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We study exclusive quarkonium production in the dipole picture at next-to-leading-order (NLO)
accuracy, using the nonrelativistic expansion for the quarkonium wave function. This process offers one
of the best ways to obtain information about gluon distributions at small x, in ultraperipheral heavy
ion collisions and in deep inelastic scattering. The quarkonium light-cone wave functions needed in the
dipole picture have typically been available only at tree level, either in phenomenological models or in
the nonrelativistic limit. In this paper, we discuss the compatibility of the dipole approach and the
nonrelativistic expansion and compute NLO relativistic corrections to the quarkonium light-cone wave
function in light-cone gauge. Using these corrections, we recover results for the NLO decay width of
quarkonium to ete”, and we check that the nonrelativistic expansion is consistent with Efremov-
Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage evolution and with Balitsky-Jalilian-Marian-Iancu-McLerran-Weigert-Leo-
nidov-Kovner evolution of the target. The results presented here will allow computing the exclusive
quarkonium production rate at NLO once the one-loop photon wave function with massive quarks,

currently under investigation, is known.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.034030

I. INTRODUCTION

The partonic structure of hadrons and nuclei in the limit
of high collision energies, or equivalently small momentum
fractions x, is poorly constrained by existing experimental
data. It is believed that at high enough energies the
properties of small-x gluons are dominated by gluon
saturation, i.e., the dominance of nonlinear interactions
in the gluon field. In order to fully understand the behavior
of small x gluons, a variety of different experimental
measurements is needed. Of particular importance here
is exclusive quarkonium production mediated by real or
virtual photons. Such measurements are currently made in
ultraperipheral heavy ion collisions [1] at the LHC and at
the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider. Exclusive measure-
ments will also be an important part of the program at a
future electron-ion-collider [2]. Exclusive quarkonium
production is an important process for several reasons.
As an exclusive process, it depends on the gluon density
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quadratically and is thus more sensitive to nonlinearities than
inclusive cross sections. Exclusive processes can, depending
on exactly what final state of the target one measures, be
sensitive to separately the average and the fluctuations of the
gluon density in the target [3-6]. On the other hand, the
heavy quark masses cut away nonperturbative long distance
contributions and make the use of a weak coupling frame-
work safer than for light quark processes [7,8].

The dipole picture of deep inelastic scattering (DIS)
[9-13] (a specialization of the light-cone perturbation
theory framework of Ref. [14] to the DIS process) provides
a convenient framework to study deep inelastic scattering at
high energy. In particular, one expresses both inclusive and
exclusive cross sections in terms of the same fundamental
quantity, the dipole scattering amplitude, which gives this
picture more predictive power than collinear factorization.
With light quarks, several recent advances have taken
calculations of inclusive [15-17] and diffractive [18,19]
observables to NLO accuracy, and it would be important to
do the same for heavy quark cross sections.

At leading order, the physical picture of exclusive
scattering in the dipole picture is the following [20]: a
virtual photon fluctuates into a quark-antiquark pair that
interacts with the nucleus elastically with a cross section
o The resulting dipole can, later on, recombine into a
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quarkonium state. In this framework, the information
about the quarkonium is encoded in its light-cone wave
function (LCWF), which encodes the overlap of the
quarkonium state with various eigenstates of the free
light-cone QCD Hamiltonian.

In recent phenomenological applications (following e.g.,
Ref. [21]), one commonly uses phenomenological para-
metrizations for the LCWE, such as the “boosted Gaussian”
or “GaussLC.” A more model-independent approach
would be to exploit the fact that heavy quarkonium is a
nonrelativistic system. In such a system, the typical
3-momentum of quarks is of the order of mwv, where m
the heavy quark mass' and v is the typical speed of the
heavy quarks around the center of mass (which is much
smaller than the speed of light). The mass of the heavy
quarkonium state My is such that the binding energy is
small: Myo —2m ~ mv* < m. Another important energy
scale is Agcp, which marks the transition between pertur-
bative and nonperturbative physics in QCD.

Using an effective field theory approach, nonrelativistic
QCD (NRQCD) [22] factorization formulas for some
processes can be proven. The NRQCD approach has been
quite successful, although there is some tension with
polarization related observables in charmonium (for a
more recent review, see Ref. [23]). Diffractive quarkonium
production has been studied in the nonrelativistic limit in
both a covariant [24] theory approach and in a light-cone
formalism [20]. Also, velocity expansion corrections have
been discussed in Ref. [25], although they are a next-to-
next-to-leading-order (NNLO) effect in a,(mv). However,
next-to-leading-order (NLO) corrections in a,(m) due to
radiative corrections to the computation in Refs. [20,24] are
still missing.

In this paper, we are going to compute the leading-order
(LO) relativistic corrections to the quarkonium light-cone
wave function in the light-cone gauge such that it can be
used to obtain NLO predictions in the dipole picture. This
will allow us to compute the radiative NLO corrections to
the leading nonrelativistic result. We are going to check
that, using our results for the quarkonium light-cone wave
function, we can obtain the well-known literature result of
the NLO correction to quarkonium decay to ete™ [26].
We will then show that the light-cone distribution ampli-
tude (that can be obtained in the limit of small transverse
coordinate) fulfills the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-
Lepage (ERBL) evolution equation [27,28] (a NRQCD
study of the same quantity can be found in Refs. [29-31]).
We are going to show that, using this wave function, it is
possible to compute NLO corrections to exclusive
quarkonium production by analyzing the divergence struc-
ture and checking that it is consistent with Balitsky-

'In this paper, we use the pole mass in our computations.
However, we note that in future phenomenological applications it
might be convenient to translate the results to another scheme.

Jalilian-Marian-lancu-McLerran-Weigert-Leonidov-Kovner
(B-JIMWLK) evolution [32-42] of the target. A more
complete phenomenological analysis will be possible when
the NLO corrections to the photon wave function with
massive quarks, currently under investigation, become
available.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we
review the specific formulas of the dipole approach needed
for this computation and fix the notation. In Sec. III, we are
going to define the procedure to obtain the nonrelativistic
wave function and its corrections, and we are going to
compute the relativistic contribution. In Sec. IV, we are
going to show that we can use the previous results to obtain
the light-cone distribution amplitude, and we are going
to check that it satisfies the ERBL evolution equation.
Section V provides a strong cross-check of our results by
applying them to the computation of the radiative correc-
tions to S-wave quarkonium decay into leptons. In Sec. VI,
we study the divergence structure of exclusive quarkonium
production in both the dilute and the nondilute limits.
Finally, we conclude in Sec. VIIL.

II. DIPOLE APPROACH

We are going to perform the computations using light-
cone coordinates; for a given vector p*, they are defined as

0 3
pPP+p _ p-p
pr=— (1)

A A
which implies

pr4+p pr—p
b= —— d=t—, (2)

V2 N

As a consequence, the momentum integration measure
takes the form

d'p =dp*dp~d’p.. (3)
and the scalar product of two vectors in these coordinates is
P4=p"q +pqg"—pL-qL (4)

It is useful to define the light-cone vectors

o :%(1,0,0,1) (s)
and
i :i(l,o,o,—l), (6)
V2
such that
n-n=1, (7)
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pt=n-p, (8)

p-=n-p. )

We also find it sometimes useful to separate from 4-momenta
in the on-shell part, denoted by a hat,

p' = p*+ p*, (10)
such that
2 2
~” pi+m
P = <P+,2177+,PJ_>- (11)

In light-cone perturbation theory, the off-shell-ness is
included in only the light-cone energy (— or 7#*-component)
of the four-vector

Z—m
p” = pzTVl” . (12)
In order to apply the dipole approach to exclusive
quarkonium production, we are going to follow the dis-
cussion in Ref. [21]. We start with Eq. (12) there, which
corresponds to the leading-order contribution, in the limit
of no target recoil 1 = 0,

do }’ +N—>HQ+N

dz .
| i [

(13)

where the subindex T or L refers respectively to a trans-
verse or longitudinal polarization of the photon and vector
meson.” Here, W, and Wy are respectively the light-cone
wave functions of the photon and quarkonium, depending
on the transverse coordinate separation r; and p* momen-
tum fractions z, 1 —z of the quark and antiquark in the
meson. The properties of the gluon field of the target are
encoded in the “dipole cross section” o,;, which is, more
properly speaking, twice the imaginary part of the forward
elastic scattering amplitude of the quark-antiquark dipole
with the target. Importantly for the predictive power of
the framework, the same quantity appears in other cross
sections, for both DIS and other high energy scattering
processes. A graphical representation can be found in
Fig. 1. The previous formula actually assumes that only
the subspace of the Fock space gg is relevant for the
quarkonium light-cone wave function. A more general
formula would involve a sum over all the possible Fock
states of the quarkonium:

The interaction with the target is eikonal; thus, the polariza-
tion of the meson is the same as that of the photon.

FIG. 1. Representation of the leading-order amplitude for
exclusive quarkonium production in the dipole model. A virtual
photon splits into a heavy quark-antiquark pair that later interacts
with the nucleus (represented by a square box). After this
interaction, the pair forms a quarkonium state (represented by

a blob).
dz
‘/dzrl/ LP;—IQ TLqu

2
/dzrl/ IP;]Q %qZqug—&— o

(14)

do’. “+N->HQ+N
TL

Exclusive quarkonium production is a multiscale process.
In the previous formula, we identify many different energy
scales. First, Q is the virtuality of the photon and is encoded
in its wave function. The saturation scale of the target Q, is,
in the previous formula, hidden inside the r-dependence of
the amplitudes 6,5 and o,4,. Physically, it represents the
typical size of the dipoles selected by the target. Dipoles
much smaller than 1/Q, interact weakly due to “color
transparency.” For dipoles larger than 1/Q;, the growth of
the amplitude is limited by unitarity, i.e., gluon saturation,
and ceases to compensate for the suppression from the
photon and quarkonium wave functions. Finally, inside
Wy, there are hidden many scales related to quarkonium
physics, namely the scales m, mv, mv?, and Agep, which
were discussed before. In this work, we are going to assume
that Qg,m > mv, Agcp, and we are going to explore the
physical consequences of this regime.

Details on how to obtain the light-cone wave function of
quarkonium in this approximation will be given in the next
section; however, we can explain the physical implications
here. The quarkonium wave function is dominated by
quarks that are moving with a nonrelativistic velocity.
This implies that it extends over distances of order ﬁ and it
is not very sensitive to variations at smaller distance scales.
Another consequence of the nonrelativistic nature of
quarkonium is that at leading order Wy only has support
for values of z around % Therefore,

/aarj_

dg}]’jZN—)HQ-‘rN |f4/1¢qq|2

dt 16z

TL qq

. (15)

=2
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where 99 is the leading-order light-cone wave function
that only takes into account nonrelativistic contributions
and A =z—5 Extendmg this idea to higher orders, the

quarkomum wave function for short distances x| N%

fulfills
V) k
S [derciaer) ()

ai
P (.0). (16)

/ dzf (2)Who (2 x,) =

In this formula, the indices n and m represent the particle
content; for higher Fock states, the single two-particle
relative coordinates z, x| are replaced by the appropriate
variables. The notation Wy refers to the full light-cone
wave function of the quarkonium, while the ¢’s are the
wave functions restricted to the case in which all particles
are nonrelativistic (therefore, 1 < 1). Here, f(z) is just a
test function written to represent the fact that the equality is
only valid when integrating for z. At this stage, we are
ignoring spin degrees of freedom in the notation, but we
will be more explicit about this in the following sections.

Note that each power of (%) acting on ¢ gives a suppression

()

ENSHQ+N
doly ;N 1

dt T

dA ld
Sr00) [en [Eicen

of order v (in this equation, V is a three-vector, such that
V =V, + i2mA). Due to the nonrelativistic nature of the
quarkonium, the coefficients start with just a heavy quark-
antiquark state, which is, to leading order, nonrelativistic,

1
ng—qq = 4nd <Z - E) + O(ay), (17)

with transitions to higher Fock states entering at higher
orders in perturbation theory.

C91<—m|n;ém =0 + O(as)‘ (18)

In this paper, we are going to argue that in order to
compute exclusive quarkonium production at NLO only
Clacyg and CO. o at order ay are needed, and we are
going to compute them. The fact that the contributing Fock
states at NLO are the gg and ¢gg ones is similar to other
NLO calculations in the dipole picture (e.g., Refs. [15-19]).
The additional feature in the case of the quarkonium is the
way in which both are related to a common nonrelativistic
bound state wave function. Taking into account these two
Fock states, we can write the cross section as

2
(19)

7" >?",LG"

These terms can be reorganized in such a way that we have an expansion that resembles a typical production process in

NRQCD,

d V" +N—>HQ+N
T.L

T dr 16ﬂ

n,m,k.n’ . m' k'

d ,
(/ d*r / : Cﬁem Z,I'J_ *\P TL n/d2 / (Cﬁ@m

(7, r)¥. )?,LG*"’>

() [ren(E) [hen)

In this equation, the second line only encodes what in
NRQCD would be called soft physics (scales smaller than
m); however, the first line receives contributions from both
hard and soft physics. For example, there will be a soft
physics contribution in the photon wave function whenever
a soft gluon is emitted before crossing the target. Therefore,
the analogy with NRQCD is not complete. This is illus-
trated with an example in Fig. 2. Note also that the dipole
picture is formulated in light-cone gauge and therefore we
cannot, in principle, use gauge invariance arguments that
are common in NRQCD and that will impose relations
between the different terms in the expansion. For example,
the fact that derivatives acting on the low energy matrix
elements have to be combined with gauge fields to
form covariant derivatives connects states with a different
number of particles in such a way that we would expect that

|
C}W_qq is constrained by quﬁqqg, however, since we are
using a setting that is not gauge invariant, we are not going
to use this kind of relations (for a more complete dis-
cussion, see Ref. [25], and also the discussion about
genuine and kinematical twist in Ref. [43]).

Let us now discuss the power counting of this compu-
tation and which terms we need to consider if we want to
achieve a NLO result. In this problem, radiative corrections

in the hard part will be suppressed by powers of a(u)
each additional %
pression of order v ~ a,(mv). From now on, we will ignore,
for purposes of order estimation, the scale at which «a; is
evaluated. With this in mind, we should in principle take into
account the first radiative correction in the hard part and the
first velocity correction in the soft part. However, the first

‘ﬂZm;
acting on ¢ would amount for a sup-
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(a)

R N N )

FIG. 2. Comparison between how the degrees of freedom are separated in NRQCD and in the dipole model for the particular case in
which the heavy quark pair emits a soft gluon before crossing the target. (a) In NRQCD, degrees of freedom are separated according to
their virtuality. In this picture, red particles have a virtuality larger than m?v? (we are assuming, like in the rest of the text, that
Q, > mv), and their influence would be encoded in the hard coefficient. The rest of the particles are represented in blue and will
influence the NRQCD matrix elements. (b) In the dipole model, degrees of freedom are separated according to time. Particles before
crossing the target belong to the wave function of the photon, and we represent them here in red, while particles after the target are
encoded in the wave function of quarkonium and are colored blue. The method that we are implementing in this manuscript combines
the two schemes by separating relativistic from nonrelativistic degrees of freedom in the wave function of quarkonium.

velocity correction only enters at NNLO. This is because,
due to rotational invariance, the contribution from k = 1 and
k' = 0 (or vice versa) in Eq. (20) is zero. At LO, the only
contributing Fock state is n = m = ¢g (and correspond-
ingly in the complex conjugate amplitude denoted by
primes). At NLO, n and m can also have the value gqg.
However, we can also check that the case m (or m') equal to
qqyg is further suppressed. The reason is that the soft gluon
has to be emitted either from the photon wave function
(before the target) or by the relativistic part of the quarko-
nium wave function. In both cases, it would correspond to
the emission of a soft gluon by a particle with a virtuality of
order m? or higher, and this process is always suppressed by
powers of ». In summary, to obtain a NLO result, we only
need to consider the following formula:

d67*+N—>HQ+N
dz g
2 s\pq9
= 1671' d°r qq*qq) ¥, 0
(ngghqq)*lpgqg qqg) (21)

Here, we have neglected gradient corrections [higher
values of k, k" in Eq. (19)], since in the strict weak coupling
power counting, valid for mv > Aqcp, the quark velocity
is v ~ a,(mv), and thus v> < a,(m). It is worth keeping in
mind that for practical applications in the case of charmo-
nium it might happen that numerically »> can be compa-
rable to a;(m), making the gradient corrections important.
Nevertheless, it is always true that the NLO radiative
corrections are bigger or of the order of the first corrections
due to the velocity expansion and, therefore, a requisite of
any improvement over the LO result.

The power counting discussed here is, to our knowledge,
not clearly expressed in the literature, where typically only
the LO limit is considered. Thus, Eq. (21) is the first main
result of this paper. To make this statement quantitative,

we will next proceed to calculate at NLO the coefficient
functions CJ,_ - and ). _ .. We will then show that the
cross section formula (21) gives finite results for any o,
and o,;, that fulfill B-JIMWLK evolution. However, it is
also interesting to discuss the relation with collinear
factorization [28,44] that can be used when Q is larger
than any other scale in the problem. In that formalism,
the cross section can be understood as the convolution of a
hard function with the light-cone distribution amplitude
(LCDA), which in the light-cone gauge corresponds to the
light-cone wave function in the limit r;, — 0. The LCDA
must fulfill the ERBL evolution [27,28]. In Refs. [29-31],
the LCDA and ERBL evolution were studied within the
formalism of NRQCD. We are going to check that LCDA
that we can obtain from our light-cone wave function
fulfills ERBL evolution.

III. WAVE FUNCTION OF HEAVY QUARKONIUM

The two body part of the wave function of quarkonium
can be determined using the Bethe-Salpeter equation. In the
nonrelativistic limit, the relation between the light-cone
wave function and the wave function that can be obtained
in a potential model was studied in Ref. [45]. Here, we use
this result as a starting point. Following Ref. [21], we use
the convection that the light-cone wave function is nor-
malized such that

ld
Z/JZUA ﬁkﬁh}}(zv r)f =1, (22)
i

where in this formula we have written explicitly the sum
over polarizations. We are going now to analyze in more
detail the LO light-cone wave function of a vector meson.
Following Ref. [45], we get in the spinor matrix space
(instead of helicity space) wave function

e (S

Bepler) = e

034030-5
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Y

A

1

FIG. 3. Bethe-Salpeter equation that gives the nonrelativistic
wave function. In this picture, all particles are nonrelativistic;
therefore, the kernel K is just the Green’s function of the
scattering of two nonrelativistic heavy quarks.

where ¢ is a function normalized as it is usually done in the
context of potential models

/ PP = 1. (24)

and 4 is a constant that we are going to fix such that Eq. (22)
follows from Eq. (24). We can transform the last expression
to light-cone helicity space using the prescription in
Ref. [28], obtaining

p(z, 7))

d)’,;}—l(z, ry) = —Wﬁ(mv,h)y”v(mv,fz). (25)

The normalization condition then imposes that A= v/32m?,
so we finally obtain for the longitudinal component

P (2. r1) = =V2m(z. )8 i (26)

while for the transverse component, we get

1=h

Gi(z.rL) = V2mp(z.r )88 (—1)T = i5p).  (27)

The previous functions fulfill the Bethe-Salpeter equation
represented in Fig. 3 which can equivalently be written as a
Schrodinger equation [45].

FIG. 4. Example of a contribution that can be encoded in the
wave function renormalization of a nonrelativistic quark. We use
the same color code as in part a of Fig. 2.

- > g
| iiiiéégééiiii:j |
< <€ <

FIG. 5. Example of a contribution that can be encoded as a
correction to the kernel.

Now, we want to go beyond the nonrelativistic approx-
imations and consider the influence of relativistic quarks
and gluons with an energy of the order of the heavy quark
mass. We can differentiate three cases:

(1) Components of the wave function that correspond to
the probability amplitude of having a relativistic
particle inside the quarkonium state.

(2) Contributions (from relativistic particles in loops)
resulting in a wave function renormalization of a
nonrelativistic particle of which the probability am-
plitude to be in a quarkonium state is considered. An
example of such a contribution is shown in Fig. 4.

(3) Contributions that can be encoded as a correction to
the kernel K in Fig. 3. An example is shown in Fig. 5.

We will not discuss contributions of type 3. Their effect can
be encoded in a redefinition of the potential (or equiv-
alently, the kernel in the Bethe-Salpeter equation). Hence,
in the case of production and decay processes, this
information is hidden in the value of the nonrelativistic
wave function at the origin. Contributions of type 2 are
important, but they just renormalize multiplicatively the
nonrelativistic wave function by a constant equal to the
wave function renormalization.” At leading order, they
correspond to the diagram in Fig. 4, which we compute in
Appendix A, giving

Z=1+6Z+ O(a?), (28)

522_“5_(71”{ !

(41
2z |D—gHloexo+3)

2
+ 2log xq (log( e 2) +1 +logx0>
4ru

3 2
+ (4logxg + 3)y25+210g(£ﬂz) - 2]. (29)

In this last expression, we have regulated transverse
momentum in dimensional regularization such that the
dimensions of the transverse space is D —2. The +-
component of the momentum has been regulated using

JExterior heay quark lines in the Bethe-Salpeter equation are
multiplied by v/Z. Since there are two of them, the overall factor
is Z.
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L

FIG. 6. LO contribution to the component of the wave function
with two relativistic heavy quarks.

an infrared cutoff x; in the momentum fraction of the gluon
(with respect to the initial quark). This is a similar
regularization scheme as used in the NLO light cone
perturbation theory calculations in Refs. [15-17]. The
wave function renormalization that we obtained is similar
to the one presented in Ref. [46] but not exactly equal.
However, our results agree on the double-logarithm
contribution.

Contributions of type 1 can be computed by considering
diagrams in which all relativistic particles annihilate to
form nonrelativistic ones. They will be proportional to the
nonrelativistic wave function at the origin. The reason for

_ 4g°Cr

this simple structure is that in diagrams in which only
relativistic particles are involved the only energy scale that
appears is m. Since no momenta are parametrically of order
mv or mv?, there are no diagrams enhanced by inverse
powers of the velocity », which would require a resumma-
tion. Furthermore, since all relativistic processes are short
distance processes from the point of view of the non-
relativistic wave function, it is a good approximation (up to
additional powers of v) to consider that the nonrelativistic
particles are created at the same point. In summary,
contributions of types 1 and 2 will be encoded in the
functions CX_,, that were introduced in the previous
sections. The difference is that, while contributions of type
2 give rise to corrections that are just constants, contribu-
tions of type 1 will have a nontrivial dependence on | and
z. On the other hand, contributions of type 3 will be
encoded in the nonrelativistic wave function.

For the computation at hand, we are interested in the
components of the light-cone wave function in which we
have two relativistic quarks or a relativistic quark, a
nonrelativistic one, and a hard gluon. Let us focus first
on the former case. Its LO contribution is represented by
the diagram in Fig. 6. Details of the computation will be
given in Appendix B; the result from this contribution gives

(Wi (e p )|

Fies ~ pR + m(z— 1)

% 3 la(po. A

22

z(1-2z) dﬂy(iﬂ)(ﬁ(z——)(l—Z)+9(——Z)) fi,n,
( ’ >2>

Drtu(mo, 2))]

R TEE (-]
2 a0 Dm0 (g, 1) (30)

where p is the momentum exchanged by the gluon and the light cone—gauge gluon polarization sum is

d;w(q) = 9w — i q

Fl/.tqlz + qﬂﬁl/ _

—ZE}I(Q,AG)SV(Q,/IG>. (31)

g

Note also that the function qﬁfm (4, 0) has to be understood as (,{)flq(ﬂ, r, = 0). For future manipulations, it might be useful
to write this result in coordinate space. To do this, we make use of the formulas in Appendix C to rewrite

a(p ﬂl>¢u<mv,ﬂa>:M#é_pm,w[( )07+ SR utne 1) + S g o ),
(32)
and
o, 1)t 1) = 3 Lt 10 (5} + 520 0.2
e TrATR (S (33)

Va(l-2)

Using the formulas of Appendix D and the expressions for the spinor matrix elements in Appendix E, it is possible to find

the result in coordinate space,
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« /%{(ﬁgqu, 0}, —925” (e(Z —%)(1 _2) +e<%—z>z>1<o(f)(_1)#

() = s
x(_l)#{ Zi (zo>}m—%<9<z—%)(1 +e<——z>z Koz
< ((e+5) - 0= (2=3)) < { [ Ettto) e i
oyl

di hsit i QZCF(Z Jmry
2,0 - &) 4 ——— =
| [ i )}_Mu“ 16— is?) +

x(e<z—%)(1—z)+e<%—z>z)1<,(f>x((—1)#—1){ % ZZ](/I,O)}_M._AZ, (34)

where 7 = 2m(z = })r.
The general expression (34) can be further simplified if we distinguish the cases of longitudinal and transverse
polarization. For the longitudinal polarization state, we obtain

e 2@9%;;(_15 2)8;, 1, {KO(T) + (9 (z - %) (1-2z2)+ 9<% - z> z>

x {( i )’ _)‘<1<0() ;Kﬂﬂ)—%ﬂ(l(ﬂ}} %%(A,O). (35)

(Wi}, (z.r1)

{lP },1 PN (Z’ L)

The one-loop wave function for the transverse polarization state is

(W |, =G0 {Kom e CEBE)]

Fig.6 7(z— %)2 21(1 - Z)

X V2md,, ,12( i( = i / fﬁqq(/1 0)

e )

X 8 gy — (5 +%)\/_ / byq(2,0) (36)

Z——

Combining the results of Egs. (29) and (30), we obtain that

1
ng«-qq(z, pL;ﬂl s 12,/1/1,/1/2) =4rd (Z - 5) (1 + 52)5/1]”[ 5}»2/1/2

L APCrye(l=2) <dw(ﬁ)(6’(z—)(1—Z)+6’(—Z) ) p Tl )2>

pi+am*(z—3)? pi+4m’(z=3)? 4m?(z — 3
x Y [@(pos 1)y ulmv. 2)][0(mv, )7 v(pg. 22)] + O(a})- (37)
VA
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This is the first major result of this section. An explicit expression for the structures in (37) in coordinate space and for the
meson polarization states can be easily obtained using (35) and (36). The result (37) represents one of the two NLO
corrections to the heavy quarkonium wave function, needed for the NLO calculation of exclusive quarkonium production.

In the nonrelativistic limit, the polarization of the meson is reflected only in the spin state of the quarks, and the spatial
part of the wave function becomes rotationally symmetric. We can utilize this simplification and integrate the wave function
over the polar angle, which results in simpler expressions. The general azimuthally symmetric part of the wave function is

/ a6, (i}, , (eor1)

W{KO(T)—%<9<Z—;>(l—z)+9(;—z>z><K0(r)—;K1(r)>]
Z (b d)u(mo. )] [ 4 a0 me )il

—<<><>><>

x S lulpora)ilysrutme. 1)) [ 45 41 2. 0) 00 )l AN g o)

l’/l’

FCr(z—3)r1 AV 1 .

+2m ) <9<z 2)(1 z)+6’<2 Z>Z)K1()

< Y lalpo i ritutmo. 2)] [ (4. 0)3(me 1)y g ). (38)
A2,

Decomposing this into meson polarization states, we get for the longitudinal polarization

e 492%(;){1(0() (9(1—%)(1—@—%9(%—2)2)

[ i) sl [

while for the transverse case, we obtain

M{KO( - O(z-H(1—z2)+6(3-2)z) <K0(T) —%K1(1)>}

Fig.6 (z— ‘)2

A [t }M. (40)

It is also possible to write a compact expression in coordinate space for the polar angle average of the coefficients

ng(_qq (z.p13 A1, 4341, 4). For the case of longitudinal polarization, the result is

/da {qj }Ag(z’rj_)

[ oy, o)

1
/d9 qu(_qq(z, rj_;ﬂ«lyﬂz;ﬂll,llz)long = 87[25 <Z - E) (1 + 52)511/1!1512”2

00 (o-2)0-9 039

x [% <K0<1) —gzq(f)) -%TKI(T)] } (41)

and for the transverse polarization,
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4g°Crz(1 - 2)5,11,,1’1 830,

(z—=3%)?*

1
/ d0,Clr (215 A1, 203 A1, 2D ) s = 87°6 (z - 5) (14 82)8,2 61,0, +

Now, let us move to the second contribution, where we have a relativistic quark, a nonrelativistic one, and a hard gluon.
This is represented at leading order in the diagram of Fig. 7. We need to introduce some notation in order to write the result.
The longitudinal momentum fractions of the relativistic quark, the gluon, and the nonrelativistic antiquark are respectively
Rg = 1% + 4,26 =% and zp5 = % — A. From the nonrelativistic nature of the “spectator” antiquark, it follows that 1 < 1.
We shall consequently not write out the integration limits for A, since it is understood to be dominated by a short interval
around the origin. The transverse momenta are respectively P, zo =5 —q,, P, ¢ =5 +q,, and P, 5 = —p , where
again for the nonrelativistic antiquark p,; < m. Using this, we get

dj dP-? , = . . i
/4,;( )PL{ P }Mﬂ 2 a4 PL) = _g4ﬂ(q§_(+n::?xz_);Q:u(pRQyﬂRQ)ﬁ/*(pG,lG)M(m’l),ﬂQ)/Eqﬁqq(ﬂ’())’
(43)
or equivalently
D-2
/Zj[? )pL{ qqg}ﬂkgflo NE TRER JD)
_ 90 =94\l () _ TR i .
= O (ql_i_mzxz)%u(PRQ,/lRQ)TA [51_m[yl,yi]] ﬂu(mv,/lQ)/E(ﬁqq(ﬂ,O)
gv/x(1 = x) ; . iy [P o "
+ 20-%) & +m2xzz (Pro: ArQ)YL (Ag)itu(mv. Ag) i bg(4,0). (44)

In order to write the result in coordinate space, we define r | as the Fourier conjugate of the nonrelativistic momentum p |
and 1, as the one of the relativistic one q, leading to

[, g (e Lis2r = 0)

B zg(l——)xl’le*AJ(/IG) mx \%5 ’ x P
e, i) K S oo o) gl .

4o

< [ ia(a.0) + DL () T )Y g g i) [ E(.0),

27l u T

(45)

It is straightforward to obtain C9 from the previous results as

94999

Corgeqa (X LA r L =052, A6, 403 41, 1)
_ig(l =gl e (Ag) 5 ( mx
2r\/x(1 = x)1 27l p
1—
L9 x(1=x)x (_mx
4z(1 —x)

) K1) S g T 37 = 4 o ono. )
-3

4o

M

2 —_ A

(5o ) " Kaslmt )3 pa ) G utmo. 2, (46)
2aNZ AQ
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FIG. 7. LO contribution to the component of the wave function
with one relativistic heavy quark, one nonrelativistic heavy
antiquark, and a hard gluon.

A cross-check of the results of this section can be
obtained by checking that the normalization of the light-
cone wave function is not changed by radiative corrections.
To order g, this is ensured if the square of the diagram in
Fig. 4 cancels with the square of the diagram in Fig. 7. An
easy way to check this is to start from Eq. (43); after doing
the square and performing the trace over gamma matrices,
one immediately obtains an equation compatible with
(3.28) in Ref. [46], which is equal to —6Z.

(¥}, (cr=0)|

IV. LIGHT-CONE DISTRIBUTION AMPLITUDES

In the cases in which the virtuality of the photon is much
larger than other dimensionful scales in the problem, in
particular the mass of the heavy quark, one can use collinear
factorization [28,44]. The information about the bound state
in this formalism is encoded in the light-cone distribution
amplitude (DA). This coincides with the light-cone wave
function in the limit in which the transverse radius r | goes to
zero. This object was already studied in Refs. [29-31] using
the nonrelativistic expansion (see also Ref. [47]); here, we
provide an independent computation in light-cone gauge.

Naively, one would expect that one can obtain the
light-cone distribution amplitude trivially making the limit
r; — 0 in the results in the previous section. This is not so
because taking the limit introduces an ultraviolet divergence
that needs to be regularized. This can be done in dimensional
regularization using the following prescription:

dPp
| G )

Applying this method to Eq. (30), one obtains for the
longitudinal polarization

11mf(z,rl)

I‘J_-)

(47)

—g;f[;z(§(_1;§)[(014 ;4%)#7) (1+ (o= <1_z>+e<l-z)z) o 2”55:3 ‘1)

+(9(Z—%)(1_Z)+9(%_Z)Z)<2(D—2)<z—%>2—1>} #(po.41)iu
Yy

4z(1-2)

and for the transverse one

(mv,2)) / q’)

B(mv,2)jiv(pg.A)]

(48)

 PCr/(1-2) K

Fige  2zm?(z — 1)’

{‘P }ll <Z7 rp = 0)

! m (2= | re
log| —> 27 E
pmi () 5)

(1 -2)+60G-

5 (1 -y

xZﬁpQ,

Vs

We now define the light-cone distribution amplitude as

D()—{lP }/1,1(Z’rl*0)

-2)+6(G- z)z)> _(0(z—
2z(1 = z)

Yitu(mov, A})]

z)z)}

Using the previous results, the light-cone distribution amplitude D(z) can be written as

Di(z) = 4n(1+ 6Z)6<z - %) ;M

4z(1 - z)
ji g (1 0)[o(mv. ) fv(po. 22)] (49)
(50)
(i 0) +{ Q}/l PR (Z, r, = 0)|Fig.6' (51)
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For the longitudinal polarization, this is

D (z) = 4ﬂ(1+52)5<z—5) ffi 3.(4,0)

(o (ool
2)z )(2(D_2)(

Oz=H)(1-2) +0G -
4z(1 - z2)

while for the transverse one, the DA is

_zgircéz_(ll);z) K | +1log< 2(z—2%)2>+y_E>

D—-4 2

(D=2)(z

=5 )

z—%>2—1>] ;” (4, 0), (52)

Di(z)—4n(1+6z)5<z—§> s b

d ﬂ’o)_zgjrc(*zz_(ll;z)[( 1 1log<

")

D—-4 2

X <] _ (e(z—%)(l -2) —1—9(%_
2z(1-72)

The first lines in Eqs. (52) and (53) are the leading-order bare
amplitude (apart from the 6Z). The NLO corrections involve
a divergence proportional to 1/(D — 4) from the transverse
integrals and the associated logarithm of the regularization
scale u. In the usual fashion, these divergences must be
absorbed into the bare distribution, leaving the renormalized
distribution dependent on the scale . This dependence is
related to the ERBL evolution equation [28,44]:

oD'(z)  a,Cy
dlogu® 2«

/O dK, (o)D) (54)

To check that we recover this equation in the standard
form, we can take the expressions for the kernels in Eq. (54)
from the literature and compute the rhs. The comparison of
this result with the coefficient of the logarithm of u in
Egs. (52) and (53) then provides a check of our calculation
of the wave function.

The ERBL kernel for the longitudinal polarization is
given by

Ki(e?) = 0 =)= (1 " L . z’L)

+9(Z/ —Z)—,

A RS
7N
—
+
| e

N\
I P
I
—_
+
~_
+
\o}]
=2
—
N
|
ISl
\_>

oD (z)

3 di
) — 2a,Cp |21 No(z-=
dlog 42 asCF{ ng°+2} (Z 2) 4n

+ 4a,Cp {9(2 —;)(1 —z)(l +z1—;> +9<;—

2)2) 0(z—H(1=-2)+ 603 -2)z) da
— 4,0 53
) 4z(1 —z2) 4 wa%0) (53)
|
while for transverse one, it is
1-z2 1
Ki(z2,7)=0z-7)—— |——
r(z,7) = 0(z Z)l—z’ L_Z,L
Z 1 3
0z —2)= =6(z—7). 56
-0 | +3ee-d) (56)
The [|, notation means that

/dzf( [Z—ZO] / = z—ZOZO)’ 57)

Note that the [|, prescription can be implemented with a
cutoff, as we did when computing 6Z. For example,

/dz@ <z—%> f(2) LL_J ) — /w (Z) < > log xo.

(58)
We can then check that the light-cone distribution
amplitudes that we have computed fulfill the ERBL

OD'(2) Iy the case of
dlogpu

equation by computing explicitly
longitudinal polarization,

2a(4.0)

:)<( +é—1z>] L0, ()
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while for the transverse one,

oD (z)

3 1 di . IN1-z 1 z dl .
=2a.Cr|21 —16(z—= —¢' (1,0 4a,CplOlz—= | —+0| = — —_— —¢' - (1,0).
dlog? 2% { °g"°+z} ( z>/4n¢qq< ) +4a, “ z>z—%+ (2 )] 1700

Thus, we have verified that we recover a standard ERBL
evolution of the light-cone wave function. This is a check
of our NLO wave function for the quark-antiquark Fock
state in the short distance limit that is probed in a high
virtuality (large Q?) process. We emphasize that the quark
momentum scale (or coordinate separation) in the whole
wave function (37) is controlled by the quark mass, and
this full result can be used more generally than just in the
large Q7 limit.

V. RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS TO S-WAVE
QUARKONIUM DECAY

The decay width of quarkonia to leptons offers an
important constraint on the nonrelativistic wave function.
In this section, we will see how the decay width is related to
the light-cone wave function. We will see that our regu-
larization involving a cutoff in the p™ momentum modifies
the relation between the nonrelativistic wave function and
the decay width compared to a usual rotationally invariant
nonrelativistic potential model calculation.

The decay of quarkonium in a S-wave state into leptons
is expressed in terms of the meson decay constant, which
is defined as the matrix element of the electromagnetic
current operator with the vector meson state [48]. The

(60)

current operator is local. As a consequence, at leading
order, the decay constant is related to the value of the wave
function at the origin. This is true both for the light-cone
wave function and the nonrelativistic wave function.
Beyond leading order, the relation between the decay
constant and the nonrelativistic wave function receives a
NLO correction [26]. In light-cone perturbation theory, on
the other hand, the equivalent diagrams become corrections
to the light-cone wave function itself, not to the relation
with the decay constant. Equating the decay constants in
terms of the light cone and nonrelativistic wave functions
yields the equation

/ ldsz,gQ(z,ol):Q—zafF) / dip(2,0),  (61)

0

where the sum in #n is over all the Fock state components
that contribute to the wave function at the origin. In the case
of longitudinal polarization, the only component at NLO
is n = qq. For the transverse polarization, there is also a
contribution where the overlap between the electromag-
netic current operator and the vector meson state receives a
correction from the n = gqgg Fock state, mediated by an
instantaneous interaction. The different one-loop correc-
tions are shown diagrammatically in Fig. 8.

FIG. 8. Diagrams contributing to the overlap between the vector meson state and the electromagnetic current (photon). The color code
is the same as in previous diagrams. In the diagram in the second line, the vertical quark line represents an instantaneous interaction in
light-cone perturbation theory. This diagram vanishes for longitudinal polarization.
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In the following, we shall concentrate, for simplicity, on
the longitudinal polarization state. In this case, we have, by
construction,

/ W4 (2,0,) = /0 ' dzD(2).

Therefore, we can do the computation using the light-cone
distribution amplitude that we computed in the previous
section. It is useful to note that

(62)

1
| Kz =0 (63)
0
Using this, in Eq. (52), we get

1 )
A dz¥iy(2,0,) = <1 + (

We see that, apart from a finite piece that coincides with the
result in Ref. [26], we also get a divergent term. Its origin is
the Coulomb singularity, which would not be present at this
order in dimensional regularization.

Degrees of freedom with transverse momentum much
smaller than m and z — % close to zero should be included
only in ¢p. However, when we computed Eq. (34), we did
not include any mechanism to subtract them. Looking at
Eq. (30), we can see that the only scale that affects the

|

1
—=2
X0

A CF

) fasio

(64)

T

transverse momentum when computing ‘quf’Q(z,O 1) is

2m(z - f) Then, because we are using dimensional regu-
larization in the p, integration, if we choose a cutoff x
much bigger than the nonrelativistic velocity around the
center of mass v, we can make sure of only taking into
account relativistic degrees of freedom. However,
[ dag(2,0) will also depend on xq. The condition that
must be fulfilled is that the decay constant is independent of
the cutoff xg:

d

dxo lePHQ (Z, OL)

an

/ dAp(1.0) +di0 / dAp(1,0) =0.  (65)

xo

In order to compute how [ di¢(4,0) depends on the
cutoff, we can make use of Bethe-Salpeter equation
represented in Fig. 3, following the lines of the discussion
in Appendix B. Note that from the nonrelativistic point of
view z ~xy or 1 — z ~ x, represents the ultraviolet since
the quark relative longitudinal momentum is large.
Therefore, we can substitute the kernel by a one gluon
exchange between the quark and the antiquark and the
nonrelativistic part of the wave function renormalization.
Let us begin with the computation of the one gluon
exchange part of the rhs of the Bethe-Salpeter equation of

Fig. 3, that we name ¥/

sub’

2¢°Cr 1] 2m*(z—3)*(1-2z=1)) di
(L) (2. p1) = (|- + (L0, (66)
’ (z =3P +4m*(z—3)) 2 P +4m*(z =) 4x
From this expression, we can obtain
2 1 2 m2 12
gCF<1—2|Z—§|) i . gCF 1 1 (Z—i) di
i ,rp =0)= —¢-(1,0) ————— | ——+ =1 = 4,0
Y @ r=0) 4z(z — 1) el RV s Ll + 7 ) | 4z %a®0)
(67)
and therefore
1 2 dA
—/dz{‘Psub z,x;, =0)=4a CF< ————— 10gx0> / $3(2.0)
0 X0 0 477:
8a,Cr 1 1 m? YE dl
- —+-1 = 2,0 68
Xo (D ~472 Og(47w2> 5 7 Pia(%0). (68)
The nonrelativistic part of the wave function renormalization is computed in Appendix A. Here, we use that
d o,Cr 20,Cp 1 1 m? YE
—8Z\r = 1421 ——+-log| — = . 69
drg. N T - (1+2logx) + % (D PR g<4 ﬂ2>+2 (69)

Putting the two one-loop corrections pieces together, we get
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@ / gl 5ZNR / digi 1(2,0)
—i——/dz{‘PSub z,x; =0)

C .
=Sk / A4 (2,0). (70)

7Xg

We can then see that Eq. (65) is fulfilled and the
dependence on the cutoff x, cancels. Our regularization
scheme with a cutoff x; is not the same as conventional
rotationally invariant dimensional regularization. Cutoff-
dependent, not directly measurable, quantities do not need
to be the same in both schemes. The nonrelativistic wave
function at the origin is such a quantity; and indeed the
relation between our wave function and the dimensionally
reduced one of e.g., Ref. [26] is

/ digi . (3,0) = (1 —“;CF) / APl (1,00}, (71)

0

where the subscript DR means that this would be the result
that we would have obtained if we had regulated all
divergences using dimensional regularization. Then, the
light-cone wave function at the origin, i.e., the vector
meson decay constant, is related to the regularized non-
relativistic wave function in the natural way,

/01 dz‘I’ZﬁQ(Z,OL) - <1 _ 2%%) /01 DO
(72)

In conclusion, we recover the result in Ref. [26] after
taking into account the different renormalization prescrip-
tion. To our knowledge, this is the first computation of this
relation (which can be directly related with the decay into
leptons) done in light-cone perturbation theory.

Finally, let us discuss a more phenomenological explan-
ation. We can use the experimental value of the decay into
electrons to obtain the wave function at the origin as a

function of x,
S - (-3
- 4r 7 Xo
hh
+ O(a?). (73)

2 3amly_,r -
- N e%e* !
ctf

The formalism is consistent if we use the previous
formula to compute the relation of another observable with
the decay width into electrons, and we get a result that does
not depend on x;. In the following section, we are going to
see that this is indeed the case.

VI. EXCLUSIVE QUARKONIUM PRODUCTION
A. Leading order

In this section, we study the cancellation of divergences in
the photoproduction of the quarkonium with longitudinal
polarization at NLO. In particular, we will show that the
dependence on the dimensional regularization scale y
cancels and that the dependence on the longitudinal momen-
tum cutoff x, can be factorized into the B-JIMWLK
evolution of the target. To simplify the calculation, we
assume that Q > m. This assumption does not modify
ultraviolet or collinear divergences and has the advantage
that we can use the same photon wave function that was used
when studying massless quarks. Thus, our results can to
some extent be seen as a reformulation of the result obtained
for light vector mesons in a somewhat different language
in Ref. [19].

The LO result is given by Eq. (15). The LO ¢g-
component of the photon wave function is [21]

(Vz(1=2)Qr,)
2 ’

(74)

K,
‘I’},(z,rj_) :eef\/Ncéh’_;,ZQZ(l -2) 0

where e, is the charge of the corresponding quark.
Regarding the cross section o4, its specific form is model
dependent, and in general phenomenologically realistic
models do not allow for an analytical treatment. Instead, we
will use here the small r; (dilute) limit

”i%Q? (z) .

1 (75)

4q(2,7L) ~

In this paper, we are going to discuss in general the
structure of the divergences, in order to check the con-
sistency of the method, and we are going to apply the dilute
limit to get analytic results when possible.

Let us remind the reader of the LO result, which was
computed in Ref. [20]. This can be obtained by writing the
LO photon wave function in Eq. (15),

e e szN

_ [ L
o 2561 b | ax

Or 1
derKO( 2L>6q21 <§, rJ_>

dol) TN-HOHN 2

dt
2

(76)
In the dilute limit, this becomes
‘A NSHQ+N 2,2 24
dor. _ 40N gl
di LO.dilute Qb 4r
(77)
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Using the relation between @, and the gluon density
from [21]

47

N ay (1) xg(x. ) (78)

000% =

and the relation between the quarkonium’s wave function at
the origin and its decay into electrons

N e%e*
f
Dyoete-lLo = 3am Z‘/ ¢qq (79)
we get
"4 N—HQ+N
A 967 mad (42) (xg(x.42) Tyt
dt LO dilute NzaQ®

(80)
|

1 2Cra; 3
5Zy<§,rl) i ((logxo—ké—‘)(

which agrees with the classic result from Ref. [24] (and is
four times the result found in Ref. [20]). Now, we move on
to discuss the different corrections that this process gets
at NLO, focusing on the longitudinal polarization state at
O > m where we can use results from the literature for
massless quarks. At NLO, the production process gets
contributions from both the ¢gg and the ggg Fock states. In
addition, we have to consider separately the corrections to
the vector meson and the photon light-cone wave functions,
although in the large Q? limit, they behave in a similar way.

B. NLO corrections to the gg-component
of the photon wave function

We take the correction to the photon wave function from
the recent computation [16]

¥, (2. r)lio = ¥z r)lo(L 4+ 6Z,(z.ry)).  (81)

In our case, we are going to need the expression for 7 = %,

1 YE

1 = 3
= TE log(mpt?) ) + 2. 2
D-a 2 ooelm rl)>+24 4> (82)

The effect of this correction on quarkonium production is the following:

doj}*XN_)HQJrN e eszN

12873

X (/dzr'l

dt NLO.y

In the dilute limit, this is
FAN—HQ+N
doT’ I

dt

NLO.y.dilute

16Cra,e?eios Q5N 3 1 YE
== X log xy + AV +=+=

72 Q° D—-4 2

di , -
/Ed)qq
(%)l

0 i
log( -2 ) —1-log2) + % -2 i
g<4mﬂ °8 +24 4 Zhh 4’

(ol o5l
%,4) ) | (83)

(84)

C. NLO corrections to the gg-component of the quarkonium wave function

In this subsection, we will compute one-loop corrections to the gg-component of the quarkonium wave function
in the hard scattering limit. We will first study the divergence structure in the general case and then perform the computation
in the dilute limit for the dipole-target scattering amplitude. Using Eq. (19), the contribution that we are studying in this

subsection is
FAN—=HQ+N
d or.L

dt NLO,HQ

FE Ll ( [ [, >oqq) ( / dzr’l(‘Py*)Lo-qq)*- (85)
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First, we look at the dependence on . For this, we note that ¢, goes like r3 in the small r; region, while both ng(_qq

and (¥,-), golike log r . On the other hand, for large r, , both wave functions are exponentially suppressed. Therefore, we
conclude that the only dependence on i comes from the wave function renormalization of the heavy quarks. Therefore,

d dol MO G O°N, d5Z Z dﬂ dﬂ" 2k (2L 1 2 (86)
—_— r il =.r
du dt xono  1287° ok LR\ )al ot
Note that cgs_”z = %}%’”). This means that the dependence on u of the wave functions of the photon and heavy quarkonium is

the same. This should not be surprising, since in the hard scattering limit both come from a perturbative one-gluon exchange
between the quarks.

Now, we focus on the dependence on x. For the longitudinal polarization state where the wave function is azimuthally
symmetric, it is convenient to work again with the angularly integrated wave function. We first note that

4
[ [t ol == [ (on (") i 3)| [ o0 @)

Using this and computing %2, we get

d dol [NTHON __aCpe eszN /ﬂ‘f’qqz /dz &o(Zo,q (2 r [
dxo dt NLO.HQ 1287 4 o 2 - o
5 1
e €fQ N /d}L al / o, 467,31 Ory !
“ d K a\7"
s 4”(]5 T dx, 0 ) 04q ) ry

([orn( (b))

The first term on the rhs will be canceled by the dependence of the nonrelativistic quarkonium wave function on x,
cf. Eq. (65). The other terms have the same dependence on x as the contribution of the NLO corrections to the photon
wave function.

Now, we move to the dilute limit, in which we wish to obtain an analytic expression in the limit Q > m. Note that this
implies that if Qr| ~ 1 then mr, < 1, while if mr, ~ 1, then the photon wave function is exponentially suppressed.
Therefore, we can use the quarkonium wave function in the mr; < 1 limit. As a starting point, we take Eq. (41),

/ d0,Cgq(2 X 1320, 22321, 25 )1ong

mr; <1

1 4g°Crz(1 = 2)8;, 41 7
_ 87[25(Z _§> (1 + 5Z)5/11%6/12/1/2 _ (Z _%)2 1A 72,4, {log(§> + YE

(om0 o)) [G5 (wC) o) e} @

It is convenient to separate this into r, -independent and r | -dependent pieces as

. 0 ) Y
rljglo d0,Cygqq(2.T 13241, 423 A7, 2 1ong

1
= 87[25<Z _§> (1 + 5Z)5/1]/1!]51212 + 5C(Z) - 492CF6/1]’/1/]5/12.”2 lOg (Q\/ Z(l - Z)rl)

<fe-o-ofoe: ot o)

where
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6C(z) = -

44°Crz(1 - 2)5/1[,,1'1512,1'2 {1 ( mlz 1| )
(z=7) 0+v/z(1-2)

(o(sma) o002 [ (mlayag) reed) sl e

The final result for the gg-component of the vector meson wave function that we obtain is

16Crase’e;og Q3N 1 1 0’ YE
= — - - 1 —+ -1 ——1-1log2
2 Q° [OgXO<D—4+2 Og<4ﬂﬂ2> 2 * )

3 1 1 m? YE 1 Li(1) 1
Y 4 e ) L TEY 2 —Li [ =
+4<D—4+20g<4 M2>+2> 2T TR
2 2
24 210g2(10g( >+1>]'Zhh 45‘1‘1

Note that the divergences of this part, both in y and x, are the same as in the photon wave function (84).

FAN—HQ+N
dch, M

dt

NLO,HQ.dilute

(92)

D. Contribution of the ¢ggg Fock state

We now move to the ggg Fock state, which interacts with the target with the scattering amplitude 6,5,. Note that the
NLO correction to the cross section is given by the interference of this NLO correction to the amplitude with the leading-
order amplitude that only involves a ¢g state (and of course the complex conjugate). This contribution to the cross section is

given by
e ldz p— ;
f & /dzrleILA E(Cgfkﬂ—qq) (ngg)quqy /dzﬂ( )L a) (93)

where r| and /| are defined as in Eq. (45), with r| roughly interpreted as the large distance separating the nonrelativistic
antiquark from the system of a relativistic quark and gluon, which has a small size /, . These coordinate assignments are
demonstrated in Fig. 9. Since we are working in the hard scattering limit Q > M, the wave function of the photon can be
taken from the massless quark calculation in Ref. [16], which using our notation and normalization and fixing the antiquark
to be nonrelativistic is

“YNSHQ+N
do’,
T.L

dt

NLO.qg9

q cerg Q jok — m L Xi m m
it — CUIVIEL Ay ) T ﬁ[( o4 31| oo ) 77(a)
my/x(1 = x) 2 4
_eerg/N.Q(1 —x) A {(2—1—)6) X }
A TA I — — 1yl ™ | v(mv, An)L™(b), 94
where
BLpqu; x1,0;5 22+ A
A I =x1¢9—-X1.¢

Pl . .z
5 — 4L X165 3
UL:XL,’Q—XJ”Q

X1 ,Q+%x1 ¢
ry ===t —x g

P X0 A ¥ ~

FIG. 9. Transverse momentum, transverse coordinate, and longitudinal momentum fraction assignments for the ¢ggg Fock state, and
the definitions of the coordinate separations r|,1,,u, in terms of these.
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D-2 D-2 m ,—ik 1, ip, (r, +521,)
Im(d) :(’uz)z_lz?/d Dp_é/d Dk_é . (];J_e _ Ll ptPLriT— J-2 . (95)
a2 ) a7+ )0+ 20(1 = (L + )
and
T (b) = ( 2)2_Q/dD_2PL/dD‘2kL ke ik (r1—4) P (T L) (%)
=W D2 D=2 1-x2 (=)0
a2 ] a2 (2 4 =00 (3 1 2 (p? + 009

As in the inclusive DIS case [16,17], there are cancellations of divergences between the ¢gg and ggg states. To make these
manifest, it is useful to separate the contribution into two different terms, by adding and subtracting a term that involves a gg
scattering amplitude,

d y*+N—>HQ+N 4712 d ) %
T dt |f ¢ | (/d2 dzli-/ Z(Cg 9‘—411) ( gqg)L(GqEIQ_UCI?J)> (/ d*r ( )quq)

NLO,qgg
qq|2 d ) ] )
|f ¢ | (/JZ ldzlL/ Z;(ngg@qq)*(‘?g*qg)Lan (/ dzr’l(\pgg)Lqu> : (97)

Note that the argument of ¢, is the separation between the quark and the antiquark, whichisu; =r; + % for the ggg Fock
state wave function; see Fig. 9.

First, we discuss the possible u dependence. Note that this is related with the limit /; — 0. In this limit, ¢,;, — 0,5 also
vanishes. Therefore, we only need to focus on the second line in Eq. (97). For small values of mx!, using the formula
in Appendix D,

_ig(1=3)le *A’(ﬂc)( 1 )% (D—Z) ) y x
e r W(prgr in) T3 = ) fumn d). (98)
aae—aq” 2r\/x(1 = x)mi2 \#lip? 2 % ko> 7RO AT—Here 0

Regarding ‘qug we can approximate

I"(a) = —

i2D—4lTM4—D - <D _ 2) / abP=2p, eiPL(up—xly)

(4m)T02 \ 2 20" (p2 +9) .

and

7m(b) = 0. (100)

Note that this approximation keeps the correct small /; behavior without introducing additional ultraviolet divergences.
Therefore, in this limit, we can write

oy eerPCryNQ (1 \P*/ (D—2\\21 W2\ [ dP-2p, eiPilui-aly)
Qagear) (W19), = L= r(—=)) -(1- / = 101
(Conamaa) 477, 2R (nli/ﬂ) ( ( 2 )) ( “*2) e ey 1

2
P "‘QT)

Performing the integration over /;, we obtain
'“4_D/dD_zll(nggﬁqq)*(lpggg)L

eefg2CF\/_Q T332 D-2\\?1 x_2 dP-2p | pP-teipin
2n <4ﬂ#2> I(D -3) <F< 2 )) x<1_x+ 2> /(277)’3 P +9 10
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Note that, since we performed approximations valid in the limit /;, — 0, we can only claim at the moment to capture the
ultraviolet behavior, or in other words the x dependence. This is captured by the following equation:

N 5 i _ ee;a,Cp\/N.Q ri Q 4 !
dﬂ( > [ [ @) <‘P359>L> = = (loexo 1 Ko (5F) =~ (o7 )- (109)

This is required so that the y dependence of the contribution from the ggg Fock state crossing the target shock will cancel
against the 4 dependence of quark wave function renormalization, which is a contribution where only the gg dipole crosses
the shock wave.

Now, we focus on the dependence on x(. In the x — x; limit, we can write

pais _ eefg\/2N Q6,1RQ_,1Q AJ*
e Vx

(Z/(a) - 2/ (b))T". (104)

where

) ) dD—Zk k/ —ik 1, 1— ik u; dD—2 ipu;
Do) - D (p) = oyt [£ g iemmim et [ P
(27) kL 22)° (pt +9)
ir(R=2) / Ji i D=2, gibu
I oy , [d piu.
== I —2) <Dl—2 + L LD—2> (/‘2)2_7/ Lfé o (105)
2727 \I? luy =1, | (27)°7 (p3 +2)

Looking at the original expressions for Z/(a) and Z/ (b), we might wonder if by simplifying the pole in k | we are modifying
the x, dependence. However, note that for small x, the integral is only sensitive to the exact value of the pole in the infrared.
The infrared limit of Z/(a) cancels with that of Z/(b) for x close to x,, and therefore this sensitivity is canceled out. In the
previous formula, this cancellation is given by the factor (1 — e*1u1),

Regarding qum—qq’ in the x — x; limit, we can approximate it by

0 _ign(PFR)e M (A6) T80, 1L
qqg<—qq \/E”DT*ZZB—2

(106)

Therefore, we get coefficient for the ggg-component in the meson wave function as

2
(CO (i) ¢erg CrvNeQd, iy ((D =2 2M4_D 20w, —1))1; L 1
999499 v /L 47‘[D_2x 2 |uJ_ _ lJ_|D—2[€—2 lle_6 |uJ_ _ lJ_|2D_6
dD—ZpL eipLuL
X / D2 2
(27)°7 (P2 + %)

2 2
QCF D-2 4-D 2(uJ_—lJ_)lJ_ 1 1 1

= r + v (=, .
27[D—2X< < ) )) H lu, — 1, [P20- 2+120 6 Tu, —1,1226) 7 \2 uy

Using these formulas we can compute the dependence on the cutoff x, separately for the two parts of the
decomposition (97)

tdx 2 -2 0 q d_[tdx -2 -2 0 « (s
de /dD /dD 1 (Coageqa)” (‘P?*qq)L("qqy_qu)+d_xO/ 4ﬂ/dD 211 (Cageqa) (W) L00q-

(107)

The first term gives
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a,Cpu*P D-2 2/ _ / 2w, =11, 1 1 1
_ Y r dD 2 dD 21 - —0,- )P =, .
2292y, ) lu, —1,[P202 + liD—6 + lu, — 1,206 (0429 —043)Y, 3 uy

(108)

Since the /, integration introduces no divergences [recall that (
D = 4. Then, we get

asCF 1 1 do - 1
_2ﬂ2x0/J2ML/({zlJ_ —lL|2lz ( qqg—aq,—l)‘l’},<§,ul> ——E/({Zulﬁlyy<z,ul>, (109)

where in the last equality we have used the B-JIMWLK equation [35-42]. The other contribution, depending only on the gg
amplitude, that was added and subtracted in the decomposition (97) becomes

aCoi [ (D=2\\2 [ ._ ) 20u, 1)1, 1 1 1
- 27202, r 2 /dD 2ML/dD g lu, =1, [P=210- 2+12D ot luy —1,[*P-° %oty 2

2a,Cr [ 1oy 1 1 4 (1 1
:—ﬂxo /dD er_<D_4—?—Elog(ﬂriu2)>aqc—,'¥},<§,rl> = —/dD er_d—XOZ},<§,rJ_>aq‘—I‘P},(§,rL>.

(110)

639 — Oq3) — 0 when [, — 0], we can take the exact limit

Finally, we put all the pieces together. Note that until now we have only explicitly shown the computation in the case in
which the intermediate quark is relativistic and the antiquark is nonrelativistic. However, the opposite case also gives a
contribution, which is, due to symmetry considerations, exactly equal. Taking this into account, we get

d dof ;MO _ePGON, / 92 oa| / &2r, Z g (2 !

— = — ry— il =.r

du d o 64 4z ld AN ACA NS

999
/ 1 *
x (/ d2r’J_KO<%>aq(—] (E,rﬁ_>> , (111)
and
}’ +N—>HQ+N 2,22 2
d do _ el /ﬁd’qq /dzrlKo on 7 (1 ry
dx, dt . 1287 4r 2 dxo 2’
NLO.qq9

(/ #70(5 al) )
Z0°N. di, |2 1 1
R it (e %) G )oulam))

64

x (/ dzerK(](erl)aqq (%Q» (112)

E. Summary

In this subsection, we check that the sum of all the contributions to the cross section at NLO accuracy has the expected
dependence on the cutoff scales u and x,. Let us first remind the reader that the leading-order cross section is finite and does
not depend on the dimensional regularization scale

d do r +N—>HQ+N

L) 11
du dt Lo 0 (113)
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Combining this with the scale dependence from the photon
wave function (83), the vector meson wave function (86),
and the one-loop correction to the wave function (111), we
see that the dependence on y cancels

The overall dependence on x, must also cancel, when the
B-JIMWLK evolution of the target is taken into account.
The leading-order cross section depends on the cutoff x,
both through the x,-dependence of the dipole cross section
and of the nonrelativistic wave function [this resulted from

d do—yTiJLrN ~HOEN _o (114) the fact that the decay width must be independent of x;
du dt LO+NLO see (63)]:
y*+N->HQ+N 2 2 ~
d doy, _¢ " 0N /ﬂ(pqz, /aﬂrlKo Qr.) oy (1 ry
dx dt 1287 h | Ax 2 xo \2’

<(fem(G)mlzn))

a,Cre’e Q2N

Co128x%E

Both of these x;, dependences of the leading-order cross
section are proportional to ;, and are thus at the same level
as the NLO contributions. Relevant NLO contributions are
the ones from the photon wave function (i.e., quark wave
function renormalization), Eq. (83); from the “vertex
correction” to the ¢gg component of the meson light-cone
wave function in (88); and from the ggg Fock state,
Eq. (112). All of these together are needed to make the
cross section at NLO independent of the cutoff, x,
naturally up to terms of higher order in ay:

d do, +N—>HQ+N
dxoT =0. (116)

LO+NLO

This demonstrates that the leading high energy behavior
(i.e., dependence on the cutoff x;) can be factorized into
B-JIMWLK evolution of the target. Note that our discus-
sion here has been framed in the language of a simple
small-x factorization procedure where the amplitudes o,
and 6,5, depend on the cutoff x,. It is known for other
processes (see e.g., Ref. [49]) that this can result in an
oversubtraction that can give rise to unphysical behavior for
the NLO cross section. We expect this problem to require,
just as for inclusive hadron production or inclusive DIS
[16,50-52], taking the amplitude to in fact depend on the
gluon longitudinal momentum fraction [1; in Eq. (46)]
in the appropriate way. This modification is formally of
higher order in «, and does not affect our conclusion that
the leading high energy logarithm can be factorized into
B-JIMWLK evolution.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we have studied the light-cone wave
function of a heavy quarkonium in the nonrelativistic limit

2
(115)

di  _|? 1
Sl ()l
[

with a focus on future applications within the dipole model.
In Sec. II, we discussed how to combine the dipole model
with the nonrelativistic power counting. Within this scope,
the main results of this work are the NLO correction to the
gg-component, given in Egs. (41) and (42), and the leading
contribution to the ggg component, given in Eq. (44) in
momentum space and in Eq. (45) in coordinate space.

We have performed several cross-checks of these results:

(i) We have checked that the light-cone distribution
amplitudes that are obtained from the light-cone
wave functions fulfill ERBL equation.

(ii)) We have confirmed that, for the longitudinal case,
we recover the results of Ref. [26] for radiative
corrections to S-wave quarkonium decay.

(iii) Finally, we have also checked that using the light-
cone wave functions that we found in the longi-
tudinal case to compute exclusive quarkonium
production in the limit Q > m we get that all
divergences vanish at NLO assuming B-JIMWLK
evolution of the target.

The importance of our results lies in a future application
to the computation of quarkonium exclusive production
at next-to-leading order. This would be the heavy quark
analog of the exclusive light meson production calculation
of Ref. [19], which is performed in a slightly different
formalism but uses the same physical picture of high
energy scattering. The heavy quark mass introduces addi-
tional complications on one hand but simplifies the
description of the meson on the other, due to the non-
relativistic nature of the bound state. For this, the photon
light-cone wave function with finite mass effects is needed;
this result will appear in the near future, following the
massless case [16]. Overall, we believe our work here is a
necessary part of a broad effort to increase to next-to-
leading order the accuracy of computations in the dipole
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picture for a variety of processes. Such improvements are
urgently needed to fully confront QCD theory in the
saturation regime with experimental data from an active
program at the LHC and from a future Electron-Ion Collider.
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APPENDIX A: QUARK WAVE FUNCTION
RENORMALIZATION IN LIGHT-CONE GAUGE

1. Calculation of renormalization coefficient

In this Appendix, we compute the wave function
renormalization in light-cone gauge by studying the residue
of the quark propagator. In the literature, this has been
obtained before [46]. However, we want to obtain a result
that is consistent with our regularization scheme. The NLO
correction to the quark propagator can be written as

i(f+m)

i(f+m)
pz—mz—i-iez )

p?—m?* +ie’

(A1)

where X(p) is the quark self-energy

(p) ig?Cr /I’+ dqg* 1
p)=- —
4 xop* 2n q+(p+ _q+)
/ dP=2q, Y"(po +m)y'd,,(q)
(2m)P=2 pm—§ - po +ie '

(A2)

Due to symmetry considerations, the self-energy can be
decomposed into three different terms,

X(p) = A(p*)m + B(p*)(# —m) + C(p*)f.  (A3)
where v is a vector orthogonal to p. Because there is no

preferred direction in the transverse plane, we can choose
it to be

2 2
()

The three components fulfill the following equations:
5 1/1 1
A(p*) =4 | Tr(Z(p) +?Tr(ﬂ(17)) . (AS)

(A6)

) = (wz(p» - ”—”Tr(ﬂ@))). (A7)

din-p P’

It is important to note that, in light-cone gauge, the good
and the bad components of the quark field can renormalize
differently,

(A8)

wo = (\/Zg+ \/Z_—%)u/

However, the good component is the only dynamical field
and our main interest. Therefore, we are going to identify Z
with Z,. Taking this into account, we arrive at the
conclusion that in light-cone gauge the procedure to find
the wave function renormalization from the quark propa-
gator is to compute

i(p+m) i
p*—m? +ie 2

#_prm g,

2 p?—m?+ie

(A9)

and look for the residue of the pole. This procedure gives

8Z = iB(m?) + 2im*A'(m?) — iC(m?), (A10)
where A'(m?) = di‘i;’;z) |p2:m2.
Let us start with the computation of Tr(#Z(p)),
Pt dgt 1
Tr(Z(p)) = —i(D = 2)PC A
f(p) = -0 ~2)7C; [
dP? 1
x/ L (Al
CrP 2 = — g +ie

the denominator can be rewritten as

P4 - py
2¢*(p* —q")
g (pt —q")(p* —m*) + m*(q")?
X (ﬂi + 5 ),
(r")
(A12)
where
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g*
AL =qy + ol I (A13)

Using this, we obtain

Te(is(p)) = L= izz;CFp F(4_2D)(4:}:;2>%l:dx(l—x)<x2—x(l—x)pzn:2m2>%. (Al4)

However, we are interested in the expansion around p* ~ m?,

izt = P2 (4 ()T [ e (1 L= o2y

472 2m?x

Now, we focus on Tr(Z(p)),

rt dgt 1 dD_qu 1
Tr(Z = img*(D - 2)C / - /
(=) = im0 =2s [ et

q
-2y (D) (1N [ g (1 D= 4)“2;1’2‘1(”2 =)+ 0((p* - ).

Finally,

THE(p) = i°Co /,,+ dg* | /dD‘Zq_L B N ((p2 —m?)(=2p" +524") (D_4)m2)
o 27 gt (pT—q") ) 2n)PpT—§ - py +ie q"
B iQZCFF<4—D) < m? >T
 4x? 2 Adru?

x Al dxxD4 (1 _D=H( =0 - m2)> ((p2 =R L e 4)m2) +O((p? — m2)?).

2m2x X

(A17)

Using the previous results and expanding around D ~ 4, we can obtain the terms that are needed to compute 6Z,

2
B(m?) = —TCr (AI8)
87
) 2
igsC 1 1 m y 1
A'(m?) = . r [(ﬂ+§1 g<m) +75> (2logxy +1) +logx0+§+ (log xo)?|, (A19)
lgch 1 1 m? YE
C(m? log(|— ) +=-2). A20
() = =g <D 4729 g<471'/,12> 2 (20)

Finally, we obtain the wave function renormalization

’C 1 1 2 1 2
57 =-7 2F 2( ——+=log m_2 +1E (2logxg + 1) + 2log xy + 2(log xg)? —|——+ log ")+ E o
8z - 4zp 2 -4 2 Adru?

This result agrees with Ref. [46] if we assume that they have neglected the combination
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re | 3 m?
41 =41 — ) =2 A22
(oo + )+ Stog (2] <2, (A22)

probably due to a difference in the renormalization pre-
scription. Additionally, we have checked that starting from
Eq. (3.28) in Ref [46] we also obtain our Eq. (A21).

2. Nonrelativistic subtraction

Now, we study the contribution to the wave-function
renormalization of nonrelativistic momenta. The motiva-
tion is to compute how [/ di¢(4,0) depends on the cutoff
Xo- To do this, it is useful to understand how to characterize
nonrelativistic momenta in light-cone coordinates. The
nonrelativistic character is given by the conditions

pL<<m (A23)
and
m
fo—<m. A24
-7 (A24)
The — component of the momentum, in general, is given by
2 2 2 2
__pitm pT—m
= . A25
2pt + 2pt (A25)

Using the above conditions, this can be approximated by

(A26)

Using this approximation, we obtain the nonrelativistic
component of the self-energy

B ig?Cr /XOP+ dg*t 1
2V2m Jxp+ 27 g
d2q, " (Po +m)y*d,,(q)
AP 2T | pon
2q* V2m

Inr(P)

(A27)

The infrared cutoff x, is such that m>>x,p™>x,pT>mv.
It is introduced because we are only interested in the
derivative with respect to x, and because we want to be
sure that no resummation (due to the nonrelativistic
nature) is required. In other words, we only care here
about the ultraviolet part of the nonrelativistic contribution.
Proceeding in a way completely analogous as the compu-
tation in the general case, we obtain

> 2 2
g Cr Xo gCr 1 1 m
5Zng = L 10g (20 1 olog(
NR T 08 <xA> o <D—4+2 %\ 42
2
v X gC
+ EE> log <i) + 4ﬂ2F ((log xy)? — (log xp)?).

(A28)

APPENDIX B: RELATIVISTIC CORRECTION TO
THE ¢g-COMPONENT OF THE LIGHT-CONE
WAVE FUNCTION

Our starting point is the Bethe-Salpeter equation in the
momentum-space form, which we write using a notation
similar to the one used in Ref. [45],

4
0 = [ Gk SOt K0 = s

X< BB (0)S2 (D) (B1)
where
0 _ ot mlua
[SF (pQ)]a’a - pZQ —m? 4 ie’ (BZ)
and
- #o = M
[ﬁwﬂw—%%ﬁfﬁ- (B3)

The subindices refer to the spinor structure, and we do
not write explicitly the color indices because the quarko-
nium is assumed to be in a singlet state. Here, K is
the kernel of the Bethe-Salpeter equation, and Y25 (p) is
the Bethe-Salpeter wave function, which depends on the
4-momentum. Since we are interested in the situation
described in Fig. 6, we have to take the limit in which
p is relativistic and ¢ is nonrelativistic. This limit has two
important consequences in Eq. (B1):

(1) K(p — q) can be approximated by K(p). Then, we
end up integrating the wave function on the rhs over
all possible nonrelativistic momenta; this is nothing
but the nonrelativistic wave function at the origin.

(2) Since p is a relativistic momentum (meaning that
p? 2 m?), we can safely compute K(p) in pertur-
bation theory, which gives using our conventions

dy(P)
p?+ie’
Note that Eq. (B1) is written in terms of 4-momenta which
can be off shell. To obtain the light-cone wave function,
first we rewrite the equation in terms of the on-shell
momenta used in light-cone perturbation theory (which
we denote by p) using the relation

[K(p)]a’a”,b”b’ = lgz CF}/Z’LI” yl;r/br (B4)

2 _ 2

p/‘:p/"+p

T B5
2np " (BS)
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Then, we obtain

v(pg.)0(Po.42)

HR
Yon(p) = 2V2M3z(1 - 2)(z %)/11,/12

ig*Cr Z{ u(po.A)a(po.Ar)
(%—l—p‘ — py + ie)

7PN (x = 0)r —
Gas— P~ =Py +i€)]w

d,(p 24/ 20,7
X < — — }ll/.(p) - _ \/_ ﬂr;”) (B6)
p~—p" +isgn(z—3)e M(z—3)
I
where we used the superindex R and NR to denote  and
respectively the relativistic and nonrelativistic components
of the wave function and M is the mass of the quarkonium 5 ) — wt . 2 3
state. Integrating the previous formula over p~ and using us(p.A) = 7u(p ). (C3)
that M ~ 2m, we obtain Eq. (30).
In terms of these components, we get
APPENDIX C: DIRAC ALGEBRA
Here, we report relations that we used in the main text =€ *(pg,Ag)u (P Q,/lRQ)ﬂu+(mv Ag)
which involve the computation of &¢u in the case in which + ity (Pros Aro)¥ (A u_ (mv, A)
one of the quarks is nonrelativistic. The general formulas +\PRQ: 4RO 0
for any momenta are well known in the context of light- + - (Pro. Aro)¢1 (Ac)us(mv, Ag). (C4)
cone perturbation theory [16,53]. The starting point is
. Now, we use the Dirac equation to obtain
it(Pro: Aro)¢" (Ag)u(mv, dg)
= 6_*(1303AG>ﬁ(i)RQvﬂRQ)ﬁu<mU7lQ) u_(mfu,ﬂQ) :%M+(m7],/1g), (CS)
+ #(prgs Aro)f (e ulmv. Ag), (1)
in which we have used the definition of the light-cone  and
gauge. Now, let us define the good (+) and bad (-)
components of the spinor field i_(Pro-Aro) =i (Pro-Arg) (M+41) it . (C6)
i ?Vinzsg
_(p.4) =Z-u(p, 1), C2 . )
u-(p.4) 2 u(p.4) (€2) Using this, we get
|
o . o .
il(Pro- Ar)f" (A6 )u(mv, dg) = € *(pg. A )ity (Pro. Aro)iu . (mv, o) +7§“+(PRQv/1RQ)¢i(lG)ﬁ”+(mU’AQ)
1
+———0.(Pro, A Ac)u, (mv, A
2\/§ZRQ +(Pros A (Ag)u ( 0)
1
+—————0. (Pro, A Ac)u, (mv,dp). C7
ZﬂmzRQ +(Pros ArQ)M LIt (AG)u i ( 0) (C7)
Now, using the property p*e,(p) = 0, we obtain
o (q4.€1 (46))(z6 + 22ro) - .
0(Pro-Aro)f (A )u(mv. Ag) = =L T2 20 =R (g, Arg)flus (mv. dg)
2fszZRQ
ZZRQ
A Ac)itu, (mv, A
2\/_ZRQ ity (Pro ArQ)# (Ag)itu, ( 0)
1
——— 0. (Ppo, A L& () lu, (mv, Ap). C8
4\/§mzkg +(Pro ArQ)Hd 1. ¢ (A6)]u i ( 0) (C8)

Note that #u = #u, and #u_ = 0. Therefore, we can safely remove the subindex + on the rhs.
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APPENDIX D: USEFUL FOURIER TRANSFORMS

In this Appendix, we report several equations which are useful to transform our results from position to momentum
space. Some of them are taken from Ref. [54]

dD—2p ePirL (m/r )0—42-2,<
D (r m)— / L _ L Koo (mr,). DI
(ri,m) (27)P-2 (p% + m?)<+H! (2JT)DT_22KF(K 1) = (mry) (D1)

The previous formula can be used to derive

x d’2p, ePri(pyry) i (m/r)"
1% (r L m) = / Py et Pury) lD_KL Koyae(mr ). (D2)
(27)°7" (p1 +m) (27) 72T (k + 1)
and
D-2 ip.r, 2 D-d-2x

(x) /d pre®r(pir ) (m/ri) = mr,
Iy (r ,m)= = o Kpooc(mr| ) — mxKpo(mr)). D3
2 (ri.m) (ZH)D—Z (p2l+m2)x+1 (2”)72,(”,(_'_1)( 2 (mry) 22( 1)) (D3)

At several points, we also need the expressions for Kp- (mr ) in the limit mr, < 1. This can be obtained using Eq. (D2)
and the technique of integration by regions [55]

1 2 \% _/D-2
Koz(mr,) ~ < ) ’ r( ) (D4)
2 mr \mr| 2

APPENDIX E: INTERMEDIATE RESULTS FOR THE EVALUATION OF FIG. 6

Fourier transforming the contribution in Eq. (30) from momentum to coordinate space (see Appendix D), we can write
the contribution as

0l e, ~2YD -G (oY1 o1 -2)e) (k-0

Fig6  2xm*(z — 1) 2z(1 —z2) 2

% S (@(py 41 )iu(mo, 2)] / Bia (0 O[T (mo. 25)it0(pg. 1))

A

sl e

x Y [a(po. Al v Ju(mo, 4))] / $ra (4, 0)[5(mo, 5[,V Lt (g, 22)]

A2

-mii&%%a@G-Sﬂﬁ””G-Oﬁ&@
xz (P Y utme, 1)) [ 5 41y 2. 0) 0G0 )L 0]

*#ff-z)(9<Z‘3>“‘Z”H(%‘Z)Z)KO“)
Z[(H) (po. a0 u(mv. 1)) [ L g 0) Fmr. ) F0(pg. 1)
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+(Z;§)[ﬁ(pg, AR L v Ju(mo, 29)] %(ﬁﬁm(l,0)[D(mv,/1/2)yiﬂv(ﬁé,/12)“

e (oo
30| (3-2) Wlhor a0 iutmn. )] [ 42 a0 00m0. 2ol 1)

22

_ (Z;—) [@(po. A1)y’ fiu(mv, 4] / ¢qq (4. 0)[D(mv, )y 1 ]v(po. 4o)]

S oo e

x S [albo A Lu(mo, )] [ a2 O mo ) (g 1) (®1)
2.2

where 7 = 2m(z = )r.
Using the Dirac equation satisfied by the spinors and the tabulated spinor matrix elements, we can express the matrix
elements (32) and (33) in terms of the helicities of the quark and antiquark as

u(pg.)gu(mv,1}) = % [(Z + %) 5l — i(z - %) (—1)"24161']] Ou2

Vam(z =076,y
_ v el (8" —i(=1)7'562), (E2)

v(mv, 25)gv(po. Ar) = Piel KZ - Z> 87 + i<Z - ;) (_1)1_;2617} 07,2,

V2m(z =Y (=176, _, . "
+ ( 2)( ) A2, 2261(5”_[( 1) 42

52). (E3)

Note that here the polarization vector ¢ is that of the transversely polarized gluon exchanged in Fig. 6; the longitudinal
polarization for the exchanged gluon is treated as a separate term in Eq. (30).
Using the matrix elements such as (E2) and (E3) in (E1), we can write it in the form

X/%{ﬁbéq(’to)}lm—nglp <9<Z—§>(1—Z)+9<§—z> )Ko(r)(—l)#
(i), 58 ool
i)

* { Zi alh 0)}11‘_12’”1((—1)1;25“ - i5j2)]

{¥ho), . @)l
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a0

di .

x [—4(%—1){ i ﬁ,z,(/L0)}_/11’/1271((_1)%5]'1_i5ﬂ)

_gE=d)

2-21-4p dl . : -3 . .
e

+€3§ﬁ%}232£(9<z—%>(1—z)+9<%—Z>Z>KKT)

di .

(] [0} (B4)

which is further simplified to get the result (34).
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