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Quark-nucleon dynamics and deep virtual Compton scattering
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We consider deeply virtual Compton scattering and deep inelastic scattering in presence of Regge
exchanges that are part of the nonperturbative quark-nucleon amplitude. In particular we discuss
contribution from the Pomeron exchange and demonstrate how it leads to Regge scaling of the
Compton amplitude. A new fit of the deeply virtual Compton scattering total cross section data in

HERA kinematics is proposed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, notable theoretical activity has
been dedicated to the study of the generalized parton
distributions (GPDs) [1-6]. GPDs allow one to access the
nucleon structure in a more detailed manner than the
parton distribution functions (PDFs) studied within the
deep inelastic scattering (DIS) paradigm, and are a direct
generalization of the latter. To access GPDs, it was pro-
posed to study hard exclusive processes like deeply virtual
Compton scattering, (DVCS) e + p— e + p + y [7,8] or
meson electroproduction, ¢ + p — ¢ + p + p, w, at high
virtuality Q? of the photon originating from the scattered
lepton, and low momentum transfer ¢ between a recoiled
and target nucleon. At present, DVCS has been studied
experimentally at HERA [9-14] and Jefferson Lab [15,16].
Interpretability of hard exclusive processes in terms of the
GPDs that are universal objects for all such reaction is
empowered by the collinear factorization theorem [17,18]
that, similar to DIS, allows for a separation of the soft
hadronic amplitude from perturbative, QCD process with
the former leading to four GPDs. To the lowest order in the
QCD coupling, «a,, the full amplitude then corresponds to
the handbag diagram depicted in Fig. 1. Paratactical appli-
cations, however, rest upon, the a priori unknown rate of
convergence of the perturbative expansion. At low
Bjorken-xz QCD corrections to the handbag diagram in-
volve large logarithms in both a,logQ? and «a,logl/xj.
While significant progress has been made in devising
various resummation schemes [19-25], to date no first
principle solution for the scattering amplitude exists. It is
also accepted that the natural physical interpretation of the
low-xg DIS is quite different from that of the parton model
description of the valence region [26-32]. That many
orders in the a, expansion may been needed to describe
the low-xp region is consistent with the ample evidence
that in exclusive electroproduction nonperturbative phe-
nomena play an important role in the nominally perturba-
tive domain. The structure functions at low-xp have the
behavior characteristic to Pomeron and Regge phenomena,
while at fixed momentum transfer, exclusive photon or
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meson electroproduction cross sections can be well fitted
in terms of simple functions of Q% and the center-of-mass
energy W rather then Q2 and xp [33-35].

Recently we have proposed a model in which the dif-
fractive phenomena that are expected to govern the low-xp
DIS are incorporated at the parton-nucleon level [36,37].
As discussed above, at the QCD side, at low-xp resumma-
tion of gluon ladders leads to complicated evolutions equa-
tions. However, since at large center-of-mass energy,
hadronic amplitudes are known to have a universal
Regge scaling, we employ this phenomena to construct
an effective parton-nucleon amplitude. In terms of the
QCD description of [17,18], in the model an infinite class
of diagrams, i.e. those shown on the left panel in Fig. 2, is
absorbed into the definition of the parton-nucleon blob and
the resulting electroproduction amplitude is then computed
from the handbag diagram. The model originates from a
study of Regge phenomena at the parton level in the
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FIG. 2. Infinite class of perturbative gluon ladders (left) is
expected to lead to Regge phenomena and are absorbed into
the quark-nucleon amplitude (right).
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context of DIS [38,39]. Such effective parton-nucleon
amplitude gives the correct description of low-x structure
functions, surprisingly, however, we have found that in the
case of DVCS it breaks collinear factorization, i.e. Bjorken
scaling while it naturally leads to the Regge-type scaling
[36,37]. Upon closer examination, breaking of collinear
approximation is not unexpected since it rests upon the
assumption that parton-nucleon amplitude is a soft func-
tion of the invariant parton-nucleon energy, §. This is not
the case if the amplitude has Regge-type, §¢, a > 0 de-
pendence on §. Such Regge-type scaling of exclusive am-
plitudes at large Q> and all xz as opposed to Bjorken-
scaling was in fact predicted by Bjorken and Kogut in [40].

In this paper we focus on applicability of the model to
DVCS in the HERA kinematics, Q>/W? < 1. For descrip-
tion of HERA data on DVCS at low-x two competing
formalisms are used, Regge models that operate with the
soft and hard Pomeron trajectories, as, for example, in the
color dipole and similar models [26-29,33-35], and the
GPD-based models. To be applied phenomenologically,
the GPD-based models would include models for Regge-
like background, see e.g. [41-43]. In general, Regge back-
ground thus represents a systematic effect on the extraction
of GPDs. Since both kinds of models are more or less
successful in describing the HERA DVCS data, a question
arises on whether the extraction of the GPDs is model
independent. Moreover, if data allow for interpretation
without GPDs, as in the model we study or the color dipole
models, one may question the physical content of all these
models.

The paper is organized as follows. In the following
section we discuss the DVCS amplitude in the handbag
approximation and emerging properties of the parton-
nucleon amplitude based on Regge phenomenology.
Computation of the DIS an DVCS amplitudes is discussed
in Sec. III with more details included in the appendix.
Results and comparison with HERA data are presented in
Sec. IV and followed by summary and conclusions in
Sec. V.

II. COMPTON AMPLITUDE IN THE HANDBAG
APPROXIMATION

The hadronic Compton tensor is given by the matrix
element of the time-ordered product of two electromag-
netic currents,

Ter — | [ &2 DPDUNITLIY (2/2) 0% (— 2/2)]IN),
(1)

where ¢(g') is the four momentum of the incoming (out-
going) photon. We will consider both the DIS process that
corresponds to the forward virtual Compton scattering with
both photons spacelike, ¢ = ¢/, > = ¢> = —Q* <0, and
DVCS with ¢> <0, ¢?> =0 and A =g — ¢’ # 0. The
currents are given by J#(z) =X e, Ji(2), J§(z) =
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¥ ,(2)y* ¥ ,(z) with ¢, the quark field operator and e,
the quark charge. Using the leading order operator product
expansion, we replace the product of the two currents by
the product of two quark field operators and a free quark
propagator between the photon interaction points z/2 and
—z/2, see Fig. 1 In this (handbag) approximation the
hadronic Compton amplitude is then given by a convolu-
tion

T"”=ifd4—Kt’”(K DAup(K A p A N) ()
(277_)4 aﬁ ’ C]; aB ’ ’ p’ y

of the quark Compton tensor
y (K + Lh)yr
(K + C9) + je

. 7"(/5—”’2”")7'”]
(K —L52)? + iedap

(K, g, 8) = —6[2][

3)

«, B being the Dirac indices, and the untruncated, with
respect to the parton legs, parton-nucleon amplitude,

Ayp(K, A, p, A X)
= i [ @iz KNI (/2 05(-2/ 2P,
“4)
Following [36,39], we represent this amplitude as

d 2
Aaﬂ(K’ A p A AN)= f(k/2 _ ,LL2 + iéikz — Iu,2 + ie)
X Z[(lé’ + W+ w)lap

X i(p)I'Nu(p) (5)

where FZ‘;V are constructed from Dirac y-matrices and the
available four-vectors p, A, k. The amplitude in Eq. (5)
gives the correct result in perturbation theory, e.g. for
pointlike quark-nucleon interaction. For partons bound in-
side the nucleon, however, A is expected to be suppressed
at large-k? or k2. This is achieved [36,39], by applying to A
a generic operator [39] 1, = ( Mz)”(diuz)”, so that in Eq. (5),

1
(k? — u? + ie) (k> — u? + ie)
I 1
"k — u?+ie) (k2 — u? +ie)

(6)

This method of softening the UV behavior guarantees
current conservation. This would not be the case, for
example, if the two propagators were absorbed into a soft
quark-nucleon wave function. Furthermore, differentiating
the product of two propagators instead of differentiating
each one separately ensures that the amplitude contains

014006-2



QUARK-NUCLEON DYNAMICS AND DEEP VIRTUAL ...

simple poles that enable us to interpolate between the off-
and on-shell quark-nucleon amplitudes.

Quark-nucleon amplitude with Regge behavior

We proceed by constructing the basis for the scattering
process N(p) + g(—k) — N(p') + g(—k’) shown in Fig. 3.
We account for all possible Dirac-Lorentz structures that
can appear in four fermion operators. Furthermore, we
shall only consider those amplitudes which conserve the
quark helicity since helicity-flip amplitudes are suppressed
when integrated over in the handbag diagram by a power of
u/W. The structures of interest thus involve ~y#, y*ys
on the quark side only. Based on P, CP, and CPT invari-
ance, the quark-nucleon scattering amplitude can be de-
composed in the basis of six independent tensors each then
multiplied by a Lorentz scalar function, a;, i =1, ...6,

A —‘“N[ + ia“ﬁAB]
v = AY"GN| arYa T a5

_ - _K K
+ a3gy*ysqNy.ysN + quN[cu + as M]N

_Ays _Ays

T a5 N5 Nae (7
where the new four-vectors are defined by, K =
(k+Kk)/2, P=(p+p)/2, and A=k —k=p' — p.
The amplitudes a; are analytic functions of invariants § =
(p—k?>=P-K>?*a=(p' +k)Y=P+K)andt =
A?, fixed by the condition § + @ + t = 2M? + 2u? where
M is the mass of the effective quarks [cf. Eq. (5)] and we
have explicitly put the quarks on the mass shell. The above
basis is equivalent to the form used in [44] for elastic
electron-proton scattering. In particular, the amplitude
multiplying as is chosen to be an axial vector but can be
expressed in terms of §PgNKN used in [44]. Moreover,
Avys/2M in front of ag becomes proportional to s for on-
shell particles, whereas K/M multiplying a, and as re-

duces to u/M.
The scalar amplitudes a; have unitarity cuts in § and #
and at fixed-¢# can be represented through a dispersion

representation,

(s, t, w2 u(s, t, u?
as.i ) = mt [ ds[”’(i w) | Pl ".)]
S — 5 — 1€ S —UuU—1€

+ subtractions ()

with the spectral function p}" being nonzero above some

q(k) q(k’)

Sl

N(p) N(p") N(p) N(p')

q(-k") G(-k)

FIG. 3. Direct and crossed contributions to the quark-nucleon-
scattering amplitude.
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threshold values s, (u) in the respective channel. Next, we
consider the phenomenological consequences of Regge
exchanges on the asymptotics of the spectral functions at
high s(u). For fixed ¢, we assume that the on-shell quark-
nucleon helicity amplitudes follow Regge asymptotics, i.e.
they are proportional to §*¢ or 4% for large § or 7,
respectively, a(r) being a Regge trajectory. Evaluating
the asymptotic behavior of the amplitudes in Eq. (7) and
comparing with the expected behavior in the Regge limit
we find the asymptotic behavior of the spectral functions,

u.

S ear—l1 u
P s7

us __ .« S caz—1
I2p) : P3 s

(€)]

u,s as—1

us __ . —_ u,s __ .«
Py N Ps s Ps ¢

Note that in the pure collinear kinematics A* =
(A*,0,0,) (thus for A> =0), and for massless quarks
and proton, the matrix elements at a, 4 ¢ vanish identically.
Therefore, they generally have to be proportional to masses
M, wu or momentum transfer A2 that is kept constant in
Regge limit, and the above relations follow.

An additional constraint on the behavior of the spectral
functions comes from the Pomeranchuk theorem which
implies that asymptotically s and u channel amplitudes
become equal. The § — & crossing is implemented on the
level of the quark-nucleon amplitudes according to

K— —K A— A y* — Cy*Ct = —y@

5 5 5 (10)
Yoy = Cy = vy,

with C denoting the charge transformation. For the spectral

functions in Eq. (7) Pomeranchuk’s theorem then implies,

fori=3,4,6,
fori=1,25.

pi(s = 00) = +p3(s = o0) )

pi(s = 00) = —pj(s — o)

We next introduce the C-even and C-odd combinations
pi = (p? = p%)/2 which asymptotically behave as,

- ca;—1 + a2
py ~ s py st
p27 ~ saz p; ~ sa27l’

+ az—1 — ay—2
p3 ~ 57 p3 ~ 87

) (12)

pz ~ U p; — soq*l’

— . oas—1 + . oas—2
ps 87 ps ~ 877
pg' —_ saﬁ p6_ —~ sa6_1‘

We notice that p;” and p; correspond to singlet (valence +
sea) and nonsinglet (valence) GPDs. It is instructive to
observe that according to Eq. (12), only singlet combina-
tions may grow with s in the high energy regime, while the
nonsinglet ones necessarily vanish at high s. This fact,
trivial in itself since it simply incorporates the symmetry
of the interaction of the nucleon with highly energetic
quark and antiquark, has important consequence for col-
linear factorization.
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In Eq. (8), convergence of the dispersion integral at high
energies is governed by asymptotic energy dependence of
p; /s and p; /s*. Combining Egs. (12) and (8), it follows
that one can at most expect three subtraction constants, for
a,, ay, and ag [45]. The appearance of a finite subtraction
constant that is energy-independent and thus has no ex-
ponential t-dependence would necessarily imply an ap-
pearance of fixed poles with very mild #-dependence in
nucleon-nucleon and hadron-nucleon scattering. As it was
noticed long ago [39,46], the experimental data do not
support such possibility and we will assume in the follow-
ing that these subtraction constants are zero.

The Pomeron can only contribute to the amplitude a;.

The amplitude a5 has quantum numbers of an axial vector
|

THY = ifd,qusfd“KZ ﬁ(p’)FﬁVu(p)I:s

TH{(K +4§ + we (K =5+ Y]

X1
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a;-meson exchange which has the intercept «,, (0) = 0.5
and needs no subtraction. The amplitude as is crossing-odd
and needs no subtraction.

III. REGGE EXCHANGE CONTRIBUTION TO DIS
AND DVCS

In this section, we will employ handbag formalism and
relate the quark-nucleon spectral functions p7- to singlet
and nonsinglet GPD’s. We combine Egs. (2), (3), (5), and
(8) to obtain the representation for the hadronic Compton
amplitude

Pi + Pi ]
—(P-K)P+ie s—(P+K)+ie

"I(K+ AJ2)? — u? +ie](K — A/2)> — u? + i€]

(13)

Next, we will evaluate the contribution to the hadronic Compton amplitude from quark-nucleon amplitude proportional to
ay, ie. use a(p)\I¥u(p)I'! = i(p')y,u(p)y® (i = 1). This amplitude corresponds to Pomeron (and vector meson)
exchange, so it should give the dominant contribution for DVCS at high energies where DVCS data from H1 and
ZEUS are available, We choose the kinematics [47] as p* = (p*,0,0;) and g* = (0, Q*/(2xzp™), Q ), with the usual
Bjorken variable x5z = Q%/2pgq. The trace in Eq. (13) can be evaluated using the collinear approximation

02 1 1
Tr(K + w)t*”(f + p)y* — —4g" (K3 + u?) [ , - ] (14)
s wy SLUL T Ry 8 (K +C0)?2 + e (K —T50)? + je

Note that the above trace calculation in collinear kinematics is the same for forward (DIS) and nonforward (DVCS) case.
Before we proceed, we notice that the trace in Eq. (14) is antisymmetric under exchanging K — — K. This implies that only
p~ spectral density contributes leading to

Ta = —4igh” Q2 ﬁ(p’)7+u(P)[dM2ds[d4K1 il py (s, 1, u?)
“ 5 2P* "I(K+A/2)% — u? +ie(K—A/2)2— u?+iel" P77
s—(P—KP+ie s—(P+K)?+iell(k + 502 +ie (K202 + ied

The fact that the above Compton amplitude depends on the v
singlet spectral function p; only, is independent of the Ta (A =0) = —4ig)
collinear approximation: the positive C-parity of the

Compton amplitude requires the C-even singlet combina- / d*k I
tion p; . On the contrary, the form factor, possessing the

odd C-parity only depends on the C-odd nonsinglet com- y [ 1 1 ]

bination p{ . s—(p—kP+ie s—(p+k>+ie

]. (16)

2
,uVQ

=y Ny u(p) [ dulds

2+ )zpl(solu)

1 1
X —
A.DIS (¥*'p— ¥'p) I:(k+q)2+i6 (k—q)2+i6

We next evaluate the amplitude of Eq. (15) in the for-
ward kinematics A = 0, ¢*> = ¢"> = —Q°.

We make the collinear approximation in the hard quark
propagators,
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1 _ 1 xp/0?
(k+q7+ie Q2+ Lo gt +ie 4o—xg+ie
1 ~ 1 . _XB/Q2
(k—qP+ie —Q2— + ie f,+ xp — i€
a7
and obtain (we refer to Appendix A for more details),
TH(A = 0) = —47725"1”2 )y*u(p)l(n)

X/ dx(1 — x)**!
0

X fd,uz(,uZ)"dspf(s, 0, u?)
_ 2
% (n+1—x)u*+ xs fdk+
(=0 = op? — s
L ]
[]j+—x3+ze 1’;—:+x3—ie

X[6(k* —xp™) — 6(k™ +xp*)]

(18)

To make a connection to the PDFs, we consider the imagi-
nary part of this amplitude. Recalling that the imaginary
part of forward Compton tensor proportional to —g*”
gives mW; — 733 e2[q(x) — g(—x)], we identify the
parton densities with integrals over the p~ or explicitly s
and u spectral functions as,

5(_3@9)]
— 82T (n)(— 1)1 (1 — xp)! f dpPdé(u?)"

<[ 00) =i 0]

£+ (1~ xpp?
(€ + (1) T

In the above, we changed the integration variable s to & =
xps. Using the high energy asymptotics [cf. Eq. (9)]
p1"(s) ~ s* !, with @p = 1 + € being the Pomeron tra-
jectory, and pull the x5 dependence out of the &-integral we
obtain the experimentally observed asymptotics F,(xp) ~
xg_a’” ~ xz €. This is the result for the singlet PDF. The
nonsinglet combination will depend on a similar integral
with the nonsinglet spectral function, which at high energy
behaves as p*(s) ~s* 2, and correspondingly gives
xplg(xg) + g(—xp)] ~ xé_a” ~ xg, as expected. Evalu-
ating the real part of the forward Compton amplitude we
obtain the familiar result for DIS,

xplq(xg) —

(19)

T#"(A =0) =g"” Nyt u(p)

2+

-

[q(X) g(—x)]. (20)
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While the singlet PDF’s at low x rise as x~ *¢, the singu-
larity at x — O is canceled by one power of x in the
numerator of Eq. (20) which makes both the imaginary
and real part of the integral finite [36].

B. DVCS (y*p — yp): Collinear approximation

Next we evaluate Eq. (15) in the DVCS kinematics,
p*=(p".0,0.), g*=1(00*/Q2xpp*), Q1) A+ =
(=xgp*,0,0,), and choose now asymmetric integration

variable k, rather than K = "*2"/,

@’
T} = —41g’f_”—2 T

Yyt utp) [duds @k +w)
1

X - 2
I"[kz—,u,2+i€][(k+A)2—,u, pi(s.0.1%)

2+ie€]

1 1
>< —
[S—(p—k)2+i€ s—(p+k+A)2+ie]

1 1
X - , 21
[(k+q)2+ie (k—q’)2+ie] @h
Using the collinear approximation for the quark propagator

exchanged between the two photons interaction points we
obtain in the case of DVCS,

1 . 1 xp/Q?
2 A 2 QZ . - E_ ]
(k+ q)* + ie Q—}-Wk*vwe o7~ Xp tie
1 - 1 _ .)CB/Q2 (22)
(k—q')+ie — 2t +ije -5 +ie
Xgp P

The DVCS amplitude in the collinear approximation is
then given by,

1
SpF a(p)y ulp)
1 1 1
X [ d.x[ ; + N ]H+(-x’ XB)’ (23)
0 X—xgtie x—I€

and we refer the reader to Appendix B for the details of the
calculation. We identify the singlet GPD H(x, xp) with

H* (x, 1) = (1 — x5/2) [O Ly [O L delq(2) - G(—2)]

X 8(x —z — yxp(l — 2))

wy . uv
Tal =8

(24)

which satisfies the familiar normalization condition,

[ L dxH* (5, xg) = (1 — x3/2) [ L axlg(x) — g(—x))
0 0
(25)

The factor (1 — xz/2) in the definition of the GPD results
from the prefactor 1/2P* in the DVCS amplitude. Unlike
DIS, in the presence of Regge asymptotics, the real part of
the integral in Eq. (23) is divergent. This can be seen by
first integrating the d-function over x, and then performing
the integral over y. In the limit z — O the real part of the
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integral

1 1
of |
.[o yz—x3+yx3(l—z)+ze

1
* 7+ yxp(l —z) — ie] (26)

is finite, and equal to In(1 — xz)/xp Then, given the Regge
asymptotics of the PDF, [g(z) — g(—z)] ~ z~ ¢~ the inte-
gral over z diverges. In the case of the DIS amplitude the
quark propagator exchanged between the two photons in
the sum of direct and crossed handbag diagram (cf. Fig. 1)
leads to the factor of x in the numerator of Eq. (20). This
does not happen in DVCS when one photon is soft and the
sum of the two collinear propagators in the DVCS ampli-

tude of Eq. (23) does not vanish when x — 0 and cannot
|

y @
THr = —8igh x72p+
B
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compensate for the rise of the GPD at low x. We also note
that in the case of the nonsinglet GPD, the integral over x
instead reduces to ~dxx' "% and is therefore convergent.
Thus conclude that for valence GPDs where Regge con-
tributions are suppressed the collinear approximation is
adequate and that part of the full DVCS amplitude would
obey Bjorken scaling. As we show in the following section,
inclusion of Regge contributions into singlet GPDs leads to
Regge scaling.

C. DVCS beyond the collinear approximation

We will use the collinear approximation in the numera-
tor only. We combine all four propagators together using
Feynman parameters to obtain

1
ﬁy*ufd,uzln [dsp((s, O,MZ)F(4)f dxdydz(1 —x)(1 —z)?
0

ki-i—,uz

XIJ%LM+%q—U—%Mp+yU—WX1—OAP—dl—OQ%1—XNf—yU—XD—U—%Hm+%1—Mqu

B K+ p? ]
([k=2q' = (1 =2)xp +y(1 =x)(1 = 2)AP = 2(1 = 2)Q*(x/xp + y(1 = x)) = (1 = D)[xs + (1 —x) w?])*

(27)

We report all the details of the algebra in Appendix C, and quote here the final result,

nv (QZ)a*l 1

T+ = 8mg!

— _ QZ/XB dw
@ +uy+ufd,u,2,u,41,,_2fd§§“ 1[ ﬁ(l
xg 2p 0 0]

)

{_ E+3u% 1 [|§+ﬂ2—w(1—xB)|§+M2+Q2+w(1—x3)]

[E+uTo L e+u+o

1§+ p” + 0 - ol

N 2u’? [ 2 — xp B 2 — xp ]
[+ A —DpPLIE+p* — ol —xp)[é + p* + o] [E+p7+ 0"+ ol —xp)[é+u’+ 0% — ]
n 2:“«2 + QZ[ (2 = xp)(¢ + u* + wxp/2) _ 2 —xp)(é + p* + 0 — wxp/2) ]}
E+pl LlE+p -0l —xp)Plé+ pw? + 0P [+’ + 02+ ol —xp)P[é+p’+ 0 — Pl
(28)
where we changed variables from s to & = xs, from x to 1 (Q*\ar W?3er
w = Q%x/xp, and factored out the Regge asymptotics of Toves ~ E(g) ~ 02 29)

the spectral function as pj (s, 0, u?) = s*" !B (s, u?)
with 8 — const for s — 0. Analyzing the above formula,
we notice that integrals now converge. Importantly, large
values of w do not contribute to the integral because of the
explicit suppression factor (1 — xzw/Q?)* and because of
powers of w in the denominator inside the bracket. The
price to pay for this convergence is the appearance of the
explicit scale dependence ~ w? in the expressions, as com-
pared to the scale-independent results obtained within the
collinear approximation. This scale dependence is of no
surprise since Regge behavior does introduce a scale. In the
limit Q?/u? > 1 it can be shown that the leading contri-
bution of the Pomeron, & = «p to this integral is propor-
tional to

The above asymptotic expression was derived in the
limit # = A? — 0. Regge phenomenology, however, also
provides a general insight into the t-dependence of the
DVCS amplitude. We can expect that the t-dependence
of the quark-nucleon amplitude originates from B(f)s*®,
where a(r) = a(0) + o't is the approximate linear Regge
trajectory, and the residue B(r) has an exponential fall off.
This would result in a similar expression for the DVCS
cross section, i.e.

do :dO'

“v -~ (b+2a'log(s))t 30
e >
dt dt t:tmin ( )

which is consistent with the experimental data.
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IV. RESULTS AND COMPARISON WITH HERA
DATA

The result of the previous section for Tpycg was ob-
tained in the limit Q> — oo. At finite 9, the amplitude is
finite but would require knowledge of the spectral decom-
position of the quark-nucleon amplitude at finite energies
to perform the integration. When comparing to the experi-
mental data at finite Q> we thus replace 1/Q% by a

100 - T - T - : - :
G [nb] O ZEUS W=104
I O ZEUS W=89

A HIW=82

v HIW=T75

0.01 - L - L - L - L
0
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olnb] [

0.1

0.01 L Il L Il L Il L Il L
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Q’[GeV’|

100 —— : . : . : . :

o [nb] F O ZEUS W=104
r O ZEUS W=89

01k

0.01 L Il L Il L Il L Il L
0 20 40 60 80 100

Q’[GeV?|

FIG. 4. DVCS cross section as a function of photon virtuality,
Q? for various c.m. energies W (in GeV). In the upper panel, we
confront the combined fit to the H1 and ZEUS data. Solid lines a
result of a fit to the combined ZEUS and H1 data including both
Q% and W dependence. The middle panel displays a similar fit to
H1 data alone, whereas the fits to ZEUS data alone are shown in
the lower panel.
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FIG. 5. W-dependence of the DVCS cross section for different
values of Q2. The upper panel displays the comparison of the H1
data to the combined fit to both data sets, whereas the second
panel from top shows the ZEUS data vs the same fit. The two
lower panels confront individual fits to H1 (second lowest panel)
and ZEUS (lowest panel) to the corresponding data sets.
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~1/(1 + Q?/Q3) with some characteristic scale Q3 that
we will determine from a fit. This is in accord with the
experimental observation [9]

opves = To(W2)2272(0?)° (31)

with 6 = —1.5 rather than —2. It is also this form that is
used to describe data within phenomenological Regge (or
color dipole picture-motivated) models [33,35]. We will fit
the HERA data using the following parametrization for the
cross section

Ty pyp = ao[<vvé)a_l(HQ12/Q6)]2 (32)

with W, = 20 GeV. It is worth noting that using the
Reggized parton-nucleon amplitude in the handbag model
we have effectively “derived” the parametrization pro-
posed in [33].

We perform two fits. One is a combined fit to both H1
[9,10] and ZEUS [11,12] data. It gives oy = 28 = 4 nb,
Qo =151 *0.05 GeV and o — 1 =0.43 = 0.03 and is
shown in Figs. 4 and 5, with y?/d.o.f. = 2.01. The other, is
an independent fit to H1 and ZEUS data. For the fit to the
H1 data alone we obtain oy = 17 =3 nb, O, = 1.83 =
0.1 GeV and a — 1 =0.34 £0.05 and it is shown in
Figs. 4 and 5, with y?/d.o.f. = 1.2. For an independent
fit to the ZEUS data alone we find oy = 41 = 7 nb, Q) =
1.49 £ 0.06 GeV and o —1=0.34*0.03 and it is
shown in Figs. 4 and 5, with y*/d.o.f. = 1.1. We observe
that both data sets are fitted well with the Regge form of
Eq. (32), as it was found previously in color dipole or
Regge based studies [33]. However, the two data sets
exhibit different normalization (the values of o). As a
result, performing a combined analysis we obtain a higher
intercept.

V. SUMMARY

We presented an analysis of quark-nucleon scattering
amplitudes. We considered a basis of six independent
Dirac-Lorentz structures and discussed their Regge behav-

uwr @
1 Xp 2p+

TH'(A =0) = —4ig

K+
ﬁ(p’)fu(p)fd;tzdS[d“kln(kz_L

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 014006 (2010)

ior. In particular we have shown that the C-odd combina-
tions of the direct and crossed channels (referred to as
nonsinglet combinations) follow different Regge asymp-
totics, as compared to the C-even (singlet) ones. Once
embedded into the handbag diagram to describe the
DVCS amplitude in hard kinematics, we show that only
singlet combinations contribute, whereas the valence com-
binations do not appear and require no a priori unknown
subtractions.

We focused on the contribution of a single Pomeron
trajectory that dominates at high energies, and have dem-
onstrate that while for DIS the handbag formalism leads to
the known result, F,(xp) ~ x5 “*, in the case of DVCS, the
mismatch between quark propagators leads to divergent
integrals in the collinear approximation. If collinear ap-
proximation is not used, the model naturally leads to
Regge-scaling for DVCS [40] with Tpycs ~
QRer=2 /x? with ap = 1 + € being the Pomeron trajec-
tory. Thus we have reproduce the form that phenomeno-
logical Regge models use to describe DVCS, and we have
illustrated its applicability by fitting the data from HERA.
In he future we plan to extend our phenomenological
analysis to larger values of Bjorken xp, where DVCS was
measured at Jefferson Lab [15,16] and at HERA [13].
Since the JLab data is taken at much lower energies,
however, the Pomeron trajectory alone is not expected to
be sufficient and other trajectories will have to be studied.
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APPENDIX A: DIS IN COLLINEAR
APPROXIMATION

Here we evaluate the forward Compton amplitude of
Eq. (16),

2

1 )0) 2
M2+i€)2pl(s lu’)

X[ 1 _ 1 ][ 1 _ 1 ]
s—(p—kP?+ie s—(p+k?>+ielllk+¢9)?+ie (k—qg)>+iel

(A

Using the collinear quark propagators from Eq. (17) and introducing the Feynman parameter x, we obtain
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1 1
Ta = 4igh” 2 +u(p)7 u(p)fdMZdSpl (s,0, Mz)fdk+dk dsz[ —+ . ]
p—+—x3~|—le p—++x3—ze

SR T S
L e Pl — kP —s—ie (p+kP—s—ie
1 1 1
= gl )y upn+3) [ ax =+t [dpreydsp; .07 [ak| . ]
2P 0 ;‘)—+—x3+ie ;‘)—++x3—ie
- (K +u?) (k] +u?)
X | dk~d*k [ L - L ] (A2)
f k= yp)? —ys =L =pF™ [k+yp)? —ys — (1 =)’
Finally, Eq. (18) is obtained from Eq. (A2) after integrating over k~, k| using
_ 1 T(a—2) 8(k) _ K o T(a—3) 8(k*)
dk™d*k | ———s— = im? fdk &Pk ——t— = —in? . A3
f teray 7T T T (@)l Leradr . T T @ WY

The expression in Eq. (18) follows from Eq. (A2) after integrating over k™.

APPENDIX B: DVCS IN COLLINEAR APPROXIMATION

We evaluate Eq. (15) in the DVCS kinematics, p* = (p*,0,0,), g* = (0, 0*/(2xgp™), O 1), A* = (—xzp™,0,0,),
and use k as the integration variable instead of K = (k + k')/2,

v , 0° f 1 B
TH = —4igh Ny* d2dfd4kk2+21 L0, p?
1 lg XB 2 + )y u(p) M s ( 1 Iu’ ) n [k2 _ ILL2 + lf:l[(k 4 A)2 _ ,LLZ + ie]pl (S M )
1 1 1 1
X — — . B1
[s—(p—k)2+ie s—(p+k+A)2+ie][(k+q)2+ie (k—q’)z-i-ie] (B

We use the collinear approximation of Eq. (22) and combine the two quark propagators from the untruncated, quark-
nucleon amplitude introducing an integral over a Feynman parameter,

1 1 1
= B2
[k* — u? + ie][(k + A)? — u? + i€] [0 dy [(k+ yA)? — u? + i€’ (B2)
to obtain
1 1
T4 = 4igh” 2 Ny*u p)[ dy/d,uzdsp1 (s, 0, Mz)jdk+dk dsz_I: = il(ki + wI,
7 XB +ie — i + i€

1 1 1
>< —
[(k~|—yA)2—/.L2+ie]2|:(p—k)2—s—ie (p+k+A)2—s—ie]

= 4igh” —u(p’)v u(p)f dyI'(n + 3)[ dx(1 — x)"*! fdﬂz(ﬂ2)”dS/)1 (5,0, u?)

2p
. B B (K + &)
< J [k_ it ie —,’z—i el R e e e e
_ (K + u?)
e T (e e B

Integrating over k—, k| results in
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1 (n+1—x)u?+xs

1 1
TL,llLV:_42,MV — NN+ f r / 1 - n+1/ 2(,,2\n ~(s, 0, 2
; 8L 5 a(p")y " ulp) . dyl'(n) . dx(1 — x) du*(p*)'dspy (5,0, u )[_(1 . YV ———
1 1
x| - IO Gt g = 0)p ) = S+ ({1~ xp) — yxg(1l )]
p—+—x3+ze —F+ze

(B4)

The argument of the second §-function can be brought to the same form of the first §-function by changing integration
variables y — 1 — y and k* — —k™ + xzp™. Finally, the result reads

, S 1 1 B
T4 = —4m’gh 2Pﬁu(p’))ﬁu(p)fo dyr(n)/o dx(1 — x)r*! /a’,ugz(,udz)”dsp1 (5,0, u?)

(n+1—x)u’>+xs 1 1
— o T — — —+ — (B5)
[—(1 = x)u? — x5 + i€] x—xp+yxp(1—x)+ie x+yxz(l1—y)—ie

which corresponds to Eq. (23) with H defined in Eq. (24).

APPENDIX C: DVCS BEYOND THE COLLINEAR APPROXIMATION

We use the collinear approximation in numerator of Eq. (13) and combine all four propagators using Feynman
parameters,

2
T = —Sig'lwf—lel)Jr ﬁy+u[duzln /dspl_(s, 0, //,2.)[‘(4)[)1 dxdydz(1 —x)(1—z)?
X [d“k[ SRy
([k+zg—(1=2)xp+y(1 =x)(1 = 2)AP = 2(1 = 2)Q*(1 —x/xp — y(1 —x)) = (1 = D)[xs + (1 —x) u]*
_ K+ u? ] h
([k=zq' = (1= 2)xp+y(1 =x)(1 = AP — 2(1 = 2) Q*(x/x5 + y(1 = x)) = (1 = )[xes + (1 = ) *])*
Integration over d*k results in
2
THY = 8772g’f’§3 Z;Jr iaytu [d,uz,u“l,,_z [dspl_(s, 0, u>)I'(3) f()l dxdydz(1 — x)?
% { 1—z B 1—z2
[xs + (1 = x)pu? + 20*(1 — x/xp — y(1 = )P [xs + (1 = 0)p® + 20%(x/xp + y(1 — x))P
N 3(u’ + 220 _ 3(u’ +2°0% } ©2)
[xs + (1 = x)p? + 20*(1 — x/xp — y(1 = )P [xs + (1 = 0)p® + 20°(x/xp + y(1 — 0)PT

Next the y integral can be done to obtain
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1 1
THY = § 2,0V "
T8 x32p+

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 014006 (2010)

1
ﬁy+ufdﬂzu4ln_2fdspf(s, 0, MZ)F(3)f dx(1 — x)2%{(1 - 2)
0

1

1
% [[xs + (1 — x)u? + z20%(x — x/xp)? B [xs + (1 — x)u? + z0%(1 — x/xp) P

1

1

* [xs + (1 — x)u? + z0*(1 — x + x/xp)]? - [xs + (1 — x)u? + z0%x /x5

] +2(p? +220%)

1

1
x [[xs + (1 —x)u? + z0%(x — x/x5) P B [xs + (1 — x)u? + z0%(1 — x/xp)?

and finally, the z integral yields

I

1 1
* [xs + (1 = x)u? + z0*(1 — x + x/xp) P B [xs + (1 —x)u? + Zsz/xB]S]} )
Sl L 1d + (3 — u?
T sl s iyt [ttt [acet () [ 5= x>2{—[§+ =0T
il (1 —x)u? + 0*x —x/xp) £+ (1 —x)u? + 0*(1 — x + x/xp)
nl: £+ (1 —x)u? + Q%x/xp E+ (1 —x)u?+ 0*(1 — x/xp) :|
2’ 1 - I
" [£+ (1 —x)u’P [f + (1 —0u?+ 0 (x—x/xg) £+ (1 —xu>+ 0*(1 — x/xp)
1 1
" E+(1—0p2+ Q1 —x+x/x5) E+(1—0p? + sz/xs]
w?+ Q? 1 B 1
E+ (1 —x)u? I:[f + (1 =0u?+ Q*x —x/xp) [£+ (1 —x)u? + 0*(1 — x/xp)F
1 1
(o (R S P (p ke | )

where we changed variables from s to ¢ = xs and factored
out the Regge asymptotics of the spectral function as
py (5,0, u?) = s* 1B, (s, u?) with B — const for s —
oo, To proceed, we observe that the integral over ¢ is
convergent since p; ~ £*7! and the expression in the
curly bracket drops at least as 1/&3. Instead, the x integral
is peaked at x — 0, and we can therefore neglect x in terms
proportional to (1 — x). The divergent behavior of this

[
integral obtained in collinear approximation for the propa-

gators can obtained the formal limit Q> — oo Then, the
expression in the curly bracket becomes Q?-independent,
and proportional to ~In(1 — xp) leading to a divergent
integral of the type [,dxx~“. To ensure convergence, we
do not make this approximation. Changing finally the
integration variable x to @ = Q”x/xp, we obtain Eq. (28).
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