
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
95

10
33

0v
1 

 1
8 

O
ct

 1
99

5

ANL-HEP-PR-95-53

IFTIP/BBSR/95-80

UF-IFT-HEP-95-20

SC A LE IN VA R IA N T O (g4)LIPAT O V K ER N ELS

AT N O N -ZER O M O M EN T U M T R A N SFER �

Claudio Corian�o,a;by Rajesh R.Parwanic+ and Alan.R.W hitea#

aHigh Energy PhysicsDivision

ArgonneNationalLaboratory

9700 South Cass,Il60439,USA.

bInstituteforFundam entalTheory

Departm entofPhysics

University ofFlorida atGainesville,FL 32611,USA

cInstituteofPhysics,

Bhubaneswar751005,India.

A bstract

W esum m arizerecentwork on theevaluation ofthescaleinvariantnext-to-

leading orderLipatov kernel,constructed via transverse m om entum diagram s.
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give a com plete analysis ofits infrared properties. W e also construct a non-
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m alinvariancepropertiescorrespondingtotheholom orphicfactorization ofthe

forward spectrum .

�W ork supported by the U.S.Departm entofEnergy,Division ofHigh Energy Physics,

ContractsW -31-109-ENG -38 and DEFG 05-86-ER-40272
y coriano@ phys.u
.edu + parwani@ iopb.ernet.in # arw@ hep.anl.gov

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9510330v1


1. A B R IEF O V ERV IEW

The Regge lim it of QCD has recently undergone a considerable revivalof

interest.Thesm all-x behaviouroftheparton distributionsobserved atHERA,char-

acterized by a strong rise ofthe gluon density,and the detection ofdi�ractive hard

scatteringeventsin DIS,both providem otivation fordevelopingabetterunderstand-

ing ofthe Regge regim e ofQCD.Because ofthe overlap ofthe sm all-x and Regge

lim its,itisnaturalto expectthatthe theoreticaltoolsdeveloped in the pastin the

analysis ofRegge theory are usefulalso at sm all-x. Properties ofthe \exchanged

reggeon singularities" can be constructed from perturbation theory,by resum m ing

the leading log 1=x and=or logQ 2 behaviour. Resum m ation is achieved in various

possible ways,but it is widely anticipated that the BFKL evolution equation [1],

�rstderived m ore than 20 years ago,plays a crucialrole in describing the physical

propertiesoftheleading \Pom eron" singularity.

Thecrucialingredientinthe\construction"oftheBFKL Pom eron isthekernel

ofthe evolution equation,its spectrum and its leading eigenvalue. Both forward

(q = 0) and non-forward (q 6= 0) versions ofthe lowest order (O (g2)) kernelare

known.Conform alpartialwavesdiagonalizetheO (g2)equation atnon zero q,since

the equation is invariant under specialconform altransform ations,and in the lim it

ofq ! 0 reproduce the wellknown eigenfunctions,and eigenvalues ofthe BFKL

parton (orforward)kernel.A necessary condition fortheconform alinvarianceofthe

equation istheproperty ofholom orphicfactorization oftheeigenvaluesoftheparton

kernel.

M ost analyses ofthe BFKL equation involve only the O (g2) kerneland its

related properties ofconform alinvariance. It is,ofcourse,im portant to see how

radiative corrections a�ect the leading order evolution. It is expected that renor-

m alization e�ects willintroduce a running ofthe coupling and willspoilconform al

invariance.Thedirectevaluation ofnext-to-leading-order(NLO)contributionstothis

equation requiresboth a calculation ofthe correction to theReggetrajectory ofthe

gluon and corresponding correctionsto thereggeon(s)-particle(s)transition vertices.

So faronly partofthisprogram hasbeen com pleted[2].

Both the leading-orderkerneland an infrared approxim ation to the NLO or-

derkernelhavebeen determ ined by a reggeon diagram techniquebased indirectly on

t-channelunitarity[3]. M ore recently we have shown[4,5]how these results can be
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obtained by adirectanalysisofthet-channelunitarity equations,analytically contin-

ued in thecom plex j� planeand expanded around nonsensepoles.Also,in a recent

paper,Kirschner[6]hasdiscussed how the sam e NLO kernelm ay em erge asan ap-

proxim ation when non-leading resultsare obtained using the s-channelm ulti-Regge

e�ective action. The kernelobtained is autom atically scale invariant (there is no

scalein thet-channelanalysis)and isnaturally expressed in term softwo-dim ensional

transverse m om entum integrals. W e should em phasize,nevertheless,thatboth the

t-channelanalysis[5]and thes-channelform alism [6],im ply thattheam biguity ofthe

scale-dependence includestheoverallnorm alization ofthekernel.

Previously we have shown[7]that,in the forward case,the new NLO kernel

splitsnaturally into two com ponents.A partproportionalto thesquareoftheO (g2)

kerneland a new com ponentthatisseparately infrared safe and hasan eigenvalue

spectrum sharingm any ofpropertiesoftheleading-orderspectrum .In particularthe

very im portantproperty ofholom orphicfactorization.From theunitarity analysis[5]

wehavenow shown thatthisnew com ponentisactually a distinctpartial-waveam pli-

tude thatappearsforthe �rsttim e atO (g4).Itisnaturalto expectthatthespectral

property ofholom orphic factorization willbe related to the leading-orderconform al

invarianceofthisam plitudewhen itisfully identi�ed asa non-forward kernel.

In thiswork wearegoingtoelaboratefurtheron thenon-forward,scaleinvari-

antNLO kernel,by providing an explicitproofofitsinfrared safety and sim plifying

drastically theexpression given in [7].Forthispurposeweextend tothenon-forward

case a m ethod ofcalculation ofthe variousdiagram s,based on the use ofcom plex

m om enta,due to Kirschner[6]. Thism ethod hasbeen successfulin reproducing the

spectrum calculated in [7]and in separating,in theforward direction,thenew holo-

m orphically factorizable com ponent. W e willexplicitly constructa non-forward ex-

tension ofthis com ponent that has the appropriate analytic structure and satis�es

theW ard identity constraints.W ebelievethatthisextension can indeed beidenti�ed

asa new partial-wave am plitude which at\leading-order" is conform ally invariant.

W eintend to study thisissue in thenearfuture.(Notethatsince thespectrum ofa

conform ally invariantkernelisindependentofq2 itis,in principle,de�ned uniquely

by theforward spectrum .)

W ewillalsoshow thatthenew non-forward(potentiallyconform allyinvariant)

kernelisnotnaturallywritten asatransversem om entum integralbutratherissim ply

expressed inthecom plexm om entaform alism ofKirschner.Thisisinterestingbecause

the unitarity form alism of[5]actually showsthatthe transverse m om entum integral
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form alism is only necessarily applicable,as q2 ! 0, and for the leading threshold

behaviourin reggeon m assvariables.W eshow explicitly thatextractingthisthreshold

behaviorfrom the transverse m om entum integralkernelisnotsu�cientto give the

desired non-forward extension. It is only at q2 = 0 that a transverse m om entum

integralgivestheappropriatethreshold behavior.

2. T H E FO RW A R D K ER N EL

Consider�rsttheleading-orderBFKL evolution equation forparton distribu-

tionsatsm all-x i.e.

@

@(ln1=x)
F(x;k2) = ~F(x;k2) +

1

(2�)3

Z
d2k0

(k0)4
K (k;k0)F(x;k0

2
) (2:1)

with a parton kernelK (k;k0)given (forSU(N ))by

(N g2)�1 K (k;q) =

 

� �
2(k� k

0)k6
Z

d2p

p2(k� p)2
+

2k2k0
2

(k� k0)2

!

(2:2)

The originalRegge lim it derivation included also a non-forward (i.e.q 6= 0 in the

following)version ofthisequation.Transform ing to ! -space,where ! isconjugate

to ln 1

x
,thenon-forward equation takestheform

!F(!;k;q� k) = ~F +
1

16�3

Z
d2k0

(k0)2(k0� q)2
K (k;k0;q)F(!;k0;q� k

0) (2:3)

where the \reggeon" kernelK (k;k0;q) = K
(2)

2;2(q� k;k;k0;q� k0) contains three

kinem aticform s.

1

N g2
K

(2)

2;2(k1;k2;k3;k4) =
X

 

�
1

2
k
4

1J1(k
2

1)k
2

2(16�
3)�2(k2 � k3)

+
k21k

2
3

(k1 � k4)
2

�
1

2
(k1 + k2)

2

!

� K
(2)

1 + K
(2)

2 + K
(2)

3 :

(2:4)

where

J1(k
2) =

1

16�3

Z
d2k0

(k0)2(k0� k)2
(2:5)

and the
P

im pliesthatwe sum overcom bined perm utationsofboth the initialand

the�nalstate(i.e.1< � > 2 com bined with 3< � > 4).
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W eusetransversem om entum diagram s,which weconstructusing thecom po-

nentsillustrated in Fig.2.1.

Fig.2.1 (a)verticesand (b)interm ediatestatesin transversem om entum .

Therulesforwriting am plitudescorresponding to thediagram sarethefollowing

� Foreach vertex,illustrated in Fig.2.1(a),wewritea factor

16�3�2(
X

ki �
X

k
0
i)(

X

ki )
2

� Foreach interm ediatestate,illustrated in Fig.2.1(b),wewritea factor

(16�3)�n
Z

d
2
k1:::d

2
kn = k

2

1:::k
2

n

Dim ensionlesskernelsarede�ned by a hat

K̂
(2)

2;2(k1;k2;k3;k4) = 16�3�2(k1 + k2 � k3 � k4)K
(2)

2;2(k1;k2;k3;k4)

Thekernelsso de�ned areform ally scale-invariant(even though potentially infra-red

divergent).Thediagram m aticrepresentation ofK̂
(2)

2;2,thenon forward BFKL kernel,

isthen asin Fig.2.2.

Fig.2.2 Diagram m aticrepresentation ofK̂
(2)

2;2

The sum m ation sign again im pliesa sum overcom bined perm utationsofthe initial

and �nalm om enta.
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TheO (g4)transversem om entum integralkernelK
(4)

2;2,obtained by considering

thecontribution ofthe4-particlenonsensestatestotheunitarity equationsisde�ned

by thesum

1

(g2N )2
K

(4n)

2;2 (k1;k2;k3;k4) = K
(4)

0 + K
(4)

1 + K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 + K
(4)

4 : (2:6)

with

K
(4)

0 =
X

k
4

1k
4

2J1(k
2

1)J1(k
2

2)(16�
3)�2(k2 � k3); (2:7)

K
(4)

1 = �
2

3

X

k
4

1J2(k
2

1)k
2

2(16�
3)�2(k2 � k3) (2:8)

K
(4)

2 = �
X

 

k21J1(k
2
1)k

2
2k

2
3 + k21k

2
3J1(k

2
4)k

2
4

(k1 � k4)
2

!

; (2:9)

K
(4)

3 =
X

k
2

2k
2

4J1((k1 � k4)
2); (2:10)

and

K
(4)

4 =
1

2

X

k
2

1k
2

2k
2

3k
2

4 I(k1;k2;k3;k4); (2:11)

whereJ1(k
2)isde�ned by (2.5)and

J2(k
2) =

1

16�3

Z

d
2
q

1

(k� q)2
J1(q

2) ; (2:12)

and

I(k1;k2;k3;k4) =
1

16�3

Z

d2p
1

p2(p+ k1)
2(p+ k1 � k4)

2(p+ k3)
2
: (2:13)

Thediagram m aticrepresentation ofK̂ 4n
2;2 isshown in Fig.2.3.

Fig.2.3 Thediagram m aticrepresentation ofK̂ 4n
2;2.
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The evaluation ofthese diagram s(in particularthe non planarbox)hasbeen done

by an extension oftheK�allen and Tollm ethod [8],developed in [7].Thisinvolvesa

rewritingofthe\trees"[8]ofthedecom position in asuitablebase.Thedecom position

hasthe advantage ofgenerating a m inim alnum beroflogarithm s. The proliferation

oflogarithm satNLO isa considerablesourceofcom plexity.(Atleading orderthere

isa logarithm only in the trajectory function ofthe gluon.) In particular,the box

introduces6logarithm s,eachofwhich isobtainedbyputtingonshell2lines(pairwise)

and which werepresentasin Fig.2.4.

Fig.2.4 Treediagram sobtained by putting on-shellthecrossed lines.

Thelogarithm sareoftwo types:

1) externalline\m ass" thresholdsi.e.A 12;A 14;A 23 and A 34 -fourlogarithm s.

2) \s" and \t" thresholdsi.e.A 13;A 24 -two logarithm s.

In theforward direction itisstraightforward tocom binethetype2)logarithm s

from thebox with thelogarithm softheconnected com ponentsK
(4)

2 and K
(4)

3 giving

(in the notation of[7]K 1). Adding the logarithm s generated by the disconnected

com ponents K
(4)

0 ;K
(4)

1 (denoted in [7]as K 0) gives a kernelwhich is infrared safe

both beforeand afterconvolution with theeigenfunctionsand isequalto thesquare

ofthelowestorderBFKL kernelK
(2)

2;2.Thatiswehavetheidentity

K̂ 0 + K̂ 1 =
1

4

�

K̂
(2)

2;2

�2

; (2:14)

Theproofofthisidentity isgiven in [7].

The setofbox diagram logarithm s1)was denoted in [7]asK 2. Itcontains

only the m ass thresholds and is the contribution which,in the forward direction,

the unitarity analysis of[5]determ ines should be correctly given by the transverse

m om entum integralform alism .Itisanew,separately infrared �nite,kernelforwhich
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the spectrum hasbeen calculated and shown to satisfy the property ofholom orphic

factorization[7].Thereforeforthefullforward,orparton,kernelwecan write

K
(4)

2;2 = g
2
K B F K L + O (g4)

�

(K B F K L=2)
2 + K 2

�

: (2.15)

where both K B F K L and K 2 have a spectrum which is holom orphically factorizable.

In both casesthespectrum isalso infrared(IR)safe.(In writing \O (g4)" in (2.15)we

haveindicated thenorm alization uncertainty dueto scaledependence.)

W hile a direct check ofIR safety is easily accom plished in the case ofthe

forward kernel,the case ofthe non forward kernel,starting from itsexplicitexpres-

sion given in [7],isfarlessobvious.Theproofofinfrared safety given thereinvolves

diagram m aticidentities.In thenextsectionswearegoing to reproducethiscancela-

tion by de�ning suitable,consistent,regularizationsofthevariouscom ponentsofthe

kernel. W e willwork directly in two dim ensionsand show from the �nalexpression

thatthe resulting kernelisIR �nite. The m ethod em ploysan analytic continuation

ofthediagram sto com plex space.

3. T H E N O N -FO RW A R D T R A N SV ER SE M O M EN T U M

D IA G R A M K ER N EL

Kirschnerhasrecentlyshown [6]thatthesam eseparation oftheK 2 com ponent

from the rem aining part ofthe g4 kernel,�rst obtained in [7],can be reobtained

by perform ing a com plex expansion ofthe relevant diagram s. Here we extend his

m ethod ofcalculation to the non-forward case. W e com plexify the \propagators"

and \vertices" asfollows.W ewrite

1

k2
!

1

kk�
�

1

jkj2

(k+ q)2(k� q)2 ! jk+ qj
2
jk� qj

2 = jk
2
� q

2
j
2
jk

02
� q

2
j
2
: (3.1)

Thatiswereplaceallthem om entak = (k0;k1)bytheircom plexversionsk = k0+ ik1.

W ealso de�ne

RR
0
� jk

2
� q

2
j
2
jk

02
� qj

2 (3.2)

Thecontribution ofthebox diagram to K
(4)

4 isnow given by

I[box]= RR
0

Z
d2l

j(l+ k+ q)j2jlj2j(l+ k+ k0)j2j(l+ k0+ q)j2
: (3.3)

7



W epartialfraction thedenom inatorby writing

A =
1

l(l+ k0+ k)
=

1

(k+ k0)

�
1

l
�

1

l+ k+ k0

�

B =
1

(l+ k+ q)(l+ k0+ q)
=

1

(k� k0)

 

1

l+ k+ q
�

1

l+ k0+ q

!

;

so that

I[box]= RR
0

Z
dldl�

4jqj2jl+ �j2

�

jAj
2 + jB j

2 + A
�
B + AB

�
�

(3.4)

where

� �
(k+ q)(k0+ q)

2q
(3.5)

In the lim it q ! 0 one can show that the \m ixed products" A �B and AB � give

directly that part ofthe box which we have identi�ed above as K 2. As we have

discussed previously and willdiscussfurtherbelow,there are good reasonsto think

this part ofthe scale invariant kernelis a new contribution at NLO which is not

related to renorm alization e�ects.

The partialfractioning technique thatisthe basisofouranalysisintroduces

spurioussingularitiesand we need to introduce regulatorsin orderto give m eaning

to thecom plex two-dim ensionalintegralsinvolved.W ewillde�ne
R

� 1
,
R

�1
and

R

� 1;�1

to be suitable UV,IR and UV-IR regularizations ofthe corresponding integrals by

de�ning

Z

� 1

dldl�

l(l+ �)�
= 2�log

�1

j�j

Z

� 1�1

dldl�

jl+ �j2
= 2�log

�1

�1
:

(3.6)

The second integralisdiscussed furtherin Appendix A.Itis easy to show thatall

thespuriousUV singularitiesintroduced by thecom plex decom position cancel.The

infraredsingularities,instead,insingleintegralswhich areIR divergent,donotcancel.

The analysis oftheir cancellation is the non trivialpart ofour analysis. W ith the

abovede�nitionsweobtain e.g.

I1 =

Z

�1

dldl�

jl+ �j2l(l+ k0+ q)�
=

2�

�(k0+ q� �)�
log

jk0+ qj�1

jk0+ q� �jj�j
(3.7)
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and

Z

�1

dldl�

jl+ �j2(l+ k+ k0)(l+ k+ q)�
=

2�

�0�(k0� q� �0)
log

jk0� qj�1

j�0jjk0� q� �j
; (3.8)

where�0� � � k� q.

W ecan now evaluatetheintegralsinvolving A and B asfollows.The\m ixed"

term sgive

I[AB �]+ c:c:= jk
2
� q

2
j
2
jk

02
� q

2
j
2

Z
dldl� AB �

j2ql+ (k+ q)(k0+ q)j2

=
jk2 � q2j2jk02 � q2j2

4jqj2(k+ k0)(k� k0)�

 

2�

�(k+ q� �)�
log

jk+ qj�1

j�jjk+ q� �j

�
2�

�(k0+ q� �)�
log

jk0+ qj�1

j�jjk0+ q� �j
�

2�

(� � k� q)�(k+ k0� �)
log

jk0� qj�1

j� � k� qjjk+ k0� �j

+
2�

(� � k0� q)�(k+ k0� �)
log

jk� qj�1

j� � k0� qjjk+ k0� �j

!

+ c:c:

(3.9)

Sim ilarly weobtain

I[jAj2]= jk
2
� q

2
j
2
jk

02
� q

2
j
2

Z
dldl� jAj2

j2ql+ (k+ q)(k0+ q)j2

=
jk2 � q2j2jk02 � q2j2

4jqj2jk+ k0j2

 

�
2�

�(k+ k0� �)�
log

jk+ k0j�1

�(k+ k0� �)
�

2�

��(k+ k0� �)

�log
jk+ k0j�1

j�jjk+ k0� �j
+

4�

j�j2
log

j�j

�1
+

4�

jk+ k0� �j2
log

jk+ k0� �j

�1

!

(3.10)

and

I[jB j2]= jk
2
� q

2
j
2
jk

02
� q

2
j
2

Z
dldl� jB j2

j2ql+ (k+ q)(k0+ q)j2

=
2jk2 � q2j2jk02 � q2j2

4jqj2jk� k0j2

 

2�

jk+ q� �j2
log

jk+ q� �j

�1

+
2�

jk0+ q� �j2
log

jk0+ q� �j

�1
�

�

(k+ q� �)�(k0+ q� �)
log

jk0+ q� �jjk+ q� �j

�1jk
0� kj
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�
�

(k+ q� �)�(k0+ q� �)
log

jk0+ q� �jjk+ q� �j

�1jk
0� kj

(3.11)

M oving on to theotherconnected com ponentsofK
(4)

2;2,weobtain

K
(4)

2 (k;k0;q)= �

 

4�jk+ qj2jk0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk0� qj2

�1
+
4�j� k+ qj2jk0+ qj2

j� k+ k0j2
log

jk0� qj2

�1

+
4�jk+ qj2j� k0+ qj2

jk� k0j2
log

jk0� qj2

�1
+
4�j� k+ qj2j� k0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk0+ qj2

�1

+
4�jk� qj2jk0� qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk+ qj2

�1
+
4�jk+ qj2jk0� qj2

j� k+ k0j2
log

j� k+ qj2

�1

+
4�jk� qj2jk0+ qj2

jk� k0j2
log

jk+ qj2

�1
+
4�jk+ qj2jk0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk� qj2

�1

!

(3.12)

and

K
(4)

3 (k;k0;q)=

 

4�jk+ qj2jk0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk+ k0j2

�1
+
4�j� k+ qj2jk0+ qj2

j� k+ k0j2
log

j� k+ k0j2

�1

+
4�jk+ qj2j� k0+ qj2

jk� k0j2
log

jk� k0j2

�1
+
4�j� k+ qj2j� k0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
log

jk+ k0j2

�1

!

(3.13)

4. IN FR A R ED C A N C ELLAT IO N S

In orderto prove thatthe com plete kernel,K
(4)

2;2,isIR safe,and to sim plify

the notation,let’s de�ne R �1 as the operation which isolates the infrared sensitive

logarithm sofallthe com ponents i.e. the coe�cient oflog� 1. W e get(om itting an

overallfactorof2�)

R �1 � I[AB�]= �
RR 0

4jqj2

 

1

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)���(k+ k0� �)�
+ c:c:

!

(4.1)
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leading to

R �1 � I[AB� + A
�
B ]= 8jqj2; (4.2)

Thisshowsthatthe"m ixed" contributionsareseparately IR safeonly in theforward

direction i.e.q= 0.

W esim ilarly obtain

R �1 � I[jAj2]= �4jqj2 �
jk� qj2jk0� qj2 + jk+ qj2jk0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
(4.3)

and

R �1 � I[jB j2]= �4jqj2 �
jk+ qj2jk0� qj2 + jk� qj2jk0+ qj2

jk+ k0j2
(4.4)

Com bining these last results with (4.2) we see that R �1 � I[box]is non zero. W e

concludethatthebox diagram isnotseparately IR safe.

W ealso obtain

R �1 � K4
(4) = �

2

jk+ k0j2

�

jk� qj
2
jk

0
� qj

2 + jk+ qj
2
jk

0+ qj
2
�

�
2

jk� k0j2

�

jk� qj
2
jk

0+ qj
2 + jk+ qj

2
jk

0
� qj

2
�

(4.5)

and,aftera quiteinvolved pattern ofcancellations,

R �1 � (K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 )= +
2

jk+ k0j2
(jk0+ qj

2
jk� qj

2 + jk
0
� qj

2
jk+ qj

2)

+
2

jk� k0j2
(jk0+ qj

2
jk� qj

2 + jk
0
� qj

2
jk+ qj

2) (4.6)

Com bining (4.2),(4.3),(4.2),(4.5)and (4.6)weobtain

R �1 � (K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 + K
(4)

4 )= 0 (4.7)

showing thattheinfra-red divergencescancel.

5. SEPA R AT IO N O F T H R ESH O LD S

The holom orphic factorization properties of K 2 clearly suggest that there

should be a conform ally invariantextension to the non-forward direction. Since we
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expect to identify this extension as a new partial-wave reggeon am plitude we look

fora separately infra-red �nite com ponentofthe non-forward kernelwhich satis�es

the W ard identity constraintthatitvanish when any ki ! 0; i= 1;::;4. From the

unitarity analysisof[5]and thediscussion in [7]weknow thatweshould try toisolate

thethresholdsfrom thebox diagram associated with logarithm softype1)discussed

in Section 2.

Thelogarithm sweareinterested in areagain presentin them ixed term sAB �

and A �B discussed in thelastSection.However,therearealso additionallogarithm s

oftheform q2log4q2,which areassociated with infra-red divergencesthatappear.If

weextracttheselogarithm sweobtain

IA B (q) = �(1� R q � R �1)� I[AB� + c:c:]

=
2�(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2

(k+ k0)2(k� k0)2

�

 

(k02 � q2)(k2 � k02)+ [qk0][k0k]

(k+ q)2(k0� q)2(k0+ q)2
log(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2(k+ q)2

�
(k2 � q2)(k2 � k02)+ [qk][k0k]

(k0+ q)2(k� q)2(k+ q)2
log(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2

�
(k2 � q2)(k2 � k02)+ [kq][k0k]

(k+ q)2(k0� q)2(k� q)2
log(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0� q)2

+
(k02 � q2)(k2 � k02)+ [k0q][k0k]

(k0+ q)2(k� q)2(k0� q)2
log(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2(k� q)2

!

:

(5.1)

where we have de�ned [qk]� q�k � qk�.Introducing vectors k̂ = (k1;�k0),dualto

k = (k0;k1),with theproperties k̂
2 = k2 and k̂� k = 0,

[qk]= 2îk� q: (5.2)

Itisstraightforward to check that

IA B (q) �!
q2 ! 0

(k2 � k02)k2k02

(k+ k0)2(k� k0)2
log

k2

k02

= K 2

(5:3)

However, IA B (q) has severalproblem s ifwe wish to identify it as a non-forward

extension ofK 2. It is not infra-red �nite in the sense that the argum ents ofthe

12



logarithm s are not ratios ofm om entum factors. In addition the behaviour at the

thresholds i.e. atq� k ! 0 and q� k0 ! 0 is su�ciently singular thatthe W ard

identitiesare notsatis�ed.ThatisIA B (q)doesnotvanish in theselim its.

W econcludethatthetransversem om entum integralcorrespondingtothenon-

forward box diagram doesnotcontain theextension ofK 2 thatweareseeking.Given

thelim itationsofthetransversem om entum integralform alism away from q2 = 0that

wehavediscussed in [5]thisis,perhaps,notsurprising.

Forcom pleteness we also give here the explicitexpression forthe rem ainder

oftheO (g4)connected partofK
(4)

2;2.Thatisifwewrite

K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 + K
(4)

4 = R (q)+ IA B (q) (5:4)

then

R (q)=
2�(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2

(k+ k0)2

 

(k02 � q2)(k2 � q2)+ 2[qk][qk0]

(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2
log

(k+ k0)2

(k+ q)2(k0+ q)2(k� q)2(k0� q)2

+
1

(k+ q)2(k0+ q)2
log(k+ q)2(k0+ q)2 +

1

(k� q)2(k0� q)2
log(k� q)2(k0� q)2

!

+
2�(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2

(k� k0)2

�

 

1

(k+ q)2(k0� q)2
log(k+ q)2(k0� q)2 +

1

(k0+ q)2(k� q)2
log(k0+ q)2(k� q)2

�
(k02 � q2)(k2 � q2)� 2(qk0)(qk)

(k+ q)2(k� q)2(k0+ q)2(k0� q)2
log

(k0+ q)2(k� q)2(k+ q)2(k0� q)2

(k� k0)2

!

+
2�

(k+ k0)2
log(k+ k

0)2(k+ q)2(k0+ q)2 +
2�

(k+ k0)2
log(k0� q)2(k+ q)2(k0+ q)2

+
2�

(k+ k0)2
log(k+ q)2(k0� q)2(k� q)2:

(5.5)

6. T H E N O N -FO RW A R D EX T EN SIO N O F K 2

From the discussion ofthe last Section,it isclear that to �nd an extension
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ofK 2 thatsatis�estheW ard identity constraints,wem ustweaken thethresholdsin

IA B (q)atq� k ! 0 and q� k0! 0.A sim ple way to achieve thisisto rem ove the

denom inatorin (3.4). To retain the correctdim ension we m ustm odify the \vertex

function" and reducethedegreeofthezeroesatq� k ! 0,q� k0! 0.Consequently

wenow de�ne

K 2(k;k
0
;q)= (q2 � k

2)(q2 � k
02)

Z

dldl
�[A �

B + AB
�] (6.1)

Using extensively the�rstintegralin (3.6)weobtain

K 2(k;k
0
;q)=

 

(k2 � k02)(q2 � k2)(q2 � k02)

(k+ k0)2(k� k0)2

!

log

"

(q+ k)2(q� k)2

(q+ k0)2(q� k0)2

#

(6:2)

Clearly

K 2(q;k;k
0) �!

q2 ! 0
K 2 (6:3)

Itisalso m anifestthatK 2(k;k
0;q)! 0 when q� k ! 0 orq� k0! 0.Consequently

K 2(k;k
0;q)satis�esthe W ard identity constraints,hasallthe rightsym m etries,and

hassingularitiesonly atthedesired thresholds.

7. C O N C LU SIO N S

It is clearly of considerable interest to study the conform al properties of

K 2(q;k;k
0) in the conjugate im pact param eter space. Given the parallelwith the

leading-orderkernelitisnaturalto expectthatwe will�nd an analogousconform al

invarianceproperty.Indeed weconjecturethattheW ard Identity constraintsarethe

crucialfeature thatdeterm ine the conform ally invariantnon-forward extension ofa

kernelwith a holom orphically factorizablespectrum .

It is interesting that to obtain K 2(k;k
0;q) we had to abandon the trans-

verse m om entum integralform alism and go to the com plex m om entum form alism

ofKirschner. Thisisclearly related to the naturalconnection between the com plex

m om enta form alism and conform alsym m etry. It is also consistent with the lim i-

tations ofthe transverse m om entum integralform alism uncovered in the unitarity

analysisof[5].

14



A cknow ledgem ents

R.P.thanksthe Theory Group atArgonne foritshospitality. C.C.warm ly

thankstheTheory Group atthePhysicsDept.oftheUniv.ofLecce,Italy,fortheir

hospitality atvariousstagesofthiswork.

A ppendix A .R egularization ofIntegrals

Thisappendix illustratesin m oredetailtheprocedureadopted in theregular-

ization ofthevariousintegralsweencounter.Asan exam plelet’sconsider

I1 =

Z

� 1

d2l

l(l+ �)�
(A.1)

in which thecom plex integration region isde�ned forjlj< � 1,since there isan UV

divergence.W erewriteitasa contourintegralon theunitcircle

I1 =

Z
� 1

0

djlj

I
dw

iw(1+ w
��

jlj
)

(A.2)

and perform thecontourintegralto get

I1 = 2�

Z
� 1

j�j

djlj= 2�log
�1

j�j
(A.3)

Com plex changesofvariablesarealso allowed

k ! l+ � = l
0

l
�
! l

� + �
� = l

0�

dldl
� = dl

0
dl

0� (A.4)

giving

Z

� 1�1

dldl�

jl+ �j2
= 2�

Z
� 1

�1

dl0dl0
�

jl0j2

= 2�log
�1

�1
: (A.5)

Notice that this integralis a \m assless tadpole" and,as we know,in dim ensional

regularization (DR) it is hard to m ake sense out ofit both in 2 + � and in 2 � �
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dim ensions. Therefore,m asslesstadpoles,in DR are setto be zero. Thisisnotthe

casein ouranalysisand eq.(A.5),therefore,hasto behandled with a specialcare.

In orderto furtherillustratethelastpointlet’sconsidertheintegral

b=

Z
d2l

jl� �j2
=

1

i��

Z
� 1

0

djlj

I
dw

(w �
�

jlj
)(

jlj

��
� w)

(A.6)

where we have again rewritten the angular integralin a contour form . The radial

integralisillde�ned.In ourcaseweget

b= 2�

Z 1

j�j

djljjlj

jlj2 � j�j2
� 4�

Z j�j

0

djljjlj

jlj2 � j�j2
(A.7)

A carefulevaluation then gives

b= �log
4(�1

2
� j�j

2
)

�1
2

= 2�log
�1

�1
+ (2�log 2): (A.8)

Notice thatthislastterm (2�log 2)hasto be om itted in orderto obtain consistent

results.By doing so theresultisconsistentwith dim ensionalregularization.

Them ethod,therefore,sim ply consistsofa com bination ofpartialfractioning

ofcom plex propagatorswith an application ofeq.(3.6)to evaluate allthe integrals

involved.Partialfractioning introducesspurioussingularitiesatinterm ediatestages,

which cancelonly iftheintegraliswellde�ned.Forexam ple,let’sconsider

Z

�1

dldl�

jl(l+ k+ k0)j2
=

Z
dldl�

jk+ k0j2

�
�
�
�

1

l
�

1

l+ k+ k0

�
�
�
�

2

=
2�

jk+ k0j2

 

log
�1

�1
� log

�1

jk+ k0j

!

=
2�

jk+ k0j2
log

jk+ k0j

�1
; (A.9)

where the Log�1 term scancelin the �nalresult. Itcan shown thatallsuch term s

disappearin the�nalexpression ofthebox,asexpected.Noticethat(A.9)isexactly

whatone expectsfrom dim ensionalregularization afterexpanding the resultforthe
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selfenergy diagram in D = 2+ � dim ensionsand introducing a renorm alization scale

�1.In fact
Z

d2+ �

l2(l+ k+ k0)2
=

�

(k+ k0)2
Log

(k+ k0)2

�1
2

+ O (�): (A.10)

The derivation ofI1,given in section 3,proceeds asfollows. Aftera partial

fractioning weget

I1 =
1

�(k+ q� �)�

Z

dldl
�

 

1

l(l+ �)�
�

1

l(l+ k+ q)�
�

1

jk+ �j2
+

1

(l+ �)(l+ k+ q)�

!

(A.11)

Using (3.6)weget

I1 =
2�

�(k+ q� �)�

 

log
�1

j�j
� log

�1

jk+ qj
� log

�1

�1
+ log

�1

jk+ q� �j

!

: (A.12)

Com bining allthe4 term stogetherwegettheresultgiven in section 3.

Asanotherexam pleweconsider

I2 =

Z
d2l

jl+ �j2(l+ k+ q)�(l+ k0+ q)
(A.13)

Afterpartialfractioning thedenom inator

1

(l+ �)(l+ �)�(l+ k+ q)�(l+ k0+ q)
=

1

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)�

 

1

jl+ �j2
�

1

(l+ �)(l+ k0+ q)�

�
1

l+ k+ q)(l+ �)�
+

1

(l+ k+ q)((l+ k0+ q)

!

(A.14)

and closing contourintegrationsin thevarioussub-integralsweget

I2 =
2�

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)�

 

log
�

�1
�

1

jk0+ q� �j
log

�

jk0+ q� �j

�
1

jk+ q� �j
log

�

jk+ q� �j
+

1

jk0� kj
log

�

jk0� kj

!

=
2�

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)�
log

jk+ qjjk� qjjk0+ qjjk0� qj

4jqj2�jk� k0j
(A.15)
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An additionalcheck on theconsistency ofthem ethodsofregularization,after

partialfractioning, com es from the cancellation ofthe q2logq2 term s in the non-

forward kernel. W e have brie
y m entioned thisim portantpointin Section 5. Since

the proofisnotobvious,we brie
y sketch ithere. W e introduce a new subtraction,

denoted asR q,which isolatesthe log 4q2 term sin the \m ixed" contributions. After

som eappropriatem anipulationsweget

R qI[AB
� + c:c:]= �

RR 0[(k+ q� �)�(k0+ q� �)�(k+ k0� �)+ c:c:]

4jqj2jk+ q� �j2jk0+ q� �j2j�j2jk+ k0� �j2
= 8jqj2;

(A.16)

(an overallfactorof2� hasbeen om itted).Sim ilarly

R q � I[jAj2]=
RR 0

4jqj2jk+ k0j2

 

�
1

�(k+ k0� �)�
�

1

��(k+ k0� �)

�
1

j�j2
�

1

jk+ k0� �j2

!

= �4jqj2 (A.17)

and

R q � I[jB j2]=
RR 0

4jqj2jk� k0j2

 

�
1

jk+ q� �j2
�

1

jk0+ q� �j2

+
1

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)�
+

1

(k+ q� �)(k0+ q� �)

!

= �4jqj2:(A.18)

Thereforewehavetheidentity

R q � I[box]= Rq

�

I[AB � + c:c:]+ I[jAj2]+ I[jB j2]
�

= 0 (A.19)

asshould bethecase.

Theexpression for(1� R q � R �1)� I[AB� + c:c:]hasbeen given in Section 5.

Using this,togetherwith theidentity

I[box]= (1� R q)� I[AB� + c:c:]+ (1� R q)� (I[jA2j]+ I[jB j2]): (A.20)

weobtain fortheotherpartsofthebox

(1� R q � R �1)� I[jAj2]=
2�RR0

jk+ k0j2
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�

 

(jk0j2 � jqj2)(jkj2 � jqj2)+ [qk][qk0]

RR 0
log

jk+ k0j2

RR 0

+
2

jk+ qj2jk0+ qj2
logjk+ qj

2
jk

0+ qj
2 +

2

jk� qj2jk0� qj2
logjk� qj

2
jk

0
� qj

2

!

;

(A.21)

and

(1� R q � R �1)� I[jB j2]=
2�RR0

jk� k0j2

�

 

(jk0j2 � jqj2)(jkj2 � jqj2)� [qk][qk0]

RR 0
log

jk� k0j2

RR 0

+
2

jk+ qj2jk0� qj2
logjk+ qj

2
jk

0
� qj

2 +
2

jk� qj2jk0+ qj2
logjk� qj

2
jk

0+ qj
2

!

:

(A.22)

Using these relations and the identity (4.7) we obtain an expression forthe

fullNLO connected kerneloftheform

K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 + K
(4)

4 = K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 + I[box]

= (1� R q � R �1)� (K
(4)

2 + K
(4)

3 )+ (1� R q � R �1)� I[AB� +

+(1� R q � R �1)� (I[jAj2]+ I[jB j2]): (A.23)

A ppendix B .Spectrum Evaluation.

This appendix contains som e com parison oftwo possible ways to evaluate

the spectrum ofthe various kernelcom ponents that we have discussed. The �rst

m ethod,already presented in [7],isbased on the use ofdim ensionalregularization.

The second m ethod has been brie
y discussed by Kirschner[6]. In the case ofthe

forward kernel,theevaluation ofthespectrum ofthenew partialwavecom ponentis

m ore easily perform ed by using dim ensionalregularization. However,we anticipate

thatthe second approach m ay be usefulforstudying the non-forward kerneland so

wegivem oredetailshere.

A sim pletreatm entofthebubblediagram or2-pointfunction,J1(k),illustrates

both m ethods. In the approach of[6]we work in D = 2 and regulate the 2-point
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function by a cuto� (�)using theintegralrepresentation

�[jk0� kj� �]=
1

2�i

Z i1 + �

�i1 + �

d!

!

"

jk0� kj2

�2

#!

: (B.1)

Thecontourin ! isclosed on therighthalfplaneoron thelefthalfplanedepending

on whether jk0� kj< �2 or jk0� kj> �2 respectively. Allthe diagram s willnow

depend on ! and the �nalresult in the calculation ofthe spectrum is obtained by

extracting the residuifor! = 0 ofthe eigenvalues(i.e. perform ing the integralover

! attheend).

Thism ethod allowsusto work directly atD = 2 withouttheneed ofa m ass

cuto� in thepropagators.Therefore,weregulateJ1(k)by

J1;reg(k)=
1

(2�i)2

Z
d!d!0

!!0

Z
d2k0

jk0j2jk� k0j2
�[jk0� kj� �]�[jk0j� �]: (B.2)

(Forsim plicity weom itan overallfactor1=(16�)3 com pared to(2.5)).Afterinserting

therepresentation ofthestep-functiongivenby(B.1)andafterperform ingtheintegral

overtheloop m om entum with thehelp oftheform ula (with D = 2)

I[R;S]=

Z
dD k

[(k� q)2]R [k2]S

=
�D =2�[D =2� R]�[D =2� S]�[R + S � D =2]

�[R]�[S]�[D � R � S][q 2]R + S�D =2
; (B.3)

itisstraightforward to obtain

J1;reg(k)=
1

(2�i)2k2

Z
d!d!0

!!0

 

k2

�2

! !+ !0

C(!;!0) (B.4)

where

C(!;!0)= (
1

!
+

1

!0
)f(!;!0); (B.5)

with

f(!;!0)=
��[1� ! � !0]�[1+ !]�[1+ ! 0]

�[1� ! 0]�[1� !]�[1+ ! + ! 0]
: (B.6)
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Afterexpanding in ! and !0 and picking up theresiduiatthesinglepolesin

both variablesweget

J1;reg(k)=
1

(2�i)2k2

Z
d!d!0

!!0
(2�Log

k2

�2
+ :::)f(!;!0)

=
2�

k2
Log

k2

�2
; (B.7)

which istheusual(cuto�)expression.Asshown in [7],theeigenfunctionsoftheNLO

unitarity kernelareoftheform fn;�(k)= (jkj2)1=2+ i�(k

jkj
)n,asin thelowestordercase.

Convoluting J1(k)with theseeigenfunctionsonegetstheeigenvalueequation

J1;reg � fn;� � (k2)2
Z

d2k0

jk0j2jkj2
J1reg(k� k

0)(jk0j2)1=2+ i�
 

k0

k

! n

= �s(a;b)fn;�: (B.8)

Notice thatin (B.8)we have divided by the factor1=(k2k02)which appearin

thede�nition oftheconvolution product[7],and introduced a vertex factor(k2)2,as

discussed in Section 2. The singularity atk0= 0 doesnotneed regularization since

itistaken careofby thepowerbehaviouroftheeigenfunctions.W eget

J1;reg � fn;� =
k2

(2�i)2

Z
d!d!0

!!0

C(!;!0)�(k)

(�2)!+ !0
; (B.9)

where

�(k;a;b)=

Z
dk0d�jk0jnein�

(jk0j2)a(jk0� kj2)b
: (B.10)

with a = 1=2� i� + n=2 and b= 1� ! � !0.The angularintegralhasbranch cuts,

dueto the! term sin theexponentsofthedenom inator.Thesam edi�culty appears

in dim ensionalregularization.

In order to understand this last issue we illustrate the point in detail. The

structureoftheangularintegralin �(k)isoftheform

I =

Z
2�

0

d�ein�

(1� zcos�)�

= i(�1)�+ 12�
I

dww n�1+ �

(zw 2 � 2w + z)�

= i2�
I

dw(�1)�+ 1w n+ 1��

z�(w � w1)
�(w � w2)

�
(B.11)
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with cutsbetween [0;w1 = 1=z(1�
p
1� z2)]and [w2 = 1=z(1+

p
1� z2);1 ]. W e

rewriteitin theform

I = i(�1)�+ 1(e2�i� � 1)

Z w 1

0

dw w n+ 1��

jw1 � wj�jw2 � wj�
; (B.12)

wherewehaveused theexpression ofthediscontinuity ofthefactorin theintegrand

(g(w)= �i=((w1 � w)�(w2 � w)�))on the�rstinterval[0;w 1]

g
+ (w)� g

� (w)= �i
e2�i� � 1

jw1 � wj�jw � w2j
�

= 2(�1)�
�

B [�;1� �]jw1 � wj�jw � w2j
�
;

(B.13)

where we have used sin� � = �=B [�;1� �]by an analyticcontinuation,and B [x;y]

isthebeta-function.

W enow obtain

I =
2�+ 1�

B [�;1� �]

z�w n
1

w
�

2

Z
1

0

dxxn�1+ �

jx� 1j�((w1=w2)x � 1)�

=
2�+ 1�

z�nB [�;n]

w n
1

w
�

2

F2;1[�;n + �;1+ n;
w1

w2

]:

(B.14)

having used asa de�nition ofthehypergeom etricfunction

F2;1[a;b;c;z]=
1

B [b;c� b]

Z
1

0

t
b�1 (1� t)c�b�1 (1� tz)�a dt (B.15)

Along thesam elines,following thederivation presented above,onecan easily

evaluatetheintegral

I
0[�]=

Z
2�

0

d� ein�

(1+ v2 � 2vcos�)�

= i

I
dw(�1)�+ 1w n+ 1��

v�(w � w1)
�(w � w2)

�
;

(B.16)
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where now the cutsare between [0;w1 = v]and [w2 = 1=v;1 ]. Notice that(B.11)

and (B.12)arequitegeneral.Thereforeitisa sim pleexercise to show that

I
0[�]=

2�vn

nB [�;n]
F2;1[�;� + n;n + 1;v2]: (B.17)

Theradialintegralinkcannow bedoneandtheresult,aswearegoingtoshow,canbe

expressed interm sofsim plehypergeom etricsoralsoasastringofproductsofGam m a-

functions. Thissecond form isobtained by using the Schwingerparam etrization of

the integrand. Notice thatin the evaluation ofthe spectrum ofK 2 these di�culties

are notpresent[7]since the angularintegralhasjusttwo single poles-the angular

integration being em bedded in D-dim ensions.

In dim ensionalregularization wede�ne

J1 � fn;� � (k2)2
Z

dD k0

jk0j2jkj2
J1(k� k

0)(jk0j2)1=2+ i�
 

k0

k

! n

= �s(a;b)fn;�: (B.18)

with D = 2 + � and em bed � in a D-dim ensionalangular space param eterized by

(�1;�2;:::;�D �1 )by assum ing � � �D �1 .Using theexpression ofI
0[�]given aboveitis

nothard to show that

Z
2�

0

d�ein�

(k2 + k02 � 2kk0cos(� � �))�

= �[k0� k]
2�ein�

(k02)2�D =2 nB [�;n]

 

k0

k

! n

F2;1[�;� + n;n + 1;(k=k0)2]

+�[k� k
0]

2�ein�

(k2)2�D =2 nB [�;n]

 

k

k0

! n

F2;1[�;� + n;n + 1;(k0=k)2];

(B.19)

with cos� = k� x̂ and cos� = k0� x̂ and � = 2� D =2.Then weget

J1 � fn;� =
2�D �[D =2� 1]2�[2� D =2+ n]

�[n + 1]�[D � 2]�[D =2]
(�1 + �2)(k

2)D �2
fn;�; (B.20)

with

�1 =

Z
1

0

dx x
n+ (D �2)+ 2i�

F2;1[�;� + n;n + 1;x2]

�2 =

Z
1

0

dx

x(2D �4)�n+ 2i�
F[�;� + n;n + 1;x2]: (B.21)
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Notice thatthe spuriousfactorscontaining (k2)
D �2

,with D = 2+ � are elim inated

attheend,when allcom ponentsofthespectrum arecom bined and thesingularities

cancel.Oneeasily gets

�1 =
1

�1
F3;2[�;� + 1j�1;n + 1;� + 1;1]

�2 =
1

�2
F3;2[�;� + 1;�2jn + 1;�2 + 1;1];

(B.22)

with �1 = n=2� 1=2+ D =2+ i� and �2 = 5=2� D � 2� i� + n=2.

One reason forexpecting thatthe cuto� regularization m ightturn outto be

usefulin the investigation ofthe spectrum ofthe nonforward kernelisthat,atleast

to leading order,the eigenfunctionsaregiven by conform alpartialwaves,which are

known in D = 2 [9].To ourknowledge,however,a directcalculation ofthespectrum

using theseeigenfunctionshasnotbeen attem pted,even fortheBFKL kernel.

In orderto concludeourillustration ofthem ethod ofcalculation ofthespec-

trum forthe2-pointfunction,wereconsider�(k;a;b),which werewritein exponential

form

�(k;a;b)=

Z
1

0

dw1dw2�(1� w1 � w2)

�

Z

d
2
k
0

Z 1

0

dx x
a+ b�1

e
�x( ~k0� ~kw 2)

2+ x~k2w 2

2
�xw 2

~k2 w
a�1
1 w

b�1
2

�[a� 1]�[b� 1]
k
0n
: (B.23)

Toobtain (B.23)wehaveused theSchwingerparam etrization ofthepropagatorsand

perform ed a scaling on theintegration param etersby x.

Notice that we have used a m ixed realand com plex notation (for instance

~k�~k0= 1=2(kk0� + k�k0),and so on)forconvenience.Notice,in particular,thatk0n is

a com plex vector.Itiseasy to show that

Z

d
2
k
0
k
0n
e
�x(k 0+ kw 2)

2

=
�

x
k
n
w2

n
: (B.24)

(B.24)iseasily derived by acom plex changeofcoordinatesin them om entum integra-

tion and using thecom plex expansion (k+ k0)n =
P

n
p= 0n!=(k!(n � k)!)kpk0n�p .Only

the n = p term isnonvanishing afterangularintegration. The integration overx is
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also gaussian and weget

�(k;a;b)=
�kn

(jkj2)a�1 �[a� 1]�[b� 1]
�[a+ b� 1]

 

k2

�2

! !+ !0 Z 1

0

dw2(1� w2)
�b
w
n�a
2

= �s(a;b)fn;�; (B.25)

(since a� 1 = �1=2+ n=2� i� ). Notice thatthe additionalfactor(k2=�2)!+ !0 is

rem oved afterthe �nalintegration in the ! variableswhich sets! = !0 = 0. After

som em anipulationsweobtain

�s(a;b)= ��[a+ b� 1]�[1� a]�[1� b]B [1+ n � a;1� b]: (B.26)

Finally,after perform ing the integrals over !;!0 in the expression above,only the

residuiat the sim ple poles in these variables survive. A sim ilar approach can be

followed also in dim ensionalregularization.W econcludeby recalling thattheobser-

vation in [7]thatpartofthe O (g4)forward kernelissim ply thesquare ofthe O (g2)

Lipatov kernelallowed usto writedown im m ediately thecorresponding spectrum .
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