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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 gT (x) = g1(x) + g2(x), the less-

studied but known transverse gluon polarization density ∆GT (x), 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.

Keywords: Spin structure of nucleon, sum rule, transverse polarization, parton physics,

twist-3 GPD
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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 ~
2 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 g2(x) 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]
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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 g2(x) and ∆GT (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.
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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∫ ∞
−∞

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
W

(
−λn

2
,
λn

2

)
Γψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉 , (2.1)

where W (yµ, xµ) ≡ P exp
(
−ig

∫ y
x dz

µAµ (z)
)

is the gauge link required to keep the expres-

sion gauge invariant and Γ is a certain Dirac matrix. The hadron states used in this paper

are normalized as follows

〈P ′, S′|P, S〉 = 2EP (2π)3δ(3)δS,S′(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, P̄µ ≡ 1
2(Pµ + P ′µ), is collinear such that

P̄⊥ = 0, is chosen. The average momentum can be expressed with light cone vectors as

P̄µ = pµ + 1
2M̃

2nµ where pµ and nν are chosen in the + and − directions respectively

defined by the light-cone coordinates x± = (x0 ± x3)/
√

2, and satisfy p · n = 1, while

M̃2 ≡M2−∆2/4 and ∆µ ≡ P ′µ−Pµ. In terms of 4-vectors, the two light cone vectors are

pµ = 1√
2
(P, 0, 0,P) and nµ = 1√

2
(1/P, 0, 0,−1/P) with P specifying the coordinate system,

usually chosen to be P̄+. The momentum transfer squared is defined as t ≡ ∆2 and Sµ

is the polarization vector of the particle satisfying S · P = 0 and normalized according to

S2 = −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∫ ∞
−∞

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
W−λ

2
,λ
2
Γψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉
= ū(P ′, S′)Fq,Γ(x, P̄ ,∆, n)u(P, S) ,

(2.3)

where Fq,Γ(x, P̄ ,∆, 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 Γ = γ+, in which one has [8]

Fq,γ+ = Hq(x, t, ξ)γ
+ + Eq(x, t, ξ)

iσ+α∆α

2M
, (2.4)
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where ξ ≡ −∆ · n/2 is the only inner product independent of the other scalars. GPDs

defined with Γ = γ+ are an example of twist-2 GPDs, which dominate in most high energy

scattering observables. Dynamically, operators of twist-t grow like Q2−t as the momentum

transfer Q increases, so the higher order terms will be twist-3, twist-4, etc. Another

definition of twist is from the operators, where

twist(t) = Dimension of the operator(d)− Lorentz spin(s) . (2.5)

This is consistent with the definition based on power counting. For instance for Γ = γ+,

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. [8]

Jq =

∫ 1

−1

x

2
(Hq(x, 0, 0) + Eq(x, 0, 0)) dx . (2.6)

The light front momentum fraction x 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 Γ = γµ will be needed as will be discussed later. Using the

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

Fγµ :

Fq,γµ =γµH ′q(x, t, ξ) +
iσµα∆α

2M
E′q(x, t, ξ)

+
∆µ

M
G′q,1(x, t, ξ) + ∆µ/nG′q,2(x, t, ξ) +

iσµα⊥ ∆α

2M
G′q,3(x, t, ξ)

+MiσµνnνG
′
q,4(x, t, ξ)

+MnµF ′q,1(x, t, ξ) +M2nµ/nF ′q,2(x, t, ξ) ,

(2.7)

where /n = γµnµ and σµα⊥ are non-zero for µ in the transverse direction only. Although this

expression is manifestly Lorentz invariant, the fact that each component has a covariant

µ 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

Fq,γµ =γµ+Hq(x, t, ξ) +
iσµα+ ∆α

2M
Eq(x, t, ξ)

+
∆µ
⊥
M

Gq,1(x, t, ξ) + ∆µ
⊥/nGq,2(x, t, ξ) +

iσµα⊥ ∆α

2M
Gq,3(x, t, ξ)

+Miσµν⊥ nνGq,4(x, t, ξ)

+Mnµ−Fq,1(x, t, ξ) +M2nµ−/nFq,2(x, t, ξ) ,

(2.8)

where each µ comes with a subscript indicating that it is non-zero when µ takes the
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value of the subscripts only. This form can be derived by simply projecting Fq,γµ to the

different directions +,⊥,−, 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 Γ = γ+, four twist-3 GPDs for Γ = γ⊥ and two twist-4 GPDs for Γ = γ−. 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 Ô

the matrix element
〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣Ô∣∣∣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

Fq,γ⊥ =
∆⊥

M
Gq,1(x, t, ξ) + ∆⊥/nGq,2(x, t, ξ) +

iσ⊥ρ∆ρ

2M
Gq,3(x, t, ξ)

+Miσ⊥ρnρGq,4(x, t, ξ) ,

(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 Fq,γ⊥ ∼ γ⊥γ5G(x, t, ξ) [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 Γ assuming some general Dirac matrix can be

done similarly. For instance in ref. [33, 34], GPDs with Γ = σµν have been parameterized.

Another structure defined as∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
W−λ/2,µγ

αi
←→
D β(µn)Wµ,λ/2ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉 ,

(2.10)

where the double arrow covariant derivative is defined as
←→
D = 1

2

(−→
D −

←−
D
)

with
−→
D =

−→
∂ + igA and

←−
D =

←−
∂ − igA, are called D-type GPDs [22] which are related to the quark

EMT as will be shown. Another form,∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
W−λ/2,µγ

αigG+β(µn)Wµ,λ/2ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉 ,

(2.11)

1In ref. [38] and ref. [39], equivalent twist-3 GPDs are defined but with G2 and G3 switched. Here we
take the notation consistent with ref. [39].
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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 α, β similar to the Γ = σµν case, but no specific symmetry with

exchanging the indices is required, unlike σµν 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 = ū(P ′, S′)Fαβq,D/F (x, y, P̄ ,∆, n)u(P, S) . (2.12)

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

Fαβq,D =Mgαβ⊥ A1(x, y, t, ξ) +M2gαβ⊥ /nA2(x, y, t, ξ) +Mσαβ⊥ A3(x, y, t, ξ)

+MV α
S ⊗ V

β
S +M2/nV α

S ⊗ V
β
S +MV α

S ⊗ V
β
T +MV α

T ⊗ V
β
S ,

(2.13)

where V α
S is the linear space expanded by vectors with Dirac scalar

V α
S =

{
P̄α+
M

,
∆α
⊥
M

,Mnα−

}
, (2.14)

V α
T is the linear space expanded by vectors with a Dirac tensor

V α
T =

{
Miσαβ⊥ nβ,

iσαβ⊥ ∆β

2M

}
, (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 An(x, y, t, ξ). It can be shown that there

are 32 independent structures and as a result 32 independent functions An(x, y, t, ξ). One

can check its consistency with other parameterization by taking the anti-symmetric part

of Fαβq,D/F (x, y, P̄ ,∆, n). It turns out there are 12 independent functions for anti-symmetric

Fαβq,D/F (x, y, P̄ ,∆, 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× 4 = 16

free indices for a rank-2 tensor and (4× 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 α = +, β =⊥ which gives

1

P̄+
F+⊥
q,D =

∆⊥

M
Gq,D,1(x, y, ξ, t) + ∆⊥/nGq,D,2(x, y, ξ, t) +

iσ⊥ρ∆ρ

2M
Gq,D,3(x, y, ξ, t)

+Miσ⊥ρnρGq,D,4(x, y, ξ, t) .

(2.16)
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The parameterization of the F-type GPDs will also be defined as

1(
P̄+
)2F+⊥

q,F =
∆⊥

M
Gq,F,1(x, y, ξ, t) + ∆⊥/nGq,F,2(x, y, ξ, t)

+
iσ⊥ρ∆ρ

2M
Gq,F,3(x, y, ξ, t) +Miσ⊥ρnρGq,F,4(x, y, ξ, t) .

(2.17)

If one instead takes β = + inside Fαβq,D/F , the GPDs will be much simpler in the light

front gauge. As with A+ = 0,
←→
D +(µn) reduces to

←→
∂ + where the µ dependence is removed

and it becomes xP+ up to an integration by parts. As a result, one has the following

general substitution for β = +:∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γαi
←→
D (µn)+ψ

(
λn

2

)
.

→ xPδ(y − x)

∫ ∞
−∞

dλ

2π
eiλxψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γαψ

(
λn

2

)
,

(2.18)

where the gauge links reduce to unity in the light front gauge, while the F-type GPDs

simply vanish since G++ = 0. Then the off-forward matrix elements of the relations above

would imply

Fµ+
q,D(x, y, t, ξ)→ xP̄+δ(y − x)Fq,γµ(x, t, ξ) . (2.19)

Thus all D-type GPDs with β = + can be expressed by the 2-field GPDs in the light front

gauge, while the F-type GPDs simply vanish

Fµ+
q,F (x, y, t, ξ) = 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∫ ∞
−∞

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣2Tr

{
G(αi

(
−λn

2

)
W−λ

2
,λ
2
G
β)
i

(
λn

2

)}∣∣∣∣P, S〉 , (2.21)

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 α, β indices. With the expansion of eq. (2.21) as

Gluon GPD = ū(P ′, S′)Fαβg (x, P̄ ,∆, n)u(P, S) , (2.22)

the following parameterization is chosen

Fαβg =Mgαβ⊥ A1(x, t, ξ) +M2gαβ⊥ /nA2(x, t, ξ)

+MV
(α
S ⊗ V

β)
S +M2/nV

(α
S ⊗ V

β)
S +MV

(α
S ⊗ V

β)
T .

(2.23)
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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

α = β = + can be written as

1

P̄+
F++
g = γ+xHg(x, t, ξ) +

iσ+α∆α

2M
xEg(x, t, ξ) , (2.24)

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 α = +, β =⊥, one has

F+⊥
g = P̄ (+

[
∆⊥)

M
xGg,1(x, ξ, t) + ∆⊥)/nxGg,2(x, ξ, t) +

iσ⊥)ρ∆ρ

2M
xGg,3(x, ξ, t)

+Miσ⊥)ρnρxGg,4(x, ξ, t)

]
,

(2.25)

where a factor of x is multiplied again for consistency. The GPDs defined here are sym-

metric under exchange of α and β, so the parameterization of α =⊥, β = + 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

from∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣2Tr

{
Gαi

(
−λn

2

)
iDβ(µn)G+

i

(
λn

2

)}∣∣∣∣P, S〉 , (2.26)

and the F-type GPDs from∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

2Tr

{
Gαi

(
−λn

2

)
igG+β(µn)G+

i

(
λn

2

)}∣∣∣∣∣P, S
〉

.

(2.27)

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

the light cone gauge. Then with their parameterization written as

D/F-type gluon GPD = ū(P ′, S′)Fαβg,D/F (x, y, P̄ ,∆, n)u(P, S) , (2.28)

they will follow analogously to the quark D/F-type GPDs. For instance, the twist-2 case

of α = +, β = + gives us

Fα+
g,D(x, y, P̄ ,∆, n) = xP̄+δ(y − x)Fα+

g (x, P̄ ,∆, n) , (2.29)

Fα+
g,F (x, y, P̄ ,∆, n) = 0 , (2.30)

where these relations hold for any α, so one has the same relation for the twist-3 GPDs
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Correlator Type twist-2 GPDs twist-3 GPDs

ψ̄γµψ – Eq, Hq Gq,1, Gq,2, Gq,3, Gq,4

ψ̄γαiDβψ D Eq, Hq Gq,D,1, Gq,D,2, Gq,D,3, Gq,D,4

ψ̄γαG+β
a ψ F – Gq,F,1, Gq,F,2, Gq,F,3, Gq,F,4

G
(αi
a G

β)
ai – Eg, Hg Gg,1, Gg,2, Gg,3, Gg,4

Gαia iD
βG+

ai D Eg, Hg Gg,D,1, Gg,D,2, Gg,D,3, Gg,D,4

Tr
{
GαiG+βG+

i

}
F – Gg,F,1, Gg,F,2, Gg,F,3, Gg,F,4

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 are functions of the variables (x, ξ, t), while Gq/g,D/F,i are functions of (x, y, ξ, t).

with α =⊥, β = +. As for the twist-3 case with α = +, β =⊥, the D-type GPDs are

1(
P̄+
)2F+⊥

g,D =
∆⊥

M
Gg,D,1(x, y, ξ, t) + ∆⊥/nGg,D,2(x, y, ξ, t)

+
iσ⊥ρ∆ρ

2M
Gg,D,3(x, y, ξ, t) +Miσ⊥ρnρGg,D,4(x, y, ξ, t) ,

(2.31)

and the F-type GPDs are

1(
P̄+
)3F+⊥

g,F =
∆⊥

M
Gg,F,1(x, y, ξ, t) + ∆⊥/nGg,F,2(x, y, ξ, t)

+
iσ⊥ρ∆ρ

2M
Gg,F,3(x, y, ξ, t) +Miσ⊥ρnρGg,F,4(x, y, ξ, t) .

(2.32)

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
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require that

G∗q/g,3(x, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,3(x, t, ξ) , (2.33)

Gq/g,3(x, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,3(x, t, ξ) , (2.34)

G∗q/g,j(x, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,j(x, t, ξ) , (2.35)

Gq/g,j(x, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,j(x, t, ξ) , (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 ∆→ −∆ and ξ → −ξ. The equations

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

function of ξ, and Gq/g,j with j = {1, 2, 4} are odd functions of ξ, so in the forward limit:

Gq/g,j(x, t = 0, ξ = 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

G∗q/g,D,3(x, y, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,D,3(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.37)

Gq/g,D,3(x, y, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,D,3(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.38)

G∗q/g,D,j(x, y, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,D,j(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.39)

Gq/g,D,j(x, y, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,D,j(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.40)

with j = {1, 2, 4}. Again all the GPDs defined here are real. Also, if one expands those

GPDs into powers of ξ via

f(x, y, t, ξ) =

∞∑
n=0

f (n)(x, y, t)
ξn

n!
, (2.41)

then it follows that all the G
(n)
q/g,D,3(x, y, t,−ξ) are symmetric when n is even and anti-

symmetric when n is odd which is the opposite for G
(n)
q/g,D,j(x, y, t,−ξ).

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

G∗q/g,F,3(x, y, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,F,3(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.42)

Gq/g,F,3(x, y, t,−ξ) = −Gq/g,F,3(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.43)

G∗q/g,F,j(x, y, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,F,j(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.44)

Gq/g,F,j(x, y, t,−ξ) = Gq/g,F,j(y, x, t, ξ) , (2.45)

with j = {1, 2, 4}. These relations indicate that G
(n)
q/g,F,3(x, y, t,−ξ) are anti-symmetric

when n is even and symmetric when n is odd and the opposite applies to G
(n)
q/g,F,j(x, y, t,−ξ)

with j = {1, 2, 4}.
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2.5 Connection to the previous definitions

The GPDs defined in the sections above can be related to those of Meißner 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

F
[Γ]
λλ′(P̄ , x,∆, N) =

1

2

∫
dz

2π
eik·z〈p′, λ′|ψ̄(−z/2)ΓW

(
−z

2
,
z

2

)
ψ(z/2)|p, λ〉z+=~z⊥=0 , (2.46)

where the N plays the same role as the negative light cone vector n. Performing a change

of variables λ̃ = z−P̄+, this is equivalent to the expression

F
[Γ]
λλ′ =

1

2P̄+

∫
dλ̃

2π
eiλ̃x〈p′, λ′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(− λ̃n

2

)
ΓW

(
− λ̃n

2
,
λ̃n

2

)
ψ

(
λ̃n

2

)∣∣∣∣p, λ〉 , (2.47)

which is the left-hand side (LHS) of eq. (2.3) with an extra factor of 1/(2P̄+). This is

made all the more obvious when comparing the twist-2 amplitude in eq. (2.4) to Meiβner

et al.’s analogous expression

F
[γ+]
λλ′ =

1

2P+

[
γ+H(x, ξ, t) +

iσ+∆

2M
E(x, ξ, t)

]
, (2.48)

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

be established

F
[γj ]
λ,λ′ =

1

2P̄+
Fq,γj , (2.49)

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 (
Hq(x, ξ, t)

Eq(x, ξ, t)

)
=

1

2P̄+

(
H(x, ξ, t)

E(x, ξ, t)

)
, (2.50)

where our GPDs are on the LHS and Meißner et al.’s are on the RHS. As for the twist-3

GPDs, ref. [33] gives the following amplitude

F
[γj ]
λλ′ =

M

2(P̄+)2

[
iσ+jH2T (x, ξ, t) +

γ+∆j
T −∆+γj

2M
E2T (x, ξ, t)

+
P̄+∆j

T −∆+P̄ jT
M2

H̃2T (x, ξ, t) +
γ+P̄ jT − P̄+γj

M
Ẽ2T (x, ξ, t)

]
.

(2.51)
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Recognizing the following relations which are a consequence of both simple Dirac algebra

and the light cone coordinates

/n =
γ+

P̄+
, (2.52)

∆+

P̄+
= −2ξ , (2.53)

σ+µ
⊥
P̄+

= σµν⊥ nν , (2.54)

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

(2P̄+)F
[γj ]
λλ′ =iMσjν⊥ nνH2T + ∆j

⊥

(
/n

2
E2T +

1

M
H̃2T

)
+ ξγj⊥E2T +

2ξ

M
P̄ j⊥H̃2T +

(
P̄ j⊥/n− γ

j
⊥

)
Ẽ2T ,

(2.55)

where all the arguments will be suppressed. In the frame where P̄⊥ = 0, it leaves one with

(2P̄+)F
[γj ]
λλ′ = iMσjν⊥ nνH2T + ∆j

⊥

(
/n

2
E2T +

1

M
H̃2T

)
+γj⊥

(
ξE2T − Ẽ2T

)
. (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

ū(P ′)
iσµα⊥ ∆α

2M
Gq,3(x, t, ξ)u(P ) = ū(P ′)γµ⊥Gq,3(x, t, ξ)u(P ) , (2.57)

where Pµ⊥ = 0 has been used. Comparing eq. (2.9), eq. (2.56) and eq. (2.57), the following

relations between ours and Meißner et al.’s twist-3 GPDs can be written

E2T (x, ξ, t) = 2Gq,2(x, ξ, t) , (2.58)

H2T (x, ξ, t) = Gq,4(x, ξ, t) , (2.59)

Ẽ2T (x, ξ, t) = 2ξGq,2(x, ξ, t)−Gq,3(x, ξ, t) , (2.60)

H̃2T (x, ξ, t) = Gq,1(x, ξ, t) . (2.61)

Another choice of Dirac structure has been used in the literature, see for example [22, 38,

40, 43] where the coefficient of ū(P ′, S′)iενρ⊥ ∆ργ
⊥γ5u(P, S) is taken. This term is discussed

in Appendix B.3 where it is shown to be related to ū(P ′, S′)γ⊥u(P, S) with eq. (B.27), so

one has

Gq,D,3(x, y, t, ξ) ∼ Hq(3)
D (x, y, t, ξ) , (2.62)
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with H
q(3)
D (x, y, t, ξ) 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 Gq,D,3(x, y, t, ξ)

also corresponds to the φD(x, y) defined in ref. [43] and we have

Gq,D,3(x, y, t = 0, ξ = 0) = φD(x, 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,

1

2
∆q + Lzq + Jzg =

~
2
, (3.1)

where Jzq = 1
2∆q + Lzq is the total quark contribution in terms of total quark helicity

∆q and quark OAM Lzq , and Jzg 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,

1

2
∆q + ∆G+ lzq + lzg =

~
2
, (3.2)

where ∆G is the total gluon helicity, and lzq,g 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), Jzq and Jzg can be in

general written as

Jzq,g =
〈
P, S

∣∣Jzq,g∣∣P, S〉 =
1

2EP

(
lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆x

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣∣T 0y
q,g,Bel(0)

∣∣∣P, S〉
− lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆y

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣T 0x
q,g,Bel(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〈
P ′
∣∣∣Tµνq,g,Bel

∣∣∣P〉 = ū
(
P ′
)[
Aq,g

(
∆2
)
γ(µP̄ ν) +Bq,g

(
∆2
)
P̄ (µiσν)α∆α/2M

+ Cq,g
(
∆2
) (

∆µ∆ν − gµν∆2
)
/M + C̄q,g

(
∆2
)
gµνM

]
u(P ) .

(3.4)

In order to get the AM with eq. (3.3), expansion of above parameterization to the leading

order of ∆ will be needed. Taking the gamma matrices in the Dirac representation, the

spinor can be written as

u(P, s) =
√
P 0 +M

(
χ(s)

σ·P
P 0+M

χ(s)

)
, (3.5)

where σ represents the Pauli matrices, s is the spin vector in the rest frame and χ(s)

satisfies

χ(s)†σiχ(s) = si . (3.6)

Two expansions of Dirac bilinears will be used, which are

ū(P̄ + ∆/2, S)u(P̄ −∆/2, S) = 2M + ε0ραβ
i∆ρ

P̄ 0 +M
SαP̄β +O(∆2) , (3.7)

ū(P̄ + ∆/2, S)σµνu(P̄ −∆/2, S) = −2εµναβSαP̄β +O(∆) , (3.8)

where ε0123 = 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]〈
P ′, S

∣∣∣Tµνq,g,Bel

∣∣∣P, S〉 =2Aq,g (0) P̄µP̄ ν
(

1 + ε0ραβ
i∆ρ

2M(P̄ 0 +M)
SαP̄β

)
− (Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0))

P̄ (µ

M
εν)αβρi∆αSβP̄ρ +O(∆2) + gµν terms .

(3.9)

Then the following result can be found with eq. (3.3)

Jzq,g =
〈
P, S

∣∣Jzq,g∣∣P, S〉 =
1

2
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(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,

Tµνq,Bel = ψ̄γ(µi
←→
D ν)ψ , (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 0y
q,Bel and T 0x

q,Bel, which are equivalent. Without loss of generality,

T+y
q,Bel, the leading twist contribution to T 0y

q,Bel, will be discussed. The light-front correlations

defined as

T+y
q,LF,Bel(x, y) =

∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γ(+W−λ

2
,µi
←→
D (µn)y)Wµ,λ

2
ψ

(
λn

2

)
,

(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 x and y:

T+y
q,Bel(0) =

∫
dxdyT+y

q,LF,Bel(x, y). The T+y
q,LF,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 Jz is invariant under boosts in the z direction, whereas the transverse

momentum grows as J ′x ∼ γJx. 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 ∫
dxdy Gq,D,3(x, y) +

∫
dx x Gq,3(x) = Aq(0) +Bq(0) , (3.13)∫

dxdyGq,D,j(x, y) =

∫
dx x Gq,j(x) = 0 , (3.14)

where j = {1, 2, 4}, which is consistent with the relations acquired from the discrete sym-

metry. The notation Gq,i(x) is and will be used to express the forward limit of the GPD:

lim∆→0Gq,i(x, t, ξ). With the parameterization in eq. (2.16), the EMT expressed with

eq. (3.12) and the expression of AM eq. (3.3), Jzq can be derived as

Jzq =
1

2

(∫
dxdy Gq,D,3(x, y) +

∫
dx x Gq,3(x)

)
=

1

2
(Aq(0) +Bq(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 Tµνq,Bel as in eq. (A.3). Meanwhile, since the

Belinfante EMT for QCD is simply the symmetrized canonical EMT

TµνBel = T (µν) , (3.16)

it can alternatively be written as

TµνBel = Tµν − T [µν] . (3.17)
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Then the AM density can be expressed with the canonical EMT as

Mµνρ(ξ) =ξν
(
Tµρ(ξ)− T [µρ](ξ)

)
− ξρ

(
Tµν − T [µν](ξ)

)
,

=ξνTµρ(ξ)− ξρTµν + Sµνρ(ξ) ,
(3.18)

with

Sµνρ(ξ) = −
(
ξνT [µρ](ξ)− ξρT [µν]

)
. (3.19)

For the Dirac bilinears in quark EMT, following identities can be useful

ψ̄(ξ)[γα
−→
Dβ(ξ)− γβ

−→
Dα(ξ)]ψ(ξ) = iεαβρσψ̄(ξ)γργ

5−→Dσ(ξ)ψ(ξ) , (3.20)

ψ̄(ξ)[γα
←−
Dβ(ξ)− γβ

←−
Dα(ξ)]ψ(ξ) = −iεαβρσψ̄(ξ)γργ

5←−Dσ(ξ)ψ(ξ) , (3.21)

for which the equation of motion /Dψ(ξ) = 0 is used. With these relations it follows that

Sµνρq (ξ) = −1

2
εµνρσψ̄(ξ)γσγ

5ψ(ξ) +
1

2
∂β

(
x[νερ]µβσψ̄(ξ)γσγ

5ψ(ξ)
)
, (3.22)

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

Jzq,S = −1

2
ε0xyσ

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣ψ̄(ξ)γσγ
5ψ(ξ)

∣∣P, S〉 . (3.23)

The matrix element of the axial current can be expressed as〈
P, S

∣∣ψ̄(0)γσγ
5ψ(0)

∣∣P, S〉 = 2MSσ∆q , (3.24)

where the quantity ∆q is the singlet axial charge with all quark flavors summed over. The

axial charge ∆q can be related to the PDF defined in ref. [46] with the axial current as∫
dλ

2π
eiλx 〈PS| ψ̄(0)γµγ5ψ(λn) |PS〉

≡ 2
[
g1(x)Mpµ(S · n) +MgT(x)S⊥µ +M3g3(x)nµ(S · n)

]
,

(3.25)

where we have slightly rewritten it with our normalization condition S2 = −1. Then one

has the relation (see [47] for more discussion on this)

∆q =

∫
dxg1(x) =

∫
dxgT (x) . (3.26)

Though only the quark helicity distribution g1(x) is needed for longitudinal spin contri-

butions, both g1(x) and gT (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)∫
dx xGq,3(x)−

∫
dxdyGq,D,3(x, y) = ∆q . (3.27)

The above relation can be used to express the AM with combinations of GPDs and a PDF.

For instance if one eliminates Gq,D,3(x, y) with eq. (3.15) and eq. (3.27), it can be found

that

Jzq =

∫
dx

(
xGq,3(x)− 1

2
g1(x)

)
, (3.28)

which has already been derived in the literature [38, 39, 43]. Alternatively, one could

instead eliminate the Gq,3(x) to get∫
dxdyGq,D,3(x, y) = Jzq −

1

2
∆q = Lzq . (3.29)

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

Lzq(x) =
1

2

∫
dy [Gq,D,3(x, y) +Gq,D,3(y, x)] , (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

Jzq can be expressed as

Jzq =

∫
d3ξ

(
ξxT 0y

q (ξ)− ξyT 0x
q (ξ)− 1

2
ε0xyzψ̄(ξ)γzγ

5ψ(ξ)

)
. (3.31)

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 ∆qz =
∫

dxg1(x). g1(x) has a clear

partonic interpretation as the spin contribution of quarks with momentum xP+ indicated

by eq. (3.25).

In order to find a complete partonic picture for quark AM, it is better to remove the

covariant derivative Dν(ξ) in the first two terms of eq. (3.31). Therefore, the EMT of the

quark can be further decomposed as

Tµνq (ξ) = ψ̄(ξ)γµi
←→
D νψ(ξ) = ψ̄(ξ)γµi

←→
∂ νψ(ξ)− gψ̄(ξ)γµAνψ(ξ) . (3.32)
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Then with following definitions of AM densities

Mµνρ
q,L (ξ) ≡ ξνTµρq (ξ)− ξρTµνq (ξ) , (3.33)

Mµνρ
q,l (ξ) ≡ ξνψ̄(ξ)γµi

←→
∂ νψ(ξ)− (ν ↔ ρ) , (3.34)

Mµνρ
q,pot(ξ) ≡ ξνψ̄(ξ)γµigAνψ(ξ)− (ν ↔ ρ) , (3.35)

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

Lzq ≡
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣∣M0xy
q,L (ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 , (3.36)

lzq ≡
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣∣M0xy
q,l (ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 , (3.37)

lzq,pot ≡
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣∣M0xy
q,pot(ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 , (3.38)

the canonical OAM can be written as

lzq = Lzq + lzq,pot . (3.39)

Unlike Lzq , the canonical OAM lzq 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 lzq,pot will be

needed which has been discussed in for instance [51–54]. As pointed out there, removing

this term lzq,pot from quarks and attributing it to gluons will transform the covariant AM

sum rule into the canonical Jaffe-Manohar sum rule.

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

lzq(x) =
1

P+

∫
dλd2ξ⊥

2π
eiλx 〈P, S| ψ̄(0, ξ⊥)γ+(ξxi∂y − ξyi∂x)ψ(λn, ξ⊥) |P, S〉 , (3.40)

with gauge links implicit between fields. Though the moment of ξ⊥ 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 lzq(x) is the combination of OAM operators (ξxi∂y − ξyi∂x) and a parton density

ψ̄(0)γ+ψ(λn), it can be considered as the OAM density of a parton with momentum xP+.

This is not the case for lzq,pot or Lzq , since they have Ax/y(ξ) or Dx/y(ξ) which leads to a

third parton field involved.

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

lzq,pot nor lzq is gauge invariant. If one defines a new type of GPD to measure lzq,pot as∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
W−λ/2,µγ

αAβ(µn)Wµ,λ/2ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉 ,

(3.41)

it cannot be measurable since it is not gauge invariant. In order to get a measurable lzq,pot,

a GPD equivalent to the one above while manifestly gauge invariant is needed.
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Given that the light front gauge A+ = 0 will always be used, the relation Aα = G+α

∂+

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

one has

Aµ(y) = Aµ(x) +

∫ y

x
dzG+µ(z) , (3.42)

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

identity

ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γαigAβ(µn)ψ

(
λn

2

)
=ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γαig

∫ µ

ν
dtG+β(tn)ψ

(
λn

2

)
+ ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γαigAβ(νn)ψ

(
λn

2

)
.

(3.43)

While the LHS is the light front correlation corresponding to lzq,pot, 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 µ and corresponds to a zero-mode contribution

[58] which will be omitted. This relation indicates that lzq,pot 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

lzq,pot =

∫
dxdyP

1

y − x
Gq,F,3(x, y) , (3.44)

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

Then the quantity lzq(x) 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, lzq(x) can

be expressed as a combination of D-type and F-type GPDs

lzq(x) =

∫
dyGq,D,3(x, y) +

∫
dyP

1

y − x
Gq,F,3(x, y) , (3.45)

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

lzq =

∫
dxlzq(x) . (3.46)

Although the expression for lzq 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

Tµνg (ξ) = 2Tr

{
−Gµρ(ξ)Gνρ(ξ) +

1

4
gµνGρσ(ξ)Gρσ(ξ)

}
. (3.47)
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When longitudinal AM is concerned, only the matrix element of T+⊥
g will contribute and

the gµν term can be dropped. Consequently, the gluon EMT can be expressed by the

following light front correlation

T+⊥
g,LF (x) = −

∫
dλ

2π
eiλx2Tr

{
G+ρ

(
−λn

2

)
W−λ

2
,λ
2
G⊥ρ

(
λn

2

)}
, (3.48)

with T+⊥
g (0) =

∫
dxT+⊥

g,LF (x). Again, this relation indicates certain constraints to the gluon

GPDs defined in eq. (2.21), ∫
dx x Gg,3(x) = Ag(0) +Bg(0) , (3.49)∫
dx x Gg,j(x) = 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)

Jzg =
1

2

∫
dx x Gg,3(x) =

1

2
(Ag(0) +Bg(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]

Mµνλ
g (ξ) =

(
ξν2Tr

{
GµαGλα

}
− (ν ↔ λ)

)
= 2Tr

{
Gµα

(
ξλ∂ν − ξν∂λ

)
Aα +GµλAν +GνµAλ

}
+ gψ̄γµ(ξνAλ − ξλAν)ψ ,

(3.52)

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

Mµνλ
g,l (ξ) ≡ 2Tr

{
Gµα

(
ξλ∂ν − ξν∂λ

)
Aα

}
, (3.53)

Mµνλ
g,S (ξ) ≡ 2Tr

{
GµλAν +GνµAλ

}
, (3.54)

Mµνλ
q,pot(ξ) ≡ gψ̄γµ(ξνAλ − ξλAν)ψ . (3.55)

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

Mµνρ
q,pot term cancels the lq,pot 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 Mµνρ
S , and it has been pointed out that it does

not correspond to the U(1) axial current Kσ in ref. [7]. However, in the light cone gauge

A+ = 0 at leading twist where µ = +, they are actually the same. Since the gluon axial

current Kσ can be written as

εµνλσKσ ≡ 2Tr
{
GµλAν +GνµAλ +GλνAµ

}
, (3.56)

its only difference from Mµνρ
q,pot is the third term GλνAµ which vanishes at leading twist

with µ = + and in the light cone gauge A+ = 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 ∆G(x) defined as [62, 63]

∆G(x) =
i

xP+

∫
dλ

2π
eixλ

〈
P, S

∣∣∣∣2Tr

{
G+α

(
−λn

2

)
W−λ

2
,λ
2
G̃+

α

(
λn

2

)}∣∣∣∣P, S〉 , (3.57)

where G̃µναβ = 1
2ε
µναβGαβ and as discussed in ref. [64] the gluon helicity distribution

∆G(x) is both measurable and calculable on lattice. Then the matrix element of M+xy
g,S

can be expressed with the above PDF and the relation [65]

Jzg,S =

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣∣M+xy
S (ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 = ∆G ≡
∫

dx∆G(x) , (3.58)

can be derived. This expression, associated with eq. (3.57), gives a simple parton picture for

the gluon helicity contribution, with ∆G(x) 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

lzg =

〈
P, S

∣∣∣∣∫ d3ξM0xy
g,l (ξ)

∣∣∣∣P, S〉 =

〈
P, S

∣∣∣∣∫ d3ξ2Tr
{
G0α (ξy∂x − ξx∂y)Aα

}∣∣∣∣P, S〉 ,

(3.59)

which can be expressed with a light front correlation defined as

lzg(x) =

∫
dλd2ξ⊥

2π
eiλx 〈P, S| 2Tr

{
G +α(0, ξ⊥)(ξx∂y − ξy∂x)Aα(λn, ξ⊥)

}
|P, S〉 , (3.60)

while lzg is simply the integral of lzg(x) over x. The expression of lzg(x) has a simple partonic

interpretation, since it is just the OAM operator (ξx∂y−ξy∂x), combining the gluon density

2Tr {G+α(0)Aα(λn)} of momentum xP+.

However, the lzg(x) defined here is obviously not gauge invariant. In order to express

lzg(x) with gauge invariant quantities, consider the following relation in the light front gauge

Gµαi∂νAα = GµαiDν 1

∂+
G+

α +Gµαg
1

∂+
G+ν 1

∂+
G+

α , (3.61)

– 22 –



and its non-local version

Gασ
(
−λ

2
n

)
i∂βAσ

(
−λ

2
n

)
=Gασ

(
−λ

2
n

)
iDβ(µn)

1

∂+
G+

σ

(
λ

2
n

)
+Gασ

(
−λ

2
n

)
g

1

∂+
G+β(µn)

1

∂+
G+

σ

(
λ

2
n

)
.

(3.62)

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

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

Mµνρ

g,L̃
(ξ) ≡ 2Tr

{
Gµα

(
ξλDν − ξνDλ

)
Aα

}
, (3.63)

Mµνρ
g,pot(ξ) ≡ −2igTr

{
Gµα

(
ξλAν − ξνAλ

)
Aα

}
, (3.64)

with their matrix element defined as

L̃zg ≡
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣∣M0xy

g,L̃
(ξ)
∣∣∣P, S〉 , (3.65)

lzg,pot ≡
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣∣M0xy
g,pot(ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 . (3.66)

According to the relation in eq. (3.62), L̃zg(x) and lzg,pot(x) can be expressed with the D-type

and F-type gluon GPDs as

L̃zg(x) =

∫
dyP

1

x+ y
Gg,D,3(x, y), (3.67)

lzg,pot(x) =

∫
dyP

1

y2 − x2
Gg,F,3(x, y) , (3.68)

which will finally gives the expression of lzg(x) in terms of the D-type and F-type GPDs as

lzg(x) =

∫
dyP

1

x+ y
Gg,D,3(x, y) +

∫
dyP

1

y2 − x2
Gg,F,3(x, y) , (3.69)

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

lzg =

∫
dxlzg(x) . (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 Lgcan).

– 23 –



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)

Jxq,g ≡
〈
P, S

∣∣Jxq,g∣∣P, S〉 =
1

2EP

(
lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆y

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣T 0z
q,g,Bel(0)

∣∣P, S〉
− lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆z

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣∣T 0y
q,g,Bel(0)

∣∣∣P, S〉) ,

(4.1)

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 → ++ and 0y → + ⊥
can be made. Defining the first and second terms with their twist number superscripts

explicit, then

Jxq,g = Jx(2)
q,g + Jx(3)

q,g , (4.2)

where

Jx(2)
q,g ≡

〈
P, S

∣∣∣Ĵx(2)
q,g

∣∣∣P, S〉 =
1

2EP
lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆y

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣T 0z
q,g,Bel(0)

∣∣P, S〉 , (4.3)

Jx(3)
q,g ≡

〈
P, S

∣∣∣Ĵx(3)
q,g

∣∣∣P, S〉 = − 1

2EP
lim

∆→0,S′→S
i
∂

∂∆z

〈
P + ∆, S′

∣∣∣T 0y
q,g,Bel(0)

∣∣∣P, S〉 . (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

Jx(2)
q,g (P z = 0) = Jx(3)

q,g (P z = 0) , (4.5)

and as a result Jxq,g(P
z = 0) = 2J

x(2)
q,g (P z = 0) = 2J

x(3)
q,g (P z = 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

Jx(2)
q,g =

P 02
+ P z2

4MP 0
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0))− P z2

2M(P 0 +M)
Aq,g(0) , (4.6)

and for the twist-3 term,

Jx(3)
q,g =

P 02 − P z2

4MP 0
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0)) . (4.7)

The (P z)2 term in the twist-3 case needs a bit of explanation. With ~P ′ in the z direction,

∆0 cannot vanish. Rather it is constrained to be related to ∆z,

∆0P̄ 0 −∆zP̄ z = 0 . (4.8)

Therefore, the derivative with respect to ∆z here will generate a contribution proportional

to P z.

The total transverse AM can be expressed as

Jxq,g =
P 0

2M
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0))− P z2

2M(P 0 +M)
Aq,g(0) . (4.9)

This is consistent with the result in ref. [6], where an extra term proportional to P z

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 i

or P j in J ij . In the case of transverse AM in the x direction, one has i = y and j = z, so

terms proportional to P z are dropped. It is also clear if one writes the matrix element of

AM covariantly as [6]

J ijq,g = −ε
ijαβ

2M
SαPβ (Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0))− P

i(P × s)j − P j(P × s)i

2M(P 0 +M)
Aq,g(0) , (4.10)

where the last term is apparently proportional to P i or P j and is thus non-intrinsic. After

removing the non-intrinsic contribution, the intrinsic transverse AM will grow with a factor

of γ 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 z 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 Jµν through a Pµ or P ν type

of dependence. If one retains those terms as intermediate results and allows them to cancel

in the end, the two contributions will be

Jx(2)
q,g =

(
γ

2
− 1

4γ

)
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0)) , (4.11)

Jx(3)
q,g =

1

4γ
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0)) . (4.12)

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/γ dependence in the above equations guarantees the total AM Jxq,g
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

J
x(2)
q,g,In =

γ

4
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(0)) , (4.13)

J
x(3)
q,g,In =

γ

4
(Aq,g(0) +Bq,g(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

γ 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
x(2)
q,g defined in eq. (4.3), in which the term T 0z

q,g,Bel(0) is involved.

In the infinite momentum frame, one can generate this term from a light-front correlation

defined as

T 0z
q,LF,Bel(x, y) =

∫
dλdµ

(2π)2
ei
λ
2

(x+y)+iµ(y−x)ψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
W−λ

2
,µγ

(0i
←→
D z)(µn)Wµ,λ

2
ψ

(
λn

2

)
,

(4.15)

while T 0z
q,Bel =

∫
dxdyT 0z

q,LF,Bel(x, y). Now consider the leading twist contribution to T 0z
q,Bel

for which T++
q,LF,Bel(x) will be concerned and one has

T++
q,LF,Bel(x) =

∫
dλ

2π
eiλxψ̄

(
−λn

2

)
γ+i
←→
∂ +ψ

(
λn

2

)
, (4.16)

where the light front gauge A+ = 0 is chosen, so the covariant derivative
←→
D +(µn) reduces

to a partial derivative
←→
∂ + and the gauge links reduces to unity. Then the leading twist

EMT can be expressed as T++
q,Bel =

∫
dxT++

q,LF,Bel(x), which has a simple parton picture with

i∂+ the momentum operator combining with a quark density operator of momentum xP+.

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

Jx(2)
q (x) =

∫
dλd2ξ⊥

2π
eiλx

〈
P, S

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2 , ξ⊥
)
γ+ξyi

←→
∂ +ψ

(
λn

2
, ξ⊥

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉 , (4.17)

with the total transverse AM given by J
x(2)
q =

∫
dxJ

x(2)
q (x). Thus, the covariant sum rule

has a simple parton picture without decomposing the AM into spin and orbital components.

The RHS of eq. (4.17) involves a moment of ξ and it can only be defined as the limit of

an off-forward matrix element. Thus in order to derive J
x(2)
q (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 ∆ can be written

as ∫ ∞
−∞

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′, S′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
γ+ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, S〉
=
P̄+

M
Hq(x)

(
2M + ε0ραβ

i∆ρ

P̄ 0 +M
SαP̄β

)
− (Hq(x) + Eq(x)) i

ε+ναβ

M
∆νSαP̄β ,

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

Jx(2)
q (x) = γ

x

2
(Hq(x) + Eq(x)) , (4.19)

where the intrinsic contribution of AM is isolated by removing the term proportional to

Pµ in Jµν 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
x(2)
q,g (x) clearly represents the twist-

2 contribution to transverse AM density from partons with momentum xP+ while the

extra γ 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]:
∫

dx xHq,g(x) = Aq,g(0) and
∫

dx xEq,g(x) = Bq,g(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
x(3)
q,g directly from eq. (4.4) with

T 0y
q,Bel the same as for the longitudinal AM in eq. (3.12). The covariant relation for the

transverse AM is

Jx(3)
q =

1

4γ

[∫
dxdy Gq,D,3(x, y) +

∫
dx x Gq,3(x)

]
, (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 1
4γ or γ

4 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 1
4γ factor. We shall suppress the 1

2γ

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

2
∆qT + ∆GT + +lx(3)

q + lx(3)
g =

~
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

Ĵx(3)
q =

∫
d3ξ

[
−ψ̄(ξ)γ0

(
ξz × i

←→
D y(ξ)

)
ψ(ξ) +

1

4
ε0yzxψ̄(ξ)γxγ5ψ(ξ)

]
, (4.22)

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)

lx(3)
q ≡ −

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣∣ψ̄(ξ)γ0
(
ξz × i

←→
∂ y
)
ψ(ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 , (4.23)

Lx(3)
q ≡ −

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣∣ψ̄(ξ)γ0
(
ξz × i

←→
D y(ξ)

)
ψ(ξ)

∣∣∣P, S〉 , (4.24)

l
x(3)
q,pot ≡ −

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣ψ̄(ξ)γ0 (ξz × gAy(ξ))ψ(ξ)
∣∣P, S〉 . (4.25)

Clearly l
x(3)
q = L

x(3)
q + l

x(3)
q,pot according to the definition of the covariant derivative. Then

the twist-3 AM J
x(3)
q can be expressed with the quantities defined above as

Jx(3)
q = lx(3)

q − lx(3)
q,pot +

1

2
∆qT . (4.26)

The l
x(3)
q,pot 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 ∆qT = ∆q can be

expressed with gT (x) which represents the spin contribution from quarks with momentum

xP+.

As for l
x(3)
q , it can be expressed in terms of the parton density defined as

lx(3)
q (x) = − 1

P+

∫
dλd2ξ⊥

2π
eiλx 〈PS| ψ̄(0, ξ⊥)γ+ξzi∂yψ(λn, ξ⊥) |PS〉 , (4.27)

which is similar to eq. (3.40), and l
x(3)
q =

∫
dxl

x(3)
q (x). This density has a simple parton

picture with ξzi∂y the twist-3 part of the transverse AM operator and momentum fraction

xP+. The two auxiliary quantities L
x(3)
q and l

x(3)
q,pot are related to three-parton correlation

functions.

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

lx(3)
q (x) =

∫
dy

[ (
Gq,D,3(x, y) +G′q,D,4(x, y)

)
+ P

1

y − x
(
Gq,F,3(x, y) +G′q,F,4(x, y)

) ]
,

(4.28)

where G′q,D/F,4(x, y) ≡ lim∆→0
d
dξGq,D/F,4(x, y, t, ξ). This result is consistent with

Lx(3)
q =

∫
dxdy

(
Gq,D,3(x, y) +G′q,D,4(x, y)

)
, (4.29)

l
x(3)
q,pot =

∫
dxdyP

1

y − x
(
Gq,F,3(x, y) +G′q,F,4(x, y)

)
. (4.30)

Though the integrals of G′q,D/F,4(x, 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, l
x(3)
q = lzq 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

Ĵx(3)
g =

∫
d3ξ 2ξzTr

{
G0α(ξ)Gyα(ξ)

}
. (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

Jx(3)
g =

1

2

∫
dx x Gg,3(x) , (4.32)

analogous to eq. (3.51). Again it has been renormalized with a factor of 1/2γ 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

L̃x(3)
g ≡ 2

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣Tr
{
G0α (ξz ×Dy)Aα

}∣∣P, S〉 , (4.33)

lx(3)
g ≡ 2

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣Tr
{
G0α (ξz × ∂y)Aα

}∣∣P, S〉 , (4.34)

l
x(3)
g,pot ≡ −2ig

∫
d3ξ

〈
P, S

∣∣Tr
{
G0α (ξz ×Ay)Aα

}∣∣P, S〉 , (4.35)

with l
x(3)
g = L̃

x(3)
g + l

x(3)
g,pot given by eq. (3.61). Then the twist-3 gluon AM can be expressed

as

Jx(3)
g = lx(3)

g + l
x(3)
q,pot + ∆GT , (4.36)

where the last term here defined as the ∆GT ≡ 4
∫

d3ξ
〈
P, S

∣∣Tr
{
G0z(ξ)Ay(ξ)

}∣∣P, S〉,
which is the same as ∆G because of the rotational symmetry. In the present case, it is

naturally related to a twist-3 polarized gluon distribution ∆GT (x) [30, 31, 67] through

∆GT =
∫

∆GT (x)dx, where

∆GT (x) =
i

xP+

∫
dλ

2π
eixλ

〈
P, S

∣∣∣∣2Tr

{
G+α

(
−λn

2

)
W−λ

2
,λ
2
G̃⊥α

(
λn

2

)}∣∣∣∣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 l
x(3)
q,pot in eq. (4.36) cancels the term in the corresponding quark AM, the relation

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

the transverse direction as in eq. (4.21) for the longitudinal spin.

The gluon canonical OAM l
x(3)
g can be related to a parton density,

lx(3)
g (x) =

∫
dλd2ξ⊥

2π
eiλx 〈P, S| 2Tr

{
G+α(0, ξ⊥)ξz∂yAα(λn, ξ⊥)

}
|P, S〉 , (4.38)

as l
x(3)
g =

∫
dxl

x(3)
g (x). The density l

x(3)
g (x) 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
x(3)
g (x) can be expressed with D- and F-type GPDs as

lx(3)
g (x) =

∫
dy

[
P

1

x+ y

(
Gg,D,3(x, y) +G′g,D,4(x, y)

)
+ P

1

y2 − x2

(
Gg,F,3(x, y) +G′g,F,4(x, y)

) ]
.

(4.39)

Similarly, L̃
x(3)
g and l

x(3)
g,pot can also be expressed with the D- and F-type GPDs as

L̃x(3)
g =

∫
dxdyP

1

x+ y

(
Gg,D,3(x, y) +G′g,D,4(x, y)

)
, (4.40)

l
x(3)
g,pot =

∫
dxdyP

1

y2 − x2

(
Gg,F,3(x, y) +G′g,F,4(x, y)

)
, (4.41)

which is consistent with relation l
x(3)
g = L̃

x(3)
g + l

x(3)
g,pot.

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

following sum rule∫
dx

(
1

2
gT (x) + ∆GT (x) + lx(3)

q (x) + lx(3)
g (x)

)
=

~
2
, (4.42)

with each term having a clear parton interpretation: gT (x)/∆GT (x) gives the parton trans-

verse spin densities, and l
x(3)
q,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 t but ξ = 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 z =∞,∣∣∣P z∞,R⊥ = 0
〉
≡ N

∫
d2p⊥

(2π)2

∣∣∣P z∞,p⊥〉 , (5.1)

where
∣∣P z∞,p⊥〉 is a momentum eigen-state and N is a normalization constant. Using the

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

ρq(x, b) ≡
∫

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P z∞,R

⊥ = 0

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2 , b

)
γ+ψ

(
λn

2
, b

)∣∣∣∣P z∞,R⊥ = 0

〉
, (5.2)

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

ρq(x,∆) ≡
∫

d2bei∆·bρq(x, b) , (5.3)

can be expressed as

ρq(x,∆) = N 2(2π)2δ(2)(0)

∫
dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′
∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2

)
γ+ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P〉 , (5.4)

which is the twist-2 GPDs defined in eq. (2.3) with Γ = γ+ up to a normalization, except

∆ is in the transverse direction and hence ξ = 0. With the parameterization in eq. (2.4),

the quark distribution can be expressed as

ρq(x,∆) = N 2(2π)2δ(2)(0)ū(P ′)

(
Hq(x,−∆2)γ+ + Eq(x,−∆2)

iσ+α∆α

2M

)
u(P ) . (5.5)

In the infinite momentum frame where P z →∞, it becomes simply

ρq(x,∆) = Hq(x,−∆2) , (5.6)

with proper normalization, and the Eq(x,−∆2) term does not contribute for an unpolarized

state. Then the quark transverse space distribution and Hq(x,−∆2) is related

ρq(x, b) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·bHq(x,−∆2) = Hq(x, b) , (5.7)

where the Fourier transformation of GPD in transverse space Hq(x, b) is defined. Based

on its definition in eq. (5.2), ρq(x, b) is the transverse-plane distribution of quarks with
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momentum xP z in the localized nucleon state.

If one sums over all partons, ρq(b) ≡
∫

dxρ(x, b), expressed in a matrix element as

ρq(b) =
〈
P z∞,R

⊥ = 0
∣∣ψ̄ (b) γ+ψ (b)

∣∣P z∞,R⊥ = 0
〉
. (5.8)

The quark density distribution in the transverse plane becomes

ρq(b) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b

∫
dxHq(x,−∆2) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·bF1,q(−∆2) , (5.9)

which is the Fourier transformation of the Dirac form factor F1,q(−∆2) 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
∣∣P z,R⊥ = 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 z → ∞, all

the states
∣∣P z,p⊥〉 with finite p⊥ can be in a definite helicity state, h = ±. Then the

transversely-polarized nucleon can be defined as [16, 70],

|P z, X〉 ≡ 1√
2

(∣∣∣P z,R⊥ = 0,+
〉

+
∣∣∣P z,R⊥ = 0,−

〉)
, (5.10)

where
∣∣P z,R⊥ = 0,+(−)

〉
are states localized in the transverse plane with definite helicity.

The transverse-space quark density distribution in polarized nucleon states can be defined

as

ρXq (x, b) ≡
∫

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P z, X

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2 , b

)
γ+ψ

(
λn

2
, b

)∣∣∣∣P z, X〉 . (5.11)

Its Fourier transformation is then

ρXq (x,∆) =
1

2
N 2(2π)2δ(2)(0)

∑
h′,h

∫
dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P ′, h′

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2
)
γ+ψ

(
λn

2

)∣∣∣∣P, h〉 , (5.12)

which is related to the twist-2 GPDs,

ρXq (x,∆) ∝ 1

2

∑
h′,h

ū(P ′, h′)

(
Hq(x,−∆2)γ+ + Eq(x,−∆2)

iσ+α∆α

2M

)
u(P, h) , (5.13)

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

Using the spinors in the infinite momentum limit P z →∞, one then finds

ρXq (x,∆) = Hq(x,−∆2) +
i∆y

2M
Eq(x,−∆2) . (5.14)

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

ρXq (x, b) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b

(
Hq(x,−∆2) +

i∆y

2M
Eq(x,−∆2)

)
,

=Hq(x, b)−
1

2M

∂

∂by
Eq(x, b) ,

(5.15)

with the Fourier-transformed GPDs Hq(x, b)/Eq(x, 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

2

∑
h′,h

ū(P ′, h′)u(P, h) = 2M + ε0ραβ
i∆ρ

P̄ 0 +M
SαP̄β , (5.16)

1

2

∑
h′,h

ū(P ′, h′)σµνu(P, h) = −2εµναβSαP̄β , (5.17)

with the Sα polarization vector in the x-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 z, X〉 have the same P z → ∞ and the momentum difference ∆ is in the transverse

direction. In the infinite momentum limit, with the spinor expansions above, ρXq (x,∆) can

be expressed as

ρXq (x,∆) =
P̄µ

P̄ 0
Hq(x,−∆2)

(
1 + ε0ραβ

i∆ρ

2M(P̄ 0 +M)
SαP̄β

)
−
(
Hq(x,−∆2) + Eq(x,−∆2)

) iεµναβ∆ν

2MP̄ 0
SαP̄β .

(5.18)

However, the second term in the first line of eq. (5.18), the ε0ραβ 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 Hq(x,−∆2) 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 γ 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,

ρXq,In(x,∆) = Hq(x,−∆2) +
i∆y

2M

(
Hq(x,−∆2) + Eq(x,−∆2)

)
. (5.19)
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And its Fourier transformation becomes

ρXq,In(x, b) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b

[
Hq(x,−∆2) +

i∆y

2M

(
Hq(x,−∆2) + Eq(x,−∆2)

)]
,

=Hq(x, b)−
1

2M

∂

∂by
(Hq(x, b) + Eq(x, b)) ,

(5.20)

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

5.2 Distribution of transverse AM in transverse space

With the intrinsic parton distribution ρXq,In(x, 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

Jx(2)
q (x, b) ≡

∫
dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P z, X

∣∣∣∣ψ̄(−λn2 , b

)
γ+byi

←→
∂ +ψ

(
λn

2
, b

)∣∣∣∣P z, X〉 , (5.21)

whose inverse Fourier transformation is

Jx(2)
q (x,∆) = (by × xP+)ρXq,In(x,∆) ,

=
γ

2
x
(
Hq(x,−∆2) + Eq(x,−∆2)

)
,

(5.22)

where by becomes the derivative operator −i ∂
∂∆y

in momentum representation and (by ×
xP+) 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
x(2)
q (x, b) is now

Jx(2)
q (x, b) =

γ

2
x (Hq(x, b) + Eq(x, b)) , (5.23)

through Fourier transformation.

The total quark transverse AM distribution in the transverse space defined as

Jx(2)
q (b) ≡

〈
P z, X

∣∣∣ψ̄ (b) γ+byi
←→
∂ +ψ (b)

∣∣∣P z, X〉 , (5.24)

can then be shown to be simply the sum over all quarks of different x as J
x(2)
q (b) =∫

dxJ
x(2)
q (x, b). With eq. (5.22), J

x(2)
q (b) can be expressed as

Jx(2)
q (b) =

γ

2

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b

(
Aq(−∆2) +Bq(−∆2)

)
, (5.25)

which relates the gravitational form factors Aq(−∆2) and Bq(−∆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 Jx(2)(b) ≡
∑

i J
x(2)
i (b) with i 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 =
1

2

∫
d3r 〈P |r ×J EM |P 〉 , (5.26)

with JEM the electromagnetic current of the system which simply sums over all the quark

currents of different flavors i and charges ei in nucleon as

J µEM =
∑
i

eiJ µi =
∑
i

eiψ̄iγ
µψi . (5.27)

The magnetic moment of nucleons can be related to their spin s as

m = µs , (5.28)

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

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

mx =
1

2

∫
d3r

〈
P, S

∣∣(ryJ z
EM − rzJ

y
EM

)∣∣P, S〉 . (5.29)

The same as AM, in the infinite momentum frame, it can be split into the twist-2 ryJ z
EM

term and twist-3 −rzJ y
EM term. The twist-2 magnetic moment which dominates in the

infinite momentum limit is defined as

µ(2) ≡
〈
P z, S

∣∣∣∣∫ d3r ryJ z
EM

∣∣∣∣P z, 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,

〈
P ′
∣∣J µEM ∣∣P〉 = eN ū(P ′)

(
F1(∆2)γµ + F2(∆2)

iσµν∆ν

2M

)
u(P ) , (5.31)

where eN is the charge of the nucleon and F1(∆2) and F2(∆2) are the Dirac and Pauli form

factors of nucleon. Then the magnetic moment µ can be expressed as

µ =
eN~
2M

(F1(0) + F2(0)) , (5.32)

which can also be expressed with the nuclear magneton µN ≡ eN~/(2M) and the magnetic

form factor GM (∆2) ≡ F1(∆2) + F2(∆2) as µ = µNGM (0).

The magnetic moment distribution in the transverse space follows from

µ(2)(x, b) = by
∫

dλ

2π
eiλx

〈
P z∞, X

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

eiψ̄i

(
−λn

2
, b

)
γ+ψi

(
λn

2
, b

)∣∣∣∣∣P z∞, X
〉

. (5.33)
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Again, with the intrinsic parton distribution in transverse space ρXqi,In(x, b), one has the

simple relation

µ(2)(x,∆) = by
∑
i

eiρ
X
qi,In(x,∆) , (5.34)

in momentum representation with again by the derivative operator −i ∂
∂∆y

. Using eq. (5.20),

it can be written with GPDs in transverse space as

µ(2)(x, b) =
∑
i

ei~
2M

(Hqi(x, b) + Eqi(x, b)) , (5.35)

where −i ∂
∂∆y

takes the term proportional to ∆y 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

µ(2)(b) = by

〈
P z, X

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

eiψ̄i (b) γ+ψi (b)

∣∣∣∣∣P z, X
〉

, (5.36)

is then a sum over all partons: µ(2)(b) =
∫

dxµ(2)(x, b). Following relation between µ(2)(b)

and electromagnetic form factors can be derived as

µ(2)(b) =
∑
i

ei~
2M

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b

(
F1,qi(−∆2) + F2,qi(−∆2)

)
, (5.37)

which indicates that the magnetic form factors GM (−∆2) 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

Tµν(ξ) =
∂L

∂(∂µφ)
∂νφ(ξ)− gµνL(ξ) , (A.1)

and is a conserved quantity ∂µT
µν = 0 as well as the generator of the covariant momentum

Pµ 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

TµνBel(ξ) = Tµν(ξ) + ∂λG
[λµ]ν(ξ) , (A.2)

where the G[λµ]ν term is sometimes referred to as a superpotential. Its 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

Mµνρ(ξ) = ξνTµρBel(ξ)− ξ
ρTµνBel(ξ) , (A.3)

which is again a conserved quantity ∂µM
µνλ = 0 and its serves as the generator of the

relativistic AM matrix

Jµν =

∫
d3ξM0µν(ξ) . (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

Wµ = −1

2
εµαλσ

JαλPσ
M

, (A.5)

where ε0123 = 1 and Pσ is the 4-momentum of the particle. From eq. (A.5) follows a

frame-independent spin scalar operator WµWµ with total spin eigenvalues

WµWµ
eigenvalues−−−−−−−→ −s(s+ 1)~2 . (A.6)

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

are extracted from it via

Ki = J0i , (A.7)

J i =
1

2
ε0iklJkl . (A.8)
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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 (2π)3δ3(0). In a basis-independent fashion, a particle’s momentum

and polarization 4-vectors can be represented as follows

Pµ = Mγ(1, ~β) , (A.9)

Sµ = (γ~s · ~β ,~s+ (γ − 1)(~s · β̂)β̂) , (A.10)

where γ = (1 − |~β|2)−
1
2 , ~β = ~v/c and ensures that P · S = 0. In the same spirit, the

Pauli-Lubanski vector in eq. (A.5) can alternatively be expressed as

Wµ = γ( ~J · ~β, ~J + ~K × ~β) . (A.11)

From eq. (A.10) & eq. (A.11), one can then define a generalized spin projection operator

Sp with their inner product

Sp = −WµSµ (A.12)

= γ ~J · ~s− (γ − 1)~s · β ~J · ~β − γ~s · ( ~K × ~β) . (A.13)

It then follows that |P, S〉 is an eigenstate of Sp

Sp|P, S〉 =
~
2
|P, S〉 . (A.14)

Although eq. (A.14) looks like an ideal equation to study the spin structure of the proton,

because the Sp 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 ẑ direction: Pµ =

(P 0, 0, 0, P z). Transverse then refers to any direction in the xy plane, while longitudinal is

in the z direction. Using the definitions above, we have the following forward expectation

value for Jx(ξ0 = 0) = Jyz(ξ0 = 0):

〈P, S|Jx(ξ0 = 0)|P, S〉 =

∫
d3ξ〈P, S|ξyT 0z

Bel(0, ξ)− ξzT 0y
Bel(0, ξ)|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

〈P, S|Jx(ξ0 = 0)|P, S〉 = lim
∆→0

∫
d3ξ〈P + ∆, S′|ξyT 0z

Bel(0, ξ)− ξzT 0y
Bel(0, ξ)|P, S〉 ,

= lim
∆→0

∫
d3ξe−i∆·ξ〈P + ∆, S′|ξyT 0z

Bel(0)− ξzT 0y
Bel(0)|P, S〉 .

(A.16)

Due to the mass shell relations, in the limit as ∆→ 0 we also have that ∆0 → 0. For each
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term in eq. (A.16) we can make the replacement ξje−i∆·ξ → i ∂
∂∆j e

−i∆·ξ. Thus we have

the relation

〈P, S|Jx(ξ0 = 0)|P, S〉 = lim
∆→0

∫
d3ξ

(
i
∂

∂∆y
e−i∆·ξ

)
〈P + ∆, S′|T 0z

Bel(0)|P, S〉 − (z ↔ y) .

(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 ξ dependence then resides

solely in the complex exponential and we can use
∫
d3ξe−iξ·∆|∆→0 = (2π)3δ(3)(0). We are

then left with

〈P, S|Jx(ξ0 = 0)|P, S〉 = i(2π)3δ(3)(0) lim
∆→0

[
∂

∂∆y
〈P + ∆, S′|T 0z

Bel(0)|P, S〉 − (z ↔ y)

]
.

(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 Jz 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

2Mū
(
P ′, S′

)
γαu(P, S) = ū

(
P ′, S′

) [
2P̄α + iσαβ∆β

]
u(P, S) , (B.1)

2Mū
(
P ′, S′

)
γαγ5u(P, S), = ū

(
P ′, S′

) [
γ5∆α + 2iσαβγ5P̄β

]
u(P, S) , (B.2)

and

ū
(
P ′, S′

) [
∆α + 2iσαβP̄β

]
u(P, S) =0 , (B.3)

ū
(
P ′, S′

) [
2P̄αγ5 + iσαβγ5∆β

]
u(P, S) =0 , (B.4)

can be helpful. Eq. (B.1) and eq. (B.2) indicate that all the Dirac vectors γα and Dirac

pseudo-vectors γαγ5 can be replaced with a Dirac scalar and a Dirac tensor σαβ term.

Moreover, another identity for the Dirac pseudo-tensor

σαβγ5 = − i
2
εαβµνσµν , (B.5)
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and the projection of eq. (B.4) to nα which gives

ū
(
P ′, S′

) [
2γ5 + iσαβγ5nα∆β

]
u(P, S) =0 ,

→ ū
(
P ′, S′

) [
γ5 +

1

4
εαβµνnα∆βσµν

]
u(P, S) =0 ,

(B.6)

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 iσαβP̄β
will reduce to Dirac scalars. Thus in general, one has

all Dirac structures ∼ Dirac scalar + Dirac tensor except with σαβP̄β . (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

V µ
S = {P̄µ,∆µ, nµ} , (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 V µ
S

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 εµνρσ term whose existence breaks the parity symmetry without those Dirac

pseudo structures.

First, consider all the possible combinations that behave like Lorentz vectors:

ū (P ′, S′) Γµu(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 V µ
S , and one has:

Γµ with Dirac scalar ∼ V µ
S = {Pµ,∆µ, nµ} . (B.9)

As for the tensor contribution, there are in principle two possible combinations:

Γµ with Dirac tensor ∼ {σµνVSν , V µ
S σ

αβVSαVSβ} . (B.10)

For future convenience, it is helpful to define

V µ
T = {σµν∆ν , σ

µνnν} , (B.11)
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which stands for all possible vector combination with Dirac tensors, and

ST = σαβnα∆β , (B.12)

which represents all possible scalar combinations with Dirac tensors. All the σαβP̄β are

neglected which reduce to scalars as discussed above. Then all possible vector structures

can be expressed as

Γµ ∼{V µ
S , V

µ
T , V

µ
S ST }

=
{
P̄µ,∆µ, nµ, σµν∆ν , σ

µνnν , P̄
µσαβnα∆β,∆

µσαβnα∆β, n
µσαβnα∆β

}
,

(B.13)

where each term will be associated with an independent scalar function coefficient when

we use this basis to parameterize GPDs.

Though more complicated, the ū(P ′, S′)Γµνu(P, S) can be parameterized similarly. For

the Dirac scalar contributions, one has

Γµν with Dirac scalar ∼ {V µ
S V

ν
S , g

µν} , (B.14)

and the Dirac tensor contributions are

Γµν with Dirac tensor ∼ {gµνST , σµν , V µ
S V

ν
S ST , V

µ
S V

ν
T , V

µ
T V

ν
S } . (B.15)

Consequently, Γµν can in general be expressed in the basis

Γµν ∼
{
gµν , gµνST , σ

µν , V µ
S V

ν
S , V

µ
S V

ν
S ST , V

µ
S V

ν
T , V

µ
T V

ν
S

}
. (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

V µ = pµ(V · n) + nµ(V · p) + V µ
⊥ , (B.17)

where V µ
⊥ is non-zero only for µ in transverse direction, one can always choose a new basis

for V µ
S and V µ

T as

V µ
S = {P̄µ+,∆

µ
⊥, n

µ
−} and V µ

T = {σµν⊥ ∆ν , σ
µν
⊥ nν} , (B.18)

where again ⊥ means they are non-zero only for µ in transverse direction. Another useful

relation is the Gordon identity eq. (B.1) projected to nα which gives

2Mū
(
P ′, S′

)
/nu(P, S) = ū

(
P ′, S′

) [
2 + iσαβnα∆β

]
u(P, S) , (B.19)
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and this indicates that one could use {I, /n} instead of {I, σαβnα∆β} as a basis for scalars.

Then the following parameterization for Γµ as

Γµ =γµ+H(x) +
iσµα+ ∆α

2M
E(x)

+
i∆µ
⊥

M
G1(x) + i∆µ

⊥/nG2(x) +
iσµα⊥ ∆α

2M
G3(x)

+ σµν⊥ nνG4(x)

+ nµ−F1(x) + nµ−/nF2(x) ,

(B.20)

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 Pµ+ and Pµ+/n with the help of the

Gordon identities, but it is rewritten to be consistent with the other parameterization.

For the tensor combination ū(P ′)Γµνu(P ), one has

Γµν =A1(x)gµν⊥ +A2(x)gµν⊥ /n+A3(x)σµν⊥ +A4(x)Pµ+P
ν
+ +A5(x)nµ−n

ν
−

+A6(x)∆µ
⊥∆ν
⊥ +A7(x)Pµ+n

ν
− +A8(x)nµ−P

ν
+ +A9(x)Pµ+∆ν

⊥ +A10(x)∆µ
⊥P

ν
+

+A11(x)nµ−∆ν
⊥ +A12(x)∆µ

⊥n
ν
− +A13(x)Pµ+P

ν
+/n+ · · · .

(B.21)

By counting the independent combinations in eq. (B.16), there should be 33 = 3 + 3× 3 +

3× 3 + 2× 3 + 3× 2 independent parameters with 3 elements in VS and 2 elements in VT .

However, it can also be shown that

∆
[µ
⊥σ

ν]ρ
⊥ ∆ρ ∈

{
σµν⊥ ,∆

[µ
⊥σ

ν]ρ
⊥ nρ

}
, (B.22)

where [µν] 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 ūγµγ5u is used.

More specifically, one has

ū(P ′, S′)Γµνu(P, S) ∼ ū(P ′, S′)ενρ⊥ ∆ργ
µγ5u(P, S) + · · · , (B.23)

with

εµν⊥ ≡ ε
αβµνnαP̄β . (B.24)

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

derived

ū(P ′, S′)γµγ5u(P, S) = ū(P ′, S′)

(
1

2
εµναβP̄νσαβ −

1

8
∆µεαβρλnα∆βσρλ

)
u(P, S) . (B.25)
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Following Levi-cevita identity can further simplify it

εµ1µ2µ3µ4εν1ν2ν3ν4 = 4!δµ1[ν1
δµ2ν2 δ

µ3
ν3 δ

µ4
ν4] . (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(x) will be of interest

ū(P ′, S′)iενρ⊥ ∆ργ
µγ5u(P, S) = ū(P ′, S′)

(
−iP̄µσνα∆α + 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 ∆ 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 ∆→ 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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[6] E. Leader and C. Lorcé, The angular momentum controversy: What’s it all about and does it

matter?, Physics Reports 541 (2014) 163 .

[7] R. Jaffe and A. Manohar, The g1 problem: Deep inelastic electron scattering and the spin of

the proton, Nuclear Physics B 337 (1990) 509 .

[8] X. Ji, Gauge-invariant decomposition of nucleon spin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 610.

[9] χQCD Collaboration collaboration, Lattice study of quark and glue momenta and

angular momenta in the nucleon, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 014505.

[10] H.-W. Lin et al., Parton distributions and lattice qcd calculations: A community white paper,

Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 100 (2018) 107 .

– 45 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.655
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.655
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2803
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab0b8f
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab0b8f
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05250
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91523-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91523-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2014.02.010
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90506-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.610
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.014505
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2018.01.007


[11] C. Alexandrou, S. Bacchio, M. Constantinou, J. Finkenrath, K. Hadjiyiannakou, K. Jansen

et al., Complete flavor decomposition of the spin and momentum fraction of the proton using

lattice QCD simulations at physical pion mass, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 094513

[2003.08486].

[12] Y.-B. Yang, R.S. Sufian, A. Alexandru, T. Draper, M.J. Glatzmaier, K.-F. Liu et al., Glue

Spin and Helicity in the Proton from Lattice QCD, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 102001

[1609.05937].

[13] D. Müller, D. Robaschik, B. Geyer, F.-M. Dittes and J. Hořeǰsi, Wave functions, evolution
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[50] C. Lorcé, B. Pasquini, X. Xiong and F. Yuan, Quark orbital angular momentum from wigner

distributions and light-cone wave functions, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 114006.

[51] M. Wakamatsu, On Gauge-Invariant Decomposition of Nucleon Spin, Phys. Rev. D 81

(2010) 114010 [1004.0268].

[52] M. Wakamatsu, Gauge and frame-independent decomposition of nucleon spin, Phys. Rev. D

83 (2011) 014012 [1007.5355].

[53] M. Wakamatsu, Gauge-independence of gluon spin in the nucleon and its evolution, Phys.

Rev. D 84 (2011) 037501 [1104.1465].

[54] M. Wakamatsu, More on the relation between the two physically inequivalent decompositions

of the nucleon spin and momentum, Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 114039 [1204.2860].
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