vertices

A 0 - - m—1 1 ATLpm a\"
Hura = Autgy = mzzl nzzm,l(_l) [ = Om=100 = Sm=1,n=1] =Dl =m0~ (815)
S0 & (D"
= Ayt l > v (m) (3.9)

m,n

~10 -



ith
wi 1

(m—1)!n—-—m+1)!

VP = (_1)m—1

m

A" n>m—1; m>1 (3.10)

except (m=1,n=0) and (m=1,n=1).

The interaction contains vertices IP" — IP™ for an infinite number of values of n and m even though
in terms of the number of dipoles, the UTM Hamiltonian only allows emission of a single dipole in one step
of the evolution (see Eq. (3.1)). The UTM is therefore an example of a simple Pomeron calculus with the
infinite number of vertices, which describes a fully unitary system with saturation.

There are three distinct types of Pomeron vertices in (3.9). The first type is V! with n = m —1. These
are the Pomeron splittings. All the splitting vertices increase the number of bare Pomerons by exactly
one. The second type is V;! with n > m. Those are the Pomeron merging vertices. In UTM any number
of Pomerons can disappear as a result of a merging via a single merging vertex. Finally the third type are
vertices with n = m. Those preserve the number of Pomerons, but give corrections directly to the intercept
of the n-Pomeron state (see Fig. 2).

Imagine now a perturbative calculation of an n-Pomeron intercept in this Pomeron calculus. In the
language of the previous section that corresponds to calculating perturbatively eigenvalues of Hyras. It is
the common lore that the first most important contribution in such a calculation comes from the so called
“enhanced diagrams”, i.e. diagrams with small Pomeron loops. There are many types of such diagrams in
the UTM, since there exist merging vertices where any number of Pomerons disappear. Thus, for example
one contribution to two Pomeron propagator would be a diagram where each one of the two Pomerons split
into two, and subsequently the resulting four Pomerons merge into two via V4'. At any rate the enhanced
diagrams are those where both the splitting and the merging vertices are close to each other in rapidity.
The size in rapidity of a fluctuation from n to m Pomerons is given by the usual "time-energy” uncertainty

relation AY ~ ﬁ ~ % "Integrating out” this time scale leads to ”renormalization” of the n — n

vertices, generating effective vertices f/,? In the second step we would have to resum all diagrams with
insertions of these effective f/,ff vertices. Those diagrams yield corrections to the n-Pomeron intercepts.

The resulting values of n-Pomeron intercepts in principle can be either smaller or larger than their
bare values. The latter option is problematic in view of the fact that in order to calculate the S matrix
one has to sum over all dressed Pomeron exchanges. If the n-Pomeron intercept grows faster than n, such
a series is not Borel summable [25], and making sense of such an expansion presents a serious challenge. In
fact one could be sufficiently discouraged to believe that the model itself is not well defined. In QCD, for
example the simple 1/N?2 corrections (N, is the number of colors) lead to the intercepts which are larger
than the intercepts of n-BFKL PomeronsY . Many experts therefore believe that the Pomeron calculus in
QCD has a deadly problem in the order 1/N? (including one of us [26]).

In this context UTM provides an argument against such pessimism. Although we are not going to
perform explicitly perturbative calculation of the type described above in UTM, from the results presented
later in this section it will become clear that the perturbative Pomeron calculation does lead to positive

TThe very brief review of the problem, references and the most pessimistic point of view can be found in Ref.[26] .
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corrections to the n-Pomeron intercepts. In fact, as we will show these intercepts behave as A, = e’ — 1
and grow exponentially at large n. Nevertheless as we have stressed, this does not signify a problem with
the model, as the S-matrix in UTM is well defined. We will show below, that even though standard Borel
transform is not applicable to summation of the series of multi Pomeron exchanges, this series can be
indeed summed with a finite and well defined result. We hope this may teach us something about dealing
with a similar apparent problem of the QCD Pomeron calculus.

)
b)

Figure 2. The typical Pomeron diagrams in the UTM. Fig. 2-a: the diagrams for two Pomeron Green’s function.
Fig. 2-b: the diagrams for the three Pomeron Green’s function. V3 is effective vertex for IP? — IP? interaction, while
Vi is the effective vertex for IP? — IP? interaction .

In the rest of this section we discuss the solution of the ”Shroedinger equation” (3.3) and the calculation
of the physical scattering matrix.

3.3 The Eigenfunctions

We now proceed to solve UTM along the same lines as the BFKL cascade model in the previous section.
The first step in this approach is to find the eigenfunctions of the UTM Hamiltonian.

3.3.1 Right eigenfunctions

It has distinct sets of right and left eigenfunctions. The right eigenfunctions are relevant for solving the
equation for the generating function, or S-matrix. The left eigenfunctions are also interesting in their own
right, since as we will show below, they are relevant for expanding the probabilities.

We consider the right eigenfunctions first. Let ®,, (u,7) denote the set of eigenfunctions with positive
eigenvalues A,:

Hory Pn(u) = Ay @p(u) — A, @y (u) = (u—1) <<I>n (u) — @, (6_7u)>; (3.11)
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By inspection we find a set of positive eigenvalues A, = e¥™ — 1 with the eigenfunctions

n—1
1
D51 (u) = H (e_W - ) , Do (u) =1, and A, =e"" — 1. (3.12)
= u
1=0

Notice that ®,, (u) are well behaved near u = 1. In particular ®,~1 (v = 1) = 0. On the other hand, ®,, (u)
diverge at u — 0. The functions ®,, share these properties with ®27%L However as opposed to ®ZFKL
which has a multiple pole at u = 0 for n > 1, ®,, has a single pole for any n. The functions ®,, (u) could
be expressed in terms of the q-Pochhammer symbols (see formula 6.1.22 of Ref.[27] and Ref.[28]).

In the formal limit v — 0 one has ®,,(u) — ®BFEL(y), and also A, — AY. Since A, is perturbatively
expandable in ~y, this is the multi-Pomeron intercept one would obtain from perturbative approach described
in the previous subsection. We thus indeed see that the resummed perturbation theory leads to n-Pomeron
intercept that grows with n exponentially, as advertised in the previous subsection. Our goal in calculating
the S-matrix is then to sum the series in n-Pomeron exchanges.

Formally representation of the S-matrix in terms of these exchanges is equivalent to expansion of the
generating function that solves (3.3) in the basis of eigenfunctions ®,,:

Z(u,?) = icn O, (u) e Y . (3.13)

In this expansion the boundary conditions at u = 1 are trivially satisfied by choosing Cy = 1.

To find the coefficients in the expansion eq.(3.13) we need to find the set of left eigenfunctions ¥,, and
(with proper normalization) use
<\Ijn‘q)m> = Omn (3.14)

with appropriate definition of scalar product. The result, that we derive below, is that for a single dipole
projectile
Cp — C1) = gzn(n4D), (3.15)

We can understand a little better the nature of the series in eq.(3.13) by scrutinizing the small ~ limit,
and considering the physical point u = e~ (which corresponds to the single dipole target). In this limit
we have

D, (e77) ~ (—1)"y"n!; n<<l1l/y (3.16)

and
O,(e7) ~ (—1)”67@_%); n>1/y (3.17)

The n-th term in the expansion (3.13) is (—1)”Cn<I’neA"Y. As opposed to the BFKL case, where the
analogous series was convergent for small values of Y, in the UTM this is an asymptotic series even
for vanishing Y. The magnitudes of the successive terms decrease until about n ~ 1 /7, and thereafter
increase very fast due to the Gaussian growth of C,,. This behavior persists at small ¥ until the rapidity
parametrically reaches the critical value Y, ~ %ln % For larger rapidities the terms in the series grow
starting at n = 1 and the series is divergent. So quantitatively this is similar to BFKL in the sense that at
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small Y the series can be truncated, although this time it is not convergent but asymptotic. At large ¥
the series is very problematic, as the eigenvalues A,, grow exponentially, and thus a clever resummation is
necessary to make sense of the result.

Just like in the BFKL case, the operator Hyras also has another set of eigenfunctions, which we denote
as U, (u), with negative eigenvalues —A,,.

Horm Vn(u) = —ApUp(u) — —A, ¥y (u) = (u—1) (llln (u) — Uy, (e "u) ) (3.18)
The eigenvectors corresponding to the negative eigenvalues are

n 1 ~
Uyt (u) = H (e'yl - 1) , and Ap,=1—¢e7". (3.19)

=1 u

The functions ¥, (u) are well behaved both at u = 0 and v = 1, however they have poles at the physical
points u = e~ 7%: in fact W,,(u) has n poles at uj, = e~ 7* for all integer k in the interval (1 < k < n). This
is significant as we will see in a short while.

The most interesting point for us that corresponds to a single dipole scattering is u = e~7. At this
point all the functions are singular with the behavior at the pole

1 5 L 1
-7y — —3(n+2)(n-1) -
Uy(u—e )= = e 2 1_1_12 oD (3.20)
Decomposing the general solution of Eq. (3.3) in this basis, we write
~ 0 e Y,
Z(w¥) = 3 By Wy (w)e ™Y (3.21)
n=1

We note that the fact that W, (u) have poles at physical values of u does not by itself mean that the
expansion of the generating function in this basis is nonsensical. As long as all the poles are of the same
order (and in our case all are indeed simple poles) a simple rescaling by a common (divergent) factor will
make the values of ¥,, at all the physical points finite, and everywhere else vanishing. We will not pursue
this strategy here and instead continue working with the functions ¥,,(u) defined above. The price we will
have to pay however, is that we will not be able to determine the coefficients B,, by themselves, but only
their contribution to the physical S-matrix.

3.3.2 Left eigenfunctions

Let us now consider left eigenfunctions of Hyrps. These are the same as right eigenfunctions of the operator
/HJ{JT u (notice the anti-Hermitian property of the dilatation operator):

Hiras = — (1 - evu%) (1—u), (3.22)
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Explicitly the equations satisfied by the left eigenfunctions are
Angn(u) = (u—1)gn(u) — (ue” —1) gn(ue?) (3.23)
We again find two sets of solutions

n—1
B, (u) = (1iu) l:HO (al - i) L o) = (l—w), A= —A, = —(1— e, (3.24)

and

71 _
0 H(‘“1> ’ S = Ay = O L (3.25)

The left eigenfunctions are regular for physical values of u, i.e. 0 < u < 1, with ®,(e=7%) = 0 for k < n.
On the other hand for u > 1 the functions ¥,,(u) have poles at u = e?* for k < n.

For the record we note that ®,, obey two recurrent relations:

-1
Bl = [0 - e B ), () = o gy (D) (a2

3.3.3 Expansion Coefficients C,, and Exponential Moments

To calculate the expansion coefficients C,, in (3.13) we use a somewhat roundabout procedure. Although
the generating function Z(u) in the physical region (where it represents the scattering matrix) is defined
for 0 < wu < 1, we can consider it as a function of all real u. We assume that the expansion (3.13) holds for
all u with the same coefficients C,,.

Define an auxiliary variable &, = €. The value of Z at the points u = €"* is equal to the k-th
exponential moment:

2, Y) = Mo (Y) = (&) = S €hPa (1) (3.27)
n=1

The moments are expanded in terms of the right eigenfunctions as

ZC D, (&) € ZC D (&) € (3.28)

where the last equality holds since ®,(&;) = 0 for n > k as is obvious from (3.12). To find the coefficients
C,, we introduce the inverse matrix Q¥ that satisfies

ian ©n (&) = i Qp, @ (€6) = Gnm (3.29)

k=0 k=n+1

Hence

ZQ’“ k= CpenY (3.30)
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We now utilize the theorem about the orthogonality of left and right eigenfunctions. It is straightforward
to check that the appropriate measure under which this orthogonality holds is

1 du -
— — U, (u) Dy = Omn 31
37 0 T (@) 0 (0) = 6 (331)

Here the contour I's encloses the real axis to the right (and including) the point u = 1, and thus encircles

all the poles of ¥,,, (see Fig. 1). Using this relation we find

Cp = fr WG ) Z (Y =0) (3.32)

T omi u
For the k-dipole target initial condition, Z (u,Y = 0) = u* this is:

n el'y (e'y(l—i-k:—l) o 1)

k) _
ck = l—l_Il ] (3.33)
For k =1,
M) = gynn+1)/2, (3.34)

which is the result quoted in the beginning of this section.

3.4 The Probabilities

One interesting property of the operator Hyrps is that it’s action on a function of continuous variable,
#(u) is such that it only relates the values of the function at discrete values of its argument ¢(e™7%u).
This is very different from an action of a differential operator, such as Hprxr (2.13). Thus, although we
have been treating the eigenfunctions as continuous functions of continuous variable, strictly speaking the
eigenvalue equation only determines eigenfunctions at discrete points e~ "*uq for an arbitrary value of ug.
Since the point u = 1 is a physical point for scattering amplitude, our calculations in the previous sections
corresponded to choosing ug = 1 and determining the generating function at points u; = e~ 7*. The value
of the generating function at these particular values is indeed physically significant, since it is equal to the
scattering matrix for a k-dipole target. The values of any eigenfunction at other points, excluding this
discrete set, is to some extent arbitrary and were chosen to make functions continuous.

We can use this property of Hyras to cast the equation for probabilities in the form similar to that for
the generating function. Let us formally extend the probabilities to a "probability function” - a function
of continuous variable such that

P,(Y) = P(u,Y); Plu=e"Y) = P,(Y) (3.35)
The equation (3.1) for PYT™ can be rewritten as an equation for the function P(u)

dP(u,Y -
W) g P T) (3.36)
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The function P(u) can be expanded in the set of left eigenfunctions of Hyray,

P (u, }7) = kz;;ék Dy, (u) e BrY = ];Bk Ty, (u) eArY (3.37)

The coefficients C}, are found by using the orthogonality condition

L fdu

— U (1) @y, (0) = Gn (3.38)
27 JT u

where the contour I' encircles the physical interval 0 < u < 1, excluding the origin u = 0 (see Fig. 1). This
relation can be verified directly using the explicit form of the functions ¥,, and ®,,.

For the single dipole initial condition, at initial rapidity the function P(u) should be chosen such that

its value is equal to unity at u = e™7, and the function vanishes quickly away from this point along the

real axis. For example P(u,Y = 0) = e~ (A= with A > % will do. For such functions, in the integral

L ¢ 4, (u)P(u,Y = 0) only the pole of Uy (u) at u = e~ contributes, and we find

21 u

Co=0
01 = —e 7
m—1
- _ 1
— Ot _ _2(1—m) —ym(m+3)/4 . 1: .
Cn m>1 e ll I1 7sinh[fyl/2]’ m > 1; (3.39)

Note that since @y (e~7) = 0 for all k > n > 0, the probability function at physical points where it
is equal to the dipole probability in the cascade, is in fact a finite sum

PUTM (V) = 37 Gy (e77) €720V (3.40)
k=1

In principle we can find similarly the coefficients B in the second expansion in (3.37). However it is
not clear to us that expansion of the probability function in positive exponents of rapidity can ever be
useful, and we will not do it here.

4 Dipole scattering in the UTM

Our goal now is to understand the behavior of the S-matrix in the UTM and to show that notwithstanding
apparent problems with Pomeron calculus it can be calculated. In particular we will explicitly calculate
the asymptotic behavior at large Y.

Since UTM is frame independent by construction, below we carry calculations in the frame which is
the most convenient for us, and that is the target rest frame.
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4.1 Scattering on a target dipole

From Eq. (1.1), the S-matrix on a single target dipole reads
(7) = 7(77) = X ()
S(Y) = Z(eY) =Y empPV™M(Y (4.1)
n=1 !

Using (3.40) and expanding in powers of Y we can write it as

00 ]+1

,yzzfe Ve~ ynj H (1 _ e’Y”(l J)) (4.2)

7j=0n=1

We will use this expression for numerical evaluation in the following.

In the previous section we have provided two expansions for S(Y) - expansion in multi Pomeron
amplitudes and expansion in decreasing exponents of rapidity. We will show in this section that both lead
to the same asymptotic result for the S-matrix. We start with the expansion in Pomeron exchanges.

4.1.1 Pomeron calculus

We start with the representation of S-matrix in terms of "dressed” multi-Pomeron exchanges
~ i v
S(Y) = Y, (e77) A (4.3)
n=0

Here A, = ¢’ — 1 is the n-Pomeron intercept (in Y variable) |.

Eq. (4.3) is an asymptotic series, which, at first glance, cannot be summed because the coefficients grow
too fast with n: A, > vn, while 07(11) (7) = exp (@ 7) grows as Gaussian, which is badly divergent
too **. In addition ®,, also grows with n exponentially. The only redeeming feature of this expression is
that the terms in the series are alternating sign since which is clear from (3.12).

Summing series of the type Eq. (4.3) is a long standing problem in the Pomeron calculus (see Ref.[26]
for a short review). Summation of asymptotic series entails finding an analytical function with identical
series expansion. Borel summation [25] is one of the standard tools of the trade in this business. The series
Eq. (4.3) however cannot be summed via Borel procedure due to the aforementioned very fast growth of the
coefficients. We will therefore rearrange the series in the following way. We first expand the exponential
factors using the explicit form of A,, as

evnj YJ

exp (An }7) = eV Z (4.4)

INaively one might want to identify C, ®, as the product of the residues (impact factors), with C, being related to the
projectile while ®,, to the target. However, residues factorize for bare single Pomeron exchange only. Beyond one Pomeron
exchange the factorizations breaks down.

**In Appendix A we suggest how to sum the asymptotic series with the Gaussian growth of the coefficients.
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Substituting Eq. (4.4) in Eq. (4.3) we obtain:
- . ynj YJ
S(V) = z(e¥) =€V S Y omg, (o) (4.5)

7=0n=0

In Eq. (4.5) we have two series: an absolutely convergent sum over j and an asymptotic series over n.

1.0 ’ 0.8
0.9} Exact UTM,y =0.25
06r N\ 0 ee--- Small y UTM,y =0.25
= 0.8 ’S o
n n -
0.7r 1
Exact UTM,y =0.025 0.2
----- Small y UTM,y =0.025
0.67 00
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 0 10 20 30 40 50
Y Y

Figure 3. S ()7) versus Y for (i) exact solution of Eq. (4.2), and (ii) small v approximation of Eq. (4.8). For
~v = 0.025 (left plot), the curves coincide with 0.1% — 1% accuracy. For v = 0.25 (right plot), the accuracy ranges
from 5% to 20% in the displayed interval, worsening at larger rapidities.

Small v limit

We first explore the limit v < 1. For small v we have iV ~1 and @, (1—=7) = (=" nl + O ().
Keeping only leading terms we can write

o0

S(Y) = (=" met? {1 + (’)(fy)}, y< 1. (4.6)
n=0

Neglecting subleading terms may seem risky in view of our discussion in Section 2. In particular keeping
only the leading term for C,, we omit the Gaussian enhancement at large n. However it is the presence of
exponentially growing A, that poses the main problem for resummation, and we keep A, in full glory in
(4.6).

If we were to expand A, for formally small 7, that is A, ~ nvy, we would reproduce the large Y limit
of the BFKL cascade model in the center of mass frame (2.6d).

Applying the expansion (4.4) to (4.6) we have,

S(Y/) = e—’?]z::z::

ynj ya
¢ n! (4.7)
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The asymptotic series in n is Borel summable and gives

. _ 1 ¢ |
S( ) _ v Z ~H7 exp (ry (J+1)’Y> T <0, ;e (J+1)’Y) (4.8)

_097

For large Y >> 1, the sum is dominated by terms with large j, and %e_(j +t1)7 « 1. Taking the asymptotic
form of the incomplete I'-function at small argument, we get

5(17) — 7Y l (,Ylgj <ln(7§;) —VE — iv))

=0 It
R P A A 3
=e e 7Y +e ;(lny—'yE)—i—Z (4.9)

~vE = 0.577 is the Euler constant. Eq. (4.9) gives the leading asymptotic behavior of the S-matrix at small
~. The validity of this approximation is demonstrated in Fig. 3 alongside the exact result. We observe that
even for v = 0.25 the small v approximation is very good unless extremely large rapidities are considered.

Note that even though we started with expansion of S in multi-Pomeron exchanges which grow expo-
nentially, the final result (4.9) is given by the first decreasing exponent —A;. This suggests that, as in the
BFKL limit at large rapidity the appropriate expansion should be that in the negative exponents e~ AnY
rather than in the multi-Pomeron exchanges. However, the presence of the prefactor Y in (4.9) indicates
that a straightforward expansion of S-matrix in this basis is not possible, as the asymptotics is not given by
a pure exponential. Indeed let us try to find coefficients B,, in (3.21). For this we should use the following

orthogonality condition

1 1 ~
L fr 20 (1) B () = Sy (4.10)

2mi Jr u
However, naively calculating the overlap with the initial condition Z(u,Y = 0) = u we find
B—lj[lci)()—o (4.11)
™ omi out T T '

as the integrand has no poles to the right of « = 0. This result is consistent with our observation below
(3.21), but is not helpful for finding the S-matrix. Thus to find a better approximation for the S-matrix
we need to look for a somewhat more refined method than just formal expansion in the basis ¥(u). In the
rest of this section we develop such a method based on the analytic continuation.

4.1.2 The analytic continuation

We start with the expansion of the generating function in multi-Pomeron exchanges, but represent it
formally as an integral in the complex n-plane:

~ 1 (=1)"mdn 7
Z{uw,Y) = — 2 oW AnY 4.12
(u, ) 271 ]{j sin(mn) Cn? Pn (u)e (412)

where the contour C runs along the real positive semi-axes (see Fig. 4). Let us assume that all the functions
of n can be analytically continued to the complex plane in such a way that the integrand vanishes fast
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Figure 4. Contours of integration in the complex n plane.

enough at infinity. In this case there is no contribution from the circle at infinity and we can deform the
integration contour and put it along the real negative semi-axes, the contour C".

To integrate along C’ we only need to know the analytic continuation of the integrand in (4.12) close
to the negative real axis. To find this analytic continuation we first note that eigenfunctions ®,, satisfy the
recurrence relation

1
D11 (u) = @, (u) (e”” - ) (4.13)
U
We can use this relation to continue the function ® to negative integer n:
N 1
D1 (u) =Py (u) (" — " (4.14)

This can be iterated to give

Uu u

By (1) = Doy () (W 1)1 _ l:ﬁl<evl - 1>1 — 0, (u) (4.15)

We have already noticed that W,,(u) have simple poles in n at v = e~7¥, for all integer & < n. Thus in the

vicinity of integer n we can write

o, (u = 6_7k) =y, (u = e_7k> = — m (4.16)

where Qﬁ are introduced as residues of the poles in n. Our goal now is to find these residues.
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For a single dipole target we need k = 1:

-7y — n_yn - -\ _ yn—y Mt ; 1
P, (e7) = (=1)"e ll;ll (1 —e l) =(—1)"e e lzl_ll (QSlnh (27l>> (4.17)
= (=)l oxp (i n (MW))

~

=1

n(n+1) e n(n+1) 0
= 7" (<) nlexp (Z ZM(W)”“) =" () nl exp (Z i V%Hé_%)>
k=11=1

k=1

Here HY is the generalized harmonic number. Coefficient p; can be easily calculated (see Ref.[21],
1.518(1)):

2k By, e C(2k)
— - —(—1 4.18
FE = 9k (2k)! U Lz (4.18)
where By, are Bernoulli numbers. Thus we get
n(n+1) S 1 ,.y 2k
D (e7) =€ T (=9)"T(n+1)exp | Y (- k+1 ¢ (2k) <2) H{2k) (4.19)
T
k=1
and
W () = By () = eV (L) T (mn 4+ exp | 30 (—1F L (2m) (7)% G2
n = ¥-n v b = k 27 -
(4.20)
The function I' (—n + 1) has poles at integer values of n. Using — Ht? S 1) = B and I'Nl1-2)I'(z) =
$ we can finally write
Q%L — _;ewn(n L —ny exp Z’kaM H(721k) . (421)
vyt (n —1)! = e

This expression with (n — 1)! — I'(n) provides the analytic continuation of Q! to the complex n plane.
Notice that QL = Q. computed in (3.39).

The S-matrix then is

- 1 m(—1)"dn _ 7 1 m2dn 1) A1 —A. ¥
V) = B S i (l)q)n ) LAY 1 —A,Y
5 ( ) 2mi ?{C sin(7n) Cn (u=eT)e 2mi Jor oy sin?(wn) C=n@ne
_ 1 o d 1) Al —A Y] _ v 2 A,V _A, T
- ;g%[canne } _Ynzz:lﬂne +n§::15n€ (422)
with
1d ~ _ _
Pn = o [C(_li Qﬂ ; Bn = —CL Qe (4.23)
v dn
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In the limit n — oo,
: 1) A1 _—A, Y] _ o n -y
Jim [C_n Q, € =—e e (4.24)

thus the series in n is convergent even though the coefficients C), individually have a Gaussian growth.

For large enough Y the dominant contribution comes from n = 1. Keeping also terms that are large
for small v we have

1d ~ AT d A ¥ o
-2 [t Qe An Y}nzl ~ - — [e_”y_" e~ An Y] e [Y + e’ — 5 ln'y} —ArY (4.25)

dn

n=1

which provides both the asymptotic and pre-asymptotic behavior consistent with Eq. (4.9). At finite ,
the leading large Y asymptotics is

—An Y} = ey MY (4.26)

After exploring the asymptotics, we will now keep all the subleading terms. For convenience, let us
define new variable a,:

e'yn2/475’yn/4

1 -
;C(—IQ(V) Q’}z = T T 9y

ym = 1;[ s1nh7l/2] (4:27)

These equations define o, at integer values of n, but we understand it in the sense of analytic continuation.
Hence

e’yn2/479'yn/4

N
e’yn2/4—5’yn/4
o= ———— [In(y) an — (n/2 — 5/4) v an — o] (4.28)

Formally Eq. (4.22) is an infinite series. However as is clear from (4.24) the series is convergent at any
value of rapidity Y. Let us introduce a separation between ”large” and ”small” terms in the expansion, ng.
At the initial rapidity Y = 0,

s(V = )—67—25n+ Z B (4.29)

Hence

Y Ba=eT=> B (4.30)
= n=1

e Y~ eV (14e YY), Y < e, (4.31)
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Using this relation, we can rewrite the S-matrix at arbitrary rapidity ¥

_ no ~ ~ ~ no ~ ~ ~ (o)
S (Y) ~e Ve Y + Z Bn {6_A"Y — e_Y} +Y e AnY L ye Y Z [Bn — Bne ™"
n=1 n=1 n=ngp+1
- no - _ _ no - _
~e VeV 4 Z Br {eiA”Y — eiY} +Y e AnY (4.32)
n=1 n=1
The last term in the first line can be dropped since for very large n, 8, = B,e 7" as follows from the

asymptotics (4.24). The very same result could be arrived at in a somewhat shorter way:

S(F) = 7Y e T 4 Y pe s o L S Lo ) gLesn]
= n n N dn —n Y n
n=1 n=1 n=ng+1
_no 5 no 5 00
~Y Bn e*AnY + Z ﬁn e*AnY + efY Z eI
n=1 n=1 n=ng+1
B no _ A ~ no A - - e—'yn()
=Y Z ,Bn e nY + Z Bn e nY + e_Y m (433)
n=1 n=1

The expression above simultaneously incorporates both the initial condition and large Y asymptotics. So
far, the only undetermined entry in Eq. (4.28) and the S-matrix is «o,. It is not trivial to compute o,
because it implies differentiation of «a,, over discrete index n, requiring careful analytical continuation in
n. The expression for o, is derived in the Appendix B: we first relate all ), to o) (see (B.2)) and then
provide expression for o} (see (B.5) for representation in the form of an infinite series and (B.6) for an
alternative, integral representation).

In the limit of small v, i.e. yn < 1, the expressions are

1 / YE — Hn,]_ /
n o — ~ = ~ g 4.34
o= ) A By ra s o = vp (4.34)
_ YN /4—=9yn/4 eV /4—=5yn/4 : ) » o L
b= o r b= WO — (/2 = 5/4)y —yp + Hoa] - (435)

As mentioned earlier, the leading large Y asymptotics comes from n = 1, reproducing Eq. (4.9). Further-
more, S (Y/ = o) =3 Ba

Although we have not proven rigorously that the contribution of the circle at infinity is negligible, and
the two contours on Fig. 4 can be deformed into each other, the fact that we found an expression for the
S-matrix that yields correct both low and high rapidity limits is a strong indication that this is indeed the
case. A more thorough investigation of this point is given in Appendix A.

4.2 Scattering on a target nucleus

We now consider a large nucleus target, modeling nucleus in its rest frame as A dipoles. This is typical
dilute-on-dense process, in QCD frequently described by the BK equation [19]. In the BFKL cascade model
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of Section 2, the S-matrix computed in the nucleus rest frame is

Oofn BFKL~_OofTL 1 1 ”_ 1
ST )= S nr (7) = 3 e (1 i) T

ot 1 — T 4)N(Y)
(4.36)
which indeeds satisfies the "BK equation” [19]
d SPE(Y)
_ A[(sBKy?2 _ gBK 4
- (s — s (4.37)
The large Y asymptotics
SBE (v Y SN PN ¢ 4.38
( —>OO)_6'YA—1 e e (4.38)

while at small rapidities we have multi-Pomeron expansion:

2
SBE(y - 0)=1+ (1 — 67A>6AY + <1 — eVA> E2AY 4 . AD0 ) ALY | MA2AY
(4.39)
As we have extensively discussed above, the BFKL cascade does not satisfy the ¢-channel unitarity (in-

dependence of the calculational frame). Therefore, the S-matrix computed in the UTM will differ from
Eq. (4.36).

In the UTM, the S-matrix

o0

SA(Y) = D e mApym™(Y) (4.40)

n=1

Equivalently,

SA (}N/) — QLm CWCT(LI) o, (u _ e—'yA) eAnY

A B e 1 00 d _ e
= - n; O W, (u=e)e AT n:%:ﬂ% [ @t (4.41)

We notice that for A > n, ¥, is not singular. Hence the leading large Y asymptotics given by n = 1 is
very easy to write down:

ALY o
€T Aow oyA AT (4.42)

SA(Y/—H)o) ~ o ——

Pomeron expansion (the first line in Eq. (4.41)) is more suitable for small rapidities:

54 (17 — O) =1+ (1- eVA)eAly + 21— (1 - eV(A‘H))eA?? +--

" N i
AZ00 ) 17 A MY L (27,27 A JAY (4.43)
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Comparing the asymptotics of the BFKL and UTM models, we notice that for small v and moderate
rapidities they are practically identical. In particular the A dependence in both models is the same for
A>1/.

5 Summary

In this paper we have further explored the toy world focussing on the BFKL cascade model and the
UTM that has been devised to satisfied the ¢-channel unitarity, that is independence of the S-matrix on
the reference frame.

We have solved for the eigenfunctions and spectrum of both models. The S-matrix for high energy
scattering is given in terms of the probabilistic formula Eq. (1.1). Both model Hamiltonians possess
negative and positive eigenvalues, each set separately corresponding to a complete basis. The probabilities
P, entering Eq. (1.1) are naturally expanded in the basis of negative eigenvalues with the expansion
truncated to a finite (n) number of terms, resulting in a well defined calculational procedure both for the
probabilities and for the S-matrix via Eq. (1.1).

The Pomeron calculus emerges as an expansion of the S-matrix in terms of the eigenfunctions with
the positive eigenvalues, the latter being identified with the dressed Pomeron intercepts. In the BFKL
cascade, the intercept of n-Pomeron exchange scales linearly with n as n A, where A is the intercept of a
single "BFKL Pomeron”. The expansion for the S-matrix is asymptotic, yet Borel summable.

In the UTM (see Eq. (4.3) for dipole-dipole scattering), the n-Pomeron intercept grows much faster
with n, so that A, > nA;. In fact, at large n, the intercept grows exponentially A, ~ exp (yn). Thus
multi-Pomeron expansion in the UTM cannot be summed a la Borel. Similar though somewhat less severe
problem has been known in QCD for a long time: the 1/N. corrections to the intercepts also lead to
AQCD > ABFKL 11 This lead many experts (including one of us [26]) to believe that the Pomeron
calculus has a deadly problem beyond strict leading order in 1/N..

In the present paper we have managed to establish a resummation procedure that provides a meaningful
S-matrix in the UTM, starting from the Pomeron calculus (see Eq. (4.3)). The main idea is based on
analytical continuation which maps the positive spectrum into negative one. The approach is particularly
suitable for computing asymptotic behaviour of the S-matrix at large rapidities. One of the interesting
new observations is that the approach to unitarity features double poles in the complex angular momentum
plane, with the leading asymptotics S(Y) ~ Y e 27V,

The UTM can be interpreted as a theory of interacting bare ("BFKL”) Pomerons. To make this rep-
resentation explicit we split the UTM Hamiltonian into that of the BFKL and self-interactions, Hyry =
Ho + Hr. The "BFKL” Pomeron has bare intercept A. Self-interactions, which involve infinitely many
vertices both of the splitting and merging type, ”dress” the bare Pomeron resulting in the UTM spectrum.
Since the bare Pomeron is supercritical (A > 0), the dominant contributions to the ”"dressing” of the
intercept are due to enhanced diagrams (small bare Pomeron loops). The solution of the UTM is a means
of summing such diagrams, the lesson which can hopefully be taken to QCD.

1A brief review of the problem, references and the most pessimistic point of view on this problem can be found in Ref.[26].
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We have seen in Section 2 that in the BFKL cascade model, due to its frame dependence, the results
computed in the central mass frame differ from those obtained in the target rest frame. For dipole-dipole
collisions, the target rest frame result (BK solution) is quoted in Eq. (2.25). Compared with the UTM (see
Eq. (4.43) for A = 1), even at small v, we observe a significant difference: e.g. the residues of two-Pomeron
exchanges differ by a factor two. This is not surprising. Theoretically it is of course well understood that
the BFKL cascade model (a.k.a. the BK equation) is not applicable for dipole-dipole, or somewhat more
general dilute-on-dilute scattering, beyond the leading single Pomeron exchange at small rapidities. It is
interesting however to see explicitly how the unitarization corrections not included in the BK, affect the
scattering amplitude. The BK model is devised rather to describe dilute-on-dense scattering. Modeling the
dense system as A target dipoles, we see indeed that the BK solution (4.36) and the UTM result coincide
as long as ~ is small, and vA > 1 as long as the rapidity is not too large. This is the standard condition
for absence of Pomeron loops and dominance of semi-enhanced (fan) diagrams. For large enough rapidities
Y > ,Y% the two results diverge as the rate of the exponential decrease of the scattering matrix in the two
models is slightly different even at small ~.

The existence of the set of negative eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions in either the
BFKL cascade or UTM is not a widely recognized feature. While positive eigenvalues correspond to inter-
cepts of multi-Pomeron exchanges and is a convenient basis for expanding the S-matrix at low rapidities,
the negative eigenvalues have a very different meaning. They dominate the approach of the S-matrix to.
saturation at Y — oo . The analogous exponential approach to saturation has been observed in QCD,
the so called Levin-Tuchin law [23]. Although the BFKL cascade model (a.k.a. the BK equation) in QCD
is certainly more complicated due to nontrivial transverse dynamics, we believe that one leading Levin-
Tuchin exponent is the direct analog of the largest negative eigenvalue —A; in our toy model. Additional
negative eigenvalues (and corresponding eigenfunctions) should also exist in QCD and their study is an
interesting open question. We also note that a model analogous of the UTM has been also formulated in
two transverse dimensions. This is the so called 'Diamond action” model [30], which has been shown to be
t-channel unitary, although its s-channel unitarity has not been formally established.

We conclude by repeating our hope that the lessons learnt from the toy world can be helpful in further
development of the BFKL Pomeron calculus and better understanding of the saturation dynamics in real

QCD.
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A Large n behavior of the Pomeron exchanges

As has been discussed, the scattering matrix can be written as the sum over different numbers of the

Pomeron exchanges, viz.:

S (}7) =Z <6 K Y) = iC,(f) P, (e77,7) gAY (A1)
n=0

ApY

where e is the Green’s function of the exchanges of n Pomerons. The asymptotic series of Eq. (A.1)

has two problems: the severe problem of large n behaviour for A, 221 77 and the Gaussian behaviour
of OV = exp (%vn(n + 1)) The first problem has been solved, introducing j summation in Eq. (4.4). It

turns out that we can solve the second problem by replacinng

(= 2A>2

WM = exp (ivn n+1) > / ) ——— (A.2)

Integral over A is well convergent. Using Eq. (4.4) and Eq. (A.2) we can rewrite S - matrix as

(=202

5(17) = Z(e‘”,?) = _YZ i / \/77 AMeIID, (677, 7) (A.3)

cf!

At large n, @, (e™7,v) — (—€7)" and therefore, Eq. (A.3) can be summed using the Borel transform:

(= 2A>2
5(¥) - / o [T 3 g (1)
o ]' 2m = 1 n!
(= 2A>2

, = OJ'/ \/ﬁ / dre "B (A 7, 7) (A.4)

where Borel function B (), j, 7) is analytical function of all its variables, since the series in n is the absolute

converged series as well as sum over j and integrals over A and 7.

B Computing o,

In this Appendix we compute «), defined in Eq. (4.27). Notice the recurrent relation:

i
Gn+l = Ang sinh[yn /2] (B-1a)
_ g ~? cosh[yn/2] _ g 7 cosh[yn /2] (B.1b)

, oy y-coshpyn/2] v
Gl T S gsinhfn/2] T O 4sink®lyn/2) " 2simbfyn/2] 7 2sinhlyn/2)
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Thus we can relate all the derivatives of «,, to the one at n = 1:

1 n—1 a;l 1 n—1
al = a, — ya, 5 k;l coth[vk/2]; - o) — 3 kgl coth[vyk/2] (B.2)

Our next goal is to analytically continue «,, from integer n to continuous. From Eq. (4.27),

~l

n=1

n— sinh ( 1 0 [
o, = —In(n — 1)1 - len Fh(m] = ~Inf(n =1 = > m™ le% (B.3)
k=1 =1

The last expression is an analytic function of n:

n—1
_NC g2k 2k, dsk(n) oy =2k dsk(n)| o,
sk(n)_gl =, S = ok (¢ —2k) - HSP); in |~ 2kC(1 — 2k); (B.4)
o)y then has several equivalent representations:
o) = e — Y eyt (—2k((1 - 2k))
k=1
o) 2k 00 2k
— =2 Y (-0 (1) cemc 2= 43 (1) TeRcen (B.5)
k=1 i k=1 T

t2k

=7E4]§(;2>2kc(2k)/omdtet _11 :7E2/Ooot(etdi1){12;cot (Zfr)} (B.6)

In the integral representation for o, one notices that cot has poles along the integration counter, so the

integral should be understood in the principle value sense. For small v, o/f = g, while the first correction
is quadratic in 7 as is obvious from Eq. (B.6).
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