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1.A BRIEF OVERV IEW

The Regge limn it of QCD has recently undergone a considerable revival of
Interest. T he an alkx behaviour of the parton distributions cbserved at HERA , char-
acterized by a strong rise of the gluon density, and the detection of di ractive hard
scattering events in D IS, both provide m otivation for developing a better understand—
Ing of the Regge regimn e of QCD . Because of the overlap of the an alkx and Regge
lin its, it is natural to expect that the theoretical tools developed in the past In the
analysis of Regge theory are useful also at an allx. P roperties of the \exchanged
reggeon sihgularities" can be constructed from perturbation theory, by resumm ing
the Jleading log 1=x and=or logQ? behaviour. Resumm ation is achieved in various
possble ways, but i is widely anticipated that the BFKL evolition equation [i],

rst derived m ore than 20 years ago, plays a crucial role In describbing the physical
properties of the leading \Pom eron" singulariy.

T he crucial Ingredient in the \construction" ofthe BFK L Pom eron isthe kemel
of the evolution equation, its spectrum and its kading eigenvalie. Both forward
@ = 0) and non-forward (g & 0) versions of the lowest order © (gz)) kemel are
known. Conform alpartial waves diagonalize the O (g°) equation at non zero g, since
the equation is invariant under special confom al transform ations, and in the lim it
of g ! O rproduce the well known eigenfunctions, and eigenvalues of the BFK L
parton (or forward) kemel. A necessary condition for the conform al nvariance ofthe
equation is the property ofholom orphic factorization of the eigenvalues of the parton
kemel.

M ost analyses of the BFKL equation involve only the O (%) kemel and its
related properties of confom al nvariance. It is, of courss, In portant to see how
radiative corrections a ect the lading order evolution. It is expected that renor-
m alization e ects w ill introduce a running of the coupling and w ill spoil confom al
Invariance. T he direct evaluation of next-to-Jleading-order N L.O ) contributions to this
equation requires both a calculation of the correction to the Regge tra gctory of the
gluon and corresponding corrections to the reggeon (s)-particke (s) transition vertices.
So far only part of this program has been com pleted 2 1.

Both the lrading-order kemel and an infrared approxin ation to the NLO or-

der kemel have been determm ined by a reggeon diagram technique based indirectly on
t-channel unitarity §]. M ore recently we have shown{, §] how these results can be



obtained by a direct analysis ofthe t-channel uniarity equations, analytically contin—
ued n the complex j plane and expanded around nonsense poles. A 1so, In a recent
paper, K irschnerfg] has discussed how the same NLO kemelm ay en erge as an ap-—
proxin ation when non—-leading results are obtained using the s-channelm ultiR egge
e ective action. The kemel obtained is autom atically scale invariant (there is no
scale in the t-channel analysis) and is naturally expressed in temm s oftwo-din ensional
transverse m om entum integrals. W e should em phasize, nevertheless, that both the
t-channel analysisff] and the s-channel form alisn ], in ply that the ambiguity ofthe
scale-dependence includes the overall nom alization of the kemel.

P reviously we have shown EZ] that, in the forward case, the new NLO kemel
splits naturally into two com ponents. A part proportionalto the square ofthe O ()
kemel and a new com ponent that is ssparately infrared safe and has an eigenvalue
soectrum sharing m any of properties of the leading-order spectrum . In particular the
very in portant property of holom orphic factorization. From the unitarity analysisf]
we have now shown that thisnew com ponent isactually a distinct partiatwave am pli—-
tude that appears for the rsttime at O (g*). It is naturalto expect that the spectral
property of holom oxphic factorization w ill be related to the lading-order conform al
Invariance of this am plitude when it is fully identi ed as a non-forw ard kemel.

In thiswork we are going to elaborate further on the non-forw ard, scale invari-
ant NLO kemel], by providing an explicit proof of its Infrared safety and sim plifying
drastically the expression given in [1]. For this purpose we extend to the non—orw ard
case a m ethod of calculation of the various diagram s, based on the use of com plex
m om enta, due to K irschnerf§]. This m ethod has been successful in reproducing the
spectrum calculated in f4] and in separating, in the forward direction, the new holo—
m orphically factorizable com ponent. W e w ill explicitly construct a non—-forward ex—
tension of this com ponent that has the appropriate analytic structure and satis es
the W ard identity constraints. W e believe that this extension can indeed be identi ed
as a new partialwave am plitude which at \leading-order" is confom ally invariant.
W e intend to study this issue in the near future. N ote that since the spectrum ofa
confom ally invariant kemel is independent of ¢ it is, in principle, de ned uniquely
by the forward spectrum .)

W ew illalso show that the new non—-forward (potentially conform ally invariant)
kemel isnot naturally w ritten asa transversem om entum integralbut rather is sin ply
expressed In the com plex m om enta form alisn ofK irschner. T his is interesting because
the unitarity form alisn of ] actually show s that the transverse m om entum integral



orm alisn is only necessarily applicabk, as ¢ ! 0, and for the lading threshold
behaviour in reggeon m ass variabls. W e show explicitly that extracting thisthreshold
behavior from the transverse m om entum integral kemel is not su cient to give the
desired non-forward extension. It is only at ¢ = 0 that a transverse m om entum
Integral gives the appropriate threshold behavior.

2.THE FORWARD KERNEL

Consider rstthe kading-order BFK L evolution equation for parton distribu—
tions at am alkx ie.
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The origihal Regge lim it derivation inclided also a non-orward (leg € 0 In the
follow ing) version of this equation. Transform ng to ! —space, where ! is conjugate
to In =, the non-forward equation takes the form
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where the \reggeon" kemel K (;k%q) = K2(22) @ k;k;k%g k% contains three

kinem atic fom s.
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and the  inplies that we sum over com bined pem utations of both the Iniial and
the nalstate (ie. 1< > 2 combned wih 3 < > 4).



W e use transversem om entum diagram s, which we construct using the com po—
nents illustrated n Fig.2 1.

(a) (b)

Fig.21 (@)vertices and (o) Interm ediate states in transverse m om entum .

T he rules for w riting am plitudes corresponding to the diagram s are the follow ing

For each vertex, illustrated n Fig.21 @), we write a factor
, X X X )
16 ° ?( ks k) (ki)

For each Interm ediate state, illustrated in Fig. 2.1 (o), we w rite a factor

Z
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D In ensionless kemels are de ned by a hat

K\z(?z) kijkoiksiks) = 16 ° (o + ko ks koK 2(?2) Kkiikaiksika)

T he kemels so de ned are fom ally scale-invariant (even though potentially infra-red

divergent) . T he diagram m atic representation of KAZ(ZZ) , the non forward BFK L kemel,

isthen asih Fig.22.

Y (-1 T e - )

Fig.2 2 D iagram m atic representation ofKAz(fz)

The summ ation sign again implies a sum over com bined pem utations of the initial
and nalmomenta.



TheO (@) transverse m om entum integralkemelK 2(42) , obtained by considering

the contribution ofthe 4-particle nonsense states to the unitarity equations isde ned
by the sum

(4n ) 4) 4)
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T he diagram m atic representation ofK ;‘2 isshown In Fig.2.3.

YT T

Fig.23 The diagram m atic representation ofKAf?z .




T he evaluation of these diagram s (In particular the non planar box) has been done
by an extension of the K allen and Tollm ethod [], developed in {]]. This involves a
rew riting of the \trees" f]ofthe decom position in a suitablbase. T he decom position
has the advantage of generating a m Inim al num ber of logarithm s. T he proliferation
of Iogarithm s at NLO is a considerable source of com plexiy. @At kading order there
is a logarithm only In the trafctory function of the gluon.) In particular, the box
Introduces 6 logarithm s, each ofwhich iscbtained by putting on shell 2 lines (oairw ise)
and which we represent as in Fig. 2 4.

A'12 A13 A14 A23 A24 ASQ

Fig.2 4 Tree diagram s cbtained by putting on-shell the crossed lines.

T he logarithm s are of two types:

1) extemal line \m ass" thresholds ie. A15;A 14;A 53 and A 34 — four logarithm s.

2) \s" and \t" thresholds ie. A 13;A ,; —two logarithm s.

In the forward direction it is straightforw ard to com bine the type 2) logarithm s

from the box w ith the logarithm s of the connected com ponents K 2(4) and K 3(4) giving

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

com ponents K 0(4);K 1(4) (denoted In f).] as Kg) gives a kemel which is infrared safe

both before and after convolution w ith the eigenfunctions and is equal to the square

of the Iowest order BFK L kemelK 2(22) . That is we have the dentity

2

NG

T he proof of this dentity is given :n [11.

The st of box diagram logarithm s 1) was denoted In f].] as K,. It contains
only the mass thresholds and is the contrdbution which, In the forward direction,
the unitarity analysis of ] determ ines should be correctly given by the transverse
m om entum integral form align . It isa new , ssparately infrared nite, kemel forwhich



the spectrum hasbeen calculated and shown to satisfy the property of holom orphic
factorization E]. T herefore for the filll forward, or parton, kemelwe can w rite

Kjp = FKerxr + 0 @) Karx1=2)°+ K, : 2.15)
where both Kgrg 1, and K, have a spectrum which is holom orphically factorizable.
In both cases the spectrum is also infrared (R ) safe. (h writing \O @*)" n @.15) we
have indicated the nom alization uncertainty due to scale dependence.)

W hile a direct chedk of IR safety is easily acocom plished In the case of the
forward kemel, the case of the non forward kemel, starting from its explicit expres—
sion given in [}], is far less cbvious. The proof of infrared safety given there nvolves
diagram m atic identities. In the next sections we are going to reproduce this cancela—
tion by de ning suitable, consistent, reqularizations of the various com ponents of the
kemel. W e will work directly In two dim ensions and show from the nal expression
that the resulting kemel is IR nie. The m ethod em plys an analytic continuation
of the diagram s to com plex space.

3.THE NON-FORWARD TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM
DIAGRAM KERNEL

K irschnerhas recently shown [g]that the sam e ssparation oftheK , com ponent
from the rem aining part of the g* kemel, rst obtained in f7], can be recbtained
by perform Ing a com plex expansion of the relevant diagram s. Here we extend his
m ethod of calculation to the non—forward case. W e com plkxify the \propagators"
and \vertices" as ollow s. W e w rite

r ,r 1
k2 T kk *¥
k+ a9’k @ ! k+ofk af= ¥ IFx® L5 31)

That iswereplaceallthem om enta k = (Kg;k;) by their com plex versionsk = kg+ ik;.
W e also de ne
RR® ¥* £Fx® of (32)

T he contribution of the box diagram to K 4(4) isnow given by

Z

0 d’1
Ibox]= RR

30+ k+ @ FIFI0+ k+ KO FI0+ K0+ @ F




W e partial fraction the denom nator by w riting

A= 1 1 1
10+ k%°+ k) k+ k9 1

1
1+ k + kO

1 1 1 1

1+ k+ 9 @+ k°+ g k k% 1+k+g 1+ k%+ g

’

so that
ILbox]=RROZ & Af+ BF+A B+ AB 3 4)
433+ 3
where
k+ q &°+ q 5.5)
29

In the Imi g ! 0 one can show that the \m ixed products" A B and AB give
directly that part of the box which we have identi ed above as K,. As we have
discussed previously and w ill discuss further below , there are good reasons to think
this part of the scale Invariant kemel is a new contrbution at NLO which is not
related to renom alization e ects.

T he partial fractioning technigue that is the basis of our analysis Introduces
Sourious singularities and we need to introduce regulators in ordeﬁto Ig\;jye m eaanng
to the com plex two-din ensional integrals nvolved. W ewillde ne , | and .|

to be suitable UV, IR and UV -IR regularizations of the corresponding integrals by
de ning

dd1 .
10+ ) R

didl
1 |

(3.6)

The second integral is discussed further In Appendix A . It is easy to show that all
the sourious UV singularities introduced by the com plex decom position cancel. The
Infrared singularities, instead, In sihgle Integralsw hich are IR divergent, do not cancel.
T he analysis of their cancellation is the non trivial part of our analysis. W ih the
above de nitionswe obtain eg.

: didl 2 X0+ a1

I, = = 37
! i+ 31a+ k%+ g &+ g )bgj<°+q 13 37
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where ©° k qg.

W e can now evaluate the integrals nvolving A and B as follow s. The \m ixed"
term s give

dldl AB

Pal+ k+ g &+ o) F
_ ¥ x2S 2 X+ o,
dpFk+ k9 k kO k+ g ) Jk+ g J
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Z
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(3.9)
Sin ilarly we obtain
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and
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5 Iog 3 ;
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(311)

M oving on to the other connected com ponents ofK 2(42) , We obtain

K9 okt = kT ajx°+ qulogiko o, 43 ktagxta, XK o

* + kOF 1 j k+ k% o 1
LA X afj k°+af %° qf+4j k+gfj k%+ gf . k°+ of
k k%% 1 *k + k% 1
LAk af x° qubgikJr qj2+4 j<.+ afk® af. 3 k+qgf
*k+ k% 1 j k+ k% 1
4 k ogfx’+af. k+af 4 k+gdk®+af. * qf!
TTx o T T T xeey
(312)
and
@w, o 4 k+tadk’+agf  k+kF 43 k+gdx+af F k+k%F
K3 (krqu)_ j{-l'ko:f . + j k+kof log L
LA drad Krgh Kk K 43 kgl Keaf g+ kS
k k%% 1 *k+ k% 1
(3.13)

4. NFRARED CANCELLATIONS

In order to prove that the com plete kemel, K 2(42), is R safe, and to sin plify
the notation, kt’'s de ne R | as the operation which isolates the nfrared sensitive

logarithm s of all the com ponents ie. the coe cient of log ;. W e get (om itting an
overall factorof2 )

R IAB ] RR° ! +
= Cc:
' 49 k+qg HK+g ) k+k0 )

4.1)

10



Jleading to
R, IRB +A B]= 83qf; 42)

T his show s that the "m ixed" contributions are ssparately IR safe only in the forward
direction ie. g= 0.

W e sin ilarly obtain

o ¥ afk® af + k+ of x°+ aF
R, IMRI= 43f T 4 3)
and
0 0
R Ipd- ayp BT agx’ of+ x oFx’+ of @)

k+ k%
Combining these last results with @J) we see that R
conclude that the box diagram is not separately IR safe.

. Iox] is non zero. W e

W e also obtain

2
R, K= X+ k03 * of %k’ of + x+ oFx°+ of
2
X K3 ¥ afx’+ af+ k+ ofk° of
4.5)
and, after a quite involred pattem of cancellations,
R KO+ R = b+ gfk qf+ K afk+ af)
1 2 3 j(+ kof
+ﬁ (j<0+ qf:k qf+ :ko CIfj{+ qf) 4.6)
Combinig {2, @), @2), {3 and §4) we dotan
R, &7 +xP+x)=0 4.7)

show ing that the mfra-red divergences cancel.

5. SEPARATION OF THRESHOLDS

The holom orphic factorization properties of K, clarly suggest that there
should be a conform ally invariant extension to the non—forward direction. Since we

11



expect to identify this extension as a new partialwave reggeon am plitude we look
for a ssparately infrared nite com ponent of the non-forward kemel which satis es
0; i= 1;:34. From the
unitarity analysis of §]and the discussion in [Jwe know that we should try to isolate
the thresholds from the box diagram associated w ith logarithm s of type 1) discussed

the W ard identity constraint that it vanish when any k; !

in Section 2.

T he logarithm swe are Interested In are agaln present in them ixed term sAB
and A B discussed in the last Section. H owever, there are also additional logarithm s
ofthe orm flogdc?, which are associated w ith infra—red divergences that appear. If

we extract these logarithm s we obtain
Iz @ = (1 Rgq R ) IRB + cxi]
2 k+ gk @&+ K’ 9?
k+ k92 (k k9?2
k% Pk k%) + pkiKk%]
k+ a?k® 9 Kk'+ g?
&> P)k> k%) + gklk%]
&Ko+ gk aq?k+ g?
&> ) k* kB + kglkk]
k+ @? & @2k q?
. &% P> k%) + k%lk%]
&+ gk 9? Kk’ g?

log k°+ q)* &°

ogk+ @’k @ k’+ g°

ogk+ a)k @K

log k°+ q)* &°

9°k+ 9’

©.1)

where we have de ned gk] g k gk . Introducing vectors k = kyi; kq),dualto

k = (kojki1), with the propertiesk®? = k* andk k= 0,
k1= 2k q:
Tt is straightforward to check that

(kZ kOZ )kZ kOZ
Irp @ !

E! 0 k+k9%k k92

k2
k®

62)

53)

However, Inp (@) has several problm s if we wish to identify it as a non-forward
extension of K,. It is not nfraved nie In the sense that the argum ents of the

12



logarithm s are not ratios of m om entum factors. In addition the behaviour at the
threshods ie. at g k! Oandg k%! 0 issu cintly shgular that the W ard
identities are not satis ed. That is Ip g (@) does not vanish in these lim its.

W e conclude that the transversem cm entum integral corresponding to the non—
forw ard box diagram does not contain the extension ofK , that we are seeking. G iven

the lim itations ofthe transverse m om entum integral form alism away from o = 0 that
we have discussed In §] this is, perhaps, not surprising.

For com plteness we also gjve here the explicit expression for the rem ainder
ofthe O (g*) connected part ofK 2 2 That is ifwe write

K, + K3 + K, =R @+ Ins @ (5:4)
then
R @< 2 &Y D'k @* &+ 9* K’ g?
k+ k92
k® ) K* )+ 2kl k + k9?

K+ a?k D?EK+ a?K® g? "kt DK+ ik P?k® g?

2 0 2 2 0 2
R 92 60+ q)zlog(k+ P R+ QT+ © QK )Zlog(k 9 &k 9
L2 K+ a’k @?k’+ ? Kk’ 9?
&k k9?2
2 0 2 0 2 2
kv it g 2KtV DT i gt T
k% DK P) 2@k . K+ D’k DK+ PP @?
k+a?k g?k'+ a?k® g? &k k9?2
2 + kO + + 2 + 2 0+ 2
ng(k Y k+ 9 K+ g+ Y log(k Q°k+ gk + 9
2

+mbg(k+ D°K Pk @:

(55)

6. THE NON-FORWARD EXTENSION OF K,

From the discussion of the last Section, it is clear that to nd an extension

13



ofK , that satis esthe W ard dentity constraints, we m ust weaken the thresholds in
Ins @atg k! Oandg k°! 0.A sinpl way to achieve this is to rem ove the
denom mator n @4). To retain the correct din ension we must m odify the \vertex
fiinction" and reduce the degree of the zeroesat g k! 0,g k%! 0. Consequently
we now de ne

Z
K, kk5= & k)& k%) ddlp B +AB ] 6.1)

U sing extensively the rst integralin (3.6) we cbtain

Lo #
K 0@ KE kY @+ ki@ k)
e 0e ) = .
K2 bk K+ kP Kk K 9 G PG WP ©2)
C learly
K, (@k;k% P !! . K, 6:3)

It isalso m anifest that K, k;k%q) ! Owheng k! Oorg k%! 0.Consequently
K, (k;k%q) satis es the W ard identity constraints, has all the right sym m etries, and
has singularities only at the desired thresholds.

7.CONCLUSION S

It is clarly of considerable Interest to study the conform al properties of
K, (@;k;k% in the conjigate in pact param eter space. G iven the parallel w ith the
lrading-order kemel i is naturalto expect that we will nd an analogous conform al
Invariance property. Indeed we con cture that the W ard Identity constraints are the
crucial feature that determ ine the conformm ally invariant non—-forward extension of a
kemelw ith a holom orphically factorizable soectrum .

It is interesting that to obtain K, k;k%q) we had to abandon the trans—
vere m om entum integral form alism and go to the com plex m om entum fom alian
ofK irschner. This is clearly related to the natural connection between the com plex
mom enta form alism and conform al symm etry. It is also consistent with the Iin i-
tations of the transverse m om entum Integral form alism uncovered in the unitarity
analysis of {].
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A ppendix A .R egularization of Integrals

T his appendix illistrates in m ore detail the procedure adopted In the regular-
ization of the various integrals we encounter. A s an exam plk kt's consider
L S| B 1)
ot )
In which the com plex Integration region is de ned for jlj< 1, since there isan UV
divergence. W e rew rite it as a contour integralon the unit circle

Z I
1 , dw
I = Chily R @ 2)
0 iw ( Wﬁj)
and perform the contour integralto get
Z 1
. 1
=2 dij= 2 log——, @ 3)
33 JJ
Com plex changes of variables are also allowed
k! 1+ =1
1t 1+ =7
didl = di’ar @ 4)
giving
S dm s drdr
o 3 .
=2 log—: @ 5)
1

N otice that this Integral is a \m assless tadpolk" and, as we know, In dim ensional
regularization OR) it is hard to m ake sense out of it both In 2 + and in 2
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din ensions. T herefore, m asslkess tadpols, in DR are set to be zero. This is not the
case In our analysis and eq. @& 8§), therefore, has to be handled w ith a special care.

In order to further illustrate the last point kt’s consider the integral

d?1 1 L dw
1 3 i o o o) F W)

@ .6)

where we have again rew ritten the angular Integral in a contour form . The radial
Integral is illde ned. In our case we get

Z

boagg o, Y0 dgdl

b= 2 , , @)
533F 33 o JF 33
A carefulevaluation then gives
2 . 2
be gt 3
1
=2 og—+ @ bg?2): @ 8)
1

N otice that this last tetn (2 log 2) has to be om ited in order to obtain consistent
results. By doing so the result is consistent w ith dim ensional reqularization.

Them ethod, therefore, sin ply consists of a com bination ofpartial fractioning
of com plex propagators w ith an application of eq. (3.6) to evaluate all the integrals
nvolved. Partial fractioning Introduces sourious singularties at Interm ediate stages,
which cancel only ifthe integral iswell de ned. For exam ple, Jet’s consider

g d1d1 P am 1 12
D Jl0+ k+ k97 k+ k% 1 1+ k+ k°
!
X+ k% 1 X+ k%
2 *+ k%
EESES, . &2

where the Log ; tem s cancel In the nalresult. Tt can shown that all such temm s
disappear in the nalexpression ofthe box, as expected. Notice that @ 9) is exactly
what one expects from dim ensional reqularization after expanding the resul for the
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slfenergy diagram D = 2+ din ensions and Introducing a renom alization scale
1. In fact
d2+ (k+ kO)Z

POt kr K2 wrre9T 2t o) ® 10)

T he derivation of I;, given In section 3, proceeds as follows. A fter a partial
fractioning we get

1 1 1 1 1
L = — ddl +
k+ g ) 14+ ) 14+ k+ ) k+ 3 1+ Y+ k+ g
@ 11)
U sing B.6) we get
!
I, = 2 log— log—— log— + log L : @ 12)
1= - - . . - o . .-
k+a ) J 3 X+ aj 1 k+a 3
Combining all the 4 tem s together we get the result given in section 3.
A s another exam pl we consider
L= ’ a1 @A 13)
? I+ 3@+ k+ q O+ K%+ q)
A fter partial fractioning the denom inator
1 B 1
1+ )+ YA+ k+ g U+ k%+a k+qg ) K+ g )
1 1
a1+ 3 1+ )+ ¥+ 9
!
1 1
+ @ 14)
1+ k+ g @+ ) 1+ k+ 9 (@+ k°+ qg)
and closing contour Integrations in the various sub-integrals we get
L= 2 log ! log
T k+g )®+qg ) . ¥+ g JUx+a ]
!
! log + ! log
k+a J k+a 3 k% ki "Xx° kj
2 k+ gtk gik’+ gik’ o
= Iog . - @ 15)
k+g H&+qg ) 43F k k%
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An additional check on the consistency of the m ethods of reqularization, after

partial fractioning, com es from the cancellation of the flogq? tem s in the non-—
forward kemel. W e have brie y m entioned this in portant point in Section 5. Since
the proof is not obvious, we brie y sketch it here. W e ntroduce a new subtraction,

denoted as R 4, which isolates the log 4 term s in the \m ixed" contrioutions. A fter

som e appropriate m anjpulations we get

RRO[k+ g ) kK°+ g ) k+ ¥ )+c:c:]=

R,IBRB + cxci]= - , 8wy,
; ShRra 3Fra 55 3xrl 3 o8
@A 1o)
(@an overall factor of 2 hasbeen om itted). Sin ilarly
R, I[RY= RR? 1 1
: 4gFk o+ k¥ k+k ) k+ k)
R 431§ @ 17)
73 kK3 .
and
R, I[p3= RR" 1 1
: dgix k%% k+a 3 X+ a 3
+ 1 + ! . 4@ 18)
k+g HK+g ) &k+tg HK+g ) )
T herefore we have the identity
R, Ibox]=R, IBRB + ccid+ IRFI+ IB Tl =0 @ 19)
as should be the case.
Theexpression or I Rgq R ;) IRB + cr:hasbeen given in Section 5.
U sing this, together w ith the identity
Ibox]= (I Rgq) IBRB +cxi+ I Ry @CEI+ IBF): @ 20)

we cbtain for the other parts of the box

2 RR

1 Rq R ) I[MFW
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%% H=H&F FH+ hkmk"]bgwk%

RR? RR?
2 0 2 0 ‘ .
+j<+qu<0+qflogj<+qu<+qf+j< e LR afx* of ;
@A 21)
and
1 R. R I ﬁ_ﬂ
@ Rg R IBI= 5
&% FH&F =H hklﬁkolbgk k%F
RRO RRO
+ 2 Iogk+ af x° of + 2 Iogk of x°+ qf.=
k+agfk® of k¥  af¥k°+ of
@A 22)

U sing these relations and the identity 4.7) we obtain an expression for the
MINLO connected kemel of the form

4) 4) @) _ 4) 4)

K, +K3; +K, =K, +Kj; + Ipox]
=0 Ry R ®K7+r)+ @ Ry R, IRB +
+(@0 Rg R ,) @@RI+I1BF): @ 23)

A ppendix B . Spectrum Evaluation.

This appendix contains som e com parison of two possbl ways to evaluate
the spectrum of the various kemel com ponents that we have discussed. The st
m ethod, already presented in [}], is based on the use of din ensional regularization.
The second m ethod has been brie y discussed by K irschner{g]. In the case of the
forw ard kemel, the evaluation of the spectrum of the new partialwave com ponent is
m ore easily perfomm ed by using din ensional reqularization. H owever, we anticipate
that the seocond approach m ay be useful for studying the non-forw ard kemel and so
we give m ore details here.

A sin ple treatm ent ofthebubbl diagram or2-point function, J; k), illustrates
both m ethods. In the approach of ] we work In D = 2 and regulate the 2-point
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function by a cuto () using the integral representation
, 1 Zae d!"yo kf#
¥ k3 1= — — == ® 1)
2 1 a1+ !

The contour In ! is closed on the right halfplane or on the ¥ft halfplane depending
on whether ¥° kj< 2 or %k kj> 2 regpectively. A1l the diagram s will now
depend on ! and the nal result In the calculation of the spectrum is obtained by
extracting the residui for ! = 0 of the eigenvalues (ie. perfom ing the integral over
! at the end).

Thism ethod allow s us to work directly at D = 2 w ithout the need ofa m ass
cuto in the propagators. T herefore, we regulate J; (k) by

1 % qrdl,” KO

@ iy e X%k k%

Jjreq k) = ¥ ki 185 & B 2)

(For sin plicity we om it an overall factor 1= (16 )* com pared to €.5) ). A fter inserting
the representation ofthe step-fiinction given by §_1) and afterperform ing the integral
over the loop m om entum w ith the help ofthe ormula Wih D = 2)

Z

IR;S]= Pk
’ [k 9?F Kk?F
P=2 p=2 R] D=2 S]R+S D=2]
- 2R+S D=2 i ® 3)
RIBID R Slg°F
it is straightforward to obtain
B 1 Zd!d!o kZ.HIO |
Jl;reg(k)_ (2 j_)2k2 "0 _2 C('I'O) (B-4)
w here
1 1
Clilo)= G+ )E¢;); ® 5)
. -0
w ih
| | | |
F(i1g) = L ! 1ol B+ 1T+ o] & 6)

L !l L 1R+ !+ 1ol
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A fter expanding In ! and !, and picking up the residuiat the single poles in
both varables we get

Z

1 d!d!, k? -
Jl;reg (k) - (2 j_)2k2 1 !0 (2 LOg—2 + -'-)f ( 7 - O)
2 k?
= ELOQ—ZI ®.7)

which istheusual (cuto ) expression. A sshown in [7:], the eigenfiinctions ofthe NLO

unitarity kemelare ofthe om £,, k)= (kF)'="* (%j)“,asjnthe lowest order case.

Convoluting J; (k) with these eigenfunctions one gets the eigenvalue equation

Z 2 0 O!n
d“k ey Kk
Jireg £ &) Jogqg = & K5

= @b, : ®8)

N otice that .n B 8) we have divided by the factor 1= (k?k?®) which appear in
the de nition of the convolution product [7], and introduced a vertex factor k?)?, as
discussed in Section 2. The sihgularity at k= 0 does not need regularization since
it is taken care ofby the power behaviour of the eigenfunctions. W e get
z

k? dtdloC (!;to) k)
Jl;reg ﬁ; = (2 i)2 ' !o ( 2)!+!0 ’ (B-9)
where

Z 0 in

dk%@ ¥Fe
k;a;b) = : ® 10)

o (k)2 (k0 kF)P

witha=1=2 i +n=2andb=1 ! !9. The angular integral has branch cuts,

due to the ! tem s in the exponents of the denom nator. The sam e di culty appears
iIn din ensional regularization.

In order to understand this last issue we illustrate the point in detail. The
structure of the angular Integralin (k) is of the form

22 g en
o (1 =zcos )

I dwwn 1+

i( 1) "2

(zw?2 2w + z)

. I dW( l) +lwn+l
=1i2 ® 11)
z W wi) W wp)

21



p—— pP——
wih cuts between D;w; = 1=z(1 1 z%)]and W, = 1=2(1+ 1 z2);1 ].We
rew rite it In the fom
Zwl dwwn+l

I=14( 1) "t 1) : — _; ® 12)
0 W1 WJIW2 WJ

w here we have used the expression of the discontinuiy of the factor n the integrand
W)= E=(w; w) W, w)))onthe rstinterval D;w]

g W) g W)= i — ;
W1 WIW  W2J

=2( 1) ; — =~
B[;1 w wijy wej
® 13)
where we have used sin = =BI[;1 ]by an analytic continuation, and B K;y]
is the beta—-function.
W e now obtain
+1 n 2 1 n 1+
B 2 Z W, dxx
B[ ;1 Iw, o X 1j(wi=wzp)x 1)
2t Wl Wi
= ————— Foulin+ ;1+n;—L
znB [ ;nlw, Wo
®B 14)
having used as a de nition of the hypergeom etric function
1 %
FoiBibjczl= ———— 1@ 9l @ tz)°@ dt 15
2;1 b—l r—r ] B b;C b] 0 ( ) ( ) CB )

A Jong the sam e Iines, ©llow .ng the derivation presented above, one can easily
evaluate the integral

Z 2 4 &

11 1=
. o @1+ v¢ 2voos )

.I dW( 1) +lwn+1
= 1 ;
v W wi) W wyp)

® .16)
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where now the cuts are between D;w; = vland W, = 1=v;1 ]. Notice that § 11)
and @ 1) are quite general. Therefore it is a sin ple exercise to show that

I°[ ]=72 v F, [ ; +n;n+ 1;70 B 17)

nB [ ;n] ™

The radialintegralin k can now bedone and the result, aswe are going to show , can be
expressed In term sofsim ple hypergeom etrics oralso asa string ofproducts ofG am m a—
functions. This sseocond form is obtained by using the Schw inger param etrization of
the integrand. N otice that in the evaluation of the spectrum of K, these di culies
are not present []] sihce the angular integral has just two singke poles - the angular
Integration being em bedded in D din ensions.

In din ensional regularization we de ne

Z D 1,0 o' n
2\2 d’ k 0 02 1=2+ i E
I T e T i k%) (%°F) -

= s (a;b)fn; : ® .18)

with D = 2+ and embed 1n a D-dinensional angular space param eterized by

(17 2725 p 1) by assum Ing b 1 - Using the expression of I°[ ]given above i is
not hard to show that
%2 d &

o &2+ k@ 2kk%os( ))

|
2 &0 ko "
= K Kh@yoons [m] ¥ Ferli tmntl k=K)"1

|
°n

2 &n k

+ K] —
eI [

Foal ;5 + n;n+ 1; ®¥=k)’J;

® .19)

withos =k fandows =% Rand =2 D=2.Thenweget

2P p=2 1P R D=2+n] "D 2
J f; = ht 11D 2] D=2] (1+ 2K “ ;5 B 20)

w ih
Z 1
L= dx x""® P*HE Foo[; 4+ n;n+ 1;¥€]
0
Z 4 dx
2 = . WF[; +r1;r1+ 1,')8]: (B.Zl)
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N otice that the spurious factors containing &> )D 2 ,with D = 2+  are elin lnated

at the end, when all com ponents of the spectrum are com bined and the singularities
cancel. O ne easily gets

1= —F3p[; +1jn+1; + 1;1]

2= —Fs3pl; +1;20n+ 1; o+ 1;15;
® 22)

with ;=n=2 1=2+D=2+1 and ,=5=2 D 2 i + n=2.

O ne reason for expecting that the cuto regularization m ight tum out to be
usefill In the Investigation of the spectrum of the nonforward kemel is that, at least
to leading order, the eigenfiinctions are given by conformm al partial waves, which are
known in D = 2 []. To our know ledge, however, a direct calculation of the spectrum
using these eigenfiinctions has not been attem pted, even for the BEFK L kemel.

In order to conclude our illustration of the m ethod of calculation of the spec—
trum forthe 2-point finction, we reconsider  (k;a;b), which we rew rite in exponential
form

Z 4

k;aib) = , dwidw, (I wp wp)
Z Z 1 bl
KO ! dx %3P 1 g * (R Rwa)’+xkw] xw oK’ Wi W k¥ B 23)
0 e 11 b 1]

To obtain (B 23) we have used the Schw inger param etrization of the propagators and
perform ed a scaling on the integration param eters by x.

N otice that we have used a m ixed real and com plex notation (for instance
¥ RO= 1=2 (kk° + k k%, and so on) or convenience. N otice, in particular, that k® is
a com plex vector. It is easy to show that

z

FPr%O g ¥ & kwa)® ;knw2n: B 24)

B 24) iseasily derived by a com plex change of coordinates in them om entum ntegra—

P
tion and using the com plex expansion k+ k%" = nkk!l k))k°k® P .0Onlky
the n = p tem is nonvanishing after angular integration. T he Integration over x is
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also gaussian and we get
kn k2!!+!ozl
b__n
k;a;b) = 9T B 1 b 1 a+b 1] — . dw, @ wy) "w, “

= s@ibfy; ; ® 25)

(shcea 1= 1=2+ n=2 i ). Notice that the additional factor (= ?)'*'° is
rem oved after the nal ntegration in the ! variablswhich ssts ! = ! = 0. After
som e m anipulations we cbtain

s@rb) = B+b 1101 alll bBIL+n al bl B 26)

F inally, after perform ing the Integrals over ! ;! In the expression above, only the
residui at the sinplk pols In these variables survive. A sin ilar approach can be
followed also in din ensional regularization. W e conclude by recalling that the cbser-
vation in {]] that part ofthe O (g*) forward kemel is sin ply the square of the O (g?)
Lipatov kemel allowed us to w rite down inm ediately the corresponding spectrum .
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