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Exclusive diffractive meson production represents a golden channel for investigating gluonic satu-
ration inside nucleons and nuclei. In this letter, we settle a systematic framework to deal with
beyond leading power corrections at small-x, including the saturation regime, and obtain the
γ∗ → M(ρ, ϕ, ω) impact factor with both incoming photon and outgoing meson carrying arbitrary
polarizations. This is of particular interest since the saturation scale at modern colliders, although
entering a perturbative regime, is not large enough to prevents higher-twist effects to be sizable.

INTRODUCTION

Gluonic saturation within nucleons and nuclei repre-
sents one of the most fascinating aspects of Quantum
Chromodynamics and one of the pillars of the Electron-
Ion-Collider (EIC) physics program. Multiple efforts
are needed in order to produce theoretical predictions
that can unambiguously reveal the state of hadronic
matter that is formed in the saturation regime, the Color
Glass Condensate (CGC). A robust description of the
hadronic matter in the high-energy and dense regime
of QCD is provided by the semi-classical McLerran-
Venugopalan (MV) model [1–3]. Quantum corrections
in the CGC lead to the well-known Balitsky—Jalilian
Marian-Iancu-McLerran-Weigert-Leonidov-Kovner (B-
JIMWLK) [4–11] evolution equations. The MV model,
supported by a leading order (LO) B-JIMWLK evolu-
tion, provides an excellent qualitative description of the
saturation phenomena. Nonetheless, to unambiguously
reveal and study the nature of the CGC, the precision
physics frontier at small x must be achieved. To this
aim, large corrections must be taken into account in
order to compare experimental measurements from
modern and future colliders. Among them, there are the
one in powers of αs, i.e. next-to-leading order (NLO)
corrections [12–41], and the one in the inverse power
of

√
s, known as subeikonal contributions [42, 43]. A

further important aspect is that many observables can be
sensitive to hard scale power-suppressed contributions,
known as higher-twist effects. In fact, saturation effects
are expected to occur at hard scales of the order of the
saturation scale, which at the EIC will not be large
enough to justify a strong suppression of higher-twist
effects. It is therefore essential to include higher-twists
contributions in precision studies. The aim of this paper
is to develop a general method to accommodate this
need, which we illustrate in the paradigmatic example
of the electroproduction of a light vector meson.
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The electroproduction of a light vector meson has been
extensively studied at the HERA experiments [44–48].
The total cross section receives contribution from both
longitudinally and transversely polarized produced
mesons, with these latter suppressed by a relative factor
(mM/Q)

2
, where mM is the mass of the meson and

Q is the virtuality of the incoming virtual photon.
Even considering the largest saturation scale, Q2

s ∼ 2.2
GeV2, reachable at the EIC in heavy ion collisions [49],
and a squared photon virtuality of almost the same
order, the contribution of the transversally polarized
meson to the total cross section is at least a 10% effect.
Evidently, this contribution, of higher-twist nature,
must be included in precision analyses. Moreover, a
strong evidence of gluonic saturation obviously requires
analysing the largest possible set of data. Besides these
total cross section measurements, the H1 [45, 50] and
ZEUS [51] experiments have provided an exhaustive
analysis of the spin-density matrix elements of the
γ∗(λγ)P →M(λM )P process, the largest of which is the
one describing the longitudinal photon to longitudinal
meson transition. This latter, from a theoretical point
of view, corresponds to the leading twist contribution
and the description of all other matrix elements requires
a treatment beyond leading twist. The above mentioned
observables are also of special interest at the future EIC
experiments.

Thus, in this letter, we consider deeply virtual meson
production (DVMP) in the high-energy limit, describ-
ing, for the first time, all helicity amplitudes, including
the ones which are suppressed by one power of the pho-
ton virtuality and require a systematic treatment beyond
the leading twist. We perform the calculation in the
non-forward kinematics, in order to be able to probe the
generalized transverse momentum dependent (GTMD)
gluon distribution of the target. Moreover, we describe
for the first time the transversally polarized light vector-
meson production, which starts at the next-to-leading
power, in the saturation regime. Finally, the presently
developed method, which is systematic and universal,
could be directly used in order to obtain power sup-
pressed contributions to processes which, although be-
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ing twist-2 dominated, would presumably require higher-
power contributions to be taken into account for precision
physics.

SEMI-CLASSICAL APPROACH TO
SATURATION

Relying on a semi-classical [1–3] effective approach
to QCD at small x [4, 52–54], we introduce a light-
cone basis using vectors n1 and n2, which specify
the +/− directions and such that n1 · n2 = 1. The
Sudakov decomposition of any vector k is expressed as1

kµ = k+nµ1 + k−nµ2 + kµ⊥ and q (p) denotes the incoming
photon (proton) four-momentum. We choose a reference
frame, referred to as the probe frame, where the target
is ultra-relativistic, and s = (q + p)2 ∼ 2q+p− ≫ Λ2

QCD,
with s being much larger than any other scale and
q+ ∼ p− ∼ √

s. The projectile travels along the n1 (or
+) direction, while the target has a large component
along the n2 (or −) direction, which also defines the
QCD gauge choice. The photon’s virtuality is denoted
as q2 = −Q2.

In the present approach, the gluonic field A(k) is split
into classical background fields b(k) (small k+) and quan-
tum fields A(k) (large k+). In the high-energy limit
where the boost from the target rest frame to the probe
frame is very large, the external field is represented as

bµ(x) = b−(x+, x⊥)n
µ
2 = δ(x+)B(x)nµ2 . (1)

This is known as the shockwave approximation.

In this approach, resummation of all-order interactions
with the background field yields an infinite null Wilson
line located precisely at z− = 0,

Wz = P exp

(
ig

∫
dz+b−a(z)Ta

r

)
, (2)

where P denotes the path ordering operator in the +
direction and Ta

r is a color matrix in the r representation
of the gauge group. In the following, we use Vz and Uz

to denote Wilson lines in the fundamental (Ta
r → taij)

and adjoint (Ta
r → T a

bc) representations respectively.
Using small-x factorization, the scattering amplitude is
expressed as the convolution of the projectile impact
factor with the non-perturbative matrix element of
Wilson line operators between target states.

Eikonal interactions between the projectile and the
classical fields can be resummed into effective operators

1 Transverse momentum in Euclidean space are denoted in bold
characters, while Minkowskian ones by the ⊥ subscript.

(ψeff, ψ̄eff , Aµa
eff ) [55]. For the fermionic field, we get

[ψeff (z0)]z+
0 <0 = −

∫
dDz2G0 (z02)V

†
z2
γ+ψ (z2) δ

(
z+2
)
(3)

and[
ψ̄eff (z0)

]
z+
0 <0

=

∫
dDz1ψ̄ (z1) γ

+Vz1
G0 (z10) δ

(
z+1
)
,

(4)
where G0(x) denotes the free quark propagator, while for
the gluonic operator we obtain

[Aµa
eff (z0)]z+

0 <0
= 2i

∫
dDz3δ

(
z+3
)
F b
−σ (z3)G

µσ⊥(z30)U
ab
z3
,

(5)
where Gµσ⊥ (x) is the free gluon propagator in the n2
light-cone gauge and Fµν(x) is the QCD field strength
tensor.

EXCLUSIVE LIGHT VECTOR MESON
PRODUCTION

A complete twist-3 computation of the DVMP pro-
cesses requires to correctly account for both kinematic
and genuine twist effects. These two effects are phys-
ically different, but related to each other by the QCD
equations of motion and, therefore, must be taken into
account simultaneously.

2-body contribution. The kinematic twist effects are
related to the dependence of the leading Fock state wave
function (i.e. with a minimal number of valence partons)
on the relative transverse momentum of the constituents.
In our case, this corresponds to calculate the diagram in
fig. 1, allowing for a relative transverse momentum (or
equivalently a space-like separation) between the quark
and the antiquark that form the meson. Using the effec-
tive operators in eq. (3) and (4), the contribution in fig. 1
is written as

A2 = −ieq
∫

dDz0θ
(
−z+0

)
e−i(q·z0)

×
〈
P (p′)M (pM )

∣∣∣ψeff (z0) /εqψeff (z0)
∣∣∣P (p)

〉
, (6)

where εq is the photon polarization vector, eq the elec-
tromagnetic charge of the quark, pM (p′) the four-
momentum of the outgoing meson (proton). After sub-
traction of the non-interacting part2, the amplitude is
factorized into a matrix element between the proton
states of the dipole operator,

Ub+xr b−xr = 1− 1

Nc
tr
(
Vb+xrV

†
b−xr

)
, (7)

2 The contribution with all Wilson lines set to the identity.
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γ(∗)

M

P P ′

FIG. 1. 2-body diagram contributing to the γ∗(λγ)P →
M(λM )P process within twist-3 accuracy

and a photon/meson wave functions overlap (PMWO)
Ψ2 (x, r). The amplitude reads

A2 =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
d2rΨ2 (x, r)

∫
ddb ei(q−pM )·b

×⟨P (p′) |Ub+xr b−xr|P (p)⟩ , (8)

where we introduced the standard variables (momentum
fraction, dipole size and impact parameter) x, r and b
and x̄ = 1− x.

The PMWO in eq. (8) is found to be [55]

Ψ2 = eqδ

(
1− p+M

q+

)(
εqµ − ε+q

q+
qµ

)[
ϕγ+

(
2xx̄qµ − i(x− x̄)

∂

∂r⊥µ

)
+ ϵµν+−ϕγ+γ5

∂

∂rν⊥

]
K0

(√
xx̄Q2r2

)
, (9)

with

ϕΓλ=

∫
dr−

2π
eixpM ·r−ixp+

Mr−⟨M(pM )
∣∣ψ (r) Γλψ (0)

∣∣ 0⟩r+=0

(10)
where Γλ = {γ+, γ+γ5}. We emphasize here that
the PMWO in (9) still contains all-twist kinematic
effects. Indeed, the vacuum-to-meson matrix elements of
nonlocal operators, in eq. (10), are off light-cone due to
the non-vanishing r⊥ component, so that the quark and
the antiquark are not collinear to each other. The term
proportional to the momentum qµ in eq. (9) contains
both the longitudinal photon to longitudinal meson
transition, starting at twist 2, and the longitudinal
photon to transverse meson transition, starting at twist
3. The twist-2 contribution is already known at the
NLO [56–58] and we thus omit it in the following
discussion. The remaining terms are related to the
transverse photon to transverse meson transition and
contribute to the amplitude starting from the twist-3
term.

3-body contribution. The genuine twist 3 effects are re-
lated to the appearance, at the same perturbative order,

of higher Fock states (i.e. with a non-minimal parton
configuration). In our case, these contributions are re-
lated to diagrams with an additional emitted gluon, pic-
torially depicted in fig. 2. The top diagrams in fig. 2, i.e.
those in which the gluon is emitted after the shockwave,
do not contribute to our coefficient function (the impact
factor) within twist 3 accuracy. In fact, the twist-3 con-
tribution of diagrams in fig. 2 is obtained by requiring
the three partons that connect the hard and soft part of
the process to fly collinearly. Then, in the top diagrams,
the quark (left diagram) or antiquark (right diagram)
propagator after the shockwave automatically goes on
its mass-shell. This implies that these contributions be-
come purely singular and are therefore associated with
the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage (ERBL) evo-
lution of the twist-2 DAs [59–61]. The diagrams at the
bottom of fig. 2, can be calculated similarly to the contri-
bution in eq. (6), but require the use of the effective gluon
operator in eq. (5). Once the non-interacting contribu-
tion is subtracted, we can again factorize the amplitude
into a 3-body PMWO and a matrix element between the
proton states, i.e.

A3 =

(
3∏

i=1

∫
dxi

∫
d2zie

ixiqziθ(xi)

)
δ(1−

∑
i

xi)Ψ3 ({xi}, {zi})
〈
P (p′)

∣∣∣∣Uz1z3
Uz3z2

− Uz1z3
− Uz3z2

+
Uz1z2

N2
c

∣∣∣∣P (p)

〉
,

(11)

in which the crossing of the shockwave by the gluon has induced the appearance of the double dipole operator
Uz1z3

Uz3z2
and we have introduced the notation {ai} = {a1, a2, a3}.
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The 3-body PMWO, Ψ3, in eq. (11) is found to be [55]

Ψ3 ({xi}, {zi}) =
eqq

+

8π

(
εqρ −

ε+q
q+
qρ

)
cf

{
χγ+σ

[(
4igρσ⊥⊥

x1x2
1− x2

Q

Z
K1(QZ) + Tσρν

1 ({xi})
z23⊥ν

z2
23

K0(QZ)

)
− (1 ↔ 2)

]
−χγ+γ5σ

[(
4ϵσρ+− x1x2

1− x2

Q

Z
K1(QZ) + Tσρν

2 ({xi})
z23⊥ν

z2
23

K0(QZ)

)
+ (1 ↔ 2)

]}
, (12)

where cf = N2
c /(N

2
c − 1), the χ’s functions are Fourier transforms of the 3-body vacuum-to-meson matrix elements,

i.e.

χΓλ,σ =

∫ ∞

−∞

dz−1
2π

dz−2
2π

dz−3
2π

e−ix1q
+z−

1 −ix2q
+z−

2 −ix3q
+z−

3
〈
M (pM )

∣∣ψ (z1) gΓ
λF−σ (z3)ψ (z2)

∣∣ 0〉
z+
1,2,3=0

, (13)

and the tensor structures, Tσρν
i , are given by

Tσρν
1 ({xi}) = 4

[
2
x1(x̄1 + x2)

x3
gσν⊥⊥q

ρ +

(
(x̄1 + x2)(x̄1 − x1)

x̄1x3
gσν⊥⊥g

ρµ
⊥⊥ − 1

x̄1
(gνρ⊥⊥g

σµ
⊥⊥ − gρσ⊥⊥g

νµ
⊥⊥)

)
i∂z1⊥µ

]
, (14)

Tσρν
2 ({xi}) =

4i

x̄1

[
2x1x̄1q

ρϵνσ+− −
((

1 +
2x2
x3

)(
gσµ⊥⊥ϵ

νρ+− − gρσ⊥⊥ϵ
νµ+−)+ (x1 − x̄1)g

ρµ
⊥⊥ϵ

νσ+−
)
i∂z1⊥µ

]
, (15)

with x̄i = 1 − xi. In eq. (12), the Kν ’s are MacDon-

ald functions, Z =
√
x1x2z2

12 + x1x3z2
13 + x2x3z2

23 and
the (1 ↔ 2) symbol denotes the following exchange:
(x1, z1) ↔ (x2, z2). We emphasize again that the 3-body
PMOW in eq. (12) contains infinite kinematic twist ef-
fects through the vacuum-to-meson matrix elements.

EXPANSION TO TWIST 3

In this section, we perform a kinematic twist ex-
pansion of the results in eqs. (8) and (11), in terms of
twist-3 collinear distribution amplitudes (DAs) [62]. The
expansion of in powers of the hard scale is governed by
contributions from small transverse separations between
the constituents. The operator product expansion is per-
formed in the spirit of the Balitsky-Braun method [63],
i.e. the off light-cone non-local correlators in eqs. (10)
and (13) are expanded in powers of the deviation from
the light-cone x2 = 0 and expressed in terms of a finite
number of light-cone non-local correlators, within a fixed

twist accuracy.

A subtlety, in the present case, is due to the fact that
the correlators appearing in eqs. (10) and (13) are not ex-
pressed in the gauge invariant form of ref. [62], i.e. they
do not contain gauge links between the various fields.
Nevertheless, the parameterization for correlators with-
out gauge links can be obtained, within the required twist
approximation, by expanding the Wilson lines inside the
gauge invariant correlators. Indeed, in the coupling ex-
pansion of the gauge links, e.g.

P exp

[
ig

∫ 1

0

dtAµ(tz)zµ

]
=1+ig

∫ 1

0

dtAµ (tz) zµ + ... ,

(16)

the twist increases with the expansion order. This implies
that in the 3-body contribution the gauge link effect is
twist-4, and can be neglected. Then, we obtain the 3-
body twist-expanded PMWO

Ψ3 (x1, x2, x3, z1, z2, z3) =
eqmMcf

8π
δ

(
1− p+M

q+

)(
εqρ −

ε+q
q+
qρ

) (
ε∗µM − pµM

p+M
ε∗+M

) 3∏
j=1

θ(xj)θ(1− xj)e
−ixjpMzj


×
{
− ifV3MgσµV (x1, x2)

[(
4igρσ⊥⊥

x1x2
1− x2

Q

Z
K1(QZ) + Tσρν

1 ({xi})
z23⊥ν

z2
23

K0(QZ)

)
− (1 ↔ 2)

]
−ϵ−+σβf

A
3Mg

β
⊥⊥µA(x1, x2)

[(
4ϵσρ+− x1x2

1− x2

Q

Z
K1(QZ) + Tσρν

2 ({xi})
z23⊥ν

z2
23

K0(QZ)

)
+ (1 ↔ 2)

]}
, (17)

where mM is the meson mass. The PMWO in eq. (17) is expressed in terms of the genuine twist-3 collinear vector,
V (x1, x2), and axial, A(x1, x2), DAs and fVM and fAM are the corresponding normalization constants [62].
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In the 2-body contribution, eq. (9), in order to express the correlators in (10), in terms of the gauge invariant
ones, the effect of the second term in the expansion (16) is twist-3 and must be taken into account. Since this term
introduces an additional transverse gluon, it can be parameterized in terms of the genuine twist-3 DAs introduced
above. Then, we obtain the 2-body twist-expanded PMWO in the form

Ψ2 (x, r) = eqmMfMδ

(
1− p+M

q+

)(
εqµ − ε+q

q+
qµ

)(
ε∗Mα − ε∗+M

p+M
pMα

)
×
[
−irα⊥(h(x)− h̃(x))

(
2xx̄qµ + (x− x̄)

−i∂
∂r⊥µ

)
+ ϵµν+−ϵ+α−δr⊥δ

(
g
(a)
⊥ (x)− g̃

(a)
⊥ (x)

4

)
∂

∂rν⊥

]
K0

(√
xx̄Q2r2

)
, (18)

which depends on the independent kinematic twist-3 DAs h(x) and g
(a)
⊥ (x) and on h̃(x) and g̃

(a)
⊥ (x) gauge-link related

terms, given by

h̃ (x) =
fV3M
fM

∫ x

0

dxq

∫ 1−x

0

dxq
V (xq, xq)

(1− xq − xq)
2 , g̃

(a)
⊥ (x) = 4

fA3M
fM

∫ x

0

dxq

∫ 1−x

0

dxq
A (xq, xq)

(1− xq − xq + iϵ)2
. (19)

The fM appearing in eq. (18) is the standard vector decay constant [62].

γ(∗)

M

P P ′

γ(∗)

M

P P ′

γ(∗)

M

P P ′

γ(∗)

M

P P ′

FIG. 2. 3-body diagrams contributing to the γ∗(λγ)P →
M(λM )P process within twist-3 accuracy

REGGEIZED GLUON EXPANSION AND THE
DILUTE LIMIT

We consider here the weak-field approximation of our
results, which is useful to study the transition from the
dilute to the dense regime. For this purpose, it is nec-
essary to define the Reggeized gluon in terms of the null
Wilson lines in eq. (2), i.e. [64]

Ra(z) ≡ fabc

gCA
ln
(
U bc
z

)
. (20)

Then, the Wilson line in eq. (2) can be expanded around
unity and the target matrix element of the dipole opera-

tor is written as〈
P (p′)

∣∣∣∣1− 1

Nc
tr
(
Vz1

V †
z2

)∣∣∣∣P (p)〉 =
g2

4Nc

∫
ddℓ

(2π)d
U(ℓ)

×
(
ei(ℓ−

∆
2 )·z1− ei(ℓ−

∆
2 )·z2

)(
e−i(ℓ+∆

2 )·z1− e−i(ℓ+∆
2 )·z2

)
.

(21)

In the first line, we have introduced the unintegrated
gluon density U(ℓ) as the matrix element between proton
states of the product of two Reggeized gluon fields. The
procedure illustrated above allows to obtain the general
result in the dilute regime of QCD. In the forward limit
where only the transverse photon to transverse meson
transition survives, we recover the results in ref. [65, 66].
The details of this comparison will be presented in a ac-
companying publication [55].

CONCLUSION

We have considered exclusive diffractive light vector-
meson production with both incoming photon and
outgoing meson carrying arbitrary polarizations and in
the fully general non-forward kinematics. Our main
results are contained in eq. (17) and (18), where we
expressed the PMWO in terms of twist-3 collinear DAs.

These results have a series of implications. First of all,
they provide the most complete description of the DVMP
processes in the high-energy regime, offering many future
phenomenological applications. Second, they enlarge the
list of processes useful to probe the gluon GTMD dis-
tribution. Lastly, but more importantly, such a general
description has required a systematic higher-twist treat-
ment of exclusive processes in the saturation framework,
in order to describe helicity amplitudes entering the pro-
cess at the subleading power in Q. Our general method
paves the way for higher-twist studies at small-x and,
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in particular, in the saturation regime where hard scale
power-suppressed contributions are important in hunting
for precision. Besides, there is a dual utility in consider-
ing higher-twist effects in the context of kT -factorization.
In fact, the applicability of collinear factorization at the
twist-3 accuracy is far from obvious and, in some cases
like the one discussed in this letter, it leads to end-point
singularities that make any theoretical prediction prob-
lematic. In such situations, a (generalized) kT -dependent
factorization, reliable at small-x, is a valid option, since
the end-point singularities are naturally regularized by
the transverse momenta of the t-channel gluons.
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