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The energy-momentum tensor (EMT) for a spin-3/2 baryon is related to seven mechanical quan-
tities. In this work, we provide the general form of the gravitational form factors (GFFs) for a
spin-3/2 baryon by using the multipole expansion and interesting relations between the EMT densi-
ties and the GFFs. To verify those general relations, we study the nucleon and the A GFFs within
the SU(2) Skyrme model based on the large N, limit.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The energy-momentum tensor (EMT) of the nucleon contains fundamental information on its three mechanical
properties, i.e., the mass, spin, and D-term of the nucleon. These mechanical properties are related to three grav-
itational form factors (GFFs) at zero momentum transfer. While the mass and spin of the nucleon are relatively
well known, the D-term, which provides essential information on how the nucleon experiences the internal force by
its constituents, is much less known [IH3]. Thus, it is of great importance to investigate the D-term of the nucleon.
The GFFs were at first considered [4, [5] as a merely academic subject, since it was impossible to measure them
directly. The reason is that the graviton indeed weakly interacts with the nucleon. However, the generalized parton
distributions (GPDs) shed novel light on the GFF's of the nucleon, since the GFFs are identified as the second Mellin
moments of the unpolarized GPDs [6H9], which get accessible experimentally in hard exclusive reactions. In fact,
there are several ongoing and planned facilities that are ideal to measure the GPDs, such as the newly upgraded 12
GeV Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility (CEBAF) at the Jefferson Lab, the Electron-Ion Collider (EIC)
that will be constructed at Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) [10], and the planned Electron-Ion Collider in
China (EicC) [I1I]. The EIC experiments will produce unprecedented experimental results on the GPDs [12].

Another interesting object is the A isobar, which is the first excited baryon with spin-3/2. While the electromagnetic
properties of the A have been extensively investigated both experimentally and theoretically, there are only a few
theoretical works on the GFFs of the A. In Ref. [13], the relevant structure for the GFFs of the A was sorted out. The
general properties of the pressure and shear forces for the A isobar were derived in the large-N, limit [14]. Compared
to the GFFs of the nucleon, the GFFs of the A isobar have a far more complicated structure: ten different kinds of the
GFFs together with the EMT-nonconserving form factors. Thus, it is rather difficult to grasp the physical meaning
of the GFFs of the A isobar. In this sense, the multipole expansion of the EMT matrix elements of the A will reveal
the physical implications of the A GFFs. The GFFs of the nucleon were first extracted from the GPDs [I5], by using
the data on deeply virtual Compton scattering (DVCS) of the nucleon. On the other hand, it is rather difficult to
measure experimentally the GFF's of the A or to extract them from the corresponding GPDs because of its short-lived
nature. In the meantime, we anticipate that lattice QCD will provide a clue to understanding the GFF's of the A.

In the present work, we aim at how the EMT matrix elements of the A can be compactly expressed in terms
of the GFF's, using the multipole expansion. By doing that, we are able to find interesting relations between the
EMT densities and these GFFs. We want to emphasize that the relations obtained in the present work are model-
independent. We will verify these general relations within the framework of the SU(2) Skyrme model. The model is
known to be one of the simplest ones for describing the lowest-lying baryons based on the large N, expansion. In the
limit of N, — oo [16, [I7], a baryon arises as a topological soliton with an effective mesonic degrees of freedom. In
addition, the model satisfies the essential properties of QCD such as chiral symmetry and its spontaneous breaking.
The model describes very well important properties of the nucleon in low-energy regimes. Furthermore, the model
has explained numerous observables for the baryons [I8] [19] and has even described well general properties of the
nucleon GFFs. Thus, we will use the Skyrme model to examine those of the A GFFs.

There are various works on the GFFs for a hadron with different spins. The parametrizations of the GFFs for a
hadron with various spin are discussed in Ref. [5 13, 20H22]. The GFFs of the spin-0 hadrons are investigated in the
chiral quark model [23] [24], lattice QCD [25], the parameter fitting from experimental data [26], and the Nambu—Jona-
Lasinio (NJL) model [27]. For the spin-1/2 hadrons, there are results from the effective chiral theory [28], the chiral
quark-soliton model [29, [30], the SU(2) Skyrme model [31] B2], the 7—p—w model [33], 34], the bag model [35], the
QCD sum rule [36, 37] and the lattice QCD [38],[39]. The renormalization group properties of the nucleon’s twist-four
GFF ¢4,4(t) EI, which plays a role in the nucleon’s transverse spin sum rule, are studied in Ref. [40]. In the case of the
spin-1 hadrons, the relations between the GPDs and the GFFs are established in Ref. [20] 2], 4I] and the GFF's of
the vector mesons are evaluated in Ref. [27, [42] [43]. For the higher spin hadrons, the works on the parametrization
of the stress tensor are made in Ref. [14] [44].

We sketch the present work as follows: In Section [[]] we define the hadronic matrix elements of the EMT as the
GFFs and reorganize the GFF's in terms of the multipole expansion. We also define the EMT densities of a baryon
with spin-3/2 in terms of the multipole expansion and present the relations between the GFFs and the EMT densities.
In order to verify the general requirements and relations proposed in Section [[I} the GFFs and the EMT multipole
densities of the A are obtained within the Skyrme model in Section [[I]] and the numerical results are showed and
discussed in Section [[V] In the final Section [V] we present a summary and conclusions.

L 2g,q(t) = ZMNFgTO (t) in the notation of Ref. [I3] where My is the nucleon mass.



II. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS OF A SPIN-3/2 HADRON

We use the covariant normalization (p',o’|p, o) = 2p°(27)385/56) (p’ — p) of one-particle states, and introduce
kinematical variables P* = (p* + p'*)/2, A* = p'* — p* and A? = t. For the GFFs of a spin-3/2 particle in QCD, the
matrix elements of EMT current is given by [13]E|
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where u®(p, o) is the Rarita-Schwinger spinor, and it satisfies the Dirac equation (p—m)u®(p, o) = 0 and the subsidiary
conditions y,u®(p,o) = 0 and pau®(p,o) = 0. Here, o(c’) is the initial (final) spin projections. The normalization
of the Rarita-Schwinger spinors is taken to be ﬂg‘: (P)garatl(p) = —2md,rs. The index a runs from a gluon to quark
flavors. The quark and gluon form factors ka(z = 1,2,4,5) are individually conserved, whereas Fﬂk(z = 3,6) are
not conserved. Note that we name the GFFs of a baryon with spin-3/2 according to Ref. [13] and reparametrize
them to be analogous with those with spin-1/2 and spin-1. The separate quark and gluon GFFs depend on the
renormalization scale p, which is suppressed for simplicity. Because of the EMT conservation, the non-conservation
terms F (i = 3,6) have constraints, i.e., >, /% = 0(i = 3,6). The scale-invariant total GFFs are obtained as

Fi,k) = ZaFi(?k ('L == 1,2,475).

A. Gravitational form factors in Breit frame

Before discussing the GFFs, we define the n-rank irreducible tensors and the multipole operators. The n-rank
irreducible tensors in coordinate (or momentum) space are given by
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For a hadron with spin-3/2, the quadrupole- and octupole-spin operators Qi (rank 2 tensor) and O *(rank 3 tensor)
are respectively defined in terms of the spin operator S as
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2In order to be in line with the definition of the matrix elements of the EMT current for a spin-1/2 baryon,
we reparametrized the expressions given in Ref. [13] as (Ffl,Oval,lvan,()sza,lvFB(f,ovF?ﬁlszﬁovFZlvFg,ovFél,o) =
(FY 07F1T1,4F2T0,4F2 17F30,F3 1 2F40, §F4 1 2F507 2Fg:o). Note that there is a typo in Ref. [13], and it should be corrected
as g"v A1 Aq Fg:o — 2gMY A 1 A F5,0
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with ¢, 5,k = 1,2, 3, and the operators are symmetrized and traceless (Q” =0 and O = Ot = Oiti = 0). The spin
operators can be expressed in terms of the SU(2) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in the spherical basis as

5%, =/S(S+1)C5%, with (a=0,%+1. 0,0’ =0, - +5). (5)

In the Breit frame the average of the baryon momenta and the momentum transfer are respectively defined by
Pt = (pt+p'*)/2=(FE,0,0,0) and A" = p'* —p' = (0, A) with the initial (final) momentum p (p’). The momentum
squared is defined as A? = —A? =t = 4(m? — E?) with the baryon mass m. The explicit expressions of the Rarita-
Schwinger spinor and the polarization vetor are given in Appendix [A] In this frame, the matrix elements of the EMT
current are expressed in terms of the gravitational multipole form factors (GMFFs) as

- 2
. 7\ .
0. TO)lp.0) = 2|5 000+ (L) G VFER0)|

_ 3
. 7 . 7 . .
0T O)0) = 2mp | Y Lieyish, o) + (L) ety oz,

AIAT § 519 AZYDE (15, + —— OB (ATAT + 69 AZ)ARALDS (1)

! ol |TH (0 =2mE Q™
<p70‘ a()|pa0> m 4m4 oo

1
preed
o (A0 Q2 AR £ Qa7 90, ARAT) Dy
m

+ 850509 (—Fgo(t)

Fgo(t)
6m?2
o F§o(t)  Fg(t) F$q(b)t . A )

§IQE AFAL (=25 -2 MOAFATAIAT 20| (6
0000 6m? * 6m?2 2dmt ) T oo 24m?2(m + E)? /(6)

2
3

> + (Qif,aa% 1 QFF, ATAY)

Fgot) +

t a t a t2 a

62 Fio(t) + WFs,l(t) - WFS,l(t)>
_FEe®)

6m(m + E)

o 2 s
IPION ( + S QU Fio(®)

with

Eg(t) = Fio(t) + F5lo(t)

t 5 a a 3 a a a a a a
+ Gz [ - §F1,0(t) — () — §F2,o(t) +AFS () + 3F)o(t) — F5'o(t) — F5' (1) — Fe,o(t)]

t2 1 1 1 1
ot | 3P0+ FEA(0)+ SFE0(0) + 5F54(6) — AFS0(t) = Fiolt) — FLL(0) + 3F5.(0)]
t3 1 a 1 a a
+ pryec §F1,1(t> - §F2,1(t) + Fi ()],

a 1 a a a a a a
E(t) = 6 [Fl,(](t) + F1,1(t) - 4F5,0(t) + F3,0(t) + F3,1(t) + FG,()

715 1 a a 1 a 1 a a a a 1 a
12m?2 [2F170(t) + Fl,l(t) + §F2,O(t) + §F2,1(t) - 4F5,o(t) - F4,0(t) - F4,1(t) + 2F3,1(t)}
t? 1 . 1 . .
+ A8t | §F1,1(t) - §F2,1(t) + FE ()], (7)

700 = | Frote) - Fiott)]

t a a a t2 a
T 15m2 {le,o(t) + () + 5F5,0(t)] + WFz;,l(t)a

1

T =~

FLol0) + FLa(0)] + g a0 0



Do (t) = F2,0(t) - EFs,o(t)
t a a a | t2 a
T om2 F3o(t) + F3'y(t) —4Fg,(8) | + oA s (t),
a 4 a _
D2 (t) = §F5,O(t)7
a 1 a a a ] t a
D§(0) = g | = Folt) ~ FEL(0) + AR50 + 55 P00 ©

One can refer to Appendix [A] in detail. The sum of the quark and gluon contributions to the GMFFs is also scale-
invariant:

Eo,2( 250 o(t),  Jus( Z Ti5(t),  Dozs(t) =Y Df,s(t). (10)

The EMT density T#¥(r,0’,0) is given by the Fourier transform of the matrix element of the EMT current in
momentum space:
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B. Energy density

The temporal component of the EMT T (r, ¢/, o) is related to the energy density. The mutipole expansion of the
energy density is defined by
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where the monopole and quadrupole densities ¢ 2(r) are respectively given by
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At the same time, the energy multipole form factors £ 2(t) can be expressed in terms of the energy densities gg 2(r)
in coordinate space:
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For a particle of arbitrary spin, the general tensor quantity is introduced in Ref. [21] [44] by
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The monopole moment corresponds to the mass of a baryon, accordingly one arrives at the apparent relation
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which gives the normalization
Fip(0) =) Fo(0) = 1. (18)

The constraint Fi ¢(0) = 1 for the spin-3/2 baryon coincides with that for the spin-1/2 and spin-1 hadrons. The grav-
itational quadrupole density of a baryon presents how the energy density is deformed from the spherically symmetric
shape. This quantity does not appear in the spherically symmetric hadrons. It can be quantitatively estimated as
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Another interesting property is the mass radius of a baryon. It can be derived by the r2-weighted energy density in
the Breit frame. The expression of the mass radius is found to be

> [d3r r2T00
(rg) = Eff T /dST reo(r

1 3
= 6€}(0) = 6F1’70(0) +— [ - §F1’0(t) — Fua(t) = 5Fa0(t) + 4F50(t) + 3F0(t) | . (20)
t=0

C. Angular momentum density

The spin density is given by
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The angular momentum density is obtained from the Ok-components of the EMT, which is decomposed into the 0-,
2- and 4-multipole components (see also Ref. [45] [46]). The sum of the angular momentum contributions from quark
and gluons to the spin-3/2 baryon is obtained by
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which yields the spin operator of the baryon with the constraint Fy ¢(0) = 3/2.
Since our interest lies in the monopole angular momentum density in this work, we separately define it as
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with spin S = 3/2. The angular momentum form factor can be expressed in terms of the averaged angular momentum
density as

Ji(t) = /d3r jlf:/\/_;t)pj(r). (25)



D. Pressure and shear force densities

The pressure and shear force densities are related to the ij-components of the static EMT. These densities are
firstly defined in Ref. [20, [44] and newly parametrized in Ref. [I4, [43] to conveniently express the strong forces in a
hadron acting on the radial area element. Following Ref. [14] [43] we can express the stress tensor in terms of the
pressure and shear forces densities by

(.0 = % / 2E2 LA T (0) p, o)
7T

g y 1 1 pi
P08+ 50()Yi 600 + (m(r) - s3<r>) Q'

3 9
1 1 N L . o
+ <52(7“) — §p3(7‘) + 653(7")) 2 [QZ’,GYQPJ + QP VP — 5”@5?03/21%}
« 2 1 . 1 5 y
+ Qg [ (Bante) + 3sut)) o9 + (st + s 5. (20)

From the EMT conservation 9;7%(r,0’,0) = 0, the following equilibrium relations between the pressure and shear
force densities are derived:

2 dsp(r) n 25n(7“) N dpn (1)

3 dr r dr
This differential equation guarantees the stability condition. The functions pg(r) and so(r) correspond to the pressure
and shear force densities appearing in the spherically symmetric hadrons. The functions p2(r) and p3(r) are named
the quadrupole pressure densities, and the sa(r) and s3(r) are called the quadrupole shear force densities according
to Ref. [14]. These densities p,,(r) and s, (r) are respectively written as
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Similarly, the form factors Dy s 3 (t) can be expressed in terms of the pressure and shear force densities in coordinate
space:
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The pressure densities p,(r) satisfying the relation given in Eq. comply with the von Laue condition
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3 a typo in Ref. [43] is corrected in Eq. ,



Note that the dimensionless constants (generalized D-terms) are defined by [14]
D, /d?’rD m/d?’rr pn(r) = m/d?’rr sn(r), with n=0,2,3. (32)

The generalized D-terms Dy 2 3 introduced in Ref. [I4] are related to the form factors Dy 2 3(t) as follows:

Dy = Dy(0), DQ_D2(0)+722/0 dt Ds(b), 733_5/0 dt Dy(t). (33)

m? J_

Interestingly, the strong forces carried by constituents can be interpreted as a certain combination of pressure and
shear force densities [I]. The spherical components of the strong forces (dF;,dFy and dFy) acting on the radial area
element (dS = dS,é, + dSpég + dSyé4) are expressed as follows [14]:
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Here, as defined in Ref. [2], the mechanical radius can be given by
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As for the unpolarized spin-3/2 hadron, since the normal force acting on the radial area element (dF;./dS,) is solely
due to po(r) + 2s(r), it should comply with the local stability criterion given in Ref. [2] as

po(r) + ;SO(T) > 0. (36)

III. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS OF THE A IN THE SKYRME MODEL

The Skyrme Lagrangian density is given by
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where U is the SU(2) chiral field, and e stands for a dimensionless parameter and trg is trace over flavors. The F;
and the m, are the pion decay constant and the pion mass, respectively.

In the large-N. limit, we have the parameter scales F, = O(N, 1/2), e = (O(Ngl/z)7 m; = O(N?), so as to have
L = O(N.). In this hmlt the chiral field is assumed to be a static one. Here, the static chiral field is written as
U(r) = exp[fiTiP(r)], With #* = r/|r| and the isospin Pauli matrices 7¢, by adopting the hedgehog ansatz where
P(r) indicates a profile function with the boundary conditions P(0) — = and P(c0) — 0.

The classical soliton mass is defined by My, = — [ d®r £, which is expressed with respect to the profile function
and the model parameters by
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The profile function is obtained by minimizing the classical soliton mass and has an asymptotic behavior in the
limiting case r — oo,

P(r) = (1 +mger)e” ™" (large r), (39)

where the constant Ry is determined by the profile function derived by minimizing the classical soliton mass and is
given in terms of the axial coupling constant in the chiral limit [31] [47].



In order to assign the quantum number to the soliton, the time-dependent chiral field should be considered as
U(r) — A{t)U(r)AT(t), with A(t) = ag + a - 7. Here, we define the angular velocity Q(t) = ATA (A = dA/dt) with

Qf = —%trF [At A7), (40)

Having quantized the collective coordinates (27 — J?/2I), one obtains the collective Hamiltonian [48]
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with the moment of inertia
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e? e2r2

I= 2% /dr r2sinP(r) [Fﬁ + (42)

The collective Hamiltonian acts on the collective baryon wave functions given in Ref. [48]. In principle F,; and e are
model parameters. However, the parameters are fixed to repoduce the following observables [31]

3
My + Ma = 2Mgo = 2171 MeV, Ma — My = 27 = 293 MeV, (43)
and the model parameters are consequently found to be
my; = 138MeV, F, =131.3MeV, e =4.628. (44)

From the above parameters, the classical soliton mass and the moment of inertia are determined by
Mo = 1085 MeV, I =1.01fm. (45)

In this work, we strictly follow the set of parameters used in Ref. [31] to keep consistency.
The canonical EMT in the Skyrme model can be derived by
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where ¢, is a time-dependent mesonic field with U(¢,7) = ¢o + iT - ¢. The degree of freedom of the mesonic field is

reduced to three (a = 1,2,3) by the constraint ¢g + ¢* = 1. With the constraint, the canonical EMT in the Skyrme

model is found to be symmetric. The respective components of the EMT densities is expressed as
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The rotational corrections to the EMT densities are obtained by
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b T (r 0’ 0) = [J2 = (F-7)?|  EEE R o B
6rot TOF (r, 0, 0) = O(1/N?),
. 2 /(02 .2
i i [ 32 L, sin“P(r) [ 8P'(r) 8sin“P(r)
Seot T (7,0’ o) = 77 [J —(J-7) ng e =t a0
s 2 /()2 s 02
o L sin” P(r) 4P'(r) 4sin“ P(r)
o0 [J2 = (7] P F?
+ (J-7) o'o 812 ~t e + e2r2
.4
o i i iale 3l B A as sin® P(r)
- [2J Pl — PRI I — AP T+ {JZ,J]}L,U o222 (48)
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The rotational corrections to the 0Ok-components of the EMT densities 8ot TOF (r,o’,0) are found to be null in the
current Skyrme Lagrangian. The corrections appear in the higher-order derivative terms that generate Q3 ~ O(1/N3).
However, the corrections are strongly suppressed in the large- N, expansion. Thus, we can safely neglect the rotational
corrections to the 0k-component of the EMT densities.

As given in Egs. 7 and , the multipole densities can be extracted from the EMT densities in Eq. :

F? (2Sin2P(r)

w0 =5 (B P J SP0) <Sin2P<T> 2p2

9 mzF
2627"2 7’2 + 2Pl(’l") > =+ T (1 — COSP(’I‘)) y

.2 2 / 2
sin“P(r) [ o  4sin“P(r)  4P'(r)
= F
pu(r) 4l [ =t e2r2 o2 ’
F? [2sin*P(r) /N2 sin?P(r) (sin?P(r) N9 m2 2
po(r) = o1 (7‘2 + P'(r) ) + 622 < - +2P'(r) ) - (1 —cosP(r)),

4 e2r? 2

so(r) = (F’g + SiIlQP(T)) (P’(r)2 - SinQP(T)> . (49)

In the same manner, the rotational corrections are derived from Eq. :

sin?P(r) 'F2 N 4P'(r)?  4sin®P(r)

(J) ) —
5r0t50 (T) - J('] + 1) 12]2 | ™ e2 + e2r2 :l ’

brorp§ (r) = O(1/N?),
sin?P(r) [

D)y , 4P'(r)?  4sin®P(r)
drorpy (1) = J(J +1) 1212 _F” + 3e2 3e2r2 ’
.2 r / 2 102
)\ sin“P(r) [ 8P'(r) 4sin“ P(r)
OrotSy (1) = J(J +1) nr | e + 3,2 . (50)

Interestingly, in the chiral soliton picture the rotational corrections to the EMT densities in Eq. (50]) are related to
the quadrupole densities, which was firstly found in Ref. [I4]. The quadrupole energy density e2(r) is found to be

Sronel) () = —§J(J +1)ea(r). (51)

In other words, the quadrupole energy density e2(r) is related to the energy densities of the nucleon &} (r) and the A

£6'(r)

ea(r) = — 5 [ () 5 ()], (52
with
A0 = [eo(r) + el ()] (53)

Also, the usual sizes of the quadrupole density e2(r) is estimated by

[rleb o) =l = [ @bt ) - buelf ) = =2 [ drealr) = 37 ~ OW/N) (54)

As for the quadrupole pressure and shear force densities, the remarkable general relation in a chiral soliton picture
is derived in Ref. [14]

pa(r) + §SQ(T) =0. (55)

By comparing Eq. with Eq. we reproduce this relation in the Skyrme model. The above relation ,
together with the EMT conservation (27)), implies the null results of the quadrupole densities sa(r) and ps(r), and
the similar relations to Eq. for the pressure and shear force densities are obtained [14]:

pa(r) = s2(r) = 0, Groepl () = —%J(J F1pa(r)s Bronst) () = —%J(J +1)s3(r). (56)
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Therefore, we arrive at the similar expressions as Eq. (52))

palr) = =5 [ ~p ()] salr) =3 [s5) s ()] (57)

with
70 2(r) = [po(r) 4 8oeme™ V()] 55 0) = [s0() + Brnsg ™ ()] (58)

Here, one has to bear in mind that due to the EMT densities with the included rotational corrections the pressure
pn(r) and the shear force s,(r) densities do not uniquely exist and should be reasonably determined. Let us first
recall that the leading-order (LO) result of po(r) satisfies the von Laue condition that is equivalent to the equation
of motion [3I]. However, once one considers the next-to-leading-order (NLO) result of po(r), it breaks the von Laue
condition. Thus, one might introduce the “variation after quantization” method—minimizing the baryon mass after
quantizing the soliton—as a prescription. However, this method also has a drawback: the chiral symmetry in the
large-r region is not satisfied [47]. To preserve the chiral symmetry and satisfy the von Laue condition, we first adopt
the “quantization after variation” method—quantizing the soliton after minimizing the soliton mass—and treat the
rotational corrections to the EMT densities as a small perturbation. Of course, the von Laue condition is broken.
Thus, instead of directly using the model result of py(r), we solve the equilibrium equation given in Eq. with the
approximated shear force density so(r) and reconstruct the pressure po(r)|reconst, which then automatically complies
with the stability condition [47]. We also derive the reconstructed quadrupole pressure p3(r)|reconst i the same
manner.

Before discussing the GFFs, it is important to discuss the large distance properties of the EMT densities. The
large distance behaviors of the EMT densities for the spherically symmetric baryon were investigated and presented
within the Skyrme model in Ref. [31][47]. For completeness, we present the large distance properties of the quadrupole
densities in the chiral limit as

F? R} F? R} 56 RS 392 1 RS
g2(r) = oz A ps3(r) = oA s3(r) = 22 p10 p3(r) — T 15 I2e2 410 (59)
The - - - indicates the contributions strongly suppressed in the large-r region. Interestingly, the quadrupole densities

eo(r) and ps(r) are weakly suppressed in the large distance, which have the analogous behavior with the angular
momentum density p(r) x %4 Keep in mind that in order to respect the chiral physics and the stability condition,
we discard the result of p3(r) and adopt the newly reconstructed ps(r)|reconst by solving the differential equation (27).
As a result, the discrepancy between ps(7)|reconst and ps(r) arises from the fulfillment of both the chiral physics and
the stability condition and is inevitable. For finite pion mass, the densities are exponentially suppressed.

Since this model is based on the large- N, expansion, it is necessary to clarify the large- N, behaviors of the GMFF's
of the A. The large-N, expansion is valid in the region [t| << MZ. In the limit of N, — oo, we have the following
large-N. behaviors

MN,A ~ O(N(')ﬂ I~ O(l/Nc)a t~ O(N?)a (60)
and the scales of the GMFF's are found to be

&(t) ~O(ND), &) ~O(ND),  Jo(t) ~ON),  Ts(t) ~ O(ND),
Do(t) ~ O(NZ),  Da(t) ~ O(Ng),  Ds(t) ~ O(NZ), (61)

or according to Ref. [I4] the generalized D-terms have the scales as
Do~ O(NZ), D2~ O(N]), D3~ ON). (62)

It is found that the GMFFs have the orders of ~ N2 except for the form factors Dg(t) and D3(t), which have the orders
of ~ N2, whereas the generalized D-terms Dy, Dy and D3 have the orders of ~ N2, ~ N9 and ~ N?, respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this Section, we present the numerical results and discuss them. We first examine the monopole and quadrupole
energy densities arising from the temporal component of the EMT. Note that the LO monopole energy densities
go(r) of the nucleon and the A are degenerate. To lift the degeneracy, we need to take into account the rotational
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corrections Q2 ~ O(1/N?2). Thus, the integrations of the NLO monopole energy densities Eév ’A(T) over space yield
the masses of the nucleon (My = 1159MeV) and A (Ma = 1452MeV). While the Skyrme model produces rather
large values of the baryon masses, they satisfy the constraint given in Eq. ,

1 1
/d3r eo(r)] = /d3r X2 (r) =F(0) =1. (63)
Mol o Mna NLO,S=1.2
0.00
----- LO
20 -0.02}
SN T NLO (Nucleon) =
E 15 —— NLO (3) E _o.04
3 3
1.0}
S 2 _o.06f
S 0.5} K
N * —0.08] — A
0.0
e -0.10 T
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
r [fm] r [fm]

FIG. 1. The left panel presents the results for the monopole energy densities of the classical soliton (LO), the nucleon (NLO)
and the A (NLO) as functions of radius r. The right panel depicts the quadrupole energy density of the A as a function of
radius r. The dashed, dotted and solid curves draw the classical soliton, the nucleon and the A, respectively.

In the left panel of Fig. [I, we draw the numerical results on the monopole energy densities of the classical soliton
(LO), the nucleon (NLO) and the A (NLO) as functions of radius r. The values of the three monopole energy densities

at 7 = 0 are all found to be £¢(0) = EéV’A(O) = 2.27 GeV - fm 3. The reason is that the value of 5rot5(()J), which is
proportional to the quadrupole energy density e2(r) depicted in the right panel of Fig. |1} becomes zero at » = 0. The
left panel of Fig. [I] exhibits a slightly broader shape of the monopole energy density for the A in comparison with
those of the nucleon and classical soliton. As explained previously, the rotational corrections to the monopole energy
density are of order O(1/N?) and hence are suppressed. The effects of the rotational corrections on the monopole
energy densities can be quantitatively observed by calculating the mass radii given in Eq. ,

(rt) = 0.54fm? (LO),  (r%) = 0.57 fm? (NLO, Nucleon),  (rZ) = 0.64fm? (NLO, A). (64)

As given in Eq. , the value of the mass radius of the A is larger than those of the classical soliton and nucleon.
It reflects the fact that the monopole energy density of the A has a broader shape in comparison with those of the
classical soliton and nucleon. In the case of the finite pion mass, the NLO mass radii of the nucleon and the A are
found to be finite, since the energy densities are exponentially suppressed in the large distance. However, in the chiral
limit, those mass radii diverge because the rotational corrections to the energy densities are proportional to 1/r* in
the large-r, i.e., (r%) oc [~ dr r4séV’A(r) as given in Egs. and (59), which is similar to the isovector charge radius
of the nucleon in Ref. [48]. In the right panel of Fig. [} the numerical result for the quadrupole energy density e2(7)
of the A is drawn as a function of radius . The quantity e5(r) provides information on how the energy density is
deformed from the spherically symmetric shape. It has a peak at around r = 0.4 fm with a negative sign and its
strength is very small compared with eo(r). By integrating e2(r) over r, we can estimate the typical size of e2(r) as

/d?’r ea(r) = f% /dgr[soA(r) — e (r)] = —147 MeV. (65)

We confirm the relation numerically, first obtained in the large N, limit [I4]. The value of the integration of e5(r)
over r is approximately 10% ~ O(1/N?) of that of eq(r). Another interesting property is the mass quadrupole
moment given in Eq. (19). Its value exhibits how the energy density is deformed from the spherically symmetric
shape quantitatively and is found to be

- 2 .. -
QY = 1—562;],6 d*rr2es(r) = —0.0181 Q% _GeV - fm?. (66)
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FIG. 2. The angular momentum densities of the nucleon and the A as functions of r normalized by corresponding baryon spin

S.

In the chiral limit, the mass quadrupole moment diverges by the same reason as the NLO mass radius, i.e, €a(r) %4
Figure [2| shows the result for the averaged angular momentum density p;s(r) normalized by the corresponding
baryon spin S. As shown in Egs. and , pg(r) is related to the Ok-components of the EMT. The integration

of p;(r) over r yields the constraints on the form factors J;(0) and Fy (0) as

1 2
¥ / Pr py(r) = 271(0) = 2 Fio(0) = 1 (67)
We obtain the numerical results for the mean square radius (r%) of the nucleon and the A as
2 Jdrr?p,(r) 2
=" =0.92fm". 68
<TJ>N,A fd37‘p]<’f') m ( )

The results (r%) for the nucleon and the A are degenerate. Since in Eq. higher-order corrections to the EMT
densities 6,0;7°%(r,0’,0) are abscent, the averaged angular momentum density of the A differs from that of the
nucleon by factor three, and its mean square radius of the A is the same as that of the nucleonEI As mentioned in the
previous Section, the higher-order corrections to the averaged angular momentum 6r0tpSJ) (r) arise from the higher
derivative terms that generate Q% ~ O(1/N3). Since there are no such terms in the present Skyrme Lagrangian,

the corresponding corrections 5rotp(JJ)(r) do not appear. Viewed in the argument of the large-N,. expansion, the

corrections 5rotpSJ) (r) are strongly suppressed and must be very tiny.

The left panel of Fig. [3| shows the results of the pressure densities for the classical soliton (LO), the nucleon (NLO),
and the A (NLO) as functions of radius r. The LO pressure naturally complies with the von Laue condition that
is equivalent to the equation of motion. However, as discussed in the previous Section the NLO pressures do not
satisfy the stability condition. Thus, we adopt a strategy that preserves the chiral symmetry and satisfies the stability
condition. We first take the variation of the soliton mass, and then quantize the soliton. By treating the rotational
corrections as a small perturbation, we then obtain the approximated shear force density so(r). With using so(r), we
reconstruct the pressure po(r)|reconst from Eq. , so that the pressure density meets the stability condition. Thus,
the LO and NLO pressures in Fig. |3| satisfy the stability condition. In the meantime, satisfying the stability condition
implies that the pressure density has at least one nodal point (rg) where the pressure density vanishes. For the inner
part of o (pp > 0) repulsive force dominates, whereas for the outer part of o (po < 0) attractive force governs. Thus,
we obtain the nodal points g for the classical soliton, nucleon and A numerically as follows:

ro = 0.64fm (LO),  rg = 0.65fm (NLO, Nucleon),  rg = 0.83fm (NLO, A). (69)

While the value of rg for the nucleon and the classical soliton are comparable, that for the A is found to be much
larger than the results for the nucleon and the classical soliton. It indicates that the A is mechanically spreading

4 Note that in the chiral limit the averaged angular momentum density ps(r) decrease as »~% in large distance, so the radius diverges.
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FIG. 3. The left (right) panel depicts the results for the pressures (shear forces) of the classical soliton, the nucleon, and the A
as functions of radius r. The dashed, dotted and solid curves draw the classical soliton, the nucleon, and the A, respectively.

Note that in the case of results of the NLO pressures they are reconstructed from Eq. by using the approximated shear
forces to comply with the von Laue condition.

more widely compared with them. The right panel of Fig. [3] illustrates the results of the approximated shear force
densities for the A, the nucleon and the classical soliton. To comply with the stability condition the D-term Dg(0)
should be negative, which means that the integral (weighted by 72) of the shear force densities over all values of r
should be positive. (see Eq. ) Indeed, the shear force densities for them are always positive. While the sq(r) for
the A has a wide-spreading shape in comparison with those for the classical soliton and nucleon, the magnitude of
so(r) for the A is considerably small compared with those for the others.

0.20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0.10
o5 0.08}
= — A 5 0.06f — A
E o.10f E 04}
> %
o 0.02}
= 0.05} S
O £ 0.0
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r [fm] r [fm]

FIG. 4. The left (right) panel depicts the results for the quadrupole pressures (shear forces) of the A as a function of radius

r. The quadrupole pressure density ps(r) is reconstructed from Eq. by using the approximated quadrupole shear force
density s3(r) in order to comply with the von Laue condition.

Figure [4| shows the result of the quadrupole pressure (shear force) density for the A. The quadrupole pressure
P3(7)|reconst 18 reconstructed, as the NLO pressures pév ’A(r)|reconst were derived from Eq. . Thus, p3(7)|reconst also
complies with the stability condition given in Eq. , and has a nodal point located at rg = 0.56 fm. The shapes of
P3(7) |reconst and s3(r) are similar to those of po(r) and so(r), respectively.

The left panel of Fig. |5 presents the results of the monopole normal force components po(r)|reconst + %so(r) acting
on the radial area element for the classical soliton, the nucleon and the unpolarized A. When it comes to a spherically
symmetric baryon, the monopole normal force can be directly related to the local stability condition stating that
the force is always directed outwards. As for the polarized A, the contributions of the quadrupole densities to the
normal force come into play. The result of the quadrupole normal force p3(7)|reconst + %53(7") is shown in the right
panel of Fig. 5 except for that of the nullified densities so(r) and pa(r). It is found that the monopole and quadrupole
normal forces are positive over the whole region of r. For the large distance in the chiral limit, the monopole normal
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FIG. 5. The left panel depicts the results for the monopole normal forces po(r)|reconst + %so (r), given in Eq. , acting
on the radial area element, and simultaneously shows local stability condition in Eq. for the classical soliton, nucleon
and unpolarized A. The right panel shows the result for the quadrupole normal force ps(7)|reconst + %ss(r). The NLO and
quadrupole pressure densities are reconstructed from Eq. by using the approximated shear force densities so(r) and s3(r)
in order to comply with the von Laue condition.

force keeps the positivity, which means that the local stability condition is satisfied. Note that the quadrupole normal
force has a positive sign
2 NA o RY 2 56 1 RS
0 < pd2(r) + s P () = F222 0 0<ps(r) Fosa(r) = ey (70)
reconst 3 ™ 6 3 5 [2¢2 r10
However, we do not know how the quadrupole normal force is related to the local stability conditions so far. Another
interesting quantity is the mechanical radius. As defined in Ref. [2], the mechanical radius is obtained by

(r) mech = 0.61fm? (LO), (1) meen = 0.63fm? (NLO, Nucleon),  (r2)meen = 0.85fm? (NLO, A). (71)

Similar to Egs. and the value of (r2)mecn for the A is larger than those for the classical soliton and nucleon,
which verifies that indeed A is mechanically spreading more widely compared with those for the classical soliton and
the nucleon. Furthermore, we define the quadrupole mechanical radius <r§>mech in Eq. 7 and its numerical value
is found to be

(r2) mech = 0.33 fm?. (72)

The quadrupole normal force is very compact in comparision with monopole one.

Finally, we discuss the GFFs and GMFFs. As shown in Sec. [[I} the GMFFs are expressed in terms of the GFF's
and related the EMT densities as shown in Egs. , and (30). In the Skyrme model, the energy &(t) and
angular momentum 7, (¢) form factors satisfy the constraints £ (0) = Fi,0(0) = 1 and J1(0) = 1 F4,0(0) = 1. Besides
the octupole angular momentum form factor J3(t) is assume to be zero, i.e., J3(0) = —[F4,0(0) + Fy,1(0)] = 0,
because the corresponding density is suppressed in the large-N. expansion. As a result, we get the relation Fy 1(0) =
—F,;0(0) = —3/2. There is no additional constraint on &;(t), Do(t), D2(t) and Ds(t). Therefore, we determine the

moments of the GMFFs from Egs. , and as E|
M 1
£(0) =72 [ drr?ea(r) = ~5lFi0(0) + Fia(0) ~ 4F50(0)] = 0.34,

reconst

4 16
Dy(0) = MA/dgr TQPOA(T) = fBMA/dST TQSOA(’I") =F50(0) — 3 50(0) = —3.53 <0,
2 3,2 8 3.2 4
Dy(0) = 5MA d’rrops(r) = f%MA d>rress(r) = §F570(0) = —0.20,
1 2 1
Ds3(0) = —EOMg /d3r rips(r) = ﬁMg/d?’r riss(r) = 6[—FQ,O(O) — F51(0) 4+ 4F5 0(0)] = 0.24. (73)

5 By assuming that the pressure p,(r) and shear force s, () densities vanish at large-r faster than any power of r, one can arrive at the

- gg\\;t;; J5° drrNpy(r) for N > —1, which arise from the differential

general relation between them as follows [29]: [ dr rNsp(r) =

equation ([27]).
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FIG. 6. Gravitational multipole form factors of the A as functions of squared momentum transfer .

The energy quadrupole form factor is obtained as £3(0) = 0.34, and it is related to the mass quadrupole moment
given in Eq.(19). The value of the D—ternﬁ Dy (0) of the A is found to be —3.53. The quadrupole form factors Dy (0)
and D3(0) turn out to be —0.20 and 0.24, respectively. Those quadrupole form factors are related to the generalized
D-terms given in Eq. and determined as

D§ = —3.53, DY = —-3.63, Dy =0, D3 = —0.50. (74)

The generalized D-terms of the present work are comparable with those of Ref. [I4, 47]. The numerical results for the
A GMFFs and GFFs as functions of ¢ are shown in Fig. [l and Fig. [7] respectively. We restrict ourselves in the range

6 The discrepancy of D-term between this work and Ref. [I4} [47] arises because of the different masses. They have used the LO mass,
whereas we take the NLO masses to keep a consistency in this work.
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of 0 < (=t) < 1 GeV? because of the validity of the large-N, expansion, i.e., [t| < M3Z. We find that typical sizes
of the quadrupole form factors () Da(t) and Ds(t) are relatively small in comparison with those of the monopole
form factors &y(t) and Dy (t).

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we aimed at providing the general form of the GFFs for a spin-3/2 baryon in terms of the
multipole expansion and finding interesting relations between the EMT densities and these GFFs. We first defined
the matrix elements of the EMT current given in Ref. [I3] in terms of the GFFs, and then we expressed these GFFs
by using the multipole expansion and related them with the EMT densities. The temporal component of the EMT
density includes information on the mass m, its radius (r%) and the gravitational quadrupole moment QY, . The
explicit relations between the multipole mass form factors & 2(f) and the multipole energy densities g 2(r) were
provided. The spin density was related to the dipole and octupole spin form factors Ji 3(t). The integration of the
spin density over r yielded the constraint, which is analogous to a spin-1/2 baryon, for the dipole spin form factor
Ji1(t). The stress tensor, parametrized in terms of the pressure p,(r) and shear force s, (r) densities (for n = 0,2, 3),
was related to the form factors D,,(¢). Interestingly, those densities should comply with the equilibrium equation
to have the conserved EMT, which means that the respective pressures p, (r) have their own von Laue conditions and
the corresponding generalized D-terms. Thus, we found a connection between the generalized D-terms D,, and the
form factors D, (0). In addition, we obtained the expressions for the strong forces in terms of p,(r) and s,(r) inside
a baryon and defined the generalized mechanical radii (r%)mech.

To examine the general relations proposed in Sec. we used the SU(2) Skyrme model based on the large-N,
expansion. Since this model satisfies chiral symmetry and its spontaneous breaking, and described well the general
properties of the nucleon GFFs, the model is suitable for investigating the GFFs of the A. We first derived all the
expressions for the EMT densities up to Q2 ~ O(N;2) and reproduced the large-N, relations proposed in Ref. [14]
within the Skyrme model. One of the remarkable relations was the null results of po(r) and sa(r), which makes Ds
vanishes. We also studied the N, behaviors of the GMFFs and the generalized D-terms.

In the Skyrme model, while the masses of the nucleon and the A were overestimated, they satisfied the constraint
&o(0) = F1,0(0) = 1. We found that the energy density of the A is spreading more widely in comparison with that of
the nucleon. We obtained the mass quadrupole moment for the A as @7, = —0.0181Q%, GeV - fm? that is related to
the mass quadrupole form factor £2(0) = 0.34. For the angular momentum density normalized by the corresponding
baryon spin, we got the degenerate results on those for the nucleon and the A. The angular momentum form factor
for the A satisfied the constraint J;(0) = Fy0(0)/3 = 1/2. Moreover, the null result of the octupole spin form factor
Js(t) = 0 gave the additional constraint Fy1(0) = —Fy0(0) = —3/2. When treating the pressure and shear force
densities with included rotational corrections, we reconstructed the pressure densities p,(r) from the approximated
shear force densities s, (r) through the equilibrium equation to comply with the von Laue condition. Utilizing this
strategy, we understood that the A has mechanically wide-spreading structure compared with the nucleon and obtained
the generalized D-terms for the A as Dy = —3.53, Dy = 0 and D3 = —0.50. We predicted ¢ dependence on the GFFs
and the GMFFs for the A in the range of 0 < (—t) < 1 GeVZ. We found that the typical sizes of the quadrupole
form factors £2(t), Da(t) and Ds(t) are relatively small in comparison with those of the monopole form factors &y(t)
and DO (t)

As suggested in Ref. [14] the lattice measurements of the A GFFs can be used to check whether A-baryon is a
rotating soliton. Here, we provided the first numerical estimates of corresponding GFF's in the soliton picture using
the Skyrme model. We expect that the results of the lattice QCD or the theoretical model will soon come out.
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Appendix A: Breit frame formulae

In the Breit frame the initial momentum p and final momentum p’ have the relations P* = (p*+p'*)/2 = (E,0,0,0)
and A* = p'* —p* = (0, A). The momentum squared is defined as A2 = —A? =t = 4(m? — E?). Definition of the
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FIG. 7. Gravitational form factors of the A as a function of squared momentum transfer ¢.
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Rarita-Schwinger spinor is given by

ut = E C L us(p)ey,  with  us(p) = vVm+FE 9 (A1)
A3 m+E¢5
with the two component Dirac spinor ¢s. The spin-1 vector €} is defined by
A€y . A - €y A€y A€y
Bip) = — A ko(p') = ' A, A2
= (-t ot ma ). ) = (e s 0 (A2)
with

N 1 . . 1 . 1 .
€ = \/;(—1, —i,0), €& = \/;(0,07 1), €é_1= 2(1, —i,0). (A3)

There are useful relations for Dirac field:

U ( /)’YOUS(p) = 2mdys,
( )ue(P) = 2E53/35

Uy (p )2(P0 oA, + P'0% A Yuy(p) = A2Ed gy,
T () (P10 + Po0 s (p) = 2im BeE 31 A%,
T (1) 5 (P07 + PI™ ), (p) = 0. (A4)
For vector field:
(€ -A)(ex-A) = —%5,\/,\ - AS&“A’“AQ

. t L Ak Ak AL
€y " €N = (6’/77,2 — 1) (5)\/)\+27,rn2Q/\,k A A,

1
el = 12 T30 T QA ARAL
E
A= -8 A,
E
GA'A:—fé)\'A,

E2
(€ - A)lex-A)=~—5 (3 M+ Q(Al/)flA’“AQ

r(ex-A) +(eh - A) =0,

T i (1)1
e())jef\ + e?ﬁe(})\ = Qmek’lAksg&,

j* A D TE 2E2 4 i A PAJ
EJXAZ(EA . A) + EJAAZ(EX . A) = 73M2A A36>\/>\ + g\l))\]kAkA m g\ll))\klAkAlA AJ,
i% * 4 % A’LA 1)ig 1 i 1)kj i A (1) ki
6)\/6&"‘6&/6)\: ( 6J+ 6m )6A/)\_2Q(Al)>\j —m (A Ak ( ) J AJAk (k')k )
1 o R
- ————— S ANINARAIQU. A5
8m2(m + E)? @ (A5)

The dipole- and quadrupole-spin operators for the spin-3/2 field are defined by

4
k ~j* ~k Ogr
E Cl)\’l ) 1)\1 (—ZEU 6‘;\,6)\5515—"- ;S(S/\//\>7

ol

1 . o’
Atk ~J ilm alx om Y s's ]lmAl* m"~s's
E Cl/\,1 1)\1 [—2 (e)\,e)\ + eA,e)\) 1€ EY €N 5 = 1e?"EY €N 5 |- (A6)
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