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Introduction

The BFKL (Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov) approach is based
on the remarkable property of QCD — gluon reggeization. The
scattering amplitudes are represented by the convolution

(DA/A ® G ® q)B’B

(I)BB’

pa
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Introduction

The universal (process independent) Greens’s function G can
be presented as

G=e",

K is the BFKL kernel, Y is the total rapidity (Y =1In(s/sp)) .
Talking about the BFKL approach, one usually means BFKL
Pomeron, that is, a colourless state in the t -channel. But the
approach is applicable for any colour state, which two gluons
can form. For QCD, that is for tree colours, there are 6
irreducible representations:

17 8a, SSvmv 1

o

7.

i

For N > 3 there are 7 possible representations.
Now the kernel is known in the NLO both for forward scattering,
i.e. for t = 0 and the colour singlet in the t—channel,
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Introduction

and for arbitrary t and any possible colour state in the t—channel

For phenomenological applications, the most interesting is the
Pomeron. But from theoretical point of view the gluon channel
(antisymmetric colour octet, or adjoint representation, in the
t-channel) is even more important, first of all because of the
gluon reggeization. The idea of the gluon reggeization
appeared as the result of the fixed order calculations. Evidently
it must be proved. It was done in using bootstrap relations,
which follow from the requirement of compatibility of the
multi-Regge form of amplitudes with the s-channel unitarity.
Now fulfillment of these relations is proved in the NLO
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Introduction

But there are at least two other reasons for significance of the
kernel of the BFKL equation for the adjoint representations.
One is related to the BKP equation

-the generalization of the BFKL equation to bound states
consisting of three and more reggeized gluons, in particular the
C-odd three gluon system — Odderon. The BFKL kernel for
symmetric adjoint representation appears in the BKP equation
for the odderon because any pair of the three reggeized gluons
are in the colour octet state.

Recently, another application of the BFKL approach, related to
the BDS ansatz

was extensively developed
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Introduction

The approach was used for verification of the BDS ansatz for
the inelastic amplitudes in N = 4 SUSY and calculation of the
remainder factor

It was demonstrated that the BDS amplitude MZ2$ should be
multiplied by the factor containing the contribution of the
Mandelstam cuts, and this contribution was found in the LLA
and in the NLA

At large N¢, when only planar diagrams are taken into account,

there is degeneracy in signature, i.e. no difference between
symmetric ant antisymmetric adjoint representations.
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Mobius representation

For scattering of colourless objects the BFKL equation can be
written in the Mdbius invariant form

The Mobius invariance can be made evident by transformation
from the transverse momentum to the transverse coordinate
representation

For scattering of colourless objects, one can use gauge
invariance of the colour singlet impact factors and the colour
singlet BFKL kernel and omit the terms in the kernel
proportional to §(ry.2), as well as change the terms
independent either of 7; or of 1> in such a way that the resulting
kernel provides vanishing of cross-sections for scattering of
zero-size dipoles.

The kernel obtained in such a way dipole or in the impact
parameter (transverse coordinate) space is called Mdbius form
of the BFKL kernel.
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(Quasi)conformal kernel

The Mobius form of the NLO kernel can be written as

FIRI ) = (0 )5(Rzr) [ o 0o i)

o S oo o o Do o 1 Y Sy
+0(F1) g1 (Fy, 1o 1) + 6(Foor ) 91 (2, T 1) + —92(71, T2 T, T5)

where Fjy = I; — Fj’, with the functions gy » turning into zero
when their first two arguments coincide. The first three terms
contain ultraviolet singularities which cancel in their sum, as
well as in the LO, with account of the “dipole” property of the
“target” impact factors. The coefficient of 5(ri1/)5(r22/) is written
in the integral form in order to make the cancellation evident.
The term go(ry, 12; F/, 1) is absent in the LO because the LO
kernel in the momentum space does not contain terms
depending on all three independent momenta simultaneously.
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(Quasi)conformal kernel

The Mébius form obtained by transformation of the “standard”
kernel defined in momentum space according to the
prescription (called standard)

into impact parameter space turned out not (quasi)-conformal.
But in the NLO kernel there is an ambiguity, analogous to the
well known ambiguity of the NLO anomalous dimensions,
because it is possible to redistribute radiative corrections
between the kernel and the impact factors. The ambiguity
permits to make transformations

K — K —as]K®, 0

conserving the LO kernel K(8) (which is fixed in our case by the
requirement of conformal invariance of its Mobius form) and
changing the NLO part of the kernel. Using this transformation
it turns out possible to make the Mobius form quasi-conformal.
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(Quasi)conformal kernel

—

gSC(Fi, Tai To) = 67¢ (3) 6 (fo) — gFC(F, i o)

72 72,2 72 72 72
G20 T BY) = o2 | Do (1 (hal ) | Tl oy (22
PVl T ER 2, (2N, 42(1) 72 72

12 12/
18 9 ’ 3 3 6’
72 72 _op272 22 22
QCz 7.z 2y ] 117 for — 2l o | Ty oy
9> (r1,r2,r1,r2)fﬁ4 ( g In =5 =2 —1)(1—¢
172! 11/ 122/
=92 -4 ) -2 =9
2)"\Targ, 9 Targ iz \a 7)) "\ R
172 11 T2 172/ 111
+ Fé‘ In F122_'1?2’ d—= F2 ,—:2 ,—:2 ;:2
=2 =2 72 =5 =0 | O =Nl — Rl .
EERLT Y Iyar o1

Here a; = 2x;n;T;, j = f, s, T; are defined by the relations
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(Quasi)conformal kernel
Tr <Tja7}b> — 7'/,53b’

4Nk Cc? .
b/ = njﬁ/ Tr( ! Cl > R C] = jaT.a’

TNZ—1 0\ N2 2N

Tja are the colour group generators, xf (xs) is equal to 1/2 for
Majorana fermions (neutral scalars) in self-conjugated
representations and 1 otherwise.

This form of the NLO kernel is immeasurably simple compared
with the kernel in the momentum space. In fact, there are three

reasons for the simplicity:
— Mabius representation (i.e. limitation of space of functions),

— transformation @K — @K — [@KB U] with the operator
U= U+ U,
— use of impact parameter space.
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Difference between standard and quasi-conformal

kernels

The simplicity of the Mobius form of the quasi-conformal
NLO BFKL kernel suggested to use just this form for
finding the kernel in the momentum space. The way to do
that was not evident, and even the possibility to do it
seemed doubtful, because the Mdbius form is defined on
a special class of functions in the coordinate space.
However, it was shown

that such possibility exists due to the gauge invariance of
the kernel and the way to obtain the kernel in the
momentum space from its MAbius form was elaborated.
But technically obtaining it turned out to be not easy.

V.S Fadin Standard and quasi-conformal BFKL kernels



Difference between standard and quasi-conformal

kernels

An explicit form of the operator {J in the momentum space

(G1, GelasU1Gy. ) = (G + Goo) 2° 4.2 Ru(G1, Go: k)
asPo, (2= 2 ~
~2221n (6762 8(G111)0(Gee')
where jy is the first coefficient of the Gell-Mann—Low function,

11 2
50:?Nc—§nf
and
= = 1 G.2q d./2ad.2 1 12712
R R) = i (992 ) Lo (90 L (93)
Gg k2G2 foX k2g2 K2 G2G;

= =2 512 5 52
o Gtk (Cﬁ )+2 GeK |, (C’E >—2qq1ﬁ’22 In (ﬁ’) .

k2G2 \ k2 k2G2 \ k2 g k2
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Difference between standard and quasi-conformal

kernels

Note that R, has the gauge invariance properties:
Ru(G1,G2: G1) = Ru(G1, G2: —G2) = 0,

(571257223u(571,572? R))|a1:0 = (5712622%(61,512; R))\azzo =0.
Indeed, these properties are required to conserve the gauge

invariance.
The difference between the standard BFKL kernel, defined
according to the prescriptions

and the quasi-conformal BFKL kernel turned out to be rather
simple
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Difference between standard and quasi-conformal

kernels

D o o VA
D(G1,4dy;q) = gﬂ;

S (2 _p ik L, Bk, 9%
2Nc k2 k2q12 k2q22 q,°9,

<In (61/262/2>+ 61/5 n <(—j1262/2>|n 62261/2 N C—,'2/2 n (62261/2>
Gfa; ) qpkz  \Grq{*)  \ g%k2 ) qGpk?  \dfd*

G252 5w @ G K G % Kk
an (q; G )_4([%;:;{21 L [qf;kl)
g2k aiaz gk g k2

([671 x Qollg, g, — G X 52’]/51/,52/” :
The most natural conclusion is that the simplicity of the Mabius
form of the quasi-conformal kernel is caused mainly by using
the impact parameter space. The other possibility is that the
quasi-conformal kernel can be written in simple form also in the
transverse momentum space.
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Standard and Mobius invariant forms

The modified (with subtracted gluon trajectory depending on
total t-channel momenta) kernel in the antisymmetric adjoint
representtion can be written as follows:

WL oo asN,
K(d1,dy{: ) = KB(di, G 4) (1 - ;WCC(2)>
. G202 a2 N2 2N _ . ., .
+0EG - )T = 2 80(8) + 355 R(d, 13 d).

KB is the leading order kernel, which can be written in the
explicitly Mobius invariant form:

~272 N, 62d2/
KE(@r.Gfs ) = @@ — ) L e 0 [T
( 1 ) ( 1) q2 47-[-2 (61 _02(@'2_'_/)2
G (g2 + 02+ G5’ (G — Iy? 1]y s Ne (GfG3 % + G{%df 1
G2re 472 G2k 2 '




Standard and Mobius invariant forms
R(G1,6!.6) = (In <q1 > In <q2 ) +ln (C“ > In <:22>
G2 g2 G2 G2

4 In? <f712 )) Gfdp? +q6722671/2 In2 < Gt )_6712572/ - G761 ®
gi® G2k?2 gi® 242k 2
g g2 dy (E X G1) (2= o
x In <a1/2>ln< 74 >+4 Geke (k (g1 x @2)

G (K x @) ~ G (K x @) ) Iy, g+ (a1 © ~Go, G < ~) -

N

k=G — G =3d; — Go, (8% b)=axb, —ayby

/~~—/1 ax In< p* >
3= o Brxar " \xegz)
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Standard and Mobius invariant forms

The contribution R(gs, G{, G) violates the Mdbius invariance. In
the paper

it was assumed that there is a conformal invariant
representation of the kernel. Since its eigenvalues do not
depend on the representation and on the total momentum
transfer, they were found using the limit

G1] ~ |G| < |G| = |G2| =~ |Ga] -
In this limit

K(z) = KB(2) (1 -

where z = g1/q],

= gl (5o [ )

g N2 N2

3C(3)+

(@) ) +60(1-2) "R,
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Standard and Mobius invariant forms

1 1+’Z|2 2,12 |Z|2 2 |—Z|4
R(z)=(+— 2|22~ 17120 40 g2
(2) (2 T-z) " g M N e

(] / @
1—-z 1—z* |x — z|2 '

p = px + ipy and p* = py — ipy for the two-dimensional vectors
P = (px, ipy).Vice versa, two complex numbers z and z* are
equivalent to the vector Z with the components (z + z*)/2 and

(z—z%)/(2i).
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Standard and Mobius invariant forms

Due to the Mébius invariance, the kernel K;(gi, G{; §) can be
written as K(z) with the argument z = g1495,/(q2q;). If we
denote
e S o o 042 2 S o o
K(G1,G1:d) — Ko(G1, G413 ) = 555 A(G, G ),

then

A(G1,97;9) = R(g1,41: 4) — R(2),
Since R(G1, 4{; q) is not conformal invariant, A(G1, gy’; §)
cannot be written using the single variable z. Using relations
between dilogarithms it can be written in the form
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Standard and Mobius invariant forms

N T A L gt G5
A(Gy, 4y G) = Inq1 In =% +1In =5 In ;2 Inagzlna’;2

q1 q22+QQ q1/2| 61 In 5722+<312572’2—6722671’2 <|n 61 In %2 62/2
LS g2 " g2

q/2 4 oy . - . - .
o3 o (R0 G 1R ol - 621K < )

x ([571 x Gollg, g, — (7 x G2] ’ag,a;) :
Important properties of A are its symmetries with respect to the
exchanges Gy <> —Gz, G{ <+ —G, and g; «» —@;, as well as the
gauge invariance (vanishing at zero momentum of each
reggeon), which are easily seen from this representation.
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Similarity transformation

If the kernels K and K. coincide in the leading order and are
related by a similarity transformation, there must exist an
operator O satisfying the commutation relation

~B > _ %)2 lA

K7, 0] (271' 8r

One can find a formal expression for this operator allowing to
construct the similarity transformation in perturbation theory.
Indeed, it is enough to calculate the matrix element of the

above commutation relation between the eigenfunctions of the
Born kernel with the corresponding eigenvalues w2, in the form

N as\2 1 N
(wf,,,, - wfn> W' |Olvn) = (?;) o (v/rf|Alvn).

It can be seen from this equation that the solution O exists only
if the operator A has vanishing matrix elements between states
with the same eigenvalues. In this case
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Similarity transformation

|V ') (v n '|Alvn)(vn|
~ a2 [ v :

n,n W

n/ vn
Oés
(G1,G|01G1. G5) = (5 BWZ/dV/dV

(g1, Gelv'rf) ('l |Alvn) (vniGy, Gy)

B
wl/n/ — Wyn

Since the kernel A is known in the momentum space, we can
transform it into the (n, v) representation,

R ~ 2d—‘ aZdEi/
unlAlY i :/_' q_» ql /_' _ 1_' (V’#\d’,é’)
WA = | GG —ane ) 2G- ane v
x(A(G1,G7; §))(G1, Galvn)
using the known eigenfunctions in the momentum space, which
allows to find the matrix element (Gy, G2|O|G{, Gg ).
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Similarity transformation

But the final expression for @ obtained by this method is rather
complicated. It turned out more simple to guess the form of the
operator 0. We supposed that the conformal invariant kernel
can be obtained using the substraction procedure different from
the standard one. If it is so, then the operator O in the
momentum representation must be proportional K&(gy, d’; ).
Then, from the symmetry arguments it follows that the most
attractive candidate for O is

0= ¢ (262) .68

where C is some coefficient. We checked this asumption and
found

0. 4!:) = oe (WE LI go)n (%)

1672 K2
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@ |t is proved that complete colour singlet BFKL kernel can
be restored from its Mobius form

@ The difference between quasi-conformal and standard
colour singlet BFKL kernels in the momentum space is
found

@ This difference turned out to be rather simple

@ ltis proved that in the adjoint representation of the colour
group quasi-conformal and standard BFKL kernels are
connected by simularity transformation.

@ The simularity transformation is found explicitly
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