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Perturbative expansions for short-distance quantities in QCD are factorially divergent and this deficiency
can be turned into a useful tool to investigate nonperturbative corrections. In this work, we use this
approach to study the structure of power corrections to parton quasidistributions and pseudodistributions
which appear in lattice calculations of parton distribution functions. As the main result, we predict the
functional dependence of the leading power corrections to quasi(pseudo)-distributions on the Bjorken x
variable. We also show that these corrections can be strongly affected by the normalization procedure.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Lattice calculations in QCD have demonstrated the
ability to complement, and in certain cases with the
exceeding precision, significant amount of experimental
measurements. Now, the lattice evaluation of parton dis-
tribution functions (PDFs) are coming on the agenda. New
techniques are being explored aiming at the access of PDFs
directly in the momentum fraction space, in addition to the
standard approach that allows one to calculate first Mellin
moments of PDFs. The existing actual proposals [1-6]
differ in details but have a common general scheme: PDFs
are extracted from the lattice calculations of suitable
Euclidean correlation functions using QCD collinear fac-
torization in the continuum theory.

A particularly popular suggestion [5] that has triggered a
lot of recent activity [7-20], introduces a concept of a
parton quasidistribution (qQPDF) defined as a Fourier
transform of the nonlocal quark-antiquark operator con-
nected by the Wilson line. QPDF is then matched to PDF
either directly in the MS scheme or using the large-
momentum factorization scheme at the intermediate step
(“large momentum effective theory” (LaMET) [21,22]).
The latter technique is useful to emphasize that, after the
Fourier transform, the hadron momentum p remains to be
the only dimensional parameter. So, the relevant scale of
the QCD coupling is related to p up to a dimensionless
constant and also the higher-twist corrections are generi-
cally suppressed by powers of the momentum p. A closely
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related quantity, a pseudodistribution (pPDF) was intro-
duced in [23-25].

Lattice calculations of PDFs using these new methods
are presently moving from exploratory stage towards
precision calculations, therefore questions like whether
the higher-twist (power suppressed) corrections are well
under control have to be addressed. One possibility to
investigate the impact of higher-twist corrections is to
extract PDFs from the global analysis of many Euclidean
correlation functions introducing such corrections as free
parameters. This approach is showcased in [26] using the
position-space strategy [4,27] and the pion light-cone
distribution amplitude (LCDA) as an example. In this case,
the analytic structure of higher-twist effects is well under-
stood, so they could have been modelled by just one free
parameter. The general situation may be more complicated.
Having in mind the multitude of observables that can
potentially be employed in lattice calculations, see e.g., [6],
it is desirable to have a general method to estimate the
corresponding higher-twist corrections and their expected
Bjorken-x dependence. The purpose of this work is to point
out that the problem of power-suppressed contributions
for such observables can be addressed using the concept
of renormalons [28,29]. In what follows we apply this
technique to qPDFs and pPDFs.

The renormalon approach to the investigation of power
corrections is founded on the fact that operators of different
twist mix with each other under renormalization, due to the
violation of QCD scale invariance through the running of
the coupling constant. In cutoff schemes, this mixing is
explicit, whereas in dimensional regularization, it manifests
itself in factorial divergence of the perturbative series.
Independence of a physical observable on the factoriza-
tion scale implies intricate cancellations between different
twists—the cancellation of renormalon ambiguities. In
turn, the existence of these ambiguities in the leading-twist
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expressions can be used to estimate the size of power-
suppressed corrections. Conceptually, it is similar to the
estimation of the accuracy of fixed-order perturbative
results by the logarithmic scale dependence. The renorma-
lon approach was used before for the study of Bjorken-x
dependence of higher-twist corrections in deep-inelastic
scattering [30-32], fragmentation functions [33,34], pion
LCDA [35] and transverse-momentum-dependent parton
distributions [36].

In order to explain how the concept of renormalons
can be used to get insight in the structure of power
corrections, let us consider the usual expression for the
quasidistribution [22,37],

Id
Qx,p) = /_1 |7y|Cg G,xpw)rz(y,w)

+i2Q4(x,p)+... (1)
P

where ¢(y,pp) is the quark PDF, p is the hadron
momentum, x refers to the momentum fraction. For brevity
we do not show the dependence on the renormalization
scale. The factorization scale pr has to be taken of the
order of |x|p to avoid large logarithms. The coefficient
function C(x, p,ur) = 6(1 —x) + O(a,) is given by the
perturbative expansion. The correction of O(a,) was
first computed for the flavor-nonsinglet case in [38], see
also [39].

To understand the role of renormalons, it is necessary to
examine carefully the separation made in (1) between the
leading term and the higher twist addenda. Let us assume
for a moment that the factorization is done using a hard
cutoff Agep < pp < p, i.e., the contributions with loop
momenta |k| > up are included in the coefficient function,
whereas the contributions with |k| < yy are included in
PDF. In this scheme, the coefficient function has the
following expansion at p — oo

Co(x, p,pup) =8(1 —x) + cra, + ca2 + ...

LDo(0) + - 2)

where ¢ = ci(x,In p?/u%) are the perturbative coeffi-
cients depending logarithmically on the scales and the
Do-term represents the leading power correction. Since
the left-hand side of Eq. (1) does not depend on puf, any
such dependence should cancel on the right-hand side.
In particular, the logarithmic dependence on the scale in
ce(x,In p?/u%) is canceled by the scale-dependence of
PDF ¢(x, ur). The cancellation of the power dependence,
on the other hand, must involve the twist-four contribution
Q4(x, p). Thus, in this factorization scheme one expects
that

Idy X
Qu(x, p,pr) —ﬂ%/lng (;)CI()’,HF)

+ Qu(x, . pr), (3)

where Q4 depends on up at most logarithmically.
Appearance of the term ~u3 can be traced to quadratic
ultraviolet divergence (in addition to the logarithmic ultra-
violet divergence) of the twist-four operators that are
responsible for the power correction, in the cutoff scheme.
One can prove that the cutoff dependence ~u% of the
higher-twist operators is indeed that of Eq. (2).

In practice, perturbative calculations are usually done
using dimensional regularization. In this case, powerlike
terms as in (2) do not appear. The price to pay is that the
coefficients ¢, computed in a MS scheme grow factorially
with the order k. The factorial growth implies that the
sum of the perturbative series is only defined to a power
accuracy and this ambiguity (renormalon ambiguity) must
be compensated by adding a nonperturbative higher—twist
correction. The detailed analysis shows [28,29] that the
divergent large-k behavior (the renormalon) of the coef-
ficients is in the one-to-one correspondence with the
sensitivity to extreme (small or large) loop momenta. In
particular, infrared renormalons in the leading-twist coef-
ficient function are compensated by ultraviolet renormalons
in the matrix elements of twist-four operators. In this way
the same picture as in the cutoff scheme reappears in
dimension regularization.

Returning to (3), we observe that the quadratic term in pp
is spurious since its sole purpose is to cancel the similar
contribution to the coefficient function. Therefore, it does
not contribute to any physical observable. The idea of the
renormalon model of the power corrections [30-35] is that,
with a replacement of uy by a suitable nonperturbative
scale, this contribution reflects the order and the functional
form of actual power-suppressed contribution. Assuming
this “ultraviolet dominance” [28,29,40] one obtains the
following model:

1d
Qu(x, p. pr) = KAGep /_ lﬁDQ <§>Q(yw)v (4)

with the dimensionless coefficient k = O(1) which cannot
be fixed within theory and remains a free parameter.

In this work we calculate the function Dg(x) for
different versions of the qPDFs (pPDFs) in the so-called
bubble-chain approximation [28], which is our main result.
This calculation reveals that the power corrections to
quasi- and pseudodistributions have the following generic
structure

) = a1+t )
P(x.z) = q(x){1 + O(ZA*(1 - x))}. (5)
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respectively, and can be affected significantly by normali-
zation. In particular, the normalization of the involved
matrix elements to their value at zero momentum consid-
erably reduces the power correction for the qPDFs at
smaller-x at the cost of a strong enhancement at larger
values. We emphasize that the leading power correction to
gPDF at x — 0 is enhanced by two powers of the Bjorken x
variable. For pPDFs the power corrections are suppressed
at x — 1, which, unfortunately, does not hold after the
normalization procedure of Ref. [24] (but can be upheld
with a different choice). Additionally, as a byproduct of

bubble-chain calculation, we have obtained the large-n,

part, nfal ™!, of the leading twist coefficient function to all

orders in perturbation theory.

The presentation is organized as follows. In Sec. II we
formulate our program in more precise terms. We define
gqPDFs and pPDFs as particular Fourier transforms of the
position space (Ioffe-time) distributions, discuss briefly the
light-ray operator product expansion (OPE) and the target
mass corrections, and introduce the relevant techniques
(Borel transform) and the systematic approximation
(large-n, expansion) that will be used throughout the rest
of the work. In Sec. III we present our result for the Borel
transform of the leading-twist coefficient function and
discuss the structure of its singularities. The leading power
corrections to various versions of the quasidistributions are
obtained in Sec. IV. We collect there the relevant analytic
expressions and also present the results of a numerical
study using realistic parametrizations for the valence quark
PDFs. The final Sec. V is reserved for the summary and
conclusions.

II. GENERAL FORMALISM

A. Parton quasidistributions

Let us start with the following nucleon matrix element

(N(p)|g(zv)yalzv,0]q(0)|N(p))

2,

- 7 (pU)I”(Uzzz, pvz, ﬂ)

+ 2(pa - % (pv)>1l(v2zz» pvz. ), (6)

where

20, 0] = Pexp [ig A Zduv”Aﬂ(uv)], (7)

p* is the nucleon momentum, p?> = m?, v* is a given four-

vector and z a real number. All notations correspond to
Minkowski space. In the following, we keep the normali-
zation of the four-vector v, arbitrary, keeping in mind that

v? < 01in the lattice calculation. We suppress flavor indices

and tacitly assume considering the flavor-nonsinglet com-
bination of the matrix elements in what follows. We also
neglect quark masses.

The operator product in Eq. (6) suffers from ultraviolet
(UV) divergences and has to be renormalized. The argu-
ment u of matrix elements Z refers to the renormali-
zation scale. The renormalization-scale dependence can
be studied by going over to an effective theory [41-43]
such that the Wilson line is substituted by the propagator of
an auxiliary field. For timelike separations the resulting
theory is the heavy-quark effective theory (HQET) and the
renormalization factor of interest is the renormalization
factor (squared) for the heavy-light quark current, see
e.g., [44]. We are not aware of a calculation for such a
renormalization factor at spacelike separations beyond one-
loop order, however, to this accuracy there is no difference
from the timelike case.

The “longitudinal” and “transverse” invariant functions
in Eq. (6) (with respect to v,) correspond to particular
projections of the matrix element that are employed in
lattice calculations:

(po)Zl (0?2, pvz, p),
(pe)TH(v*2?, pvz, ),

(8)

where (¢ - v) = 0. Equation (8) is the starting point for the
construction of quasidistributions.
The invariant functions Z!I, Z+ (6) coincide at the tree
level. Assuming the power counting
z=0@m), p=00"), -0, (9
they can be written in terms of the position-space quark
PDF [45-47]:

ZIW (2202, puz,p ~1/|vz]) = I(pvz, pr ~ 1/|vz])
+ O(ay, %), (10)

where p is the factorization scale, and

1

I(pvz,pp) = /1 dxe™*P'q(x, up). (11)

Here g(x, uyp) for x > 0 is the quark PDF, and for x < 0 is
the antiquark PDF. The position-space PDFs I are known as
the Ioffe-time distribution (ITD). To distinguish ITD 7 from
the functions Z, we refer to the functions Z!, Z1 as the
loffe-time quasi-distributions (qITDs), following the ter-
minology introduced in [5].

The gPDFs Qll, O [5] and the pPDF P [23] are defined
in terms of the qITDs by the Fourier transform
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QD) (x, p.u) —Ipvl/

v .
P(x,z,p1) = |z / %e"”(””)IL(z%Z, PUZL ).
(12)

In what follows we will tacitly assume that (pv) > 0 in the
discussion of qPDFs and z > 0 for pPDFs and drop the
absolute value sign, for brevity.

In renormalization schemes with an explicit regulariza-
tion scale, the Wilson line in Eq. (6) suffers from an
additional linear UV divergence that has to be removed.
In dimensional regularization, this UV linear divergence
reveals itself as a factorial growth of high orders of
perturbative series [48]. The linear UV divergence can
be removed by a mass renormalization associated with the
Wilson line [41,42,49] or by a regularization-independent
renormalization [14,39,50]. Given the multiplicative
renormalizability of the quasi-PDF operator [43,51,52],
it can also be removed by considering a suitable ratio of
matrix elements involving the same operator, e.g., by
normalizing to the same matrix element at zero proton
momentum [24],

22,0,u),  (13)

1(v?2%, pvz) = Z(v*2?%, pvz, p) /I (v?

or, alternatively, to the vacuum expectation value

1(v?22, pvz) = T(1?2%, pvz,p) /N (P22, p),  (14)

where

N (2222 ) = (%)_1<0|a<zv>¢[zv,01q<o>|o>. (15)

v

Equations (13) and (14) will be our main focus in the
present paper. By forming the ratio, the scale depen-
dence cancels out (including the usual logarithmic renorm-
alization) and one can define the scale-independent
qPDF/pPDF

—zx7 pv (Z, pU),

v) .
)=k / m%e-’“<w>1<z,pv>’ (16
and similarly for Q(x,p) and P(x,z). The difference
between these two options in the present context is that
the normalization to the vacuum correlator does not affect
the leading O(v?z?) power corrections that are subject
of this work (since there is no gauge-invariant operator),
whereas the normalization to the value at zero momentum,
as we will see, has a substantial effect.

e~ ixz(po) Tll(L )(Zzﬂz,PUZaﬂ)’

B. Light-ray OPE and target mass corrections

The general approach to collinear factorization of QCD
amplitudes in the position space is provided by the light-ray
OPE [53-58]. For illustration consider the “longitudinal”
projection. Specializing to the present case (forward matrix
elements) we write

4(z0)flz0.014(0) = / ' da (2. )

x i{[q(azv)7g(0)] + ... (17)

where we include the renormalization factor in the
coefficient function Hl = §(1 —a) + O(a,) and set the
renormalization scale u to be equal to the factorization scale
pp- Finally, IT7[..] is the leading-twist projection operator
defined below and ellipses stand for the higher-twist
contributions.

The leading-twist projection of the nonlocal quark-
antiquark operator is defined as the generating function
of renormalized local leading-twist operators (traceless and
symmetrized over all indices)

i Zn 1

n:l

7 [q(zv)#q(0 v Op L, (0), (18)

where

0. (2) = ()74, Dy, ...D,, 1q(0). (19)

Here we indicate trace subtraction and symmetrization by
enclosing the involved Lorentz indices in parentheses,
c.g., 0( v) — (Oﬂb + Ow) %gﬂl/oj‘

The light-ray OPE differs from the usual short-distance
Wilson expansion in local operators by imposing a different
power counting. In the short-distance expansion one
assumes that the distance between the quarks is small, |z| ~
nA61CD with 7 — 0, and the operator matrix elements are of

order unity in this limit, (O}, _,, ) ~ Afcp- In this case only
a finite number of terms contribute to the r.h.s. of Eq. (18),
whereas the rest as well as the higher-twist operators must
be added to higher orders of OPE, starting from O(5?). In
other words, the relevant expansion parameter is the mass-
dimension of an operator. The light-ray OPE assumes
instead that the leading-twist operators scale as (O}; _, ) ~
0" Aoep so that "o vt (05 ) = O(1). In this case,
the series in (18) must be resummed to all orders, revealing
its nonlocal “light-ray” structure. For a generic hadronic

matrix element of leading twist operators one has

-Pu,) << o" >>7 (20)

where the reduced matrix element {O")=QO(1). Therefore,
the light-ray OPE is an adequate approximation if the

(P0G, 4, |P) ~ Py -
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hadron has large momentum, |pv| = O(y7') and hence
zpv = O(1). Higher-twist operators of the same dimension
have smaller spin (by definition) and as a consequence,
their matrix elements are power-suppressed [59].

Note that the above power counting is applicable both
in Minkowski and Euclidean space. In Minkowski space,
one can go over to a different reference frame where all
components of the momentum are of order Agcp and
simultaneously the separation between the quarks is almost
light-like, |v,| = O(1) but v* = O(*) - 0.

On the calculation level, the light-ray OPE provides
one with a convenient framework to operate with the
leading-twist projected operators (18) avoiding the local
expansion. Light-ray operators can be viewed as analytic
operator functions of the separation between the quarks (all
short-distance and light-cone singularities are subtracted).
They satisfy the Laplace equation [55]

seac G O) =0 @)

with the boundary condition IT}* — 1 at v?> — 0. Explicit
expressions for the projection operator I} can be found in
[55,58,60,61]. The light-ray OPE combined with the back-
ground field method is the standard technique, e.g., in light-
cone sum rules [62], where it is used for the calculation of
higher-twist contributions, and for the derivation of the
evolution equations for off-forward parton distributions
[63,64]. The renormalization group kernel for the evolution
of flavor-singlet light-ray operators in the general off-
forward kinematics is known to three-loop accuracy [65].

The nucleon matrix element of the leading-twist pro-
jected operator (18) defines the leading-twist quark PDF,

(N(p)T [g(z0)#q(0)]IN(p))

1 .
_2/1dxnl.t.[(l9'U)e’”(””)]CI(X’ﬂF)’ (22)

where [57]

ixz(pv 1 m21}2 d ixz(pv
I, [(pv)e™r)] = (po) [1 _szd_z]e pe)

+O(m?). (23)

The second term in the square brackets is the leading
nucleon mass correction, which is the position-space
counterpart of the Nachtmann target mass correction
[66] in the deep-inelastic scattering (DIS). The all-order
expression in powers of the nucleon mass for the leading-
twist projected exponential function can be found in [57].

Taking the nucleon matrix element of the operator
relation in Eq. (17) we obtain the factorization theorem
for the “longitudinal” qITD in the form

! 1 m*v* d
I”:/ daH!(z, a, l—————z7—+ ...
| da (z,a,pur) 4(pv)2zdz+

x I(azpv,pg) + ..., (24)

where I(azpv,ur) is ITD (11) and ellipses stand for
the higher-power target mass and ‘“genuine” higher-twist
corrections.

Making the Fourier transformation (12) one obtains,
to the leading twist accuracy, the factorization theorem for
the “longitudinal” qPDF,

Idy X 1 m*v? d

I = [ 2l (2 ja-mv 4

lxp) /—1 IyICQ<y’xP’”F>{ Taperay’ T
Xé]()”MF)’ (25)

where the coefficient function is given by

X o dz 1 . o
Cg <;7xp’//‘F> = (pU)|y| \/_oog/) dael(py)z<x ¥)
x Hl(z, &, up). (26)

In particular, at the leading order

2

(o) [xq' (x) + q(x)]
+O(m*/p*). (27)

1 2
Ql(x.p) = g() + 37

where ¢'(x) = (d/dx)q(x). Note that the derivative applied

to the quark PDF lowers the power g(x)'='(1 — x) by
one unit so that the mass correction is effectively enhanced
by the factor 1/(1 —x) as compared to the quark distri-
bution itself at large Bjorken x. The similar enhancement
of the target mass correction at x — 1 is familiar from
DIS [66].

The target mass correction for the “transverse” qPDF can
be calculated in a similar way, starting from the nonlocal
operator with an open Lorentz index (6) and using the
operator identity [55]

M g(e)rea0)] = [ arsnwilatzna). @9

where the Wilson line between the quarks is implied. One
obtains, at the tree level,

2,2

1 m=v
Q' (x.p) =q(x) +Z(p—v)2[xq’(X) +3q(x)]

_1mie 'dy b/
300 < 1) [ atery) -0/,

(29)

and the target mass correction to the pPDF

014013-5
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P(x,z) = q(x) +%szzm2x29(|x| <1) /1 %q(x/y)

Il

+O(m*/p*). (30)

The target mass corrections in Eqgs. (27) and (29) agree
with those derived in Ref. [9] when expanded to
O(m?v*/(pv)?). Interestingly, the target mass correction
to the pPDF is suppressed as O(1 — x) at x — 1 and not
enhanced O(1/(1 —x)) in contrast to that to the qPDFs
(27) and the structure functions in DIS.

C. Borel transform and renormalons

The coefficient function H!l in Eq. (17) and the similar
coefficient function H' in the MS scheme have the
perturbative expansion

0

H=5(1-a)+) hat*!,
k=0

ay(u)
4z (31)

as =

with factorially growing coefficients hj ~ k!.
A convenient way to handle such a series is to consider
the Borel transform

o) =3t () (32)

where powers of fy = 11/3N¢ — 2/3n; are inserted for the
later convenience. The Borel image can be used as a
generating function for the fixed-order coefficients

=5 ) BHIO G

Moreover, the sum of the series can be obtained as the
integral over positive values of the Borel parameter w

5l —a) 1 [ dwe—rlBoa) BIE (v
H =451 )+ﬁ0A d B[H|(w). (34)

As it stands, the integral is not defined because the Borel
transform generally has singularities on the integration
path, known as (infrared) renormalons. One can adopt a
definition of the integral deforming the contour above or
below the real axis, or as the principle value. These
definitions are arbitrary, and their difference, which is
exponentially small in the coupling, must be viewed as an
intrinsic uncertainty of perturbation theory that has to be
removed by adding power-suppressed nonperturbative
corrections. Another potential problem concerns the con-
vergence of the Borel integral at w — 0. Since the quantity
of interest depends on the single hard scale 1/|zv],
dimension counting requires that the Borel transform
can be written as (u?z%>v?)" times a function F(w) of
the Borel parameter and dimensionless kinematic variables.

Combining (u?z%v?)¥ with e/(fa:) one sees that the

(principal value) integral is convergent, provided the
distance between the quarks |zv| is sufficiently small
compared to 1/Agcp and F(w) does not increase
exponentially at w — oo, which is the case of all known
examples.

Naturally, a full all-order calculation cannot be per-
formed. Instead, we employ the approximation [28,29]
restricting ourselves to the perturbative series generated
by the running-coupling effects in the one-loop diagrams,
i.e., using QCD coupling at the scale of the gluon virtuality.
Such contributions can be traced by computing the dia-
grams with the insertion of k fermion loops in the one-loop
diagram and replacing —3n; > fp =L N, —3n;, see
Appendix. Another, equivalent technique [67] is based
on the calculation of one-loop diagrams with an effective
gluon mass.

The singularity structure of the Borel transform can be
extracted separately without explicit evaluation of the
bubble-chain. It can be done by replacing the running
coupling constant in the loop diagrams by its effective

form,
0 s A2 w
Boas(=k?) :A dwes" (——k2> ; (35)

where A = A@D and the factor 3 represents the MS
scheme. Such replacement leads to the modified form of the
gluon propagator

1 (AZ)W
. 36
_k2 —ie = (_kz _ i€)1+w ( )

At one-loop level, the pole structure in w reproduces the
pole structure for the Borel plane. In our work, we have
used both methods of calculation for the cross-check of
the result.

III. LARGE-3, COEFFICIENT FUNCTIONS

The leading contributions to the renormalon singularities
in the coefficient functions for qITDs are shown in Fig. 1,
see Appendix for technical details. We obtain

(e

B w) == L4 |2

- (2a,F1(1,2—=w,2 4+ w,a)

+a(1 = w?))a”ho(w, X)} .

+R(w), (37)

BIH*](w) = BIHI](w) = 4Cra(1 + w)a"ho(w.X), (38)

014013-6
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(a) (b)

o Jooe =

FIG. 1.

where a =1 —a,

r(1—w)
ho(w, X) = X" ———2
o0 X) =X"5520)

02Z2ﬂ265/3

and the function R(w) is defined as the series expansion in
terms of another function

ROm =204 | TEE RN a2 )Gyl |
S@ 3 2w+3
L [E‘(w+2)(w+1)G°(W>]}’
Golw) ['(4+2w) (40)

T er(1—w)D(1+w)22+w)’

such that

- wh
R(w)=> W'R,.  R(w)= ZER,,. (41)
n n
The Taylor expansion of the Borel transform at w = 0 gives
the perturbative expansion for the coefficient functions in
terms of the coupling constant. The O(ay) term is

l+a> 3-8a—3a>+4Ina
HO(g) =2 -L
(@) =2Cr Fl-a l-a N
(3 7
+o@ (3L | @)
1+a* 1-4a—a®+4na
HOL(a) = 2C; L, +a a—a°+4lna
l-a l—a i
5 7
s@) (=L, += 4
ro@(5L+3) | 3

and the n,-part of the O(a?) correction reads

(©) (d)

oo+ @ Jmo 4+ @ Jw( oo 4+ -

Bubble-chain contribution to the coefficient function. The Wilson line factor is shown by the double dotted line.

2 2
HOl (q) = _4CTan {_% <11+_“>

1 +a 2 Ina
L, Y (o 2) 4420
l—a 3 Il—a |,

—-é(a) <ﬁ + QL + 159) (44)

4 47" 16

_|_ 1+a2 ﬂ+2]n @
1—a \18 6 % 4

4 8
1= (Liz(a) +ln2&+§ln&+ln&lna>

a(13+6Ina)
l—a N
4CFl’lf

H?L(a) =HWI(a) +

10
a<2LM+21na+?>, (45)

where

222
L, = ln( = ) (46)

We have checked that the expressions in (42) reproduce
after the Fourier transform (12) the one-loop correction to
the qPDFs calculated in [38,39].

A. Singularities of the Borel transform

The structure of singularities of the Borel transform of
the coefficient functions is illustrated in Fig. 2. There are an
UV renormalon singularity at w = 1/2 and a series of IR
renormalons at positive integer w = 1,2, .... To the accu-
racy of our calculation (single bubble chain) all singular-
ities are simple poles. These singularities obstruct the Borel

] Uv IR w
— . = - —
| TS| 2 3 4

FIG. 2. Singularity structure of the Borel transform.
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integral in (34) (Borel-non-summable renormalons) and
must be matched by the nonperturbative corrections. Note,
that the R(w) term in (37) is an analytic function of w.
Thus, it is irrelevant for the discussion of singularities.

1. Ultraviolet renormalon at w=1/2

The singularity at w = 1/2 is generated by the contri-
bution of large momenta in the self-energy insertions in the
Wilson line and is part of the renormalization factor

BH| "2 W‘i‘sz VX, (47)

This singularity is well-known [48] and is in the one-to-one
correspondence to the linear UV divergence in the Wilson
line’s self energy [see also discussion prior to (13)]. It can
be removed by considering normalized qPDFs, (13) or
(14), and will not be considered further in this work.

2. Infrared renormalons

The leading IR renormalon singularity is at w = 1. We
obtain

wzl Z4Ck
o l-w
w—1 _4CF
1

B[H!)(w) [+ alna)X,

BIH](w)

[@+alna+aalX.  (48)

We remind our notation & = 1 — a. These expressions
present our main result.

Renormalon singularities at w =n (n = 2,3...) have a
generic form

e
_I’l—W

(=1)"s(a)
n!(n—=2)n*(2n-1)

B[H|(w) a'pu_i (@) + X",

(49)

where p,(a) is a polynomial of order n, e.g., p;(a) =
(5a—3)/6, p,(a) = (a® — 25a + 20)/180, etc.

IV. POWER CORRECTIONS

A singularity on the integration path in Eq. (34) means
that the perturbation theory is incomplete and the sum of
the series is ill-defined. It is customary [28] to estimate the
corresponding ambiguity as

SH(wy) = —ﬂﬂi o=l (uas) Res [BIH](w)],  (50)

0 w=w

where w, 1is the position of the singularity and
Res [B[H](w)] is the corresponding residue. Note that
w=w

e~/ (Poas) = (A2 /u2)*0. Following the standard logic
[28,29] we assume that this ambiguity must be canceled

by adding a nonperturbative correction of the same order of
magnitude.

A. Ioffe time quasidistributions

Considering 6H(1), we obtain the leading power cor-
rection to the qITDs as functions of the “loffe-time”

= (p-v)z (51)

1
() = I(z) + x(1222A2) A dala+alna)l(ar),

TL(e) = I(z) + x(?22A) / ' da(a + aln + a@)l(a),
0

(52)

where k is a real number of order one. The renormalon
ambiguity (48) corresponds to

1 5/3 5/3+2y
K| =z (- ) =25 ~15. (53)
Po \ 4de = 4po

but this number is only indicative. Alternatively, one can
put k =1 and think of A as a certain nonperturbative
parameter of the order of Agcp that determines an overall
normalization of the power correction and cannot be fixed
in this approach. Note that also the sign of the correction is
not determined.

For the normalized qITDs defined in Eq. (13) we obtain
instead

1l (z) = I(z) + k(2?22 A?) /1 dala+ alnal, I(at),

I+(7) = I(7) + k(v?22A?) /1 dala+ alna + aal I(ar),
0

(54)

where the “plus” distribution is defined as usual,

(@), = fla) - 5(a) /0 Lprp). (59)

The leading power corrections to the qITDs 1) (14) that
are normalized to the vacuum correlator, are the same as for
the unnormalized distributions (52). The expressions in
(52) and (54) present the starting point for the following
analysis.

In order to visualize the functional dependence of the
power correction on the “loffe time” 7 relative to the
leading-twist result, we write

T =1(0){1+x(v*2A*)Rz(7)},
I=1I(0){1 +x(v*2>A*)Rz(7)}. (56)
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where
Rl (e) = I(l)/lda(a—!—&ln&)l(m),
1
Ri(z) = mz da(a+alna+ aa)l(ar). (57)

For the normalized qITDs one obtains

5

Ri(r) =Ry(0)~;. RE@=Ri(x)-5. (5%)

1
4 9
and, obviously,

7) =Ry (@), (59)

so that we do not consider them separately.

In general, the qITDs Z(r) and the higher-twist coef-
ficients Rz (7) and Rz(z) are complex functions, but their
imaginary parts appear to be small. The real parts, ReR ()
and ReR7(7), for a simple model of the valence quark
distribution

q(x) = x2(1 - x)? (60)

are plotted in Fig. 3. The power correction to the
“transverse” qITD turns out to be roughly factor four
larger than for the “longitudinal” qITD. In both cases the
R-functions flatten out at large Ioffe times 7 > 10 that are,
however, hardly accessible in present day lattice calcula-
tions. The normalization to zero proton momentum corre-
sponds to the subtraction of the value at 7 = 0, so that for
z — 0 there is no power correction by construction.

O.G'Y””Y'"”""x""x""x""x
Re(R) e
0.5F o A
[ ,/’
,_—"’
0.4¢f ]
0.3F A
,/
0.2f A
0.1f P :
0.0 .

FIG. 3. Real parts of Rz (7) (thick, red) and Rz (7) (thin, black)
for the simple quark PDF model in Eq. (60). Solid curves are for
ReR!, dashed curves for ReRL.

B. Parton quasidistributions

Making the Fourier transformation of the above results
for the qITDs we obtain the qPDFs

Qll(x. p) = q(x) - ,E;Z/)\Z (i) A;%(y+ﬁlni)q<§>
=at0 =S UL ()
403) = 1l ()} (61)
and
o x )=o) =0 s () [ L sy oma ()
~at0 et 15 [ C)
#2400~ Pig ()} ()

Assuming for what follows x > 0, these expressions can be
rewritten in the form

__ U Rl <x>} (63)

=
QO+
—~
=
SN—
Il
=
= |
SN—
—
N
~<
—
[\®]
~=
|
—_
N—
(N
/T\
N————
—~
SN—
—_
+
[\
EN)
—~
N—

—xq’(x)}. (64)

Note that we have extracted the prefactor 1/(x>%) for the
power correction anticipating that it is enhanced as 1/x?
and 1/(1 — x) in the regions of small x— 0 and large x — 1
Bjorken variable, respectively.

The normalized QPDFs QII()(x, p) are obtained by
replacing the kernels in the first lines in Eqgs. (61) and (62)
by the plus distributions, cf. (54). Writing the result in the
form

vEA2
x*x(pv)?

QW (x. p) = am{l - R (¢ >}, (65)

where ¢(x) is the quark PDF normalized to the unit
integral, one obtains

014013-9
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0.4
0.3f
0.2f

0.1}

0.0"
0.0

0.2

FIG. 4. Rg(x) (left panel) and Ré(x) - Rg(x) (right panel) for MSTW valence u-quarks (long black dashes), d-quarks (short blue
dashes) (at 2 GeV), and for the model in Eq. (60) (red solid curves).

Ro(¥) =Ry =y 5d"(@),
RY() = R = 3" (4). (66)

Note that the additional terms are proportional to the
second derivative of the quark PDF and thus enhanced
as 1/(1—x)? at x —» 1. As already mentioned, the nor-
malization to the vacuum correlator does not affect the
1/p? power corrections so that Rg”(r) = jo_) (r) and
we do not need to consider this case separately.

For a numerical study we have used the MSTW NLO
valence u- and d-quark distributions [68] at the scale 2 GeV
and the simple model in Eq. (60). It turns out that the power
corrections for (unnormalized) “longitudinal” and “trans-

verse” qPDFs are similar in size so that we show Rg(x) on

the left panel in Fig. 4, and the difference R (x) — Rg(x)
on the right panel.

The x-dependence of R o(x) is similar for all quark PDF
models: The power correction is small for x — 0 (but non-

zero, Rg(O) ~0.2, R5(0) ~0.4) and increases steeply
with x (almost linearly). For the u-quark, the result is very
similar to the simple model in Eq. (60) whereas for the
d-quark the power correction is, roughly, factor two larger.

Note that the difference R (x) — Rg(x) depends on the
PDF model only very weakly.

Constructing the qPDFs from the qITDs normalized to
the value at zero momentum has a large effect. This is
illustrated in Fig. 5 where in the upper panels we show the
results for the “longitudinal” case and in the lower panels
the difference between the “longitudinal” and “transverse”
distributions. The three panels (from left to right) corre-
spond to the MSTW valence u-quarks, d-quarks, and the
simple model in Eq. (60), respectively. The red solid lines
stand for Ro(x) (i.e., the same as in Fig. 4), and the result

for the normalized qPDFs, Rg(x), is shown by the black
dashed curves.

We see that the normalization to the qITD at zero
momentum significantly reduces the power correction at
moderate values of x < 0.5 at the cost of dramatic increase
at higher x values. This normalization procedure is, there-
fore, not suitable to access the large-x behavior of the
PDFs, but apparently minimizes power corrections in the
not-so-large x region.

C. Parton pseudodistributions

Power corrections for the pPDF can be obtained easily
from the corresponding expression for the “transverse”
qITDs (52), (54). Writing the result as

P(x.z.p) = q(x){1 + (1*22A%)0(|x| < 1)Rp(x)},

(67)
and similarly for the pPDF normalized to zero momentum,
P(x, z), we obtain

Ldy o B X
= —(y+ylny+yy)q(-).
y y
B dy
y+y1ny+yy]+q(>
y y

) 5/12.
The numerical results are shown in Fig. 6.
Note that Rp(x) is very similar for all considered models
for the valence quark PDFs and decreases at x — 1. Indeed,
it is easy to see that Rp(x) = O(1 — x) in this limit, similar
to the target mass correction, Eq. (30). This suppression is
removed once pPDF is normalized to zero momentum [24]
(which adds a negative constant), but can be upheld if
normalized to the vacuum expectation value of the same
operator.

'Q 'Q

(68)

014013-10
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FIG.5. Upper panels: Rg (solid red curves) and Rg (dashed black curves) for MSTW valence u-quarks (left), d-quarks (middle), both

at 2 GeV, and for the model in Eq. (60) (right). Lower panels: the same for Ré - RL and Ré - Rg Note split panels: the results for
0 <x<0.6 and 0.6 < x < 1 are shown using a different scale on the vertical axis.

0.6f
0.5
0.4f
0.3}
0.2}
0.1f

Rp

0.0™
0.0

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
X

1.0

FIG. 6. Power correction to the pPDF Rp (68) for MSTW
valence u-quarks (long black dashes), d-quarks (short blue
dashes), both at 2 GeV, and for the simple model g(x) =
x712(1 = x)3 (red solid curve).

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented an analysis of power-suppressed
(higher-twist) contributions to qPDFs and pPDFs based
on the study of factorial divergences (renormalons) in the
corresponding coefficient functions within the bubble-
chain approximation. Factorial asymptotic implies that
the sum of the series is only defined to a power accuracy
and therefore, the QCD perturbation theory must be
corrected by nonperturbative power-suppressed contribu-
tions to produce unambiguous predictions. Our results have
to be considered as a “minimal model” for the higher-twist

014013-11

corrections that captures effects that are necessary for the
self-consistency of the theory, but possibly misses other
nonperturbative corrections that are, e.g., protected by
symmetries and not ‘“seen” through perturbative expan-
sions. Our main conclusions are as follows:

(i) Position space PDFs (qITDs) have flat power correc-
tions at large loffe times. Generally, power corrections
are much larger for the “transverse” projection as
compared to the “longitudinal” projection.

(i) Power corrections for qPDFs have a generic

behavior
Q(x,p):q(x){l+O<A2 ! >} (69)

P’ (1 -x)

Note that the corresponding target mass corrections,
(27) and (29), do not show up the 1/x?> enhance-
ment. This behavior is commensurate to the sup-
pression of Nachtmann’s target mass corrections
~x>m?/Q? at small x for the DIS structure functions.
The normalization of the underlying qITDs to unity
at the zero momentum considerably reduces the size
the power correction to the gPDFs at x < 0.5 at the
cost of a strong enhancement at x 2 0.5-0.6. Thus,
such a normalization procedure is not suitable to
access the large-x behavior of the PDFs, but appa-
rently minimizes power corrections in the intermedi-
ate x-region. Note that the above discussion is based
on a normalization procedure different from the
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nonperturbative renormalization used in Ref. [17],
thus the power corrections for the latter might
behave differently from what has been shown here.

(iii) Power corrections for pPDFs have a generic
behavior

P(x,z) = qg(x){1 + O(2A*(1 = x))}. (70)

The suppression at x — 1 is lifted by the zero-
momentum normalization factor. However, it can be
upheld by the normalization to the vacuum matrix
element of the same operator. We conclude that
pPDFs can offer an interesting alternative to qPDFs
for the study of large-x region.

As a byproduct of this study, we provide the results for the

coefficient functions in the large-n; approximation, terms

~nlya ™!, to all orders in perturbation theory. These results

can be useful to estimate the effects of uncalculated higher
orders and scale-setting using the BLM-type procedure.
The corresponding analysis goes beyond the scope of this
paper and will be presented in a future publication.
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APPENDIX: LEADING-TWIST COEFFICIENT
FUNCTION IN THE BUBBLE-CHAIN
APPROXIMATION

In this Appendix we present some details of the calcu-
lation of coefficient function H in the bubble-chain approxi-
mation. The calculation is performed by explicit evaluation
and renormalization of diagrams with n-insertions of bub-
bles. The evaluation closely follows the one presented in
details in Refs. [30,36], with the main difference being that it
is made directly in the coordinate space.

To obtain the twist-two coefficient function in MS-
scheme for the operator

0(2,0) = g(zv)y*[zv.0]q(0), (A1)
it is sufficient to calculate its free-quark matrix element
(with massless on-shell quarks). Since there is only a single
scale 72, the expression for diagrams have simple structure
that contains poles in e and In(z24?). The poles in e

|

R T(=(n+ 1)e)
H=2aq.C € (_22,2\(n+1)e
(Cl) asCF 4¢ ( vz ) F(2+ ne)

1 1
X {/ (0%(z,az) — O0%(z,0)) (1 — e)a' ™, F (1,2 — (n + 2)e, 2 + ne; &)da—EO’,ﬁ(z,O)},
0

correspond to UV poles (to be renomalized) and collinear
poles (to be incorporated into the definition of collinear
PDF). Therefore, the coefficient function is given by the
finite part of the (renormalized) diagrams (for a more
detailed discussion see [36,69]).

The diagrams contributing to the large-n, limit are
presented in Fig. 1. The (bare) propagator with the insertion
of n-fermion loops in the coordinate representation reads

A — 1 RZF(Z —(n+1)e)
87/? I'(2 + ne)
1 4 2ne XXV 1
A w9
= (n+ 1)€gﬂ ez (=x? 4 i0) ! =(rtDe”
(A2)

where d = 4 — 2¢ is the dimension of space-time in the
dimension regularization,

2 2nya,6I(1 4+ €)I?(2 —¢)

¢ 3 e 4T(4-2) (A3)

and a, = ¢*/(4x)¥?. One can check explicitly that this
propagator satisfies the integral equation

A (x) = / Az AL (x = 2)A (). (A4)

with 1 < m < n — 1. This equation reflects the fact that the
composition of two bubble-chains is again a bubble-chain.
The e-poles in A, correspond to UV poles of fermion loops,
and to be renormalized later.

The leading large-n, diagrams structurally reproduce the
one-loop diagrams calculated in the Landau gauge. Due to
the gauge invariance, the transverse part of the gluon
propagator cancels in the sum of diagrams, and therefore,
the complete result can be obtained by the use of only
longitudinal part, which significantly simplifies the calcu-
lation. The reduced propagator reads

—1 I(1 = (n+ 1e)
T (1 + ne)

gURe

AHV _
A (_x2 4 io)l—(n+l)e :

 4gdl2

(AS)

The expressions for diagrams evaluated with this propa-
gator are (notation corresponds to Fig. 1)

(A6)
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R I'(— 1
(b = 20,Cp N (e 2 D)

2+ ne)
« {AI(O’J(&LO) —0Mz0))(1 = a1, Fy (1,2 = (n 4 2)e,2 + ne;a)da_%og(z,o)}, (A7)

(e = 2ascF%<—v2z2)<n+1>e%
[ [ ap(1 == pre| 1+ ney0ttac, ) = 2+ 10" o ) (A8)
(@) = —2a,C, R (—pp2ymene LGt De  0i(2,0) (a9)

4¢ C(1+ne) 1-2(n+1)e

The renormalization of these diagrams is straightforward and discussed in details e.g., in Ref. [30]. Next, we present the
diagram-by-diagram renormalized expression for the coefficient function. One obtains

2C dodt T + r,(@ wy 1],
(@ =25 oy / 0tz raz) - 02, 0)| DI gy ez
1 U hLO-]s-l n+l 22
2C dadt rpe(@) +r,(a w1,
(On =25 oy / L (04((1 - 10)2,0) = 0#z.0)) | Oy (i)
1 I [n+1]
—EO’;(z,O) [ '_”_ i + (=1)"n'h, (22)} } (A11)
o 2CF n+1 / / n+1 + 2r ( ) + Tn—1 (7/)
(C)een = (Poas) da dp P
n n — n n v, _
+ (- 1)nn|g[ iyz2) - (_1)nn!gg]<yzz)] 0% (az, fz) + 2(=1)"nlgl (y22) . v(az,ﬁz)}, (A12)
U 2Cr n+1 yLOn]Ll 1yl H
(@ =S (a1 (22584 (<1t ) ) (2. 0) (A13)
where 72 = —z20*u?/4, y =1 —a— f. In these expres- -
sions we have promoted the factors (—=2n,/3) to the f, x°G(e,0, 22 Z rlx (A17)
coefficient of QCD, f, = 11/3C4 — 2n,/3. The functions =
gB"], h;"], etc., are defined as coefficients of expansion
where
Gle,s,7%) = Z g (z%)s/e, (Al4) I'(1+s)
ol Gles.2) = (@) )
' I'(1—s+e)
6 (1 —e)[?(2 + )\ /¢!
G(e, s,z [j] ; . (A18)
hi (z%)s'€", (A15) ( I"(4 + 2¢)
1-s+e n;()

Note, that operators on the rh.s. of (A10)—(A13) are
Gle,s, 2 [J] renormalized operators. Taking the hadronic matrix element
112 25 Z yi (z%)s'e" (Al6) of these diagrams and performing the Borel summation we
obtain the final result given in Eq. (37).
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The factorial divergences ~fn! that correspond to Borel
nonsummable renormalons can be inferred directly from the
expressions in (A10)—(A13) by inspection. These terms give
rize to the renormalon contribution in (37). The remaining
terms are regular and contribute to the function R(w) in

Eq. (37). Finally, specializing to the particular n values
one obtains the ~a§’“n? contributions to the coefficient
function. Atn = 0 one obtains the NLO coefficient function,
quoted in (42). The n = 1 result corresponds to the n ¢ part of
the NNLO coefficient function, Eq. (44).
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