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The existing theory of hard exclusive QCD processes is based on two assumptions: (i) factorization into
a hard block convoluted with the light front distribution amplitudes; (ii) use of perturbative gluon
exchanges within the hard block. However, unlike deep inelastic scattering and jet physics, the
characteristic momentum transfer Q involved in the factorized block is not large enough for this theory
to be phenomenologically successful. In this work, we revisit the latter assumption (ii), by explicitly
calculating the instanton-induced contributions to the hard block, and show that they contribute
substantially to the vector, scalar, and gravitational form factors of the pseudoscalar, scalar, and vector

mesons, over a wide range of momentum transfer.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. The main goals and plan of the paper

The field of hadronic physics going back to the pioneer-
ing theoretical and experimental works of the 1960s,
continues to be a field of active development till today.
Remarkably, it remains still deeply divided along two
conceptually different approaches.

One approach is focused on the nontrivial vacuum
properties, with more specifically the central aspects of
chiral symmetry breaking and confinement. The discovery
of instantons and the development of numerical lattice
gauge theory have put the Euclidean formulation of QCD at
the center stage. The theory and phenomenology of
multiple Euclidean correlation functions became the pri-
mary source of information about quark-quark interactions.
The interrelation of perturbative and nonperturbative con-
tributions in various channels, as a function of the distance
between the operators, was clarified already in the 1990s
(see e.g., a review [1]). Models, with “constituent quark”
masses, confining and “residual” 4-fermion forces, pro-
vided a good description of most aspects of hadronic
spectroscopy. More recently, the discussion has shifted
to the properties of operators made of 4-, 5-, and 6-quarks
and their mixture with gluons.

Another approach is focused on partonic physics, with
more specifically inclusive and exclusive reactions. The
reader hardly needs to be reminded of the importance of
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deep inelastic scattering (DIS) and jet physics, where
perturbatively calculated hard cross sections are assumed
to factor out from the structure and fragmentation func-
tions, which are empirically fitted to a large sample of
data. These functions, defined on a light front, are not
readily amenable to an Euclidean formulation. The light
front distribution amplitudes of the lightest hadrons have
been discussed in the context of the QCD sum rules [2],
bottom-up holographic models [3], bound state resumma-
tions [4], basis light front quantization [5,6], and covariant
constituent quark models [7-9]. Recently, an Euclidean
formulation was put forth to extract the light front dis-
tributions from equal-time quasidistributions [10,11]. Its
implementation on the lattice [12] and in the random
instanton vacuum model [13] has been reasonably suc-
cessful, providing a first principle approach.

The theory of exclusive QCD reactions (the subject of
this work) follows a similar reasoning; see the early works
[14-16]. It is also based on two assumptions:

(1) the separation of scales, based on the assumption
that the momentum transfer Q (the scale in the “hard
block™), is large compared to the typical quark mass
and transverse momenta inside hadrons;

(i1) the hard block can be calculated perturbatively using
gluon exchanges.

However, the theory based on these two assumptions is
insofar not successful, as there remains a wide gap between
the semihard domain of Q in which experimental/lattice
results are available and the “asymptotic” theory at Q — 0.
(The latest lattice results with very fine lattices that we will
discuss at the end of the paper are starting to fill this gap.) The
empirical values of the mesonic form factors times Q? are
well above the one-gluon exchange predictions, even with
(what we consider maximally possible) flat distribution
amplitudes and higher twist contributions included.
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This is not surprising, as there is an important difference
between the scales in DIS and jet physics on the one hand and
exclusive processes on the other. The former operates in the
range 0% = 107 — 10* GeV?, while the exclusive processes
operate in a different range with Q> = 2-10 GeV? (some-
times referred to as a semihard regime).

We accept the assumption (i) mentioned above: the Q?
scale is indeed large compared to the typical squared
transverse momentum (p? ) ~ 0.1 GeV? within a hadron,
or the constituent quark mass Mg, ~ 0.1-0.15 GeV?. In the
Breit frame description of the form factors, conventional
“collinear” kinematics should still hold. So we still have a
notion of a “hard block operator,” sandwiched between two
wave functions.

Yet we do not accept the second assumption (ii), showing
that at such momentum transfer Q, the nonperturbative
quark interactions are not at all negligible in comparison to
gluon exchanges. Therefore a purely perturbative treatment
of the hard block needs to be supplemented by calculations
of leading nonperturbative contributions from first prin-
ciples, and this paper makes the first steps in this direction.

Among various exclusive reactions, the recent literature
is focused mainly on decays of heavy quark mesons such as
D- and B-mesons, much studied at electron colliders.
However, in this work we restrict our analysis to only
elastic form factors of light mesons. We will consider two
types of hard blocks, induced by either virtual photons or
scalars. (Of course, scattering of Higgs bosons cannot be
experimentally achieved, but it has been studied on the
lattice, and it is rather interesting.)

Before we outline the content of this work, let us
comment on other approaches aimed at the mesonic form
factors. Instead of discussing on-shell light-cone distribu-
tion amplitudes, one may start with two- or three-point
correlation functions, containing the electromagnetic cur-
rent and two local currents with meson quantum numbers.
One of them or both may carry large virtuality, in which
case the three points probed are all close to each other. After
evaluating the correlation functions in the deeply virtual
regimes, one relates them to on-shell form factors via
dispersion relations or QCD sum rules.

For the pion form factor these approaches can be split into
two categories, based on the different pion currents used. The
firstone (e.g., [17]) uses the axial currents (c_lyﬂys u), while the
second one uses the pseudoscalar one (dysu). Note that in the
former both quarks carry the same chirality (LL + RR), while
in the latter they carry opposite chiralities (LR + RL).

In the first category, the correlators are analyzed using
the QCD sum rule methods, previously developed for the
two-point axial current correlators. They make use of the
operator product expansion (OPE) which assumes that
the distances between the currents are small in comparison
to the typical vacuum fields, represented by the gluon and
quark condensates. The small-distance correlators are then
connected to integrals over on-shell contributions using the

pertinent spectral densities, with the pion plus the A| meson
plus a “high energy continuum.” In the second category, the
distances between the currents are also assumed to be
small, but the calculation is based on the so-called single-
instanton approximation (SIA); see [18-21].

Instead of comparing the specific results of these works,
we make a more general comment on the same ideas
previously applied to the two-point functions. Since the
axial spectral density is known experimentally from z-
lepton decays, these correlation functions are phenomeno-
logically known (see e.g., the analysis in [22] and many
others). The OPE expressions may only be used at rather
small distances x < 0.4 fm, while the pion contribution
becomes visible only at much larger distances x > 1 fm. In
between, the contribution of the A; meson dominates.
Therefore we are very skeptical of the approach in the first
category. (Note also that the “instanton liquid model”
works at all distances; see Fig. 2 in [22].)

The pseudoscalar two-point function is also known and
was calculated on the lattice in multiple works (see e.g., [23]).
Unlike the axial case, here the pion contribution is large and
dominant already at small distances x ~ 0.3 fm. Itis also well
reproduced by the single instanton contribution. Therefore,
one should perhaps trust the accuracy of the approach in the
second category (with the pseudoscalar currents) more. [The
relevance of these comments to our work will be evident
below, in the relative contributions of the mesonic distribution
amplitudes (DA) with different chiral structures. ]

The outline of our paper is as follows: the next
introductory section compares the magnitude of one-gluon
exchange with a generic 4-fermion interaction of the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio type, to get an initial qualitative idea
on the relative strength of the perturbative and nonpertur-
bative effects. Clearly, the nonperturbative contributions
will wane out at larger momentum transfer. This section
also includes Sec. I C with a brief introduction to the salient
instanton effects and their key parameters.

Since the paper contains a lot of technical details, not so
important for a first reading, we decided to collect all the
results for the pion, the rho vector meson, and the scalar and
gravitational form factors in Sec. II. The actual calculations
start from the perturbative ones (diagram (a) in Fig. 1) in
Sec. Il A. They include the twist-2 and twist-3 contribu-
tions, most of which have been discussed in some form in
the literature for the vector form factors, but not in a fully
quantitative manner.

As discussed in Sec. III F, these results can be general-
ized to a large set of effective 4-quark scattering operators,
as a substitute for one-gluon exchange. A simple warm-up
calculation of this kind consists in taking the Fourier
transform of the instanton field instead of a gluon propa-
gator, as discussed in Sec. III G. We do not consider such an
approach internally consistent, and for this reason we will
not include it in the “results” section.

The core calculations of the instanton-induced effects
are collected in Sec. IV. We start by explaining an
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FIG. 1. The perturbative one-gluon exchange diagrams: (a) Ex-
plains our notations for momenta of quarks and mesons. The thin
solid lines are free quark propagators, the red star indicates the
virtual photon (or scalar) vertex, bringing in large momentum ¢*,
and the shaded ovals represent the (light-front) mesonic density
matrices (distributions). (b) Indicates a “Born-style contribution,”
in which the gluon propagator is substituted by the Fourier
transform of the instanton field. (c), (d) Contain three propagators
in the instanton background (thick lines). In (c) all of them are
Sz, made of nonzero Dirac modes, while in (d) two of them are
S, made of quark zero modes. This last contribution will be
referred to as the “’t Hooft-style term.”

Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) algorithm (short
of a Hamiltonian formulation), whereby full multiple
quark propagators in the instanton field are amputated
from their trivial free propagation, and leading to local
operators of the hard block. We discuss separately the
contributions to the propagators due to the Dirac zero
modes and the Dirac nonzero modes.

Section V contains a discussion of the mesonic light-
cone DAs, which are the wave functions integrated over
transverse momenta. Following a brief review of the
literature, we introduce the pion, rho, and scalar meson
amplitudes with different chiral structures, which we use
consistently in the results of the calculations. The paper
ends with a discussion in Sec. VI, in which the phenom-
enological and current lattice results about the mesonic
form factors are compared. A number of Appendixes are
added to include more technical details of the calculations.

B. Comparing the one-gluon exchange
with the 4-fermion interaction of the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model

Historically, the 1961 paper by Nambu and Jona-Lasinio
(NJL) [24] was the first breakthrough that established the
notion of chiral symmetry of the strong interactions, as well

as its spontaneous breaking. Furthermore, it also suggested
a particular mechanism for it to occur, by postulating the
existence of a certain 4-fermion interaction with a given
coupling Gy, strong enough to make a superconductor-
like gap in the fermionic vacuum. The second important
parameter of the model is the UV cutoff Ay ~ 1 GeV,
below which their hypothetical attractive 4-fermion inter-
action operates. Their magnitudes were determined from
the empirical quark condensate and pion properties [25]
(for a review see [26]).

With time there were many applications of the NJL
model with different operators and parameters. For defi-
niteness we use the parameter set from Ref. [27] (and other
papers of the same authors) as an example. Those were
consistently used for the description of aspects of chiral
symmetry breaking, such as the quark constituent masses,
the pion and kaon masses, and those of other bound states
such as nucleons (made of a constituent quark and a
diquark). The central part to all NJL applications is the
so-called “gap equation” for the effective quark mass

3GNLM /AR d
My =m+ NIL Q/ RdT e ()
1

2 2
T /AIZN T

where m is the current quark mass and M, the constituent
quark mass following from (1). Note that when m = 0,
M # 0 cancels out in the left-hand side and the right-hand
side, and remains only in the (regulated) loop integral. For
the input parameters used in these works

GNJL =19 GeV‘z, AIR =0.24 GeV, AUV =0.645 GeV,
(2)

the constituent mass is found to be My ~ 0.4 GeV, close to
half of the mass of the “usual” p meson mass or 1/3 of the
A baryon mass.

For an estimate, it is useful to use the magnitude of the
NIJL nonperturbative force and compare it to the force from
one-gluon exchange or Fyyo,(k*) = ¢*/k%. For a typical
exchange within a meson with

K> = xxQ* ~ 0%/4, (3)

the ratio of the NJL to gluon exchange forces is

G k>
NJL exp <_ > ) , (4)
Fgluon AUV

where we assumed a Gaussian or exponential form factor
with Ayy. Figure 2 shows the dependence of (4) on Q2.
While this ratio drops toward large momenta due to the
form factors, the ratio remains above one in a wide range of
momentum transfers.
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FIG. 2. The ratio of the nonperturbative-to-perturbative 4-
fermion effective vertex (4), with a Gaussian form factor (solid
line) and exponential form factor (dashed line), versus the
momentum transfer squared Q%(GeV?).

Thus, on a qualitative level one may think that the
puzzling large value of the form factors at intermediate Q
can perhaps be understood by adding to the perturbative
diagram Fig. 1(a) the nonperturbative diagram 1(b),
with the NJL effective quark scattering of appropriate
magnitude.

However, it is impossible to do it consistently. The
electromagnetic, scalar, or gravitational vertex (indicated
by stars in this figure) may occur well inside the cutoff
region [indicated by a blue circle in diagram 1(c)] with
strong nonperturbative fields, and the hypothetical nature
of the local NJL interaction provides no obvious clues on
how to handle propagation in it. For the minimal vector
insertion, one may argue for gauge invariance to compen-
sate for the lack thereof in the presence of a nonlocal 4- or
6-quark interaction [28], but this constraint does not ensure
quantum Uy (1) explicit breaking (see below) and does
not extend consistently to the scalar, gravitational, and
more general vertices. So, one needs a more microscopic
approach, providing a consistent description of quark
propagation in the nonperturbative backgrounds.

C. Brief introduction to instanton effects

So far we focused on the (historically first) nonpertur-
bative approach to physics of chiral symmetry breaking,
namely the NJL model. With the advent of QCD in the
1970s, this hypothetical interaction between quarks
obtained a more fundamental explanation which came
from the understanding of gauge topology, the Chern-
Simons number, and topological tunneling events, semi-
classically described by instantons [29]. As discovered by
’t Hooft [30], instantons indeed generate 4- and 6-fermion
effective interactions of quarks. Those qualitatively differ
from the NJL operator in the fact that they explicitly violate

U, (1) chiral symmetry (see below). By the end of the
1970s most ingredients of the instanton theory—fermionic
zero modes and the propagators in the instanton field we
will be using—were constructed [31].

In the 1980s the main question then was whether those
instanton-induced interquark forces are strong enough to
generate chiral symmetry breaking. Assuming it is so, one
of us [32] developed the so-called instanton liquid model
(ILM), using as inputs the values of the quark and gluon
condensates. It assumes that the instanton ensemble has the
following parameters:

ng~1fm™, p~1/3fm~1/(0.6 GeV) (5)
for the instanton plus anti-instanton density and size,
respectively. Their combination, known as the diluteness
parameter of the instanton ensemble, is defined by

I (6)

These two parameters of the ILM correlate well with the
parameters of the NJL model; in particular the size p
corresponds to the inverse UV cutoff. Years later, these
parameters were confirmed, by both lattice studies and
numerical simulation of the interacting instanton liquid
model of the ensemble (for a review see [33]).

The prevailing picture of the nonperturbative fields
populating the QCD vacuum in the 1970s—reflected in
the wide use of the OPE in the QCD sum rule framework—
was a near-homogeneous vacuum field, with characteristic
momenta

pNAQCDN l/fm

The ILM had drastically changed the picture, emphasizing
instead the role of the small-size instantons with relatively
strong fields. For a qualitative estimate, let us mention the
color summed field strength of these fields inside the
instantons

192p*

(G, (x)* = RV (7)

Its magnitude at the center of a typical instanton with p =
1/3 fm is large,

Gums = 1/(G4,(0))? = V192/p* ~ 5 GeV2.

As we will show below, the averaging over the instanton
size distribution of the induced interactions in the hard
block causes a shift toward smaller instanton sizes and
stronger fields, with typically p = 1/6 fm and G~
20 GeV?2. Such fields are by no means small compared
to the scale of the momentum transfer between quarks in
the semihard domain under consideration. (Note also that it
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is larger than the charm quark mass m2 ~ 2 GeV?2. At the
end of the paper we will speculate that our light-meson
results can be extrapolated in quark mass, to the strange and
perhaps even charm sectors.)

Instanton fields were incorporated directly into many
physical effects. The simplest are the heavy quark potentials
[34] and high energy scattering [35], in which quark
trajectories can be described by straight lines. Many more
applications follow from ’t Hooft effective Lagrangian [30],
following from zero modes of the Dirac equation in the
instanton background field, as briefly recalled in Appendix C.
It is important to note that the existence of zero modes is a
consequence of topological theorems and cannot be changed
by any smooth deformation of the instanton field.

The multiquark effective Lagrangian for two quark
flavors (N; =2) consists of certain 4-quark operators.
As the NJL interaction, they preserve SU(Nj) chiral
symmetry, but unlike the NJL interaction, they explicitly
violate the Uy (1) chiral symmetry. While in “mesonic”
notations, with o= (gq), 7= (girstq), n=(girsq),
5= (g7 q), the NJL Lagrangian has the structure

Ly, ~ (7 +¢%), (8)

a different instanton-induced one has the structure

N, =2)
LtHooft ~ (7_1‘:2 + 62 - 32 - ’72)' (9)

It is the minus sign of the last two terms which indicates the
explicit breaking of U,(1). Therefore in the # channel
(called n’ for three flavors and in PDG meson tables) the
interaction is not attractive but repulsive, making it heavy.
In passing, we also note that the light-front wave function
of the 5’ was recently calculated in [6] (see Fig. 12), and it is
drastically different from that of the pions.

With the original ILM parameters, the diluteness param-
eter is k ~ 1/10, and multiple lattice studies using “deep
cooling” toward the action minima have reproduced this
value. This conclusion, however, was put in doubt by some
more recent studies, which studied the dependence on the
cooling time by extrapolating to its zero value time (that is,
to the quantum vacuum itself). This dependence is related
to instanton—anti-instanton annihilation processes during
cooling. As a result, they suggested a larger value for «.

In particular, lattice-based study [36] focused on the
instanton contribution to three and two-point Green func-
tions in the full quantum vacuum and with cooling. Their
original motivation was to extract the gluon coupling a;(k),
so the observable on which this work was focused is the
ratio of the three-point to two-point Green function (in
configurations transformed to the Landau gauge)

6 ((2(3)(12)\2
aMOM(k) = %% (10)

In the “uncooled” quantum vacuum (with gluons) the effec-
tive coupling starts running downward at large k > 1 GeV,
as required by asymptotic freedom. However, at low & — 0,
one finds a persisting positive power of k, with a slope that
matches exactly the one following from an instanton
ensemble [37]:

k4
18zn "

ayom (k) — (11)
Furthermore, after cooling for different cooling time z, it
was observed that the same power spreads to all momenta,
even for k > 1 GeV. This corresponds to the expectation
that cooling eliminates perturbative gluons (the plain
waves) but preserves (a certain time-dependent fraction)
of instantons.

Here, we will not cover the details of this analysis, but
rather mention their main conclusion: the total instanton
density (extrapolated to zero cooling time) is n ~ 10 fm™,
an order of magnitude larger than in the original ILM. In
other words, this analysis suggests that the vacuum
instanton diluteness parameter (6) is actually not small,
but rather large x ~ 1. This conclusion does not in fact
contradict our understanding of the underlying chiral
symmetry breaking and the parameters of the ILM, since
this large density includes close II pairs, with zero
topological charge. These molecules have a small impact
on chiral symmetry breaking and related observables, and
therefore were not included in the ILM. However, their
internal gauge fields are very strong and should affect
nonperturbative quark scattering of the type we discuss in
this paper.

II. RESULTS

In this paper we consider a larger set of form factors than
is usually done in the available literature. In particular, we
discuss the pseudoscalar, vector, and scalar mesons, and
we calculate the vector, scalar, graviton, and dilaton form
factors.

We also include in the distribution functions several
possible Dirac/chiral structures allowed by parity. We
calculate the contributions to the hard block corresponding
to all four diagrams of Fig. 1. Specifically, those are as
follows: 1(a) the perturbative one-gluon exchange; 1(b) the
Born- style contribution of the instanton gauge field; 1(c)
the contribution of the nonzero mode quark propagators in
the instanton background; and 1(d) the contribution of the
instanton zero modes to the propagators, or 't Hooft
effective 4-fermion quark interaction.

There are many technical details about these contribu-
tions, the relative values of the various parameters, etc., all
of which are relegated to subsequent sections. Therefore,
we decided to present the final results first, with the step-
by-step derivation to be given later in the paper. Here we do
not discuss the subleading contributions, the uncertainties
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of all parameters involved, etc. For that one has to read the
paper in full. Also, the discussion of the various (light-
front) wave functions (distributions) will be discussed in
Sec. V. In order to avoid too many plots, we selected a
single “reasonable” example for the light-front distributions
of the pion and rho mesons. For the former it is just a “flat”
distribution, ¢,(x) = 1, and for the latter we use a simple
parametrization

P& ~ exp (— %) (12)

with £ =x — X, the difference between the quark and
antiquark momentum fractions.

We discuss four types of elastic mesonic form factors:
(a) the vector ones, associated with hard scattering of a
photon; (b) the scalar ones, associated with scattering via a
Higgs boson exchange (of course, those are not in practice
doable, but scalar form factors were calculated numerically
via lattice gauge theory simulations); (c), (d) the gravita-
tional ones, associated with scattering via a graviton or
dilaton exchange. In this section we report results for three
contributions to each of them, of Figs. 1(a), 1(c), and 1(d).
Plots are provided only for the pseudoscalar and vector
mesons, and only for the vector and scalar form factors. For
other cases we present the expressions for the scattering
amplitudes.

A. Vector form factors of the pseudoscalar mesons

We will keep the notations of the contributions as
explained in Fig. 1. For example, the (photon-induced)
vector scattering amplitude on the pion, with perturbative
one-gluon exchange, will be referred to as V%, which is

2Cpﬂasf,2,
N.Q

1
X /dxldxz (561562 n méluon/Q2> (%r(xl)%z(xz)

#2200 (1)
o\ AL + B/ @

+é¢g<x1>(p;?<x2>(m+ 1))”
(13)

Here we show explicitly the electromagnetic charges
e, =2/3, e;=1/3, although of course the total charge
of a positive pion is e, + e; = 1. The color matrices give
the factor Cr = (N2 —1)/2N, = 4/3 with N, = 3 number
of colors. The large spacelike photon momentum is g*
and q,q" = —Q? < 0. The photon polarization vector is
€,(q), with €,¢" = 0. The momenta of the initial and final
mesons are called p and p’. The pion decay constant is

Vi(@) =) + (et e

f=~ 133 MeV, and it characterizes the wave function at
the origin in the transverse plane, r;, = 0. For the pion
distribution we use the expression (134) which includes not
only the chirally diagonal part of the distribution ¢, (x) but
also the chirally nondiagonal ones, such as ¢ (x). The DA’s
depend only on one longitudinal momentum fraction x,
which corresponds to the 2-body sector of the full wave
function. The regulators of the divergent integrals by extra
terms in the denominators are discussed in Sec. III B, where
the relative magnitude of both chiral contributions are
compared. Here the bar indicates that the momentum
fractions are those of antiquarks, X; = 1 — x;. In terms of
the asymmetry parameters, these variables read as
x;=(14¢&)/2, x; = (1 =¢&;)/2. The regulators are the
gluon mass and quark “transverse energy.”

Note that the last two terms ~y2/Q? are kept because y,
(131) is large, unlike the masses and transverse momenta
squared of quarks which are ignored. We note further that
the sum of them is shown in the summary plot in Fig. 3.

The contribution we call the Born-like instanton con-
tribution V7 has the same Dirac traces, as explained in
Sec. III G, and is obtained by substituting in V7 the Fourier
transforms of the instanton gauge field (59) instead of the
gluon propagator, with

ray(Q/2) = k(G (Qpv/X1X,)), (14)
0.6 ‘
Q*FY(Q?) (GeV?) .
05/ -
o ....II"..

4 6 8 10
Q* (GeV?)

FIG. 3. The vector form factors of the pion times the squared
momentum transfer, Q*F,(Q%)(GeV?) versus Q?(GeV?). The
closed disks show the total perturbative contribution. The squares
correspond to the instanton contribution from the nonzero mode
propagators Syz. The dotted line above is their sum. The solid
line is the usual dipole fit with the rho meson mass, and the open
points are from the experimental measurements. We do not show
the multiple data points at smaller Q?, where there is good
agreement with the dipole formula.
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and is therefore

2CFK'f,2[>

V3(02) = €,(a)(p* + p")(eu + €2) [( N.Q?

X / dx;dx,(G*(Qpv/%1%,))

1
- (lefz +m? /Q2> <4’n(xl)§0n(x2)
gluon

2
+ 2@ (fﬂﬁ(ﬁ)(ﬂf;(xz) (m 1)
1

+6¢5@0¢HXQ<;—:éTZ?+>>>}
(15)

The instanton-induced form factor G is given in (59). The
angular brackets indicate averaging over the instanton size.

The contribution V7, from three nonzero mode propa-
gators, are discussed in Sec. IVA, and it leads to the
following result:

22,2

KT
2 (p*Gy(Qp))
N M, v

vz=6ﬂ<q><pﬂ+pw><eu+e,-,>[

[ ansm (o080 =0 (o )|

(16)

The function Gy is given in (75). Again, the angular
brackets indicate that it is averaged over the instanton
size distribution, as explained in Sec. IV J. Note that the
partonic integrand involves a single momentum fraction x,
(or X, in the symmetric term not shown). The other integral
is simply over the function itself. For all of them except ¢’/
it is the normalization integral equal to 1. Yet for this one it
is an integral of the derivative, and therefore it vanishes due
to the quark-antiquark symmetry x <> x

A Ll ()dx = gT(1) = gl(0) 0 (17)

so the last term in (16) does not actually contribute to the
form factor.

The contribution of the mixed zero mode and nonzero
mode ('t Hooft vertex) derived in Sec. IV E, to the pion
vector form factor is

= —€,(q)( p"+p )(ew +ez)
K'JT2 2 2
X{ ) e o)

[ andsagt oot )| (18)

As we noted in (17), this contribution vanishes after the x
integration is carried.

The summary plot of the pion vector form factor is
shown in Fig. 3, taking all three DAs as flat distributions
¢z(x) = @L(x) =1 and ¢/ = 0. This selection is moti-
vated by our view that the flat distributions represent an
upper bound on the DA, with the asymptotic form provid-
ing a lower bound.

The perturbative contributions V7 (closed circles) is the
sum of all chiral structures of the pion density matrices. The
corresponding integrals for each of them separately are
shown in Fig. 7, from which it is seen that the chiral-
nondiagonal term is about twice larger than the chiral-
diagonal one in the range of momenta considered. This
feature was anticipated already in [38].

The instanton Born-style contributions to V7 is relatively
close to V7 if the instanton diluteness parameter is k = 1.
(For a discussion of its value see the end of Sec. IC.) To
avoid any misunderstanding, we note that the V7 contri-
bution does not really constitute a consistent account for the
instanton effects, as are V7, V7, and therefore is not shown
in the summary plot.

The instanton-induced contribution VZ (squares) at
k = 1 is comparable to the perturbative V7 in magnitude,
but has a different dependence on Q2. The instanton form
factor is of course a decreasing function of momentum
transfer, but on the plot it is multiplied by an extra Q% and is
therefore slowly increasing.

Taken together (dotted line at the top) they account for
the pion form factor for the corresponding values of Q2,
reasonably well joining the experimental data at the lower
end. We stress that no parameters were fitted for this to
happen. Our main focus is still a comparison between all
plots, with the same set of parameters.

B. Scalar form factors of the pion

One may think of a pointlike scalar quantum, hitting one
of the quarks with momentum transfer ¢* to be the Higgs
boson. If so, the corresponding couplings are Yukawa
couplings 4,, ¢ = u, d, ..., of the standard model. However,
these couplings are unimportant for the form factors.
(For example, lattice groups use for convenience 4, = 1,
A4 = 0.) The corresponding amplitude of the elastic scat-
tering on a pion, with a perturbative one-gluon exchange
between quarks, leads to the following scattering
amplitude:

27Cra, f2 ﬂ) /1 dxydx,
— (O +A)M
( d) Q|:< NCQZMQ 0 1_615C2+m§1uon/Q2

X (%(Xl)fﬂﬁ(xz) (1 +7€2++2¢/Q2)

+goaln)ol ()] (19)

054028-7



EDWARD SHURYAK and ISMAIL ZAHED

PHYS. REV. D 103, 054028 (2021)

Note first that we included outside the square bracket the
quark constituent mass My, which is balanced by the same
constituent mass in the denominator. We did it to facilitate
the comparison with the instanton-induced expressions to
follow.

In the previous section, on the vector form factor, it was
obvious that the factors with charges and momenta in the
amplitude do not belong to form factors, as they are also
present in the forward scattering at Q = 0. The situation
with the scalar form factors is a bit different. The forward
scattering amplitude on a hadron 4 is proportional to

_ oM;
> q(hlaglh) = =3 2,5t (20)
q q q

thanks to the Feynman-Hellman theorem. The derivative
appearing here is known for the pion from the Gell-Mann-
Oaks-Renner relation and for most hadrons from lattice
chiral extrapolations.

In the scalar plots to follow, we will show the square
brackets in the amplitudes times Q2 without the factors in
front, as we did for the vector cases. Indeed, our main focus
is on the relative magnitude of different contributions.
However, the reader should be cautioned that the true scalar
form factor Fg(Q?) requires multiplication by an additional
factor

YA 0M3/Om,
§ Mpd 2y

standard form factor normalization

(21)

to enforce the

An additional contribution proportional to the quark
mass M, instead of y,, is explicitly given in (45), but,
being subleading, it is not mentioned here.

Note also that the scalar amplitudes have a negative
overall sign, which really does not matter as the couplings
A, are arbitrary. This sign, of course, does not affect the
contribution to the form factor as captured by the square
bracket. The Born-like instanton contribution to the scalar
pion scattering, S7, is obtained by the same substitution
(14) to S? and is therefore not shown here.

The contribution of the instanton-induced Fig. 1(c) (with
three nonzero mode propagators) is

Kﬂ'2 2
SE(0) = ~(au )Mo | (528 (00 st00)

x Al dx1dx; %o (x1) <¢5(Xz) - éw?(&))}
(22)

Unlike the vector form factor V7 (16), the scalar form factor
here involves the form factor Gg in (77), which is part
of Gv.

057

AAAAAANNNAANAAANAAANNNANNAN
0.0 1

0 2 4 6 8 10
Q* (GeV?)

FIG. 4. We show the square bracket in the scalar scattering
amplitudes of the pion as in (19) times the momentum transfer
squared (GeV?) versus Q?(GeV?). As in the previous plot, the
black closed disks correspond to the one-gluon exchange con-
tribution, the black squares correspond to the instanton contri-
bution from three nonzero mode propagators Syz, and the black
triangles correspond to the zero mode terms S in two propa-
gators. The dotted line above is their sum. [We recall that the full
normalized scalar form factor is obtained by multiplying these
results by the extra factor (21).]

The contribution from the mixed zero modes and non-
zero modes or 't Hooft vertex is

1
X <QPK1(QP)>A dx,dx;

« (ruoeten) (o) + 2ot o)

sxapstoe) (080 + ot () )| @

The perturbative and instanton contributions to the scalar
form factor of the pion (with flat DAs) are shown in Fig. 4
versus Q2. Again, one finds them to be comparable in
magnitude but quite different in their Q dependence.
Moreover, their sum is roughly independent of Q2.

C. Form factors of transversely polarized vector mesons

The transversely polarized rho meson form factors are
both electric and magnetic (see below). For simplicity, we
quote here the contribution to the electric or charge form
factor by choosing the transverse polarization ez (p, p’) of
the p with momentum p, p’ to be also transverse to ¢,

orer(p,p')-q=0.
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The perturbative contribution (a) for the transversely polarized rho vector form factor is formally subleading (containing
an extra factor of m2/Q?), as the y2/Q? contribution in the second term of V%, and is found to be

2nCragfim?\ [1 dx,dx;
( ) H(Q)(p p )( !)( r T) NL-Q4 0 x1x2+méluon/Q2

(oo = ot et (s T -2)

1, 1 1
e (fcl +E /0 %+ E /Q% =

Note that the minus sign in the product of polarization vectors in fact means that this contribution is positive, since
€5 - €7 < 0 in the Minkowski metric used here. The Born-like instanton contribution to the rho vector form factor V7, is also
given by the substitution (14) to V%, and will not be given.

The one-gluon exchange to the scalar form factor of the transverse rho meson is

S6(0%) = —(Ay + A7) Mo (—€} - €7) KMW)

N, My0*
x/ dx;dx, ( (xl (/’p X;) €0A/ (x2)/4) n ((Pp x) (PA/ (x1)/4) %(M))] (25)
1% + Mgyon/ O X +E3/Q? X+ E3/Q?
The contribution of the mixed zero mode and nonzero mode to the transverse rho meson vector form factor is
) 2 2
VI = eua)(p + 1) + e ) [ v By (0r)
1 _ @ (x1) @)’ (x2)
[ amann (0,0 = 250 (00 + 2,20 (26)
The contribution of the mixed zero mode and nonzero mode to the rho meson scalar form factor is
K> f o f p2m
SUQ%) = =(Ay + Ag)M (=€ - er) | | —LL7L ) ((0p)*Gs(0p))
4N, M
_ @ (x1) B} @) (x7)
x / dxydx, (xl (mxl) =) 0h () + % 0, () = o) ) | (27)

The contribution of the 't Hooft vertex to the vector form factor of the transversely polarized rho is detailed in (114) with
the result

Vi(Q?) = —(ey + ez)(e,(q)(p* + p")(€f - e7)) {(QPKI(Q/)» (%1@)] ' (28)

The contribution of the mixed nonzero mode and zero mode contribution ('t Hooft vertex) to the scalar form factor of the
transversely polarized rho is

S30) = +(0,+ Mol ) (i) (T 0ok 00)

[ vt (0 ) (50 + o)) st (w00 + o) )] @)

Perturbative and nonperturbative contributions to vector and scalar formfactors of transversely polarized p meson are
plotted in Figs 5 and 6, respectivelty.
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0.25 ; . : : .
2V 2 2
Q*FY (@) (GeV?)...ooc
0.20 +
0.15+¢
0.10 % ]
0.05¢
0.00O 2 4 6 8 1‘0
Q? (GeV?)
FIG. 5. The vector form factors of the transversely polarized rho

meson times the momentum transfer squared Q?F3(0?)(GeV?)
versus 02, (GeV?). The black closed points show the perturbative
contribution, the black triangles correspond to the instanton zero
mode ('t Hooft vertex) contribution, and the squares are the
contribution of the nonzero mode propagators Syz. The dotted
line above is their sum.

Completing this section, let us summarize the lessons
from these four plots: a/ the first conclusion stemming
from all of them is that the instanton effects are indeed
comparable to the perturbative ones in magnitude; b/
the second conclusion is that, while separate contribu-
tions have different Q-dependence, the total sums tend
to be flat. While this conclusion seems to correspond to
lattice data, we still need to remind the reader that the
absolute normalization of the instanton-induced effects
(squares and triangles in the previous four plots)
remains relatively uncertain. The value x =1 is moti-
vated (as for the DAs) to represent the “maximal but
reasonable” value. The quark mass used M, = 0.4 GeV
may be strongly modified in the denominators. With
better knowledge of the gauge topology and DAs, these
curves may be modified.

J

1.2

QE @) (Gev?)

1_0 ©00000000000000000000000000000

0.8}
06|
04}
0.2}

0.0

AAAAAAAALAAAAAALAAAAAAMAAAAAAAA

o 2 4 6 8 10
Q* (GeV?)

-0.2

FIG. 6. The square bracket quoted in the scalar scattering
amplitudes of the rho given in the text times the momentum
transfer squared Q[ --](GeV?) versus Q%(GeV?). The black
closed points correspond to the one-gluon exchange contribution,
the black squares to the instanton contribution of three nonzero
mode propagators Syz, and the black triangles to the zero mode
terms S, in two propagators. The dotted line above is their sum.
[Recall that the normalized scalar form factor is obtained by
multiplication by the extra factor in (21).]

We end this section by noting that the hard block is not
sensitive to the current quark mass m,, as it was assumed
that Q% > m2. Therefore, going from the pion to ;, and
perhaps even 7. (in the appropriate kinematic range) one
only needs to change the wave functions and the decay
constant f, — f,,. We will discuss the comparison to
lattice data in Sec. VIB.

D. Form factors of the scalar meson a;

The form factors of the scalar meson a; result from the
same hard blocks, but with completely different DAs. The
vector form factor of the a(‘{ meson 1is

dxldxz

Va0%) = e,(q)(p" + p")(eu + €2) KzCFmeio> /

N.Q?

2 1
T

T T 2 2
XXy + mgluon/Q

((/’Xo (x) )¢Xo (x2)

(()(S P ()0 (x >(7— 1) A0 S (gl >(;+ 1))} (30)
a0 a0\ )P g0\ A2 )_CZ—FE%_/QZ 6 a0\ )P a0\ A2 )_C2+E%_/Q2 ’

which is to be compared with (13). All constants are different from in the pion case. The repulsive character of the
interaction in this channel should penalize the wave function at the origin, leading to smaller values for the parameters in

comparison to the pion parameters.

054028-10



NONPERTURBATIVE QUARK-ANTIQUARK INTERACTIONS IN ... PHYS. REV. D 103, 054028 (2021)

The scalar form factor of the ag reads

ZCF”an%O
NCMQQ2

1 dxld.X2 (S s v (

x X1 X X X)) 1+
A x1x2—|—m§lu0n/Q2 )(ao(pao( 1)60(10( 2)

which is structurally similar to the pion result (19).
The nonzero mode propagators contribute to the vector and scalar form factors of the ag as follows:

Sa(Q%) = —(A, + A)My K

T!
wraye) A )] e

2 £2

Ve =g+ e+ o) (o )o@

s ., T T T\2, .71/ T!
_ o oK awPas(X2)  _ (i) *@a (x1) @g,(x2)
X /dxldx2 <x1()(fzo)2(ﬂ§0(x1)(ﬂgo(xz> — (X = X1)@5, (x1) o 06 R ; et 06 = (32)

is similar to (16)

$2(0%) =~ + g () (006500
[ e o ) (0 (0) - i) )| (33)

The contribution of the mixed zero mode and nonzero mode propagators ('t Hooft vertex) to the a; vector form factor is
“ 1 Ar’fao ke | 2 Ki(Op)
V@) =ada) + et )| (i) e () [ anduob el o9

As we noted for the pion in (18), this contribution vanishes after the partonic integration is carried.
The contribution from the mixed zero modes and nonzero modes or ’t Hooft vertex to the scalar form factor of the a;
meson is

0 1 K f2 1
$51(0%) =+ + Mo | (g1 ) () [ dmanatoi(@n)
c c 0
1 1
(ko) (0 o) + 20 )+ xa0t o) (it ) + gkt ) ) | 39)

We note the overall sign flip in comparison to the pion contribution in (23), but otherwise a similar structural result.

E. Graviton and dilaton form factors of the pion

The energy-momentum form factor of the pion follows from the replacement of the vector vertex by the symmetrized
tensor vertex (53). The form factor decomposition is detailed in Sec. Il D with the 00 (graviton) and pu (dilaton)
perturbative contributions

ACprma,f2 1
Tgoa(Qz) = (%) /dxldxz_ - (leﬂn(xl)%(xz)

X1X2 + Wléluon/Q2
s ! X 1 = oy (x1)
L —2 )P p I » i
+ 0? <<551 TE2)Q? + X >(ﬂn(X1)(0n(X2) + <5f1 B0 x1>(p”(x2) 5 ,

4C 2 1
(@) = (*LE) [ aman (st

XXy + ’néluon/Q2
2)(;% 1 P P P [p;/(xl)
+? <<m—3>¢n(xl)¢n(xz) + <m— 1>§0n(x2) 6 ) (36)

The nonzero mode contribution follows the same reasoning as that for the vector contribution through the substitution
(53), with the result
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Nare

NM3,

1) (

(Bt aogo) + (52 =)ok o) ) -

)i@nsion) [ andn( -z

(/);/(Xl)

- (/’;/(xl) %?(xz))
X1 6 6 )

T7,.(0%) = (ZIICVLA%[)«QP)GV(QP))/dxldxz)_ﬁxz
T X T! X Tr X
(o)) = o) P20 - o) PEERD), 37)

The mixed zero mode and nonzero mode contribution (83) contribute equally to 00 and pu in the Breit frame, with the

result

T/(

TSOd(QZ) = T,]f,,d(Qz) =

NN +1)

which is seen to vanish after the x integration.

III. HARD BLOCK FROM ONE-GLUON
EXCHANGE AND ITS POSSIBLE EXTENSIONS

A. The one-gluon exchange contributions

After we presented the results, we now turn to their
derivation starting from the hard block—induced by the
lowest order perturbative diagram for completeness.

The one-gluon exchange contribution to the mesonic
form factor is illustrated in Fig. 1(a), where the definition
of the momenta involved is also given (see also Appendix A).
Of course, Fig. 1(a) is one of four diagrams, with a photon
insertion appearing on the upper line of the u-quark
before the gluon vertex. In the Breit frame, the spacelike
photon carries ¢ = (0,0,Q,0), with the energy as

the fourth component. The incoming pion carries p =

(0,0,—Q/2,\/m2 + (Q/2)?) and the outgoing pion carries
P =1(0,0,4+0/2,/m2+(Q/2)?). We will, however,
ignore the pion mass m, in the energy, by approximating

the latter by Q/2 in the hard momentum limit.
The quark momenta should not be directed strictly along
the direction of the meson momentum, as they carry some
|

1 16k f2y2
30,

Y@@ [ anane ) =2 )

nonzero transverse momenta k | # 01in the wave functions.
In principle, one needs to integrate over their distribution in
hadrons. This brings in a question discussed e.g., by the
authors of [39], who pointed out that the smallness of the
mean transverse momenta (k3 ) < Q2 does not in general
exclude the existence and importance of a wave function
component with a larger k2 ~ Q2. In particular, it can also be
induced by instantons, as momenta and field strength are
simply related by the equations of motion. In general, such a
component, when present, would violate factorization and
produce an additional contribution to the exclusive processes.

Nevertheless, in this paper we will for now ignore such
contributions. The wave functions depending on k; will
appear only in the integrated DAs times the probability to
find both quarks at the same transverse location. Those are
constants such as f2. Therefore, we will approximate the
quark momenta as simply proportional to the mesonic ones
K{ = x; p*, etc. In the two-body sector of the mesonic wave
function, the longitudinal momentum fraction of the
antiquark is just X;, = 1 —x, < 1.

The contributions of four perturbative diagrams of type
(a) are

Cu <ﬁ) (a(ky) g, Tr*S, (ki + p')e(q) - yu(ky))(d(ki) g, Ty d(ky))

Te, (%) (ik)e(q) - 7Su(ks + D)o, T u(ky)) (@ )9 7 d (k)

ki —k)?

e <(k_g”> (@(ka) g T 7" u(ky))(d(k1) g, TV Sa(ka — p)e(q) - yu(ks))

1= ky)?

e (%) (a(ky) g, Tov"u(ky))(d(ky)e(q) - vSalky = p')g,T7 (k2) (39)

1~ k)
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with the usual free quark propagators S;(p) = 1/(p — m/). Note that Fig. 1(a) corresponds to the second line. Here e(q) - y
is the convolution of the photon polarization vector €, with gamma matrices, for brevity indicated by a slash. The
propagator denominators of the exchanged gluon simplify in the hard momentum limit as follows:

(ki = k2)2 = —x10,0% - \/EQ(xlkf + xzk;) - 2k1_k§r — (k1L - kn)z ~—x % 0%,
(kl - ]_62)2 = —)_CIXZQZ - \/EQ(kl_X] =+ k;xZ) - 2k2+k1_ — (kll — kzL)z ~ —)_Cl)_CzQZ. (40)

Similarly, the free fermion propagators simplify as

K+ +my 7 —xp

Sk +p') = ~ ,
) = e s B, e R0
+p+ —-X)

Since there are two denominators, from the quark and
gluon propagators, one encounters certain negative powers
of x; in the answer, with potentially divergent integrals of
the distributions. To keep it from happening, one should
keep the “regulating” masses and other subleading terms
only in the denominator. The magnitude of these “regu-
larized” integrals is discussed in Sec. III B. When two parts
of the hard blocks are sandwiched between two pion DA
amplitudes for the outgoing and incoming pions [both
defined in (134)—(137), each term becomes a single color-
Dirac trace. The final expression for V7 was reported in the
results section (13).

B. Convolutions with the wave functions and
regularization of the x-integrals

After substitution of the DAs into expressions for form
factors (and other exclusive processes) one immediately
finds that the integrands contain factors that diverge at the
end points, £ = £1 or x, X = 0, 1. Therefore, some of the
wave functions so far mentioned (flat, semicircular, and
asymptotic ones) lead to divergent integrals. When Q is
taken to infinity, the integrals over momentum fractions
obtain end-point singularities (x — 0, 1), up to quadratic

ones
/ dx &;) .
X

For some wave functions, including the asymptotic one,
such integrals are divergent.

However, the very derivations of the correspo-
nding expressions provide a natural way out of this
problem, by keeping subleading terms in the denomi-
nators. In particular, the well-known twist-2 perturbative

S007 - V2qik — K3, | 5,07

contribution to the pion vector form factor in (13) can be
written as

I = /dxldxz_ (_pzr(x1>(/27n:(x2) . (42)
XXy + mgluon/Q

with a nonzero gluon mass used as an IR regulator. More
generally, one may view it as an effective parameter,
representing a sum of higher-twist operators which

0 5 10 15 20

FIG. 7. The regulated integrals 7, (42) (lower curves at right)
and I2 (43) (upper curves) versus the momentum transfer
0*(GeV?). The closed points are for the flat distribution
(p =0), the open points are for the asymptotic distribution

(p =1). The values of the gluon mass and quark transverse
energy used are m?, =1 GeV?, E2 = 0.3 GeV>.

gluon
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would appear if one expands the integral in powers
of 1/Q. For estimates below we will use a value of
Myon ~ 1 GeV2.

The twist-3 contributions have a higher singularity,
stemming from the denominator of the quark propagator.
For instance, by combining the quark transverse momentum

. 72
and quark mass into a transverse energy E2 = k7 + M2,

the first twist-3 contribution can be recast in the regulated
form

2 P P
]2 — <X”) /dxldxz - (:fn: (x1>§0;z (x2)

2 2 2
0 X1X2 +mgluon/Q

1 1
) <2 CHHEQ R+ Ei/Q2>' (43)

The dependence of these integrals on Q is shown in Fig. 7, for
flat (closed points) and asymptotic wave functions (open
points).

We recall that for the flat distribution both unregularized
integrals are divergent, while for the asymptotic one only
the second one is divergent. However, they cannot be
compared. Remarkably, the regulated versions of the
traditional part, /;, and the new one, /,, turned out to be
comparable. Moreover, although I, has a 1/Q? upfront as a
twist-3 contribution, its regulated version shows quite a
weak Q dependence. Only asymptotically does the full
|

twist-3 contribution in the pion vector form factor asymp-
tote 1/Q* as it should.

Note, finally, that the DAs ¢,(x), ¢Z(x), and @I (x) are
distributions of independent chiral components of the pion,
and there are no general reasons for them to be the same.
Moreover, we do know that the constants in front are quite
different, so the distributions over the transverse momenta
must be different. For instance, % (x) is more compact—
has a larger probability to find the pair of quarks at the same
point in the transverse plane—so it is perhaps closer to flat
than ¢,(x). It is possible that the distributions over the
longitudinal momenta are also different.

C. Scalar pion form factor from one-gluon
exchange

The hard scalar (Higgs) block follows from the same
diagrams (39) with the substitutions

(€(q> : y) - 1’ eq - Aq?

with the Yukawa couplings instead of the -electric
charges. To understand the nature of the scalar form factor
in perturbation theory, and for simplicity, let us set the
tensor DA ¢ (x) = 0. With the same regulation procedure
as used in the previous subsection, the result for the form
factor is

Crar, f2 1
5510 =~ + 40)| ("5 [V ax vl )of(n)

1 1 1
) (561752 + méluon/QZ) (1 ’ X +EY/Q " X + Ei/Q2>] ' 44

Note that this term appears from the product of two different chiral components of the density matrix. It must be so because,
unlike the interaction with the photon, the scalar vertex flips chirality, and therefore needs to be complemented by another
chirality flip.

Another contribution to the scalar form factor stems from the mass term in the quark propagators (41), ~M,/Q?, which
we usually neglect. Since it also flips chirality, it generates a subleading contribution (as we assume M, < y,)

2 2
S = —(hy +42) [(M) [ dxa (go”(xlm(xz) - %gof;(xl)goi(xz))

N.Q? 0
1 1 1
X | —— - + - , 45
<x1x2 + méluon/Q2> (xl +E/Q* X+ Ei/QZ)] (43)
|
which we have not included in the results quoted above. T — 2 9Sqcp S 9 1 GV ll,—,ywiB”] oy
V=9 69 4 2
D. Gravitaton and dilaton pion form factors (46)

from one-gluon exchange ) ) T .
with the symmetric and long derivative D = D — D, and

], denotes symmetrization. It is conserved 0,7** =0,
with a nonvanishing trace

QCD is characterized by the symmetric energy momen-
tum tensor
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pl9)

T, =
H 2g

Fo,Fo + iy (47)

due to the conformal anomaly, with the one-loop beta
function (g) = —=(11N,./3 —2N;/3)g* /167>

The form factor of the energy-momentum tensor in a
pion (or any pseudoscalar) state is constrained by Lorentz
symmetry, parity, and energy-momentum conservation.
Under these strictures it takes the general form

1
(pa|T™|p) = )+ 51" 10'0s(°)

(48)

(¢ ¢* - 4"¢")©,(q*

| =

with ¢* = p5 —pl and p* = pi + p5. The two form

factors correspond to the spin representations 1 @ 1 =0 @
1 @ 2 with 1 excluded by parity. They reflect on the tensor
exchange or graviton (2) and the scalar exchange or dilaton
(0). The graviton form factor is described by ©,, and the
dilaton form factor is described by the trace

1

= 24%0,() + 5 (42 = )l (49)

Tll
(P2l u|P1> >

The normalization ©,(0) =1 is fixed by recalling that
H = [dxT% is the Hamiltonian, with (p|H|p,) =
|

01(4%) = =3 (paI(TH(0) = TV ) =
1
Ou(6?) = 1 (pal(TE(0) -

with ¢> = —Q?. We identify the strength of the graviton
coupling as —37% + 7% from (52), and the strength of the
dilaton coupling as T% from (49).

The hard graviton and dilaton blocks follow from the
same diagrams (39) using the elementary quark vertices
in (46)

1 v 1
(£l + )| 307410 1w (0) £ (k1)) = 37#(2k, + ),

< ‘21117“‘13 w(0 )If(kz—q)> :%r[”@kz—@”]*
(53)

for f = u, d. The 00-coupling corresponds to the vertex
7°(2k;, £ q)°, and the pu-coupling corresponds to the
vertex (2§, & ¢). With this in mind, the corresponding
perturbative contributions to the pion after regularization
are listed in (36). The nonperturbative contributions in the
context of semiclassics will follow.

TOO( )

pi[2pY(27)5,(0)]. At low energy, the Goldstone nature
of the pion allows one to organize (46) in a momentum
expansion

(P2l T"|p1) = Popi + p5pY + %9"”612 +0(p*). (50)
which shows that the two invariant form factors normalize
to 1, ©®,(0) = ®,(0) = 1. Note that in two dimensions,
there is only one invariant form factor for the dilaton, and
an exact nonperturbative result can be derived in the context
of the large N, limit [40].

In general, the invariant form factors ©, , are fixed by the
energy density 7% and the trace identity (49)

—Q—2®1(Q2)+2(m 2, & )®2(Q2) (Pl T(O)|p1).

—3Q2®1(Q2)+2<m +QZ)®2<92> (PaATLO) 1),

(51)
in the Breit frame with ¢* = (0,Q) and pj, =
(E,.¥Q/2). More specifically, we have
1 /4 2 7T

q—(T (") = TGo(q*))
1 3 2 /4 2
)lp1) = 7 —am? (Tiu(a™) = 3TG0(q%)) (52)

E. The form factor of the transversely polarized rho
meson from one-gluon exchange

The perturbative and unregulated contribution to the
vector form factor for the rho meson with transverse
polarization can be obtained through similar contractions.
For instance, if we set in this case the axial DA amplitude
(p//? = 0, then a typical perturbative contribution to the rho
vector form factor follows from the vector insertion

(& 1 -1
—eu—F/ dxydx; <ﬁ>
N. Jo —X1 %0

x Tr [€T(‘1) oy <%j> 977"

( L myp() + 1 gop(xl))) 0

va(Q?) —

X Gs¥a <_;¢T(fpmp(ﬂ/)(x2) + f;ﬂ(p};(XZ))>:| :
(54)
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Since y*¢rp'y, = 4ep,p™ = 0, the tensor contribution ¢4 drops out in the spin trace. The final result with all insertions

combined is subleading in m3/Q?,

Va(Q?) = —eu(a)(P" + p¥)(eu + €a)ef - er K

S ettt (5 (5 45) 1))

r"p

22C ra, f2m?>
N.0*

(55)

Similar arguments applied to the scalar form factor of the transversely polarized vector meson yield the unregulated result

SL(0Y) = (hy + A)M e - ¢ K

1 1 1
[ s, (Lot + Lol |
1

X1X2

The full perturbative results including the axial DA (pﬁ are
quoted in the results section above.

F. Including other NJL-type local
4-fermion operators?

In the spirit of the effective scattering theory for quarks,
one may think of introducing all local operators of the type

Or = (q'q)(qTq),

where the matrices I include all possible Dirac, color, and
flavor structures. Naively, including any of them is rather
straightforward. The obvious practical problem is due to
the fact that the total basis of all operators is way too large
for meaningful applications. One needs an organizational
principle for the selection of only relevant ones to be kept in
the hard block.

From short distances, one-gluon exchange corresponds
to the product of two color currents, with I' = y,7¢/2.
Colorless exchanges start from two gluons, or perhaps
scalar and tensor glueballs (in the discussion section we
will explain why the latter seems to be especially important,
based on high energy scattering phenomenology). If so,
[' =1 or the stress tensor I'r = i0,7,.

From a large distance perspective, one may think about
mesonic exchanges, as is done for nuclear forces. If this is
the case, colorless scalar, pseudoscalar, and vector I" should
be used, with or without flavor matrices. Still, the basis is
too large for this approach to be practical.

Instantons generate very specific effective quark-quark
interactions. The most prominent is the one discovered by
’t Hooft [30]. It provides a unique nontrivial selection of
matrices, and so, in this work, we have focused on this
particular choice. The organizational principle is the use of
semiclassics in the hard block supplemented by a pertur-
bative correction (one-loop).

xCragm,f,fh

Nc 1WQQ2 )
(56)

G. Born-style estimates of the instanton effects

This section is devoted to an estimate of Fig. 1(b). Note
that the point in which the hard photon (scalar) is absorbed
is separated, by a quark propagator, from the location of the
quark-antiquark scattering. (On general grounds, one may
question why such a separation is always possible, and in
fact we will not assume it in the next section.)

In this warm-up section, we include the instanton field in
the “naive Born-like approximation,” just by substituting the
gluon propagator by the (Fourier transform) of the instanton
field. The reader must be warned that such an approach is a
“naive estimate” of the effect, similar in spirit to our treatment
of the NJL vertex above. However, we note that the instanton
field is nonperturbative, gA, ~ O(1) in the weak coupling
g < 1 regime. Therefore, a consistent treatment should
include the instanton field in the full quark propagator to
all orders, with all zero and nonzero modes, through the
instanton, a task relegated to later sections below.

Before we start, let us mention the issue of gauge
selection. Historically, the instantons were discovered in
the so-called “regular” gauge, in which the topological
singularity is at infinity. In contrast, the so-called “singular”
gauge put it at the origin. The difference between them
became apparent in any discussion of multi-instanton
configurations (and ensembles): only the singular ones
can be used, since there is only one infinity for all of them.
This is important for our estimate, since the pointlike gauge
singularity will show up in the Fourier transform.

With this in mind, the instanton field has the form

. 2
i) — — il % — e PP

. i,

(A, ())i(x) = + % Ui(o,% - x5,)3U7

2

X
(=x? +i0)(=x* + i0 + p?)

(57)
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in Euclidean and Minkowski space, respectively. In Euclidean space, the Fourier transform of the instanton is

(27p)?
29

As(k) =

Tr(TU (0, k — k5,)U") G(pk\z/?) = i(z’;”) D (V)b k¥ G(pk@ (58)

with the field form factor
GrV/R2) = (kZ 2K, (Vi) ) (59)

which is normalized to 1, G(0) = 1. (No minus sign is under the root because here we use Euclidean notations.) The D-
function is D (U) = Tr(T*Uz"U") with the normalization Tr(7*T?) = 5% /2. In particular, the analytical continuation of
(58) to Minkowski space with amputation gives

2 2.2
lim (—k2)e¥ (k)Ad (k) = — =
=0

Tr(T*U(e(k)k — ké(k))UT)G(0)

270 pan ()t en (k)i (60)

Note that the two-point gluon correlator in both spaces reads
§ (271,0) e 7Sl ko kP
ALDAL(—k) = =3 D (U)DM(U) F=— oV ). (61)

The nonperturbative contribution to the mesonic form factor in the Born approximation illustrated in Fig. 1(b) can be
evaluated using the single instanton contribution in (61). This contribution corresponds to the instanton (anti-instanton) effect
on a pair of nonzero quark modes. For light quarks, it is subleading in diluteness with the contribution shown in Fig. 1(c) which
involves nonzero mode contributions. For heavy quarks it is the sole and dominant nonperturbative contribution.

The nonperturbative gluon propagator (61) when averaged over an instanton plus anti-instanton contribution gives

Aib (k) = (A5 (k) A (=k)) 17
_ n(2zp)* kekh

=3 (DU (U)D*(U)) y gty + iualtlp) E G (pV K
a n(27rp)4 g l/kz -k ku a
o ML e S 2 /) = 5, (0 (62)

with the last relation following in Minkowski space. The contribution of Fig. 1(b) follows that in Fig. 1(a) in the form (39)
with the substitution of (62) for the gluon propagator, namely

—9uw —9uw

——— > A, (k — k), ——— = A, (k- k). 63
(kl _k2) - ;41/( 1 2) (l_(] _kz) = Ay (_l _2) ( )

|
block, via the “amputation” of the free propagators also
IV. INSTANTON-INDUCED EFFECTS known as the LSZ reduction. We start explaining how this
A. From nonzero mode propagators procedure works in the coordinate representation, starting
to hard block operators from the simpler case of spinless (scalar) quarks, as

As we already discussed, the instanton field is non-  discussed in [41]. S

perturbative, or strong A, ~1/g. Therefore even if the The propagator for a massless scalar particle in an

coupling g is small, it cancels out. The propagation in such instanton field has the form [42]

a field cannot be calculated in powers of g. Instead, one .
should use the fully dressed (resummed) propagators. With (6,y) = Ag(x—y) [ 1+ p? [UxyU"]
this in mind, the next step is the identification of the hard ’ 0 X2yt ) (T(I(y)):
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with Ag(x) = 1/(27x)? the free scalar propagator, I1(x) =
1 +p?/x%, and x, ¥ are convoluted with (Euclidean 4D)
sigma matrices (B4). To see how the LSZ reduc-
tion operates on (64), we consider the limit x, y > p,
which is dominated by the asymptotic of 1/4/I1(x)~
(1 —p?/2x* +---). For a single quark line, the color
averaging in (64) yields

X-y
N,

([UxsUT)y = (65)

Inserting (65) and keeping only the asymptotic contribu-
tions give

A(x—y) = Ag(x—)

2
X {1_/)2 3
2x%y

<(x—y)2+2x-y<1—1$c>>}

(66)

and one finds that the term of order p? in the numerator
becomes exactly the combination (x — y)? in the denom-
inator, so that it is canceled out. Subtracting the free
propagator, one observes that the O(p?) lowest-order
instanton contribution is proportional to 1/x*y? =
(47%)2Dy(x)Dy(y), just the product of the Green function
describing free propagation to and from the instanton. So,
in this case the LSZ procedure is just an “amputation” of
these free propagators.

This result can be generalized to an “amputated line
operator” in the momentum representation with arbitrary
in- and out-momenta

Tk k) =

/ d*xd ™=Ky (92 A(x, y)33),  (67)

where the second derivatives over x and y stand for the
amputation of the trivial large distance part of the Green
function. Out of those one can construct n-body scattering
amplitudes by taking their powers, averaging over the
positions of the instanton center z, and tracing over the
color indices

The simplest of them, n = 1, leads to the forward scattering
amplitude on the instanton

(69)

used by one of us long ago, in [43]. This result explains the
instanton suppression term at finite temperatures previously
calculated in [44], and allowed its generalization to the case
of finite temperature and density. The n = 2 case corre-
sponds to two-by-two scattering, n = 3 to three-by-three
scattering, and so on. Averaging over the instanton position
leads to momentum conservation ) ; k; = > k’. The for-
mer case is important for meson form factors, the latter for
baryon ones.

The remaining important detail is that in Euclidean

calculations k = ,/k% where all coordinates appear with

a plus sign. Going to Minkowski kinematics with “on-
shell” k — 0, partons can only mean here all components
going to zero, or x, y go to large distances. The scattering
amplitude one gets from this procedure is just a constant,
corresponding to low energy local interaction. There is no
correlation between k, k' momenta, or any angular dis-
tribution. There is no nonlocality or explicit form factors in
this procedure, and thus no dependence on the momentum
transfer k — k' in quark-antiquark scattering.

The extension of the (massless) scalar case to the
(massless) spinor case is done by using the full quark
nonzero mode propagator in the chiral-split form [42]

L—ys
2

+7s

+ A(x, y)iy

1+ 1-y
S S(y) 5

Sxz(x.y) = BoA(ey)

= S(x.y) (70)

with the free Weyl propagators Sy = 1/0 and S, = 1/0,
in the notations detailed in Appendix B. The long deri-
vative ) = @ — iA acts on the left and right, respectively,
of the (massless) scalar propagator, with each explicit
contribution

)+

s

p*5, [Uxg,(x = y)JUTT\ 1
4z Tt (x —y)%y? (I‘[xl‘[y)%

A(k;, k) = Tr {H T(k:, k’-)] . (68)
Sl i

S(x.y) = <So(x - ) (1 +p? [szyy[zj ]

Sl i

S(x.y) = <So(x - ) (1 +p? [szyylz] ]

)+

o [Ux(fc—&)aﬂw*]> L (71)

47[2 x? <x - )’)2)’4Hy (Hxny)%
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and with U valued in SU(N ). When a mixture of color and
spinor indices occurs, the spinor matrices act on the upper
left corner of the N, x N, color matrices. Recall that the
terms without and with the bar here correspond to Weyl
notations with two-by-two matrices. They do not corre-
spond to quarks and antiquarks—the diagonal of y,—but to
the left and right quark polarizations, the diagonal of ys.
These notations are compatible with other Weyl-style
notations used.

In the case of a scalar (Higgs) probe on a gg meson pair,
the chirality of the quark is flipped, and therefore one part
of the diagram contributes

S(x.2)8(z,y) + S(x.2)8(z.y).

in which case the end points x, y should be taken to large
distances while the intermediate point z is still residing
inside the instanton field. In the former term the covariant
derivatives, acting from both sides, create free fermionic
propagators, which can readily be amputated. What is left,
depending on the point z, is just the factor 1/I1.. Its Fourier
transform with momentum transfer g, is

%G (72)
Z I .

Z

+ £ 0Se(q)S0

<<k2|85‘e( )59

1> <k 1050 +y5+5s81

Unfortunately, this is not so simple in the second part of
the diagram. The second term of S(x,z) at large x is of
order 1/x?, with a power not matching the free fermion
propagator S ~ x/x* It means that the LSZ reduction in
coordinate representation is not local. Let us use the
following trick: multiply and divide by p. The P in the
numerator now reproduces the free propagator, which we
can amputate. The P in the denominator will become the
negative power of momentum in the amplitude when taken
to the momentum representation, generating a negative
moment of the wave function by convolution to the wave
function.

Now let us focus on the line in which there is no external
probe. There is a single S(x,y) in which coordinates are
taken to infinity. Again, in each term one dependence leads
to a straightforward L.SZ procedure, and the other lacks one
power of the distance. We use the same trick and represent
it as P, AP,/(1/P,). The effective amplitude takes the
form A ~ p? (% + %) We now proceed to give a more
quantitative derivation of these results.

The LSZ reduced nonzero mode contributions to the gg
vector vertex with polarization €,(g) can be formally
written in the chiral split form as

o)) 73)

where the overall averaging over color is indicated by the subscript U and the mass-shell conditions k7 , — 0 and k% ,—0
are subsumed. Using the results in Appendix D, the final vector vertex follows by adding (D4) to the color averaged (D8)

and combining the result with (D13) to finally obtain

266y (gp) (k)@ k)] x {<2n2p2>a<k1>(£1 z) d<k2>] (74)

The induced vector form factor Gy consists of two parts

GV(&) (Qp) szzF (Qp) (75)
with specifically
Fi(x) = <K1)fx>>” - 4713 (4xKo(x) + (8 + 3x)K, (x) + ¥(4K>(x) + ¥K3(x)),
o) = x(PE0) = (20 4 (44 300K () 2200 4 () = 3K ). (0

We have summed over n/2 instantons plus n/2 anti-instantons, analytically continued to the Minkowski signature, and
dropped the extra factor of i since (73) follows from § =14 iT with T identified with the vector vertex. Overall
momentum conservation follows from the Z-integration over the instanton and anti-instanton positions leading to g +
ky + k; = ky + k, for the 2-body vertex (74). In Fig. 8 the behavior of F ,(Qp) in (76) is shown, with F,(Qp) dominant at

large Q.
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FIG. 8. The blue dashed and the solid black lines correspond to

the functions F;(Qp) and F,(Qp) versus Q as given in (76),
respectively.

After the hard block is defined, one carries the trace with
the pion (or rho) density matrices. The propagators remain-
ing in the second bracket of (74) are treated as follows:

1k

kM

£ 0
with M, being the constituent quark mass. The final
expression is (16).

We have checked that similar arguments apply to the
scalar form factor, which is seen to mix chirality through SS
and SS contributions, but the result is found to be identical
to (D2) with the substitution ¢(¢) — 1 and no additional
contribution. Hence, the same result holds for the scalar
vertex with the substitution ¢(g) — 1 in (74) and the
induced scalar form factor
|

0.4

0.3

0.2 '. Oo

Ooo
000000
000
0.1} “”W

0.0

OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO

0000°°

-0.2

4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FIG.9. The nonzero mode contributions to the vector pion form
factor times Q*(GeV?) versus Q%(GeV?). The blue circles above

and below show the contributions of (F;), and (F,),, respec-
tively. The black closed circles are their sum.

"

6v(6) - 6x(6) = (“2)" (77)
Note that the two terms in (75) have opposite signs. So their
sum is sensitive to the averaging over the instanton size (see
Sec. IV J). Figure 9 displays the contribution of each of
them, as well as their sum. After convolution of the hard
block with the pion density matrices we get the final result
for VZ, as given in (16).

B. The nonzero mode contributions
to the rho vector form factors

The general decomposition of the vector form factor of
the rtho meson compatible with parity, time-reversal sym-
metry, and Lorentz symmetry is of the form

(p(p'. €)1, (0)lp(p.€)) = Fy(q*)e™ - e(p, + p))
Gv(qz) " " Hv(qz) "
+ 2m, (e q—e,”-q)+ am2 ¢ qe-q(p,+ p) (78)

with Fy, Hy contributing to the electric form factor and Gy, to the magnetic form factor of the rho.

The contribution to the vector form factor of the transverse rho meson in the large momentum limit involves all three form
factors in (78) in general. For simplicity, we focus on the contribution to the electric part Fy by choosing the transverse
polarization er(p, p’) of the p, with momentum p, p’ to also be transverse to g, or e7(p,p’) - g = 0. In the large
momentum limit and for the axial DA ¢*(x) = 0 for simplicity, the unregulated contribution to Fy is

KT
Ve(Q?) = —eu(a) (P + P)er - er(en+ ea) | =

x <<x11 + XI) @y (x1) gy (x2)

2 pT2

("G, (0p)) / vy,

c

LI ) +x>)] (19)
2f;2M2Q(Pp 1)@\ X2)(Xq 2 .
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C. The nonzero mode contribution to the
rho scalar form factors

The general decomposition of the scalar form factor of
the rho meson compatible with parity, time-reversal sym-
metry, and Lorentz symmetry is of the form

Similar to the pion scalar form factor, the contribution to
the scalar form factor of the longitudinal rho meson
vanishes because of a poor spin trace. As a result, the
invariant scalar form factors in (80) satisfy

Fs(¢*) ———Hs(q*) ~ 0 81
S(6) = g sl (81)
2
(p(p'.€)|S(0)|p(p,e)) = Fs(q*)e’* - € —|—HS(C]2 >e’* -ge-q. in the large momentum limit. We can extract Fg(q?) fro
A the transversely polarized p by choosing e;(p, p ) q=
(80)  For simplicity, if we set the axial DA amplitude ¢ (x) = 0,
the unregulated result is
J
20 fT !
SUQ) = G+ 4)ef - erMo| SR 20 (26(0p)) [ ava
2N. M, 0
qz L

(/7/; (xl )(p/)('XZ) + M2 + (0/) (XZ)(p/)(xl) + M2 . (82)

D. The nonzero mode contribution to the graviton
and dilaton form factor of the pion

The instanton and anti-instanton contributions to the hard block with the energy-momentum tensor vertex follows a
similar reasoning as that for the vector insertion with the substitutions

e'(q) —

(2kjll2 + qﬂ)’ eq - 1,

and symmetrization. In particular, the nonzero mode contributions to the energy-momentum vertex follow from (74) in

the form

126Gy (Op)i(ka) (k1 + k) >]x[<2n ik ><z1 kl) <k2>} (83)

with the induced vector form factor Gy given in (75) and
(76). The nonzero mode vertex (83) when sandwiched
between the pion DA yields (37).

E. Quark zero modes and ’t Hooft
effective Lagrangian

The quark propagator in the instanton background when
expressed in the eigenmode basis is a sum over all modes.
In this section we focus on the specific term of this sum
containing the zero modes. For a single instanton, this
contribution takes the form

~wo@)wp(y)

Szl.y) = 2N (84

q
with zero eigenvalue plus the quark mass in the denom-
inator. This appears singular in the chiral limit m, — 0, but,
as explained by 't Hooft, since the amplitude for a single
instanton is itself proportional to the product of masses of
all light quark flavors, ~],_, 4, m,, the Green functions
and vertices with N, fermions are finite. This is how the
famous 't Hooft effective Lagrangian was derived.

|

In an “empty” (perturbative) vacuum the mass here is
that from the QCD Lagrangian. However, when an instan-
ton is not in the perturbative but rather in the physical QCD
vacuum, the problem is more complex. A nonzero quark
condensate makes the instanton amplitude nonzero even in
the chiral limit. The current quark mass m is supplemented
by the so-called “determinantal mass” M* [45]

2 2 2
M* = % (Gq)|p? ~ 200 MeV (ﬁ) . (85)
Po

(Note that this is not the on-shell quark mass at zero
momentum, which is about twice larger.) This mass was
used in the first mean-field-style treatment of the instanton
ensemble [32], appending the quark masses both in the
instanton determinant and in the denominator of the quark
propagator.

After the formalism of the interacting instanton liquid
model (IILM) was further developed, the so-called SIA for
treating effects produced by a single member of the
ensemble was further discussed in Ref. [46]. It was pointed
out there that the OPE expression from [45] was derived
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assuming factorization of the vacuum expectation value
(VEV) of 4-fermion operators in the QCD vacuum, which
is also a version of the mean-field treatment. However, the
instanton ensemble is highly correlated, and the expectation
values of different multiquark operators are highly inho-
mogeneous, and therefore the mean-field-style approxima-
tions are quite inaccurate. In particular, the operators of the
type of 't Hooft Lagrangian under consideration,

((@u)(dd)) > ((au))((dd)),

have strongly enhanced VEVs. The quark propagator in the
QCD vacuum is approximated by the form

S0 = S20) + Swi)(7) vl (59
1.J I,

where T;; denotes the so-called ‘“instanton hopping”
matrix, constructed out of the Dirac zero mode overlaps
between neighboring instantons /, J. Note that here enters
the inverse matrix, as propagators are inverse to Dirac
operators. So, when one discusses a process in which both
points x, y are inside one instanton /*, as when defining the
hard block here, we can restrict the sum to only the term
with the zero mode of this very instanton. This leads to the
following redefinition of the determinantal mass

TR

Furthermore, in the diagrams containing two quark propa-
gators of different flavors one has a different averaging,

i \6),

These two quantities were calculated in the random and
interacting instanton liquid models, and in all calculations
one finds that

/M2 < 1/M2, (89)
In the interacting instanton liquid these quantities are

1 1 1 1

MZ (177 MeV)>' M2, (103 MeV)?’

~ (90)
(
The chief consequence of these substantial deviations from

mean field can be captured by a ‘“’t Hooft operator
enhancement factor”

(a)

ki oe—p—0

S o
Eloe—<«— .—4—;—.
q

FIG. 10. A quark-antiquark pair absorbing or emitting a vector
photon in an instanton background labeled by +-.

|

-2
Muudd
M;?

ftHooft = ~ 3. (91)

Ending this section, we briefly explain the values used to
generate the plots in the results section. Since we decided to
take a round maximal value for the instanton diluteness
parameter k — 1, we have not included this additional
enhancement factor (91). When the quark effective mass
appears, in the numerator or denominator, we use a round
value of My =400 MeV. This uniform but simplified
approximation in all our numerical plots does not exclude
the need for further systematic lattice studies of the VEVs
and their averages over the mesons of all 4-quark operators.
To our knowledge the only such work, reporting the
enhancement just mentioned on the lattice is a rather old
study in [47]. Since those operators are widely used in
hadronic phenomenology, such studies are, in our opinion,
long overdue.

F. The zero mode contributions to the
vector form factor

The zero mode part of the propagator (84) can be
schematically shown as two disconnected quark lines, with
different chirality, ending in the instanton shown with the
labels + (see Fig. 10) with the rules for these diagrams
given in Appendix E. The corresponding contributions to a
hard block are

054028-22



NONPERTURBATIVE QUARK-ANTIQUARK INTERACTIONS IN ... PHYS. REV. D 103, 054028 (2021)

Fig.10A = e, x (((ug(k2) (=ika)e(q) - V(q. =k2)) (d(ky ) (i
® ((di(ky)(ik))K (k1)) (B(=ks) (=iko)d ()

Fig.10B = ¢ x {((up(ky) (~iko) K (~k2)) (p(ky) (iky Jup (K, )))
® ((di(ky)(ik))K (k1)) (€(q) - V(q. —ka) (=iky)dL. (ko)) (92)
where we have now made explicit the different flavors running in the vector vertex in Fig. 10, with the generic notation
ul,(ky o) with flavor charge e, and di (k 12) with flavor charge ez, and @ = 1, 2 for spinand i = 1, ..., N for color. Note that

we have now attached a color index to each incoming and outgoing quark-antiquark line which is contracted with the
pertinent U-matrix in the corresponding bracket. To carry the color averaging in (92) we use the identity

iky Ju (k1))
Jus

1
Nc(N%_l)

/ dUULUTURU} = (5.;25;5553 +8i54)83) — (8164880, + 5,658457). (93)

NZ
The result for the symmetrized vector insertion on the quark line in Fig. 10A is

(27p)*
= 1.7
(=iMgp)?

o (s (b AP ) + P =k ) dh (4 ()

Fig.(10A + 104), X e,

+ﬁ(“;e(k2)(”:v(q,k1) + Fy(g. —k2))dy (ky)) (df (ky Yy (k)
B Nic(ng (ki o) (Fy (. 1) o P, —ko)u (k) ()l (k)
_NC(N]% — 1)‘(“1Tei(k2)<ﬂrv(q’k1) + Fy(gq. —k,))d; (kz))(dT (k )uL(kl))) (94)

with M, the constituent quark mass discussed earlier. To avoid cluttering the spin-color indices in the Weyl spinors have
been omitted. Each of the L,R-Weyl spinor in the bracket is contracted over the dummy spin a = 1, 2 and color i =
1,..., N, indices, unless the contraction is out-of-bracket in which case the pertinent (color) index contraction is displayed.
The [I-subscript refers to the instanton contribution. The anti-instanton contribution follows from (94) through the
substitution L <> R. The corresponding result for the symmetrized vector insertion on the antiquark line in Fig. 10B is

Fig.(10B + 10B), = % e;
(s (ks ()R 4 Py k) + B b)) ()
T Ngl_ - (i (k) (k2)) (d (1) (Fy (9. k) + Fy (9, —ka) Jur (k1))
~ = (ki () () (Bl ) + ol —ka)) k)
T R )L () (G ()P0 ) + gt (k) (99)

with the substitution L <> R for the anti-instanton contribution. The spin-valued induced form factor

Fola. ">:W F(o/e?) + (ew)(q +(1;€>+— ;;1; k)é(f})_e(ﬂl)/;k—' 1;@<q>> FoJk+ar) 99

simplifies when the quark line is taken on mass-shell [F(x) = xK(x)]
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LimFy(q, k) = @F(p\/;) = €,(9)q,(0"6" — 0"5") %F(p\/zzg)- (97)

The full contribution to the hard vector form factor is (94) plus (95) weighted by the instanton averaged density n/2, plus
the corresponding anti-instanton contribution. The analytically continued result is

8km?
YZ
My

€y(Q)\/”(kl’k2;kl7k2;Q) =

. [ . {# (i (k) Fy (g ) + Fo (g =)ty (k1)) (@ s ). ()

N1
g ) Fo 0 k) + Pyl =)y () 1)
- m (igi (ko) (Fy (g, k1) + Fy (g, —ko))up (k1)) (dg;(ky )di, (ky))
R ) P auk) + Py ko)) )y )t k)
e { e anl s 0 ) B 0. ) + g —ka)) s 1)
g ) ) @) Py g )+ Pl —k)u )
S A ) oy ) P (0. ) + P (0, —ba)) ()
_m(L_’Ri(kz)di(l_cz))(c_im(l_ﬁ)([Fv(q, ki) + (g, _kz))uml))H CLoR (%)

We dropped a factor of 7 in switching from the S-matrix to the 7-matrix element in the identification of the vector vertex. For
the free spinors, we made the substitutions uz g~ dpganddy; — dg ; when analytically going to Minkowski space as in
(C8), with the standard Minkowski relation between Dirac and Weyl spinors

_L+4ys 1 —7s
S

U=ug+uy (99)

and similarly for d = d + d;. More explicitly, the first contribution in (98) due to the instanton can be recast in the form

(2 ) o (/=) ) 200 0 05) g | (o a0y U575 e (100)

with the spin-valued matrix ¢ = é [7*,7"]. The first bracket in (100) shows the vector interaction with a chirally flipped
u-quark which is purely magnetic. The corresponding Pauli form factor is

£ (0 ~¢?) ZZSV"K'SP{? (101)

(We again recall that —g> = Q” > 0.) The second bracket is the chirality flipped d-quark through the instanton zero mode.
All contributions in (98) are of this type. (Note that if the amplitude is evaluated at near-zero Q, this instanton term
contributes to the constituent quark magnetic moment; see [48].)
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G. The zero mode contributions to the scalar form factor

This contribution to the hard scalar form factor follows a similar reasoning as in the previous subsection, with two
modifications: (i) in the form factors (96) and (97) the polarization ¢(g) — 1; (ii) in the contributions (94) and (95) there is
no chirality flip on the leg with the scalar form factor insertion. With this in mind, and making use of the LSZ amputations
(E6) and (E7), we have

Fig.(10A + 10A)g,

= s 0 )l ke )+ k). ) ) )

+ ﬁ (], (ko) Fs(q. —ka)dp (ko)) (dip (ky Jup (ky)) + (dip (ki )Fs(q. ko )ug(ky)) (g (ko) dy (k2)))
- m ((uf;(k)Fs(q. —kz)“i(kz)ﬂd;j(’_‘l)”2("1)) + (diy; (k1 )Fs(q. ey Yy (k) (s (ko) (k2)))
- m (uf (ko) Fs(q. —k)ul (ky) + uf; (ko) Fs(q. kl)“fé(h))(ﬂﬁ(h)@ (kz))] (102)

with a scalar charge 1,, and the scalar form factors

Pk = (o la - 7) = 2 P~

0
Fs(q. k) =A§—%F<p\/(q—k1)2) *A];—IZQF(/) —q2>. (103)

The S-subscript refers to the scalar vertex, and the /-subscript referring to the instanton contribution. The anti-instanton
contribution follows from (94) through the substitution L <> R. The rightmost identity in (103) is the leading contribution in
the k* — 0 limit, with F(x) = xK (x) after the analytical continuation to Minkowski space. The corresponding result for
the symmetrized scalar insertion on the antiquark line in Fig. 10B is

Fig.(lOBJrlOB)Sy,:—i%xxlgl
[ O k) (8P ~Ba) () + G P )
s (5P~ ) s () -+ 6 g o () ) 1)
s ok P =B )y ) () (0 s, ) o e )
_m(u}ﬁ(kaui(k1>)(d;,(l_<1)ms(q,—z_cz)dg(/_cz)+dzj<k1)[ﬁs<q,/_q)d;</_cz)) . (104)

The anti-instanton contribution follows through the substitution L <> R.
The full contribution to the hard scalar form factor is (102) plus (104) weighted again by the instanton averaged density
n/2, plus the corresponding anti-instanton contribution. The analytically continued result to Minkowski space is
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S(ky. ka3 ki ka3 )

:+8A’;—’§{zux{N;_1<uL<k2>[Fs<q,—k2>uL<k1>+aR<kz>[‘Fs<q,k1>u< DICATHEATS)

1

7= (A (k)Fs(q. ~k2)d (ko)) (dr (ki Jue (k1)) + (dr (ki) (q. b ur(k)) (r(ka)d (K2)
B m (1 (k2)Fs(q. —ka) ] (ko)) (dy (ko ut (K1) + (dj (k0 )Fs(g. ko i (k1)) (igi (ko) (K )
_ m (ip:(ky)Fs(q. —kz)ui(kl) + iig; (ky)Fs(q. kl)u{?(kl))(aRj(kl)diL (Ez))}

+ 43 % {ﬁ(ﬁR(kZ)”L(kI»((aL(kl)U:S(Qv —ky)d; (ky)) + (dr(ki)Fs(q. ky)dg(k2)))

+ N1 (g, (k2)Fs(q. —ky)dy (ko)) (dg (ky )ug (ky ) + (d(ky)Fs(q. ky)ug (k) (iig (ka)d (k2)))
- NC(NI% __]) (@gi(k2)Fs(q, —Ez)d{e(b))(EIRj(/_ﬁ)ui(kl)) + (ZiLjU_Cl)ﬂ_:S(q’]_Cl)uz(kl))(ﬁRi(k2>d£(l_€2))
—Nic(ng =) (itgi (ko) up (k1)) (drj (k) )Fs(q, ko) di (ko) + dij (ki )Fs(g. Ky )l (kz))H +L <R, (105)

again after dropping a factor of i in going from the S-matrix to the 7-matrix element in the identification of the scalar vertex.
More explicitly, using the limiting form factors (103) the first contribution in (105) can be recast in the compact form

(Nﬁv )[AM[FP( \/Tf)g(kz)<k+ﬂ”2+;—ﬂ”75)u(kl)] [(21‘7;/;)2[—1(&1)0 ;md(kz)] (106)

with k. = (k; £ k,)/2 (not to be confused with the light-cone momenta) and the scalar form factor

Fp(x) _ XFp(x) 8k F(x) 8k xK,(x)
P (Mgp)? ~ No(Myp)? N, (Myp)?

(107)

Similar reductions hold for the other contractions. In Appendix F we give an alternative but simplified derivation of (106)
before analytical continuation and color averaging.

The zero mode instanton plus anti-instanton contribution to the pion vector form factor vanishes for a vanishing tensor
DA amplitude ¢Z(x) =0,

— (e, + e[i)[FP(P\/—TIz) (Wﬁ) /1 dx,dx,

x Tr[(le gMiyq” a _yS)) <lf” *(Ppr(x1) )(;:fﬂf?(h)))
 (CERS D) (Mo )~ aok0)) ] 1~ R =0 (108)

which is seen to spin trace to zero. The color factor follows directly from the color contraction of (93) in a colorless meson
state

Sk S5Lok Siok Sil 5/1 55
A R B [ (109)
N, |[\N:—-1 NL.(NC—I) N Nz (N +1)

The nonvanishing result with the tensor DA amplitude is given in the results section above. Similarly, the zero mode
instanton plus anti-instanton contribution to the pion scalar form factor is given by
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. N, 1
— (A + A5)F \/—2<7C>/dxdx
( d)P(P Q)N2N+1 o 14X

ko "+ k_, 'y if, p p’ﬁ(ﬂ;’ X
xTr[(*"—"s>< P\ Pos(6) = 2a0r (1) + U0y =

2M,, 6
2 2 1= p T F
x (—< AZPQ) (d-vs) 2y5)>y (lg” 5(1&‘%(&) X20n (x2) "‘l){naaﬂf} i On éx2)>> }’O]
+L >R (110)

with the result of all tracing given in the results section above.

H. The zero mode contribution to the graviton and dilaton form factor of the pion

The mixed zero mode and nonzero mode contribution ('t Hooft vertex) follows from (98) with (100) now reading

i [”g”]#’ — )% - —
(25 [Frtommten Bz Lo | (G ae) U ae |

The mixed zero mode and nonzero mode vertex (111) contributes equally to 00 and up in the Breit frame, with the result

1 <I6Kﬂ2f,2,)(,2,
NAN 1)\ 36

TgOd<Q ) ﬂ/,td(Qz) 6

)((Qp)Kl(Qp)> [anavo =8 )

which is seen to vanish.

1. The zero mode contribution to the transverse rho form factors

The instanton plus anti-instanton contribution to the transversely polarized vector form factor is

Vi(@) = ~(ev + o007y ) [

2M,,
y ((2”/))2 (1

_75) 0 i fpmp Py o xz)
MQ 2> 4 <4 ¢T (f/,m/,(ﬂp ()Cz) f/) ﬂ/(p/)( )) 4[7 K p/ €ﬂ1//)o'7”y5€yp,pp 4 7/

+L >R

~ (es oo~ (07
() o) (2) )

Unwinding the last trace gives

io"q, (1 -y i fom -9 (x1)
x Tr |:(—D¥) (Z ¢T(f/)m/)(pp(xl) - f;ﬂ(p;('xl)) + 415 K ;/ €/wpa7/ﬂ}/5€yppp/ £ 4
¥, (x2)

VG?) = ~(ew-+ e (7 + e )| 00K 00) (i v ) | (114)

which is to be compared to the hard perturbative contribution (55). The instanton plus anti-instanton contribution to the
transversely polarized rho scalar form factor is given by
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Q) = ~(h + o005 7y) [

ko "+ k "
o o | (K s
2M,,

2
o (27p)
My

+L->R

with the full tracing result given in the results section
above.

J. Averaging over the instanton size distribution

In the expressions above and for simplicity, we have used
a single value of the instanton size p. For many estimates it
is sufficient to use its rms value of about 0.30 fm. Yet in
cases in which a large momentum transfer is involved, the
shape of the distribution over p becomes important,
especially its tail toward small sizes. Fortunately, at small
p the effective coupling a,(p) is small, the action is large,
and the semiclassical theory gets more reliable.

Still, one needs the full shape of the distribution, to get a
proper averaging. The instanton size distribution in the
QCD vacuum has been derived from lattice works, using
various degree of “cooling” methods, e.g., [49]. We will not
dwell on the details of this distribution, and we will not get
involved in the theoretical aspects of the large-size instan-
tons for which we refer to e.g., Ref. [50]. Here we make use
of the interpolating formula

0.100¢

0.010¢

0.001 |

1 —4 | . . . . A A
0 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

FIG. 11. The blue dashed line is the exponential function
e~%ms of momentum transfer Q, and the solid line is the same

function averaged over the instanton size distribution, plotted
versus Q2(GeV?).

i fﬂmﬂ (o)
> <Z ¢J_ (f/)m/)(pll(xl) - f;;dqa,{(xl)) + Weﬁw/}ﬂyﬂyS(’:bpﬂ / 4

fﬂp (x1)>

.
<( 2y5)> < 71(fompw,(x2) = fr{”"’/?(xz)Hi;: ;/;/ Cupol" V5" P P° o (xz)) 7’]

(115)

dp

~ B (phqep)eve

dn(p) (116)

in which the preexponential is the semiclassical contribution
corrected to one-loop with boep = 11N./3 —2N;/3 ~9.
The exponent is model dependent, with ¢ the QCD string
tension. (It is proportional to the dual magnetic condensate,
that of Bose-condensed monopoles, but we prefer the
expression with the string tension which is experimentally
well determined to be ¢ ~ 0.42 GeV?2.)

In Fig. 11 we show the effect of averaging over the
instanton size distribution. We take a simple typical
exponential dependence on the momentum transfer and
compare it to its version after the instanton size averaging

f dn e~

fdn

As one can see, at small Q the two curves coincide, but at
large Q they differ significantly. The small-size instantons
become more important in this limit, and the exponential
decay with Q changes to an inverse power.

All of the Bessel functions K;(Qp) appearing above in
the instanton-induced form factors behave as ~e~” at large
0, so the result of their averaging over the instanton sizes is
similar to what is shown in Fig. 11. Yet, when we
performed the instanton size averaging of the functions
F 5, as given in (76), we found that their corrections due to
averaging differ substantially, resulting in significant
changes in the outcome.

< >/) - (117)

V. MESONIC LIGHT-FRONT DISTRIBUTION
AMPLITUDES

A. Brief history of mesonic DAs and exclusive processes

In the pioneering works on theory of exclusive QCD
processes [15,51,52], most of the general structure and
observations were made. The key element of the theory is
the factorization into a hard block and a light-front DA,
with the latter containing most of the information about the
soft physics at a scale much below the hard scale Q2.

The DAs are defined as the hadron wave function
integrated over the transverse momentum. They are
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traditionally defined via bilocal light-cone operators, clas-
sified in the framework of a twist expansion, the leading
twist-2, and higher, with extra powers of 1/Q. Twist is spin
minus dimension. This theory originated from DIS in
which moments of parton distribution functions (PDFs)
are matrix elements of the leading twist operators, con-
taining only bilinear quark (or gluon) fields. Higher twist
operators, specified for unpolarized and polarized DIS in
[53,54], contain important further information about the
nucleon structure, such as correlations between quark and
gluon fields, or quark-quark correlation via four-fermion
operators.

However, unlike in DIS, the exclusive processes are
studied at what we call a “semihard” domain, in which
one cannot expect the twist expansion to converge. In
particular, as pointed out early on by Geshkenbein and
Terentyev [38], the twist-3 DAs of the pion are numerically
enhanced, so that their contribution may in fact be larger
than that of the leading twist, in the semihard Q? range of
interest.

Even more academic is the discussion of the asymptotic
limit, in which not powers of Q2, but powers of log are
considered to be large, i.e., log(Q*/Agcp) > 1. When
perturbative processes of gluon radiation are included,
these logs sum into calculable anomalous dimension of
various operators. So when the log is considered to be large,
only the leading contribution survives.

Technically, the DAs are decomposed into Gegenbauer
polynomials, and the so-called “asymptotic wave function”
corresponds to the lowest order polynomial,

isymptotiC(é) _ (1 _ 52) — 6XX. (118)

P =@

W

Needless to say, this limit is very far from the realistic
kinematic range of interest. Therefore we will neither use
asymptotic wave functions, nor restrict our analysis to the
leading twist DAs. We rather focus on the chiral structure of
the DAs, making sure that all possible and large contribu-
tions are included. For phenomenological purposes it is
sufficient to consider a set of DAs approximated by the
simple analytic form

_TB24p) oy, _OTG240),

(119)

The case p =1 is the asymptotic distribution, while the
case p =0 is called flat. Several authors have used an
intermediate case p = 1/2 called “semicircular.”

The pion is a particular particle, a Nambu-Goldstone
mode, and therefore its properties one can calculate in any
theory in which chiral symmetry gets spontaneously broken.
Historically the NJL model and its nonlocal versions (some
related with the instanton liquid model) have been used to

$x(X)
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0.8 n
0.6
0.4

0.2

09 ’

FIG. 12. Upper plot: the pion light front distribution function
from [13]. Lower plot: the light meson light front distribution
functions from [6].

calculate the pion light-front wave function [7-9]. Before we
briefly discuss the results of “realistic”” models, related to a
larger set of hadronic wave functions, let us introduce some
extreme cases. For example, in [55] a flat pion wave function
was used as an “initial condition” for radiative evolution.
Some typical shapes of the pion and other light meson wave
functions stemming from some recent works, are shown
in Fig. 12.

In contrast, in the 1980s Chernyak and collaborators
[56], using the QCD sum rules, arrived at the pion wave
function

@cz(x) = 30x(1 — x)(2x — 1), (120)
known as “the double-hump” one. But, since then no
support for this shape has materialized, and it also does not
agree with lattice results on momentum fractions, so we
will not discuss it. Let us state once again that we see
phenomenological failure of the perturbative QCD (pQCD)
expressions not in the modified shape of the wave function,
but in the missing nonperturbative part of the hard blocks.

The light pseudoscalar mesons P = x, K, n are related to
chiral symmetry breaking, and therefore they exist even in
models without confinement, such as the NJL and ILM.
Their wave functions and parton distribution amplitudes
(PDA) have been calculated in various approximations.
The question was addressed originally in the ILM frame-
work in [57] and more recently using the quasidistribution
proposal by one of us in [13]. The distribution amplitude
for the light P-pseudoscalars of squared mass m? was
derived in [13]
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2Nc dzkl 9()()_(3)
pp(x) = —5- 312 2 P)
73 ) @ay &+ M20.m,) - xxmd)
K+ M*(0,m,)
x M? , 121
(=) 21
where the momentum-dependent quark mass is
M(k,0) = M(0)(|z(1oKo — I K])/|2)z=%pk' (122)

Here Ap is a cutoff parameter of order 1, e.g., 1, = 3.41,
and M(0) =386 MeV~M, with an instanton size
p = 0.3 fm. As shown in [13], this momentum dependence
has been confirmed by lattice studies. For a light current
quark mass m,, the running effective quark mass
M(k,m,) =~ M(k)+ m,. The corresponding shape of the
wave function is shown in the upper plot of Fig. 12 as
reproduced from [13] and is in agreement with [57]. Both
calculations show a wave function rather close to the
asymptotic one and very far from the double-hump dis-
tribution (120).

Another approach to light front wave functions is based
on some model-dependent Hamiltonians. Jia and Vary [5]
introduced a convenient form of it, with three basic
elements: constituent quark masses (that is, chiral sym-
metry breaking), plus some form of confinement, plus
(NJL-type) residual quark-quark interaction. This approach
was followed by one of us [6], who calculated the wave
functions for the 7, p, ' mesons, as shown in the lower plot
of Fig. 12.

We do not study or discuss in this work other hadrons,
such as baryons, pentaquarks and dibaryons, or multiquark
components of meson wave functions. Still, let us make
here a few remarks on those. Their PDFs, extracted from
DIS and jets, are in this case not sufficient to obtain the
wave functions and DAs, as they depend on more variables.
And yet, it is very important to study those: in particular,
the structure of the nucleons is the central area of
experimental research. So, let us mention a few works
on that related with instanton effects.

[Se]

ife » o pep” fﬂ;T(X)))
=+ <Wﬂ+ X) = XxPz(X) + 1) z0,
( ; () =205 0) + e )

and its conjugate

In the 1990s Diakonov and collaborators developed a
version of the chiral bag model based on the ILM and
calculated certain leading and next-to-leading twist nucle-
ons DAs (for a review see [58]). Unfortunately, it was done
in the large N, limit, which missed important elements,
such as the instanton-induced diquarks [59]. The wave
functions for the A, the nucleon, and even their 5-light-
quark component were derived recently in [6], with the
’t Hooft residual interaction. It provides the first quantita-
tive derivation of the antiquark PDFs inside the nucleon,
explaining its flavor asymmetry.

B. Twist and chiral structures
of the DAs of the pion

We start this section from a generic discussion of chiral
symmetry and its breaking. Naively, in a theory with
massless quarks chiral symmetry is exact. If it remains
unbroken, hadrons diagonal in chirality, such as g;q;+
qrqr» and nondiagonal in chirality, such as g; gr + grqr.,
would simply be different species, with different masses
and wave functions. Since chiral symmetry is spon-
taneously broken in the QCD vacuum (and at low temper-
atures T < T,.), all such would be species are mixed
together.

Starting from the QCD sum rule days of the 1970s, it is
known that hadrons can be excited by local operators with
different chiral structure. For example, positive pions can
be excited by both (chiral nondiagonal) pseudoscalar
operator (diysu) and (diagonal) axial current (dy,ysu).
Yet the pion role in these two correlation functions is very
different. While in the pseudoscalar correlator the pion
practically dominates from very small distances on, in the
axial-vector correlator the A; meson dominates, and only at
rather large distances does a pion tail appear. The coupling
to the axial-vector current f, is relatively small and
vanishes if chiral symmetry is restored.

In the case of the pion, the DA is z'(p)—
qifa(k)qos(k — p) and corresponds formally to the con-
nected amplitude

/_+°° % e*P3(0[dy(0)[0, ZJuq(2) |z (p))

; (123)

/_ P iy () () 2. 01 (0)0)

T

2
i, _ " it (x)
_ <_TVS (ﬁ'w (%) + Xx0% (X) = il 200p p-p ap

pp

. (124)
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up to twist-3. [x,y] refers to the gauge link and
645 = %[Var 7). Equations (134) and (133) are explicitly
odd under P parity.

Note that the 4-vector pj, appears in the DA of a pion
with 4-vector p,, in reference to the conjugate light-cone
direction, with generally no relation to the second pion. In
the DA of a pion with momentum p;,, the exchange p < p’
needs to be enforced, effectively flipping the sign of the last
term. Also, note that we dropped the contribution

T X
"’”6( ) aliy] (125)

fate ({0 @i(x)
4 OwP Kakly 6 )T

as it involves the dependence on k; which we have ignored
in both the soft and the hard blocks.

Equations (134)-(137) can be inverted, to recast the
pion twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone wave functions in
explicit form

0er () = = [ G e 00 (0. Aula (),
o) =L [T e aoyisio. e ()
93 (%)

1 WV 1yt +°°d_
pip®p / z (126)

= eirz() Zi 0 0, + ,
6 T | 3¢ 0dO)0rs(0. Jutz) i (p)
with all DA normalized to 1. The leading twist-2 DA ¢,(x) is chirally diagonal. Although it characterizes the axial-vector
strength in the pion, it is traditionally referred to without the label A or axial, a convention we will hold. Its normalization to
1 is fixed by the weak pion decay constant [, ~ 133 MeV,

(1 = P (p)) = =11 =) (Gerw) ) [ i) = 70 (127

Isospin symmetry and charge conjugation force ¢, (x) = ¢,(X). As pointed out initially in [38], there are two twist-3 and

chirally nondiagonal independent DA ¢f (x) and ¢Z(x), characterizing the pseudoscalar and tensor strength in the pion,

respectively. The pseudoscalar and tensor are tied by the current identity
(d(0)o,,75u(z)) = —0,(d(0)irsu(z)) + md(0)y,ysu(z) (128)

and share the same couplings. The value of the dimensionful coupling constant y, can be fixed by the divergence of the
axial-vector current and the partially conserved axial current (PCAC) relation

(m, + mg)(01d(0)ir*u(0)|z* (p))

= —(m, + md)Tr(iy5 <l{T” y%)) A 1 dxy (x) = (my +mg)foxz (129)

[
rather high value y =2 GeV, appropriate e.g., to lattice
simulations with fine lattices. For usage in DAs more
appropriate are values at “soft” normalization, as used in

with @f (x) normalized to 1. Using the Gell-Mann-Oakes-
Renner relation

2m2 = =2(m, +my){qq) (130) hadronic spectroscopy, which are about twice larger than

PDG values. Therefore we will use y, ~ 1.2 GeV.
. _ . . Note that while the coupling to the pseudoscalar current
with [(gg)| ~ (240 MeV)?, which yields is numerically large compared to f,, this term flips the
5 quark chirality. For the vector form factor, this term
Yo = Mz (131)  contributes typically subleading corrections ~y2] 02
(m, +my) However, as we have shown in our summary results, its

contribution is far from being negligible in the kinematical

Furthermore, quark masses are not physical quantities and  region of interest.

their numerical values depend on the definition, in par-
ticular on chosen normalization point u. PDG tables use the

Asymptotically, twist-3 contributions combined give
subleading contributions to the pion form factor at large
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Q? as can be seen in (13). Indeed, the asymptotic limits of
these DAs are ¢ (x) — 1 and @7 (x) — 6xx owing to their
conformal spin, with ¢/ (x) = 6(X — x). When inserted in
(13) the twist-3 contribution simplifies at asymptotic Q
with the result

f%}(i/ 1 1
Jmhn (==
Q4 d.xld)(fz )_(11)_52 )_(2
firs / dx

1
+(5c2—xz)<)_c—2+1> :2;22] :ZF N (132)

which is clearly subleading. However, in the semihard
domain of interest for this work, one does not expect
the twist expansion to converge. Moreover, as was also
|

= p+ /Jﬂx}Keiw-z
fom, )« 2m

noted already in [38], while suppressed asymptotically,
P and T contributions are actually enhanced by a large
prefactor and are in fact dominant over the leading
axial term.

C. The twist and chiral structure of DAs of the
transversely polarized vector mesons

The DAs of the vector mesons, with longitudinal and
transverse polarizations, are extensively discussed in the
literature. We refer to [60,61] for a thorough discussion of
the leading and subleading twist contributions and how
their couplings are related. We will mostly discuss the
transversely polarized p™, with the following twist-2 and
twist-3 DA:

(01d(0)¢ 1 u(2) " ().

O3) = 0u0) = o [T s 0O ¢ e P ()

2ip*

B 3f/)mpp : p/

vpo !
err €Tﬂpﬂp6/

+oo 7~

S eixr2(0]d(0)y,su(z)|p™ (),

1
—eo 2T (133)

with nonvanishing ¢/| # 0 only for u = 1, 2. The first labeling refers to our notations, and the second labeling to the

notations used in [60].

Expressions (133) can be inverted to give the transverse rho twist-2 and twist-3 light-cone wave functions in explicit form

/j“’%eiw%(oﬁlﬁ(o) [0, ZJuq(2)lp™ (p))

00 T

_ <+£¢L (fm,0,(x) — 1 pgL (x)) +

and its conjugate

/_+Oo M e—ixp’-z </)+ (p/)|ﬁﬂ(2) [Zv O]da(()) |0>

© 2

= <_ £¢L(f/)m/)¢p (x) + f/j;ﬂ/(/);(x))

fom, ;' (x)
€upo?Y5€ PP | (134)
4p . p/ 1274 4 p
fpm/) p/(x)
= ot Y5 PP P (135)
4p - p/ Hp 5 4 o

with again all DA normalized to 1. The parameter f, ~ 210 MeV is fixed from the electromagnetic decay p — e*e™,

@Ol (r) == [ aste(r (g 0) = Ll ) ) = ity

Lattice evaluation of the tensor coupling [62] gives
f5/f,~0.6. The reason the first and third lines in the
above equations have the same coupling is extensively
discussed in [60]. Note that the first vector and last axial
components are chirality diagonal, and the tensor term is
chirality flipping.

(136)

D. Very special mesons 7/ (958) and a,(1450)

The light vector mesons p, @ (and their strange
counterparts K*, ¢) considered in the previous subsec-
tion are “the most normal” mesons, generally described
as a pair of constituent quarks rather weakly bound by a
confining potential. In this respect they are different
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from the pions, deeply bound by instanton-induced
forces.

However, there is one more family of unusual mesons
that we already mentioned in (9), which appears in the
instanton-induced ’t Hooft effective Lagrangian with neg-
ative sign, and which corresponds to repulsive forces. In
that discussion, done for simplicity in the old two-flavor
notations, they were called pseudoscalar isoscalar # and
scalar isovector 6, respectively. In the real world with three
light flavors u, d, s they correspond to the #/(958) and its
chiral partner a((1450), in current notations. (The index
zero is for the spin J and not the charge which, as for the
pion and rho, would be +1.) Such instanton-induced
repulsion makes them significantly heavier than p, .
(Recall that for the light-front mesonic Hamiltonians one
should think in terms of mass squared.)

Technically, the calculation of the 7’ two- (and three-)
point correlation functions is difficult to calculate because
of the “disconnected” two-loop quark diagrams. But, since
ay 1is its chiral partner with flavored states coupled to the
charged (du) operator, it produces only a one-quark-loop

|

[Se]

if . P°p” ¢ (x)
= <+ 0 (WXO(X)—x20¢§0(X)+lxlooaﬁ =20
p-p af

4

and its conjugate

diagram and may serve as a reasonable substitute. The
corresponding correlator in Euclidean time has been
calculated in the interacting instanton liquid model in
[33], together with many other mesonic two-point func-
tions. The latter functions strongly decrease with the
distance, a behavior consistent with a strong instanton-
induced repulsion. Unlike other channels, no fit for the
particle mass and coupling constant was done in this
channel. The study mentions that apparently there was
no state below the “continuum threshold” at about 1.5 GeV.
No identification with ay(1450) was made at that old
analysis. There may be lattice studies of this scalar
isovector channel, but we are not aware of such.

The first calculation of the 7 DA in [6] has already been
mentioned, with its shape shown in Fig. 12(b). Indeed, it
has a shape that is quite different from the other mesons.
One may anticipate that it should be similar for the a, a
chiral partner to the 7.

One can define the DA of the scalar mesons in the same
form as for the pion, just omitting y5, namely

/_+°° %el‘wmaﬁ(one, ua(2)lag (p))

: (137)

/_+°° prdz” e~ (ag (p')|iip(z)[z. 0]d,(0)]0)

o 2

if . Pep” o (x)
_ <_% <Pf’%vo (%) = Xay®a, (%) + iXayOop 7
PP ap

up to twist-3. The three functions introduced here, and their
couplings, of course have nothing to do with those of the
pion. In particular, the short-distance repulsive quark
interaction is expected to make those couplings to be
much smaller numerically, as they correspond to the wave
function at the origin.

The notations in (137) and (138) parallel the pion ones,
but with big differences in the values of the parameters.
Indeed, it is readily seen that the divergence of the vector
current relates to the scalar matrix element with

Yog = (139)

which is similar to y, in (131), but with the difference of the
quark masses instead of their sum. In the isospin symmetric
limit m, = mu,;(ﬁo — 0. Also, the mass of the a in (131)

. (138)

|
does not vanish in the chiral limit m,, ;, — 0, in which case
we also have ;(ﬁn — o00. In a way, our parallel use of the
notations with the pion is a bit misleading, as f,,, — Oin the
chiral and/or the isospin symmetric limit. Hence, it is more
appropriate to use the finite combinations

S 2,

Fatay = (f3, (140)

faliy = (fa)?
for the scalar and tensor in (137) and (138), and disregard
the small vector contribution.

The reader may also notice that there is a relation
between the scalar and tensor couplings, stemming from
the condition that, with the asymptotic wave functions,
certain cancellations must take place, so that their common
contribution should be ~1/Q* as they are generically twist-
3 structures. For instance, in the results quoted in (30) the
asymptotic cancellation suggests that f52 = f12 for
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@5,(x) = 1 and ¢! (x) — 6xx, which is the choice of
parameters used in Sec. II D.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

A. Nonperturbative quark-quark interactions
at the few-GeV? scale

We start by emphasizing the chief motivation and result
of this work. In the momentum transfer range of interest
Q? ~ few GeV?, the quark-quark interactions are much
more complex than just the lowest-order one-gluon
exchange. Clearly, some nonperturbative effects (and
higher order gluon diagrams) are needed to quantitatively
explain many observations, with the mesonic form factors
addressed here being just the simplest examples.

We argued that, while in this kinematic domain the
dynamics is complex, the collinear factorization frame-
work should still hold. Indeed, it is based on the purely
kinematic separation of the hard probing scale Q° from the
soft internal scale (p%)~0.1 GeV2. The separation of
those scales still allows one to separate any exclusive
process into two parts: (i) the (quasi)local hard block
operator, and (ii) the light front distributions.

In the introductory Sec. I B we indicated that the NJL 4-
fermion operators, fitted to chiral phenomenology, have
magnitude comparable to those from perturbative one-
gluon exchange. We argued therefore that in order to
understand the magnitude of the hadronic form factors
(and other exclusive reactions) one has to include them.

In this spirit, we performed a relatively long calculation
of only a part of the nonperturbative effects we can evaluate
at this point, namely the instanton-induced ones. Our
results confirmed that their contributions are indeed com-
parable to or larger than the perturbative ones in the region
discussed, 0% ~2-10 GeV?2.

We further emphasized the importance of including a
complete density matrix of mesons, with different chiral
structures, rather than relying on leading twist ones. In
particular, taking together the perturbative axial and pseu-
doscalar density matrix, and the gluon and instanton
contributions, we found a reasonable magnitude and Q
dependence for the total vector pion form factors. In fact it
matches smoothly with the data (and the monopole fit) at
the lower end of the domain. Note that this happened in a
rather nontrivial way and without any parameter specially
fitted.

In the course of this work our understanding of the
instanton-induced effects has changed. In particular, the
anticipated dominance of the zero mode contributions,
denoted by V,, S, did not occur.

A direction we took in this work aims at as many form
factors as possible, for a large variety of mesons, all
evaluated in the same framework. We separately identified
the effect of instantons into the hard block, for the scalar,
vector, and gravitational form factors. We then convoluted

o€ )( »a
Tl Y

FIG. 13. Two diagrams for in-vacuum correlation functions.
The rhombuses correspond to two operators (O(0)O(x)) inserted
at Euclidean coordinates 0 and x ~ 1/Q. The blue circles refer to
a nonperturbative background field.

those with the full form of the density matrix, for the
pseudoscalar (transversely polarized) vector and even
scalar mesons.

For technical reasons, we restricted our analysis to
hadrons made of light quarks. Indeed, only in this case
do we have analytic expressions for the quark propagators
in the instanton background. However, extensions to
strange (and perhaps even charmed) quarks can be done
with perturbative inclusion of their masses.

Since the results were already presented upfront in
Sec. 1I, we will not repeat our comments here. Instead,
we will now take a wider perspective and speculate on how
these results can be combined with other theoretical and
phenomenological inputs, to attack a general problem of
understanding forces acting between quarks.

We recall that the important inputs were provided by the
point-to-point correlation functions at intermediate distan-
ces x ~ 1/Q, with the scale of interest Q> ~ few GeV?2. The
setting is schematically explained in Fig. 13. In a way, these
studies revealed what can be called “the form factors of the
QCD vacuum.” As discussed in detail e.g., in [1,33], at
small distances they are described by pQCD diagrams, and
at large distances by “meson exchanges.” At intermediate
distances, of interest here, one finds a rather rich channel-
dependent set of correlators. This richness was first
historically emphasized in the title of Ref. [63]: “Are all
hadrons alike?” and quantitatively reproduced by instan-
ton-based semiclassical theory.

The point-to-point correlation functions on the lattice
provided wave functions at the origin in the form of
constants such as f,, y,, f,, needed for form factors.
The strong splitting between the light 7 — ¢ with m2 ~ 0
and mgzO.Z GeVZ2, on the one hand, and 7' — & with
mi,‘ s~1GeV2 on the other, historically provided a
motivation for the dominance of instanton-induced forces
described by the effective 't Hooft Lagrangian

Outoont ~ (i ug)(dpdg) + (L <> R).
There are direct lattice evidences (e.g., [47]) that this

operator is indeed dominant in the vacuum. One now can
certainly do many more systematic lattice studies of multiple
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correlation functions at small/intermediate distances and
quantify the strength of all relevant 4-fermion operators

Or = (al'q)(ql'g).

That will put the NJL-type modeling of quark-quark forces on
a more quantitative basis.

Let us also mention here another area in which an
interesting phenomenology of quark interaction, in the
same range of momentum transfer, has been developed: the
physics of Pomerons and diffractive processes. In Fig. 14
we schematically show two basic processes: the high
energy elastic scattering and the double-diffractive produc-
tion (sometimes called Pomeron-Pomeron collisions).

In the lowest perturbative order, the Pomeron is just a
two-gluon exchange. In higher orders it is given by ladder
diagrams producing the so-called Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-
Lipatov (BFKL) Pomeron [65,66]. At intermediate Q one
also thinks of it as an (Reggeized) exchange of glueballs. It
is worth recalling that the first one on the Pomeron
trajectory is not the lowest scalar glueball, but a tensor
one JP€ = 2%F, This correlates well with recent demon-
strations [64,67] that the Pomeron is also an object
possessing a symmetric polarization fensor h**. Finally,
note that in the holographic models of QCD the Pomeron
and tensor glueballs are just certain parts of Reggeized
graviton exchanges that sum up to a close string exchange
[68,69]. Taking this into account, one may expect to find
among the quark-quark forces the operator containing the
product of two stress tensors,

OTT = (ZlaﬂyuQ)(qauyuq)

The problem, however, remains: we do not entirely
understand the mechanisms of the quark-antiquark scatter-
ing at any level of precision. The instantons are not the only
nonperturbative objects in the QCD vacuum. The (nearly
60 years old) NJL Lagrangian is very important, but still it
is not the only quark interaction.

P(Q)

P(Q1) h.l“/
‘ €ap
P(Qo) | furv!

FIG. 14. Elastic high energy collision of hadrons (upper plot)
and double-diffractive production of a hadron (lower plot). Note
that the Pomeron-Pomeron-(tensor) hadron may have many
different index structures, but it is the “triple-graviton” one
which explains the data [64].

B. Where should further progress happen?

As we emphasized in the Introduction, in spite of
significant efforts, experimental measurements of the pion
and kaon form factors have hardly entered the semihard
domain of Q? discussed. Perhaps with a new facility such
as the EIC in Brookhaven, there will be further exper-
imental progress.

In the near future, we anticipate a rapid progress in lattice
calculations of the mesonic form factors. The simulations
with physical light masses are currently possible, and the
subtleties of chiral dynamics are under control.

Current lattice studies (of the vector pion form factors
in [70,71] and scalar form factors [72]) are restricted to the
momentum transfer range Q> < 1 GeV?. In order to get to
a larger momentum transfer, one needs lattices with
smaller lattice spacing. With this in mind we have picked
up a sample of mesonic form factors carried by the
HPQCD Collaboration; see Fig. 15. The strategy of
HPQCD is to approach the problem gradually, from
heavier to lighter quarks. The natural expectation is that
the physics of the heavy quark system is simpler, since
their nonrelativistic wave functions and some other
aspects are under better theoretical control. Heavier quark
flavors are expected to be less involved in nonperturbative
interactions. Starting with the b, ¢ system, and going
down to the strange quarks, we note that they become
more relativistic and more sensitive to the details of chiral
symmetry breaking and its nonperturbative origins. On the
lattice one can of course dial any value for the quark
masses.

In the vector channels, mesons made of different flavors
do not mix much, and one might think that the p — ¢ —
J/w sequence can be smoothly connected via a change in
mass. However, in the light pseudoscalar channels we know
the mixing is very strong. Furthermore, it is complicated by
the broken chiral U, (1) symmetry, due to which 7 is not a
partner to the octet states at all. (This is a strong indication
of the dominance of ’t Hooft-like interaction, which is
flavor-nondiagonal by construction.)

In order not to deal with such issues, in [74], an artificial
particle called 7, was invented. It is different from the
physical 5 or . Its definition can be explained as follows:
imagine that there are rwo more species of strange quarks,
s and s”, which have the same mass as the standard .
Their additional properties are as follows: (i) they are not
identical, so the pair 5's” cannot annihilate, and the
correlators consist only of the connected one-loop diagram,
while the (very costly) disconnected two-loop diagram
does not exist. This construction avoids the calculation of
that diagram which is technically challenging; (ii) also for
simplicity, one of these presumed quarks is given an
electric charge ey = 1, and the other one is neutral, with
ey = 0, eliminating half of the diagrams. It was numeri-
cally found that in the range Q* ~2-9 GeV?, the 5, form
factor times Q2,
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Q*F, (0?) ~ 0.6 GeV?, (141)
is approximately constant, with no indication to reach the
pQCD asymptotic value, which is significantly smaller.
Almost identical results were recently obtained for the K
meson form factor.

For the charmed 7, meson, the vector form factor was
calculated to significantly higher momentum transfer
Q? ~ 25 GeV?. Again, Q°F, remains approximately con-
stant, also about twice larger than the asymptotic value.
Lattice data for the scalar form factor indicate that it (times
0?) is also about the constant, in contradiction with the
chirality flip suppression rule predicted by the gluon
exchange mechanism. Furthermore, the numerical value
of this constant is larger than for the vector form factor, by
another factor of 2.

Multigluon diagrams lead to a correction of order (1 +
1.18a;) [75] that can partly help to bridge the gap between
the lattice results and the pQCD for the vector form factor.
However, this correction would not help for the scalar form
factor, as gluon exchange cannot create the necessary
chirality flip, except through a penalty factor m;/Q.
However, we explain the presence of scalar form factors
by nonvanishing cross terms, between two chiral structures
in the distributions.

Taken literally, our calculations are done for zero current
quark masses, while the lattice data under consideration are

15 20 25 30

Q*(GeV?)

Mesonic form factors calculated on the lattice by the HPQCD Collaboration: K-meson [73], n, [74], and 7. [73], top to

for massive s, ¢ quarks. So, they are not related directly.
But, the strange quark mass is small enough m? < Q?, and
it should not matter much, but in fact it can perhaps be
included perturbatively in the propagators. What we found
is that the sum of the perturbative contribution with
Q*F(Q?%) weakly growing with Q?, plus the instanton
contributions, amounts to a near constant as observed on
fine lattices by the HPQCD Collaboration.

The lattice configurations can be made “more smooth”
by various procedures (e.g., the gradient flow) by which
one can gradually remove high-momentum gluons, while
keeping instantons (the action minima). Measuring form
factors during such a procedure, one is expected to see the
results changing, to their respective versions including only
instanton-induced effects. Our calculations can therefore be
considered as predictions for form factors, modified by
such smoothening procedures.

Finally, instantons are only some fraction of the non-
perturbative forces between quarks. We just calculated
what we could. Instantons are the only background for
which full massless quark propagators are available. It may
well be that, with better measurements/calculations of these
form factors, one may need some nonperturbative mech-
anisms of quark-antiquark interactions, other than the one-
gluon exchange and instantons. Perhaps, for heavy quarks,
one can proceed along the line of Ref. [76], starting from
the heavy quark limit.
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APPENDIX A: NOTATIONS AND KINEMATICS

The definitions of momenta are given in Fig. 1(a). Note
that in the Breit frame the initial meson momentum
P = (0,0,-0/2,0/2), and the final meson momentum
is pj, =(0,0,0/2,0/2), where we ignored the meson
mass pﬁ ~ (. Note that we put the energy as the fourth
component rather than the zeroth as we do in Euclidean
notations, and that we call the two first components
transverse, for the momenta and polarization vectors.

Since we consider as an example mesons with charge +1
or du flavors, the upper line in Fig. 1(a) corresponds to a u
quark, and its direction is assumed to be left to right. The
other line (d with underlined momenta k;) has a flow of
baryon charge in the opposite direction, right to left, which
is reflected in the definition of its momenta with opposite
signs. Therefore, in our notations

pr=R=KL P =k

For completeness, let us mention that momentum con-
servation corresponds to p# + ¢ = p’*. In Minkowskian
kinematic we use the standard Dirac “slash” notations

APPENDIX B: INSTANTON FIELD AND ITS
FOURIER TRANSFORM

Throughout, we will use the conventions and notations
developed in [77-79] for the instanton calculus. Super-
position of instantons makes sense only if they are all in the
so-called singular gauge

2. P(x, —z,)
Aa(x) — _r]ltl./ )
g =P (-2 + )
2 1
=1l xb_zl/>|: - . (Bl
g G T G ) Y
All Fourier transforms will be carried using
F(+k) = /d“xeﬂF”"x[F(x). (B2)

The instanton Fourier transform is

Aj(k) =

w0 (1
~ g o,

EoKi)). (B3)

where K is the Bessel function. Quite characteristically,
one finds two terms, one decaying as a power of k as
(A5(k)A,(k)) ~ n/kS, supplemented by a term which
decreases exponentially at large k, ~e~*. The former term
comes from the pointlike gauge topological singularity at
the origin ~x,/x?, and therefore it does not depend on
instanton size p. It is spurious. The latter originates from the
regular bracket.

Following [77-79], we use the shorthand matrix-valued

= ply .

V=P notation x = o,x* and X =6,x", with the covariantized
Our set of gamma matrices are in the chiral basis, meaning ~ Pauli matrices in Euclidean and Minkowski space
that y5 is diagonal. defined as

J
Euclidean: o, = (1, -i5), 6, = (1,+io), 0,6, + 6,6, = 21,
Minkowski: ¢, = (1,-6), 6, = (1,40), 0,0, + 06,6, = 20,
[

with metric ¢* = (+,—, —, —), #** = &, and satisfying ) 2 ) )

. i ol ’ - 0, —qy- B5
the identities 9E =~ 1 P\ e = P/ =qi- (BS)
GG — oV = 27 Blot — GVl = Dinge For timelike mom-enFa g3, > 0, it is more appropriate to use

’ ’ the double prescription
(B4)

with the #-’t Hooft symbol. The spinor indices are , f = 1,
2, and the colorindices are i, j = 1,2, ..., N.. We will carry
the analytical continuation from Euclidean to Minkowski
space using the prescription for spacelike momenta
qy <0,

qr = —ay +10,  p\/qE—p\/ay,  argp=—argy/q’.
(B6)

The analytical continuation in the instanton size p — —ip
compensates for the extra phase obtained when analytically
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continuing in momentum. Since we are formally integrat-
ing over the instanton size distribution which is fixed by
the saddle point, this continuation is absorbed by the
p-integration measure (116).

APPENDIX C: FERMIONIC ZERO MODES

Our conventions for the y° matrix in Euclidean and
Minkowski space are, respectively,

A (20 a-(L %) @

In Weyl notations, the Euclidean Dirac spinor reads
W) - (KZ(X))
¢ (x)
W (x) = (K[(x), i (x)) = (0 (x). K ()).

The Euclidean fermionic action splits into left K and right ¢
copies

(€2)

Ko (0—igA)K + ¢5-(0—igA)p (C3)

with K = ¢" and ¢ = K using

The instanton admits a left-handed zero mode K} (x)
satisfying - DK =0, and the anti-instanton a right-
handed zero mode ¢%(x) satisfying 6- D¢ = 0, which
are eigenstates of (1 = y3)/2 and conjugates of each other.
In terms of the Euclidean Weyl spinors, the instanton zero
mode and its conjugate are

; p(xeU)i, _ 2mp} o ;
Ka(x)=ﬂx4 H% = H% (SO(x>€U)a’
P (UTex)e 271’p

4 3
X x4 H%c Hx

Ki*(x) = (UTeSy(x))f = o (x).

(C5)

Here ¢ is the antisymmetric spin 2-tensor with the nor-
malization €,,¢” = &), and

X

P x .
=1+ SW=gza S =5zs

(Co)

=

with Sy(x) the free massless quark propagator. The zero
modes are normalized to p,

[exkiwrw =p [adwe =o€

For the free Dirac spinors we will use the notation
x(k) = yr(k) + x, (k) (with Minkowski labeling) as the
sum of free Weyl spinors that satisty

wn=1(20) = (0 o) () = ot
0 (C8)

with the free-wave orthonormalizations

xR p(k) =kk.  yl p(k)yg (k) =0. (C9)
APPENDIX D: DETAILS OF THE
AVERAGING IN (73)
The first bracket in (73),
(k|95 2(¢)30 + 'S5 | BSe(q 5k, (DI

when converted to the configuration representation is
dominated by the large x, y-asymptotics of the propagators
on mass-shell. This translates formally to S(x, z) — So(x —

2)/ VT to the left, S(z,y) = So(z —y)/ /1L, to the right,
and similarly for S(x,z) and S(z,y). With this in mind,
(D1) gives

o Ltys L=7s g €'
d D2
(e 52 e 52 [ats o2)
independently of the color orientations U with
eiq-z . o0 P
/d4Z — —5? / d4zezq-z/ dle=ME+p)
I, 4 0
K "
—47%p* (—1 (§)> ) (D3)
4 ¢=pq

which at large g asymptotes ~e?/(pq)>/?, plus an addi-
tional contribution

_ L (1+ys / gz P
UT — d4 iq-z ,
7 (—2 )) [ e

(D4)

which depends on the color orientations with
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) 2 0 . 1 EK (&)
[ e =g [ oo = (BE) >
- - =ap

12

which asymptotes ~e™7/(pq)
The contribution (D3) amounts to the instanton contribution to the electric form factor on a single quark line. To

understand the electric or magnetic nature of the contribution (D4) and (D5), we average it over the instanton color moduli
using the identity

5ish (D6)

1
iyt
/dUUan =0

ky l—7s ki (T+7s 4m*p* 1 ((EK,)'\'
- — - - . D7
( e q€(61)< 5 )+ €(Q)f1k% 5 N E\ ¢ (D7)
On a single quark line with ¢ = k, — k; and both ends on mass-shell, Eq. (D7) yields the vector vertex

o) F )

We regulated the emerging poles using k%yz =0->-M 2Q in the Euclidean signature. Equation (D8) is seen as an additional
instanton contribution to the electric form factor of a single quark line, much as (D3).
The second bracket in (73),

to have

(kJo50 ! 154 bsd ! Plk). (DY)

can be LSZ reduced exactly. More specifically, applying the LSZ reduction to the right of the second term in (D9) and
retaining only the leading k3 — O contribution give

. ik ? [Uxky Ut . 1-
|:/ d4xe_l(]£2_kl)'xl_71 <1 + LM (1 — elk2~x)) + O(I_Cz):| 27’5 ) (DIO)

VHX 2x2 k2 - X

Similarly, applying the LSZ reduction to the left of the first term in (D9) and retaining only the leading k7 — 0 contribution
give

‘ ? Uk xU") : ik l+y
d4 —i(ky—k,)-x 1 L[; 1 - —ik;-x =2 Ok ) . D11
[/ xe 'k +2x2 ko x (1-e ) \/H_x+ (k) 2 (D11)

In the limit k; , = 0, the contributions in (D10) and (D11) do not vanish unless the integrals develop singularities which can
only arise from the large x-asymptotic of the integrands, as the contributions for x = 0 are all finite. For instance, for a single
quark line (D11) after color averaging gives

) p2 . 1
ik, / d“xe"“—‘z‘ﬁ)')‘(l + (1- e‘*”‘)) + O(ky)

2N x? V1L
2n%p? 1 2n%p% 1
— ik 2R)*6* ks — k) = P (1) 2T ) Lok
’—2<( o) (]_<2—1_<1)2< NL.> i3 Nc>+ a2)
. 2727 | 1
zl]_<2<(27f)454(’_<2)— 2 <<1_N_C)+N_C>)+O(’_ﬁ,z) (D12)

with the approximation k, — k; = k, near the Euclidean mass-shell. This approximation supports retaining only the
1-contribution in (D10) and (D11), with the final result in Euclidean signature

1 IN/ T 1=ys 1 1+47s
272 p? 1] —— — — — . D13
”"’(( NL->+NC><1'&1 > ik 2 (D13)
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APPENDIX E: RULES FOR THE DIAGRAMS
WITH ZERO MODES INSERTION

In Fig. 16 we illustrate the LSZ reduced Feynman
diagram for incoming and outgoing waves stemming from
an instanton zero mode. We note that the LSZ reduction is
|

not guaranteed unless the Euclidean field theory has a
Hamiltonian interpretation, which is lacking in the instan-
ton model of the QCD vacuum. Here it is understood as an
algorithm. More specifically, each LSZ reduced diagram
corresponds to

Fig.16A = /d4x1€;5(x1)5x|)(L(k1)e_ik"x' = (ky) (ik)yp (ky),

-

Fig.16B = /d4x1)(£(k2)ax,K(Xl)eﬂkz'x‘ = ik (ko) (=iky) K (~ky).

P

Fig.16C = /d4x1(;5(x1)8x1)(L(kz)eﬂkz‘x’ = ¢(—ky)(—ika)y1 (k2),

Fig.16D = /d“xl)(}(kl)@,K(xl)e‘”-‘""' = 2 (ki) ik K (ky).

with the instanton localized at Z = 0. The integration
over the collective Z-location of the instanton (anti-in-
stanton) in a given diagram gives rise to overall 4-
momentum conservation

(27)*6(ky + ki + g = ky = k). (E2)
The LSZ reduction of the quark zero modes (C5)
amounts to the amputation of the free quark propagator

kl ]
® »- o} (@)
T ko

+ e > ° (b)
] EQ

+ e < ® ()
El T
® - o+ (d)

FIG. 16. Quark (A),(B) and antiquark (C),(D) zero modes
entering and exiting an instanton labeled by +.

(E1)

[

in the large-x limit with IT, — 1. In momentum space this
amounts to

lim & (k) ikK' (—k) = =27py (k)P U},
k*—=0

lim (k) (=ik)z1 (k) = +27pU Peparf (k). (E3)
q
k 1 % T
® > o+ (@
q
x é ko
+ @ > ® (b)
q
" é ks
+ e < ()
q
k § -
® < ® | (d)
FIG. 17. Quark (A),(B) and antiquark (C),(D) absorbing or
emitting a vector photon in an instanton background labeled
by +.

054028-40



NONPERTURBATIVE QUARK-ANTIQUARK INTERACTIONS IN ... PHYS. REV. D 103, 054028 (2021)

In Fig. 17 we show the Feyman graphs whereby a zero ~ the polarization set to £1. The extension to the energy-
mode absorbs a virtual vector with polarization €,(q) momentum tensor vertex was given above. Following
(absorption) and flips to a nonzero mode. The same  the definitions established earlier, each of the verti-

rules apply for a scalar or a pseudoscalar vertex with ~ ces gives
|

Fig. 174 = e(q) - V(q. k;) = / d x5 (x)E(q)S(x. k),

Fig.17B = ¢(q) - V(q, —k,) = / d*xe™1*S(—ky, x)e(q) K (x),

Fig.17C = e(g)- Vg ~ks) = [ dxe 0 G(0e()S(x. ko).

Fig 17D = e(q) - V(q.ky) = / dxe= 53k, x)e(q)K (). (E4)

The mixed Fourier transform of the nonzero mode propagators in Weyl form follows from (B2) using

’

UxyU" | pPo, Ux(x=5)o, 35U\ 1
S(x.y) = Solx =) ( 1+ 92 - ;
(x,y) ( o(x y)( TP x%y? > 47° x*(x = y)?y*I, (Hxny)%

< < UxyU™ | p°5, Uxg,(x = y)5UT\ 1
Stx,y) = [ So(x - 1+ p? K K ) E5
(x .y) ( O(X y) ( +p xzyz > 47[2 Hxx“(x — y)zyz (HXHV)% ( )
More specifically, the LSZ amputated propagators Sk and kS are found to be
_ etiky p* UkyU? :
ikS(k,y) =~ 1 +-— 1 —e k)],
#w5(k.) H;ﬂ( Ty U )>
- eTikx p?> UxkU' o
S(x, k)ik ~ e (1 T (1—e* )), (E6)
in agreement with those originally found in [78]. The new and more involved LSZ amputations Sk and kS are
. ek p* UkxU" i o Pk
S(x’k)lkNW(l_ﬁﬂ (l—m(1—€+ )) —M—ZQRO'”UXUMUI>,
_ etiky p? UykU? ( i . P> ik .
ikS(k,y) ~ (1—— 1+—(1—e™) | -5 ——06,Uc,yU" ). E7

Note that we made use of the Euclidean regulator —k*> ~ 0 — MZQ in the last contributions appearing in (E7). The LSZ
amputated parts of the vertices in Figs. 17(A) and 17(B) read

lime(g) - V(g k1) (%)
k=0

— Hi2e)Ut (‘Z‘#@F@\/}) + <e(?q++k]1€)qu) _eéc;f@)F(p\/m)),

lim (—ik,)e(q) - V(q, —k,)

e S R G o )

respectively, and similarly for Figs. 17(C) and 17(D) with F(x) = xK,(x) in terms of the Mac-Donald function.
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APPENDIX F: SCALAR VERTEX REDUX

If we ignore the transverse momentum dependence in the vertices, a simpler derivation of the vector, scalar, and
gravitational vertices in the instanton background can be obtained. Here, we illustrate it for the case of the scalar insertion.
Typically, we have

S(q,kl) :/d4xe_iq'x(§5(x)S(x, ki) = /d4xe_iq"‘g;5(x)_”5ﬂA(x, ki) (F1)

with A(x, k;) the half-mass shell Fourier transform of the scalar propagator in (64). Here since 6, D, K (x) = 0 with K™ = ¢
(C2), it is easier to proceed through the integration by parts and obtain

S(q.ky) = / d*xe 7 P(x)igA(x, ky) ~ / d*xe= 47 P(x) \/lquAo(x,kl) (F2)

with the free scalar propagator Ay(x, k;) = e’*1*/k? and k? on mass-shell. Inserting the instanton zero mode in (F2) and
carrying the integration give (& = p\/q%)

27p"2? K, (£)

S NAKS
(q l) k%f

(Uteik,). (F3)

In terms of (F3) the scalar vertex reads

{(2”0)

—ra(h)) + i e (e

II_I;Q)(L(kl)>:|

ik >eU><U*%<k2>>]. (F4)

Equation (F4) is in agreement with (106) after analytical continuation with k% ~0— —M2Q and color averaging.

APPENDIX G: FIERZING VECTOR AND SCALAR

Further rearrangements at the expense of length can be done using Fierzing to recombine the color contractions through
the identity

(PM@)@NA) =~ 3~ (702)(@NOMg) (1)
(@]

with O = 1,ys,7,. iysy,. iv,7,- More specifically, the subleading contributions in 1/N. in (98) can be cast in the form
o -1 -1
e e — _
! N.(N?-1) 4
x [2(atg (ka)dy, (k) (dr (ki) (Fy (g, ki) + Fy (g, —ko))ug (ky))
— (i (ka)y,,dy (ko)) (dr (ki )7y (Fy(q. ki) + Fy(q. —ka))ug (ky))

+ 2(itg(ka)uy (ky)) (dr(ky) (Fy(q. ki) + Fy(q.—k2))d, (ko))
- (ﬁR(kz)V,ﬁ’uuL(kl))@R(l_ﬂ)Y”YD(FV(CI, kl) + [Fv(q’ —k2>)dL(K2m (G2)

and
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o (=) (3)

x [2(iig (ky)dy (k>)) (dg

+ 2(iag (ko )uy (ky ) (dp (ki )(F

— (ag(ko)yuyur (ki) (dr(ky ) (F

(ki)(Fy(q.k
— (g (k2)y,7,d; (ko)) (dr (ki) (Fy(q. k
v(q.

1) +Fy(q. —ky))u (k)
1)+ Fyv(q, —ko)) v ug (ky)
ki) +Fy(q,—ky))d. (k)

v(g.ki) +Fv(g.—ko))r'y dp(ks))]. (G3)

The subleading contributions in 1/N, in (105) can be Fierzed using (G1) with the result

1
e, % NV

N(

— (it (ka)y,r’up (ky)) (dr(k

+ 2(dg(ky)dy (ky)) (g (ka)Fs(q. k
(I_Cl Yﬂyl/dL( 2 )( (

L(k)y, P dy(ks))(d

+2(itg (ko)dy (ko)) (dg (ki)Fs(q.

— (g (ka)y,7,dy (ko)) (dr (k) )r*7 Fs(q. ki )ug(ky))]

and

[

;
N(NZ -

|
—

Ug (k2)7/y}/1/dL (k

_ 1)> < 1> [(ML(kZ)yﬂML(kl))(aR(l_cl)yll[FS(q’ —ky)d; (ky))

DY Fs(q. —ky)dy (ky))

Dug(ky))

( ) ) ky)r*y [FS(CI ky)ug(ky))
+ (@ (kz)}’ dL(kz))(C_i (k )J’”[FS(CL —ky)uy (ki)
—( ) 2))(dr(k )}’”YSIFS(CI, —ky)uy (k)

ky)ug(ky))

- ) b, () 4. ) )

r(k)r*r'Fs(q
iig (k)" Fs(q, ky)ug (ki)

iig (ko) 7"y Fs(q, ky)uy (ky))
k)Fs(q, —kz)V"ML(

,—k;)dg(ky))

1)

Kk uL(kl))
))(aL(kl)ﬂ_:S(q’kl)}’ﬂyyuL(kl))]'
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