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In this paper we found the dipole-nucleus scattering amplitude at high energies by summing large
Pomeron loops. It turns out that the energy dependence of this amplitude is the same as for dipole-
dipole scattering. It means that the Balitsky-Kovchegov (BK) equation, which has been derived
to describe this scattering, can be trusted only in the limited range of considerably low energies:
z ≤

√
2κCA1/6
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I. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this paper is to sum the large BFKL Pomeron loops[1]1 for dipole-nucleus scattering at high energies.
The scattering amplitude of this process satisfies the nonlinear equation which has been derived in momentum[2, 4]
and coordinate [5–7] representation using different technique[8–20]. However, recently it has been shown[22, 23] that
this nonlinear BK2 equation , that governs the dilute-dense parton density scattering (deep inelastic scattering (DIS)
of electron with nuclei), has to be modified due to contributions of Pomeron loops. Indeed, in the BFKL Pomeron
calculus the BK equation stems from summing the ‘fan’ Pomeron diagrams of Fig. 1-a [2, 9]. The enhanced Pomeron
diagrams with the Pomeron loops (see Fig. 1-b) certainly lead to an additional contribution which we are going to
estimate in this paper at ultra high energies. It is well known that in spite of intensive work [1–19, 21–57], the problem
of summation of the Pomeron loops has not been solved.

In our recent paper[58] we have suggested the way to sum the large Pomeron loops for dipole-dipole scattering
deeply in the saturation region. In this paper the large Pomeron loops is summed using the t-channel unitarity, which

1 BFKL stands for Balitsky, Fadin,Kuraev and Lipatov.
2 BK stands for Balitsky and Kovchegov
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has been rewritten in the convenient form for the dipole approach to CGC in Refs.[5, 20, 21, 24, 28, 42, 57, 60, 61](see
Fig. 2). The analytic expression takes the form [20, 28, 55]:

A (Y, r,R; b) = (1)
∞∑

n=1

(−1)
n+1

n!

∫ n∏
i

d2ri d
2 r′i d

2b′i

∫
d2δbi γ

BA (r1, r
′
i, bi − b′i ≡ δbi) ρ

P
n (Y − Y0, {ri, bi}) ρTn (Y0, {r′i, b′i})

γBA is the scattering amplitude of two dipoles in the Born approximation of perturbative QCD. The parton densities:
ρPi Y, {ri, bi} for projectile and ρTi Y, {ri, bi} for target, have been introduced in Ref.[20] as follows:

ρn(r1, b1 . . . , rn, bn;Y − Y0) =
1

n!

n∏
i=1

δ

δui
Z (Y − Y0; [u]) |u=1 (2)

where the generating functional Z is

Z (Y, r, b; [ui]) =

∞∑
n=1

∫
Pn (Y, r, b; {ri bi})

n∏
i=1

u (ri bi) d
2ri d

2bi (3)

where u (ri bi) ≡ ui is an arbitrary function and Pn is the probability to have n dipoles with the given kinematics. The
initial and boundary conditions for the BFKL cascade stem from one dipole has the following form for the functional
Z:

Z (Y = 0, r, b; [ui]) = u (r, b) ; (4a)
Z (Y, r, [ui = 1]) = 1; (4b)

In Eq. (1) bi = b − b′i.
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FIG. 1: Fig. 1-a: The example of ‘fan’ BFKL Pomeron diagrams that lead to non-linear BK equation. Fig. 1-b: The example
of the Pomeron loop diagrams ( enhanced diagrams) that we are summing in this paper at very high energy.Fig. 1-c: t-channel
unitarity for the BFKL Pomeron. The double helix lines denote the reggeizied gluons. The wavy lines denote the BFKL
Pomeron exchanges. The black circles denote the amplitude γBA for interaction of the dipole with the nucleon which we
replaced by the dipoles of the size r′(see Fig. 2). The gray circles stand for the triple Pomeron vertex.

The parton densities for the projectile (fast dipole) have been found in Ref.[58]. For completeness of presentation
we will discuss them in the next section. However we wish to stress here that they satisfy both the evolution equations
and the recurrence relations derived in QCD (see Refs.[20, 26, 55]; and the analytic solution to the nonlinear BK
equation of Ref.[25]. This solution takes the form:

NDIS
(
z = r2Q2

s (Y, b)
)

= 1 − C(z) exp

(
− z2

2κ

)
(5)

where z = ln
(
r2Q2

s(Y )
)
3 One can see that this solution shows the geometric scaling behaviour [59] being a function

of one variable. Function C (z) is a smooth function which can be considered as a constant in our approach.

3 We will discuss the definition of z as well as the saturation momentum Qs (Y ) in a bit more details below in the next section.
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As one can see from Eq. (5) it turns out that BK equation leads to a new dimensional scale: saturation momentum[2]
which has the following Y dependence[2, 37, 38]:

Q2
s (Y, b) = Q2

s (Y = 0, b) eᾱS κY,− 3
2 γcr

lnY (6)

where Y = 0 is the initial value of rapidity and κ and γcr are determined by the following equations:

κ ≡ χ (γcr)

1− γcr
= −dχ (γcr)

dγcr
(7)

where χ (γ) is given by

ω (ᾱS , γ) = ᾱS χ (γ) = ᾱS (2ψ (1) − ψ (γ) − ψ (1− γ)) (8)

ψ(z) is the Euler ψ function (see Ref.[62] formulae 8.36).

=

rri

rr ’i

r

r ’

Y

0

Y0

nucleus

dipole

FIG. 2: Summing large Pomeron loops for dipole-nucleus scattering. The wavy lines denote the BFKL Pomeron exchanges.
The circles denote the amplitude γ in the Born approximation of perturbative QCD. A nucleus is viewed as the bag of dipoles
with the size r′.

In the next section we show how to reconcile this solution with the fact that the BK equation is summing the ’fan’
diagrams of Fig. 1-a in the BFKL Pomeron calculus. We present Eq. (5) as a sum of many Pomerons exchanges and
in doing so we find the parton densities ρn.

In section III we estimate the scattering amplitude using Eq. (1) and the parton densities that we found in section
II. In conclusion we summarize our results and discuss possible flaw in our approach,

II. DIPOLE DENSITIES ρn (r, b, {ri, bi})

A. The BFKL Pomeron Green’s function( ρ1 (r, b, r1b1)) in the saturation region

The Green’s function for the BFKL Pomeron exchange satisfy the linear equation[1] which has the form:

∂ GIP (Y, r; b)

∂ Y
= ᾱS

∫
d2r′

2π

r2

r′2 (r − r′)
2

{
GIP

(
Y, r′; b− 1

2
(r − r′)

)
+GIP

(
Y, r − r′; b− 1

2
r′
)
−GIP (Y, r; b)

}
(9)

Solution to this equation is the sum over the eigenfunction ϕγ (r, r1, b) with the eigenvalues ᾱSχ (γ):

GIP (Y, r, r1; b) =

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dγ

2π i
eᾱSχ(γ)Y ϕγ (r, r1, b)ϕin (r1) (10)

The eigenfunction ϕγ (r, r1, b) (the scattering amplitude of two dipoles with sizes r and r1) is equal to [27]

ϕγ (r, r1, b) =

(
r2 r21(

b+ 1
2 (r − r1)

)2 (
b− 1

2 (r − r1)
)2
)γ

= eγ ξr,r1 with 0 < Reγ < 1 (11)
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ϕin (r1) can be found from the initial conditions: at Y = 0 GIP has to describe the scattering amplitude in the Born
approximation of perturbative QCD ( the exchange of two gluons between dipoles with sizes r and r1 , see insertion
in Fig. 2). The eigenvalue ᾱSχ (γ) is given by Eq. (8).

At high energies (deeply in the saturation region) the exchange of one BFKL Pomeron can written in the following
way[2, 37]:

GIP (z) = N0e
γ̄ z (12)

where γ̄ = 1− γcr , N0 is a constant, z in Eq. (12) is defined as

z = ᾱS
χ (γ̄)

γ̄
(Y − Y0) + ξr,r1 (13)

where ξr,r1 is given by Eq. (11). As one can see from Eq. (12) it turns out that BK equation leads to a new dimensional
scale: saturation momentum[2] which Y dependence is given by Eq. (6)[2, 37, 38].

The Pomeron Green’s function satisfies the t-channel unitarity[1] analytically continued to the s-channel, and can
be re-written as the integration over two reggeized gluons at fixed momentum QT that carries each Pomeron[2, 5](see
Fig. 1-c) :

GIP (Y,QT , r, R) =

∫
d2kT
(2π)2

GIP (Y − y′, QT , r, kT )GIP (y′, QT , R, kT ) (14)

where

GIP (Y − y′, QT , r, r
′) = r′2

∫
d2kT
(2π)2

eikT ·r′
GIP (Y − y′, QT , r, kT ) (15)

Eq. (14) can be re-written through GIP (Y − y′, r, r′, QT ) in the form)(see Fig. 1-c):

GIP (Y, r,R; b) =

∫
d2rid

2bid
2r′id

2b′iρ1 (Y − Y0; r, b− bi, ri) γ
BA (ri, r

′
i, δb) ρ1 (Y0; r,

′ b′i, r
′
i)

=
1

4π2

∫
d2ri
r4i

d2biGIP (Y − Y0, r, ri; b − bi) GIP (Y0, ri; bi) (16)

The first equation is derived in Ref.[5] (see also Refs.[24, 42]) while the second in Ref.[63].

B. ρP
n (r, b, {ri, bi}) for projectile (fast dipole)

In Ref.[58] we found the parton(dipole) densities for the projectile (fast dipole with size r). They are equal to

ρPn (Y − Y0; r, b, {ri, bi}) = C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄ κ
2 ω2 1

n!

Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0
(17)

where

zi = ᾱS
χ (γ̄)

γ̄
(Y − Y0) + ξr,ri (18)

with ξr,ri from Eq. (11) in which r1 is replaced by ri.
Using these densities S (z) can be written as [7, 20, 21]

S (z) =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
∫ n∏

i=1

γ (ri, r
′; bi) d

2ri d
2bi ρn (r, b, {ri, bi}) (19)

where γ is the amplitude of interaction of the dipole with rapidity Y = 0 and the size ri with the target of size r′ (see
Fig. 1-a and Fig. 2) in the Born approximation of perturbative QCD. It is instructive to note that Eq. (19) follows
directly from Eq. (1) if we consider that

ρTn (Y0, {r′i, b}) =
1

n!

n∏
i=1

γ (ri, r
′; b) (20)
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Eq. (20) can be easily derived from the McLerran-Venugopalan formula for the scattering amplitude [11] in which

γ (ri, r
′; b) = SA (b)

∫
d δb γBA (ri, r

′; δbi) (21)

where S (b) is the nucleus profile function which is equal to

SA (b) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dzρA

(√
b2 + z2

)
(22)

with ρA is the density of nucleons in the nucleus A.
Plugging Eq. (19) into Eq. (17) we obtain:

S (z) = C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2 κ
2 ω2

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

n!

Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

(
GIP (z)

N0

)n

= C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2 κ
2 ω2

(
1 +

1

N0
GIP (z)

)−ω

(23a)

=
C√

2π γ̄2 κ
exp

(
− ln2

(
1 +

GIP (z)

N0

))
z≫1−−−→ C√

2π γ̄2 κ
e−

z2

2κ (23b)

One can see that Eq. (23a) gives you the scattering amplitude that satisfies Eq. (5) as a sum of ’fan’ diagrams of the
BFKL Pomeron calculus[2, 9, 10, 21] (see Fig. 1-a). Each term of this sum is the contribution of the exchange of n
Pomerons GnIP ( GnIP = (GIP (z))

n).
However, in the case the interaction with a nucleus we have to return to Eq. (12). Indeed, from Eq. (21) one can

see that the exchange of one BFKL Pomeron can be written as

GA
IP (Y, r; b) = SA (b)GIP (Y, r, r′; b) = SA (b)GIP (z) = SA (b) N0e

γ̄ z = N0e
γ̄ zA (24)

with

zA = ᾱS
χ (γ̄)

γ̄
(Y − Y0) + ξr,r1 +

1

γ̄
ln (SA (b)) (25)

C. ρT
n (r, b, {ri, bi}) for target (nucleus)

Looking in Fig. 2 one can see that parton cascades with rapidities less that Y0 include only annihilation of two
dipoles to one ( 2IP → IP vertices). Hence each nucleon of the target develops its own parton cascade, making
ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) is equal to

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

k1=n−j−1,̇ kj=n−j−1∑
k1=1,̇ kj=1

δ∑j
i=1 ki=n

ρk1
(Y0; r,

′ b′, r1, . . . rk1
)× · · · × ρk1

(Y0; r,
′ b′, ri−1, . . . rki

)× · · · × ρk1

(
Y0; r,

′ b′, rj−1, . . . rkj

)
(26)

In this equation we took into account Eq. (20) and that all b′ → b for large nuclei. In particular, we can integrate
over δbi in Eq. (1) replacing γBA by σBA. Summing in Eq. (26) over ki is restricted by

∑j
i=1 ki = n. Using Eq. (17)

we can obtain that

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

k1=n−j−1,̇ kj=n−j−1∑
k1=1,̇ kj=1

δ∑j
i=1 ki=nS

j (b)
1

j!

j∏
i=1

C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄ κ
2 ω2

i
1

ki!

Γ (ωi + ki)

Γ (ωi)
(27)

In this paper we use Eq. (27) for ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) replacing Γ (ωi + ki) by the integrals over ti, viz.:

Γ (ωi + ki) =

∞∫
0

dtit
ωi+ki−1
i e−ti (28)
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In doing so we obtain

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) = (29)
n∏

i=1

GIP (zi)

N0

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

k1=n−j−1,̇ kj=n−j−1∑
k1=1,̇ kj=1

δ∑j
i=1 ki=nS

j (b)
1

j!

j∏
i=1

C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄ κ
2 ω2

i
1

ki!

1

Γ (ωi)

∞∫
0

dtit
ωi+ki−1e−ti

In the appendix we discuss other representation of these densities which could be useful.

III. SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

We start to discuss the scattering amplitude considering two limited cases, shown in Fig. 3.

A. j = n

In Fig. 3-a all dipoles with rapidity Y0 comes from different nucleons. In this case

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =
1

n!

n∏
i=1

G (zi)

N0
(30)

Plugging this equation together with Eq. (17) for the parton densities of the projectile in Eq. (1) and using Eq. (16)
one can see that for the scattering amplitude we obtain Eq. (23a). Hence for this case we have the same solution as
for the BK nonlinear equation.

B. j = 1

Fig. 3-b shows the case when the fast dipole interacts only with one nucleon in the nucleus. The scattering amplitude
is equal to

N (dA) = SA (b)N (Y, r, r′) (31)

where N is dipole-dipole scattering amplitude that has been discussed in Ref.[58]. For completeness presentation as
well as to illustrate the methods that we use here , we re-derive Eq. (31) here.

Using Eq. (17) for the parton densities we can find the sum of large Pomeron loops using the t-channel unitarity
constraints of Eq. (1). It takes the form:

SA (z) = SA (b)C2 (32)
∞∑

n=0

(−1)
n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1) Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

Γ (ω1 + n)

Γ (ω1)

∫
d2rid

2r′id
2bid

2b′i

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0
γBA (ri, r

′
i, δb)

GIP (z′i)

N0

In Eq. (33) zi is given in Eq. (18) while z′i = ᾱS
χ(γ̄)
γ̄ (Y0) + ξr′,r′i . ξr′,r′i is equal to ξr,ri of Eq. (11) where r and

ri are replaced by r′ and r′i, respectively.
Using Eq. (16) we reduce Eq. (33) to the following expression:

S (z′) = SA (b)C2
∞∑

n=0

(−1)
n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1) Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

Γ (ω1 + n)

Γ (ω‘)

(
GIP (z′)

N0

)n

(33)

with

z′ = ᾱS
χ (γ̄)

γ̄
Y + ξr,r′ (34)
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Y

0

=

rri

rr ’i

Y0

r

r ’

nucleus nucleus

dipole dipoler

r ’

a) b)

n n

nucleus

dipole

c)n

r

r’

j−1

FIG. 3: Summing large Pomeron loops for dipole-nucleus scattering. Fig. 3-a: the parton cascade of the fast dipole interacts
with one dipole from the each parton cascade generated by the nucleons (j =n in Eq. (26)). Fig. 3-b: the parton cascade of
the fast dipole interacts with the parton cascade generated by one nucleon in a nucleus (j =1 in Eq. (26)). Fig. 3-c: The main
contribution for arbitrary values of j. The wavy lines denote the BFKL Pomeron exchanges. The circles denote the amplitude
γ in the Born approximation of perturbative QCD. A nucleus is viewed as the bag of dipoles with the size r′.

ξr,r′ is equal to ξr,R of Eq. (11) where r and R are replaced by r and r′, respectively.
Plugging Eq. (28) into Eq. (34) we obtain:

S (z′) = C2 SA (b)

∞∑
n=0

(−1)
n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1)
∞∫
0

dte−ttω1−1 Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω) Γ (ω1)

(
t
GIP (z′)

N2
0

)n

(35)

After summation over n we have

S (z′) = C2SA (b)

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1) 1

Γ (ω1)

∞∫
0

dte−t

(
1 + t

GIP (z′)

N2
0

)−ω

tω1−1

= C2SA (b)

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1) 1

Γ (ω1)

∞∫
0

dte−t exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N2
0

))
tω1−ω−1

= C2SA (b)

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω1

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1) Γ (ω1 − ω)

Γ (ω1)
exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N2
0

))
(36)

Closing contour of integration over ω1 on the poles of Γ (ω − ω1) one can see that the main contribution gives the
pole ω−ω1 while all other poles lead to the amplitude that decreases as exp (−γ̄ n z′) for the pole ω1 = ω−n. Taking
integral over ω we obtain: The resulting S (z′) takes the form which has been found in Ref.[58]:

S (z′) = SA (b)C ′2 exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
(37)

Hence, we can conclude that the sum of the large Pomeron loops leads to the S-matrix in perfect agreement with
the estimates of ’rare’ fluctuation, given in Ref.[60].

C. j = 2
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Using Eq. (23b) for ρTn we can rewrite Eq. (1) in the form:

SA (z) =
1

2
S2
A (b)C2

∞∑
n=0

(−1)
n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω2

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1+ω2
2) Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

n−1∑
k=1

n!

k!(n− k)!

Γ (ω1 + k)

Γ (ω1)

Γ (ω2 + n− k)

Γ (ω2)

∫
d2rid

2r′id
2bid

2b′i

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0
γBA (ri, r

′
i, δb)

GIP (z′i)

N0
(38)

From Eq. (16) and replacing Γ functions by the integrals over ti (see Eq. (28)) we obtain

SA (z) =
1

2
S2
A (b)C

∞∑
n=0

(
GIP (z′)

N0

)n
(−1)n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω2

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2+ω2

1) Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω) Γ (ω1) Γ (ω2)∫ ∞

0

dt1

∫ ∞

0

dt2e
−t1−t2

n−1∑
k=1

n!

k! (n− k)!
tω1+k−1
1 tω1+n−k−1

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
(t1+t2)n−tn1 −tn2

(39)

Summing over n we obtain:

SA (z) =
1

2
S2
A (b)C

∞∑
n=0

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω2

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω2

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1+ω2
2+ω2

3) 1

Γ (ω1) Γ (ω2) Γ (ω3)
exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
∞∫
0

dt1

∞∫
0

dt2 e
−t1−t2

{
tω1−1
1 tω2−1

2 (t1 + t2)
−ω − tω1−ω−1

1 tω−1
2 − tω2−ω−1

2 tω2−1
1

}
(40)

Taking integrals over t1 and t2 we reduce Eq. (40) to the form:

SA (z) =
1

2
S2
A (b)C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω1

2π i

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dω2

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 (ω2+ω2

1+ω2
2) exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
{

Γ (ω1 + ω2 − ω)

Γ (ω1 + ω2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

− Γ (ω1 − ω)

Γ (ω1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

− Γ (ω2 − ω)

Γ (ω2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
III

}
(41a)

=
1

2
S2
A (b)C

{
C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

3κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

− C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

− C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

III

}
(41b)

z≫1−−−→ −S2
A (b)C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
(41c)
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D. j = 3

From Eq. (1) the scattering amplitude in this case is equal to:

SA (z) =
1

3!
S3
A (b)C3

∞∑
n=0

(−1)
n

n!

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2 Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

3∏
i=1

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

i

n−2∑
ki=1

n!

k1!k2!(n− k1 − k2)!

Γ (ω1 + k1)

Γ (ω1)

Γ (ω2 + k2)

Γ (ω2)

Γ (ω3 + n− k1 − k2)

Γ (ω3)

∫
d2rid

2r′id
2bid

2b′i

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0
γBA (ri, r

′
i, δb)

GIP (z′i)

N0
(42)

Using Eq. (16) and Eq. (28) we obtain:

SA (z) =
1

3!
S3
A (b)C3

∞∑
n=0

(−1)
n

n!

(
GIP (z′)

N0

)n
ϵ+i∞∫

ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2 Γ (ω + n)

Γ (ω)

3∏
i=1

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i

1

Γ (ωi)
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

i

∞∫
0

dtie
−titωi−1

i

n−1∑
k=1

n!

k1!k2!(n− k1 − k2)!
tk1
1 t

k2
2 t

n−k1−k2
3︸ ︷︷ ︸

tn1 +tn2 +tn3 −(t1+t2)n−(t1+t3)n−(t2+t3)n+(t1+t2+t3)n

(43)

After summation over n we have

SA (z) =
1

3!
S3
A (b)C3

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

3∏
i=1

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

i
1

Γ (ωi)
exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
(44)

∞∫
0

dt1

∞∫
0

dt2

∞∫
0

dt3e
−t1−t2−t3

{
t−ω
1 + t−ω

2 + t−ω
3 − (t1 + t2)

−ω − (t1 + t3)
−ω − (t2 + t3)

−ω + (t1 + t2 + t3)
−ω

}

Taking integrals over ti we obtain:

SA (z) =
1

3!
S3
A (b)C3

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

3∏
i=1

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

i exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
(45a)

{
3∑

i=1

Γ (ωi − ω)

Γ (ωi)︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

− Γ (ω1 + ω2 − ω)

Γ (ω1 + ω2)
− Γ (ω1 + ω3 − ω)

Γ (ω1 + ω3)
− Γ (ω2 + ω3 − ω)

Γ (ω2 + ω3)︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

+
Γ (ω1 + ω2 + ω3 − ω)

Γ (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

III

=
1

3!
S3
A (b)C3

{
3C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

−3C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

3κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

II

+ C ′ exp

(
−3z′2

8κ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

III

}
(45b)

z≫1−−−→ −1

2
S3
A (b)C ′ exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
(45c)

Eq. (45b) is derived from Eq. (45a) performing integration over ω closing contour on the poles of Γ functions.
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E. General case

The scattering amplitude in the general case of arbitrary j can be written as follows:

SA (z) =
(−1)j+1

j!
Sj
A (b)Cj

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

j∏
i=1

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄2κ
2 ω2

i exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
(46)

j∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′+1 j!

j′! (j − j′)!

Γ
(∑j′

i=1 ωi − ω
)

Γ
(∑j′

i=1 ωi

)
We close the contour of integration on the pole

∑j′

i=1 ωi − ω = 0 reducing the term with j′ in NA (z) (N j′

A (z)) to the
form:

Sj′

A (z) =
(−1)j+1

j!
Sj
A (b)Cj

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dω

2π i

j∏
i=2

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵi∞

dωi

2π i
e

1
2 γ̄

2κ

(
ω2+

(
ω−

∑j′
i=2 ωi

)2
+
∑j′

i=2 ω2
i

)
exp

(
−ω ln

(
GIP (z′)

N0

))
(47)

Expecting that ω ∝ γ̄z is large we can take the integrals over ω’s using the method of steepest descent . The equations
for the saddle points are the following:

(1) γ̄2κ

2ωSP −
j′∑
i=2

ωSP
i

− γ̄z = 0 ; (i) ωSP
i +

j′∑
i=2

ωSP
i − ω = 0 ; (48)

Solutions to these equations are ωSP
i = 1

j′ω and ωSP = j′

j′+1
z
γ̄ κ . Using these solutions we obtain for the scattering

amplitude:

SA (z) =
(−1)j+1

j!
Sj
A (b)Cj

j∑
j′=1

(−1)j
′+1 j!

j′! (j − j′)!
C ′ exp

(
− j′

j′ + 1

z′2

2κ

)
(49a)

z≫1−−−→ (−1)j+1

(j − 1)!
Sj
A (b)Cj exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
(49b)

From Eq. (49a) one can see that the main contribution stems from j′ = 1 which corresponds to the configuration
shown in Fig. 3-c, viz.: j − 1 nucleons deliver one dipole each to the rapidity Y0 . The solution to BK equation leads
to the asymptotic behaviour of the last term in the sum of Eq. (49a) j′ = j for large value of j.

In principle we cannot sum Eq. (49b) over j. However, assuming that the smooth function is equal to Cj as it is
shown ion Eq. (49b) we c an obtain the scattering amplitude in the fortm

SA (z; b) = C SA (b) exp (−C SA (b)) exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
(50)

The integral over b can be taken in two limited models: SA has a Gaussian form or SA is a cylinder of radius RA,
The result is

Gaussian model: SA (z; b) = π R2
A

(
1− exp

(
−C A

πR2
A

))
exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
;

Cylindrical model: SA (z; b) = C A exp

(
−C A

πR2
A

)
exp

(
−z

′2

4κ

)
; (51)

where C has dimension of the cross section.
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Comparing Eq. (51) with the BK amplitude at large z:

SBK
A (z) = πR2

A C exp

(
−z

′2

2κ

)
(52)

one can see that for z >
√
2κCA1/6 the BK equation gives the scattering amplitude which is smaller than the one

which stems from the large Pomeron loops.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we summed the large BFKL Pomeron loops in the framework of the BFKL Pomeron calculus for
the scattering of dipole with nucleus target.The main result is that this scattering amplitude has the same energy
dependence as the dipole-dipole amplitude. It means that the non-linear BK equation cannot describe the contribution
of the large Pomeron loops and can only be used in the limited range of energy for the dipole-nucleus scattering:
z ≤

√
2κCA1/6

The result has been expected since it is shown in Refs.[22, 23] that BK equation violates the s-channel unitarity.
The kind of surprise is the resulting scattering amplitude coincides with the dipole-dipole scattering at high energy.

We hope that this paper will contribute to the further study of the Pomeron calculus in QCD.
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Appendix A: Useful formulae for ρT
n (r, b, {ri, bi})

One can check that

1

ki!

Γ (ωi + ki)

Γ (ωi)
=

sin (πωi)

π

∫ 1

0

dti

(
ti

1− ti

)ωi

tki−1
i (A1)

Plugging this equation in Eq. (27) we have

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =
n∏

i=1

GIP (zi)

N0

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

k1=n−j+1,̇ kj=n−j+1∑
k1=1,̇ kj=1

δ∑j
i=1 ki=n

×
j∏

i=1

C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dωi

2π i

∫ 1

0

dtie
γ̄ κ
2 ω2

i
sin (πωi)

π

(
ti

1− ti

)ωi

tki−1
i (A2)

Replacing δ∑j
i=1 ki=n by

δ∑j
i=1 ki=n =

∮
C

µn−
∑j

i=1 ki−1dµ (A3)

with contour C being the circle around µ = 0, we obtain the following ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) after summing over ki:



12

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

∮
C

µn−1dµ

×
j∏

i=1

C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dωi

2π i

∫ 1

0

dtie
γ̄ κ
2 ω2

i
sin (πωi)

π

(
ti

1− ti

)ωi 1

µ

1−
(

ti
µ

)n−j+1

1−
(

ti
µ

) (A4)

Taking integrals over ti we have:

ρTn (r, b, {ri, bi}) =

n∏
i=1

GIP (zi)

N0

n∑
j=1

1

j!
Sj
A (b)

∮
C

µn−1dµ

j∏
i=1

C

ϵ+i∞∫
ϵ−i∞

dωi

2π i
e

γ̄ κ
2 ω2

i

{(
(µ− 1)−ωµω − 1

)
− sin (πωi) Γ(1− ω)

(
1

µ

)−j+n+2

Γ(−j + n+ ω + 2) 2F̃1

(
1,−j + n+ ω + 2;−j + n+ 3;

1

µ

)}
(A5)
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