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A bstract

The pion wave function is discussed in the light of the recent CLEO
data on the transition form factor. It tumsout that the wave finction is
close to the asym ptotic form whereasw ave functions strongly concentrated
n the endpoint regions are disfavoured. C onsequences for other exclisive
quantities, as for instance the pion’s electrom agnetic form factor, are also

discussed.
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T he theoretical description of largem om entum transfer exclisive reactions is
based on a factorization of long—and short-distance physics. T he latter physics
is contained in the so—called hard scattering am plitude to be calculated w ithin
perturoation theory. Universal, process-independent (light cone) wave functions
Interpolating between hadronic and partonic degrees of fieedom , com prise the
Jong-distance physics. The wave functions are not calculable wih su cient de—
gree of accuracy at present. H owever, for the pion which isthe hadron of Interest
In this letter, the valence Fodk state wave function is theoretically ratherwell con—
strained. Them ain uncertainty ofthe wave function lies In the x-dependent part
of it, the so—called distribution am plitude (x). X denotes the usualm om entum
fraction the valence quark carries.

P revious studies of the pion’s electrom agnetic form factor as well as other
largem om entum transfer exclisive reactions, as for instance ! , Seam ed to
iIndicate that the pion distribution am plitude ism uch broader than the so-called
asymptotic one, .5 () = 6x(l x). Chemyak and Zhimitsky ] proposed
such a broad distrbution am plitude which is strongly end-point concentrated
and leadsto a keading tw ist contrioution to the pion’s electrom agnetic form factor
in apparently fair agreem ent w ith the adm ittedly poor data @]. This resuk is,
how ever, obtained at the expense of the dom inance of contributions from the end-
point regions, x ! 0 orl, where theuse ofperturbative Q CD isunusti ed ashas
been pointed out by severalauthors [§,4]. Now the prevailing opinion is that the
pion’s electrom agnetic form factor is controlled by soft physics (eg. the overlap
of the lnitial and nal state wave functions, occasionally tem ed the Feynm an
contribution) form om entum transfer kss than about 10 Gev? [3,19,14,71.

There is another exclusive quantity namely the transition form factor
which, for experim ental and theoretical reasons, allow s a m ore severe test of
our know ledge of the pion wave fiunction than the pion’s electrom agnetic form
factor. R ecently the form factorhasbeen m easured in them om entum transfer
region from 2 to 8 GeV? RB]with rather high precision. Together w ith previous
CELLO m easurem ent [9}] we now have at our digposalm uch better data above 1
Gev? Prthe transition form factor than for the pion ©m factor. From the
theoretical point of view the analysis of the transition form factor is much
sin pler than that of the pion form factor: Tt is, to lowest order, a QED process,
QCD only provides corrections of the order of 10% in the m om entum transfer
region of interest [10]. The di cultiesw ith the end-point regions w here the glion
virtuality beocom es an all, do not occur. H igher Fock state contrioutions, sup-—
pressed by powers of =0 ?, are expected to be an all (see the discussion in {I1]).
M oreover, and in contrast to the pion form factor, the Feynm an contribution,
which m ay arise through vector m eson dom Inance, is presum ably very sm alldue
to a helicity m ign atch.

T he purypose of this ktter is to extract inform ation on the pion wave function
from a perturbative analysis of the form factor. It willtum out that the new
CLEO data Blallow a fairly precise determ ination of that wave fiinction. It will



also be argued that this wave function leads to a consistent description of the
pion’s electrom agnetic form factor and its structure fnction. Ik should be noted
that this ktter is an update of previous work [[4]. The very inportant CLEO
data B]were not yet available in {[2]. W e also point out that the transition
form factor is nvestigated N [13].

Let us begin with the param eterization of the soft valence Fock state wave
function, ie. the full wave function w ith the perturbative tail rem oved from it.
This is the ob et required In a perturbative calculation {I4]. Follow ng B] the
soft wave function is w ritten as

o Xb; r)= P= &K; r) x1 x)b : @)

N
N

¢ is the scale at which soft and hard physics factorize [14, 15, 16]. The wave
function is sub et to the auxiliary conditions
2,
0 =4; de &; g)= 1: @)
b is the quark-antiquark ssparation In the transverse con guration space and is
canonically conjugated to the usual transverse m om entum k., . It is advanta-
geous to work in the transverse con guration space because the Sudakov factor,
to be discussed later, is only derived in that space (see !:L:é}]) . The param eter-
ization () autom atically satis es the constraint from the process * ! 7
(4] which relates the wave finction at the brigin of the con guration space*to
the pion decay constant £ = 130:7M &V ). On the assum ption of duality prop—
erties, one cgn derive constraints on x and k, mom ents) of the wave function
eg.Ix"i= dxx" ())wihin the operatorproduct expansion fram ework [L7].
T hese constraints can be com bined into the follow ing conditions on the m om en—
tum soace wave function:
1) The distrbution am plitude has sinple zeroesat x ! 0;1.
i) The k, dependence of the wave function o x;k, ) com es exclusively
in the combiation k=x(1 x)atx ! 0;1.
i) At larmgek, the wave function allso faster than any power ofk. .

T he sim plest function m atching the conditions i) and iii) is the G aussian
A\l #

x1 xX)b =4 exp —F— 3)

w here a isthe transverse size param eter. T hisG aussian w illbe used subsequently.

3 There is a subtlety: T he kinem atical transverse m om entum of the parton is not the sam e
ob ect ask; de ned through them om ents. In this letter we w ill assum e that both are one and
the sam e variable. T his assum ption corresponds to summ ing up soft glion corrections, ie. to
higher tw ist contributions.



T he distribution am plitude is sub Fct to evolution and can be expanded over
G egenbauer polynom ials C >, the elgenfiunctions of the (leading order) evolution
equation form esons
2 | 3

®; p)= as®4l+ B,
n=2;4;::: s (o)

Cl?@ex 1)5: @)

s isthe strong coupling constant and  is a typicalhadronic scale forwhich we
choose 05 G &V throughout. Charge conjigation invariance requires the odd n
expansion coe cientsB , to vanish. Since the , are positive fractional num bers
Increasngwih n (eg. , = 50=81l) any distribution am plitude evolves into g
asym ptotically, ie. or nQ= o) ! 1 ; higher order tem s in ¢) are gradually
suppressed. The asym ptotic distribution am plitude itself show s no evolution.
This property of s nom ore holds if evolution is treated in next-to-leading or-
der 18]. Aswe are going to show below the asym ptotic distribution am pliude
in combination w ith the G aussian (3) provides very good resuls for the form
factor and also leads to a consistent description of other exclusive reactions in—
volring pions. In order to quantify the am ount of deviations from the asym ptotic
distrdoution am plitude still allowed by the CLEO data, contrlbutions from the
second G egenbauer polynom ialw illbe pem itted in the analysis and lim its for the
strength ofthe coe cient B , w illbe extracted. Forthe purpose of com parison the

form factorw illbe evaluated w ith the Chemyak-Zhimitsky (CZ) distrbution
am plitude [} which isde ned by B, = 2=3and B, = 0 forn > 2.

For a given distrbution am plitude there is only one free param eter In the
wave function, nam ely the transverse size param eter a. Ikt can be xed by using

a constraint derived from the process ° ! 147
z P
2 A 6

dx d’b 0 (X,'b) = f— . (5)

A Tthough not at the sam e level of rigour as the other constraints (pecause of
approxin ationsm ade in the case when one photon couples ‘nside ‘the pion wave
function) () still provides a value for the param eter a which com es up to our
expectations for the transverse size of the pion. In particular for the asym ptotic
wave function one nds a value 0of861 M &V for a, which corresoonds to a value
0of 367 M &V for the root m ean square transverse m om entum . T he probability of
the valence Fock state am ounts to 025 in this case.

Now the wave function is fully soeci ed and we can tum to the calculation of
the  fom factor. nspection ofthe  fom factordata B, 9] (seeF ig.1) reveals
a Q2 dependence som ewhat stronger than predicted by din ensional counting.
Hence, higher tw ist contributions do not seem to be negligble In the m om entum
transfer region from 1 to 8 GeV2. Them odi ed perturbative approach proposed
by Sterm an and collaborators {16,19] allow s to calculate som e pow er corrections
to the lading twist tem . In that approach the transverse m om entum depen—
dence of the hard scattering am plitude is retained and Sudakov suppressions are



taken into acoount in contrast to the standard approach [5]. Applications of
the m odi ed perturbative approach to the pion’s and nuclkon’s electrom agnetic
form factors B, 19, 20] revealed that the perturbative contributions to these form

factors can selfoonsistently (in the sense that the buk of the contriutions is
accum ulated In regions w here the strong coupling ¢ is su ciently an all) be cal-

culated. It tumed out, however, that the perturbative contributions are too sn all
as com pared w ith the data. Therefore, in the experim entally accessible range of
momentum transfer, these form factors are controlled by soft physics. H igher
order perturbative corrections and/or higher Fock state contributions seem too
an all In order to account for the large discrepancies between the lowest order
perturbative contributions and the data for the elastic form factors (see R1] or
the pion case).

For the reasons discussed in the Introduction the transition form factor
represents an exceptional case for which we can expect perturbation theory to
work ©rQ? larger than about 1 or2 G eV?. Adapting the m odi ed perturbative
approach [1§, 19] to the case of transitions, we w rite the corresponding form
factor as
5 do A A

F Q7 = dx4— o & b; r)Te Kb;Q)exp[ S &ib;Q)]:  (6)
T his convolution formula can fom ally be derived using the m ethods described
in detailby Botts and Stemm an [1§]. Ty is the Fourier transform of the m om en—
tum space hard scattering am plitude to be calculated, to lowest order, from the
Feynm an graphs shown In Fig. 2. It reads

N 2 p—
Ty &;b;0) = Pg—Ko 1 xQ0b (7)

where K ( is the m odi ed Bessel function of order zero. T he Sudakov exponent
S in @), comprising those gliocnic radiative corrections (in next-to-leading-log
approxin ation) not taken into acoount In the evolution of the wave function, is
given by

S ;b;0) = s&x; Q)+ sl x;;0) ihM @®)
[ Aad 4 r~r r~r 0 Jrl(l:b QCD)

where a Sudakov function s appears for each quark line entering the hard scat-
tering am plitude. The last term in (@) arises from the application of the renor-
m alization group equation ( ( = 11 %nf) . A value of200M &V for 4cp isused
and istaken to be the Jargest m ass scake appearing in the hard scattering am —
plitude, ie. =max 1 xQ;l=b . Foranallb there is no suppression from

the Sudakov factor; asb increases the Sudakov factor decreases, reaching zero at
b= 1= 4¢p . Foreven larger b the Sudakov is set to zero. T he Sudakov function
s has been caloulated by Botts and Sterm an [1§] using resumm ation techniques;



its explicit form can be found in R2]. D ue to the properties of the Sudakov fac-
tor any contrbution is dam ped asym ptotically, ie. or n Q%= 3) ! 1 , except
those from con gurationsw ith am a]lqﬂa_m—antiquaﬂ( separations and, as can be
shown, the lim iting behaviour F ! 2f =02 em erges, a result which as been
derived previously R3,24]. b plays the rolk of an infrared cut-o ; it sets up the
Interface between non-perturbative soft gluon contributions — still contained in
the hadronic wave function —and perturbative soft gluon contributions accounted
forby the Sudakov factor. Hence, the factorization scale  istobe taken as1=b.
Emplying the asym ptotic wave function, (), @) and .5, we nd, from
(@), the num erical resuls for the transition form factor displayed in Fig. 1.
O bviously there is very good agreem ent w ith the data {§,'9]above Q? ' 1 Gev?Z.
At 8 GeV? about 85% of the asym ptotic value has been reached. W e em phasize
that there is no free param eter in our approach to be tted to the data once the
wave flinction is chosen and the transverse size param eteris xed through &) . For
com parison we also show In F ig.1 results obtained w ith the C Z wave function, @),
@)and ¢; B,= 2=3,B,= 0forn> 2 {)). That prediction overshoots the
datam arkedly. O focourse, the experim entalerrorsallow slightm odi cationsofthe
asym ptotic wave finction. In order to give a quantitative estin ate of the allowed
m odi cationswe t the expansion coe cient B , to thedata assum lngB, = 0 for
n > 2 and choosing again o= 0:5 G&V .For each value of B, the transverse size
param eter a is xed through ). A best t to the data above 1 G eV ? provides
B, = 0006 0014 wih a = 864 MeV), ie. a value compatblk wih
zero. In [14] a m odi cation of the asym protic wave functipn is proposed where
as ismultiplied by the exponentialexp mZa’=x(l x) . The parametermq
represents a constituent quark m ass of, say, 330 M &V . A sin ilar wave function
is constructed by D orokhov []] from the helicity and avour changing instanton
force. A lthough wave functions of this type contradict the constraint i) derived
by Chibisov and Zhimitsky [17], they cannot be excluded absolutely since the
constraint i) is cbtained under a duality assum ption the validity of which is not
guaranteed. In any case we have convinced oursslves that the w ave function given
in [14] provides sin ilarly good resuls for the form factor as the asym ptotic
wave function itself. This is not a suyprise since both the wave functions di er
from each other only in the end-point regions. C ontributions from these regions
are strongly suppressed by the Sudakov factor.
Tt is nstructive to com pare the lading tw ist result for the form factor
i3, 23]
P—
2 f s(r)

F 0% = —“rmxli— [1+
© 3 el 2

K Q; r)+ O0(2)] )

w ith the data above Q2 ’ 3 G &V? which, w ithin errors, are jist com patble w ith
a Q ?-dependence according to din ensional counting. gy representsthe renom al-
ization scale. The factor K depends on the distrlbution am plitude. U sing the



expansion (4), one nds for the x ! m om ent of the distrbution am plitude

2 ! s0-81 3
s(r)

xti= 341+ B,
5(0)

+ 5 10)

N eglcting again tem swith n > 2 and also the 4 corrections in (9), we obtain
avalieof 039 005forB;° from a ttothedata ( r = Q i thiscase). The
face value of B}° correspondsto hx ' i*° = 239 (@t Q? = 8 GeV?) which isto
be contrasted w ith the values of 3 and 401 (at 8 GeV?) for the asym ptotic and
the CZ distrdboution am plitude respectively.

Braaten {IJ]has caloulated the . corrections (ntheM S scheme) in (). His
analysis is however Incom plte in so far as only the ¢ corrections to the hard
scattering am plitude have been considered but the corresoonding corrections to
the kemel of the evolution equation for the pion’s distribution am plitude were
ignored. As has been shown by M uller [18] recently in next-to-Jeading order
the evolution provides logarithm icm odi cations in the end-point regions for any
distrbution am plitude, i. e. for the asym ptotic one too. An estim ate however
reveals that the m odi cations of the evolution behaviour in next-lo-leading order
are very an all orthe asym ptotic distrioution am plitude ( ¢ evaluated In two-loop
with % ° ;= 200M eV ), and can safely be neglected here. Forthe C Z distribution
am plitude these e ects seam to be som ew hat larger than for the asym ptotic one
but still the total  corrections are dom nated by those to the hard scattering
am plitude. The ¢ correctionsam ountto 10% In the case oftheCZ distrbution
am plitude. Hence, also in the lading tw ist analysis In next-to—Jeading order the
C Z distrlbbution am plitude is clearly at variance w ith the data. Next we want to
determm ine the expansion coe cient B , in the next-to—Jeading order leading tw ist
analysis In order to quantify the deviations from the asym ptotic distrbution
am plitude required by the I data. For this purpose we evaluate the K factor
in () from the expressions for the . correctionsgien n fI4] (g = ¢ = Q)
and neglect the m odi cations of the evolutions in next-to-leading order. From a

t of @) to the om factor data we nd By = 047 005 corresponding
tohx 10 = 274 at Q% = 8 GeV?. According to what we said above such
an all a value of B, willnot be altered substantially by the m odi cations of the
evolution behaviour to that order. Thus, the lading tw ist analysis requires a
distribution am plitude which is a little narrower than the asym ptotic one. In the
m odi ed perturbative approad, on the other hand, the asym ptotic wave function
works well since the QCD corrections condensed in the Sudakov factor, and the
transverse degrees of freedom provide the required Q 2-dependent suppressions. It
is to be stressed that the Sudakov factor already takes into account the lading
and next-toJeading logs of the 4 corrections.

O therm odels, applicable at lJarge aswell as at Iow Q?, provide a param eteri-
zation ofthe form factoras

F Q% =2A=@10+ Q%=gy): 11)



T hus, B rodsky and Lepage P3]propose that param eterization asan interpolation
between the two lmits, F Q2?=0)= A = @ 2 ?f)! known from current
algebra and the lin iting behaviour 2f Q 2 .Hence, 5o = 4 2f2= 067GeV2 n
that m odel. The interpolation ©m ula works rather nicely, its Q ?-dependence is
sim ilar to that one predicted by the m odi ed perturbative approach. T he vector
m eson dom inancem odel keadsto 11) under the neglect of contrbutions from the

m eson and by ignoring the sm allm ass di erence between the and ! meson.
The constant A is related to

A=g_+g_! (12)
f £,

in the vector m eson dom nance model. s, equalsm? wherem isthe meson
m ass. Inserting the know n values ofcoupling constants P5], one ndsforA avalie
0of 0269 0:019 in agreem ent w ith the current algebra value. T he vector m eson
dom inancem odel is in accord w ith the present data although itsasym ptotic value
@m?’ 0:16) di ers from ourone. A QCD sum ruk analysis P§] also provides
resuks sin ilar to {11). In order to discrin inate am ong the various m odels data
extending to larger values of m om entum transfer and/or w ith sm aller errors as
the present ones are needed.

Let usnow tum to the discussion of the in plications of our ndings, nam ely
that the perturbative analysis ofthe transition form factor requires the asym p—
toticpion wave finction and apparently exclides strongly end-point concentrated
wave functions like the one proposed by Chemyak and Zhimitsky. Since the wave
fiinctions are universal, process-independent ob Ects they should also be used in
other lJarge m om entum transfer exclusive reactions nvolring pions, as for exam —
pl the electrom agnetic form factor of the pion or ! . As iswelkknown
the leading tw ist results are only in agreem ent w ith experin ent provided an end—
point concentrated wave fiinction respectively distribution am plitude is utilized? .
T his apparent agreem ent w ith experin ent is, as we already m entioned, only ob—
tained at the expense of strong contributions from the soft endpoint regions
w here the use of perturbation theory isunjisti ed. This is to be contrasted w ith
them odi ed perturbative approach where the end-point regions are strongly sup-
pressed and a theoretically selfconsistent perturbative contribution is obtained.
However, as shown in [B] or the case of the pion form factor, the perturbative
contributions evaluated w ith both the wave functions, the asym ptotic one and
the CZ one, are too an all as com pared w ith the data. At this point we ram ind
the reader of the fact that the pion form factor also gets contributions from the
overlap of the initial and nal state soft wave functions ” 0 {]:) . Fom ally the
perturbative contrioution to the pion form factor represents the overlap of the
largem om entum tails of the wave functions whilke the overlap of the soft parts of

4 Taking the moment hx 'i which represents a soft, process-independent param eter, from
our leading tw ist analysisofFF ,we nd a value forthe pion form factor too am allas com pared
to the adm ittedly poor data (mote: F hx i) even when  correctionsare considered P11



the wave fiinctions is custom arily assum ed to be negligble at Jarge Q . Exam Ining
the validity of that presum ption by estin ating the Feynm an contribution from

the asym ptotic wave function, one nds results of appropriate m agniude to 11
in the gap between the perturbative contrbbution and the data of Ref. §]. The
resuls exhbit a broad atmaxinum which, orm om entum transfers between 3
and about 15 G &V ?, sin ulates the dim ensional counting behavioum . For the CZ
wave function, on the other hand, the Feynm an contribution exceeds the data
signi cantly. Sim ilar lJarge Feynm an contrbutions have also been obtained by
other authors 3, ', i1]. Thus, the an all size of the perturbative contribution to
the elastic form factor ndsa com forting although m odeldependent explanation,
a fact which has been pointed out by Isgur and Llwellyn Sm ith ] long time
ago.

T he structure function of the pion o ers another possibility to test the wave
function against data. As has been shown In {{4] the parton distrbution finc-
tions are detem ined by the Fock state wave functions. Since each Fodk state
contrbutes through the m odulus squared of its wave function integrated over
transverse m cm enta up to Q and over all fractions x except those pertaining
to the type of parton considered, the contrdbution from the valence Fodk state
should not exceed the data of the valence quark structure function. A s discussed
in {12, 27] the asym ptotic wave function respects this inequality while the CZ one
again fails dram atically.

To conclude the asym ptotic pion wave function, respecting all theoretical con—
straints, provides a consistent and theoretically satisfying description of the
and the pion’s elctrom agnetic form factor and is com patble wih the pion’s
valence quark distrbution function. The pion’s electrom agnetic form factor is
controlled by soft physics which can be m odelled as the Feynm an contribution
for the asym ptotic wave function) In the experim entally accessible range ofm o—
mentum transfer in contrast to the transition form factor which is dom mnated
by the perturbative contribution. W e note that sim ilar observations about the
an allness of the perturbative contributions and the dom inance of the Feynm an
contributions have been m ade In the case of the nuckon’s fom factor P§l. O £
ocourse, the present quality of the data does not allow to pin down the form of
the wave function exactly. Little m odi cations of the asym ptotic wave function
can not be excluded as yet. On the other hand, the CZ wave function is in
con ict with the data and ought to be discarded. This is also true for other
strongly end-point concentrated wave functions. T he use of such wave functions
In the analyses of other exclisive reactions nvolving pions, eg. ! or
B! , Seem s to be unjasti ed (if one acoepts the process-independence of the
wave flinction) and likely leads to overestin ates ofthe perturbative contributions.

5 At large Q2 the Feynm an contrbution is suppressed by 1=0 ? as com pared to the pertur—
bative contrbution. T he Jatter dom inates the elastic orm factoronly ©rQ?> 50 Gev?. This
value of Q2 is, however, very sensitive to the end-point behaviour of the wave finction, little
m odi cationsm ay change it considerably.



T he next-toJleading order kading tw ist analysisofthe F fom factor (possble
forQ? 3G ev?) also reveals that the wave finction or better the distribution
am plitude In that case, is close to the asym ptotic one but a little narrower than
it. This result is to be contrasted w ith them odi ed perturbative approach where
the asym ptotic wave fiinction works well; the required Q ?-dependent suppression
is provided by the Sudakov factor and the transverse degrees of freedom . In any
case a system atic next-toJleading order analysis of exclisive reactions involving
pions is required.
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F igure captions

Fig.1l. The scakd transition form factor vs. Q?. The solid (dashed) lne
represents the results cbtained w ith them odi ed perturbative approach using the
asym ptotic (CZ) wave function. T he evolution of the CZ wave fiinction is taken
Into acoount. T he dotted line represents the lim iting behaviour 2f . Data are

taken from f8,9].

Fig.2. The basic graphs for the transition form factor.
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