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Abstract. The running coupling is introduced into the equation for propagation of the pomeron in the nu-
cleus via the bootstrap relation. The resulting equation coincides with the one obtained in the color dipole
formalism by summing contributions from quark—antiquark loops, with a general choice of the regularization

scheme.

1 Introduction

Lately, renewed interest has been shown in the introduc-
tion of a running coupling into the BFKL dynamics. Sum-
mation of contributions from the quark—antiquark loops to
the evolution of the gluon density has been used to restore
the full dependence of the coupling on the running scale
in the color dipole approach [1-3]. It turned out that the
obtained kernel for the linear BFKL equation essentially
coincides with the one that we found many years ago by
imposing the bootstrap condition necessary for the fulfil-
ment of unitarity [4,5]. In this paper we draw attention
to the fact that the bootstrap condition in fact allows one
to derive also the structure of the triple-pomeron interac-
tion and thus the form of the non-linear BFKL equation
describing propagation of the pomeron in the nucleus. This
is a simple consequence of the possibility to express the
basic splitting kernel from two to three and four gluons
(‘the Bartels vertex’ [6]) via the basic BFKL interaction.
The relation between the splitting vertex and reggeized
gluon interaction and the bootstrap are the necessary in-
gredients of the pomeron interaction in the reggeized gluon
approach. Indeed they allow one to present all contribu-
tions to the four-gluon amplitude in the standard form of
a pomeron splitting into two pomerons. Thus preserving
these two relations seems to be essential for the construc-
tion of a pomeron interaction with the running coupling.
As in our earlier papers, we have to stress from the
start that the introduction of the running coupling into the
BFKL formalism cannot be made rigorously and uniquely.
The formalism admits transverse momenta of any magni-
tude, including very small ones, at which the concept of
the gluon and its coupling looses any meaning. The intro-
duced running coupling has to be artificially continued to
small momentum values, where it is completely undeter-
mined. The only information one can get from the running
of the coupling refers to the region of high momenta. It
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remains to be seen in what measure this information de-
pends on the low momentum behavior, which cannot be
fixed theoretically in any reliable manner. It is known, how-
ever, that the non-linear BFKL equation, unlike the linear
one, is not very sensitive to the infrared region. So hope-
fully this equation has a better chance to produce results
weakly dependent on the assumed infrared behavior of the
running coupling.

Also the method uses the bootstrap equations and the
triple-pomeron interaction in the lowest order of the coup-
ling. As a result, one can only hope to establish the leading
order behavior in the running coupling. For the linear evo-
lution, in the next-to-leading order, it has been explicitly
found that the bootstrap method correctly reproduces the
part of the kernel responsible for the running of the coup-
ling but not the rest piece [7—9]. One expects the same to
be true also for the non-linear evolution. Finally, it is to be
noted that the approximation of large N, is used for the
interaction. For finite N, the theory ceases to be that of in-
teracting pomerons but rather becomes one of interacting
reggeized gluons, which leads to enormous complications
for the non-linear evolution.

The paper is organized as follows. The first section is
dedicated to the derivation of the triple-pomeron vertex
with the running coupling introduced via the bootstrap
relation. After recalling this method to introduce the run-
ning coupling, we go along the same steps as in [10,11],
where the vertex was derived in the limit N, — oo for the
fixed coupling. In Sect. 3 we construct the full amplitude
with a single triple-pomeron interaction, coupling the ver-
tex with three pomerons. This result enables us to build the
equation for the pomeron in the large nucleus in Sect. 4. Fi-
nally in Sect. 5 we compare our results with those obtained
within the color dipole approach.

Having in mind the application of the formalism to
the large nucleus as a target, we limit ourselves to the
case of propagation of pomerons with zero total momenta.
However, a generalization to non-zero total momenta is
straightforward.
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2 Triple-pomeron vertex

2.1 Generalities

As mentioned in the Introduction, this paper follows
the idea of introducing a running coupling via the boot-
strap [4, 5]. Derivation of the triple-pomeron vertex in the
limit N. — oo then goes as presented in [10, 11] for the fixed
coupling case.

Basic formulas for the introduction of a running coup-
ling via the bootstrap condition consist in expressing both
the gluon trajectory w and the intergluon interaction in the
vacuum channel K in terms of a single function n(q) of the
gluon momentum, which then can be chosen to conform
to the high-momentum behavior of the gluon density with
a running coupling. Explicitly,

1 a0 nlg)
2NC/ (2m)2 n(g1)n(gz) ’ g
S (@) |, n(g) !
K (q1,920q195) = Nc{ <n(q;) + n(q§)> (g1 —q})
_ @t o)
n(QE)n(qé)] ' @

w(g) =—

In these definitions it is assumed that g1 +¢2 = ¢} + ¢4 =
q. For arbitrary n(q) the following bootstrap relation is
satisfied:

d?qf

3] G

The fixed coupling corresponds to the choice

(¢ q91,q1) =w(g) —w(g) —w(g2) - (3)

n(q) = Z—Zqz . (4)

Then one finds the standard expression for the trajectory
w(q) and

2
c

2w

where V is the standard BFKL interaction. Note that the
extra 27 in the denominator corresponds to the BFKL
weight 1/(27)% in the momentum integration, which we
prefer to take standardly as 1/(2m)2.

From the high-momentum behavior of the gluon distri-
bution with a running coupling one finds

g
K(Q7leqll): V(Q>q17QZ/L)7

_ 1, 'S 2 2
77((1) - 27qu In A2 ’ q >>A ’ (5)
where A is the standard QCD parameter, and
1
b= E(llNC—ZNf). (6)

As to the behavior of 7(q) at small momenta, we shall
assume

n(0) =0, (7)
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which guarantees that the gluon trajectory w(q) passes
through zero at ¢ =0 in accordance with the gluon prop-
erties. The asymptotic equation (5) and the condition (7)
are the only properties of 7(q) that follow from the the-
oretical reasoning. A concrete form of 7(q) interpolating
between (7) and (5) may be chosen differently. One hopes
that the following physical results will not strongly depend
on the choice.

Our old derivation in [10] of the triple-pomeron ver-
tex was actually based on the property (7), obviously valid
for (4), the bootstrap relation and the relation between the
Bartels transition vertex K5 ,3 and the intergluon BFKL
interaction V' ((12) in [10])

Kys(1,2,3|1,3) =V (2,3]1' —1,3") - V (12,3|1'3") .
(8)

Here and in the following we frequently denote the gluon
momenta just by numbers: 1 = g1, 1’ = ¢} etc. Also we use
12 = ¢1 + g2. All the rest of the conclusions were obtained
from these three relations in a purely algebraic manner.

Our idea is that if we define the transition vertex by
a similar relation in terms of the new intergluon vertex
K, (2), then the whole derivation will remain valid also for
arbitrary n(q) satisfying (7) and thus for a running coup-
ling, provided 7(q) is chosen appropriately. In the next
subsection we briefly recapitulate the successive stages of
the derivation for arbitrary n(q) with n(0) = 0.

2.2 Leading order in N, — oo

The changes necessary to pass to arbitrary n(g) are min-
imal. Obviously in our old formulas we have to drop the
coupling constant factors g, since now g is provided by 1/7.
We also drop factors IV, in the interaction because we pre-
fer to include it into the kernel K. With these comments,
the two-gluon equation becomes

S20D2 = Do+ K12D3, 9)
where

Sa0=j—1-w(l)-w(2); (10)

J is the angular momentum variable,

Dao = Ne (f(0,9) — f(q1,92)) (11)

and f(q1,g2) is just the quark—antiquark loop with, say,
the gluon with momentum ¢; coupled to the quark and the
other one, with momentum ¢, coupled to the antiquark.
With the running coupling Dsy does not change form, but
both w in (10) and K in (9) are now given by (1) and (2),
respectively.

The three-gluon system exists in two color states, which
differ in the ordering of the three gluons along the loop, 123
and 213. For each order the equation is

1
S30D3 = D3g+ Da_y3+ §(K12 + Ko3+ K31)D3,
(12)
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where now
3
530:j—1—zw(j) (13)
j=1
and
(123) (213) N,
D30 = _DSO = ? (DQO(Q) — Dzo(l) — D20(3)) .
(14)

The new element is the term Ds_,3, which corresponds to
transitions of the initial two-gluon system into the final
three-gluon system. This transition is accomplished by the
2 — 3 vertex W, which, as explained, we define via the new
intergluon interaction by a relation similar to (8):

W (1,2,3]1,3") =K (2,3]1'—1,3) — K (12,3]1'3') .

(15)
Explicitly, in terms of 7,
1 n(2) n(23)
—W(1,2,3|1,3) = —
N, 2B = TGS - 1)
n(1)n3 =3 n(1)n(3)
Note that, as with a fixed coupling constant,
W (1,2,3]1',3") =W (3,2,1]3',1") . (17)
We find in full analogy with [10]
_ N, ! ol ! ol
Dy_5= ?W(1,2,3|1 ,3VY®@ Do (1',3")
| Ne
= ?W(l, 2,3), (18)

where ® means integration over the intermediate gluon
momentum with weight 1/(27)2.

The next step is to show that (12) for the three-gluon
system is solved by the reggeized zero term ansatz:

D§123) _ _D§213) _ \/g (D2(2) — D2(1) — D2(3))
(19)

that is, by (14), in which the loops are substituted by the
full solutions of the two-gluon equation (9). The proof is
wholly based on the bootstrap and (15) and literally re-
peats the corresponding proof in [10].

Passing to the four-gluon system, in the limit N, — oo
we find two configurations differing by the order of gluons
along the quark—antiquark loop: 1234 and 2134. The equa-
tion governing the four-gluon system is

S40D4s = Dyo+ Do_ys+ D3y

1
+§(K12+K23+K34+K41)D47 (20)
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where
4
S4O:j—1—2w(j). (21)
j=1
The inhomogeneous terms are
1

DY = ZNC (D20(1) + D20(4) — D20(14)) , (22)

1
Dé(l%)134) —IN,

1 (D20(2) + DQO(S) — D20(12) — D20(13)) s

DY _

1
1234
D) — —NW(1,23,4), DY

(the definition of W (1,2, 3) is given by the second equality
in (18)),

N
Dg(z,lji4) =\ (W(2,3,4|2',4')®D§124)(1,2/,4')

+W(1,2,3)1,3) e DM (1, 3, 4)) , (25)

and

N,
DY = -\ (W 2,4),4) 0 DY (1',3,4)

+W(1,3,4|1’,4’)®D§124)(1’,2,4’)). (26)

Repeating the corresponding derivation in [10] we
demonstrate that in the limit N, — oo the solution of the
four-gluon equation is again given by the reggeized zero
order terms:

D4(11234) _ ENC(DQ(I) +D3(4) — D2(14)) (27)

and

D3 — ENC(DQ(z) +Ds(3) = D2(12) = Dx(13)) .
(28)

The proof is purely algebraic and is wholly based on the
bootstrap and (15) and (7) valid for any choice of the func-
tion n(q) with n(0) = 0.

2.3 The triple-pomeron configuration

The next step is to study the next-to-leading configuration
in N, — oo corresponding to the triple-pomeron interac-
tion. Again the derivation practically literally repeats our
old one for a fixed coupling constant. The governing four-
gluon equation is similar to (20)

S40Dy = Dyo+ Do ys+ D3 s+ Dy s+ (K12 + K34)1?4 )
29

The formal difference is in the absence of interaction be-
tween the two final pomerons, which are assumed to be
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made of gluon pairs (1,2) and (3,4), doubling of the rest in-
teractions acting in the vacuum color channels and in the
appearance of the term Dy _,4, which describes transitions
from the leading color configuration to the subleading one
corresponding to two pomerons.

The four inhomogeneous terms are

ZDQO 1.] )

Dyo = l ZD20

Doy = _W(17 23, 4) ’

7
Dy =1/ = (w,231,3) @D (1,3,9)

W(1,2,4/1,4") o D (1,3, 4/

3
3 4 2/ / ®D(124) 172/74

3
W(1,3,4/1,4") o DD (17, 2,4

3

(30)

(31)

(32)
and

1
Dy s = —(Kaz+ K11 — K13 — Ko4) (D511234) _ Dfl34)) 7

’ (33)

where the Dy on the right-hand side are given by (27)
and (28). As with a fixed coupling constant, all terms ex-
cept Dyo can be presented as a result of the action of a cer-
tain operator Z on the two-gluon state, so that (29) can be
rewritten as

S40D4 = D40—|—Z®D2—|—(K12—|—K34)D4 . (34)
The explicit form of this operator can be expressed in terms
of the function

G(1,2,3) = —W(L,2,3) — Do(1,23)(w(2) — w(23))
~ D2(12,3)(w(2) — w(12)). (35)
Then one finds
Z® D,y = %(2@(1,34 2)+2G(3,12,4) + G(1,23, )
G(1,24,3)+G(2,13,4) + G(2,14,3)
—G(1,3,24) — G(1,4,23) — G(2,3,14)
—G(2,4,13) — G(3,2,14)
—G(3,1,24) — G(4,2,13) — G(4,1,23)
G(23,0,14) + G(13,0,24)) . (36)

This formula is identical to the old one in [10], but with new
expressions for both W and w in terms of the function 7.

2.4 The triple-pomeron vertex

Corresponding to the two inhomogeneous terms in (34) its
solution is split in two terms, the double pomeron exchange
term, generated by Dy, and the triple-pomeron interac-
tion term Z ® Dy. However, one can simplify the solution
transferring the part of the double pomeron exchange term
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leading in the high-energy limit into the triple interaction
part [11,12]. This is achieved by separating from the total
solution the reggeized Dy term:

Dy = Dyo(D2g — Do)+ Dy . (37)
The irreducible part D] proves to be a pure triple-pomeron
interaction, which satisfies

DI =Y ®@Dy+ (K12 + K34) DL (38)
The derivation again uses only the bootstrap, the rela-
tion (15) between W and K and the property (7). The ex-
plicit form for the new triple-pomeron vertex Y turns out
to be

Y ® Dy = %G(l 23,4) + G(1,24,3) + G(2,13,4)
+G(2,14,3) + G(12,0, 34)
G(1,2,34) — G(2,1,34) — G(3,4,12)
G(4,3,12)). (39)

For a fixed coupling constant this expression was found
long ago in [12]. In our approach it remains true also for
an arbitrary function 7(g) and thus for a running coupling
introduced by means of this function.

3 Coupling to pomerons

3.1 Momentum space approach

In the momentum space coupling the vertex Y to two out-
going pomerons is straightforward. The two pomerons are
described by a product P(1,2)P(3,4), and all one has to do
is to integrate this product with Y ® Dy over the gluon mo-
menta 1, 2, 3 and 4 with 12 and 34 fixed and 1234 = 0 from
momentum conservation.

As with a fixed coupling constant, there are certain
properties of the wave function and the vertex that sim-
plify the resulting expression. First we expect that the
pomeron wave function in the coordinate space P(ry,rs)
vanishes if the two gluons are located at the same spa-
tial point: P(r,r) = 0. This property is well known for the
BFKL pomeron with a fixed coupling constant and is re-
lated to the behavior of (4) at ¢ = 0. With a running coup-
ling this behavior does not change, so we expect that the
coordinate wave function will continue to vanish at r; = ro.
As a result the last five terms in the sum (39) will give no
contribution, since they depend only on the sum of the mo-
menta in one of the pomerons and so put the two gluons at
the same spatial point in it. If the mentioned property of
the pomeron wave function is violated with the introduc-
tion of a running coupling, we still can drop the five last
terms once we restrict ourselves to the case when the two
pomerons are taken at zero total momentum, 12 =34 =0,
which is the only case relevant for the pomeron propaga-
tion through the nucleus. Indeed direct inspection shows
that
=0, or ¢3=0. (40)

G(q1,92,93) =0, if ¢
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Second, due to the symmetry of the pomeron wave func-
tion, each of the four remaining terms in (39) gives the
same contribution. So, as for the fixed coupling, the triple-
pomeron vertex effectively reduces to
Y ® Dy =2G(1,23,4). (41)
Coupling this vertex to two forward pomerons and
using (35) we get an expression for the triple-pomeron in-
teraction amplitude T in terms of the function 1 (suppress-
ing the dependence on rapidities),

_ d2Q1 dQQ4d2q/1 . I qt

T_zz\rC/—(%)6 P(1,2)P(3,4){ Dy(1',—1")

" ( n(14) (@) (€ )
n(l—=1)n4-4) n1-1)nE) nl)n4-4)

1 n(14) n(1)
+§D2(17_1)<n(1/)n(14 1) 77(1’)7](1—1/)>

1 n(14) n(4)
Fgla ) (n(l’)n(m )y n(1)n(4- 1’)> } ’

with 12 =34 =1'4" = 0. In this formula actually both Dy
and P are the pomeron wave functions for the incom-
ing and outgoing pomerons, respectively. The function
D, is the amputated wave function related to P by the
relation

P(la - (43)

Expression (42) is rather cumbersome. A simpler ex-
pression is obtained in the coordinate representation,
which will presently be derived.

3.2 Coordinate space approach

We represent

(2m)%6%(q12 — 1 — @2) P(q1, ¢2)

= / d2r1 d2T‘2Pq12 (,r,17,r,2)eiq1?"1+iq2r2’ (44)

where P, ,(r1,72) is the coordinate wave function of the
pomeron with the total momentum gj,. Similarly we repre-
sent the second pomeron via P, (rs, r4). Finally,

G(q1,92+ 33, q4)
:/d2r1d2r2d2r3e*iql”l*i(‘Z2+Q3)T2*i‘J4r3G(r1,7‘2,7‘3).
(45)

Then integration over q1, ... , g4 gives

(2m)20% (q12 + g34)T

= 2/ dr?ry d?ry d27‘3Pq12 (r1,72) Py, (13, 72)G(11,72,73) -
(46)
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We have
Pypg(ri,r2) = e300 P(rg) - (47)
where r12 = r; — 2. So (46) becomes
(27m)?6%(q12 +g34) T
_ 2/ A%r, d2ry dzrse%i[qlgrl+(q12+q34)rz+434ra]
X P(r12)P(r32)G(r1,72,73) - (48)

At this stage we note that if we drop P(r12) from the inte-
grand we get

/ dr?ry d2ry d27n3e%i[Q12T1+(Q12+Q34)7’2+Q34T3]
XP(T32)G(7‘1,7"2,7‘3)
- / A2y 2y o302+ 03072+ 03473) P\ G qra, o, 73) -
(49)

If g12 = 0, then this expression vanishes due to the prop-
erty (40). As a result one can substitute in (48)

P(T’lg) — P(T12) — P(O) s P(T’gg) — P(T32) — P(O) .

(50)

So whether P(0) is equal to zero or not, for the forward
case one can always make it equal to zero by the substitu-
tion (50). So in the following we assume P(0) = 0.

As follows from translational invariance, for the overall
zero total momentum G(ry, 2, 7r3) = G(712,7r32). So taking
as integration variables ro, r12 and r3; we finally obtain

T=2 / d27"12 d27‘32P(T12)P(7‘32)G(7"1,7‘2, 7‘3) . (51)

Now we have to calculate G(r1, 72, r3). Due to P(0) =0
we may drop all terms containing 62(r12) and/or 6% (r23).
The total contribution consists of two parts, the first one
coming from the term —W in (35) and the second one from
the rest. As for the fixed coupling constant case [11] in the
first part only the first term in (16) gives a contribution
that does not contain §2(r12), nor §2(ra3), nor both. Direct
calculation gives for this contribution

G1(r1,72,7r3) = —NeDa(r1,73)
< [ @iz = 962 ),
(52)

where 7j(r) is the Fourier transform of n(q), and £(r) is the
Fourier transform of 1/n(q). From the four terms in the sec-
ond part the contribution that does not contain 6%(r2),
nor §2(ry3), nor both, comes from the first and third terms.
Its calculation gives

1
Ga(ri,ra,13) = §NCD2(7”177"3)

< [ @ip) (€12 =)+ €2 ).
(53)
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Summing we get the final expression

1
G(ry,72,73) = §NCD2(7‘13)F(T12,7‘32) ; (54)

where
meﬁz/H%mm@m—m—«m—mf,wa

and we also used that for the forward pomeron Dy(r1,73) =
D3 (713). The triple-pomeron contribution to the ampli-
tude is then obtained as

Y
T(Y)ZNC/ dy/d2r12d27‘32F(r12,7‘32)P(Y—y,r12)
0
X P(Y —y,r32)Da(y,m13) , (56)

where we restored the y-dependence, suppressed up to
now.

Note that for a fixed coupling constant we have (see the
appendix and also [11])

2Nc 7,2
G(ry, 19, 75) = — 2 13 (¢®Da(ri3)) . (57)

3 .2
83 1riaT3,y

We can consider our new expression as a result of changing
the fixed g2 to a Tunning quantity:

47372,
92 o 212 32
13

(7"12,7‘32) . (58)

The function F(r1,72) can be presented in a different
form, which demonstrates the absence of an ultraviolet
divergency coming from the singular behavior of 7(p) at
p — 0. We have

/ d?pii(p)&* (r1 — p)

_/ , d%q d2q1 d?¢o
Plar)? (2m)2 (2r)2
w eleptiai(ri—p)+iga(r1—p)

n(q)
n(q1)n(qz2)

:/ d’q1 d’q2 (g1 +q2) oir1(a1+a2) (59)
(2m)? (2m)2 n(q1)n(q2)
and similarly
/d%mman—maw—m
/dz °q d2q1 d’qz  n(q)
(2m)? (2m)? (27) n(q1)n(g2)
~ elqp+lq1(r1 p)+iqz(rz—p)
/d2Q1 d2Q2 77(Q1 +q2) 1’r1q1+i'r2q2- (60)
(2m)2 (2m)% n(q1)n(g2)
So we find
d?q1 d®q (@i +q) |, ;
F(ry,r :/ el _ glaim2
(r1:72) = | )2 @n ) g mtas) ¢ )
x (€121 — ¢ia2r2) (61)
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In this form it is clear that F(r1,73) is a well defined func-
tion that does not contain an ultraviolet nor an infrared
divergency.

For further use note the identity

2 )= d?qr d?q2 (g1 + )
[ @ ’”‘/@@N%ﬁmmmm
X (e — 1) (e-ir 1)

y / d2r161r1((11+f12) =0, (62)

since n(0) = 0.

4 Pomeron in the nucleus

With the triple-pomeron vertex known, it is straight-
forward to obtain the equation that sums fan diagrams
describing propagation of the pomeron in the nucleus.
Repeating the derivation for the fixed coupling constant
in [13] we find for this sum &(y,b,r) at fixed impact
parameter b:

P(y,r,b)

=P (y,r,b)+= N/ dy’ Hd27"52 r1—ro+73)
j=1

X F(Tg, 7"3)77 (_lvl)G(y - y Ty Tl)é(y y T2, b)é(y T b) :
(63)
Here G(y, r, ') is the pomeron forward Green function sat-
isfying the equation
0 ! -1 : -1
a_y +H ) G(y,r,r") =d(y)n " (=iV)n
x (—=iV)&2(r—7"),  (64)

with the Hamiltonian H for the non-amputated forward
wave function given by

H=2w+K", (65)

where w is expressed via function 7 according to (1) and

n(qy)

K'(qi|¢}) = 2N, ———22 .
! n(q)n(q —q})

(66)

The inhomogeneous term @; corresponds to the single
pomeron exchange:

B1(y,0) = yNAT() [ @2 Glyrir)olr’), (67

where T'(b) is the nuclear profile function, and p(r) is the
color density of the nucleon. Applying the operator 9/9y +
H to (63) we find the evolution equation for the pomeron in
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the nucleus:

0
—+H)|®
<8y+ ) (y,7,b)
3
1
= 3wPo(r, )+ 5Ne [ [] a8 —ra +ra)Plrasa)
j=2

X ¢(yv r2, b)@(y7 T3, b) ) (68)
where @¢(r,b), playing the role of the initial condition, is
given by
1 —o, .
o(r,b) = S AT (b)~*(=iV)p(r) - (69)

Unlike the case of the fixed coupling constant this equa-
tion is not simplified in momentum space.

To compare with the dipole approach, we rewrite our
expression (68) as a whole in the coordinate space. To do
this we have to rewrite the action of the Hamiltonian (65)
on the wave function in coordinate space. In transforming
the pomeron amplitude ®(y, q,b) to coordinate space we
have to take into account the condition

&(y,r=0,b)=0, (70)
which we have extensively used. Technically it means that
we have to add to ®(y, q,b) a term proportional to §2(q)
that guarantees this property. This is essential to obtain
the correct form for the linear part of the evolution equa-
tion in coordinate space?.

It is convenient to split (55) into three terms,

F(ri,re)) = f(ri,r1) + f(r2,r2) —2f(r1,m2),  (71)

where
ﬂmmﬁz/H%mmam—m«m—m. (72)

In terms of this function one easily finds

d?q .
2/ (27r;]2 e'"w(q)®(y,q,b) = NC/ A2y f(r1— 11 —7)

X qs(ya 1, b) (73)
and
d2q d2q/ N , /
/W(gw)ﬁ’ K'(qlq")P(y,q',b)
:2NC/d2r1f(r1—7',7‘1)45(y,r1,b). (74)

Thus in coordinate space we get

Hd(y,r,b) = —NC/d27‘1(2f(r1—r,rl)—f(rl—r,rl—r))

x &(y,r1)+ const, (75)

L We are greatly indebted to Y. Kovchegov, who pointed out
this circumstance.
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where const should be taken to ensure property (70). As
a result we find

Hd(y,r,b) = NC/ dzrlF(rl —r,r1)P(y,r1,b)

1
= §NC/ d27‘1F(7’1 -, rl)(gp(yyrhb)

+45(y77,.1 ) b)) . (76)
Using the identity (62) we may add to the bracket any func-
tion independent of r; to finally obtain

1
H¢(y77'7 b) = §NC/ dQTlF(Tl - rl)(é(yﬂ'lyb)

+&(y,r1—r,b) = D(y,r,b)). (77)
In this form the linear part of the evolution equation ac-
quires the standard color dipole structure (see e.g. [2]) and
the whole evolution equation becomes

0 1
a—yé(yﬂ‘):—ENc/d27‘1F(7”1—7”77”1)

X (qs(ya T1, b) + gp(yy rnh—r, b) - qs(yv T, b)

—&(y,m1,0)8(y, 11 —1,0)). (78)

In the limit of the fixed coupling constant we find, drop-
ping the infrared regularization terms,

Qs Il

T 22,20
T TiTy

¥ (ry,re) = (79)

where at r; = ry = r one should understand 1/r? as regu-
larized in the ultraviolet [11]:

1 1
= ——— +270%(r) Ine,

— e—0.
2T r2xe

(80)

So in analogy with [1] we may define three running coup-
ling constants by

1 ag(ri)as(rz) rirs

flrir2) 72 as(ri,ra) 7’%7”% (B
with the additional condition «g(r,r) = as(r), and

rewrite (78) as

0 1
8_y¢(y’r’ b) = WNC/ d?rod?r38(r —r1 +1r2)F(r1,72)

as(r1)  ag(re) 5 as(r1)as(re) rire
x 7t —g5 — 2.2
1 T3 as(ri,ra) i3

X (45(:% 1, b) + ¢(y7 r2, b) - 45(:% r, b)

—@(y,r1,0)P(y,72,b)) - (82)
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5 Discussion

Equations (78) and (82) present our final result for the non-
linear BFKL equation with the running coupling. We stress
that the function 7(q) occurring in them is determined
only by its asymptotic form (5) together with the require-
ment (7). A simple possibility is to choose

n(q) = RV (a+ ﬁ),

2r A2 (83)

with b given by (6) and with arbitrary a > 1. Also one has
to remember that the equations are derived only in the
leading order in the running coupling. Already subleading
terms of the relative order 1/1n(q?/A?) remain undeter-
mined, since they correspond to the next-to-leading order
in the running coupling.

Our final coordinate space equation (82) fully coincides
with (101) in [1] obtained in the dipole formalism (for the
forward case). However, in our approach the running cou-
plings as(r) and as(rq1,r2) are defined by (81) in a general
manner, irrespective of any regularization procedure, and
they are determined by the concrete choice of the func-
tion 7(q). In fact, they are fixed only in as far the high-
momentum behavior of this function is known and so ad-
mit a high degree of arbitrariness. It remains to be seen
how this arbitrariness may influence concrete results that
follow from the solution of the evolution equation (82).

Our equation for the linear evolution contains the run-
ning coupling of different arguments, clearly visible in (1)
and (2). It allows for arbitrary relations between the mag-
nitude of the momenta ¢;, ¢} and ¢; — ¢}, i =1,2. A dif-
ferent method to introduce the running coupling and find
the subleading terms has been proposed in [14] based on
the study of certain specific regions of these momenta and
use of the renormalization group method to improve the
equation in the collinear limit. It would be interesting to
combine both approaches to incorporate both the boot-
strap and the renormalization group into the equation. At
present do not have any definite proposals on this point.
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Appendix: Function F(rq,r2)
with a fixed coupling constant

We check that for a fixed coupling constant the function
F(ry,r2) indeed passes into the expression corresponding
to (57). In the fixed coupling case n(k) is given by (4). Then

M.A. Braun: Pomeron with a running coupling constant in the nucleus

we find

(o) = —z—ZvW(p) (A1)
and

9

S(T) - (271_)2

where ¢ =1n(2/m) + (1) and m is the infrared regular-
izer (gluon mass). Terms containing ¢ and thus depending
on the infrared regularization cancel in the final result.
Performing the integration over p with the help of the
d-function, we find

(A.2)

(Inr—c),

2
F(r1, ) = —(;]T)?)((lnrl —¢)V3lnry + (Inre —c)

x V3Inry +2ViInr Valnrs). (A.3)
Taking into account that
VZInr = 216%(r), (A4)
we find
fix = _89% (2% +2716%(r1)(Inry —c)
+ 27162 (r2) (Inry — c)) . (A.5)

Forming F'(rq, r2) according to (71) we see that terms with
¢ cancel, and dropping terms proportional to 62(ry) or
§2(ry) we find

92 (7”1 - 7‘2)2

Fﬁx T1,72) = ——F——F—%5 5 —
(r1;7m2) 473 ey

(A.6)

in full correspondence with (57).
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