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We present the first complete result for the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) hard matching
kernel indispensable for a precision extraction of light meson distribution amplitudes from lattice
calculations of equal-time nonlocal Euclidean correlation functions. The results are given in both
coordinate and momentum space, with the renormalization and matching accomplished in a state-of-
the-art scheme. Our results can be used in both large-momentum effective theory and short-distance
factorization approaches. Notably, our coordinate space kernel is directly applicable to nonsinglet
quark unpolarized and helicity generalized parton distributions as well. We also illustrate the
numerical impact of the NNLO matching, using the pion distribution amplitude as an example.

Introduction: The lightcone distribution amplitudes
(LCDAs) of mesons encode important nonperturbative infor-
mation about their internal structure and play an essential
role in the description of hard exclusive processes involving
large momentum transfer [1, 2]. Such processes are important
for determining the fundamental parameters of the Standard
Model and searching for new physics. Typical examples in-
clude B → πlν, ηlν giving the CKM matrix element |Vub|,
B → Dπ used for tagging, and B → ππ,Kπ,KK̄, πη . . .
which are important channels for measuring CP violation [3].

Among all LCDAs, the leading-twist LCDAs of light
mesons–such as the pion and the kaon–are the simplest and
most extensively studied. They provide a probability ampli-
tude interpretation of how the longitudinal momentum of the
parent meson is distributed among its quark constituents in
the leading Fock state [4]. However, as LCDAs are intrin-
sically nonperturbative quantities, reliably calculating them
from QCD theory poses a significant challenge. Over the past
few decades, various phenomenological analyses have been
carried out to determine light meson LCDAs (see, e.g., [5–
7]). Recently, significant progress has also been made towards
computing the radiative corrections in photon-pion reactions
at higher orders [8–11], which is necessary to achieve a precise
determination of the leading-twist pion LCDA from upcoming
experimental data at the Electron-Ion Collider and Belle II.
Meanwhile, lattice QCD efforts on accessing their lowest few
moments [12–19] through operator product expansion (OPE)
have provided valuable complementary information.

In the past few years, significant advancements (see [20–23]
for a recent review) have also been made in extracting the full
LCDAs of light mesons, rather than just their moments, from
lattice simulations of nonlocal Euclidean correlation func-
tions [24–32]. In particular, the equal-time quark correla-
tions defined on a Euclidean space interval, also known as
the quasi-light-front (quasi-LF) correlations, have been widely
employed. Their Fourier transform defines the so-called quasi-
DAs, which, after a proper nonperturbative renormalization,
can be connected to LCDAs through a large-momentum ef-
fective theory (LaMET) factorization [21, 26, 33]. At short
distances, the quasi-LF correlations can also be linked to LF
correlations defining the LCDAs through a short distance fac-

torization in coordinate space [30].
Based on the methodology above, several lattice calcula-

tions of light meson LCDAs have been conducted [34–41],
with the accuracy being limited to the next-to-leading or-
der (NLO), as the perturbative hard matching kernel in the
factorization formula is currently available only up to the
NLO [39, 42–45]. While higher-order corrections are essen-
tial for reducing systematic uncertainties, they have not yet
been explored in this context. In this work, we present, for the
first time, the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) match-
ing kernel required for the lattice extraction of light meson
LCDAs from quasi-LF correlations. Our results are given in
both coordinate and momentum space, making them appli-
cable to both short distance factorization and LaMET ap-
proaches. We also investigate the numerical impact of the
NNLO matching in both coordinate and momentum space,
using the pion LCDA as an example.

Theoretical framework: Our starting point is the following
quark quasi-LF correlation

h̃(z12, λ = −z12 · P ) = ⟨0|Oq(z1, z2)|M(P )⟩,
Oq(z1, z2) = ψ̄(z1)Γ[z1, z2]ψ(z2), (1)

where |M(P )⟩ denotes the external light meson state with
momentum Pµ = (P 0, 0, 0, P z), λ is the quasi-LF distance.
Γ = γzγ5, z1, z2 are 4-vectors along the spatial z direction,
and [z1, z2] represents a straight Wilson line in the funda-
mental representation that ensures gauge invariance of the
operator,

[z1, z2] = P exp

[
ig

∫ 1

0

dt z12 ·A(z2 + tz12)

]
(2)

with zµ12 = zµ1 − zµ2 = z1v
µ − z2v

µ = z12v
µ (v2 = −1) and P

indicating the path-ordering.
The quark bilinear operator Oq(z1, z2) in Eq. (1) has been

shown to renormalize multiplicatively [46–48]. As a result,

the ultraviolet (UV) divergences in h̃(z12, λ) can be removed
by dividing by the rest frame matrix element of Oq(z1, z2)

(denoted as h̃(z12, λ = 0)) as

h̃ratio
R (z12, λ) =

h̃(z12, λ)

h̃(z12, λ = 0)
, (3)
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where the subscript R denotes renormalized quantities, and
the superscript indicates the renormalization scheme. This
is known as the ratio scheme [49] in the literature, and is
a viable renormalization scheme at short distances where
|z212| ≪ 1/Λ2

QCD. Note that h̃ratio
R (z12, λ) is independent of

the regularization scheme. The renormalized quasi-LF cor-
relation can then be related to the LF correlation defining
the LCDAs via the following short distance factorization for-
mula [39, 44]

h̃ratio
R (z12, λ) =

∫ 1

0

dαdβ C(α, β, z212µ
2)hMS

R (α, β, λ, µ) + h.t.,

(4)

where α, β are Feynman parameters, h.t. stands for higher-
twist contributions of O(z212Λ

2
QCD), C = C(0) + asC

(1) +

a2sC
(2) + · · · with as = αs/(4π) represents the perturbative

hard matching kernel which is known up to the NLO both in
coordinate [39, 44] and momentum space [42–45].

It is worth pointing out that Eq. (4) follows from the fac-
torization at the operator level [44]

Oq(z1, z2) =

∫ 1

0

dαdβ CMS(α, β, z212µ
2)Ol.t.

q (zα12, z
β
21), (5)

which is naturally implied by the existence of local OPE. In
the above equation, zα12 = ᾱz1 + αz2 with ᾱ = 1 − α. l.t.
stands for the leading-twist projection of the nonlocal oper-
ator, which acts as the generating function of leading-twist
local operators [50–55]. It enjoys the same definition as the
quasi-LF operator in Eq. (1) but with z212 = 0. To simplify
our calculation, we set, without loss of generality, z1 = 0
and z2 = z in the discussion below. Then, the LF correla-
tion defining the LCDA, which enters the RHS of Eq. (4), is
related to the matrix element of Ol.t.

q (αz, β̄z) as follows

h(α, β, λ = −z · P, µ) = ⟨0|Ol.t.
q (αz, β̄z)|M(P )⟩. (6)

Since Eq. (5) holds at the operator level, it also applies to
collinear PDFs and GPDs defined by the same operator,
provided that appropriate kinematics corresponding to these
quantities is taken. In other words, our coefficient function in
coordinate space is universal.

In LaMET factorization, one has to resort to a different
renormalization scheme. This is because, in LaMET one deals
with the Fourier transform of the quasi-LF correlation, known
as the quasi-DA,

ϕ̃R(x, P
z) =

1

ifMP z

∫
dλ

2π
e−ixλh̃R(z, λ), (7)

where fM is the decay constant of the light meson. The quasi-
DA requires correlation information at large distances. In the
above equation, we haven’t specified any particular renormal-
ization scheme yet. In order that the renormalization factor
does not introduce additional nonperturbative effects at large
distances, we adopt the hybrid scheme [56]. In this scheme,
the ratio renormalization is used at short distances, while the
Wilson line self-renormalization [57, 58] is employed at large
distances. This leads to the following result in the continuum

h̃hyb
R (z, λ) = h̃ratio

R (z, λ)θ(zs − |z|) + h̃MS
R (z, λ)θ(|z| − zs),

(8)

where zs is a truncation point introduced to separate short
and long distances and has to be chosen within the perturba-
tive region. The hybrid scheme has been implemented in the

state-of-the-art lattice calculation of light meson LCDAs [38–
41] as well as other partonic quantities [59–68].

The renormalized quasi-DA can be factorized into the
LCDA through the following formula [42]

ϕ̃R(x, P
z) =

∫ 1

0

dyC
(
x, y,

µ

P z

)
ϕMS
R (y, µ) + h.t., (9)

where h.t. stands for power-suppressed contributions of

O
( Λ2

QCD

x2(Pz)2
,

Λ2
QCD

(1−x)2(Pz)2

)
, and C is related to the hard match-

ing kernel in Eq. (4) by the following Fourier transform [69,
70],

C
(
x, y,

µ

P z

)
=

∫
dλ

2π
e−ixλ

∫ 1

0

dαdβ

× ei(β+(1−α−β)y)λC

(
α, β,

µ2λ2

P 2
z

)
. (10)

Perturbative results at NNLO: To extract the NNLO
matching kernel, we need to calculate the two-loop QCD cor-
rections to the leading-twist quasi-LF operator Oq. Our cal-
culation begins in coordinate space, adopting the Feynman
gauge. Throughout the calculation, we employ dimensional
regularization with d = 4 − 2ϵ to regularize both UV and
infrared (IR) divergences. The momentum space matching
kernel is obtained by performing the Fourier transform in
Eq. (10). In Fig. 1, we show some representative Feynman
diagrams for the NNLO calculation of the quasi-LF operator.
The first row illustrates typical planar diagrams, whereas the
second row displays non-planar ones.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 1. Representative Feynman diagrams for the NNLO
calculation of the quasi-LF operator, where the double dashed
lines represent the Wilson line.

To illustrate the computational procedure, we take diagram
(e) in Fig. 1 as an example. The necessary loop integral takes
the following form,

I(e)=−ig4CF

(
CF −CA

2

)∫ 1

0

du

∫
ddl1d

dl2
(2π)2d

e−i(p1+l1+ul2)·z

×
γρ( /l12 − /p2)γ

zγ5( /p1 + /l1)γ
ρ( /p1 − /l2)/z

(l12 − p2)2l22(p1 + l1)2(p1 − l2)2l22l
2
12

, (11)

where l12 = l1+ l2 with l1 and l2 denoting the loop momenta.
p1 and p2 represent arbitrary quark momenta introduced to
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simplify loop integrals in coordinate space. They do not ap-
pear in the final result after a trivial Fourier transform that
we omit in Eq. (11) for brevity. To facilitate the calculation,
we make the following substitutions: lα1 → −i∂α

s1 , l
α
2 → −i∂α

s2

together with z → −s1, uz → −s2. In this way, the calcula-
tion of tensor integrals in Eq. (11) reduces to the calculation
of scalar integrals supplemented with momentum derivatives
w.r.t. s1, s2. The scalar integral arising from the above equa-
tion reads

J12 =

∫
ddl1d

dl2
(2π)2d

ei(l1·s1+l2·s2)

(p1 − l2)2(p1 + l1)2(−p2 + l12)2l22l
2
12

. (12)

To evaluate this kind of integral, we make use of several formu-
las collected in the Supplemental Material. After integrating
out the loop momenta, the amplitude reduces to an integral
over multiple Feynman parameters. By applying appropriate
changes of variables and subsequently performing the integra-
tion, all Feynman diagram contributions can be turned into
a double integral form. Schematically,∫ 1

0

dα dβ dγ dτ du {· · · } ei[··· ] =
∫ 1

0

dαdβe−i(ᾱp1+βp2)·z

× {θ(1− α− β)f1(α, β) + θ(α+ β − 1)f2(α, β)} , (13)

where the integration variables α, β, γ, etc., are all Feyn-
man parameters, {· · · }, [· · · ] denote functions of the Feyn-
man parameters to be integrated, and the final result should
retain only a double integral. The integrations over Feyn-
man parameters are partially done using the Mellin-Barnes
representation employing MB and MBcreate [71, 72], and some
of the resulting hypergeometric functions are ϵ-expanded us-
ing HypExp [73]. Compared to the NLO result, the NNLO
result introduces an additional integration region character-
ized by θ(α+β−1), which arises entirely from the non-planar
diagrams and has been observed in the evolution kernel for
flavor-nonsinglet lightcone operators at NNLO [74]. There-
fore, f1(α, β) and f2(α, β) contribute to different kinematic
regions of the matching coefficient.

Adding up the contributions from all diagrams, we obtain
the bare matching coefficient CB(α, β, z

2, ϵ) ϵ-expanded to
the necessary order as

CB(α, β, z
2, ϵ) = δ(α)δ(β) + aBs

(
1

ϵ
C

(1)
11 +C

(1)
10 + ϵC

(1)
1e

)
+ (aBs )

2

(
1

ϵ2
C

(2)
22 +

1

ϵ
C

(2)
21 +C

(2)
20

)
(14)

with aBs being the bare coupling constant. The renormalized
result in the MS-scheme is then obtained via

CR(α, β, z
2µ2) = ZasZUV

(
Zl.t.

Oq
⊗CB(α, β, z, ϵ)

)
, (15)

where Zas = 1− asβ0/ϵ is the renormalization factor for the
strong coupling. The multiplicative UV renormalization con-
stant ZUV removes the UV singularities and is known to three
loops already [75, 76]. ZOl.t.

q
is the renormalization constant

for the lightcone operator Ol.t.
q in Eq. (5) extractable from

the one-loop and two-loop flavor-nonsinglet evolution kernel
given in [50, 74, 77]. Zl.t.

Oq
removes all IR singularities in the

matching coefficient. The fact that the known renormaliza-
tion constants Zas , ZUV and Zl.t.

Oq
exactly remove all 1/ϵ2 and

1/ϵ poles from our bare coefficient function CB(α, β, z
2, ϵ)

provides highly non-trivial checks for our two-loop result.

Within the MS scheme, we obtain CMS(α, β, z2µ2) at
NNLO level. The ratio scheme matching kernel can be ob-
tained by dividing out the corresponding zero-momentum
contribution as follows,

Cratio(α, β, z2µ2) =
CMS(α, β, z2µ2)

CMS
0 (z2µ2)

, (16)

where the complete analytical expressions for both

CMS(α, β, z2µ2) and CMS
0 (z2µ2) are given in the Sup-

plemental Material.
As mentioned before, the coordinate space calculation is

universal. Therefore, we are able to reproduce the NNLO

matching CMS
PDF for the quark helicity PDF by taking appro-

priate kinematic limits, leading to the following relation

CMS
PDF(α

′, µ2z2) =

∫ 1

0

dαdβ δ(α′ − α− β) CMS(α, β, µ2z2).

(17)

It turns out to be the same as the unpolarized quark PDF, and
agrees exactly with the coordinate space result in Ref. [78].
This provides further strong evidence supporting the correct-
ness of our result. Moreover, we remark that our coordinate
space matching kernel in MS scheme also applies to both
flavor-nonsinglet quark unpolarized and helicity generalized
parton distributions (GPDs), defined by Oq in (1) with Dirac
structures Γ = γz and Γ = γzγ5, respectively.

To derive the corresponding matching kernel in momentum
space, we perform a Fourier transform following Eq. (10). For
computational convenience, we divide it into two steps:

C (t, y, µ2z2) =

∫
dλ

2π
e−itλ

∫ 1

0

dαdβei(ᾱy+βȳ)λC(α, β, µ2z2),

C(x, y, µ/Pz) =

∫
dt

∫
dλ

2π
e−i(x−t)λC

(
t, y,

µ2λ2

P 2
z

)
. (18)

In contrast to the NLO case, where the support spans four
regions, the NNLO result exhibits a richer structure with four
additional physical regions, originating from the θ(α+ β − 1)
domain in coordinate space. The NNLO matching in momen-
tum space takes the following form:

C(2)
ratio(x, y, µ/Pz) =


[h1(x, y, µ/Pz)]+, x < 0 < y < 1

[h2(x, y, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < x < y < 1

[h2(x̄, ȳ, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < y < x < 1

[h1(x̄, ȳ, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < y < 1 < x

+


[h3(x, y, µ/Pz)]+, x < 0 < ȳ < 1

[h4(x, y, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < x < ȳ < 1

[h4(x̄, ȳ, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < ȳ < x < 1

[h3(x̄, ȳ, µ/Pz)]+, 0 < ȳ < 1 < x

.

(19)

The singularity arising from x → y gets regulated by the
plus-prescription∫

dx [f(x, y)]+ g(x) =

∫
dx f(x, y) (g(x)− g(y)) . (20)

The complete expression of C(2)
ratio is rather lengthy and can be

found in the supplemental Mathematica notebook file. Note
that the matching kernel in the ratio scheme constitutes a
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fully regulated plus-distribution. The hybrid scheme match-
ing is related to the ratio scheme matching in coordinate space
as follows,

Chyb(α, β, z2µ2, z2/z2s) = Cratio(α, β, z2µ2) (21)

×
[
1 +

(CMS
0 (z2µ2)

CMS
0 (z2sµ2)

− 1
)
θ(|z| − zs)

]
,

which introduces an additional contribution to the momentum
space kernel, and can be obtained by slightly modifying the
Fourier transform of Cratio(α, β, z2µ2). The results are given
in the Supplemental Material as well.

Numerical impact of NNLO matching: Now we show the
numerical impact of the NNLO matching kernel in both co-
ordinate and momentum space. There have been some lat-
tice determinations of light meson LCDAs based on the short
distance factorization approach. However, they all use long-
distance correlations where the validity of factorization be-
comes questionable. Therefore, we choose to use the Fourier
transform of the asymptotic form ϕ(x) = 6x(1 − x) to illus-
trate the numerical impact of the NNLO matching kernel in
coordinate space

h (α, β, λ) =

∫ 1

0

dx eix(α− 1
2
)λ+i(1−x)( 1

2
−β)λ ϕ(x), (22)

where we have introduced the phase factor in such a way that
the LF correlation is purely real. With the matching coeffi-
cients computed at NLO and NNLO, together with the fac-
torization formula in Eq. (4), we can assess the impact of the
NNLO contribution. We set µαs = µUV = µF ≡ µ with µαs ,
µUV and µF being the scale for αs, the heavy-light current
and the factorization scale, respectively. We adopt the com-
monly used scale µ = 2 GeV as our default value, with z in the
matching coefficient fixed at 0.2 fm. We vary µ from 2 GeV to
4 GeV, which reflects the scale dependence of the result and
is commonly treated as a source of systematic uncertainty. As
shown in Fig. 2, including NNLO correction significantly re-
duces the scale dependence, indicating improved perturbative
stability. Quantitatively, the NNLO contribution amounts to
approximately 30% of the NLO correction.

To demonstrate the numerical impact of the NNLO cor-
rection in momentum space, we use the lattice data for the
renormalized pion quasi-DA from Ref. [39], and follow the
treatment there to adopt the matching coefficient in Eq. (19).
In Fig. 3, we show the results of the pion LCDA extracted
from the lattice data at NLO and NNLO level, respectively.
In this analysis, the pion quasi-DA is taken in the contin-
uum limit (a → 0), with Pz = 2.15 GeV which is the highest
momentum computed in [39]. Setting µ = 2 GeV as the
default value and varying it from 2 GeV to 4 GeV, one can
see from Fig. 3 that the inclusion of NNLO corrections in-
troduces relatively mild modifications compared to the NLO
result, typically amounting to about 10% of the NLO pre-
diction. The uncertainties shown here consist of two parts:
the statistical error from the lattice data and the systematic
uncertainty associated with varying µ from 2 GeV to 4 GeV.
The NNLO band is slightly narrower, indicating a reduction
in theoretical uncertainties. In the figure, we have shaded the
endpoint regions x < 0.1 and x > 0.9 where LaMET predic-
tion shall not be trusted. In the Supplemental Material, we
also show the matching for two other momenta for comparison
purposes, where a similar behavior of the NNLO correction
can be observed.

0 10 20 30 40

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

FIG. 2. The orange and green curves indicate the NLO cor-
rection and the NLO+NNLO correction, respectively. The
uncertainty is estimated by varying the renormalization scale
µ between 2 GeV and 4 GeV where the deviation of the 4 GeV
prediction from the 2 GeV result (solid curve) defines the er-
ror bars, visualized here as color bands. The NNLO effect
corresponds to roughly 30% of the NLO correction. We have
also seen that the evolution effect of the pion LCDA is mi-
nuscule up to O(α3

s) [79–83] for µ ∈ (2, 4) GeV.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

Quasi-DA
LCDA (NLO)
LCDA (NNLO)

FIG. 3. Illustration of the numerical impact of the NNLO
matching in momentum space. The dark green dash-dotted
curve represents the continuum-extrapolated quasi-DA at
a → 0, Pz = 2.15 GeV. The orange and blue bands corre-
spond to the LCDA results at NLO and NNLO level, respec-
tively, with the dashed lines indicating their central values.

Summary: To summarize, we have presented the first com-
plete result of the NNLO matching kernel for the extraction
of light meson LCDAs from lattice calculations of quasi-LF
correlations. The results are given in both coordinate and
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momentum space, and thus can be applied to both short dis-
tance factorization and LaMET approaches. Our results are
crucial for a precise determination of light meson LCDAs.
The coordinate space results are also directly applicable to
flavor-nonsinglet quark unpolarized and helicity GPDs.
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and J. Hořeǰsi, Fortsch. Phys. 42, 101 (1994), hep-
ph/9812448.

[53] I. I. Balitsky and V. M. Braun, Nucl. Phys. B 361, 93
(1991).

[54] B. Geyer, M. Lazar, and D. Robaschik, Nucl. Phys. B
559, 339 (1999), hep-th/9901090.

[55] V. M. Braun, A. Vladimirov, and J.-H. Zhang, Phys.
Rev. D 99, 014013 (2019), 1810.00048.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Loop integrals in coordinate space

We provide some useful formulas for coordinate space calculation with z2 ̸= 0 in this section. In the simplest case, such
as the self-energy diagram of a Wilson line, the loop momentum does not appear in the exponent. The corresponding loop
integral is thus a standard one. In other cases, such as those in which the exponent contains only one loop momentum (see the
ladder diagram (a) in Fig.1 of the main text), the corresponding loop integral takes the following form

I(a) =

∫
ddl1d

dl2
(2π)2d

e−iz·(p1−l1)

(p2 + l2)2(p2 + l1)2(p1 − l1)2(p1 − l2)2(l1 − l2)2l22
. (23)

It is then convenient to first perform the standard integration over l2, then apply the following formula,∫
ddl

(2π)d
e−il·z

[l2]n
=

(−1)ni

4n−d/2(4π)d/2
Γ(d/2− n)

Γ(n)
(−z2)n−d/2 . (24)

The same formula also applies to cases where the exponent involves two loop momenta that can be fully decoupled, as in Fig. 1
(f). However, in some more complicated situations, such as the example presented in the main text (Figure 1(e)), where l1
and l2 cannot be decoupled completely. In this case, without loss of generality, we fix the d-dimensional spacelike vector zµ

along the z-direction as z = (0, · · · , z). After integrating over the transverse directions (orthogonal to z), we then evaluate the
integrals over lz1 , l

z
2 using the following formulas,∫

ddl

(2π)d
e−il·z

[l2]n
=

(−1)niΓ(n− d/2 + 1/2)

(4π)d/2−1/2Γ(n)

∫
dlz

2π
e−ilz z

(
1

l2z

)n−d/2+1/2

,∫
dlz1dl

z
2

(2π)2
e−ia1l

z
1+ia2l

z
2

[(lz1)
2 + (lz2)

2]n−d
=

Γ(−n+ d+ 1)

4n−dπΓ(n− d)

[
a21 + a22

]n−d−1
, (25)

giving us,

I(e) =

∫
ddl1d

dl2
(2π)2d

ei(l1·s1+l2·s2)

(p1 − l2)2(p1 + l1)2(−p2 + l12)2l22(l1 + l2)2

=
Γ(−1− 2ϵ)

41+2ϵ(4π)d

∫ 1

0

dαdβdγdτ ατ ϵτ̄

(αᾱ)1+ϵ
e−i(ᾱp1−αβp2)·s1+i[(τ+τ̄γ)p1+βτp2]·(s2−αs1)[−s21αᾱ/τ − (s2 − αs1)

2]1+2ϵ . (26)

Note that s1 and s2 should be retained throughout the calculation and only make substitutions s1 → −z, s2 → −uz after the
partial derivatives are taken, as explained in the main text. The above techniques can resolve all issues related to the loop
integrals. However, the most challenging part of the computation lies in integrating over the redundant Feynman parameters,
which requires numerous changes of integration variables.

The complete matching coefficient function in coordinate space

The complete MS scheme coefficient at NNLO level in coordinate space includes two regions, as shown in Eq. (5). Its explicit
expression reads:

CMS(α, β, µ2z2) = δ(α)δ(β) + as(µ) [C11(α, β)L+ C10(α, β)] + a2s(µ)
(
C22(α, β)L

2 + C21(α, β)L+ C20(α, β)
)
, (27)

where L = ln
(

−µ2z2e2γE

4

)
. The NLO expression provided in Ref. [44] reads:1

C11(α, β) = −2 CF

[
1 +

( ᾱ
α

)
+
δ(β) +

(
β̄

β

)
+

δ(α)− 2δ(α)δ(β)

]
θ(1− α− β), (28)

C10(α, β) = 2 CF

[
−

(( ᾱ
α

)
+
δ(β) +

(
β̄

β

)
+

δ(α)− 2δ(α)δ(β)

)
+ 3− 2

(
lnα

α

)
+

δ(β)− 2

(
lnβ

β

)
+

δ(α)

]
θ(1− α− β). (29)

The NNLO part gives

C22(α, β) =C
2
F
4τ̄

τ

(
1− δ(α)− δ(β) + δ(α)δ(β)

)
θ(1− α− β) +

{
C2

F

[
ln

(
τ2

τ̄

)
+

(
4ᾱ(lnα−1)

α

)
+

δ(β)+4δ(α)δ(β)

]

1 ᾱ = 1− α, β̄ = 1− β, α̃β = 1− α− β, τ =
αβ

ᾱβ̄
, τ̄ = 1− τ .
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− CFβ0

[
1

2
+
( ᾱ
α

)
+
δ(β)− δ(α)δ(β)

]
+ (α↔ β)

}
θ(1− α− β) , (30)

C21(α, β) =

{
4CF

(
CF −CA

2

)[
Li2(τ)− 2Li2(ᾱ) +

1

2
ln τ ln τ̄ +

1

2
ln2(ᾱβ)− ln(ββ̄) ln(α̃β) +

(
4− 1

τ

)
ln(α̃β)−2

+

(
2

τ
− 1

α
−5

)
ln ᾱ−

(
3 +

4

ᾱ

)
lnα

]
+ C2

F

[
8Li2(ᾱ)− 8Li2(α) + 2 ln2 α+ ln2(α̃β)− 4 ln2 ᾱ+

8

ᾱ
lnα

+ 6 ln ᾱ− 8 ln τ̄ + 8 + 4

(
3Li2(α)− Li2(ᾱ) +

2 + ᾱ

α
ln2 α+

3ᾱ

2α
ln ᾱ+ 2 lnα− 2ᾱ

α
− π2

6

2 + α

α

)
+

δ(β)

−12

(
ζ(3)− π2

6
+

1

3

)
δ(α)δ(β)

]
+ CFCA

[
2Li2(α)− 2Li2(ᾱ)− ln2(ᾱβ̄τ̄) + ln2 ᾱ+ ln2 α+ 8 ln

( τ̄
τ

)
−10 ln

( ᾱ
α

)
− 2

α
ln ᾱ− 8

ᾱ
lnα− 22

3
+ 4

(
π2

6
− 2

3

) (
ᾱ

α

)
+

δ(β) + 6

(
ζ(3)− π2

6
+

5

18

)
δ(α)δ(β)

]
−CF β0

[
ln(α̃β) +

2

3
+ 2

(
2

α
lnα+

8ᾱ

3α
+
ᾱ

α
ln ᾱ

)
+

δ(β)− 13

3
δ(α)δ(β)

]
+ (α↔ β)

}
θ(1− α− β)

+

{
4CF

(
CF −CA

2

)[
Li2

(
ᾱ

β

)
− Li

(
β̄

α

)
+

1

2
ln2
(
− τ̄
τ

)
− 1

τ
ln
(
− τ̄
τ

)]
+ (α↔ β)

}
θ(α+ β − 1)

+ C2
F

[
8

(
1

ᾱ
+

β̄

αβ

)
lnα+ 4

τ̄

τ
+ (α↔ β)

](
1− δ(α)− δ(β) + δ(α)δ(β)

)
θ(1− α− β) , (31)

C20(α, β) =

{
2CF

(
CF −CA

2

)[
3Li3(ᾱ)−Li3(α) + 4Li3

(
α

β̄

)
+ 6Li3

(
α̃β

β̄

)
−3Li3(τ̄)−Li3(τ)+ln

(
αᾱτ2

β2τ̄2

)
Li2(α)

−2 ln

(
ᾱ

α̃β
3

)
Li2

(
β

ᾱ

)
− ln

(
β2τ̄3

τ

)
Li2(τ)− 2

(
α− 5

ᾱ
+

1 + α

αβ

)
Li2(α)− 2

(
5− 2

α
− τ̄

τ

)
Li2

(
β

ᾱ

)
− 13

6
ln3 α+

1

6
ln3 ᾱ+ ln ᾱ ln

(
τ

ᾱβ̄

)
lnβ +

3

2
ln2 α ln

(
ᾱβ̄2)+ 1

2
ln
(
ᾱβ̄α2β2) ln τ ln τ̄ +

5

2
ln2 ᾱ lnα

−4 ln2 ᾱ ln β̄+

(
2− 1

α
+

2α

β̄

)
ln(ᾱτ̄) ln

(
α

β̄

)
− ln ᾱ ln(αᾱ) ln

( τ̄
τ

)
− ln ᾱ ln β̄ ln τ +

1

2
lnα lnβ ln

( τ
τ̄2

)
+2 ln2

(
α

β̄

)
ln(ᾱβτ̄τ)− 3 ln

(
β̄

α

)
ln
( τ̄
τ

)
ln

(
ᾱβ

β̄

)
+

(
1

2

τ

βτ̄
− 1

αβ
− 6

αᾱ
− β

α
− 1

β
− 2α

β̄
+

17

2α

)
ln2 α

+
1

2

(
1

β̄τ̄
− 4β

ᾱ
− 7

α
+

2 + α− 2α2

αβ
− 9

)
ln2 ᾱ−

(
1+

2ᾱ

β
− 2β

ᾱ
+

1

β̄τ̄

)
lnα ln ᾱ+

(
2− 1

α
+
2α

β̄

)
lnα ln β̄

−
(

τ

2βτ̄
− β̄

ᾱτ
− 1

2α
− 1

β
+
5

2

)
ln

(
β̄

α

)
ln

(
β̄τ2

αβ2τ̄2

)
+

(
4+

4

α
− 2ᾱ

β
+
2β

ᾱ
− 1

β̄τ̄

)
ln ᾱ ln

(
β
τ̄

τ

)
+
2π2

3
ln
(τ̄
τ

)
+

(
3− 2

β
− 2β̄2

αβ
− 2α

β̄
+

τ

βτ̄

)
lnα ln

(
β
τ̄

τ

)
− 2

(
2π2

3
+

1

β
+

1

τ
− 1

α

)
ln
(
β
τ̄

τ

)
+ 2

(
α− 3

α
+

2

β̄τ

)
ln ᾱ

−2 ln2 τ ln τ̄ +
1

6
ln3 τ +

2

τ
ln ᾱ ln β̄ +

(
π2

6
+

4

α
− 5

ᾱ
− 2

αβ

)
lnα+

π2

6

(
11− 4

ᾱ
− 4

β̄

)
− 4(1 + ζ3)

]
+ C2

F

[
8Li3(α)−36Li3(ᾱ)+4

(
5 ln ᾱ+4 lnα+

4

ᾱ
−11

)
Li2(ᾱ) +

1

6

(
ln(α̃β)− 1

)3
− 1

3
ln3 α− 2

3
ln3 ᾱ

+12 ln ᾱ ln2 α+ 2 ln2 ᾱ lnα+
13

2
ln2 ᾱ− 2

(
5− 2

ᾱ

)
ln2 α+

16α

ᾱ
ln ᾱ lnα+

(
9
α

ᾱ
− 13

ᾱ
− 3π2

)
lnα

+

(
1

2
+
π2

3

)
ln(α̃β)+

(
4− π2

3

)
ln ᾱ+ 32ζ3 +

11

3
π2 +

43

6

]
+C2

F

[(
34− 28

α

)
Li3(ᾱ)+

(
12

α
−14

)
Li3(α)

+

(
26− 8

α

)
ln ᾱLi2(α)+

(
10− 4

α

)
lnαLi2(α)− 16

ᾱ

α
Li2(α) +

8

α
ln3 α− 2ᾱ

3α
ln3 ᾱ− 2− α

α
ln ᾱ ln2 α

+

(
17− 6

α

)
ln2 ᾱ lnα+

(
7

2α
+ 2α− 11

2

)
ln2 ᾱ+ 4

(
3− 1

α
− α

)
ln ᾱ lnα+ 2

(
6

α
+ α

)
ln2 α

+

((
10+

2π2

3

)
ᾱ

α
−3π2

)
ln ᾱ+

(
7− 4(3 + 2π2)

3α

)
lnα+

(
20

α
−18

)
ζ3−2

(
π2

(
α− 5

3

)
+4

)
ᾱ

α

]
+

δ(β)

+ C2
F

[
π4

45
− 42ζ(3) +

11π2

3
+ 10

]
δ(α)δ(β) + CFCA

[
7Li3(ᾱ)− 7Li(α) + 5 lnαLi2(α)− 5 ln ᾱLi2(ᾱ)
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−2

(
7− 4

ᾱ
− 3

α

)
Li2(α)+

1

6

(
ln3 α+ln3 ᾱ−ln3(α̃β)

)
+
3

2
lnα ln ᾱ ln

(α
ᾱ

)
+2 ln2(α̃β)+

1

2

(
1

α
−7

)
ln2 ᾱ

−
(
2

α
+ 7

)
ln ᾱ lnα− 13− α

2ᾱ
ln2 α+

(
π2

6
− 2ᾱ

α

)
ln ᾱ+

(
π2

6
− 2 + 3α

ᾱ

)
lnα−

(
25

6
+
π2

6

)
ln(α̃β)

− π2

3

(
3α

ᾱ
+

1

β̄

)
− 29

18

]
+CFCA

[
2Li3(ᾱ)+10

(
1− 2

α

)
Li3(α)+

2

α
ln ᾱLi2(α)−2

(
1− 2

α

)
lnαLi2(α)

− 1

α
Li2(ᾱ) + 16 ln2 ᾱ lnα− 15 ln2 ᾱ lnα+

α

2
ln2
(α
ᾱ

)
− 8π2

3
ln(αᾱ)− ln2 ᾱ

2α
+

(
4

3
+

7π2

3
− 4

3α

)
ln ᾱ

+

(
2 +

8π2

3
+

4(π2 − 4)

3α

)
lnα−

(
76

18
− π2

6
(1− 3α)

)
ᾱ

α
− 2

(
6− 11

α

)
ζ3

]
+

δ(β)− CFCA

[
π4

90
−12ζ3

+
7π2

3
+

22

9

]
δ(α)δ(β)− CFβ0

[
1

4
ln2(α̃β)− 7

6
ln(α̃β)− 41

18
−
(
4Li2(α)

α
− 4 ln2 α

α
− ᾱ ln2 ᾱ

2α
− 32 lnα

3α

− 11ᾱ ln ᾱ

3α
− 76ᾱ+ 6π2

9α

)
+

δ(β) +
91

9
δ(α)δ(β)

]
+ (α↔ β)

}
θ(1− α− β) +

{
CF

(
CF −CA

2

)[
4Li3(α)

−12Li3

(
− α̃β
α

)
+ 8Li3

(
− α̃β
β

)
+ 2Li3

(
− τ̄
τ

)
− 4 ln

(
ατ̄2

τ2

)
Li2(ᾱ) + 4 lnαLi2

(
ᾱ

β

)
− 8β̄

β
Li2

(
β̄

α

)
+4 (1 + β)

1

τ β̄
Li2(ᾱ) + ln2 α ln

(
β β̄2)− 6 ln ᾱ lnα ln

(
− τ̄
τ

)
− 2 ln

(
β̄

α

)
ln

(
−βτ̄
τ

)
ln

(
ββ̄2τ̄4

τ4

)
+ ln2

(
ᾱ

β

)
ln

(
− ᾱαβ̄

3τ̄5

β2

)
− ln2

(
− τ̄
τ

)
ln τ + 4 ln

(
− τ̄
τ

)
ln2 τ +

4

3
ln3 τ + 3 lnα ln

(
−α̃β

)
ln

(
ᾱ

ββ̄τ

)
−2 ln τ ln2 (−β̄τ̄)− 2 ln

(
ᾱ

β

)
ln
(
−β̄τ̄

)
ln

(
− β

τ τ̄

)
+ ln2 ᾱ ln

(
−β τ̄
α2 τ5

)
− 2

3
ln3 α+

10

3
ln3
( α
ᾱ

)
+

(
8− α+ 2αᾱ

αβ
− 6− α

α
− 2(2− α)

β̄
− 3β̄

α
− 2α

α̃β

)
ln2 α− 2

(
7α− 4

αβ
− 5ᾱ

α

)
lnα lnβ − 4 ln2

(
−α̃β

)
+2

(
2

ᾱ
− 2

α
− 1 + ᾱ2

αβ
− β̄

α
+
ᾱ

α̃β

)
ln ᾱ lnβ−2

(
1 +

2− β

α
− 4− ᾱ− ᾱ2

αβ
+

2

β̄
+

α

α̃β

)
ln

(
− α

α̃β

)
ln

(
β̄

α

)

+

(
4+

6

α
+
2(ᾱ2−5)

αβ
+
4ᾱ

β̄
+
4β̄

α
+

2α

α̃β

)
lnα ln

(
−α̃β

)
+

(
10+

6

α
+
2α+4ᾱ2

αβ
− 4β̄

ᾱ
+
2β̄

α
− 2ᾱ

α̃β

)
ln ᾱln

(
−α̃β

)
+

(
5+

1

αᾱ
+

2β − 1

ᾱ
− ᾱ

β

)(
ln

(
ᾱ

β

)
ln

(
ᾱβ

α̃β
2

)
− ln2 ᾱ

)
+

(
5− π2

3
−4

1

τ

)
ln
(
−α̃β

)
+
2π2

3
ln
(
− τ̄

τ2ᾱ2

)
+
1

3
ln3
(
−α̃β

)
+ 8 lnα lnβ ln τ+2

(
π2+

5α̃β

αβ
− 1

τ

)
lnα+

(
1+

2

ᾱ

)
1

τ
− 1

αβ
−2ζ3

]
+(α↔ β)

}
θ(α+β−1)

+ 8C2
F

{
lnα lnβ

αβ
+
ln2 α

ᾱ
+

(
1

ᾱ
+
β̄

αβ

)
lnα+

τ̄

4τ
+ (α↔ β)

}(
1− δ(α)−δ(β) + δ(α)δ(β)

)
θ(1− α− β) . (32)

We note that the functions entering the two-loop coefficient function have a transcendentality 3, as determined by the presence
(absence) of Li3(u), lnuLi2(v), lnu ln v lnw, · · · (Li4(u), lnuLi3(v), · · · ) with u, v, w being rational functions over either the
Feynman parameters α, β in coordinate space, or momentum fractions x, y in momentum space. Whereas the constants have a
transcendentality 4 due to the appearance of ζ4 = π4/90. This is in contrast to the universal transcendentality 4 of the Wilson
coefficient function for the Deeply-Virtual Compton Scattering (DVCS) process [9, 84, 85] and the pion-photon transition form
factor [8, 9].

To obtain the ratio scheme matching kernel in Eq. (16), we also need the zero momentum contribution CMS
0 (z2µ2), which is

given up to O(a2s) as

CMS
0 (z2µ2) =

∫ 1

0

dαdβ CMS(α, β, z2µ2) = 1 + as(C0,11L+ C0,10) + a2s(C0,22L
2 + C0,21L+ C0,20),

C0,11 = 3CF , C0,10 = 7CF , C0,22 =
9

2
C2

F +
3

2
CFβ0,

C0,21 =

(
37

2
+

8π2

3

)
C2

F −
(
1 +

2

3
π2

)
CFCA +

19

2
CFβ0,

C0,20 =

(
−32ζ3 +

8π2

3
+

29

8

)
C2

F +

(
8ζ3 − 3π2 +

19

4

)
CFCA +

159

8
CFβ0, (33)
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where in the first line, we have used the normalization condition of the light meson LCDA
∫ 1

0
dxϕ(x) = 1.

The matching coefficient in the hybrid scheme

The hybrid scheme matching kernel in coordinate space has been given in Eq. (21). Here we derive the result in momentum
space.

Chyb
(
x, y,

µ

P z

)
=

∫
dλ

2π
e−ixλ

∫ 1

0

dαdβ ei(β+(1−α−β)y)λChyb
(
α, β,

λ2µ2

P 2
z

,
λ2

λ2
s

)
,

=

∫
dλ

2π
e−ixλ

∫ 1

0

dαdβ ei(β+(1−α−β)y)λCratio
(
α, β,

λ2µ2

P 2
z

)[
1 +

(CMS
0 (λ2µ2/P 2

z )

CMS
0 (λ2

sµ2/P 2
z )

− 1
)
θ(|λ| − λs)

]
,

= Cratio
(
x, y,

µ

Pz

)
+ δC

(
x, y,

µ

Pz

)
, (34)

where we have made the replacements z = λ/Pz, zs = λs/Pz.

Expand the addtional term δC
(
x, y, µ

Pz

)
to O(a2s), we have

δC(1)
(
x, y,

µ

Pz

)
= asC0,11L1(y, x, λs),

δC(2)
(
x, y,

µ

Pz

)
= a2s[C0,22L2(y, x, λs) + (2C0,22 − C2

0,11)Ls + C0,21 − C0,10C0,11L1(y, x, λs)

+

∫ 1

0

dαdβ C0,11C11(α, β)L2(β + (1− α− β)y, x, λs)

+

∫ 1

0

dαdβ C0,11(C10(α, β) + C0,11C11(α, β)Ls)L1(β + (1− α− β)y, x, λs)], (35)

with Ls = ln
(

µ2z2se
2γE

4

)
and

L1(u, u0, λs) =

∫
dλ

2π
ei(u−u0)λ ln

λ2

λ2
s

θ(|λ| − λs) =
[
− 1

|u0 − u| +
2Si((u0 − u)λs)

π(u0 − u)

]
+
,

L2(u, u0, λs) =

∫
dλ

2π
ei(u−u0)λ ln2 λ

2

λ2
s

θ(|λ| − λs) =
{ 4

|u0 − u| (lnλs + γE + ln |u0 − u|)

− 4λs

π
[3F3(1, 1, 1; 2, 2, 2; i(u− u0)λs) + 3F3(1, 1, 1; 2, 2, 2;−i(u− u0)λs)]

}
+
, (36)

The matching effect in momentum space

In this subsection, we present results using lattice data from Ref. [39] for two additional values of Pz to illustrate the signif-
icance of the NNLO contribution in determining the LCDAs. The pion quasi-DAs are at the physical point and extrapolated
to the continuum limit (a → 0), with pion momenta Pz = 1.29, 1.79 GeV. We apply the NNLO matching to extract the pion
LCDA from the available data, with the central renormalization and factorization scale set to 2 GeV. The uncertainties include
both statistical errors and variations due to scale dependence.

As shown in Fig. 4, at Pz = 1.29 GeV, the NNLO correction is sizeable—contributing roughly 50% of the NLO correction
near x = 0.5. In contrast, for Pz = 1.79 GeV, and for the largest momentum used in the main text (Pz = 2.15 GeV), the
NNLO contribution becomes smaller, indicating that its impact becomes less important with increasing pion momenta.
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FIG. 4. Illustration of the numerical impact of the NNLO matching in momentum space for Pz = {1.29, 1.79} GeV, similar to
Fig. 3 in the main text. Here uncertainties (color bands) come from the statistical error and µ variation from 2 GeV to 4 GeV.
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