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Abstract
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he m easuram ents of the electrom agnetic form factors of the proton and the neutron
gave the st hints at an intemal structure of the nuclkon, and a theory of the nuclkon
cannot be considered satisfactory if it is not able to reproduce the form factor data. Fora
Jong tin g, the overall trend of the experim ental results for an all and m oderate values of the
m om entum transfer o could be described reasonably wellby phenom enological (dipok) ts
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In units of nuclkar m agnetons. Recently, the form factors of the nuclkon have been studied
experin entally w ith high precision and deviations from this uniform dipole form have been
dbserved, both at very smallq? ] and in the region above 1GevV? P, 31.

It is therefore of great interest to derive the nuckon form factors from QCD . Since fom
factors are typical low -energy quantities, perturoation theory in tem s of quarks and glions
is uselkess for this purpose and a non-perturbative m ethod is needed. If one wants to avoid
additional assum ptions or m odels, one is essentially restricted to lattice QCD and M onte
Carlo sinulations. In view of the in portance of nuckon form factors and the am ount of
experin ental data available, it is surprising that there are only a few lattioe nvestigations
of form factors in the last years 4, §].

In this paper we give a detailed acoount of our resuls for the nuckon form factors ob-
tained in quenched M onte C arlo sim ulations w ith non-perturbatively O (@)—m proved W ilson
ferm ions. W e shallpay particular attention to the chiralextrapolation and com pare w ith for—
mulae from chirale ective eld theory previously used for studies ofthe m agneticm om ents.
The plan of the paper is as ollow s. A fier a few generalde nitions and rem arks In the next
section we describe the lattice technology that we used in Sec. IIT. A fter com m enting on our
earlier attem pts to perform a chiral extrapolation in Sec.,V!, we investigate the quark-m ass

dependence of the form factors in m ore detail on a phenom enolbgical basis in Sec.Vi. W e



nd that our data are in qualitative agreem ent w ith the recently observed deviations &, 31
from the uniform dipolk param etrization of the proton form factors. Th Sec.V I we collect
and discuss form ulae from chirale ective eld theory, which are confronted w ith ourM onte
Carb results in Sec. ¥ If. Our conclusions are presented in Sec. V Iii. The Appendixes
contain a short discussion ofthe pion m ass dependence ofthe nuclkeon m ass aswell as tables

of the form factors and of the corresponding dipoke ts.

ITI. GENERALITIES

E xperim entally, the nucleon form factors are m easured via electron scattering. Because
the ne structure constant is so amall, it is justi ed to describe this process n tem s of
one-photon exchange. So the scattering am plitude is given by
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w ith the electrom agnetic current
1
J =—-u u —=d d+
3

Here p, p’ are the nuckon m om enta, ke, k? are the electron m om enta, and s, %, ::: are the
corresponding spin vectors. Them om entum transferisde ned asg= p° p.W ih the help
ofthe om factors F; (f) and F, () the nuclkon m atrix elem ent can be decom posed as
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where M y isthem ass of the nuckon. From the kinem atics of the scattering process, it can
easily be seen that ¢ < 0. In the Pllow ing, we shall often use the new variabke Q%= d.
Wehave F; (0) = 1 (In the proton) as J is a conserved current, whike F, (0) m easures the
anom alousm agnetic m om ent in nuckarm agnetons. Fora classical point partick, both form
factors are independent of ¢, so deviations from this behavior tell us som ething about the
extended nature of the nuclon. In electron scattering, F; and F, are usually rew ritten In
termm s of the electric and m agnetic Sachs form factors
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as then the (unpolarized) cross section becom es a linear com bination of squares of the form
factors.

T hroughout thewhol paperwe assum e avor SU (2) symm etry. H ence we can decom pose
the form factors into isovector and isoscalar com ponents. In temm s ofthe proton and neutron

form factors the isovector form factors are given by
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such that
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wih V ( ) beihg the isovector (@anom alous) magneticmoment  4:71 (3:71). In the actual
sim ulations we do not work directly with these de nitions when we calculate the isovector
form factors. W e use the relation

horoton j %u u %d d Pprotoni hneu&onj%u u %d d Theutroni
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and com pute the isovector form factors from proton m atrix elem ents of the current u  u

d d instead of evaluating the proton and neutron m atrix elem ents of the electrom agnetic
aurrent ssparately and then taking the di erence. Sim ilarly one could use the isoscalar
aurrentu u+ d d forthe com putation of isoscalar form factors, but we have not done so,
since in the isoscalar sector there are considerable uncertainties anyw ay due to the neglected
quark-line disconnected contributions.

ITT. LATTICE TECHNOLOGY

U sing the standard W ilson gauge eld action we have perfom ed quenched sim ulations
wih O (@)-mproved W ilson fermm ions (clover fem ions). For the ocoe cient cgy of the
Sheikholeslam W ohlert clover temm we chose a non-perturbatively determ ined value cal-
culated from the interpolation ormula given in Ref. B]. The couplings = 6=g? and ¢y ,
the lattice sizes and statistics, the values of the hopping param eter (ot to be confiised

w ith an anom alous m agnetic m om ent) and the corresponding pion and nuckon m asses (In



TABLE I: Sinulation param eters, num bers of gauge eld con gurations used # oon gs.) and

m asses.
&w Gy Volum e # oon gs. am aM g

6.0 1.769 01320 0331 16> 32 O (450) 05412 (9) 0.9735 (40)
6.0 1.769 01324 0331 16> 32 O (550) 05042 (7) 0.9353 (25)
6.0 1.769 01333 0331 16> 32 O (550) 04122 (9) 0.8241 (34)
6.0 1.769 01338 0331 16> 32 0 (500) 03549 (12) 0.7400 (85)
6.0 1.769 01342 0331 16> 32 O (700) 03012 (10) 0.7096 (48)
6.0 1.769 c= 0:1353 05119 (67)
62 1614 01333 0:169 24% 48 O (300) 04136 (6) 0.7374 (21)
62 1614 0.1339 0:169 24% 48 O (300) 03565 (8) 0.6655 (28)
62 1614 01344 0169 243 48 O (300) 03034 (6) 05963 (29)
62 1.614 0.1349 0:169 243 48 O (500) 02431 (7) 05241 (39)
62 1614 c= 0:1359 0.3695 (36)
64 1526 0.1338 0:115 323 48 O (200) 03213 (8) 05718 (28)
64 1526 0.1342 0:115 323 48 O (100) 02836 (9) 05266 (31)
64 1526 0.1346 0:115 323 48 O (200) 02402 (8) 04680 (37)
6.4 1526 0.1350 0:115 323 48 O (300) 0.1933(7) 0.4156 (34)
64 1526 0.1353 0:115 323 64 O (300) 0.1507 (8) 03580 (47)
64 1526 <= 01358 02800 (53)

lattice units) are collected in Tabk . As we are going to Investigate nuclon properties,
we want to detem ine the lattice spacing from the (chirally extrapolated) nuclkon m ass in
order to ensure that the nucleon m ass takes the correct value. @At the present level of ac-
curacy, the di erence between the nuclkon m ass in the chiral lin it and the physical nuckon
m ass can be neglected.) Ideally we would use a ormula from chiral perturbation theory
for this pumose, eg.Eq. A 1). Since there seem s to be little di erence between quenched
and unquenched resuls at presently accessible quark m asses it would m ake sense to apply
this form ula to our data. However, it tums out that it breaks down for pion m asses above
600 M &V |11, where aln ost all of our results lie (see Fig.T). (For a detailed discussion of

a di erent approach see Ref. B].) Hence we resort to a sinplem inded phenom enological



procedure extrapolating our m asses by m eans of the ansatz
@y )° = @)+ by am )+ by am )’ (10)

foreach . Thisansatz provides a very good description ofthe data B]. The nuckon m asses
extrapolated to the crtical hopping param eter . In thisway (on the basis ofa larger set of
nucleon m asses) are also given in Tabled. W henever we give numbers in physical units the
scale has been set by these chirally extrapolated nuclkon m asses.

In the last years it has becom e m ore popular to set the scale w ith the help of the force
param eter ry [L0]. W hile this choice avoids the problem s related to the chiral extrapolation
of the nuckon m ass, it has the disadvantage that the physical value of rp is less precisly
determm ined than the physical nuckon m ass. Furthem ore, as the present paper deals ex—
clusively w ith nuclkon properties it seem ed to usm ore in portant to have the correct value
In physical unis for the m ass of the particlke studied when evaliating other dim ensionfi1l
quantities like, eg., radii. Ik is however Interesting to note that the dim ensionless product
M 0 is to a good accuracy independent of the lattice spacing. Indeed, taking r, from
Ref. 1] and multplying by the chirally extrapolated nuckon m asses given in Tabl I one

nds roM £ = 2775, 272, and 213 for = 60, 62, and 64, respectively. Thus the scaling
behavior of our resuls is practically the sam e for both choices of the scale.

InFi. wepbtM ; versusm ? using them asses from Tablk 1. The picture dem onstrates
that scaling violations In the m asses are small. M oreover, we see that form < 600M &V
our extrapolation curve is quite close to the chiral perturbation theory curve (A 1).

In order to com pute nuclkon m asses or m atrix elem ents we need suitable interpolating

elds. Fora proton w ith soatialm om entum p the m ost cbvious choice In term s of the quark
edsu %) and dx) is

X .
B (tp) = e®* put kU ®K € 5) I &);
xsé<4=t
B (tp) = e®” d ®) € 5) U k" (k) (11)
X;x4=1
w ith the charge conjigation matrix C (, , areD irac indices, i, j, k are color indices).

N ote that we now sw itch from M inkow ski space to Euclidean space.
In Eq. ([1) allthree quarks sit at the sam e point. C Jearly, as protons are not point ob fcts
this is not the best thing to do, and w ith the above Interpolating eldswe run the risk that
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FIG .1: Nuckon m ass squared versuspion m ass squared from thedata in Tab]e:_i. T he dotted curve
show s our phenom enological chiralextrapolation EJg. (_l-g)) for = 64.The fullcurve corresponds
to the chiralextrapolation derived from chiralperturbation theory €q. { 1)) with the param eters

given In Appendix A .

the am plitudes of oneproton states In correlation functionsm ight be very am allm aking the
extraction ofm asses and m atrix elem ents rather unreliable. T herefore we em ploy two types
of in provem ent: F irst we an ear the sources and the sinks for the quarks In their tin e slices,
seoondly we apply a \non—relativistic" progction.

Our snearing algorithm (Jaccbi sn earing) is describbed in Ref. I2]. The param eters
N qnearr snear USed In the actual com putations and the resulting an earing radii are given in
Tablk EIi A typical m s nuckon radius is about 0.8 fm , our an earing radii are about half
that size.

The \non-relativistic" profction m eans that we replace each spinor by
boNR =21+ ) ;0 TR = 2@+ ) 12)

T his replacam ent leaves quantum num bers unchanged, but we would expect it to In prove the
overlap w ith baryons. P ractically this m eans that for each baryon propagator we consider

only the st two D irac com ponents. So we only have 2 3 inversions to perform rather



TABLE II: Sm earing param eters for Jacobi an earing.

Ngn ear su ear Tm s
6.0 50 021 35%5a 038Mm
62 100 021 5a 044Mm
64 150 021 6:7a 0:40Mm

than theusual4 3 inversions { a saving of 50% in com puter tim e.
T he non-forw ard m atrix elem ents required for the form factors are com puted from ratios

of three-point functions to two-point finctions. The twopoint finction is de ned as

Coip) = : B Gpep)B Op)i 13)
w ith the soin proection m atrix
= 21+ 4): 14)
In the threepoint function
Cst ;mip’) = i B p)o ()B Oip)i (15)

we have used, besides the m atrix (14) corresponding to unpolarized m atrix elem ents, also
= %(1+ is 2 (16)

corresoonding to polarization in the 2-direction. W e then com puted the ratios

Csl; ;mp®  Ca(ip)CotGp)Cott 8 -
R (t; ;p;po) _ 3(/ Brp ) 2( rpo) 2 ( rpz) 2( rp) . (17)
C. tip) Co(pICEpIC2 e ip)
If all tin e di erences are su ciently large, ie. if 0 t, R is proportional to the

(polarized orunpolarized) proton m atrix elem ent ofthe operatorO w ith a known kinem atical
coe cient presented below .

For the electrom agnetic form factors the operator to be studied is the vector current.
In contrast to previous investigations {4, §], which used the conserved vector current, we
chose to work w ith the local vector current (x) x). The local vector current has to
be renom alized, because it is not conserved. Ik should also be In proved so that itsm atrix

elem ents have discretization errors of O @?) only, which m eans that we use the operator

V. =2y 1+ byamg) + oy al ( ) i 18)



wherem 4 is the bare quark m ass:

1 1
am = — :
42 2 .

19

W e have taken Zy and by, from the param etrizations given by the ALPHA collabora—
tion f13] (see also Ref. [14]). The inprovement coe cint cy has also been com puted
non-perturbatively [[$]. The resuls can be represented by the expression [g]

4 ,1 031139
o = 001225-g————;
371 0:9660d

20)
from which we have calculated ; (see Tablkel). In the limit g? ! 0 it agrees w ith perturba-
tion theory [L§]. Com puting all these additional contributions in our sin ulations, we found
the Im provem ent tem s to be num erically an all. N ote that the in provem ent coe cient ccv ¢
for the conserved vector current is only known to tree level so that a fully non-perturbative
analysis would not be possibl had we used the conserved vector current.

In order to describbe the relation between the ratioswe com puted and the form factors ket
us call the ratio R for the -com ponent of the renom alized vector current m ore precissly
R . Furthem ore we distinguish the unpolarized case (spin profction m atrix (14)) from the
polarized case (spin projction m atrix {1§)) by a superscript. The M inkow ski) m om entum
transfer is given by

= O=2My+p B E @EyE) @1)
w ith the nuclkon energy
Ey )= M2+ p?: 22)

U sing the abbreviation

b
AEp)t = (Q° M) Ey(@E)My +Ey @)Ey )My + Ey (9) @3)

we have

h
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p’ P M+ Ey @)My +Ey %)

+ G, Q%) ©° B) Fp® ; @4



h
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i
+Gn @) p’ P M+EyE)NMy +Ey @Y ; @5

and for j= 1;2;3

h
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A nalogous expressions for the com putation of the form factors F; and F, are cbtamned by
inserting the de nitions (@) in the above equations.

W e have com puted the ratiosR In 17) for two choices of them om entum p,

0 1 0 1
0 1
B B
£=Eo§%o§- 28)
2p@A'@ A
0 0

and eight choices of the vector g = p° p,

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
BO BO BO B 1 B 2 B 1 B 1 BO
LooBoEE S8 £.8 8LE 6.8 S £ oF
2 78 "X '@ A'Q A '@ A'e A'e A '@ A '@ A
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
(29)

where L denotes the spatial extent of the lattice. In Fig.2, we show two exam pls of these
ratios plotted versus  (for the unin proved operator). The nal resuls for R have been
detemm ined by a twih a constant in a suitablke interval. T he corresponding errors have
been com puted by a pdkknife procedure. The values chosen for t and for the t intervals
are collected in Table {IIT.

G enerically, several com binations of the above m om enta lead to the sam e Q ?, and several
ratios R contain the form factors at this Q? wih non-vanishing coe cients. Hence we

determ ined G, Q?) and G, Q?) from an ncorrelated) M INUIT t of all these Rs with

10



TABLE IIT:Sink positionstand t intervals (n ) used for the extraction ofthe ratiosR .

t t interval
6.0 13 @,9]
62 17 6,11]
64 23 [7,16]

FIG.2: The ratios RE°' (left) and R}™° (right) plotted versus for = 62, = 0:344. Here
p = 0 and g is the fourth momentum in the list {29). The vertical dashed lines indicate the t

range for the extraction of the plateau value.

the corresponding expressions €4) — 7) om itting alldata points where the error forR was
larger than 25% . The results are collected In the tables in Appendix B . A m issihg entry
iIndicates a case where the corresponding form factor could not be extracted, eg. because

we did not have su ciently m any R sw ith less than 25% error.

11



T he nuckon m assesused can be ound in Tabk 1. T he corresponding errorsw ere, how ever,
not taken Into account when com puting the errors of the form factors. Varying the nuckon
m asses within one standard deviation changed the form factors only by fractions of the
quoted statistical error.

In general, the nuclkon threepoint finctions consist of a quark-line connected contribu-
tion and a quark-line disconnected piece. Unfortunately, the quark-line disconnected piece
is very hard to com pute (for som e recent attem pts see Refs. {17, 18, 19]). Therefore i is
usually neglected, leading to onem ore source of system atic uncertainty. H owever, in the case
of exact isospin invariance the disconnected contribution drops out In non-singlket quantities
like the isovector form factors. That is why the isovector form factors (Tables V I —Xi)
are our favorite observables. N evertheless, we have also com puted the proton form factors
separately ignoring the disconnected contrbutions. The results are given in Tables X T -
X I1. R egrettably, m eaningfil values of the electric form factor of the neutron could not be
extracted from our data (for a m ore successfiil attem pt see Ref. 20]). The results for the
neutron m agnetic form factor are collected in Tables X Vi —XV I. Note that the isovector
form factorshave been com puted directly (cf.Eq. (@) and not asthe di erence ofthe proton

and neutron fomm factors.

Iv. CHIRALEXTRAPOLATION:A FIRST ATTEMPT

The quark m asses in our sin ulations are considerably larger than In reality kading to
pion m asses above 500 M €V . Hence we cannot com pare our results w ith experin ental data
w ithout perform Ing a chiral extrapolation. In a rst analysis of the proton results (see
Refs. P1, 22]) we assum ed a linear quark-m ass dependence of the form factors. M ore pre-
cisely, we proceeded as follow s.

Schem atically, the relation between a ratio R (threepoint function/tw o-point function)

and the form factorsG., G, can be written In the form
R = I’y pi+ G & G Gy (30)

w ith known coe cientsc, g, Preach data point characterized by the m om enta, the quark

m ass, the spin progction and the space-tin e com ponent of the current. A ssum ing a lnear

12



quark-m ass dependence 0ofG . and G,, we perform ed a 4-param eter t,
R=ca@myg)+ch+ ga, @mg)+ ghy; (31)

of all ratios R belonging to the sam e value of 02 in the chiral lin it. The resulting form
factors In the chiral lim it are typically larger than the experim ental data. They can be
tted w ith a djpolk fom , but the m asses from these ts are considerably larger than their
phenom enological counterparts 1, 22].
W hat could be the reason for this discrepancy? Several possibilities suggest them selves:
nie-size e ects, quenching errors, cut-o© e ectsoruncertainties In the chiralextrapolation.
The length L of the spatial boxes In our sin ulations is such that the nequaliy m L >
4 holds In all cases. P revious experience suggests that in the quenched approxim ation
this is su cient to exclude considerable distortions of the resuls due to the nite volum e.
This assum ption is con m ed by sinulations wih W ilson ferm ions, where we have data
on di erent volum es. Q uenching errors are much m ore di cult to control. However, 1rst
sim ulations w ith dynam ical foerm jons Indicate that { forthe rather heavy quarkswe can deal
wih { the form factors do not change very much upon unquenching P2]. Having M onte
Carb data for three di erent Jattice spacings (see Tablk ) we can test orcuto e ects in
the chirmlly extrapolated form factors, but we nd them to be hardly signi cant. So our
chiral extrapolation ought to be reconsidered. Indeed, the chiral extrapolation of lattice
data has been discussed Intensively in the recent literature (see, eg., Refs. [19, 24, 23, 24,

no!

5,126, 27, 28] and it has been pointed out that the issue is highly non-trivial. T herefore
we shall exam Ine the quark-m ass dependence of our form factors n m ore detail.

Ideally, one would lke to identify a regin e of param eters (quark m asses in particular)
where contact w ith chirale ective eld theory (ChEFT ) can bem ade on the basis of resuls
like those presented for the nuckon form factors .n Ref. R9]. O nce the range of app licability
of these Iow-energy e ective eld theories has been established, one can use them for a
safe extrapolation to an aller m asses. However, these schem es do not work for arbitrarily
large quark m asses (or pion m asses), nor for arbitrarily Jarge values of Q2. T particular,
the expressions for the form factors worked out in Ref. P9] can be trusted only up to
Q%  04GeV (see the discussion in Sec. VIA| below) . Unfortunately, from our lattice
sin ulations we only have data fr values of Q 2 which barely touch the interval 0 < Q2 <
0:4GeV?. Thereore we shall try to describe the Q ? dependence of the Jattice data for each

13



quark m assby a suitablk ansatz (ofdipol type) and then study them ass dependence ofthe
corresoonding param eters. The tansatz willalso serve as an extrapolation of the m agnetic
om factordown toQ? = 0. Sihce we cannot com pute G, (0) directly, such an extrapolation
is required anyw ay to determm ine them agneticm om ent. Fora di erent m ethod, which does
not require an extrapoltion, see Ref. {].) In Sec.V IJ we shall com e back to a com parison
wih ChEFT.

V. INVESTIGATING THE QUARK-MASSDEPENDENCE

T he analysis of our form factor data sketched in Sec.IV! yielded results in the chirallin it
w ithout m uch control over the approach to that lm it. In this section we want to study the
quark-m ass dependence of the form factorsm ore thoroughly. A s already m entioned, to this
end we have to m ake use of a suitable description of the Q ? dependence.

M otivated by the fact that the experin entally m easured form factors at sn all values of
Q? can be described by a dipolke form (cf.Eq. (1)) we tted our data w ith the ansatz

G (QZ) — Al . l= e:m ;
1 a+ Q2=M 12)2 ’ ’ ’
2 Ai .
F;:Q°) = m ;1= 1;2: (32)

In the case of the form factors G, ;) we xed A. = 1 @A; = 1). Note that we do
not require the dipok m asses In the two form factors to coincide. Thus our ansatz can
accom odate deviations of the ratio G, (0)G.Q?%)=G, Q?) from unity as they have been
observed in recent experin ents {I;, 2, 31.

Indeed, Por all m asses considered In our sin ulations the lattice data can be described
ratherwellby a dipok ansatz. In F ig.3 we show exam plsofourdata (form = 0:648Ge&V)

form factor of the neutron.

In F igs.4, & we plot the isovector electric dipokem assM !, the isovector m agnetic dipok
massM ' and the isovector magneticmoment 7 (extracted from the Sachs form factors)
versusm . W em ake the follow Ing cbservations.

Scaling violations in the dipole m asses seam to be an aller than the statistical accuracy,

since the results do not show a de nie trend as grows from 6.0 to 6.4. For the m agnetic

14
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FIG .3:Dipok tsofG] data (op) and G data fbottom ) at = 64 andm = 0:648GeV.

m om ents the situation is less clear. T herem ight be som e system atic shift, though not m uch

larger than the statistical errors.
The electric dipok m asses tend to becom e slightly sn aller than the m agnetic dipol

m asses asthe pion m ass decreases though it isnot clkearwhetherthisdi erence is statistically
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FIG . 4: Isovector dipole m asses together w ith linear ts. T he extrapolated value at the physical
pion m ass ism arked by a cross. The solid circle indicates the phenom enological value com puted

from the radiigiven in Ref. E-g].
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FIG . 5: Isovector m agnetic m om ent together w ith a linear t. The extrapolated value at the

physicalpion m ass ism arked by a cross. T he solid circle indicates the experin ental value.

signi cant. T his behavior agrees qualitatively w ith the recent JLAB data B, 3] HrG =G,
in the proton (see Fig.'§ below ).

The data for the electric dipole m asses suggest a lnear dependence on m . Therefore
we could not resist tem ptation to perform lnear ts of the dipole m asses and m om ents
at the physical pion m ass. O f course, at som e point the shgularities and non-analyticities
arising from the G oldstone bosons ofQ CD must show up and w ill in som e cbservables lead
to a departure from the sin pl linear behavior. It is however conceivable that this happens
only at rather am allpion m asses (perhaps even only below the physicalpion m ass) and thus
does not In uence the value at the physicalpion m ass too strongly. O ne can try to com bine
the leading non-analytic behavior of chiral perturoation theory w ith a linear dependence on
m? as it is expected at Jarge quark m ass in order to obtain an interpolation ©mm ula valid
both at an all and at large m asses. Fitting our form factor data with such a formula one
ends up rem arkably close to the experin ental results P§].

W e perform ed our ts separately foreach value aswellas for the combined data from
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TABLE IV :Results at the physicalpion m ass from linear ts, scparately oreach value aswell
as for the combined data. The experin entalnumbers orM J and M | were derdved from the radii

given in Ref. 8d] (cf.Eq. ¥4) below).

=60 = 62 = 64 com bined experin ent
MJ Gev] 0:78 (3) 082 (3) 077 (3) 0:789 (10) 0:75
M Gev] 087 (15) 0:94 (13) 0:93(10) 0:93(7) 0:79
M 3:9(8) 3:9(6) 3:9(6) 3:74) 4:71
ML Gev] 080 (3) 084 (3) 080 () 0:807 (15) 084
My Gev] 0:93(15) 0:94 (13) 0:92 (10) 0:93 (7) 084
P 23(5) 244) 243) 23@2) 2979
M Gev] 083 (16) 088 (15) 091 (11) 0:89(8) 084
n 1:64) 16Q3) 15@3) 147 (@17) 191

allthree valies. The results are presented in Tabl V! together w ith the experin ental
num bers. For the isovector dipole m asses and the isovector m agnetic m om ent the t curves
(from the Ppint ts for all values) are plotted in Figs. 4, 5. The corresponding plots
for the proton and neutron data look sin ilar. In the case of the electric dipok m ass, the
extrapolated result lies rem arkably close to the experin ental value. For the m agnetic dipole
m ass and the m agnetic m om ent the agreem ent is less good, but still satisfactory in view of
the relatively large statistical errors.
U sing the dipok approxin ations of the proton form factors w ith the extrapolated dipole

m asses as given in the fth colimn of Tabl [V! we can now com pare
2

P 2 1 2_ P \2
p820% _ ar 00 gyy 3

Gn Q2) @+ Q2= 5)?)

with the experim ental data from Refs. i, 3]. This is done in Fig.'§. Especially for the
larger values of 02 we nd good agreem ent, although the lattice data only cover the range
02< 2GeVv? and rQ? > 2GeV? the curve represents an extrapolation. Tt is perhaps not
too surprising that the agreem ent in proves as Q ? grow s: Larger Q 2 probe am aller distances
Inside the proton where the in uence of the pion cloud, which is only Insu ciently taken

Into acoount In the quenched approxin ation, is din Inished.
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FIG.6: The ratib PGE=GL from the chirally extrapolated dipok ts of the proton formm factors
(curve) com pared w ith the experin ental data from Refs. [2] (squares) and B] (circles) . T he error
band (indicated by the hatched area) hasbeen com puted from the errors of the extrapolated dipole

m asses. For the experim ental num bers only the statistical errors are shown.

VI. RESULTS FROM CHIRAL EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY
A . From diagram s to form factors

For the com parison wih ChEFT we choose the isovector form factors, because they do
not su er from the problem of quark-line disconnected contrdbutions. Recently, a calcula—
tion for the quark-m ass dependence of the isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent has been
presented R4]. The authors emplyed a ChEFT with explicit nuckon and degrees of
freedom , called the Sm all Scalke Expansion (SSE) B11. It was argued 4] that the standard
power-counting of ChEFT had to be changed to obtain a welkbehaved chiral expansion { in
particular, the leading isovectorN  transition coupling cy (ot to be confiised w ith the in —
provem ent coe cient used earlier) had to be included in the ladingorder Lagrangian. For
details we refer to Ref. P4]. T he form ula for the nuckon m ass cbtained in this fram ework is

given n Eq. A T). Here we extend this analysis from them agneticm am ents to the D irac and
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FIG.7: Oneloop diagram s n SSE contrbuting to the electrom agnetic form factors. T he w iggly

line represents an extemal vector eld.

Pauli omm factors of the nuckon, utilizing the sam e Lagrangians and couplings as in P4].
To leading oneloop order © ( 3) In SSE) 12 diagram s shown in Fjg..'] have to be evaluated
In addition to the short-distance contrlbutions. The calculation follow s very closely the one
presented in Ref. R9], where fiurther technical details of form factor calculations in ChEF T

are discussed. The m ain di erence between our analysis here and Ref. 29] arises from the

m odi ed counting of ¢, , leading to the additionaldiagram s (k) and (1) in Fig.". Evaluating

alldiagram s in the B reit fram e, we identify the isovector fom ﬁctorsFlv(qz) and FZV(qZ) via
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the O (?) relation for the proton m atrix elem ent

o

S wm) FI@)+ —2F 0)+0 (%)
NN, 1010y !

h,ju u d d Prigrer =

0
N

l v v 4
t o7 PO+ F, @)+0 (% B ;S lg u,(m) (34)

written in M inkow ski space notation. Here M 0 is the nuckon mass in the chiral lim it
and Uy (r;) denotes a nuckon spinor with the nom alization N ; as given in Ref. 'Q:S%] The
quantity S denotes the Paulilubanski spinvector, S = 7 s v . The furvector v
(v* = 1) is connected to the usual ourmomentum vectorp = M Jv + r ,wherer isa
soft m om entum . Further details regarding calculations In this non—relativistic ChEFT can
be found in Ref. B1].

N evertheless w e have to discuss som e subtletiesbehind Eq. (34) to be able to com pare the
ChEFT results to Jattice data. In (lattice) QCD a change In the quark m ass does not only
lad to a change in ¥ and , but at the sam e tim e also to a change in the nuclkon m ass.
However, this varation of the nuckon mass { corregoonding to a quark-m ass dependent
\m agneton" { is not acoounted for at the order n ChEFT we are working at, as can be
seen from the presence of the nuckon mass in the chirl lm & M @ Eq. B4). Hence,
before com paring w ith the lattice results, we have to elin lnate this e ect. W e do so by
de ning \nom alized" m agnetic m om ents which are m easured relative to the physicalm ass
of the nucleon M 2™° and o are given in units of \physical" m agnetons. T hese nom alized
m agnetic m om ents can then bem atched to the ormulae from ChEFT with M ) replaced by
M P

W e de ne the nom alized m agnetic m om ent by

phys phys phys
v — v M N — M N lattice M N . (35)
nom °* ]atticeMI\]Iattjge MI\]Iattjoe v M}\l]attice’
C orrespondingly, we take for the nom alized anom alous m agnetic m om ent
phys
nom ,_ Jattice M N (36)
v : v M lattice
N
such that
phys
v — M N nom (37)
nom lattice v ¢
M N

Athigher orders in the chiralexpansion, the quark-m ass dependence ofthe nuclkon m assw ill
m anifest itself in the m atrix elem ent (34), and the tswillhave to bem odi ed accordingly.
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B. Fomm factorsato (3)

For the isovector D irac form factor we obtain

h i
1 68 2 © 40 5 1 m
FYf)=1+ —— — - 2B + = = - g —
lz((f) @F )2 o 81C§ 3g§ 0 () o 27C*7i 3g§ 3 7
1 2
16 8 40
toodx — d+m® 3¢ +1 gcﬁ dx@ x) 53 +1 392* g —
0 m
Zl
32 ogR
v dx Tddxa x)pi:(r:z
0
z i
2, M P
dxgcﬁ 2 m? ogR m ) 2 mbgR@m) +0(%): (38)
0
To the sam e order one nds
Z .
4 M 1 hp_ i
Fyd)= ) d——0 dx m? m
@4F 2 , . _
32& My ! 1 m 2 by 1
A" dx =g log —
9@ F )2 2 4 2 2
pP— S J— #
2 m2 2 m2
+ —————gRm) ——gRm ) (39
for the isovector Pauli form factor, where we have used the abbreviations
r
2
Rfm)=—+ — 1; m=m? dgx@ x): (40)
m m

Furtherm ore, the isovector anom alous m agnetic moment , m ) appearing n Eq. (39) is

given by
p P (r h i)
_ 0 pm My 2 M y m? m
vmo)= 12 + 9 22 1 —ZlogR(m)+log—2

v 4G 6y M ym? 2 4G &y M ym >
(x) 2

8E M ym*“ + og — +

1 OM ( 9 2F2 I 27 F 2 )

8cnaygn My m2 7 3m 2 hy 1

1 — JogR + 1 — 41

to 0 (3). As already mentioned, to this order the nuclkon mass My is a xed number
in the above expression, lndependent of the quark m ass, and we shall later identify i w ih
M P"® Notethat Eq. @1) correspondsto caseC in the temm inology ofR ef. P4]. O foourse, i
agreesw ith the result cbtained in Ref. P4]because them agneticm om ents are autom atically

contained in a caloulation ofthe form factors, as can be seen from the diagram s of F ig.7].
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TABLE V :Em pirical values of the param eters.

P aram eter Em pirical value
9a 1267
Ca 1:125
F 0:0924 Gev
My 0:9389 G&v
02711 Gev
phys 371
phys 0112

The expressions (3§) and @9) contain a num ber ofphenom enologicalparam eters: the pion
decay constant F , the kading axialN  couplingc, (denotedby g y  in Ref. P9)), the ax—
jalcoupling ofthe nucleon g, , the nuckon m assM y and the (1232)-nuclkon m ass solitting

=M My . In addition, there is one param eter not directly related to phenom enol-
ogy, B 1(3) (). This counterterm at the renom alization scale param etrizes short-distance
contrbutions to the D irac radius discussed in the next subsection. Further param eters are
encountered in the expression {41) for , (m ): the isovector anom alousm agneticm om ent of
the nuckon in the chirallin it 2, the kading isovectorN  coupling ¢y and the counterterm

(x)
E 1

(), which leads to quark-m ass dependent short-distance contrbutionsto .

The only di erence of the above results for the form factors com pared to the formulae
given In Ref. R9] lies in the m ass dependence of , m ), as the two additional diagram s
(@ and () of Fig.”] do not m odify the m om entum dependence at O ( 3). The authors of

Ref. P9]were only interested in the physicalpointm = mP"W®. Hence they xed . (mP™®)

(r)

to the empirical value P"® = 3{71. In addition, one m ay detem ine the counterterm B |,

such that the phenom enological value of the isovector D irac radius rj is reproduced. This
leadsto B l(g) (600M &V ) = 0:34. Using for the other param eters the phenom enological valies
asgiven in TabkV: and nsertihg (8) and B9) In {§) one gets a rather good agreem ent w ith
the experin ental Sachs ©m factors for values of Q2 up to about 0:4G &V ?, as exam pli ed
in Fig.'d by a com parison with the dispersion-theoretical description [30] of the isovector
form factors. In addition we show in F ig.'§ the dipole approxin ations derived from the SSE
form ulae, which w illbe explained in Sec.V IC.
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w ith the SSE curves and the dipol approxin ations ollow Ing from the SSE .
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Here we want to study the quark-m ass dependence ofthe form factors. Strictly speaking,
in such a study all the param eters should be taken in the chiral lin . To order ° in the
SSE, them dependence ofF; and F, is then given by the expressions @8), 39), @1). For
com parison we note that n Ref. P9] a function , (n ) was found which corresponds to
schem e B in the language ofRef. P4]. In this Jatter paper, schem e B was however shown to
be Insu cient to describe largem ass lattice data whilke schem e C tumed out to work much
better. Another recent calculation B2] of the nuckon fom factors utilizes a relativistic
fram ew ork for baryon chiral perturbation theory. H owever, as dem onstrated in Ref. 4], it
is not able to describe the m ass dependence of the lattice data for . Therefore we shall
not consider it for our ts.

Unfortunately, for m ost of the param eters the values in the chiral Iim it are only poorly
known. That iswhy we shallusually work w ith the phenom enological num bers as given In

Tablk Vi w ith the notabl exception of the anom alous m agnetic m om ent.

C. Fom factor radii

From our lattice sin ulations we only have data or values of Q 2 which barely touch the
interval 0 < Q2 < 0:4GeV?. Therefore a direct com parison with (3§) and 39) does not
m ake sense (@lthough the Q2 range in which the lading oneoop results of Egs. (38) and
@-9) are applicable could depend on m ) and we have to resort to another procedure, w hich
exploits the dipole ts of our lattice form factors (see Sec.V II).

T he dipole m asses of the form factors are closely related to the radii ry de ned by the

Taylor expansion of F; around f = 0:
1 2 4
Fi)=F:i0 1+ —rfgd+0d) : 42)

If one describes the Sachs form factors by the dipol form ulae

1
Ge(qz) - (1+Q2:Me2)2,
Gn (0)
Gn ) = i oimzy’ 43)

themassesM . and M ,, are related to the above radiiby
1
M

1 rf + rg
; = : 44)
M 2 2+ )

2
N m

+

gy

8M

[LEN)
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W e note again that we do not dem and the two dipole m asses to be equal. Hence violations
of the uniform dipole behavior can be accounted for.
From Egs. @8) and (89) we can caloulate the radiito O (?) in SSE . For the isovector

D irac radius one obtains

h_ io (x)
1 ° m 12B .5 ()
vi2 10
)y = —— 14+ 79+ 10g; + 2 — _—
WS wE oy %+ 105, +2 b @F, )
( nw S # )
< By ?
+ 54 2p 2 26+ 30 ]Og — + 30?2:H12 ]Og m— + F 1 : (45)

Thetermm sin the rstbracket ofEq. @5) origihate from G oldstone boson dynam ics around a
spin 1/2 nuckeon diagram s (@)—(f) in F ig.7), the counterterm B.; ( ), which dependson the
regularization scale , param etrizes short-distance contributions to the D irac radius (\the
nuclon core"), and the tem s In the second bracket arise from G oldstoneboson uctuations
around an Intem ediate (1232) state (diagram s (@)—(Q) i Fig. "z’j} . Evaluating these tem s
at an intemm ediate reqularization scale = 600M eV w ith the param eters given in Table V'
one obtains

12B .5 (600M eV)
@4F )

@)= 041N )+ 029 ( )) fmn ? 46)

N ote that the total resul: for (r‘l’)2 depends only rather weakly on the reqularization scale
when vares between 500 and 700 M €V, as the scale dependence of the N and the
contrbutions works in opposite direction.

Com pared to the em pirical value ()%, = 0:585fm” {30] the leading one-oop contribu-
tions from the G oldstone boson cloud tend to overestin ate the D irac radius (squared) by
20% . In Ref. P9] it was argued that one can always adjist the short-distance counter term

(r)
B 10

() to reproduce the physical isovector D irac radius, eg., B 1(]5) (600M &V ) = 034 works
for the param eters of Tabk V1.

Here, however, we do not want to ollow this philosophy. It would m ean that the leading
ocontrdution of the \nuclkon core" to the square of the isovector D irac radiis becom es
negative. W e consider such a scenario as unphysical. In the follow ng we therefore st
B 1(]5) (600M eV ) = 0 (vanishing core contribution) and conclude that the O (°) SSE formula
of Eq. {@5) is not accurate enough to describe the quark-m ass dependence of the isovector

D irac radiis. Hence we can only expect a qualitative picture of the chiral extrapolation
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For the lading oneJoop isovector Pauli radius (squared) one obtains
w s 7#
M M 2 24M
@) = ngz* il + % e bg —+ — 1+ N
8F‘ ,Mm )m 9F2 ,fm ) 2 2 m? m m v )

Beo:

@7)

The lading non-analytic quark-m ass dependence m?! is generated via the G oldstone

boson cloud around a nuckon diagram s (@)—(f) ofF ig. ff.), whereas the corresponding dia—
gram sw ith an Intem ediate (1232) state (diagram s (@)—(k) In F i. 7:1 produce the rem aining
quark-m ass dependence.

At kading oneJoop order, n standard chiral counting one would not encounter the termm
/ B (see Eq. BY)) which param etrizes the short-distance (\core") contrbutions to the
Pauli radius analogous to B g () in the D irac radius @5). However, such a tem { which
should be present according to the physics reasoning alluided to above { is known to exist,
see temm no. 54 ;n Ref. B3]. U tilizing the param eters of Tabl ¥t one nds (for the physical

pion m ass) the follow ing contrbutions to the radiis:
@)= 053N )+ 009( )+ 024GeV *By, fm?; 48)

which w ithout the \coreterm " / B o, are too an allby 20% when com pared to the em pirical

value (t)Z,, = 0:797f? BUI. Settihg B, = 0:74GeV ° forthe physical param eters consid-
ered here (see Table Vi) one can reproduce the dispersion theoretical result w ith a positive
core contribution. W e shall study the chiralextrapolation fiinction of (I‘Z)Z w ith and w ithout
this core term In Sec. ¥V IIB: to test whether our physical intuition regarding this structure
holds true.

The radii @5) and {@7) display much fewer quark-m ass dependent tem s than @ )
in Eq. @1) though all three quantities are caloulated to the same O (°) accuracy In SSE.
This seam s to have its origin in the fact that one has to take out a factor of ¢ from the
0 (%) expression for the form factors in Egs. (-;3-8), {-_3:9) In order to obtain the radius, kaving
only a f&w possible structures for quark-m ass dependent tem s at this order. From the point
ofview of ChEFT i is therefore m ore nvolved to get the quark-m ass dependence of radii
under controlthan it is to study the quark-m ass dependence of the o factors at ¢ = 0.
In Sec.V If we shall com pare the ChEFT formulae w ith the lattice data.

Even w ithout the additional core term in Eq. {47) the dipole formulae w ith the above

expressions for the radii reproduce the dispersion-theoretical form factors quite accurately
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TABLE VI:Fi valies from tsofEgs. #1) and &9 to lattice data.

P aram eter Valie from Ref. 4]
9 5:1 (@)
o 2266)Gev !
B2 06Gev) 4:93(10)Gev 3
0 0:11
E, 0:074Gev 3

for sm alland m oderate values ofQ ? as can be seen from the dashed curves n Fig.§. This
observation constitutes a further argum ent In favor of our dipoke ts. Em pirical isovector
dipolem asses can be com puted from the phenom enological isovector radii. One ndsM [ =
075GeV and M | = 079G €&V .

A nal ram ark concems the applicability of the above form ulae to quenched data. Ob—
viously, standard ChEFT presupposes the pressnce of sea quarks. However, as rst un-—
quenched sin ulations show, there is little di erence between quenched and unquenched
resuls at presently accessble quark m asses. It is therefore not unreasonable to com pare
@8), BY and {1) with quenched data. A tematively, one could try to develop quenched
chiral perturbation theory for the form factors. For rst attem pts see, eg., Refs. (19, 34].
O n the other hand, the size of our quark m asses m ay lead to doubts on the applicability of
onedoop ChEFT resuls. O nly further investigations can clarify this issue. Here we sin ply
try to nd out how farwe can get w ith the availabl form ulae.

VII. COMPARISON W ITH CHIRAL EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

A . Com parison w ith previous extrapolations for ,fm )

Hemmert and W eise P4] tted lattice results for the nom alized isovector m agnetic m o—
ment 2™ withtheO (3) omula @I) using 2,6 andE.” ()as tparametersand xing
the other param eters at their phenom enolbgical values (see Tabk Vi). Their t yilded a
rather strong m  dependence of [°™ for snallm . The values they obtaihed for their

t param eters are given in Tabke V1. A sin ilarly strongm  dependence had already been
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FIG. 9: Our resuls for the isovector (nom alized) m agnetic m om ents com pared w ith the SSE

extrapolation curve ofRef. [_Z-ﬂi] T he solid circle represents the experim ental value of .

cbserved in Refs. 2§, 24] or the m agnetic m om ents of the proton and the neutron. In
Fig.'9 we plot our data together w ith the curve corresponding to the t ofRef. P4]. The
com parison indicates that the data used in Ref. R4] lie som ewhat below ours.

B. Combined ts

The results ofRef. P4] show thatusing the SSE it ispossible to connect the experin ental
valie of the m agnetic m om ent w ith the lattice data. T his raises the question whether one
could not obtain a sim ilarly good description of the radiiby tting the SSE expression to
the sin ulation results. From the point ofview of ChEFT them ass dependence ofthe D irac
and Pauli radius ismuch sin pler to discuss than that of the analogous Sachs quantities.
Hence we shallbase our analysis on rj and r; instead ofM [ and M | . Note, however, that
the num erical data In the follow Ing discussion are taken from the dipol ts of the Sachs
form factors.

Because cuto e ects seam to be anallwe tted the results from all three values

together taking into acocount alldata pointswithm < 1GeV.WekeptF ,My,c and
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TABLE VII:Resulks ofa combined t with and without core termm ) of isovector P auli radii and

anom alous m agnetic m om ents.

P aram eter F itted value F itted value

w ithout core termm

9 5:1(8) 4:5(9)
o 236B)Gev ! 256)Gev ?
B2 06Gev) 48(8)GevV 3 51 (9)Gev 3
B 041@)Gev 3 00Gev 3
2 192 1859

at their phenom enological values (see Tablke if-) , xed the renom alization scale at0:6Ge&v
and chose B l(g) 06GeV) = 0 or the reason explained in Sec.V IC,. Furthem ore, we set
ga = 12, which is the value in the chiral lim it obtained in a recent ChEF T analysis B5] of
quenched lattice data. This Jeaves us with four t parameters: 2, ¢, E.” (06GeV) and
B . AstheD irac radius r] is Independent ofthese param eters, we perform ed a sin ultaneous

tof )*m )and 2°™ @ ). The resuls are collected in the second colum n of TableV IT.
P lots of our data together w ith the t curves are shown in Figs. 10, 11. Leaving out the
core tem in r;, ie. setting B, = 0, Jeads to the param eter values given In the third colum n
of Tabke V II. T he corresponding curves are shown as dashed lines in the gures.

T he Jattice data for the isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent are very well described
by the chiral extrapolation curve, In particular if one allow s fora (am all) core contribution
via B . Interestingly, the chiral extrapolation fiinction com es rather close to the physical
point, although the lightest lattice points are quite far from the physical world and large
curvature is required. M oreover, the chiral lin i value ¢ and the values of the othertwo t
param eters E ) and o, in the second colum n of Table ¥ It com pare astonishingly wellw ith
the numbers ound in Ref. P4] (see Table V]) providing us with some con dence in their
determm ination. T he lattice data for the isovector Pauli radius (squared) are also reasonably
well described by the chiral extrapolation fiinction of Eq. @7), at least for pion m asses
below 800 M &V . The e ect of the nite core size of the nuckon (param etrized via B ;) is
m ore visble In this quantity than in . W hik the phenom enological value at the physical
point ism issed by our centralcurve forr; fm ),  would lie w ithin the errorband, given the
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FIG .11: Isovector (nom alized) anom alousm agnetic m om ents com pared w ith (com bined) t. For
the t param eters see Table V Ii. T he dashed line corresponds to the t w ithout core tem . The

solid circle represents the experim ental value of 5.

relatively large errors ofthe tparam eters. W e note that the 1=m chirml singularity show s
up rather strongly, dom inating the curvature out to pion m asses around 0:3G &€V .

W hile our generalization of the ChEFT analysis of Ref. P4] describes the \m agnetic"
quantities , and rj reasonably well, it isnot successful for the isovectorD irac radius. A scan
be seen I F ig.d(, the chiralextrapolation fiinction dropstoo fastwithm and even reaches
zero aroundm = 1G &V .Ream emberthatD irac radiis data were not Included in the tand
the curve shown corresponds to the \no-core term " scenario w ith Bl(g) (= 06GevV) = 0.
One could inprove the agreem ent between the hattice data and the chiral extrapolation
curve by allow ing B l(g) to provide a positive core contribution, which would shift the curve
upw ards tow ards the data. H owever, thiswould resul in extrem ely large values for (r‘l’)2 at
the physical point, as the shape isnotm odi ed by B 1%) . On the other hand, the sin ulation
data them selves ook com plktely reasonable, Indicating that for pion m asses around 1G €V,
for which the pion cloud should be considerably reduced, the square of the D irac radius of

the nuclon has shrunk to 025 fin?, Jess than half of the value at the physical point. O ne
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reason for this failire of Eq. 48) m ight lie in in portant higher order corrections in ChEF T
which could soften the strongm dependence orignating from the chiral logarithm .

N evertheless, one should also not forget that here we are dealing w ith a quenched sin u-
lation. G iven that (J:?L’)2 at the physical point is nearly com pltely dom inated by the pion
cloud (forlow valuesof ,cf.Eq. (6)) i is conceivable that the D irac radius of the nuclkon
m Ight be sensitive to the e ects of (un)quenching. W e therefore conclude that especially for
r] a ot ofwork ram ains to be done, both on the level of ChEF T, w here the next-to-Jeading
one-loop contributionsneed to be evaluated, aswellas on the kvel of the sin ulations, where
a sin ilar analysis as the one presented here has to be perform ed based on fully dynam ical
con gurations.

O f course, one can think of altemative t strategies, which di er by the choice of the
xed param eters. For exam ple, one m ight leave also ¢ and firee In addition to the four
param eters used above. In this (or a sin ilar) way it is possbl to force the t through the
data points for (r‘l’)2 also, but then the physical point ism issed by a considerable am ount.
So we must conclude that at the present level of accuracy the SSE expression for the D irac
radiis is not su cient to connect the M onte Carlo data In a physically sensible way w ith

the phenom enological value.

C . Beyond the isovector channel

W hile ChEFT (to the order considered in Ref. P4]) yields the rather intricate expression
@1) forthe quark-m ass dependence of the isovector anom alousm agnetic m om ent, the anal-
ogous expression for the isoscalar anom alousm agneticmoment = ,+ , ofthe nuclkon

ismuch sim plr,

stm )= 2 8EMym?; 49)

s

because the G oldstone boson contributions to this quantity only start to appear at the two—
Joop kevel [3§]. The new countertemm E, param etrizes quark-m ass dependent short-distance
contributions to 5. The error bars of the lattice data are quite Jarge com pared to the
am all isoscalar anom alousm agnetic m om ent. T herefore, any analysis based on @9) and the
present lattice results m ust be considered w ith great caution, the m ore so, since the lattice
data are also a icted with the problem of the disconnected contributions. In spie of all
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FIG . 12: Isoscalar (nom alized) anom alous m agnetic m om ents com pared with SSE t. The solid
circle represents the experin ental value of . The cross w ith the attached error bar show s the

hys
value at m P75,

these caveats, we now tum to a discussion of the m agnetic m om ents and com binations of
them which are not purely isovector quantities.

In Fig.17 we present the nom alized values of . togetherwith a tushgEqg. @9). The
values of ¢ havebeen computed as ,+ , from the proton and neutron dipole tsofG,,
and the errors have been determm ined by error propagation. W e obtain 2 = 0:04(@15) and
E, = 0:004 25)Gev?3 . These numbers are to be com pared w ith the t param eters from
Ref. R4] given in Table V . The large statistical errors m ake de nite statem ents di cult.

Havingdetem ned M ) aswellas ;M ) we can now discuss the chiral extrapolation
of proton and neutron data ssparately. For 8, a ,E 1(r) ; B we choose the values given In

the second colim n of Table ¥V 11 together with gy = 12, whik for ¢ and E, we take the

S
num bers given above and the rem aining param eters are xed at their physical values (see
Tabke ).

In F ig.13 we com pare the resulting extrapolation functionsw ith the lattice results forthe

anom alous m agnetic m om ents. T he extrapolation fiinctions are surprisingly well behaved.
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FIG . 13: Anom alous m agnetic m om ents of proton and neutron nom alized) w ith chiral extrapo—

lation curves. T he solid circles represent the experin ental values.

D espite the Jarge gap between m P'Y® and the low est data point and the substantial curvature
Involved they extrapolate to the physical point and to the chiral lim it in a very sensbl way.

Finally, we want to com pare our results w ith the predictions from the constituent quark
m odel. Such com parisons are usually perform ed for ratios of ocbservables to avoid nom al-
ization problem s. Under the assum ption that the constituent quark massm g = m my is

equalto M y =3 also for varying m 4, one cbtains the weltknown SU (6) result

p p 3
— = Eom = Z (50)
nom 2
and sin ilarly
nom
nom
n n

In Fig.i14 we show the ratio ofthe anom alousm agneticm om ents = ,,, which is dentical
to the ratio of the nom alized anom alousm agneticm om ents, as a function ofthe pion m ass.
T he Jattice data and our extrapolation fiinction stay rather close to the static SU (6) quark

modelvalie of 1 in them ass range considered here.
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FIG.14: Theratio p= , (denticalto the ratio of the nom alized anom alous m agnetic m om ents)
wih chiral extrapolation curve. The dotted line show s the value 10 predicted by the non-

relativistic quark m odel. T he solid circle represents the experin ental value.
VIII. CONCLUSIONS

W e have performed a detailed study of the electrom agnetic nuclkon fom factors
w ithin quenched lattice QCD eam ploying a fully non-perturbative O (a)—im provem ent of the
ferm Jonic action and of the electrom agnetic current. C om pared w ith previous studies g, 5]
we have accum ulated m uch higher statistics, yet our statistical errors appear to be rather
large. W hike these older investigations used one lattice spacing only, we have data at three
di erent lattice spacings. So we could study the discretization errors and found them to be
an all.

A s the quark m asses In our sin ulations are considerably larger than in reality, we had
to dealw ith chiral extrapolations. The m ost e ective way to handle this problem proceeds
via a suitable param etrization of the Q 2 dependence of the form factors. Indeed, our data
can be described reasonably wellby dipok ts. Then the quark-m ass dependence ofthe t
param eters (dipole m asses, In particular) can be studied. A ssum ing a linear dependence on
the pion m ass one ends up ram arkably close to the physical values, iIn soite of the fact that
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the shgularties arising from the G oldstone bosons of QCD must show up at som e polnt
Invalidating such a sin ple picture. N evertheless, the di erence between the electric and the
m agnetic dipole m ass which we obtain at the physical pion m ass is in (sam iquantitative)
agreem ent w ith recent experim ental resuls B, 3].

deally, the chiral extrapolation should be guided by ChEFT . However, m ost of the
existing chiral expansions do not take into acoount quenching artefacts and are therefore,
strictly speaking, not applicable to our data. But st sin ulations w ith dynam ical quarks
Indicate that at the quark m asses considered in this paper quenching e ects are an all so
that quenched chiral perturbation theory is not required. W hile in this resgoect the size of
our quark m assesm ight be helpfi1], it leads on the other hand to doubts on the applicability
of ChEFT . Indeed, only a reorganisation of the standard chiral perturbation theory series
allowed Hemm ert and W eise P4] to describe w ith a single expression the phenom enological
value of the isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the nuclon as well as (quenched)
lattice data. For a di erent approach to the sam e problen see Refs. P5, 26, 28]1.

W e have extended the analysis of the m agnetic m om ents of the nuckon of Ref. P4] to
the general case of nuckon elctrom agnetic form factors. G iven that these calculations are
reliable only orQ? < 0:4G eV ?, no direct com parison w ith our lattice data, taken at higher
values of Q 2, could be perform ed. Istead we have converted the dipole m asses extracted
from our sim ulations nto form factor radii, which could then be com pared w ith the ChEFT
om ulae. Larger Jattices allow ing am aller values of Q 2 would be required, if one ain s at a
direct com parison w ith the ChEF T results for the form factors.

A s low-order (one-dloop) ChEFT is Insu cient to sim ulaneously acoount for the quark-—
m ass dependence of the nucleon m ass and the form factors in the current m atrix elem ents,
we were foroed to \nom alize" the m agnetic m om ents com puted on the lattice before tting
them wih the ChEFT fomulae. H gherorder calculations in ChEF T, at least at the two—
loop kvel, would be required to avoid this necessity.

In the isovector channela combined tof ,(m ) and the Pauliradiusr, (m ) yielded
extrapolation functions which describe the lattice data quite well and extrapolate @beit
w ith Jarge error bar) close to the physical point. For the isovector D irac radius rj (m ) no
chiral extrapolation fiinction could be obtained that is consistent both w ith the lattice data
and know n phenom enology at the physical point. Further studies are needed to resolve this

discrepancy, both in ChEFT regarding higher order corrections and on the sin ulation side
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investigating quenching e ects. (For an altemative view see Ref. P7].) The param eters
obtained in the tsare well consistent w ith those found in Ref. P4]. Tn particular, we nd

9= 51 08 asthe chiral lin it value for the isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent of the
nuclkon.

The isoscalar sector is plagued by large uncertainties in the lattice data. The chiral
dynam ics contributing to extrapolation functions in this sector seem s to be dom inated by
analytic tem s. Q uantitative studies can only be perform ed once the statistics of the data
is in proved and disconnected contributions are taken into account. The ratio = , could
be well described by our chiral extrapolation and was found In ram arkable agreem ent w ith
the oconstituent quark m odel.

T he leading one-doop calculation in the SSE is found to describe the quark-m ass depen—
dence of m agnetic quantities quite well. Unfortunately, at the m om ent we do not have a
ChEFT wih appropriate counting schem e that sin ultaneously describes the quark-m ass
dependence In all our quantities , s, r), r; at lrading onedoop order. I rem ains to be
seen whether the discrepancies found In rf fn ) can be resolved in a next-to-Jleading one-
loop SSE calculation ofthe form factors. The gures in this paper show that ChEFT often
predicts large e ectsat valuesofm lighter than those we used In our lattice sin ulations. In
order to con m the predictions of ChEF T, and in order to extrapolate reliably to physical
quark m asses, we need sinulations at much an aller values ofm . M oreover, it would be
desirable to com pute the quark-line disconnected contributions. Im portant progress is also
to be expected from the ongoing sin ulations w ith dynam ical ferm ions.
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APPEND IX A

Here we want to present the nuclon m ass as a function of the pion mass In the same
fom alisn that is used for the electrom agnetic form factors, ie. in the SSE to O (). The

corresponding diagram s are shown in Fig.15. One nds

3q,
My =M7 4gm ? A m3
" N ¢ 32 F 2
9% 2 2\3=2 3 3 2 2 1 2 4
m JogR —m og — + - m dem ° ; 1
T | PogR@m ) (7 S m )by — 2 em®; @1
where
r
2
R([TI)ZE‘F P 1: (AZ)

In @1) the leading correction to the nuckon mass in the chiral lim i M 0 is param etrized
by the coupling ¢, F denotes the pion decay constant, ¢ the leading axialN  coupling,
gn the axial coupling of the nuckon, the (1232)-nuckon mass splitting, and e ; is a
countertemm . Eq. A1) generalizes the analysis of Ref. []] perform ed in heavy-baryon chiral
perturbation theory to the SSE with dim ensional regularization. The expected range of
applicability, as reported in Ref. [1], is thereforem < 600M &V .

InFig.l wehaveused M 0 = 088GeV,c = 093GeV! ,g = 12,e0= 22GeV°?,
In accordance w ith phenom enological estin ates. T he ram aining param eters have been xed
at their physical values given in Tabl #:. This choice leads to a satisfactory description of
nucleon m ass data from dynam ical sin ulations at (relatively) low quark m asses.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG.15:Diagram s in O (3) SSE contributing to the nuclkon m ass.

APPEND IX B

In this Appendix we collect our resuls for the nuclkon form factors.
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TABLE V III: Isovector nuclkon form factors at

= 620.

a?Q? Ge Gm F Fo
0:1320 0:0000 0:9962 (6) 0:9962 (6)
0:1484 0:554 (7) 2:34 (4) 0:621 (7) 172 (4)
0:1492 0:56 (2) 2:42) 0:632) 18(2)
02867 0:42 (3) 1:69(17) 0:51(3) 1:18(16)
0:3084 0:357 (14) 1:50 (8) 0:443 (14) 1:06(8)
0:4168 0:30(5) 1:3@2) 0:40(5) 0:88 (18)
0:4576 028 @) 1:13(8) 0:37@) 0:76 (8)
0:6169 0:141(9) 0:67 (4) 0215 (9) 0:45(3)
0:1324 0:0000 0:9936 (7) 0:9936 (7)
0:1480 0:544 (7) 2:40 (4) 0:619(7) 1:78 (4)
0:1488 0:60 (2) 2:62) 0:68 (2) 1:88(19)
02852 0:40 (3) 1:64 (16) 0:49(3) 1:15(15)
0:3084 0:327 (14) 1:41(9) 0:415 (14) 1:00(8)
0:4137 026(3) 1:39(17) 0:38 (4) 1:01(16)
0:4573 027 (@2) 1:10(9) 0:36 2) 0:73(8)
0:5350 0:108(18) 0:59(12) 0:17 @) 0:42(11)
0:6169 0:131(8) 0:69 4) 0216 (9) 0:48 (3)
0:1333 0:0000 0:9921 (18) 0:9921 (18)
0:1463 0:503(10) 221 (6) 0:590 (9) 1:62(5)
0:1477 0:58 (4) 216 (4) 0:68 (4) 2:04)
02796 0:37 () 1:5(2) 0:48 (4) 1:0 @)
0:3084 028 @) 121(12) 0:382) 0:83(11)
0:4029 1:3(@2)
0:4561 024 (5) 1:02(15) 0:35 (4) 0:67 (13)
0:6169 0:099(11) 0:59(5) 0:191 (13) 0:40 (4)
0:1338 0:0000 0:999 (4) 0:999 (4)
0:1447 0:475 (14) 1:94 (8) 0:566 (14) 1:38(8)
02741 0:30(6) 0:8(2) 0:36 (6) 05 (2)
0:3084 028(3) 1:17@16) 0:39(3) 0:78 (14)
0:6169 0:12(2) 0:49 (6) 020 2) 029 (5)
0:1342 0:0000 0:987 (6) 0:987 (6)
0:1439 0:437 (17) 1:91(9) 0:535(17) 1:38(9)
0:3084 026 4) 0:98 (17) 0:354) 0:62 (15)
0:6169 0:49(8)
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TABLE IX : Isovector nuckon form factorsat = 62.
a?p? Ge Gn Fi F2
0:1333 0:0000 1:0010 @2) 1:0010 (2)
0:0665 0:621 (7) 3:03(5) 0:692 (7) 2:34 (5)
0:0667 0:615(18) 2:90 (17) 0:683 (18) 221(16)
0:1294 0:413(18) 2:03(11) 0:504 (18) 1:52(10)
0:1371 0:407 (15) 2:04 (10) 0:504 (15) 1:53(10)
0:1892 0:344) 1:62(17) 0:44 (4) 1:18(16)
02038 0:32(2) 1:58(8) 0:432) 1:15(@)
02742 0206 (10) 1:10 (5) 0:306 (11) 0:79 (5)
0:1339 0:0000 1:0009 (3) 1:0009 3)
0:0661 0:597(7) 2:77(5) 0:676 (7) 2:10(5)
0:0664 0:64 (2) 21 Q) 0:71 ) 2:0@)
0:1279 0:44 (3) 2:0@) 0:55@3) 1:50(19)
0:1371 0:406 (16) 1:84(9) 0:510 (16) 1:34(8)
02035 0:32(2) 1:349) 0:43(2) 0:92 (8)
02742 0:176(11) 0:95 (5) 0279 (12) 0:67 (4)
0:1344 0:0000 1:0031 (7) 1:0031 (7)
0:0655 035562 (11) 274 (7) 0:658 (11) 2:08(7)
0:0660 0:56(4) 2:8(3) 0:66 (4) 2:1(3)
0:1259 0:35(3) 1:64 (15) 0:46 (3) 1:19(14)
0:1371 0:35(2) 1:65(14) 0:46 (2) 1:19(13)
0:2031 028 (4) 1:43(14) 0:43(3) 1:00 (12)
0:2742 0:162 (15) 0:87(7) 0277 (17) 0:59 (6)
0:1349 0:0000 1:0052 (18) 1:0052 (18)
0:0647 0:525 (12) 2:44(7) 0:631 (12) 1:81(7)
0:0654 0:55(5) 2:8(4) 0:67 (5) 2:1 (4)
0:1233 0:30 (4) 1:44 (19) 0:42 (4) 1:02 (18)
0:1371 0:313) 1:41(14) 0:44 (3) 0:97 (13)
02025 026 (4) 124 (14) 0:42 (4) 0:82 (13)
0:2742 0:123(18) 0:75(7) 025(@2) 0:51 (6)
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TABLE X : Isovector nuckon form factorsat = 64.
a?Q? Ge Gm F Fo
0:1338 0:0000 1:0019(18) 1:0019 (18)
0:0375 0:636 (6) 3:10(5) 0:705 (6) 2:40 (5)
0:0376 0:626 (16) 3:05(14) 0:693 (16) 2:36(14)
0:0730 0:413 (18) 1:95(10) 0:494 (18) 1:45(10)
0:0771 0:416(13) 2:10(@8) 0:510 (13) 1:59(7)
0:1069 029 @) 1:34(9) 0:37(2) 0:97 (9)
0:1147 0:30 2) 1:48(7) 0:397 (19) 1:09(7)
0:1394 021Q) 1:00 (14) 029 2) 0:71 (13)
0:1542 0215(@11) 1:13(5) 0:311(11) 0:82 (5)
0:1342 0:0000 1:002 (5) 1:002 (5)
0:0373 0:611(11) 3:01@8) 0:689 (11) 2:32(7)
0:0374 0:61 (3) 3:0@) 0:69 (3) 2:3@2)
0:0724 0:44 (4) 22(2) 0:55 (4) 1:7 @)
0:0771 0:38(2) 2:05 (14) 0:49 (2) 1:56 (13)
0:1145 026 (3) 1:38(11) 0:36 3) 1:02 (11)
0:1542 0:171 (19) 0:93(8) 026(2) 0:66(8)
0:1346 0:0000 1:003 (5) 1:003(5)
0:0370 0:576 (10) 2:77(6) 0:665 (10) 2:11(6)
0:0372 0554 (3) 2:8(3) 0:63(3) 2:1(3)
0:0713 0:34(3) 1:53(13) 0:43(3) 1:10(12)
0:0771 0:347 (19) 171 (10) 0:457 (19) 125 (9)
0:1034 023 (4) 1:09 (14) 0:32(4) 0:76 (13)
0:1143 028 (4) 124 (10) 0:39 (4) 0:85 (10)
0:1338 0:16 (4) 0:71 (14) 023 (4) 0:48 (13)
0:1542 0:163(14) 0:90 (6) 0273 (15) 0:63(5)
0:1350 0:0000 1:006(8) 1:006 (8)
0:0366 0:531(12) 2:60 (8) 0:636 (12) 1:97 (7)
0:0369 0:48 (5) 2:6(4) 0:59 (6) 2:04)
0:0700 0:32 (4) 157 (19) 0:44 (4) 1:13(18)
0:0771 029 (3) 1:58(15) 0:42 (3) 1:16(13)
0:1009 12@3)
0:1140 026 (5) 1:1172) 0:38(5) 0:73(11)
0:1298 069 (17)
0:1542 0:142 (17) 0:78 (6) 0259 (18) 0:53(5)
0:1353 0:0000 1:006 (7) 1:006 (7)
0:0360 0:48(2) 222 (14) 0:59(2) 1:63(13)
0:0681 15@3)
0:0771 024 (5) 1:39(18) 0:39(5) 1:00(17)
0:1542 0:73(11)
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TABLE X I:Proton form factors at

60.

a?Q? Ge Gm F Fo
0:1320 0:0000 0:9980 (5) 0:9980 (5)
0:1484 0:566 (6) 1:43(3) 0:599 (6) 0:83(3)
0:1492 0:58 (2) 1:49(13) 0:61(2) 0:88 (13)
02867 0:42 ) 1:02 (10) 0:47 @) 0:56 (10)
0:3084 0:372 (12) 0:91 (5) 0:413(11) 0:50 (5)
0:4168 0:34 (5) 0:77(12) 0:38 (4) 0:39(12)
0:4576 0:287 (19) 0:70 (5) 0:332(18) 0:37 (5)
0:6169 0:153(8) 0:41 @) 0:190 (7) 022 @2)
0:1324 0:0000 0:9964 (6) 0:9964 (6)
0:1480 0:557 (6) 1:47(3) 0:594 (5) 0:87 (3)
0:1488 0:600 (19) 1:59(13) 0:640 (19) 0:95(13)
0:2852 0:40 2) 1:02(10) 0:45 (2) 0:57(9)
0:3084 0:340 (11) 0:88(5) 0:384 (11) 0:49 (5)
0:4137 029@3) 0:84 (10) 0:34 (3) 0:49 (10)
0:4573 0267 (18) 0:68 (6) 0:31517) 0:37 (5)
0:5350 0:118(17) 0:37(8) 0:152(18) 022 (7)
0:6169 0:143(7) 0:43(2) 0:187(7) 024 2)
0:1333 0:0000 0:9957 (13) 0:9957 (13)
0:1463 0:517 (8) 1:36(3) 0:560 (8) 0:80 (3)
0:1477 0:57 (3) 1:6(2) 0:62 (3) 1:0 @)
02796 0:39(3) 0:91 (14) 0:44 (3) 0:47(13)
0:3084 0:294 (15) 0:76(7) 0:342 (15) 0:42 (7)
0:4029 027 (5) 0:81(15) 0:34 (5) 0:47 (14)
0:4561 026 (4) 0:66(9) 0:32(3) 0:34(9)
0:6169 0:113(9) 0:37(3) 0:161(9) 021 (3)
0:1338 0:0000 1:000 3) 1:000 (3)
0:1447 0:488(12) 121 () 0:532 (11) 0:67 (5)
02741 0:30 (5) 0:54 (15) 0:32(5) 022 (14)
0:3084 0:30 (2) 0:74 (10) 0:35@2) 0:39(9)
0:6169 0:125(17) 0:314) 0:166 (16) 0:14 (3)
0:1342 0:0000 0:994 (5) 0:994 (5)
0:1439 0:451 (13) 1:17(6) 0:499 (13) 0:68 (6)
0:3084 025(@3) 0:62(11) 0:30 (3) 0:32(10)
0:6169 0:094 (19) 0:31(5) 0:145 (19) 0:17 (4)
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TABLE X II:Proton form factors at

62.

a?q? Ge Gm F1 Fo
0:1333 0:0000 1:00196(17) 1:00196 17)
0:0665 0:633(5) 1:85(@3) 0:669(5) 1:18(3)
0:0667 0:626 (15) 1:82(11) 0:662 (15) 1:16(10)
0:1294 0:426 (15) 124 (7) 0:472 (15) 0:77 (6)
0:1371 0:423 (12) 124 (6) 0:471 (12) 0:77 (6)
0:1892 0:37 (4) 1:00(11) 0:42 (4) 0:58 (10)
02038 0:333(18) 0:97 (5) 0:387 (17) 0:58 (5)
02742 0:2219(10) 0:67(3) 0269 (9) 0:40 (3)
0:1339 0:0000 1:0020 (3) 1:0020 (3)
0:0661 0:607 (6) 1:70 (3) 0:646 (6) 1:05@3)
0:0664 0:637 (19) 1:71(13) 0:676 (19) 1:04(12)
0:1279 0:45 (3) 122(12) 0:50 (3) 0:72 (12)
0:1371 0:414 (13) 1:13(6) 0:466 (13) 0:66 (5)
02035 0:33@) 0:83(5) 0:380 (19) 0:45 (5)
02742 0:184 (10) 0:58 (3) 0237(9) 0:34 (3)
0:1344 0:0000 1:0037 (5) 1:0037 (5)
0:0655 0:576 (8) 1:67 (4) 0:624 (8) 1:05 (4)
0:0660 0:56(3) 1:8(2) 0:62 (3) 1:1@)
0:1259 0:37 2) 1:02(9) 0:42(2) 0:60 (9)
0:1371 0:368 (18) 1:008) 0:424 (18) 0:57 (8)
0:1823 029 (7)
02031 0:30 3) 0:88 (8) 0:38(3) 0:50 (8)
02742 0:174 (13) 0:53 4) 0232 (13) 0:30 (4)
0:1349 0:0000 1:0054 (12) 1:0054 (12)
0:0647 0:535(9) 1:49(5) 0:588 (9) 0:91 (4)
0:0654 0:55 (4) 1:8(3) 0:62 (4) 12@3)
0:1233 0:34(3) 0:86(12) 0:39(3) 0:47(11)
0:1371 0:34 () 0:85(8) 0:392 (19) 0:46(8)
02025 027 (4) 0:76 (9) 0:34(3) 0:41(8)
02742 0:133(13) 0:47 (4) 0:199(13) 027 (3)
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TABLE X ITI: P roton form factors at

64.

a?Q? Ge Gm F Fo
0:1338 0:0000 1:0024 (14) 1:0024 (14)
0:0375 0:644 (5) 1:89(3) 0:679 (5) 1213)
0:0376 0:641 (13) 1:89(9) 0:676 (13) 121(9)
0:0730 0:421 (16) 1:19(6) 0:462 (16) 0:73(6)
0:0771 0:430(11) 1:30 (5) 0:479(11) 0:82 (5)
0:1069 0:30 @) 0:82 (6) 0:342) 0:48 (6)
0:1147 0:311(17) 0:91 (5) 0:359 (16) 0:55 (4)
0:1394 022 @) 0:61(9) 025(2) 0:36(8)
0:1542 0225 (10) 0:69(3) 0274 (9) 0:42 (3)
0:1342 0:0000 1:002 (4) 1:002 (4)
0:0373 0:622 (9) 1:84 (4) 0:661 (9) 1:18 (4)
0:0374 0:60 (2) 1:86(15) 0:65 (2) 122 (15)
0:0724 0:45(3) 1:38(14) 0:50 (3) 0:88 (13)
0:0771 0:398(19) 126 (9) 0:454 (19) 0:81(8)
0:1145 027 (3) 0:84(7) 0:322) 0:52(7)
0:1542 0:186 (17) 0:58 (5) 0234 (16) 0:34(5)
0:1346 0:0000 1:0033) 1:003(3)
0:0370 0:588 (8) 1:70 (4) 0:632(7) 1:06 (4)
0:0372 0:58 (2) 1:7217) 0:62 (2) 1:10Q7)
0:0713 0:35@) 0:95(8) 0:40 (2) 0:55(8)
0:0771 0:368 (15) 1:07 (6) 0:425 (14) 0:65 (6)
0:1034 0224 (4) 0:67(9) 029 (3) 0:38 (8)
0:1143 028 (3) 0:76(7) 0:34 (3) 0:42 (7)
0:1338 0:16 @) 0:44 (9) 0:19(2) 024 (8)
0:1542 0:175(12) 0:55 (4) 0232(11) 0:32(3)
0:1350 0:0000 1:004 (6) 1:004 (6)
0:0366 0:549(10) 1:60 (5) 0:602 (9) 1:00(5)
0:0369 0:534) 1:6(3) 0:59 (4) 1:0@3)
0:0700 0:32(3) 1:00 (12) 0:38(3) 0:61(11)
0:0771 0:319(19) 0:99(9) 0:387 (19) 0:61(9)
0:1009 021 @) 0:74(18) 027 (4) 0:47 (16)
0:1140 027 @) 0:64 8) 0:32 (4) 0:32(8)
0:1298 0:41(10)
0:1542 0:150(13) 0:48 (4) 0210 (13) 027 (3)
0:1353 0:0000 1:002 (5) 1:002 (5)
0:0360 0:474 (17) 1:38(9) 0:533(17) 0:85(8)
0:0681 0:32(6) 1:0@2) 0:40 (6) 0:6(2)
0:0771 028 (4) 0:85(11) 0:35(3) 0:50 (10)
0:1542 0:15(3) 0:48(7) 023(3) 025 (6)
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TABLE X IV :M agnetic form factor of the neutron at

60.

a’Q? Gn
0:320 0:1484 0:908 (18)
02867 0:67 (7)
0:3084 058 (3)
0:4168 0350 (8)
0:4576 0:42 (4)
0:6169 0256 (14)
0:1324 0:1480 0:928 (17)
0:1488 1:01(11)
02852 0:62 (6)
0:3084 053 (4)
0:4137 055 (7)
0:4573 0:40 (4)
055350 021 (5)
0:6169 0264 (15)
0:1333 0:1463 085 (@)
02796 055 (9)
0:3084 0:45 (5)
0:4029 0:53(10)
0:6169 0220 (18)
0:1338 0:1447 0:74 (3)
0:3084 0:44 (7)
06169 0:18(3)
0:1342 0:1439 0:73 (4)
0:3084 036 (7)
0:6169 0:18(3)
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TABLE XV :M agnetic form factor of the neutron at

62.

a’Q? Gn
0:1333 00665 1:186(19)
00667 110@)
0:1294 0:79 (4)
01371 080 (4)
0:1892 0:61 (7)
02742 0:43@)
0:1339 00661 107 Q)
0:1279 0:83(@8)
01371 0:71 (4)
02742 037 @)
0:1344 00655 107 (3)
0:1259 0:62 (6)
01371 065 (6)
02742 034 (3)
0:1349 00647 0:94 (3)
0:1233 0:58 (9)
01371 0355 (6)
02742 029 @3)
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TABLE XV I:M agnetic form factor of the neutron at

64.

a’Q? Gn
0:338 00375 1208 (19)
0:0376 120(7)
00730 0:75 (4)
00771 0:80(3)
0:1069 053 (4)
0:1394 0:39 (6)
0:1542 0:44 )
0:1342 00373 1417 @3)
00724 081 (9)
00771 0:79 (6)
0:1542 0:35(3)
0:1346 00370 107 (3)
00713 058 (5)
00771 0:64 (4)
0:1034 0:42 (5)
0:1338 028 (6)
0:1542 0:35 (@)
04350 0:0366 100 (3)
00700 0:58 (8)
0:0771 059 (6)
0:1009 0:44 (11)
0:1140 0:37 (6)
0:1542 031 @)
0:353 00360 085 (6)
00681 052 (12)
0:0771 0355 (9)
0:1542 025 (4)
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APPEND IX C

T he Pllow ng tables contain the results ofourdipoke ts. Them asses are given In lattice

unis.
TABLE XV II:D pok tsofthe isovector form factors.
aM ¢ An aM n aM 1 A aM 2
=60
0:1320 0:657 (6) 4:3(2) 0:66 (2) 0:756 (7) 3:4Q) 0:61 (3)
0:1324 0:637 (5) 4:5(2) 0:64 (2) 0:745 (7) 3:62) 0:60 (3)
0:1333 0:593(8) 4:3(3) 0:61(3) 0:705 (9) 3:5(4) 0:56 (4)
0:1338 0:570 (12) 41 (6) 0:57 (5) 0:675 (14) 3:4(7) 0:50 (6)
0:1342 0:534 (14) 4:0(7) 0:57(7) 0:633(17) 4:2) 0:44 (15)
=62
0:1333 0:493 (4) 4:79(17) 0:507 (16) 05579 (5) 3:87(18) 0:480 (19)
0:1339 0:477 (5) 4:6(2) 0:484 (17) 0:566 (6) 37 @) 0:45(2)
0:1344 0:441 (6) 4:73) 0:46 (2) 0:539(8) 3:9(4) 0:42 (3)
0:1349 0:411 (7) 43(3) 0:45(3) 0:511(9) 3:5(4) 0:41 (3)
= 64
0:1338 0:375(3) 5:16(18) 0:358 (10) 0:436 (4) 419(19) 0:340 (12)
0:1342 0:358 (5) 52 (3) 0:347(17) 0:422 (7) 42(3) 0:33(Q)
0:1346 0:333(4) 5:1(3) 0:322 (14) 0:399 (5) 42(3) 02299 (16)
0:1350 0:310 (5) 4:8(4) 0:319 (16) 0:384(7) 3:9(4) 0:30 )
0:1353 0:282 (11) 3:7(5) 0:35 (4) 0:350 (14) 2:9(9) 0:33(9)
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TABLE XVIII:D pok tsofthe proton form factors.

aM e An aM aM 1 A aM 2
= 60
0:1320 0:673(5) 2:59(12) 0:66 (2) 0:720(5) 1:62 (14) 0:61 (4)
0:1324 0:653(5) 2:71(13) 0:64(2) 0:706 (5) 1:70 (14) 0:61(3)
0:1333 0:608 (6) 2:59(18) 0:62(3) 0:665 (7) 1:61(19) 0:59(5)
0:1338 0:583(10) 2:5(3) 0:58(5) 0:635(10) 1:7(5) 0:51(8)
0:1342 0:543 (11) 2:4(4) 0:59(7) 0:596 (11) 1:5(4) 0:55(10)
=62
0:1333 0:505 (4) 2:93(10) 0:505(16) 0:547 (4) 1:97(12) 0:48(2)
0:1339 0:485 (4) 2:81(12) 0:483(17) 0:527 (4) 1:83(13) 0:45(3)
0:1344 0:453 (5) 2:87(19) 0:46(2) 0:501 (6) 2:0 (@) 0:42(3)
0:1349 0:420 (5) 2:62) 0:443) 0:469 (6) 17@) 0:41 (4)
= 64
0:1338 0:383(3) 3:15(11) 0:359(10) 0:412(3) 2:13(12) 0:340 (15)
0:1342 0:366 (4) 3:17(19) 0:349(17) 0:398(5) 2:1(@) 0:33(2)
0:1346 0:342 (3) 3:08(18) 0:325(14) 0:374 (4) 2:1(@) 0:30(2)
0:1350 0:319 4) 3:0@) 0:314 (16) 0:356 (4) 2:03) 029 (2)
0:1353 0:287(7) 22 (3) 0:36 (4) 0:326(8) 1:5(4) 0:33(5)
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TABLE XX :D polk tsofthe neutron m agnetic form factor.

Ap aM
=620
0:1320 1:68(9) 0:65(2)
0:1324 1:78 (9) 0:62 (2)
01333 1:71(14) 059@3)
0:1338 16@2) 057 (6)
0:1342 16@3) 055 (7)
= 62
0:1333 1:90(8) 0:498 (18)
0:1339 1:78(9) 0:48(2)
0:1344 1:90 (15) 0:44 (3)
0:1349 1:70 (16) 0:43@3)
= 64
0:1338 205(8) 0351 (11)
0:1342 2:06(16) 0:34 (2)
0:1346 2:01@14) 0314 (15)
0:1350 184 (16) 0319(19)
0:1353 15@) 032 4)
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