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We discuss the link between the chiral symmetry of QCD and the numerical results of the light-front
quark model (LFQM), analyzing both the two-point and three-point functions of a pseudoscalar meson
from the perspective of the vacuum fluctuation consistent with the chiral symmetry of QCD. The two-point
and three-point functions are exemplified in this work by the twist-2 and twist-3 distribution amplitudes of
a pseudoscalar meson and the pion elastic form factor, respectively. The present analysis of the
pseudoscalar meson commensurates with the previous analysis of the vector meson two-point function
and fortifies our observation that the LFQM with effective degrees of freedom represented by the
constituent quark and antiquark may provide the view of effective zero-mode cloud around the quark and
antiquark inside the meson. Consequently, the constituents dressed by the zero-mode cloud may be
expected to satisfy the chiral symmetry of QCD. Our results appear consistent with this expectation and
effectively indicate that the constituent quark and antiquark in the LFQM may be considered as the dressed

constituents including the zero-mode quantum fluctuations from the vacuum.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hadronic distribution amplitudes (DAs) provide essen-
tial information on the QCD interaction of quarks, anti-
quarks, and gluons inside the hadrons and play an essential
role in applying QCD to hard exclusive processes. They are
the longitudinal projection of the hadronic wave functions
obtained by integrating the transverse momenta of the
fundamental constituents [1-3]. These nonperturbative
quantities are defined as vacuum-to-hadron matrix ele-
ments of particular nonlocal quark or quark-gluon oper-
ators and thus encode important information on bound
states in strong interaction physics. It has motivated many
studies using various nonperturbative models [4-11] and
led to developing distinct phenomenological models over
the past two decades. Among them, the light-front quark
model (LFQM) appears to be one of the most efficient and
effective tools in hadron physics as it takes advantage of the
distinguished features of the light-front dynamics (LFD)
[12]. In particular, the LFD carries the maximum number
(seven) of the kinematic (or interaction-independent)
generators and thus less effort in dynamics is necessary
in order to get the QCD solutions that reflect the full
Poincaré symmetries. Moreover, the rational energy-
momentum  dispersion relation of LFD, namely
p~ = (p? +m?)/p*, yields the sign correlation between
the light-front (LF) energy p~(= p’— p?) and the LF
longitudinal momentum p*(= p° + p3) and leads to the
suppression of quantum fluctuations of the vacuum, sweep-
ing the complicated vacuum fluctuations into the zero
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modes in the limit of p* — 0 [13-15]. This simplification
is a remarkable advantage in LFD and facilitates the
partonic interpretation of the amplitudes. Based on the
advantages of the LFD, the LFQM has been developed [16]
and subsequently applied for various meson phenomenol-
ogies such as the mass spectra of both heavy and light
mesons [17], the decay constants, DAs, form factors, and
generalized parton distributions [7,12,16-24].

Despite these successes in reproducing the general
features of the data, however, it has proved very difficult
to obtain direct connection between the LFQM and QCD.
To discuss the link between the chiral symmetry of QCD
and the numerical results of the LFQM, we recently
presented a self-consistent covariant description of vector
meson decay constants and chirality-even quark-antiquark
DAs up to twist 3 in LFQM [25]. Although the meson
decay amplitude described by a two-point function could
be regarded as one of the simplest possible physical
observables, it is interesting that this apparently simple
amplitude bears abundant fundamental information on
QCD vacuum dynamics and chiral symmetry. In particular,
we discussed the zero-mode issue in the LFQM prediction
of vector meson decay constants from the perspective of the
vacuum fluctuation consistent with the chiral symmetry of
QCD and extended the exactly solvable manifestly covar-
iant Bethe-Salpeter (BS) model calculation to the more
phenomenologically accessible realistic LFQM.

To discuss the nature of the LF zero mode in meson
decay amplitude, we may denote the total LF longitudinal
momentum of the meson, P™ = ké + kg, where ké and kg

© 2015 American Physical Society
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are the individual quark and antiquark LF longitudinal
momenta, respectively. Similarly, the total LF energy P~ is
shared by the individual quark and antiquark LF energies
ko and ké, ie, P™=ky+ky. For the LF energy
integration of the two-point function over kj, or ké to
compute the meson decay amplitude, one may use
Cauchy’s theorem for a contour integration and pick up
the LF energy pole, e.g., either [k ], (i.e., on-shell value of
ky) from the quark propagator or [ké] on from the antiquark
propagator. However, it is crucial to note that the poles
move to infinity (or fly away in the complex plane) as the
LF longitudinal momentum, either kJQr or kié, goes to zero
[26]. Unless the contribution from the pole flown into
infinity vanishes, it must be kept in computing the physical
observable that must reflect the full Poincaré symmetries.
Since such a contribution, if it exists, appears either from
kJQr = (0and kg = Pt or from kJ-Qr = (0and kg = Pt, wecall
it the zero-mode contribution. In the case of the two-point
function for the computation of the meson decay constant,
the zero-mode contribution is thus locked into a single
point of the LF longitudinal momentum, i.e., either kJQr =0
where kj = P* or k, = 0 where k/, = P*. As one of the
constituents of the meson carries the entire momentum P*
of the meson in this case, the other constituent carries the
zero LF longitudinal momentum that can be regarded as the
zero-mode quantum fluctuation linked to the vacuum. This
link is due to a pair creation of particles with zero LF
longitudinal momenta from the vacuum and it is important
to capture the vacuum effect for the consistency with the
chiral symmetry properties of the strong interactions [27].
With this link, the zero-mode contribution in the meson
decay process can be considered effectively as the effect of
vacuum fluctuation consistent with the chiral symmetry of
the strong interactions. In this respect, the LFQM with
effective degrees of freedom represented by the constituent
quark and antiquark may be linked to the QCD since the
zero-mode link to the QCD vacuum may provide the view
of an effective zero-mode cloud around the quark and
antiquark inside the meson. Although the constituents are
dressed by the zero-mode cloud, they are still expected to
satisfy the chiral symmetry consistent with the QCD. Our
numerical results [25] were indeed consistent with this
expectation and effectively indicated that the constituent
quark and antiquark in the standard LFQM [7,16,23,24,
28-30] could be considered as the dressed constituents
including the zero-mode quantum fluctuations from the
QCD vacuum.

Since the constituent quark and antiquark used in the
LFQM have already absorbed the zero-mode cloud, the
zero-mode contribution in the LFQM may not be as explicit
as in the manifestly covariant model calculation although it
effectively provides the consistency with the chiral sym-
metry. The standard light-front (SLF) approach of the
LFQM, with which the observables are directly computed
in three-dimensional LF momentum space, is not amenable
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to determine the zero-mode contribution by itself and thus
it has been a common practice to utilize an exactly solvable
manifestly covariant BS model to check the existence (or
absence) of the zero mode as one can pin down the zero
mode exactly in the manifestly covariant BS model. Within
the covariant BS model, we indeed found the nonvanishing
zero modes in the vector meson decay amplitude and
identified the corresponding zero-mode operators that can
be applied to the LFQM. We also found the self-consistent
correspondence relations [see, e.g., Eq. (49) in [25]]
between the covariant BS model and the LFQM that allow
the substitution of the radial and spin-orbit wave functions
of the exactly solvable model by the more phenomeno-
logically accessible model wave functions that can be
provided by the LFQM analysis of meson masses [16].
What is remarkable in our finding [25] is that the non-
vanishing zero-mode contributions as well as the instanta-
neous ones to the vector meson decay amplitude that
appeared in the covariant BS model now vanish explicitly
when the phenomenological wave function such as the
Gaussian wave function in LFQM is used through the
aforementioned correspondence relation. In other words,
the decay constants and the quark DAs of vector mesons
can be obtained only from the on-mass-shell valence
contribution within the framework of the standard
LFQM [16,23,24,28-34] using the Gaussian radial wave
function and they still satisfy the chiral symmetry con-
sistent with the QCD.

One of the key ingredients for this finding is the isospin
symmetry, namely, the symmetric DAs for the equal quark
and antiquark bound state mesons (e.g., p meson). Under
the exchange of the LF longitudinal momentum fraction of
the quark and antiquark, x<>(1 — x), the DA of the meson
with the two equal-mass constituents must be symmetric,
P(x) = ¢p(1 — x). We exploited this fundamental constraint
anticipated from the isospin symmetry to identify the
correct DAs in LFQM. The twist-2 and twist-3 DAs of
the p meson obtained only from the on-mass-shell valence
constituents in LFQM [25] not only satisfy this constraint
anticipated from the isospin symmetry but also reproduce
the correct asymptotic DAs in the chiral symmetry limit.
Knowing that the higher-twist DAs may come from the
contributions of the higher Fock states such as pair terms as
well as the transverse motion of constituents in the leading
twist components [4-6], we should further attest that our
LFQM formulation for the twist-3 DA is indeed simple
without involving zero modes and thus the connected
contributions to the current arising from the vacuum
disappear in our LFQM calculation, yet preserve all the
necessary constraints anticipated from the isospin sym-
metry and the chiral symmetry.

The purpose of this work is to extend our previous work
to analyze the decay amplitude related with twist-3 DAs of
a pseudoscalar meson within the LFQM and show that the
analysis of pseudoscalar mesons fortifies our previous
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conclusion drawn from the vector meson case [25]. That is,
the treacherous points such as the zero mode and the
instantaneous contributions present in the covariant BS
model disappear in the standard LFQM with the Gaussian
radial wave function but nevertheless satisfy the chiral
symmetry. The twist-3 DAs of a pseudoscalar meson
appear to play an important role in constraining our
LFQM to be consistent with the conclusion drawn from
our previous analysis of the vector meson decay constant.
The twist-2 DA of a pseudoscalar meson has been analyzed
in our previous work of LFQM [7]. Essentially, there are
two independent twist-3 two-particle DAs of a pseudosca-
lar meson, namely, ¢§M and ¢‘3’; v [4-6,8-11], correspond-
ing to pseudoscalar and tensor channels of a meson (M),
respectively. In this work, we shall study qﬁz 1 together with
the twist-2 DA qﬁéM corresponding to the axial-vector
channel for the sake of completeness.

The qbﬁM and ¢Z? y are defined in terms of the following
matrix elements of gauge invariant nonlocal operators at
light-like separation [4-6]:

(013(z)[z. =z]r*vsq(=2)|M(P))
= ifyP* A 1 dxe Pt (x),
and
(01g(2)[z. =zJiysq(=2)|M(P))

1 .
— Fuuttn A dxe€P< gl (x), 2)

where z2 = 0 and the path-ordered gauge link (Wilson line)
[z, —z] for the gluon fields between the points —z and z is
equal to unity in the light-cone gauge A(z) - z = 0 that we
take throughout our calculation. P is the four momentum of
the meson (P? =m3,) and the integration variable x
corresponds to the longitudinal momentum fraction carried
by the quark and { = 2x — 1 for the short-hand notation.
The normalization parameter uy = m3;/(m, + mg) in
Eq. (2) results from quark condensate. For the pion, u, =
—-2(gq)/f% from the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner relation
[35]. The normalization of the two DAs & =

{¢§4M’¢§M} is given by

/1 dx®(x) = 1.

0

(3)

In order to check the existence (or absence) of the zero
mode, we again utilize the same manifestly covariant model
used in the analysis of the vector meson decay constant [25]
and then substitute the vertex function with the more
phenomenologically accessible Gaussian radial wave func-
tion provided by our LFQM. We shall show that the
analysis of the decay constants and twist-2 and twist-3
two-particle DAs of pseudoscalar mesons confirms our
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previous conclusion drawn for the vector meson analysis
[25]. Namely, the treacherous points such as the zero mode
and the instantaneous contributions that appeared in the
covariant BS model do not show up explicitly in the
standard LFQM with the Gaussian radial wave function
but nevertheless satisfy the chiral symmetry.

In addition, we show that our findings of the zero-mode
complication in two-point function are directly applicable
to the three-point function with the analysis of the pion
elastic form factor. The analyses of the pion form factor
using the plus component (/) of the LF currents have
been done in many earlier works [36-39] and proved that
the pion form factor is immune to the zero-mode contri-
bution when the plus component of the currents is used.
Particularly, in our LFQM analysis of the pion form factor
[38,39], we have shown that the usual power-law behavior
of the pion form factor obtained in the perturbative QCD
analysis can also be attained by taking negligible quark
masses in our nonperturbative LFQM analysis, confirming
the anti—de Sitter space geometry/conformal field theory
(AdS/CFT) correspondence [40]. In this work, we analyze
the pion form factor using the perpendicular components
(J&,) of the currents. Within the covariant BS model, we
find that the form factor obtained in the g™ = 0 frame with
J&, receives only the valence contribution including both
the on-mass-shell quark propagating part and the off-mass-
shell instantaneous part without involving a zero mode.
Applying this to the LFQM, we find that the nonvanishing
instantaneous contribution that appeared in the BS model
does not appear and just the on-mass-shell propagating part
contributes in the LFQM. This example of the three-point
function provides an evidence that the conclusion drawn in
the LFQM analysis of the two-point function is also
applicable to the three-point function.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. I A, we
discuss the decay amplitude of a pseudoscalar meson
described by the two-point function and the pion form
factor described by the three-point function in an exactly
solvable model based on the covariant BS model of
(3 4 1)-dimensional fermion field theory. We mainly per-
form our LF calculation for the decay amplitude corre-
sponding to the twist-3 DA qﬁ?;M and the pion form factor
using Jz, and check the LF covariance of them within the
covariant BS model. Especially, we discuss how to identify
the zero-mode contribution and find the corresponding
zero-mode operator. In Sec. III, we present the standard
LFQM with the Gaussian wave function and discuss the
correspondence linking the manifestly covariant model to
the standard LFQM. The self-consistent covariant descrip-
tions of the meson decay constants as well as the twist-2
and twist-3 two-particle DAs of pseudoscalar mesons in the
standard LFQM are given in this section. In Sec. IV,
we present our numerical results for the explicit demon-
stration of our findings. Summary and discussion follow
in Sec. V.
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II. MANIFESTLY COVARIANT MODEL

A. Two-point function: decay amplitude

Defining the local matrix elements M,=
(0|gTq|M(P))(a = A,P) for axial-vector (I' 4 =y ys)
and pseudoscalar (I'p = iys5) channels of Egs. (1)-(2),
we write the one-loop approximation (see Fig. 1) as a
momentum integral

d*k  H,
=N, [ ——2_§_, 4
My =N, / 2n) NN, (4)

where N. denotes the number of colors. The denominators
N,(= p* —mj + ie) and Ni(= k* — mZ + ie) come from
the quark propagators of mass m, and m; carrying the
internal four momenta p = P — k and k, respectively. In
order to regularize the covariant loop, we use the usual
multipole ansatz [18,25,41 42] for the gg bound-state

vertex function Hy = Hy(p?, k*) of a meson:

2 2y 9
Ho(p" ) = - (5)
where Ny = p> —A%?+ie, and g and A are constant
parameters. Although the vertex function H, could be
symmetrized in the four momenta of the constituent quarks
for further study, we take a simplest possible regularization
in this work as a tool to analyze the zero-mode compli-
cation in the exactly solvable model. In the same vein,
although the power n for the multipole ansatz could be
n > 2 to regularize the loop integral, we take the lowest
possible power n = 2 since our qualitative results in terms
of the zero-mode issue do not depend on the value of n.
The trace term S, in Eq. (4) is given by

Sa = Tr[ra(p + mq>75<_k + mE/)] (6)
We have already computed the matrix element M 4 of the
axial-vector channel in Appendix B of Ref. [25] and have
shown that M 4 (i.e., the decay constant of a pseudoscalar
meson) obtained from the plus component of the currents is
immune to the zero mode. Therefore, we shall discuss the
pseudoscalar channel and the associated twist-3 DA (;,’73 g in

=75, 75

FIG. 1. Feynman diagram for the one-quark-loop evaluation of
the meson decay amplitude in the momentum space.
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this work. After a little manipulation, we obtain the
manifestly covariant result for Mp as follows:

MY = dx _x y(1—x—1y)
m2, + mgng 2
% { ) éll q _ }, (7)
CCOV CCOV

where Ceoy = y(1 —y)m3, — xmj — ym% — (1 —x — y)AZ.

For the LF calculation parallel with the manifestly
covariant one, we separate the trace term Sp in Eq. (6)
into the on-mass-shell propagating part [Sp],, and the off-
mass-shell instantaneous part [Spl, Via 4 = 4o, +

17 (g — gon) s

SP = [Sp]on + [Sp}inst’ (8)
where [Sp]on = 4'(pon kon + mqu/) and [S'P]inst =
2(pTAL +kTAY) with Ay — ¢on- We note that the

metric conventron a-b= (a*b +abt)—a, -b, is
used in our analysis. Furthermore, we take the reference
frame where P, =0, i.e., P = (P*,M?/P*,0). In this
case, the LF energies of the on-mass-shell quark and
antiquark are given by pg, = (ki +m3)/xP" and
kon = (K3 +m2)/(1 —x)P*, respectively, where x =
p*t/PT is the LF longitudinal momentum fraction of
the quark.

For the integration over k™ in Eq. (4), one may close the
contour in the lower half of the complex k™ plane and pick
up the residue at k= = kg, in the region 0 < k™ < P* (or
0 < x < 1). We denote the valence contribution to M that
is obtained by taking kK~ = kg, in the region of 0 < x < 1 as
[Mp]LE that is given by

N,
[Mp]LE =5 0 1—x /a’zkg( x, K1) [Splyas (9)
where
x(x. k)= . ’ (10)

[e(myy — M) [x(my; — M3)]"
with n = 2 and

k2l + mq(Az) N

ki +m;
o =T :

1—x

MZ

(11)

Here, the trace term for the valence contribution, i.e.,
[SP]val = [SP]on + 2k+A;, is given by
[Sp]val = 2[M

—(mg—mg)* + (1 =x)Egg], (12)

q
where the binding energy term Epp = m3, — M3} stems
from the instantaneous contribution. We find numencally
that [Mp]Lf in Eq. (9) is not identical to the manifestly

val
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FIG. 2 (color online).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

(©

The covariant triangle diagram (a) corresponds to the sum of the LF valence diagram (b) and the nonvalence

diagram (c). The large white and black blobs at the meson-quark vertices in (b) and (c) represent the ordinary LF wave function and the

nonvalence wave function vertices, respectively.

covariant result Mp" in Eq. (7). This indicates that the
decay amplitude My receives the LF zero-mode contri-
bution. The LF zero-mode contribution to M, comes from
the singular p~ (or equivalently 1/x) term in Sp in the limit

of x - 0 when p~ = pg,, i.e.,
imSp(p~ = po) = 2p~. (13)

The necessary prescription to identify the zero-mode
operator corresponding to p~ is analogous to that derived
in the previous analyses of weak transition form factor
calculations [17,18,21], except that there is no momentum
transfer ¢ dependence. As extensively discussed in the
previous works [17,18,21,25], we now identify the zero-
mode operator [Sp|,,, by replacing p~ with —Z, in
Eq. (13), i.e.,

[SP}Z.M‘ = 2(—22)’ (14)

where Z, = xEgg + m} — mj + (1 — 2x)mj,. This zero-
mode operator [Sp|,; can be effectively included in the
valence region as follows:

(Mol = e dxx)/dzkw(x,kﬁ[sp]fuuv (15)

167% Jo (1-

where [Splpn = [Splya + [Splzw. and it is given by

(Spluun = 4xMG + my(mg —my)]. (16)

It can be checked that Eq. (15) is identical to the manifestly
covariant result of Eq. (7).

Although the amplitude M 4 = if),P* for the axial-
vector channel is proven to be immune to the zero mode
when the plus component (u = +) of the currents is used
and its form is given in Ref. [25], we display it here again
for completeness in the form of a pseudoscalar meson
decay constant:

LI::NC L dx
M 4-77.'3 0 (l—x)

/dsz)((x, k))A, (17)

where A = (1 — x)m, + xmj.

B. Three-point function: pion
electromagnetic form factor

The electromagnetic form factor of a pion is defined by
the matrix elements of the current J4:

(P'[Jem|P) = €, (P + P} F(g?), (18)

where e,, is the charge of the meson and ¢ = (P — P')? is
the square of the four-momentum transfer.

The covariant diagram shown in Fig. 2(a) to describe the
pion form factor is in general equivalent to the sum of the
LF valence diagram [Fig. 2(b)] and the nonvalence diagram
[Fig. 2(c)]. The matrix element J* = (P'|Jtm|P) obtained
from the covariant diagram of Fig. 2(a) is given by

d4k H/ H//
" 1
lN/ 4N NN, SH, (19)

where

St = Trlys(p) +m)y*(po + m)ys(—=K + m)] (20)

with p; = P—k and p, = P’ — k. Here, we take m, =
mgz = m for the pion. The vertex functions are given by
Hy = Hy(p}.K) = g/(N})"  and  Hj = Hy(p3. k) =
g/(N{)" with N, (N\) = p1(p}) — A> + ie. In this case,
we take the power n for the multipole ansatz to be simply 1,
since our qualitative results in conjunction with the
zero-mode issue do not depend on the value of n. The
rest of the denominator factor N, from the intermediate
quark propagator with momentum p = (py, p,, k) is given
by N, = p* —m* + ic.

Using the usual Feynman parametrization, we obtain the
manifestly covariant result as follows:
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N 92
Freov 2\ — c
w(q%) 872(A2 — m?)?
I-x c mCmA
d. d 4]1n

/ x/ y{ x+y) ] (CmmCAA>

[(1=x=y)*(x+y)mz +xy(2=x—=y)q*
—(x+y)m2+2m2]C}, (21)
where C=(1/Cyp—1/Cp,,—1/Cpps+1/C,,,) and C,p, =

(1=x=y)(x+y)mz +xyq* = (xa* +-yb*) = (1 —=x—y)m*.

Since the LFD analysis has already shown [36,43] that
the pion form factor is immune to the zero-mode contri-
bution when the plus component of the currents is used, we
shall now explore the perpendicular components (u = L)
of the currents to see if the treacherous points such as the
zero modes exist or not. In order to check the existence/
absence of the zero-mode contribution to the hadronic
matrix element given by Eq. (19), we first choose g™ > 0
frame and then take the g™ — 0 limit. In the g™ > 0 frame,
the covariant diagram Fig. 2(a) corresponds to the sum of
the LF valence diagram Fig. 2(b) defined in 0 < kT < P'*
region and the nonvalence diagram Fig. 2(c) defined in
Pt < k™ < PT region. The large white and black blobs at
the meson-quark vertices in (b) and (c) represent the
ordinary LF wave function and the nonvalence wave
function vertices [36,44], respectively. Defining A =
g /P* and the longitudinal momentum fraction factor x =
pi/PT (1 —x =k*/P") for the struck (spectator) quark,
we should note that the nonvalence region (i.e.,0 < x < A)
of integration shrinks to the end point x = 0 in the g™ — 0
(i.e., A — 0) limit. The virtue of taking the g™ = 0 frame is
to obtain the form factor by calculating only the valence
diagram (i.e., 0 < x < 1) because the nonvalence diagram
does not contribute if the integrand is free from the
singularity in p7 ~ 1/x. However, if the integrand has a
singularity as x — 0, then one should also take into account
this nonvanishing contribution that we call the zero-mode
contribution.

In the g7 = 0 frame with P, = 0, the photon momen-
tum is transverse to the direction of the incident pion with
the spacelike momentum transfer g% = Q2 = —¢> In this
frame, one obtains the relations between the current matrix
elements and the pion form factor as follows:

.

FEF(Q%) = S (for = 1),

) = - Y y— 1), (22)
1

The trace term in Eq. (20) can again be separated into on-
mass-shell propagating part and off-mass-shell instanta-

neous one as S¥ = S5, + St ., where
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Sgn = 4[p}fon(p20n : kon + mZ) - kgn(plon *P2on — m2)

+ pgon(pl on ” kon + mz)]’ (23)
and
Sflnst ZAI_’l (Pg onkjn - p;onkgn)
+ 2A1_72 (plllonkgn - p?onkgﬂ)
+ 287 (PlonPion + PlonPoon)-  (24)

Note that Eq. (24) is valid only for y = + or L.

In the valence region 0 < k™ < Pt (or0 < x < 1) of the
g™ — 0 limit, the pole k= = kg, is located in the lower half
of the complex k= plane. Performing the LF energy k™
integration of Eq. (19), we obtain the valence contribution
to J* as

N, [! dx
(Tt = 167 /, m/dzkw(x k )y (x, k' )SU,s
(25)
where S0, = Son + S (A =0)  and K| =k, +

(I —x)q,. The LF vertex function y of the initial state
is given by Eq. (10) but with n = 1." The final state vertex
function y’ is equal to y(x,k; — k'}).

From Eqgs. (22)—(24), we get the LF valence contribu-
tions to the pion form factor

[ }Val (Qz)
N 1 dx
S8 Jo (1-x)?

X/fhﬂnhMWkD@nym% (26)
for 4 = +, and

[ ]Val (QZ)
N,

_871'3 0

/cﬂkkal) '(x. k)

l—x

K, -
X {(1 —x)m3, + xM3 + qu(h 2my, +4q%)|.  (27)

L

for u =1, respectively. We note that while the
valence contribution for the plus current comes solely from
the on-shell propagating part (i.e., [F,,]IV“Z(H = [F,,]Igf H)),
the valence contribution for the perpendicular currents
results not only from the on-shell propagating part but

'In this form factor analysis, it is sufficient to consider only the
case of a monopole form of the vertex function (n = 1), since our
qualitative results do not depend on the value of n.
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also from the instantaneous part (e, [F ,[]]v“:lu) =
[F,,]EI]:(l> + [F, ]mst ), where
N I dx
2
y/fkw@xnxuxm
kK, +m? k-
X( LK) +m7) {1+2 J_ZQJ_]’
x(1=x) q1
(28)
and
N. dx
[ ]lnst (Q2> 871' (1 _ )C)
x/d%onnknquq>
k' -q
 [ELE (-
q1
ki-q, 2 ”
+ = (my — Mg)|. (29)
qi
We should note that while both [F, ] ™) and [F H]EII;(L) are

infinite, [F ,,]]V‘S(L) is finite due to the cancellation of the

infinity. Furthermore, we find from our numerical compu—

tation that the three results [F' ] Jin Eq. (26), [F } M in
Eq. (27), and the manifestly covariant result F5°" in Eq 21
are identical with each other. That is, in this exactly solvable
model, the pion form factor obtained from either the plus
component (JF,) of the currents or the perpendicular
components (J&,) of the currents is immune to the zero-
mode contribution.

III. APPLICATION TO STANDARD LIGHT-FRONT
QUARK MODEL

In the standard LFQM [16,23,24,28-34], the wave
function of a ground state pseudoscalar meson
(JP€ = 07") as a ¢g bound state is given by

dr(x, k)R (x, k), (30)

where ¢y is the radial wave function and the spin-orbit
wave function R,; with the helicity 1(1) of a quark
(antiquark) is obtained by the interaction-independent
Melosh transformation [45] from the ordinary spin-orbit
wave function assigned by the quantum numbers J¥C.
We use the Gaussian wave function for ¢, which is

given by
47[3/4 8[( )
ﬂ3/2 V_.X Xp(_k /2162)’ (31)

Ul ky) =

Pr(x. k) =

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

where k* = k3 + k% and f is the variational parameter
fixed by the analysis of meson mass spectra [16]. The
longitudinal component k, is defined by k, =

(x=1/2)My+ (m} —mg)/2M,, and the Jacobian of
the variable transformatlon {x, k. } - k= (k, .k L) s

given by
% — My 1— mlzl — m% 2 (32)
Ox  4x(1—x) M} '

The covariant form of the spin-orbit wave function R,; is
given by

_ m(pg)rsvi(py)
V2[MG — )

R (33)

(mg —my
and it satisfies ) AZR/J{ZRAZ = 1. Thus, the normalization of
our wave function is then given by

dxd*k
I—Z/ lox 3l|‘1’u (x Ky )?

dxd°k
= [ B P (34)

In our previous analysis of the decay constant and the
twist-2 and twist-3 DAs of a vector meson [25], we have
shown that standard light-front (SLF) results of the LFQM
are obtained by the the replacement of the LF vertex
function y in the BS model with the Gaussian wave
function ¢y as follows [see Eq. (49) in [25]]:

¢R(x’ ki)
NCETa

where m;; — M, implies that the physical mass m,
included in the integrand of BS amplitude has to be
replaced with the invariant mass M, since the SLF results
of the LFQM are obtained from the requirement of all
constituents being on their respective mass shell. The
correspondence in Eq. (35) is valid again in this analysis
of a pseudoscalar meson. For the final state LF vertex
function, one should replace k| with k’| in Eq. (35).
We first apply the correspondence given by Eqg. (35) to
the zero -mode free observables f [Eq. (17)] and

[F, ]le (Qz) [Eq. (26)]. Then we obtain the corresponding
SLF results f5-F and FSYF(H)(Q?) as follows:

SLF\/W/ /dzk

x(x. k) N

2N,
C 1-—x

mpyy —)M(), (35)

dr(x. k)

Ny

PREZL 4 (36)

and
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FF)(g2) = / / > —= r(x, K )P (x. k)

k' +m?
\/k2 + mz\/k’z + m?

(37)

where ¢gr(¢p) is the initial (final) state radial wave
function. Equations (36)—(37) are exactly the same as those
previously obtained from the SLF approach, e.g., see
Refs. [7,16]. We should note that both Egs. (36) and
(37) are the results obtained only from the on-mass-shell
quark propagators. From Eq. (36), we obtain the twist-2 DA
¢éM(x) of a pseudoscalar meson as follows:

N, K
#n) = oz [ e P4 oy

We now apply the correspondence given by Eq. (35) to the
decay amplitude M p(= fyuy) for pseudoscalar channel
given by Eq. (15) to obtain the corresponding LFQM
amplitude:

SLF _ V#Vc¢ ZN ") ¢R X, kL)
[Mp]full - d k full’
21673 A /k2 A2
(39)
where [Splay = 4[xM + m,(m; —m,)].

Interestingly enough, we also found that the result
[Mp]SLF obtained only from the on-mass-shell quark propa-
gator [Sp,, = 2[M§ — (m, — my)?] is exactly the same as
the full result in Eq. (39). This equality [Mp]SLF = [Mp|SLF
can be easily seen from the fact that only the even term in Sp
with respect to x survives in the SU(2) symmetry limit
(m = m, = myg) since the Gaussmn wave function ¢, and
other prefactor \/k3 + m? are even in x. That is, decom—
posing the trace term [Sp]tull =4xM3 =2 +2(2x — 1)|M,
in the SU(2) symmetry limit, one can find that the non—
vanishing contribution from [Spls,; is exactly the same as
[Splon = 2M3. Knowing that the matrix element Mp is
related with the twist-3 DA ¢§M(x), the above finding
in the SU(2) symmetry limit plays the role of the constraint
in obtaining the correct (]53 M( x), ie., only the solution
obtained from [Mp]SLF gives the correct ¢%,,(x) in our
LFQM:

2N,
fSLF .16 71'3

[ s T M = m)

q

M(x)

(40)

For the p10n (m =m

q = mgz) case, we should note

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

Applying the correspondence relation in Eq. (35) to the
pion form factors [F - [Bq. @701, [FL )™ [Eq. 28)],
and [F ]mst [Eq (29)] to obtain the corresponding form
factors [F,[}‘S,;‘]F( ), [F, ]SLF( ) and [F, Lsnlf ) in our LFQM,
we find that [F,;-" = 0 and [F, 5" = Fa-") The

inst
explicit form of

[Flon ™
Ldx [ d*k
[F, SLF Q2 / / 67 §¢1 (x, k1) (x, K )
« kL kﬁ_—|—m)
\/kZ +m2\/k’2+m2
k, - QL}
(h

is given by

{1 +2 (41)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In our numerical calculations within the standard LFQM,
we use two sets of model parameters (i.e., constituent quark
masses m, and the Gaussian parameters f3 ;) for the linear
and HO confining potentials given in Table I, which was
obtained from the calculation of meson mass spectra using
the variational principle in our LFQM [7,16,24].

Our LFQM predictions for the decay constants of z
and K mesons, f5F =130[131] MeV and f3F =
161 [155] MeV obtained from the linear (HO) potential
parameters, are in good agreement with the experimental
data [46]; [P = = (130.41 £0.03 £ 0.20) MeV  and

2P — (156.2 Y 0340640. 3) MeV. We then obtain
the quark condensate (qq) which enters the normalization
of twist-3 pion DA ¢} (x) given by Eq. (40), as
—(285.8 MeV)3[—(263.7 MeV) | for the linear (HO)
potential parameters. Our LFQM results, especially the
one obtained from HO parameters, are quite comparable
with the commonly used phenomenological value (gq) =
—(250 MeV)>.

Defining the LF wave function 1//2(<>) (x,k ) for the
twist-2 axial-vector (twist-3 pseudoscalar) channel as

A(P «© A(P
B0 = [T Pk, @)
the nth transverse moment is obtained by
<) 1 A "
_ A Pk, A AP (kKL (43)

The authors in Refs. [47,48] have shown that the second
transverse moment can be given in terms of the quark

SLF(L) SLE(+)
Jon

*The equivalence between [F, and F; can be even
checked analytically by changing the transverse momentum
variables into symmetric ones in the integrand as follows: k| =
I, -(1-x)q./2 and k' =1, + (1 - x)q./2.
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TABLE 1. The constituent quark mass m, (in GeV) and the
Gaussian parameters f,; (in GeV) for the linear and harmonic
oscillator (HO) confining potentials obtained from the variational
principle in our LFQM [7,16,24]. ¢ = u and d.

Model mq mg ﬁqq ﬁqg
Linear 0.22 0.45 0.3659 0.3886
HO 0.25 0.48 0.3194 0.3419

condensate (g¢g) and the mixed quark-gluon condensates
(iggo - Gq):

24 _ 5 liggo - Gg) 2\p _ 1{iggo - Gq)
R 7 A7)
(44)

FIG. 3 (color online).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

where Gy, is a gluon field strength and ¢ - G = 0,,G".
Note that the formula for the axial-vector channel is an
approximate one since the soft pion theorems apply strictly
only for the pseudoscalar channel [8].

For the pion case, our results of the second transverse
moment for the axial-vector and the pseudoscalar
channels obtained from the linear (HO) parameters
are (k2)A = (413 MeV)?[(371 MeV)?] and (k3)? =
(553 MeV)?[480 MeV)?], respectively. Especially, the
ratio (k%)2/(k%)? = 0.558 obtained from the linear
parameters is in good agreement with the QCD sum-rule
(QCDSR) result, 5/9 [47], and the nonlocal chiral
model result, 0.54 ~0.56 [8]. Using Eq. (44) for the
pseudoscalar channel, we also estimate the value of the
mixed condensate of dimension five as (iggo - Gq) =
—(491.1 MeV)3[—(442.2 MeV)3] for the linear (HO)
parameters. Especially, the result obtained from the linear

X

The three-dimensional plot (left panel) and the corresponding two-dimensional contour plot (right panel) for

y/;P;”(x, y) (upper panel) and W;;;K (x,y) (lower panel) obtained from the linear parameters. In the two-dimensional contour plot, the

darker the regions are, the smaller the wave functions are.
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parameters is in an excellent agreement with the the result
obtained from the direct calculation in the instanton model
[49] that gives (iggo - Gg) = —(490 MeV)>. For the kaon
case, we obtain (k%)% = (457 MeV)?[412 MeV)?],
(K2)Z = (582 MeV)2[S10 MeV)?] and (k3)7/(k3)% =
0.617[0.653] for the linear (HO) parameters.

From the point of view of QCD, the quark DAs of a
hadron depend on the scale y that separates nonperturbative
and perturbative regimes. In our LFQM, we can associate u
with the transverse integration cutoff via |k | | < p, which is
the usual way in which the normalization scale is defined
for the LF wave function (see, e.g., Ref. [1]). In order to
estimate this cutoff value, we made a three-dimensional
plot for the LF wave function 1113 PNE r) in the form of
z;/3 (K )(x y) by changing the variable k2 = y/(1 —y) so
that y ranges from 0 to 1. Figure 3 shows the three-
dimensional plot (left panel) and the corresponding two-
dimensional contour plot (right panel) for 3, ﬂ(x y) (upper
panel) and y3. 7 ¢(x,¥) (lower panel) that we obtain with the
linear parameters listed in Table I. We note that we assign
the momentum fraction x for s-quark and (1 — x) for the
light u(d)-quark for the K meson case. In fact, we obtain
the twist-3 quark DAs by performing the transverse
integration up to infinity (or equivalently y up to 1) without
loss of accuracy due the presence of the Gaussian damping
factor. However, as one can see from the contour plots in
Fig. 3, only the range of 0 <y < 0.47 contributes to the
integral for both 7z and K meson cases. This implies that our
cutoff scale corresponds to y = 0.47 or equivalently y =
|k | =1 GeV for the calculation of the twist-3 7 and K
meson DAs. Since the twist-2 quark DAs for 7 and K
mesons were given in our previous work [7], we do not
show them in this work again but note that the scale u for
the twist-2 DA is slightly smaller than that for the twist-3

2 — T
— Linear
--- HO
- QCDSR
Asymptotic
1.5 —
—_ LT 7¥—<—\\\‘~\
N >
o 1 s —
e 7
< / \
/ \
/ - \
/ \
/ \
I \
/ \
h \
/ \
h \
oy \
h \
0.5 H!/ .
1 \
! \
: ]
i '
! il
i \
i \
ol v v
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

X

FIG. 4. The twist-3 DAs ¢
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DA. Considering both twist-2 and twist-3 DAs of 7 and K
mesons, our numerical results show the range of scale u
as 0.75 <u <1 GeV.

We show in Fig. 4 the twist-3 DAs ¢£ v (x) [see Eq. (40)]
for 7 (left panel) and K (right panel) mesons obtained from
the linear (solid line) and HO (dashed line) parameters. We
should note that our LFQM results ¢%,,(x) are free from
the explicit instantaneous as well as zero-mode contribu-
tions. The corresponding twist-2 DAs 4)2 -y for (7, K)
mesons obtained from our LFQM can be found in [7].
We also compare our results with the the asymptotic DA
[T 0]as(x) = 1 (dotted line) [4] as well as the QCD sum-
rule (SR) prediction (dot-dashed line) [6], which were
obtained at the renormalization scale 4 = 1 GeV. For the
pion case, our results obtained from both model parameters
not only show the symmetric forms anticipated from the
isospin symmetry but also reproduce the exact asymptotic
result (¢ ],((x) =1 in the chiral symmetry (m, — 0)
limit. This exact asymptotic result ¢} (x) — (% ”}as( X)
in the chiral symmetry limit is consistent with the con-
clusmn drawn from our previous analysis [25] of the twist-2
(gb2 () and twist-3 (¢5; p( x)) p meson DAs. Remarkably,
both DAs reproduce the exact asymptotic DAs in the chiral
symmetry limit. This example shows again that our LFQM
prediction satisfies the chiral symmetry consistent with the
QCD as one correctly implements the zero-mode link to the
QCD vacuum. It is also interesting to note that while our
results of qu (x) become zero at the end points of x unless
the asymptotic limit is taken, the QCD sum-rule result of
Ref. [6] does not vanish at the end points. The main reason
for the discrepancy between the two models is that the
QCD sum-rule results are based on the chiral symmetry
(m = 0) limit but our results (unless asymptotic) are based
on the nonvanishing constituent quark model. In the

2

I — Linear

--- HO i
- .- QCDSR e
= Asymptotic e

3 (x) for z (left panel) and K (right panel) mesons obtained from the linear (solid line) and HO (dashed

line) parameters compared with the QCD sum-rule result (dot-dashed line) [6] as well as the asymptotic one (dotted line) [4].
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TABLE II. The Gegenbauer moments and £ moments of twist-2 and twist-3 pion DAs obtained from the linear and HO potential
models compared with other model estimates.
Models Twists a“;i(tp) afftp) a, 7([7?) <§2>;\(7’> <§4),“,4(P> <§6),“,4(P)
HO q[)ﬁﬂ 0.0514 —0.0340 —0.0261 0.2176 0.0939 0.0508
d)zﬂ —0.5816 —0.4110 —0.1725 0.2558 0.1231 0.0723
Linear qﬁéﬂ 0.1234 —0.0033 —0.0218 0.2423 0.1136 0.0658
¢§” -0.3979 —-0.3739 —0.2500 0.2803 0.1450 0.0907
SR [5] ¢§ﬂ 0.5158 0.2545 0.2162
SR [6] qbfm 0.4373 —0.0715 —0.1969 0.3865 0.2451 0.1788
SR [10] qb_fm 0.340 ~ 0.359 0.164 ~ 0211
SR [11] L, 0.52 4+0.03 0.44 4+ 0.01
xQM [9] ¢§ﬂ —0.4307 —0.5559 —0.1784 0.2759 0.1367 0.0816

asymptotic limit, our results exhibit also the nonvanishing
behavior at the end points of x. For the K meson case,
¢§K(x) obtained from both model parameters are asym-
metric due to the flavor SU(3) symmetry breaking effect
and the peak points located to the right of x = 0.5 indicate
that the s-quark carries more longitudinal momentum
fraction than the light u(d)-quark.

The twist-2 and twist-3 quark DAs are usually expanded

in terms of the Gegenbauer polynomials Cf,/ % and C,l/ 2,
respectively:

¢2M—[¢2Mas {1"‘2%114 3/2 _1)]’

R NE {1+Zam clee-n) 6

where [¢§4M}as(x) = 6)6(1 —x) and {¢3 M]as( x) = 1. The

coefficients aﬁf) are called the Gegenbauer moments and

can be obtained from [9]

4n+6 1
A —— "7 | axCP2x = 1)
3n2+9n+6/0 ! (2x )¢2;M(x)’

alhy(x) =(@2n+1) /)] dxCy/*(2x — DT (x). (46)

The Gegenbauer moments with n > 0 describe how much
the DAs deviate from the asymptotic one. In addition
to the Gegenbauer moments, we can also define the
expectation value of the longitudinal momentum, so-called
&(= 2x — 1)-moments, as follows:

1
e = [ axe a0 (47)

In Table II, we list the calculated Gegenbauer moments
and £ moments of twist-2 and twist-3 pion DAs obtained

from the linear and HO potential models at the aforemen-
tioned scale 4 ~ 1 GeV. Although the results of twist-2
pion DA were listed in our previous work [7], we list them
here again by increasing the significant figures for com-
pleteness of this work. We also compare our results of
twist-3 DAs with other model estimates calculated at the
scale u =1 GeV, e.g., QCD sum rules [5,6,10,11] and
the chiral quark model (yQM) [9]. As expected from the
isospin symmetry, all the odd Gegenbauer and £ moments
vanish. It is interesting to note within our LFQM predic-
tions that a2 of the twist-3 DA are negative while the
second Gegenbauer moments azﬂ of the twist-2 DA are
positive, regardless of the linear or the HO model param-
eters. Compared to other models for the twist-3 case, our
results are quite different from those of QCD sum rules
[5,6,10,11] but consistent with the chiral quark model
predictions [9]. Again, the differences between our LFQM
and QCD sum rule may be attributed to different treatment
of constituent quark masses as we discussed about the
results shown in Fig. 4.

In Table III, we display the calculated Gegenbauer
moments and & moments of twist-2 and twist-3 K meson
DAs obtained from the linear and HO potential models and
compare them with other model predictions. For the kaon
case, the odd moments are nonzero due to the flavor SU(3)
symmetry breaking and the first moment a|  * is propor-
tional to the difference between the longitudinal momenta
of the strange and nonstrange quarks in the two-particle
Fock component. We note within our LFQM predictions
that the SU(3) symmetry breaking effects are more sig-
nificant for the twist-3 DA than for the twist-2 DA [7]. Our
results for the twist-3 qﬁ;’;K are overall in good agreement
with those of the yQM [9] except for the values of the first
moment a} , and (£')% with an order-of-magnitude differ-
ence between the two models, which may be understand-
able because the degree of SU(3) symmetry breaking in

QM [9] is rather small compared to our LFQM prediction.
The shape of qb 3.x obtained from yQM [9] is very close to
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TABLE IIL
models compared with other model estimates.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

The Gegenbauer moments and £ moments of twist-2 and twist-3 K meson DAs obtained from the linear and HO potential

Models Twists aﬁf) aﬂf) af}f) aﬁ(m aég?) aéf)
HO ‘f’é[( 0.1316 -0.0278 0.0381 —0.0335 —0.0112 —0.0122
qbf;,( 0.3187 —0.7800 —0.0647 —0.2923 —0.2223 —0.0396
Linear (/}éK 0.089%4 0.0275 0.0575 —0.0243 0.0069 —0.0142
(,bf;K 0.2662 -0.6104 0.0486 —0.3361 —0.1454 —0.1161
SR [5] qb;K 0.2631 —0.0522 0.1470
SR [6] ¢§K 0.1837 0.2707 0.3953 —0.2469 0.0550 —0.2436
2QM [9] (,bf; % 0.0236 —0.6468 —0.0367 —0.3724 —0.0200 —0.0940
Models Twists P (&@x" (&) el (& ()"
HO (,bé,( 0.0790 0.1905 0.0411 0.0759 0.0248 0.0389
45?;1( 0.1062 0.2293 0.0600 0.1034 0.0389 0.0582
Linear (/}f,( 0.0536 0.2094 0.0339 0.0895 0.0231 0.0486
(,bf;K 0.0887 0.2519 0.0560 0.1217 0.0394 0.0725
SR [6] qb;’;K 0.0612 0.3676 0.0593 0.2236 0.0520
SR [11] Pk —0.10 £+ 0.03 0.43 +0.04
2QM [9] (,bf;K 0.0079 0.2471 0.0026 0.1166 0.0008

the symmetric and flat shape while the corresponding result
from our LFQM has a rather sizable asymmetric form.

In Fig. 5, we show our numerical results of the pion
electromagnetic form factor from Fy~'") = [F ,,}(S),%Fm
using the linear (solid line) and HO (dashed line) potential
parameters and compare with the available experimental
data [50-52] up to the Q% ~ 8 GeV? region. In our previous
LFQM analysis of the pion form factor [38,39], we have

—— Linear i
---- HO

A  Amendolia et al. (86) T
0.8 e Bebeketal. (78) —

= Huber et al. (08)

F Q)

Q’[GeV ]

FIG. 5 (color online). Pion electromagnetic form factors ob-
tained from F ,S,LF(H = [F,,](%F(L) using the linear (solid line) and
HO (dashed line) potential models.

also shown that the usual power-law behavior of the pion
form factor obtained in the perturbative QCD analysis
can also be attained by taking negligible quark masses in
our nonperturbative LFQM, confirming the AdS/CFT
correspondence [40].

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

As the zero-mode contribution is locked into a single
point of the LF longitudinal momentum in the meson decay
process, one of the constituents of the meson carries the
entire momentum of the meson and it is important to
capture the effect from a pair creation of particles with zero
LF longitudinal momenta from the strongly interacting
vacuum. The LFQM with effective degrees of freedom
represented by the constituent quark and antiquark may
thus provide the view of effective zero-mode cloud around
the quark and antiquark inside the meson. Consequently,
the constituents dressed by the zero-mode cloud may be
expected to satisfy the chiral symmetry of QCD. Our results
of this work for pseudoscalar mesons and the previous
work for vector mesons were consistent with this expect-
ation and effectively indicated that the constituent quark
and antiquark in the standard LFQM could be considered as
the dressed constituents including the zero-mode quantum
fluctuations from the QCD vacuum.

In particular, we have discussed a wave function
dependence of the LF zero-mode contributions to the
twist-3 two-particle DA ¢§M of a pseudoscalar meson
between the two models, i.e., the exactly solvable
manifestly covariant BS model and the more phenomeno-
logically accessible realistic LFQM using the standard LF
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(SLF) approach following our previous work [25]. As the
SLF approach within the LFQM by itself is not amenable to
determine the zero-mode contribution, we utilized the
covariant BS model to check the existence (or absence)
of the zero mode. Performing a LF calculation in the
covariant BS model using the multipole type gg bound-
state vertex function, we found that the twist-3 ¢§M
receives both the zero-mode and the instantaneous con-
tributions and identified the zero-mode operator corre-
sponding to the zero-mode contribution. We then linked
the covariant BS model to the standard LFQM following
the same correspondence relation Eq. (35) between the two
models that we found in the vector meson decay amplitude
[25] and substituted the LF vertex function in the covariant
BS model with the more phenomenologically accessible
Gaussian wave function provided by the LFQM analysis of
meson mass [16]. The remarkable finding is that the zero-
mode contribution as well as the instantaneous contribution
revealed in the covariant BS model become absent in the
LFQM with the Gaussian wave function. Without engaging
any of those treacherous contributions, our LFQM result
of twist-3 DA gbg);M not only satisfies the fundamental
constraint (i.e., symmetric form with respect to x) antici-
pated from the isospin symmetry but also provides the
consistency with the chiral symmetry (e.g., the correct
asymptotic form in the chiral symmetry limit) expected
from the QCD. This observation commensurates our
previous observation made in the analysis of vector meson
decay process [25].

We have also shown that our treatment of the treacherous
points in the two-point function is directly applicable to the
three-point function, analyzing the pion elastic form factor

F,(Q?) in the g™ = 0 frame both with the plus component
(J&,) and the perpendicular component (Jg,) of the current.
This analysis portrayed that the instantaneous contribution
that appeared in the covariant BS model became absent in
the LFQM. It supports the conclusion drawn from the
analysis of the two-point function.

From the self-consistent covariant description of
the twist-3 423 M together with the previously obtained
[7] twist-2 DA ¢2 5y of a pseudoscalar meson in our

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 014018 (2015)

LFQM, we presented a good deal of numerical
results obtained from our LFQM. The quark condensate
obtained from the normalization condition of 4’)3 I W
(Gq) = —(285.8 MeV)?[—(263.7 MeV)?] for the linear
(HO) potential parameters comes out reasonable compared
to the commonly wused phenomenological value
—(250 MeV)3. The ratio of the second transverse moment
for the axial-vector and the pseudoscalar channels,
(k2)A/(k3)P = 0.558 [0.597] for the linear (HO) param-
eters, is in good agreement with the QCD sum-rule
result, 5/9 [47]. Of particular interest, the mixed quark-
gluon condensate of dimension five estimated from
the value of (k3)7 [see Eq. (44)], (iggo-Gq) =
—(491.1 MeV)3[—(442.2 MeV)’] for the linear (HO)
parameters, is also in good agreement with the result
—(490 MeV)> of the direct calculation in the instanton
model [49]. Moreover, our numerical results of ¢§ﬂ
not only show the symmetric forms anticipated from
the isospin symmetry but also reproduce the exact asymp-
totic result [ ], (x) = 1 in the chiral symmetry (my, = 0)
limit. For the kaon case, the results of ¢3 .x show asym-
metric form as expected from the flavor SU(3) sym-
metry breaking. Our results for the Gegenbauer moments
and £ moments of twist-3 pion and kaon DAs are overall
in good agreement with the chiral quark model [9]
although they differ from those of QCD sum-rule estimates
[5,6,11].

For further analysis, it would be interesting to study this
process with other vertex functions such as the symmetric
product ansatz suggested in Eq. (38) of Ref. [53]. The
generalization of our findings to the three-point function
would also require the analysis of unequal quark and
antiquark mass cases.
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