BROOKHFAEN

NATIONAL LABORATORY
BNL-223250-2022-JAAM

Gluon-mediated inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering from Regge to Bjorken
kinematics

R. Boussarie, Y. Mehtar-Tani

To be published in "Journal of High Energy Physics "

July 2022

Physics Department
Brookhaven National Laboratory

U.S. Department of Energy
USDOE Office of Science (SC), Nuclear Physics (NP) (SC-26)

Notice: This manuscript has been authored by employees of Brookhaven Science Associates, LLC under Contract
No.DE-SC0012704 with the U.S. Department of Energy. The publisher by accepting the manuscript for publication
acknowledges that the United States Government retains a non-exclusive, paid-up, irrevocable, world-wide license to
publish or reproduce the published form of this manuscript, or allow others to do so, for United States Government

purposes.



DISCLAIMER

This report was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an agency of the
United States Government. Neither the United States Government nor any
agency thereof, nor any of their employees, nor any of their contractors,
subcontractors, or their employees, makes any warranty, express or implied, or
assumes any legal liability or responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or any
third party’s use or the results of such use of any information, apparatus, product,
or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe privately owned
rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product, process, or service
by trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise, does not necessarily
constitute or imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the United
States Government or any agency thereof or its contractors or subcontractors.
The views and opinions of authors expressed herein do not necessarily state or
reflect those of the United States Government or any agency thereof.



arXiv:2112.01412v1 [hep-ph] 2 Dec 2021

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP

Gluon-mediated inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering
from Regge to Bjorken kinematics

Renaud Boussarie® Yacine Mehtar-Tani,’

bCentre de Physique Théorique, Ecole polytechnique, CNRS, I.P. Paris, F-91128 Palaiseau, France

b Physics Department and RIKEN BNL Research Center, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton,
NY 11973, USA

E-mail: renaud.boussarie@polytechnique.edu, mehtartani@bnl.gov

ABSTRACT: We revisit high energy factorization for gluon mediated inclusive Deep Inelastic
Scattering (DIS) for which we propose a new semi-classical approach that accounts system-
atically for the longitudinal extent of the target in contrast with the shockwave limit. In
this framework, based on a partial twist expansion, we derive a factorization formula that
involves a new gauge invariant unintegrated gluon distribution which depends explicitly on
the Feynman x variable. It is shown that both the Regge and Bjorken limits are recovered
in this approach. We reproduce in particular the full one loop inclusive DIS cross-section in
the leading twist approximation and the all-twist dipole factorization formula in the strict
x = 0 limit. Although quantum evolution is not discussed explicitly in this work, we argue
that the proper treatment of the x dependence of the gluon distribution encompasses the
kinematic constraint that must be imposed on the phase-space of gluon fluctuations in the
target to ensure stability of small-z evolution.
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1 Introduction

In the range of validity of perturbative QCD, two main kinematic regimes need to be
distinguished when factorizing out the so-called hard sub-processes for which perturbation
theory can be applied. For a given observable with the hard scale () at a given squared



center-of-mass energy s, the Bjorken regime applies when Q2 ~ s. It is then characterized
by a single large momentum scale which allows for an expansion of the cross-section in
powers of Q% > AéCD as well as the resummation to all order of logarithmically enhanced
contributions of the form (s In Q?)™. On the other hand, the Regge limit, in which /s >>
Q, involves an expansion in powers of zp; ~ Q*/s and the resummation of (asInzg;)™. In
the latter, although no constraint on Q2 is imposed at the outset, an energy dependent hard
scale Qg (z), the so-called saturation scale, is expected to emerge as a result of non-linear
gluon dynamics that causes the saturation and unitarization of the cross-section [1].

Twist expansion has been successful in the study of hadronic structure at large @Q?
but moderate xp; where the partonic interpretation is manifest. However, this approach
is expected to break down at sufficiently small zp; or Q? ~ Q?(x), where gluon saturation
effects, neglected in the Bjorken limit, play an important role in taming the rapid rise of
the gluon density when x — 0. In the saturation regime, it turns out that the relevant
degrees of freedom are strong classical gauge field rather than point-like quarks and gluons.
These strong classical fields are the building blocks of the semi-classical approaches to
small-z factorization such as the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) effective theory [2, 3].
Such approaches fully account for the relevant multiple gluon scattering effects, and gluon
recombination effects are embedded into the Balitsky, Jalilian-Marian, Tancu, McLerran,
Weigert, Leonidov, Kovner (B-JIMWLK) evolution equation [4-6] as well as in the Balitsky-
Kovchegov equation [4, 7, 8] in the mean field approximation.

These frameworks for high energy scattering suffer, however, from instability issues
at Next-to-Leading Logarithmic (NLL) accuracy because of insufficient resummation of
logarithms of @, leading up to negative cross sections [9, 10]. This problem is in fact
already a significant feature of the linear component of small-z evolution and was first
diagnosed in the BFKL equation at Next-to-Leading-Logarithmic (NLL) accuracy in the
late 1990’s where the kernel appeared to be more singular than its Leading-Logarithmic
(LL) part in the collinear and anti-collinear regions of the gluon emission kernel [11, 12].
Several ad hoc bottom-up corrections of the BFKL and BK evolution equations have been
suggested to postpone the instabilities to higher perturbative corrections and to higher
values of s [13-19], but none has eradicated the issue in a first principle top-down approach
which would be more amenable to systematic higher order calculations.

In this article, we set to address this question at the level of the cross-section and
discuss the gluon distribution whose derivation was outlined in a prior publication [20]
alongside the perturbative impact factor. Our approach amounts to revisiting high energy
factorization which will allow for a systematic treatment of the collinear regions. We focus
on the inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS) cross section where Q2 and s are the only
available scales and we propose a framework with a built-in expansion in powers of xg;/ Q?
which amounts to performing a partial twist expansion that systematically resums to all
orders the higher twists that are enhanced at small xp; in particular when saturation sets
in. The leading term we obtain spans by construction the leading term in both the Bjorken
regime and the Regge limit, by virtue of it containing the leading power of xpj and of 1/Q,
respectively. This extrapolation enables a top-down understanding of how the () — oo limit
of the Regge result compares to the zg; — 0 limit of the Bjorken result. We show how



these two limits actually do not commute in the semi-classical descriptions of the Regge
regime, and how this can lead to an insufficient account of the collinear corner of phase
space, which explains the aforementioned instabilities which were only noticed numerically
at NLL accuracy for reasons we will explore.

The article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we lay the basis of our semi-classical
framework inspired by the small-z description of high energy scattering in the so-called
shock wave approximation, and we detail how our approach goes beyond this approxima-
tion. In Section 3, we apply our framework to the gluon mediated inclusive Deep Inelastic
Scattering cross section in full generality. In Section 4, we factorize the cross section further
within zp;/ Q? accuracy and we find and discuss a new expression for an unintegrated gluon
distribution with explicit dependence on z. In Section 5, we expand our approximated ex-
pression in powers of the hard scale and recover the full known leading twist expression
for gluon-induced DIS in the Bjorken limit. In Section 6, we take the x = 0 limit of our
approximated expression and we recover the full known eikonal expression for DIS in the
Regge limit. We argue in particular that these two limits only commute when one makes
a strong assumption on the behavior of parton distributions at small x. The consequences
of this non-commutation and how our approach addresses the issue is then discussed in
Section 7.

2 Background field method for high energy scattering

2.1 The classical target gauge field

At high energy, the scattering of a dilute projectile such as a virtual photon on a hadronic
target is dominated by the exchange of soft gluons that can be described by classical fields
which solve the Yang-Mills equation of emotion, as prescribed by the color glass condensate
(CGC) theory [2, 3]. In this context, it is customary to use the light cone variables (aka
Sudakov variables) defined as follows.

For any 4-momentum k, we may write:

ko — ks ko + ks

kK =ny-k ., kT =ng-k= , 2.1

= R k= 2.1)
where the light cone vectors ny and no are defined as
1 1

n1 =—(1,0,0,1), mno=—(1,0,0,—1). 2.2

Working in D = d + 2 = 4 4 2¢ dimensions, the remaining d transverse components
will be denoted by bold characters in Euclidean space and with a 1 subscript in Minkowski
space. This way, for any (k,¢) we have:

k-l=k 0t =kt +k 0"+ (k- 0))
=kt + k0T — (k-£). (2.3)

The hadronic target at very high energies moves close to the light cone, ie., z7 = (t —
2)/v/2 ~ 0, and can be described by a classical current J* = Ji ¢ [2, 3]

J (x)~J (z",x), and JT~J =0, (2.4)



that generates a gauge field which only depends on light cone time z+ and the transverse
coordinate ®. In such a framework, it turns out that both covariant 9- A = 0 and light cone
AT = 0 gauges share a common solution. Indeed, it immediately follows from AT = A? =0
and the independence on z~ that 9- A = 97 A~ = 0. The equation of motion for the field
reads

(D, FF'| = —0'F'~ = —9*A~ = J". (2.5)
where
FM = grAY — OV A* —ig[A*, AY] and DM =0 —igAH, (2.6)

denote the field strength tensor and the covariant derivative. Here, it is understood that
F = F,t, and A = A,t,, where t, are generators of SU(N,) with a = 1...N2 — 1. With
the above choice of gauges the current is covariantly conserved since DTJ~ = 9TJ~ = 0.
Furthermore, note that although A~ obeys a Poisson equation, it is an exact solution of the
Yang-Mills equations. The background field method for high energy scattering then relies
on effective Feynman rules in the presence of this classical target field. The possibility to
include non-zero transverse gluon fields in this framework is worth acknowledging, despite
the obvious fact that such gluons are pure gauges. Indeed, the existence of a residual gauge
freedom in AT = 0 light cone gauge allows us to perform any gauge transformations with
the form

A (T, ) = Qup(zT)A™( +,w)Q*1(a:*) — ,—Qw(aﬁ)@*Q;l(aﬁ)

T

4 1 .
Azt x) — —ng(er)@’Q;l(x'F), (2.7)

where Qg (2) is an element of the gauge group SU(3) that preserves the condition A* = 0.
Although it would provide a useful tool for double checking, it is not necessary for our
purposes to include transverse gluons which are not pure gauges. Indeed, transverse gluons
contribute to inclusive DIS in two ways: they will form transverse gauge links in the
distribution, and they will provide the 9~ A’ and non-Abelian parts of the field strength
tensor F~*. The former can easily be accounted for via path independent transverse gauge
links evaluated at constant light cone time z™, as shown in Ref. [21], with the help of the
identity

Q20" = [2,y]o+ = Prexp [—ig /m dz(A) - A(z", 2(N)) (2.8)
Y

where z(\) = (z!,22) defines a trajectory in the transverse plane, that starts at y and

ends at x, and parametrized by the real number 0 < A < 1. The latter are discussed in
Appendix A.

Throughout this article, we will stick to a gauge and sub-gauge choice where only A~
is non-zero.



2.2 Quark propagator in the target field: the shock wave approximation

In order to clarify the difference between our framework and the usual CGC effective theory,
in this section we will detail the derivation of the effective quark propagator in the external
target field.

Let us first analyze the propagator order by order in the background field. At the Oth
order, the quark propagator D is the standard free propagator Dy:

DY (z,y) = Dolx —y) = —2 . (2.9)
" 277 [~(z—y)? +i0]2
Including one scattering, one has:
DY (x,y) = /dDzl Do(z — z1)igA(21)Do(21 — y)- (2.10)

Again, D = 4+ 2¢ stands for the number of dimensions, not to be confused with the Dirac
propagator denoted Dr and Dy.

In semi-classical descriptions of QCD in the Regge limit, i.e. s — oo, the key assump-
tion is known as the shock wave approximation. In AT = 0 light cone gauge, the classical
target gluon field A*(z1) = A~ (2], 21)nh is assumed to be very peaked around 2" = 0
as a result of Lorentz contraction. Thus, we can neglect any dependence on z;" in the

propagators, and factorize
[Do(x = 21)7" Do(z1 — y)].+ g (2.11)

from the quantity
1
U(l)

/du+z'gA—(u+, z1), (2.12)

where we relabeled the internal variable z;” as u*. Writing that

[Do(x — 21)y T Do(21 — y)]zjzo = /dzfé(zf’)Dg(x — 21)y " Do(21 — ), (2.13)
we obtain
DY (z,y) = / P21 6(21) Dol — 21)7 UL Do(z1 — ). (2.14)

The reason for the UZ(P notation will become clear shortly.
Let us finally consider the effective propagator of a fermion with two scatterings with
the external field:

Dg) (x,y) = /dD22 dDleo(x — ZQ)igA(Zg)DO(ZQ - zl)igA(zl)Do(zl - 9) (2.15)

D D D
= /dD22 dDzl/(d ];; (d })); (d Z)?% e*ipz-(xfn)*ipl-(Z2*Z1)*ipo-(21*y)
2w 2 2w

x Do (p2)igA(z2) Do(p1)igA(z1)Do(po)- (2.16)




Recall that the external field reads A*(z) = A~ (2", 2) nf, hence,

i94(2) Do)ig () = i Ae0) 2 o)
Z‘,)ﬂr?l,-)ﬂr

= Z'gAi (22) >
opt <p; - iopf>

igA™ (z1) (2.17)

= igA™ (z2) — igA=(21),

where we used that y"p 7" = 2pfy*. This observation makes it clear that inserting more
scatterings does not change the Dirac structure, that is

p2fy+p0 (2.18)

to all orders in gA. Hence, the scalar propagation factorizes from the Dirac structure in
the fermionic propagator.

Let us now take the p; integral, using the standard Cauchy pole integral

2 .
.p7—10
—im L (2 =)

e (23 —27) .
/dp1 — 5 = -2 [0(1)?)9(25r — zfr) — 9(—])?)9(2{r — z;)] e 1
p

(2.19)
The p; integral is then reduced to a Gaussian, with the phase
pr—i0, . L.
—1 0T (25 — 2] ) +ipy - (22 — 21). (2.20)
1

First, note that the first term in that phase is suppressed in the Regge limit, where 1/ pf ~
1/y/s — 0. In this limit, it is then reasonable to approximate the Gaussian by a delta
function by neglecting the quadratic term. Integrating w.r.t. p; will yield (27)%6(%) (2o —
z1). This is easy to generalize to all orders in gA: each intermediate propagator yields a
¢ function, which means that all gluon fields are evaluated at exactly the same transverse
position z7 .

Similar considerations can be made for the two external propagators. Because of the
7" matrix, the numerator of the py and py propagators do not depend on p, and p; .
This means that the same integral as in Eq. (2.19) can be taken for p; and p; as well.
Furthermore, since the gluon fields do not depend on — positions, the + momentum is
conserved throughout the scattering, so pé" = pf = par = pT, as expected in the eikonal
approximation. Performing the p; and p, integrations with Eq. (2.19), along with the
result of the p] integral, will yield two possible cases: either zT > z;r > zf >yt and
pT >0, 0or 2t <z <2 <y* and pt < 0. We will focus on the former case by restricting

ourselves to studying the propagator for z™ > y*.



To sum up the progress so far, at (gA)? order, the Dirac propagator reads

DY (z,y)

zt z;'
= [d%, dzgr dzfigA_(z;, zl)z’gA_(zfr, z1)
zt>yt yt oyt

D D
/ ((;w];% éﬂz))g (2m)d(p3 — py ) Do(p2)y Dolpo) 0(p)  (2:21)

w« o3 xFipy (et =23 )+ipy (w—21)+ipg y~ —ipy (2 —yT)+ip (21 —y)

The last two steps are based on the observation that in the shock wave approximation,
the target gluon fields as seen from the projectile are very peaked around light cone time
0T because of a large separation between typical life times of quantum fluctuations and
scattering times. This enables us to write

ot — 2 ~at -yt~ =yt (2.22)

in the phases, and thus completely factorize out the following quantity from the first line
in Eq. (2.21):

$+ Z;
[x+,y+],(z21) = / dz;r/ dzigA™ (25, z2)igA™ (2], z1). (2.23)
yt yt
This quantity is exactly the second power in the (gA)-expansion of the Wilson line
rt
[T, yT]., = Pyrexp lzg/ dz+A(z+,z1)] . (2.24)
y+

A recursion on the number of scatterings can be used in order to prove that the effective
fermionic propagator in its entirety can be cast into:

—ipt o +ips zt +ip,-(m— ipty— +ipTyT +ipy-(z1—
Dp (2, y)| ot syt :/ddzl e~ WPz & Fipy T Hipy(®—21)+ipg y~ +ipy y T +ipo(21-y)

D D
<ty e [ G g 2t ) Dolra)y D)oo )

(2.25)
Finally, rewriting the 0 function as
2m)d(p — pi) = / dzy el —po)ar | (2.26)
and using
Pyt Hipg yt /dzfé(zf) et (@ ==)+ipg (v —=) (2.27)
we recognize the free propagators in the coordinate space and we obtain
Dr)linye = [ 20 D0l = )l 0 Do ). (229)



It is not customary to stop at this point. The last step is to use once more the fact that gluon
fields are peaked around light cone time 0. Indeed, say the gluon fields have an effective
support €' in light cone time. If T > €T, we can extend [z7,y1],, = [00™,y1],, with no
cost because all fields beyond =T are null. A similar extension to —oco™ can be performed
provided that y™ < —e™. The large separation of light cone times one assumes when using
semi-classical small xp;j physics provides the jusification for which |27, |y™| > et. Using
this extension yields the usual infinite length Wilson line operators

[x+7y+]z1 — Uzl = [OO+, _Oo+]zla (2‘29)

and the standard effective propagator

Dip(, )|t 5y = / dP218(2 ) Dol — 1) U, Doz1 — ). (2.30)

Let us summarize the derivation above. The effective propagator in the shock wave ap-
proximation is obtained following three essential assumptions: i) that we can neglect the
quantum phases to approximate the intermediate propagators between scatterings by d
functions (2.20), ii) the existence of a large enough separation of light cone times to neglect
all scattering times w.r.t. any interaction time in the projectile wave functions (2.22), iii)
and that we can extend finite length Wilson lines into infinite ones without loss of preci-
sion (2.29). All three of these assumptions rely on the same observation: that the classical
target fields A~ (z,x) are very peaked around ™ = 0. The purpose of this article is to
go beyond this approximation, by keeping a generic dependence on z+ in the target fields.

2.3 Quark propagator in the target field: beyond shock waves

In this article, we will use a very similar framework to the one described in the previous
subsection and we will thus decompose gluon fields between classical and quantum fields in
the space of + momenta. Indeed, in the Bjorken limit the non-perturbative matrix elements
describe partons being emitted collinearly to the target, hence with small + momentum
components, and in the Regge limit the projectile partons have such high + momentum
components that + momentum transfer from the target can be neglected. Either way, +
momentum is strongly ordered and it is thus adequate to split the gluon fields according
to their momenta along this direction. This motivates us to build our framework in view
of factorizing observables in rapidity space, similarly to what was successfully performed
in [22].

The difference with standard semi-classical small xg; physics lies in the fact that we will
get rid of the assumption that the target field is peaked around z+ = 0. This assumption
was relaxed in several studies of semi-classical small-z schemes beyond the shock wave
approximation, although non-zero transverse fields as well as non-trivial dependence on
x~ have since been incorporated in these schemes [23-30]. The purpose of this article
is to focus on corrections to this assumption with a different approach. In [23-28], a
fixed variable LT for the so-called longitudinal extent of the target was introduced, and
corrections were considered via an expansion in powers of L™ of all effective Feynman rules.
Similarly in [29, 30] a systematic expansion of effective propagators in powers of 1/4/s is



Figure 1: Diagrammatic illustration of the scalar propagator in a background field.

performed. Our approach differs in several ways. Firstly, we will not perform an expansion
around fields peaked at ™ = 0. Instead of expanding universal building blocks like the
quark propagator around the shock wave approximation, we will expand a given observable
in terms of a physical variable involved: we will keep the gluon fields to be fully general
functions of x* for the first part of this computation and in the second part we will then
expand our results in a process-dependent fashion. This makes our approach more similar
to that of [31-37] and [38] where specific observables or distributions are studied rather
than universal effective quantities, but more general in its first step and less reliant on the
implicit hypothesis discussed in Section 7. For the first part of this article, we will stick
to the following two hypothesis in light cone gauge: the gluon field does not depend on
x~, and it can be written is such a way that its only non-zero component is A~. Because
of these two approximations, we can perform most of the same steps as in the previous
derivation and write in momentum space:

M*l

Dr(l',0) = Do(£)(2m)PP (0 — 1) + T

= T [Geeal (', 0) — Go(0)(2m)P P (€ — 1)]. (2.31)

Here, the first term corresponds to the free propagator (in the absence of scatterings) and

in the second term we factorized out the Dirac matrix structure like before to isolate a
scalar propagator Gg.,. This term contains at least one scattering, hence the subtraction
of the free scalar propagator Go(¢) = 1/(¢? + i0). The scalar propagator is defined via a
recursive relation in the number of gluon insertions (see Figure 1):

Gl (0, £) — Go(ﬁ’)(%)DéD(é —0) (2.32)
~2 [P / SR Go () (k- A)(z) Grcar (. ).
It can be rewritten in a more compact form in coordinate space where

G _ dPy dD€0 —z’(Z/-m)-O—i(Z'rO)G 0oy 2.33
scal(anUO) = (27T)D (27T)De scal( ) ) ( . )

is the solution of the Klein-Gordon equation in a potential

[0, + 2igA(x) - 9] Gseat (2, 20) = 62 (z — x0) (2.34)



or similarly
R
Gecat (2, 70) [~ Dy = 209 0 4y - Alio)| = 67 (2 — o). (2.35)
With the help of the simple relation

L2 ey = Doty i1

(2.36)

20+ 20+
it is finally possible to cast Eq. (2.31) into
+ +
Dp(l,0) =il —(2m)PsP (' — 0) +i 1% tascal(e’,z). (2.37)

20+ 20+

The first term in this equation is reminiscent of the so-called instantaneous term, or
Coulomb term, in light front perturbation theory (LFPT). It usually plays the role of
a gauge invariance restoring counterterm.

It can be convenient to make use of basic properties of the scalar propagator to in-
troduce another object. Because the target field does not depend on x~, the propagator
depends only on the difference of £~ coordinates. As a result, we can write

dp+ e_zp ( x(;)
Grcat(, 20) = / o g (@l (o). (2.38)

For more insight about the mathematical properties of G in another physical context, the
reader is referred to [39]. As a direct consequence of Eq. (2.34), the new object on the r.h.s
satisfies the Schrodinger equation

82

2 )] @Gy (o o) = 0" — )0 - ), (239)

and a similar relation for xg. This relation is particularly useful to recover the shock wave

2
limit: by neglecting the 221 term, one would be left with the equation which defines a

finite length Wilson line between z™ and xg at the fixed transverse coordinate x = xq:
(a:|gp+ (:1:+, xar)\mo) — 5d(m —x) 0(x+ -z ) [:U+ xar] (2.40)

for p* > 0 and a similar relation for p™ < 0.
Prolonging this line into an infinite one as described in the previous section, we would
get the well-known propagator in the shock wave limit.

3 Gluon mediated Deep Inelastic scattering

3.1 Kinematics

Let us consider the DIS subprocess 7*(q) 4+ proton (P) — X. We will use the standard DIS
variables:

2

TR (3.1)

s=(P+q), Q*=-¢, TRj =

~10 -



Owing to the optical theorem, the total cross-section is related to the forward scattering
amplitude v*(¢q) + proton (P) — 7*(q) + proton (P):
7 (@)p(P)=y*(¢")p(P")
ol (wpj, Q%) = LQIm I
TLATRD 4P - q i(2m)PéP(q' + P! — q — P) ’
q'=q, P'=P

(3.2)

where A7, resp. Ay is the amplitude for the transition from a transverse (resp. longitu-
dinal) photon to a transverse (resp. longitudinal) photon. Note that in the forward limit
there is no transverse-to-longitudinal or longitudinal-to-transverse transition. With a slight
abuse of notations, we will write:

. - %*ng)p(P)%"/*(q)p(P)

We will focus on computing the imaginary part of the amplitude as requested in the relation
above. For readability, the v*(¢)p(P) — v*(q)p(P) superscript will be omitted from now
on. The DIS structure functions will be recovered via their relation to the cross section of
the subprocess and thus to the forward amplitude, see e.g. [40]:

TBj A1,
Frp(zp;, Q%) = =2 ’

= mm (3.4)

Finally, we will define the hadronic tensor to be the real part of the forward amplitude
with open photon indices, i.e. by

* ]‘ Uk
A =efWuer', Ar=- > EAWues. (3.5)

A=1...d
In our D = d+2 dimensional regularization scheme where the incoming photon has d trans-
verse polarizations, the 1/d prefactor to the transverse contribution comes from averaging
over photon helicities. We choose the frame in which the photon and proton momenta are
alined with the z axis, that is,
2 2
+ Q - m

=q¢ni——no and P=P no+-—nq, 3.6
¢=am =g 2+ 5p=m (3.6)

respectively. From here on, we shall neglect the proton mass m.
In Landau gauge for QED and in the considered frame, the longitudinal polarization

vector may be chosen to be

2
€L = 6,12 <q+n1 + 2Qq+n2> , (3.7)

while the transverse polarizations form a basis of the d-dimensional transverse Minkowski
subspace. They satisfy the orthogonality and completeness relations:

ex ey =0 and Z eh el = —g”. (3.8)
A=1..d

- 11 -



Figure 2: Depiction of the hadronic tensor in gluon mediated DIS.

3.2 The photon wave functions

The hadronic tensor for gluon mediated DIS reads (cf. Figure 2)

D D
= QZ /d : /d & (Pl [y De(t + b 07" Di(—q + 6, —q + £+ k)] P,
(3.9)

where p is the dimensional regularization parameter. For readability, we will not write it
explicitly until the end of the computation. Dp(¢+k,¢) is the quark propagator in the back-
ground field A~ (x*, x). This propagator, as written explicitly in Eq. (2.31), each contain
two terms: one with Gg., and one with a § function. In Appendix C and in Appendix D,
QED gauge invariance and the cancellation of the instantaneous terms are proven. Even-
tually, we can write W#” in such a way that no instantaneous term contributes, and that
the QED Ward-Takahasi identity ¢, W"” = WHq, = 0 is satisfied.
In terms of the scalar propagator, Eq. (3.9) finally reads:

o dDE Pk
=€ Z qy (27T)D tre [Gscal(_q + 4, —q+ £+ k)Gscal (€ + k7€)}

1

Xm trs [(51 - [)7+(g —/ - k)’YV(t + k)7+l7#] . (3.10)

It is most convenient to replace e by e — gtet /gt when computing contractions, or
equivalently to substitute v — v —nh q /q" in WH . The same trick can be performed for
the second photon Lorentz index v. This operation is free thanks to the Ward-Takahashi
identity but allows for a more efficient computation of the contributions from longitudinal
photons.

The Dirac trace contains structures that should be familiar to readers who are experi-
enced in LFPT. Indeed, structures of the form v (B — ¢)¢d~y" are exactly what generates
the numerators in LFPT light cone wave functions, in a specific light cone gauge and with
the appropriate arbitrary conventions for helicities and spinors. We can separate the Dirac
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trace in Eq. (3.9) into two such structures sandwiched between v~ matrices, by simply
writing v = yTy~~T /2 for both v matrices.

Introducing
A

FE

1z, (3.11)

s

and making use of + momentum conservation during the scattering with the external field,
which implies that k™ = 0, we can finally introduce the following objects:

oup 0 = (= el ) = 0 (312)

For the longitudinal contribution, the following relation makes the computation of the
explicit expression for ¢, straightforward:

<¢L - q’ie{) = <5L - ZJFEX> vt = inTL, (3.13)

Consequently, all one needs to use is the trivial relation

Ty = 2uA T, (3.14)
for any 4-vector u. We find:
o1(2,0) = 4227 Q™. (3.15)
In the transverse case, one has
¢r =7 (2" + )¢ (ZaT T — 0T (3.16)

Using the fact that for any transverse vector u,

YT =Ty =0, (3.17)

we get:
or=2zq T 14, — 2247, /177 (3.18)

It can be rewritten in a way that can be more convenient in some contexts, and closer to
the light cone wave functions found in LFPT, using the following: for any u and v,

= (- 0) + 5l (319)
Then,
or=q " {lf1.£]—2z—-2)(lL e} (3.20)

We are now left with the following traces:

Ti(z, k) = tr, %¢L(z,£)%¢2(z,£+k) , (3.21)
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and
Tr(z, 2, k) :(liz/\: [ gb)\zf) qb/\(zﬁJrk:) (3.22)

while the amplitude reads

i 5 [ [ g e
7 (2m) (2m)P 4t (gt —41)
xtre [Gscal(—q + £, —q + £ + k) Gscar (€ + . 0)] - (3.23)
Trivial algebra leads to:
To(z,8,k) = 322222 (¢7)%Q% (3.24)

For the transverse case, using Eq. (3.8) contracted with g, ,, leads to:
4
Tr(z, 8, k) = 8(q")? <1 — dzZ) £-(L+ k). (3.25)

We thus recovered the numerators one finds in photon wave functions in the LFPT descrip-
tion of DIS. However, the so-called energy denominators are not explicit in the current form
of our expressions. In LFPT, Eq. (3.24) and Eq. (3.25) would involve the following addi-
tional denominators:

02+ 22Q%  (E+ k)4 22Q%, (3.26)
which can be related to differences in light cone energies:

2+ 220% = 222+ (E; ~ B[, - Eq—) : (3.27)

with B, = €2/(2¢%), E; ,=€—q)?/(2(¢—q)"), and B = (¢°+4°)/(2¢"). In the shock
wave approximation, these differences of energies appear from light cone time integrals
from —oo to 0:

1 /0
— — — =i
E; —E,_,— E; —i0 .

This is allowed provided that the propagation time between the photon splitting and the

scatterings with the target is much longer than the scattering time, see Eq. (2.22). In the
present framework, this light cone time separation is not assumed, thus the emergence of
energy denominators is non trivial. This question is answered through a related observation
we will prove in the end of this Section: the dipole size in the wave functions which appear
in the amplitude is the size of the quark-antiquark dipole at the light cone time of the first
scattering with the target, and the light cone denominator corresponds to this size at this
time. This goes beyond the shock wave approximation, where all scatterings occur at the
same time, by enforcing an ordering in — momenta which is otherwise absent. In other
words, any gluon fluctuation in the target is bound to happen at shorter times than the
photon splitting time.
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3.3 Operator algebra and energy denominators

We will now prove the emergence of light cone energy denominators by extracting free
propagators from the scattering operators Ggey. The main idea is to identify the first
A~ insertion that will set the first interaction time with the target which will allow to
integrate the prior free propagators as is done in the shock wave framework, only instead
of integrating the photon time down to the origin the integral is bounded by the first
interaction time sz and the final one z; . It is convenient to work temporarily in position
space

Gscal(f2,01) = /dDﬂJ1/dD$2 ettzma=ibior g (29, 11) . (3.29)
There,
Gecal(l2, 1) Geal(—q + L1, —q + £2) = /dD$1/dD$2 gife w2 —ili-zy
<[4y [Py S N G 0, 1) Gl ). (330)

In the hadronic tensor, the hard wave functions do not depend on the — components of
the momenta ¢; = ¢ and ¢ = £ + k, which means the ¢] and ¢, integrals will set z =y~
and x; = y; . In other words, the propagators are evaluated between the same light cone
times in reverse order. It thus means that one propagator will be retarded and the other
one will be advanced.

The interactions with the target field may occur at any light cone time between xf and
ac;, which correspond to the times of the photon splitting into the quark-antiquark pair
and the merging of the latter back into the photon, respectively. Starting from Eq. (3.30),
our goal is to integrate over these two times in a similar fashion to Eq. (3.28) but with
an upper bound related to the time of the first scattering instead of 0. To do so, we may
identify the first and final dipole-target interactions.

Let us focus first on the first interaction. We begin by writing the retarded quark and
the advanced anti-quark propagators as

scal

GE (w9, 21) = GE(zs — 21) — 2ig / APy GR (9, 23) A~ (23)0 Gl (g, 1) (3.31)
and

Gy, y2) = G (y1 — y2) — Qig/dDys G (1, ys) A~ (y3)04 G (y3, y2) . (3.32)

Here, it is sufficient to define the retarded (resp. advanced) propagators GAR(xy, 21)
by imposing 3 > xf (resp. 25 < z]). These relations enable us to extract the first
interaction on the quark (retarded propagator G*f) and antiquark (advanced propagator
GA). It is now necessary to distinguish two cases: either the quark or the antiquark
scatters first. Considering only the product of the second terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.31)

and Eq. (3.32), the distinction can be made by writing 1 = (x5 — y5) + 0(y5 — z3) in
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the integrand, and by simplifying both terms separately. Let us consider the H(y; — x;)
contribution for a while.
For any :z;f such that max (ygr ,yf ) > :cgr > min (ygr ,yf ) one can use the following

relation:
Go(y1,y3) =sgn(y; —y7) /dDU S(ut —z3) Go(yr,u) 20 Go(u,ys) . (3.33)

It is generalized to the full scalar propagator in Appendix B, but we only need the free
case for this computation. As stated before, we will focus for the moment on the product
between the second terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.31) and Eq. (3.32) with a 6(z3 — y3)

function. Following the discussion at the beginning of this section, we have :):T = yf SO
y; < a::}f < yf . The contribution to this term from the antiquark propagator can be

rewritten using Eq. (3.33)
- 2ig/dDy3 G (y1,y3) A (y3) 04 Gl (y3,y2)0(x3 — y7)
—tig [ aPus(u’ ) [ 4Py G (un,0)0] G, 1) A (1) 0F Geb) s )
(3.34)

Using Eq. (3.32) with u instead of y; Eq. (3.34) yields

- QiQ/dDy:a Gt y1,y3) A (y3) 05 GL i (Y3, y2)0(23 — y) (3.35)
S / APud(ut — o )G, WO (G (s y2) — Gy ).

Then, using again Eq. (3.33) allows to cast the second term in the brackets into a coun-
terterm to the first term in Eq. (3.32). Also integrating the partial derivative by parts, we
get:

- QiQ/dDy3 G{ (1, y3) A~ (y3)05 Gl (y3, y2)0(23 — y3) (3.36)
= -Gy, ) + 2/dDy3 5(yd — =) (05 G (Y1, y3) Gl (U3, 12),

where we renamed the local variable u back to y3 for more readable notations. Combining
the above result with the 6(y3 —x3) contribution that can be obtained in a similar fashion
yields

tre GRo (22, 71) Gl (Y1, y2) = Ne G2, 21) G (y1, y2) — dig /dD%B /dDy35(x§ —y7)
xXtre Gial(x%x?}) (A_ (IE3) - A_(y?))) GsAi:al(y?)?y?)] (8;_6%%)(%3’ xl)(ag_G(?)(yla y3)' (337)

We now isolated the first scattering on the target, which will occur at light cone time
x; = ygr . Note that the first term in the r.h.s. is a disconnected contribution where the

photon never interacts with the target and it will thus be subtracted. Using the cyclicity
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of the trace, we can now perform the same steps as from Eq. (3.31) to Eq. (3.37), this time
on G;ial(yg, yg)Gial(:L’g, x3), in order to make the last scattering appear as well. The result
reads

Gl (Y3, 2) GE 1 (22, 3) = G (y3, 12) G (w2, w3) +4ig/dD$4/dDy45($I —u)
X Gl (ys, ya) [A™ (ys) — A (24)] Gitai(w4,73) (0], G0 (ya, y2) (0, G (w2, w4). (3.38)

Plugging Eq. (3.38) into Eq. (3.37) and using the fact that tr.(A™) = A tr.(t*) = 0, we
conclude:

tI‘C;scal T2, ‘Tl scal y17 y2

—16g /dDa:g/de4/ Dyg/dDy45 —xg)é(I y;f)

X (07,G6") (w3, 1) (07, G (w2, 24) (9, G ) (y1,93) (9, G ) (ya, y2) (3.39)
X tr { [Ai (y3) — A ( )] Gscal(y37 y4> [A (3/4) - A (334)] Gial($4,3§'3)} y

where we subtracted the disconnected contribution. We finally found the form we set out
to derive: the first and last interactionswith the target, respectively occurring at light
cone times x;f = y;f and mi = yi, have been isolated. There are 4 contributions, which
are depicted in Figure 3, given that each of them could occur either on the quark or on
the antiquark, hence the [A7(y3) — A7 (23)][A (ya) — A~ (x4)] structure. To the small =
expert, this is reminiscent of the structures encountered when performing the so-called
dilute perturbative expansion of the non-perturbative Wilson line operators into Reggeons
which appear in the shock wave approximation, see e.g. [41].

With Reggeons defined in terms of the infinite length Wilson line in the adjoint repre-
sentation as

fabc & be
R® = In UZY 3.40
(2) = & (mUz)" (3.40)
the proper perturbative expansion of the dipole operator reads:
1 t Qs a a a a 3
L= U, UL) = T2 (R (@1) = RO @)] (R (@) = R*(@2)] +0(67). (3.41)

Treating the target perturbatively in Eq. (3.39) would amount to replacing Gg..1 — Go and
readily finding this exact structure. Note that it already appears in a more complicated
form in full generality in this equation. Keeping in mind that the target fields do not depend
on x~ in the present framework and that light cone times are identical (xi}fA = y;’ 1), the
coordinates at which the fields are evaluated in the differences only differ by their transverse
components. In a way, this difference of target fields with only a transverse separation,
along with the propagators ending at the light cone times of those fields, is a generalization
of the following property for straight Wilson lines on the light cone:

%[y+,x+]wl[$+,z+]w - _Zg[y+ +]w1 [A_($+,321) _A_($+7m2)] [$+,Z+]m2, (3'42)

where instead of the Wilson lines we have non-trivial propagators. In fact, this relation
will be used in the Regge limit to relate the amplitude to its shock wave formulation in
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Figure 3: Illustration of the 4 topologies contributing to Eq. (3.39) where the first and
last interactions with the background field are extracted. The gray boxes represent higher
order gluon exchanges with the target as shown in Figure 1.

Section 6. Because of our additional assumption that transverse target fields are gauged
away, as is standard in small x physics, we also have the following relation:

1
A(@te) = A ty) = [ dspA @y e
0 s
1
= gt / dsd'A™ (T, y + s7) (3.43)
0

= —/m dz'(s) F*= (z7T, z(s))
y

(3.44)
where
z(s) = x + sr, r=x-—vy (3.45)
and
Fim(2t,2) = 0'A™ (27T, 2) (3.46)

Now that we have introduced the scattering coordinates (x3, x4, y3,y4), we can finally
take the Fourier transform over the initial coordinates (z1,x2,y1,%2) in Eq. (3.30). Let us
now show how it will lead to a more physical version of Eq. (3.28) where the upper bound
is the light cone time of the first scattering, which will result in the energy denominators
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Figure 4: Diagrammatic representation of Eq. (3.43).

along with a non-zero phase. For the x; and y; integrals, we will need the following:

/deldDylei(&-xl)ﬂ'(q+£1)-y1 (8;)GOR)(3:3, xl)(a;;ng)(yh y3) (3.47)

i yi L -
_ / d.’E;r / dyfe_wl ] +i(—q~+47 )y
—o0 —o0

/dkl_ dky e~iky (@5 —a)=iky (v —yd)=it] (e g )+itr-(@s—y3) =i vy
>< .

2 2w - £2—-i0 _ €250
10 =5 (b - i)
Using the pole integral Eq. (2.19) leads to:
1
Ze(ﬁ ) / dat / dy;e~ @i Hil—a 0w (3.48)
2
% e e;ﬁzo(x;r )—'%(y —itf (v5 —y3 ) +ilr-(es—ys)— iq*y;‘

In the full cross section, we have to integrate w.r.t. ¢; and /5, keeping in mind that
the hard wave functions do not depend on these variables. This integral will then set
:1:;r = yf and the conditions on light cone times imposed by the fact that one propagator
was retarded and the other one was advanced now sets ] < min(z3,v5). One is then left

with the integral

in(zd yt i(E; —E; _ —Eg)min(z3 y3)
min(z3,y; ) PRI — Nt ez( 0 e —q 3993
/ d.%‘ii_el(Eél 7E£17quq —i0)xz]

o - i(E, — B, _,— E;y —i0)

(3.49)

which is the equivalent of Eq. (3.28) with the additional condition that the photon splitting
time x7 has to occur before the first scattering time min(z3 ,y5). We now have an energy
denominator, along with a phase which would not appear in the shock wave approximation.
In a similar fashion, the integration w.r.t. x2 and y2 involves the complex conjugate energy

denominator:
E;+E, _ —E; Ymax(z},y]
/+°° dx;ei(EﬁE[H—EéHo)x; _ —eil ty—q~ By ymax(e] 94)7 550
max(z] i) i(Ey + EZQ —q Ei_z +10)
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where the light cone time sc2 of the quark-antiquark pair merging into a photon now has
to occur after the last scattering time max(y4 Ty ). We finally have two relations:

/ /de dDyle (61-x1)+i(fq+€1)-y1(a;rSG(I)%)(x?”ml)(a;;GSX)(yhy3)

+ +
_ l 0(6 )9( E ) e—ié{rxg+i£1~(m3—y3)—i(q+—€1+)y§ (3'51)
Y - 0
i0 . . £2-i0
X [9(13;{ —y3 Je T ;ZT 555 +0(y3 — x3+)e_lq = 2(&4;)( § =)

and

o

ds 4 .
/2/dengerz(b'“)’(qH?)'yQ(aLG(I)%)(xQ,x4)(6?j4G64)(y4,yg)

_ L it ey it g it (a—yy) 0(¢3)0(q+ — €+)

i (3.52)
4 I,
2[!—( +_ €+)£ 10
iq~ ,_£3-i0 £2-i0
[9(1’1 _ yf)elq ziflg(qifg;q(w?f*yz; ) oy — xi)elq yi—i zﬁ (i —a1)

Note that for 1‘;{ — y;f and :EI — yzr as is set by the § functions in Eq. (3.39), the brackets
in Eq. (3.51) and in Eq. (3.52) simply reduce to e~10773 and e 71 | respectively. Plugging
these two relations into Eq. (3.39), then renaming local variables with 3 (resp. 4) subscripts
with 1 (resp. 2) subscripts for more readability, we obtain:

dey dey
/ 2 Gscal(g% El)Gscal(_q + 617 —q + 52)

2r 2w
/le‘l/deg/dDyl/dDygé — aH)o(ad — gt Yot @ -xD)
—ilf ey —i(qt —0] )yy +ilf oy +ilgt —0f y; +ily-(@1—y1) =il (2 —ys) (3.53)
X tr, {Gscal 22, 71) [A7(21) — A™(11)] G (Y1, 92) [A™ (12) — A™(22)] }
0(4)0(q" — 47) 0(43)0(gt - 43)
%T(qffij_m@—q——ioLeg—q——io'

265 (q¢+—L3)

In the present case, we can write this equation in a more compact way, introducing back
z = €f/q+ = K;/qu = 1 — z, the notation x12 = x1 — 22, and using the fact that

1 o 2zzq7
e, —i0 £, +222Q%

(3.54)
2[1"2(q+ o)
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Then,

dey dey
/ 2 Gscal(g% El Gscal —q+ Ela —q+ €2>

2 27
/dD:cl/deg/dDyl/dDy25 —xl)é(;—y;)
« o 2aT T —izg Yy il (21 -y ) il (w2 —ys) —ig " a1, (3.55)

X tre { Glla(wa, 21) [A7 (21) — A7 (y1)] Glew (v1,92) [A (32) — A (22)] }
as 222 (q")%0(2)0(1 — 2)
T (6 +222Q%) (6 +222Q%)

Through a bit of involved operator algebra for the scalar propagator, we finally managed to

accomplish two things. On the one hand, we extracted the so-called energy denominators,
in the last line in Eq. (3.53). This will allow us to reconstruct the complete wave functions
in the next Section. On the other hand, we have an explicit dependence on the time of
the first scattering of the quark-antiquark pair with the target. Whereas in the shock
wave framework (see Section 2.2) we would have entirely decoupled those times from the
photon splitting time, we now have a naturally imposed ordering between splittings and
scatterings.

3.4 The hadronic tensor: full result

We will now combine the wave functions from Section 3.2 with the energy denominators
and operators from Section 3.3. It is convenient to introduce the (d + 1)-dimensional
propagator from Eq. (2.38) in order to integrate out the — components of the coordinates:

/dx2 day 2 b2 2 3 —iwy b Gscal(ajg,xl) = (277)5(@L — €+) (mg]gﬁ (m’;, ] )]:1:1) (3.56)

1
2il;
with the Fourier transform

dd£2 dde i(L2-xo)—1i(L1-x
(wg\gq(x;,xf)]:rl)z/(zﬂ)d (277)1056@2 2)—i(£1 1)(32‘%?(95;73;?)‘51)_ (3.57)

After a few trivial integrals, the amplitude reads:

dde dde
.ATL—eg 27)8(0) qu/ / 1/ 2d

X / da / dag / dia, / dda, / ddy, / ddy, (3.58)

224 Trp (2,61, 42 — £1)
(6 +22Q%)(8 + 22Q7)

x tr { (@2/G8 + (a3, 07 )|21) [A7(af 1) — A7 (o, )]
X112 (aF aD)ly2) [A7(2F y2) — A (e, 22)] |

The §(07) term might seem worrisome at first glance, but the reason for its existence is

> e—’iq7 (w;r —x; ) eiel (x1—yq)—tl2-(T2—Yo

that we are currently computing a forward amplitude in view of using the optical theorem
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as in Eq. (3.3). In said theorem, a (27)”§”(0) factor, to which the present §(0%) term
contributes, is removed from the forward amplitude.

With the energy denominators, it is possible to relate 77 1, to the well known photon
wave functions. It is more conveniently seen in coordinate space. Using the standard

integrals
Ak Gk 1 QYR _
/(27T)d k2 4+ 22Q2 (27)3 ( 7| ) Kg—l(Q‘/;M) (3.59)
and d
d% ei(k”’) i irt Q\/ﬁ 5 _
/(QW)de—i-zzsz _(27r)g< 7| ) K 4(Qv2zIr]), (3.60)

to perform the £; and £5 integrations with explicit expressions for 77, and T, we get:

Pr(z,21 — Y1, T2 — Yo)

dd£1 d EQ zll(an—yl)—iﬁz-(a:z—yz) 7—L(Z7 £1, £2 B El)
5 — > - (3.61)
(2m)? (2m)d (€1 + 22Q%)(£; + 22Q?)

d

322772 (¢T)? Q2 22Q? 2" - -
e () Ktn(@VFe D@V )

and

Or(z, 21 — Y1, T2 — Yo)

(@) (2m)d" (€1 + 22Q°) (€3 + 22Q?)

8(qt)” 4 _ 22Q)? 2
(2m)? <1 - dzz> (@1 = w) (@2~ vs) <|m1 Y - y2|>
X Kg(Q\/ﬁm - yll)Kg(Q\/ﬁ\xz — ysl).

[VlisH

In D = d+ 2 = 4 dimensions, we would recognize photon wave function overlaps, see
e.g. [42]:

+
Buleir — e~ 1s) = S (122G (QVERle - i o Qe — i)

(2m)?
L) 4 (0, 2 QU s 92 2.Q) (363
N ]% i3 1 Y157, i3 L9 Yo, 2, s .
and
8(q+)2 (1 — Y1) - (22 — Yo)

Op(z, 1 — Y1, X2 — Yg) = (2* + 2°)
! 2 (2m)? |T1 — y1| |22 — Yo

x 22Q*K1(QVzz|z1 — y1|) K1 (QV2zZ|xs — ys))

4(q* 2 i}
= ]\7(Cq]2cf)32 \Ifg(ﬂh — Y1, % Q)‘I’; (x2 — yq,2,Q). (3.64)
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Figure 5: Illustration of the generalized dipole operator U%.

The physics of the amplitude in the present framework is particularly interesting in coordi-
nate space as a comparison to the shock wave approximated result [42]. In the latter, the
wave functions are evaluated at the same dipole size in the wave function and in its complex
conjugate. This dipole size is that of the quark-antiquark pair at light cone time 0, where
the scattering occurs in its entirety. Meanwhile, the dipole sizes in the wave functions in
Eq. (3.63) and Eq. (3.64) are actually distinct. In fact, it can be seen in Eq. (3.58) that
these dipole sizes correspond precisely to the transverse separation of the quark-antiquark
pair at the times of the first and last scatterings with the target. The connection with
QCD factorization is however more explicit in momentum space, to which we will stick
from now on.

With full wave functions in the amplitude, the only remaining step is to introduce the
proper non-perturbative target matrix elements. Using Eq. (3.43) to relate the differences
of gluon fields to field strength tensors, we can identify the proper generalization of the

dipole operator in momentum space as follows (see Figure 5 for an illustration):
1
U (z,q,£1,82) = /dxfdx; /ddm1ddm2ddy1ddy2/ dsds’e™ i (@ —o3)+itr-(@1—y)) =iz (@2—ys)
0

< tre { (w2102 (o)) P (s sy + 5y0) (0010 (o] 2 ) PO~ (05’2 + ') }
(3.65)

with §=1— s and 8 =1 — s'. This distribution appears explicitly in the amplitude after
the use of Eq. (3.43). With an integration by parts involving the (z; —y;)? and (22 — y,)’
prefactors from that equation, Eq. (3.58) becomes:

d d
Arp = —€*g*(21)6 O*Z / /del/defd

8 0 2zqtTr L (2,£1,82 — £1)

X uz] ) ae 7£ o~ a7 .
5008 o 5] (B 1 @2 (B + 220%)

(3.66)

In what follows, we will further simplify the non-perturbative tensor &% by performing a
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partial twist expansion which will enable us to reduce the number of variables, leading to
a new gluon distribution.

4 The unintegrated gluon distribution from a partial twist expansion

In the previous Section, we have factorized out the hard subamplitude from the target
matrix elements in full generality. In this Section, we will now study these matrix elements
more closely, and we will extract a more useful form for them which will be valid up to
CCBjA(ZQCD /Q? corrections, hence at leading power accuracy both in the Regge limit and in
the Bjorken limit. The action (P|U*|P) of the generalized dipole operator A"/ on diagonal
target states is a function of momenta ¢ and P, transverse momenta £; and £o, as well as
the number z which corresponds to the longitudinal momentum fraction of the quark in
the photon wave function. From ¢ and P, neglecting the target mass corrections, we can
build the following Lorentz scalars: Q? = —¢%, W = (q + P)?, or equivalently zp; and Q.
£1 and z are remnants of an incomplete factorization with the hard part and they will be
reabsorbed into it later on. Finally, £; — €5 represents an intrinsic transverse momentum
in the target, which means it is at most of order ()5 in the saturated Regge limit.

4.1 Partial twist expansion (PTE)

Let us consider a single propagator in the operator: (m2|g;§ (z3,27)|x1) as illustrated in

Figure 6 and extract an extremal phase from it. For example, we may use the integral form
of the Schrodinger equation:

0OR
(@2l Gpk (a5, 27 |21) = (2l G (@, 2 ) (4.1)
24
+ig / | day / Ay (22|00 (2, 27 |ws) A (w3) (3] GF, (o, ] ),
Ty

which is a direct consequence of the integrated Klein-Gordon equation Eq. (3.31). The free
propagators (wn\gﬁ) (zF,27)|x1) are Gaussians in the transverse separation:

. kT 2, .
. d Zﬁ[(mQ—ml) +ZO]
0)R . —ikt 2 g 2zg —zy)
(221G (a5, o)1) = —i ( - +) .
Ty — I 2k+(2m)2

O(k™). (4.2)

These Gaussians describe quantum diffusion in the transverse plane and peak at (x2 —
x1)? ~ 2(zg —x7)/kT. Parametrically, k™ ~ ¢* and for the target matrix elements of the
operator we are studying now, x; — xf ~ 1/P~. This means that during propagation, the

change in the transverse position of a parton is of order 1/(P~¢™"). In other words,
(1132 — .’131)2 ~ $Bj/Q2. (4.3)

This quantity is xgj-suppressed in the eikonal limit, and it is twist suppressed in the Bjorken
limit. We can thus safely expand all transverse positions around the average position

1 + a2

5 = X, (4.4)
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Figure 6: Approximation of the (non-eikonal) scalar propagator inside the target by a
Wilson line (times a free propagator) in the PTE scheme evaluated at the mean transverse
position X = (x2 + @1)/2.

without losing accuracy in either limit. Then in the leading approximation one can factorize
a Wilson line with phases using the integrated Schrédinger equation. We shall refer to this
classical expansion as the “partial twist expansion” (PTE) in what follows.

More explicitly, we consider first the second term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.1), expand it
around A~ (z3) ~ A~ (23, X) then use Eq. (4.1) itself again:

+
Zy
ig [ o} [dlea(@|0 wt aea) A (00)(@alG (o o)
T2

+
Ty
~ig [ dsf 4 (5, X) [0 o] o) (4.5)

2

X |(@slG (@f,af) )

+
z3
+ig / | daf / d'@a(ws|Gy) (o] ) |wa) A (w) (sl G (af 2 ) )
Ty

The first term in the bracket can be simplified using the composition law for the propaga-

tors:
/ Ay (21| (2, 2 |ws) (3]G (w2 ) w2) = (| GN) F(af ,wf )wa). (4.6)

Then the first iteration allows to identify the following term:

+
Ty
1 —I-Z'g/+ dzf A~ (25, X)
x

2

(21| G (@, o) @a) = (1] 682 (2, 27 |2) ton (A7)

where the dots represent the second term in the bracket above. Here, one can recognize
the perturbative expansion of a gauge link. Step by step, the approximation where all
gluon fields are evaluated at X and the use of the integrated Schrodinger equation allows
to reconstruct the full link as illustrated in Figure 6, and one eventually finds:

(@1]G)% (af a3 |w2) = 0(F) (@1[G " (a7 a3 )w2) [aF o Jorsen . (48)
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In a similar fashion, we obtain
(y2’g;)4+ (x5, 27)|y1) = 0(—p") (?h‘g + (532 »2) Y1) [53;95?]%71/2 . (4.9)

Comparable so-called classical approximations were derived in previous works [23-28], but
in there the approximations were taken further by assuming p™ is large and systematically
expanding all factors including free propagators Gy in order to compute corrections to the
leading power in the Regge limit. Because our purpose is to provide expressions which are
correct in both Bjorken and Regge regimes, we will not take these additional steps which
would only yield approximated results in the Bjorken limit. Because the Gaussians in the
propagators impose that x; ~ @2 ~ (21 + 2)/2 and the same condition for y, 5 positions,
we can also approximate

F'=(xf, 521 + 3y;) ~ F'~ (:z'f,sacl ;mQ +350 ;y2> ) (4.10)
and
FI™(xf, s'@y + 5yy) ~ FI™ <5L‘;, Rt ;wQ +a ;—y2> : (4.11)

These approximations allow us to perform explicit integrals over some variables. Indeed,
the purely non-perturbative elements comprised of field strength tensors and finite length
Wilson lines depend only on b = (1 + x2)/2 and b’ = (y, + y,)/2 so we can integrate the
free propagators w.r.t. r = x1 — x2 and ¥ = y; — y,. In terms of these local variables,
the exponent which defines the generalized dipole operator are given by:

it (1 —yy) il (w2 —yy) = i~ &) (b B) 10T 2 ) (a12)
Using the integrals
[ e g o ) = —Z’We‘“zgﬁ<“3£2>2“'07 (413)
and
alrle T (GO (o) 05 —ai) 4%(%)24@0
/ RO C A Yo) = —i St e a , (4.14)

we can finally approximate the generalized dipole operator given by Eq. (3.65), up to
zp;/Q? corrections,

1
(PIUY (2, q,£1,£2)|P) =~ — / dadad / 4% ap’ / dsdsoi&1—£2)-(6=b")
0

x (Pltre {23, o JoF' (a7, sb+ 86) 27, 25 ]y F~ (23, 8'b + 5'0) } | P),

0as — af) =it =) | ke (45%2) o i)
4zZ(qt)? '

(4.15)

Defining v = b’ — b and v+ = x; — xf then using the invariance of forward matrix elemets
under translations in order to integrate out (b + ')/2 and (z{ + 2)/2 into & functions,

we get:
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<P|Z/{z](2, Q)£17£2)|P>

2
a0 [0 [ [a seiteoeno 00 [CE) ]
0 4z7Z(qt)?

(4.16)
% (Pltre{ [, 0] F= (07, 50) [07, %], FI~ (v, s'v) }| P) .

We now have the §(0) functions to complete the one from Eq. (3.58) into the full 67 (0)
which will be taken out by the optical theorem. It is worth noting that as expected, £1 — €5
which is an intrinsic transverse momentum transferred from the target, decouples from the
hard splitting momentum (€; + £2)/2. In practice, the latter will be reabsorbed into the
hard sub-amplitude where it belongs.

Parton distributions are usually defined without light cone time ordering. In order to
get a more common form for our non-perturbative matrix element, let us get rid of the
function using the following identity which is valid for any test function f:

/ dvt (vT) e =i0) ppty = / dz / T A ipmur Fh).  (4.17)

T— 5 40 ) 27

Renaming the dummy variable vt back to vt again for more consistent notations, we
finally obtain:

(PIUY (2, q,£1,£2)|P)

1 dz
= —i(2m)?*15(07)5%(0 /
Z( 77) ( ) ( )4Z§(q+)2 (21;£2)2+z§Q2 .
xr — ZZZ(]—"’P_ + ’LO
00 + o ) 1
></ dLe*”P er/dd've’(elb)'”/ dsds’ (4.18)
—00 2 0

X <P‘trc{ [v+, 0+]OF"* (O+, sv) [O+, v*]vFj* (v+, s’v) } }P>

The first line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.18) will be absorbed into the hard parts while the second
line which depends only on intrinsic target variables x and £; — €5 defines the unintegrated
gluon distribution, as illustrated in Figure 7 [20],

ij 1 dv* izP~ vt d%v —i(k- !
QTG](ZL‘,’C)EF e P /(27r)de (k’”)/o dsds’ (4.19)

x (Pltr{ [vT,07] JF'~ (0%, sv) [0F,0F] _F/~(vF,s'v) }| P),

which is related to the generalized dipole operator (3.65) by

<P‘Z/{Z‘7(Z, Q7£1a 22)’P>

N 2G (z. 0y —
:i(27r)d+15(0_)5d(0)izzzqf)2 / dz At ’ffﬂfj) +O(zp;/Q%).  (4.20)

2 .
$—$BJ—W+ZO
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(v7,v)

Fi=(sv)

Fi=(s')

(07, 0)

Figure 7: Diagrammatic representation of the z-dependent unintegrated gluon distribu-
tion (x-uPDF) defined in Eq. (4.19).

This concludes the last key step to our approach, where we have achieved a reduction of
variables in the gluon operator that now depends only on intrinsic target variables x and
k = £5 — £1 while the hard loop variables z, Z =1 — z and £ = (€2 + £1)/2 are factored out
into a phase-space factor and a denominator that will be absorbed in the final hard matrix
element.

To sum things up so far:

e We first derived a generic cross section in the background field beyond the shock
wave approximation, in terms of the scalar propagator. This gaves us the numerator
of the v* — ¢q wave functions.

e In a second step, we extracted the denominator of these wave functions through
operator algebra without further approximation. At the same time, the times of the
first and last scattering on the target appeared explicitly, thus yielding a dynamical
longitudinal extent for our target.

e Finally in this section, further analysis of the operators using a partial twist expansion
provided a more suitable approximated expression for the non-perturbative matrix
elements. We found a new distribution for the DIS cross section, to which we will
refer as an z-dependent unintegrated gluon distribution.

As we shall see in later sections, the distribution which is defined in Eq. (4.19) encodes
both the so-called dipole operator and the collinear PDF. A few of its features may surprise
the attentive reader, although they are expected in hindsight.

To the expert of the Bjorken regime, it could be surprising that contrary to TMD
distributions, the transverse momentum in our distribution is not Fourier conjugated to
the transverse distance between the arguments of the field strength tensors. This property
seems to break the partonic picture of the distribution. However, this property should not
come as a surprise beyond the leading twist: in the Regge limit, the partonic interpretation
is never the correct one. Be it Reggeons or Wilson line operators, Regge physics is always
formulated in terms of object whose complexity is beyond the simple gluonic picture.
Actually, as can be seen in Eq. (3.41), the transverse distance &1 — x5 in the dipole operator
is not conjugated to the Reggeon momenta in the dilute limit either. Finally, it is worth
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mentioning here that in the presence of transverse momenta, the partonic picture is also
broken in the Bjorken regime because of the non-cancellability of the gauge link structures.
Among all possible gluon TMD distributions, one only gets to have a partonic interpretation
within a given choice of gauge and subgauge conditions: the Weizsacker-Williams TMD
distribution [43].

To the expert of the Regge limit, the gauge link structure of the distribution may feel
awkward. Indeed, in the strict eikonal limit, observables such as the DIS cross section
which involve the (fundamental) dipole operator in the CGC are described via the dipole-
type TMD distribution fP(z,k) in its 2 = 0 limit [44]. The gauge link structure in this
distribution involves links that extend to ™ = o0, while our distribution has finite links.
However the gauge link structure in the Bjorken regime, because one does not postulate
a light cone time decoupling in that limit, is actually constrained by the physics of the
process. In general, gauge links at +oo (resp. —oo) light cone times are associated with
multiple scatterings in the final (resp. initial) state [45]. In inclusive DIS, initial and final
states correspond to photons, hence no rescattering is expected at +oo light cone times.
As a result, it should come as no surprise that the gauge link structure beyond the strict
eikonal limit involves finite length gauge links even though one could naively expect to see
fP(z # 0, k) instead. As we shall see in Section 6, we still recover the dipole operator and
thus fP(z = 0,k) and its infinite gauge links in the strict eikonal limit.

4.2 DIS cross section

Let us now summarize the results from Sections 3.4 and 4.1. Using Eq. (3.66) and
Eq. (4.20), we get:

Az, ) dd£1 dd£2
s Dby = ¢ 9 qu / / 2m)

a 0 ZZq+7:FL(Z £1,£; —31)
* ot 08, (63 + 22Q2) (63 + 22Q2)
(2m)iP- aGY (x, £y — £1)
X A25(a )2 d 21+69\2
2z(qth) (%) +22Q2
T 2zzqtP—

(4.21)
T — + 10

Let us note that (G¥)* = G7%. From the explicit expressions in Eqs. (3.24) and (3.25), we
can see that 77, 7 has real values and that the derivatives are symmetric under (i « j, 1 <+ 2)
exchange. This leads to an additional simplification for these expressions, because the
imaginary part we need is only embedded in a single denominator. We can indeed use:

I 1 5 02 4 22Q?
m = —1TT T —
p— P2EQ? 440 2z2zq+t P~

2zzqt P~
EQ
= -7 (w — :ch(l + zzQ2>> .

One has to keep in mind that this specific value for the Feynman x variable is only valid

(4.22)

for inclusive DIS. For more complicated processes such as exclusive Compton scattering,
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where both real and imaginary parts contribute to the amplitude, we would not set = to
this value. Concequently, taking the derivatives of the explicit expressions for the 77
tensors then adding the factors from Eq. (3.4) finally yields the DIS structure functions in

S| dee
Fra= 3205 | 5 | o |
() (£ = /DO ) 21+ 2),

X /dx G (z, k) 5[90 — Tp; <1 + zec;)] (4.23)

where 17 1, are the photon wave functions in momentum space. In the transverse case,

the following form:

their overlap is implicitly summed over helicities. Explicitely, the structure functions then

Fr(zp;, Q%) =g QQZ / / /ddk
X /dxé[m—:ﬁBj ( z,:cy)] 2GY(z, k) (4.24)

T
(e—%5)2+ zzQQ) (e+%5)2+ z2Q2)2

for the longitudinal contribution, and

Fr(wg;, Q —gQQqu/ /de /dd

« /dxé [x . < zf@ﬂ 2G (2, k) <1 - 222) (4.25)

y [ 5ik ) (E. )(fk k:k) ]
T

read:

—%)2+zZQ2_ ((€— %2 —|—zzQ2)
AN R DICAR D)

_l’_
(£+ %)%+ 22Q? ((e+%)2 4 zzQ2)2

for the transverse contribution.

Egs. (4.24) and (4.25) together with Eq. (4.19) are the core results of this study. They
provide expressions which unify the gluon mediated DIS structure functions in both known
cases: the Bjorken limit and the Regge limit. In effect, these expressions are valid up to
zp;/Q? corrections. In the former, they are valid because of the 1/Q? suppression, and in
the latter they are valid thanks to the xp; suppression. In the following sections, we will
proceed to show that in the Bjorken limit the standard collinear result is recovered in its
entirety including full collinear logarithms and splitting functions, then that in the Regge
limit the well known expression involving the dipole-proton scattering matrix element is
fully recovered as well.
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5 The Bjorken limit: gluon contribution to one loop DIS

In the Bjorken limit, observables are factorized using QCD factorization. In the simplest
inclusive cases such as the DIS cross section it is also known as collinear factorization due
to the fact that non-perturbative matrix elements involved then describe the physics of
partons which are collinear to their mother hadron, carrying no transverse momentum.
It is obtained by putting the separation in the bilocal correlator which defines the gluon
distribution on the light cone. Equivalently, it can be obtained by neglecting the transfer
of transverse momentum from the target in the hard subamplitude, assuming that any
intrinsic transverse momentum to the hadron is negligible compared to the hard splitting
momentum and the hard scale: |k| < [£| ~ @ in Eq. (4.24) and Eq. (4.25), or v — 0 in
the second line of Eq. (4.19). Either way, the gluon PDF will appear from the k integral
of the unintegrated distribution G (x, k). With

ij + ) )
rgla) = o [ G PIF R0 OO0 P, (5)
T
it is easy to check that:
/ Ak 519G (2, k) = g(x). (5.2)

Let us focus on the hard subamplitude, to show how the §” projection emerges. Neglecting
|k| < €] in Eq. (4.24) and Eq. (4.25) yields:

Fi(oey, @ = 00) = °Q* " [ do [ ahkaGl(a k)
!

Ldz [ d%e £+ 22Q*
<, 3 et (- ) o
y 1622z2Q%0° 07
(€% + 22Q2)"

for the longitudinal case, and

Fr(zpj, Q* — ) = ¢*Q* Zq]% /dx/ddk zGY(z, k)
f

Ydz [ dde 02+ 22Q? 4
54

0 VAR )

% <(e2 202 Y@t agrp V@0

for the transverse case. The 6¥ projection appears from the usual substitution
ipj Lijpo
0y — ﬁé 104, (5.5)

which is valid as long as the transverse integral does not involve other vectors, as it is the
case here. It is actually possible to decouple the integrals w.r.t. z and £ via the simple
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change of variable £ — p = £//zz. Then we find:

Fr(2p;, Q* — 00) = ¢°Q* 22(1120/27r /ddk:C(S”G”(x,k:)
f

1 d dd 2
41 D b
X /0 dz (22)> / (27r)d5 <a: — TBj — xBjQ2>
1 16Q%*p?

g (p2 + Q2)4

X

and

Fr(zgj, Q* — ) = ¢*Q? qu%/% /ddkxé”G”(x,k)
f

X /Oldz [(zé)g_g - % (zz)g‘l} / (gjf;dé <x — TBj — ijéi)

1 4 p2 4 p4
’ <(p2 TR AP PP At Q2)4> ' (5.7)

The z integral will be taken using the standard integral

N NV RS INCES)
/Odzz - TToig+2 (5.8)

For the p integral, it is convenient to note that the integrand is a function of p? only. We
can thus integrate out the angular dependence into the volume of the hypersphere: for any
function ¢(p?), we have

ddp ) 71'% o0 dp2 ) d_q )
HaPP7) = / p°)? " p(p). (5.9)
| e =15 |, o )
In fact, we can actually go one step further. For any function ¢(p?), we have:

/((;p;dé (96 — xBj — IUngZ) p(p?) (5.10)

Putting everything together by using Eq. (5.8), Eq. (5.2) and Eq. (5.10) in Eq. (5.6)
and Eq. (5.7), we get the final results before the expansion around 4 dimensions:

2
Fp(zp;, Q% — 00) = 877(571-)3 ; q}%/dxﬁ(:v — xgj)rg(z) (5.11)

-1

vl

I (5) oge— o) [Qz (w—chjﬂ

F(d + 1) i IBj
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and

Fr (l‘BJ,Q — 00) =2

qu/dxe x — xBj)rg(x) (5.12)

™

(
P(§) (d—1 1\ a®—dug(e—apy) [, z—og)]>
T <d2_d> i ! [Q < B; Jﬂ '

In d = 2 + 2¢ dimensions, introducing y = xpj/x, these become:

Fp(zgj, @ — o0) qu/ dy [29(2)]o—pp, sy 4 (1 — ), (5.13)
and

Fr(as;, Q% — 00) = Z%/dwmmwm (5.14)

X {1 <‘j:>6 [(1—y)?+ ]+ [(1—y)*+y*]In [QQSny)] —1+4y(1—y)}.

The qg splitting function P99(y) = (1 — y)? + y? can immediately be recognized in the
first, divergent, term in the brackets in Eq. (5.14). In fact, this term is exactly canceled
by the Dokshitzer, Gribov, Lipatov, Altarelli, Parisi (DGLAP) evolution equation [46] for
the gluon distribution in the M S renormalization scheme. It corresponds to the collinear
divergence in the ¢ channel, when the quark or the antiquark is collinear to the target. Using
the evolution of the distribution simply amounts to removing this term and replacing the
dimensional regularization parameter p by the factorization scale pp:

Fir(oey, @ — oc) = 422%/<m@ummm (515)
2(1 —
X {[(1—y)2+y2]ln [Qs%yy)] —1—|—4y(1—y)}.

We finally recovered the well known result for the gluon contribution to DIS at one loop
accuracy [47]. Note that we found it in its entirety, despite the similarities our framework
shares with standard CGC. The small zp; limit of these structure functions will be discussed
in Section 7.

6 The Regge limit: the dipole cross section

In the Regge limit, the most efficient factorization scheme for dilute-dense scattering is
the semi-classical formalism one recovers by taking the shock wave approximation in the
present framework. In the intermediate steps of the computation, it is tantamount to
neglecting the phases of type ik?z+ /(2k™) since all scatterings are then assumed to occur
at light cone times z™ close to 0, and 1/k* ~ 1/4/s ~ 0 in the Regge power counting,
and to extending Wilson line operators to infinite times. See Section 2.2. However, it is
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more interesting to study how the shock wave limit is recovered from the final factorized
results Eq. (4.24) and Eq. (4.25). The 6 function in these equations sets

2
xr = xBj (1 + ZZEQQ> . (6.1)

Provided that the quark loop variable £2/(z%) does not diverge fast enough to compensate
for the smallness of xg;, taking the Regge limit thus comes down to taking the x ~ xp; ~ 0
approximation. It is most conveniently taken in coordinate space, which is often considered
to be the suitable space for semi-classical small x effective theories. It is also more standard
to revert back to before the use of translation invariance in the definition of the gluon
distribution. Instead of Eq. (4.19), we will use:

5(0—)5d<0) G (x, k) (6.2)

/dvl /dv2 iz P~ (v] —v2)/ ddvl / dd'U? e—ik~(’u1—v2) /1 dsds’
(2m)* ) (2m)¢ 0

<P|trc{ [v2 ,vﬂ Fi- (vl ,Sv1 + svg) [UT,UJ]OQF]'* (v;, s'vy + §’v2)}‘P>.

=

Using the Fourier transform of the hard parts, as computed explicitely in Eq. (3.59)
and Eq. (3.60),

7&‘7[/(27 ‘ela ’82 - 'el)
(€7 + 22Q2)(£5 + 22Q?)

_ /dd,r,lddTQe—i(llvr1)+i(£2'r2)(I)T7L(Zy7.1’TQ)’
and neglecting x based on the discussion above, we find:

Do+ d,. 1d 27T)dP_
lim ATL = z7re g 27T (5 0 Z d T‘1d ro——/— <I>T7L(z,r1,r2) (6.3)

a:BJ—>O

d d
% /del/d£2e—i(ll~r1)+i(£2~r2)5(0—)5d( )Tlr [szJ(x 4y *51)]

(2m)® ) (2m)? =

The second line, studied separately along with Eq. (6.2), yields :

d d ,
/ (C; ;;1 / (‘; 7f2 e T HIET) 507 )54 (0)rir) [2GY (2,8 — £1)],_

5d 7“1—7“2 /d’Ul /d”2 / / / ds’ (6.4)

<P\trc{ m Ty ey PP (0F 02+ s71) o 0F P (o o + ') } P,

Note that the presence of a § function which sets the dipole sizes to be equal in the hard
part is entirely due to the fact that the distribution is evaluated at null values of the
Feynman x variable, because the x variable is dependent on the transverse momenta which
integrate into the §. Any dependence on x in the distribution would force dipole sizes to
be distinct. Using Eq. (3.43) in order to relate the s integral of field strength tensors to
A~ fields, then Eq. (3.42) in order to relate differences of A~ fields with Wilson lines to
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the derivatives of Wilson lines leads to the relation

doi
/ 2; [v7, Hvﬁ,«l/ dsr F'~ (v, v2 + sr1) [Uf’,v;]w

doy B ~
== [ G5 0]y [A7 0 02+ 1) = A0 02)] o 0],
2
B 27['9/ i‘rﬁ <[v;’vi~_]v2+r1[ f—’ ;_]v > (6 5)
—1
B g {[U;’ OO+] v2+T1 [OO+7 v;] vy [U;’ _OO+] vo+7] [_OO—F? v;] vz} )

Using the same steps for the other field strength tensors, for ¢+ = Zoo:

dvy
/ 273 [+, v}] / ds'r] FI (o ,vg + s'r) [0 7], (6.6)
7
N % { [t+7 OO+]v2 [OO 7t+] vatry [t+’ _OO+] vy [_OOJF’ t+] vz-i-m} ’

Eventually, we find the usual infinite Wilson lines:

d d
/ d*¢, / d®£, e—i(£1-r1)+i(€2-r2)5( )5d( ) [l‘G ](l‘ £y —El)]

(2m)d | (2m)d =0
8 (ry —r d%v
B <z§>égzpz—)/ d F12Ne = tre(Us, 0, U,) = (Ul U )P). - (67)

where we used the fact that any operator of the form [tT, ¢T] is actually unity. We recognize
the real part of the standard dipole-proton scattering matrix element: the second line
involves

D(x — y) = 2Re(P|1 — ﬁtr (UUH|P). (6.8)

Note that because of the invariance of forward matrix elements under translation, it is a
function of the dipole size only. In Eq. (6.7), there is an implicit 6%(0) factor from the v
integral. In general, this factor is compensated by the use of normalized matrix elements
D(x —y)/{P|P) with (P'|P) = 2P~ (2r)*15(P'~ — P7)§% P’ — P). Let us plug Eq. (6.7)
back into Eq. (6.3), while renaming v = b and 71 = ro = . We can recreate the complete
6P (0) function to be removed in the optical theorem by compensating with the proton
normalization factor. With (...)p = (P|...|P)/(P|P),

(2m)4=2P~ &7 1 (2,7, 7)
D§D (0 d T,L
xll;JrEOATL_zme (2m)~d E qf/ dz/d e

d
« 9Re / (gﬂl)’d (N. — tre Uy, US) ) (6.9)
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With the explicit hard parts, given by Eq. (3.59) and Eq. (3.60), we can get the final
expression for the Regge limit of the LL transition

Fi(zg; = 0,Q%) = = qu/ dz/d r (6.10)

Q.

(@) 22Q Ky @Yz’

r2
d% t
x 2Re W<NC_trC(Ub+rU )>

and the T'T transition

2 1
Fr(zp; — 0,Q%) = % Zq]%/ dz/ddr (6.11)
f 0

In this limit, we thus managed to recover the standard results in their entirety. Let us
insist once more on the fact that these results are obtained by taking the strict = 0 limit
in the non-perturbative distribution. The fact that the target matrix element is simply the
dipole-target scattering element relies on this approximation, because otherwise the matrix
elements would be evaluated at different positions (b, 7, b, ') and one would find the more
involved operator

N — tr(U,  U)) = (U, U, ) + 00U, ULU, UL, L) (6.12)

btr b+’

in lieu of real part of the dipole. We will now elaborate on this statement in the following
section.

7 Collinear logs at small zp;: Towards a top down approach

It is particularly informative to study the leading power of 1/@Q in the Regge limit of the
structure functions. It can be recovered thanks to the observation that the Bessel functions
in the hard sub-amplitude peak around r? « 1/Q?, along with the Taylor expansion of the
dipole-target matrix element [44]:

d
| G (Ve = Uy U)),

rtrl d
_ 2/ O (U @T))) , + O ) (7.1)

_ ririg? dut(PlI0T . v F1F— (b D) ot 0H 1 EI— (05 P + O(lr |3
—W/M [0 0} ), 04157~ 1) P) + O(1r ).
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Given that the hard parts only depend on r2, we can perform the substitution rir/ —
r26% /d. Finally using the definition Eq. (5.1) we get the relation:

/ db o gQsT? 3
o d<N trC(Ubﬂ“U )> = (2m) ~>q [zg(x)],_o + O(r|°). (7.2)

A Dbit of algebra, detailed in Appendix E, leads to an intermediate result which is reminis-
cent of Eq. (5.3):

lim FL(xBJ —0,Q) =y Q2qu/dx zg(x)],_ (7.3)

Q2
d%e 1 162272 2£2
></ / g 62°2°Q) 5(x),
0 2m)4 d £2—|—zzQ2)

and a similar one for Fpr. Comparing this to its equivalent in the Bjorken limit from

Eq. (5.3) reveals the proper way to obtain the small = limit of that result: by taking
xgj = 0 in the ¢ function which sets x as a function of xg;. This procedure can lead to
issues in the case where the proportionality factor between the two, which is comprised of
loop variables, diverges and compensates for the smallness of xp;. This factor, 02/22Q?,
actually diverges in the z € {0,1} limit where the quark or the antiquark is collinear to
the target, which is precisely the limit where the DGLAP evolution equation arises. This
will eventually prove to be the reason why the collinear sector of small-z observables is
incorrectly dealt with, as we will see later in this section. Eventually, the leading twist
limit of the Regge limit of F, and Fr read respectively:

2 Qs
thl Fr(zp; — 0, Q%) = qu zg(x)|,_q» (7.4)
and
lim FT(xBJ —0,Q%) (7.5)

QQ
o 1 1 /e €
= ? zf:%% [$g($)]x0/0 dy{e (471_) [(1 _ y)2 + yQ]
2(1 —
+[1-y)?+y’]In [W] —1+4y(1 - y)}_

In Eq. (7.5), we recognize the DGLAP ¢g splitting function P%(y) = (1 — y)? + 32 once
again. However, the way it appears in that equation is different from the way it appeared
in Eq. (5.14). Indeed, rather than the DGLAP convolution of the parton distribution with
the splitting function, we find the integral of the splitting function taken independently
from the distribution:

Q*—00 div 7 4m

1m €T = % 21 e’YE ' €T T :
lim Fr(en; — 0,0%) i ( )[g< o [ @) (76)
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The collinear pole can thus be compensated by a collinear logarithm of the physical fac-
torization scale by renormalizing the gluon distribution if and only if:

1 1
i [y (a0, P = @)l | AP (7.7

zBj—0 TB;
In other words, in order to cancel out the collinear divergence from the semi-classical Regge
limit result it is necessary to assume that, in the x = 0 limit, the parton distributions
are constant and that the splitting functions are integrable on [0,1]. Note that similar
observations have been made in [48] in the context of Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering,
where the distribution is explicitly assumed to be a constant for the leading twist limit
matching discussed in the appendix. This leads to potential issues.

First of all, this equation is obviously only correct if the PDF is a constant at « = 0.
It can be justified, incidentally, at leading logarithmic accuracy provided that the PDF is
a power 27 at small values of x and that v = O(a;) has a perturbative expansion'. The
fact that the distribution is evaluated exactly at = = 0 is the fundamental origin of the
problems of small xp; observables in the collinear corner of the phase space: the equality
above is not correct if there is any dependence on z in the parton distribution.

It is commonly accepted in CGC phenomenology that the BK evolution equation
allows us to restore some form of dependence on x in the parton distribution, which would
then mean that said distribution is not actually evaluated at * = 0 in practice. We
will now build an argument against this idea, or at least against some interpretations of
it. Mathematically, several notions of x variables must be distinguished, even though we
tend to consider them to be equivalent in the Regge approximation where they are all
close to 0. First, the (z;);=1.., variables in a gauge invariant distribution with n partons
represent the intrinsic longitudinal momentum fractions inside the target hadron. They are
Fourier conjugated to the light cone distances between the partonic fields inside the target
and are intrinsic properties of the distribution, independently from any observable they
might couple to. Second, a process dependent zp variable represents the total fraction of
longitudinal momentum transferred from the target, as set by the hard partonic subpart
of the process to which the distribution couples. Lastly, the process dependent Bjorken
variable xp; is given as a function of the hard scale of the process and of its center-of-
mass energy. It is in principle the variable whose large logarithms can compensate for
the smallness of the coupling constant o, in the Regge limit. The basic idea of semi-
classical small-x physics is that the BK evolution equation allows to resum all powers of
agIn(1/xg;j): it yields the logarithmic dependence on a rapidity regulator 7 2 which is then
set to n = In1/xp;. This procedure is the Regge analog of the logarithmic dependence
on a scale pp introduced by QCD factorization and the DGLAP evolution equation where
eventually one sets up = Q.

With the current example of the inclusive DIS cross section in mind, let us study for
a while how the dependence on each of the notions of “z” variables goes.

'In other words, it works if the PDF is a constant at & = 0 up to higher loop corrections.
2Tt is common to denote this variable as an x, but to avoid any confusion with the  variables that exist
in the Bjorken limit we will refrain from using this notation.
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The most straightforward one is the x variable from the definition of parton distribution
functions:
_ 6ij dv+ jx P~ vt

5= [ 5-¢ (P|F* (v [wt, 0T FI=(0M)[0T, vT]|P). (7.8)

zg(x)

The fact that one encounters infinite length Wilson line operators in the shock wave ap-
proximation is inextricable from the fact that parton distributions are evaluated at x = 0:
the Wilson line is the leading power in the x expansion [44]. Since x is Fourier conjugated
to a longitudinal distance in the target and said distance is taken to be infinite in the shock
wave approximation, it is actually natural for x to be null in that limit. In fact, any action
of Wilson line operators on target states can be rewritten into parton distributions with
all (z;); variables set to 0 [21, 49]. This x variable in the distribution describes an intrinsic
property of the target which does not depend on a given process, and in full generality
there is no straightforward relation between the scalar = and the energy +/s.

The second notion of “z” variables is the process-dependent xp variable which is the
total fraction of longitudinal momentum transferred from the target as determined by the
hard subprocess. At leading genuine twist® , and unless one is considering an exclusive
process with non-zero skewedness®, the hard part imposes that z = zp, which is why these
two variables tend to be used interchangeably. For example in the inclusive DIS cross
section considered in this article, xp is given by xp = xp;j(1 + %) and the hard part
provides a d(x — xp) function. This could allow to mimick an = dependence in the parton
distribution by introducing instead an xzr dependence through the evolution equation. We
will now show that the shock wave description of the DIS cross section is also incompatible
with any dependence on this xp variable in the distribution, be it from BK evolution or
not.

Let us consider the v*P — ¢gX amplitude in the shock wave approximation. It
reads [50]:

Ay = 226 Q0(5 + 97— 0*) [ i Bem) (o)

X (1 - U:ltlUiI:z)(pL/T(Z)ml - $2), (79)

with
oLz, @1 — @) = 2K0(\/22Q%r2) (tp, 7 vp,) (7.10)

and

. EqlpT Ly

or(z, @1 — T2) = ZWK&(\/ 22Q%r2)uy, [2(V[V1) — 20 A v Top,. (7.10)

3Beyond the leading genuine twist where only one collinear gluon is extracted, we would have several z;
variables in the distribution, and the hard part would only set >, x; = xF.

“In an exclusive process, zr is related to the skewedness parameter ¢, and the relation between x and &
obtained from computing the hard part is not always as simple as x = £ = zp.
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The v*P — qqX cross section is thus given by:

. - dptd?p, dptd3p,
v P—qqX _ “Fq g q s/ + + +
L = iy W T4 (712)

X ziq]%ozemQ2 /d2w1d2m2d2x’1d2méeipq'(w'1—w1)+ipq-(ac’2—ac2)
X <tI‘c(1 — UmlU;rjz)(l — UwéUl,l»p(pL/T(z, r| — m2)¢z/T(z7m/1 — ;1;/2)

We can now recover the leading perturbative power of the DIS cross section without using
the optical theorem, simply by integrating w.r.t. the quark and antiquark momenta and
summing over the flavors in the loop:

2 2

*PoX G Oem@ 2., 12

do} 7l = PLESE /d x1d’xo (tro(1 — U, UL, ) (1 — U, UL ))p
7

X /dz(zz)gpL/T(z,ccl — x2)p, (2, @1 — T2). (7.13)

The most crucial step here is that the integral w.r.t. p, and p; have set x; = x} and
@3 = xf. Then the target matrix element becomes

(tre(1 — Uy, UL ) (1 — U, UL ) p = 2Re(N.. — tro(U,, UL.)) p. (7.14)

Suppose we had introduced a dependence on xp in the distribution. Given that zp =
52 2 5()2

Pg tPg —4 = w depends on the transverse momenta, we would not have been

able to set 1 = @} and x2 = ), using the momentum integrations. Instead of having a
dipole matrix element for the target, we would have found:

f t
(tre(1— U, Uy, — Uy, UL, + leUi2U$,2 Uy))p- (7.15)

In other words, using the dipole operator to describe the inclusive DIS cross section is
inherently incompatible with having any xr dependence in the non-perturbative matrix
element. This was previously observed in a similar context in [51], in which the authors
found an incompatibility between the dipole model (the large N, limit of the CGC) and
a so-called exact kinematics small-x factorization scheme based on a perturbative ansatz
for the target where a dependence on x is added by hand. This observation was then
confirmed with a numerical anaysis of this scheme [52]. To summarize, for inclusive DIS
gluon distributions are evaluated strictly at * = zp = 0 in the Regge limit. Indeed, x is
0 because we have infinite Wilson line operators, and zg is 0 because we have a dipole
operator in particular.

It is thus impossible to correct for Eq. (7.7) with an x dependence in the distribution:
the DGLAP convolution is irremediably undone by the shock wave approximation.

Finally, the last “x” variable is the Bjorken xp; variable. This is the variable whose
logarithms the small-zg; evolution equations were initially designed to resum. In all known
non-exclusive cases xr and xp; are proportional to each other, but the proportionality
factor is not suppressed in either the Bjorken regime or the Regge limit: in our inclusive
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DIS example, zr = xpj(1 + %) and £° /@Q? is leading power in twist counting® and in
eikonal counting. However, the logarithms of 2 and zp; are the same at leading logarithm

of s accuracy:
2

In(zr) = —In(s) + In(Q* + %) ~ —In(s) ~ In(zg;). (7.16)

This is finally why if we know the = dependence in the PDF, we know the xp; dependence
of the inclusive DIS cross section: first the hard part sets * = zp, then the leading
logarithm of zr is noted to be equivalent to that of zp;j at leading logarithmic accuracy,
which means any power dependence x~7 in the distribution will lead in practice to an
x]gj dependence in the observable, up to higher logarithmic corrections. The converse
is not necessarily true: knowing the xg; dependence of an observable does not mean we
know the z dependence in the involved distributions without further assumptions. We can,
maybe incidentally, justify the disentanglement of the DGLAP convolution using an wp;
dependence: if zg(z) ~z—o =7, we have

1 1
tim [ dylag(o)], PP = 55 [l P, (7.17)

TBj —0 TB; 0

The power of z; obtained via BK evolution yields the ac]gj7 factor one would have obtained

using the more rigorous distribution [zg(z)] which, let us insist again, cannot be

T=2R;j
computed using infinite Wilson line operators. %or a fully consistent scheme, is it then
absolutely necessary to check order by order that the y-th moments of the splitting functions
appear in each observable. It is also worth noting that the P99 splitting function whose
integral is divergent will yield serious issues with disentangling the DGLAP convolution
that this consideration cannot fix.

The negative cross section problem for small-z physics was initially noticed by stud-
ies of observables at NLL accuracy. In practice, the BK resummation schemes mimic a
dependence on z in order to catch the leading collinear divergences by imposing by hand
the entanglement of longitudinal and transverse variables: one can add additional ad hoc
kinematic constraints [13] in the evolution equation or directly include an additional resum-
mation of logarithms [14-19]. Such ad hoc bottom-up modifications of the resummation
scheme, albeit not providing a fully consistent picture of the collinear phase space at small
x, have proven to be successful at postponing the negativity issue of small x; cross sections
to larger values of the hard scales at a given perturbative order.

Most of such bottom-up approaches to collinear logarithm resummation at small x rely
on imposing either one of two equivalent orderings: k~ ordering in order to reconstruct
the DGLAP ladder structure, or light cone time ordering along said ladder. In effect, such
corrections allow to correct how one treats the kinematical phase space for the emission
of gluons whose transverse momenta are large enough to break longitudinal momentum
ordering along the gluon ladder: if k? is large enough, even with k> ¢+, one may have
k™ ~ Kk?/(2kT) > = ~ £2/(20%) which violates the — ordering between k and £. In fact, it
is possible to argue that the problem with this part of the phase space could already have

5Indeed ¢ is a hard loop momentum so it can be of order Q.
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been diagnosed at LL accuracy with only quarks. Indeed at leading twist where |£] > |k],
we can study the exact same corner of phase space for transverse momenta in the z — 0
limit. This kinematics correspond precisely to the collinear (to the target) limit where one
would derive the DGLAP kernel for quarks.

As already discussed earlier, there are two potential problems to the r.h.s. of Eq. (7.7)
that corresponds to the semi-classical small-x scheme. First, it is correct only if the distri-
bution is a constant at x = 0. Second, it diverges if the splitting function is not integrable
on [0,1]. Given the fact that this corner of phase space is the one that causes problems
for gluons, and that as we proved earlier the actual x variable appearing in DGLAP is
automatically set to be strictly null by CGC schemes, we can finally see where the issue
originates from. Indeed, the two problematic conditions are met with gluons: the gluon
distribution potentially has a non-trivial dependence on z around z = 0 if saturation ef-
fects do not completely cancel out the intercept, and in a more obvious fashion the P99
splitting function has poles at the end points y = 0,1. This is the reason why difficulties
were encountered for NLL small-z studies.

Our approach has two advantages. First and foremost, the fact that our distribution
is not evaluated in the strict x = 0 approximation means that the DGLAP kernel is fully
reproduced at least within LL accuracy, as we proved in Section 5. Second, the ordering
in light cone time is built into the framework because we did not allow the light cone
time decoupling which is the starting point of CGC computations. See the discussions
in Section 2.3 and around Egs. (3.49) and (3.50). Applying our scheme to the evolution
equation of our distribution will naturally incorporate the desired ordering. We traded the
dipole operator which is defined only in the strict £ = 0 limit for the z-dependent gluon
distribution Eq. (4.19) and we thus have one more variable when compared to standard
semi-classical small-z schemes. The distribution we found depends on a transverse momen-
tum and on the rapidity factorization scale which allows to separate out classical target
fields in + momentum space using the BK equation, as is the case in these schemes, but
also on the physical DGLAP — momentum variable x that is missing from them:

1 . g
po (ki AT) = — / TR UgUl) e = G (2, k) (7.18)

c T

One of the main strategies adopted in previous studies to solve the problem of small-z
evolution in the collinear corner of phase-space has been to perform ad hoc modifications
to the BK evolution equation by forcing a relation between the cutoff variable A™ > k™ and
momenta along the other light cone direction k= = P~ roughly as follows 2A1Tk™ ~ k2,
throughout the evolution. In our case, the — light cone direction is fully accounted for by
the presence of x.

What we conclude from the present discussion is that although ad hoc considerations
allow us to extend the validity of the description of observables in the shock wave approxi-
mation, we argued that we should actually fix what is being evolved instead of fixing how it
is evolved. As long as we have infinite Wilson lines, we have = 0. In semi-inclusive cases
that involve jets xp is not integrated out at tree level so one can set a relation between
AT and zp, but it does not fix the collinear corner of phase space since DGLAP involves
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x rather than zr. Beyond NLL accuracy, or in any other semi-inclusive case where xp
is a convolution variable because of the presence of fragmentation functions, the relation
between AT and xp cannot be imposed by hand anymore. Changing how we evolve the
dipole operator or the scale at which we evaluated it does not solve the x = xp = 0 problem
which is due to the very fact that we are studying the dipole operator itself. Of course to
complete the picture we need to investigate quantum evolution of the z-dependent uninte-
grated gluon distribution and compare to the aforementioned schemes, but the distribution
found in this article does not present the fundamental flaw of being set to = 0 from the
get-go.

8 Conclusion and outlook

In this article, we provided a semi-classical scheme inspired by small-zp; frameworks, in
view of a first principle interpolation between both major limits of perturbative QCD. We
applied this scheme to the inclusive DIS cross section and obtained the leading power of
zp;/Q? for this observable. Our scheme is based on a partial twist expansion (PTE) that
resums subclasses of powers of s and Q? to all orders. We have derived the leading contri-
bution in the PTE and showed that it encompasses both Bjorken and Regge regimes, and
thus provides the desired interpolation. Our computation yields a new, unexpected, form
for an unintegrated gluon distribution with correct dependences on both transverse and
longitudinal gluon momentum components. From our interpolating formula, we perform
a top-down analysis of the collinear limit of Regge descriptions of our observable. We
find that the shock wave approximation on which semi-classical small-zg; framework rely
is inherently incompatible with a proper account of the DGLAP equation because of its
treatment of the x variable. Much progress has been made towards including all subleading
power corrections to the shock wave approximation, so-called subeikonal corrections [23—
38, 53-55]. In such approaches, some of the subleading terms correspond to the expansion
in the Feynman z variables of the leading twist distribution. This would yield a correction
to the assumption which is made in Eq. (7.7): along with [z¢(z)]z=0, the second term in
the Taylor expansion [%xg(x)]xzo hides in the expressions one would find in the collinear
limit of subeikonal results. Although this does not make Eq. (7.7) valid in full generality,
it would be insightful to study how such corrections would compare to an expansion of
DGLAP from our top-down approach and whether or not they could allow to reconstruct
the full equation and correct for the dangerous hypothesis in a bottom-up approach.

In this article, we have focused on the leading order diagram in the small z limit.
However, since we encountered a quark loop at this order, we have partially tackled the
question of quantum evolution by providing a prescription for dealing with the longitudinal
structure of the target. Nevertheless, a complete picture would require the derivation of
the analog of the BK equation for the unintegrated gluon distribution which we leave for
a following work.
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A On the inclusion of non-pure gauge transverse gluon fields

This appendix aims at showing that although they contribute as gauge invariance fixing
counterterms to ° A~ in F'~, transverse gluon fields are not necessary to compute the cross
section beyond a consistency check. In the Regge regime, one always assumes that one can
gauge away transverse gluon fields. In the Bjorken regime, it is not a valid assumption.
However, for inclusive DIS, the leading (collinear) distributions do not involve a transverse
separation. As a result, the only contribution from A’ fields at our perturbative order is
contained in the F'~ tensors that define the PDF. Let us write the DIS cross section in

the factorized form
do = /d:c?—[(;r)empZ+<P|trFi_(z+)[z+,0+]Fi_(0+)[0+,z+]\P>, (A.1)

where H(z) is the collinear hard part. Let us note that for any y*,u*:

trly ™, ut ] F () [ut,y T F (y )
= tr(0'A7)[u’,y 1O A7) (¥ )y, u ]

T jtr[gﬁ, uA (uh)[ut, y A (yT)

Once plugged into the convolution, integrations by parts w.r.t. y* in the penultimate term
and w.r.t. 7 in the last term allow to cancel the last two lines. One is left with

do = /d:L‘?'-[(;U)e””PZ+ (Pltr(0" A7) (z1)[zT,0F](0* A7) (0T) [0, 2] | P)
+ / daH (z)e™ P 2" 22 (P)2(P|tr Al (z1)[T, 0T A% (01)[0T, 2] | P). (A.2)

The first line of this equation can be computed without any scattering with transverse
gluon fields. We thus have an explicit expression to reconstruct the full gauge invariant
cross section while only computing the hard part with pure gauge transverse gluons: the
term with non-pure gauge transverse gluons is obtained from the Ward-Takahashi identities
and reads x?(P~)?H(x). In a nutshell, it is possible to compute the full cross section while
only including pure gauge transverse gluons in the Bjorken limit as well.

Our purpose is to have exact results in both limits, but we are not so much interested
in the interpolating region. We can therefore conclude that unless one is trying to get an
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explicit proof of QCD gauge invariance for the considered observable, it is not necessary at
the considered precision to explicitly include transverse gluons which are not pure gauge
in the computation.

B Proof of Eq. (3.33)

The convolution property for scalar propagators Eq. (3.33) follows from the Klein-Gordon
equations. Let us start by multiplying the two equations

(-0 + 2igA™ (2)97 ) Gscar (2, 20) = 6P (2 — x0) (B.1)
and
Groca (2, 2) (EZ n 2ig§}A—(z)) = Pz —a), (B.2)

respectively on the left by Ggeal(, 2) and on the right by Ggseal(2, o). For a given u™, let
us add them up and integrate over z while imposing 2™ > u™*. This yields

/ APz Gseal(, 2) (Ez -0, + 22’93?14_(2) + QiQA_(Z)aj) Giscal (2, 7o)
zt>ut
= / dPz [5D(z —20) — 0P (z — 2)] Gseal(z, 20). (B.3)
zt>ut
The third and last terms in the brackets cancel each other after integration by part over
z~, neglecting boundary terms at infinity. The same holds for the transverse part of the

d’Alembertian 0 = 2079~ — 82, which cancel out between the first and second terms. We
are thus left with the following:

- — —
[0(y" —u™) = 0(z" —u")] Gar(z,y) = / APz Gyear(, 2) (—28+3 + 23+8> Gscal(2,Y)

zt>ut

- — -
= _ / dP2 Gseal(z, 2) (28+8_ + 28+6_> Gscal(2,Y)

zt>ut
0
= -2 / dDZ Hzi (Gscal(xa Z)astcal(Zvy))
zt>ut
= _2/ ddz/dz_ Gscal(xvz)astcal(Zay)a
zt=u*t
(B.4)
where we have repeatedly neglected boundary terms at 2~ = 400, 27 = +o00. Finally, for
2t >yt only the 2T > u™ > yT ordering yields a non-vanishing 1.h.s:
Gscal(z,y) = 2/+ dz/dz Geal(7, 2)0F Goeat (2,9) - (B.5)
4
Similarly, for y™ > u* > 2T we have
Gscal(z,y) = —2 /+ dz/dz_ Geal (7, 2)0F Geeat (2,9) - (B.6)
z
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C Notes on QED gauge invariance

Let us establish a few useful relations as a corollary for the Ward-Takahashi identities.
First of all, the Klein-Gordon equations in momentum space read:

dPr

szscal(pa pO) = (27T)D5D(p - PO) - 2gp+/ (27T)DA (k)Gscal(p - kap()) (Cl)

and 4
Gscal(p’pO) (27‘(‘)4(54(]) pO) — 2gp /(27_(_)4Gscal(p7p0 + k)A_ (k) (02)

As a direct consequence of these, one has:

PDr(p.po) = i(2m) 757 (p — po) — igy"p, WA (k)Gscal(p — k, po), (C.3)
and

. D<D .oy dPk _
Dp(p, po)p, = i(2m)76" (p — po) — igpy WGscal(ijO + k)A™ (k). (C.4)

Let us check the Ward-Takahashi (WT) identity for the initial photon by computing ¢, W*".
By writing ¢ = / — (/ — ¢), then with the help of Eq. (C.4) for the first term and Eq. (C.3)
for the second term, one gets:

dDﬁ dPk
v __ 2 § :

x {(27r)D5D(k:)<P|tr[y”DF(—q +4,—q+ L+ k) =7 Dr(t+k,0)]|P)

dPko - , .
— g/ (2m)D (Pltr[Gseat (£ + K, 0 4 ko) A™ (ko) ([ + )y Dp(—q+ 4, —q + £ + k)]|P)

dPkg V . B
+ g/ (27T)D <P|tr[7 DF(E + k’ E)’}/ (_ﬁ + [ + k)A (kO)Gscal(_q + - ko, —q + {+ k‘)”P>}

A simple change of variables allows to compensate the first term in the brackets with the

second term. We will now use the explicit expression for the Dirac propagators in terms
of scalar propagators in the remaining terms. Note that it is greatly simplified by the
presence of v matrices in the trace:

dPe dPk dPk
quWH" = ZQGQqu/ /(27r)D /(QW)]%
X trsh L+ RV (—g+ £+ #)] (C.6)

{trc scal E +k, {0+ kO)A_(kO)Gscal(*q +4,—q+ L+ k)]

- trc[Gscal(g + kag)A_(kO)GScal(_q + ¢ — kOa —q + 14 + k)]}‘P>

Finally, we can see that taking the changes of variables £ — £ + kg and k — k — kg in the
second term casts it in a form where it explicitely cancels the first term. One is left with
quWH", and the Ward-Takahashi identity thus holds. The proof for the outgoing photon
is identical, and QED gauge invariance is finally confirmed.
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D Cancellation of the monopoles

Let us now prove that the instantaneous terms from the quark propagators do not con-
tribute to the amplitude. Let us start from the definition of the hadronic tensor

dPe¢ dPk
_ ezzqf/ /(%)D (D.1)

x (Pltr[y"Dp(£ + k, )" Dp(—q + £, —q + £+ k)] | P).

With the help of the Ward-Takahashi identity we established in Appendix C, we can
subsitute y#Y — yHY — nk ”g/ q" and restrict ourselves to computing

WSy YRy (.2)

x (Pltr[ (v —ng’ﬂ)DF(uk,E)( —nl ‘ﬁ) F(—q+ 4, —q+ L+ E)]|P)

instead. The instaneaneous contribution from the first propagator Dp(¢ + k, ¢) reads:
dPe i
2
W/l/;:t =¢€ qu / D op+ (D.3)

« (Plex[(v" _ng%) (w_ng’ﬂ) (=g +6—q + D]|P).

When computing the spinor trace, it is worth noticing that the first and third brackets
both have null components along the + direction. This means that in the final result, the
open + index has to be contracted with the D contribution. In other words, only the v~
component of the second D propagator contributes. Since there is no momentum transfer
in that propagator, it is easy to identify it:

v aPe i
I/Vllrllst = 62 Z / D 2€+ P’trchcal(_q + 4, —q+ £)|P> (D4)

x trs[ (v — nj %) (" 7”L‘2~‘;£)(—61+ + 0]
With the spinor trace
trs [(7" — n%q’i) T —nh gi)(—tﬁ +)y T =4AlgT - N)gY, (D.5)

we finally get:

v dPe 2i(q E"'
I/Vmst(l = 629i Z / )<P|trchcal(_q +4,—q+ e)‘P> (DG)

Similar steps lead to the following result for the contribution of the instantaneous term in
the second propagator Dp(—q +{¢,—q+ ¢ + k):

Wit = €91 dDe 2 Pl G (€,0)|P D.7
inst(2 €91 Z q+_£+)< |trC SC&1(> )| > ( . )
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We finally need to cancel quantities of the form

| o Pl G £01P). (D.3)
In coordinate space, the integral sets the propagator to be between two identical light cone
times. The physical argument for the cancellation of the monopoles thus relies on the fact
that there is not a big enough light cone time window for scatterings with the target to
occur, which means monopoles only contribute to disconnected diagrams. This can be seen
mathematically from the integrated version of the Schrodinger equation:

Gseal (7', 2) — Go(z —x) (D.9)

=2y a2y [ e [ e G0t A1) Gl ).

Using the standard Cauchy integral from Eq. (2.19), the integral over ¢~ sets a strict
ordering between 2’ and y. Similar considerations show a strict ordering for = as well, and
one can easily see that light cone times for the scatterings are strictly ordered. If the initial
and final times are equal, the r.h.s. cancels due to the absence of such an ordering and
thus G = Gp. This concludes our proof: in the case of monopoles, the integral over £~
sets equal light cone times for the unique scalar propagator, which sets this propagator to
the free propagator. Disconnected contributions without scatterings with the target being
subtracted, monopoles do not contribute.

E Derivation of the leading 1/Q) power of the Regge limit

The twist expansion of the dipole scattering matrix element in Eq. (7.2) allows us to get
the leading 1/Q power of Eq. (6.10) and Eq. (6.11):

1 2
Jim P (wp; = 0 .Q?) —82;(1?/0 dz/ddrd?;;)d[xg(x)]x:o (E.1)
_ 41
x(z'fff) 22Q! Ky Q=)
and
1 2
Ql21m Fr(zp; — 0, Q = 2Q2;q]2c/0 dz/ddrdo(é;;)d [zg(x)],_, (E.2)

< (1-322) r2<zi§2> LGN

It is not too difficult to take the r and z integrals at this point. However, it is more in-
structive to work in momentum space with the appropriate variables. Let us use Eq. (3.59)
and Eq. (3.60), then, after an integration by parts and a few trivial integrals we finally find
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a form and Eq. (5.4):
lim Fp (g — 0,Q%) =g Q2qu/d1: zg(x)],_ (E.3)

Q200
d?e 1 1622z2Q%¢?

10(2),
(2m)?d (€% + zzQQ)

and

lim FT(JUBJ —0,Q°) =g Q2Zq /dx zg(x)],_ (E.4)

QQ
<3 / a0 (1 - 4“)
d
£ s
1 4 4 .
*d ((32 +22Q2)° (824 22Q?)° " (% + 22Q2)4>

In the Bjorken regime, we defined the y = xp;j/x variable. Because of the additional

condition that was relating the Feynman x variable to xg; and the loop variables, we could
have equivalently defined it via

02 =2z <1 ; > Q> (E.5)

Let us use the definition above in Eq. (E.3) and Eq. (E.4). Given the absence of angular
dependence, we can perform the angular integral for £ in a trivial way, by rewriting the

/ dz / ae2 (¢2)5 7! (E.6)

integration measure as follows:

/ dz/dd£—>

M\D.

r(2)
r2 [} d 4 /1 51
S e et (5Y)
We find:
1 1
Qgiin Fr(rpj — 0,Q%) = 28 zf:q}%/dx/ dy ; dz [zg(z)],—g
L@ w ]
X I’(%) [ Iy ] (zz)276(x)
16
X jy(l - y)? (E 7)
and
o 1 1
Jim Fir(an; —0.Q%) = Q;ijqi [ /0 dy [z lrg(a),my (ES)
1 Q2(1—y)]gl[ g2 4 idy
X ¢ (%) [ Iy (22) (22) o(z)
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Note the dimensional regularization parameter p whose presence was implicit until now.
Finally taking the z integral and expanding around d = 2 4 2¢ ~ 2, we obtain:

1
thl Fr(xgj — 0, Q —472(1]0 [zg(x / dyy(1 —vy)
_ 204
@ qu laco (E.9)
and
th Fr(zp; — 0,Q%) (E.10)
1
=5 Y oo [
E 2(1 —
x{ <e7 > )2+y2]+[(1—y)2+y2}1n[62$2yy>}—1+4y(1—y)}
g 9 2 ('€ Q°
Tl a5 [2g(2)],—g [6 <47T> +2In (/ﬂ) ~ 1] .
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