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| use QCD sum rule ideas to construct models for generaliaep distributions. To this end, the perturba-

tive parts of QCD sum rules for the pion and nucleon electgmatic form factors are interpreted in terms

of GPDs and two models are discussed. One of them takes tiodedBarel transform at adjusted value of

the Borel parameter as a model for nonforward parton dessiéind another is based on the local duality
relation. Possible ways of improving these Ansatze awflgrdiscussed.

1 Introduction

The concept of Generalized Parton Distributidnd [1.12.] 3s4] modern tool to provide a more detailed
description of the hadron structure. The need for GPDs taidid by the present-day situation in hadron
physics, namelyi) The fundamental particles from which the hadrons are braltkamown: quarks and
gluons. ii) Quark-gluon interactions are described by QCD whose Lagaans also known.ii:) The
knowledge of these first principles is not sufficient at themeat, and we still need hints from experiment
to understand how QCD works, and we need to translate infimmabtained on the hadron level into the
language of quark and gluonic fields.

One can consider projections of combinations of quark andrgt fields onto hadronic staté®)
(0|qua(z1) qs(22) | P), etc., and interpret them as hadronic wave functions. Inggple, solving the
bound-state equatioH|P ) = E|P) one should get complete information about the hadronicstra.

In practice, the equation involving infinite number of Fodagonents has never been solved. Moreover,
the wave functions are not directly accessible experinigntihe way out is to use phenomenological
functions. Well known examples are form factors, usualgradensities, and distribution amplitudes. The
new functions, Generalized Parton Distributions ]1.1Z,]3fd@r recent reviews, se&l[bl 6]), are hybrids of
these “old” functions which, in their turn, are the limitiegses of the “new” ones.

2 Generalized parton distributions

Generalized parton distributions parametrize nonforwaedrix elements of lightcone operators. For,
example, the twist-2 part of the vector operator built of tgféelds O*(z) = ¢ (—z/2)y"(z/2) in the
simplest case of a (pseudo)scalar hadron, e.g., pion caaraeptrized in two ways. The first one is in
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terms of the off-forward parton distributionl [1,[4, 3]

1
(P—2|O"(2)| P+ ) = 2P" / dwe” PO H(w,6,1) 1)

-1

(where¢ = (rz)/2(Pz) is the skewness of the matrix element ane- r2) or in terms of two double
distributions (DDs)I[L. 3.17]

1-|8| , ,
<p_g|0~( |p+ /dﬁ/ do e~ Zi0rD) 2o PP (B, o, ) + 7 G(B, oy t) }
1+18]
(2)

The variables:, ¢ of OFPDs (3, « of DDs) can be interpreted as momentum fractions: initial @urning
quarks carry the momenta + £) P+ and(z — &) PT, (BPT + (1 + a)r™ /2 andBPT — (1 — a)r*/2),
respectively. The functiond (x, &, t), F(5, a,t), G(8, o, t) are related by

1-|8]

H(z, & t) = / dﬂ/ dad(z — B — £a) {F B,a,t) + EG(B, a t)} 3)
1+(8|

The resolution of the apparent discrepancy of describiagstme object in terms of one or two functions

is based on the observation that the choice of two DD& is not unambiguou$[7] 8]: one can perform

transformations which do not change the combinafiéii 98 + 0G/d« [B]. In particular, there exists a

DD representation in terms of a single functigh [9]

1-|B] , )
/ dﬂ/ dae‘zB(PZ)_"’(”)/Q{QﬁP“—i—ar“}h(ﬂ,a,t)

T T
<P—§|O“(z)|P+§>
1+|B|

1-18]
/ dj da e PPA)=r2)/2p(8 o 1) (4)

(“)zu —1+18]

The generalized parton distribution functions provide gy \detailed description of the hadronic structure.
They include information contained in simpler functionkelusual parton densitiegx) and form factors
F(t), reducing to them in particular limits. The forward limivgs H (z,£ = 0,t = 0) = f(z), while the
local one produces the reduction formula

/71H(x,§,t)dx:F(t). (5)

Equivalent relations between DDs, parton densities and factors also can be written.

Intermediate in complexity are nonforward parton densifdd)] 7 (x,t) = H(x,£ = 0,t), or GPDs at
zero skewness. They reduce to parton densities forizenod give form factors after integration over
The functionsF(z, t) can be also obtained from ttfe DDs by integration ovet:

1—||
Flz,t) = / F(z,a,t)do . (6)
— 14|

Note, that thex-integral of G-DDs is zerol[1ll}, 12] because they are odd functions.dhterplay between
x andt dependence oF (z, t) is an interesting and nontrivial problem. In particulaisitlosely associated
with the question[1113] of interrelation between largkehavior of hadron form factors and— 1 shape
of parton densities.

GPDs accumulate information about long-distance int@ast hence, they are nonperturbative func-
tions. Possible ways to get theoretical estimates for thertude lattice QCDI[14] and QCD-inspired
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models 15[ 166, 17, 18]. Building self-consistent model&&Ds is, however, a rather difficult problem,
because one needs to satisfy many constraints which sheudthdyed by GPDs. They include spectral
properties, polynomiality condition, positivity, relatis to parton densities and form factdrs[l,12, 3], soft
pion theoremg[19, 20]. Most of these conditions are satisécourse, in perturbation theory, and there
were attemptd [21, 22] to use perturbative expressions &mtating GPDs. Still, there remains a question
about relation of perturbative results to functions ddsog nonperturbative dynamics. In this respect,
QCD sum rules[[23] look as an attractive possibility, beingagproach which is closely related to Feyn-
man diagrams. Its basic concept, quark-hadron dualityiges a tool for translating perturbative results
into statements about nonperturbative functions. In tie¢, [E2CD sum rules were used to get information
about form factors[124, 2%, 26, 12[7,128] and parton densiseg [29] and references therein, and [30]).
A natural idea is to apply the QCD sum rule techniques to m@d&Ds. This idea in the pion case was
already elaborated in some detail by the Bochum/Dubna didijpMy goal in the present paper is to give
interpretation of the approach in terms of double distidng, to discuss the nucleon case, and to combine
the idea with recent developments.

3 QCD Sum Rule for Pion Form Factor

Basic objects of QCD sum rule analydisi[23] are correlatblsaal currents with quantum numbers of the
hadrons one intends to study. The usual choice for the pitweiaxial currenj, = dysy.u. Its projection
on the single-pion stat®|;,(0)|p) = i fxp. is specified by the pion decay constgnt To study the pion
form factor, one should consider correlator of three cus ¥ ,25]

TV (p1,p2) = i / e~ APz ()| T{ g (29) J#(0)55 (21)}] 0)d 21 d 2, 7)

whereJ* = e, uy*u + eqdy*d is the electromagnetic current. The pion-to-pion traositierm corre-
sponds to

(0175 (22)[p2) (p2] 7" (0) |p1) (p1 i (21)]0) ,
where the pion form factor contribution

(p2] J#(0)|p1) = 2P* Fr(Q?)

appears in the middle matrix element. As usl, = —¢° or Q% = —t, if the GPD notationt is used.
The relevant invariant amplutude can be extracted by takiagrojectionl[2b]

Tu(plapQ) = nanﬂTgﬁ(plapQ)/(nP)Q )

with n® chosen to be a lightlike vector with equal projectiongem@ndps, (np1) = (np2) = (nP). Since
(ng) = 0 andn? = 0, the projection kills the structures containigg, g5 andg,s. Still, the projection
may contaim* terms, which cannot be directly related to the form factartdbution. In what follows,
we will always omit them without explicit notice.

The starting point of the QCD sum approach [23] is the dispanelation for invariant amplitudes that
appear in the correlator, in fact, the double dispersicatieet in case of a three-point functidn [24] 25],

L[ * p(s1,52,Q%)
TR Q) =5 [ dsy [ dsa ®)
Pope @0 = o B R D )
One should find the expression for the perturbative verditimeocorrelator and nonperturbative corrections
which modify the spectrum in the? channels, converting the free-quark spectral densityanfianction
containing physical hadrons. From a practical point of vigws more convenient to consider the double
Borel transform([24,-25]

1 - OO - —82T:
O(r1,7,Q%) = ﬁ/ d81/ dsy p(s1, s2,Q%) e~ "1 717527 9)
0 0
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in which power weights are substituted by the exponentiakor-ormally, the action of the Borelization
operator is given by

B(p* = m){1/(s —p*)} = 7.
QCD sum rule for the pion form factor then has the structure

fﬁFfr(QQ)e_mf’(TﬁTz) + higher states

1 oo o0
— — dSl / d82 ppert(sl’ 82,Q2) e S1T1—827T2
™ Jo 0
+ T2A(T /) (asG?) + T B(7i/7,Q%) as(qg)?
+ higher condensates , (10)

wherer = 11 + 5. We kept the pion mass on the left hand side, but it will be eetgld from now on.

4  Structure of perturbative term

In the case of “(p1, p2) amplitude, the lowest order perturbative term is given hyaagle diagram. It is
very convenient to write it in the-representation (some details can be found in REf$. 14, 31])

3 (71 az(ag + ag) as a; —ao
ert _
THP (p1,p2) = ﬁ/o FdaldagdogT QP#T_i_q# N
—Q%araz + p%OélOég + p%agag]
a1 +ag + o3 ’

exp [ (1)
where) = a1 + a2 + as. Using the formulal[25, 26]
B(p} = 7){e P} = (s — Ay)
one can obtain the double Borel transform
(11, 72,Q%) = B(pt — m1)B(p3 — m2)T"(p1, 93, Q°)

of the perturbative amplitude

3 =1 az(ar + az) o o — o
ert 2\ 3 &1 2 3 1 2
PHPE (11,1, Q7) = 27T2/0 pdaldagdag —= {2pu7 + g" N }

(o= ) (- 52 o[04 i

It is instructive to rewrite this expression using new vialégs

1= =pl-a)=pE; = (- p)T=pE.

This gives the following integral representation
3 00 1 1
W1, Q) = o [ dn [ ads [ dpa(i - o) (2P 4 a0 - ple)
™ Jo 0 0
0 (11 — pAxZ) 6 (T2 — pATT) exp [—/\pﬁiQQQ} . (13)
Two delta functions can be used to perform integration ovandp. The result is

3 ! T1 — T2 (1—1‘)7‘17‘2
=——— | zdz{2zP"+z¢" QR
2772(7'1‘*‘7'2)/0 ! I{ v 7'1+7’2}exp[ N z(11 + 72)

(14)

oH pert (Tl y T2, QQ)
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5 GPD interpretation of perturbative term

In case of GPDs, we should substitute the local current bybileeal operator©,,(z), in which quark
fields are separated by a lightlike distangend then use parametrization in terms of OFPDs or DDs. In
fact, nothing prevents us from takingequal to the projection vecter. Then calculation of the triangle
diagram contribution completely parallels that for thegyiscalar case discussed in Rels.[[4, 21]. The
conversion to DD variables is especially transparent. Groeilsl just use the fact that the spinor factors
k1, ko corresponding to the numerators of quark propagators aafjgo the composite vertex can be
written in thea-representation with vectoks, ks given by

02 p® e 0 _p M p® [ _*TMT
kl—pl)\—i-r)\ P/\-f—(l-f— \ >2,k2 pz)\ T‘)\ P)\ <1 \ )2,

while the corresponding quark momenta in DD variables@Pe+ (1 + «)r/2 and 3P — (1 — a)r/2,
respectively. Thuses/A should be interpreted a8 and(as — a1)/A asa. This mnemonics helps to
understand the DD representation of the triangle diagram

3 <1 Qg Qg — Q1
1 pert . — - — —
] (p1,p2;0,B) = 5.3 /0 2 daydasdag 0 (/3 3 ) ) (a By )

v az(on + o) opnls 4 pl2 N exp —Q%a1as + plajas + piasag . (15)
A2 A A o1+ a2+ o3

It differs from the representation f@r#(py, p2) by two delta functions relating the DD variables$ to
the a-parameters. Note also, that defining GPDs we treat the mmmetnansfer- = p; — ps as “going
upwards” in thet-channel, i.e., we take = —q. Using the delta functions to eliminate two integrations,
we obtain

360(8)

Tupert(pl’p%a’ﬂ) _ yo ﬁ(l _ B) {Qﬁpﬂ + OéTH}/ d)\ 6_%)\@2[(1—,3)2_(!2]
™ 0

<o { A0 -F-apt+ (=g} a9)

The restrictions > 0 reflects the obvious fact that the triangle diagram invobwdy valence quarks. Now
it is straightforward to calculate the double Borel tramsfo

30
BHP (1) Toir, B) = W@m (1-B8){28P" + ar}
x ﬂa—”‘ﬁu—ﬂﬂeQ%ﬁm%%ﬁ%. (17)
T + T2

Note, that the spectral propeiity] < 1 — S is manifest in this expression.

6 “Borel” model for nonforward densities

Integrating DD overy, we should get nonforward parton density (seelfq.(6)).0Paihg the integral, we
obtain

s L per . — 30([3) L—TQ —
/_HB QHP (1 Ty, B)da = 272 +72) (1-5) {25P“ +(1=p)r o +TQ}
(1-B)Q%*rm
X exp [—m} . (18)
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Comparing this result with E@.{lL4), we see that the intégnatariabler in that equation has the meaning
of the momentum fraction, and the integrand can be treatachasforward parton densiff(z, t = —Q?).
Writing QCD sum rule for the pion form factor, we should tregtnmetrically both pions, the initial
and the final one, i.e. take the Borel parameters, equal to each other, as it was done in Ref$/24, 25].
Such a choice corresponds to B proportional toj(«). In other words, each quark takes exactly a half
of thet-channel momentum: there is no spread in the distributionioAmong constituents. Furthermore,
theG part of DD vanishes for; = 5. As aresult, the perturbative term for the off-forward disition in
this case

HPY (1, €, t) |7y —ry=r = 6N z(1 — z) exp [(12;“7) tT] (19)

coincides with that for the nonforward parton density, ottia forwardt = 0 limit, with the perturbative
term for the usual parton densiffy(x). The perturbative term suggests(1 — x) for the shape of the
normalized parton density. This does not look realistigrefor a valence distribution. However, as
shown in Ref. [[3D], nonperturbative corrections shift thaximim of the distribution to smaller, and
then DGLAP evolution from a low normalization point ~ 0.25 GeV2 (to which QCD sum rules refer)
produces acceptable valence distributions for the piongelmeral, it is a rather popular idea that there
are no skewness effects at a low normalization point, andcanestart with the forward approximation,
generating nontrivia§ dependence through evolutian{32] 33].

Our result [IP) gives an example of a nontrivial interplaym@enz andt dependence of a nonfor-
ward parton density. It has the same form as the result ofilzdlon of the overlap contribution of two
lightcone wave function® (z, k) with the Gaussian- exp[—a®k? /z(1 — z)] dependence on trans-
verse momentum. The parallel between the Borel transfoinGaussian wave functions is well known
(see, e.g., Refs.[[[26,134]). It can be explained by the expiiaaveighte =" and the lightcone form
s = (k? +my)?/z(1 — z) for the invariant mass of th@y system. This analogy with the wave function
description suggests to take the Borel transfdrt?*'*(, 7; o, 8) at a particular (adjusted) value of the
Borel parameter as a model for the pion DD, treatings the width scale of a Gaussian wave function.
From the QCD sum rule point of view, the model

1 o0 o0
2FP(Q*) = p/ dSl/ dsg PP (51, 52, Q%) e (51827 (20)
0 0

corresponds to taking such a valuerdbr which the condensate corrections and the subtracticowii-
butions due to higher states perfectly cancel. For each &iXeduch a value of exists, but in principle it
may depend o2. The absence of such a dependence can be expected only dstepdion of the pion
vertex by a Gaussian wave function is a very good approxanati reality. However, inside the QCD sum
rule approach, the wave function backing of this model faliffisulties. In particular, one can try to check
the normalization conditio®’; (0) = 1 by using the Ward identity relation

ppert(sl’ S, Q2 =0) =7d(s1 — S2)Ppert(31) .

between three-point and two-point function densities. f@seilting expression

1 o0
AFP(0) =~ / pPer(s) e ds (21)
T Jo
matches the expression fé¢ derived from the two-point sum rule
1 oo
PP = [ s e ras (22)
™ Jo

only if one decreases theparameter of the three-point function by factor 2 compaoetthat used in the
two-point function relation.
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7 Local quark-hadron duality model

Another approach to obtaining predictions for hadroniaabteristics from their analogues calculated for
free-quark systems is suggested by the local quark-hadralitylhypothesis. For the pion form factor, it
gives [25]

2pLED(Q / dsl/ dsg pP (51,59, Q%) (3)

wheresg is the duality interval. This relation corresponds to the- 0 limit of the full QCD sum rule
@@3) in which the higher states are modeled by the pertwdapectral density starting ag in both s,
ands, directions. When — 0, the condensate corrections vanish, and the exponentigihtwe (s1+52)7
converts into 1. The local duality approach has no probleitistive Q2 = 0 limit. It gives for f2FLP(0)
the same expression as the local duality relation

(fEP)? = % /0 " (s ds (24)

based on two-point sum rule gives fgf. Numerically, the resulpP®™(s) = 1/4r [23] fixes so at
472 f2 ~ 0.7 GeV? [25]. This value is also the result]23] of fitting full QCD sumle, with condensates
included.

The duality intervaly has the meaning of the effective threshold for the onsetgtidri states. Since
the location of higher states is fixeg, has good chances to iZ-independent. This hope is supported by
the fact that the local duality predictidn]25,135] for thepiform factor

o B 1+ 6s0/Q? as/m
(1+2) F@) = (1 - (1+480/Q2)g/2> Ty P (25)

(with o /7 = 0.1 andsy = 472 f2) is in perfect agreement with the latest Jefferson Lab nreasents
[36]. TheO(a,) term in EqAZD) is the simplest interpolatidn]35] betweea®? = 0 value fixed by the
Ward identity and the largé)? asymptotic behavioF, (Q?) — 8ma, f2/Q? [37,[38] due to the one-gluon
exchange.

Knowing the double Borel transform one can obtain the spédansity by the inverse transformation.
It is convenient to write the result in a form similar to thghicone representation [39]

3 ! _
PP (51,80, Q%) = %/ TT dx/dQ,m_&(sl —K3) (52 — (kL +41)%) (26)
0

whereg, is a two-dimensional vector with? = zQ?/z. From this representation, it is evident that
the “Borel” model [2ZD) corresponds to Gaussian wave funstiovhile the local duality[{23) corresponds
to step-like effective wave functions 6(x% < so) (note, thatx, differs from the usuak, by v/zz
rescaling). Thus, to get the form factor through the locallyiformula, one needs to calculate the area
of overlap of two circles having equal radii. This gives tepnesentation [39]

12 2 2
FEP(Q*) = xZ dx { arccos Q0 Q0 - IQ ) . (27)
1/(1+450/Q2) dwso 42080 S0
Its integrand can be treated as the local duality model fentinforward parton densit¥ (z,t = —Q?).
Simple structure of Eq[T26) allows to write form factor aisdghe impact parameter representation
d?b ! ?
P2y = 8 / QL mbm/ o5 {Jl ( il bLﬂ d (28)

whereJ; (z) is the Bessel function. Again, the integrand gives a modethe nonforward density in the
impact parameter space.
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8 Nucleon form factors

QCD sum rule analysis of the nucleon form factors is basedhestudy of the 3-point correlator
Ths(p1,p2) = / (0 T{np(22)J"(0)ila(21)} | O)e Pro+ileez2) gtz g2 (29)
of the electromagnetic curredt' and two loffe currents, 7 [40] with the nucleon quantum numbers,
n= Eabc (uacflvpub) ’Yp75dc .

Here,C is the charge conjugation matrikg, b, ¢} refer to quark colors, the absolutely antisymmetric ten-
sore?*¢ ensures that the currents are color singlets,@nglare Dirac indices. The amplitude,; is the
sum of various structures? P = V#(P), g" P, ie"**? Pyq, V570 = A*(P,q), Q*y*, etc. To compare
contributions of different structures, one should spettiyreference frame. A natural choice is the infinite
momentum frame (IMF), wher£# is in the plus direction an@®* — oo, while ¢* = ¢// is fixed. Note,
that neglecting” compared taP* is exactly what we did in the pion case by taking projectiotanlight-
like vectorn orthogonal ta;. The leading IMF structure is clearly#(P): it does not contain the “small”
parametey;. Forp? = p3, this structure satisfies the transversality condipi*(P) = 0. Another
structure possessing this propertydi(P, ¢). These two structures have the most direct connection with
the  component of the two-point function defined through the @ator (0 | T'{ns(z)7.(0)} | 0). In the
decomposition of the proton-to-proton transition parthaf torrelatoﬂ“c’jﬁ (p1,p2), the structurd’#(P) is

accompanied by the nucledn (Q?) form factor, while thed# (P, q) structure is accompanied by the form
factor G/ (Q?). The double Borel transform of the invariant amplitiie(p?, p3, Q?) related toV*(P)
structure has the form [41]

ITT1To

P 2y _ 1 ! 2 -3 2
1(m1,72,Q%) = )3/0 dr [3e,2° — (26, — €q)Z°] exp |—Q -

(2m)4 (11 + 72 (11 + 72)

} . (30)

Takingr; = » = 7, one obtains the Borel model for ti#& (Q?) form factor. Similarly, the double Borel
transform of thel'4 (p?, p3, Q?) amplitude [41]

Py (11,72, Q%) = (31)

1 1
E / dz 3e, T2 exp {—QQ
0

ZETlTQ
@2m)*(r + 2

x(m + T2)
gives the Borel model for the magnetic form fact®y, (Q?). UsingG(Q?) = F1(Q?) + F»2(Q?) we
obtain

(1)2 (Tla T2, QQ) = (32)

1
! E / dx (2e, — eq) T2 exp [—QQ
0

1_7’7'1’7'2 :|
(2m)4(m + 72

.”L'(Tl + 7'2)

for the double Borel transform of the amplitude related te #(Q?) form factor. The integrands of

these representations can be treated+«{for 7 = 7) as models for the corresponding nonforward parton

densities. In th&)? = 0 limit, one obtains models for forward parton densities. Tbke of local duality

changes the exponential factatp[—zQ?r/2z] into some function oftQ?/xs, without changing the

pre-factors, i.e., forward parton densities. Let us disecnain features of the models for forward densities.
¢ In case ofd,, the forward densities correspond to usual parton dessifiee model gives:

foed(p) = 472(3 — 27) = 4(1 — x)2(1 +22) , frod(z) =42 = 4(1 —z)3.

Just like in the pion case, the condensate corrections amdDEGLAP evolution will shift the distributions
towards smaller:. One may expect that these effects will modify both distiilms in a similar way. So,
it is interesting to compare relative shapes of the madahdd distributions. The main feature is that
d distribution has an extra power ¢f — 2:) compared ta: distribution. The extra power dfl — z) in
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d distribution is a well known phenomenological observatiéor comparison, GRV parametrization for
normalization poing? ~ 1 GeV? can be rather accurately reproduced(by [10]

frhen(g) = 1.8927%4(1 — 2)35(1 + 62) , fa(z)P"" = 0.5427%6(1 — 2)*2(1 + 8z) ,

with d distribution having extra poweil — x)°7 for x — 1. Itis easy to check that the ratios
mod () / pmod (1) and f2P" () / fPhe" () are very close to each other.
e In case of®,, the densitieg, (x) correspond to the forward limit of the spin-flip GPDs

ea(®) = Ealw,€ = 0,6 = 0) .

They are inaccessible in deep inelastic scattering and mttlesive processes. However, the normalization
integralsk,, for these functions are related to the anomalous magneticents of the nucleons:

by + €4kd = Kp , €dKy + eykqd = Kn ,
and, hence, they are known:
Ky = 26p + kn =1.65 |, Kq =2k, +Kp=—2.07.
The model densities are

emod(z) =8(1 —z)® , eMod(z) = —4(1 —z)3.
The normalization integrals for these functions af#d = 2 andx°d = —1. The correct nontrivial sign
of k4 is a very encouraging indication that the model is a reliatdeting point. Another feature of the
modele,, q(x) distributions is that they both have an extra poweflof ) compared tgf, (x). As a result,
the F»(Q?) form factor, as we will see later, decreases faster @iththan F; (Q?) andG,, (Q?), again in
agreement with experimental observations.

9 Form factors at large momentum transfer

In the Borel model, the form factors are given by the integral

1
Q) = [ do )o@ T (33)
0 2z
involving the model parton densit§® (z) and the exponential facter :~)Q*7/2¢_Hence, at larg&)?,

the form factors are dominated by integration over the regibereQ?rz ~ 1 or1 — z ~ 7/Q?. For the
local duality model, the whole integration region oweis restricted ta(1 + 4s0/Q?)"* < x < 1, i.e.,

1 —x < 4s¢/Q? for largeQ?.

Hence, the result of integration in both models is compjetidtermined by the behavior of parton
densities at: close to 1. Namely, iff () ~ (1 — x)” for z — 1, then the relevant form factor drops like
1/(Q?)¥*1 atlarge@?. This givesl /Q* for the asymptotics of the pion form factar,Q° for the large€)?
behavior of the nucleon form factorg (Q?) andG, (Q?), and1/Q? for F»(Q?). All these results seem
to be in contradiction with the experimentally establislesgonents of the power-law behavior of these
form factors, so one may be tempted to conclude that our mddele no chance to describe the data.

In fact, as already mentioned, the local duality predic@) is in excellent agreement with the results
of recent JLab data. In the nucleon case, the local dualitytztion of G, (Q?) performed in Ref.[[26,21]
agrees with the data up 192 ~ 20 GeV? (see also Ref.[142], where the curve based on Rel<.[26, 41] is
compared with the results of other approaches). The w@figQ?)/FF(Q?) as calculated in the local
duality model agrees with the data based on Rosenbluth awai43], though at the highe§? it is
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somewhat lower than the results of the polarization trarestperiments[44]. In all cases, deviations do
not exceed 20-30%. This means that the model curves mimitctmonic” Q2 behavior of these form
factors (/Q? for F(Q?), 1/Q* for FY(Q?) andG%,(Q?), and1/Q" for F¥(Q?)).

The resolution of the paradox is based on a trivial obseymatiat the model curves are more com-
plicated functions than just pure powers1gfQ2. Their nominal largeQ? asymptotics is achieved only
at very large values of)?, well beyond the accessible region. Thus, conclusions noadie basis of
asymptotic relations might be of little importance in pieet a curve with “wrong” large@? behaviour
might be quite successful phenomenologically in a ratheewange of)2.

10 Improved Ansatze

The models discussed above, of course, have some drawbagsatticular, the smalk behavior of the
model parton densities is unsatisfactory: it does not hagestandard Regge-type behavfdr)|,—o ~
+~*) The excuse is that such a behavior cannot result from aesiogkst-order triangle diagram: to get
it, one should add an infinite number of diagrams with the éaddructure in th&€? channel, and perform
summation of all contributions. A simple solution of thigdadess problem is to take experimental forward
distributions in Eq. [[33) instead of the model ones. Suchmoraach was successfully used in Hefl[11]
for the pion form factor and in Refs_[10.117] for the protBfi(Q?) form factor. The modified Borel (or
Gaussian) model foF? (Q?) was able to successfully describe the data upto- 10 GeV-.

Next question is about the exponential factor. The Reggegisuggests—*(Y) behavior at smalt or

Flat) = fla)z @07 (34)
model for the nonforward densities. Assuming a linear Reggjectory with the slope’, one gets
Fla,t) = fa)e™" = f(a)e """ (35)

This Ansatz was already discussed in Refk. [5] @and [45] st grovides finite mean squared radii

1
r2 = —6da dr f(x)Inx 36
) 60; [ e fla)tna. (36)

which are in good agreement with experimental vallies [46t.I&get, experimental data support Drell-
Yan (DY) relation [138] and Bloom-Gilman duality [46]. Acading to DY, if the parton density behaves
like (1 — z)¥, then the relevant form factor should decreasg/a&*1)/? for larget. The simplest idea is
to attach an extrél — x) factor in the exponential|47], i.e. to take the model

Rmod

FE (@,1) = fa(z)a—a=at 37)
To calculateFs, we need an Ansatz for the spin-flip nonforward parton desssit, (z, t). One can assume
the same modedZ"™* (z,1) = e, (2) 2=2(1-2)t as for F, (x, t), with possibly a slightly different slope
al,. To model the forward magnetic densitieg(x), we can use the lesson from the triangle diagram
calculation thak,, (z) has an extra power dfl — ) compared tof,(x). In fact, one can take the extra

factors in the forn(1 — x)™= with 7,’s being fitting parameters. Within this approach, it is fiolesto get
a rather good description of all four nucleon form factoi§] [ee Ref.[[409] for a similar analysis).

11 Discussion

In this paper, we discussed basics of an approach that udesQ@@ rule ideas to build models for general-
ized parton distributions. The underlying idea is to coasttiree-point functions in which the hadrons are
represented by local currents with appropriate quantumb@usa The necessary nonlocality bringing in
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parameters having the meaning of the hadron size can belirted in several ways: by nonzero virtuali-
tiesp? of the momenta associated with the currents, by taking tblédBorel transformation fromg’s to
7;’s, or through the local duality prescription within the dittasquares, x sq. In terms of the basic func-
tion, the spectral densipy(s1, so, t), these possibilities correspond to integration with défe weightsa)

(s1 —p?)~1(s2 — p3)~2 (producing the original amplitudg(p?, p2, t)), b) exp[—s171 — s272] (producing
the double Borel transform (71, 72, Q?)), andc) 6(s1 < s0)0(s2 < so) (local duality prescription). We
have considered only the lowest approximation #6¢1, s2,t) (O(as) terms for pion form factor were
discussed in ref$.]28, 50]). One of the expected effectagifdr-order corrections is the emergence of
the Regge-type behavior at small Since there is no doubt about this outcome, such a behaaiobe
introduced in the model expressions by using experimeiatabp densities instead of those generated by
the lowest order term.

In higher order diagrams, one would also obtain contrilmgioorresponding to the leading largeé-
asymptotics of perturbative QCD, like the one-gluon-exgeaterm for the pion form factor. All such
higher-order contributions are suppressedbyr ~ 1/10 factor per each extra loop. Such a suppression
is manifest in the local duality resulf{25) for the pion fofactor. Note, that the local duality prediction is
in perfect agreement with the data despite the fact thabifae, ) term containing the hard gluon exchange
is insignificant compared to the lowest order term. For thelean form factors, the leading pQCD two-
gluon exchange term haspriori suppression by a factor of 100, so it is unlikely to be reléxarany
accessible momentum transfer.

Another pQCD prediction is about the — 1 behavior of parton densities. In the nucleon case, the
leading(1 — x)? term corresponds to four-gluon-exchange diagrams-an—* suppression compared to
the O(a?) term. The latter hagl — )% behavior foru quarks and1 — )3 for d quarks. Nonperturbative
effects and DGLAP evolution are undoubtedly capable ta #héfse densities towards the experimentally
observed shapes. Furthermore, there is no need to makeediirs to bring in the relativgl — z)
suppression of the density: it is present in the starting approximation.

The lowest order term also implies a faster fall-off of #ig (?) form factor compared té (Q?). This
effect results from the extrél — z) power ofe™°d(z) compared tof™°9(x). It should be emphasized
that, in general, the larg&? behavior of form factors in thé&(a!) approximation is completely governed
by Feynman mechanism, i.e., by~ 1 integration, so that the largg? behavior of form factors is always
determined by the — 1 behavior of the parton densities. The specific correlatittepn between the
power in(1—z)” andn in 1/(Q?)" depends on the structure of a factor likep[—Q?7(1 — z)/2x)] in the
Borel model. As we discussed, it should be modifieeitp[Q?’ (1 — ) In ] to impose ther = (v+1)/2
correlation dictated by the Drell-Yan relation. In contyais pQCD the largeQ? behavior of form factors
is governed by configurations in which all the valence quagksy finite momentum fractions;, i.e., the
1/Q* behavior ofF (Q?) isnot a consequenceof the (1—x)3 behavior of the parton densities. The relation
n = (v +1)/2 in pQCD is just an accidental correlation between two patarse In other words, there
is a correlation betweemandn in pQCD because both are determined by the same hard glubarge
mechanism, but there is no causal connection between tivesaumbers. As noted in the pioneering
paper[[38], there is no Drell-Yan/Feynman mechanism in pQCD

Summarizing, the gross features of generalized partonaisons are dominated by nonperturbative
dynamics, and, hence, we need nonperturbative approazihedd models for GPDs. The models mo-
tivated by QCD sum rule ideas have already made several ssfat@redictions, and they also have the
advantage of being closely related to perturbative caticuia, which allows to satisfy nontrivial con-
straints imposed on GPDs. This makes the QCD sum rule bagedamgh an attractive possibility for
building realistic models of GPDs.
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