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We present a systematic analysis in perturbative quantum chromodynamics and other renormaliz-
able theories of higher-order corrections to quark distribution amplitudes for flavor-nonsinglet
mesons, the wave functions which control leading-twist exclusive processes. In particular, we inves-
tigate the utility of residual conformal symmetry near the light cone. We find that beyond leading
order the eigensolutions of the evolution equations are regulator-dependent in renormalizable
theories. In a specific calculation for ¢* theory in six dimensions to two loops, we find that the
eigensolutions obey conformal symmetry using dimensional regularization for the subset of dia-
grams which do not contribute to the B function, but conformal symmetry is broken using Pauli-
Villars regularization. A comparison with existing calculations of the two-loop kernel for gauge
theory with B=0 indicates that conformal symmetry does not hold beyond leading order in QCD in

dimensional regularization.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years it has become apparent that many ex-
clusive processes involving large momentum transfer can
be analyzed perturbatively in QCD."? Leading-order
analyses have been completed for meson (M) and baryon
(B) electroweak form factors,"? meson-photon transition
form factors,! yy—MM and BB (Ref. 4), y— BB (Ref. 5),
and several others. Work has begun on higher-order
corrections to these processes, with partial analyses of
meson-meson® and meson-photon form factors.”

In this paper we use conformal symmetry®~!° at short
distances to give predictions for the quark distribution
amplitude ¢(x,Q) for flavor-nonsinglet mesons (¢’s, K’s,
p’s, etc.), the wave functions which control the behavior of
exclusive meson processes at large momentum transfer.
These predictions are explicitly confirmed through two-
loop order in ¢* theory in six dimensions for a subset of
graphs with zero B function using dimensional regulariza-
tion, but fail with a Pauli-Villars regulator. In the case of
QCD and other gauge theories, conformal symmetry does
not appear to hold beyond leading order using dimension-
al regularization. This unexpected breakdown of confor-
mal symmetry, even for =0, may be due to the sensitivi-
ty of gauge theory to infrared cutoffs in both of these reg-
ularization schemes. (Of course, Pauli-Villars regulariza-
tion should not be used in QCD due to breaking of non-
Abelian gauge invariance.)

33

In Sec. II we review the general formalism for analyz-
ing exclusive amplitudes in perturbative QCD. Here and
throughout the paper we limit our discussion to flavor-
nonsinglet mesons. We review the leading-order analysis,
and identify those elements of the second-order analysis
that are still needed to complete the treatment of that or-
der. The central problem concerns the generalization
beg'ond leading order of the Gegenbauer polynomials
C)’Y(x,—x,) that appear in leading order—i.e., an
analysis of operator mixing under renormalization.

It has been shown by Parisi'® that conformal symmetry
is satisfied asymptotically at short distance in renormaliz-
able field theories with zero B8 function. This result, how-
ever, may only be true for specific ultraviolet regulators.
(For a discussion, see Ref. 9.) In Secs. II and III we pos-
tulate the applicability of conformal symmetry to the
operator-product expansion at short distances and predict
the form of the eigensolutions of the evolution equation
for the distribution amplitude to all orders in perturbation
theory. The corrections from B0 are then treated in
perturbation theory.

In Sec. IV we show that the predictions of conformal
symmetry cannot hold simultaneously beyond leading or-
der in both Pauli-Villars and dimensional regularization.
As shown in Appendix C, ¢* theory in six dimensions
with dimensional regularization is consistent in two-loop
order with the expectations of conformal symmetry. As-
suming this also holds in gauge theory we then give de-

1881 ©1986 The American Physical Society



1882 BRODSKY, DAMGAARD, FRISHMAN, AND LEPAGE 33

tailed predictions for meson distribution amplitudes in
QCD.

We briefly summarize the detailed procedure for per-
turbative calculations of exclusive amplitudes in Appen-
dix A. These are illustrated by a complete one-loop
analysis and by parts of the two-loop analysis in the same
appendix.

Recently, three explicit calculations'! of the two-loop
kernel for the meson distribution amplitude in QCD have
been performed using dimensional regularization, two in
light-cone gauge and the last in Feynman gauge. The re-
sults agree with each other, and the diagonal matrix ele-
ments are consistent with the second-order nonsinglet
anomalous dimensions for deep-inelastic scattering calcu-
lated in Ref. 12. The results for the eigensolutions, how-
ever, disagree with the predictions of conformal symme-
try.

II. EXCLUSIVE AMPLITUDES
AT LARGE MOMENTUM TRANSFER

A. General formalism

Generally, exclusive amplitudes involving large momen-
tum transfer factor into a convolution of distribution am-
plitudes ¢(x;,Q), one for each hadron, with a hard-
scattering amplitude Tj. The pion’s electromagnetic
form factor, for example, can be written ash?

QF Q)= [ [dx] [, [dy)6* (x. @ Ty (x,9:,0)

1
1+0|—= ||, 1
rolgll. o

><¢(ynQ)

where

[dy]=dy,dy,d ll— ;J’i ]

and Q2= —q? is large. Here ¢(y;,Q) is the probability
amplitude for finding the valence gg Fock state in the ini-
tial pion, with the constituents carrying longitudinal
momentum y,p.. and y,p,, respectively; Ty is the ampli-
tude for scattering the ¢g state from the initial to the final
direction; and ¢* is the amplitude for the final-state g7 to
fuse back into a pion.

Choosing a frame in which p} =p%+pl=1, the
process-independent distribution amplitude for a pion is
quite naturally defined by!%?

b0, 0)= [ Lo

i(x;—x,)z7/2

y*ys

(Q)
22 7)

in A7 =0 gauge. In other gauges there is a path-ordered
factor

1
exp [ig fwlds At (zs)z= /2 }

(2)

P(z)

o7 =
zT=z =0

x <o ‘17)( —2)

between the ¥ and v, making ¢ gauge invariant. The ma-

trix element in Eq. (2) has an ultraviolet divergence, com-
ing from the light-cone singularity at z2=0. This diver-
gence is regulated by introducing a momentum cutoff, or
other renormalization scale, equal to Q. Consequently z>
is, in effect, smeared over a region of order
z?=—z,2~ —1/Q% the form factor probes distances no
shorter than ~1/Q. Any regulator that is both Lorentz
invariant and gauge invariant can be used. For purposes
of illustration, we use dimensional regularization and
minimal subtraction (with u=Q) in this section. Other
regulators are considered in Appendix A.

Once a regulator is chosen, Egs. (1) and (2) uniquely
specify the gauge-invariant hard-scattering amplitude Ty.
For the pion form factor, as for many other processes, Ty
has a perturbative expansion in powers of a,(Q) with

TH<x.-,y,-,Q>=éf(xi,yf,a,<Q>> , 3)

where n =0, by dimensional analysis. In general, n is the
total number of initial and final partons less four. To
leading order in a(Q), the distribution amplitude and,
therefore, Ty are independent of the regulator used in de-
fining ¢. This is obviously not the case beyond leading
order, as will be illustrated in Sec. III.

The variation of #(x;,Q) with Q is less drastic and
somewhat more complicated than Ty. The Q dependence
is determined solely by the ultraviolet structure of the
operator ¥ —z)y *ys¥(z) on the light cone, and thus can
be studied perturbatively. To extract this behavior, we in-
troduce an unrenormalized distribution amplitude ¢,(x;)
defined in 4-2¢ dimensions. Being in 4-2¢ dimensions, ¢,
is ultraviolet finite and therefore Q independent. It is re-
lated to the true distribution amplitude by a “matrix” of
renormalization constants Z(x;,y;,Q):

sux0= [ 12 20x,5,000.0). @

Differentiating this equation with respect to Q2, we ob-
tain an evolution equation for ¢:

0’ 822 ¢(x;,Q)= f -J[’%zly(xi,J'i’as(Q)M(y"’Q) ’ )

where
d
V= ~Q25671n2 (6a)
has a power-series expansion in a,(Q):
a,(Q)
V(xiryi)as(Q))z Q Vl(xiryi)
41
a,(0) |’
Vz(xi,y,')-i- et (6b)
41

Clearly ¢(x,Q) is only logarithmically dependent on Q;
the bulk of the Q dependence of an exclusive process is
due to Ty. A detailed procedure for computing V is il-
lustrated in Appendix A.

In practice, the evolution equation (5) is all that is need-
ed to compute the evolution of ¢ as Q changes. Given
some initial distribution ¢(x;,Qg), the equation is readily
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integrated numerically to give #(x;,Q) for any Q. An al-
ternative procedure relates the variation of ¢ to the Q
dependence of moments of the distribution amplitude:

J, 110, —x20x,, @)

I
-

< 'WO 21/5 P

(Q)
- <o > 7

independent of m (i3 +—iD+=i3*—gA* in gauges
other than the 4 * =0 gauge). Clearly, the variation of Q
of these moments is identical to the cutoff dependence of
the local operators

(i3 )™y +ys(id )"y .

In general, these operators mix under renormalization, but
only operators having the same number of derivatives can
mix in a Lorentz-invariant theory. Consequently, for
each integer n, there is a “tower” of operators
0™,i3*0™, (i3*) 0. . ., where (ag"+#0),

i+t )m
(ia™t) ¢'2\/§

r*s +
‘/—(8 Yy (8)

oM= za‘") ) |3t =g
can be chosen so that each operator is separately multipli-
catively renormalizable, all having the same anomalous
dimension ¥'"(a;).!%!* These operators depend implicitly
upon the renormalization scale, both through a; and
through the regulator required to define their matrix ele-
ments. For our purposes, the renormalization scale is set
equal to Q. By introducing the polynomials P,,

— n n
P,,(x, *-Xz,as)= 2 a}n)(as)(xl —xz}l ’ 9
Jj=0

we can define moments M, (Q),
~ 1 -
My(Q)= [ [dx]P,(x; —x3,a,(Q)(x;,0)

(Q)
~<o ) (10)

that satisfy simple evolution equations:

Q2

y"‘
s

P (i3 +,a,)0

sz ——M,(Q)=—57"a,(Q)M,(Q),
" 1)

7,<2n)_+_...

a a
77 ="+ |

Equations (9)—(11) are equivalent in content to the orig-
inal evolution equation [Egs. (5) and (6)]. Given the
anomalous dimensions ¥ and the polynomials P,, the
complete Q dependence of the distribution amplitude is
determined:

¢(x,~,Q)=x1x2 i P,.(xl—xz,a,(Q))A?,,(Q) , (12)

n=0

where, from Eq. (11),

_ ~ 2 do ~
Q=M Qoerp |- [o Zv e @], 43

and where P, is defined such that
1 -
[, [8x1P,x 1 x2Ppy =8, - (14)

In general P,, unlike P,, is not a polynomial. The func-
tions P, and P,, and the anomalous dimensions '™ can
all be determined directly from the evolution potential
V(x;,pi,as). One readily obtains deﬁnmg equations for
P,, P,, and ¥ by substituting expansion (12) for ¢ into
the evolution equation (5):

Q? zP(yl —y2,a,(Q)y1y2

aQ
= — 37" )Py (y1 —p2,0, 9192
- f [dx]Pn(xl _x2,as)V(xi9yi’a;) )
(15)
Qz—aa?xlePn(xl_—xZ)as(Q))

=+ 57"y )x 1 x,P, (X —X5,0a5)

+ [ [y IV (xi,pi,00) Py (01 —yasa) -

Being first-order differential equations, these equations
must be supplemented by an initial condition or other
constraint. The choice of an initial condition is largely a
matter of convenience and convention, as will become
clear in Sec. IIC.

The formalism outlined in this section is valid to all or-
ders in ay(Q). Once an ultraviolet regulator has been
chosen for defining ¢(x,Q), the evaluation of T} for some
process is straightforward. The process-independent dis-
tribution amplitudes ¢(x,Q), must be specified at some
Q =Q,, either empirically or by some nonperturbative
analysis. The variation of ¢(x,Q) with Q can then be
computed either directly from the evolution equations
[Egs. (5) and (6)] or from the moments of ¢ [Eqgs.
(12)—(15)]. We now specialize our analysis of ¢ to leading
and next-to-leading orders.

B. The distribution amplitude in leading order

The formalism of the previous section simplifies con-
siderably in leading order. The leading-order evolution
potential V¥, is readily computed (see Appendix A):

Vi(x:,:)=2CF |x1y,0(y1 —x1) |8_, 5 +
’ Yi—X
+(1<—>2) —prlyzﬁ(xl—yl) ’
=Vi(yi,x;) , (16)

where Ad(y;,0)=¢(y;,Q)—(x;,Q). The functions P,,P,
and the anomalous dimensions ¥'® are then determined
from Egs. (15), which in this order simpify to the form
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f [dx]P,(x; —%3,0)V1(x;,y;) = —p 127" Pa(y1 —»2,0) ,
(17)

[ [@yIVi(xi, 9P, (91 —y2,00= —x 1%,y (x1 — 25,007 .

Thus, in the limit a;—0, P, and P, are eigenfunctions of
V, corresponding to eigenvalue —y{”.  Since
Vi(x;,y:)=V(yi,x;) is a symmetric operator it is im-
mediately obvious that P, =P,, and that these polynomi-
als form a complete set, orthogonal with respect to weight
x1x,. The only polynomials orthogonal for this weight
are 3/2 Gegenbauer polynomials and therefore

P,(x;—x3,a,=0)=P,(x, —x,,0)
=5f,/2(x1 —X,)

172
4(2n +3)

32 _
(2+n)(1+n) C,, (x, xz).

(18)

The anomalous dimensions to one loop then follow easily
from Eq. (16):

28__’..];

1
__C —_— —
v T T+ Dn+2)

(19)

+
1+2

where for pions §_, ; =1.

C. The distribution amplitude to two loops

In two-loop order, the polynomials P,(x,
the general form

—X,,as) have

pn(xl "Xz,as)z 6 3/2(x1 —.XZ)
n—1
+— 2 d/C}¥x,—x;), (20
while P,, no longer a polynomlal, must then be given by
[see Eq. (14)]
Py(x;—xp,a,)=C 3 Hx,—x,)

a;, & o~
—-= diC¥(x,—x,). (1)
4 j=§+1 nJ

Substituting these expressions into Eq. (15), we obtain
ve=— [ 1ax]ldyIC 3/ (x —x2) Vo (xs,3)

XC 2y —y2) ,
a,(Q

(22a)

Q2 QZ J"..__

where (V3 ),; and B, are defined by
(Vy >n, J 1@x1dy1C 2 (x; —x2)V(x1,0)C 21 —p2)
Q)

[Bo—r{"+7v)d]— V1)1,  (22b)

Q’——a,(Q)=Bla,(Q))=— Bo— -

sz
To solve for the expansion coefficients dj", we must
now deal with the issue of initial conditions for Eq. (22b).
At first glance, it seems most natural to choose initial
conditions that make the d' constants, independent of Q.

However, with this choice, the expansion coefficients
equal

( Vz )nj/(Bo—Y(ln)+Y(|j)) »

which becomes very large when Bozy(,")—y(lj) (e.g.,
di'~—148). Such large coefficients are obviously an ar-
tifact of the initial conditions, and do not reflect patholo-
gies in the behavior of ¢(x,Q). A far more practical ini-
tial condition is

di(Qg)=0 (23a)
in which case Eq. (22b) implies (n > j)
a,(Qo) (Bo—7{™+7{"1/8B,
anQ)= [1- |2
a,(Q)
(V)i
—t (23b)
Bo—v1"+7i

Then d]' is well behaved even in the limit Bp—y{" — 7

(@@ AN —ri™) | (1),

(n) °

A l Y7

Qo

Furthermore, a,(Q)d/(Q) is bounded in magnitude for all
Q > Qy, since it vanishes both for Q =Q, and for Q — .
Consequently, deviations from the leading-order result are
small throughout this range, provided, of course, (V3),; is
not large. An additional convenience of this choice is that
the relationship between the moments M, (Q) and the dis-
tribution amplitude #(x,Q) is unchanged from the
leading-order result at Q =Q,, i.e., P,=P,=C./? is ex-
act both at Q—> o« and at Q =Q,. This facxhtates the
determination of the initial moments from the initial dis-
tribution amplitude.

From Eq. (22), we learn that Gegenbauer matrix ele-
ments (V3),; of the two-loop evolution potential deter-
mine all O(a;) corrections to ¢(x,Q). The anomalous di-
mensions y'"(a;) for the operators O™ [Eq. (8)] have al-
ready been determined through two loops for the analysis
of moments in deep-inelastic scattering.'>!* Thus, the di-
agonal matrix elements of ¥, [Eq. (22a)] are known. The
off-diagonal matrix elements, and therefore also the coef-
ficients d}, are readily determined if conformal symmetry
is valid, as we demonstrate in the next section.

III. CONSEQUENCES OF CONFORMAL SYMMETRY

A. Leading order

Classical relativistic field theories that are scale invari-
ant and have a renormalizable Lagrangian are also invari-
ant under the conformal group, which consists of the
translations, boosts, and rotations of the Poincaré group
together with dilatations (x#—Ax*) and conformal
transformations [inversion (x¥— —x*/x?)® translations
® inversion].!° Scale invariance and therefore also con-
formal symmetry are destroyed in QCD by quark masses,
and by the renormalization procedure, which inevitably
introduces some renormalization scale A. However, the
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evolution potential V(x;,y;,a;) [Eq. (6)] is by definition
free of both mass singularities and of all ultraviolet infini-
ties other than those related to charge renormalization.
Since there is no renormalization of «; in leading order,
the one-loop potential ¥, must preserve conformal sym-
metry. As shown in Ref. 8, this constraint implies that
the functions P, that diagonalize V| must be Gegenbauer
polynomials

Po(x;—x2,0) < C 3 %(x;—x;) . (24)

Then the multiplicatively renormalizable operators O™
defined by P, transform as irreducible tensors not only
under the Lorentz group, but under the full conformal
group as well.?

B. All orders analysis of conformal symmetry

Beyond leading order, the functions P, can be modified
by two effects. First the dimension of O'™ is increased by
the anomalous dimension y™(a,). While this should not
affect the conformal symmetry of the evolution potential,
it does change the prediction for the P,.

As shown in Appendix B,'* the general result for opera-
tors O™ bilinear in spin-zero fields in scalar field theory
is

1 d"
(1—x?) dx"

where d is the canonical dimension of ¢ (d¢—1 in four
dimensions, dg=2 in six dimensions). For spm- fields,
with 0,(0) as defined in Eq. (8), conformal symmetry
predicts

[n+(dy—1)+7,(a,)/2]
b}

P,(x) (1—x?) (25)

1 d" 2
P,(x)c 1—x?) dx"(l x*)
where d is again the canonical dimension of ¢ (dy= 2 in
four dimensions, dy= 5 in two dimensions). The results
are true in any space-time dimension.

The second effect is due to the breaking of scale invari-
ance by the running coupling constant. This leads to
terms in V proportional to the B function that break the
conformal symmetry and therefore modify the P,’s. One
expects that all symmetry-breaking terms in the potential
must be of this second type [ « B(a,)] because mass scales
enter V only through charge renormalization.

Each of these effects leads to terms in the two-loop po-
tential ¥, that are not diagonal with respect to the Gegen-
bauer polynomials C 3’2, Furthermore, these are the only
nondiagonal terms in ¥V, and, consequently, the only
terms that need be computed to obtain the expansion coef-
ficients d] for P, and P, [Eq. (23)]. Given the expansion
coefficients together with the two-loop anomalous dimen-
sions, one can compute the full distribution amplitude. It
is useful to study these effects for two different distribu-
tion amplitudes: one defined with a Pauli-Villars cutoff
and another defined by dimensional regularization [modi-
fied minimal subtraction (MS)].

In fact, we find that conformal symmetry cannot be
simultaneously true in both regulators beyond leading or-
der. This is discussed in detail in the next section and Ap-

[n+(dy—1/2)+7,/2]
’

(26)

pendix A. This result has been explicitly checked for
[¢#°]¢ to two-loop order for the set of (ladder and crossed
ladder) graphs that have no contribution to B. The di-
mensional regularization results agree with conformal
symmetry.

IV. CALCULATIONS OF THE MESON
DISTRIBUTION AMPLITUDE IN GAUGE THEORY

A. Pauli-Villars regulator

By definition, the ultraviolet divergence in the distribu-
tion amplitude ¢(x,Q) is removed by Pauli-Villars regu-
larization by subtracting diagrams with the gluon mass set
equal to Q. As we shall show, the distribution amplitudes
in this scheme and dimensional regularization can be re-
lated to each other through a correction to the evolution
kernel beyond leading order. In Appendix C we give a
complete calculation of the distribution amplitude and the
evolution kernel through two loops for [¢°]s. By keeping
only the crossed ladder and ladder contributions, the
model for the distribution amplitude satisfies the Callan-
Symansik equation for B=0. By explicit calculation
through two loops we find, using the Pauli-Villars regu-
larization, the polynomials P, defined in Eq. (12) are the

Gegenbauer polynomials C ,"(x) with index

3 Y"a) 3 a
b=3t"2 T2t t

We then find that the functions P,(x,—x,,a,), the
eigensolutions of the evolution equation for the distribu-
tion amplitude, are exactly those predicted by conformal
symmetry [Eq. (25), with d4=2], but that this result
holds only for dimensional regularization, not Pauli-
Villars. In this section we show that if one assumes
P,=C 5" in gauge theories in Pauli-Villars regularization,
then again the conformal-symmetry functions arise for
the P, in the dimensional regularization scheme if By=0.

With the above assumption for the P,, the polynomials
to two-loop order for Pauli-Villars regularization are

I_’,.(xl—xz,a,)océi"(xl—xz)
d_
o« E3x, — (m
(x4 X)+ 7’1 dE
x&i(x,_x2)|§=3/2+~- ,

and therefore, from definition (20), dj' would be

yi f[dx]‘d-g‘c (x1—x2)

[Note that we are led to the scheme with constant d}']
From the discussion in Sec. II C, there must therefore be a
term V,, in the two-loop potential for which

(Vag)nj
N ,},(n)
This expression can be simpliﬁed somewhat by using the
identity

XIX2C}/2
§=3/2

(x1—x7) .

X lXZC;/Z .
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d = ~3/2
______Cf XleC i
dg " £=3/2 !

-4
ntrr:

——5,3,/21n(x1x2)x1x26‘13~/2

[Chxix2)5 1 2C5—C /%% 1x,C 5 lsmsn

and the orthogonality of C$’s with respect to weight
(x1x,)5~ 172, Thus, the off-diagonal matrix elements of
V,4 can be written

P =y [ 1x1C 3 n(x 1 x,)

(Vaghnj= Xxlxzéf/z, n>j 27

0, j>n.

As we argued above, any symmetry-breaking terms in
¥, must be proportional to B(a,)= —Bga,*/4m, where
Bo=11—-2ns/3 and ny is the number of light-quark fla-
vors. The ns-dependent part of this correction comes en-
tirely from the quark-vacuum-polarization correction to
the leading-order potential and is easily computed. From
it the entire correction is obtained simply by multiplying
by — ‘23‘30/'1 . In fact, as we show in Appendix A, there
is no symmetry-breaking term of this type for the Pauli-
Villars regulator. This rather suprising result is easily ex-
plained. Any term in ¥, proportional to 3, should prop-
erly be absorbed into the leading-order potential by rescal-
ing the argument of a,. As discussed in Ref. 15, this sets
the argument of a, equal to the mean momentum flowing
through the gluons in the leading-order diagrams (up to a
constant scheme-dependent factor). Generally conformal
symmetry will be destroyed if this mean momentum de-
pends upon the longitudinal momenta, as then a; varies
with x; and y;. However, the Pauli-Villars regulator au-
tomatically sets the mean gluon momentum equal to Q,
independent of x; and y;, because it regulates divergences
by introducing the cutoff Q as a gluon mass. Thus, V,,
[Eq. (27)] is the only nondiagonal term in the two-loop
Pauli-Villars potential.

B. Dimensional regularization

The two-loop evolution potential obtained using dimen-
sional regularization must again include the conformally
symmetric, but nondiagonal, potential V,; [Eq. (27)]. In
addition, there are two symmetry-breaking terms due to
the fact that S(a,)40. The first is proportional to B,, and
is readily computed from the vacuum-polarization correc-
tions to leading order, as described above (see Appendix
A). A second symmetry-breaking term is expected be-
cause the coupling constant is not dimensionless in 4-2¢
dimensions. Thus, the scale invariance of the theory is
destroyed, and the B function is nonzero even in leading
order—i.e., Bla;)=—ea;— - --. The extraction of this
second term from ¥, is somewhat subtle because it is in-
duced by an O(e) effect. It is easier to derive both
symmetry-breaking terms together by relating the evolu-
tion potentials for Pauli-Villars and dimensional regulari-
zation, as we now illustrate.
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The distribution amplitudes for the two regulators are
related by a finite renormalization constant z:

opv(x;, Q)= f -}E%]—z(x.-,y,-,as(Q))tiJDR(y,-,Q) , (28a)
)
where
a,(Q)
z=y1y,8(x; —y;)+ ar SV ixpyi)+ -+ . (28b)

Substituting this equation into the evolution equation for
épy, We can express one evolution potential in terms of the
other:!?

d
Vor=2z""Wpyz—Q*——Inz
pr=2z" Vpvz—Q 107

2

%) |y sy vV, 1B+

=Vpv+

(29)

where ¥V, is the one-loop potential [Eq. (16)] and where,
from Appendix A, 8V is

8V=—-2Cp lezln‘i“l‘ 8——h,5+ 6(y;—x,)
1

Yi1—Xx

+(1<2) | +symmetric terms . (30)

Thus, the two-loop symmetry-breaking terms in the di-
mensional regularization potential are contained in

Vap=[V1,6V]+BdV , (31)

and all terms that are not diagonal with respect to 3/2
Gegenbauer polynomials are contained in V,,+ V,,.

The off-diagonal matrix elements of V,; can be greatly
simplified. First, using Egs. (17) we can show that

(Vap)wj=Bo— 7" +v{") [ [dx][dy]C %6V} .

Second, and rather remarkably, we show in Appendix A
that off-diagonal matrix elements of 8V [Eq. (A11)] are
related to the matrix elements of V,, [Eq. (27)]:

1
(8V),,j = ?(1‘;)‘( V2a)nj .

Thus the nondiagonal matrix elements of V), for this re-
gulator are given by

(Vaa+Vap)nj= Bo+v )y =)
X [ [dx]C ¥ In(x,x)x1x,C 3% . (32)

The matrix elements are tabulated in Tables I and II.
The prediction of conformal symmetry [Eq. (26) with
dy=3/2]

dll

a
1—x? dx" 4

Pp(x) =V 1n(1—x?)
4

[(1—)«:2)"+l 1+

is in complete agreement with Eq. (32) for By=0. As
shown in Appendix A the essential difference between the
Pauli-Villars and dimensional regularization can be traced
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TABLE 1. Nonzero values (for n,j < 15) of f [dx]C 32%(x, —x,)In(x 1x2)x1x25,3-/2(x1 —Xx3).

j 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
n
2 —0.374
4 —0.106 —0.617
6 —0.047 —0.216 —0.723
8 —0.026 —0.108 —0.278 —0.783
10 —0.016 —0.064 —0.149 —0.318 —0.822
12 —0.010 —0.042 —0.092 —0.177 —0.346 —0.849
14 —0.007 —0.029 —0.062 —0.113 —0.198 —0.367 —0.869
j 1 3 5 7 9 11 13
n
3 —0.525
5 —0.169 —0.679
7 —0.081 —0.251 —0.757
9 —0.046 —0.130 —0.300 —0.804
11 —0.029 —0.079 —0.164 ~0.333 —0.837
13 —0.020 —0.053 —0.103 —0.188 —0.357 —0.860
15 —0.014 —0.037 —0.071 —0.122 —0.207 —0.375 —0.877

to the induced contribution to the B function in 4 —2e¢ di-
mensions. Despite the consistency of the above approach,
we note that explicit calculations'! of the second-order
evolution kernel in gauge theories [Abelian QED and
SU(N,) QCD] using dimensional regularization and
v=0 (Np=-+"N.) do not agree with the conformal-
symmetry prediction. [Although the contributions pro-
portional to By do agree with Eq. (32).] The results have
been checked in both light-cone and Feynman gauges.
This conflict is unresolved, and hints at an even subtler
breakdown of conformal symmetry in gauge theory.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have shown that the meson distribu-
tion amplitude has the form

$(xi, Q) =x1%; 3 Py(xy —x2,0,(QN,(Q) , (33a)
n=0
where
- (Q) = . -
P,=C3*x,—x;)— ajWQ S diQ)C 3} x,—x,)

j=n+1

+- (33b)

and where M, (Q) is a moment of ¢ satisfying a standard
evolution equation [Egs. (11) and (13)]. Assuming residu-
al conformal symmetry near the light cone, we found a
simple procedure for determining the coefficients dj [see
Egs. (23) and (25)].

However, as we have discussed in the Introduction, the
predictions of conformal symmetry appear to conflict
with explicit two-loop calculations'! for the distribution
amplitude in QCD using dimensional regularization, al-
though they do hold for the analogous calculations for ¢*
in six dimensions. Assuming these calculations are
correct, this implies that conformal symmetry is broken in
a subtle way in gauge theory in dimensional regulariza-
tion, perhaps due to the sensitivity to infrared cutoffs. If
the source of this breakdown can be identified, then con-
formal symmetry could still be useful as a guide to the
higher-order corrections to the distribution amplitude.
More importantly, this unexpected breakdown points to
new effects which control the short-distance structure of
gauge theory, and give caution to the formal use on
conformal-symmetry results.
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APPENDIX A: ONE-LOOP EVOLUTION POTENTIAL
AND VACUUM-POLARIZATION CORRECTIONS

In this appendix, we rederive the one-loop evolution po-
tential for mesons and compute the leading corrections
due to vacuum polarization. The standard procedure for
computing ¥ for some hadron is to compute the distribu-
tion amplitude in perturbation theory not for the hadron
but rather for a state composed of free quarks (and/or
gluons). From this, the renormalization constant Z and
then the evolution potential [Eq. (6)] are determined.
Since V is insensitive to low momenta it is the same for
the hadron as it is for the free-quark state.

A related procedure determines the hard-scattering am-
plitude Ty for any process. The amplitude for that pro-
cess is computed in perturbation theory with all hadrons
replaced by free quarks. Using the distribution ampli-
tudes for the free-quark states, the hard-scattering ampli-
tude is extracted by rewriting the full amplitude in a fac-
J

2
C2
‘EV2

Qo
4%

b
'_:"f'al

€

yw2)' =1+ +

Qo
4 AZG

where 1,q;,. . . should be thought of as operators in x; —y;
space, 1/é=1/€—vy g +Indm, and A is some infrared regu-
lator (we use a gluon mass). From this, the renormalized
distribution amplitude ¢(Q) is defined by

(Q)
(y1y2)1/2¢(Q)=1+aiWQ (a;—dy+bInQ*/A%)+ - -+,
(A2)
where a,(Q) is defined by
Qo ay Bo
a,(Q)= QZG [l Eg_{_ J (A3)

so that Blay)=—ea;,—PBoas2/4m—.... The evolution
potential then follows directly from the renormalization
constant Z (Q)=¢,4(Q)~" and is given by’

d
V=—-0*—InZ
0?5 InZ(Q)
2
a,(Q) a,(Q)
= an b+ o l[z(bZ—BOal_blal)+B0dl

+Boby(yg—Indm)]+ - - - .

(A4)

This is the basic expression relating ¢, to V.

To compute V to leading order, we must compute
¢4(x;) for our gg state through first order in a,. The
relevant diagrams for the 4 * =0 gauge are shown in Fig.
1. In lowest order [Fig. 1(a)], ¢, for this state is simply
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torized form, as in Eq. (1); i.e., Ty is obtained by dividing
out the distribution amplitudes. In this way collinear
mass singularities are systematically removed from Ty,
leaving in many cases a well-behaved expansion in a,(Q).
This procedure is particularly simple when ¢ is defined
using dimensional regularization and minimal subtraction.
Then Ty is obtained simply by computing the scattering
amplitude for collinear sets of massless valence quarks us-
ing dimensional regularization and minimal subtraction to
remove the infrared infinities.

Here we examine the distribution amplitude as defined
with each of two regulators: dimensional regularization
and Pauli-Villars regularization.'®

1. Dimensional regularization

To determine the meson evolution potential V(x;,y;,a;)
for a dimensional regulator we first compute the distribu-
tion amplitude ¢,(x;) in d =4—2¢ dimensions for a free
quark and antiquark carrying momentum y,p and y,p,
respectively (y,+y,=p* =1 and p, =p ~=0). Schemat-
ically, ¢, will have the form

b2 +(12

€

(A1)

—_
a
-
==
0

(b)

(c)

N|—
/%S;
+
N —

FIG. 1. Diagram contributing to the unrenormalized distribu-
tion amplitude ¢, through order a,.
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volving mesons. One simply computes the amplitude for
scattering collinear gg pairs (in place of the mesons), and

ytys vy )

¢34 (x;)=8(x; —y)Tr

2v2 V2 divides by (x;)!/? for each external g or g, where x; is the
- fraction of the meson’s momentum carried by that parti-
=8(x;—y)yy)'?. (AS)  cle.
In the one-loop graph of Fig. 1(b), k* is set equal to
This is all the information needed to define the leading-  x,, and the k£~ integral can be evaluated using contour
order hard-scattering amplitude Ty for any process in-  integration. The result is
|
(ywy )”%"(»)—ﬂc (zﬂ)“fdz*sz X, |1—e+ ! o1 —x1) +(12) (A6a)
R P 2 o e yi—x1 | ki+xA2/p,
%_ |2 1+ o )+ (152)
= — |x —Xx >
4 | & T2 T e
Y1 1
+2Cr | —x1y20(y; —x1)+xy3In | — 1+y . 0(y;—x1)+(1e2) ’ (A6b)
1—X
Similarly, the self-energy corrections [Fig. 1(c)] are
Qg 1—e 2 0(z; —x,)
(y1y2)'205 (x;) = — —Cp(2m)*8(x, —y,) | [dz)d* *k, |x,z (1-2) (A7a)
y1y2) " (x; ag? CFUET 1—)1 f[ ] 1[*122 x|k 2,0 % +{le
) Cr 2Cr [ [dz] | X122 9 27t
=— 8xy—y) |——— 0z, —x)+(1e2) |+Cp | T ———
R A PP fylyz z—x;, T Flz 3
(A7b)

Equations (A6) and (A7) completely determine the one-loop evolution potential and ¢(x;,Q). By comparing with Eqgs.
(A1) and (A4) we immediately obtain Eq. (16) for V(x;,y;).

In Sec. III we discuss the fermion vacuum-polarization corrections to V. These are easily obtained from Egs. (A6)
and (A7) by including a factor

Qo 1 5
m*=—3n,——— = (A8)
S 4w~ | 3
in the integrands with / equal to the gluon momentum. A typical term has the form
Qg v(x;,y;)+€v'(x;,y;) yik?
—2m)* | d* %k m|— +(12)
417'2 f ! k12+)\.2x1/_}’1 X1 7
2
2 Qo 1 1 1 5 Y1
~—%fns|— | ——————— | | =4+ =In— |(v+ev)+(1e2) | . (A9
S ar | Wy 2e||e 3 x

Noting the subtraction —fSoa; in Eq. (A4), we see that such a term contributes

_5___1n_y_1_

v—0'+(12)
3 X1

2
_—J'nf

to the two-loop evolution potential ¥,. Thus, from Egs. (A6) and (A7), the leading correction due to vacuum polariza-
tion is

Vve=—3ns[3Vi(x0p) +8V (xi,p:)]
where

Ll

-2
3

8V=—y1y25(xi —y,-)Cp —2CF xlyzln 1+ O(yl——xl)—xlyze(y,—xl)+(1<—>2) .

[SRR%-)

r
X1

yi1—X

(A10)
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Only the term in 8} containing Iny, /x, is nondiagonal
with respect to the polynomials C 3/? and so it is retained
in Sec. IV. Evaluation of the off—dlagonal matnx ele-
ments of 8V is greatly simplified by noting that 5+
[Egs. (A6) and (A7)] can be written'®

%4 (yy )12
b, ¢ %o 1 W2 .
+ou= - +diagonal terms ,
Sutdu="ne 2 oy g
where
1% 1—e€ A
Vi(x;,y:)=2Cg |(xy;) l—e+
J1—X

XO0(y;—x)+(12)

=V(ix;) .

Because ¥, is symmetric under interchange of x; and y;,
it must be diagonal with respect to the Gegenbauer poly-
nomials C2/27¢. The argument here is identical to that
given for ¥, in Sec. II B, and the result is not surprising
since the dimensions of the operators O™ are reduced by
—2€ in 4—2¢ dimensions. Thus, Gegenbauer polynomi-
als of type 3/2—e are expected [cf. Eq. (25) with
dy=( 2 —¢) and no 7,]. The eigenvalue equation for ¥,
is then

Vi(xi,p:)

(yw2)' ¢ »
=[—y"+0(e)IC > (y1—y2) .
Expanding to first order in €, we find that (for n > j)

—e [ [dx][dy]C %8V (x;.p; >63-’2

y?e [ [dx]-=

f [dx]C 3> 4(x; —x3)

_( (") ngleC f§=3/2 .

d¢
(A11)
Borrowing results from Sec. IV A, this can be rewritten
[ [dx)ldyIC 3%V C 37
=y =y f [dx]C ¥ In(x,x,)x1x,C 372 .

(A12)

2. Pauli-Villars regulators

A Pauli-Villars regulator is introduced by subtracting
diagrams with the gluon mass set equal to Q. The cut-off
i

a,(Q)
4

v (x,~,y,- )

f 2 —ylklz
Yl k24 A%,

X1

+(1e2)

distribution amplitude ¢(x;,Q) for the free gg state will
have the structure

as(Q)
(1y2)2H@ =1+ = |b ln% ta
a(Q) ) 2
e ¢yln 32 +b In v
+ay |+ . (Al3)

This satisfies an evolution equation with the potential
2

a
V=—"b+ (by—Boa, —bya;) (A14)
4

s
4

as can be verified by direct substitution. The regulated
distribution amplitude is readily computed to first order
from Egs. (A6) and (A7):

Y132)29(x;,Q)=y,y,8(x; —y;)

a,(Q) 2
+ 4 Vl(x“y‘) %_,_...

(A15)

By comparing this result with that for dimensional regu-
larization, we find that the two distribution amplitudes
are related by

d
sevis@= [ 12,y 0,)600031,0)

where

aS
z=yy,8(x; —y;)+—-—8V
4
with 8V given by Eq. (A10). Here and in Eq. (29) we are
assuming that the same scheme is being used to define o
for both Pauli-Villars and dimensional regulators. It is, of
course, trivial to change from one scheme to another
when using either regulator.
To obtain the vacuum-polarization corrections for a
Pauli-Villars regulator, we insert
12
1T

into the one-loop integrands with / equal to the gluon’s
momentum. A typical term has the form

(%)= —2n, 2

A2
A2=Q2
2
as(Q) In?Q%/A? 2
%nf o ] [v(xi,y,») —Q2—~}—%ln—£~2 +(12)
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which implies a contribution to ¥, for vacuum polariza-
tion of the form

—3n Vil

Thus, vacuum polarization does not introduce nondiago-
nal terms into the evolution potential, at least in this or-
der. Because of this result, the B, part of Vpr as comput-
ed from Eq. (29) (using Vpy) agrees with the direct calcu-
lation leading to Eq. (A 10), as it should.

APPENDIX B: THE OPERATOR-PRODUCT
EXPANSION AND CONFORMAL SYMMETRY

In this appendix'* we give the general constraints of
conformal symmetry for the operator-product expansion
required to calculate the distribution amplitude for vector
and pseudoscalar mesons at large momentum transfer. To
leading twist
U4 ¥

z z = .
> £y ~§C,,(zz—1ezo)

L
(i) Ce
X 2 raza] Z2a,,
m=n

Xo(n)al---ama(o) , (B1)
|
AX)B(O0)=(x*—iex®) T S (x2_jexy) "M
n=0

a
CiBx™ ... x

where i=1,2 with

. Yoo i=1
r\(l)=
a Yo¥s i=2, (B2)
e n —
00 MmN 0)= S dppid™ -+ - 3 HO)
k=0
a R % S %k

D is the covariant derivative and C,(z2—iez,) are singu-
lar functions of well-defined dimension (powers of loga-
rithms in QCD). In the expansion Eq. (B1), the operators
that appear also have external derivatives as in Eq. (B3).
This does not happen in the discussion of deep-inelastic
lepton-hadron scattering, since there only forward matrix
elements are involved. Thus, only m =n =k operators
appear there. Also, the expansion of a product of two
currents is involved. However, it turns out that the
m =n =k operators are identical in the two cases. Thus,
the %, that control the Q? behavior in form factors are
the same as in the kth moment M, (Q?) in deep-inelastic
lepton-hadron scattering (see the first paper of Ref. 8 for
more details).

Let us now apply the form of the operator-product ex-
pansion for two scalar fields in case of exact conformal
symmetry,'®

ap

1 - 1 — lg—1,+1, -1l
x [ du Tt et AT ) (B4)

The eigensolutions P,(x) of the distribution amplitude
are proportional to

S e [z 2 p N ptz (BS)
m=n
where

n
Amn = 2 dmnkbk
k=0

and
(0| YOITYD,, - - - Dy, 9(0) [ p)

=biPa, """ Pa,Pa+t(8aq, terms). (B6)
Comparing (B1) and (B4), we then obtain

i Apn fdz—e(i/2)xz_p+(p+)(p+z—)m
m=n

1 : _
« [dee [ du ey (1—w))
o« fdggnf‘ dve(i/2)§(z._u)(1_Uz)[(1”+n)/2_1]
-1

(2, +m/2-1]

n
o« G (] _x2)lthrm2-1l (B7)

dx”

|

For scalars [,=n +2d4+vy,, reproducing Eq. (25).
For spinors, where we take the lowest operator to be a
vector [Eq. (8)], this is equivalent to I, =n +2d;+v,+1,
reproducing Eq. (26). [Note that for the ¢* interaction in
four dimensions and the (¥1)? interaction in two dimen-
sions the potential V' is a contact potential with measure
(1—x2)°, thus yielding P,(x)=P,(x)=Legendre polyno-
mials for leading order, in agreement with Egs. (25) and
(26). (Actually only n=0 appears in the potential.) In the
case of ¢° in six dimensions and gauge theory in four di-
mensions, the leading-order polynomials are the C2/2, as
expected.]

APPENDIX C: TWO-LOOP CALCULATIONS
FOR ¢° THEORY IN SIX DIMENSIONS

It is straightforward to show that the set of ladder and
crossed-ladder graphs in [¢]¢ obeys the Callan-Symanzik
equation with 8=0. In this appendix we summarize the
main results for this model which are applicable to the
meson distribution amplitude to two loops. The results
are all performed in d =6— 2¢ dimensions.

As in Sec. II we define the expansion of the distribution
amplitude
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¢(x,0)=(1—x%) 3 P,(x,a)M,(Q),
where

(n) _
0% ,.(Q>=3’—2—M,,<Q> ,

dQ2
T¥al@)=—ay" —ay" .

The function P, satisfies

n)
Q? a_QZP (X, a)-—-—-wl’ (x,a)

Vix,y,a)
+f0 [dy] 2 e
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Q%3/3Q?P,=0. To one loop, we find
Vilx,y)=—+[(1+x)(1-y)0(y >x)
+(x—>—x,y——p)]=V,(y,x) .

Consequently, the P, to leading order are C, normalized
Gegenbauer polynomials, and ¥{"'=1/(n +1)(n +2). To
two loops we expand P, as in Eq. (21), where (n > j),

.l Co(X)V5(x,9)C;(p)
df= [, ) == 5=

We have verified that the crossed-graph kernel is sym-
metric, so it does not contribute to d }'. The double-ladder

with V=aV,+a*V,+ - . Since B(a)=0, graph in dimensional regularization has the form
|
- _26; 0(x —7-k) 1 1 1 1 1
—go* [ d% %k dS— %l . (C1)
8o f k2+2p-k k*>—2p-k k241*—2k-1 —A2 [24+2p-1 I*—2p-1 I*—2&p-1
Using the usual denominator-combining formulas, and momentum shift, this becomes
1 =11 _£y2
apre [ - —[—]— [ 1481 f a¢ £ a=f) 280x —X(a;,8,€)) , €

—ajy)]¢

where

X=—a1+ay+a;

a);—
A=EN=Bi+B+ B+~

(C3)
and

3
1— za,-

i=1

(da)=dada,da;b

As in Appendix A, we must now identify parts multiply-
ing 1/€* and 1/e. One power of 1/€ comes from I'(2¢), as
usual, while the other comes from the £ integration in the
region £=0. To draw out the second 1/¢ we must in-
tegrate by parts on §&. The double ladder can be written as
two terms of the form of Eq. (C2) with

[( 1 —§)25(x “X(ai)ﬁixg))]
replaced by

[(1—£98(x —X (;,B;,€)) —8(x —X(a;,B:,E=0))]

|

Y [(1—§)B;,+1—_§;—3— }

-
and

6(x “X(ai’ﬁhgzo)) »

respectively. For the A4 term the needed 1/€ coefficient is
obtained by setting €e=0 in the numerator. For the B
term we replace

1 d

5‘"=;§E

integrate by parts and obtain

1 1

Py 2_€1n[03332( 1—a3)]
1
€

The 1/€* terms cancel as required in V. The 1/€ contri-
butions to the second-order potential is defined from the
combination 2(b, —b,a,) [see Eq. (A4)]. Here we have

B=aXy) [ [da][dB]

A’Z
YE +In;;

X8(x —X(0)) . (C4)

bz(x,z>=%f[da][d3][foligé[u—é)za(x —X(EN§—In[asB;}(1—a3)]18(x —X (0))

7\2
—2 |Yg+In —

m
and, from the one-loop calculation,

aby=— [ [da) [ [dB)8(x —X(0))

8(x —X(0)) |[(1—£?)

‘yE+lnu +h’lB3J l_gl),

(CS)

(C6)
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where the (1—£?) factors are due to the choice of the
weight. Consequently, the two-loop potential is

V2 =2(b2——a1b|)

= [ [da]ldB] foli’f[u—f)%(x —X(E)]

—ln[a3(l——a3)]8(x —X(0)) (1~—-§2) N
(Cc?

where, as required, all dependence on u?/A? has canceled.

We have checked numerically that the result (C7) for
the dj agrees with the conformal-symmetry prediction,
Eq. (32) for By=0. As in Sec. IV, we can show that the
Pauli-Villars regulator gives a different result due to the
term B(a)= —eas#0 induced in dimensional regulariza-
tion. We have also checked numerically that the Pauli-
Villars regulator gives results consistent with the extended
polynomials for the orthogonal polynomials P,. (See Sec.
IVA)
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