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We investigate the leading twist quark generalized transverse momentum distributions (GTMDs)
at nonzero skewness in a light-front quark-diquark model for the nucleon motivated by soft-wall
AdS/QCD. The boost-invariant longitudinal coordinate, σ = 1

2
b−P+, is identified as the Fourier

conjugate of the skewness. The Fourier transform of the GTMDs with respect to the skewness
variable ξ can be employed to provide the Wigner distributions in the boost-invariant longitudinal
position space σ, the coordinate conjugate to light-front time, τ = t+z/c. The Wigner distributions
in the longitudinal position space exhibit diffraction patterns, which are analogous to the diffractive
scattering of a wave in optics.

I. INTRODUCTION

A key tool for revealing hadronic structure is the deep inelastic scattering (DIS) process, where individual quarks
and gluons, together known as partons, are resolved. One can extract the parton distribution functions (PDFs) [1–4]
from such process. The PDFs encode the distribution of longitudinal momentum and polarizations carried by the
partons. Being functions of longitudinal momentum fraction (x) only, they provide one dimensional picture of the
hadrons. They do not give knowledge about the transverse motion and spatial location of the constituents inside the
hadrons. A more comprehensive structural information of hadrons is encoded in the transverse momentum dependent
parton distribution functions (TMDs) and the generalized parton distributions (GPDs). The TMDs appear in the
description of semi-inclusive reactions like semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS) and Drell-Yan process [5–9],
whereas the GPDs are accessible in the description of hard exclusive reactions like deeply virtual Compton scattering
(DVCS) or deeply virtual meson production (DVMP) [10–13]. Both the distributions provide us with essential
information about the momentum distribution and the orbital motion of partons inside the hadrons, and allow us to
draw three-dimensional pictures of the hadrons.

Meanwhile, the entire perspective of the hadronic structure can be achieved through the Wigner distributions, the
quantum-mechanical counterpart of classical phase-space distributions, that unify the momentum and the position
distributions and give subtle details of the partons inside the hadron. The Winger distributions were introduced in
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) by Ji [14] and have been investigated extensively in recent times to understand the
multi-dimensional partonic imaging of the hadrons [15–32]. The Wigner distributions are six-dimensional phase-space
distributions, which do not have a probabilistic interpretation, but after some phase-space reductions, they reduce
to the TMDs and the GPDs. The angular momentum of a parton can be extracted from Wigner distributions by
taking the phase-space average [16]. Through Fourier transformations, the Wigner distributions are linked to the
generalized transverse momentum distributions (GTMDs), which are functions of the light-cone three momenta of the
parton as well as the momentum transfer to the hadron. They are often denoted as the ‘mother distributions’ since
several GTMDs, in certain kinematical limits, reduce to the TMDs and the GPDs. The physical process, which gives
access to the quark GTMDs is the exclusive double Drell–Yan process [33], while the gluon GTMDs are measurable in
diffractive di-jet production in deep-inelastic lepton-nucleon and lepton-nucleus scattering [34–37] and ultra-peripheral
proton-nucleus collisions [38], as well as in virtual photon-nucleus quasi-elastic scattering [39].

At leading-twist, there are sixteen GTMDs for the nucleon. They are characterized by different spin-orbit and spin-
spin correlations between the nucleon and a parton inside the nucleon. Two of the GTMDs, F1,4 and G1,1 [28, 40],
play an important role in understanding the nucleon spin structure and describe the strength of spin-orbit interactions
similar to spin-orbit interactions in atomic systems like hydrogen [16, 41]. The first complete classification of various
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parton distributions and their connection with the GTMDs and/or the Wigner distributions has been reported in
Refs. [40, 42]. Regarding the GTMDs and the Wigner distributions of spin-1/2 composite systems, notable analyses
exist, using different theoretical models, e.g., in the light-cone constituent quark model [15–17], the light-front dressed
quark model [18–20], the chiral soliton model [15, 16], light-cone spectator model [21], the light-front quark-diquark
model [22–27], quark target model [28], etc. These distributions for spin-0 hadrons have also been investigated
using different theoretical approaches [29–32]. Meanwhile, the scale evolution of the GTMDs has been studied in
Refs. [18, 43].

It is well known that the skewness variable (ξ) represents the longitudinal momentum transfer in a physical process
and in particular ξ = 0 corresponds to the momentum transfer only in the transverse direction. It should be noted that
the most of the previous analyses for the nucleon GTMDs have been made by assuming the momentum transfer in the
process only in the transverse direction. However, the experiments always probe ξ 6= 0. Thus, it becomes desirable
to develop a deeper understanding of GTMDs at nonzero skewness. In this work, we investigate all the leading
twist quark GTMDs at nonzero skewness within the Dokshitzer Gribov Lipatov Altarelli Parisi (DGLAP) region in
a light-front quark-diquark model (LFQDM) for the nucleon [44]. In this model, both the scalar and the axial vector
diquarks are considered and the light-front wave functions (LFWFs) are constructed from the two particle effective
wave functions obtained in soft-wall Anti-de Sitter (AdS)/QCD. So far, this model has been successfully employed to
describe many interesting properties of the nucleon e.g., electromagnetic form factor, PDFs, GPDs, TMDs, Wigner
distributions at zero-skewness, spin asymmetries, etc., [23, 44–49]. We obtain the GTMDs at nonzero skewness for
unpolarized as well as longitudinally and transversely polarized nucleons. Our work is therefore suited for the direct
analysis of experimental data. One can map out the Wigner distributions as the Fourier transform (FT) of the
GTMDs. We then investigate the Wigner distributions in the longitudinal position space by taking the FT of the
GTMDs with respect to ξ. We illustrate that the FT of the GTMDs in ξ reveals the structure of a nucleon in a

longitudinal impact parameter space, σ = 1
2b
−P+ [50], where the three-dimensional (3D) coordinate ~b = (b⊥, b

−) is

conjugate to the momentum transfer ~∆, provide a light-front image of the target nucleon in a frame-independent 3D
light-front coordinate space. In this context, the DVCS amplitudes and the GPDs of a relativistic spin- 1

2 composite
system in the boost-invariant longitudinal position space have been investigated in Refs. [50–57]. The results were
analogous to the diffractive scattering of a wave in optics.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give brief introductions to the nucleon LFWFs of the quark-diquark
model motivated by soft-wall AdS/ QCD. The leading twist nucleon GTMDs at nonzero skewness have been evaluated
in this model and discussed the numerical results in Sec. III. We study the Wigner distributions in the longitudinal
boost-invariant space in Sec. IV. Summary is given in Sec. V.

II. LIGHT-FRONT QUARK-DIQUARK MODEL FOR NUCLEON

The proton state is written as superposition of the quark-diquark states allowed under SU(4) spin-flavor symmetry
as [44, 58, 59]

|P ;±〉 = CS |u S0〉± + CV |u A0〉± + CV V |d A1〉± (1)

where |u S0〉, |u A0〉 and |d A1〉 are the isoscalar-scalar diquark singlet state, isoscalar-vector diquark state and
isovector-vector diquark state, respectively.

The two-particle Fock-state expansion for Jz = ±1/2 with spin-0 diquark is given by

|u S〉± =

∫
dx d2p⊥

2(2π)3
√
x(1− x)

[
ψ
±(u)
+ (x,p⊥)|+ 1

2
s;xP+,p⊥〉

+ ψ
±(u)
− (x,p⊥)| − 1

2
s;xP+,p⊥〉

]
, (2)

where the LFWFs ψ
λN (u)
λq

(x,p⊥) with nucleon helicities λN = ± and for quark λq = ±; plus and minus correspond
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to + 1
2 and − 1

2 , respectively, are [60]

ψ
+(u)
+ (x,p⊥) = NS ϕ

(u)
1 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
+(u)
− (x,p⊥) = NS

(
− p1 + ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(u)
2 (x,p⊥) , (3)

ψ
−(u)
+ (x,p⊥) = NS

(
p1 − ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(u)
2 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
−(u)
− (x,p⊥) = NS ϕ

(u)
1 (x,p⊥) ,

and |λq λS ;xP+,p⊥〉 represents the two-particle state having the scalar diquark of helicity λS = 0 (singlet). Mean-
while, the state with spin-1 diquark is expressed as [61]

|ν A〉± =

∫
dx d2p⊥

2(2π)3
√
x(1− x)

[
ψ
±(ν)
++ (x,p⊥)|+ 1

2
+ 1;xP+,p⊥〉

+ ψ
±(ν)
−+ (x,p⊥)| − 1

2
+ 1;xP+,p⊥〉+ ψ

±(ν)
+0 (x,p⊥)|+ 1

2
0;xP+,p⊥〉

+ ψ
±(ν)
−0 (x,p⊥)| − 1

2
0;xP+,p⊥〉+ ψ

±(ν)
+− (x,p⊥)|+ 1

2
− 1;xP+,p⊥〉

+ ψ
±(ν)
−− (x,p⊥)| − 1

2
− 1;xP+,p⊥〉

]
, (4)

with |λq λD;xP+,p⊥〉 being the two-particle state with the axial-vector diquark helicities λD = ±1, 0 (triplet). For

J = +1/2, the LFWFs ψ
λN (u)
λq,λD

(x,p⊥) are,

ψ
+(ν)
+ + (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
1

√
2

3

(
p1 − ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(ν)
2 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
+(ν)
− + (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
1

√
2

3
ϕ

(ν)
1 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
+(ν)
+ 0 (x,p⊥) = −N (ν)

0

√
1

3
ϕ

(ν)
1 (x,p⊥) , (5)

ψ
+(ν)
− 0 (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
0

√
1

3

(
p1 + ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(ν)
2 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
+(ν)
+ − (x,p⊥) = 0 ,

ψ
+(ν)
− − (x,p⊥) = 0 ,

and for J = −1/2

ψ
−(ν)
+ + (x,p⊥) = 0 ,

ψ
−(ν)
− + (x,p⊥) = 0 ,

ψ
−(ν)
+ 0 (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
0

√
1

3

(
p1 − ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(ν)
2 (x,p⊥) , (6)

ψ
−(ν)
− 0 (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
0

√
1

3
ϕ

(ν)
1 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
−(ν)
+ − (x,p⊥) = −N (ν)

1

√
2

3
ϕ

(ν)
1 (x,p⊥) ,

ψ
−(ν)
− − (x,p⊥) = N

(ν)
1

√
2

3

(
p1 + ip2

xM

)
ϕ

(ν)
2 (x,p⊥) ,

having flavor index ν = u, d. The wave functions are normalized according to the quark counting rules [44]. The

LFWFs ϕ
(ν)
i (x,p⊥) are the modified form of the soft-wall AdS/QCD prediction for the two particle effective wave
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functions

ϕ
(ν)
i (x,p⊥) =

4π

κ

√
log(1/x)

1− x
xa

ν
i (1− x)b

ν
i exp

[
− δν p2

⊥
2κ2

log(1/x)

(1− x)2

]
. (7)

The wave functions ϕνi (i = 1, 2) reduce to the original AdS/QCD wavefunction [62, 63] for the parameters aνi = bνi = 0
and δν = 1.0. We use the AdS/QCD scale parameter κ = 0.4 GeV [64, 65] and the quarks are assumed to be massless.
The parameters of this model are determined from the fitting of the flavor decomposed Dirac and Pauli form factors
data and listed in Refs. [44, 45]. This model wave function with the parameters provide a reasonably good agreement
with the proton electric and magnetic charge radius data as well as parton distribution data.

III. GTMDS WITH NON-ZERO SKEWNESS IN LFQDM

In this section, we present the detail calculations of the leading twist GTMDs in the LFQDM. The bilinear de-
composition of the fully unintegrated quark-quark correlator for a spin-1/2 hadron is presented and parameterized in
terms of GTMDs in Ref. [40]. In the fixed light-cone time z+ = 0, the quark-quark correlator for GTMDs is defined
as [40, 42]

W
ν[Γ]
[λ′′λ′](x, ξ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

1

2

∫
dz−

(2π)

d2zT
(2π)2

eip.z〈P ′′;λ′′|ψ̄ν(−z/2)ΓW[−z/2,z/2]ψ
ν(z/2)|P ′;λ′〉

∣∣∣∣
z+=0

, (8)

where |P ′;λ′〉 and |P ′′;λ′′〉 are the initial and final states of the proton with helicities λ′ and λ′′, respectively and
ψ (ψ̄) is the quark field. The Γ denotes the leading twist Dirac γ-matrices, i.e., Γ = {γ+, γ+γ5, iσj+γ5} corresponding
to unpolarized, longitudinally polarized and transversely polarized quarks, respectively. The gauge link, W[−z/2,z/2],

ensures the SU(3) color gauge invariance of the bilocal quark operator. Here, we follow the convention x± = (x0±x3)
and the kinematics are given by

P ≡
(
P+,

M2 + ∆2
⊥/4

(1− ξ2)P+
,0⊥

)
, (9)

p ≡
(
xP+, p−,p⊥

)
, (10)

∆ ≡
(
−2ξP+,

t+ ∆2
⊥

−2ξP+
,∆⊥

)
, (11)

where the skewness is defined as ξ = −∆+/2P+. In the symmetric frame, the average momentum of proton P =
1
2 (P ′′ + P ′), while momentum transfer ∆ = (P ′′ − P ′). The initial and final four momenta of the proton are then
given by

P ′ ≡
(

(1 + ξ)P+,
M2 + ∆2

⊥/4

(1 + ξ)P+
,−∆⊥/2

)
. (12)

P ′′ ≡
(

(1− ξ)P+,
M2 + ∆2

⊥/4

(1− ξ)P+
,∆⊥/2

)
. (13)

Note that the square of the total momentum transfer, t = ∆2, and one can derive the following relation explicitly
using ∆− = (P ′′− − P ′−)

−t =
4ξ2M2 + ∆2

⊥
(1− ξ2)

. (14)

Here, we define ξ following the convention in Ref. [40], which differs by a minus sign with respect to that in Ref. [66].
The bilinear decomposition of the quark-quark correlator, Eq. (8), relates to the leading twist GTMDs as given in

Appendix A. Meanwhile, the correlator W
ν[Γ]
[λ′′λ′] defined in Eq. (8) can be expressed in terms of overlaps of the LFWFs
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given in Eqs. (3), (5), and (6). We obtain for the scalar diquark

W
[γ+](S)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λq

ψλ
′′†
λq

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λq

(x′,p′⊥) , (15)

W
[γ+γ5](S)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λq

(2λq) ψ
λ′′†
λq

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λq

(x′,p′⊥) , (16)

W
[iσj+γ5](S)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λ′′
q

∑
λ′
q

(2λ′qi)
i ψλ

′′†
λ′′
q

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λ′
q

(x′,p′⊥) , (17)

while for the axial-vector diquark

W
[γ+](A)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λq

∑
λD

ψλ
′′†
λqλD

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λqλD

(x′,p′⊥) , (18)

W
[γ+γ5](A)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λq

∑
λD

(2λq) ψ
λ′′†
λqλD

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λqλD

(x′,p′⊥) , (19)

W
[iσj+γ5](A)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
λ′′
q

∑
λ′
q

∑
λD

εij⊥(2λ′qi)
i ψλ

′′†
λ′′
q λD

(x′′,p′′⊥)ψλ
′†
λ′
qλD

(x′,p′⊥) , (20)

with the Dirac structures Γ = γ+, γ+γ5, and iσj+γ5. The initial and final transverse momenta of the struck quark
are given by

p′⊥ = p⊥ − (1− x′)∆⊥
2
, with x′ =

x+ ξ

1 + ξ
, (21)

p′′⊥ = p⊥ + (1− x′′)∆⊥
2

, with x′′ =
x− ξ
1− ξ

, (22)

respectively. With the scalar and the axial-vector diquark components, the correlator in the LFQDM model is written
as

W
ν[Γ]
[λ′′λ′](x,p⊥,∆⊥) = C2

S W
ν[Γ](S)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) + C2

A W
ν[Γ](A)
[λ′′λ′] (x,p⊥,∆⊥) , (23)

where, CA = CV , CV V for u and d quarks respectively.
Following the bilinear decomposition of the correlator given in Eqs. (A1), (A2), and (A3), we express the GTMDs

in terms of the correlators W
ν[Γ]
[λ′′λ′] with proper helicity combinations and Dirac structure. Using the LFWFs given in

Eqs. (15)-(20), we end up with the results of leading twist GTMDs in the LFQDM model and the explicit expressions
of the GTMDs are
(i) for unpolarised quark with Dirac matrix structure Γ = γ+:

F ν1,1(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

F11

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν1(x′) +

{
p2
⊥ −

∆2
⊥

4

(1− x)2

(1− ξ2)

+
ξ(1− x)

(1− ξ2)
(p⊥.∆⊥)

}
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′′x′M2

]
exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (24)

F ν1,2(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

F12

1

16π3

1√
1− ξ2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′
− Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

x′′

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
− ∆2

⊥
2M2

ξ

(1− ξ2)

Nν
F12

Nν
F14

F1,4(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (25)
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F ν1,3(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

F13

1

16π3

(1− x)√
1− ξ2

1

2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′(1 + ξ)
+
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

x′′(1− ξ)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
+

1

2(1− ξ2)

Nν
F13

Nν
F11

F1,1(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥)

+
1

2M2

ξ

(1− ξ2)
(p⊥.∆⊥)

Nν
F13

Nν
F14

F1,4(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (26)

F ν1,4(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

F14

1

16π3

(1− x)√
1− ξ2

1

x′′x′
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′) exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
,

(27)

(ii) for longitudinally polarized quark with Dirac matrix structure Γ = γ+γ5:

Gν1,1(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

G11

1

16π3

(1− x)√
1− ξ2

1

x′′x′
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′) exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (28)

Gν1,2(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

G12

1

16π3

1√
1− ξ2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′
+
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

x′′

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (29)

Gν1,3(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

G13

1

16π3

ξ(1− x)

(1− ξ2)3/2

1

2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′
+
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

x′′

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
]

+
ξ

(1− ξ2)

Nν
G13

Nν
G14

G1,4(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (30)

Gν1,4(x, ξ,∆2
⊥,p

2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

G14

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

1

2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν1(x′)−

{
p2
⊥ −

∆2
⊥

4

(1− x)2

(1− ξ2)

+
ξ(1− x)

(1− ξ2)
(p⊥.∆⊥)

}
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′′x′M2

]
exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
,

(31)

(iii) for transversely polarized quark with Dirac matrix structure Γ = iσj+γ5:

Hν
1,1(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

H11

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

[
1

x′
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)− 1

x′′
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (32)

Hν
1,2(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

H12

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

1

2

[
1− x′

x′
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′) +

1− x′′

x′′
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (33)

Hν
1,3(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

H13

1

16π3

1√
1− ξ2

[
Aν1(x′′)Aν1(x′)

+

(
p2
⊥ −

(1− x)2

(1− ξ2)

∆2
⊥

4

)
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′)

x′x′′M2

]
exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
− 1

2M2(1− ξ2)

Nν
H13

Nν
H12

∆2
⊥H1,2(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (34)

Hν
1,4(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

H14

1

16π3

1√
1− ξ2

2

x′′x′
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′) exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
,

(35)
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Hν
1,5(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

H15

1

16π3

[
ξ

(1− ξ2)3/2

(1− x)

x′′x′
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
+

ξ

(1− ξ2)

Nν
H15

Nν
H17

Hν
1,7(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (36)

Hν
1,6(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

H16

1

16π3

[
1

(1− ξ2)3/2

(1− x)2

2x′′x′
Aν2(x′′)Aν2(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
+

1

2(1− ξ2)

Nν
H16

Nν
H12

Hν
1,2(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥)

+
ξ

(1− ξ2)

Nν
H16

Nν
H18

Hν
1,8(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) , (37)

Hν
1,7(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = −Nν

H17

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

1

2

[
1

x′
Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′) +

1

x′′
Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (38)

Hν
1,8(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = Nν

H18

1

16π3

√
1− ξ2

1

4

[
(1− x′)
x′

Aν1(x′′)Aν2(x′)− (1− x′′)
x′′

Aν2(x′′)Aν1(x′)

]
× exp

[
− ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ − ã(x′)p′2⊥

]
, (39)

with

Aνi (x) =
4π

κ

√
log(1/x)

(1− x)
xa

ν
i (1− x)b

ν
i , (40)

ã(x) =
log(1/x)

2κ2(1− x)2
(41)

q̃2
⊥(x, ξ,∆2

⊥,p
2
⊥,∆⊥.p⊥) = ã(x′′)p′′2⊥ + ã(x′)p′2⊥ . (42)

The normalization constants Nν
Λλ are

Nν
F11, N

ν
G11N

ν
H11, N

ν
H12 =

(
C2
SN

2
S + C2

A

(1

3
N2

0 +
2

3
N2

1

))ν
,

Nν
F14, N

ν
G14, N

ν
H17, N

ν
H18 =

(
C2
SN

2
S + C2

A

(1

3
N2

0 −
2

3
N2

1

))ν
,

Nν
F12, N

ν
F13, N

ν
G12, N

ν
G13, N

ν
H13, N

ν
H14 , N

ν
H15, N

ν
H16 =

(
C2
SN

2
S − C2

A

1

3
N2

0

)ν
, (43)

where CA = CV , CV V for the u and d quarks respectively. Note that, NS = 0 for d quark.
There are altogether 16 GTMDs at the leading twist. At ξ = 0 limit, x′′ = x′ = x and all the expressions for the

GTMDs, Eqs. (24)-(39), are consistent with the results presented in Ref. [23]. At ∆ = 0 and ξ = 0, the GTMDs reduce
to the leading twist TMDs reported in Ref. [45]. For nonzero skewness, the GTMDs F1,1 and G1,4, Eqs. (24) and
(31), respectively have an additional term containing p⊥.∆⊥, which breaks the axial symmetry of the distributions
in the transverse momentum plane at a fixed ∆⊥. In the GTMDs F1,2 and F1,3, Eqs. (25) and (26), an additional
term is found for ξ 6= 0 that involves the GTMD F1,4. Similarly, G1,3 has an additional term containing G1,4, which
vanishes at ξ = 0. At the GPD limit, t = ∆2 and integrating over the quark transverse momentum p⊥, F1,1, F1,2,
and F1,3 contribute to the unpolarized GPDs H and E [40], while G1,2, G1,3, and G1,4 contribute to the polarized

GPDs H̃ and Ẽ as shown in Appendix A.
To illustrate the numerical results of the flavor dependent GTMDs, we emphasize on the ξ dependence since the

other dependencies of the GTMDs with vanishing skewness have been investigated in several studies [15–25]. We
consider the DGLAP region, ξ < x < 1, for our discussion. Here, we present the numerical results of the GTMDs for
the unpolarized and longitudinally polarized quarks evaluated in Eqs. (24)-(31). These eight GTMDs are related to
several physical quantities like orbital angular momentum (OAM), axial and tensor charges, etc., and also linked to
the GPDs and the TMDs in certain kinematical limits. Meanwhile, the GTMDs for transversely polarized quark are
presented in the Appendix B.
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FIG. 1: The GTMDs as functions of x and ξ for an unpolarized quark. The upper panel is for the u quark, while the lower
panel represents the results for the d quark. We fix ∆2

⊥ = 0.2 GeV2, p2
⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 and ∆⊥ ⊥ p⊥. Left to right panels

represent the GTMDs F1,1, F1,2, F1,3, and F1,4, respectively.

A. Unpolarized quark

Figure 1 shows our model results of the GTMDs for an unpolarized quark in a proton as functions of ξ and x at
fixed ∆2

⊥ = 0.2 GeV2 and p2
⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 with ∆⊥ being perpendicular to p⊥. The four columns represents the four

GTMDs F1,1, F1,2, F1,3, and F1,4. The upper and lower rows are for the u and d quarks, respectively. One notices that
all the distributions exhibit the accessibility of the DGLAP region x > ξ. F1,2 and F1,3 for the u quark show positive
distributions, while they are negative for the d quark. Meanwhile, we find that for both the quarks, F1,1 is positive
but F1,4 shows negative distribution. In case of F12 given in Eq.(25), the second term containing F1,4 dominates and
leads to the positive distribution for u and negative for the d quarks. We observe that the general features of all the
distributions are more or less similar. The GTMDs have their peaks at lower-x (< 0.5) and the peaks shift towards
higher values of x with decreasing the magnitude as the momentum transfer increases in the longitudinal direction.
In the light-cone gauge, the canonical quark orbital angular momentum (OAM), `z, has contributions from GTMDs

FIG. 2: The GTMDs as functions of x and ∆2
⊥ for an unpolarized quark. The upper panel is for the u quark, while the lower

panel represents the results for the d quark. We fix ξ = 0.1, p2
⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 and ∆⊥ ⊥ p⊥. Left to right panels represent the

GTMDs F1,1, F1,2, F1,3, and F1,4, respectively.
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F1,4 at ξ = 0 and ∆⊥ = 0 limit [16, 22]:

`νz = −
∫

dxd2p⊥
p2
⊥

M2
F ν1,4(x, 0,p2

⊥, 0, 0) . (44)

The `z provides the correlation between proton spin and quark OAM. In our model, the negative polarity of F1,4

for both the quarks indicates that the quark OAM tends to be aligned to the proton spin for both u and d quarks
(`νz > 0), which is consistent with the results reported in Ref. [22]. Meanwhile, it has been shown in Ref. [16], the
quark OAM tends to be aligned to the proton spin for the u quark (`uz > 0), but anti-aligned for the d quark (`dz < 0).

In Fig. 2, we present x and ∆2
⊥ dependence of the unpolarized GTMDs at fixed ξ = 0.1 and p2

⊥ = 0.2 GeV2. Here
again, we notice that the general feature of all the plots is almost same. The magnitudes of distributions decrease and
the peaks along-x move towards larger values of x with increasing momentum transfer ∆2

⊥. As the total kinetic energy
remains limited, the distributions in the transverse momentum broadens at higher-x reflecting the trend to carry a
larger portion of the kinetic energy. These general features of the GTMDs are nearly model-independent properties of
the GPDs and, indeed, they are observed in several theoretical studies of the GPDs [55–57, 65, 67–74] As we expect
from the Eqs.(24)–(27), F1,2 and F1,3 distributions show opposite polarity for the u and d quarks, whereas the polarity
of F1,1 and F1,4 remain unchanged against the flavors. At the TMD limit, ∆⊥ = 0 and with vanishing skewness, the
time reversal even (T-even) part of F1,1 maps onto the unpolarized TMD fν1 (x,p2

⊥) and the T-odd part of F1,2 is
linked to the Sivers TMD f⊥ν1T (x,p2

⊥). In our model, the different polarities of F1,2 for the u and d quarks lead to the
Sivers effect [75], where a quark in a transversely polarized target has the transverse momentum asymmetry in the
perpendicular direction to the proton spin. This asymmetry for the u quark is found to be in opposite momentum
direction to that of the d quark.

FIG. 3: The GTMDs as functions of x and ξ for a longitudinally polarized quark. The upper panel is for the u quark, while
the lower panel represents the results for the d quark. We fix ∆2

⊥ = 0.2 GeV2, p2
⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 and ∆⊥ ⊥ p⊥. Left to right

panels represent the GTMDs G1,1, G1,2, G1,3, and G1,4, respectively.

B. Longitudinally polarized quark

The GTMDs for the longitudinally polarized quark, i.e, G1,1, G1,2, G1,3, and G1,4 as functions of x and ξ for fixed
∆⊥ = 0.2 GeV2 and p⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 are shown in Fig. 3. As we mentioned earlier, the distributions are evaluated
in the DGLAP region, x > ξ. The distributions G1,2 and G1,3 are positive for the u quark and they are negative for
the d quark, whereas G1,1 shows negative distribution for both the quarks. The G1,4 for the d quark is positive at
low-x and slightly negative around x = 0.5, while for the u quark it exhibits distinctly different behavior having a
negative peak at lower-x and a positive peak at larger-x. At the ξ = 0 limit, the spin-orbit correlation of a quark can
be expressed in terms of G1,1 [16, 23]:

Cνz = −
∫

dxd2p⊥
p2
⊥

M2
Gν1,1(x, 0,p2

⊥, 0, 0) , (45)
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where Cνz > 0 indicates that the quark spin and OAM tend to be aligned and Cνz < 0 implies that they are antialigned.
The negative Gν1,1 distribution in our model indicates that Cνz > 0, reflecting quark spin and OAM tend to be aligned.
The G1,4 shows a dipolar behavior with opposite polarity for the u and d quarks and this GTMD at vanishing
skewness and ∆2

⊥ = 0 limit contributes to the axial charge gA defined as gA =
∫

dx d2p⊥G1,4(x, 0,p2
⊥, 0, 0), which

is related to the spin as sνz = 1
2g
ν
A. At the GPD limit (t = −∆2

⊥ and integrating over p⊥), the GPDs H̃ and Ẽ can

be expressed in terms of G1,2, G1,3, G1,4 as shown in Eqs. (A6) and (A7). We illustrate the x and ∆2
⊥ dependence

of the longitudinally polarized quark GTMDs in Fig.4. We find that the qualitative behavior of the polarized and
unpolarized GTMDs are more or less similar.

IV. WIGNER DISTRIBUTIONS IN BOOST-INVARIANT LONGITUDINAL SPACE

The Wigner distributions in the transverse impact parameter space have been studied extensively in several models
including the LFQDM model for zero skewness. The transverse impact parameter b⊥ is the Fourier conjugate to the
variable D⊥ = ∆⊥/(1− ξ2) [76–79], which simply reduces to ∆⊥ for zero skewness (ξ = 0). Meanwhile, the skewness
variable ξ is conjugate to the boost-invariant longitudinal impact parameter defined as σ = 1

2b
−P+. The Fourier

transformation of the correlator W
ν[Γ]
[λ′′λ′](x, ξ,∆⊥,p⊥) with respect to skewness variable ξ provides a distribution

in the boost-invariant longitudinal space σ. Notably, the Fourier transform of the DVCS amplitude with respect
to ξ at fixed invariant momentum transfer provides an interesting diffraction pattern in the longitudinal impact-
parameter space [50, 51]. The results were analogous to the diffractive scattering of a wave in optics. On the other
hand, the GPDs extracted in different phenomenological models [52–54] and AdS/QCD inspired model [55–57, 79]
exhibit an analogous behavior in longitudinal boost-invariant space. It is therefore interesting to study a more general
distribution, Wigner distribution, in the longitudinal impact parameter space, which is defined as

ρ̃ν[Γ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥;S) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξW ν[Γ](x, ξ,∆⊥,p⊥;S) , (46)

where the upper limit of the integration, ξs, is equivalent to the slit width that provides a necessary condition for
occurring of the diffraction pattern. Since we are considering the region ξ < x < 1, the upper limit of the integration
ξs is given by ξs = x if ξmax > x; otherwise it is given by ξs = ξmax if ξmax < x, where the maximum value of ξ for a
fixed value of −t is given by [50–53]

ξmax =
−t

2M2

(√
1 +

4M2

(−t)
− 1

)
. (47)

Similar to the Wigner distributions in the b⊥ space for various polarization configurations of the proton and the

FIG. 4: The GTMDs as functions of x and ∆2
⊥ for a longitudinally polarized. The upper panel is for the u quark, while the

lower panel represents the results for the d quark. We fix ξ = 0.1, p2
⊥ = 0.3 GeV2 and ∆⊥ ⊥ p⊥. Left to right panels represent

the GTMDs G1,1, G1,2, G1,3, and G1,4, respectively.
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quark [16, 21, 23], in the longitudinal position space they are defined as

ρ̃νUY (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =
1

2
[ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥; +Ŝz) + ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥;−Ŝz)] , (48)

ρ̃νLY (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =
1

2
[ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥; +Ŝz)− ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥;−Ŝz)] , (49)

ρ̃jνTY (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =
1

2
[ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥; +Ŝj)− ρ̃ν[ΓY ](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥;−Ŝj)] , (50)

where the subscripts in the first place U, L, and T represent the proton polarizations, i.e, unpolarized, longitudinally
polarized, and transversely polarized, respectively and Y = {U, L, T} defines the quark polarizations and the corre-

sponding Dirac structures {ΓY = γ+, γ+γ5, iσj+γ5}. The longitudinal spin of the proton is represented by Ŝz and

Ŝj is the transverse spin of proton along x and y axis with j = 1, 2, respectively. Thus, each of the Eqs. (48)–(50)
stands for the three distributions for Y = {U, L, T} and altogether, we have nine Wigner distributions for different
polarization combinations of the quark and the proton. We have another polarization combination when the quark
and the proton are polarized in right angle. For this polarization combination, the Wigner distribution, also known
as pretzelous distribution, is defined as

ρ̃⊥jνTT ((x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) = εij⊥(−1)j
1

2
[ρ̃ν[iσj+γ5](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥; +Ŝi)− ρ̃ν[iσj+γ5](x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥;−Ŝi)]. (51)

Using the definition of the Wigner distributions in boost-invariant longitudinal impact parameter space, Eq. (46),
in Eqs. (48)–(51), the distributions can be parametrized in terms of leading twist GTMDs as:
(i) for unpolarized proton

ρ̃νUU (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

1√
1− ξ2

F ν1,1 , (52)

ρ̃νUL(x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

−i
M2
√

1− ξ2
εij⊥p

i
⊥∆j
⊥G

ν
1,1 , (53)

ρ̃νjUT (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

−i
M
√

1− ξ2
εij⊥

[
pi⊥H

ν
1,1 + ∆i

⊥H
ν
1,2

]
, (54)

(ii) for longitudinally polarized proton

ρ̃νLU (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

i

M2
√

1− ξ2
εij⊥p

i
⊥∆j
⊥F

ν
1,4 , (55)

ρ̃νLL(x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

2√
1− ξ2

Gν1,4 , (56)

ρ̃νjLT (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

2

M
√

1− ξ2

[
pj⊥H

ν
1,7 + ∆j

⊥H
ν
1,8

]
, (57)
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(iii) for transversely polarized proton

ρ̃iνTU (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

−i
2M
√

1− ξ2
εij⊥

[
∆j
⊥

(
F ν1,1 − 2(1− ξ2)F ν1,3

)
−2(1− ξ2)pj⊥F

ν
1,2 +

ξ

M2
εkl⊥p

k
⊥∆l
⊥∆j
⊥F

ν
1,4

]
, (58)

ρ̃iνTL(x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξ

[
−1

2M3(1− ξ2)3/2
εij⊥ε

kl
⊥p

k
⊥∆l
⊥∆j
⊥G1,1 +

√
1− ξ2

M
pi⊥G

ν
1,2

+
1

M
√

1− ξ2
∆i
⊥

(
(1− ξ2)Gν1,3 − ξGν1,4

)]
, (59)

ρ̃jνTT (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξεij⊥(−1)j

[
1

2M2
√

1− ξ2

(
pi⊥∆i

⊥H1,1 + (∆i
⊥)2H1,2

)
+
√

1− ξ2Hν
1,3 +

√
1− ξ2

M2
(pj⊥)2Hν

1,4 +
1

M2
√

1− ξ2
pj⊥∆j

⊥

(
(1− ξ2)Hν

1,5 − ξHν
1,7

)
+

1

M2
√

1− ξ2
(∆j
⊥)2

(
(1− ξ2)Hν

1,6 − ξHν
1,8

)]
. (60)

The pretzelous distribution is parametrized as

ρ̃⊥jνTT (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) =

∫ ξs

0

dξ

2π
eiσ.ξεij⊥

[
− 1

2M2
√

1− ξ2
pi⊥∆j

⊥

(
Hν

1,1 − 2(1− ξ2)Hν
1,5

)
− 1

2M2
√

1− ξ2
∆i
⊥∆j
⊥

(
Hν

1,2 − 2(1− ξ2)Hν
1,6 − ζHν

1,8

)
+

√
1− ξ2

M2
pi⊥p

j
⊥H

ν
1,4 +

ξ

2M2
√

1− ξ2
pj⊥∆i

⊥H
ν
1,7

]
. (61)

All the GTMDs in Eqs. (52)–(61), F ν1,m, G
ν
1,m, and Hν

1,n (for m = 1, 2, 3, 4 and n = 1, 2, 3...8) depend on the set of

variables (x, ξ,p2
⊥,p⊥.∆⊥,∆

2
⊥) and the Fourier transformation with respect to ξ gives the Wigner distributions in the

conjugate space σ. Note that, each of the distributions carries flavor index ν and the flavor u and d are distinguished

by the flavor dependent model parameters aνi , b
ν
i encoded in the LFWFs ϕ

(ν)
i of Eq. (7).

The analytical results in Eqs. (52)–(61) are used for further numerical computation and few of the distributions in
σ space are shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. All the distributions are functions of ρ̃νXY (x, σ,∆⊥,p⊥) and using the relation
between ∆⊥ and total momentum transfer square −t, as given in Eq.(14), the distributions are eventually expressed
as functions of ρ̃νXY (x, σ, t,p⊥). In Fig. 5, we illustrate the distributions ρ̃νUU and ρ̃νLL when both the quark and proton
are unpolarized and longitudinally polarized, respectively, as function of σ at fixed x = 0.3, p⊥ = 0.2 p̂y GeV, and
−t = {0.05, 0.1, 0.6} GeV2. The three different values of −t correspond to the values of ξmax ≈ {0.052, 0.101, 0.466},
respectively, which reflect the upper limit of the ξ integration in Eq. (47), ξs = 0.052 and 0.101 for −t = 0.05 and 0.1,
respectively, while for −t = 0.6 the integration limit is ξs = x = 0.3 since ξmax > x. Note that to get the non-vanishing
contribution of p⊥.b⊥, we prefer to choose ∆⊥ ‖ p⊥. However, in some cases, for example, ρ̃νUL, ρ̃νLU , etc., presented

in the Appendix C, which involve εij⊥p
i∆j , we consider ∆⊥ ⊥ p⊥. The ρUU has the contribution from the GTMD

F1,1 and the ρLL involves the GTMD G1,4. For non-zero skewness, these two distributions, Eqs. (24) and (31), have
an additional contribution containing p⊥.∆⊥.

Our results for the ρ̃UU and ρ̃LL in the longitudinal position space show an oscillatory behavior, which can be
viewed as the diffraction pattern generated by the single slit experiment in optics. The size of the principle maxima in
the diffraction pattern is inversely proportional to the slit width. The finite size of the ξ in the Fourier transformation
in Eq. (46) is responsible for producing the diffraction pattern, where ξs plays the role of the slit width of the single
slit experiment. We should also mention here that the Fourier transform with a finite range of ξ of any arbitrary
function does not provide the diffraction pattern [53]. We observe that as −t increases, ξs also increases and the width
of the principle maxima consequently decreases. In other words, the position of the first minima shifts towards the
center with increasing −t. Note that a similar diffraction pattern in longitudinal position space has also been observed
in DVCS aplitude [50, 51], GPDs [52–57, 79], and the coordinate-space parton density [80]. Thus, this interesting
feature of the Wigner distributions in σ space is not very surprising. For ρ̃UU , the magnitude of the peak of the
principal maxima increases gradually upto the limit ξmax = x and beyond that region, e.g., ξmax > x, it decreases as
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FIG. 5: The Wigner distribution ρ̃UU (left panel) and ρ̃LL (right panel) in the boost invariant longitudinal position space at
different values of −t in GeV2 for the u (upper panel) and d (lower panel) quarks.
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FIG. 6: The Wigner distribution ρ̃jTT (left panel) and ρ̃⊥j
TT (right panel) in the boost invariant longitudinal position space at

different values of −t in GeV2 for the u (upper panel) and d (lower panel) quarks.

shown in green dots for −t = 0.6 GeV2. Meanwhile, the magnitude of the maxima in ρLL continuously increases as
−t increases. Expect in the magnitude, both the u and d quarks exhibit identical features for ρ̃UU and ρ̃LL.

The Wigner distributions ρ̃TT and ρ̃⊥TT in longitudinal position space are illustrate in Fig. 6. Each of these
distributions, Eqs. (60) and (61), has contributions from several GTMDs with some prefactor of momentum structures

e.g., εij⊥p
i
⊥, ∆i

⊥, εij⊥p
i
⊥∆j
⊥, εij⊥p

i
⊥p

j
⊥, εij⊥∆i

⊥∆j
⊥, etc. For the choice p⊥ and ∆⊥ both along the y-axis, the contributions

from some of the GTMDs vanish irrespective of the choice of the quark polarization j = 1, 2. For example, with
j = 1 in ρ̃jTT , the prefactors of H1,4−8 become zero, while for j = 2, the prefactors of H1,1, H1,2 vanish. In case of

ρ̃⊥jTT , the choice of p⊥ and ∆⊥ both along the same axis leads to ρ̃⊥TT = 0. Even for the choice p⊥ ≡ (0, |p⊥|),∆⊥ ≡
(|∆⊥|, 0), with j = 1, only the contributions from the H1,1, H1,5 survive and with j = 2, only the contributions from
H1,1, H1,2 are nonzero. Therefore, to get the contributions from all the involved GTMDs, the preferable choice is
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p⊥ ≡
(
|p⊥|/

√
2, |p⊥|/

√
2
)

and ∆⊥ ≡
(
|∆⊥|/

√
2, |∆⊥|/

√
2
)

with j = 1 or 2.

We observe that ρ̃TT and ρ̃⊥TT show a similar diffraction as seen in ρ̃UU and ρ̃⊥LL. With increasing −t, the distri-
butions shift along y-axis and trend toward overall single-peaked functions. For −t = 0.6 GeV2, the ρ̃uTT exhibits
distinctly different behavior, where the magnitudes of the secondary maxia and minima are comparatively higher
than that in other distributions. We also observe a sign flip from u to d quarks in ρ̃TT , whereas ρ̃⊥TT shows negative
distributions for both the flavors. The numerical results of the other Wigner distributions in the boost invariant lon-
gitudinal space are presented in the Appendix C. For all the values of −t, the distributions do not show the prominent
diffraction pattern. For example, ρ̃TT for the u displays a central minima instead of a maxima for −t = 0.6 GeV2,
it also does not show the prominent pattern for the d. These implies that the diffraction pattern is not solely due to
the finite size of the ξ integration, and the functional forms of the GTMDs are also important for this phenomenon.
Notably, all the distributions in the boost invariant longitudinal space feature a long-distance tail as reported in
Refs. [80, 81].

V. CONCLUSIONS

We calculated all the leading twist quark GTMDs in the proton, when the momentum transfer is considered in both
the transverse and the longitudinal directions. We presented the results in a light-front quark-diquark model motivated
by soft-wall AdS/QCD considering the DGLAP region, i.e., for x > ξ. We then employed the skewness dependent
GTMDs to investigate the quark Wigner distributions in the boost invariant longitudinal position space with all the
possible polarization combinations of the quark and the proton. We observed that the Wigner distributions in the
longitudinal position space for a fixed x and p⊥ exhibit a diffraction pattern. The maxima of the distributions are
sensitive to the amount of the square of momentum transfer, −t. The widths of the maxima become narrower and
the positions of the minima move towards center with the increasing −t. In optics, the similar diffraction pattern
is observed from a single slit experiment, where the size of the central maxima is inversely proportional to the slit
width. Our results are analogous to the diffractive scattering of a waves in optics and finiteness of ξ integration (the
upper limit, ξs) plays the role of the slit width. However, the diffraction pattern is not solely due to finiteness of ξ
integration and the functional behaviors of the GTMDs are crucial to have the phenomenon. A similar diffraction
pattern has also been observed in several other observable such as DVCS aplitude, GPDs, and the parton density in
longitudinal position space.
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Appendix A

The bilinear decompositions of the quark-quark correlator of Eq.(8) relate to the leading twist GTMDs as [40]

W
ν[γ+]
[λ′′λ′] =

1

2M
ū(P ′′, λ′′)

[
F1,1 +

iσi+pi⊥
P+

F1,2 +
iσi+∆i

⊥
P+

F1,3 +
iσijpi⊥∆j

⊥
M2

F1,4

]
u(P ′, λ′) , (A1)

W
ν[γ+γ5]
[λ′′λ′] =

1

2M
ū(P ′′, λ′′)

[
−
iεij⊥p

i
⊥∆j
⊥

M2
G1,1 +

iσi+γ5pi⊥
P+

G1,2

+
iσi+γ5∆i

⊥
P+

G1,3 + iσ+−γ5G1,4

]
u(P ′, λ′) , (A2)

W
ν[iσj+γ5]
[λ′′λ′] =

1

2M
ū(P ′′, λ′′)

[
−
iεij⊥p

i
⊥

M
H1,1 −

iεij∆i
⊥

M
H1,2 +

Miσj+γ5

P+
H1,3 +

pj⊥iσ
k+γ5pk⊥
MP+

H1,4

+
∆j
⊥iσ

k+γ5pk⊥
MP+

H1,5 +
∆j
⊥iσ

k+γ5∆k
⊥

MP+
H1,6 +

pj⊥iσ
+−γ5

M
H1,7 +

∆j
⊥iσ

+−γ5

M
H1,8

]
u(P ′, λ′) ,

(A3)

where the spinors u(k, λ) with the momentum k and the helicity λ (= ±) are given by

u(k,+) = 1√
2k+

k
+ +mF

k1 + ik2

k+ −mF

k1 + ik2

, u(k,−) = 1√
2k+

−k
1 + ik2

k+ +mF

k1 − ik2

−k+ +mF


with mF being the mass of the fermion. Using the kinematics given in Eqs. (12), (13), one can find out the spinors
u(P ′, λ′) and u(P ′′, λ′′) and compute the matrix elements of ū(k, λ)Γu(k, λ), where Γ represents the Dirac matrix
structure.

The unpolarized (H and E) and the helicity dependent (H̃ and Ẽ) quark GPDs are connected to the unpolarized
and the longitudinally polarized quark GTMDs via

H(x, ξ, t) =

∫
d2p⊥

[
F1,1 + 2ξ2

(
p⊥.∆⊥

∆2
⊥

F1,2 + F1,3

)]
, (A4)

E(x, ξ, t) =

∫
d2p⊥

[
− F1,1 + 2(1− ξ2)

(
p⊥.∆⊥

∆2
⊥

F1,2 + F1,3

)]
, (A5)

H̃(x, ξ, t) =

∫
d2p⊥

[
2ξ

(
p⊥.∆⊥

∆2
⊥

G1,2 +G1,3

)
+G1,4

]
, (A6)

Ẽ(x, ξ, t) =

∫
d2p⊥

[
2(1− ξ2)

ξ

(
p⊥.∆⊥

∆2
⊥

G1,2 +G1,3

)
−G1,4

]
. (A7)

Appendix B: GTMDs for transversely polarized quark

The analytical expressions for the GTMDs with transversely polarized quark are given in Eqs. (32)–(39). We list
the numerical results of those GTMDs as functions of x and ξ in Fig. 7 and as functions of x and ∆2

⊥ in Fig. 8. We
observe that H1,1, H1,2 show positive distributions and H1,7, H1,8 show negative distributions for both the flavors.
The distributions H1,3, H1,5, and H1,6 are positive for the u quark and negative for the d quark. Meanwhile, H1,4

exhibits negative distribution for the u quark and positive for the d quark. The polarities of these GTMDs play
important roll in their different combinations that contribute to the Wigner distributions ρTY with Y = U,L, T as
discussed in Sec. IV. The tensor charge gT can be expressed in terms of H1,3 and H1,4 at ∆⊥ = 0 and zero skewness

as gνT =
∫

dxd2p⊥

[
Hν

1,3(x, 0,p2
⊥, 0, 0) +

p2
⊥

2M2 H
ν
1,4(x, 0,p2

⊥, 0, 0)
]
. In this model the polarity flip in the distribution

H1,3 and H1,4 against the flavors give rise to the positive tensor charge for u and negative for d quarks.
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FIG. 7: The leading twist GTMDs as functions of x and ξ when the quark is transversely polarized.

Appendix C: Other WDs in the σ−space

For completeness, here we present the numerical results for the Wigner distributions having the cross-polarization
combinations in the longitudinal impact parameter space. The Wigner distributions ρ̃UL , ρ̃UT , ρ̃LU , and ρ̃LT are
shown in Fig. 9. The upper panel is for the u quark, while the lower panel is for the d quark. For all the distributions,
we take x = 0.3 and |p⊥| = 0.2 GeV. In Eqs. (53) and (55), the momentum structure εij⊥p

i
⊥∆j
⊥ restricts us to choose

∆⊥ along the x-axis, which provides the non-vanishing distributions. The transverse polarization distributions ρ̃TU ,
and ρ̃TL are presented separately in Fig. 10. The momentum structure of the prefactors in Eqs. (58) and (59) indicate

that all the involved GTMDs survive only for the choice p⊥ ≡
(
|p⊥|/

√
2, |p⊥|/

√
2
)
, ∆⊥ ≡

(
|∆⊥|/

√
2, |∆⊥|/

√
2
)
, and

i = 1. Except the distribution ρ̃TU , the qualitative behavior of all other distributions is more or less very similar. For
all values of −t, ρ̃TU does not show the prominent diffraction pattern. For −t = 0.6 GeV2, it shows a central minima
instead of maxima for the u quark, while the pattern is not eminent for the d quark.
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