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A bstract

In thiswork we give a theoretical description of the elastic vectorm eson production in di rac—
tive D IS developed w ithin the k.—-factorization form alisn . Since the k—factorization schem e
does not require large values ofQ 2+ m \2, , we conduct an analysis that is applicable to allvalues
of 02 from photo—up to highly virtual production of vector m esons. T he basic quantity in
this approach | the unintegrated gluon structure function | was forthe rst tin e extracted
from the experin entaldata on F,,, thoroughly Investigated, and consistently used in the vec-
tor m eson production calculation. M oreover, by lim iting oursslves to the lowest Fodk state
of the vector m eson, we were able to construct in a closed form the theory of spin-angular
coupling in the vectorm eson. This allowed us forthe rst tin e to address the production ofa
vectorm eson In a given spin-angular state. W e perfom ed an extensive analytical and num er—
ical nvestigation of the properties of 1S, 25, and D -wave vector m eson production reactions.
Treating the physical ground state vector m esons as purely 1S states, we observed a good
overall agreem ent w ith all available experin ental data on vector m eson production. For the
excited states, our analysis predicts a picture which is rem arkably di erent from 1S-state, so
that such reactions can be regarded as potential sources of new informm ation on the structure
of excited states in vector m esons.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

In the past 30 years the particle physics theory has proved num erous tin es to provide a
good, consistent, uni ed description of the great variety of nuclkar, low and high energy
particle physics experin ents. Being based on the ideas of QF T applicability, gauge approach
to fundam ental interactions, sym m etry and naturalness considerations, the Standard M odel
m anaged to explain virtually allphenom ena in electrom agnetic, weak and strong interactions,
to predict new particlkes and e ects. Though the questions of fiindam ental origin lie beyond
the scope of the Standard M odel, its precision in description, for instance, QED phenom ena
reaches the m agnitude of 10 10 .

H owever, the current situation is not that optin istic in the dom ain of strong interactions.
T he gauge{based form ulation | the Quantum Chrom odynam ics @QCD) | Sam s to o er
reasonably good description only of the energetic enough processes (m ore accurately: only
w hen every vertex nvolves at least one highly virtualparticle) thanksto the fam ousasym ptotic
freedom . The ma®pr di culty lies in the behavior of the QCD coupling constant: ¢ (Q?)
exhibits nfrared growth and becom es com parable to unity at Q2 1 GeV?. The net resuk
is that the perturbation theory | the only proli c universal treatm ent of various high-energy
processes | failsto give even qualitative description of low -energy, essentially non-perturoative
phenom ena. Additionaldi culties arise from the non-abelian nature ofQ CD , chiralsym m etry
breaking, non-trivialQ CD vacuum , Instantons etc.

On the other hand, m any separate concspts have been developed, which do not cling to
the perturbative QCD (@EQ CD ) and provide reasonably good description of phenom ena in
their applicability regions. T he fundam ental problem of the theory of strong Interactions is
that these heterogeneous approaches do not m atch! . They do not com prise a uni ed picture
of strong interactions. G iven such a lack of universal, rigorously derived resuls, one must
adm it that the sub gct of our investigation belongs to the realm of phenom enology rather
than rigorous theory.

lJust a few exam ples of poor accordance am ong various approaches: the quark generated ladder diagram s
do not appear to corresoond uniquely to any of experin entally observed R egge tra ectories. A nother exam ple
is the vague status of = const BFKL results in trueQCD .



1.1 D i ractive processes and P om eron

In the light ofthese problam s, the carefiilexam nation of regionsw here two orm ore approaches
overlap (or visa versa, where neither of the concepts exhausts the interaction) are of great
Interest. D i ractive D esp Inelastic Scattering O IS) is exactly one of these elds.

L

e’ e’
A \/ﬁ X apr
//&\ P
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P

Figure 11: Exam pls of desp nnelastic scattering process: (a) hard D IS and (o) di ractive
D IS. In the latter case M §jffr s and the process proceads via pom eron t-channel exchange.

A typicalhard D IS process (Fig.l.a) occurs when a virtual photon? strikes a proton to
produce a hard system X wih large nvariant mass’ s and large enough multiplicity, nal
state hadrons being distriouted over whol rapidity range approxin ately sm oothly.

However, as i was noted long ago, som etin es the proton survives, being only slightly
de ected, and a virtual photon tums into a so—called di ractive system X g4irsr W ith invariant
massM iy, s. In thisprocess the proton and the di ractive system are naturally ssparated
by a large rapidity gap and a condition which appears necessary for the rapidity gap fom ation
isQ? s,orin tem s ofB prken x

x= — 1: .1

This is one of the m ost comm on cases of di ractive DIS (D IS) processes. In fact, the
class of di ractive processes is not con ned w ithin D IS; it ismuch broader. T here are m any
other reactions which possess the generic features | the rapidiy gap and an allness ofM §jffr
| and therefore can be classi ed as di ractive processes (for a recent review see [1]).

How can a typicaldi ractive process occur? Certainly, it m ust be kind of a peripheral in—
teraction: if the photon strudk directly one of the valence quarks, the proton would ’explode’,
providing no way for the large rapidity gap fom ation. W hat rem ains is the possbility of
the t{dhannel exchange by not-too-energetic particke’ Figdlb), which would be a natural
m echanisn of the experin entally cbserved weak proton de ection and snallM 2. . Further
experin ental features suggest that this ‘particke’ should be chargeless and colorkss, its inter—
action with other particles should be of strong (ot EM or weak) nature, its "propagation’

’W ewillalways in ply that the virtualphoton is em itted by an electron, which m eans the photon is alw ays
space-like: if g is photon m om entum , then Q2 F > 0.

3T hard D IS phenom enology this quantity is usually labeled asW 2. However, r sin plicity we w ill use
notation s.

10



should be independent of the speci ¢ process ( p, , PP, PP, etc), and it should be of spin 1
(due to approxin ately s{oonstant pp cross section). In the early 60sthis ‘particle’ was dubbed
Pom eron (symbolP ).

Further properties com e from combining the Regge picture and BFK L results with ex—
perin ental observations (for a detailed review of Regge theory see R]). They include, 1rst
of all, the asym ptotic equality of totalpp and pp cross sections (the Pom eranchuk theorem ).
Fom ulated long ago, it was experim entally veri ed only recently. Then, the Regge theory
predicts the pow er-like s-dependence of the totalpp cross section  / ¢ ® !, which hasalso
been experin entally cbserved, w ith Interospt P 1 008. On the other hand, the
BFKL equation [3, 4] succeeded In reproducing such power-like dependence in QCD , but in
a smpli ed case  =coonst. In this approach the hard pom eron is treated as two reggeized
glions | an ansatz used currently in di raction phenom enology w ith great success. H ow ever,
the predictive power of the BFK L approach for the num erical value of the pom eron intercept
is still Iim ited and not all issues w ith sensitivity of the resul to the infrared region have been
understood. For further reading on pom erons, a topic very ntriguing by itself, we refer to [B].

1.2 Vectormeson production in di ractive D IS

T here are severalpossble nalstatesX In atypicaldi ractive DIS OD IS) process p ! X p:
system X can be a realphoton, a gg continuum pair form Ing two gts or ggq bound state, for
exam ple, a vectorm eson. Let usnow focus speci cally on exclusive vector m eson production
In di ractive D IS. T his reaction hasbeen studied extensively at xed target D IS experim ents
at CERN and FNAL and m ore recently by the H1 and ZEU S collaborationsat HERA .

D espoite the great deal of theoretical work on vector m eson production in di ractive D IS
6,7, 8, 9], there is a num ber of issues that have not yet been seriously analyzed and stillneed
a closer investigation.

One of them ooncems the vector m eson production in a seem ing soft region, nam ely,
at snall values of 0% and m2 (or, to put i short, at snall values of Q2 + m2). Indeed,
the m a prity of early calculations treated the vector m eson productions w ithin the DGLAP—
Inspired approach, the production am plitudes being expressed in tem s of the intergrated
glion density G ¢;Q?). Certainly, this Iine of calculation is not applicabk at an all enocugh
valies of Q%+ m2,say at Q?+ m2 < 1 GeV?. However i is necessary to understand that
the D G LAP -based approach not only can be avoided but also should be avoided when one
studies di ractive scattering. Indeed, at high energies and sn all to m oderate values of Q 2 the
dynam ics of the am plitudes is govemed by large logarithm s of log (1=x) rather than logQ?),
and the correct and the m ost naturalm ethod to treat processes in this kinem atical region is
k.—factorization approach. T his approach does not place any restriction on the value ofQ? as
Iong as one works at large enough energies.

A Yhough the strategy of the evaluation of the vector m eson production am plitudes w ithin
the k~factorization approach isessentially clear, perform ing reliable num erical prediction isnot
a straghtforward task. The im pedin ent consists in presence of purely soft, non-perturbative
quantities in the calculation, nam ely, the gluon content of the proton and the wave function
of the vectorm eson.

T he presence of the fom er quantity is a speci ¢ feature of the particular nal state we

11



Investigate, however, the unintegrated gluon density

_ @G &;07)
@ ogQ?

is the basic quantiy in all ki—factorization calculations. Unfortunately, no reliable Ansatz or
param etrization hasbeen developed, and this gap needs to be lled.

A nother issue that has never been brought under scrutiny is the spin-angular coupling
Ihside the vector meson. In an o -forward scattering ! VvV, the schannelhelicity I
am plitudes can be non-vanishing. Because of the well known quark helicity conservation In
high energy QCD scattering, such a helicity o is possibl only due to the internal m otion
and spin{angularm om entum ooupling of quarks in a vectorm eson. This issue was accurately
analyzed only in very recent papers [6, 7], where it was shown that helicity non-conserving
am plitudes are not negligble, as they had been thought before. Thus, as such, the helicity

Jp am plitudes would o er a great deal of unique nfom ation of internal constituent m otion
and soin{angular m om entum structure of vector m esons, unacoessible in other experin ents.
In addition, the vector m eson decays are selfanalyzing and the fiill set of helicity am plitudes
can be m easured experin entally. For unpolarized incident lptons, the angular distribution
of decay products is param eterized in tem s of 15 spin-density m atrix elem ents, which can
be calculated via wve | tw o helicity conserving plus three helicity violating | basic helicity
am plitudes [L0].

Certainly, the helicity structure of the vector m eson production am plitudes m ust be ana—
Iyzed only along w ith a carefiil treatm ent of the spinorial structure ofthe qq ! V transition.
It is thus rather surprising that the above issue of sensitivity of the production am plitudes
to the spin-angularm om entum ooupling has not been addressed before. Nam ely, in a typical
vector m eson production calculation, a vector m eson has been im plicitly taken as 1S state
and at the sam e tim e an unjusti ed ansatzwasused forgg ! V transition spinorial structure,
namely, ofu’ u Vtype.Being am ere analogy ofqq vertex, this ansatz in fact corresponds
neither to pure S nor to pure D wave state but rather to their certain m xture. Only in [11]
the cases 0f 1S and 2S vector m esons were com pared and the necessity of sin ilar calculation
for D wave states was stressed. Such calculations however have been m issing in literature
untilnow .

In addition to purely theoretical needs, there are m ore issues that call upon a thorough
analysis of the D -wave e ects. For Instance, di erent spin properties of the S—and D -wave
production m ay resolve the Iong standing problem ofthe D -wave vs. 25 -wave assignm ent for
the °(1480) and °(1700) m esons (@swellasthe ! °and °m esons). Furthem ore, the deuteron
which isa spin {1 ground state in the pn system isknown to have a substantialD wave adm ix—
ture, which m ostly derives from the tensor forces nduced by pion exchange between nuckons.
R ecently, there hasbeen m uch discussion [12] ofthe nonperturoative long-range pion exchange
between light quarks and antiquarks in a vector m eson, which is a natural source of the S-D
m xing in the ground state and ! mesons.

F (x;Q7%) ; 12)

In the present work we addressed both issues. W e perform ed an accurate determ nation of
the unintegrated glion density from the experin entaldata on the structure function F,, and
gave is convenient and ready-to-use param etrizations. B esides, we constructed the consistent
description ofthe vectorm esonsw ith spin-angular coupling taken into account, which enabled
us to calculate di ractive production am plitudes for pure S-wave and D -wave states aswell
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as Poran arbitrary S=D wavem ixture. T his resulted In a com plte theory of the vector m eson
production in di ractive D IS w ithin the k—factorization approadch.

1.3 The strategy of the thesis

T he guideline of the thesis is the follow ing. The m ain text is com prised of three Parts. Part
I is an introduction to the k.—~factorization approach. Here we calculate som e basic scattering
processes, such asthe virtualC om pton scattering, and Introduce the conospt ofthe di erential
densities of partons. T he discussion on the sin ilarities and distinctions between the DGLAP —
m otivated description and ki—factorization description ofdi ractive processes can also be found
here.

In Part IT we tum to the vector m eson production am plitudes. These are preceeded by
the theory of vector meson structure within the truncated Fodk space, that is, when the
vector m eson is assum ed to be a bound state of gg pair only. Upon obtaining the closed
analytical expessions for vectorm eson production am plitudes, we perform the tw ist expansion
and illustrated som e of the m ost salient properties of the S-wave and D -wave vector m eson
am plitudes.

Part ITT contains the num erical analysis of the expressions obtained and the concrete pre—
diction to various experim entally observed quantities. At rst we perform an extraction of
the di erential gluon density of the proton and thoroughly Investigate its properties. H aving
brought the di erential glie under control, we tum to the vector m eson production am pli-
tudes and give a lJarge num ber of predictions for 15, 25, and D -wave states. W henever the
experin ental results are avaliable, we confront our predictions w ith the data. This Part is
conclided w ith a detailed consideration of the e ect of the Coulomb tail of the vector m eson
wave function and of the S=D -wave m ixing.

Finally, we summ arize ourm ain ndings in C onclusions. Som e lengthy calculations can be
found in A ppendices.

A 1l the results presented in this thesis were derived by the author. The text is based on
publications [13] and [14], and on the works In progress [15]. P relin inary resuls have been
presented astaksat [16, 17].

13



Part I

B asics of ki—factorization schem e
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C hapter 2

T he virtual C om pton scattering

W e start our acquaintance w ith the k.—factorization schem e w ith calculation of the mm aghary
part of the orward virtual C om pton scattering am plitude. By m eans of optical theorem it
is related w ith the total photoabsorption cross section and w ith the structre functions of the
proton.

T he purpose to get started w ith this quantity is twofold. F irst, during this calculation we
w il ollow all steps and discuss allm a pr feature of the k—factorization schem e of calculations.
Being rather sin ple, the C om pton scattering am plitude w ill keep us from being distracted by
Inessential technical com plications, which would arise In other di ractive reactions.

T he second purpose is to derive the wellknow n expression for the structure function F,, in
term s of unintegrated gluion density of the proton: the basic quantity in any k.—factorization
calculation. These expressions w ill be used later, when we discuss the determ ination of the
unintegrated glue from the experim ental data.

The third ain is to use the sim plicity of this am plitude to gain as m uch insight Into the
dynam ics of photon-proton peripheral interactions. This inform ation will be used later in
deriving the vector m eson production am plitudes thanks to a rem arkable sim ilarity between
the virtual C om pton scattering and the vector m eson electroproduction processes. Indeed, in
the proton rest fram e, both can be viewed as follow s: a photon dissociates into a ggpair, w hich
Interacts w ith gluon content ofthe proton and then isprocted onto the nalstate. The hard
dynam ics in both cases are the sam e, only di erence urking in the nal state proction.

2.1 M odeling virtual photoabsorption in QCD

T he quantity which ism easured in desp inelastic kptoproduction is the total cross section of
photoabsorption p ! X summed over all hadronic nalstatesX , where ; = 1;0 are
helicities of (T ) transverse and (L) longitudinal virtual photons. O ne usually starts w ith the
In aghhary part of the amplitude A  of forward Com pton scattering p ! % which by
optical theorem gives the total cross cross section of photoabsorption of virtual photons
P 2 1
r KpjiQ%) = & InA ; @d)
WZ2+Q2 m§)2+ 4Q2m§

1
L P 0% = & Ao ; @2)
W2+ Q0% mi)?+ 40°m}
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where W isthe totalenergy n the p cm .s., m is the proton m ass, Q? is the virtuality of
the photon and xp; = Q?=Q*+ W * m?) isthe B prken variable. H ereafter we w ill suppress
the subscript bj and use x = %5.

RCZNRIIN

Figure 21: The pQCD m odeling ofD IS in term s of m ultproduction of parton nal states.

In perturbative QCD (EQ CD ) onem odels virtual photoabsorption In tem softhemuliple
production of gluons, quarks and antiquarks ( g.2.1). T he experim ental integration over the
full phase space of hadronic states X is substituted In the pQCD caloulation by Integration
over the whole phase space 0ofQCD partons

z z
X Y “1dx;
MxFdx)  M.f d~y @3)

n

0 Xj

where the Integration over the transverse m om enta of partons goes over the whol allowed
region
0o 2 lwo- o' x, 2.4)
4 4x
The core of the socalled DGLAP approxin ation [L8] is an cbservation that at nite x the
dom nant contrbution to the m ultiparton production cross sections com es from a tiny part of

the phase space

0 ~ ~m ~2, K Q% 2.5)

In which the upper lin it of integration over transverse m om enta of partons ismuch am aller
than the kinem atical lim £ (2.4). At very sm allx this lin itation of the transverse phase space
becom esm uch too restrictive and the D G LAP approxin ation is doom ed to failure.
Hereafter we focus on how lifting the restrictions on the transverse phase space changes
our understanding of the gluon structure finction of the nuclkon at very am all x, that is, very
large i . Tn this kinem atical region the glion density g (x;Q ?) ismuch higher than the density
of charged partons q(x;Q?);q;Q?). AsFadin, K uraev and Lipatov [L9] have shown, to the
ading ]ogi (LL&) approxin ation the dom nant contribution to photoabsorption com es in

16



this regin e from multighion nalstatesof g.2.1; altematively, to the LL i solitting of gluons
Into gluonsdom nates the splitting of gluons Into ggpairs. A sam atter of fact, orthe purmposes
ofthe present analysiswe do not need the fullBFK L dynam ics, In the k—factorization only the
g Joop is treated explicitly to the LLi approxin ation. In this regin e the C om pton scattering
can be viewed as an interaction of the nuclkon w ith the lightoone gg Fock states of the photon
via the exchange by gluons, g.22, and the C om pton scattering am plitude takes the form

A = ; Ay ; (2.6)
Here , istheQ 2 and g;q helicity ; dependent lightoone wave fiinction of the photon
and the QCD pom eron exchange goproton scattering kemel A oy does not depend on, and
conserves exactly, the g;q helicities, sum m ation over which is understood in (2.6).

f § § ) WV\/( JAVAVAVAV
& yU
W% W%ZWM
p C) Y d)

Figure 22: T he k—factorization representation for D IS at am all x.

The resum m ation of diagram sof g.2.1 de nes the unintegrated gluon structure finction
of the target, which is represented in diagram sof g.2 2 as the dashed blob.

2.2 D etails of calculation

Suppose that there were no interaction between the gluons exchanged in t-channel, so that
the full calculation ofthe C om pton scattering am plitude am ounts only to picking up the Bom
diagram s. C onsider one of such diagram s, ie. D lagra in F ig.2 2, but w ithout the dashed blob.
A virtualphoton tums into ggpairw hich interactsw ith a proton via two-glion exchange. T he
general expression for this am plitude reads:

Z

d*k P "+m

_ 0 0 R0 . 0 70
ey eyt E P e
.9 0 anp0 g o0opgo
C 3 2+ i 2+ 1 :

17



n

(@]
Sp ( ie)eik g+m) ( déik+m) ( ig €)ik+ ~+m) ( ig 2)ik+m)
k? m?+iflk+ ) ml+illk P md+1i]

.7)
Let’s st calculate the num erator.
C olor factor
If we consider photon scattering o  a singke quark, we have
1 0 A0 11 1 11 1 2
— spff SpfftPg= —= ap5= ap = — 2 1)=Cp = = 2.8
N, P g aa° BBOOP g NCZABzAB 22NC(NC ) o F 3 2.8)

However, we should take Into account that quarks are sitting inside a colorless proton, whose
color structure is

1
color — p_g abcqaqch 2.9)

In this case there are two ways a pair of gluons can couplk 3 quark lnes. In the st way
both glions couple to the sam e quark. Since the quark m om entum does not change after
these two Interactions, the nuckon stays in the same state: lN N i= 1. In the sscond cass,
glion lgs are attached to di erent quark lines, so that extra m om entum  circulates between
quarks, which gives rise to the factor N jexp @ i )N i, ie. to the twodbody fom factor.
T herefore, for the Jower line instead of

NI -

1
N—SpftBtAg= A 2.10)

1
N
one has

1

% abe 3 aal bboticooiiooco + 6 aaotgjogcom jexp (l n i .'é‘)j\] i e

= Spftfg SpfEfglN jexpi rn 1ixNi

1
= EAB(]- INJjexp(ix 135Ni: @11)

N ote also that a sin ilar calculation forN . num ber of colorswould yeild the sam e result. T hus,
the overall color factor is

2v() 20 MWiep@ir 1irNi: @12)

A sknown, the highest power s contribution com es from so{called nonsense com ponents of
gluon propagator (density m atrix) decom position :

2 0 2 0 ., 2 0
o, pq00+g‘o P 2 13)
s s S
T herefore, the Iower trace is calculated trivially
1
ESpfp"quoqog =g 2.14)
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So, com bining all factors, one has for num eractor ofEq.(2.7)

n @)
@ 9?4 o & g”gsz spek gtm)e k+m)d K+ "+m)d K+ m)
8

= @4 4 o & 259 ( ! ) : 2 15)

N ote that we factored out 2s? because it will appear later in all trace calculations. So, the
resulting expression for am plitude (2.7) looks like

Z
A= @ D4 4 lee &

dk ¢ & 1

016
¥ Q)Y [p £ m2+ i ][2 2+ii2 )

TC )

k2 m?+iflk+ )2 m2+1illk P m2+1i]

One can now Inmediately write sin ilar expressions for three other diagram s Fig. 22
b,cd). Indeed, they willdi er from Eq.(@.16) only by the last line. Aside from di erent
expressions for traces, the quark line propagator structures w ill read:

©) K m+ilk o m*+ilk+ F m+ilk+ d mi+i]
© K m+illk o m*+illk I m*+illk & mP+1i]
@) K2 m+illk o m+ilk I m+illk o m+i] @17

2.3 D enom Inator and trace evaluation

Now wetum to calculation ofdenom mnators. A susual, we In plam ent Sudakov’s decom position
and

k = yp'+ zd+ K;

qg=d =xB; 218)
and m ake use of relation 1
d'k = Esdydz dK : 2.19)

T he com plete analysis of denom inator hierarchy and their integrals is perform ed in A ppendix
A .W e show there that, forexam ple, fordiagram A, the In aghary part of the desired integral
isequalto
( )
2 dydzd d 42%1 1 g4 1 1

Im ————— = -— dz s (2 20)
propagators S z RZ+m2+z(Q1 z)Q2p B+ ?F

T he answers for the other three diagram sdi eronly by replacements K ! K+ ~ n quark prop—
agators w henever appropriate. The whole expression for the im aghary part of the am plitude
is then

2 z z

d?~v () 2
2 s
C )2ef em dzd’k @ ———

ImA = s ENIY
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"1 ” I(a) Z I(d)
+
z R2+m2+zQ z)Q*Pp 1 Z[&+~)2+rr}#2+ z(1  z)Q?F

10 4 1O
+ i @21)
R+ ~¥+m2+z@0 2)Q?IR?+m?+ z(@1 2z)0%]

The short-hand notation 2 should be in fact understood as

s(ower) @upper) 67 &): 2 22)

w ith
df=maxR’+m’+z@1 2z2)0*~"1: 2 23)

Now we calulate the integrands I which enter Eq.221) Spfug = 2s° I. Wewildo
this via light cone helicity am plitude technigue. In the subsequent discussion we w ill use the

follow Ing convention :
0

qa = g n,
ie. the light cone direction + is taken along photon propagation.

A crutial point that justi es the usage of the helicity am plitude technique for all quarks
lines inside the loop isthat in the trace calculation all ferm ions can be treated as on-m ass shell
thanks to the presence of 1 vertices. T his property com es from the ollow Ing argum ents.

Note that every intem ediate quark lne In any diagram couples at kast to one of the
t-channel gluons. A Igebraically, it m eans that every Kk + m standsnear the factorft . Let us
apply the Sudakov decom position to the m atrix:

= +l’1++ n +~;

1 1
+=ﬁ=19—§(o+ 3); =ﬁ+=19—§(0 3):

Now decom pose the propagator num erator of the constituent, to which thisft lg couples:
R+m=%k +k , E~+m @ 24)
and rew rite it using notation of (4.9), (4.11) as

~ k? m?
k+m =k, +k 4, K~+m+ k k)+=k+m+T+: (225)
In other words, we expressed the virtual quark propagator as the sum of on shell quark
propagator and an additional "instantaneous interaction" tem . However, shoe i is lnserted
between two (ﬁ + m ) factors, this tem does not work due to dentity , + = 0. The net
resul isthat wherever 1 appears, both constiuents can e treated on m ass shell in the trace
calulation, which com pletes the proof.

H aving established that the fermm ion lines in the trace calculation can Indeed be taken as
if the quarks were real, we can now decom pose the num erator of each ofthe quark lines as

X
K+m! K +m = uu ; (220)

where spinorsu are for an on-m ass shell ferm ion.
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In the case of antiquark line the above derived property is valid aswell. The only thing to

rem em ber here is that antiquark propagates upstream the ferm ion arrow , so that

X
( R)y+m = vV ; 2 27)

ie. each antiquark propagator gives rise to factor 1.

T he derivation is given In Appendix B In fiilldetail and yields

Z Z 2 2
32 X de~v
ImAT = s ei o dz &%k #
@ ) 5 ~24 2)2
( n #2
2 1 1
m (2.28)
K+ ~)¥+m2+z@1 2)Q? K:+m?+z@0 z)0*
2 32)
K+ ~ I3
+ E+ @ zr4 5
®+~y+m?+z0 2)0° K+m?+z@0 2)0Q°
Z Z 2 2
32 X de~v
ImA" = s &€ dz &’k v
@)@ " ~2+ 2)2
" l 1 #2
4z (1  zfQ? {2 29)

®+~)¥+m2+z1 2)Q*? K +m?+z@0 z)0°

24 G luon density

It is obvious that Egs.(228) and (229) are not directly related to the real experin ental
situation, for up to now we assum ed that the two exchanged glions do not interact. Such
Interaction w illde nitely change the properties of the entire t-channel exchange, and in fact,
as predicted by the BFK L equation, the resultant Pom eron has rather little In comm on w ith
the niial two perturbative glions.

Since the BFK L evolution necessarily involves soft gluons (see below m ore on soft-to-hard
di usion), it does not allow for accurate perturbative calculations. It must be understood
how ever that although we do not know what happens "inside the Pom eron" on the way from
proton to the quark-antiquark pair, we nevertheless know | and the know legde is based on
the leading order BFK L analysis | that eventually the gq pairw ill interact w ith nothing else
but two gluons. W e underline that this conclusion does not require the glions to be hard, but
rather it relies on the fact that higher Fodk states of the t-channel can be, to the leading ]ogi
approxin ation, absorbed In the two gluon state R0].

Thus, the only thing we need to know is the m om entum distrdbbution of the upperm ost
gluons, or, to put it exactly, the probability distrioution to nd a gluon w ith given lightcone
m om entum fraction x4 and the transverse m om entum ~ .

d~? dxg4
dng = F (;%g)— —: 2 30)
~2 %,
T his distrloution is called the unintegrated (or di erential) gluon structure function, D G SF,
or sin ply the unintegrated gluon density.
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Since the di erentialgluon density isuncalculable w ith pQ CD , a reasonable way to proceed
In our com putation of the com pton scattering am plitude further consists In  nding out the
correspondenceV () $ F (+;%;). Nam ely, we w ill calculate the unintegrated gluon density at
the Bom kvelF g In tem sofV (), and then postulate that the BFK L dynam ics am ounts
to replacam ent F oy ! F . Thisprocedure w ill give us a unique prescription how to correctly
Incorporate the unintegrated glion density into the ki —factorization calculations.
In order to provide a gentle introduction Into the concept of the unintegarated parton
densities, we start wih fam ous Fem W eizsackerW illiam s approxin ation In QED . W e will
nd the expression forthe unintegrated photon densities in the case ofa single charged particle
and charge neutral positronium and then translate the results to the case of color forces.

241 D1 erentialdensity of gauge bosons: the QED prim er

75

Figure 23: The Fem iW eizsackerW illiam s diagram for calculation of the ux of equivalent
photons

For the pedagogical ntroduction we recall the celebrated Fermm iW eizsackerW illiam s ap—
proxin ation n QED , which is the well known precursor of the parton m odel (for the review
e R1]). Here high energy reactions in the Coulomb eld ofa charged partick are treated as
collisions w ith equivalent transversly polarized photons | partons of the charged particl,
Fig2 3. The fam iliar ux of com oving equivalent transverse soft photons carrying a lightoone
fraction x 1 ofthem om entum of a relativistic particle, ket it be the electron, reads

am ~2d~? dx emd;zdx

dn_ = ;
(~2_|_ g)zx ~2 x 4

e

(2.31)

Here ~ isphoton transversem om entum and , = m.x isthe photon longiudinalm om entum
in the electron B reit fram e. T he origin of ~2 in the num erator is in the current conservation,
ie. gauge nvariance. Then the unintegrated photon structure function of the elkctron is by
de nition |
QG dn ~2
F o ~%) =

@ log~2 dx dlog~? ~24 2 @32)

242 D1 erentialdensity of photons in a positronium

If the relativistic particke is a positronium , F ig. 2 4, destructive interference ofelectrom agnetic
elds of the electron and positron m ust be taken into account. Speci cally, for soft photons
w ith thewavelength = 1 ap ,where ap isthepositroniim Bohrradiis, the electrom agnetic
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elds of an electron and positron cancel each other and the ux ofphotons vanishes, whereas
for ap the ux ofphotons willbe tw ice that for a singlk elctron. The above properties
are quanti ed by the formula

FFx;~%)=N,-—

V()i 2.33)

where factor N, = 2 is a num ber of charged particles in the positronium and corresponds to
the Feynm an diagram s of Fig. 2 4a, 24b. The vertex function V ( ) is expressed In temm s of
the twobody formm factor of the positronium ,

V()=1 EBt; ~)=1 Plxpdc 5n))Pi; @ 34)

where r r, is the spatial ssparation of € and e in the positronium . The twobody
form factor F, (~; ~) descrbes the destructive interference of electrom agnetic elds of the
electron and positron and corregoonds to the Feynm an diagram s ofF ig. 2 4c, 2 Ad. Tt vanishes
for large enough > aP:L ,lravinguswih V ( ) = 1, whereas for soft gluons one has

vV ()/ ~*ad 2.35)

Onecan say thatthe law (2 35) isdriven by electrom agnetic gauge invariance, w hich guarantees
that long wave photons decouple from the charge neutral system .

K 3 K K 3 K

| Ay |

| a) | b)
K K K K

| 2 | J

Figure 2.4: The Fermm iW eizsackerW illiam s diagram s for calculation ofthe ux of equivalent
photons in positronium .

F inally, recall that the derivation of the di erential ux of transverse polarized photons
would equally hold if the photons were m assive vector bosons Interacting w ith the conserved
current, the only change being in the propagator. For instance, for the charge neutral source
one nds |

2 -2
F\I; (XVF"‘2)= N

~

em

Tz VO 2 36)
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R ecall that the m assive vector elds are Yukaw a-D ebye screened w ith the screening radius
R,= —: (237)

To the Iowest order In Q ED perturbation theory the two exchanged photonsin gs2.3,2.4 do
not Interact and we shall often refer to (2.36) as the Bom approxin ation for the di erential
vector boson structure fiinction. O ne can regard (2.36) asam Inin alm odel for soft ~ behavior
of di erential structure function for Yukawa-D ebye screened vector bosons.

243 D1 erential gluon density in a proton

T he expression for the Bom level unintegrated gluon density in color neutral proton can be
obtained mm ediately by generalization of (2.33) and (2.36). The only thing one asto do is
an accurate color algebra, which leads to

s(~2)

F 2o = CpN, Vo(): 2 .38)

T herefore, a prescription how to nclude unintegrated gluon density is as follow s:

s(~2)

CrN. v() FEom . . (2 39)

N ote that in this prescription one of the two strong coupling constants n (221) (the lower
one) is absorbed into the de nition of F .

2.5 Finalexpressions

W ith allpieces brought together, the answer for the totalphotoabsorption cross section reads

) X 2zl z ) Z g~
r X;Q°) = — eiOdZ d’k 7s(C12)
toon i
Fegi~*)m? 5+ B+ Q@ zf177 ; 2.40)
% Z, <z Z g2
L ®;Q%) = —— & dz &k — &) F 40270 zF §; 4
i 0 ~
where
1 1 _ 3 K~
0= ; 1= : (242)
k2+ w2 (k ~¥+ w2 k2+ w2 (k ~¥+ w2
Here
n2 _ z (1 Z)Q2+m§; 243)
and the density of gluons enters at
|
2+ M2 M2
xg=Q7t=x 1+ — @ 44)
W 2_|_ QZ QZ
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Here M ; is the transverse m ass of the produced gg pair in the photon-glion fusion g ! oqg:

weo TitE met & o7 @ 45)
© 1 =z z ) )

N o restrictions on the transverse m om entum In the gg loop, X, and gluon m om entum ,
~, are Inposed In the above representations. The above used BFK L schem e de nes DG SF
uniguely in tem s of physical observables.

W e note that equations obtained are for forward diagonal C om pton scattering, but sin —
ilar representation In tem s of the unintegrated glions structure fiinction holds also for the
o —“orward Com pton scattering at nie momentum transfer , for o diagonal C om pton
scattering when the virtualities of the initial and nal state photons are di erent, Q 2 6 Q2,
including the tim elke photons and vectormesons, Q2 = m3, .n the nal state.

T he photoabsorption cross sections de ne the dim ensionless structure fiinctions

Q2

4 2 o4

Fra (X;Qz) = TL (2 40)

and F, = F; + Fy, which adm i the fam iliar pQ CD parton m odel Interpretation

X
Fr (;Q%) = & by ;0% + g ®;09)]; (2.47)
f=u;d;s;cib;::
where ¢ %;02);q (x;Q?) are the integrated densities of quarks and antiquarks carrying the
fraction x of the lightcone m om entum ofthe target and transversemomenta Q.

2.6 The virtual C om pton am plitude in the im pact pa-
ram eter space

A deep further Insight into the Com pton am plitude | and Into the di ractive processes in
general | can be gained by sw itching to the in pact param eter (the transverse coordinate)
representation. W e w ill see that the answer willallow for a sin ple probabilistic form
z z
A= dz &r ®F @e)T: © 48)

The quantity (@) has the m eaning of the dipol cross section, whilk the (z;¥) represents
the photon wave function.

In order to switch to the in pact param eter space, we perform the 2-dim ensional Fourier
transfom . W e use the follow ing equalities:

Z Z ike

L 1 2, JIKkr 5, €
®2 4 M2 - 2_ d're™ L () ; ) £ () dka"Z = Ky("r);
|
‘ 4 ikr
K 1 , a .
= — dzfejkffl ®; ) f; (®) = P
]‘{2 4+ "2 2 | e kz -
Q- r
= 3_@—r Ko ("r) = l"}K 1 ("r) : (2 49)
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T his leads to representation
z

1 . .
> Fre™K,("r) 1 &%
zZ
~ 1 2__iKx ) r " i~®
1 > d“ee™™ ( 1)£K1( ry 1 & : 2 .50)

Let us now take an approxin ation that there is no other K dependence In the photoab—

sorption cross section. Then one w ill In m ediately have
z z z

1 o . .
d2 k 0 0 — d?:ﬁF delefz elkfl iRz, K 0 ("rl )K 0 ("r2) l e'L"‘ 1 1 el"‘f 2
Z

= FrKZ("r) 2[L  costx)]: @ 51)

Substituting these expressions into photoproduction cross sections, one gets
Z, Z

X i
;0% = -5 & dz FemniKiMn+ B+ Q1 zFI"KZ("n)
i 0
Z d2~
— oF &gi~?) 2L costx)];
X Z 1 Z
L ®0%) = = & dz d=r 42°Q zf E("p
i 0
Z d2~
— oF gi~%) 2[L  cost)]: 2 .52)

2.6.1 D ipole cross section

T he above results can put into the form (2 .48) by breaking Egs. (2.52) into som e positively de-
ned cross section and the square of the photo wave function. This isdone In an unam biguous
way by de ning the dipok cross section.
Let us rst consider the total quark-proton cross section
2 2~ X
®= 3 7 s COF &;~7) . @53)
N ote that this expression does not depend on the quark transverse m om entum K. Thism eans
that precisely this cross section corresponds not only to the plane wave, but also to any
transverse w ave packet. In particular, a localized state in the in pact param eter space (that is,
a quark with a xed separation ~q, from the proton) would be described by the sam e form ula.
G iven this cross section, we can now ask for nteraction of color dipole w ith the proton. In
this each extra glion that is attached to the antiquark rather then to the quark gives rise of
extra phase factorexp (i~ ¥) aswellas extra m lnus sign. T hese factors for the four diagram s
w ill then sum up to produce

1 &% e"*+1=201 ocostr)]l:
The result for the dipole cross section is then

2 ° & , A )
aip ®) = ENT max ~ FP F x;~7)2[L costx)]
427 g2 , A ,
= T3 Taos maX i F e~ $(nl: 254)



N otethat In contrast to 2.53) theargum entof  containsnow thee ect ofa possble screening
from the com plem entary charge. Indeed, even when ~2 is an all, the strong coupling constant
does not boost up, for such a boost requires the presence of soft glion vertex correction loops,
which are strongly suppressed by the color anticharge of the antiquark.

Having de ned the dipol color cross section, we can now retum to the photoabsorption
cross section and cast it into formm

Z, Z Z, Z
r= o dz Fr oapt) FTi@®: o= L dz Fr g FFeEn;
3emn X h 20, 2 2 200 2 .
&€ mKZ(M"+ 2+ @ zFI™KZ("r) ;

i

3T @i =

2

3 X
P einf=—- &40°2°0 =zfK{("0): @ 55)

i

N ote that this representation literally represents the probabilistic form (2.6) of the forward
scattering am plitude.
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C hapter 3

DG LAP vs. ky factorization

T he calculation ofthe forward C om pton scattering am plitude conducted in the previous chap—
ter w ithin the fram ework of the k—~factoriation approach can be used now to investigate the
m apr sin jlarties and the gross di erences In com parison w ith the widely used DGLAP ap-—
proach to the com putation ofhigh energy reactions.

It tums out that in the doublk logarithm ic regin e | that is, when both Jogi and logQ?
are large, we m Ight expect that both approaches are applicabl and their predictions should
asym ptotically converge. W e are now going to dem ostrate that it is indeed the case, and
durng this analysiswe w ill also show what sort of phase space restrictions D G LAP approach
contains and what it leads to.

31 How DGLAP and ki factorization approaches m eet

at high Q*?
Recall the fam iliarD G LAP equation [18] for scaling violations at sn all x,
|
aF; ;0% X, s@H)° . x _, 0% S X,
—_— = d + @1 —; G @2x; ; B2
d1g0? ST, v+ @y G ,7° 3 @x;0%)  €; @B1)

£

w here for the sake of sim plicity we consider only light avours. Upon integration we nd

X %otdp’ Q%)
er

F, ;07) = G x;0°); (32)

2
f

with 2 beingthepropercut-o . In orderto see the correspondence betw een the k—factorization
and DGLAP factorzation it is instructive to follow the derivation of (32) from the ~, —
representation.

F irst, separate the ~?—ntegration into the DG LAP part of the gluon phase space ~2 <

0°= 2+ %2 and beyond-D GLAP region ~2> Q. One readily nds

8
0 1 2 2q 4 2 . —
X X _ 2 % 2z (l_zs) Q 22(1_26)Q + _%l ~2 3f <2 0

@ A Q Q Q
RZ 4+ m (R N)Z 4+ m : 3

1 z(1 z)Q 2 : 2~ A2
= —2 ’ if ~>9Q
Q Q
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Consider rst the contrbution from the D G LAP part of the phase space ~2 < 62 . Notice
that because of the factor ~> ;n (3.3), the straightPrward ~? integration of the DGLAP
com ponent yields G (x4 ;52) and 52 isprecisely the pQ CD hard scale forthe gluonic transverse
m om entum scale:

5 0 1,
0" g2 ) ¥ o~
_ o @ A
4 3 (qz)F (Xg’ ) K2 4+ M2 & Nf, 4+ m
|

2721 zfOY 2z =z)Q* 1 _ _

= — et = 06 ®5;0) (34)
Q Q Q

0

T he contribution from thebeyond-D G LAP region ofthe phase space can be evaluated in temm s
ofF (xg;§2) and the rescaling factor C,:

21 g2 1 1 z)Q? 1 a 20 _ _
L @ k) = e = o S 00 k0100
a* ~ o o o 2
27% (1 o4  2za o 1 _ _
- = agz - 562 = CQ°)F (550°) 1gC, (2550 52) B.5)

The atter form of (3.5) allow s for convenient com bination (3.4) and (3.5) rescaling the hard
scale in the G SF

G (%4;Q )+ F (%430 )10gC, (x4;0 72) G (5;Co (g;0 2)0 ) : (3.6)

Here the exact valie of I (xg;gz) depends on the rate of the ~?—rise of F (x4;~%). At snallx,
and an alltom oderate§2 one ndsI (xg;az) substantially Jargerthan 1 and C, (xg;§2;2) 1,
See m ore discussion below In section 9.

Now change from dk? integration to dO- and again split ‘thezz,Q2 jntegm‘dozn into the

DGLAP part of the phase space Q- 202, where either z < g— orl =z< g—z, and the

beyond-D G LAP region Q. > 202, where 0< z< 1l.Asaresult one nds

z 2220 zfo! 2za z)@® 1

dzE+ (L zf] — — + —
0 0"
8 4 . -2 12
2 =i if Q 79
_ 30 O (3 7)
d 2A2% 2A19—§ + Ao ;i 62 > %QZ
Q Q Q
where z .
A, = dz?+ 1 zFflE* @ =z (3.8)

0

Let C, beC, (xg;az;z) at amean point. Notice also thatM ?  Q*, so that X,  2x. Then
the contrbution from the D GLAP phase space of§2 can be cast In precisely the orm (32)

x 2%t dq0” L7 _
F, ®;0%) & = S; )6 x;0%) : (3.9)

DGLAP 0
£
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T he beyond-D G LAP region of the phase space gives the extra contribution of the form

X % %1 do” o2 —
.N 2 2_S > .
F 2(><IQ )non DGLAP . ef 3 Q2 62 62G (2X,Q )
X 2
& SB(Q )6 exi0?) : (3.10)

f

Egs.(3.9) and (3.10) Imm ediately reveal the phenom enological consequences of lifting the
DGLAP restrictions in the transverse m om enta integration. Indeed, the DGLAP approach
respects the ollow Ing strict nequalities

~2 ¥ and k¥* 0Q°?: 311)

Aswe Just saw, ramoving the rst lim itation e ectively shifted the upper lin it In the Q_2
integralto €20% 6 Q?, whik lifting the second constraint kd to an additional, purely non-
DG LAP contrbution. A Ihough both of these corrections Jack one lading log-Q ? factor they
are num erically substantial.

T he above analysis suggests that the D GLAP and k—factorization schem es converge loga—
rithm ically at Jarge Q 2. However, in order to reproduce the result (3.9) and (3.10) orthe filll
phase soace by the conventional D G LAP contrbution (32) from the restricted phase space

(25) one has to ask or DGLAP gluon density G (X;Q 2) larger than the integrated G SE' in
the k—factorization schem e and the di erencem ay be quite substantial n the dom ain of strong
scaling violations.

3.2 Thedi erent evolution paths: soft-to-hard di usion
and vice versa

T he above discussion of the contributions to the total cross section from the DGLAP and
non-D G LAP parts of the phase space can conveniently be cast n the form of the Huygens
principle. To the standard DG LAP lading log0? (LLQ?) approxin ation one only considers
the contrbution from the restricted part of the availabl transverse phase space 2.5). The
fam iliar H uygens principle for the hom ogeneous D G LAP LLQ? evaluation ofparton densities
in the x-Q % plne is illustrated in F ig. 3.1a: one startsw ith the boundary condition p x;Q 3) as
a function ofx at xed Q 3, the evolution paths (z;Q?) for the calculation ofp x;Q %) shown in
Fig.3laarecon nedtoarectangkx z 1; G Q? 7, theevolution isunidirectional
in the sense that there is no feedback on the x-dependence ofp (x;Q %) from the x-dependence
of px;Q32) at Q% Qf. In Fig.3.la we show som e examples of evolution paths which are
kinem atically allowed but neglected in the DG LAP approxin ation. Starting with about at
orslow Iy rishg G (x;Q3), one ndsthat the largerQ ?, the steeper the sn allx rise ofG (x;Q 7).

At x 1 the DGLAP oontrbution from the restricted transverse phase space (2.5) no
Ionger dom inates the mulijparton production cross sections, the restriction (2.5) must be
lifted and the contribution to the cross section from small~? and large ~f > Q2 can no longer
be neglected. The Huygens principl for the hom ogeneous BFK L evolution is illustrated In
Fig.3.1b: one startsw ith theboundary condition F (x0;Q %) asa finction of Q% at xedx, 1,
the evolution paths (z;0?) for the calculation of p(x;Q?) are con ned to a stripex z %,
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Figure 3.1: The Huygens principke for Q?;x evolition of D IS structure finctions with (a)
DGLAP restricted transverse phase space and () for the BFKL x evolution without restric—
tions on the transverse phase space and hard-to-soft & softto-hard di usion.

In contrast the the unidirectionalD G LAP evolution one can say that under BFK L evolition
the am allx behaviour ofp x;Q?) at lJarge Q ? is fad partly by the x-dependence of soft p (x;Q ?)
at larger x and vice versa. The m ost dram atic consequence of this soft-to-hard and hard-to-
soft di usion, which can not be elin lnated, is that at very sm all x the x-dependence of the
gluon structure in the soft and hard regions w ill eventually be the sam e. The rate of such a
hard-to-soft di usion is evidently sensitive to the infrared reqularization ofpQ CD , the m odel
estin ates show that n the HERA range of x it is very slow R2, 23].
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Part II

D erivation of vector m eson production
am plitudes
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C hapter 4

D escription of a vector m eson

In this chapterwe rst ntroduce the vectorm eson light cone wave function (LCW F) and show

how it em erges In diagram m atic calculations. Then, descrbing S and D wave type vector
particles, we give at once expressions for S and D wave vector m eson spinorial structures,
which we then prove by com puting the nom alization condition for LCW F . Finall, we also
calculate V. ! e'e decay constants to be used afterwards.

4.1 Bound statesin QFT

W hile describing particle m otion in non-relatiristic Q uantum M echanics, one usually deals
with a con guration space particle wave function, which is a good description because the
num ber of particles is conserved. So, when one has a system of partickes and show s that the
wave flinction corresponding to their relative m otion descreases at Jarge relative distances at
Jeast exponentially, one can speak of a bound state.

In Quantum Field Theory QFT) this approach needs an update, since the eld function
beocom es an operator in Fodk space. Besides, since a bound state always in plies the presence
of interaction, the profction of a physical bound state onto the Fock space of free, non{
interacting, plane-wave state vectors has a rather com plicated structure:

Venhysl= QIO+ c F0i+ o gggi+ G poood+ i @4d)

W e em phasize that in this decom position quarks and gluons are assum ed free, ie. on m ass
shell. Coe cients c ; can be called ‘wave functions’ ofthe given pro fction of a physical vector
m eson, with ¥ being the probability of nding a vectorm eson in a given state.

T he exact treatm ent of any reaction involring the vectorm eson m ust acoount forall tem s
In the above expansion. D em ostration of a m ethod that would acoount for all these tem s is
how ever still an unresolved task, and currently one is bound to the tem -by-tem analysis of
the vector m eson reactions.

G ven a large number of papers devoted to the high-energy reactions involving vector
m esons, and in particular, the process of difractive vectorm eson production in D IS, onem ight
expect that the lowest Fock state In the above decom position has been already thoroughly
studied. Tt tums out however that it is not so, for in allearly calculations the In portance of
the spin-angular coupling inside the vector m eson and dram atic e ects it entails was heavily
overlooked.
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In this Chapter we close this gap. W e construct a full and exact theory of the vector
m eson stucture, provided the vectorm eson Fock space is saturated only to the lowest g state.
Being only an approxin ation, this approach still is of vital in portance to the wholke ed,
for it resulks in a com pkte, self-consistent and self-contained spin-angular description of the
vector m eson. To our best know legde, our work represent the only satisfactory theory of spin
structure of the vector m eson.

42 LCW F and vertex factor

Letusnow outlinehow awave function ofa bound state appears in the diagram m atic Janguage.

In the non—relhtivistic quantum m echanics, the two-particlke bound state problem can be
Inmediately reform ulated as a problem for one particke of reduced mass , moving In the
extemal potential. T his reform ulation allow s one to split the wave function Into two factors:
the wave function of the m otion of the com posite particlke as whole and the wave function
corresoonding to the Intemal m otion of constituents. The formm er part factors out trivially,
while the Jatter wave finction obeys the follow ing Schodinger equation

" #

v’

2— + V (v) r)=E (x): 42)

Since thewave function (r) and the interaction operatorV (r) exhibit good in nity behavior,
one can rew rite this equation in the m om entum representation
2 1 Z
© o kv k) © k)=E @);
2 ) z

1
E ()= o7 kv k) @ k): 4 3)

In thisnotation, this equation can be view ed as a hom ogeneocus non-relativistic B ethe-Salpeter
equation for the wave function (o) that descrbes the relative m otion of constituents inside
a com posite partick.

Let us now introduce |

© ¥ (4 5)

T his equation has an absolutely straightforward diagram m atic interpretation Fig4d). One

sesthat (p) stands orbound-state ! oconstituents transition vertex, w ith p being the relative
m om entum ofthe constituents, factor 1= [(pmi2 E ] describes propagation ofggpairand V (k)
stands for the interaction between constituents. O f course, the kinetic energy p°=2 6 E , the
total energy, which is In fact negative, so no polk arises in the propagator.

In the relativistic case, ie. n QFT, it is not clar a priori whether the whole picture
that involves som ehow de ned wave function and representation of the vector m eson as free
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Figure 41: T he diagram m atic interpretation of the integral equation for vertex function (o)
(o is the relative constituents m om entum ).

non-interacting constituents would work at all. So, in our approach we will be ain Ing at
Introducing an appropriately de ned wave function and dem onstrating that hard processes
Ihvolving vector m esons can be expressed In tem s of expectation values of gqg am plitudes
between wave functions, ie. we intend to treat a hard process in a prokabilistic, quantum
m echanics-like m anner.

In the follow ng we w ill show that this program sucoeeds. Nam ely, we w ill introduce the
radialwave finction of the gg state of a vector m eson as

@)

—_— 4.6
VR 4.6)

@
(the angular dependence of the wave function w ill be treated separately, see Sect44) Here
(@ is the vertex factor, M ? is the eigenvalue of the relativistic kinetic operator of the on
m ass shell g state and m 2 is elgenvalue of the total relativisitic Ham iltonian, which is of
course equal to the m ass of the vector m eson squared. Then, during an accurate and honest
analysis of a hard process Feynm an diagram s, we w ill always m ake sure that wave function
(4 .6) autom atically appears In calculations and the rest looks the sam e as if both ferm ions
were on m ass shell. Iffwe see that ferm jon virtualities m odify the resuls, or if di erent Fock
states m ix during hard interactions of the vector m eson, it would signal the nvalidity of the
free particle parton language and consequenly the breakdown of the whole approach. This
restriction must always be taken into account when obtaining and interpreting the parton
m odelbased resuls.

4.3 Light cone form alism

The term "light cone approach" to high {energy process calculations can have di erent m ean-
Ings. Some prefer to re-om ulate the whole QFT within light cone dynam ics, Introduce
light cone quantization and derive light cone Feynm an rules (on Light Cone Field T heory see
R4, 25]). However, one should kesp in m ind that even within the usualQFT the light cone
formm alisn can be freely used as a m eans to greatly sim plify interm ediate calculations. This is
exactly theway we willuse it.

Tt was noted long ago R6] that the calculation of a high energy collision is sin plied if one
decom poses allm cm enta in tem s of light cone n, ;n  and transversal com ponents, which we
willawaysm ark w ith the vector sign over a letter (so called Sudakov’s decom position) :

1 1
n+=19—§(1;®;l); n =19—§(l;®; 1); @yn )=1; uny)= o n )=0
Pp=pn,+pn +p; p=2pp B: 4.7)
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Indeed, In agine two high energy particlkes colliding wih momenta p and q resoectively
and equalmassesm . Then one can choose such a fram e of reference that in the Sudakov’s
decom position

P =p:n,+tpn +p;
q=a¢n,+tgn +4¢g

quantities p and g are large p ;G m whikp, = @ +m?)=Qp )and g = €+
m ?)=(2q, ) are am all. T he total energy squared of these two particles w illbe de ned as

s 29p : 4.8)

N ote that ourde nition ofs is som ewhat di erent from them ore fam iliarone (o+ q)2 by tem s
/ m?;p’. However, it is not of any im poratnce for us, sihce in the course of all calculations
we w ill keep track only of the highest power s contrioutions, ie. everything w illbe calculated
In the leading power s approxin ation.

ky
q,
ko

Figure 42: Kinem atics of V ! gg vertex on the light cone. Vector m eson m om entum ¢, is
taken Incom ing, constituents m om enta are outgoing.

Let usnow go further and exam ine the kinem atics of a typical gV vertex Fig42). The
Sudakov’s decom position of allm om enta reads:

4 =F+ny +F n o
kl=k1+n++k1n + K

zx.+ny +yy n +K;
k, = kyyn, +ky n kK =04 zZ)g+n, + 1 y)g n K 4.9)

so that
4 =2x.q¢ =mi; ki+k,=qgq; kKém?; 4 10)

ie. quarks can be o mass shell. Now lt us Introduce m om enta k,, which would correspond
to on m ass shell ferm ions. T he only com ponent in k; sub et tom odi cation isk; com ponent,
or absolutely equivalently, the energy. Large k;. com ponents are Insensitive to (reasonable)
quark virtuality varations. So, to obtain the on m ass shellm om enta, one has to replace

ki + K m?+ K
K, - Dk, = —— @11
2ki+ 2ki+
T hen the 4-rector
q =k +k (412)



squared is equalto

5 K%+ m?
M*’=d=2qqg =2%: k, +k, = —: 4.13)
z (1 z)

And again we amphasize that the Feynm an invariant mass (ie. the total 4-m om entum
squared) of the virtual quark-antiquark pair ism?Z . The quantity M ? is the invariant m ass
of the free, non-interacting gq state (see 4.6). However, it is precisely M , not my that will

govem the hard Interaction of qq pair w ith gluons.
F inally, it is useful to Introduce the relative m om entum of free gqq system :

2 =& k) : (4.14)
T hen, trivial algebra leads to
MZ=dm®+4p”; p'= P (a=0; (415)

where p is the 3{dim ensional relative m om entum in the gq pair rest fram e of reference. s
com ponents are

1
p= ®p.); p=XkK; pz=5(22 1M @ae6)

4.4 Spin structure of a vector particle

Let us start w ith a wellknown exam pl of a deuteron, which is a non-relativistic analogy ofa
vector m eson : they are both vector particles built up oftwo fem ions. To have the correct P —
parity, proton and neutron m ust sit in the soin {triplet state, thus keaving usw ith two possble
values of their angularmomenta: L = 0 and 2.

In the conventional non-relativistic language one describes the spin-angular coupling by
the C Eosh-G ordan technique. T he non-relativistic Feynm an diagram calculations can be best
perform ed in an altemative approach. H ere a deuteron, being a vector particle, is describbed by
a 3 din ensional polarization vector V . So, whilke calculating high energy processes invokring
d ! pn transitions, one can use the follow ng soin structure of deuteron-nuclkon-nuclkon
vertex:

n op Vv 417)
Since both nuclons can be treated on m ass shell, only two tem s enter ;, which can be
w ritten as: n 5
up) twe eGP ),V 4.18)

Here !arePaulim atricesand p isthe relative proton{neutron m om entum . O ne in m ediately
recognizes here spin structures corresponding to pn pairsitting in S and D waves resoectively.
In particular, squaring the above expression gives

Vv ) prHF
3V)EV ) V) )p® HrSD interference
2 EV)EV )+ VV )p* orp 4.19)
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Now, ket us go relativistic and tum to vector m esons. T he polarization state of a vector
particlke is described by a fourvectorV . Therefore, a general form of gV vertex has the form

W ou Vo op);

where (o) is the fam iliar vertex factor. Up to now, it has been custom ary in literature to
choose the sin plest ©om of the spinoral structure

uw u Vv ©) : 420)

However, one must adm it that (4 20) is sin ply an analogy of gqq vertex and does not re ect
the true Intemal structure of a vector meson. It is known R7] that the correct spinorial
structure corresoonding to pure the S wave gg state reads

2p 2p p

M + 2m mM™M + 2m)

It is Inplied here that soinoral structures are inserted between on m ass shell spinors in
acocordance w ith our principal guideline (see discussion in Sect4 2).

Once S wave spinorial structure is established, the expression forD wave can be ocbtained
by contracting S wave w ith the sym m etric traceless tensor of rank two 3p;p; ijpz,rewm'tten
In the Lorenz notation. To do so, one should replace

Q

d
MZ

!t P o5t gt

(In the gg pair rest fram e of reference g = M ; 0; 0; 0)). However, sihce g inserted between
on m ass shell spinors gives zero due to the W ard identity, one obtains the required tensor in
the om 3p p + g p?. ks contraction wih S yields

D = @p+gp’) S =p° +M™ +m)p = p’g +

422)
W e w ill prove below that structures 4 21), (4 22) after being squared indeed perfectly repro-—
duce 419), ie. they Indeed correspond to pure S and D waves.

ThequantitiesS andD usedin (421), (422) havethem eaning ofS=D wave pro gctors,
which will be used in all subsequent calculations. Nam ely, all calculations willbe at st
perform ed for the naive gV vertex (4 20) and then we w ill apply the proector technigue to
obtain expressions for S and D wave states.

45 Vectormeson LCW F nom alization

Before tackling the di ractive vector m eson production process, we rst should have a pre-
scription of nom alization of the vectorm eson wave function.
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q\/-k

Figure 43: Diagram used for nom alizing the vector meson LCW F . The am plitude of this
diagram s is set equalto 2q; i.

451 Naive gV vertex

A naturalway to nom alize the wave fiinction of a com posite system is to put the am plitude
given by this diagram In Fig4 3 equal to 2g, i. Here extra leg carres zero m om entum but
couples to the farm jon lineas n . Note that for a charged com posite particle (@ deuteron)
this is precisely setting the electric form factor equalto uniy in the soft photon lim it.

A s descrbed above, we rst treat @V vertex as u’ u (©). In this case the general
expression for this am plitude is
A ( l)N Zd4kSpfi\?l ﬁ( & +m) \732 E(+m) in E(+m)g
@) " k? m?+i] %k m?+i] [k vH m?+i]
z .
N Spf::
_ Ng Sk ijp g w3
@ ) k? m*+ 13k g)* m*+i]

where N, = 3 is a trivial color factor orighating from the quark loop. W e delberately
recognized V; and V, as distinct entities just to m ake sure later that such a loop is indeed
diagonal in polarization states.

The st step is to rew rite this expression In tem s of Sudakov’s variables. A s usual, one
In plem ents decom position

k =zg:n, +yxy n +K ; of,=2q,+q, =my
and transform s 1
d'k = 5mf,dzkolydz:
Now we note that vertex functions do not depend on y (and neither does the trace, asw ill

be shown Jater), so we can Inm ediately perform the integrations over y by m eans of C auchy
theoram . Indeed, since the Integral

%1 1 1
dy
L T yzmi  E+mAH)+ 13 y)Q@ 2 B4+ m?)+i]
is convergent and has good In nity behavior, one can close the integration contour in them ost
convenient way. To do so, one should analyze the position ofallpols on the com plex v plne:

; 4 24)

k2 + m? i ) k2 + m? . i
- m2’ ¥ @ zm2 @ z)m2




One ssesthat ifz< 0 orz > 1, allpolks lie on the sam e side of the real axis in the com plex
y plane, which leads to zero contrdbution. T he contrdbution that survives com es from region
0 < z< 1, whith has In fact a sin pk physical m eaning: all constituents m ust m ove in the
sam e direction. In this region, we close the integration contour through the upper halfplane
and take a residue at v = y3. Physically, i corresponds to putting the antiquark on m ass
shell. A fter this procedure, one gets for (4 24):

2 i 1 2 i @ z¥

T 2md yzm2 K+ m2)+ifv-w @ zmi g2+ m2 zQ 2P
2 i 1 1 )
m2z2(1 z)M?2 miP’°

O ne inm ediately recognizes here the sam e two-particle propagatoras in (4.6). T herefore, the

equation for the am plitude reads
z

a=ite @ ¥ gy Iopeny 4 25)
e ) 2@ z) 29I 7P
W e now tum to the trace calculations. A s we found during the calculation of the forward
com pton scattering am plitude, all the ferm jons can be treated In the trace calculations as if
they were on m ass shell. W e w ill use this property in all subsequent calculations.
T he easiest way to calculate the traces In our case is to do it covariantly, w thout Involving
further the Sudakov technique. Since quarks in num erator can be treated on m ass shell, we
rst note that
k+m)dt K+m)=2kkn )K +m)
so that
1 N N h i
SSpfug= zqSpfik  q+my, € +m)g= 229 M (ViV;)+ 4Vip) W, P)

where p is the relative quark-antiquark m om entum [see (4.15)]. Note that In the antiquark
propagatorwe replaced k ¢ ! k 4, since the antiquark isnow put on m ass shell. Besides,
we explicitly used here gauge condiion (V) = 0, which m eans that polarization vectorsm ust
be w ritten for on m ass shell g pair, not the vector m eson, | another in portant consequence

of our approach. Substiuting this lnto (4 25), one gets

1= e Zdzki'fh M2O0V,)  AMD) WD) - (426)
ey 20z tre PPl

A prom nent feature of this equation is the orthogonality ofV;, and V; polarization states |
the necessary condition for any nom alization prescription.

T he next step is to realize that the integral can be cast in the om of &p integration by
m eans of

dz &% = 4 o e = 4 &o -
z(1l z) M ORI AR
Tus, the nalexpression for nom alization condition is

N, 2

3 4 . 2
1= o5 9Py ] FI M?wW,v,) 40p)W,p)l: @27

W e see that the expression being integrated is explicitly soherically non-sym m etric, which is
a m anifestation of a certain D wave adm xture. Thus we now apply proctor technique to
obtain results or S and D wave states.
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452 Nom alization for S wave vector m eson

The ocorrect expressions for pure S/D type vertices can be readily cbtaied wih the aid of

proEctor technique. N am ely, to ocbtain an expression for S wave, replace
v ! vs

Such a replacam ent orV; leads to

IM
M*V,V,) 4Mp)(V,p)) M?ViV,) T+ o ViP) V;P)

M +

Then, one applies the sam e replacam ent to V, to obtain

5 4M 5 .
M (vlvz ) M + 2m (le) (vz p) ) M (Vlvz ) .

T herefore, the answer for S wave states reads

1= dp M j° AT

which ism anifestly soherically symm etric.

453 N om alization for D wave vector m eson

Results forD wave states are derived in the ssmeway. The replacamentsV ! V D
MZp® V1V, )+ 34 “p® (Vip) (V, p) :

A fter angular averaging

ho i 1‘2 .
iP5l - 310 ijr

one gets the nom alization formula forD wave state:

1= d’p 8M p*3 ® ©*)F

(4 28)

(429)

Jead to

(4 30)

(4 31)

Several ram arks are in order. First, S wave ! D wave transitions are forbidden. Indeed,

such an am plitude w ill be proportional to

M? p? WV, )+ 3Wip) V,p)]:

(4 32)

which vanishes after angular integration. Then, we an phasize that the structure of resuls
(429), 430), 432) isabsolutely denticalto Eq.(4.19). This fact can be viewed as the proof
that spinoral structures 4 21), (422) indeed corresoond to pure S and D wave states.
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Figure 44: Nomalizhg LCWF to (V ! e'e ) decay width: (@) the diagram forVv !
transition, () the diagram forvV ! e'e decay.

4.6 D ecay constant

An additional nom alization condition consists in relating the vector m eson wave function to
the experim entally m easurable physical quantity | V ! ee decay width Fig44). The
loop at F ig 4 4a describes transition V! and enters the am plitude ofthedecay V ! e'e
F g4 4b). Let us de ne the decay constant via relation

P
A=10Pyi= ifq 4 V : (4.33)

So de ned fy has dimension din [fy ]= m 2. The quantity 6, re ects the avor content ofa
vectorm eson (In the previous calculations it sin ply gave unity) and is equalto

— 1 . 1 . 1.2 (434)
Gy p_zl_p_—l 313

for ;!; ;J= mesons correspondingly.
K now Ing that such a loop does not m ix polarization states, we can m ultiply both sides of
eq.(433) by V and get the expression
(1. % , spfi¥ KEm) W K ¢+m)g

M= gyle T, (k v¥E m2+i) ° @-33)

Caloulations sin ilar to the above nom alization condition derivation yield (for the naive
type of vertex)

£y = —© S [ M°(VV ) 4WpP) WV p)l: (4 .36)
v 2 ) z0 2) v P p)l:

Applying now the profctor technique, one gets In the case of S states (after proper angular
averaging)

7
N 8
£6) = ¢ a - + m
and in the case of D wave states
Z
cor_ Ne s 32 pf
e ) 3M + 2m
(4 38)
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F inally, one can w rite down the expression for the decay width in term s of £ :

1 my 4
! * = — —4 =
Viiee) 32 ’mi 2 33 3m

KroAl 439)

This form ula can be used to extract the num erical value of f; from experin ental data.

4] Ansatz or LCW F

Later on, we w ill be presenting num erical analyses of vector m eson production cross sections,
for which we willneed som e wave function Ansatz. Here we describe two form s of the wave
function that will be exploited there. By no means should they be expected to accurately
represent the true radial wave functions In a vector meson. O ur Ansatze are pure guesses,
based on non-relativistic quantum m echanicalexperience, ofhow the wave fiinction m ight look
like. Undoubtedly, such an approach Involved a certain degree of am biguity to the num erical
resuls, and in our subsequent analysis we w ill study this am biguiy in detail.

4.7.1 Suppressed Coulomb wave functions

A rstguess forthe vectorm eson wave function, especially in the case ofheavy non—relativistic
m eson, would be a Coulom b-like form , sin ilar to wave function of a positronium :

1
)/ ———i (4 40)

L+ p?a®)?
where a is a typical size of the m eson.

However, such a hard wave function w illnot t our course of calculations, since the expres—
sion for the decay constant w ill be ultra+viokt divergent. Furthem ore, as we w ill see Jater,
this hard wave function w ill lead to the vectorm eson production am plitudes saturated not at
the scale p? < 1=a%, but willextend to 1=a® p?< Q2.

T hus, it appears that the hard wave function A nsatz leads to com plications, which do not
Sam to be resolvable w ithin the lowest Fock state only. T herefore, starting from now , we w ill
lin it ourselves to the soft wave function Ansatz only, "soft wave function™ m eaning that all
Integrals of physically relevant am plitudes involving the wave function will be saturated by
p? < 1=a%.

Ifwe still prefer to have a C oulom b-lke wave function, we can consider its slightly requ—
larized form , which we will call the "suppressed Coulomb" wave function. Besides, In order
to be able to conduct sin pl estin ates, we w ill take as sin ple form as possble. So, in this
ansatz the nom alized wave functions read

el 1

2 .
ls(p ) J:’M—(l_l_a%pz)zl

S ( node épz) .

2 .
258 (p ) J:"M— (l+ a%p2)3 I
(&) 1
b P°) = P 4.41)

M L+ a2p?2)t’
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w ith nom alization constants to be determ ined from Egs.(@ 29) and (4 31). H ere param eters a;
are connected to the size ofa bound system : in the coordinate representation ; / exp( r=a).
For strict Coulomb fiunctions one would have ap = 3a,=2= 3a; = Rgonr, Where Ry o, is the
Bohr radius. However, this relation should be treated w ith care In the case of gq quarkonia,
where the quark-antiquark potential is quite com plicated and therefore a; should rather be
considered as free param eters. Value of .5 pInpoints the position of the node in the 2S
radial wave function. For the pure Coulombic system ,oqe = 1, but In our case the exact
valie of ,oqe should be obtained from the requirem ent of the orthogognality between 1S and
2S stateswih a; and a, xed from other requirem ents.

4,72 O scillator type LCW F

By oscillatortype wave function we m ean
)/ exp  —— ;

w ith a again being a typical size of the wave function. T hiswave fiinction A nsatz corresoonds
to the case of a strong con nem ent. A lfhough the approxim ately quadratic potential that
Jeads to such an abrupt descrease at p? > 1=a? is not exactly what is suspected about the
colorsinglet static quark-antiquark potential (in the quenched approxin ation), these wave
function still possess the m ain con nem ent-like properties.

In this ansatz one has

praj
1s = CO&Xp i
2 1
22"
ra
25 = ©&  node pzag exp 22 7
I
2.2 °
P4
b = & exp 2D 4.42)

N ote again that forpurely oscillator potentialone also has relation ap = a, = a;, which m ight
not hold in our case, since the oscillator type potential is also a crude approxin ation of the
true quark-antiquark interaction. The position of node .4 Would be equalto 3/2 for pure
oscillator m odel, but again In our case its value can tum out di erent.
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C hapter 5

V ector m eson production am plitudes

5.1 P relim inary notes

%DWV %DWV
K+3A T'.‘ ’,' k-4 \\V,'
P P p P
a) b)

Figure 51: The QCD {Ingoired diagram s or p ! Vp process wih two gluon t{channel
Only D jagr.(a) does contribute to the in aginary part of am plitudes.

H aving set up the notation and de ned and described a vectorm eson by itself, we are now
ready to evaluate the full set of am plitudes of its o —“forward virtual di ractive photoproduc-
tion.

In the pQCD m otivated approach to this process the pom eron exchange is viewed as a
two-gluon exchange as it is shown In Fig.5.Ja. U sing the scalarization procedure, we w ill split
the diagram Into 2 pieces and w ill treat each of them separately. The upper blob describes
the pom eron-assisted transition of the virtualphoton into a vectorm eson. In the perturbative
QCD approach, which is legitin ate here due to the presence of the relevant hard scale 62 =
m (21 +z(@0 2z)Q? theqy uctuation ofthe virtual photon interacts w ith two hard glions and
then flises to produce a vectorm eson. T his interaction is described by four diagram s given in
Fig52, wih all possbl two-glions attachm ents to g pair taken into account. A 11 of them
are equally In portant and needed for m aintaining gauge{nvariance and color transparency.
T he Jatter property m eans that in the case of very soft gluons the upperblob m ust yield zero,
for the g pair is colorless.

T he lower part of the generaldiagram F ig.5.Ja is of course not com putable in pQCD . The
physically m eaningfil procedure is to relate it to the experin entally m easurable glion density.
To do so, we will rst calculate this Iower blob in the Bom approxin ation and then give a
prescription how to introduce the unintergrated gluon density. In the course of this procedure,
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wew illneglect In the Interm ediate calculations proton o —forw ardness and take i Into acocount
only at the very end, as a certain factor to the unintegrated glion density.

q
v $q 14 v C’ oV
9! @ g 9i @ 1o
1 1 a) 1 I
q q
¥ 14 ¥ 14

Figure 52: The content ofthe upperblob in Fig.5J1a in thepQ CD approach. T he true vector
m eson intemal structure is approxin ated by gg Fock state.

K, k ,= k+zA )
P ~ q+A 1 N2
1 = — '\/\/\/\
Ky rookg= oo, 3
A Y k+(1-2)A roo4
| : 51 16
1 1 ! N 1
) ! 7
p pP-A
a) b)

Figure 53: @): A particularly usefiill convention of the loop m om enta (only transverse com —
ponents of quark m om enta are shown). (): the propagator notation used whilk calculating
denom nators. T he crosses denote on m ass shell particlkes.

5.2 N otation and helicity am plitudes
In our caloulation we w ill use the follow Ing Sudakov’s decom position (see also Fig.5.3a)

k =yp °+ zg %+ %k ;
= p’+ g%+~ ;
= p’+ g+ " (1)
Here k and arem om enta that circulate in the quark and glion loops resgoectively; is the

m om entum transfer. Vectors p ° and g ? denote the light-cone m om enta: they are related to
the proton and virtual photon m om enta as

x=-— 1; s=20): 62)
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As it was m entioned in the Introduction, the condition x 1 is necessary to speak about
di ractive processes. The longitudinalm om entum transfer can be readily found from kine-
m atics (see Fig5d). To the higherpower s temm s it reads

mp=p'=® )'=m; 20)+ %) = —;

2 2 2 2 m\2,+ ~ 2
my = @+ ) = Q"+ 2@)+ ) :X+T: 53)
The nalvectormeson m om entum reads:
ITl2 + ~ 2
@ =q°+ VTp O ~ G4)

F inally, throughout the text transverse m om enta w illbe m arked by the vector sign as K and
3D vectors willbe w ritten in bold.
T here are several possble helicity am plitudes in the transition ! V. First of all,

v

both photon and vector m eson can be transversely polarized. T he polarization vectors are

2("V)
S

er =e; Vg =V + © I : (5.5)

N ote that we took into acoount the fact that the vectorm eson m om entum has nite transverse
com ponent V. Then, the virtualphoton can have the scalarpolarization (which isoften called
Iongiudinal; we w ill use both tem s) w ith polarization vector

l 0 (6}
€ =a(q+Xp) - 5.6)

F inally, the longitudinal polarization state of a vector m eson is described by

0 1
1 ~ 2 MZ
Vi = —fqlt ———p '+ T A 5.7)
M S

N ote that, aswe already m entioned, In the selfconsistent approach we m ust take the running
polarization vector for the longiudinal polarization state. Tt dependson M , not my , which
re ects the fact that in our approach we rst caloulate the production of an on-shell g pair
with Wwhose dynam ics is govemed by M ) and then progcts it onto the physical vectorm eson.
W e stress that this proction w ill autom atically arise in the course ofusualFeynm an diagram
evaluation.

T hus, there are 5 di erent am plitudes:

H B 3 43 &
H 3 2 =3 B

( = v) (5.8)
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The st two are helicity conserving am plitudes. They are dom inant and aln ost Insensitive

to them om entum transfer ~. The next two are single helicity Ipping am plitudes. They are

unavoidably proportionalto §7Jjin the combination (@ ™) or (V ) and would be vanishing for

the strictly forward scattering. F nally, the lJast am plitude corresponds to the doubl helicity
Jp and w illbe proportionalto €7)(V 7).

5.3 G eneral am plitude

W e will take diagr.(c) at Fig52 (it is shown in Fig.5.3) as a generic diagram and perform
a thorough analysis for it. It tums out that the other diagram s are calculated In the same
fashion.
T he general expression for the am plitude given by diagr.(c) reads:
z z

4 4 A
i = gky; 2 G U ( i OtBO)ih(pp ?”m“;iii( ig Py,
P
( 49 9 an0 49 °BBO
2244 2244

n (@]
Sp ieeifk,+m) ( ig )ik + m)¥ ik +m) ( ig )ik +m)
k? m?+1i]K m*+ilK mP+i]K m*+i]

5.9)

Here g, isthesameasin (4.34) and isthe familiargg! V wvertex function. Note that we
Introduced ‘glion mass’ in gluon propagators to acoount for con nem ent at a phenom eno-—
logical level.

Let’s rst calculate the num erator.

54 Color factor

If we consider strictly forward gluon scattering o  a singke quark, we have

1 050 11 1 INZ2 1 1 2
—Spft & SpfEtfg= — = ap—= ap = —— = —Cp = = 510
N P g aa0 BBOOP g N.2 AB S AB 2 2N, 5 F 3 ( )
However, we should take nto account that quarks are sitting inside a colorless proton, whose
color structure is

1
cowr = P LS 5.11)

In this case there are two ways a pair of gluons can couple 3 quark lines (see Fig5.4). In the

rst way both glions couple to the sam e quark. Since the quark m om entum does not change
after these two Interactions, the nuckon stays n the same state: IN N i= 1. In the sscond
case gluon legs are attached to di erent quark lines, so that extra m om entum circulates
between quarks, which gives rise to the factor N Jjexp (1 1 i )N i, ie. to the twobody
formm factor. T herefore, for the lower line Instead of

iSpftBtAg=

11
N N .o 2B (512)
C C

48



one has

1
F B3 0 wtatie t 6 N Jexpd 1 BN

= Spfttfg SpfEfglN jexpi rn 1imNi

a ObOCO

1
= EAB(]- INJjexp(ix 135Ni: 613)

N ote also that a sin ilar calculation forN . num ber of colorswould yield the sam e resul. T hus,
the overall color factor is

1 1
“CeNV ()= 2V () CeNe@ W jepx i i) (5.14)

1
L

*K

=N

x Ng X N¢ (Nc-1)

&

Z
%
AN
=

N

Figure 54: The ways two glons can coupk a colorless nuckon.

5.5 Scalarization of upper and low er parts

A s known, the highest power s contribution com es from so{called nonsense com ponents of
glion propagator (density m atrix) decom position:

2p° 2p° 2p°
o= pqo°+ pq00+g?o pq%: (5.15)
s s S
The Iower (proton) line gives then
') @ v+mp)d upe ) (5.16)
To the highest power s order, it can be rew ritten as
1
wddu, = SSpigddy= s : (517)
forward

A swe mentioned, the e ect of o {forwardness (skewedness) w illbe taken into acocount later.
So, combining all factors, one has for num erator of Eq.(5.9)

pP— 1 4 n A ©
@ 9% 4 oo ECFNC\/u?s2 Spe Ka+m) & K:+m)V K+m)d kK +m)

= @ s)2p4 wm G 26NV () 32s 9@( ' v): (5.18)
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N ote that we factored out 2s® from the trace because it will appear later in all trace calcula—
tions. So, the resulting expression for am plitude (5.9) looks lke

Z 41, 4 2
P dk d 4 v
A = 4 4 4N S g y . B (.iS) = . .
@)Y ey e 12 mi+i [? 2+il[3 2+1i]
I9C 1 V)

519

kI m+1i]1K m?+ilK m?+1i]lK mP+1] 49
One can now Inmediately write sim ilar expressions for the other three diagrams Fig52
ab,d). Indeed, they willdi er from Eg.(5.19) only by the last line: they will have di erent
expressions for traces and propagator structures (ie. the exact values fork;.).

5.6 D enom inator evaluation

Now we tum to the caloulation of denom inators. A s usual, we In plam ent Sudakov’s decom —
position (5.1) and m ake use of relation

4 1 2 .
d'k = ~sdydzd& :

T he physical picture of the way we will do the resulting Integrals is the ollow ng. W e are
Interested only in the in aginary part of these diagram s. In fact, it can be shown that at the
level of accuracy used here the diagram in F ig.5.Ja gives rise only to the In aghary part ofthe
am plitude. The real part is given by Fig5.1b and can be readily found from analiticity (so
that here is no need for additional calculations), however it tums out gn all due to an alhess
of pom eron intercept, so we w ill neglect i In our subsequent calculations.

The In aghary part is com puted by setting three particles in the s-channel cut on m ass
shell (this is illustrated In Fig53b). One way to do so is to apply Cutkosky rule to m odify
our expression. Another, m ore straightforward and 'honest’ way is to calculate three of the
Integrals (ham ely, over ; ;y) via residues. That’s what we are going to do.

T he details of this calculations are given In Appendix A . Here we cite the resut:

z
Im dydzd d

1l propagators]
i 21i% % a4z 1) 1 L
S S Z(l Z) v kf+m2+ Z(l Z)QZ](~2+ 2)2

Here K; is the transverse m om entum ow ing through photon vertex along the ferm ion line.
Particularly, for diagr.(c) it isequalto K; = K @ zy ~, Wih the soeci c quark loop
m om entum choice given at Fig.(53a)).

T hus, the am plitude for diagr.(c) has the form

A Pr— ooy & 11 i 2i? 1
= s —s =s — —
en SerfleS & 587 s s o )8
- v () ) T
—dK y (z;K%) o> a2 @ ) :621)
z(1 z) 2+ 2 Ki+m?+z@1 2z)0Q?]
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A fter bringing all coe cients together, one gets

p— 7 z
CgN.g 4 dz s~V ()
@) . “FNc em 2 2 2
A is i a ~dE v &%) PRIy @ )
I(C)
: 522)

BE+m?2+z(@01 2z)Q?

T he other diagram s are calculated in the sam e way. Them ost in portant di erence is that
for each diagram we willhave a propagator 1=K + m %+ z(1l  z)Q?]with itsown de nition
ofK,, the transverse m om entum in photon vertex:

1
diagra K;,= K @ =zy== §~
1
dJagrb klb= K @ zZY+ ~ + 5"': r+ ~
. 1
diagrc K=K (a8 zy ~+ §~= r o~
1
diagrd Kiq= K+ z7= ¥+ EN 523)

Herer K (1 2z)=2.Thus, the whol expression forthe In agihary part ofthe am plitude

is
CoNoo  Z 2 gz 2@y ()
. FiNc em 2 2 2
A = 1is dak z; K — (4
] 64 5 Z(l Z) \ ( ’ ) (~2+ 2)2 ( s)
1 A I(a) I(b)
+
z K, +m?+z(0 2)Q* KL +m?+z@l z)0Q?
I(C) 7, I(d) #
+ + : 5 24)

R.+m?2+z0 2z 1 zZR +m?+2zQ0 2z)Q

5.7 O -forward gluon density

In Sect. 24 we discussed the forward unintegrated glion density F (x4;~) and developed a
prescription (see Eq.(239)) how to ntroduce it into the k—factorization calculations. Belhg
devised for Porward scattering processes only, this glion density bears a clear probabilistic
sense, which is In fact re ected In the word ‘density”’.

In the present case of vectorm eson production, the initialand nalstates are kinem atically
distinct, therefore the forward unintegrated gluon density In its pure form is not the relevant
quantity; instead, o “forward (or skewed) gluon structure function R8]

F &1:x25~;7) (525)

should be used. It depends on the lightoone m om enta x; and X, carried by the st and
the s=cond gluon, on the transverse m om entum ~ inside the gluon loop, and on the total
transverse m ocm entum transfer V. At x, = x, and 7 = 0, the forward gluon structure

function is recovered, which m eans that even the strictly forward vector m eson production
should be described by o —forw ard glion structure function.
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T he experin ental determm ination of the o “forward glion density m ight be in principle
possble from accurate m easurem ents of the o —forward virtual C om pton scattering process,
but the Jack of such m easurem entsm akes this analysisnot feasible in the nearest future. T hus,
the original idea to Involve In the vectorm eson calculations as little am biguity as possibble by
determ ining the gluon content of the proton from other reactions does not work. O ne m ight
of course expect that replacam ent

X1+ X
12 2~ (5.26)

F &ix25~77) !

should be quite kgitin ate in kinem atical regim es when x; %, ~. However, such a
regin e takes place only in the photoproduction of light m esons and is severely violated aswe
go to higher Q2 or higherm y , therefore such a replacem ent would be a poor option for the
m ost of the case we study.

There is however way around, which allow s us to reduce the unknown o -forward glon
distrbutions to the forward ones. A sshown In R9], ifthe energy behavior ofthe ghion densities
is describable by a sin pk R egge-type behavior

F /

1
— 5 27)
b4

then In the case x; X, the o -forward unintegrated gluon structure functions can be related

to the forward unintegrated gluon density according to

22 +3 ( 5
~ p— . — m 2
F %! 0;~;7! 0)=Rg4 F &~); Rg= -P= (7t 4

(528)

Bearing this exact result in m ind, one can hope that a sim ilar relation will hold for gluon
densities w ith a som ew hat m ore com plicated energy behavior, if the e ective exponent is
calculated In the vicinity of the kinem atical point x;; ~ .

N ote that for the purposes of approxin ate num erical calculation correspondence (528) can
be further simn pli ed. Introduce an agrum ent shift c( ) such that

2 +3

F (x1;0;~;0) / = E

5

2= — = (529)

4) X1 C( )Xl

holds for all x; . Sin ple arithm etics show s that c( ) changes from 0435at = 0to 04 at
= 1. G iven thisvery at dependence, we can approxin ate c( ) by a constant value 041 so

that
F (x4;0;~;0) F 041x;~): (5.30)

This form willbe used in our num erical calculations.

The e ect of non—zero ~ com es both from the Pom eron-exchange and from the proton
in pact factor. Since Pom eron sihgularity m oves in com plex j plane as ¥j= ~ 2 changes, the
value of the e ective Pom eron intercept willbe a ected by ~ 2, a custom ary representation of
thise ect (in the lnear R ogge tra £ctory approxin ation) being

p ("= p0) k~7: 5.31)
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A though in our case the e ective Interospt ofthe gluon density is not an input num ber, but is
generated dynam ically, we still account for the above e ect by m ultiplying the gluon density
by factor h i

exp B "% bgko=x) ; (5 32)

wih xo = 003 and trafctory slope bp being di erent for hard &3 = 007) and soft
(xjsrf)ft = 0:15) parts ofthe gluon density. Since the resulting contribution to the slope increases
w ith energy grow th, this e ect is called the di ractive cone shrinkage.

The second | and the most signi cant e ect of non—zero ~ | comes from the proton
inpact factor. E ectively, it am ounts to introduction of a proton fom factor F ( 2), which
would be equalto 1 at ~2 = 0 and would start signi cantly decreasing when ~?2 grow s larger

than a certain scale 1= ;. In our num erical caloulations we used the djpolk form factor

0 1,

1
F(%)=¢— A (5.33)
1+ 72= 2

w ith §= 1Gev 2.

5.8 Finalresults for the naive vertex

Now, wih the o “forward gluon structure function properly de ned, the only thing kft to
be com puted is integrands I'( ! V). For convenience, their calculation is also given in
Appendix B . It tums out that the resuls can be w ritten in the sam e way forall fourdiagram s
via K; given by (523), ie. all quantities:

1 =z

Z
z 1 =z

can be written In a sin iflarway:

T! T h(ev Y’ + KK+ (7 K)EK) AL 2zf &) kml
L! L 4Z (1  zfQM

T ! L 2z (1 z)M &) (1 27)

L! T 2z (1 z)0 (1 2zY( K)

T herefore, we can cast am plitude (524) in a com pact om with aid of functions ~; and

1 1 1 1
2= — — + — + — (5.34)
E+ ~F+0Q ® ~¥+0Q E+ =2)2+Q E ™=2)2+40Q

and

~

r+ ~ r o~ r+ "=2 r =2
~y= — — + — + — (535)
E+ ~)P2+0Q @ ~¥+0 ®+ =2)°2+Q ® "=2)2+0Q
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W ith these functions, for the naive gV vertex the whole expression In square bradkets In
(624) wit sign m inus Which we denotehereasI ) hasthe fom :

L, = 4O0MZQ zf ,;

Irr = @ )% ,+ R )1+ @ 2zF®Y )E™1) &)V 7))

Iy, = 2Mz(1 2z)@ 2z)€1);

Lt = 20z1 z)@ 2z)®K) ,: (5.36)

Replacing V ( ) by the unintegrated glion density according to (2.39) and using approxi-
m ation for the o —-forward gluon density (5.30), we obtain the nal expressions for a general

am plitude of reaction !V, in the naive vertex:
P z z
. & 4 ot dz 2
A ®;Q%™ = s dk (z;kK
Z d2~
— sF &~ IC D V) ©37)

5.9 Finalresults for S and D wave am plitudes

Now we can use progctor technique to cbtain results for S/D wave states.

2 2
m M + Z2m) mM™ + 2m)
tm +m
v ' vD ; D = ng + u ) ° = IpZ ™ )(Vp)p ;
m m

Note that (Vp) is 3D scalar product. W hilke contracting, we encounter tem s proportional to
P which should be understood as

1
p =L,V ! pg+ L fl ! p ~@z IMg: (5.39)

T he resul of this substitution reads:

forer :
1
Ipy c £V ! pg+ Ipy 1 f1 V! D 5(22 1M g
h i
=m? k) , €0 2zf (5.40)
fore;:
1
I,V ! pg+ Iy 11 ! p, 5(22 1M g
= 20z(1 z)@Rz 1 , (5 41)

So, the resulting integrands for S wave type m esons are
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" #
Ll 2z 2m
I, = 40M 7 (1 1 ;
LiL © @ =f 1+ 4z(1 zM + 2m -
Dix = € )R° o+ @010 22F ®Y )€1 ———
@F "D+ — ke ®T ) ,;
YUMo+ 2m "e S )
S oMza 2 22)@.) 1+ O 2zf __ 2m MM 0 @) s
e = 2 21 &1 4z0 zM +2m M + 2m z 21
M
I, ., = 20z(1  z)@1  2zW( k)m 5 G 42)
and forD wave type m esons are
4m
I,, = 0OMzQ =2k —p ;
: M
L, = € p’h? ,+ R" DI+ @ 22fE°+m’+Mm)RY )E )

FE)W ~1) mM +m)ke)®RY ) ,;
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1 - , 4m
EM @ 2z) @71) K M—pz +mM™M +m)EK) » ;

I o 20z(1  z)1 2zZW(K) @+ mZ+Mm) ,: (5 43)

Equations (542), (5.43) together w ith expression (5.37) constitute the ultin ate setsofall
helicity am plitudes. They give explicit answers for the vector m eson production am plitudes
w ithin lading-log-approxin ation.
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C hapter 6

A nalysis for heavy quarkonia

Thegeneralansvers (5.42), (5.43) are of course ncom prehensbl at a quick glance. T herefore,
a further analysis is needed to grasp the m ost vivid features of the results and to disentangle
s-channel helicity conserving and doubl helicity dip am plitudes.

Since In the heavy vector m esons quarks can be treated non-relativistically, fiirther sin pli-

cations in analytical formulas (5.42), (543) are possble due to the presence of an additional
an all param eter p?=m 2.

In what follows we will rst perform the tw ist expansion and then relate sinpli ed am —
plitudes to the decay constants (4.37), 4.38). W e will then analyze tw ist hierarchy of the
am plitudes and com pare results for S vs. D wave states. Though we perform this analy—
sis for heavy m esons, we wish to stress that all qualitative features (S vs. D di erence, Q 2
dependence etc.) willhold for light quarkonia aswell

6.1 Twist expansion

Here we are golng to expand the am plitudes (or to be m ore exact, the quantities ¥; and
(534), (635)) In Inverse powers of the hard scale 62 and then perform azinuthal angular
averaging over

Expanding , in twists in them ain logarithm ic region

TN~ Q7 6.1)

one observes that twist{1 tem s cancel, so one has to retain tw ist{2 and tw ist{3 tem s pro-
portional~?:
2~% 8~y 62)
i T—6
Q Q

T he analogous decom position for ~; reads

de~? 120~2F2 Y )
17 "= —6 —1 63)
0 Q 0

~

N ote that the last termn does not contain ~?. However, one must track it because i willbe
In portant in doubl helicity i am plitudes.
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6.2 Twist expansion for S wave type m esons

W ith the aid of this decom position one cbtains:
forampliude L ! L

" #
I8 a0M # (1 )22~2 . 04 227 2m (6.4)
! = Z) —1 ; K
mhE o 4z(1 zM +2m
foramplitude T ! T
A\l #
S ,2~2 AE 2m 1, 2~2
;=& )n"—+ —kK + — K )— (6.5)
0 Q2 M +2m 2 0 .
M 2~? K2 6~2 (1 2z
+ (1 2zf———— 14KV )— — (Vv ) 1+ (_—2)2 5

This am plitude is naturally solit nto s{channel helicity conserving and doublk helicity i
parts
2

~ m
L, (= v) = € )? m?+ 2K (Z°+ (@ z)2)+mk2(1 20 24)
R 1 Y B P c) 28 0 2 om
Tt T m G WE 20" R 4z(L  z)M + 2m
6.6)

Finally, sihgle spin i am plitudes are

S = Mzad z)a 2£>2~—2<~) 14 & 22F om #

e = e ol 4z z)M + 2m

. = 20z( 1 2£2~2(v ~) ®x oM ©6.7)

LT T Qz( z) ( >§_4 §2M e .

6.3 Twist expansion for D {type vector m esons

Here we w illneed to track higher{tw ist tem s. It w illl tum out later that leading contributions
vanish, so tw ist{3 tem s w illbe crucial for our resuls.
Forampliude L ! L one has

0 1
4m 2~? 4r?
.= 0Mz(l 2)¥ —p, —0@1 —A: 638)
M Q Q
ForT ! T amplitude, one obtains
2 0 1 3
2~? 4% 2~?
D,y = € )p?im’—01 A+ 2K
Q Q Q
8 " 49
h i< 2~2 ) RZ N 5 6"’2 (l 22? =
+ 4zl z)P+ @ 2zfm M +m)  —KE ) —eNv ") 1+ ———
o) 20 Q /
0 1
1, 2~2 4%?
m (M + m)—k (eV )_—4@ 1 TZA (6.9)
2 Q o)
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Note that we kept track of allterm s / P7F. Again, one can separate out s-channel helicity
conserving and double helicity i parts:

" | 0 1
2 m2. 4k2
I’?IT( = V) = (ev )__4 2p2 m2+2k2 &ij m(]_\(l +mk2@l TA
. Q Q
4m
X ORE 2
M P
|
4m K2 6~21 2zf
D, = )= ¥ M—pi €V ™) — 1+ —
20 Q
(6210)
F inally, single helicity ipping am plitudes are
2 3
1 21 2z) @)~ ? 4m 4~2%?
ITDl L= 5M 1 2z) ( 642) € K2 M—pﬁ +m M +m)—— (@1 22)E) 5

2 3
2

~

4m 2K?
— @ 2z/M @) 4% —p. mM™ +m)=5;
Q M Q

4

2
T, , = 80z z)(1 2Z)p*+m’+mM)—KF 7): 6411)
Q

64 Finalresults for S wave m esons

In orderto grasp them a pr featuresofvariousS and D wave am plitudes, further sim pli cations
can be achieved if one neglects spherically non-sym m etric argum ents of ¢ and glion density.
F irst we rew rite general expression (5.37) In the m ore convenient form

P——z Z o
- .o 4 4 ds~
In this expression everything except for ntegrands I( ! V) is spherically sym m etric, thus

m aking it possible to perform angular averaging over , in these integrands.

641 S wave: [ averaging

Here all the calculations are rather straightforward. In the non-relativistic case one can ev—
erywhereput z ! 1=2;M = 2m = my . The resultant integrands are:
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80M
S | = _T= 2
¢! L) (Q2+M2)2
IS T _ ) = gM 2 2
A s F ISR VIETY)
s 16€)(V ) . 9%  ~pd
I ''T; = = ———— 1+ =
(T v) 3 Q2+ M 2)? 5M2Q2%+ M ?)
64 M €V p? ,
18 1 L) = - = F .
T ) 3 Q2+ M 2)2M 2
512 Q¥ ™) p?
S ] = t— ~2
res T 15 Q2+ M 2)2M 2(Q2+ M 2) ©13)

N ote several things: since the accurate 1S wave di ers from the naive soinorial structure
only by relativistic corrections, one would obtain the sam e results In the case of naive ggv
vertex. The only di erence would be only extra factor 2 forthe L ! T amplitude which is
highertw ist am plitude, anyway) .

Thus the only thing kft is pj integration. Note that these am plitudes are naturally
expressed In temm s ofdecay constants. Indeed, In the extram ely non-relativistic case expression
(4 37) tums Into

£9="% dp s ) dp 5= L —£° 61)
\Y%

642 S wave: answers for L, ! L up to di erential cross section

Here we would lke to digress and for the sake of logical com pleteness show how one obtains
the nal result for the di erential cross section with the exampl of L ! L ampliude. If
needed, the sam e can be done for the other am plitudes, so we willdo it just once.

O ne has:
Z Zg5% 42 2
4 8Q my Q d~? @G (xX;~°) ) 1 )
& - =V - — = ' B ~
p “my Q2+m2) 2 @ g2 ") exp( SBar )
7
32 Q P 1 2
= — G x; s —Bsp ” d
Q7+ i)y x;Q4) sQ,)exp( SBar ) P s
32 Q 1 5 — —5 23
= — —Bs3p T°)G (x5 s — £

W ith this result, (6.12) becom es
p

.fVCV 4 em 64 ‘ Q G s
A = J_s [
4 2 3 my Q2+ m2)?
16 2 Q p G sexp( iBsp ~?)
= is — 4 2
3 my vt o Q2+ m2)?
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T he expression for the di erential cross section reads (t  ~?):

d B 1 j&.je
dt 16 &
16 3 Q? G? ‘exp( Bspt
= 2 Er )4 2 234:IP :
9 m © +mv)

F inally, one can express this cross section through ! e'e ) (se (4.39)):

d_: 16 3Q2mv (v | +ee ) G2 iexp( B3]Pt) .

at 3 o Q%+ m2)*

(6.15)

643 S wave: the other am plitudes
T ! T; = v

. In the non-relativistic case, this am plitude is readily cbtained from the above form ulas after
Q ! my replacam ent in the num erator ofthe am plitude (see (6.13)). Thism eans in particular
that in this lim it ) i

A

A ©_ 97 . (6.16)

R® .
Aqq myg

. This am plitude is very interesting because of the com petition oftwo very di erent termm s |
soft and hard scale contrdbution. Indeed, integration over gluon loop gives

—2
G & %), 96 G &0 )p’
2 5M 2 (Q2 + M 2)
W e see that the soft contribution tums out to be of leading tw ist, whilk the pQ CD contribution

isofhigher tw ist. This cbservation was rstm ade In [6] for the naive type of gV vertex; here
we see that it also holds for accurate S and D wave vector m esons.

A/ 6.17)

T! Land L ! T

In the case of heavy quarkonia these singl soin i am plitudes have suppressing non-—
relativistic factors. Besides, the amplitude L ! T is of twist 3, which is another source of

suppression. Their ratiostoA (T ! T) AT! T; = ) rad
AT! L) 8 ") AL!'! T) 64Q ¥V )
— = = Wi = g (6.18)
AT ! T) 3my AT ! T) 1504+ mg
T he m odel dependent quantities w, and w, are de ned via
R R
1 dpp? s 1 dpp’ s
Wp= —F5—R————; Wg= (R _—: (6.19)
ms dFp s my dFp s
W ithin the oscillator ansatz (4 42) their values are
3 1 15 1 6.20)
Wop= —=———; W= —————
‘" 2@yr)2T Y 4 @yR)
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6.5 Finalresuls forD wave

This case ismuch m ore tricky. It tums out that the leading tem s in integrands I®’, pro—
portional to m 2pF cancel out after angular averaging, so that m any new tem s, including
higher tw ist term s com e into play. T his cancellation is in fact quite understandable. Indeed,
in the very begihning we showed that vertex u° u containsboth S andD waves, with D wave
probability being suppressed for heavy quarks due to non-relativistic m otion. Thism eans In
particular that the photon couples to gg pairs sitting either n S orD wave state. However,
at the other end of the quark loop we have a vectorm eson In pure D wave state. T herefore,
the Jargest ftem s in h 54 p J::Vp 1 cancel out due to S {D orthogonality.

6.5.1 D wave: [ averaging forL ! L am plitude

Ifwe lin ited ourselves only to the leading p?=m ? tem s, we would get
z

2 4m2 22 1
dpk M—pz=4 gp 2§p =O,'

which is them anifestation of S {D orthogonality. Thus, we see that p?=m ? tem s vanish after
angular averaging. T herefore, one has to be extrem ely carefilnow and m ust take into acoount
all possible sources of p*=m * tem s. To do so, one has to perform the ollow ing averaging

* 0 15

1
Q

Before perform ing the averaging, ket us generate a list of usefil formulas :

2 1
2= Zp2 25 = T2
3P° pi=op
HR2R2i = £p4 hR2p2i= £p4 l’p2p2i= ip4 622)
15 z 15 e 15
F inally, rem em ber that p? = % (L 2zfM 2.
O ne has to perform the ollow ng avegaring
* O l +
1 4m 4%?
4z(1 z) — ¥ —p. €1 —A (623)
Q M Q

N ote that all factors should be carefully exam ined; all our do contribute to the nalanswer.
D ecom posing 62 as

_ 1 1 — 2
0’ =m?+z0 2F=m’+-0% -@ 22f0°7 @ T2q?; 624)
4 4 M 2
with Q5 = m?2+ Q2=4, one gets
|
l 2 2"
R L A (6.25)
Q, Qs
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So, om iting 604 , one has

*

1

W ith the aid of (6.12)

4m
A
Mpz
2, 4m
= =p
3 3M

2 4p?

42. 2 2° 4m
i 1+2p28— | —
M 2 M 2g; M e

, one obtains

4 D22 éZE Q2 P
— K°p, 28p, +2——
M 2 MZQO
4 , 2 6 Q%
— — + 2

M2p 15 P

15
16p* 80 %p* 16p*

= _p2

+
3" M + 2m

4p* 4
pl_

+
3M 2 5

4p
15M 2

15M 2 15M 20, 150

|
8 Q° 16 M?
502+ M2 5Q2+M?
M 2 !

87
Q2+M2

(626)

E
28K

(627)

One can now again express the Integral over quark loop through the decay constant (see

(438)):

to give

64 4 Q0 G

Z 3

Fpp* o) £° 5

eXp(%B:ﬂP’vz) ?)

15

Comparson with L !

my (Q2+m\2;)2

L am plitude reveals that

m 2 £0)

AD
LL _ 1 8 \

1
A, 5 0%+ m2

f£6) °

6.52 D wave: the other am plitudes

(628)

(629)

(6.30)

For the helicity conserving am plitude one has to repeat the sam e averaging procedure. The
calculation proceeds as follow s:

* ] A\l ] O
2 2° m2'
1+ 2ng—2 2p° m?+ 2k &= mM +mg@e1
M 297 Q
2 pr Q¢ 1 ,1 2 8
=2m’p® “mM™M +m)p°+2--— -M*> 3M’— + -p°
P 3 ™ P MZ—é 27 3 15 3P
2 8 8 16 M?2 8 Q2
= =p’ _P4+‘P4+_ﬁp4+_ﬁp4
3 15 37 15M 2+ Q 15M 2+ Q
_ot gy Ao MP
P 15M 2+ Q%2
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RZ

dm

#+
2

—pz
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T he result can be w ritten as

1
A]]?.in Q2+m\27 . (632)
Ay 15, 4 m2

15072+ m?2

In the case ofdoubk helicity i am plitude we again have contrioutions from soft and hard
scales w ith the sam e hierarchy of tw ists. N am ely,

G& %) 9 G0 )p?
2 7M2(Q2+M2)

A/ (633)
0 we again see the soft dom ination In the doubl helicity ip am plitude.

In the case of sihgle spin  Jp am plitudes, no dangerous calcellations am ong leading tem s
arise. Before giving a list of am plitudes, we w ish to am phasize that in the case ofD wave
m esons there is no non-relativistic suppressing factors lke w, and w, de ned In (619). This
m eans that for m oderate m om entum transfers helicity non-conserving am plitudes are abso—
lutely in portant for that case of D wave m esons.

6.6 S wave vs. D wave com parison

W ewould like to present our nalresults in the form which stresses the ram arkable di erences
between S wave and D wave am plitudes. Below we give a tabl of the ratios
AD (l' ]) f(S)
QAs@dr g £O)

(6.34)

for helicity conserving and single soin  jpping am plitudes. Double spin o am plitudes are
not given due to the presence of ncalculable non-perturbative contributions.

= = e vV
LL
5 Q%+ m2
4 m?2
= 3 1+ —-——Y
i 1502+ m?2
. 3L 4,5 M
T 5W2 Q2+m\2]
91
o= —— (635)
8W4

T hus, we note ssveral things. F irst, the abnom ally large higher tw ist contributions to D
wave am plitudes are seen hereastem s/ m2=Q?+ mZ). They even foroe the opposite sign
of L ! L amplitude in the m oderate Q 2 dom ain. Second, we see highly non {trivial and even
non {m onotonous Q ¢ dependence of A11=Arr)? ratio, which will Jlead to the presence of a
dip in experim entally measured ;= ¢ orD wavem eson production. F inally, we m ust stress
that In the case 0of D wave m esons there is no non-relativistic suppression for sihglke sohh I
am plitudes as t was In S wave m esons. This leads us to a conclusion that s-channel helicity
is strongly violated in the case of D wave m eson production.
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Part III

N um erical analysis
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C hapter 7/

D etermm ination of the unintegrated
gluon structure function of the proton:
D GD 2000 analysis

T he fam iliar ob fects from G rbov-Lipatov-D okshitzerA FarelliParisi © GLAP) evolution de-
scription of desp inelastic scattering @O IS) are quark, antiquark and gluon distribution finc-
tions g (x;02);q (2;02);9%;02%) (hereafter x;Q? are the standard D IS variables). At anall
x they describe the Integral ux of partons w ith the lightcone m om entum x in units of the
target m om entum and transverse m om entum squared Q? and form the basis of the highly
sophisticated description of hard scattering processes in tem s of collinear partons [18]. On
the other hand, at very an all x the cbfct of the BalitskiiFadin-K uraev-Ljpatov evolution
equation is the di erential gluon structure function © G SF') of the target [19, 30]

QG x;072)
@ logQ?

with G x;Q2) xg ;0%) (evidently the related unintegrated distrbutions can be de ned
also for charged partons) . For instance, it isprecisely D G SF of the target proton that em erges
In the fam iliar color dipolk picture of inclusive D IS at an allx [B1, 32, 33] and di ractive D IS
Into difts B4]. Another fam iliar exam ple is the QCD calculation of helicity am plitudes of
di ractive D IS Into continuum [35, 36] and production of vector m esons [37, 38]. DG SFE''s
are custom -tailored for QCD treatm ent of hard processes, when one needs to keep track
of the transverse m om entum of glions neglected in the standard collhear approxin ation
39, 40, 41, 42].

In the past two decades D G LAP phenom enology of D IS has becom e a big industry and
several groups | notably GRV @3], CTEQ [4] & MRS [M5] and som e other [46] | keep
continuously ncorporating new experin ental data and providing the high energy com m uniy
w ith updates ofthe parton distribution fuinctions supplem ented w ith the interpolation routines
facilitating practical applications. O n the other hand, there are several pertinent issues | the
onset of the purely perturbative Q CD treatm ent of D IS and the in pact of soft m echanisn s
of photoabsorption on the proton structure finction in the region of large Q 2 being top ones
on the list | which can not be answvered w thin the D G LAP approach itselfbecause DGLAP
evolution is obviously ham pered at m oderate to an allQ 2. The related issue is to what extent
the soft m echanian s of photoabsorption can bias the Q¢ dependence of the proton structure

F (x;0%) = (71)
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function and, consequently, determm mnation of the gluon density from scaling violations. W e
recall here the recent dispute §7] on the applicability of the DG LAP analysis at Q2 < 2{4
G eV ? triggered by the so-called C aldwell’splot 48]. A rguably the ~ —factorization form alisn of
D G SF, in which the Interesting cbservables are expanded in interactions ofglions oftransverse
m om entum ~ changing from soft to hard isbetter suited to Jook into the issue of soft-hard in—
terface. Last but not kast, neglecting the transverse m om entum ~ of gluons is a questionable
approxin ation in evaluation of production cross sections of gts or hadrons w ith large trans-
verse m om entum . It is distressing, then, that convenient, ready-to-use, param eterizations of
D G SF are not yet availabl In the literature.

Here we perform a sin ple phencm enological determ nation ofthe D G SF at am all x based
on the 1978 Balskiil.jpatov BL) scheme [30], n which the DG SF is directly related to the
physical observable | the proton structure function F,, (x;Q 2). In early 90’s the BL scheme
has been extended to other cbservables and dubbed ~-factorization [49]; it is also closely
related to the color dipol factorization in the color dipolke BFK L approach [31, 32, 33]. Our
interest is in producing the ready-touse Ansatz orF (x;~2), so that we take advantage of
large body of the early work on color dipok BFK L factorization [32, 50, 51] and follow a very
pragm atic strategy rst applied In B35, 36]: (i) for hard glionsw ith large ~ wem ake asmuch
use aspossbl of the existing D G LAP param eterizations ofG x;~?%), (i) orthe extrapolation
of hard gluion densities to am all~? we use an Ansatz [B4]which correctly describes the color
gauge Invariance constraints on radiation of soft glions by colour singlkt targets, (il as
suggested by color dipole phenom enology, we supplam ent the density of gluons w ith am all ~2
by nonperturbative soft com ponent, () as suggested by the soft-hard di usion Inherent to
the BFK L evolution, we allow for propagation of the predom inantly hard-interaction driven
an alkx rise of D G SF into the soft region invoking plausible soft-to-hard interpolations. The
last two com ponents ofD G SF are param eterized follow Ing the m odem w isdom on the infrared
freezing of the QCD coupling and short propagation radius of perturbative glions. Having
speci ed the infrared reqularization, we can apply the resulting F (x;~2) to evaluation of the
photoabsorption cross section in the whole range of sm all to large Q 2.

7.1 TheAnsatz fordi erentialgluon structure function

The m apr insight into param eterization of DG SF com es from early experience wih ocolor
dipoke phenom enology of smallkx D IS. In color dipolk approach, which is closely related to
~—factorization, the principal quantity is the total cross section of interaction of the gg color
dipolk r with the proton target [32, 52, 53]

2% @24l J( 1) A
. —_— ~2-_ -~2 .
x;r) = 3 2 ( 1) s maxf rrzg F &x;~%); (72)
which for very an all color dipoles can be approxin ated by
2y? h\ A
®;r) = 3 S R G Rig i (7.3)

where A 10 com es from properties of the Bessel function § (z). The phenom enological
properties of the dipole cross section are well understood, for extraction of (x;r) from the
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experin ental data see 0, 54]. The known dipole size dependence of (x;r) serves as a
constrain on the possible ~?-dependence of F (x;~2).

Asweargued in section 32,DGLAP tsare lkely to overestin ate F napq (X;~2) atm oderate
~2 . Still, approxin ation (7.3) does a good b when the hardness A=r? is very large, and at
large Q2 we can arguably approxin ate the D G SF by the direct di erentiation of available ts
GRV,CTEQ,MRS, ..) to the integrated gluon structure function G (x;Q?):

@G pt (X;NZ)
@ Iog~?

Hereafter the subscript pt serves as a ram inder that these gluon distribbutions were cbtained
from thepQ CD evolution analyses ofthe proton structure fiinction and cross sections of related
hard processes.

The available DGLAP ts are only applicable at ~2 Q?, se table 1 for the values of
Q2, in the extrapolation to soft region ~* @ we are bound to educated guess. To this end
recall that perturbative glions are con ned and do not propagate to large distances; recent

ts [B5] to the Jattice Q CD data suggest Yukaw a-D ebye screening of perturbative color elds
w ith propagation/screening radius R . 027fm . Incidentally, precisely this value of R, for
Yukawa screened colour elds has been used sihce 1994 In the very successfiil color dipole
phenom enology of smallkx D IS [0, 51]. Furthem ore, inportant nding of B1l] is a good
quantitative description of the rising com ponent of the proton structure function starting
w ith the Yukaw a-screened perturbative two-gluon exchange as a boundary condition for the
color dipoke BFK L evolution.

T he above suggests that ~? dependence of perturbative hard F .4 X;~2) in the soft region
~2  Q? is sim ilar to the Yukawa-screened ux of photons in the positron, cf. eq. 2 33), w ith

en Teplaced by the running strong coupling of quarks Cr s (~2) and with factor N . instead
of 2 Jeptons In the positronium , for the early discussion see [B4],

F oo (x;~%)

(74)

|
c 2

L2 2
e Vy ¢); (75)

Foo'¢?) = CeN, S
pt

Here .= R—lc = 0775 G &V isthe inverse Yukawa screening radiis and m ust not be interpreted

as a glion m ass; m ore sophisticated formm s of screening can well be considered. Follow ing

B0, 51, 56, 22] we in pose also the infrared freezing of strong coupling: g ~2) 0:82; recently

the concept of freezing coupling has becom e very popular, for the review see [B7].

The vertex flinction Vy (~) describes the decoupling of soft glions, ~ R—lp, from oolor
neutral proton and has the sam e structure as in eg. (2.34). In the nonrelativistic oscillator
m odel for the nuclkon one can relte the twoquark form factor of the nuclon to the single-
quark form factor,

Fob; ~)= K —e 2 (7.6)
2 ’ 1 Nc 1 . K
TotheextentthatR? R} thedetailed functionalform ofF, ¢~; ~) isnot crucial, the sin ple
relation (7.6) willbe used also for a m ore realistic dipole approxin ation
5 1
F167)= ———=: (7.7)
1+ =)?
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T he gluon probed radius of the proton and the charge radius of the proton can be som ew hat
di erent and 1 G &V must be regarded as a firee param eter. A nticipating the forthcom ing
discussion of the di raction slope in vector m eson production weput = 1 G&V.

A s discussed above, the hard-to-soft di usion m akes the D G SF rising at an alkx even In
the soft region. W e m odel this hard-to-soft di usion by m atching the ~? dependence (7.5) to
the DGLAP tF . (x;Q2) at the soft-hard interface Q2 and assigning to Fya.q &;~%) In the
region of~*  QZ the ~? dependence of the Bom tem (7.5) and the x-dependence as shown
by theDGLAP tF . (x;Q2),1ie,

Fo&;02)
Fraza ®~7) = Fyo| 0922 @2 )+ Fri~®) ¢ Q)): (7.8)
Fpt (Qg)

Because the acoepted propagation radius R 03 fm for perturbative glions is short
com pared to a typical range of strong interaction, the dipole cross section (72) evaluated
wih the DGSF (7.8) would m iss an interaction strength In the soft region, for large color
dipoks. In Ref.[50, 51] thism issing strength for large dipoles has been m odeled by the non-
perturbative, soft m echanisn wih energy-independent dipolk cross section, whose speci ¢
form [0, 38] hasbeen driven by early analysis b6] of the nonperturbative tw o-gluon exchange
and tested against the di ractive vector m eson production data [38]. M ore recently several
closely related m odels for o (r) have appeared in the literature, see for nstance m odels for
dipoledipole scattering via polarization of non-perturbative Q CD vacuum [(8]and them odel
of soft-hard two-com ponent pom eron [B9]. In the soirt of eq. (7.4) one can param eterize
Interaction of lJarge color dipoles in temm s of the genuinely soft, nonperturbative com ponent of
D G SF' . The prncipal point about this non-perturbative com ponent of D G SF is that it must
not be subected to pQCD evolution. Thus the argum ents about the hard-to-soft di usion
driven rise of perturbative D G SF even at am all~? do not apply to the non-perturbative D G SF
and we take it energy-independent,

s %) ~?

®) 2
Fsoft(X;~ ): asoftCFNc

Vy )5 (7.9)

where 2 . Z.. Furthem ore, it is natural that the soft com ponent of D G SF decreases in
the perturbative dom ain of ~2 > ;t faster than the perturbative Bom tem (7.5), which is
achieved by the extrapolation of the form suggested in 35, 36]

2 2
2 ®) 2 s 2 ~
F X;~7)=F ¢ &~ )~2+ 5 T Fhara &~ )~2+72;
s h

(7.10)

wih pte

T he above described Ansatz for D G SF must be regarded as a poorm an’s approxin ation.
T he separation of am all~? D G SF into the genuine nonperturbative com ponent and an alk~?
tail of the hard perturbative D G SF is not unique. Speci cally, we attrbuted to the latter
the ssme anallx riseasin the DGLAP tsatQ i, though one can not exclude that the hard
D G SF hasa an all x-independent com ponent. T he issues of soft-hard ssparation and whether
the non-perturbative com ponent ofD G SF enters di erent observables In a universalm anner
m ust be addressed in dynam icalm odels for nfrared regularization of perturbative QCD and
non-perturbative QCD vacuum and only can be answered confronting such m odels to the
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experin ent. W e recall that In the conventional D G LAP analysis the e ect of soft gluons is
reabsorbed Into the nput gluon distrbutions.

T he ~ -factorization form ulas (2 .40) and 2 41) corresoond to the filllphase space extension
ofthe LO DG LAP approach at am allx. For this reason our Ansatze O F .4 &;Q?) willbe
bassdon LO DGLAP tstotheglion structure function ofthe proton G ¢ (x;Q 2). W e consider
the GRV 98L0O [43],CTEQA4L, version 4.6 [44]Jand MRS LO 1998 MU5] param eterizations. W e
take the lberty of referring to our Anzatze for D G SF based on those LO DGLAP input as
D-GRV,D-CTEQ and D -M RS param eterizations, resoectively.

Our fomulas 2.40), 241) describe the sea com ponent of the proton structure function.
Arguably these LL: formulas are applicabke at x < xo = 1 3 1D. At large Q? the
experim entally attainable values of x are not so am all. In order to give a crude idea on nite—
energy e ects at m oderately snall x, we stretch our ts to x > Xy multiplying the above
Ansatz ©or DG SF by the purely phenom enological factor (I  x) m otivated by the fam iliar
largex behaviour of D G LAP param eterizations of the gluon structure finction ofthe proton.
W e also add to the sea com ponents (2.40), (2.41) the contrbution from D IS on valence quarks
borrow ing the param eterizations from the repective GRV,CTEQ and MRS ts. The hatter
areonly avaibbl orQ?  Q?.Atx < 10 ? thisvalence contrbution is sn alland fades away
rapidly with decreasing x, for instance see [B1].

7.2 The param eters ofD G SF for di erent DG LA P in-—
puts

O urgoalisa detem ination of sm alkx D G SF in the whole range of~? by adjisting the relevant
param eters to the experim ental data on am alkx Fpy 2;02) in the whole available region of
Q? as well as the real photoabsorption cross section. The theoretical calculation of these
observables isbased on Egs. (240), @41), (710).

T he param eters which we did not try adjusting but borrowed from early work in the color
dipoke picture are R, = 027 fn, ie.,, = 075 GeV and the frozen value of the LO QCD
ocouplingwih gcp = 02GeV:

N o
%

4
2 3 T o . .
s © )—mjn?O.82, e ?2 . (711)

QCD

W e recallthat the GRV, MRS and CTEQ tsto GSF start the DGLAP evolution at quite a
di erent soft-to-hard interface Q i and diverge quite a lot, especially at m oderate and an all
~2 . The value of Q2 isborrowed from these tsand isnot a free param eter.

The adjustable param eters are oot @sorty M usar ~2 and ~Z (or the heavier quark m asses
wetakemg = myg+ 015GV and m. = 15 GeV). The both m,,y and s have clear
physical m eaning and we have certain insight into their variation range form the early work
on color dipole phenom enology ofD IS. T he r®k of these param eters is as follow s. T he quark
massm ,,q de nes the transverse size ofthe gg= uu;dd Fock state of the real photon, whose
natural scale is the size of the -meson. Evidently, roughly equal values of Fyy, (x;0 2) can be
obtained for som ewhat smaller F (x;Q?) at the expense of taking snallerm , 4, ie. larger size

of the photon, and vise versa. T herefore, though the quark m ass does not explicitly enter the
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param eterization rF (x;~?), the preferred value ofm u;a could have been correlated w ith the
DGLAP mput. W e nd that it is su cient to take the universalm ,,4= 022 G&V.

The ;. de nesthe soft scale in which the non-perturbative glie is con ned, and controls
the r-dependence of, and in con jinction w ith as.r+ Sets the scale for, the djpole cross section for
large size gg djpoles In the photon. W e nd that it is su cient to take the universala g = 2
and 2= 3GeV? forthe param eter of suppression of the hard tale of non-perturturbative soft
glue.

The m agnitude of the dipole cross section at lJarge and m oderately am all dipole size de-
pends also on the soft-to-hard Interpolation of D G SF, which is sensitive to DGLAP Inputs
for perturbative com ponent G (X;Q 2). This di erence of DGLAP inputs can be corrected
forby adjusting 2., and the hard+to-soft interface param eter ~; . T he slight rise of ~{ helps
to suppress som ew hat too strong x-dependence of the soft tale of the perturbative glue. The
Speci c param eterizations for ~2 depend on the DG LAP input and are presented in tabl 1.
Only ~Z and . varied from one DG LAP input to another. The soft com ponents of the
DGRV and D CTEQ param eterizations tum out ddentical. The eyeball tsare su cient for
the purposes of the present exploratory study. T he param eters found are sin ilar to those used
In B5, 36] where the focus has been on the description ofdi ractive D IS.

Tabl 1. The param eters of di erential glion structure function for di erent DG LAP inputs.

‘ DGRV D-MRS D-CTEQ
LO DGLAP input GRV 98LO [43] MRS-L0-1998 @5] | CTEQA4L (v4.6) [44]
QZ,Gev? 0.895 137 326
2 2 a1 172 51 172 ), 172
nrGev 1+ 0:00181og = 1+ 00381og" 1+ 0047 g™
softr Gev 01 0.07 041

Onem norproblem encountered in num erical di erentiation of all three param eterizations
orG . x;Q%) was the seesaw ~?-behavior of the resulting DG SF (7 .4), which was an artifact
ofthe grid nterpolation routines. A though this seesaw behavior ofD G SF would be an oothed
out in integral cbservables lke G x;Q?) or Fy, x;0%), we still preferred to rem ove the un-
physical seesaw cusps and have an ooth D G SF . This was achieved by calculating D G SE from
(7 4) at the center ofeach intervalofthe Q ?-grid and fiirther interpolating the resuls between
these points. By integration of the so-sm oothed F . x;Q *) one recovers the input G o (x;Q %) .
The values of Q2 cited in Tabk 1 corresponds to centers of the rst bin of the corresponding
Q2-grid.

7.3 The description of the proton structure function
Fop ;0%

W e focus on the sea dom nated lading ]ogi region of x < 10 2 . The practical calculation
of the proton structure function involves the two running argum ents of DG SF : x4 and ~2,
W e recall that in the standard collinear D G LAP approxin ation one has~? k2 Q2 and
Xg 2%, e ed. (31). W ihin the ~-factorization one nds that the dom nant contribution to
Fo %;Q0%) comes from M 2 Q” with little contrbution from M 2 > Q?. Because at am all x4
the x4 dependence of F' (x4;Q?) is rather steep, we take into account the x,  x relationship
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Figure 7.1: T he ~ -factorization description of the experim entaldata on Fyj, (x;0 2) in the ow
Q? region; black circles are ZEU S BPC data [62], open triangles denote H 1 shifted vertex (SV)
data [64], open squares are E 665 data [65]. Solid line represents ~ -factorization results for the
D -GRV param eterization of the di erential glion structure function F (x;~ 2y.

(2 44). Anticipating the results on e ective intercepts to be reported In section 7, we notice
that for allpractical purposes one can neglect the In pact of~ on the relationship (2.44),which
sin pli es greatly the num erical analysis. Indeed, the x4 dependence of F (xg;~2) is In portant
only at large ~?, which contrbute to F,, (x;Q0 %) only at large Q *; but the larger Q ?, the better
holdsthe DGLAP ordering ~2  k?;Q2. A lthough at smallto m oderate Q2 the DG LAP the
ordering breaks down, the x, dependence of F' (x4;~?) is weak here.

O bviously, achieving a good agreem ent from an alltom oderate to large Q 2 is a highly non—
trivialtask, because strongm odi cation ofthe soft contribution to F (x;~2) unavoidably echos
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Figure 72: The ~-factorization description of the experim ental data on F, ;Q2) in the
m oderate and high Q ? region; black circles and trianglkes are ZEU S data [60], [61], open circles
and triangks show H1 data [63], [64], open squares are E 665 data [65], stars refer to NM C

resulks [66]. Solid line rpresents ~—-factorization results for the DGRV param eterization of
the di erential glion structure fiinction F (x;~2).

in the Integrated gluon SF throughout the whole range of Q2 and shall a ect the calculated
structure fiinction from sm all to m oderate to large Q 2.

T he quality ofachieved description ofthe experin entaldata on the sm allkx proton structure
function is illustrated by gs. 71, 72. The data shown include recent HERA data (ZEUS
[60], ZEU S chifted vertex [61], ZEUS BPC [62], H1 [63], H1 shifted vertex [(4]), FNAL E 665
experim ent [65] and CERN NM C experim ent [66]. W hen plotting the E 665 and NM C data,
we took the lberty of shifting the data points from the reported values ofQ ? to the closest Q 2
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Figure 73: A comparison of the ~-factorization description of the experim ental data on
Fop (x;Q%) for severalvalies of Q2 with the D-GRV,D-CTEQ and D-M RS param eterizations
of the di erential gluon structure function F (x;~?). T he contrdoution to Fy, (x;Q %) from D IS
o valnce quarks is shown sepamately or larger Q 2.

boxes orwhich the HERA datawereavaibblk. ForQ? < Q2 = 0:9G eV ? the param eterizations
for valence distrlbbutions are not available and our curves show only the sea com ponent of
Fop ;Q2), at larger Q  the valence com ponent is included.
At x < 102 the accuracy of our D -G RV description of the proton structure finction is

comm ensurate to that of the accuracy of standard LO GRV ts. In order not to cram the

gures w ith nearly overlapping curves, we show the results forD G RV param eterization. The
situationwith D -CTEQ and D -M RS isvery sim ilar, which isseen n Fig.7 3, wherewe show on
a larger scale sin ultaneously the resultsbased on the D-GRV,DCTEQ and D-MRSDGSF's
for several selected values of Q2. Here at Jarge Q2 we show separately the contribution from
valence quarks. The di erence between the results forF 5, (x;0Q 2) ordi erent DG LAP nputs
ism arginal for all practical purposes, see also a com parison ofthe results for P fordi erent
DGLAP inputs in Fig.74.
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Figure 74: A com parison of the ~—factorization description of the experim entaldata on r=al
prhotoabsorption cross section kased on the D-GRV, D-CTEQ and D-M RS param eterizations
of the di erential gluon structure fiinction F (x;~2). The squares show the experim entaldata
from 1992-93 direct m easuram ents, the bulkts are the results of extrapolation of virtual pho—
toabsorption to Q2 = 0 ([62] and references therein) . T he soft com ponent of photoabsorption
cross section is shown separately.

74 Realphotoabsorption cross section P

In the lin iting case ofQ ? = 0 the relevant observable is the real photoabsorption cross section
P, A lthough the B Pprken variabl is m eaningless at very am all Q?, the gluon variablk Xqg
rem ainswellde ned at Q% = 0, sece eq. 2.44). In Fig. 7 4 we present our results alongside the
resuls of the direct m easurem ents of P and the resuls of extrapolation of virtual photoab-
sorption cross sectionsto Q2 = 0, for the summ ary ofthe experin ental data see [62]. The soft
contribbution to the cross section is shown separately. W e recall that our param eterizations
PrrF (x;~?) give dentical soft cross sections for the GRV and CTEQ inputs (sse table 1).
The barely visbk decrease of 5 towards snallW isamanifestation of/ (1 x) largex
behaviour of gluion densities. The extension to lower energies requires introduction of the
secondary reggeon exchanges which goes beyond the sub Ect of this study.
W e em phasize that we reproduce well the observed m agnitude and pattem of the energy
dependence of P in an approach with m anifestly energy-independent soft contribution to
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the total cross section. In this scenario the energy dependence of P is entirely due to the
x4-dependent hard com ponent Fp,..q Xq;Q 2y and as such this rise of the total cross section or
soft reaction can be regarded as driven entirely by very substantialhard-to-soft di usion. Such
a scenario has repeatedly been discussed earlier [0, 51, 67]. Tine and tin e again we shall
See sim flar e ects of hard-to-soft di usion and vise versa. Notice that hard-to-soft di usion
is a straightforw ard consequence of full phase sgpace calculation of partonic cross sections and
we do not see any possbility for decoupling of hard glion contrbbution from the total cross
sections of any soft interaction, whose generic exam pl is the real photoabsorption.

75



C hapter 8

P roperties of di erential gluon
structure function

8.1 DGSF in them om entum space

8.1.1 Soft/hard decom position ofD G SF

Now we focus on the x and ~? behavior of the so-determ ined D G SF starting for the reference
w ith the D G RV param eterization. T he sam e pattem holds or DG SF based on CTEQ and
MRS DGLAP inputs, see below. In gs. 8.1 and 82 we plt the di erential gluon density
F (x4;0%),whil in Fi. 83 we show the Integrated gluon density

2 g d 2
Gp ®;Q7) = , —F &i~7): 8.d1)
Here the subscript D is a rem inder that the integrated G, (x;Q?) is derived from DGSF.As
such, it must not be confused with the DG LAP param eterizations G o (x;Q 2) supplied with
the subscript pt.

Figs.8.1 and 8 2 illustrate the interplay at various x of the nonperturbative soft com ponent
ofD G SF and perturbative hard contribution supplem ented w ith the above described contin-—
uation nto ~? Q2. The soft and hard contrioutions are shown by dashed and dotted lines
respectively; their sum is given by solid line.

Apart from the Jargex suppression factor (I  x) our non-perturbative soft com ponent
does not depend on x. At not so amallx = 10 ? it dom inates the soft region of ~2 < 1 2
G eV ?, the hard com ponent takes over at higher ~2. T he soft-hard crossover point is close to

gt, but because of the hard-to-soft di usion it m oves w ith decreasing x to a gradually sm aller
2

~

In thisdetermm ination ofD G SF we focus on the ready-to-use param eterizations, the dynam —
icalevolution properties of the so—found D G SF' w illbe addressed elssw here. In what concems
the relationship between D G SF and the observable proton structure function, the early work
by Kwiecinskiet al. [68] is close In spirit to ours, the di erence being In a treatm ent of the
nonperturbative soft com ponent and sub ecting DG SF to uni ed BFKL/DGLAP evolution.
hFig.82wepreseent DG SF read o the plots In [68]; the agreem ent w ith our resuls is good,
w hich indicates a consistency ofour purely phencm enological param eterizations ofD G SF w ith
general expectations from the BFK L dynam ics.
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Figure 8.1: D-6RV di erential gluon structure finction F (x;~2) as a fiinction of ~? at sev-
eral values of x. D ashed and dotted lines represent the soft and hard com ponents; the total
unintegrated glion density is shown by the solid line

8.1.2 Soft/hard decom position of the integrated gluon structure
function

The 0k of the soft com ponent if further illustrated by Fig. 8.3, where we show the inte-
grated gluon density (8.1) and its soft and hard com ponents G goet ;Q2) and G narg ;0 2),
respectively. The soft contribution G g¢: (x;Q ?) is a dom inant feature of the integrated ghion
density Gp ;Q%) PrQ? < 1 Gev?. It buids up rapidly with Q2 and receives the m ajpr
controution from the region ~2 03  0:5 Ge?. OurAnsatz OrF oo (X;~2) is such that it
starts decreasing already at ~* 02 G &V and vanishes rapidly beyond ~? > 2 ., se gs.
10,11. Still the residual rise of the soft gluon density beyond Q2 05 G &V is substantial:
G sort (;Q2) rises by about the factor two before  attens at large Q 2. W e em phasize that
G sort Q2) being nite at large Q 2 isquite natural | a decrease ofG oo¢: Q%) at large Q2 only is
possible ifF 4.¢ (Q 2) becom es negative valued at Jarge Q 2, which does not seem to be a viabk
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Figure 82: The same as in Fig. 8.1 but overkhid onto one graph for illustration of the x—
dependence of F (x;~2). T he dashed lines shows the soft com ponent F o¢¢ (x;~2) and its slight
variation with x due to the nitex factor (I xy. T he dot-dashed curves show the K w iecinski
et al. [68] results for DG SF from a ~-factorization phenom enology of Fyy, (x;0 2) ased on the
solution of the uni ed BFKL/DGLAP equation.

option.

Atmoderately an allx = 10 ? the scaling violations are stillweak and the soft contribution
G sort ;0 2) rem ains a substantial part, about one half, of ntegrated G SF Gp (x;Q?) at all
Q2. Atvery anallx < 10 3 the scaling violations in the gluon structure fiinction are strong
and Gpara 7Q%) G aore ®;Q7) starting from Q2 12 GeV’.

8.1.3 Soft/hard decom position of the proton structure function
Fs(;07)

Egs. (2.40), 241) de ne the soft/hard decom position of the proton structure function. In
Fig.8.4 we show thpard %;0%) and Fzsgft (2;Q?) asa finction ofQ ? ortwo representative values
ofx. Notice how signi cance of soft com ponent as a fiinction ofQ 2 rises from fully di erential
F (x;0?) to integrated Gp ;Q2) to doubly integrated ngft(x;Q%. At a m oderately amall
x 107, the soft contrbution is a dom fnant part of F,, (x;Q *), although the rapidly rising
hard com ponent F 2% (x;0 ?) gradually takes over at an aller x.

2p
N otice that not only does Fzsgft (¢;Q?) not vanish at lJarge Q 2, but also it rises slow Iy w ith
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Figure 8.3: The same as Fig. 8.1 but Hr integrated glion structure finction Gp (x;Q2) as
given by the D -6 RV param eterization of the di erentialglion structure fiinction F (x;~2), or
the discussion see Section 6.2.

Q2 as
X 4G soft (QZ) 1
;0Q7?) el log : 82)
' T3, s @2)
Again, the decrease of F ngft 2;02) with Q2 would only be possble at the expense ofunphysical
negative valued G ¢ (Q ?) at Jarge Q2.

soft

sz

8.2 DG SF in the x—space: e ective intercepts and hard-
to-soft di usion

It is instructive to ook at the change ofthe x-dependence from the di erential gluon structure
finction F (x;~?) to integrated glion structure fiinction Gp (x;Q2) and fiirther to proton
structure function F; (X;Q 2). Tt is custom ary to param eterize the x dependence of various
structure functions by the e ective intercept. For Instance, the e ective intercept ofr fOr
di erential gluon structure function is de ned by the param eterization

2)

1 efel

F x;~%)/ = : 823)
X

One can de ne the related interoepts narg Or the hard com ponent F .4 2;~2) . N otice, that
In ourAnsatz ooft 0.
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Figure 8 4: T he soft-hard decom position of~ —factorization resuls for the proton structure fiinc—
tion F oy, (x;0 2) evaliated w ith the D -GRV param eterization of the di erential glion structure
fiinction F (x;~2).

The power law (83) is only a crude approxin ation to the actual x dependence of D G SF
and the e ective Interospt ¢ W ill evidently depend on the range of tted x. To be m ore
de nitive, for the purposes of the present discussion we de ne the e ective intercept as

2 IgF &p;~?)=F (x1;~%)]
2) = 4
eff ( ) ] ( ] 2) (8 )

taking x, = 10 ° and x; = 10 ® . The e ective intercept napq %) isde ned by (84) in tem s
Othard (X;NZ) .
O ne can de ne the related nteroepts  orr; narg Y the Integrated gluion structure function
Gp x;Q%):
l eff (QZ)
Gp ®;Q%) / . : (8.5)

In the case of Fp, (x;Q %) we de ne the Intercept  (Q ?) in tem s of the variabke X de ned
as , )
Q2+ M 2
*TwWezyoz ¥ €O
whereM y isthem ass of the ground state vectorm eson in the considered avor channel. Such
a replacem ent allow s one to treat on equal footing Q2 < 1 Ge&V?, where the ©m ally de ned
B prken variable x can no longer be Interpreted as a lightcone m om entum carried by charged

partons. For the purposes of the direct com parison w ih ©%); ©?) and 1 order to avoid
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Figure 8.5: E ective intercepts for total, and hard com ponents of, (a) the di erential gluon
structure finction F (x;Q02); (o) integrated glion structure finction Gp (x;Q2) and (c) pro—
ton structure function F x%;0%) evaluated wih the D-GRV param eterization of the di er—
ential glion structure finction F (x;~2). In the box (d) we compare the e ective intercepts
err Q)7 e ©%) and  of Q%) BrXF x;0%),Gp x;Q°) and Foo (®;Q?), respectively.

biases caused by the valence structure function, here we focus on Interospts  <rf; hara T

the sea com ponent of the proton structure function Fzs;a ®;02%):

1 ere@%)
F oot ;Q7) / = : 8.7)
The resuls for the e ective Interoepts are shown in  gs. 8.5, 8.6 and 8.7.

In our sinpli ed hard-to-soft extrapolation of F p..q %;Q2) we attrbute to Fpapm (x;Q2)
at Q?  Qf the same x-dependence as at Q% = Q2 modulb to slight m odi cations for the
x-dependence of ~Z . This gives the cup I narg Q?) at Q? = Q7Z, ie, the rst derivative of

hara Q?) is discontinuous at Q% = Q2.

A ocomparison of Fig. 82 with Fig. 83 and further with Fig. 8.4 shows clarly that only
N DGSF F (x;Q02) the e ect ofthe soft com ponent is concentrated at sm allQ 2. h integrated
Gp %;Q?) and especially in the proton structure function F,, (x;Q ) the inpact of the soft
com ponent extends to much larger Q2. The larger the soft contribution, the stronger is the
reduction of rr from i @and so forth, the pattem which is evident from Fig. 8.5a to 8.5b
to 8.5¢c, s=e also gs.8.6 and 8.7.

The change of e ective intercepts from di erential F (x;Q ?) to integrated Gp ¢;Q?) is
strajghtﬁ)rward, the prjncjpale ect is that hard (QZ) < hard (QZ) and eff (QZ) < eff (QZ)
which re ectsthe grow ing in portance of soft com ponent in G, (¢;Q?). The change ofe ective
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Figure 8.6: E ective intercepts for total, and hard com ponents of, (@)the di erential gluon
structure finction F (x;Q02); (o) integrated glion structure finction Gp (x;Q2) and (c) pro—
ton structure function F oy %;0°) evaluated wih the D-MRS param eterization of the di er-
ential glion structure finction F (x;~2). In the box (d) we compare the e ective intercepts
ot Q%); ere @%) and e Q°) OrF x;07%),Gp &;Q7) and Foo (®;Q %), respectively.

intercepts from F (x;Q2) and Gp x;Q7%) to Fyp (x;07) is kess trivial and exhibits two dram atic
consequences of the hard-to-soft and soft-to-hard di usion. If the standard DGLAP contri-
bution (32) were al], then the change from the intercept (©Q?) fr integrated gluon densiy
to the intercept  Q #) for the proton structure finction F,, x;0%) would be sin ilar to the
change from Q%) to (©Q?), ie., the e ective intercept ¢ Q?) would have been close to
zero ©rQ? < 1 GeV?. However, by virtue of the hard-to-soft di usion phenom enon inherent
to the ~-factorization, Fy, x;Q?) receives a contrbution from glions with ~* > Q?, which
enhances substantially harq @Q2) and  or¢ ©2). The net resul isthat at sm allto m oderately
large Q? we nd  paa Q%) > hara Q%) @and  eer Q%) > e Q7). Aswe emphasized above
In sections 5.3, the rise of real photoabsorption cross section is precisely of the sam e ordgin.

The second e ect is a dram atic attening of e ective hard intercept, narq Q?), over the
whole range of Q2. Forallthree DG LAP Iputs narq Q?) attensat approxin ately the sam e

hard 04.

The whole set of gs. 8.5{8.7 also show s that the system atics of intercepts in the hard
region of Q% > QZ is nearly identical for all the three DGLAP inputs. In the soft region
we have a slight nequalty hara ¢?)} yrs > hara &°)3 cry » Which can be readily at-
trbuted to a slight equality Q2™ RS) > QZ(GRV). In the case of CTEQ4L (v4.6) in-
put the value of Q2 CTE Q) is substantially larger than Q2 M RS);Q2(GRV). In the range
QZM RS);Q2GRV) < ~* < QZ(CTEQ) the e ective Intercept  pa,g (+?) rises steeply with
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Figure 8.7: E ective intercepts for total, and hard com ponents of, (a) the di erential gluon
structure finction F (x;Q02); (o) integrated glion structure finction Gp (x;Q2) and (c) pro—

ton structure function F oy %;0?) evaluated with the D-CTEQ param eterization of the di er-
ential glion structure finction F (x;~2). In the box (d) we compare the e ective intercepts
erf @) e ©@%) and  of Q%) BrXF x;0%),Gp x;Q°) and Foo (®;Q?), respectively.

~?. This explains a why in the soft region parg %)3 15, IS Signi cantly larger than for the
D-GRV and D-M RS param eterizations. The di erence am ong intercepts for the three pa—
ram eterizations decreases gradually from di erential F (x;~2) to integrated Gp ¢;Q2) glion
density to the proton structure function Fj, x;0%).

Fially, in Fig.8.8 we com pare our results or .e¢ (Q?) with the recent experin entaldata
from ZEUS collaboration [61]. Since in the expermental t the range of X = Ky axsXmin ]
varies from point to point, we m In icked the experin ental procedure In our evaluation of

off rom eg. (81l) by taking X, = Xpax and X; = Xu i - T his explains the som ewhat
irreqular Q¢ dependence. The experin ental data include both sea and valence com ponents.
AtQ?> Q2(GRV)= 09 GeV? we ncluded the valence com ponent of the structure function
taking the GRV 98LO param eterization. For CTEQ 4L (v.4.6) and M R S-1.O -1998 the values of
Q i are substantially larger. H ow ever, the valence com ponent is a an all correction and we took
a lberty ofextracting the valence contrbution F J2* (x;0 %) from GRV tsforQZ GRV) < Q? <
Qi(M RS);Qi(C TE Q). The overall agreem ent w ith experin ent is good. D i erence am ong
the three param eterization ism argihaland can of course be traced back to gs.8.5{8.7.
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Figure 8.8: E ective intercepts (Q ?) ofthe proton structure fiinction Fop x;0 2) in the HERA
dom ain evaluated orthe D-GRV,D-M RS and D CTEQ param eterizations for the di erential
gluon structure function F x;~2%); the experim ental data points are from ZEUS [61]

8.3 H ow theglion densitiesof~—-factorization di er from
DG LAP glion densities

It is Instructive also to com pare our resuls for ntegrated G SF (8.1) w ih the conventional
DGLAP t Gpt(x;QZ) . In Fig. 8.9 we present such a com parison between our Integrated D —
G RV distrbution (the solid curves) and the GRV 98L0O distribution (the dashed curves). A's
was anticipated in section 3.2, at very Jarge Q ? the two gluon distrbutions converge. W e also
anticipated that at sm allx and m oderate Q * the D G LAP gluon structure functions G . (x;Q ?)
are substantially larger than the result of integration of DG SF, see eq. (8.1). At x = 10°
they di er by as much as the factor two-three over a broad range ofQ? < 100 GeV2. The
di erence between integrated DG SF and the DGLAP t decreases gradually at lJarge x, and
isonly margihalat x = 10 2.

R ecall the substantial divergence ofthe GRV,M RS and CTEQ gluons structure functions
of DGLAP approxination G (x;Q°) at small and m oderate Q. Contrary to that, the ~-
factorization D-6RV,D-CTEQ and D-M RS gluon structure filnctions G, (¢;Q?) are nearly
identical. W e dem onstrate this property in Fig.8.10 where we show integrated G, (¢;Q?) and
theirD G LAP counterparts G . (x;Q 2) for the three param eterizations at two typical values of
% . Because of an essentially uni ed treatm ent of the region of~* Q2 and strong constraint
on D G SF in this region from the experin entaldata at sm allQ ?, such a convergence ofD -G RV,
D-CTEQ and D-M RS DG SF s is not unexpected.

One can also compare the e ective Intercepts Or our integrated GSF Gp (x;Q%) with
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Figure 8.9: Com parison of our resuls fr integrated glion density Gp (x;Q?) evaluated with
the DGRV param eterization of the di erential gluon structure function F xz;~2) wih the
GRV98L0 DG LAP input param eterization G, x;Q2).
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Figure 8.10: A com parison ofthe divergenae 0ofGRV 98L0, CTEQ 4L (v.4.6) and M RS-1.0 -1998
gluon structure functions G 4 (%70 2) in the kft box with the divergence of our integrated glion
structure fiinctions Gp (x;Q2) evaliated or the D-GRV, D-CTEQ and D-M RS param eteriza—
tions for di erential gluon structure function F (x;Q 2y attwo typical values of x
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Figure 811: A comparison of the intercept fftf) @Q?) of the x-dependence of the GRV 98L0,
CTEQA4L (v4.6) and M RS-1.0-1998 gluon structure functions G . (X;Q 2) wih their counter—
part o¢r Q?) or integrated G x;02) evaliated with D-GRV, D-CTEQ and D-M RS param —
eterizations for di erential glion structure fiinction F (x;Q 2).

those cbtained from DG LAP gluon distributions G ¢ (x;Q 2). Fig8.11 shows large scattering

of fftf) ©?) from one DGLAP Input to another. At the sam e tin e, this divergence of di er-
ent DGLAP input param eterizations is washed out to a large extent in the ~-factorization

description of physical cbservables (see also (8.8)).

84 How di erent observables probe the D G SF

The issue we address in this section is how di erent cbservables m ap the ~? dependence
ofF (xg;~2) . W e expand on the qualitative discussion in section 32 and corroborate i w ih
num erical analysis follow ing the discussion n B2]. W e start w ith the two closely related quan-—
tities | longiudinal structure fiinction F1, x;Q?) and scaling violations QF, (¢;Q 2)=@ logQ
| and proceed to Fy, x;Q2) and the cham structure finction of the proton F 55 (;Q 2). This
m apping is best studied if n (2.40) and 41) we Integrate rst over K and z. In order to
cus on the ~? dependence we prefer presenting di erent observables in term s of F (2x;~2)
and G, (2x;~?)

Q%) X a2
FuiQ%) = —3 & — 1 QHF exi~); 8.8)
F ; 2 2y x Z d~2
@@zb(i;sz ) _ s3(Q ) & = 9 02,2 x;~?) : 89)
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Figure 8.12: The weight function ; for m apping of the di erential gluon structure function
F (x;~?) as a finction of ~? or severalvalies of Q2. W e show separately the resuls for light
avours, u;d, and cham .

In the num erical caloulation of Fy, (x;Q %) starting from eg. (241) we have x4 and ~* as
the two running argum ents of F (xg;~2) . A s discussed above, the m ean value of x4 is close to

2x, but the exact relationship depends on ~%. The ¥;z integration am ounts to averaging of
F (xg;~2) over certain range of x4 . The resul of this averaging is for the m ost part controlled
by the e ective intercept o¢r ~2):

* |

T 6T
2%
IF (xg;~")i= F @x;~%) - = r4)F (2x;~%) : (8.10)
g

Because the derivative of .¢r (+?) changes rapidly around ~? = QZ, the rescaling factor r (~#)
also has a rapid variation of the derivative at ~* = QZ, which in the due tum generates
the rapid change of derivatives of L(f? Q?;~?) around ~* = QZ. As far as the m apping of
di erential F (2x;~2) is concemed, this is an entirely m arginale ect. However, ifwe look at
the m apping of integrated gluon structure function Gp (x;Q2), which is derived from (8.8),

(8.9) by integration by parts:

e3)x % a2e Q22
Fr &iQ%) = — P -5 Gp 2x;~%); 811
L %;02) e ¢ T apgo b 2x;~%) (8.11)
@F, (x;Q2) ) x L% a2e 722
@2ng2 - S3 & 2@ g2 Gp @xi~%); 812)
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Figure 813: The weight function , for m apping of the di erential gluons structure function
F (x;~?) as a finction of ~? or severalvalies of Q2. W e show separately the resuls for light
avours, u;d, and cham .

then the weight functions @ , @7;~?)=@ og~* will exhibit a slightly irregular behaviour

around ~? = QZ. Evidently, such an irregularity appears in any region of fast variation of
er ~2); In our sin pli ed m odel it is som ewhat am pli ed by the cusp-lke ~? dependence of
ers 7).
Finally, starting from (8.12) one obtains a usefiil representation for how the proton struc—
ture function Fy, (x;0 2) m aps the integrated gluon structure fiinction:

“otad @)X L% ate [T

o A A A L2
F2p (XIQ )_ 0 q2 3 ef 2 @ bg~2 GD (2Xr )
Z 2
1 X d~
T3 & —u L0 5 69)Gs @xi~7) 8.13)

In gs.8.12 and 813 we show theweight functions 1 and ,.Evidently, for light avours
and very large Q2 they can be approxin ated by step-fiinctions

5% G20% 4); 8.14)

w here the scale factors C, % and C, 2 can be readily read from gures, for the related
discussion see [B2]. Note that the value C, 2 corresponds toC, 8 ntroduced In Section
32. Recall that the developm ent of the plateau-lke behaviour of [ and , which extends
to~%  Q? signals the onset ofthe leading JogQ ? approxin ation. For Jarge Q ? in the approxi-
m ation (8.14) the ~2 integration can be carried out explicitly and Fy, (x;Q2) / Gp @x;C1.Q2).

Sin flarly, QF, (x;Q0%)=R ogQ? / Gp (2x;C,Q0%2), cf. eq. 3.6).
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Figure 814: The sam e as F ig. 8.12 but for m apping of the integrated gluon structure fiinction
Gp (x;~%) asa finction of~? for severalvalies ofQ?. W e show separately the resuls or light
avours and chamm .
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Figure 8.15: The weight function W , for m apping of the integrated gluons structure function
Gp (¢;~?) as a finction of~? for severalvalies ofQ?. W e show separately the resuls or light
avours and charmm

Still better idea on how F; and scaling violations m ap the integrated G SF is given by
gs. 814,815, where we show results or @ (Ff), =@ log~? and W, *'. The rst quantity
is sharply peaked at ~2 C.Q?%. The second quantity visbly develops a plateau at large
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Figure 816: A comparison of the experimnental data from ZEUS [69] on the cham struc-
ture function of the proton with ~-factorization results for F;° %;0%) based on the D-GRV
param eterization of the di erential glion structure finction F (x;Q 2).

Q2. As can be easily seen, scaling violations do receive a substantial contrbution from the
beyondD GLAP region of~? > Q2.

Because ofthe heavy m ass, the case ofthe cham structure function cmg ;0 ?) is som ewhat

specizl. Figs. 814 and 8.15 show weak sensitivity of Fy7 2;0?) to the soft com ponent of
F (x;~2), which has an obvious origin: long-wavelength soft glions with < m . decouple
from the color neutral cc Fock state of the photon, which has a an all transverse size < mi .

Our resulks for FZCI;:(X;QZ) are shown In Fig. 816, the agreem ent w ith the recent precision

experim entaldata from ZEUS [69] is good.
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C hapter 9

Im proved determ Ination of the
di erentialglue in proton: D GD 2002
analysis

D uring the last two years new high-accuracy m easurem ents of structure function F,, in the
expanded param eter space were presented by ZEUS [/0], [71] and H1 [/2]. In the light of
our analysis, the m ost In portant in provem ent was further plinging into low x region (down
tox = 67 10, [/0) and 2 3% accurate detem nation of F,, in the snalkQ? (025
GeV? < Q2% < 065 GeV?) and relatively amalkx (10° < x < 10°) region. Even a brief
com parison of ke—factorization predictions for F,, In this region based on the di erential glue
from the previous section showed a system atic severalsigm a deviation from experim ental
points. The second problem with old di erential glue was that we did not quite m atch the
experin entally m easured exponent of F',, rise towards high 1=x. A s our analysis showed (see
Fig.8.8), the predicted intercept was1l 2 lowerat@® > 10Gev?.
Thus, not being able to clain that we reproduce w ith old di erential glue the F ,, data
well enough, we reextracted the di erential gluon structure function. This tin e, the eyeball
ts were not acceptable, and therefore a  ?-m inin ization procedure was carried out. This
com m unication presents the results of this reevaluation.

9.1 Fitting procedure and param eters of D G SF

O urgoalis a detem ination of sm alkx D G SF in the whole range of~2 by ad jisting the relevant
param eters to the experin entaldata on sn alkx F,, (x;Q ) in the whole available region ofQ 2.
T he k.—~factorization predictions for F,, were calculated at N = 191 points In (x;Q %) space
and ocom pared to the experin entally valuesm easured at HERA . T hese points include alldata
available at them om ent or ow-Q 2 region Q2 < 1 GeV?) aswellas alldata points for several
higher values of 02, namely, at Q% = 15 2:5 27 35 45 50 65 10 35GeV2The 2 was

calculated acocording to

theor: SXP iy 2
2 _ x (E‘Zp Fop ) .

2 2
i=1 stat + syst

The param eters which we did not try adjsting but borrowed from early work in the
oolor dipok picture are R, = 027 fm, ie, L, = 075 GeV and the frozen value of the

©d)
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LO QCD ocoupling with 4¢cp = 02 G&V (7.11). Our previous analysis showed that the
param etrizations DGRV, DM RS, and D-CTEQ (that is, DGSF bassd on GRV, MRS, and
CTEQ tsto Integrated glions) mun very close to one another throughout the whole x, ~2
space. This can be verbalized asno m atter from what particularD G LAP param etrization we
start, we w ill arrive at virtually the sam e shape of the di erential gluon structure function.
To this end, we used only GRV 98LO ts, since they are availabl for the w idest range of x
and Q? values.

The adjistable param eters are  qoers asortr M uay ~2 and ~Z (or the heavier quark m asses
wetakemg = myg+ 015GeV and m. = 15 G&V). The both m,,4 and st have clear
physical m eaning and we have certain insight into their variation range form the early work
on color dipole phenom enology ofD IS. T he r®k of these param eters is as follow s. T he quark
massm,,y de nes the transverse size of the gqg= uu;dd Fock state of the real photon, whose
natural scale is the size of the -meson. Evidently, roughly equal values of Fyy, (x;0 2) can be
cbtathed for som ewhat am aller F (x;Q?) at the expense of taking am allerm 4 and vise versa.
T herefore, though the quark m ass does not explicitly enter the param eterization rF (x;~2),
the preferred value ofm , 4 could have been correlated wih the DGLAP Input. W e nd that
it is su cient to take the universalm ,,4 = 021 G&V, which is slightly Jower than 022 G&V,
used before.

Parameter ., de nes the soft scale in which the non-perturbative glie is con ned, and
controls the r-dependence of, and In conjinction w ith as.r: Sets the scale for, the djpole cross
section for large size gqg dipoles in the photon. W e nd that it is su cient to take the universal

soft= 01 GeV and 2= 1GevZ.

T he m agnitude of the dipole cross section at lJarge and m oderately am all dipoke size de-
pends also on the soft-to-hard interpolation ofD G SF, which is sensitive to DG LA P inputs for
perturbative com ponent G ¢ X;Q 2). This di erence of DGLAP inputs can be corrected for
by adjisting the hard-to-soft interface param eter ~Z . T he slight rise of ~{ helps to suppress
som ew hat too strong x-dependence of the soft tale of the perturbative glue. The soeci ¢ pa—
ram eterizations for ~2 depend on the DGLAP input and are presented in Tabl 2. Only ~
and gt varied from one DG LAP Input to another.

In oxder to be ablk to assess the uncertainty in determm mnation of di erential glie, we
perform ed several 2 m inin ization procedures using slightly di erent sets of free param eters.
T he resulting param eters of the ts are shown in Tabl 2; below we comment on each t n
detail.

Fit 1

W hen obtainingFit 1, we adjusted values of ag¢+, transition point Q i in (7.8), finctional form
of £ = 2(),whih we took asa st order polynom iala + blog(l=x), and the power of
the high-x suppressing factor 1  x) .

The resulting value of tumed ouruncom fortably large 11. Num erically, such a strong
suppression serves as a ram edy against som ew hat too slow x behavior of F,, as we approach
X 102 from the lowx side. A lthough rather arti cial, this suppressing factor does not
Invalidate our approach since the exact behavioroftheglie in thelm it x ! 1 lies arbeyond
the soope of the present approach. Still, we would like to note the alamm ing tendency that
even w ith this factor large part of the overall 2 com es precisely from the region we wanted to
correct (10 ® < x < 10 ?). Thism ight be an indication that our understanding of this region
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is far from perfect. M ore analysis is needed to settle up this issue.

Fit 2
In Fit 2 we opened up another degree of freedom , nam ely, we allowed for shifting in the
second argum ent of G (x;Q ?). A s early analyses showed, the best k.~factorization vs. DG LAP
corresoondence would be
@G ®;0°) _
@bgQ? ...
T he early analysis gave C 2, but In our approach we treated C as free param eter.
W e started from Fi 1 and Jt the 2 slide to itsm ninum as we freed parameterC . W e
expected C > 1 at m ninum point. Indeed, our predictions with Fi 1 for high-Q? region
su ered from too high values at high x and too low values at very sm allx. A s early analysis
indicated, when we shift the ~? scale according to (92), we m ake the unintegrated glion
density increase at x < 10 ® and decrease at higher values of x. W e expect this tendency to
survive the m ultiple integration procedure and to echo in the proton structure F .
Them inin ization procedure gave C 1: with slight adjustm ent of other param eters, see
Tablk 1 for details.

F x;~%)$ 92)

Fi 3

In the region of very hard glions both Fit 1 and Fi 2 rely on the kading order DGLAP

param etrizations of G (x;Q?). A lthough it is desirable that integrated glion structure fiinc—
tion Gp ¢;Q?) based on our param etrizations approaches in the double logarithm ic lin it the
conventional gluon density obtained from D G LAP evolution, there is certainly no requirem ent
that our tsbebuilton these DGLAP ts. One should only m ake sure that at log (1=x) 1

and log@?= .,) 1behaviorofour tsiscompatibl with the corresponding behavior of
the DGLAP ts.

T he properties of the D G LA P -evolved glion density in the lim i iswell understood. Since
the anom alous din ension of gluons is higher than that ofthe sea quarks, the secondary glions
In this Im it tend to be radiated o gluons as well. The evolution of the integrated gluon
density G ¢;Q02) = xg(x;0?) ssparates out and is govemed by

Z
@§g§§)= 52@2) dezG ~i07 Pos @) 93)
w ith splitting function
" #
Pio ()= N, 2z z+—2 2 F o0 0 4. (9.4)
1 Z) z 6

T he R egge-type behavior

G x;0%) = fQ? )—t (9.5)

w ith constant is com patible with the D GLAP equations and leads to

" #
dbgf %) w. la S Y I S U o
_— = Z Z Z V4 Z

ds - a z) z i

93



1 1 1 1 11
= 4N, — + + —+C+ (+2)
+ 1 + 2 + 3 12
(9.6)
Here 2 3
g Q%= czzcn
= 4 5
s= log g 02 2 9.7)
0~ QcCD

and C and are the Euler constant and the digam m a fiinction respectively. O ne In m ediately
gets the solution for the integrated glion structure finction

n L4
2 0’ 1
G ®;0%) / by — = 9.8)
QCcD X
which leads to the di erential glue of the fom
" P
F &;~%)/ g — = (9.9)
QCD X

T his analysis inspires us search for a param etrization of F . that would be power-lke both In
Iog ~*= 2., and log(l=x) I the doublk logarithm ic regin e.
The functional form ofF . F it 3 isbased on is

| —
" , ‘#0341 6"%

~

0:4

(910)

Y|

Fpr®;~%)F s = 0245 Iog
ocp

Tabl 2. The param eters of D GD 2002 ts to di erential glion densities.

| Fil Fi 2 | Fi3 |
hard nput | GRV 98LO GRV 98LO Eq.(9.10)
~2ghift Cc =141
Q2,Gev? 145 145 14
Bsoft 2.66 2.63 2.6
2,Gev? | 04+ 02451og: | 038+ 0245g: | 031 Iogt
| total ?| 257 | 245 | 226 |

9.2 The properties of the gluon structure function

In Fig.91 wepltted the three tsto the di erential gluon structure fiinctions obtained above
vs. ~? at several values of x. O ne observes here a num ber of nteresting features. F irst, the
three curves display rather sin ilar behavior at very am all x, but at x as high as 10 ? the
di erence am ong them throughout the region ~2 > 1 GeV? is quite sizable. Still, all of these
param etrizations of DG SF do provide a reasonably accurate description of F,,. Thus, we
conclude that m odem experin entaldata on F,, do not place severe restrictions on the shape
of di erential glue at not very smallx (say, x > 10 3).

T he second feature of the curves presented is their salient twopeak shape. T he technical
origin of this clear ssparation of the soft and hard exchange m echanian s is, of course, the
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Figure 9.1:D i erential glion structure fiinction as finction of 2: DGD 2002 analysis

very abrupt extrapolation of soft gluons into hard region and vica versa, generated by high
powers . Thism ight seem arti cial, but as we descrbed, such abrupt extrapolation seem ed
necessary in order to cbtain the correct behavior of e ective intercept of F' 5, and therefore it
was quite essential for getting better 2. Thus, we inclined to think that such clear ssparation
of the soft and hard m echanisn s is iIndeed preferred by experin ent.

The iIntegrated glion structure function is shown in Figs. 92. A sim ilbr cbservation,
though in a subdued om , can bemade. At x= 102  10° one can notice som e departure
am ong the curves, which die out as we shift towards Iower and Iower x. Aswe go to an aller
X, we observe plateau around ~2 1 3 G &V, which orighhates from the two-peak shape of
F (x;~2), becom e m ore and m ore prom inent.

Note also that at small x and very large Q2 all three G, (x;Q?) curves, including F it 3

95



Go(x,Q%), 2002
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Figure 9.2: Integrated gluon structure fiinction as finction of Q?: D GD 2002 analysis

w ith sin ple—form ula param eterization ofF'y,.4, approach each other.

9.3 The observables

9.3.1 Structure function Fj, and its derivatives

Since the overall behavior of structure function F, ;0 2) was the quantity we tried to t,
one can expect a very good description of the data. Indeed, asFigs. 9.3 and 94 show, our
calculations for Fo, based on allthree DG SF ts go alm ost directly through the experin ental
points. This trend is som ewhat spoilkd beyond the region of tting, namely, at x > 0:01,
but stillwe do not run into any severe discrepancy even here. N ote also that throughout the
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Fp — low Q°
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Figure 9.3: T he k.—factorization results for the structure finction F,, (x;Q?) in the snallQ?
region
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F,, — moderate and high Q
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Figure 94: The k—-factorization results for the structure function F;, (x;0Q 2) in the m odemrate

and high Q2 region
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tting region all three curves di er Jess than 5% .
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Figure 9.5: The in provem ent of the kc—factorization predictions for the structure function F
lased on DGD 2000 (eftpane) and DGD 2002 (right pane) param etrizations of the di erential
gluon structure finction

Fig. 9.5 illustrates the in provem ent in the description ofthe structure function F,, by the
ki—factorization calculations aswe sw itch from old D G D 2000 param etrizations ofD G SF to the
new DGD 2002 ts. The curves now go directly through very constraining new data points
and therefore have less tendency to depart from each other outside the tting range.

Fig. 9.6 show s the e ective Intercept of structure function F ,, in the m oderate Q 2 dom ain
together w ith recent H 1 data [73]. T he intercepts were calculated according to

g Fop (170 %)=F 2 27Q%)]
g (x2=x1) '

Q%= (911)
For each di erential gluion density t we plotted here two curves: the upper one corresponds
to the e ective intercept taken between x; = 10° and x, = 10 *, while the Iower one is for
x; = 10% and x, = 10 ° . Signi cant deviation between the two curves indicates the fact that

the pow erlike law
1 %
Fop (x;07) / - 912)

isonly a very crude approxin ation.
The agreem ent w ith the data is reasonable, especially when one takes into acoount that
at Jower Q2 one should com pare the data w ith the upper curves and at higher Q2 the data
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Figure 9.6: T he k—factorization predictions for the e ective intercepts of the structure function
F,, in the m oderate Q 2 region confronted with H1 data (solid circles)

should be com pared w ith the lower curves. This is due to the experim ental procedure used
by H1 to detem ine the intercepts: at am aller Q 2 the value of the intercept com es from data
points in the range x 2 (10 ° ;10 3), whil at higherQ? only x  10° 10?2 were availble.

9.3.2 Structure function Fy,

In 1999 H1 published in proved data on detem mnation of structure function Fi, ®;0%). We
show them in Fig. 9.7 together w ith our predictions. The general agreem ent can be seen,
however, since the data are not very constraining, little fiuther infom ation can be extracted
from thisplot.

933 Realphotoabsorption cross section

Fially, n Fig. 98 we show experim ental data for real photoabsorption cross section
together w ith our predictions.

p
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Figure 9.7: T he bngitudinal structure fiinction F;, of the proton in the m oderate Q 2 region
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Figure 9.8: T he predictions of the real photoalbsorption cross section as function of totalenergy
lased on D GD 2002 param etrization
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C hapter 10

N um erical analysis of the vector
m eson producton

10.1 1S states: a brief look

10.1.1 Absolute values of cross sections and scaling phenom enon

An overview ofthe experim ental results on vectorm eson production together w ith our predic—
tions is given by Fig. (101). Here we plotted the experim entally m easured values of m eson
cross sections for photoproduction (H1 [/4] and ZEU S [75]) and electroproduction H1 [76]
and ZEU S [/7]) cases, m esons elctroproduction cross sections H1 [/8]and ZEU S [79], BO]),
J= photoproduction H1 Bl]) and elctroproduction cross sections H1 B2]and ZEUS [77],
B3]), and (1S) photoproduction cross sections H1 Bl] and ZEUS [B4]). A 1l experin ental
data points are either taken at W = 75 G &V or are extrapolated to this energy. W henever
possible, we used the energy dependence m easured experin entally In the corresponding pa—
pers. In the case of m esons photoproduction no reliabl data on energy are available, and

weussdpowerlaw ()/ W wih = 1:{75,which comes from our calculations.

In the case of , J= , and mesons the cross sections were m ultiplied by appropriate

avor factors in order to rem ove trivial sensitivity of the cross sections to the m ean-square
charge he?i of the quark content in a vectorm eson.

A s suggested by the tw ist expansion analysis, the total production cross sections should
exhlbit an approxin ate scaling in variable 52 . Indeed, asFig. (10.1) show s, the experin ental
data for various vector m esons do possess such a scaling property: data points for , , and
J= taken at the same valies of Q 2 alnost colncide. T is worth noting that the scaling
phenom enon takes place even at small 62 . Note that the k.factorization predictions also
exhibit approxin ate scaling phenom enon.

10.1.2 The energy and }jdependence

T he ram arkabl scaling in variable 62 is observed not only in the m agnitude of the production
cross sections, but also in the pattems of energy dependence and Fidependence.
T he energy dependence of the vectorm eson production cross sections is com patible w ithin
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Figure 10.1: The total cross section of di raction elctroproduction of various vector m esons
against scaling variabk Q 2+ m \2, . Results are s;akd acoording to  avor content to equilibrate the
ekctric charges ofdi erent avours. T he k ~factorization predictionslased on oscillator (solid
Iines) and suppressed Coulmb (dashed lines) are also shown. All calculation are perform ed
forWw = 75 GeV; the experim entalpoints are either taken in this energy range or consistently
extrapokted to this energy.

experin ental errors w ith the power-like R egge-type grow th:
/W =4[p 1]: (10.41)

The Jatter equality re ects the assum ption that the energy behavior com es from the glion
content of the proton, which is usually linked to the Pom eron intercept p at Xj= 0.

T he tdependence of the di erential cross section d =dtjcan be approxin ated at £j< 05
G eV? by a sin ple exponential law
d—,/ e®H . 102)
d¥j
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T he m agnitude of the slope param eter B show s how "fragile" the proton and the produced
meson are.

Effective intercept a(0)—1
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Figure102: The e ective interaepts (upper pane) and e ective slopes (bwer pane) of the vector
m eson production cross sections vs. scaling variabke Q% + m2 . The data points represent
meson and J= meson resulks. The curves are the k. O-fActorization calculations for the
m eson w ith the oscillhtor wave function.

Both quantities | the interospt and the slope | do exhibit Q ? dependence, but again via
scaling variable 62 . Fig.102 shows a plot from [16], where the k.—-factorization predictions
for these quantities are com pared w ith the experin ental results then available. A Ihough the
agreem ent is not perfect, the tendency is caught by the k.—factorization calculations. Below
we w ill give m ore detailed investigation ofboth quantities.

10.1.3 The levelof accuracy

B efore prooceeding fuirther, we should have a clear idea ofwhat level ofaccuracy one can expect
from the k.—factorization predictions.

T here is a num ber of quantities that can be a source of uncertainty in the nal answers.
Below we discuss them .
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T he gluon density

Thegluon content ofthe proton isan intrinsically non-perturbative quantity, and therefore
it isnot calculable w ithin the ki ~factorization approach. O ur extensive analysis ofthe structure
function F',, lead us to an accurate determm nation ofthe di erential gluon density F (x;~ %) in
the proton. T he k.—factorization resuls for various physical observables based on distinct ts
to F (x;~%) di er from each other at the Jlevel of several percent.

A s we discussed above, the vector m eson production am plitudes are related not to the
diagonalquantity F (x;~2), but to theo -diagonal (skewed) glion distrioution F (x1;%2;~;7).
T he situation can be partially cured by linking the skewed gluon distribbution to the diagonal
one by m eans of Shuvaev formula (528) or its sin pli ed version (5.30). Since such a linking
is strictly valid only when x; or x, vanishes, and therefore it is a good approxin ation in the
casesQ? mZ2 andQ? mi.

IfQ? m?,this linking becom esnot well jasti ed, and the whole procedure introduces an
uncertainty. In order to test the m agniude of the uncertainty associated w ith the skewness
of the gluon density, we perform ed an additional check, nam ely we calculated the meson
cross sections at low Q2 using strictly forward and sinpli ed o “forward (5.30) Ansatze for
the gluon structure function. W e und that at Q2 = 0 usihg Hrward instead of non-orward
(the later is defaul option for all calculations here) reduced the cross section by a factor of
1:07. Obviouslk, sn allness of this factor orighates from low average value of energy grow th
exponent

T hus, the inaccuracy introduced at Iow Q 2 by forward/o —forward A nsatz orglion density
isnom ore than 10% .

T he wave function

W ih the gluon density being brought under reasonable control, the only m a pr uncalculable
piece of the pie is vector m eson wave function. A s describbed above, we focus on the soft
wave function, In particular, we used the oscillator and "suppressed Coulom b" wave function
Ansatze. Being virtually the two lim ing cases ofhow the radialpart ofthe wave function can
ook like, they represent fairly well the region of uncertainty introduced by a speci ¢ choice of
the wave function.

As can be s=en from the above Figures, the calculations based on the oscillator wave
function A nsatz are roughtly tw ice higher than those obtained w ith the suppressed Coulom b
W E.

The w idth of vector m eson

In our calculations we treated the produced vector m esons as particlkes w ith negligible w idth.
This is not the case for the meson, whose width is about 1=5 of s mass. Usually, the
Incorporation ofa nite width of a produced particle is conducted via e ective 'am earing’ of
the results (Wwhich depend on the m ass of the particle produced) over a certain m ass interval.
If the cross sections calculated for a given m ass happen to have convex dependence on m ass
whith is precisely the case n the meson production), then such a snearing will ower
the values of the cross sections. Thus, from a very general argum ents we can expect such a
an earing in our case aswell. Roughly, it should am ount to decreasing of the cross sections by
factorof 1+ =m ) 12.
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A m ore accurate calculation ofthise ect isa non-trivialtask. The problm is that in our
treatm ent of the vector m eson production we never refer to the vectorm eson m ass. W e deal
only wih the e ective Invariant m ass of the gg pair. Therefore accurate calculation of the
an earing e ect requires solution of conosptually non-trivial problam s.

T he 1im its of ki—factorization approach

F nally, the very approach we use has lin ited applicability dom ain. In particular, it would
be allacious to extend our calculations to hjgh Q0?2 region. A rough criterion to border of the
applicability dom ain can be given by Q 2 W 2 2. ,whith isabout 50 G eV ? orthe HERA

m ax
energy range. Above this values, the logarithm s Iog Q = Z_.,) willbe m ore in portant than
Jog (1=x), and one can expect that k.~factorization w ill underestin ate observed cross sections.

10.2 The m eson production

In this section we provide a detailed description of the ki—factorization predictions for the
m eson production. N ote that throughout this chapter we treat the physical meson as pure
1S state. W hether this is lndeed realized In N ature and what changes if S=D wave m ixing
occurs, w illbe discussed in Chapter 11.

W henever experin ental data available, we com pare them w ith our resuls.

102.1 Q2 dependence

The Q?-dependence of the m eson production cross section is shown i Fig.10.3. One sees
that aswe slide to higher values ofQ ?, the cross section drops sharply. A though rthem apr
part of the Q2 region shown the experin ental data points fall roughly between the oscillator
and Coulomb wave fiinction predictions, two ssparate places of discrepancy are easily visble.

Low Q? region

The rst problam atic point is Jow - 2 region. Aswe com e from m oderate Q2 down to Q2% = 1
G eV? and below, our predictions, if com pared to the experin ental points, tend to clinb too

high.
The rstthought would be to suspect that our predictions rise too steeply asQ? ! 0.An
accurate analysis show s, however, that this suspicion is o the point. Th fact, the Q2 ! 0

behavior of our predictions is perfectly com patible with experim entally observed tendencies.
T his ather unexpected fact is illustrated by F igs.(10.4) and (10.5).

In Fig.(104) we zoom in on the region Q2 < 1 Ge&V?, where the available experim ental
data include ZEUS 95 BPC [/7], ZEUS 94 photoproducton [/5] and H1 photoproduction
[74] m easuram ents. The k.—factorization prediction based on the oscillator wave function
(W hich seem s to be a m ore reasonable choioe forthe mesons than the Coulomb W F) and on
D GD 2002, F i 3 are shown w ith solid line. T he k; predictions overshoot the data throught the
whole region shown here. However, when simply divided by 2, the predictions pass exactly
through all the data points (dotted curve In F ig.(10 4)), including the photoproduction point.
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Figure 10 3: Totalcross section ofthe di ractive m eson production as a fiinction ofQ 2. The
ki—factorization predictions lmsed on oscillator (solid lines) and suppressed Coulmb (dashed
Iines) are also shown. Allcakulbtion are performed forW = 75 Ge&V usingDGD 2002, Fit 1.

A tematively, one can try param etrizing the cross sections at low Q2 by a sin ple omula:

1+ R Q7 L ©Q7?)
2y ., RQ? ; 103
Q") Q2+ mi,) Q) 09 (10.3)
which is equivalent to
1
Q%) /) ————M 10.4)

Q2+ mZ. )

In orderto nd param etersm ﬁjf ; n that reproduce the low - ? behavior of our predictions, we
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Figure 10.4: Total cross section of the di ractive m eson production as a finction ofQ? in
the smallQ? region. The solid curve represents the k.—factorization predictions; dashed line
show s the sam e prediction divided by two.

plotted In Fig. (10.5) the quantity

2 _ = 2
R - oglr @ 0)=1:0Q")] 105)
log(l+ Q2%=m?Z.,)

against 1+ G=mZ.,.IfEqQ.(10.4) holds, this quantity should be equalto n for allvalues
of .Wesethatwhenm?,, 0#4GeV?,R hasthemost atshapevs. andis 2.
T his result is in perfect agreem ent w ith low -Q 2 analysis ofthe ZEU S BPC data [77]: when
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Figure 105: E ective Q 2+ m ﬁff exponent of the transverse m eson production cross section
in the ow-Q ? region as a function of = 1+ Q%=m 2., at various values ofm ¢

tted by the formula

5 1+ R Q?2?)
; 10.
Q) / Q7+ m2., xp))? (10.6)

the data yield
mere Exp) = 066 011 GevV ;

In perfect agreem ent wih our m ¢« 06 065 GeV.Note that although In our analysis
power n was a free param eter, it tumed our close to 2.

T hree conclusions can be drawn from this analysis.

First, we showed that although there is a sizable (y factor of 2) departure between the
m agnitude of the experim entally m easured cross sections and the k. factorization predictions,
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the shape of Jow—Q 2 behavior is perfectly reproduced by the calculationsbased on the oscillator
wave fiunction.

Seocond, this analysis proves that the valie m ¢« 065 GeV is dynam ically generated.
Indeed, the light quark m assused in our approach waspre— xed by the gluon structure function
analysis at the levelm 4 = 021 GeV.StillmZ,; > 4m Z, which m eans that approxin ately one
halfofmZ.; comes from quark momentum . T he exact proportion depends of course on the
particular choice of the vector m eson wave function. Tt is still to be investigated w hether the
oscillator wave flinction was an unexpectedly lucky guess, or w hether the perfect reproduction
of low - ? behavior is accidental.

T hird, the above m eans that the actual region where our predictions and the experin ental
data really m ism atch is not the Iow Q 2, but ratherm oderate 02 region Q2 1 Ge&V?).

H igh Q? region

The second region where our predictions tend to depart from the data is high-©2 region,
Q2> 5 10 GeV?. Ifthe cross section is (ocally) tted by the powerlike fallo

1
2 .
Q) / QZimoy’ 10.7)

then this discrepancy can be expressed num erically in tem s of e ective Q 2 exponent n. The
experin ental determm nation of this exponent resulted in the follow ing values. The ZEU S 95
data [77]with Q% > 5GeV? are consistent with t (10.7) w ith energy Independent Ny, whose
avegare value is found tobe 2:32 0:10.M ore copious H1 data sample [/6]taken atW = 75
GeV results in N = 224 009, which isin agreement with ZEUS t.

T he k. factorization predictions for this exponent is shown in Fig. (10.6). Here we plotted
local analogue of the exponent neyy, ie. quantity

gl @1)= ©3)]
2 22 — 1 2 . 10.8
n Q= Q1Q3 = g [( % 2)=( % 2)] ( )

Agai, if t (10.7) holds, n should be independent of Q 2.

G raphs in Fig. 10.6 show that this is not the case. At interm ediate Q2 n starts already
from about 235, then grows s Q 2 increases, and at Q2 > 20 GeV? i is even higher than 3.

A though being in constrast with tsto experin entaldata, such a Q 2 growth ofn (Q?) is
still m Iy grounded theoretically. Q ualitatively, this can be understood from the analysis of
the lading IogQ? resut. At xed W 2 and high enough Q?, the Q? dependence of the cross

section com es from " L,
1+ R Q?3?) Q2
2 .0 2— .
)/ iy e 5i07=4 (10.9)

wherec 041 comes from the approxin ate representation of the o —forward gluon distribu-—
tion (530). The Q2 dependence of slope B and of running coupling  is nessential for our
point.

T he non-trivialQ ? behaviorarises from the integrated gluon structure function. n Fig.10.7,
left pane, we show itsQ? behavioratW = 75G &V . T he origin ofthe peaked shape is cbvious:
at m oderate Q ? the integrated glie grow s due to the sharp explicit Q2 dependence (that is,
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Figure 106: E ective Q ? + m 2, exponent of the total m eson production cross section in
the high-Q ? region as a fiinction of Q2. T he solid and dashed curves represent calculations for
oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave fiinctions respectively

due to large values of unintegrated glion density F (x;~2)), while for larger Q2 the e ect of
decreasing x.rr overpowers and lads to decreasing of G as Q2 grow s flirther.

O n the right pane of F ig.10.7 we show the localQ? exponent ng of the gluon density (the
glion density contribution to the JocalQ ? exponent n is equalto 2ng )

_ gl QG I
g%+ m2)=Q%+m?2)]"

ng Q°= Q%03 (10.10)

O ne sees that at m oderate Q 2, when G is stil rising, it tam pers the Q2 fall, but when Q2 > 10
G eV?, gluon density starts decreasing on its own. This is precisely the reason why at higher
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Figure 10.7: Rightpane) The Q ? behavior ofthe integrated gluon density G (0:41Q =W 2;Q ?=4)
at xed value of W = 75 G&V obtained by integration ofthe DGD 2002 Fit 1; (left pane) The
e ective Q ? exponent of this integrated glion density

Q2 the Q? exponent n (Fig.10.6) boosts up.
The argum ents that jastify such a behavior seem to be universal, and to this end, it is
surprising w hy the experin ental data do not possess such a behavior.

1022 L r decom position

An im portant insight ofthe Q ? behavior ofthe m eson production cross sections com es from
the separate analysis of 1 Q%) and  Q?), that is proportion of the m eson production
rates cause by transverse and longiudinal photons.

Fig.10.8 represents the results for these cross sections w ithin the k—factorization approach
confronted w ith experim ental data [B5].

O ne sees that at high Q ? we do provide a reasonably good description ofthe 1 ,butour -
curves sink signi cantly deeper asQ 2 grows. Thus, it ism ostly a way too steep Q 2-behavior
of : that causes departure of our curves from the data.

If analyzed In tem s of powerdke ts

r Q% / Q*+mAH " ; LQY)/ Q*+m?) " (1011)
the experim ental data yield B5]
np (exp) = 247 0:03: (10.12)

W e found no direct expem ental results forng, , but clkarly it should be even less than nr .

The k—factorization predictions for the local values of n;, and n;, de ned sin ilarly to
(10.8), are shown In Fig.109. At higher 02, n;, and nr grow up to 3 and 4 respectively, the
latter being In stark contast to the data.
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Figure 10.8: Experim entaldata on trtansverse ; and longitudinal ; cross sectionsof meson
production com pared with the k.—factorization approach.

Fig.10.10 depicts the ratio

|
R(Q2)= L(p—'p); (10.13)

r( p! P)

experin ental pointstaken from [76]. T he glaring diagreem ent at higherQ ? is, of course, caused
by toomuch suppressed ¢ out calculations predict. Evidently, ifwe found a way to Increase
o, the ratio R (©?) would be authom atically cured.

10.2.3 Energy dependence

The growth of the vector m eson production cross sections is a wellestablished fact. Ik is
linked basically to the energy grow th of the Pom eron exchange, and therefore tting the cross
sections to the energy power law

W)/ w 10.14)

Seem s a naturalway to quantitize the energy grow th.

Fig.1011 showsthe experin entaldataon from ZEUS [/7]and H1 [/6] togetherw ith the
k—factorization predictions based on oscillator and C oulom b wave function. Since the true W
dependence of the cross sections can deviate from simpl power law (10.14), the exponent
can depend on W aswell. At Jower Q ? the upper pair of curves corresponds to  calculated
between 50 and 75 G &V, whik the upper pair corresponds to energy range between 110 and
150 Gev.
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Figure 10.9: The e ective Q ? exponents shown separately or ; and . as fiinctions of Q2.
Solid and dashed lines correspond to oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave functions respec—
tvely

O ne sees that the agream ent is rather good, although a tendency that our curves go slightly
higherthan the (ZEU S) data isnoticeable. H ow ever due to still signi cant experin entalerrors,
it is too early to draw any m ore de nite conclusions.

1024 tdependence

T he analysis of tdependence of the di erential cross sections w ithin a perturbative fram e-
work has an ambiguous status. On the one side, if we dealw ith proton In nal state, this
dependence is govemed largely by the intrinsically nonperturbative m uliparticlke) form factor
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Figure 10.10: Ratio R = = ; as a function ofQ? ©r meson as a fiunction of Q?. Sold
and dashed lines corresoond to oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave fiinctions respectively

of the proton. Therefore, in order to have a plausibl tdependence, we have to introduce a
certain "educated guess". On the other hand, our glion density analysis already uses this
fom factor, and therefore places som e contraints on it. Finally, as the analysis suggests, the
at low t, wihin di raction ocone, several other m echanian s m odify the t dependence of the
proton form factor. If one param etrizes the di erential cross sections at low t (£< 05 G&V 2)
by an exponential law w ith slope param eter b,
d—, / e®¥; (10.15)
dxJ

one nds that various sources of t-dependence can be treated In tem s of cotrdbutions to the
overall slope b approxin ately additively.

In principle, there can be three sources of the non—zero contrlbutions to the slope: the
proton transition, the ! V transition, and the exchange (the Pom eron propagation) :

b= hJ!p-l'}:éxch:'i'b Lvoe (101e)

First temm appears in our calculations explicitly as an e ective slope of the energy— and ~ -
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Figure 1011: E ective exponents of energy growth for the meson production cross sec—
tions. Solid and dashed lines corresoond to oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave functions
respectively. T he upper pair of curves (at ow Q?) corresponds to  calculated between 50 and
75 G&V, whik the bwer pair is the resul for cloulated between 110 and 150 G&V .

Independent dipole form factor

1

F (7%= s; =1GeV; ! Dby p=4Gev ?: (1017)

1+ ~2= 2
The second tem is also ntroduced explicitly. It is responsble for the shrinkage ofthe di rac-
tive cone w ith energy growth. The third term appears from the accurate QCD treatm ent of
the ! V transition. T possesses a characteristic 1=Q 2 + m\z,) shape, which leads to the
scaling phenom enon m entioned earlier.
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D ue to the above blend of non-calculable soft and perturbative hard contrbutions, the
k—factorization approach should not be expected to yield rstprinciples predictions for the
absolute value of the slope param eter. H owever, several kinem atical dependencies cbserved In
the experim ent m ust be confronted w ith the predictions.

In principle, one can nvoke several de nitions of the e ective slope param eter. H owever
there is no sigin cant di erence am ong them . Below In Tabl 3 we com pare resuls for three
de nitions ofthe e ective slope:

R

dlogd =d¥j 1d 1 d
bdefl)= ————7 i bdef2)= —— ; bdef3d)= — =r——;
dij $50 d¥i,. hig o

(1018)
calculated at severalQ? points.

Tabl 3. Various possibl de nitions of the e ective slope and their values cbtained from
k—factorization calculations at three characteristic valies ofQ 2.

Q?,GeV? | b(defl) | bdef2) | b(defl)
0| 140 131 114
22| 102 9.6 8.7
27 6.7 63 63

In Fig. 1012 we present our results for the slope param eter of the meson production
cross sections. The results for our calculations give som ew hat too high values of the slope
than the experim entally m easured numbers ZEUS [/7] and H1 [76]), but nevertheless they
exhibit the right Q ? dependence.

It is interesting to note that the slopes for ; and . slightly di er, sse Fig.10.13. Note
also that at am allQ ? the calculationsbased on the Coulomb wave fiinction give higher results
for slopes.

Fig. 1014 shows a typical pattem of the }jdependence of the di erential cross sections
in the region of anallto moderate t (0 < }j< 15 G&V?). O scillator wave fiinction was used
everyw here In thisF igure. O ne sees that Iniial approxin ately exponentially decreasing ofthe
di erential cross section  attens at higher tjas the process keaves the di ractive peak.

10.2.5 H elicity am plitudes

O ur analysis explicitly takes Into account all possble helicity amplitudes () ! V (v),
wih ; v = 0; 1. SincethePomeron exchange does not distiguish left from right, only wve
Independent helicity am plitudes survive.

Fig.10.15 show s the absolute values of the ve helicity am plitudes against the m om entum
transfer squared 1j. W ithin di raction cone one sees the charachterictic behavior of all the
am plitudes. In the region of m oderate }jone can cbserve di ractive dips, whose location
changes from one am plitude to the other. Certainly, sinhce we did not focus on large t, we
cannot be sure that the dips are located exactly where we predicted. Still this picture show s
a general pattem of the t behavior of the helicity am plitudes.

It isclarthat the presence ofhelicity ip am plitudes leads to the breaking ofthe s-channel
helicity conservation. It is therefore Interesting to chedk what is the m agnitude of the helicity

Jp am plitudes.
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Figure1012: E ective sbpesbofthe meson di erentialcross sectionsw ithin di raction cone
as finctions of Q2. Solid and dashed lines correspond to oscillator and suppressed Coulm b
wave fiinctions respectively.

Fig. 1016 gives the ansver to this question. Here we show ratios of the helicity I to
helicity non— jp am plitudes
1 v j ' Vi)J ' V)3
Az T)Ij; Az L)?; A(o T)j. (10.19)
A(r! V)] A(o! V)]

A(o! V)i

and w henever possible com pare k.—~factorization predictions to the avaliabl experin entaldata,
taken from [B5].

F inally, we m ade predictions to the full num ber of soin density m atrix elem ents for the
m eson production and com pared then with H1 [7/6] and ZEUS [B6] data. Resuls are shown
n Fig.1017.
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Figure 1013: E ective slopesb;, and k. ofthe meson ongihudinaland transverse di erential
cross sections within di raction cone as fiinctions of Q 2. Solid and dashed lines correspond to
oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave fiinctions respectively.

10.3 m esons

Production of mesonshasmuch sin ilarity wih meson production. Therefore we w illnot
provide as detailed discussion of the predictions aswe did for meson, but w ill rather show
our direct predictions for the quantities that have been m easured experin entally for the
m esons.

Fig.10.18 show s the total cross sections of di ractive m eson production as a finction of
Q2 data taken from H1 [78]and ZEUS [79], BO]. Rem am bering the scaling phenom enon ofthe
vectorm eson production cross sections, we should expect the picture sim ilar to what happens
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Figure 1014: The transverse m om entum squared dependence of the di erential m eson pro—
duction cross sections at two characteristic valies of Q 2.

In the meson case. Indeed, we see at this gure a reasonably good description of the data
form oderate Q 2 and a slight overshooting of our predictions as we shift towards an allQ?2.

It is interesting to directly compare meson and m eson production cross sections taken
at equalQ?.Fig.10.19 shows our predictions fortheratico ( p! p)= ( p! p) toether
w ith experin ental data. If the scaling phenom enon holds, at higher Q ? the ratio is expected
to approach constant value of2=9, a tendency to do so is ndeed visbl at the gure. H owever,
at am aller Q2 the ratio goes down. T his behavior should be expected, r ta an aller Q2 the
ratio can be approxin ated by

Yy

(p! p)/ Q2+m2eff
(p! p Q2+ m?

7 (10.20)

Wihm cgee <M eff-

O ne sees that our predictions for this ration agree w ith the data very well. M oreover, note
a ram arkable coincidence of the results based on the oscillator and Coulomb wave functions.
T he reason forthat is of course the fact that we study here not absolute values of cross sections,
but their ratios. This rem oves a signi cant part of am biguiy present in this or that speci ¢
choice of the wave function and reveals the features of the k. factorization approach in itspure
form .

Finall, Fig.1020 show s the experim ental results forthe m eson density m atrix m easure—
m ent, published by H1 [78]. O ur predictions agree w ith the data well.

104 J= and m esons

Fig.1021 show s the k.-factorization predictions for the total cross sections of the J= m eson
electroproduction as a filnction of Q2 com pared with available data from H1 [B1], B2] and
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Helicity amplitudes of p production
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Figure 10.15: The transverse m om entum squared dependence of the wve helicity am plitudes of
m eson production at Q2 = 52 GeV?.

ZEUS [77], B3]. A reasonabl agream ent throughout the whol Q 2 range is seen.
T he photoproduction cross sections are shown at Fig. 1022 versus totalenergy W of the
p collision. One can see again that the k—-factorization calculations give prediction w ith
accuracy roughly of factor 2, uncertainty com ing from the m eson wave function. Still, the
experin entaldata t between the two curves.

Fig. 1023 shows ¢ decom position of the J= meson production cross sections,
taken from [B5]. An agreem ent at a sim ilar level of accuracy is observed as well. The ratio
R Q%) = = isshown atFig.1024. The data are taken from ZEUS and H1.

T he energy dependence of the (1s) m eson photoproduction is shown at Fig.1025. One
observes that the experin ental points soar about 10 tin es higher than the both curves. The
origin of this discrepancy is not clkar. At the one hand, the k. factorization predictions
for the production cross sections ollow the scaling behavior n Fig. 101, whilke the
photoproduction data do not com ply with this tendency. Ik should be noted also that a
sim ilar behavior is observed for other processes: that i, the production rates for seem sto
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02 0.2 [

0.18 0.18 |

0.16 | 0.16 |

g MDF/MTT g MLT/MILO

0.14 — 0.14

0.12 |- 0.12

01 | 0.1

0.08 - 0.08 |

0.06 0.06 |-

0.04 | 0.04 |

0.02 | 0.02 |-

0 :\ Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il 0 :\ Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il
0 2.5 5 7.5 10 0 2.5 5 7.5 10
Q?, GeV? Q?, GeV?

0.1

0.08 |

0.06 L Mro/ Mo DGD2002, Fit 3

0.04 } % (¥ oscillator WF

0.02 |- é

= | W = 75 GeV

ggj - [t = 0.15 Ge\?
-0.06 [
-0.08 |

- :\ Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il Il Il Il ‘ Il

01 —25 5 75 10

Qz, GeV?

Figure 10.16: The Q2 dependence of the spin— ip to non-spin— ip am plitudes in the meson
production com pared with combined HERA data.

be higher than expected.

10.5 P roduction of excited states

In this section we w ill give som e of the m ost prom Inent features in the reaction of di ractive
production of 2S and D -wave vector m esons.
In Fig.1026 we show the ratios of the excited-to-ground state production cross sections

| |
rs=1S) = (p! V(Zs)p); rO=1S) = (p! V(D)p): (1021)

(p! V (1S)p) (p! V 1S)p)

for system and for cham onium .
A brief ook reveals that although the production rate both of 2S and of D -wave states
are suppressedin respect to ground state, a radically di erent Q 2 behavior of the suppress—
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Figure 10.17: E xperim entaldata on spin density m atrix forthe m eson production as function
of Q2 com pared with k.—factorization predictions based on oscillator wave fiinction .

Ing factors r(25=1S) and r© =1S) is cbserved. This di erence is due to distinct nature of
suppression in these two cases.

T he suppression for2S state production com es from much discussed node e ect 0of2S state
wave fnction. Indeed, if one looks at the 2S production am plitude In the in pact param eter
soace, then one product of two factors: the photon wave function m ultiplied by dipole cross
section aip and the radial wave fiunction of the produced meson. At low Q?, dip
is a wide function, peaked at a hadronic scale, that is precisely where the node of the vector
m eson wave function is Jocated. This resuls in signi cant calcellation between contrdoutions
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Figure 10.18: Totalcross section ofthe di ractive m eson production as a filnction ofQ 2. The
ki—factorization predictions lmsed on oscillator (solid lines) and suppressed Coulmb (dashed
Iines) are also shown. Allcakulbtion are performed forW = 75 Ge&V usingDGD 2002, Fit 1.

from in pact param eter regions am aller and higher than the node position. At higher Q ?, the
photon wave function shrinks, and the peak of aip shifts toward sm aller r, that is away
from the node. Thus, the e ect of calcellation vanished.

As ortheD wave m eson suppression, it arises from the angular part of the Integrals. In
fact, if the nitial photon were builk only of the S wave gg pair, then, due to ortogonaliy
between pure S and D waves, there would be no D wave vector m esons at all. H owever, the
soinorial structure of the photon coupling to the quark line does not corresoond to the pure
S wave, but contains an adm ixture ofD wave aswell. ThisD wave part leads to theD wave
m eson producton, and since it is rather an all, the cross sections tum out suppressed as well
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Figure10.19: Ratioof mesonto m eson totalproduction cross sections as filnction Q2. Solid
and dashed lines correspond to oscillator and suppressed C oulom b wave fiinctions regoectively.

T he situation isbasically the sam eboth in the system and In the cham onium . Them apr
di erence is the energy scale of the node e ect suppression, which can be directly related to
the m ass of the corresponding m eson.

In the case of cham onum the k—factorization predictions are com pared w ith the availabl
Hl dataon (2s) production B7], B8]. A good agream ent is seen.

A svividly illustrated by Fig. 1026, a m ere m easurem ent of the production cross section
for high-lying states in the spectrum (such as °(@1450) and °(1700)) at high Q2 m ight be
enough to get som e insight into the soin-angular structure of these states. However, even
m ore dram atic distinction between S and D wave statesiso ered by theRy = [ V)= (V)
m easuram ents.
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Figure 10 20: E xperim entaldata on spin density m atrix forthe m eson production as function
of Q2 com pared with k.—factorization predictions based on oscillator wave fiinction .

Fig.1027 shows rationsR (1S),R 2S),and R O ) orthe systam .W e see that at higher
Q2 the fllow ing hierarchy takes place

R (1S) R (23) RD); (10.22)

w ith about one order of m agniude di erence between the 1S and D -wave states production
rates. At amaller 02, R 2S) exhibits very characteristic spectacular w iggles. Starting from
zero at Q2 = 0, it springs to a Jocalm axinum of .,.. at Q2 G &V?, then rapidly alldown,
and then rises again. This behavior is the m anifestation of the node e ect as well. Indeed,
since the structure of the transverse and longitudinal photons is not identical, the strongest
cancellation takes places at di erent Q 2 values in these two cases. Th particular, the curve
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Figure 1021: Total cross section of the di ractive J= meson production as a function of
Q2. The k.—factorization predictions based on oscillator (solid lines) and suppressed C oulom b
(dashed lines) are also shown. A llcakulation are perform ed forW = 75 G &V usingD GD 2002,
Fic1l.

suggests that as start from Q2 = 0 and we slide along Q? scal, the strongest cancellation
occursin ¢ earlierthan n .

A word of caution shoud be said now . T he exact position ofthe node in the 2S state wave
function cannot be predicted accurately and depends on the particular Ansatz for the wave
function chosen. This m eans that the wiggly shape of R 2S) in Fig. 1027 | with the Q2
positions and the values of local extrem a | should not be regarded as an accurate prediction.
In fact, one cannot even be sure that the non-m onotonous Q ? behavior of R (2S) actually
takes place. This curve sim ply illustrates what kind of e ect can be expected. The speci ¢
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Figure 1022: The energy dependence of the total J= meson photoproduction cross sec—
tion. T he ki —factorization predictions lasad on oscillator (solid lines) and suppressed C oulom b
(dashed lines) are also shown. A llcakulation are perform ed forW = 75 G &V usingD GD 2002,
Fic1l.

pro ke of this curve is not of course predictable, as Iong as we rely on sin ple vector m eson
wave finctions.

An Inmediate conclision from here is that we found an observable that is extrem ely
sensitive to the m inute details of the vector m eson wave function | a powerfiil tool that
would help distunguish am ong various m odels of the vector m eson structure.

T he tdependence of the 2S state production also show s ram arkabl features orighating
from thenodee ect. Fig.1028 show show the tpro ke ofthe di erential cross section changes
over a narrow Q2 region. The strongest cancellation due to the node e ect takes place at
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Figure 10 23: D ecom position of the J= production cross sections in  ;, and .

Q0?= 0;%j= 0.W hen we increase }jorQ?, the strength of the cancellation din inishes, and
the di erential cross section grow s.

Fially, n Fig.1029 we show the soin-angular density m atrix forthe 15, 2S5, and D states
in the system .A dram atic di erence am ong the Q2 pro lesboth SCHC and SCHNC m atrix
elem ents is seen. N ote that som e of the m atrix elem ents are even of opposite sign ofr S and
D wave states.
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C hapter 11

The 1 puzzle

The detailed com parison of the num erical results for meson production obtained in the
k—factorization approach wih the experin ental data shows that the schem e used fails to
reproduce the correct Q 2 behavior of the transverse cross section 1, which was dubbed by
usas . puzzl. In this chapter we explore two possible causes ofthism ism atch. Nam ely, we
explore the e ect of color Coulom b interaction of gqg pair and show that it lradsto . Increase
In respect to 1, . Then we analyze the issue ofpossble S=D wavem ixing in the system and
try to obtain a better description ofthe (= .

Aswewill s=e, the rstmethod m ght tum our the ram edy forthe : puzzl, but even an
accurate form ulation ofthism ethod forces us to go beyond the lowest Fock state, thusm aking
only rough estin ates of the e ect possible. The seoond m echanian willbe shown indeed to
decrease the = ; ratio at higher Q2 down to an acceptable values, but this happens at the
expense of too low values of i, not ncreased values of ;. Therefore, thism echanian s does
not provide the solution to the  puzzl, at kast n ispure fom .

111 The Coulomb tail of the wave function

A s we discussed before, the m a pr source of am biguity in our approach is the vector m eson
wave function. W ithout accurate know ledge of the radialwave fiinction, one isbound only to
an educated guess.

In ourtreatm ent we studk everyw here to the soft wave function A nsatz, that is, we assum ed
that any Integrated involring the wave function would be saturated by an allp region (PJ
1=Ry ). This inplies that at largep the wave function must vanish fast enough, or to be
precise, faster than any p? power present in num erators of the above mulas. Since the
highest m om entum power is k¥, which appears, for instance, in the transverse am plitudes, we
conclude that the "sofiness" of the wave fiinction m eans that

1

— (113)
x4

(Z;k) 12 11 =0

T he G aussian wave function A nsatz used everyw here above certainly satis esthis requirem ent.
It tums out, however, that the above requirem ent is violated when the true shortrange

C oulom b-like interquark potential is taken into account. A swell known, if the color Coulomb
potentialwere the only source of the quark-antiquark interaction, the resulting C oulom b-type
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wave flinction of the vector m eson would look lke

1

orr d12)

©)/

In reality, the nterquark foroes arem uch m ore com plicated. H owever, w thout any need to
know the precise form of Interquark forces, one can assert that at short distances there must
be som e resem blance of the C oulom b-like wave high-p? tail.

1111 The strategy

Certainly, there is a m ultitude of approaches that clain to acocount for the color Coulomb
Interaction at short distances. O ne of them would consist In cbtaining an accurate num eric
solution of a given potentialm odel. If one prefers to used a fully QF T based approach, one
m ust dealthen w ith a set of diagram s. Ideally, one should start w ith free quarks and then, by
taking their nteraction into acocount, arrive at the physical vectorm eson w ith a (oresum ably)
uniguely de ned gg wave function.

Realizihg such a program is still unresolved task and attem pts to accom plish i would
certainly go far beyond this study. M oreover, even if we were capabl of doing it, we would
stillrun Into interpretationaldi culties, at least in the fram ew ork ofour schem e. Indeed, w hen
calculating the diagram s, we w ill see the higher Fock states intrude into our gg description of
the vector m eson. So, even ifwe stillwanted to follow only quark-antiquark distrdbution in a
meson, we willbe forced to switch from the wave function to the density m atrix description.
Another problm would be the presence of higher angular m om enta of the gg pair due to
gluon radiation. This will leave no room for our sinple S wave/D wave description of the
vector m eson. Finally, the gg wave function (or density m atrix) w ill have no unique, process
Independent de nition. Indeed, in order to preserve the gauge invariance at any given order of
perturbation theory, we w ill have to inclide corrections to the rest of a diagram (the kemel)
as well as corrections that entanglk the kemel w ith the wave function. As a resul, the two
particle irreducibility of the process w illbe lost.

The conclusion is that we cannot expect a reasonabl answer to the question "how to
acoount for short range Coulomb Interaction" and still stay wihin the fram ework of our
approach.

N evertheless, the m ere form ulation of this question does not force us to go beyond our
Jowest Fock state, tw o-particke irreducible approach. So, it can be reiterated as "The Coulomb
tail ofthe wave function m ust be there; given that, can we develop a reasonabl understanding
of its im pact on dynam ics of the vector m eson production?" In this form ulation, we now ask
for a QF T -inspired m odel that would produce an estin ate of the hard tailw ithout forcing us
to run Into problem s just m entioned.

W e suggest the follow ing procedure that would satisfy this need. W e start with the soft
wave function Ansatz and perform a sort of evolution procedure, that w ill generate the hard
tail. This evolution will basically consist In allow ing for gluon exchange between the quark
and the antiquark. The result willbe interpreted as the hard piece of the vertex function ,
and eventually as the hard piece of the wave function itself.
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1112 The quantum m echanics of the Coulom b tail

Suppose that our potential isa sum of an oscillator and Coulom b potential, the latter being
a "perturbation" and bearing an intrinsic an all param eter:

V @) = Vosc ©) + Veou1 ©) 7
1212 2 4

Vese ) = - 0 ®©); Veurlp) = m
H ere coupling constant is supposed to be the am allparam eter. E ective param eter ; acoounts
for con nem ent.

T he totalwave fiinction is represented as sum ofthe soft part ;= c  exp ( 2&*=2), which
is the solution of Schrodinger equation w ith oscillator potential only, and the hard part 4,
determm ned via: !

s©°)Cr : 113)

2 : Z
14 _
2_ E h (P) - W decoul (k) s (P k) (114)
Let’s for a m om ent neglect running of the coupling constant. Then,
LR A EETY 115
n ) = 55 ey ©) ; 11.5)
so that !
) = ke T a1.6)
=2 TE 5 er '
Here
| " # |
o) - Z Bk k232 _ Z 4 2k bg o+ k)2+ (2; k232
cp k)z + (2; =P 2 0 2pk (p k)2 + é =P 2
_ T K et ot a1
o k*+ 2 kpa? ) )

T his flinction cannot be evaluated exactly. O ne can, however ask for its the asym ptotic large—
p behavior, which can be evaluated directly from (114) by replacing k ! p  k and taking
Veour0 k) Youl o) out of the Integral:

2

ne! 1)=4Cr s = 0): (11.8)

p
N ote, however, that one should not use this sin pl analytic form because it spoils the large
distance behavior of the wave function. The wave function (11.8), even when regqularized as
1 p*+ 2, leads to exponential decrease of the wave function as / exp( r ), whik the

p
honest wave fiinction exhibits gaussian decrease / exp ( rfa’=2).

11.1.3 D erivation of Coul

T he diagram m atical representation of this procedure is show In Fig.111. Instead of mple-
m enting soft vertex fnction «r We use properly nom alized

sof

1
total — p?( sort T )i (11.9)
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Figure 11.1: D iagm m atic representation of the e ect of Coulom b tail at am all distances

P
where 1= N factor acoounts for the proper nom alization. The Coulomb correction
reads then

Z 4 o
U o5 A (L+m) o i+m) _
@R = 1oy % wrm@ i 1 2+ 9

T he Sudakov decom position of the m om enta of the initial and intermm ediate particles’ reads

-
A
Il

ypo+zq0+k?;
k, = @ yB+q¢ =z2d k;

L = v+ + 1
L = @ Y+ a A 1;
ke 1 = & Y+ @ D+ ke 1) : (1111)

W e already know from the above analysis that one of the initial particles is on-m ass shell.
T herefore, one of the two conditions

%% + m 2 . &%+ m?2
= ——— or y= -
Y zm 2 Y @ z)m?

is ful lled.
T he num erator constitutes the m ost challenging part. Certainly, there is absolutely no
problem to perform glion index summ ation:

(L+m) @G+m) =2m? A L 4@ 1 : 1112)

The problem however is that this spinorial structure cannot be reduced to the scalar m ulti-
plicative renomm alization ofthe origihal structure . M oreover, after integration the spinorial
structure cannot be expressed in tetm sof S and D waves only. F inally, the resulting spinorial
structure w ill lead to not gauge invariant correction to the wave fiinction.

In orderto go asfaraswe can in trying to cbtain a reasonable estin ate forthe Coulom b tail
and avoid trouble, we propose the follow ing procedure. F irst, we look at the transverse vector
m eson production. Since the vector m eson polarization vector V. possesses only transverse
com ponents (V ), only transverse term s

omi~ 4 2% 1 2B P~ £+ y°'a D1 g 11.13)

w ill survive from the whole expression (11.12). Then, in order to sim plify life, we w ill proceed
forthe meson as if it were a heavy quarkonium . That is, we willneglect ¥ in com parison
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wih m? and put z’= . Finally, the last stroke willbe to putm{ = 4m? in num erator, so
that y° can be replaced by 1=2 aswell. T he result of this procedure w ill give

(L+m) G+m) ! 4m?~ ;: (11.14)

F inally, we postulate that the sam e scalar renom alization holds for longitudinal vectorm esons
aswell.

T he denom Inator is calculated in the sam e way as before. W e note that the num erator
in our calculation does not depend on yY, and therefore, the pole structure on the y° plane
com es from the propagators only. T he position of poles, however, changes w ith z°: at z°< 0
or z°> 1 allpoles lie in the sam e halfplane, and thus by closing the contour we can nullify
the contrioution of these z° regions to the integral. Then, the interval 0 < z° < 1 naturally
breaks into two parts: z°< z and z°> z intervals. In the om er region we prefer to close the
contour from below and take the residue at the position ofpol 1. T he two other propagators
becom e

pok2 ! £)gn§ M@)+i";l
P+ m?

pok3 ! (z #Heymi —F—2 k D Z+i": (11.15)
Z

In the second z° region we close the contour from above and take residue at y° = 1 T+
m?)=[1 #)m? ], so that the other poksbecom e

pokl ! z'm{ M%)+ i"; 0 1

@ 2 , T+m? 2 2 :
pok3 ! @ z)™ mZ) (¢ z@ym? TA E D Z+ {11.16)
Note that in both cases the fam iliarM ® m? appears in the denom hator, which fuses w ith
ot M @) to produce e M %) . Thus, the resul of the y° integration is

Z @
dyo softd-v-[ )
G m+iME o+ ik P Z+ i

= @z 9 - + @ 2z . 1117)

1+ ® D2+ 2 o+ B D2+ 2

w ith

vV ©

_ X2+ m 2 P+m?
(z % 2 70

wlem? Rop? N k; on m ass shell;
o= @ z) R HE o+ @ z2)M® o mi) 7

2 2 2 2
1= D HI T o+ @ z2)M®

<N
v

k, on m ass shell.

_ K%+m? P+m?
- (é) z) 1z 12z90

4

2

T he analysis of the positive de niteness of the glion propagator reveals that in one case
the positiveness indeed holds due to Inequality

2 2 0
L Ty 2 Zrig op2=ce Zx Zmos oo

z z0 z z
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whilke in the other case the gluon pole can In principle arise In the allowed kinem atical region.
Such a pol would correspond to the situation when both quark and gluon are sin ultaneously
on m ass shell. However, in the case of mesons such con gurations are avoided due to sm all
enough m ass of the vectormeson (3 < 2 &).
So, the expression for (z; K) takes formm
2 zZ 0
@z; X) = Cr ZG{Z 4 ® ﬁdzl sort M %)

" #
1 1
z 9 + @ 2z ¢ (11.18)

1+ K DF+ 2 2+ K D+ 2

W ih (z; K) caloulated according to (11.10), we can now oconstruct the hard part of
the wave finction (z;K). However, the straightorward answer = =M ? md)wil
not be a satisfactory option due to unphysicalpole at M * = m?2 . W e rem ember that when
constructing the soft wave fiinction, we forced the corresponding vertex fiinction ¢ to have
zero atM ? = m 2 in order to cancel the unphysical pole. Here we do not have such a freedom
In manjulation with , which is, by the way, always positive. H owever, we can again tune
the soft vertex function 4.rr S0 that the entire expression ot + does have zero at the
required point. This can be achieved by shifting the node position of the soft vertex fnction

2 3
z; X5)
cort @K) 1 o™ )AM 2 mi  — 05 (11.19)
soft(mv)
2 m2 . . .
w here }ZO(I o = m¢ . The totalwave function w ill then tum into
z; K2
, sort™ %) M?  m? #(m%)) + (z; &%)
tota1 (Z7K7) = TE 2 #
1 ™ ?)
2 2 2 soft
+ —— z; K z; R)————— 1120
softd-v-[ ) M2 m\2] (I ) (I o) Soft(I‘[‘l\Z]) ( )

The wave function constructed in this m anner is reqular at M 2 = m\2, and does have the
expected large M 2 behavior.

11.1.4 The large Q2 asym ptotics of : analytical result

The honest Integration In (11.18) cannot be done analytically, but In order to grasp the
asym ptotics, a sin ple estin ate can be perfom ed.

For k? ¥; Z; m? the denom hators tum into ¥?°z%=z and X¥* (1 )= z) Pron
m ass shell initial quarks 1 or 2 respectively. Iffwe then suppose that the soft wave function is
given by the Gaussian Ansatz with RZm? 1,wecan put z°! 1=2 and do the integration
com plktely. The answer reads

Nw

2 22z % z 2 2
saj ) n—— &l MM %= =Cp sf ) dma — . (1121)
m g2 &2 RS

(z; ¥°)= Cp
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W e see that the hard tailofthe wave finction  fallso as 1= k? at large ¥?, ;n accordance
w ith our expectations.

The Coulomb tail of the vector m eson wave function being nally cbtained, we are now
ready to estin ate the expected change in the = ; ratio Hrhigh-Q ? production of m esons.
Befre we take a Jook at the num erical values, Jet us m ake an analytical estin ate of the Q2
asym ptotics. W e plug the hard tail of the wave function (z; ¥?) into the leading twist
expression forA:, ¢, which we write as

7 Z 2
_ & 4 em dz 2 2 d’~ 2 .2
Im AT = S 4 2 . (1 Z)d K total (ZIk ) 7 s (N )F (XgIN )

2~2 n o
m?+ 2E2+ Q4 zPR?

Z@Q z)0%+ ~24 R2P

P
4 Y
S 2 06Q) Jwme): 11.22)
The integral
21 dz m+ 2Eg%+ (1 zf K2
Jtorar Q%) ——dK zi%?)
ot ozl =z ot @1 z)Q?+ ~2+ K2P

is naturally split to Jeore @?) and Jnara @?). The Pmer is calculated in the heavy-—
quarkoniim approxin ation with G aussian wave finction and yields

|
Z 2 L

2y 4 dmg  lémy 2 ¢
Jeote Q) = Edk softF_ X a g : (1123)
T he hard piece is calculated as
Z 1 Z 2 2 2
dz z(1 2)0 N2+ 1 zfK: z@d  z)
Thara Q%) = — dk? ;
0o z@1 z2) 2 0 K2
'3
1 s ®?) 2
% Cr 3 Zra z
|
2 ¢ cp16 %1 : Zotagr?
= 2mvya E —a , dzz+ (1 z¥ ] . E s ®") €1 24)
The ratio Apard™A soft is then
Anara Q%) 4Cp 707 gR? TN
= — K®)= —lg —7 - : (1125)
Asoft(Q ) 3 2 RZ 81 S(ZQ )

T his expression represents the asym ptotic Jarge-Q 2 behavior ofthe A ,pq=A sort Tatio. As it
could be expected, it is govemed by log =% which risesw ith 0?2 growth, but extrem ely

s(zo?) 7
slowly. W ithin the experim entally studied region of Q2 @Mmot higher than 100 G e&V?), this
logarithm , which is supposed to be large, is still less than uniy (oasically 05 0:7). This
Indicates that the asym ptotic regin e is not reached at HERA , and the estin ate just derived
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Seam s to be irelevant to the realm agnitude ofthe hard taile ects. N evertheless, thisestin ate
tells us that no abnom ally suppressing factors appear In our problam .

T he num erical analysis of the Coulomb tail im pact on the production am plitudes w illbe
given elsew here.

112 The S=D wave m ixing

T he presence of tensor oroes In two—fem jon bound states is always a natural consequence of
relativistic corrections. They lead m ixing of states w ith de nite angularm om entum , which in
the case of a vector particke translates nto S wave { D wave m ixing.

The m ost fam ous exam pl is provided by the B reit potential In a hydrogen atom . Such
foroes are present in a deuteron, w here they lead to about 5% adm xture ofD wave state, and
they can be present in vector m eosns aswell. Review [B9] provides further exam ples.

How arewegoingtomix S and D wave? W hen calculating the nom alization or decay
constant for a vector m eson, we cbserved a two-fold dependence on the vector m eson state:
In the sphhoral structure and in the particular form of the radialwave function. In all cases,
the rest was absolutely insensitive to the vectorm eson state. T herefore, the two quantitieswe
shoudmix,areS ¢ (?) andD o, (E?):

j p)i= P spicos + P , EP)sh i: 11.26)

Ifm ixIng anglke is constant, then this vectorm eson state satis es autom atically the nom al-
ization condition:

h j i=h P gicod +MD P pish® =g : 1127)

T here can be ssveral types of S=D m ixIng. First, wecan m ix D statewith 1S5, 2S oreven
higher S states. It is not clkar a priori which m ixing should be stronger. Therefore in our
analysis below we accounted for possbl 1S=D and 25=D m ixing on the equal foot. Second,
them ixing angle can be an explicit fiinction of . This case is a bit m ore com plicated but
nothing seam s to rule out such possbiliy.

1121 Cooking up vertex

The 1rst issue we want to elaborate is how to construct the vertex from accurate S and
D spinorial structures. This question arises when one tries to chedk how the naive u u
treatm ent of the quark-antiquark-vector m eson vertex di ers from the accurate one. To do
50, In the expression

2p

2 2 2 2 2 . 2

= —_— s + + + m sin :

©°) M T2 s ©°) )+ p ™ ) o @) ©)
(11 .28)

allterm swith p must be banished by properly adjisting m ixing angle = (). A ssum ing

for sin plicity, that we use oscillator ansatz wave functions w ith all a; equal, one obtains for
1S=D m ixing
P
2 e} 30

tan )= - = : 11 29)
M +2m)M +m) g ™M +2m)M + m)a?
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A very rough estim ate for system gives tan 02.For 25=D m ixIng one has

PTa 2pa?=3
tan @) = ( ) (11 30)
™M +2m)M + m)a?

This tin e the m ixing angle even swings wih p? growth. After p tem s are canceled
In (1128), the residual expression is proportional only to and has slightly m odi ed p?
dependence via explicitly p? dependent m ixing angle. H owever, thism odi cation is com pletely
nessential. M oreover, for 25=D m ixing this m odi cation does not shift the position of the
node. Therefore, i seam s that the in pact of this speci cm ixing on the radial wave fiinction
ism inin al. The m agniude of thism ixing can be also described w ith only one num ber | the
Integrated m xIng angle:

hsin®  (°)1
tan® = —Cp)l? (11.31)
hoos”  (%)is
where h:idg p, mean the nom alization integral for S=D state. For 1S=D and 2S=D types of
m ixing, tan? isequalto 0027 ( = 93 ) and 0062 ( = 14 ) respectively.

0./ 0y — rho system with 1S/D mixing
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Figure 112: The impact of 1S=D m ixing in the system on the = ; mto for the owest
energy state production.
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1122 ImpactofS=D wavem ixing on m eson production

For the sin plicity, we w ill restrict ourselves to the constantanglk variant of S=D wave m ix—
Ing. Since our prim ary m otivation here is to check how m ixing alters the = ¢ ratio in
production, we will focus only on meson.

Since a generic m eson production am plitude is linear in the m eson wave function (Un-
derstood in its com plte sense, ie. spinorial structure tin es the scalar wave function), one
Inm ediately has

A =Ago0s + Ap sn (11.32)

W ith this expression In m ind, we can now predict the e ect of S=D wave m ixing by sin ply
looking at the pictures forpure S and D wave states production.

o, vs. 0y decomposition

10 E
103?& 3
102;—
¢ E W=75 GeV, oscillator WF _
| \V\V.\.:\\\‘ 10-1 | \\\\‘ | \\\\‘
1 10 1 10
Q?, GeV? Q?, GeV?

Figure 113: Changes in Q2 pro ks of . and ; cross sections for system ground states
caused by 1S=D m ixing.

Fig.112 and Fig.11 3 show the changes in the Iongitudinal and transverse m eson cross
sections caused by the 1S=D m ixing. One sees that at i > 0 grows, the ratio = ¢
decreases. Fig. 11 2 im plies that 0¢7 would do the best Pb in describbing the data points.
N ote however that the shape of = ; ratio rem ains the sam e and does not signi cantly

atten, which would be needed for a better description of the experin ental points. Even m ore
problam s com e from separate analysisof ; and t cross sections. O ne sees that decrease of
1= 7 arsesnot from m aking  higher, but at the expense ofm aking ; signi cantly lower
than the data. Thus, although the ratio ;= ; can Indeed be corrected In a sim pl m ixing
scenario, the cross sections them selves still deviate at large Q2 from the m easured values.
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This analysis lead us to a conclusion that the . puzzlk in production still persists in our

approach.

A Yhough the S=D wave m ixing failed to com plktely resolve the : puzzle, it is still an
Interesting issue on is own. In constrast to all previous calculations of the vector m eson
production am plitudes, our approach allow s for a clkar form ulation and detailed analysis of

this phenom enon.
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C hapter 12

C onclusion

In the present work we form ulated the ki—factorization approach to the calculation of the
di ractive production of vector m esons In D IS. Since this approach is organically linked to
the BFK L. dynam ics, no requirem ents on the valuie ofQ? + m2 wasplaced, which allowed us
to nvestigate the production cross sections from the photoproduction lin it up to highest Q 2
values attainabl in the experim ent.

W hen descrlbbing the vector m eson, we lim ited ourselves to the lowest Fock state only,
that is we treated a vector m eson as a bound state of quark-antiquark pair only. Being of
course an approxin ation, this lin iation allowed for the strict construction ofthe pure S-wave
and D -wave states of the gg pair sitting inside the m eson, which was then applied to the
corresponding production am plitudes.

O n the other side ofthe reaction, we related the production am plitudes to the unintegrated
gluon structure function of the proton. W e undertook an extensive study of the di erential
glion density, which lncluded its rst ever extraction from the experin ent and detailed nves—
tigation of isproperties. Thiswas then used in the vector m eson production calculations and
yielded reliable num erical resuls.

Here we give a detailed list ofm ain results of the present work.

1. D1 erential glion structure function of the proton
F irst ever extraction of the unintegrated glion structure function and casting it
Into a form of sin ple and ready-to-use param etrizations;

detailed analysis of the soft-hard decom position of various cbservables and the
In pact of soft-to-hard di usion phenom enon on thenm ;

observation of selfgenerated two-reggeon-lke structure of B, predicted by k.-
factorization;

show ing by m eans of  analysis that the high-precision experin ental data on Fop
suggests rather strong ssparation of soft and hard parts of the unintegrated glion
density.

2. D i ractive vector m eson production: analytical study

D eveloping for the rst tim e a theory for vector m eson soin-angular coupling and

using it consistently in the derivation of the m eson production am plitudes;
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observing rem arkably di erent F-dependence of S and D wave type am plitudes,
providing thus a way to discem S and D wave states that are indistinguishable at
e e ocolliders;

at Jarge @, dbserving a dram atic role of higher tw ist contrioutions to the D wave

vector m esons, which even forced sign change for L ! L amplitude and ld to
non-m onotonous = r ratio;

cbservation of very large helicity violating e ects for D wave vector states, which
do not get suppressed even in the case of heavy quarkonia;

con m ation ofthe soft dom inance of the double spIn i am plitude in the case of
both S and D wave states;

establishing the borders of our approach during discussing the hard Coulomb tail
ofthe wave function.

3. D i ractive vector m eson production : num erical study

Show Ing that kfactorization approach leads to a good overall agreem ent w ih
avaible experin ental data on all types of vector m esons. N am ely, we showed that
the overall shape of Q2 dependence, energy growth, t-dependence, picture of s—
channel helicity violation cbserved In , ,and J= m esons production are In good
agream ent w ith k~factorization prediction.

Reocognizing that two particular issues | the transverse cross section ¢ for
m esons at higher Q 2 and them agniude of (ls) state | still rem ain unresoled.
T he causes of this discrepancy and the resolution possbilities are discussed.

P redicting m any previously unknown features of the excited vector m eson produc-
tion reactions, ncliding opposite signs for the largest spin p amplitude T ! L
forS and D wave vector m esons and dram atically di erent = ¢ ratio;

Investigating S=D -m ixing lnduced phenom ena; indicating that lJarge S=D wavem ix—
Ingn system can be the origih of | puzzlk.

Since the work contains a large num ber of predictions on the cbservables that have not yet
been investigated in experin ent, Thope that the thesisw ill serve as a guide to the directions of
future experin ental research. The dram atic di erences between S and D wave vector m eson
production predicted in this work dem and con m ation and o er a novel way to study the
structure of hadrons.

Finally, in this work I Intended not merely to list the results, but also give a detaiked
and pedagogical presentation of all steps. In particular, Part I, where I introduced the k-
factorization schem e, Chapter 4, w here T construct the theory ofthe vectorm eson spin-angular
coupling, and A ppendices contain very detailed Intermm ediate calculations, so that everyone can
follow the entire line of derivation. To this end, I hope that the present text can be used as a
m eans of lrkaming aswell.
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A ppendix A

D enom Inator evaluation: details

Below we give a detailed denom inator calculus that is used in all ky—factorizatoin processes.
The m apr guideline In this derivation w ill be the analysis of polk positions and sstting som e
of the propagators on m ass shell by taking appropriate residues.

A .1l Forxward Com pton scattering

A 1.1l The schanneldiagram : all details

W e rst start w ith the case of orward virtualC om pton scattering am plitude. T he integralto
be calculated is
z

1
dydzd d
Y (@ kF mi+ i1 mi+ il mit ikt § mP+til
! @ d)
[2 2+ 1iilp foomi+ ]
W ith Sudakov’s decom position
0 on 0 mzo 0 0 0 0
q=d9 ?p;p=p+?q;k=yp+zq+k; = pt g+~ ;A2
one can rew rite all 7 propagators as:
!
. 2 . Q2 2 2 .
hli (o] k)2 m°+ i = y — (1 z)s K+mo)+ i ;

hi;Mi k> m*+ i = yzs +md)+1i;

h3i K+ ¥ mP+i=(@+ )ez+ )s HKH+~)Y+m?l+i;
WBihei 2 f+i= s @+ H+i;

m 2 !
n7i [ F omP+i=a ) s F+mH+ i
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Let us analyze the position of propagator poles (ham ely, the sign of i ) In com plex y plane as
functions of z and . One gets

, Q0% kK°+m? i
hli y= — + ;
s 1 z)s 1 4
L ¥+m? i
Ri;i y= —  —;
zs z
+~)¥+m? i
Bi y= +& ) A 3)
( + z)s z+
Forthepolson planewe get
+ ~)¥+m?
h3i = +(E ) * ;
( + z)s z+
~2+ 2 l
h5i;h6i = — —;
S
~2+m? i
h7i =1+ >+ S ¢ @A 4)
s m m“=s

Since the function we integrate (ham ely, the product ofpropagators) isan analytic function,
which vanishesat Jarge Jyjand large j jfastenough,wecan swich from ( 1 ;+1 ) integration
to the com plx plane contour integration both on y and planes. This is done by adding
halfcircle of n nite radius either on the upper or the lower half planes. W hat we now have
to done is just to trace how m any poles we have inside the contours.

Asclarly seen from @A 3) and @ 4), the position ofthe poleson y and planes depends
on the valuesof z and . Ifvaluesofofz and are such that no poles happen to &1l inside
the contours, the ntegral tums zero, and corresoonding (z; ) region does not contribute to
the total ntegral. So, ourtask now transfom s into searching for such (z; ) regionsthat both
y and oontour Integrations result in non-zero values.

A convenient way to perform this analysis is to do it graphically. Figure illustrates the
signofi iny= ::: 1 (eftpane)and = ::: 1 (cdghtpane) forallvaluesof (z; ).Each
shaded line here corresponds to a propagator from @A 3) and @A 4), the shaded side indicating
the halfplane w ith positive value of 1 . For exam pl, propagator hli from @ 3) has positive
i when z< 1.

Ifwe now take a closer ook at each ofpossble regions (z; ), we see that the only (z; )
pairs that result in a non—zero expression lie nside a trangle. For convenience, we break up
the whole area Into three sub-regions A, B, and C . For each of these regions, we get only one
pok inside y and one polk inside contours:

8 9
< 0<z<1l =
Region A: . pok hli fory; pole h3i for
: z< <07
8 9
< 0<z<1 =
Region B : pok hli fory; pole h7i for
' 0< < mP=s’
8 9
< 0< <m?=ss-=
Region C: 0 pok h3i fory; pok h7i for . A 5)
. < z< ’
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Thus, the integrals over y and tums into taking the residues at certain poles. Let us
w rite the result of this procedure for each of the three regions.

Region A .
Herewe get

0% K+ m? 0?2 R+ m? @®+~)¥+m?
y= — —; =+ + : : @ 6)
S @ z)s S @ =z)s (z 39

W e know that < 0, so we explicitly switch for m ore clear notation j j. The other wve
propagators tum now into

1
i;hdi ! . K°+m? z@ =zdH b ;
Z
2 3
R2+m2 +~2+m2
n5i;hei ! 2 4gfy ;& ).. S+ 5 ;
1 Z Z J3J
2 3 !
%2 4+ m 2 + ~Y2+m?2 m 2
h7i ! 2 m?+ds Q? ® )._ S —+ 93941 :@7)
1 z Z J 7 s

Here symbol & m eans that the rule for pol passing is not needed since the propagator has
de nite sign for the physical values of the param eters.

T hus, the honest result of the integration equals
z

1 2 1281 F2 1 4 1
dydzd d — = — dz djj .
propagators s 0 0 z JIJK2+m?2+ z(@0 z)Q?P
1
2 2 N X2+ m? ®+~)?+m?
+ + JJ0“+ 1 + 233
1

2 2 2 ® )2 2 (A.8)
2 2 2 s Q° KZ+m t~)+m
+ m =+ J B) 1 S T 253

Now oom es the lJast step. The result A .8) has both real and in aginary part. Since we are
hunting for the in agihary part only, we extract it by usihg

1
=VP. — +1
5 " i &)

and killing the integralwith themeansof function. The valie of is

2

~

Jjj — 1 @ .9)
S

and therefore it can be neglected everywhere else n A 8). The result reads:

( )
2 dydzd d 42%1 1 4 1 1
Im = - =2_ 4z

: @ 10)
propagators s o Z K2+ m2+ z@1 z)QPEBRZ+ 2P
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O f course, the z integration lim its in @A 10) should not be understood literally as 0 and 1.
In fact, when z is close enough to 0 or 1 (pby a typicalvalue of m?=s), can no longer be
neglected In com parison w ith z. T herefore, the integrand In @A 10) does not have the correct
anallz and snall 1 z asym ptotics. Nevertheless, sinoe the physical quantities w ill have
reqularz ! Oandz ! 1 behavior, the inpact ofthis di erence willbe suppressed by m?=s
sim ply due to an all Integration m easure.

RegionsB and C.
A Yhough region B hasmuch an aller area than region A, one cannot guarantee a priori that
the third pole, which produces the in aghhary part ofthe integral, does not happen to lie inside
it. However, one can check that it is not the case.

One extracts rst the valuesofy and according to @ .5)

Q% K+m? B s+ ~? & 11)
Y s Q@ z)s m 2 s’

W erem ind that 0 < < m?=s, so that no singularity arises here. T he ram aining propagators
are

Wi;mdi ! K+ m? zQd z)JH 6 ;
Z
282 4 2~2
h5i;h6i ! ? ————+ 5 ;
m S
0 1
, 5 5 , K+m? ~2+ s
n3i ! K+~ +m?] €Q°+ —A z+ ) —— @2+ )st b @J12)
1 =z m 2 S

W e see that throughout the whole phase space of the ram aining kinem atic param eters all the
propagators keesp de nite sign, which m akes the ansver purely real.

T he sin flarpicture occurs In region C aswell. T herefore, regionsB and C do not contribute
to the in aginary part of our integral.

A 1.2 The other three schanneldiagram s

T he evaluation schem e just described can be applied to the other three diagram s. T here w il
be slight m odi cations in quark propagators, but the strategy is unchanged.

For exam ple, consider diagram () in Fig. 52. The only di erence is the expression for
propagator hi:

2
Mi = g k 3 mP+1i =01 =z )Q— y K+ ~)+ m?]+ ;
S
02 R+ ~)¥+m? i
! Y= - + ’
@ Z )s 1 Z
Q2 K+~ +m? i
! = = + : 13
Y 5 T4z s 1z ® 13

T he graphic representation of the pol position on y and planes is shown In Figure. Agan,
one can check that them ain nonzero contribution com es from the sam e region A and the sam e
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residues. So, if one again calculates the in aghary part of the integral, one nds

(g )
dydzd d

propagators
4 2%1 1 1
= — dz 3 5 (A 14)
s 0 K2+ m2+ z(1 z)Q?][®+ ~2+m2+ z(1 =z)Q2]F+ 2F

A gain, one can m ake sure that the am all regions B and C do not contribute to the In agihary
part as well, although the proofm ight not appear as ckan as before. Nam ely, one can nd
that regions B or C will contain a propagator (nam ely, propagator i) that can change is
sign, and therefore w ill contribute to the realpart. H owever, this can happen at abnom ally

am all~?
> ¢

S
T herefore the contribution of this con guration is 1=s-suppressed, and we cannot take it Into
account at our level of accuracy.

F inally, the answers for the ram aining two diagram s are

42%1 1 1
— dz > > diagram C;
s> o R+ ~2+m2+ 2z 2z)QIR2+m2+ z@1 z)Q2 ]+ *F
42%1 1 1
— dz diagram D .
33 0 (& + ~)2_|_ m2+ z (1 Z)QZ]Z E\,2+ ZF

A 1.3 The uchanneldiagram s

W e clain ed before that the u-channeldiagram s do not contribute to the in aghary part. Here
we show that i is lndeed so.

The only di erence between diagram s t-channel and u-channel diagram s is that in the
u-channel case we sw itch the direction of particle p. P ropagator h7i w ill be now

!
2

L 2 2, 5 _ m 2 2 :
h/ii = (+ ) m°+1i=(@1+ ) —+ S F+mo)+ 1
S
~24+ m? i
= 1+ : @A 15)
m2+ s + m?2=s

Follow Ing the sam e line as before, we recognize three regionsA,B,and C.In region A ( 1<

< m?=s; < z < 1) the last propagator tums into
2 3 !
K>+ m? +~)Y2+m? m 2
hi! 4 m® 4s+ Q%+ + ® ), — 5 33 — + 56 ; @ 16)
z zZ J7 S

which m eans we do not get any contrbution to the im agihary part. O ne can chedk that no
contribbution to the im aghary part arises from the other regions on (z; ) plne (exospt for
abnom al cases when ~2 m?=s). The conclusion is that the u—channel diagram gives no
Jleading % contributions to the in aginary part of the process.
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A 14 The sam e integral in the -representation technique

Here, for the purpose of com plteness, we show an altemative way to do the integrations over
y and . Sure enough, the underlying m eaning of all m anjpulations w ill be absolutely the
sam e as before. However, In a certain sense this way m ight appears sin pler, since it does not
require one to perform any graphic analysis or to think what propagator should be put on
m ass shell. Everything is done autom atically here. Tt seem s that thism ethod is sin ilar to the
socalled representation ofthe loop integrals.

W e start w ith expression @A 1) and use the llow ng representation for each of the seven
propagators

! - = i_ =iZldtexp[ t itX ]: @ 17)
X 1 + 1X 0
The ntegral @ 1) transfom s into
z Z 4
{ dydzd d d ;edb[ £ dys+ 0 7)) EE+m?))

0
exp[ £ + iyzs #HBE +m?) & + LG+ )+ s  H[R+ ~)P+m?]]
exp[ £ + igyzs HBE +m?) € +i& s wEE+ )]
expl £ +i#%& s HeEP+ ) 5 +im? s) (1 ) dtt*+ m?))a 18)

Since the total ntegral is convergent and thanks to the factorization ofy and dependencies,
we can do they and integration rst and obtain

Z Z )
dy glvslt1@ 2)rtozt st )zl g eisﬂi3(2+ sttt ( m 2=s)] _ 2 1
S

h i
[ Ml z)+gz+ @+ )+ 4zl e+ )+t +% +5( m=s)@:l9)

Since all param eters t; are positive, the two delta-functions can be sin ultaneously non-zero
only forcertain (z; ) pairs. A s should be expected, these pairs lie precisely w ithin the allowed
regions.

Now we can take two ofty :::ty integrations to kill the two delta—fiinctions. Let them be
t and tz (of course, one can take other pairsaswell). W e get

2

m
B = - (t5+t6+t7)+t7ml
Bom Pt t) ottt )+ @ 20)
= 7 e Y 1 Zt5 T ) 7(1 s

Since the ntegrations In t; ram ain factorized, we easily obtain
Z 1

. 2 2 _z m2 2 2 j.
dtzetzeli:z(R+m) T R°tm <) zQ ° _ - ;
0 — K+m?+z0l  z)0Q*] 1
Z i
dtye ©* g Fa®Hm?) £ ®4m?) 20 7 _ 1 ;
0 E[k2+m2+ z1l z)0?] i
Z

dt5et5 ejr_5(~2+ )ity m— REH+m 24+ Q% (L z)+ (k+~)*+m?]
0
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i

D20 Z)+K+mi+ ®+~P+m?]

~t 2 i z+

dtee ejts(~2+ )t it s RPHAm 2+ Q% (1 z)+ (Rt ~)*+m?]

i

20 zZ)+K+mi+ ®+~P+m?]

~2+ 2 i

z+

1 m2=s

K2+m2+Q% (1 z)+ (K+~)%+m?]

dt7et7 eity( 2 8) it 7(%+m?) it

z+

i
= - : @ 21)

. 2= *
~2+ s 17— RZ2A 2)+K2+m2+ R+ ~)P+m?]

If one now brings all pieces together, one w ill arrive at already fam iliar expression.

A 2 Vectorm eson production: the fully o —forw ard case

Since this case isdone sin ilarly to the C om pton scattering, we do allcalculations In lessdetails
and pay special attention only to distinctions.

Strictly soeaking, the (virtual) photoproduction of vector m esons is always an o —forward
process, even though the nalstate m ight have no transverse m om entum . The reason is that
when the niial and nal states have di erent m asses, the exchange Pom eron m ust carry a
non-zero longiudinalm om entum . In the language of two-gluon exchange it m eans that the
m om enta of the glions are not identical, In contract to what we had in previous section.

The ntegralwe dealw ih is

Z

™ ?)
dydzd d
Y (@ kF m2+ i1l mi+dillk+ )? mP4illk+ 1)? mP+d]
1
22
[f 2+113 2+1ille 1?2 m?P+ 1] 22
W ith Sudakov decom position and notation ; + =2, =2, we have follow ing
seven propagators:
!
. 2 . Q2 2 2 .
hli (e] k)2 m 4+ i = y — (1 z)s K+m )+ 1 ;
S
i k+ )2 mP+i=(@w+ )z+ )s K+ MP+mil+1i;

. 2 2 — } } Ay 2 2 .
h3i k+ 1) m°+i = (+ +2)(z+ +2)s K+ ~+ =2)“4+m“]+1i ;

i k2 m2+i=yzs R2+m2)+i;

h5i 2 2+l=(+12- )(+%)s [(~+§)2+ 1+ 1 ;
1 1 1
Wil fri= (SO0 Ss e S0 T



i @ )¢ mi+io=( 1 ) I [(~+}~)2+m2]+i
2 2 2

Onecan writenow polson they and plane, draw the regions ofpositivity ofthe correspond-
Ing i ’'son the (z; ) plane, and select the regions that leads to non-zero contributions (there
willbe wve ofthem thistine). One can again m ake sure that the leading 1=s contribution to
the In aghary part com es from the m ain region. A nother thing that helps avoid extra poles
is the presence of 2 mamely, 2> m?2  4m? forall vector m esons).

Setting propagators hli and h3i on m ass shell, we obtain

Q% K +m? Q% 1  K+m? K+~+"=2)%+m?
y= — —; =— - + + : @ 23)
S @ =z)s S 2 @ z)s (z+ + =2)s

T he resulting quark propagators read

1 h i
Wi = . B+mi+z@l 2)0° + 6 ;
Z
_ ®2 4+ m? , , _
i = @+ )s z+ )OO (z+ 917 K+ M2+ m?]+i: @24
V4

N ote that since the invariant m ass of the produced gg state is equal

M2 k2+m2+ K+ *+m?
1 Z z+ !
propagator 2i tums into (z+ )@m2  M?). Together with the vertex factor M ?), this
propagator gives rise to the wave function.

T he gluon propagators are
0

1

1 K+ m? +~+ =2)*+ m? 1
Wi = (+= )@Q%+ o +GE ) rmT, [(~+= )%+ W b ;
2 Z z+ + =2 2
0 1
1 B+m? ®+~+ "=2)2+m? 1
hei = - )@ mZ 4+ + A ~ = )%+ ‘H b
C 3 ) v 1z z+ + =2 [ 2 ¥

In the case of gluon h5i the absence of polke was a trivial thing (due to negativity of both
and ), In the case of the second gluon the pol can in principle arise. In our case however
this is avoided due to large enough ? (namely, > mZ  4m? forall vectormesons).

F inally, the propagator h7i acquires the form
2 3
k% + m? +~+ "=2)%4+m? 1
® ) 5 [~+= )%+ 1+i : @25
1 z z+ 4+ =2 2

1
h7i= (+5 Y¥4s QP

T his propagator, as usual, is used to extract the in aghary part of the integral, which leads
to
C+377
_2 1:
s
W ith all these m anjpulations done, one nally obtains
z

Im dydzd d

k1l propagators]
i 2 12 2 dz %) 1 & 26)
= _ - 2;
S S z(1 z)V B2+ m2+ z(1 2)02] 2+ 2)2
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A ppendix B

H elicity am plitude technigue

Here we give the derivation of expression for traces of the follow Ing type
n (@]

Sp e ky+m)P Ks+m)V K+m)p® ki+m) ® 1)

In full detail. Though one can calculate this trace covarantly, a particularly convenient way
to do so is given by light cone helicity am plitude technique R5]. W e em phasize that both
ways are absolutely equivalent. In the helicity am plitude approach, we recall that all ferm ion
Iines in B 1) can be taken on m ass shell (see detailed derivation of LCW F nomm alization In
Sect4.5) and decom posed Into a sum of light cone helicities

X
K+m)! uu Porquark lnes;

A N X
K+ m)= (k) m]! v v  forantiquark lines.

Since the speci ¢ choice of this decom position does not a ect the nalresul, we are free to
take the m ost convenient choice of spinors (see R5] for details), nam ely,
Here are the spinors we use:

1 P, M = +1
u; ) = = 2p + m+ ~p @) = 1
2p* ,
1 p— . #) =+1
v ) = gp=— 2P m+ ~p ™ o= 1 B 2)
2p*
w here 0o 1 0 1
1 0
. 1BoE 1B 1§
()—p—éng%, = P=¢ o§.
0 1

W e stress that we use here our nom al convention for + com ponents of 4-vectors. For conve—
nience, we also give the explicit expressions for all these spinors in the D irac representation of
m atrices:

B 3)

O H



T he explicit expressions for all spinorsu® (P); u E); v @©); v© () read:

0 p_ 10 10 p_ 10
+ + 1 + i
L1 B o EE P 3 éiﬁg% o
P—gs— B P2 £ . B P2 B -
2 f§p+ € 20 mxe B ® K€ 20 +mx¢@ B B
P+ 1oy 20" +m P + 1oy 2p* m

OO B

® 4)

U sing these explicit form ulas, one can do straightforward calculations and indeed prove

that com ply with orthonom ality and com pleteness rules:

Ui up; %= v; )V@§0)=2m 0;

uf; Juf; )=p+m; v; Wvp; )=p m:
For = 1 wede ned
a()= a 1g:
C ross product is de ned as
Bbl= asb, Ra, :
M oreover every m atrix elem ent should be m ultiplied by comm on iéctorpp+q .
Som e usefiil relations:
V@= u @; ‘u @= v @;
a( o( )= B+ 1 ED]; a( ()= 2B;
a( )Pa+i Bal =b( )d:
A — A
»—@ T » q
E— | E—
a | P p
A P
A -
—@ T <
D | D
P | a q
b) d)

B 5)

® .6)

®.7)

® 3)

Figure B 1: Four types of transitions, for which we give the am plitudes. D ot wih label

Indicates the spinor whose helicity isused as
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Straight line elem ents

For line n FigB la, one has

u @E):u @
* 2
Ll @2+ pgt i ol
jSigen
. &,ag . bkp] Rdl
a joxs + o 1 P+ ar
1 1
l m p—++ a
+ 2 .
a o @p 1 Bp)
a ~" 2 @g+ i Bg)
o
a ~"~ b 2@b+ 1 ED)
+ 5 2
For Ine in FigB J1b, one has
v P)uv @
* 2
L w?+pg i el
jeigern
. ap . a9 epl gl
a o T T ORRCH
N
1 m or + oA
+ 2 .
a Dy ep+ 1 E&pl)
a ~7 2 g i Bg)
o
a ~"~ b 2@ 1 &)
+ 5 2
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V ertex lines

Forvertex in FigB lc, one has

v P)u @
* 0
m
Pr % ©C)+ gl))
a -~ m a ( )I%JFCI%
1 p()  a()
jei e
+ . 2m
a o, 2()
a ~" ia()
d
a ~"~ 5D
+ 5 O
5 p()  q()
P+ I+
Forvertex n FigB 1d, one has
u @E):=v @
* 0
Bl ©C )+ al
a ~ m a ( ﬁlf+q%
1 p( ) al )
jon o
+ 2m
a oA a( )
a ~"~ b
+ 5 O
5 p( ) a( )
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T ransverse photon polarization

Aswe se from the tabl, neither of gluon legs can ip quark helicity. Therefore, there are 4
com binations of all possible helicity assignm ents.
In the case both gg helicities are the sam e, one gets

q q
, X z(1l z)g z(1l z)q
zq p ZP Wme () W( me( )
_Zz 2 2
= s( mfe (el ) ® .9)
1 z
In the case quark and antiquark helicities are opposite, one obtains
[ | —
z (1 z)q
2zG. p 2zp —— [( ek)z+ k)1 2z) 1 ( Klz EklId 2))]
z (1 z)g
q -
z (1 z)q
—— [k z) (k)z 1 (K]Qd 2)+ kklz)]
z (1 z)g
=7 & ZS2 [ek)@ 2z)+ 1 ekllEek) @ 2z) 1 kK] ® 10)

T hus, perform Ing sum m ation over gq helicities, one obtains

0?2 hm ‘e )+ k) k)@ 2zf+ Ekle k]i
1 =z

F inally, averaging over azym uthal angle, om itting factor 2s* and including ( 1) due to one
antiquark propagator reveals
1

2 h i
7@ = m?24+ @@+ @ zf)K? ® 11)
Z

N ote that the expression forD iagr.(d) can be instantly ocbtained from the above expressions

by replacement K ! K; z! 1 z. In this case 3 antiquark propagators also give factor
( 1= 1. So, the answer for this diagram is
h i
Z
. I9= m’+ &+ @ zHkK B 12)
Z

F inalky, one has

m?+ @+ @ zf)kk+ )
m?+ 2+ 1 zf)kik )

for D jagram s (o) and (c) respectively.

W ith all these resuls, EqQ.@ 21) tums Into

Z 2 Z 2
32 d°k ds~v
AT = ds——ef I o 2 dzk i 5 (2)2
@) K2+ m2+ z(1 z)Q? 2+ 2)
nw #
m?+ @+ @ k2 m?+ @+ @ &~
@+ @  zf) . @@+ O zR)®+ ®~)) . ©13)
K2+ m2+ z(1 z)0Q?] [R+ ~)2+m2+ z@1 2z)0?]
Note that we changed ! In D iagr.(c), so that it becam e identical to D iagr. ().
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Scalar photon polarization
T he virtual photon scalar polarization is described by
1 0 1
eo=5(q +X1o)=5(q+n++><pn) ® .14)

O ne notes that in this case only qg states w ith opposite helicities do contribute. ForD iagr.(@)
an am plitude reads

oqg ——~ 122 32 3
z(1l z)q g ( m? ¥ g ( m?> R?
270, p 2zp @ A 4 + 2xp 54 + 2xp O
Q z(1 z)g z(l  2)¢
1 z b i,
=52§1 zm2+ ¥ zad =z2)d ® 15)
T herefore, )
1 Z @) 1 h 2 2 2
1@ = X m?+%¥ zad 2)J ® 16)
Z
O bviously, forD iagr.(d) one has
1h i
_Z 1@ n?i 2 za 28 s ® 17)

1 z Q=2

T he expressions forD jagrs.(p) and (c) can be cbtained in the sam e way and give

1 h ih i
1® = X m?+%¥ z@ 2Jd m?+ ®+~)? z@ =2d ;
(©) l h 2 2 +h 2 +
I = & m°+ K z (1 z)(f m°+ R ~f z (1 z)d : B 18)

T herefore Eq.(2 21) now reads

Z Z
A = 2@ 2 app P K 2@ 2017 &V ()
@ )y ° B2+ m2+ z(@1 z)Q? 2+ 2)?

"

#
2 RP+¥ 2@ 0] R+ & ~F 2@ 28]
Q? K2+ m2+ z@1 2)0?] [ ~Ff+m2+z@0 2z)0?] ’

® .19)

In fact, this expression In brackets can be greatly sim pli ed. F irst, trivial algebra leads to

h?+ ¥  z@ Z)Cﬁl+ m?+ ® ~F¥ z@ 2z)J]

K2+ m2+ z@1 2)0?] (R ~F+m2+z@ z)0?]
2z (1 2)0%] 2z(1  z)Q?
= 1+ +1
K2+ m?+ z(L 2z)Q%] (R ~F+m?+z(0 2z)Q%] .
, 1 1
= 2z(1 z)Q
K2+ m2+ z@1 2)0?] (R ~F+m2+z@0 z)0?]

Second, n we replace ey / P+ xp°) by g= & xp), we will get zero due to the gauge
invariance of the totaf sum of all diagram s. E ectively, it m eans that residual fn 2 + K2
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z (1 z)Q?] can be replaced by 2z (1 z)J . O f course, it does not m ean that these two
expressions are dentical by them selves. O nly after Integration over quark m om enta they give
the sam e answer. Thus, the nalanswer for scalar photons reads

Z Z 2
1 ds~V ()
2 dzz?(l zfdkhe i
e r*t == K2+ m2+z@1 2z)Q? ~2+ 2)2
n l l #

K2+ m2+ z@1 2z)0?] (R ~Ff+m2+z@ z)0?]

A0 = js128@2ez )

B 20)

B .1l Photon vertex am plitudes
Notation isgiven in Fig5.3. W e start w ith transverse photon.
uoérv= uo( ~e)Vv:

E qual gg helicities give
q_
z(1 2z)q 1
B —— ( m)e( )g=———me( ) ® 21)
z (1 z)q z (@1 z)
O pposite g helicities give
q__
z(L z)g h i
— K0 2) ®)z 1 EKIQC 2)+ K=z
z (1 z)g
1 h i
= g—— E&)T 2z) i Bl B 22)
z (1 Z)

In the case of scalar photon
0 ol
Ué0V=U6(CI+ + xXp L)V

the sam e helicities give exactly zero whilke opposite helicities result in
q —_— n #

- Fm ¥+ x2zd zpa
%

1 lh i
= g=————m?*+%¥ zQ1 23 B 23)

B .2 Vectorm eson vertex am plitudes

This case ism ore tricky due to the nonzero vectorm eson transverse m om entum ~. W e start
w ith the transverse vector m eson polarization:
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T he sam e gg helicities give again

q__
z(1 z)q 1
——— nmV( )= g=———mV () B 24)
z (1 z)q z (@1 z)

w hile opposite helicities give

q_
z (1 z)q(
—_— V K3)z+ V K)@ z) i VKlz TV EIQ 2)]
z (1 z)g
N )
+2(v7)p 2z (1 z)q
s
l n (o]
= g—  K)1 2z)+ i VK] B 25)
z (1 Z)

Here we used de nitions and properties (see also Fig5.3):

K=kK+z7; K= K+ @ z)7 B 26)
) (s zK, Ky=K; (@ zK, + zZKs = (1 2z + 2z (1 z)";
®EKs)= K+ 1 22k +z@Q z)~?
M24 ~2o k§+m2+ R§+m2: k2+m2+ .2
z 1 z) z (1 Z)

For the Iongitudinal vector m esons one has for equal quark-antiquark helicities
q ——— " #

zl z)9 1 G
—_—— m~()+m —k()+ks()] =0 ® 27)
z (1 z)g M o0

and for opposite helicities

q_—
z(l z)q 1 ( N , o 5 ,
—_—— [((K)z+ ("Ky) @  2z)+1i TKII+ —[ m "+ KK+ i KKl
z(l z)g M S0
~2 M 2 )
+——p 2z(@1 z)g
s
1
= q:Zz(l Z)M (B.28)
z (1 Z)

B .3 Finaltrace calculation

O nce we have the expressions for vertex am plitudes, the rest is done quickly. W e rst note
that each gluon vertex attached to the lower or upper line gives factor

2zq; p=sz; 2@ z)gq p= sl 2z B 29)
corresoondingly.
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So. kt'sstartwith T ! T amplitude and calculate it forD jagr.(c) at Fig5 2.

E qual gg helicities give
1 1 ,
z(1l z) z(1 z)

Summ Ing over gives
2sm 2 v ):

T he opposite helicities yield . .
szh(v K@ 22)+17 k]lh(ekl)(l 2z) i &l]l
Sum m Ing over helicities and m aking use of dentity
EblEd] = (ae) &3) @) ©e)

one cbtains h i
28" W K)ER) A 2z + € )EK) (&) k)

Since we factored out 2s® when deriving (5.18), we nally get
h i
I9,.= € )m%+kK)+ ¥ RK)ER)A 2zf &) @ K)

W e Included factor ( 1) sihce In this diagram we have one antiquark propagator.
z)=z&t;1@

An in portant observation here is that allother integrands, namely 1@ (1

® 30)

B 31)

B 32)

B 33)

B 34)

B 35)

z=(1 z) give absolutely the sam e resul (w ith theirown de nitions ofK; ofcourss). The only
thing one should not forget is that diagram s (a,d) enter with sign ’ ’ whike diagram s (o,c)

enter w ith sign '+ ’:

1 Zre) - 70 - 1O - Z_ 1@,
z 1 z
ForL ! L amplitude one has inm ediately
1 1
19, = —m?+%  za 2d] —2z0 z)M?
! 0 M
In fact, using sin ple relation
m®+ kK z( Z)d—1+ 2z(1  2)@
m2+ ¥+ z01 z)Q? m2+ ¥+ z01 z)Q?

B 36)

® 37)

and noting that allunity termm s w ill eventually cancelout in (524), one can rew rite (B .36) as

1. = 4MZ@ zf:
ForT ! L amplitude one has
19, =220 2zM &)1 22)
and forL, ! T am plitude one has

IL“i’T=Q3En2+kf 21 2310 22)V ¥):

The sam e transform ation asin L ! L am plitude, leads to
19,= 220 2d@ 22)V K):
N ote that in the last three am plitudes only opposite gq helicities contributed.
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