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We examine the radiative A — yN transition at the real photon point Q> = 0 using the framework of
light-cone QCD sum rules. In particular, the sum rules for the transition form factors G,;(0) and Rg,, are
determined up to twist 4. The result for G, (0) agrees with experiment within 10% accuracy. The
agreement for Rp,, is also reasonable. In addition, we derive new light-cone sum rules for the magnetic
moments of nucleons, with a complete account of twist-4 corrections based on a recent reanalysis of

photon distribution amplitudes.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The wish to understand the constituents of atomic nu-
clei, the nucleons, has been the driving force for a great
many experiments and theoretical models. In particular the
radiative nucleon-A transition has been the focus of atten-
tion since 1979, when it was shown that a deformation of
the nucleon-A system can entail nonvanishing electromag-
netic (E2) and Coulomb (C2) quadrupole amplitudes [1].
This breaks a selection rule laid down previously [2],
allowing only magnetic dipole amplitudes (M1) in the
v*N — A transition.

The fact that the measurement of the electromagnetic
properties of the transition can provide insights in the
deviation of the nucleon or the A from spherical symmetry
has resulted in numerous experiments covering a large
range of accessible values for the photon virtuality Q. In
the whole region up to ~4 GeV?, the ratios E2/M1 and
C2/M1 are found to be small and negative, especially
|E2/M1]| is smaller than 5% [3-7]. In the case of real
photons, which is relevant for this work, the Coulomb
quadrupole is known to vanish. Thus precision measure-
ments are only available for the ratio E2/M1 [8-11].

On the theoretical side various approaches have been
suggested. In quark models with unbroken SU(6)-spin-
flavor symmetry E2/M1 is predicted to be exactly zero
[2], whereas a broken SU(6) symmetry yields values rang-
ing from 0 to —2% [12—14]. Other models, among them
Skyrme models and the large N, limit of QCD, also find the
ratio to be small and negative [15,16]. Given that the A
decays almost entirely into a nucleon and a pion, it is not
surprising, that chiral bag models tend to agree well with
experimental data [17]. In recent years studies using chiral
effective field theory have been quite popular and yield
rather precise results [18,19], in addition to that lattice
calculations also predict E2/M1 to be around —3% [20].
Only recently a detailed review summarizing various theo-
retical approaches to the nucleon-A transition has been
published [21].

On the other hand, the attempts to understand the
nucleon-A transition at the microscopic level, i.e. in terms
of the underlying quark-gluon structure, have been less
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successful. In particular, the calculation of Ioffe and
Smilga [22] in the framework of QCD sum rules [23] failed
to produce acceptable results. A possible reason for this is
that the background field technique developed in [22] (see
also [24] for an equivalent approach) is only applicable for
the case that the participating initial state and final state
hadrons have equal masses. Technically, this restriction
arises because the contribution of interest can only be
isolated as the double-pole contribution in the hadron
momentum. This is the case for e.g. the calculation of
nucleon magnetic moments which was the primary task
of [22,24], but it is not a good approximation for the N —
Ay radiative transition.

The problem of calculating the transitions between had-
rons of different mass is known for a long time and
provided the main motivation for the development of an
alternative approach [25,26], now known as light-cone sum
rules (LCSRs). In this technique, an infinite series of the
“induced condensates’ (in the language of [22]) is re-
summed in a function that has the physical meaning of a
photon distribution amplitude and describes the probability
amplitude to find a quark and an antiquark in the real
photon, with given momentum fractions and at small trans-
verse separations. The operator product expansion in light-
cone sum rules is organized in terms of distribution ampli-
tudes (DAs) of increasing twist. The relevant photon dis-
tribution amplitudes were introduced in [25] and recently
studied in more detail in [27]. This technique has been used
numerously, see e.g. [28—31] for recent applications of
photon DAs.

In this work we calculate the form factors of the yp —
A" transition at Q> = 0 using the light-cone sum rule
formalism. In [32] the transition has been studied at Q> =
0 with a LCSR approach similar to the one we use in this
work. We use, however, a more recent complete set of
photon DAs up to twist 4, that also includes 3-particle-
DAs containing an additional gluon, which do influence the
final sum rules. These were also used in [33], where
radiative decays of decuplet baryons into octet baryons
have been considered and, in particular, the nucleon-A
transition was also calculated. A comparison with this
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work is given in Sec. III. As already stressed in previous
works [34,35], it is important to choose the Lorentz basis in
such a way that the unwanted contributions due to the
nonvanishing overlap of states with spin 1/2 and negative
parity with the A interpolating field n* can be separated
from those of spin 3/2 states with positive parity.

For the calculation we will use a technique based on the
background field method, that was first used in [25,36] to
calculate the radiative X, — py transition and the nucleon
magnetic moments. In this work we will also give an
update on the LCSR results for the magnetic moments.
Our results for yp — A™ can easily be conferred to yn —
A° by exchanging e, < e, in the final formulas.

The present analysis is also fuelled by the results of
Refs. [34,35], where nucleon-A-transition form factors
were calculated for virtual photons. In both calculations
that use different (local duality and LCSR, using nucleon
distribution amplitudes [37]) techniques, the magnetic
transition form factor comes out to be below the data for
the momentum transfers below 2 GeV?2, and the reason for
this discrepancy is not understood. In order to understand
the origin of this problem, it is imperative to have an
alternative calculation for the low Q7 region. Our calcu-
lation for Q> = 0 provides a step in this direction.

The presentation is organized as follows. In Sec. II we
will consider the N — yN transition to calculate nucleon
magnetic moments. The next section deals with the
nucleon-A transition. We will not give the details of the
calculation, but instead focus on the choice of an appro-
priate Lorentz basis. The sum rules for the magnetic dipole
form factor G,,(0) and the ratio E2/M1 are discussed in
Sec. IV.

II. MAGNETIC MOMENTS OF NUCLEONS

In this section we will examine the nucleon magnetic
moments. This is a classical problem that provides a test
ground for many nonperturbative methods. In particular,
the calculation of nucleon magnetic moments was the main
objective behind the generalization of QCD sum rules in
background fields [22,24]. The results are in good agree-
ment with experiments. In Refs. [36,38] the magnetic mo-
ments were already calculated using LCSRs in conjunction
with photon DAs. As a new element, our calculation will
use, for the first time, the complete set of photon DAs' and
also updated nonperturbative parameters.

This simple example serves as an illustration how the
calculation is carried out and allows us to test its accuracy
and the dependence of the results on the various parame-
ters. Especially, this procedure provides a check for the
numerical values of those nonperturbative parameters that
are still under discussion, e.g. the magnetic susceptibility
of the quark condensate y.

'We will not take into account 4-particle-DAs which are not
expected to give rise to numerically relevant contributions.
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A. Definitions

The transition matrix element

P(p, jEOP(p + g, s')) = P(S)(p)[v”Fl(Qz)

1
~ g FA0)|
My

X PS(p + q) (1)

can conveniently be parametrized in terms of Dirac and
Pauli form factors, F, and F,. Hereafter P*)(p) is the
proton spinor with momentum p and spin s. The magnetic
moment of a nucleon can then be defined as

uy = F1(0) + F>(0). (2
This allows us to take only real photons into account. As
F7(0)=0 and F7(0)=1 are just the corresponding
charges, it is only necessary to determine F,(0).

The process in Fig. 1 can be described by the correlation
function

I1~(p, q) = izjd“x]d“y

X ePxtiay (0| T {n,(x)j* ()7 ,0}H0).  (3)

Here
jr = edc?'yﬂd + e,y u 4)

is the electromagnetic current, with e; = —1/3 and ¢, =
2/3 being the quark charges. eij\) is the four-polarization
vector of the emitted photon, qe(") = (. The current

7(x) = (W (X)Cy*ub (x))ysyrd-(x)e®® ®))

is the usual Ioffe current [39] for the proton. C is the charge
conjugation matrix, a, b, ¢ are color indices and £9¢ is the
three-dimensional Levi-Civita symbol. Note that the cur-
rent has fixed isospin 1/2. The isospin relation between
proton and neutron then assures that the formulas for the
neutron magnetic moments can be obtained from those of
the proton by exchanging e, < e,. Therefore we will only

p+yg

p P

FIG. 1. A proton with initial momentum p + ¢ emits a photon
with momentum g.
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consider the proton. The coupling Ap of the loffe current
equation (5) to the proton is defined by

OIn(0)IP(p, s)) =

oo P ©®

By introducing an electromagnetic background field of a
plane wave

Fo, =ieVq, — Pq,)eie* = f,,e (7

it is possible to absorb the emitted photon into the back-
ground field. We consider the following object:

E(p, et = i f d*xePX01T {1, ()7, (OO0, (8)

Here the subscript F indicates that the vacuum expectation
value has to be evaluated in the background field F,

Expanding the correlator in Eq. (8) in powers of the
|

o Olnp(O)[P(p, )XP(p, s)lj*(O)P(p + g, )XP(p + g, S)|77(0)|0>
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background field and taking only the terms linear in F,,,
corresponds to the single photon emission, also described
by Eq. (3). We will refrain from a more detailed presenta-
tion of this expansion, but instead would like to refer to
[40] for a review on the background field method and to
Chapter 2 in Ref. [27], which is dedicated to the expansion
of correlation functions in an electromagnetic background
field.

B. Expansion of the correlator

Applying the usual strategy of QCD sum rules, we have
to calculate the correlation function equation (8) in two
different regimes. If the ingoing and outgoing particle
states are close to proton mass shell, i.e. p?> = m3 and (p +
q)* = m3, the hadronic representation of Eq. (8) will be
dominated by the process p — p7y.

The contribution T'p of the process p — p7y is then given
by

TP(p’ ) (m
P

Using Eqgs. (1) and (5) and the spin summation formula for
Dirac spinors

> PY(p)PY(p) = p + mp, (10)
this can be written as
|/\P| I‘ m,
T el = 50 Ty 0)
d K (277)4 - p1

B p+ 4 +m
_ M F 2 P (/\)

P > 2
(11

with py = pand p, = p + q.
The Lorentz structure

A
pot pg,e

is free of contributions due to F;(0), already satisfies the
Ward identity, as it is proportional to f*”, and has the
highest possible number of momenta p. Therefore it seems
advisable to focus on structures containing an even number
of y-matrices.

After reducing to the Dirac basis, we will only consider
the structure p“ pﬁaﬁg fag» following [36]. Then one gets
for Eq. (11)

W

T el = ~( ' £0)
Pa Qmm,(m3 — ph)md — pd)

Xp“pﬁaﬁgfa{+ (12)

The dots represent terms of different Lorentz structure.

()]

pH(mi — (p + q)%)

[

In the Euclidean region, where p? < 0 and p3 < 0, one
can express the correlation function equation (3) in terms
of photon distribution amplitudes of increasing twist. To
this end we insert the expressions for the current 1, Eq. (5),
into the correlator (8):

4% (p, qetd) =i f d*xeP 00| T {(u () Cy b (1)) Y5

X d*(x)d” (0)y" ys(@ (0)ynCit” (0)}HO)
X gabcga’b’c" (13)

Using Wick’s theorem the calculation is straightforward.
One has, however, to pay attention to the fact that we are
working with massless quarks in a simultaneous electro-
magnetic and gluonic background field. The electromag-
netic field F,,, is just a plane wave, whereas the gluonic
field G, = G4,t* due to the presence of gluons in the
hadron is unknown. The quark propagator then adopts the

following form? [41]:
ix ig !
2 1672x2 /0 du lxux ]

X {WACp + UCpX )} G (ux) [ux, 0]

4(13(0) = [ 0]—

. 1
leq —

_ 16717—2x2/o du |x, ux |{uX0up + uopk}

X F (ux)[ux, 0]+ ..., (14)

here we used the abbreviation

*Note that our sign convention for the electric charge, ¢ =
JVama,,, follows [27] and thus differs from [36].
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1
[x,y] = Pexp{i[ dt(x — y),le,A*(tx — Ty)
0

+ gB*(tx — fy)]} (15)

for the path-ordered exponent (A, is the electromagnetic
and B, the gluon field) and @ = 1 — a, V a € [0, 1]. The
dots represent terms that will give rise to contributions of
twist 5 or higher. As we will only consider terms up to
twist 4, these are not relevant here. Hence, there are only
four diagrams that have to be taken into account, see Fig. 2.

It turns out that the diagram in Fig. 2(a) does not give
rise to contributions with an even number of y-matrices
and can be neglected.

After wusing the Fierz identity to decompose
(0l¢;(x)3;(0)|0)£, one can insert the expression for the
photon DAs (see Appendix A) and perform the Fourier
transformation.

We get for diagram b:

e 2
0= - gq? anstn( =)
e{qq) Au) + B(u)
+ . a 674
872 Jo —ipt — up%}p Ppo™ far
T (16)

here the dots represent terms that do not contribute to the
structure p®pgoPéf,, or that are just polynomials in p}
and p3. These will vanish after a subsequent double Borel
transformation.

The calculation of the remaining two diagrams is analo-
gous and yields

2 & &@v&

diagram a diagram b

7(0) 7(z

diagram ¢

diagram d

FIG. 2. Diagrams up to twist 4. The wiggled and the curled
lines represent the coupling to the electromagnetic and gluonic
background fields. The crosses denote interactions with the
vacuum.
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™(p. g [e Aqq) f fD S

_aupl up2

T el

X p¥pgoPifar+ - (17)
S(a) + S(a)

(. q)=[ €d<QQ>f f@ ) =

ed(QQ) f [Da(l ~2u)

Tz(a) - 2T3(a) + T4(a)}
_aupl upz

X peppoPifar+ -, (18)

where [Da= [{da, [{da; [(da,6(1 —a,—a;—a,).

The functions ¢, which is of twist 2 and T}, S, S, S,,

T}, A, and B, which have twist 4, are defined in
Appendix A.

C. Borel transformation and continuum subtraction

The sum rule for F,(0) can readily be obtained be
equating the hadronic result, Eq. (12), and the light-cone
expansion, Egs. (16)—(18). As usual, a Borel transforma-
tion and a subsequent continuum subtraction are necessary
to suppress the effects of excited states and extract the p —
py ratio. The two independent momenta p; and p, allow a
double Borel transformation, that can be performed using
the general formulas

r M?
BMZBMZ A E— T (Cl) =278y — — T 1 5
R (—apt — up3)” My + M;
(19)
and
1 _mz 2_m2 2
B BMg{(m? — p(m3 ~ p%)} e Qo)

Here M? is the Borel parameter corresponding to p? and
t = (M3M3)/(M? + M3). The continuum subtraction can
be accomplished by a simple set of substitution rules [42]:

£ — z3<1 - e—So/f(l £, %(So/t)z» 2D

2 — t2<1 — e‘So/’<1 + %)) (22)

t— t(1 — e S/7) (23)

with S, being the continuum threshold.
For the process p — py the natural choices are

M3} = M3 (24)
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and the threshold S, coincides with the normal continuum threshold sp for the proton.
Putting everything together, the final sum rule for F,(0) takes the following form:

F,(0) = Wemi/f[e; (p(1/2)1‘2<1 - e’So/’<1 + Sf)) + [— “@aa/2) + B(l/z))}(l — eSolt)

A5

e, (12 1/2 1 -
- — d da———| S+ S+
2]0 aq]o aql—aq—a—[

q

1/2 1/2 — a-
+ €d daq[ daqaq—aqz
2 Jo 0 1—-a,—ay)

The first term in Eq. (25) gives the leading twist-2 contri-
bution, which was first obtained in Ref. [36]. The remain-
ing terms are new.

D. Numerical results

The asymptotic expression for the photon wave function
o(u) is given by x(u)6u(1 — u) at a renormalization scale
u? =1 GeV?, where y(u) is the so-called magnetic sus-
ceptibility of the quark condensate. It has been argued that
the full DA does not differ much from the asymptotic
expression [36] as sum rule calculations showed a small
coefficient for the next-to-leading order term. Thus, hence-
forth, we will use ¢(1/2) = 3/2x(w).

The value of y is not very well known. The first detailed
study using QCD sum rules yielded y(1/2) = 4.4 GeV 2
[43,44], whereas a local duality approach [24] found
x(1/2) = 3.3 GeV 2. The latest estimate for y(u =
1 GeV) gives a value of 3.15 GeV 2 [27] and, assuming
asymptotic DAs, leads to ¢(1/2) = 4.73 GeV 2.

The higher-twist photon DAs are known to next-to-
leading order in conformal spin. The corresponding ex-
pressions are collected in Appendix A.

Furthermore, we need the numerical values for the cou-
pling constant |Ap|?, the continuum threshold sp as well as
the Borel window for ¢. The continuum threshold can be
determined from the most fundamental sum rule for the
nucleon, namely, those for the coupling constant. We ob-
tain sp = 2.25 GeV?, see [45]. It is advantageous to use
the whole sum rule [46] instead of a fixed number for |Ap|>.
This will decrease the dependence of our LCSR on the
value of the quark condensate and thus improve stability
and reduce errors. We are left with the choice for the Borel
window.

The Borel window is determined by two competing
requirements. On the one hand, ¢ must be large enough to
ensure that severing the twist expansion after twist 4 is
valid, as the contributions of twist 5 and 6 are suppressed
by an additional factor } compared to the twist 3 and 4
contributions. On the other hand, a small Borel parameter
is necessary to assure an adequate exponential suppression
of the continuum and guarantees the validity of the quark-
hadron duality. This suggests the interval

e, —
S’y:|(aq; aq, 1—- aq - aq)t(l — e SO/t)

2e

{Tz —2T; + T, — —"TZ:|(aq, ag 1 —a, —ay)(l — eSO/’):|. (25)
d

e

1 GeV? =t =2 GeV> (26)

In Fig. 3 we plotted the sum rule (25) for different values
of ¢(1/2). The comparison with the experimental value
[47] mp=2793 favors a value ¢(1/2)=525=*
0.15 GeV 2. This corresponds to y(u = 1 GeV) = 3.5 +
0.1 GeV~2, assuming one uses the asymptotic expression
for the DAs. This agrees rather well with the result from the
vector dominance model and the latest QCD sum rule
result. Note that a larger value of y can still be realized,
if the full DA has a rather flat shape, this is the case e.g. in
the instanton model of the QCD vacuum [48,49].

The magnetic moment of the neutron can, as already
stated, be obtained from Eq. (25) by exchanging e, < ¢,.
We plotted the results in Fig. 4. As in [36], the sum rule
prediction for wy is somewhat below the experimental
value [47] uy = —1.913.

The experimental result for the neutron magnetic mo-
ment uy can be reproduced by using a 40% larger value of
¢(1/2) that can be achieved if the magnetic susceptibility
X is increased by the corresponding amount, or if the
photon distribution amplitude is more peaked in the middle
point as might be suggested by the model for the distribu-
tion amplitude for transversely polarized mesons in [50].

s B A B

31 B

-~ @(1/2)=6.6 GeV”
— - @(1/2)=5.0 GeV™

—  ((1/2)=4.73 GeV"
exp. value

1+F"(0)

b=
N
oo
T
|

2,7

] I S RO U R R

. 2
tin GeV

FIG. 3 (color online). Magnetic moment of the proton from
sum rule (25) for different values of ¢(1/2). The hatched line
represents the experimental value [47].
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o—————7—F—T7T——T—T7—"——

-+ @(1/2)=6.6 GeV~
9(1/2)=5.0GeV” |

—  ¢(1/2)=4.73 GeV”
exp. value

04} —.

tin GeV’

FIG. 4 (color online). Magnetic moment of the neutron from
sum rule (25) for different values of ¢(1/2). The hatched line
represents the experimental value [47].

The stability of the neutron sum rule becomes, however,
somewhat worse in this case. Also the agreement of the
sum rule prediction for the proton magnetic moment is
spoiled. uy turns out to be more sensitive than u , to those
higher twist corrections that are only known to circa 50%
accuracy so that the overall error is larger. Worse agree-
ment for wy compared to wp is therefore no surprise.

With the standard choice ¢(u) = ¢*Y(u) and the latest
value y(u = 1 GeV2) = 3.15 + 0.3 GeV 2 [27],% we ob-
tain the following results for the magnetic moments:

pwp =14 (0.96 = 0.1)y- + (0.72 + 0.18) -4
=2.68 +0.28 27)

puy = (—1.93 % 0.2), + (0.88 = 0.27) s
= 1.05 + 0.47. (28)

Here we also included the different contributions of twist 2
and twist 4 to the magnetic moments and how the overall
error is distributed.

In the following we will stick to the above standard
choice for ¢(u).

I1II. THE NUCLEON-DELTA TRANSITION

We will now expand the technique presented in the
previous section to the case of the nucleon-A transition.
We will not go into the details of the calculation, except for
the construction of a suitable Lorentz basis. This enables us
to remove unwanted contributions of transitions including
final states with isospin 3/2 and spin 1/2.

3y only appears in the combination (g¢)y, which has a very
weak scale dependence, see e.g. [27]. Thus the evolution effect is
negligible.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074025 (2007)

It is not necessary to treat the ny — A transition sepa-
rately from the py — A transition, as the final formulas
will only differ by the exchange ¢, < e;. Hence, we will
only consider the proton transition.

A. Definitions

In order to study the py — A" transition using LCSRs,
it is convenient to consider the correlation function corre-
sponding to the diagram in Fig. 5:

I~ (p, q) = i2]d4x]d4y

X e PO T {n# (x)j* () 7O)}H0).  (29)

For the current n* that creates states with the quantum
numbers of the A*, we will follow a suggestion by Ioffe
[39] and use

n#(x) = [(u*(x)Cy*u®(x))d* (x)
+ 2(u?(x)Cy*d® (x))uc (x)]ee. (30)

Note that the current 5, Eq. (5), has isospin 1/2, whereas
1* has isospin 3/2, therefore only the isovector part of the
electromagnetic current

J ) =Ye, — ey u — dy,d) 31)
can induce the py — A transition [34].
We will also use a correlation function in an electro-
magnetic background field ¥,

4 (p, g)e = i f d*xe P O1T {n* () (OO (32)

The quantities, which can be measured experimentally,
are the magnetic dipole transition form factor G,,(0) and
the electric quadrupole transition form factor G(0). They
are given by [51]

G0

G0 = —" [ Gy + mp)my + mp) SO

3(mp + my) mp
+ (3 — m%)Gz(O)} (33)

q
pP+q p
Yy

0 _- <. M=
n,z'/ 0 x ! )

FIG. 5. Graph corresponding to Eq. (29) in coordinate space.
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GO = Sy + ma) [( ”)< ﬂ
(34)
and
_ Gglo)

where G;(0), i = 1, 2 are form factors defined in Eq. (39).

B. Contribution of py — A" to the correlation function

The contribution of the py — A transition to the cor-
relator (29) is given by
1 1
©Oln,(OIA(p, 5))
my — p>mp— (p+ )ZZ .
X{A(p, )" O)IP(p + g, 5))
X (P(p + g, )| 7(0)]0)e. (36)

The matrix element

Ti“je(y’\) =

O, O)A(p, 5)) = 22 AW(p) 37)

(2m)?

is parametrized via the coupling constant A,. Here Aﬁf)(p)
is a Rarita-Schwinger spinor for the A. Inserting the gen-
eral expression for the transition matrix element

(A (p, ) OIP(p + g,57) = A (p, ), ysP(p + g, 5")
(38)

where the vertex I'), defines the three form factors

G1(Q%), G5(Q%), and G3(Q ).
r,um = Gl(Qz)(g,u,Vd - Q,u,')/v) + GZ(Q2)<gMVq<p + %)

- q,L<p + %) ) + G3(0(q,49, — 4°8uy).  (39)

in Eq. (36) and using the spin summation formula

s A (s 1
ZAFM)(P)AEL)(P) = _(15 - mA)|:g,um - 57;1,’)’1/
2 v v FPv
_2uby  PuYe = m} “0)
3my 3mp
the contribution 74" e ¢V can be written as
Ap A
TH M = — AP ($ — my)
A (m} — pP)m3 — (p + 9)%) :
1 2ptp
X|gh = =V Yo — =
|:g 37 Ya szA
n
# Yo DX rerys (4 f = me). @D
mp
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However, it is known that the correlation function is
plagued by transitions py — N* [34,35], where |N*) is
an isospin—% spin- 5 1 state with negative parity. It is advanta-
geous to use the Lorentz structures that do not receive
contributions due to transitions to spin-;  states. To find

these we consider the overlap of |N*) with n*, which is
defined [35] as

(myy* — 4p*)N*9(p),

(42)

Oln, (0)IN*(p, 5)) = (2 )2

where Ay~ is the coupling and m.,, the mass of the spin-1/2
state. The spinor N*¥)(p) satisfies the Dirac equation (4 —
m.)N*®)(p) = 0 and Eq. (10). Using the general decom-
position of the electromagnetic transition matrix element

(N*(p, $)|j*O)IN(p + ¢, 5"y = N"O(p)(v"¢*> — dq”)
X FYN'(Q%) —io**q,
X FYN(02)]ysN)(p + q),

(43)
we can write the unwanted contribution to IT#” as
AnsA
THY  — NN LYH — dpt
e pran ) LA
X (B — my (v q* — dq”)FYN' (Q?)
— i q FYN (0)]ys( + 4 — my). (44)

In Refs. [34,35] it has been shown that it is possible to
disentangle the contribution to IT#” due to Eqgs. (41) and
(44) by a specific choice for the Lorentz basis. As our
kinematics are different from those in Ref. [35], we cannot
use the same basis, however.

C. Lorentz basis

The correlator equation (29) satisfies two independent
constraints, which have to be taken into account when
constructing a suitable Lorentz basis:

(i) the transversality condition ¢, IT#" = 0

(ii) the Rarita-Schwinger condition vy, IT#” = 0.

As the transversality condition is automatically fulfilled by
Lorentz structures proportional to F*” and its derivatives,
it is convenient to construct a basis from these structures.
This yields 20 different Lorentz structures and the QED
Bianchi identity eliminates four thereof. The Rarita-
Schwinger condition provides four additional constraints
reducing the number of independent Lorentz structures to a
mere 12:
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R\ = qpy*¢pys — epy*dpbys + 4qpp*¢ys — epp*dys)
R, = p*(gpy*#ys — epy*dvs) + 4(qpp*¢bys — epp*dPBys)

Rs = qpy*éys — epy*dys + 2(p*¢dys) — %(7"%41575)

Ry = 4p*edpys) — p>(v*¢dys) + 2(apy*£pys — epy*4pys)
Rs = qp(y*¢dys) — 4qperdys — epg”dvys)

Re = y"¢dvs — 2(e*dys — q£ys)

R = qpy*¢ys — epy*dys — 4(gpe*ys — epg*ys)

Ry = 4(gpe”dpbys — epq dpys) — ap(y*¢4pys)

Ry =2(q ¢pys — e 4pbvs) + v ¢4 Pvs

Rio = 4(gpe*Pys — epg"Pys) — apy“¢dys + epy 4pvs

Ry = q*¢4Pys Rix = q*¢4vys.

(45)

Here we inserted the explicit expression for f,,, see Eq. (7), which is advantageous for the further calculation.

1. The py — A" contribution

The contribution of the nucleon-A transition to the correlation function, Eq. (29), can be obtained readily from Eq. (36).

Using the basis (45), the result has the form

T4 (p, @)ei = — A
A g A mE = p)(md — (p + q)%)

1 (p + 9*G1(0) _mpG,(0)
[( 96m3 7

G,(0) mPG2(O)> TR, + <_ mpG(0)  p*G,(0)

(p+ q>2Gz<o>> ®

19274 192my

L 2arG,(0) _ 2qu1(0)> ‘R,

4874 48m 19274 48m

n _mpG,(0)
96mi 7 1927*  192my
n G1(O)+
967 96my 192mzA77'4 384my

+ <_ mpmyGy(0) _ p?G,(0) _ 2gpG,(0)

327 3274 327

I P°G,(0) n 2CIPG2(O)> R, + <G2(0)> R+ (mPGl(O) "

487 487 647

327* 4874 4874

n (_ G,(0) n mpG(0) mAG2(0)> TR+ <Gl_(0)> TR, <m?6G7;‘(‘O)> . R12:|‘

2. The Ny — N* contribution

Analogously one finds for the contribution of the J* =
1~ states to Eq. (29):

1
™ M= —ApA

2P e N GZ = ) E = (p + )
+ (4p2F3(0) — 4mpm.F3(0)) - R;

+ @m,Fi(0) — 2mpFi(0) - Ry] (47)

We see that only the Lorentz structures R, R,, Rj, and
R, receive spin-1/2-contributions. In addition to that, the
coefficient of the linear combination

Rl + mPRz (48)

mpG(0) _ 2¢pG,(0) _ 2quz(0)> R, + <G1(0) N mAG2(0)> ‘R,

327 647

> . R6 + (_ mPGl(O) _ mPWLAGz(O)

4874

myG,(0) .
3274 ) Ro

3274

327*

167 (46)

[
vanishes for the Ny — N™ transition. Thus, we can choose
among 9 structures which are suitable for the two sum rules
for G,(0) and G,(0).

D. Sum rules and numerical results

The light-cone expansion of the correlation function is
completely analogous to Sec. II, even the Feynman dia-
grams are identical, see Fig. 2. The calculation can be
simplified further if the isospin relation requiring an overall
factor (e, — e,) is taken into account. It is then sufficient to
calculate only terms proportional to e;, which are simpler
than those proportional to e,. The lengthy results for the
various diagrams can be found in Appendix B.

Before writing down sum rules for G,;(0) and G,(0), it is
advisable to identify those Lorentz structures promising
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the most reliable results. We will use two criteria:
(1) the structure is free of spin-1/2 contributions
(2) the structure has the highest possible power of the
momentum p.
These demands are fulfilled by

R s = qp(y*¢dys) — 4(qpe”dys — epq”dvs),
Ry = 4(gpetgpys — epg”dbys) — ap(y*£4pys),

and
R = q"“¢4pvs.

Upon collecting the corresponding terms from Egs. (46)
and (B1)-(B4), one can easily assemble the sum rules
corresponding to the three structures.

The necessary Borel transformation can again be per-
formed with Egs. (19) and (20). There is, however, a
subtlety: the choice of the ratio of the two Borel parameters
M? and M3. If we were able to calculate the correlation
functions exactly, the dependence on the Borel parameters
would vanish, as they are not physical quantities. Our
calculation is, however, approximate, and the approxima-
tion is rather crude so that the difference in the mass scales
in the A and the nucleon channels is not reproduced by the
sum rules. This can be checked by the calculation of the
masses in the two momentum channels using standard
techniques. This mass difference between the nucleon
and the A is large, of order 300 MeV, and it has to be
taken into account. Neglecting this difference, from our
point of view, is the main reason why the Ioffe-Smilga sum
rule for the nucleon A magnetic transition did not produce
acceptable results. In the approach that we are using there
is a possibility to take into account the mass difference
because the two momenta p? and p3 alias Borel parameters
M? and M3 are taken as independent variables, and the sum
rule can be ‘“‘repaired”’ by taking the ratio of Borel pa-
rameters at a fixed value

M} m}

M m (49)
Since this ratio determines the momentum fraction ratio, at
which e.g. the photon wave function ¢(u) is evaluated, this
choice shifts u away from the center 1/2. We will follow
this strategy, which was advocated in [25] for the calcu-
lation of the asymmetry in the 3 — py decay. A similar
trick is often used in the calculation of SU(3) flavor sym-
metry breaking effects in the sum rule method.

The final sum rules for G,(0) and G,(0) are given by

(e, = eoda)
_ 2 €y
G\(0) = 167222
X eMz/’{%qo(v)ﬁ(l - e‘SO/’<1 + S—f)) + Il}

(50)

and

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074025 (2007)

G,(0) = —6474 S "%

AAAp
X M/t va}tz 1 —e S/t +& + 7
647 t 2
(5D
and
mu _ ) (eu - ed)<5161>
0) + — 0)=87m"—————
Gl( ) ) Gz( ) m AsAp

X eMz/’[—v[%‘r(v) t(1 — e=So/t) + 13}

(52)
with

2mam?

e 5
P A

25353

TR+ oY
M7

VI an (55)

2 1

I, and I; correspond to lengthy contributions of twist 4,
whereas I, is of twist 3. The full expressions for I, I,,
and J5 can be found in Appendix C. The magnetic dipole
form factor G;(0) and the electric quadrupole form factor
G(0) can be obtained via Egs. (33) and (34).

In the following analysis we use the asymptotic expres-
sion for the leading photon wave function ¢(u), which
yielded a reasonable result for the proton magnetic mo-
ment in Sec. II. The continuum threshold for the A, 55 =
3.0 GeV?, can be determined from the sum rule for the
coupling I)\ZAI [45]. By using the whole sum rule expres-
sions for A, and Ap, the stability of the sum rule can again
be improved. The same Borel window as in Eq. (26) is
used.

In Fig. 6 our result for G;(0) is shown.

In addition to our sum rule, we also plotted the results for
a slightly changed ratio of the Borel parameters ( = 15%).
The result implies that the sum rules for G,,(0) are rather
stable with respect to a variation of v, if the Borel parame-
ters are chosen as in (49). The numerical values obtained if
one determines G,(0) from Eq. (51) or Eq. (52), respec-
tively,

Gy (0) = (1.55 + 0.15) - + (—0.04 = 0.01)-3
+ (1.08 =+ 0.2) -
—2.59 +0.36 (56)
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exp. value

S -15% E
— v=0633 b
—- +15% ]

exp. value

0 1

1 15 2

tin GeV’

FIG. 6 (color online).

0 : L
1 15 2
tin GeV’

The magnetic form factor Gy, (0) of the py — A™ transition. The solid black curve shows the result of the

corresponding sum rule, the dashed and dotted curves arise from a variation of the ratio of Borel parameters by 15%. The experimental
value [52] including uncertainties is given by the hatched region. The left panel shows the result using G,(0) determined from sum rule

Eq. (51), the right panel using G,(0) determined from Eq. (52).

Gy (0) = (1.55 + 0.15) g + (115 = 0.12),4

=2.70 £ 0.27 57
are close together and agree rather well with experiment
[52]

Gy(0) = 3.02 = 0.03. (58)

Note that the error in the leading-twist contribution stems
almost exclusively from the uncertainty of the value of the
magnetic susceptibility y.

Our estimates for the ratio Rg;, that can be obtained by
using Eq. (35) are shown in Fig. 7. The results are

R (0)

(=7.6% * 0.1%) - + (1.15% = 0.7%),-

+ (0.05% =+ 0.02%) -4
~ —(6.4 + 0.8)% (59)
Ry (0) = (—6.3% = 0.35%)5-3 + (3.7% =+ 0.25%)\-4

—(2.8 = 0.6)%, (60)

where G,(0) is determined from the sum rule equation (51)
and (52), respectively. These values have to be compared to

Rpp(0) = (2.5 + 0.5)%, (61)

given by the Particle Data Group [47]. Although the result
(60) is closer to experimental data, it is less reliable, as
Eq. (52) has no leading-twist contribution. This is also the
reason, why the relative error in (60) is much larger than in
(59). The agreement of both results is still very reasonable,
taking into account the smallness of Rg,, that is largely due
to cancellations. It is therefore not unexpected that two
different sum rules for the same quantity agree only within
a factor of 2 and do not contradict the validity of our
approach.

In [33] the form factors of the nucleon-A transition have
been calculated as part of a very general examination of
radiative decays of decuplet baryons into octet baryons.
This calculation has been carried out in LCSR and is, in
principle, very similar to our calculation. Apart from some
technical differences, such as a different choice for the
Lorentz basis, there is one point that has to be addressed.
We explicitly included the electromagnetic background
field in the quark propagator (14). As discussed in [27],
working in this background field simplifies the treatment of
the notorious contact terms. In particular, this procedure
allows one to include in a natural way the contributions
from photon distribution amplitudes, that are known to
vanish exactly, but have a nonzero conformal expansion
to next-to-leading order. These have to be taken into ac-
count as most photon DAs are only known to next-to-

exp. value

0,050

] Foof

exp. value
0,01

e 15%
— 0633
Y

0.02F 3% E

-0,03F 4

-0,05F 4

-0,06 =

-0,07F -

-0,0: L

2
tin GeV™

FIG. 7 (color online).

n n n n 1 n n n n
1 1.5 2

1 1.5 N 2
tin GeV

The ratio Rg,,. The identification of the panels follows Fig. 6. The experimental value is from [47]. The left

panel shows the result using G,(0) determined from sum rule Eq. (51), the right panel using G,(0) determined from Eq. (52).

074025-10



LIGHT-CONE SUM RULES FOR THE NvyA ...

leading order in conformal spin, which requires all photon
DAs to be of this accuracy. In [33] such terms were
neglected. The numerical impact of these contributions
apparently is small and the final results for G,,(0) = 2.5 *
1.3 and Ry (0) = —6.8% from Ref. [33] are close to ours.
This consistency lends support to the general technique of
LCSRs using photon DAs.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have calculated the nucleon magnetic moments and
the electromagnetic transition form factors of yp — A™
for real photons using the light-cone sum rule approach.
Our result for the magnetic moment of the proton wp is in
good agreement with experiment and lends support to the
current models of photon DAs and the estimates of the
magnetic susceptibility of the quark condensate. The sum
rule for the neutron magnetic moment is more sensitive to
higher twist terms and therefore less accurate.

The calculation of the yp — A™* transition form factors
is, in principle, analogous to the calculation of the nucleon
magnetic moments. The main difference is the asymmetric
choice of the Borel parameters, that allowed us to take the
mass difference between proton and A* into account.
Refraining from doing so would lead to distinctly worse
results. Within uncertainties, the magnetic dipole form
factor Gy;(0) of the py — A™ transition agrees well with
current data. This result is rather surprising as a different
approach [35] also using light-cone sum rules, that is valid
for Q> > 1 GeV? predicts a value for G, that is below data
in the region Q% < 2 GeV?. In order to close the gap to this
calculation it is necessary to expand our approach from the
real photon point to virtualities ranging from 0 to
—1 GeV?. This requires photon distribution amplitudes
for virtual photons, see e.g. [53].

Our results for the ratio Rpy, agree with experiment
within a factor of 2. The two different sum rules written
down for Ry, also differ from each other by a factor of 2,
while they agree very well for G4,(0). This supports our
presumption that a lower accuracy for Rp,, is due to
considerable cancellations, so this quantity is intrinsically
more difficult to calculate with precision. Both G;,(0) and
Ry (0) are in good agreement with the corresponding
results from [33].

The best agreement for wp with experiment could be
archived by the choice

@(1/2) = 5.25 + 0.15 GeV 2

and this value would also be favored by the two sum rules
for G,,(0), provided the asymptotic shape for ¢(u) is used.
The value of ¢(1/2) is an independent piece of information
compared to the expansion in Gegenbauer polynomials,
which can be obtained from the sum rules. However, this is
not sufficient to provide insights into the shape of the
distribution amplitude.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074025 (2007)

In order to increase the accuracy of our calculation it is
necessary to take into account « corrections. As the main
source for the uncertainties are the numerical values of the
twist-3 and twist-4 DAs that are known only up to at best
50%, it is an important task of its own to determine their
values more precisely. This would improve the numerics in
this paper and be valuable for future work.
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APPENDIX A: PHOTON DISTRIBUTION
AMPLITUDES

For completeness we collect the relevant photon distri-
bution amplitudes for the pry — A transition according to
[27]. Note that in [27] the photon momentum has the
opposite sign and the parametrization of the separation of
antiquark and quark is different.

The path-ordered exponents [cf. Eq. (15)]

[x,y] = Pexp{i fa’t(x —y) e A (tx — 1y)

+ gB*(tx — fy)]}

assure gauge invariance of the matrix elements. It is im-
portant that the electromagnetic field is included herein, as
additional terms to those given in [27] will occur
otherwise.

1. Twist-2 and twist-4 DAs
The leading-twist DA reads

IGO0, x]o70 5 ()10
— ¢,(Gq) ﬁ ' du(u)F oy pu)

eqq) (1

+ T . dusz(u)FaB(ux)

+ @ /01 duB(u)x? (xgF o (ux)
- xaFﬂp(WC)) A
with

() = ™ (u) = 6xu(l — u) (A2)
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A(u) = 40u(l — u)Bk — k™ + 1) + 8(& — 34) (0[g(0)e [0, x]o g F ,, (ux)q(x)[0)
X [u(l = u)(2 + 13u(l — u)) __elaq) [deduel x5 — apanet,
+ 2u3(10 — 15u + 6u?)In(u) + 2(1 — u)3 qx
% (10 — 1501 — u) + 6(1 — ) In(1 — )] (A3) ~ 4advl, ¥t 4pdvel 3al T qx)  (A6)
» 0lg(0)[0, G,, : [0
B0 =40 [ datu — a1 + 3 3 43 Ca - 17] (OO0, e il xJalO
0 = ¢,(q0) [ DaS(@)F, (a0, (A7)
(A4)
(01g(0)e,[0, x]F ., (ux)g(x)0) (017(0)[0, ux]iysgGH*” (ux)[ux, x]g(x)|0)x
= ¢,(a0) | DaS,(@F, (@) (A9 = (a0) [ DaS@F, (@, (A8)

|

(0100, ux]oo G o (ur)[ux, x1g(x)I0)r = —e(G@)que) g8, — agel) gt — quelgh, + apel)ed T 1 (u, qx)

—e(an)lgue e, — auetyer, — avelen, + avel et T2, gx)

e{qq)
- qqx [qaduel p¥0 = 4pauel o = 9advel p¥u T apavet (X7 3(u, gx)

{49
- ”qx [9aquel,Xp — apauel, — dadvel ¥p + 4pdvel  XalT au, gx).
(A9)
Here we used S, (a) = 60ai(a; + a,)4 —T(a, + a;)) (A16)

1 1 1
[@gZ ,[0 dozqﬁ) daqj;) da,d(l —a, — a; — a,)
(A10) T e = [ DacmrTi@)  a17)
@, =a, +ua, (A11)  with

gt a4, T(a) = —12034 + & Ny — a)aza,a,  (A18)

qx

8y = Buv (A12)
Ty(a) = 30ag(a; — a)l(k — «) + ({ = &)1 — 2a,)
ef;()‘) = gfwe”()‘) (A13) + $HB —day)] (A19)

and
T3(e) = —12034, — & )a; — a)azaga,  (A20)
S(a) = 30ag[(k + 7)1 — @) + (& + &)1 — ay)

X (1=2ay) + H0(ag — @)’ — a1 = @)l 7,(0) = 30a2(a, — )k + k%) + (& + (1 - 2a,)
(A14) + 50— dary)] (A21)

Sla) = =30a{(k — k)1 — @)+ (G = )0 = @) 77(e) = G0a3ay — @) - T, + ag). (A22)

_ R I _
X (1= 2a) + H0(ag — @) =~ ay(1 — )] The abbreviation « represents (a,, @, a,). The values of
(A15)  the various constants can be found in Table I.

074025-12



LIGHT-CONE SUM RULES FOR THE NvyA ...

TABLE I. Numerical values and uncertainties of the relevant
parameters [25,27].

X 3.15+ 0.3 GeV~?
K 0.2
K" 0
4 0.4

- 0
5 0.3

5 0
f3y —(4 £2) X 1073 GeV?
wé/ —-21*1.0
w¥ 3.8+ 1.8
(Gq) —(240 = 10 MeV)?

It should be noted that the matrix element
(01g(0)e, [0, x]o g, (ux)q(x)]0)

vanishes exactly if one sums up the whole conformal
expansion. The expansion itself has, however, nonzero
coefficients and thus in next-to-leading order in conformal
spin the matrix element is different from zero. For the same
reason the matrix element

<0|q(0)eq[05 x]F,u,v(ux)q(x) |0>F

has herein mentioned form and not e,(gq)F ,, (ux).

2. Twist-3 DAs

<0|67(0)[O, x]’)’aQ(x) |0>F

e

1 _
— =y [ w0 E, A2

(01g(0)[0, x]yqys5q(x)|0)p
— —i% 3, ﬁ LAy F,, (A4

|

Tuap) = = [l (= L i () Ry + L wp? + 32 + 8ugp)In
o) =3 [N g ) in( ) Ra gy ap + 3 + 8ugp)

% 1 w?
—* VR - S wn(—* )R
P —up%> T n(—ﬁp%—up%> ’

1
- a(3p2 + 3up? + 6ugp — 6u2qp)ln<

1
+ @(3”2 + up® + 4ugp + 4uqp) ln<

2

1
+ —(up® + 3u’p* + 8u’qp) In| ———— éu 5] Ripp+ 0.
32 Tupy T up;

(i) Diagram b:

)
upy

2

ok

=2
upi
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(017(0)0, uxligy oG (ux)lux, x1g(x)10)x

= equy‘]a[qu(fL - qﬂet\l)}]fpg’\/(g)emuqx

(A25)

(01g(0)0, uxlgyaysG u (ux)ux, xlg(x)|0)r

= e,fuala’ell, — a"e)] [ DaA(@enr,

(A26)
where

V) = — — _ E A _ 1%

V) (u) 20u(l — u)Qu — 1) + l6(a)y 3ws)
X u(l —u)u — 1)(7Qu — 1) — 3) (A27)

PV w) = (1 - Qu—1)*)(5Q2u — 1)* = 1)
5 9 i A

><§<1 +Rw7 16(1)7) (A28)
V(a) = 5400 (a, — aj)a,azal (A29)
A (a) = 360aqaqa§,[l + a)%(7a{g - 3)]. (A30)

APPENDIX B: LIGHT-CONE EXPANSION OF THE
vp — A" CORRELATION FUNCTION

Here we collect the results for the Feynman diagrams in
Fig. 2 up to twist-4 accuracy.
(1) Diagram a:

2
7
2 _
1

up%) R

(B1)
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Ty(q p) = — ~ %d (Gq) ﬂ du[(— %(L//(A)(u) 2 (w) ﬁ) ‘R,

E W w) + 24 w)

] 2
n (_ ﬂ(lp(/a)(u) + 24V () ln<_ﬁp{u_ up2> —

1 2

24 —ip} —

+<1¢(u)ln<__ ibLz >_A(u) _ 1 2>_R4+<uB(u) _ 1 2>-R5

ipy —up3) 32 —ipi—up; 16 —ip} - up3

( S Py~ up) ln( ﬁpiﬂi up%) - 1+6B(u) m(—ﬁpiﬂi up%)) R

D (w) + 29V () w? D) + 24V (u) 1
— In[ —— 5 R,—u — 5
24 —ip; — up; 48 —ip; — up;

'RS

=54 () + 29V (w) % POW 2w 1
+ (— 43 ln<_ > —ugp

- R
24 —ip} - up%> ’

L B 1 R+ <M§D(u) ln< #2 > L AW 1 ) Ry

16 —ap; — up3 —ip; — up3 8 —apj—up;

n (_ ™ (u) + 2uyp (u) n(_ w ) _ w?qpP ) + 24 (w) 1

(iii) Diagram c:

T.(p.q) = _("u‘ied;@‘l) /1 dufﬂg{(—lsy(g)_(p Jrlauq)z - 2“ T (a)

P Y P
—(p + ) ZT (a)—(p + a,q)
w y
T @) () Re +5(5,(@) + Th@)

— ()@ + ﬂ@»ﬁ. ’R“} b,

(sy(oo ) Ry +5 (S, (@)

1

—(p + auq)? Rio

(iv) Diagram d:

1

_(P + auQ)z

Tip. @) =T (0, q) + TP (p, ) + TS (p, @) + T (p, @) + TV (p, g) + -+ -
With
1) . . _ 1 f 1 {_ u B a,
T ,q) = (e, — e du | DaS(a¢)—{——— - R, +(1 —2u)———
. (p.q) = ( aXqq) L aS(e) s o raqr X ( )_(p T o]

2
o 2a,9p ) u }
+(n(—F— V+aq-200—"1 )R, +— " _.R
(“<—<p+auq>2> ( “)—<p+auq>2 o Tt a0

1 1—2u 1
2 — — R+ :
(1 - 2u)au 1 ) L _L w? _da,qp 1 '
872 _(p + auq)z < 8 <_(p + au‘])2> 4r? _(p + au‘])2>
(1-2u)e, 1
+ .
27 —(p + aq) R”}
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Oy qp L 1 .
Ti'(p.a) = (e ed)f”f du[DaV(a){él 2 —(p + a,q)? Rt g —(p + a,q)? s
1 w? ia, qp
(- (P M 9P g B7
( 47 n(-(p + auq)2> 27 —(p + auq)2> 12} B
19(.0) = (e, — edfsy [ du [DaA@] S~ r- LR
a P ‘ 37[ uf : a{477 —(ptag? "7 8T —(pt a9
u qp 1 w? (1 - 3u)a, qp
L A Y + ‘Rl (BS
s tag Rt et a) e o ta) R

70 (.0) = (e~ ea@a) [ auf [ :Da( S Tale) + 2 ) ~ o T | Ry

+[fﬂg<gi‘2‘Tz(g) - i (e ))W _(1(2>_1(4))} R+ [DQKMZ:TQP T)(a)

4

ua,qp 1 1 — 6u 3—2u
_Wn(ﬂ))m"‘( = 2T1(a)+ - Tz(“)"‘ yp T@(a) o T4(a))

g )] 2 [ ) [

(1-2u)e, (g)>% + <_P(1~(1) + [4) + (i(2) + 1~(3))>} . ’RH}, (B9)

(@)

o S (g) - 22
27 3(a) 277'2 (p + a,q)

where
1 1 1
[@g = ﬁ) daqﬁ daqﬁ da,o(l —a, — a; — a,) (B10)

a, =a, tua

. (B11)

I~'=ﬁ[daf da! fl aq aq,a 1—aq—aq)
—(p + (u + iy, — uag)q)?
- g Ti(ay, af, 1 — af — af)
— u] do! f "da, ] a 5
—(p+ (1 —uay)
1 o 1-all Ti(a!l, a1 — all — ab)

+ do' “da! “do -1 7T q a’ B12
”ﬁ aqﬁ “‘fﬁ YT+ @+ ua)) B2

Here ? is an arbitrary scale and the dots denote polynomials in p? and p3, that will vanish after a Borel transformation
The I arise due to partial integration of terms proportional to ﬁ The functions ¢(u), A(u), B(u), S(a), S(a), S, (a),
D), (), V(a), A(a), Ti(a), and T (a) are defined in Appendix A.

APPENDIX C: THE FUNCTIONS I, I,, AND I,

In this section we have gathered the explicit expressions for the three functions J;, J,, and I that appear in Egs. (50)—
(52):
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vA(v) _
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ﬁ a"fo 0 a, —a)2 Go el T %% ﬁ) aqﬁ AT Rp———

v v
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1_ J—
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~2 da f o [ ST T 1 g 2 [ [

// —17
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XTI + Ts)eg a5, 1 —ag — ag )+f da fi “dagv 2(1 iza ¥ 1T (ay a1 —a, —aq)}u — S/t
(ChH
L=~ 5500+ 3¢<A>(v>)z<1 — ey = Ly f do
[ d“q(l —a, - a; )2[V Alag ag 1 — ay = ag(l — e %/ (C2)
I, —f da f dag v — )2 [3 + TY](a —a, - aq)t(l — e So/t)
1- 2 +
- / daq/ dagv 20 _v % )zq [S + S](a —a, — ag)t(l — e 5/1)
f da f da"”z(l - Oi oy T2~ Tallay, ag 1 = ay = ag)il — ™5/
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The functions ¢ (), A(x), B(x), S(a), S(a), S, (@), D), pV(u), V(a), A(a), T/(a), and T (a) are again defined in
Appendix A.
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