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Gravitational transverse-momentum distributions
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We study the energy-momentum tensor of spin-0 and spin—% hadrons in momentum space. We
parametrize this object in terms of so-called gravitational transverse-momentum distributions, and
we identify in the quark sector the relations between the latter and the usual transverse-momentum
distributions. Focusing on particular components of the energy-momentum tensor, we study momen-
tum densities, flux of inertia and stress distribution in momentum space, revealing part of the wealth
of physical information that can be gained from higher-twist transverse-momentum distributions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The QCD energy-momentum tensor (EMT) is a key object for studying and understanding the internal structure
of hadrons [I]. Tt is indeed directly related to the longstanding questions of the hadron mass [2H8] and spin decompo-
sitions [OHI3]. Moreover, it allows one to investigate the mechanical properties of hadrons [T4HIg]. Studying the EMT
is therefore of prime importance and stands at the heart of the physics program of the future Electron-Ton Collider
in the US [19, 20].

Direct access to the EMT requires a gravitational probe, and is in practice out of reach owing to the extreme
weakness of gravitational interactions at the microscopic level. Fortunately, in QCD the EMT can be probed indirectly
via electromagnetic interactions. Matrix elements of the local EMT operator have been parametrized in terms of
gravitational form factors [10, 2IH24]. The latter can then be related to generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [10]
and generalized distribution amplitudes [25] accessible in various experimental processes, see e.g. [26]. This has been
generalized to the case of a non-local EMT operator, whose general matrix elements have been parametrized in terms
of what can be called gravitational GPDs® [27]. Similar objects have later been considered in Ref. [28].

While the connection between the EMT and GPDs is well established, the link with another class of non-perturbative
functions known as transverse-momentum distributions (TMDs) [29] has so far been limited to the longitudinal
and transverse momentum sum rules [27), [30H33]. The aim of the present work is to introduce the notion of EMT
distribution in momentum space and to identify the physical information about the EMT that can be accessed via
TMDs. The paper is organized as follows. In Section [[]] we define the transverse-momentum dependent EMT and
we parametrize the associated matrix elements in terms of gravitational TMDs. We then discuss in Section [[T]] the
connection with the standard quark TMDs and we study in Section [[V] part of the physical content that can be
accessed from twist-2 and twist-3 TMDs. Finally, we summarize our findings in Section [V}

II. GRAVITATIONAL TMDS
A. TMD correlator

We start with a reminder on the TMD correlators. The fully unintegrated quark-quark correlator for a spin—%
target [34] is defined in the forward limit as
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where I' stands for a generic matrix in Dirac space, e.g. I' = y*, y*~s, - - -. For a target of mass M and four-momentum

P, the covariant spin vector S defined via u(P, S)y"vysu(P,S) = 2M S* satisfies P- S = 0 and S? = —1. The quark
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average four-momentum k is defined as the Fourier conjugate variable to the space-time distance z between the two

quark operators. Gauge invariance is preserved by the inclusion of a Wilson line WW connecting the points —% an
k t G i i i d by the inclusi f a Wilson line W ting th ints —5 and

2 via an infinitely long staple-shaped path along the lightlike direction n. Since the same Wilson line is unchanged

under the rescaling n — an with a > 0, the correlator depends in fact on the rescaling-invariant four-vector
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The parameter 1 = sign(n°) indicates whether the Wilson line is future-pointing (n = +1) or past-pointing (n = —1).
For convenience, we choose the coordinate system and the rescaling factor a such that
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where v# = [vT,v™, v ] with the light-front components defined as v* = (v° +v?)/v/2. The quark TMD correlator
(see e.g. [35]) is then obtained by integration over the quark light-front energy

(P 2k, N,S;n) = /dkz‘ WPk N, S;n)
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B. Transverse-momentum dependent EMT

In QCD, the local gauge-invariant EMT operator for quarks is given by
v — <>
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with D¥ = 0¥ — 0¥ — 2igA¥(r). In order to define the EMT for a quark with average four-momentum k, we need to
consider a bilocal generalization of this expression. Unfortunately, the covariant derivative does not commute with
the Wilson line, making the bilocal generalization of Eq. ambiguous [36]. The problem can be traced back to the
fact that [D,,D,] # 0 whereas [k,,k,] = 0, which implies that k£ cannot be identified with the quark kinetic four-
momentum. However, if we work in the gauge where the Wilson line reduces to the identity (namely the light-front
gauge with appropriate advanced of retarded boundary conditions depending on the value of n [37]), the four-vector k*
can be represented by the partial derivatives 10", and hence be interpreted as the quark canonical four-momentum.
Therefore, instead of looking for the bilocal generalization of the kinetic EMT operator 7 we should rather be
looking for the bilocal generalization of the light-front gauge-invariant canonical (gic) EMT operator [111 27 [38]
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where D, . = 0" —igAL,..
context to the covariant derivative reducing in the light-front gauge AT = 0 (with appropriate boundary conditions)
to 9" [36, 411 42]. Note that by definition Af, .(r) = AT (r), meaning that T)**(r) = T!'Y (r). Therefore, as far as
the 1ong1tud1nal light-front momentum is concerned, there is no difference between the klnetlc and the gauge-invariant
canonical definitions.

Following the spirit of Refs. [43H40], it is natural to define the bilocal gauge-invariant canonical (gic) EMT operator
for quarks as [36]

is known as the pure-gauge covariant derivative [39, 40], corresponding in the present
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Integrating by parts, we can write
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where Af . is given by

AB o) = W(r,0[n) £ 02 W(0, 7[n). (9)
Since we obviously have the property
Dfure(@)W(2, yIn) = W(z, y|n) Do (y) (10)

reflecting the commutativity of pure-gauge covariant derivatives, the bilocal operator in Eq. is unambiguous.
Moreover, integrating over the quark four-momentum leads to
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as expected.

We can now define in a natural way the fully unintegrated EMT by considering the forward matrix element? of the
operator in Eq.
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and the TMD EMT by further integrating over the quark light-front energy

T (P,a, ki, N, S5n) = /dk— 05" (P k, N, S;m)
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This last object can be interpreted as the 3D distribution of the quark EMT in momentum space.

C. Parametrization in terms of gravitational TMDs
Parity, hermiticity and time-reversal invariance imply that the fully unintegrated EMT satisfies the relations

euy(k7 P7 N7 S; 77) = @ﬁD(E, P’ N? 7§; 77)7
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o (k,P,N, S;n) = [0*(k,P,N,S; —n)]*,

with the notation v# = v# = (v°, —v). Since the parametrization should be the same for both quark and gluon

contributions to the EMT, we drop the label ¢ in this subsection.
For convenience, we define the transverse part of a four-vector by vf. = g4 v, using the projector onto the subspace
orthogonal to P and N
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2 The motivation for the factor i is the same as for the correlators in Section the light-front expectation value of an operator O is

2
(P,S;g# and switching from a distribution in kT to a distribution in  amounts to a multiplication by the Jacobian Pt.



The covariant spin vector can then be expressed as

A
St = M(P“—N“)+S§f, (16)
where the longitudinal light-front polarization is denoted by the parameter A and the transverse light-front polarization
by the four-vector Sk = [0,0,5,]. We define also the transverse Levi-Civita pseudotensor
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with the convention €p123 = 1 such that €}? = 1, and we introduce the compact notation e% T =€ vr,.

A complete parametrization of the TMD EMT T#"(P,z, k), N, S 77) for spin-0 and Spin—f targets can be obtained
by writing down all the independent rank-2 tensors built out of ¢4, €7, P*, N*, and kf., Wthh are at most linear
in the polarization and which satisfy the constraints in Eq. . We find?

1
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where the real-valued coefficients a;(z,k?) will be referred to as gravitational TMDs. There are 10 polarization-
independent gravitational TMDs (viz. ag—g). For a spin-0 target, that is all we have. For a spm—f target, there are in
addition 22 polarization-dependent gravitational TMDs: 6 associated with the longitudinal polarlzatlon (viz. a1-¢1)
and 16 associated with the transverse polarization (viz. aj_gr and a(igT). As a result of the discrete symmetries ,
the polarization-independent gravitational TMDs are naive T-even (i.e. independent of 7)) whereas the polarization-
dependent ones are naive T-odd (i.e. they change sign under n — —n). Interestingly, the same total numbers of
gravitational GPDs for spin-0 and spin-3 targets have been obtained in Ref. [27]. Since [d?*k, T can not depend
on k4., one may naively think by eliminating all the k}.-dependent tensors in Eq. . 18)) that there are only 9 gravitational
PDFs. Note however that the combination kf.e ”kT — kh.€ly! kr k2 ¥ does survive integration over k|, meaning that
there are in total 10 gravitational PDF's, in agreement Wlth the results in Section 4.4 of Ref. [27].

III. RELATIONS BETWEEN TMDS AND GRAVITATIONAL TMDS

In practice, gravitational TMDs cannot be accessed directly in experiments for the scattering amplitudes between
hadrons and gravitons are extremely small. Part of them can however be obtained indirectly through their relations
with ordinary TMDs. It is easy to see from Egs. , @ and that at the level of the fully unintegrated matrix
elements we have the simple relation

04" (P,k, N, Sn) = kWP, k, N, §:7). (19)
Integrating over k£~ leads us to

TH(Pyz, ki, N,S;n) = k@) (P2, kN, S;m)  forv# —. (20)

3 Note that other possible tensor structures have been discarded thanks to the Schouten identity
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Let us therefore consider the quark vector TMD correlator, obtained from Eq. using I' = ~#,

dz—d?z;
(2m)?

Its parametrization in terms of canonical twist-2, twist-3 and twist-4 quark TMDs reads [35] [47]

M (P SO (=5 W35, 3In)o (IR, S)| | . (21)
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reminding that k% = —k?%. TMDs are scale-dependent objects® that are extracted from fits to experimental data.

Their QCD evolution has been a major focus of the past decade and is expected to play a significant role at the future
Electron-TIon Collider [49]. Note that the twist-2 functions f; and fi3. are often referred to as the “unpolarized” TMDs

in the literature.
Setting v = + in Eq. , we find

ar =z fi, air = fir,
%al +as = xfs3, %G%T_Faé_T:zf?f’}?
ar =z f*, G%T = QTf:%, (29)
azLZUCfi a2T:$f'1J“ra
where fTjE = fr+ 2’?\}2 f#. Similarly, setting v =14 € {1,2} in Eq. gives
=, agLT = TJ:a
ag = f1, aGT flT:
tag +as = f3, %aéT + agr = fa7, (24)
asr, = fi asr = f1,
ap = a1, = a3, = asr, = 0, agr = arr = azr = asp = 0.
These relations imply that the quark TMD EMT involves only 16 independent functions
1 ekTST ~
7= { Prfy+ R+ NV fy = S (PP f + R JF + N fr) = M fif — Ae‘%’”fi] R
hrSt (25)
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where we introduce for convenience P* = [P*,0,0,] and k* = [zP",0,k,]. The combinations
f1:a4+%f1, fir = a4T+2f1T7
J‘;L=a9+%fLa fT :(IQT"_%fTﬂ (26)
fs=as+ as+ % fs, far = agp + 3avp + 5 far,
fi =au + 311, ff = amr + 551,

parametrize the information that cannot be accessed with the ordinary quark vector TMDs.

4 Beyond canonical twist-2, the renormalization of TMDs is troublesome and the evolution equations are not closed, see Ref. [48].



IV. MECHANICAL PROPERTIES

The interpretation of the light-front components of the EMT and the associated distributions in impact-parameter
space have been discussed in Refs. [17, [I8]. We investigate here their momentum-space counterparts.

A. Densities of longitudinal and transverse momentum

Since the TMD correlator <I>[7+](P, z,k,,N,S;n) is interpreted as the probability density of finding a quark with
three-momentum [zP*, k| ], it is natural to interpret

+ kSt
7:1++ —zPteb =[5 — TM fﬁ Pt
2
o Jhrsr | (27)
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as the quark longitudinal and transverse momentum densities in momentum space. The average quark longitudinal
momentum is then obtained by integration over the quark momentum

(kﬂq:<th+:i/dxd%¢7?+:;P*/kmdﬁuxﬁ, (28)
Similarly, the average quark transverse momentum [30} B3] 50}, 51] is given by
) ) i k2
%ﬁ:/m&mﬁﬂuﬁ/mfmﬁWﬁ. (29)

We illustrate in Fig. 1] the two contributions to the transverse momentum density at some fixed value of = using a
simple gaussian model for the transverse momentum dependence f(k?%) o e~k1/(k1) with the typical value (k2 ) ~ 0.6
GeV? for the gaussian width [52]. Since T, oc k%, it is natural that the transverse momentum density looks like
a hedgehog. The unpolarized contribution driven by f; is necessarily axially symmetric for there is no preferred
transverse direction. However, the combination of target transverse polarization and initial/final state interactions
breaks axial symmetry. The magnitude of this effect is quantified by the Sivers function fi [53].
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FIG. 1: Illustration of the contributions to the quark transverse momentum density inside a nucleon polarized along the z-axis,
using a simple gaussian model for the transverse momentum dependence.

B. Transverse flux of inertia

Because of the Galilean subgroup exhibited by the light-front coordinates, the light-front longitudinal momentum
plays the role of inertia in the transverse plane [54]. The transverse flux of longitudinal momentum 7% can therefore



be thought of as the transverse flux of inertia, suggesting the definition of an effective quark transverse velocity via
the ratio

i+
Ty

T (30)
q

vy =

It is often thought that the EMT is symmetric, and hence that momentum density 7;‘” equals flux of inertia 7;“‘. In
that case, the quark transverse velocity is simply given by v, =k, /(zP"). In a gauge theory, velocity and canonical
momentum are however usually not parallel and we should expect in general® 7:;"’ =+ 7;‘”. Indeed, we find that

_ . kSt _ ‘ ,
Tit = zPTolrl = (fo- — ETT xf%‘) ki — MeSTafh — b fit. (31)

In the case of a symmetric TMD EMT, we should have

Ifl :f17
zfF = fir, (32)
ff=fr=o0.

Interestingly, the first relation was found in Ref. [55] using the free quark equation of motion. In QCD, these relations
are not expected to hold in general and their violations are a direct measure of the interaction between quarks and
gluons.

Decomposing eéwsT onto components parallel and orthogonal to k% , we can rewrite Eq. as
; Mehrsm O\ M (kr - St ;
T = <xfi—]§xfT>kT—(Axff+(k2)xf;> €. (33)
T T

The first two terms have the same structure as 7;‘” in Eq. and lead to similar hedgehog distributions as in Fig.
The last two terms indicate that besides modifying the magnitude of the quark velocity, QCD interactions can also
modify its direction relative to k. The corresponding distributions are illustrated in Fig. [2| using the same simple
gaussian model as for 7.
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FIG. 2: Tllustration of two contributions to the quark transverse flux of inertia inside a nucleon polarized along the z-axis (left
panel) or the z-axis (right panel), using a simple gaussian model for the transverse momentum dependence. The other two
contributions are similar to those given in Fig.

5 Quark spin may also make the EMT asymmetric, but the antisymmetric contribution vanishes when initial and final target momenta
are the same [I1].



C. Transverse pressure and shear forces

The notions of 2D spatial distributions of pressure (or isotropic stress) o and shear forces (or pressure anisotropy)
IT have been introduced in Ref. [I7]. Similarly, we introduce here the distributions of transverse pressure and shear
forces in momentum space

% 4 € T4, (34)

g iy 1 .. kiK ki.ikr 4 L ikt
ij 4 - 45 i 10 T T
TH=erot (29T K2 ) 22

The first two transverse tensors are similar to those found in position space, with transverse momentum k; replacing
impact parameter b, . The last two transverse tensors are new, and are allowed provided that IIg and IT4 are linear
in the target polarization and naive T-odd. Using the particular structure of the quark EMT

7;1’]’ — k%q;[%-] = I’ji 7;“'
1 Mekrst O\ M (kr - St) ikr 1. (35)
| (7 g o (vt g et
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we find
1 _
0q =31y = — 557 [Fpf = M fr ],

(36)

4 =1ns = ~5pT (NKZf1 + M(kr - Sr) f£] .

This is to be compared with the free quark case given by ﬁ{ree =f k%k%/(mP*)

V. SUMMARY

The energy-momentum tensor is a fundamental object in any relativistic field theory. In hadronic physics, it
provides key information about quark and gluon contributions to the nucleon mass and spin, and is therefore at the
heart of the physics program of the forthcoming Electron-Ion Collider in the US.

In this work we introduced the concept of energy-momentum tensor distribution in momentum space. In the case
of a spin-0 target, we found that this distribution can be parametrized in terms of 10 independent gravitational
transverse-momentum distributions. For a spin—% target, we obtained in general 32 independent functions. Due to
the particular structure of the gauge-invariant canonical energy-momentum tensor for quarks, this number reduces to
16, half of which can directly be expressed in terms of the usual quark vector transverse-momentum distributions. A
similar analysis can in principle be applied to the gluon energy-momentum tensor, but is left for a future dedicated
investigation. We discussed the physical interpretation of various components of the energy-momentum tensor and
we used a simple gaussian model for illustration. We observed in particular that the stress tensor distribution in
momentum space is expected to be asymmetric due to spin-dependent contributions associated with initial /final-state
interactions.

At the present stage, only a few gravitational transverse-momentum distributions can be extracted from actual
experiments. Our work provides however new motivations for studying and measuring higher-twist transverse-
momentum distributions. In the meantime, it will be interesting to investigate these gravitational transverse-
momentum distributions within other approaches, such as Lattice QCD and model calculations.
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