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ABSTRACT: we derive a new twist-3 partonic sum rule for the transverse spin of the proton,
which involves the well-know quark spin structure function gr(x) = gi(x) + g2(z), the less-
studied but known transverse gluon polarization density AGr(z), and quark and gluon
canonical orbital angular momentum densities associated with transverse polarization. This
is the counter part of the sum rule for the longitudinal spin of the proton derived by Jaffe
and Manohar previously. We relate the partonic canonical orbital angular momentum
densities to a new class of twist-3 generalized parton distribution functions which are
potentially measurable in deep-virtual exclusive processes. We also discuss in detail an
important technicality related to the transverse polarization in the infinite momentum
frame, i.e., separation of intrinsic contributions from the extrinsic ones. We apply our
finding to the transverse-space distributions of partons, angular momentum, and magnetic
moment, respectively, in a transversely polarized proton.
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1 Introduction

The spin structure of the proton or nucleon has been an important topic in hadronic
physics for over the past 30 years [1-4]. This was spurred on after the so-called “spin
crisis” triggered by the European Muon Collaboration experiment [5], which showed that
the quark spin contribution to the proton’s spin was consistent with zero. A first-principles
explanation as to why the nucleon has spin % is a subtle task and has garnered much
attention over the years [6]. In physics, sum rules express a total quantity as a sum of all
its individual sources. The implementation of this general idea is illuminating, as it allows
one to completely account for all of the contributions to a certain physical quantity without
leaving out anything important. Angular momentum (AM) sum rules have been derived
and studied for the proton since the 1990’s. The sum rule derived for longitudinal spin of
the nucleon in ref. [7] has a simple partonic interpretation in the infinite momentum frame
and light-front gauge. On the other hand, the covariant spin sum rule derived in ref. [8] is
valid for any reference frame, and for both longitudinal and transverse polarizations.

With regards to testing AM sum rules, progress has been made to evaluate various
contributions to the nucleon’s AM using quantum chromodynamics (QCD) on the lattice
(see for example [4, 9-12]). Another avenue is through the measurement of generalized
parton distributions (GPDs). Although GPDs were initially defined for mainly technical
reasons [13], eventually they were realized as a powerful way to reveal new information
about the internal structure of the nucleon [8, 14-17]. They are a generalization to the
simpler case of parton distribution functions (PDFs), and can be probed in deeply-virtual
exclusive processes [18, 19]. AM is expressible in terms of spatial moments of the energy
momentum tensor (EMT) which involves off-forward matrix elements of the nucleon, and
hence GPDs naturally encode information about the nucleon’s AM. Therefore one can relate
AM contributions to PDFs and GPDs, and both are quantities which can be constrained
by measurements. Consequently, spin programs in semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering
and polarized p-p collisions have been launched to measure the quark spin contributions of
different flavours as well as the gluon helicity [2, 3]. Although GPDs have been studied for
over 20 years, there has been a substantial revival in their interest recently as the 12 GeV
physics program at Jefferson Lab comes to fruition and Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) is in
full planning [20]. A new generation of high energy experiments can potentially constrain
them unlike ever before.

The covariant sum rule that gives the leading contribution to AM in terms of light
front power counting has been well studied [8], which is shown to have a simple partonic
interpretation in transversely-polarized nucleons [21, 22]. However, much controversy has
been generated in the literature when transverse AM is involved [23-27]. The issue has been
recently resolved through an explicit construction of the sum rule using the transverse-AM
expectation value in the transversely polarized nucleon state and by the elimination of the
center-of-mass contribution [28]. In addition to that, there is also a sub-leading contribution
in the infinite momentum frame. It is well-known that there is a go(z) distribution related
to quark transverse spin which can be measured through deep-inelastic scattering [29].
Furthermore, there is a gluon transverse polarization distribution introduced in ref. [30]



Figure 1: A proton moving along the z-axis with an intrinsic AM in both the transverse
and longitudinal directions due to the internal dynamics of its quark and gluon constituents
(both their motion and their spin orientation).

and studied in detail in ref. [31]. Although alluded to in ref. [31], a complete sum rule of
transverse AM at the sub-leading level has not yet been derived.

In this paper, we follow the approach in ref. [28], deriving a new partonic transverse-
spin sum rule for the nucleon which involves the familiar distributions gz2(x) and AGr(x).
Furthermore, it involves the partonic transverse OAM which requires the introduction of
new twist-three GPDs. The new sum rule can be viewed as the partonic counter part of
the Jaffe-Monahar sum rule for the longitudinal spin. Also crucial in this derivation is the
operation of isolating intrinsic sources of AM over the sources associated with the nucleon’s
center-of-mass motion and we explain how this is achieved in the paper.

GPDs have been shown useful to map the transverse-plane distributions of partons [16].
The transverse polarization effects on these distributions already come in at the twist-2
level [32]. However, they often mix in the spurious contributions from the center-of-mass
motions, which has not been discussed properly in the literature before. In this paper, we
also consider how to separate out these contributions from the intrinsic ones. We show the
examples of the parton momentum, AM, and magnetic moment densities.

The structure of the paper is as follows. We first recommend the reader follow Ap-
pendix A for a refresher on how the AM is defined in quantum field theory. Section 2
is dedicated to defining all of the GPDs we will be considering, along with some of their
properties. Some additional details of our definition is explained in Appendix B for the
interested reader. Section 3 gives a detailed review of the longitudinal AM of the nucleon,
which has been re-cast in terms of our defined GPDs. Section 4 gives a detailed analysis of
the sum rules for a transversely-polarized nucleon, including new results. In section 5 this
analysis is applied to transverse-space parton distributions as well as the magnetic moment
of the nucleon. Finally we draw some conclusions and outlook in section 6.



2 Twist-2 and twist-3 GPDs related to EMT

We start in this section with a comprehensive introduction to GPDs useful for studying
the matrix elements of QCD EMT and its generalization to light-front correlators. GPDs
should be thought of as probability amplitudes for removing and adding quarks(antiquarks)
or gluons from and to the nucleon in exclusive hard scattering processes. One of the simplest
GPDs involving quark fields can be expressed as

[l (R o

where W (y#, z#) = Pexp (—z’g fxy dzlA, (z)) is the gauge link required to keep the expres-

sion gauge invariant and I' is a certain Dirac matrix. The hadron states used in this paper
are normalized as follows

(P',S"|P,S) = 2Ep(27)36®) 65 5 (P — P) . (2.2)

All matrix elements will be normalized with a factor of 1/ (P, S|P, S) which will be implicit
for simplicity. To aid in the analysis of expressions like eq. (2.1), the frame in which the
average momentum of initial and final states, P* = 1(P“ + P'*), is collinear such that
Pt =0, is chosen. The average momentum can be expressed with light cone vectors as
Pr o= pt + %M Zn# where p* and n” are chosen in the + and — directions respectively
defined by the light-cone coordinates 2t = (20 & 23)/v/2, and satisfy p - n = 1, while
M? = M? - A?/4 and A* = P'" — P#. In terms of 4-vectors, the two light cone vectors are
pHt = W(P’ 0,0,P) and n* = %(1/73, 0,0,—1/P) with P specifying the coordinate system,
usually chosen to be PT. The momentum transfer squared is defined as t = A% and S

is the polarization vector of the particle satisfying S - P = 0 and normalized according to
5% =—1.

2.1 Quark GPDs with bilinear fields

In order to study the properties of GPDs in more details, it will be helpful to seek a set of
independent functions to parameterize the matrix element. Consider the matrix element
of bi-local quark operators defined as the following

oo%i/\x AN An
[z s o (5 waare (3) 29) ”

= a(P',8") Fyr(z, P, A n)u(P,S) ,
where F(z, P,A,n) indicates a set of independent and complete functions of different

Dirac structures preserving all the symmetries such as the Lorentz and parity symmetry
and q represents the quark flavor. One of the most well-known parameterizations for (2.3)
is that of I' = 4T, in which one has [8]

oA,

Fomt = Hy(z,t,6)7" + Eq(%ﬂf)w ; (2.4)



where £ = —A - n/2 is the only inner product independent of the other scalars. GPDs
defined with I' = 4™ are an example of twist-2 GPDs, which dominate in most high energy
scattering observables. Dynamically, operators of twist-t grow like Q%>~¢ as the momentum
transfer () increases, so the higher order terms will be twist-3, twist-4, etc. Amnother
definition of twist is from the operators, where

twist(¢) = Dimension of the operator(d) — Lorentz spin(s) . (2.5)

This is consistent with the definition based on power counting. For instance for I' = 7T,
we have t = 3—1 = 2 for a dimension-3 and spin-1 operator, which is the same as the twist
from powering counting.

One important application of GPDs is that one can constrain the gravitational form
factors from GPDs defined in this way, and the parameterization above leads to the twist-2
sum rule of quark AM as in ref. [§]

1
x
Jg = /1 B (Hy(2,0,0) + E4(x,0,0)) dx . (2.6)
The light front momentum fraction = should always take the value from —1 to 1 by def-
inition, which applies to the integral of x as well. Thus it will be suppressed in future
equations. In order to study the higher twist contributions of GPDs to the AM, a more
general parameterization with I' = v* will be needed as will be discussed later. Using the

techniques highlighted in Appendix B, one can write the following parameterization for

]:fyH:

oMYA,
Fae :fy“HZZ(m,t,f) + WEé(aﬁ,t,f)
AW io“Aq
7 Gl (@, 1.6) + AMIGY 5, 1,€) + 37 03(T: 1, 6) (2.7)

+ Mioc"n, ;74(x,t,§)
+ MnFF)(2,t,€) + M*n"pF) 5(z,1,)

where 1t = y#n,, and o//“ are non-zero for p in the transverse direction only. Although this
expression is manifestly Lorentz invariant, the fact that each component has a covariant
1 index makes it difficult to separate contributions of different twist. To make the twist
counting more apparent, one could reparameterize eq. (2.7) into a twist-separated form as

Famr =V Ho(z,t,8) + —~——

AM ’L'O'#O(Aa
+ ﬁGq,l(x7 tv ‘5) + Alj_ﬂG%?(x’ t’ 5) + ;_T

+ M'l‘O'ﬁVnquA(xatf)
=+ Mn/inJ(x,t,f) + MQnIi%F ,2(x>ta£) )

Gq,3(x7t7§) (2.8)

where each p comes with a subscript indicating that it is non-zero when pu takes the



value of the subscripts only. This form can be derived by simply projecting F, .« to the
different directions 4+, L, —, and the relation between the primed and unprimed GPDs is
not particularly useful as only eq. (2.8) will be used from this point on. The result shown
in this way can be easily proved equivalent to the GPD parameterization in ref. [33] as
will be shown later.

Both this parameterization and the one in ref. [33] indicates that there are two twist-2
GDPs for I' = 4*, four twist-3 GPDs for I' = v+ and two twist-4 GPDs for I' = y~. The
counting of the total number of independent terms in these expansions can be achieved by
counting the physical degrees of freedom as stated in ref. [18, 34-37]. For each operator O
the matrix element <P' , S’ ‘O’ P S > has in general 4 matrix elements, each with the initial
and final proton states taking different helicities. However the parity symmetry relates half
of them to the others, so for each independent operator, or in this case for each free index
in the operator, 2 independent terms are needed to cover all possible matrix elements. For
instance, in the twist-3 case, one finds !

1 J_p

A
‘quL*MGq, (xt§)+A hGg2(w,t,8) +

+ Mio panqA(:c, t,§),

A
2M qu,3(x7t7§)

(2.9)

that has 4 independent parameters which agrees with the counting rule above (2 for each
transverse direction). Another choice of parameterization in the literature is using the
structure in the form of F, 1 ~ YEy5G (2, t,€) [21, 38-40], and their comparison is dis-
cussed in Appendix B.3. This analysis of counting independent matrix elements will be
very useful in examining some of the more complicated parameterizations in the following
sections.

2.2 Quark GPDs with three fields

More complicated GPD parameterizations for I assuming some general Dirac matrix can be
done similarly. For instance in ref. [33, 34], GPDs with I' = ¢#” have been parameterized.
Another structure defined as

/ AL i3 @ro)tinty—2) [ pr g
(2m)?° 7

- An

W ( ) Wy 2,7 D P (un) Mw( )‘P S>
(2.10)

where the double arrow covariant derivative is defined as (B %) with B

- —
d +igA and 5 = 0 —igA, are called D-type GPDs [22] which are related to the quark
EMT as will be shown. Another form,

ANAL 32 (o) bin(y o —( An
[t (o5 () W s () )
(2.11)

n ref. [38] and ref. [39], equivalent twist-3 GPDs are defined but with G and G5 switched. Here we
take the notation consistent with ref. [39].



called the F-type GPDs which can be related to the transverse color Lorentz force on
quarks[41] are of interest when AM is concerned. The D- and F-type GPDs are accompanied
with two free indices «, 8 similar to the I' = o#¥ case, but no specific symmetry with
exchanging the indices is required, unlike o#” which is anti-symmetric. Consequently,
a more general parameterization is needed. Also, the D- and F-type GPDs are defined
with a correlation of 3 fields separated on the light front, which makes them even more
complicated. As will be shown, these GPDs will suffice for studying the AM.

Attempting to parameterize those GPDs with a set of complete and independent func-
tions, eq. (2.10) and eq. (2.11) can be expressed as

D/F-type quark GPD = a(P', §)Foh, (@, y, P, A, n)u(P, S) . (2.12)

Then the following expression can provide a parameterization (See Appendix B)

‘nglﬁ) :MgiﬁAl(xvyvt7£) =+ M2giﬁ¢A2(l‘7yat7§) + MUTBAZS(‘,E)y’taé)

a B 2 v B Je) B a B (2'13)
+MVE Ve + MUV @V + MVG @V + MVE @ Vg
where V¢ is the linear space expanded by vectors with Dirac scalar
P A%
V§ =4 =1, =L Mn® 2.14
S { M7 M ) n} ) ( )
Vi is the linear space expanded by vectors with a Dirac tensor
. afB
_ S apipen, 100 g
Vi = {Mwi N8 g } , (2.15)

and ® in eq. (2.13) represents the direct product of the two linear spaces. Each base vector
will be associated with an independent function A, (x,y,t,&). It can be shown that there
are 32 independent structures and as a result 32 independent functions A, (z,y,t,£). One
can check its consistency with other parameterization by taking the anti-symmetric part

of F;jg / rT,y, P,A,n). It turns out there are 12 independent functions for anti-symmetric

F;BD/F(:U, y, P, A,n) which are equivalent to the results in ref. [33].
Though the parameterization seems to be complicated, the number of independent
coefficients is consistent with the parameter counting method. Since there are 4 x 4 = 16
free indices for a rank-2 tensor and (4 x 3)/2 = 6 free indices for an anti-symmetric rank-
2 tensor, there should be at most 32 and 12 independent parameters for each of them
respectively.
The twist-3 part of the tri-local GPDs is essential when the AM is of interest after the

twist-2 terms, so consider eq. (2.13) with @ = 4, 8 =L which gives

ioctPA
2M

1 At
E]:;ré_ :MGQ,DJ(‘T? Y, 57 t) + AL%G’q,D,Q (l‘, Y, Ea t) +

+ M'L.O'J_pan%DA(‘rv Y, 5? t) :

qu,D,3(x7y’£7t) (216)



The parameterization of the F-type GPDs will also be defined as

P — =—G 6t ATpG Y, 6,0
(P+)2 oF =3 0. P1(2,Y,§,1) + AThGy pa(2,y, €, 1)
iotPA,

2M

(2.17)
Gq,F,S(xa Y, ga t) + MiJLpanq,F,4($a Y, 57 t) .

If one instead takes 8 = + inside -7:: BD /E

= =
front gauge. As with AT =0, D *(un) reduces to 9 * where the 1 dependence is removed

the GPDs will be much simpler in the light

and it becomes xPT up to an integration by parts. As a result, one has the following
general substitution for § = +:

/d)\dueig(ﬁy)ﬂu(y—x)@z (—2”) 7D () <)\2n> '

(27)?
oty [ g () ()

—00

(2.18)

where the gauge links reduce to unity in the light front gauge, while the F-type GPDs
simply vanish since GTF = 0. Then the off-forward matrix elements of the relations above
would imply

fZE(I, Y, t,&) = aPTo(y — x) Fyu(z,t,€) . (2.19)

Thus all D-type GPDs with 8 = + can be expressed by the 2-field GPDs in the light front
gauge, while the F-type GPDs simply vanish

Flp(a,y,t,6) =0. (2.20)

2.3 Gluon GPDs with bilinear and three fields

The gluon GPDs can be defined very similarly as the quark ones. For instance, GPDs
defined with a gluon-gluon correlation can be expressed as

/ A ixa <P’, S"|2Tr {GW‘ <—M> W, 2 GY. <M>H P, s> : (2.21)
oo 2m 2 272 t\ 2

where () in the indices indicate a symmetrization. This expression can be parameterized

in much the same way as in eq. (2.13), with the only new constraint being the need to
symmetrize the «, 5 indices. With the expansion of eq. (2.21) as

Gluon GPD = u(P’, S')]:;ﬁ(:v, P,A;n)u(P,S) , (2.22)
the following parameterization is chosen

f;ﬁ :MgiﬁAl(Jj,t,f) + MZQi/B'%AZ(xvug)

N . ) (2.23)
+ MV VD + MV o v + MVt V).



There are 20 independent parameters which is again consistent with the counting method
of independent matrix elements. The twist-2 part of the above parameterization with
a = 8 = + can be written as

1
P+

icTA,

o
Fo T =" Hy(x,t,8) + Wi

':UEg(xat7§) ) (224)
in which a Gordon identity was used and a factor of x included so that the parameterization
matches with the common result. For the twist-3 GPDs with o = 4, 8 =, one has

_ AL icPA
Fft = PO maGou (@, 61) + A Goa(@, €. 1) + 5 =L2G (., )
(2.25)

+ Mio’l)pnprgA(x, &),

where a factor of z is multiplied again for consistency. The GPDs defined here are sym-
metric under exchange of o and [, so the parameterization of « =1,3 = + will be the
same.

Besides the GPDs with a gluon-gluon correlation above, three-gluon correlation func-
tions will be needed for reasons explained later. Consider the D-type gluon GPDs defined

2Tr{Gai <—A2”> iDP (un)G, <)‘2n)HPS> . (2.26)
P,s> |

Z 2Tr {GM’ <—A2”> igGT8 (un)G, (2”) }
Z (2.27)

All the gauge links are removed since these definitions are related to observables only in

from

/%eié(wy)ﬁu(y—@ <P/ S’
2 ’

and the F-type GPDs from

/%eié(wy)ﬂu(y@ <P’ s’
2 ’

the light cone gauge. Then with their parameterization written as

D/F-type gluon GPD = (P, S')}"O‘B

g’D/F(x7 y?‘P? A? n)u(Pa S) 9 (228)

they will follow analogously to the quark D/F-type GPDs. For instance, the twist-2 case
of a =+, 3 = + gives us

Fob(e,y, P, An) = 2PYo(y — 2)Fo T (2, P, An) (2.29)
Fop(zy, P,An) =0, (2.30)

where these relations hold for any «, so one has the same relation for the twist-3 GPDs



Correlator Type | twist-2 GPDs twist-3 GPDs
7%’“7# - Eq, H, Gy, Go2, Gg3, Gga
y*iDPe D E,, H, Gyp1, Ggp2, Ggn3; Ggpa
Dy GEPy Gyr1, Gor2, Gorg, Ggra
GGP) - E, H, Gy, Gga, Gg3, Ggu
GiDPGY, By, H, Gg,0,1, G2, Gg,03, Gg,Da
Tr {G¥GTPGT} F Ggr1, Ggr2, Ggr3, Ggra

Table 1: A list of twist-2 and twist-3 GPDs for 6 different light cone correlators. Each field
in the 1st column is separated on the light cone, and implicitly separated by a Wilson line.
Gq/g,i arve functions of the variables (z,§,t), while G4 p/r; are functions of (z,y,¢&,t).

with o =1, 8 = +. As for the twist-3 case with a = +, 8 =1, the D-type GPDs are

1 AL
W ;:1% :ﬁGg,D,l(x7y7€7t) + AL?/iGg,DQ(% y,{,t)

o (2.31)
10 B G (@ &) + Mio Gy p (2,9, 6, 1)
oM 9,D,3\T, Y, G, 107" Nplg D4\, Y, S, )
and the F-type GPDs are
1 L AL |
er 3V g, F :MGg,F,l(l',yggat) +A %ngpjg(x,y,g,t)
(PF) » (2.32)
0B 4 s 01) + Mioon Gy a1, €,1)
i 9, F3 1, Y, ¢, 10 " NpGg Fa\T, Y, S, .

Among our conclusions is a catalogue of twist-2 and twist-3 GPDs spread across 6
distinct types of 2- and 3-field light cone correlations. Table 1 briefly summarizes the 28
GPDs defined.

2.4 Constraints on GPDs from discrete symmetry

The matrix elements defined above must also satisfy discrete symmetries such as those
of parity and time reversal invariance. Also, the result should be valid under Hermitian
conjugation. These conditions can relate them into constraints of the expansion coefficient
functions themselves. The derivation is somewhat tedious and only the results are shown
here for future convenience (see for instance [15, 34]). For the relevant coefficients in
eq. (2.9) and eq. (2.25), the Hermiticity condition combined with time reversal symmetry

~10 -



require that

2/93(T: 1 =€) = Gg/g3(x,1,€) (2.33)
Gyjg3(,t, =€) = Gy 3(x,t,8) (2.34)
0. (Tt =€) = —=Gyyg (2, 1,€) (2.35)
Gyrgi(@t, =€) = —Gypq(x,t,8) (2.36)

with j = {1,2,4}. Notice that under both Hermitian conjugation and time reversal, the
initial and final states will be exchanged which means A — —A and £ — —&. The equations

above simply imply that G for i = {1,2,3,4} are all real. Meanwhile, G/, 5 is an even

q (2
function of £, and G/ ; Wl‘éfl j ={1,2,4} are odd functions of £, so in the forward limit:
Gy/g,j(7,t =0, =0)=0.

The discrete symmetry of D-type and F-type GPDs can be derived as well and those
GPDs are functions of both x and y which makes it more complicated. For the D-type
3-field GPDs defined in eq. (2.16) and eq. (2.31), the Hermiticity condition combined with

the time reversal symmetry gives

Glrgp3(@ yt,—8) = Gy p 3y, z,t,€) (2.37)
G903,y t,=8) = Gyrg. 03y, 7,1, €) (2.38)
G905yt =€) = =Gyyg.p(y, 2, 1,€) (2.39)
Gyjg0,(,y,t, =€) = =Gyyep,(y,2,1,) (2.40)

with 7 = {1,2,4}. Again all the GPDs defined here are real. Also, if one expands those
GPDs into powers of £ via

flz,y,t,8) = Zf (z,y,t 5.7 (2.41)

then it follows that all the G(T/L) D 3(m y,t,—&) are symmetric when n is even and anti-

symmetric when n is odd which is the opposite for Gé/; D](ac y,t, —=§).

There remains the F-type GPDs for which the constraints can be derived in the same
way. Combining the Hermiticity condition and the time reversal symmetry one has

Goors(@y,t,—=8) = =Gy ra(y, 2, t,€) (2.42)
Go/gr3(T,y,t,—§) = =Gy g p3(y, v, t,8) (2.43)
Goo i@y t, &) = Gyyg ri(y, 2, 1,€) (2.44)

( —§) = (2.45)

q/gF]xya ) q/gFj(yaxtg)

with j = {1,2,4}. These relations indicate that G; /; F 3(z,y,t, —&) are anti-symmetric
(n)

when n is even and symmetric when n is odd and the opposite applies to Gq Jo.F.j (z,y,t,—¢&)
with j = {1,2,4}.

- 11 -



2.5 Connection to the previous definitions

The GPDs defined in the sections above can be related to those of Meifiner et al. [33],
which are also used extensively in a more recent paper [42] on deeply virtual compton
scattering (DVCS) cross sections. To start the comparison, matrix element in ref. [33] that
gives the GPDs can be written as

[T

_ 1
Fyo(P,z,A/N) = -

5 | e W N DW (=2 2) 0/ 2lp Nt zimo (240

2

where the N plays the same role as the negative light cone vector n. Performing a change
of variables A = 2~ PT, this is equivalent to the expression

[F]_1 @iim//—ixin 75\7715\77% 5\771
v = / e (p', A ?/)( 5 )JTW -5 5 |43

2P+ | or
which is the left-hand side (LHS) of eq. (2.3) with an extra factor of 1/(2PT). This is
made all the more obvious when comparing the twist-2 amplitude in eq. (2.4) to MeifSner

pA) (2.47)

et al.’s analogous expression

1 P AN

v _ + Lo

E(x,¢&, t)] ) (2.48)

which has the exact same decomposition. Therefore, the following general relationship can
be established

- L7

2P+ q,77 (249)

where the momentum space spinors are suppressed and implicitly present on the right-
hand side (RHS), and this in fact readily relates our twist-2 GPDs to those in ref. [33]. In

particular
1
Hy(x,&,t) _ 1 H(z,¢,t) 7 (2.50)
Eq(.fl?,f,t) 2P+ E(.I,f,t)
where our GPDs are on the LHS and Meifiner et al.’s are on the RHS. As for the twist-3
GPDs, ref. [33] gives the following amplitude

_ +AI At~
W M| YTA — ATy
W= gy |10 e (6 0) g Bar (6.0
o _ I (2.51)
PTAL — ATP) - Y Pp — Pty -
—+ TM2 THQT($,€71:) + TTEQT(:C’&’@ :
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Recognizing the following relations which are a consequence of both simple Dirac algebra
and the light cone coordinates

+

_ 7
=57 (2.52)
AT
J+M
754» = O'Ij_VTLV 5 (254)

and substituting these three relations into eq. (2.51) gives the following expression

1 -
(2P+)Fh/] Z’LMU “ny Hor + A, <ZLE2T + MH2T>
(2.55)

, 2 _ . . . N\ -
+ &y Eor + MgpiHﬂ + (PiVL - Vi)EzT )
where all the arguments will be suppressed. In the frame where P, = 0, it leaves one with

. . 1 -
@PHYFY) = iMoo n, Hyp + N, (?EQT + MH2T>

+v, <€E2T - E2T> : (2.56)

The first 2 terms of eq. (2.56) coincide with the first, second and fourth terms of eq. (2.9),
while the third term of eq. (2.9) can be related to the last term in eq. (2.56) with Gordon
identity and it can be rewritten as

po

Aa .
ﬁ(P’)ng sl t,)u(P) = a(P' ) Gysl,t,E)u(P) | (2.57)

where P|' = 0 has been used. Comparing eq. (2.9), eq. (2.56) and eq. (2.57), the following
relations between ours and Meifiner et al.’s twist-3 GPDs can be written

Eor(z,§,t) = 2Gq2(2,&,t) (2.58)
Hap(x,8,t) = Gga(z,§,t) (2.59)
Eop(x,6,t) = 26Gya(x,&,t) — Gya(x, & 1) , (2.60)
Hor(z,&,t) = Gya(x,€,1) . (2.61)

Another choice of Dirac structure has been used in the literature, see for example [22, 38,
40, 43] where the coefficient of a(P’, S")ie"” A,y vsu(P, S) is taken. This term is discussed
in Appendix B.3 where it is shown to be related to @(P’, S")y u(P, S) with eq. (B.27), so
one has

Gq,D,S(‘Ta yataf) ~ HE])(3) (x7y7t7£) ) (262)
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with HqD(g)(x,y,t,f) the GPD defined in ref. [22]. However, the transformation between
these two different parameterizations is not as simple as the relations eq. (2.58)-eq. (2.61)
above due to different parameterizations being used. The forward limit of Gy p 3(x,y,t,§)
also corresponds to the ¢p(z,y) defined in ref. [43] and we have

Gops(x,y,t =0, =0) = dp(z,y) . (2.63)

3 Revisiting spin sum rules for longitudinal polarization

The spin sum rules for a longitudinally polarized nucleon have been thoroughly discussed
in the literature, see for instance [21, 43]. Here these sum rules are reviewed in light of
the parameterization of twist-3 GPDs in the previous section to establish a connection to
the present work. In general there are two types of spin sum rules. One type is manifestly
gauge invariant and local [8], and is valid in any Lorentz frame in which the helicity is a
good quantum number,

%Aq+L3+J;: g (3.1)
where Jg = %Aq + L7 is the total quark contribution in terms of total quark helicity
Ag and quark OAM Lg, and J; is the total gluon AM. The quark contribution in AM
always implies summing over all quark flavors. The other is the Jaffe and Manohar sum
rule in the infinite momentum frame and light-cone gauge [7], which has simple partonic
interpretations,

%Aq+AG+l§+l§:g, (3.2)
where AG is the total gluon helicity, and [7 , are the quark and gluon canonical AM
contributions. The renormalization scale dependence is omitted for simplicity.

As discussed in Appendix A, the AM can be expressed in terms of the off-forward
matrix elements of the EMT. For example, analogous to eq. (A.18), Jg and Jg can be in
general written as

1 I .0
g 11 1
2Ep \A—=0,5'—5 0A,

T;’ngel(o)\ P, S>
. . 0 ! Ox
- A_}lolg’l/_)SZaiAy (P+A,S T, 5,(0)] P, S>> :

(3.3)

which allows to one to derive the matrix element of AM from the off-forward matrix
elements of the EMT. The parameterization of the off-forward matrix element of EMT has
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already been done in ref. [8] as

(¥

uv
Tq,g,Bel

P = (P [Aq,g (A2) 1P 4 B, , (A?) PWig")® A, /2M
Gy (A2) (AMAY — g™ A2) /M + Cyy (A2) g M u(P)
(3.4)

In order to get the AM with eq. (3.3), expansion of above parameterization to the leading
order of A will be needed. Taking the gamma matrices in the Dirac representation, the
spinor can be written as

w(P,8) =P+ M ( 0,32(8) ) , (3.5)

FP ()

where o represents the Pauli matrices, s is the spin vector in the rest frame and X(s)
satisfies
X(S)TgiX(S) =35, (3.6)

Two expansions of Dirac bilinears will be used, which are

u(P+A/2,S)u(P—A/2,8) = 2M + eomﬁpzﬁf’MSan +0(A%), (3.7

0
(P + AJ2,8)0"u(P — A/2,8) = —2e"*PS, Py + O(A) , (3.8)

where €123 = 1 and the zeroth order expansion of the second line is enough. The expansion

of eq. (3.4) can then be written as [7, 44]

5|1 on o) P (14 B g
<P 75 ’Tq,g,Bel P, S> —2Aq,g (O) ptpP <1 +e€ P 2M(PO T M) Sapﬁ>
plu V)aBp; _ ) ,
— (Ag,g(0) + Bq,g(0)) € PiNSP, + O(A%) + g" terms .
(3.9)
Then the following result can be found with eq. (3.3)
z z 1

Jog = (P, ‘Jq,g‘ P,§) = 9 (Ag,g(0) + Bqgg(0)) - (3.10)

The AM derived this way is covariant, since the expansion is frame independent. Besides,
the leading contribution to the AM in the infinite momentum frame which can be expressed
in terms of parton densities as in the Jaffe-Manohar sum rule is also of interest.

3.1 Covariant twist-3 relations for quark contributions

The symmetric EMT of the quark fields can be written as,

v 7 -Hy
THL =i Dy (3.11)
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where the covariant derivative was defined in section 2.2. The terms that contribute to
the longitudinal AM are T;) %el and Tg%el, which are equivalent. Without loss of generality,

T;}g o> the leading twist contribution to Tg% o> Will be discussed. The light-front correlations
defined as

dAdp ;x(, inlu—a) = [ AT = An
qué’F’Bel(x,y) = /(277)26 5 (x+y)+ip(y )¢ (_2> 7(+W_%’#ZD (,Wl)y)W#,%l/J <2) 7
(3.12)

can be introduced, which is defined as the correlation of three fields separated on the
light front and the local EMT operator can be obtained by integrating over z and y:
T;é’el(O) = fdmdyT;ngBel(x,y). The T;E’F,Bel(x,y) here does not have a simple parton
picture since it involves three partons interacting with each other.

Unlike transverse polarization, there is no leading twist sum rule for longitudinal po-
larization since J? is invariant under boosts in the z direction, whereas the transverse
momentum grows as J'* ~ ~J%. Therefore, longitudinal polarization is intrinsically re-
lated to twist-3 GPDs. The definition in eq. (3.12) relates the EMT with the twist-3 GPDs
defined in eq. (2.10), and the following constraints from the gravitational form factors in

eq. (3.4) follow

/d:cdy Gyps(z,y)+ /d:c x Gga(x) = Ag(0) + B4(0) , (3.13)
/dxdyG%DJ(:}:,y) = /dx xz Ggj(x)=0, (3.14)

where j = {1,2,4}, which is consistent with the relations acquired from the discrete sym-
metry. The notation Gy ;(x) is and will be used to express the forward limit of the GPD:
lima_0 Ggi(x,t,€). With the parameterization in eq. (2.16), the EMT expressed with
eq. (3.12) and the expression of AM eq. (3.3), J; can be derived as

1 1
J; = 3 </ dedy Gg.ps(x,y) + /dx T Gq73(x)> = §(Aq(0) + B4(0)) . (3.15)
This result is consistent with the one derived with gravitational form factors and an equiv-
alent result has been discussed and derived in ref. [43] and in ref. [38, 39].

With the goal of decomposing the quark AM in order to derive a partonic sum rule,
it will be helpful to decompose the quark spin contribution [7]. Recall that the AM tensor
can be expressed with the Belinfante EMT T)'; | as in eq. (A.3). Meanwhile, since the
Belinfante EMT for QCD is simply the symmetrized canonical EMT

TH = TW) (3.16)

el T

it can alternatively be written as

T, =T — Tl (3.17)
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Then the AM density can be expressed with the canonical EMT as

MHve(€) =g (Tup(g) _ leel (5)) — &P (T“l’ — Tl (5)) )

(3.18)
—gVTHR(E) — EPTHY 4 SHVP(€) |
with
smr(e) = — (grlol(g) — grrll) (3.19)
For the Dirac bilinears in quark EMT, following identities can be useful
DO DAE) — VP D O](&) = e §(E)y,7" Do (E)(E) (3.20)
DO DA(E) — DY) = —ie™P7 P (E)1,7 Do (E)(E) (3.21)

for which the equation of motion P(€) = 0 is used. With these relations it follows that

SPP(E) = — 5 BENA H(E) + 305 (GO E)) . (322

where the second term is a total derivative term called a super potential whose forward
matrix element is shown to vanish with proper wave packet treatment in ref. [44, 45]. Then
the spin contribution can be derived with eq. (3.22) as

1 _
fs= =5 [ (P S[EERA V| R.S) | (3.23)
The matrix element of the axial current can be expressed as
(P, S |$(0)7,7"(0)| P.S) = 2MS,Aq , (3.24)

where the quantity Agq is the singlet axial charge with all quark flavors summed over. The
axial charge Aq can be related to the PDF defined in ref. [46] with the axial current as

Qei/\x n n
[ e (S| 30y () PS) o

= 2[g1(2) Mp,(S - n) + Mgr()S1, + M3gs()n,(S -n)] .

where we have slightly rewritten it with our normalization condition S? = —1. Then one
has the relation (see [47] for more discussion on this)

Ag = /d:cgl(:v) = /dng(x) . (3.26)
Though only the quark helicity distribution g¢;(z) is needed for longitudinal spin contri-

butions, both ¢;(z) and gr(x) are defined here which will be useful for transverse spin
contributions in the next section.
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The spin contribution given by PDF would indicate certain constraint on the GPDs
according to eq. (3.20) and eq. (3.21), which can be shown to be (see [48] for treatment
with form factors on this)

/dw xGya(x) — /d:):dqu,Qg(x,y) =Aq . (3.27)

The above relation can be used to express the AM with combinations of GPDs and a PDF.
For instance if one eliminates G4 p 3(x,y) with eq. (3.15) and eq. (3.27), it can be found

that
i/ dx<$aq,3<x>—;gl<x>> , (3.28)

which has already been derived in the literature [38, 39, 43]. Alternatively, one could
instead eliminate the G4 3(z) to get

1
/dxdqu7D73(x,y) =J; - §Aq =1L . (3.29)

The above relation motivates the definition of a gauge-invariant covariant OAM density,

Ly(x) = ;/dy [Gy.ps(2,y) + Gep3(y,2)] , (3.30)

which is an alternative definition compared with the ones in ref. [21]. However, its partonic
interpretation is not simple.

3.2 Quark canonical OAM density

Since the above covariant OAM density does not have a simple parton picture, further
decomposition is needed to find one that does. With eq. (3.18), the quark longitudinal AM
Jg can be expressed as

si= [@e(e1e) - o1 - g ienu©) . a
The last term corresponds to the contribution from spin as discussed and it can be ex-
pressed with the light front correlation in eq. (3.25) as Ag, = [ dzgi(z). g1(z) has a clear
partonic interpretation as the spin contribution of quarks with momentum zP* indicated
by eq. (3.25).
In order to find a complete partonic picture for quark AM, it is better to remove the
covariant derivative D¥(£) in the first two terms of eq. (3.31). Therefore, the EMT of the
quark can be further decomposed as

T () = $(E)7"i D () = DO T () — gDEF A H(E) - (3.32)
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Then with following definitions of AM densities

MIP(€) = €T (€) — E°TI(€) | (3.33)
MM“P(€) = ("D (&) — (v ¢ p) | (3.34)
My (&) = €9 (E igA" (&) — (v p) (3.35)

as well as their matrix elements in the longitudinally polarized nucleon,

L: = / 43¢ <P,S M;””Ly(g)‘ P, S> : (3.36)
2= / a3¢ <P,S Mqojy(g)‘ P, S> : (3.37)
lg.pot = /d3€ <P75 Miﬁ%t(f)’P, S> : (3.38)

the canonical OAM can be written as
l; = LZ + ZZ’pot . (3.39)

Unlike L7, the canonical OAM [7 only involves two quark fields so it has a clear partonic
interpretation, which can be also be seen through its connection with TMD’s and Wigner
distributions [21, 27, 49, 50]. However, in order to relate them, an extra term lg pot Will be
needed which has been discussed in for instance [51-54]. As pointed out there, removing
this term [7
sum rule into the canonical Jaffe-Manohar sum rule.

Therefore, light-front canonical AM densities 7 (x) can be introduced [55-57],

from quarks and attributing it to gluons will transform the covariant AM

12 _ 1 d)‘d2£L Az n AN+ (T 9y YT L
(@) = g [ e (S| 0.64 ) (€710 - 107w, €4 P.S) L (3.40)
with gauge links implicit between fields. Though the moment of &' indicates that this
forward matrix element can only be defined as the limit of an off-forward matrix element
(see for instance Appendix A), this expression indeed has a simple partonic interpretation.
Since [ () is the combination of OAM operators ({%i0¥ — £¥i0”) and a parton density
¥ (0)y T (An), it can be considered as the OAM density of a parton with momentum xP*.
This is not the case for I7 ., or L7, since they have A*/Y(€) or D*/Y(€) which leads to a
third parton field involved.

However, this decomposition breaks the gauge invariance, so neither the expression for

lg pot 1T [7 is gauge invariant. If one defines a new type of GPD to measure [7 . as
dAdp ;x, in(y—m ~( An o An
/(27r)2€ 5 (z+y)+iu(y—z) <P’, S 4 (_2> W—A/Z;ﬂ Aﬁ(ﬂn)WM,A/2¢ <2> ‘ P,S> ,

(3.41)

it cannot be measurable since it is not gauge invariant. In order to get a measurable [

g,pot>
a GPD equivalent to the one above while manifestly gauge invariant is needed.
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Given that the light front gauge AT = 0 will always be used, the relation A%* = %—T

can be very useful to express the gauge field in a manifestly gauge invariant way, for which
one has

zyﬂy)ZJMKx)+h/yde+“@), (3.42)

x
where the gauge links reduce to unity in the light front gauge. This leads to the following
identity

() i () 5 (2) s [ (2)
+w<—¥OV%WWWm¢(Zﬁ,

While the LHS is the light front correlation corresponding to 7 ., the off-forward matrix
element of the RHS is related to the F-type GPDs defined in eq. (2.11). The boundary

term in the second line does not depend on i and corresponds to a zero-mode contribution

(3.43)

[58] which will be omitted. This relation indicates that [ ,,; can be expressed with the
F-type GPDs. With the parameterization of the F-type GPDs given in eq. (2.17), following
result can be derived

1
g.pot = /dﬂﬁdyPWGq,F,?)(x,y) ) (3.44)

whereas L is already given by the D-type GPDs as eq. (3.29).

Then the quantity 7 (z) which has a simple partonic interpretation is ready for discus-
sion. With the relation in eq. (3.32) which is true for non-local operators as well, 7 () can
be expressed as a combination of D-type and F-type GPDs

1
@) = [ AGopatas) + [ AP Gorala) . (3.45)

and the total OAM is simply the integral over all the parton OAM densities

o= /dxlé(az) . (3.46)

Although the expression for [7 might be affected by the light front zero mode as in ref.
[58]. The eq. (3.45) was first derived in ref. [22] and ref. [43] and as pointed out there, it
shows that the the D-type and F-type twist-three GPDs are indeed related to each other
[59, 60].

3.3 Covariant twist-3 relations for gluon contributions

The gluon contribution to longitudinal AM can be derived similarly with the eq. (3.3).
Consider that the gluon EMT can be expressed as

7€) = 2T { =GP0 () + 1" GG )} (3.47)
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When longitudinal AM is concerned, only the matrix element of T; © will contribute and
the g"” term can be dropped. Consequently, the gluon EMT can be expressed by the
following light front correlation

dA An An
+1 _ iAx + 1
T pp(z) = _/277 2Tr{G p( 5 ) W_y G, <2)} : (3.48)

with T; () =/ dJJT'u ). Again, this relation indicates certain constraints to the gluon
GPDs deﬁned in eq. (2.21),

/ du 7 Gya(z) = Ay(0) + B,(0) , (3.49)
/dx x Ggji(r)=0, (3.50)

with j = {1,2,4}. Then a similar derivation with the gluon GPD parameterization in
eq. (2.25) will lead to the following covariant twist-3 relation for gluon AM analogous to
eq. (3.15)

1

5= /dx v Gyal) = %(AQ(O) 4+ B,(0) . (3.51)

Unlike the quark AM, the gluon AM consists only of the 2-field correlation. However,
this does not mean that it has a simple partonic interpretation, which can be shown after
further decomposition of the gluon AM is done.

3.4 Gluon spin and canonical OAM densities

To find a partonic interpretation for the gluon contribution, decomposition of the gluon
AM into its orbital and spin contributions is needed and the expression [7]

M (E) = <£”2Tr {G“O‘G)‘a} (e )\))
= Qﬂ{GW (60" - ¢0*) A + G A" + G”“AA} (3.52)
+ gyt (€AY = A

is needed. Obviously, the decomposition breaks the gauge symmetry explicitly. The first
term corresponds to the OAM contribution and the second two terms correspond to a spin,
so the following quantities are defined

MYA(Q) = 2T {6 (€97 = €0*) A (3.53)
MMNE) = 2T {G“AA” + G”“A)‘} , (3.54)
MES(€) = gy (€AY — Ay . (3.55)

Though each of the terms here is not gauge invariant, the total contribution is [61]. The

M6 term cancels the Iy por term that is artificially added in the quark AM decomposition
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subsection in eq. (3.39).

First consider the gluon spin term ME””, and it has been pointed out that it does
not correspond to the U(1) axial current K, in ref. [7]. However, in the light cone gauge
AT = 0 at leading twist where u = +, they are actually the same. Since the gluon axial
current K, can be written as

AR, = 9Ty {GMAV LGN G*"A“} , (3.56)

its only difference from M}'¥ is the third term G A" which vanishes at leading twist
with g = + and in the light cone gauge AT = 0. Furthermore, this relation can be used to
express the gluon spin contribution with the specific PDF defined by the operators above.

Motivated by that, consider the polarized gluon distribution AG(x) defined as [62, 63]

AG(z) = ﬂ; /;1262‘“ <P,S ‘ZTr {G+a <A2”> W_%’%fﬁa <A2n>}‘ P,S> ., (3.57)

where GHoB — 1et8@G 5 and as discussed in ref. [64] the gluon helicity distribution
AG(zx) is both measurable and calculable on lattice. Then the matrix element of M;gy
can be expressed with the above PDF and the relation [65]

Zg= / 43¢ <P,S ’M;my(ﬁ)’ P, s> —AG = / dzAG(z) (3.58)

can be derived. This expression, associated with eq. (3.57), gives a simple parton picture for
the gluon helicity contribution, with AG(z) the contribution from gluon spin of partons
with momentum xP*. Similarly to the quark case, a partonic interpretation for gluon
OAM is need then.
Again, the gluon OAM can be expressed with the gluon OAM density as
).
(3.59)

I = <P,S ‘/d%Mg’jy(g)‘ P,S> = <P,S ‘/d%QT&"{GOO‘ (£Y0" — £°0Y) Ao}

which can be expressed with a light front correlation defined as

241
IZ(x) :/cu;gem <P,S|2Tr{G +a(o,gi)(gxay—gyaf)Aa(An,gL)} |P,S) , (3.60)

while /3 is simply the integral of [} (x) over z. The expression of [ (x) has a simple partonic
interpretation, since it is just the OAM operator (£*0Y —£Y0%), combining the gluon density
2Tr {GT*(0) A4 (An)} of momentum zP™.

However, the lg(x) defined here is obviously not gauge invariant. In order to express
I (z) with gauge invariant quantities, consider the following relation in the light front gauge

1 1 1
G700+ Gy G o

GH*i0" Ay = GF*iD" o o

G, , (3.61)
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and its non-local version
A A A 1 A
ac [ 1 -0 A —(yao [ 7 e = -
G ( 2n>28 Aa< 2n> G ( 2n>zD (Mn)aJrGg(Qn)
ao (AN L a8y Lot (A
+G ( 2n>ga+G (un)8+Ga<2n> .

The operators on the RHS correspond to the D/F-type gluon GPDs defined in eq. (2.26)
and eq. (2.27) again with zero mode contribution omitted, while the operator on the LHS

(3.62)

gives us the gluon OAM operator in the local limit. Therefore, this relation can be used to
measure gluon OAM with measurable D-type and F-type gluon GPDs. In order for that,
two auxiliary quantities can be defined as

M0 (¢) = 2Tx {G“a <§’\D” - §”DA) Aa} , (3.63)
M0 (€) = —2igTy {G“O‘ (5&4” - g”AA) Aa} : (3.64)
with their matrix element defined as
Ii= / d3¢ <P,S ‘M;fiy(g)‘ P, s> , (3.65)
ot = / d’e <P,S ]Mggzt@] P, 5> . (3.66)

According to the relation in eq. (3.62), i;(x) and [} ,+() can be expressed with the D-type

and F-type gluon GPDs as

~ 1
L) = [ ayP——Gopale.n) (3.67)
1
(@) = [ WP Gorala) (368)
which will finally gives the expression of [7(x) in terms of the D-type and F-type GPDs as

1

2 1
lg(ZE) = /dny_i_ng’D’g(IE,y)+/dyPy2_x2Gg’F73(l',y) N (369)

with the total gluon OAM [7 as an integral of gluon OAM density [7 (x):

lg = /dxlg(a:) . (3.70)
Though again, the integral might suffer from the zero mode problem just like the quark

case [58]. Equivalent expressions are first derived in ref. [22] and ref. [43] (with a different
notation of Liyp,).
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4 A twist-three spin sum rule for transversely-polarized nucleon

Spin sum rules for a transversely polarized nucleon have received much less attention in
the community, and some of their theoretical results have been hotly debated over the
years [16, 21, 23, 28, 31, 32, 44, 48, 66]. It turns out that one of the key issues in this
case is the separation of the intrinsic spin from the center-of-mass contributions when
the nucleon is in motion. [For the nucleon at zero momentum, there is no distinction
between transverse and longitudinal polarization.] For a transversely-polarized nucleon,
its overall “center-of-mass motion” will generate a contribution to the AM as well as to
any quantity that depends on the polarization. Fortunately, Lorentz symmetry allows the
intrinsic and extrinsic contributions to be distinguished through their dependencies on the
different Lorentz structures. As explained in ref. [28], the Pauli-Lubanski vector (A.5) was
introduced to exclude extrinsic sources of AM automatically. The leading-twist partonic
sum rule for the transverse AM in the infinite momentum frame has been re-derived in
terms of this strategy. In this section, we will give a detailed argument for this and also
derive a new twist-3 spin sum rule for the transverse spin.

The transverse AM contains both twist-2 and twist-3 contributions. To see this, one
can write the forward matrix element of transverse AM as (See Appendix A for discussion
and derivation)

1 .
Vi = (P8 10| P8) = g (_Jim 2 (P A8 [185a(0)] P.5)

T 50 )\RS)) ,
(4.1)

9 /
Aalolg’l/as aA <P+A 5

where we assumed the transverse polarization is in the x direction while the other transverse
direction is y. The fact that the two terms here corresponding to GPDs of different twist is
made more clear in light front coordinates where the substitutions 0z — +4 and Oy — + L
can be made. Defining the first and second terms with their twist number superscripts
explicit, then

Joo=Jig) + a5 (4.2)

where
2@ = (5| 22| P s) = Shn a i M (P+ A8 |T% 5a(0)| P,S) ,  (4.3)
T2 = (P,s| 29| Ps) = ok i (P+4,8 [T 5, (0)| PS) . (4.4)

Again the twist counting is made by the components of the EMT in the infinite momentum
frame.
In the rest frame the system has rotational symmetry, so the two terms which are
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related by the exchange of indices should have the same contribution
(2 z __ _ 7z(3 z __
Ty2(P* =0) = J7(P* = 0) (4.5)

and as a result Jg (P* = 0) = QJ;(QQ)(PZ =0) = 2J;‘:(93) (P* = 0). As we shall see, these
two quantities can lead to two separate transverse spin sum rules in the infinite momentum
frame.

4.1 Intrinsic transverse AM

The transverse AM can be derived from gravitational form factors the same way as the
longitudinal case, and the result for the twist-2 term is

2 P02 + p=? P72
Jq,(92) = TAMPY (Agg(0) + Bgg(0)) — mAq,g(O) ; (4.6)
and for the twist-3 term,
P02 _ Pz2
x(3
Jqfq) =~ T AMPO (Agg(0) + Byg(0)) - (4.7)

The (P#)? term in the twist-3 case needs a bit of explanation. With P’ in the z direction,
A cannot vanish. Rather it is constrained to be related to A?,

A°PY — A*P* =0 . (4.8)

Therefore, the derivative with respect to A* here will generate a contribution proportional
to P~.
The total transverse AM can be expressed as

PO Pz2

Jag = o (Ag,g(0) + Bgg(0)) — mAq,g(o) : (4.9)
This is consistent with the result in ref. [6], where an extra term proportional to P?
is present in the expression. However, this contribution comes from the center-of-mass
motion, and shall be removed when discussing the intrinsic spin sum rule [28]. Motivated
by the Pauli-Lubanski vector in eq. (A.5), one can simply drop terms proportional in P?
or PJ in JY. In the case of transverse AM in the z direction, one has i =y and j = z, so
terms proportional to P? are dropped. It is also clear if one writes the matrix element of
AM covariantly as [6]

g i PP x s)) — PI(P x s)
vo—- _ —

Agg(0), (4.10)

where the last term is apparently proportional to P’ or P7 and is thus non-intrinsic. After
removing the non-intrinsic contribution, the intrinsic transverse AM will grow with a factor
of v as the nucleon gets boosted, as discussed in ref. [28].
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However, the process of taking the intrinsic part actually interferes with the twist
counting. Besides the term one eventually removes in eq. (4.6), there are other terms
proportional to P? in eq. (4.6) and eq. (4.7) which happen to cancel in the end. One can
explicitly check that these terms arise from contributions to J* through a P* or P¥ type
of dependence. If one retains those terms as intermediate results and allows them to cancel
in the end, the two contributions will be

52 = (3= 1) Cusl0) + B0 o
Tif) = = (Aggf0) + By (0)) (1.12)

Only the leading term contributes in the infinite momentum limit, while the other term
corresponds to a suppressed contribution in terms of large-momentum power counting.
However, the precise 1/ dependence in the above equations guarantees the total AM Jiq
to have a simple Lorentz transformation property as predicted by Lorentz symmetry [28].
Therefore, the leading and higher order terms must separately give the same AM to main-
tain Lorentz symmetry, and the two terms shall lead to two different transverse AM sum
rules respectively.
One could also remove the non-intrinsic contribution from each individual term,

eq. (4.6) and eq. (4.7) will then correspond to

. g

Tt = 1 (Aa9(0) + By g(0)) (4.13)
x v
o = o (Aag(0) + Byg(0)) (4.14)

where the subscript “In” indicates taking the intrinsic part of each term respectively. Then
the twist-3 term is promoted to contribute at leading twist and it has the same contribution
as the twist-2 part just as in the rest frame case. Still, the total transverse AM has a simple
~ dependence, but in this picture both contributions are needed in order to have a complete
transverse AM even in the infinite momentum frame.

To summarize, if one removes the center-of-mass contribution in the end, the transverse
AM will be dominated by the twist-2 contribution. Then a simple parton picture for
transverse polarization emerges from the twist-2 GPDs [21, 32, 66], as we shall explain
in the next subsection. On the other hand, Lorentz symmetry also allows us to derive a
twist-3 parton transverse spin sum rule as we demonstrate in the other two subsections,
which is the analogue of the Jaffe-Manohar spin sum rule for the longitudinal polarization.
On the other hand, if taking the intrinsic part of the two terms respectively, one ends up
with a transverse AM sum rule with one half of the contribution from the twist-2 and
another one half from the twist-3 [28], which is nothing but the average of two spin sum
rules in the previous case.
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4.2 Transverse AM parton density and twist-2 sum rule

The twist-2 partonic contribution to transverse AM has already been well-established [21,
28, 66]. Here we revisit it to emphasize the procedure to isolate the intrinsic contribution.
The covariant sum rule derived in ref. [8] is gauge invariant and frame independent, but
it does not provide a simple parton picture. The lesson from the Jaffe-Manohar sum rule
for longitudinal polarization is that the canonical AM can be easily related to partons [7].
However, for the transverse polarization, covariant sum rule in the infinite momentum
frame does provide a simple parton interpretation [21, 32].

Consider the twist-2 J;, (92) defined in eq. (4.3), in which the term T, gj],Bel(O) is involved.
In the infinite momentum frame, one can generate this term from a light-front correlation

defined as

dXd 2 An n
e = [ St () 0B, o (2)

(27T) 2
(4.15)

while ngéel =/ dmdyTizL RBG](:E, y). Now consider the leading twist contribution to qu,%el
for which T; 7 rpe () Will be concerned and one has

T;;F,Bel(x) = / d)\ Z’\zl/f( >’Y+i(5>+¢ (/\271) ; (4.16)

Red
where the light front gauge AT = 0 is chosen, so the covariant derivative D T (un) reduces
to a partial derivative 9 T and the gauge links reduces to unity. Then the leading twist
EMT can be expressed as T’ +érel [ daT, N L FB (), which has a simple parton picture with
i0" the momentum operator combining with a quark density operator of momentum zP*.

The above expression leads to a definition of the parton AM density,

2
J;@)(;L‘) _ / dAd £J— <P g ‘1[) < ’£L> +£yl b) +17Z} ( ’£L>

2

> o (417)

with the total transverse AM given by J, w( ) =

= [dxJg )( ). Thus, the covariant sum rule
has a simple parton picture without decomposmg the AM into spin and orbital components.

The RHS of eq. (4.17) involves a moment of £ and it can only be defined as the limit of
an off-forward matrix element. Thus in order to derive J; @ (x), one needs to work with the
off-forward matrix element of the RHS, which gives the well-known twist-2 GPDs. With

eq. (2.4) and eq. (2.24), the twist-2 quark GPDs to the leading order of A can be written

[ (sl () e (3) )

Pt YAN _ +vaf
_ 2 H,() <2M+€0paﬁpg+f’Msapﬁ> (H(2) + Ey(2)) i~ A,SaPs

(4.18)
M
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which combined with eq. (4.17) gives

T3 @ () = 75 (Hy(x) + Ey(a)) (4.19)
where the intrinsic contribution of AM is isolated by removing the term proportional to
P*in J* as discussed in the previous subsection. The gluon twist-2 AM can be derived
in the same way [8] and the result looks similar. J; Ef) () clearly represents the twist-
2 contribution to transverse AM density from partons with momentum zP* while the
extra ~ factor corresponds to the boost effect it possesses. If one compares the GPD
parameterization in eq. (2.4) and eq. (2.24) with the gravitational form factors in eq. (3.4),
one acquires the constraints [8]: [dz xHyg(z) = Agg(0) and [da zEq4(x) = Bgg(0).
These constraints can be used to express the twist-2 contribution to transverse AM with

gravitational form factors, producing eq. (4.11).

4.3 Quark twist-3 transverse-AM densities

It is straightforward to derive the twist-3 contribution J; (93) directly from eq. (4.4) with

Oy
Tq,Be

transverse AM is

| the same as for the longitudinal AM in eq. (3.12). The covariant relation for the

1
qu(3) - ﬂ |:/ dzdy Gq7D’3(:U,y) + /dx x qug(x):| 5 (4-20)

analogous to eq. (3.15) in the longitudinal case. According to the discussion in section
4.1, these twist-3 expressions are always associated with a factor of % or % depending on
how one deals with the center-of-mass motion. When the twist-3 term is kept as a higher
twist contribution, the quantities are associated with a % factor. We shall suppress the %
factor in the future discussion, so that it is commensurate with the longitudinal sum rule
in eq. (3.15) after the renormalization.

To find a simple parton picture, one needs to go through the same AM decomposition
process in canonical quantities as in the case of longitudinal AM [7], expecting a new sum
rule for the transverse AM in terms of twist-3 quantities,

1 z(3 z(3 h
gAar + AGT + +15® + 150 = 2 (4.21)

with each term practically the same as that in eq. (3.2) because of the rotational symmetry,

but has a different partonic interpretation due to dynamical boost.
First, consider the twist-3 transverse AM of quarks, which can be written as

30 - [ e [—w@)vo (¢ xiTUO)) w(e) + 1 F@mwv®)] . (422)

which, similar to eq. (3.31), allows for further decomposition in canonical terms. Defining
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matrix elements similar to eq. (3.36)-eq. (3.38)

50 = - [@e(Psloen (¢ x 1T we)| ps) (4.23)
50 =~ [@e(Ps[aen (¢ xiBr@) vie)|ns) . (4.24)
i == [ € (P.S[EO (€ x g41©) v(€)| P.S) (1.25)

Clearly 15(3) = LZ(?’) + l;&f‘gt according to the definition of the covariant derivative. Then

the twist-3 AM J; @) can be expressed with the quantities defined above as

z 1
ﬁ®—@@—ggﬁ5AW. (4.26)

The lzg’gt term will cancel the term that shows up when decomposing the gluon AM which
will be discussed then. As shown in eq. (3.25), the spin contribution Agr = Ag can be
expressed with gr(z) which represents the spin contribution from quarks with momentum
xPT.

As for lg(?’), it can be expressed in terms of the parton density defined as

2¢1
3 (@) = —% / %em (PS|9(0, &)y i (An, €7) |PS) (4.27)

which is similar to eq. (3.40), and lf;(g) = fda;lf;(‘g) (). This density has a simple parton

picture with £%¢9Y the twist-3 part of the transverse AM operator and momentum fraction
3)

zP*. The two auxiliary quantities L and l;“:( -

are related to three-parton correlation
functions.

The expression of lg(g) (x) in eq. (4.27) can be calculated using the twist-3 GPDs,

506 = [ 1] (Gupalesn) + Galen)

X (4.28)
+ Pﬁ (Go.r3(z,y) + Gy ralT, v) |,
where G;,D/FA(x, y) = lima 0 digG%D/F,AL(a:, y,t,&). This result is consistent with
L§(3) = /dxdy (Gg,p3(z,y) + GfLDA(x,y)) , (4.29)
= [ AP (Goraleny) + G o) (130)

Though the integrals of G; D/F 4(z,y) vanish after integration over both x and y, they
reflect the fact that the transverse and longitudinal AM have different partonic densities.

Once integrated over all x, lqm(?’) = l7 as required by rotational symmetry.
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4.4 Gluon twist-3 transverse AM densities and twist-3 spin sum rule

In order to depict a full twist-3 parton picture of transverse AM, the contribution of gluons
will be needed. By definition, the twist-3 gluon transverse AM can be written as

59 = [ e (e @6, ©) (4.31)

Based on the same argument for the quark transverse AM, the twist-3 covariant relation
for the transverse AM is equivalent to the the longitudinal one, which can be written as

1
J;(S) =3 /dx x Gga(x) , (4.32)
analogous to eq. (3.51). Again it has been renormalized with a factor of 1/2v for simplicity.

With the covariant gluon AM decomposition in section 3.4 and the definitions in
eq. (3.65)-eq. (3.66), similar matrix elements can be defined as

Lr®) =2 / 3¢ (P, S|Tr {G" (67 x DY) A, }| P, S) , (4.33)
120 =2 / (P, S |Tr {GO (67 x 8¥) Ao }| P, S) , (4.34)
l;’fjgt = —2ig / d*¢ (P, S| Tr {G* (&7 x AY) A, }| P, S) | (4.35)
with l§(3) = Z§(3) + l;fggt given by eq. (3.61). Then the twist-3 gluon AM can be expressed
N JE® = 26 4 11 4 AGy (4.36)

where the last term here defined as the AGr = 4 [d*¢ (P, S |Tr {G%(£)AY(&)}| P, S),
which is the same as AG because of the rotational symmetry. In the present case, it is
naturally related to a twist-3 polarized gluon distribution AGr(x) [30, 31, 67] through
AGr = [ AGp(z)dz, where

AGr(z) = :d; /giei“ <P,S ‘m{cﬁa (—AQ”) W_%%éia @") }‘ P, S> . (4.37)

It is the transversely-polarized gluon density in a transversely-polarized nucleon, counter-

part to the gluon helicity distribution in a longitudinally-polarized nucelon in eq. (3.57).
Since ZZ,(;)(Z

combining the quark decomposition eq. (4.26) immediately gives a partonic sum rule in

. in eq. (4.36) cancels the term in the corresponding quark AM, the relation

the transverse direction as in eq. (4.21) for the longitudinal spin.
The gluon canonical OAM lg(g) can be related to a parton density,

2¢1
@) = [ S (|2 {06 e A g RS (4

as ZE(S) = fd:cl;(?’) (). The density lg(g) () has a simple parton interpretation as the
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canonical OAM carried by a gluon with linear momentum xP*. According to eq. (3.62),

l§(3) () can be expressed with D- and F-type GPDs as

" 1
59 = [ [P (Gpale) + G o)

) (4.39)
+ Py2 — 12 (G97F73(5Ea y) + Glg,F,z;(ﬂ% y))
Similarly, ig(g) and l;(sgt can also be expressed with the D- and F-type GPDs as
- 1
£®) = /dxdwa (Gy.p3(x,y) + Gy palz,y)) (4.40)
(3 1
lg,(lz)s())t = /dxdyPM (Gg,F,3($7 y) + G;,F,4(x7 y)) ) (441)

which is consistent with relation lg(?’) = Eg(g) + l;c,(;i)w

Combining all the twist-3 transverse AM densities discussed so far, we arrive at the
following sum rule

/ dz (;QT(&“) + AGr(z) + 12O (2) + 126) (w)) = g , (4.42)

with each term having a clear parton interpretation: gr(x)/AGr(x) gives the parton trans-
verse spin densities, and l;(g?’) (x) are the parton transverse canonical OAM densities. These
densities differ from those for the longitudinal AM because of the Lorentz boost, but their
integrals are the same as the longitudinal ones by rotational symmetry.

Finally, we mention that all terms in the above equation are renormalization scale
dependent. Furthermore, when evolved from a particular scale, renormalization equations
are complicated as they do not form a closed set: twist-three evolution generally involves

light-cone correlations with two momentum fractions.

5 Transverse-space distributions of partons, AM and magnetic moment

Although the twist-2 part of the transverse AM provides a simple partonic interpretation
of the nucleon’s transverse spin, it makes use of only the forward limit of the related
GPDs. On the other hand, it was pointed out that GPDs with arbitrary ¢ but £ = 0
can be used to picture the transverse-space distributions of partons [16]. This method
helps to explore effects of the transverse polarization on the parton distributions in the
transverse plane. However, as we learned in the previous section, not all effects related to
the transverse polarization are intrinsic, it is critically important to factor out the non-
intrinsic contributions which are not related to the internal structure of the nucleon.

In this section, we study the transverse-space distributions of partons inside the nu-
cleon, particularly the effects from the transverse polarization. We find some interesting
results which are different from the standard formula in the literature [32, 68, 69]. Our
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results help to understand interesting physical observables, such as OAM and the magnetic
moment [70] in term of 3-dimensional images of the nucleon, or nuclear femtography.

5.1 Transverse-space distributions of partons in a transversely-polarized nu-
cleon

We begin by reviewing the relation between GPDs and transverse-space distributions pro-
posed in ref. [16, 32]. In order to define transverse coordinates b for partons, the nucleon
state shall be taken as localized in the transverse plane through superimposing plane waves
with all transverse momentum, while taking its z-component going to P* = oo,

dQL

’P;,RL - o> EN/ (2p

where ‘Pc’fo, pJ-> is a momentum eigen-state and A is a normalization constant. Using the

’Pjo,pL> , (5.1)

above, we can define the quark distribution in the transverse space as,

palab) = [ PP <PZ R —O‘w (— b) Y (X’ﬁb)]P;,RL =0> 62)

™

with gauge links between fields omitted. Then the Fourier transform of p,(x,b),

pg(z, A) = /dzbem’bpq(a;,b) , (5.3)

(o)) o

which is the twist-2 GPDs defined in eq. (2.3) with I' = 4" up to a normalization, except
A is in the transverse direction and hence £ = 0. With the parameterization in eq. (2.4),

can be expressed as

pofe, ) = N5 (0) [ 2o (7

the quark distribution can be expressed as

ol &) = N2n PSP O)a(P) (o~ A% + Byla-a% T8 u(P) . 69

In the infinite momentum frame where P* — oo, it becomes simply
pg(x, A) = Hy(2, —A?) (5.6)

with proper normalization, and the E4(z, —A?) term does not contribute for an unpolarized
state. Then the quark transverse space distribution and H,(x, —A?) is related

2
pq(x,b) = / éﬂéeiA'qu(x,—AQ) = H,(z,b) (5.7)

where the Fourier transformation of GPD in transverse space H,(z,b) is defined. Based
on its definition in eq. (5.2), pq(x,b) is the transverse-plane distribution of quarks with
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momentum xP? in the localized nucleon state.
If one sums over all partons, p,(b) = [ dzp(z,b), expressed in a matrix element as

palb) = (Po. RE = 0] ()74 (b)| PL. RE = 0) . (5.8)

The quark density distribution in the transverse plane becomes

2 2
pa(b) = / ((;732@—%“ / deH, (z, —A2) = / gﬂ?Qe_iA'bFLq(—Az), (5.9)

which is the Fourier transformation of the Dirac form factor Fy ,(—AZ2) of the vector cur-
rent [71]. The above can be used to define charge distributions of the nucleon [72, 73]
without the relativistic effects affecting the standard interpretation of nucleon electromag-
netic form factors in the textbook [74, 75].

As for transversely-polarized nucleons, the polarized state ‘PZ,RJ- = 0,S> needs a
careful consideration. Since the states on the RHS use different p |, it is unclear how to
have the same polarization vector S in a transverse direction while satisfying the constraint
S - P = 0 for all of them. However, in the infinite momentum limit where P?* — oo, all
the states !PZ,pL> with finite p~ can be in a definite helicity state, h = +. Then the
transversely-polarized nucleon can be defined as [16, 70],

1P*, X) = \2 (‘PZ,RL —0, +> + (PZ,RL —0, —>> , (5.10)
where ’PZ, Rt =0, —|—(—)> are states localized in the transverse plane with definite helicity.
The transverse-space quark density distribution in polarized nucleon states can be defined

py (z,b) = dA ixa <PZ,X ‘1; <—A2” b> K <A2”,b> ‘ PZ,X> . (5.11)

27
¥ <—/\2n> v <A2n> ‘ P,h> , (5.12)

as

Its Fourier transformation is then

1 dx
p(z,A) = 5/\/2(27r)25<2>(o)z / %e“\x <P’,h’
h'.h

which is related to the twist-2 GPDs,

1 icT*A
X - 2 2 a
Py (, A) o 3 h% hu(P’, h') (Hq(x, — A + Ey(z, —A?) 5 )u(P, R),  (5.13)

where summations over helicity are performed for the initial and final states, separately.

Using the spinors in the infinite momentum limit P? — oo, one then finds
X(e,A) = Hy(e,~A?) + 20 ~-A?
o (2, A) = Hy, =A%)+ VI, ~ A2) (5.14)

After inverse Fourier-transformed to the transverse space, this gives the quark distribution
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in transversely polarized nucleons

d’A A iA
py (x,b) = / ik Ab<Hq($,—A2)+2MyEq(x, —A2)> :
1
b i

BT

(5.15)
gq@: b),

with the Fourier-transformed GPDs H,(z,b)/&,(z, b) in transverse space, as first derived
in ref. [16].

As discussed in the last section, however, the result above also receives contributions
from the center-of-mass motion which needs to be removed to get the intrinsic quark
distributions. To show that, the following spinor expansions in the infinite momentum
limit will be useful

1 A _
3 > a(P' b yu(P,h) = 2M + eo/mﬁpgﬁsapﬁ , (5.16)
h' h
1 _
5 > a(P 1o u(P, h) = =260 S, Py (5.17)
h',h

with the S, polarization vector in the z-direction. The expansions above coincide with
those in eq. (3.7) and eq. (3.8), because all plane-wave states in the localized nucleon
|P#, X) have the same P* — oo and the momentum difference A is in the transverse
direction. In the infinite momentum limit, with the spinor expansions above, pf (z, A) can
be expressed as

pH 1A _

X _ 2 Opa 14
A)=—H,(z,—-A%) (1 + PP __——L __§5 P
pq (7, A) po (@, )( ‘ 2M (PO + M) 5)

ietveBA, -
“onrpo el

(5.18)
— (Hq(x, —A?) + Eq(z, —AQ))

However, the second term in the first line of eq. (5.18), the €®*? term, corresponds
to a contribution to the center-of-mass motion induced by the transverse polarization, as
discussed in the last section. It nominally cancels the H,(z,—A?) term in the second
line, but has a completely different Lorentz transformation property. According to the
definition of the Pauli-Lubanski spin vector, such term shall not contribute to the intrinsic
spin property of the nucleon because it is proportional to the center-of-mass motion. It
shall be removed so the transverse AM restores the proper 7 factor as indicated by its
Lorentz transformation [28]. Therefore, it should be also be removed from the intrinsic
charge density. We then define the intrinsic quark density distribution in transverse-space
through,
1Ay

pé{ln(xa A) = Hy(z,—A%) + Wi

(Hy(z, —A?) + Ey(z, —A?)) . (5.19)
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And its Fourier transformation becomes

2
Py (2, D) :/ ((;326’“’1’ [H( —A?) + % (Hy(w, ~A2) + Ey(z,—A%)|
1 0

=Ha(@,0) = 537

(5.20)
(Hq(2,b) + (2, b))

which differs from eq. (5.15) by the H,(x,b) term.

5.2 Distribution of transverse AM in transverse space

With the intrinsic parton distribution pgfln(:c, b), the transverse AM density in the trans-
verse plane can be derived straightforwardly. The twist-2 quark transverse AM density in
the transverse plane can be defined as

7Dz, b) = [ Lo <PZ '¢ <_ b> BV </\2n,b>’PZ,X> . (5.21)

27T
whose inverse Fourier transformation is
T (@, A) = (W x 2P )i (x, A)

q
_ %x (Hy(z, —A2) + Ey(x, —A?)) |

(5.22)

where bY becomes the derivative operator —i% in momentum representation and (b¥ x
rP7T) is the twist-2 transverse AM operator. In the forward limit, it is equivalent to
the transverse AM derived in eq. (4.19). The quark transverse AM distribution in the
transverse space J;:(z) (x,b) is now

TE O (2,b) = %x (Hq(z,b) + E,(z,b)) | (5.23)

through Fourier transformation.
The total quark transverse AM distribution in the transverse space defined as

i@ (b) = (P, X ‘@ (b) 4+ 5% Ty (b)‘ P*X) (5.24)

q

can then be shown to be simply the sum over all quarks of different z as Jy (2)(b) =
fdxjg(m(x,b). With eq. (5.22), Jg&)(b) can be expressed as

0 =[5 (4o + B (-a7) | (5.25)

which relates the gravitational form factors A,(—A?) and B,(—A?2) to the AM distribution
in the transverse plane of the nucleon The gluon AM distribution can be defined similarly
and the total AM density is J*@)(b) =Y, J ( ) with ¢ summing over quarks and gluons.
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5.3 Distribution of magnetic moment in transverse space

Distributions of other quantities in transversely-polarized nucleons can be derived similarly,
such as the magnetic moment whose property resembles that of AM. The magnetic moment

can be written as

m = ;/d?’r (Plr x Tem|P) , (5.26)

with Jgpy the electromagnetic current of the system which simply sums over all the quark
currents of different flavors ¢ and charges e; in nucleon as

Thy =Y el =" eabir'; . (5.27)

K3 3

The magnetic moment of nucleons can be related to their spin s as
m = us, (5.28)

so the scalar p also gives the magnetic moment of nucleons. For a transversely polarized

nucleon in momentum eigen-states, the magnetic moment can be written as

s_1
2

m

/d3r (P.S|(r'Ton —v*T %) | P.S) (5.29)

The same as AM, in the infinite momentum frame, it can be split into the twist-2 7 J %,
term and twist-3 —r*J % y term. The twist-2 magnetic moment which dominates in the

infinite momentum limit is defined as
p? = <PZ,S ’/d?’r ryJ%EM'PZ,S> , (5.30)

Just like the AM which can be expressed with the gravitational form factors, the magnetic
moment can be related to the electromagnetic form factor which is defined as,

(P78 P) = exa(P) (Fl(AQW 4 F2(A2)i°';;f”> u(P) (5.31)

where ey is the charge of the nucleon and F;(A?) and Fy(A?) are the Dirac and Pauli form
factors of nucleon. Then the magnetic moment p can be expressed as
(& Nﬁ

p= o F1(0) + F2(0)) (5.32)

which can also be expressed with the nuclear magneton py = eyh/(2M) and the magnetic
form factor G(A?) = F1(A?) + Fy(A?) as = unGar(0).
The magnetic moment distribution in the transverse space follows from

™

d\ - n n
(2) 1y iz 2 P .
' (x,b) =b 5 e <POO,X‘% 6’@%( 2,b>7 1[)@<2,b)

PjO,X> . (5.33)
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Again, with the intrinsic parton distribution in transverse space péf_ m(x,b), one has the
simple relation

pP (@, 8) =) eipy (x,A) (5.34)

(2

in momentum representation with again b¥ the derivative operator —i%. Using eq. (5.20),
it can be written with GPDs in transverse space as '

e;h
M(2)($,b) = Zﬁ (qu(va) + &g, (2, b)) (5.35)

i
where —i% takes the term proportional to A, only. The relation connects the magnetic
moment density distribution to GPDs in transverse space, analogous to eq. (5.23) for AM.

The total magnetic moment distribution in the transverse space defined as

1 (b) = bv <PZ, X

Z eithi (b) v s (b)

PZ,X> , (5.36)

is then a sum over all partons: u(®(b) = [ dzu® (z,b). Following relation between 1(?)(b)
and electromagnetic form factors can be derived as

2
@y _ N Gl [ dTA A A2 A2
o (b) = ; oM (27r)2€ (F1q (=A%) + Faq, (=A%) (5.37)
which indicates that the magnetic form factors G (—A?) describe the magnetic moment
distribution, analogous to the relation between Dirac form factor and charge distribution.
This result agrees with the form factor result in eq. (5.32). It confirms the previous re-

sult [70] for the anomalous magnetic momentum distribution in the transverse space.

6 Conclusion

In this work we reviewed the known spin structure theory of the nucleon, while breaking
some important and new ground on the subject. Deriving spin sum rules for the nucleon
comes with some important factors that must be considered, including: frame choice, de-
composition choice of AM contributions, the polarization of the nucleon, twist-counting,
and isolating intrinsic contributions. By carefully heeding these factors, meaningful quan-
titative statements about the spin structure of the nucleon are derived.

In this paper we have defined an extensive list of twist-2 and twist-3 GPDs related to
QCD energy-momentum tensor, some of which involve a more general Lorentz structure
than has been considered in the past. This was done with the goal of studying the intrinsic
AM of the nucleon in great detail. We have also stated the mathematical properties of
these distributions and laid out many of their interrelations, with some connections to
previously defined GPDs included.

We have recovered both the covariant and infinite-momentum-frame AM sum rules of
the nucleon. The covariant sum rule has simple partonic interpretation at leading twist
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in transverse polarization only. While for the longitudinal polarization, a decomposition
of AM onto spin and orbital contribution and the infinite-momentum-frame sum rule is
needed to have a simple partonic interpretation as first done by Jaffe and Manohar [7]. We
have successfully applied this concept to the twist-3 contribution of the transverse AM in
this paper.

After analyzing the twist-3 contribution to transverse AM, we find a new partonic sum
rule for a transversely-polarized nucleon in eq. (4.42), which involves the known transverse
spin distributions of the quarks and gluons as well as some novel twist-3 GPDs associated
with the canonical OAM of the partons. This sum rule is in some sense a “rotated”
version of the Jaffe-Manohar sum rule for longitudinal polarization. While each term in
the transverse sum rule equals to the corresponding one in the longitudinal case after
summing over all partons, they are distinguished by their different partonic densities.

At last we studied the transverse plane distributions of partons and other quantities
using GPDs with non-zero transverse momentum transfer. We derived expressions for
the intrinsic quark density distribution, the transverse AM distribution of quarks, and
the magnetic moment distribution in transverse space, all in terms of twist-2 GPDs. The
results derived differ from the ones in the literature, highlighting the distinction between
intrinsic and extrinsic contributions.

Looking forward, a reasonable goal is to experimentally complete the twist-2 sum rule
with new data which can constrain the involved twist-2 GPDs. Meanwhile, a computation
of the GPDs which completes the twist-3 sum rules should also be examined. A third
ambitious goal would be to experimentally constrain the twist-3 AM GPDs. With that in
mind, we are now tasked with relating our defined leading and sub-leading GPDs found
in these sum rules to the experimental cross sections planned in upcoming experiments
such as those for the DVCS processes planned at the EIC. Some impressive work has been
done on this topic [38, 42, 76], however some discrepancies exist between the authors and
we believe that a further examination is warranted, and one which is consistent with our
formalism used in this paper.
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A Defining AM

We begin our discussion of AM by looking at the EMT. The EMT is a fundamental object
which plays a role in both classical and quantum field theory and can be extracted from
the system Lagrangian density itself

e = 8<?9f¢>

and is a conserved quantity 0,T"" = 0 as well as the generator of the covariant momentum

0"6(&) — 9" L(E) (A1)

PH of a particle. It has two standard definitions however, namely the canonical eq. (A.1)
and the Belinfante versions. The Belinfante version is constructed to be both conserved
and symmetric, and leads to the same conserved charge as the canonical definition

Tha(€) = TH () + G (¢) (A.2)

where the GM¥ term is sometimes referred to as a superpotential. Tts specific form is not
important, as in observables the term itself gets discarded as a surface term, and some care
has been taken in the past to ensure this is valid in a wave packet analysis [44, 45]. We use
eq. (A.2) in both section 3 and 4, as it will be used to exploit a symmetry of contributions
to the proton’s OAM. From the EMT we define the AM density operator as follows

MHUP(E) = "Tpq (&) — €T (€) (A.3)

which is again a conserved quantity 0,M A = ( and its serves as the generator of the
relativistic AM matrix

JH = / d3EMO (€) . (A.4)

These matrix elements are a key ingredient in the so-called Pauli-Lubanski vector, which is
a covariant 4-vector which can be used to represent the spin states of a relativistic particle.
It is formally defined by

1 Jor P,
WH = —ZeharoZar g A5
2° M (A.5)
where €"123 = 1 and P, is the 4-momentum of the particle. From eq. (A.5) follows a

frame-independent spin scalar operator WH#W,, with total spin eigenvalues

eigenvalues

WHW, —s(s+1)h% . (A.6)

Returning to eq. (A.4), both the boost operator and traditional AM operators in 3-space
are extracted from it via

K'=J%, (A7)
) 1 ..
Jl = §€Olkl<]kl . (AS)
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In high energy scattering, it is conventional to express our particle states with their simulta-
neous 4-momentum and spin polarization generically by | P, S) and with the normalization
of (P,S|P,S) = 2Ep(27)363(0). In a basis-independent fashion, a particle’s momentum
and polarization 4-vectors can be represented as follows

, (A.9)
+ (v -1 B)B) (A.10)

where v = (1 — |§|2)—%, B = ¥/c and ensures that P- S = 0. In the same spirit, the
Pauli-Lubanski vector in eq. (A.5) can alternatively be expressed as

WH=~(J-3,J+K x ). (A.11)

From eq. (A.10) & eq. (A.11), one can then define a generalized spin projection operator
Sp with their inner product

S, = —W*8, (A.12)

=] F—(y=1)3-BJ-F—~F- (K x ) . (A.13)
It then follows that | P, S) is an eigenstate of .S,
h

Sp|P,S) = §|P, S) . (A.14)

Although eq. (A.14) looks like an ideal equation to study the spin structure of the proton,
because the S, operator includes both AM and boost operators eq. (A.13), disentangling
them is a precarious task. This was demonstrated in ref. [28], and for this reason we will
be looking directly at the matrix elements of the AM operator in eq. (A.8).

Without loss of generality, we take the proton to be traveling in the 2 direction: P* =
(P°,0,0, P?). Transverse then refers to any direction in the zy plane, while longitudinal is
in the z direction. Using the definitions above, we have the following forward expectation
value for J%(£0 = 0) = J¥*(¢° = 0):

(P,S|J* (€ = 0)|P, S) = /d3£<Pa SIEVTE4(0,€) — £ Tg4(0,8)|P, S). (A.15)

Keeping in mind that P -S = 0 for a physical nucleon state, eq. (A.15) can be re-written
in terms of an off-forward matrix element as

(P57 =0)|P.S) = Jim [ PP+ A SIETE0.6) - ETHO.OIP.S)

= lim [ d*c AP + A, ST (0) — ETpl (0)|P.S) -
m

(A.16)

Due to the mass shell relations, in the limit as A — 0 we also have that A — 0. For each
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term in eq. (A.16) we can make the replacement &Je~"A¢€ — i%e*m'g. Thus we have

the relation

(P,S]J%(£° = 0)|P,S) = lim /d3§ (z 0 e—iAf) (P+ A, S'|TY(0)|P,S) — (2 ¢ y) .
A=0 0AY

(A.17)
From here we can use integration by parts to replace eq. (A.17) with a term which has
the derivative acting on the whole expression and a term which has the derivative acting
only on the matrix element. The latter of these represents an internal AM contribution to
the nucleon. The former was shown to be the AM of the nucleon’s wave packet about the
origin [44] and we will consequently discard it. The remaining £ dependence then resides
solely in the complex exponential and we can use [ d3€e ™A a0 = (27)%6)(0). We are

then left with

(P, S|J%(£° = 0)|P,S) = i(2m)36®)(0) lim 9 (P + A, S| T3 (0)|P,S) — (z < y)
AS0 | DAY
(A.18)

The divergent prefactor will be cancelled in a properly normalized expectation value.
Eq. (A.18) is an important result, as it relates our sought transverse AM matrix ele-
ment to an off-forward matrix element of the EMT - which is well-defined in QCD. The
corresponding expression for the JY and J? cases involve a trivial permutation between the
x, y and z indices.

B Parameterization for GPDs

Here it will be shown how our parameterization will form a complete basis in terms of Dirac
structure for different types of GPDs. See similar discussion in ref. [33] and the Appendix
of ref. [34]. The general strategy is to first eliminate as many Dirac structures as possible
and then show that the remaining structures are independent and complete. To do so, the
following Gordon identities

oM (P, ') v*u(P,S) = u (P, 8 [2Pa + maﬁAB} u(P,S) | (B.1)
2Ma (P!, 8') v*ysu(P, S), = (P', S) [75&‘ n 2@06“575155} wW(P,S),  (B2)
and
(P9 [Aa + 2iaaﬁpﬁ} u(P,S) =0, (B.3)
(P, S [215%5 + waﬁ%AB} u(P,8) =0, (B.4)

can be helpful. Eq. (B.1) and eq. (B.2) indicate that all the Dirac vectors v* and Dirac
pseudo-vectors 7%y can be replaced with a Dirac scalar and a Dirac tensor o®? term.

Moreover, another identity for the Dirac pseudo-tensor

Prs = —%eo‘ﬁu”aw , (B.5)
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and the projection of eq. (B.4) to n, which gives

U (P’, S’) [275 + z’oo‘ﬁfyg,naAg} u(P,S) =0,
(B.6)
— U (P’, S’) {75 + leeo‘ﬁ’“’naAgaW} u(P,S) =0,

will be helpful as well. They indicate that all Dirac pseudo-scalars and pseudo-tensors can
be expressed with Dirac scalars and Dirac tensors, which are the only two kinds of Dirac
structures remaining. In addition, eq. (B.3) implies Dirac tensors in the form of ic®® Py
will reduce to Dirac scalars. Thus in general, one has

all Dirac structures ~ Dirac scalar + Dirac tensor except with ¢®? 155 . (B.7)

With this argument in mind, parameterization for different Dirac structures can be done.

B.1 Parameterization of vector and tensor combination

The starting point are those vectors without Dirac matrices, for which one has
VY = {P", A0k} (B.8)

whenever a GPD is concerned. The S (scalar) subscript representing it is Dirac scalar con-
tribution and then more complicated Dirac structure can be constructed by combining VS“
with Dirac matrices, while all the scalars will be absorbed into the coefficient in principle.

The decomposition must satisfy all the symmetries the origin structure has, including
both Lorentz symmetry and the discrete symmetry such as parity and time reversal sym-
metry. An important constraint from the parity is that since all the Dirac pseudo-scalars,
pseudo-vectors and pseudo-tensors are expressed with the other Dirac structures, there
should be no €*”P? term whose existence breaks the parity symmetry without those Dirac
pseudo structures.

First, consider all the possible combinations that behave like Lorentz vectors:
a(P',S")THu(P,S) . The contribution from Dirac scalars is simple, since the only Dirac
scalar is the identity matrix I. Thus the possible terms are just ng , and one has:

I'* with Dirac scalar ~ V& = {P*, A* n} . (B.9)
As for the tensor contribution, there are in principle two possible combinations:
I'* with Dirac tensor ~ {c""Vg,, V;UO‘BVSQVSB} ) (B.10)
For future convenience, it is helpful to define

Vi ={d"A,, "0}, (B.11)
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which stands for all possible vector combination with Dirac tensors, and
St = 0n,Ag (B.12)

which represents all possible scalar combinations with Dirac tensors. All the 00‘6155 are
neglected which reduce to scalars as discussed above. Then all possible vector structures
can be expressed as

IH ~ VY, VE, Vi ST}
_ _ (B.13)
= {P“, A* nt oA, o n,, P“aaﬁnaAB, A“oo‘ﬁnaAg, n“ao‘ﬁnaAg} )

where each term will be associated with an independent scalar function coefficient when
we use this basis to parameterize GPDs.

Though more complicated, the a(P’, S")T*"u(P,S) can be parameterized similarly. For
the Dirac scalar contributions, one has

'™ with Dirac scalar ~ {VEVE, g"'} | (B.14)
and the Dirac tensor contributions are
I'"" with Dirac tensor ~ {g""Sp, ", VEVE Sy, VEVE VEVS} . (B.15)
Consequently, I'* can in general be expressed in the basis
r# ~ {g““, g Sp, o™ VEVS VEVE Sy VEVE, V#Vs”} . (B.16)

It can be checked that there are 33 independent combinations above and one of them
needs to be eliminated in order to be consistent with the form factors counting which will
be easier to show later with a look at reparameterization.

B.2 Reparameterization

The last thing is to rearrange the parameterization for future convenience. Since one has
in general the expansion

VE=pt(V-n)+n"(V-p)+ V], (B.17)

where V{* is non-zero only for p in transverse direction, one can always choose a new basis
f I
for Vi and Vi as

VE={P! AN 2"} and VE = {o"A,,0"n,} (B.18)

where again | means they are non-zero only for p in transverse direction. Another useful
relation is the Gordon identity eq. (B.1) projected to n, which gives

oM (P!, 8') pu(P,S) = a (P, ') [2 +i0"PnaAg| u(P, ) (B.19)
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and this indicates that one could use {I,7} instead of {I,0%n,Az} as a basis for scalars.
Then the following parameterization for I'* as

Dt () + 720 ()
* 2M
iAH . ioct“ Ag
+ 7 Gi(@) +iAfGa(z) + 5 Ga(2) (B.20)

+ o1V, Gy(x)

+n" Fi(x) + n"pFa(z) |
can be shown to be equivalent, where x here is short for all possible scalars in the system.
It should be clear that the first line can be expressed by Pﬁ and Pﬁ?/ﬁ with the help of the

Gordon identities, but it is rewritten to be consistent with the other parameterization.
For the tensor combination @(P’)['*u(P), one has

I =Ay(x)g!” + Az(2)g"1h + As(x)o!” + Ay(x)PLPY + As(x)ntn?
+A(x) A AT + A7(x)Pin” + Ag(x)n” PY + Ag(z) PLA"Y + Ar(z)A] PY (B.21)
—f—All(x)n‘iAi + Alz(x)A’inli + Alg(l‘)P_l:PiVi +--
By counting the independent combinations in eq. (B.16), there should be 33 =3+ 3 x 3+

3 X3+ 2 x 34 3 x 2 independent parameters with 3 elements in Vg and 2 elements in Vp.
However, it can also be shown that

A[J’_LUJV_]pAp € {UT/, AE’_LJJV_]pnp} , (B.22)

where [pv] in the indices means totally anti-symmetrization, so one of the three terms
above can be eliminated and only 32 independent parameters left.

B.3 Another parameterization

Apparently, the above parameterization is not the only choice. Here another choice of the
parameterization will be discussed where the pseudo-vector Dirac bilinear uy*~vysu is used.
More specifically, one has

a(P', S"\I*u(P,S) ~a(P',S") e Ay ysu(P,S) + -+, (B.23)

with
eV = e, Py . (B.24)

Given the set of identities at the beginning of this section, the following identity can be
derived

1 _ 1
a(P', 8"y ysu(P, S) = a(P', S") <2€W5Pﬂaﬂ — SMeaﬁf’AnaAﬁapA) u(P,S) . (B.25)
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Following Levi-cevita identity can further simplify it

ehmzisiag = 4!6&115%255;55‘3 . (B.26)

As a result, it can be shown that the combination in eq. (B.23) reduces to Dirac bilinears
with Dirac scalars and tensors and can be made coincide with our parameterization. One
term that corresponds to the Dirac structure of the coefficient G3(z) will be of interest

a(P', S")ie' " Ay ysu(P, S) = u(P', S") (—iP*o"* Ay + other terms) u(P,S) .  (B.27)

It corresponds to the expression in ref. [22] for instance, where the coefficient of eq. (B.23)
is used for the AM sum rule which works great since it gives the same structure to the
first order of A in the forward limit. However it does not appear to be a good choice for a
general parameterization. On the one hand it is made of Dirac pseudo-vectors, and it will
be harder to show its completeness when both Dirac pseudo-vectors and Dirac vectors are
used in the parameterization. On the other hand, this structure vanishes in the forward
limit A — 0, so one should be careful if this can successfully parameterize all of the Dirac
structure. Actually it fails to give the PDF for some 3-field correlation when taking the
forward limit.
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